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. CHAPTER ONE
THE PROBLEM

Since the days of Thucydides the mutilation of the
Herms has been regarded, and rightly so, as an event of some.
consequence., The Athenians took a serious view of it. The
investigation which followed wae & nightmare of terror. Its
impact continued to be felt for a generation. Never before
or after was there such & vigorous pursult of culprits or one
which 1involved so many executions and imprisonments. Unfor-
tnﬁatelyiour two primary sources are less than satisfactory
in their treatment of the mutilation. The Thucydidean ac-
eount is general. No proper names are mentioned except that
of Alkibiades and the chief concern is the reactions of the
Demos., Andekidea has left a fuller account of the incldent
and of the parody of the mysteries which became a ggggg'gé-
;éggg at the same time; he lists the names of the men who
were accused by the various informers. His veracity 1ls not
always beyond question nor can he be trusted to give a com-
plete story; he was himself suspected of having partielpated'
in the mutilation and that colours his testimony.

The historian has always met difficulty in under-
standing the political context of the mutilation of the Herms.
'Thelscurces testlfy to ite electrifying effect upon the po-
‘pulace yet give very little specific informatlion concerning

those who took part, the motivation, or what lay behind the
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ageuaations which were lodged. Many views have been expressed:
' thé erime was committed by a group of drunken revelers, it

was the work of Alkiblades and his associates, it was the re-
sult of an olligarchic conspiracy, 1t was lnstigated by Ni-
kiss. No historlian can ignore 1t; yet because of the pau-
eity of the evidence and the sometimes contradictory tone

of the sources it has been neglected as a speclial study.

Our anclient witnesses suggest that it was not a-
lone the religious nature of the statues which aroused such
1nd1gnation; rather, the act, by the thorcughness of its ex-
ecution, implied the existence of an organized band of law-
less and amoral vandals whose philosophy threatened to defy
the Demos and all that it held sacred. In other words, it
had a political connotation and hence must be studled as a
palitical phenomenon. We must keep in mind the events which
preceded it, the shades of political thinking which developed
after the Peace of Niklas, the personalities which sought to
‘eontrol public opinlon, and, flnally, what followed the mu~
tilation. In this way a reasonable explanation for the va-
vrious intrigues may perhaps be found. The mutilation in it-
gelf may have been minor; the politilcal manéeuvring which 1t
’éet in motion had far-reaching consequences for Athens.

I shall attempt in this study to isolate and to
gscrutinlize closely the activitles, friends, and familles of

all those who are mentioned by Andokides and Plutarch in

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



»éonnection with both the mutilation and parody. Only thus
can the men concerned and the crimes themselves be placed
in theiﬁ proper contexts. Heré in particular the contem-
porary inscriptions are of inestimable value. Among these
are the ?ecords of the poletali, who sold at auction the pro-
perty of}the exiled. Additional fragments of these cata-
logués have been excavated in the Athenlan Agora and remain
'unpablisﬁed. We may then anticipate that light will still
be shed &pon a murky page in Athenien history.
Full informatlion concerning the literature cited
in the notes and the editions employed will be found in the
,Bibliogrgphy, to which the reader is also referred for ex-
panslon $f abbreviations.
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CHAPTER TWO
THE SOURCES

The Thucydidean account of the period between the
Peace of Nikias and the Sicilian expedition, while satisfac-
tory for the Greek world as a whole, is meagre in regard to
domestic politics at Athens. There are sevérai reasons for
this. Thls aspect of Athenlan history was not the prime con-
cern of the historian. In addition, Thucydides was in exile
from 424 untll the end of the war and was unable to exercise
ﬁis shrewd powers of observation at first hand. He was com-
pelled to rely upon the word of those who had been in Athens
during these decisive years. By the time of his repatriation
much which had happened behind the scenes had been forgotten,
glossed over, or was known only to men in exile. He says
nothing of the ostracism of Hyperbolos in 417/61 unt11’VIII,

- 73, 3, and even then does not mention the circumstances of
the ostraclism. Hls remarks on the defacement of the Herms
are general and unsatisfying. This too can be explalned.

The unrest which had resulted from the informations concern-

"ing the desecration was too recent and frightening to permif
fhese'who knew the truth to speak freely. Besides, thanks
to the untiring efforts of his enemies, Alkibiades had been

made the scapegoat. He was held responsible for the profana-

For the date see below, p. 24.
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tion of the mysteries and the mutilation of the Herms.z

Thucydides, however, realized that there was more to the

erimee than had been reported to him. He makes clear to the
resder his doubt sbout the truth of the depositions and the
guilt of those who had suffered death, imprisonment, or axile.5
He is also séeptieal of Andokldes' revelation and admits with
resignation that no one at the time or afterward could state
with assurance wvhat was the true account.4 The Thucydidean
nérrative is a general description of the ugly mood of the
pepulace'and the oplnions of the citlzens but almost no names
are mentioned; the usual careful analysis that we assoclate
with Thucydidean method 1s absent. What he writeé, of course,
must be treated with respect; for here, as always, Thucydi-
des' judgement 1s not to be trifled with.

Thucydides! pessimistic view of Andokides' confes-
éion is not surprising to one who reads the confused state-
ments 1ln the De MzSteriis and the De Reditu. The De Mys-
teriis deals first with the mutilation of the Herms and the
prbfanatibn of the mysteries.. Andekides‘names the informants
tégetheriwith those whom they accused and the legal actions
which resulted. Andokides himself must have taken part in

Thucydides, VI, 61, 1.
Thucy@ides, Vi, 53, 2-3.
Thucydides, VI, 60, 2.
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6.

}the plot to deface the statues, as is evident;frbm hisg own
worda.5 In the De Mysterlis, however, he seems to have for-
gotten his earlier statement and disclaims any connection
wlth the mutilation or the parody.6 The facts behind these
orations and the cifeumstances under which they were deliver-
ed explain the contradictions.

For a short time following his confession7 in 415,
which was made to free Athens from terror and his own family
from prison, Andokides remained at Athens by virtue of the
immunity hekhad been granted in return for his 1nf9rmation.
But this peaceful condition was not destined to last long.
The decree of Isotimides was passed in the séme year. By
its terms anyone who had ever committed an lmplety and con-
fessed was to be refused admission to the temples of Attike
and the Athenian Agora, whether he had been granted immunity

.or‘nct. Andokides was compelled to leave Athens. Twice he
attempted to return, once during the reign of the Four Hun-
dred, at @hich time Pelsandros opposed his recall,8 and again

after the%restoration of the democracy in 410.

This was the occasion for the delivery of the De

De Redltu, 15.
De Mysteriis, 29, 72.

Qg‘ﬁzs%eriis;,60-68.
'De Reditu, 13-14.

. < O O
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Reditu.g Andokides states expressly that he had been per-
suaded to take part in this piece of madneés, i.e., the mu-
tilation, by evil companioné and that because of his ﬁarti-
cipation he had been dlsgraced in the eyes of the gods. But
at the time the rdle of reformed miscreant is to his advan-
tage. He 1s suing for favour and there 1s no point in an-
tagonizing his audience or insulting their intelligence by a
flagrant lie. He does not try to disguise his youthful folly.
As Maidment says, "Andocides had little need to describe in
detail the scandal which had led to his exile; it was still
}enly too familiar to the majJority of his audience. Still
less d1d he feel the moment sultable for any such passionate
assertlion of his innocence as that in which he indulged ten
years later, when theyfacts et lssue were already passing
into oblivion., He therefore has no hesitation in admitting
~his guilt. What concerne him is hils patriotic energy since
5\415.310 In spite of his efforts thls second appeal falled.
He did not return to Athens until the general am-
nesty of 403. Again for a few years all was well. Soon,
however, Andokides came into confliet wlth a group of tax-

farmers headed by Agyrrhlos and with XKephlslos who had also

For the date of the oration see Malidment, Mlnor Attlc

%
Orators, I, pp. 454-458.
10 Maiament, op. cit., p. 458.
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8.

‘been an exlile.  He antagonized Kalllias son of Hipponikos, a
member of his family, as well. This dlépute arohe'overba
famlly affair and Andokides threatened sult. Kallias declded
to forestall him by halling him into court first. In his
machinétions_he was ailded by Kephlsios and Agyrrhlos. As
wae hls custom, Ahdokides took part in the Great Eleusinisa.
When he returned he found that he had been charged with having
téken part in a religlous ceremony, an act forbidden to him
by the decree of Isotimides. Kephlslos was the actual infor-
'mant, who had been forced into that réle by Kallias.ll These
two, along with Agyrrhios, Epichares, and Meletos, hoped by
this method to remove Andokides from Athens (599 B.C.).
Andokides' defence 1s embodled in the De Mysteriis.
By 399 the details of the mutilation and the profaning of
the mysterles had to some extent faded. In these circum-
stances 1t was limperative for him to deny any share in the
blaﬁe, for he had to establish the faét that the decree of
 Isot1m1des did not apply to him at all. he confidently re-
fused to admit any act of implety or any confesslon of such
an act. But his own behaviour in 415 when he went into exile
had already belied this stateﬁent. The confession in the
De Reditu and the denial in the De Mysterils were both dic-
tated by expediency. ObviouélyrAndokides was a shifty charac-

11 - De Mysterils, 71.
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ter whose statements must be examined with the greatest care
before they are accepted.
Does this mean that it 1s impossible to trust what
~he says about the defacement of the Herms? It is true that
when hle own safety was involved he could speak glibly on
any side of the question which was to his'advantage; On the
other hand, there 1s no reason to doubt that aside from his
own rdle in the desecration he told the same story in 415
on the occaslion of his confession and again in 399. He had
wltnesses to corroborate his remarks concerning those who
were involved. He could be objective about the events, the
informants, the accused; and the legal actions; his own safety
dld not depend upon ignorance of the whole epilsode. The sus-
plecion also arises that Andokldes, always anxious to make
use of an opportunity, might have named among the particil-
rants in the mutilation those who were hls enemiesg. His
list, 1t may be argued, is substantiélly that of Teukros,
which would lend credence to his own tale. Yet it 1s Ando-
kides himself who reports Teukros' 1list, which may not there-
fore be used as independent testimony to corroborate Ando-
kldes. On the other hand, Diognetos, a member of the board
-"of enquiry at the time of Alkiblades' impeachment by Pythoni-
kos, was in court and testified to the accuracy of Andokides'
’statements; and Andokides reminds his’audience that his ac-

count 1s belng confirmed. As Maidment notes, "Diognetus,

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



10.

who had first-hand knowledge, had listened to the recital in

silence.“lz

Had there been any glaring errors Diognetos
would have protested. If Andoklides had intended to take
this chance for revenge (in 399) it is strange that he did
not include those who caused hlm so much trouble a short
time after hls confession of 415, Isotimides and those who
supported hls measure. Pelsandros too was his enemy, as
had been proved 1n 411; but he was not involved in Andoki-
‘des' revelation.

Andokides gives no inkling of the real 1issue be-
‘hind the informations nor does he have anything to say about
the motives of'thé accusers, The lnscriptions glve reason
to believe that Andokides falled to name all the men impli-
cated efzto suggest thelr full share in the parody and mu-
tilation.i Perhaps this i1s not so much from a desire to sup-
press the whole truth as from the necesslity of omitting de-
tall and conéentrating upon his own responsibility. After
all, the oratlion is his defense. With caution, then, the
hlstorian may use the general account‘of the mutilation and
parédy as given by Andokides. The only statement about which
there remains grave doubt is that‘concerning Andokides! own
participation.

The'fourth oration which has survived among the

12 Maidm%nt, op. eit., p. 351, note b.
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11.

works of Andokides contains much information about the ac-
tivities of Alkibiades.‘ It purports to be a speech delivered
by Phalax upon the occasion of an impending ostracism which
threatened him, Niklias, and Alklblades., It ls generally re-
garded as spurious. Raubitschek, however, 1ln a recent article,l5
prefers to éee here elther a speech written by Andokides for
Phalax in the hope of getting rid of Alkiblades or at least
& speech which was dellivered before the Assembly at some
- time before the Sicilian campaign. He dates 1t early in 415:
the expedition to Melos to which the author refers occurred
in the summer of 416. The Olympic games mentioned must be
" those of 416; there 1s no clear reference to Sicily. 8Since
it was delivered on the eve of an ostracism and since the only
ostracism which would fit the date is that of Hyperbolos, Rau-
bitschek puts the ostraclsm of Hyperbolos in 415. Thucydldes
states that Hyperbolos was put to death in Samos while}the

14 A frag-

Four Hundred were organizing in Athens in 412/1.
ment of Theopompos reports that Hyperbolos died after being
in exlle for six years,lS which would make Raubitschek's
date for the ostracism too late; he believés, therefore,

that Theopompos 1s wrong.

13

Raubitschek, T.A.P.A., LXXIX (1948), pp. 191-210.
14 |

Thuecydides, VIII, 73, 3.
15 Frag. 96b Jacoby.
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12.

To lend credence to his argument Raubltschek points
out several likenesses between the oration and the account of
Thuéydides: the superlor attitude of Alklblades to his fellow
citizens, the anger, fear, and subservience of the populace
toward Alkibiades, the political differences between the

youths and the elders, the boasts of Alklblades, his part
in the Melian affair, and the belief that he was aiming at
tyranny. These parallels, he thinks, indicate that the writer
'cf‘the oration and Thucydides used a common source, l.e.,
the contemporary attitudes of the people. But 1t is easlly
~8een that these ﬁointa of similarity are not decisive. Con-
temporary gossip was known to everyone who had,aﬁy acquain-
tance at all with the dharacter of Alkiblades. It was common
knéwledge in all quarters, for Thucydldes, who was in exlle
at the time, wrote his account after his return, basing it
~on the results of his enquiries. Plutarch tod mentlohs many
of these'same items. B8So far Raubltschek has succeeded, as
‘he himself admits, only in showlng the author's‘general fami-~
liarity with the;period, galned perhaps from his readlng of
Thucydides and others. |
The many errors and inconslstencles of the oration
'é.re the next ob,jecf of Raubitschek's examination. The sespeech
was purportedly delivered before a meeting of the Assembly
and is a defense made to avold ostracism. The speaker says

that he, Nikias, and Alkiblades are the candidates. Such a
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13.

procedure 1s unknown. So far as we can determine there were
no preliminary meetings of the Ekklesia before an ostracisnm,
nor is there any evidence that the candidates for ostracism
were formally named before the vote was taken, as the wrlter
of the oration 1mplies.l6 Doubtless the cltizens of Athens,
among whon 1ntérest in the political welfare of their clty
was widespread, were fairly sure of the identity of those
who were most likely to get votes, while those who had cause
to fear were equally aware of their danger. The greét va-
riety of names which have been seratched on the ostraka
found in the Athenlan Agora in recent years is proof that
there was no formal declaration of candldates for whom votes
must be cast.17 The only meeting preliminary to the ostra-
elsm took place in the sixth prytany to determine whether

or not an ostracism was to be held in that year.18 Appa=-

rently, then, the writer of the In Alclbliadem was unversed

in the procedure of ostracism. Raubitschek attempts to ex-
plain away this difficulty by saying that the speaker does

not address his audience as if it were a "formal assembly.®
He 1s pretending that the meeting has an official character,
whefeas it 1s merely a gathering wilthout official funectlion.

16 Andokides,, In Alcibiadem, 2.
Vanderpool, Hesperia, XV (1946), pp. 271-275,
18 '

Aristotle, Ath. Pol., 43, 5.
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14.

“We have no evidence to show that such informal meetings
were held in connection wilth an ostraclsm, but meetings of
thls type were obviously necessary to concentrate public
opinion on those few men who were likely 'candidafes' for
ostracism.“lg Raubltschek'!s insistence upon the unofficial
character of the audlence 1s based on the worde of the
speaker who requests hls hearers to be impartial judges of
his statements; to preslde as archons, to discourage in-
sultlng or flattering language. They are to be kindly to
the speaker and llstener and harsh towards the overbearing
and dlsorderly. By glving a hearing to each of the pleaders
they wlll be better able to make a Just decision.zo Raublit-
schek, hoﬁever, to prove his polnt, selects only the phrasge
8€opat 8’ Vudv tdv Adywv Toovs ual xoivobs Huilv Exvorh-

Tas rsvééeat, xal névras dpyovras mepl Tobrwy nataorfivay:
,the audieﬁee is to act as if they were epistatal and archons.
The speaker is pretendling that they are officlals. Raubit-
~schek warhs against thinking here of the rdole played by the
archons and Boﬁle at the ostracism itself when these offi-
clals guarded the ballot boxes and kept close watch to see
that only qualified citizens voted.

I do not see in thellanguage of the oration any

19 Raubltschek, op. cit., p. 197.
20 '
: tAndokides,, ;B‘Alcibiadem, 7.
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15.

indication of "formality" or "informallty." The passage to
which Raubitschek referg is inconclusive; it 1s the custo-
mary plea for a fair and impartial hearing.21 Whether the
oration was ever delivered or whether it was written later,
1% was intended to be a defense before an audlence which is
to act as Judges. The passage implies that other speakers
are to follow, presumably Alkibiades and Nikias. There is
no evidence that a defense was ever allowed at the time of
an ostracism nor that there was any designation of candidates
for ostracism before the vote was taken. The reference to
the archons 1s explained by Maldment: "The speaker 1s...
urging his audience to regard themselves as placed in the
same responsible position as the Archons and £ntordrtns

T&v ﬁpvtav&wv.“za But whether this ié a meeting of the As-
Sembly or only a group of citizens, Raubitschek has not cla-
rified the speaker's statement that the contestants for the
prize were he, Alkibiades, and Niklas, of whom one must be
felled by the blow.2® fThe words ®v &vayxatov &va TH OVp=

mopé nEPLNECELY assume that a meeting had already been held

2
i Cf. Andokides, De Mysterils, 2; De Reditu, 6.
22 Maidment; op. cit., p. 547, note b.
23

cAndokidesy, In Alcibiadem, 2: ot 8'avtaywvifbuevor xep)

@y 50hwv TobTwy Eoutv &yl xal "AAMiBL&SME ol Nuntas, dv

dvayraiov #va Tf ovugopd nepineoeiv,
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at which the cholce of citizens for ostracism had been de-
fermined,‘;,g., the vietim, of necessity, had to be one of
the three men named. The naming had to antedate the defense
by the speaker. The‘conclusion which 1s forced upon us is
that the writer of the oration was ilgnorant of the way in
which an ostracism was conducted. Thls could scarcely be
~ true of any Athenlan citizen in 415,

| Several other errors in the oration challenge Rau-
bitschek's ingenuity. The speaker states that Alkiblades'
father-in-law was'Hipponikos who died at Dellon where he was

24

& general. Yet Thucydides reports that the general who

dled at the battle of Delion was Hippokrates.25

- Raublitschek
claims that the error lies not in the name of the general
but in the interpretation usually given to‘the phrase TE~
Aevrficavtos ‘Inmovixov otparnyobvros, i.e., Hipponikos

dled at Delion in the capacity of general. It means, he
says, only that Hipponlkos died "while commanding his troops

w26 No evidence 1s cited

(in whatever capacity) at Delium.
nor do Liddell and Scott support thls sense. The word Ovpa-

™Y® refers to the activities of a GfpaTnYéa, and in fifth-

B4 In Alcibladem, 13: Tvehevthoavros 'Inxovinov orparn-

YoUvtos &xl Aniig.
Thucydides, IV, 101, 2.

26
Raubitschek, op. cit., p. 199.
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eentury Athens a OTpaTtnyds naturally connotes a member of
the well-known board of magistrates. The burden of proof
lies with those who would interpret otparnyodvros in any

other way. It 1s far more convincing to assume that the

apeaker confused Hippohikos and Hippokrates.

: The passage which reports Alkibliades' relations
with the Melian woman has also caused difficulty. Andoki-
.des, expresses horror that the very man who recommended the
~enslavement of the Mellans bought a Mellan woman and had a

" ehlld by her.z'7 The island of Melos was finally subjugated

28 Raubitschek dates the speech

‘An the early autumn of 416;
in the spring of 415 and the interval thus allowed is in-
‘Sufficient for the blrth of a child. Raubltschek le forced
to believe either that Alkibilades was not the father of the
’éhild or that the woman was brought to Athens some time be-
fore 416. But 1f elther possibility is admitted the whole
point of the speaker's argument is lost. He is explaining

the terrible position in which Alkibiades has placed his
own child: the father was the cause of the mother's en-

slavement. Neither of the choices agrees with the{speeeh;

it may of course be that the testimony is false, unwitting-

1y or by design.

27 In Aloibladem, 22.

28 Thucydides, V, 116, 2-4.
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The orator places the responsibility for the re-
vision of the tribute assessment upon the shoulders of Al-
kiblades, who with nine others almost doubled the contribu-

29 I shall discuss this

- tion of each of the sublect states.
passage 1ln greater detail in a later ehapter.so It 1s suf-
ficlient to state here that the reassessment referred to must
be that of 425 with which the name of Kleon is assoclated.
Alkiblades was probably too young then to have been charged
with politlcal responsibility.31 The orator 1s well versed
in the detalls of this assessment and seems to know how the
tribute was collected. This knowledge was not necessarlly
first-hand. He might have read the text of the decree of
reassessment which explains in some detall how and by whom

- the trlibute 1s to be assessed and eollected.sz These assess-
ment decreee were set up on the Akropolis and remained there
for many years.‘ Krateros, who lived in the early third cen-
tury, read them and published selecticns.35

The text of the deorezﬁdiscloses, for example,

that there were ten taktal, one from each phyle; cAndokides,

29
30

In Alcibladem, 1l.
See below, p. 34, note 18.
31

98 A9, in A.T.L., II, pp. 40-43.

% p.r.L., I, p. 208; III, pp. 9-12,
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knows this. The tribute that was to result from the assess-
- ment of 425 was more than three times that of Aristeides.
'gAndokides; states that 1t was deubled.54 It is true that
individual assessments were in many’cases doubled in 425;
cAndokides,; apparently knew this. Yet the list was abnor—
mally long, which accounts for the fact that the total was
trebled. This may explain pAndokides'; alleged error. Or
he may have been thinking in terms of actual collection,
which perhaps did not much exceed double the Aristeidean
figure of 460 talents. But his knowledge and his errors
do not prove that he was or was not in Athens in 415; they
may be understood equally well by the assumption that he
could read.
| Raubitschek thinks that the absence of prophetic
passages lends weight to his argument. He sees no reference
to the Sicilian expedition in the oration and so draws the
conclusion that 1t had not taken place when the speech was
written. Yet one reads: &YW 85t voullew péryiora xaxd thy
xBALv dnd TobTov gsc. AAMIBLESOV, mefoeoBat, Kol TMAie
xobTwy mpaypdtwy eis Oy Aoindv xpdvov altiov 86Zeiv, Bore
undkva T@v mportépwy ASLMnuiTeY usuvﬁceatoas 1f we assume

for the moment that this was written after 415, what more

54 1n Alcibiadem, 11.
35

In Alcibladem, 24.
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could we ask for by way of prophecy? Surely this passage
could have been composed with a knowledge of the Sicllian
e;pedition and the subsequent activities of Alkibiades.

The author could scarcely be more specific and still pre-
serve the 1llusieon that the speech was delivered before the
campalgn.

Raubltschek concludes that the oratlion was ac-
tuslly written in 415 before the Sieilian expeditidn and
‘immedlately before the ostraclem of Hyperbolos. Since Plu-
tarch in his account of the ostracism mentions Phalax, Rau-
bitechek belleves he used a source based on the speech and
adduces Phalax' part in the ostraclism as described in the
Nicias®® on the authorlty of Theophrastos. Plutarch refers

57 some authorities, he

agaein to Phalax in the Alciblades;
says, claim that the agreement was made not between Alki-
biades and Nikias but between Alkiblades and Phalax. "Is
it too much to deduce that these authorities included Theo-
phrastus whom Plutarch in the blograplly of Nicias had cre-
dited with similar information? If so, could it be that
the baslis for Theophrastus' modilfied version of the events
’wae hls knowledge of the speech of Phadax which had hither-

to not been introduced into the evidence?...This author

%6 Nicias, 11, 10.

87 Alcibiades, 13.
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tTheophrastos,; modifled the commonly known version of the
ogtracism of Hyperbolus by introducing the person of FPhae-
8X. He made this innovation because he belleved 1n the au-
thenticity of the speech of Phaeax, and because he assoclated
it, perhaps for the first time, with the ostracism of Hy-
parboloe.“38 There 1s no evidence to prove that Theophras-
tos was the firét to link the name of Phalax with the ostra-
cism of Hyperbolos or that he based his assumption on this
speech.

Other pointe in Raubltschek!'s argument could be
attacked, e.g., his statement that the oration must be com-
pared "with pamphlets like the 0ld Oligarch's or with
speeches like those in Thucydldes rather than with factual
historical accounts like the main portion of Thucydides'
work.“sg With this declaration he excuses the inconslsten-
cies and downright errors. ‘"What they pthe pamphlets and
speeches; lack in historical truth they galn fully in psy-
chological and political 1nsight.“4° The truth l1s that the
cases are simply not parallel. |

Enough has been sald to contr&dict Raubitschek's

argument that the oratlion properly belongs in 415. In

a8 Raubitschek, op. cit., pp. 209-210.

59 Raubitsehek, op. eit., p. 195.

40 Raubitschek, op. cit., p. 195.

i——

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



22,

Alcibiadem contains glaring errors in chronology and his-

torical facts which can be explalned only‘if the writer had
no personal acquaintance with fifth-century Athens; he must
have lived considerably later. Furthermore, the bitter hos-
t1lity agalinet Alkiblades which is reflected threughout the
oratlon 1s not well sulted to the‘early monthe of 415. At
that time Alkibiades was busily and suecéssfully‘engaged
in making the 1dea of a Sicllian campalgn as attractive as
possible to the Demos. He was popular enough to win strong
support for his project, to gain the deslred goal, to be
appointed general. Thls popularity could not have sprung
up full-grown a short time before the expedition; it was

- the result of a long period of conscious effort. Alkibia-
des! early difficulties were over, as wag the threat of os-
‘tracism., He was at the helght of his career. Nikias tried
his best to thwar§ the plans of hils rival, but his faction
was not strong enough to force an ostraclsm in 415; Alkl-
blades was the favourite of the Demos. It 1s difficult to
place the speech in such an atmosphere. Later, however,
Alkibiades lost his prestige and had’to shoulder much of

- the responsibility for Athens' filnal defeat; the speech has

| a fourth-century tone.

The words of rAndokides,, which are purportedly

to help Phalax avold ostraclsm, prove to be a poor defense.

In faet, they are a long recital of Alkiblades' misdemeanours;
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*

Nlkias, who was also threstened with ostracism, is not even
mentioned after section 2. In a speech of this nature one
would normally expect a list of the wrongs the spesker has
suffered and of the benefits he has done the state, such
ae we have ln the De Reditu. But there are few references
to the deeds of Phalax, whom the writer may represent, per-
haps because he knew so little about him.41
The trouble between Alkibiades and Phaiax 1s best

placed at an earlier date, when Alkibiades was a political
neophyte. There are indications that Phalax was a figure

 of some importance in Athens about the time when the Peace

- of Niklas was made and that Nikias, Alklibiades, and Phalax
were at odds. Perhaps an ostracism was threatened; Alki-
biades and Phalax came to terms and the ostracism never ma-
terialized. Later writerse knew that there had been a strug-
gle and rumours of an ostracism. The only ostraclsm in which
Alkiblades had been involved, notoriously so, was that of
Hyperbolos. Thus the fwo events were made one.42 If the
fiew 1s accepted, it will be realized immediately that, be-
cause of chronological difficulties, the speech could not

have been delivered before the threatened ostracism. Nor

4; In Alclibisdem, 41-42; cf. 10: he will say nothing of

himself but merely review the past of Alkibiades.
4
.2 See further below, pp. 52-54,
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could 1t have been delivered before the ostracism of Hypér-
'bolos, at least by Phalax, since he was not concerned.
Attention must now be directed to the date of the

last Athenian ostracism. 1I.G., Iz, 95 1s an Attic decree

in which Hyperbolos. is the orator. Woodhead has argued

with cogency that the document should be placed in the

tenth prytany of 418/7 B.C., a date which is here accepted.4®
‘The ostraclism of Hyperbolos, then, cannoct be sét,before the
spring of 416 (prytany VI, 417/6). If we now accept Theo- °
pompos' statement that Hyperbolos dled in the sixth year

of his exile, we arrive by inclusive counting at 412/1, a
date which 1s supported by Thucydides?4 The spring of 416

- 18 an attractive date for the ostracism on other grounds.
Alkibiades was doing all in hls power to ald Argos; Nikias

. was working against him, for he realized that Athenian friend-
ehip with Argos would do muech to damage the peace between
~Athens and Sparta which he was still hopeful of maintain-
;ng. Both men could count on support from thelr respective

B Qyparties. The ostracism thus precedes the Mellian expedition

' and increases the chronological difficulties encountered 1in

the oration.

s Woodhead, Hesperia, XVIII (1949), pp. 78-83. The

elinéhing argument is the reading of the archon's name as
"AvTi@. OvTo8) (418/7).
Thucydides, VIII, 73, 3.
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The least objectionable solution 1s to regard In

\Aldibiadem as a rhetorical exercise of the fourth century

which reflects the hatred felt toward Alkiblades after A-
thens' final humiliation. The writer 1s concerned only
with constructing a long catalogue of Alkiblades' sins in
order to make him as despicable as possible. The result

is a hodgepodge of fact and fable without regard for chrono-
loglcal sasccuracy. The author chose as the setting for his
work the 3ve of an ostraclsm whlch threatened Alklblades,
Nilklas, and a third party. This man has been identified
as’Phaiax and, on the basls of In Alcibiadem, 41, the iden-

tification seems reasonable. The tradition that Phalax was
in some way connected with the last ostraclsm had already
been established. The confusion about fifth-century his-
tory and institutions shows the oration to be of little va-
lue as a historical document. Although the author may have
hit upon”thé truth here and‘there, the percentage of error
| 1s'so high that the speech cannot be used as an independent
\ ‘authomy .
The remalning source for the events discussed in
}this study 1s_P1utarch. The masterly treatment given by
Gomme le;ves little to be said.45 Gomme emphasizes that

'Plutarch wag more interested in the men he wrote about than

45 Gomme, Commentary, I, pp. 54-8l.
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vinxhistory. His aim was to show the 1lnteraction between
men and events and to draw a moral conecluslon. He had a
wealth of material upon which to draw but he makes little
effort to evaluate these sources or to distingulsh among

them. For example, in the Alciblades and the Nicias he

L]

mentions]mheephrastos, Thucydides, Aristotle, Plato, Aris-
téphanes, Eurlpides, Eupollg, Phrynichos, and many minor
writers. FPlutarch also drew upon';Andokidea, or his sources.
for this feriod, as we have seen. His narrative is not in

eentradiﬂtion to that of Thucydldes, which he may have used

for the ﬂ}amework. But he seems to find the historlan rather
‘ , _

barren awﬁ as & result makeeg use of the poets and later e-
pitomizers to fill out hils story. He may too depend upon

‘his own abllity to conjecture detalls 6f charaeter.46 His
chief valhe lies in his competence to depict the character

about whom he 1s writing and the contemporary attitude of

his subject's fellow citizens.

-~

2 ‘ -
6 Compare, e.g., Cimon, 1l with Thueydldes, I, 99 and see
~the commlntary in A.Z.L., III, pp. 244-246. x

{
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CHAPTER THREE
THE SITUATION

In the spring of 422/1 B.C.l after ten weary years
;of war Sparta and Athens concluded the treaty known as the
Peace of Nikias. But, as Thucydides points out, anyene who
regarded this interval in the midst of the waf as a true

2 For the so-called peace ushered 1in a

peace was mlstaken.
period éf unrest during which both sides falled to live up
to the agreementsvthat had been made. The Spartans were un-
able to coerce their allles into slgning the treaty. As a
cohaequence, ghortly after the treaty was made Sparta in-
_dependently entered into a fifty-year alllance with Athens5

under the impression that Argos would not make an alliance

with Athens if a Spartan-Athenian alllance waes in existence.

The date is established as March, 422/1, by Thucydides,
vV, 19, 1: dapyet 8t t@v onovdav...Egopos Hheiotorae 'Apre-
utotov pnvds vetdpry @Givovros, ev 8t "ABfvais Apywv | Al-
xatos, 'EhagnBori@vos unvde Eutn gbivovros., ¢r. v, 20, 1:
adtat -al onovdad Evévovrto tehevt@vros ToU Yeipdvos dua A,
& Avovvotov ed0bs TEY doTindvy, adTbBexa Evdv S51eABdvTwWY
wod Apepdv SNiywv mapeveynovodv A ds Td npitov A Eoforh 1 &s
thy "Attinhy kol | apyh Tob morEpov vobde Eyévevo.

Thucydideé, vV, 26, 2,

Thucydides, V, 22-24.
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The sltuation was complicated by Argive aspirations to
power and by the kaleldoscopic shifting of the smaller
states as they changed thelr alleglance from one slde to
another.

The Argives at thie time were, according to Thu-
cydldes, in far better condition than any of the other
Greek cities.4 They had not taken any part in the war and
because of thelr neutrality they had profited materially.

| The Argive treaty with Sparta was on the point of explra-

® and once again the

tion; war with Sparta seemed inevitable
~hegemony of the Peloponnese was within Argive grasp. Soon
after the Peace 6f Nikias the Korinthians suggested ﬁb the
Argives that they make known to the other Hellenic states
thelr willingness to form alliances. This advice was soon
followed. Spartan prestige had suffered during the Archi-
~damian War and the peace which followed did hothing to halt
the decline; the time was ripe for Sparta's rival to inter-
vene in the affairs of the Greek world. In 422/1 Mantineia
and her allies formed an alliance with Argos as did Korinth

and Elis., A little later, in 42;/0@, the Bolotlians too be-

Thucydlides, V, 28, 2.

The Arglve truce with Sparta had been made thirty years
‘befere, in 451; Thucydides, V, 14, 4. The Argives refused
to renew thls truee in 421; Thucydldes, V, 22, 2§
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came allies of Argos.

' The change of ephors which occwurved in the autumn
of 43;/bﬁ6 at Sparta was accompanled by a change of poliecy.
For thﬁge who succeeded the ephors under whom the peace
(and allience) héd been made were not sympathetic to it,
aida nothﬁng,to enforce its demands, and, anxlious for the
support %f grgos, concluded a treaty with that state. An
alliancefwlth the Boiotlians, who had begun the demollition
of Panakton, was made in the same yeér. When the Athenians
heard th?.s they were indignant with the Spartans, for they
Judged that they had been wronged on two accounts. First,
Panakton should have been restored as 1t stood, and second,
the SparFans, in meking & separate alliance with Bolotia,
had contfavened the terms of the peace.

j It wae during this confusion in foreign affairs
that Athens was torn with internal dissension. Nikias, who
‘had engiheered the peace, was in favour of friendship With

- 8parta. He was eager'to maintain peaceful conditions in

erder that his city might recoup her waning resourees.7

Thucydides, V, 36, 1.

7 The financlal drain had been heavy during the Archidesmian
War. The Athenlan treasury waes near bankruptcy (A.T.L.,
III, pp. 342-344 with note 94). Andokides (De Pace, 8-9)
eontra3t§ the prosperity ofvthe.short intervel of peace with
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In this as in everything else he was following the example
of Perikles. Thucydides8 gives a penetrating description
of the contemporary internal situation of Athens and of Ni-
klas'! policy. Nikias was eager for the peace because so
’fér his record had been free of dlsaster and he earnestly
desired to preserve that reputation, to put an end to hies
own labours and to those of his fellow Athenians during
his‘own lifetime, and to assure himself that in the future
he would be remembered as one who had never injured the
state. He was certaln that only by a treaty of peace could
these ends be achlieved. In this one percelves the essen=-
“tials of Nikias' character. As West sayé, " . .Thucydides
hase managed to portray the maln points in the life and
character of Niclias, his fear of the demagogue Cleon, his
palitlcal ambitions, hls cautious moderation, hls supérati-
tious'regard_for inconstant Tyche, his love and loyalty to
Athens, and finally his devotion to the memory of Pericles

and adoption of Periclean standards of conduct.“g Niklas

the poverty of the war years. He reckons that 7000 talents
‘were deposited on the Akropolis, more than 300 ships were
acquired, and over 1200 talents of tribute were collected
before the peace was broken. For a further discussion of
this passage of Andokides see A.T.L., III, pp. 346-347.
Thucydides, V, 16, 1.
West, Class. Phil., XIX (1924), p. 227.
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supported the peace not because he wasua pro-Spartan or be-
cause he was a conservative or pacifist, but beeauée he was,
again to quote West, "in war and peace...a pupll of Peris~
eles.“lo, He was not an oligarch, although the oligarchs,

never sympathetlc to the war,ll

rallied to his slde to work
for the peace. He was the leader of the conservative de-
mocracy after the death of Perikles and tried to emulate
/ his predecessor in the framing of policles which would be
advantageous to Athens; unfortunately for Athens he lacked
the spark of genlus which made Perikles one of the great
~8tatesmen of all time.

Early in 421, just after the signing of the peace,
the name of Niklas was on every tongue. He was said to be
beloved of the gods. Because of his plety he had been grant-

7 ed the privilege of bestowing hlis name upon the greatest of
 blessings. Niklas had given his attention to peace, Peri-

kles to war; for the one was thought to have thrown the

10 yest, op. cit., p. 228,

Thﬁeydidee, II, 65, 2. The upper classes had sustalned
many vearled misfomtunes; in thelr eyes the greatest calamlty
of all was that they had ﬁar rather than peace. The o0ll-
garchs had a natural sympathy for Sparta, which together

wlth the flnsneial risks involved made them unenthusiastic

for war,
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Greeks into great dlsaster on the slightest pretext, while
the other persuaded them to forget their injuries and be

friends.lz Nikias was the man of the hour. At last, after

‘Kleon's démise, he had the opportunity to work for peace;
wilth Brasldas dead the Spartans were willing to acknowledge
once more their eagerness to put an end to hostilities.l5
Nikias' pregram wasg supported from the beglinning by the
well-to~do men, the elders, and the farmers. The others
hé convinced by private conversations. The Spartans trusted
him because of his falrness and hils kindness to the prisoners
taken on Sphakteria.l4 His long struggle with Kleon and
his constant efforts for peace came to frultion.

His uncontested primecy in the Athenlan state was
destined to be short-lived. It was lnevitable that when
relations between Athens and Sparta’became strained the man

who had instlgated the alllance should suffer. This sha-

dow of doubt cast upon his leadership gave the needed im-
’i’petus to the anti-Spartan element at Athens. There were

kalways those who hoped to galn more from war than the terms

of the peace granted, Eut for a time Nikias' pollicy carried

12

Plutarch, Niecias, 9, 8-9; Aristophanes, Acharnlans,
526-534., | ”
3 ‘Thucydides, V, 16, 1; ¢f. Plutarch, Niclas, 9, 3-4.
14

Plutarch, Niclas, 9, 6.
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the day and they had been forced into inactivity. This
party found its leader in Alkibiasdes son of Kleinlas. So
Nikias, even though he waé rid of Kleon, scarcely had a
chance to set the state on the road to safety before it
was engaged in war once again.
1 Alklblades had been under the influence of two
of the fdremost men of Greece from his early youth. When
his fathér died at the battle of Koronela in the spring of
446,15 tﬂe son was sent to hls kinsman Perikles. He was
also a p@pil of Sokrates. Xenophon maintalns that the rea-
: son for Alkibiades' association with Sokrates was a desire
to 1earnithe secret of verbal superlority to assure him of
superiorﬂty in action. When this had been learned, he de-
serted hﬂs teaoher.l6 Whetever his motive, he became a
powerful speaker. Plutarch pays tribute to thls talent by
referring to Demosthenes, Theophrastos, and the comic poets,
- all of wﬁom testify to his skill in oratory.l? But this
i,art wae g dangerous one when combined with ambition and
kAlkibiadﬂs seems to have learned nothing of wisdom or pru-‘

dence froh his tutors. During the period of 1ill-feeling

';5 Thueydides, I} 113, 2. For the date see A.T.L., III,

pp. 173-174.
16

17, Plutarch, Alelbilades, 10, 4.

Xenophon, Memorabilia, I, 2, 14-16.
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between Sparte and Athens he found his opportunity to
break into politics and to set himself against the favou-
rite of the day.l® Thucydides reports that Alkibiades

;Andokldesj (4, 11), 1t is true, maintains that Alki-
biadea was one of the.board of ten taktal who revised the
asgsessment and doubled the tribute. It 1s highly improbable,
however, that Alklblades had anything to do with the reassess-
ment in 425 which raised the tribute so drasticslly. He
weuld'have been much too young to have had any influence in

~ politics. Thucydides relates (V, 43, 2) that Alkiblades was
very angry in 421: because of his youth (avhp Whixiq pkev
€ty tdte &v v€os) he had not been consulted about the treaty
of peace. Writing of his entry into public 1life and his
differences with Phaiax and Niklas, Plutarch (Alciblades,

":15, 1) calls him "stlll a young man" (v peipluiov &v);
this was probably about 420 B.C. (see below, p. 52 ). His
féther Klelnias died at Koroneia in 446 and Alkibiades
fought at Poteidala (ca. 430) and Delion (424). He was ge-
neral, surely for the first time, in 420/19 (Thucydides, v,
52, 2, followed by Plutarch, Niecias, 10, 9, and Aleiblades,

‘ 15, 1). In the face of the combined testimony we must set
the birth of Alkibiades about 450, Even thils makes Pluw
tarch's expression, MELPAXLOB, difficult, for the word con-
notes an age of no more than 20 or 21; see further A.I.L.,
III, pP. 160 with note 11. The date 450, however, may be

reached from the evidence of Thucydides alone.
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headed the party which ﬁanted to cancel the treaty in faw
vour of an alliance with Argos.lg Alkliblades,as a young
man interested in politics, must have been aware of the con-
fusion engendered by the so-called peace 1n 421. He knew
‘that Sparta was encountering many diffieulties in trying
to make her allles carry out the stipulations of the treaty.
He knew abdut the fifty—year alliance between Athens and
Sparta, which gave Sparta hope that Argos would avoid an
allliance with Athens. Without Athenian help nelther Argos
or any other Peloponnesian city would be & serious threat
 to 8parta, which could not expect to malntain a war with
Athene and Argos at the same time. By the alliance the
Spartanbf]interests were protected; i1f the allles failed to
earry oﬁt the clauses of the treaty, the Athenlan quarrel
(they reésened) would be with the allies, not with them.
e | If Athens made an agreement with Argos, a city
which was already planning to drop her alliance with Sparta,
Spartan hegemony would be threatened. Sparta would be forced
to:preteét her interests in the Peloponnese. An Athenian-
Argive ailiance would open up a new sphere of activity for
Athens§ :Thie program was bound to appeal to the anti-Spar-
tans in Athens and to that element which had previously

19 |
~ Thueydides, V, 43, 1-3; c¢f. Plutarch, Alclblades, 14,

1-3; Niclas, 10, 4.
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backed Kleon in its hopes for spectacular gains from the
war and whlch felt cheated by the peace. If Alkibiades'
advice was taken and the alliance with Argos was made there
would be a chance for Athenlan expansion in the direction
‘of the Peloponnese. This would make it clear that an anti-
Spartan element still exlsted. Here was an opportunity for
Athenian intervention in the Peloponnese, an opportunity
for the war-party to provoke Sparta without violating treaty
orfalliance; Alkibiades was quick to seize upon it., Thu-
cydides conslders that personal feeling as well was a fac-
tor. Alkibiades was offended that the treaty had been ne-
gotlated through Nikias and Laches while he had been ignored
- because of hlis youth. Then too hils famlly had been proxenol
of the Lakedaimonians and he himself had renewed thls re-
lationship by his attentions to the prisoners from Pylos.
Hurt at these personal slights he worked hard against the
treaty. He told the Athenians that the Spartans had made a
treaty with Athens in order that they{might overthrow Argos

and then proceed dgalnst Athens.zo

Tension had already been
aroused between Sparta and Athens because of the Bolotlan-
Spartan alliance and the partial destructioﬁ of Panakton.
Afgos' sudden rise in the Peloponnese and her alliances with

“the Peloponneslan states made a pact with that state seem

Thucydides, V, 43, 3.
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to some Athenlans a wise move. Accordingly, Alkibiades sent
to the Argives telling them of the possibility of an Argive-
Athénian entente. He assured them of his aid.

The Argives were not averse to an alliance with
Athens and sent an embassy. At the same time (420/19) am-
bassadors arrived from Sparta who were well-dlsposed toward
the Athenlans. The Spartans had evidently reallzed that
their pact with Athens was not sufficlent to prevent an
Argive—Athenian alliance. An Argive embassy which had been
sent to Sparta a short time before Alkibiades' message came
was 1mmed1ately'withdrawn when the Argives recognized the
opportunity that was being presented to them, an alllance
wlth a fellow democracy and a naval power which would be a
great help in war. Because of Argos' volte-face, the 8par-
tans, even the ephors who were hostlle to the peace, were
aware that relations wlth Athens must be hastily mended 1if
posslble to prevent a coalition of two potential threats
to Spartan hegemony in the Peloponnese. It was the purpose
of the Spartan ambassadors to forestall such a pact, to Jus-
tify thelr Bolotlan alllance, and to ask for Pylos in return
for Panakton. Theée men assured the Boule that they had
come with full powers to édjuét any pointe at issue. This
‘avowal disturbed Alkibiades. He was committed to the Argives
and had given them every reason to belleve that they would

galin thelr ends. But if the Spartens should repeat before
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the Ekklesia thelr statement that they were quite willling
‘%0 arbltrate thelr differences the Argive alliance might
well be xéjected. Accordingly Alkiblades resorted to tricke-
ery. Heipromised Pylos to the Spartans if the ambassadors
would keép sllent about thelr full powers for arbiltration.
Such’a pﬁomise-maﬂe the ambassadors belleve, gullible and
nalve as they were, that Alkiblades had much more influence
with the Athenians than had Nikias. Alkibiades' purpose
was to k?ep them from negotieting with Nikias, If the am-
bassadoré were induced to tell a different story to the
AsSembly from the one they had told the Boule, their appa-
rent laeg of sincerity and their inconsistency would bring
diegracezupon Nikiae and the pro-Spartans, the embassy
would be rejected, and all expectation of friendship with
Spafta renounced. After their refusal to hear theVSpartans'
embassy,{Alkibiades hoped, the Assembly would turn with re-
lief to the Argive ambassadors. Argos would galn the con-
~ fidence of the Athenians. The scheme worked out to Alkil-
biades! éatisfaetion., The Athenlans were disgusted at the
conduct éf‘the Sparténs and, at the instigatlon of Alklbi-
ades, who soundly denounced the ambassadors, were ready to
c&mply w#th the request of the Argives. However, an earth-
<quake pué an end to the final negotiations.
Plutarch reiates that Nikiss was unable to speak

but was struck dumb with amazement at the statement of the
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ambassadors.21 Nevertheless, the next day he returned to
the Assembly and earnestly pleaded with the Athenians to
remain on friendly terms with the Lakedaimonlans. He pointed
out that they ought to retain theif existing prosperity as
long as possible. The Spartans were in such desperate straits
that any change in their fortunes could be regarded as a
ehange for the better. He asked that an ambassy be sent to
Sparta, of which he would be a member, to invite the Spar-
tans, 1f they were really sincere in their desire to elimi-
~nate the difficulties, to restore Panakton 1ntact as well
| és.Amphipolis and to abrogate the Bolotian alllance. His
advice was taken; an embassy‘was appointed of which he was
s member. The ambassadors were authorized to note the im-
minent alliance of Athens with Argos. But the mission was
doomed to fallure. The anti-Athenian party under the leader-
ship of Xenares who was ephor in 420/19 refused to give up
the Boidtian_treaty. The Athenlans were angry when they
heard the resulte. At once Alkibiades brought in the Argives,
~and the Athenlans, abandoning the program of Nikias, came
to terms with them and their allies. In 420/19 the Quad-
- ruple Alliance was made between Athens on the one side and
Argos, Mantinelia, and Elies on the other. Alkibiades had

won the first round.

21
Plutarch, Nicias, 10, 6.
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| During the period immediately following the Athes

mén alliance with Argos, Alkiblades was high in popular fa-
?our, It is apparentkfrom Thucydides' narrative that he
had the ear of the Demos. This alllance which he promoted,
tdgethgr'with his strong anti-Spartan tendency, seemed to

-assure the Athenians of a new sphere of interest in the

northern Peleponnese; JThere were always those who weré

, eager to extend Athenian power. To this factlon Alkibi-

‘~ adés' program had appealed. Niklas had had his chanece.
His advocacy of friendship with Sparta had been made to
look utterly foolish and his caution seemed pedestrian.
Through the trickery of Alkibiades his prestige had suf-
fered greatly.

In the summer of 420/19, Alkibiades was general.
8t111 acting with the Argives and their allies, he went
into the Peloponnese to settle varlous problems which had
arisen in connectlion with the alliance. During the same
summer the Argives made war on the Epldaurilans. For, as
Thucydides says, 1t seemed best to the Argives and Alkl-

‘ biades that Epidauros should enter the alliance.22 While
~the Epldaurlans were calling upon thelr allles for help,
all in vain, the Athenians invited envoys from the various

citles to a conference at Mantineia. At this meeting the

Thucydides, V, 53.
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Korinthians in no uncertain terms informed the Athenians
that they had no right to call a council for péaee when the
Epidaurlans and Argives were at war. Accordingly the Athe-
nians induced the Argives to leave Epildauros. But even
then the members of the conference could not agree and it
was dissolved. Thereupon the Argives cbntinued to prosecute
thelr warl with the Epldaurians, this time alded by one thou-
sand Athenlan hoplites under Alkiﬁiades. The next winter |
;(%;g/a)vthe Spartans‘sueceeded in dispatching a garrison by
séa to Ep@dauros; This action was protested by the Argives,
| ﬁho complkined that the Athenlans were violating the treaty
when theyiallowed enemles of Argos to move past Athenlan

territory{(i,g., Aigiﬁa) by sea.25

As redress they asked
’thé Athen@ans to bring the Messenians and helots from Kra-
niéi to P%los to annéj the Spartans. Thls request was
granted on the advice of Alkibiades.

‘But in spite of all the efforts of Alkibiades
the Argive alliance was of short duration. In the mid-
sﬁmmer'of%4i8 thé Lakedaimonians, aroused by conditions in
the Pelopénnese, marched against Argos. The Argives were
well awaré of Spartan preparations and with the Mantinelans

met the Péloponnesian forces under Sparta on the Arglve

plain. T%e Argives had depended ﬁpon the Athenlan cavalry

23
Cf. Thucydides, V, 53.
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for aid but it had not arrived. Accordingly, Just as the

' armies were about to join battle two Argives, apparently
fearful of the outcome, on thelr own authorlty went to the
Spartans and sald that the Argives were ready to come to
terms. Agls, the Spartan king, also on his own authority,
without consulting the other magistrates made a truce.

| Since the Spartans had had the Argives at a disadvantage
they were annoyed with Agis' action but followed him out’

‘ of‘respeot. The Peloponnesian forces soon dlspersed to
thelr own homes. The Argives too were much displeased with
the truce for the battle could have been fought near thelr
own city and with their allies. At this juncture the Athe-
nian reinforcements arrived, one thousand hoplites and three
huhdredlcavalry under Laches and Nikostratos.24 At first
the Argives felt bound by their truce with Sparta and or-

V,dered the Athenlans back home. But the Arglve allles per-

Thuecydides (V, 57, 1) places the Spartan march against
Argos in mid—suﬁmer (tod 8 éniyiyvoutvov 0&povs pegobvros),
‘A little later the Athenians arrive (V, 61, 1), after the
Bpartan dlspersal. Alkiblades is qulite clearly not a member

- of the board of generals (for 418/7); otherwise he would
have commanded the Athenian contingent, as he had in the
previous year (see above, p. 41); But he did accompany them

as xpeoBevths (V, 61, 2).
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suaded them to allow the Aﬁhenians to come before the people.
Thé Athenlan spokesman was the persuasive Alkiblades. He
prefested that 1t was illegal for the Argives'to make &
truce without consulting the allies; the war ought to be
resumed, Obviously an Argive-Spartan truce was the last
‘thing Alkiblades wanted. It meant a weakening of the Quad-
rupie Alllance and to carry out his program he needed every
glly he could'procure from the Peloponnese. He managed to
convince the allies and the war contlinued. Orchomenos wes
‘taken. The next objectlve was Tegea and preparations for
an’assault upon this city were 1n progress at Mantinela.

But at Sparta Agis was unpopular for having ac-
cepted the truce and the capture of Orchomenos added fuel
to Spartan‘wrath. When word reached the Spartans that Te-
gea was also likely to capitulate, a large force of Spar-
tans and allies was sent to Mantinela (418/7). The Athe~
nians participated in the ensuing battle and lost both their
generals along With two hundred Athenian and Aiginetan
‘troops. Argos was defeated. The day before the battle the
~Epidaur1§ns had invaded Argos expecting to find 1t undefended.
As$soon #s the battle of Mantinela was over, a contingent
of Elelans and Athenians proceded against Epidauros and be-
gen to bgild a wall around the clty. The others soon tired
of the lébour, but the Athenlans kept at the task, finished

thelr assignment, and left an allied garrison before they
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‘withdrew.2®
After the victory of the Lakedaimonians at Man-
tinela, the pro-Spartans at Argos who were eager to over-
'thfow the democracy were 1n a good position to persuade the
people to listen to their proposals. But Alkiblades had
remained in Argos and there was much discussion on both
sldes of the 1issue (winter, 418/7). Though he must have
expended much effort to block the treaty between the Ar-
glves and the Spartans, he had no success, The treaty was
made. A short time later (winter, é;§/7) the Argives re-
nounced their alliance with Mantinela, Elis, and Athens;
the’Athenians, with a 1little persuasion, gave up the garri-
gon at Epidauros. This development was & blow to Alkibiades.
The fallure of the Athenlan alllance with the citles of the
Peloponnese meant death to his ambitions in that territery
and a reversal of the confldence felt by the Demos in his
‘pélioy. But one can certainly see his hand in the sudden
rise of the popular party at Argos against the oligarchs,
whom they attacked at the celebration of the Gymnopaldilsa.
The democratic element won the day and while the oligarchs
rappealed in valn to the Lakedaimonlans, who followed thelr
usual custom of de$ay and postponement, the demoérats were

hoping for help from Athens. Whlle there was no actusal

Thucydides, V, 75, 4-5.

. -
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treaty made, the Athenians sent carpenters and stone masons
to help the Argives bulld the walle down to the sea; these
would be indlispensable for importing supplies should Argos

' be’éut off by 1and.26 When news of the Arglve activitles
reached the Lakedaimonlians they were thoroughly alarmed and

'sent out an expedition to Argos. The support which they
had expected from the oligarchic party in the city failed
to materialize and, although they razed the walls which were
in ﬁhe process of being built and selzed Hysial, they did
not crush the populace.

These events in Argos naturally hed an effeet up-
on the Athenlans. Alkibiades' sympathy lay with the Arglve
demeeraté} his inclination was to help them against Sparta.
‘Although%the Quadruplé Alliance had falled he saw an oppor-
tunity tg salvage his schehes for extending Athenlan power
into the?Peleponnese by an alliance between Athens and the
demoeratic party in Argos. Nlklas, on the other hand, was
hopeful Qf improving Athenian relations with Sparta after
the disrﬁption of the Quadruple Alliance. We may belleve
‘that he was entagonistic toward any aid to Argos. If Athens
feftsed tb interfere in this disagreement she would be show-
ing her f&ien&ly intentions to Sparta and perhaps there was
8t11l a chance that the peace could be malntained. Nikias

Thucydldes, V, 82, 5-6.
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and hls supporters were strong enough to prevent a formal
alliance with Argos, but Alkibiades! diplomatic skill pro-
cured material aid for his protegés. Both men had adherents;
a‘strugglé between them was lnevitable.

27

At last, in the spring of 4186, the feud reached

4

‘,sueh a pltch that recourse to ostraclism became a neceesity.
Alkibiadés could no longer be sure that he held an uncon-
tested p;ace 1n*thé gtate. He had behilnd himbthose who
wlshed té continue the war: the amblitlous young men and

- the commércial interests. Niklas' pollicy was favoured by
'the elders, the wealthy farmers, and the oligarchs. Desplte
their strength, both had cause to fear ostraclem, for thelr
,respectiye polieies had suffered durlng the period between
421 and %16. To circumvent their impending misfortune the

28 and turned the vote agalnst Hy-

two joinﬁd thelr factlons
perbolosJ a demagogue who, according to Thueydldes, was not
a‘threat}to the state.?? Plutarch remarks that his audacity
did not %rise from the power he possegsed but that his in-
fluence ﬁad its source in his audacity.so The comic writers

constantly made him the butt of their jests; Platon (Kwpinds)

.

i For the date see above, p. 24, note 43.

28 Plutirch, Alcibiades, 13, 7; Niecias, 11, 5.
2 | |

- 30

Plutarch, HNiciass, 11, 3.
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- sald that he was unworthy of the fate he suffered, that os-
traciem had hot been invented for men of his calibre.dl
Carcopino agrees with this summary dismissal.S?

Plutarch tells the story of this ostracism in
three of the ;3323.55 The passage in the Aristides causes
no difficulty. It ie a simple statement of fact: Hyperbo-
ios was the last man to be osfracized at Athens, the vietim

6r‘the mechinations of Niklas and Alklbiades._ In the Alcl-~

blades and Niclas, however, two versions of the story are

sét forth, The first describes the worry and confusion of

Quoted by Plutarch, Nicias, 11, 7 (frag. 187 Koeck).

52 Garcobino, L'ostracisme athénien, pp. 247-248: YEt 11

ﬁe sera jJamals qu'un démagogue sans pouvolir personnel. Il
n‘a;d’aut%e arme que la parcle. Il n'a de force qu'autant
que 1'Aesemblée 1'8coute; et 1'Assemblée ne 1'écoute qu'au-
tant qu'ii partage ses desirs et flatte ses passlons.' How-
ever, the references in the comic writers show at least that
he was fa}rly prominent in the political 1life of the city
and this view 1s strengthened by I.G., I%, 84 (421/0) and
YQS (418/7; see above, p. 24, note 43), in which he is re-
corded as the orator. That is not to say that Thucydides
was wrong; Hyperbolos, though active in affairs of state,

was not influential enough to merlt ostracism.
33

Plutarch, Nicias, 11; Alcibiades, 13; Aristides, 7.
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béth men when they realized that one or the other was doomed.
Plutarch clearly states that the reason for the test was
the dlametrically opprosed political views of the two ﬁen,
that it was a contest between the elders who wanted peace
and the youths who favoured war. In addition, the people
were disgusted with Alklblades' excesses and annoyed with
Nikias because of his aristocratic ways and his attempts to
coerce the Demos ¥nto dolng what was advantageous for it
against 1its will.34 The ecity was divlided into two partles.
Hyperbolos might gain by the banishment of one or the other.
Aécordingly he began to incite the people against‘Both.
When this became appafent to Nikias and Alkiblades theY‘
Jolined forces against the demagogue who found himself oé-
traeized, much to hls surprise, for he had thought that he
wag beyond the reach of thig fate.55

The second account 1s attributed by Plutarch to
Theophrastos, who maintains that the ostraclism occurred when

" Phalax was striving against Alkiblades.®® In the Alciblades

Plutarch desceribes Alkiblades' entrance into public life.

He mentions two rivals, Phalax and Nikias.57 Phalax son of

L)

34
35
36
37

Plutarch, Nicias, 11, 2-3.
Plutarch, Niclas, 11, 4.
Plutarch, Nicias, 11, 10.
Plutarch, Alciblades, 13, 1.
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Erasistratos was one of Alkibiades' rivals and a demagogue.
He is deseribed by Eupolis as excellent at babbling but most
ineapable in speaking.58 Plutarch attributes to him the
speéeh against Alkibiades now known as Andokides,, 4.
‘Aecording to the version in the Alcibiades this man was in-

- volved in the ostraciem. Plutarch states that the danger
_existed for three men, Alkibiades, Nikias, and Phalax, and
‘that Alkibiades and Nikias made common cause and ousted Hy-
perbolos. Some say, he adds, that Alkiblades persuaded
Phalax and his hetaireia to join him against Hyperbolos.59
This 1is probably an'elaboration of the reference to Theo=
phrastos made in the Niclas (11, 10) to the effect that Hy-
perbolos was ostracized at a time when Alkibiades was

40

~s8truggling against Phalax, not agalnst Nikias.

38 ‘Quoted by Plutarch, Alcibiades, 13, 2 (frag. 95 Kock). -
39

- Plutarch, Alcibiades, 13, 8.

40 '

Phalax apparently was not without importance in Athens.

In addition to the passages in Plutarch (Alciblades, 13;

Nlecias, 11) which have been discussed, Aristophanes mentions
him (Knights, 1377-1380) as a 0098 who by his gulle escaped
déath. The scholion explains that Phalax was a shrewd spea—
ker who, though condemned %to die, managed to evade the judge-
ment. This 1s perhaps supported by cAndokides, (4, 8), who
‘says he (Phalax?) has been tried and acquitted four times.
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Numerous attempts have been made to reconcileythe

. two stories.41 Plutarch's own opinion colncldes with the

Thucydides (V, 4-5) records the mission of Phalax son of.
Erasistratos in 423/2 to Italy and Sicily to persuade the
allles and Sicliliotes to make common cause 1n opposition

to Syracuse for her aggressive actlivity against Leontinol.
Although he was, on the whole, unsuccessful, he did nego-
tlate with some clties about friendshiﬁ with Athens. Dilo-
genes Laertios (II, 63) mentions a Phalax in connection with
the generalship.  Plato, (Eryxias, 392a-c) reporfs 8 Conw
versation between Sokrates and Erasistratos, the nephew of
Phaiax, who went on the Joﬁrney to Sicily.

41 A summary of these views 1s presented by Carcopino, op.
cit., pp. 196-205. His own theory is that Plutarch's source

for Phalax was gAndokides;. Calhoun, Athenian Clubs in Po-

litics and Litigation, pp. 137-138, conjecturés that Phaiax
was’the head of an oligarchic group which was acting with
the moderates and that he Jjoined the coalition of Niklas
anq Alkibiades at this time. Hatzfeld, Aleibiade, pp. 114~
116, thinks that Phaiax was the leader of a moderate party
whom Alkibiades invited to Join him against Nikias; but he
- soon realized that Phalax was not influential enough to as-
sure the plan of success. So he declded to gé to the other

extreme. It was then that he hit upon the plan of cooperat-
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firat account and his reason would appear to be the fact
that most writers held that view.2 Plutarch has often been
called uncrlitical and perhaps he seems'to be counting rather
than welghing the evidence.43 Here, however, his Jjudgement
1s,vind1cated;. Cur sources make it guite clear that Alki-
blades and Niklas were at this time the leading flgures; in
fact, Plutarch impllies that almost everyone belonged to one
side or the other. If Phalax was the leader of a third fac-
tlon, 1t must have been insignificant. The oligarchs were
supporting Nikias,’who, though no oligarech himself, was re-
presehting the conservative slde. The farmers too were be-
hind Niklas, whereas the commerclals were 6n the slde of
Alkibilades. Members of the faction formerly led by Kleon
might have looked to Hyperbolos as a leader, but Alkibiades!
schemes with thelr promise of much gain were more to their
taste. - They were probably to be found among hils adherents.
~There would be very few left to belong to a third party; at
~the time of thls ostracliem Phalax could not approach the in-
‘fluence which Nikias or Alkibiades held. We know that Hy-

 1ng with Niklas agalnst Hyperbolos who was Just then in the’

public eye. Cf. I.G., Iz, 95, which, if Woodhead's argument

18 accepted, belongs in 418/7. See above, p. 24, note 43.

4z Plutarch, Niclias, 11, 10.
45 Gomme, Commentary, I, pp. 74-76.
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perbolos was concerned, and that, without concrete evidence,
- would be difficult to belleve; to suppose that a second com-
parative nonentity was involved is incredible.
The elues to the solution of the impasse lie in
Plutarch's report that Phalax gquarreled wlth Alkiblades early
"in the latter's career and in Thucydides! dispatch of Phai-
ax to Siecily in 423/2; these suggest a date ca. 420 for the
prominence of Phalax, when Alklbiades was young in experience
- and Phailax was still in the public eye.44 Plutarch has con-
taminated two separate occasions. It 1s possible that during
the months following the Peace of Niklas Phalax, who was
~ influentisal with the Demos, stepped into Kleon's position
and began to play upon the idea of expansion toward the

,"West;45 no doubt he spoke to many sympathetlc ears. Alkl-

44 'Kock (I, p. 639) places the Symmachia of Platon Komikos
about 416, aréuing that its plot revolved about the 1in-
trigues of Alklblades, Nlkilas, and Phalax agalnst Hyper-
bolos. But there is no internal evidence to support this

',date or to bring Phéiax into the play (as Cobet observed;

Kock, I, p. 639). Plutarch (Alcibiades, 13, 1) couples Ni-

kias and Phaiax as popular leaders, whieh shows, perhaps,
that about the time of the Peace of Nikilas Phalax still
eommanded some attentlon.

Erasistratos, nephew of Phalax, who was also a member
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blades, on the other hand, was eager to prosecute the war
with the Spartans and his ambitlons were directed toward the
Peloponnese; Siclly, for the moment, did not interest him.
Those who favoured expansion were thus divided into two
camps. Nikias, whose sole purpose was to maintain peace
with Sparta and stabillity at home, was opposed to both.
The three leaders may have felt that there wa.s danger of
ostracism for one of them, an ostracism which, in faet,
never materialized. In the face of this threat Alkiblades
may have sought Phalex as an ally against Nikias. The fun-

~ damental aims of both men were the same and a coalition
would mean the union of the radicals against the conserva-
tives. Perhaps Alkibliades promised support of an expedi-
tion to Sicily in the future in return for the immediate

| help of Phaiax in gaining the alliance with Argos. Later
'writers confused the ostracism which occurred in 416 with
the one which was no more than a threat in 420: Alklblades
and Nikias were concerned on both occasions and on both oe-

‘casiens there was collusion. It was easy to synthesize the

of the embassy to Slelly, is made to speak in ambitioua
~terms of the West in the Eryxlas, 392e¢, a dialogue whlch
has reached us among the works of Plato: el uh Tis 5PYOV‘
roLnodpuEvos 0Pd8pa peYdhg otdhg AZeL Encioe, odu Eoriv Srws

~exelon N ndhis Eovar notk Wuiv droyxeipla.
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vtwe sltuations and Plutarch represents this tradition.
| With the eircumventlion of.ostracism in 416 1its
usefulne%s came to an end. No longer was 1t a device to
determine which poliey had the confidence of the people;

no longey could 1t be used to guarantee to the clty freedom
from stasis. As a result, the Athenians found that there

;’remalned two strong leaders in Athens, One was an older
man, cauéious in action; the other was a yquth full of am-
bitions }cr himself and for the state. Because they both
had strong followings and because both held positions of
authority, the polley of Athens was bound to waver. There
ﬁas no undisputed leader.

’ o The danger of ostracism removed, Alkliblades agaln
turned hi%,attention to relatlons with Sparta. In the summer
of~4l7/§\he'went to Argos and selzed every member of the

| pro~5parthn‘partyVWho remained., His zeal against Sparta
and so against the policy of Niklas was still intense. His
conduet in Argos would assure the Demos that he was sympa-
thetlec to democracy and mercliless to 1ts enemles, the Spar-
tans and %he Lakonizers. Even though the alliance with Ar-
}gés had failed, Alkibiades had hopes of keeping allve a

. strong anti-Spartan feeling among the Athenians. The radi-

eal democrate and those who would gain material beneflts
fram war and from an extension of the empire were eager to

see his pblicy put into action. Yet Alkibiades' strategy
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had not brought to Athens the expected results. The battle
of Mantinela had broken up the Quadruple Allliance. Argos
had abandoned Athens; hopes for a sphere of interest in the
néfthern Peloponnese were gone. Niklasg must have been busy
during these troubled years showing how Alkiblades! ambi-
tlons had failed, for Athens was now in a worse plight than
before. She had provoked Sparta and could'no longer count
on allies in the Peloponnese. He could point to the con-

46 and assure the citizens that

orete results of the peace
| triendship with Sparta and lndefatigable efforts to promote
~the peace would guarantee the permanence of these advan-
tages.

In the same summer (417/6) the Athenians directed
their attention towards a colony of the Lakedalmonians and
hénce a potential Spartan ally. The island of Melos had
Been neutral during the early days of the Peloponnesian War.

It had been'assessed in 42547

'although it is doubtful whether
any payment was ever made. When an Athenlan expedition was
sent out to force the Melians into submission they became

hostlle and in 416, after a2 siege, the Athenlans staged a

46
47

Andokides, De Pace, 8-9.

Ag, I, 65 (:&‘2'}:‘." II’ po 42) . Cf. _A—o oé. y III, po 198’

T
note 24; Thucydides, V, 84, 2: oUx fieehov Ixaxobeiv donep ot

AANOL VNOLBTAL. . s
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mags butchery of the adult males and enélaved the womén and
children. This deed of violence, Plutarch assures us, was
chiefly the work of Alklblades since it was he who supported
the measure.48 That is to say, if he dld not initlate the
vdte against the Mellans, he had enough influence with the
Demos to persuade it of the efficacy of the move, probably
on the}ground that as a Lakedaimonian colony Melos would
eventually enter the war on the side of Sparta. Perhaps
the 1sland's‘recalcitrance in the matter of paying her as-
gsessment was used as a spur to his argument. The speech
against Alkibiades attributed to Andokides also states that
Alkibiades favoured the action.?® 0f these sources one 1s
late and the other of unknown authorshlp and date. The
chief historian for the period does not mention Alkibiades
by neme in hls account of the Melian affair,5o However,

" the passage follows immediately upon his description of Al- |
kibisdes' opposition to the Spartan sympathizers at Argos.
Alkibiades was a general in this year, then, and may have
been preéent at Melos. If he was not directly responsible
rer'theipriginal decision to subjugate and finally to an-
nihiléte the Mellans, he did in all likelihood support the

4 |
o Plutarch, Alclblades, 16, 6.

cAndokides,, 4, 22.
Thucydides, Vv, 84-1186.
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measure and perhaps helped to carry it out.

The collaboration of Alklibiades and Nikias for
the ostracism of Hyperbolos had as its oﬁly motive expedl-
ency. Alkliblades! part in the Mellian affalr was not cal-,
culatéd to win the friendshlp of Niklas and the pro-8partan
faction., After this event they again found themselves at
opposite poles. The issue thls time waé the expedition to
B8lclily. When the appeal for help was made by the envoys
from Egesta in the winter of 416/5 Niklas, representing
’the conservative element, opposed sending ald. But Alki-

blades defeated him. Before the Ekklesia met he had been
‘busy f£illing the minds of the people with hope so that the
youths in the gymnasium and the old men in thelr shops would
gather in groups and draw the map of Siclly and the sea a-
round it, the harbours and those places which looked to

~ Libya. For Sicily was to be only a’beglnning which would

open up the wide expanses of the West.51

51 .
Plutarch, Niclas, 12, 1-2. Interest in the West did
P nmt originate with Alkibiades. Even in the sixth century

that interest existed. Later 1t became more intense. The

names of Themistokles' daughters, Sybaris and Italla, sug-
gest his western aspirations. Dilodoros, XII, 54, 1-2, in
his sccount of the embagsy sent from Leontinol in 427, says

that for a long time the Athenians had been coveting Bieily.
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Nikias, according to Plutarch, had few to fight

Plutarch, Pericles, 20, 4, commenting on events between 454
énd 448, remarks that many Athenlans already were afflleted

| with thejfatal passion for Siecily. Whille this may be hind-
gight, tdere is other evidence th&t Athens in the fifth cen-
tury had ambitions in the direction of Sicily. In 425 the
generalsiEurymedon and Sophokles sét out for Sicily (Thucy-
dides, IV, 46, 1); in IV, 60, 1 he reports a speech of Her-

: mokrates:(425/4) who declares that the Athenlans are plotting
agalnst Slcily. The final outcome of thls expedition is
recorded in Thucydides, IV, 65, 3. Upon‘their return to

Athena Pythodoros and Sophokles were exiled and Eurymedon
fined ongthe charge that when they had it in their power to
subdue Sﬁcily they had been bribed to depart. In another
speech oﬂ Hermokrates to the Syracusans (415) it is main-
tained tﬂat an Athenian attack upon Karthage is constantly
| expeetedF(Thucydides; VI, 34, 2). There is an indication
in Aristaphanes, Knights, 173-174 and 1505-1504 that in
,‘424 there was in Athens a commercial group eager for the
subjugation of Siclily and Kerthage. The treatles wlth Rhe-
| gion and?Leontinoi (r.g¢., 12, 51 and 52) made ca. 448
(Meritt, Class. Quart., XL 1946,, p. 91) and renewed in

433/2 gi?e evidence once more of a desire for western ex-

pansion.y During the Peloponnesian War Perikles discouraged
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" the battle with him and these had little influence. The
well-to-do cltlizens were afraid of seeming to shirk the per-
formance of liturgies, especlally that of the trierarchy.
Against thelr own convictions they kept silent. Still Ni-
kias did not give up; even after Alkiblades had won, when
the»expedition had been voted and he, Alkibiades, and La-
machos had been chosen generals, he tried to detér the De-
mos. He made onevlast attempt to keep the city on the course
gset by Perikles some fifteeﬁ years before. He too feared
that the risks involved far outwelghed the advantages that
}might accrue. He accused Alklblades openly of being moti-
vated by personal ambitlon and begged the elders not to be
ashamed of voting against the war.52 But Alkibisdes, angry

o ﬁith Nikias because of this attack, rose to speak. He re-

| peated in glowing terms the benefits and glories that would
come to the city from thig expedition and ended by an appeal
to all to act in the manner of thelr ancestors, young and
old toget@er. For the second time the vote was in favour
of the e%pedltion.

| The priestly families and most of those who served

the gods,}in small ways or great, opposed the move. Plutarch

the exten#lon of the emplire. His successor Niklas was op-
posed to 1t because of the expense and risks involved.

52 | | \
‘Thucy@ides, vi, 12, 2-13, 1; e¢f. Plutarch, Niclas, 12.
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- remarks that Alkiblades soon dealt with this obstacle. He
had other priests whom he employed and he quoted an ancient
oracle to the effeect that great glory would come to the
Athenians from Sicily.55 Preparations, therefore, were be-

| gﬁn with enthusiasm. The generals were glven full powers
to recrult the men and supplies needed and in ?11 matters
to do what was in their Judgement best for Athens. By this
time the eitj‘s manpower had recovered to sonme extent from
war and plague while the peace had provided an opportunity
for monetary resources to accumulate. Andokides pralses

fthe blessings of the peace by calling attention to the 7000
“talents which were deposited on the Akropolls, the 300
ships the Athenlans acquired, and the more than 1200 ta-

lents of tribute collected yearly.s4

53
,5 - Plutarch, Nicias, 13, 1.

Andokides, De Pace, 8-2. In thelr dlscueslon of the
Peace of Nikias, A.T.L., III, pp. 346-358, Meritt, Wade-
Gery, and McGregor maintain that Andokides' 7000 talents
repreéented the amount which had been borrowed from the gods

~during the Archidamlan War. When peace was signed provie
slon was made for ite repayment. On the analogy of the
plan adopted in 449 they assume that an initial payment,

- which they compute at 1000 talents, was made and annual in-

stalments were to be added later. They reckon the total
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For the time being Nikias and his party seemed
to have given up hope for a lasting peace. Once more the
two parties apparently agreed to forget theilr differences
‘1n the face of the common effort. But early in the summer
of 415 in the midst of this preparation and viéible harmony
there oecurredlan event which produced far-reaching conse-
guences. All the stone statues of Hermes, with one signi-

ficant exception, were mutilated.

~avallable fund against which borrowings could be made after
the peace until the year 414/3, ;}g., the reserve fund, at
ca. 5784 talents.
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CHAPTER FOUR
THE EVIDENCE

1. Andokides

1

% The defacement™ of the Herms was regarded by many

as the childish prank of drunken revelers.2 On the other
hand, Thucydides reports that the Demos took the matter quite

serlously, as an evil omen for the expeditlon and a plot

4

 against ﬁhe gc*«'er-mnent;.'3 Later,” after relating the story

of the Péisistratids, he explains the ugly mood of the Athe-

1 The ménner in which the Herms were mutilated has sometlmes

been queétioned. Two schollia on the Lysistrata are often
clted as evidence. (1) Schol. Lysistrata, 1094: ‘Epuoxo-

«agﬁﬁvo napboov ol ‘Epuoxontidatr Axpwrnplacav vobs ‘Epuds,
‘8re &m\ Tiuehlae Buelov mhelv.... (2) Schol. Lysistrata,
1099: avdpes ol ‘Epuononidais Endedaputvovs, th aibotla

avavevapévovs. However, Thueydides says, VI, 27, 1, ol
‘nheloror psg. 'Eppal, nepiexdnnoav T npdowna. The miscon-

~ceptlon éay have arlisen from a passage in the Lyslistrata,

espeelally 1093-1094: OSnws T@v 'Epuoxoniddv pf Tis dpds
5¢efat, which merely implies that the Spartan messenger
looked like a Herm.
' Plutarch, Aloibiadgs, 18, 7.

Thucydides, VI, 27, 3.

Thucydides, VI, 60, 1.
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nian Demos toward those who had profaned the mysterles as
based oﬁ ite feeling that those who had participated were
aiﬁing at;an oligarchy and tyranny. Plutarch adds that
'people whé had never had much regard for such things were
diaturbed%by.the mutilation and by the rumours concerning
the parodyling of the mysteries.s Before the anger and alarm
of the Deéos_had been assuaged many prominent Athenians had
“been 1mprisoned, or exiled, or even put to death. A reward
was offeréd to anyone who would give information about the
mutilatioé of statues or any profaning of the mysteries{
that is, énything that might be interpreted as lmplety.
Several céme forward to tell what they knew,

: One investigation led to the arrest and imprison-
ment of Andokides and his family. Andokides claimed to
know the true story of the affair. He offered to set forth
his evidence in return for immunity for himself and his fa-
mily. This was granted. He probably did.have some connec-

6 although because of the immunity

% tion with the mutilation
he continued to 1ive in Athens for a time. Shortly after
the restoration of the democracy in 403 he was accused of

violating the deeree of Isotimides.7 His reply to this

Plutarch, Alcibiades, 18, 8.

Andokides, De Reditu, 7 and 10; Thucydides, VI, 60, 2.

Andoki@es,‘gg Mysteriis, 71. BSee also above, p. 6.
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charge 1s the orétion xnown 28 the De Mysteriis in which
he showed that he had nothing to do with profaning the mys-
teries and little concern with the affair of the Herms;s
In his defense he has given an account of the informations
lodged’about those whd célebrated the mysteries and those
who mutilated the Herms.g He names the 1nformants_dnd the
accused. I give below his story as told in the De Mysteriis.
According to Andokides, the first difficulty which
occurred during the preparations for the departure of the
expedition to Sicily was Pythonikos' infofmation concerning
the parody of the mysteries. The Assembly had met to glve
a last audience to Alkiblades, Nikiasg, and Lamachos; Lama-
chos' ship was ready to sall. Pythonlkos rose and accused

Alkiblades of celebrating the mysteries in a private house.lo

Hls words in De Mysteriis, 71 (6 csc. 'IGortuiSns, ﬁtv
Yap eilnev elpyeofar t@v Lepdv Tovs &oeaﬁoavr¢s nal Opohoyf-
cavtas, Epol Sk vobrwv odbEvepa memolnrar: obre Aoépnrar
oﬁra'éuohévnrat), are a flat contradiction of De Reditu,

7: elve xph elnelv vedrnri ve ual dvola T Epavrod, eive
xal Svvduper Tdv meloGvTwy pe ENBeTY eis TOtdﬁrnv oVuPOPUY
@y Ppevay,...

Andokldes, De Mysteriis, 11-71.

9. Ahdokpdes is the sole authority for this meeting of the
Ekklesia,
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To support his charge he produced a witness in the person
of Andromachos, a slave belénging to Archeblades son of Po-
1emarehos; Andromachos was granted immunity and heard as

; seeh as the Prytanes had cleared the meeting of non-ini-
tlates. Andromachos declared that the mysterles had been
celebrated in Poulytion's house. Alk;biades, Niklades, and
Meletos had actually participated but many others had been
present 1ncluding/slaves, himself, his brother Hikeslos the
flute player, and the slave of Meletos. The 1list of those
involved, besldes Alkiblades, Nikiades, and Meletos, in-
eludederchebiades, Archlippos, Dlogenes, Polystratos, Arls-
tomenes, Olonlas, and Panaltlos. All of these latter save
Polystratos went into voluntary exile and were sentenced
to death;in their absence. Polystratos was arrested and
put to déath.

After this investigation a metlic named Teukros

. who had left Athens for Megara informed the Boule11 that
he was pfepared to identify those who were lmplicated in
the_mystéries, as he himself had been a participant, and
to tell what he knew about the mutilation of the Herms.

Appaﬁently at some stage in the proceedings the dema-
gogue Androkles had urged the Boule to take part in the in-
vestigation; Androkles claimed the reward dxkp tfis BovAiis

(De Mysteriis, 27).
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The men whom he named fled the country: FPhaldros, Gnipho-
’nides; isonomes, Hephalstodoros, Kephisodoroé, Teukros,
',Diognetos,lz Smindyrides, Phillokrates, Antiphon, Telsarchos,

and Pantakles. |

The third person to offer evidence in regard to
the mysteries was Agariste the wife of Alkmeonides. Accord-
lng to her statement Alkiblades, Axlochos, and Adelmantos
had celebrated the mysteries at the home of Charmides. As
soon as this 1nférmation was dlvulged, those named left the
country .o
v The last to make an accusation was Lydos the slave
'of Pherekles of Themakos, who sald the mysterles had been
celebrated at the house of his master., Among those present
he included Leogoras the father of Andokides, Akoumenos,

- and Autokrator. The latter two went into exile but Leogoras

was persusded to remain in the city after his legal victory

Andokides (De Mysterils, 14) mentions Diognetos as a mem-

‘ber of the existing cémmittee which wae investigating the

impleties; this committee had been appointed after the muti-
~lation. Pelsandros and Charikles also served on the board;
 De Mysteriis, 36.

13 pndokides, De Mysterils, 16: Xal Eguyov odrol névres

éi\ tabry TH unvdoer. It is highly probable that by this

time Alkibiades had salled for Sicily. |
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over Speusippos who had urged that the men_named by Lydos
be handed over to the courtsl4 |

In this way Andokides cleared himself of the ac-
cusation of having attended a mock celebration of the mys-
teries: hé was not named by any of the informers nor had
he given infermat;on about hie father as his enemies had
alleged.

After hie discussion of the mysteries‘Andokides
turns to the question of a reward.ls According to the nar-
rative of Thucydides, a reward had been promised to anyone
who gave information about the Herms.16 Andokides states
that Pythonlikos claimed a reward'sineé he had been the
first to lay charges before the Assembly. Technieally, if
Thucydides is correct, Pythonlikos had no right to the re-

?ard; his 1nformation concerned the parody. It is possible

14, Andokides, De Mysterlis, 17. Speuslppos was 1ndicﬁed
on the ground that he had made an illegal proposal. Leogo-
ras won his case by pleadlng that he had never visited Fhe-
rekles at Themakos nor had Lydos specifically sald that he
‘had taken part in the parody. See below, p. 1l15.

5 .
1 Kleonymos had been the orator of a deeree in which 1000

drachmal were offered and later Pelsandros proposed another
reward of 10,000; De Mysterils, 27.
Thucydides, VI, 27, 2.
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that both Andokides and Thucydides are correct. The re-
ward was originally set up for information about the hermo-
‘kopidal but by the time all the informations had been

lodged in connectlion with all the acts of impiety, the mu-
tilation and parody became almost synonymous.1? The four .
informers also claimed their share and Androkles too demanded
a reward.la Finally the bulk of the money was awarded to
Andromachos, the remainder to Teukbos.

Now that Andokldes has established to hls own sa-
tisfaction his innocénce concerning the mysteries, he turns
to the Herms. Teukros had furnished a 1llst of elghteen par-
tlcipants: Euktemon, Glauklppos, Eurymachos, Polyeuktos,

| Platon, Antlidoros, Charippos, Theodoros, Alkisthenes, Me-
nestratos, Eryxiéaehos, Euphiletos, Eurydamas, Pherekles,
"Meletos, Timanthes, Archidamos, and Telenlkos. Of this

number, some went into exile and some were executed.

;? It must be remembered that the account of Andokides is
not strictly chronologlical. He takes up the informations
about the mysteries, then proceeds to the mutilation. Ac-
tually, as is clear from Thucydides and Plutarch, accusa-
fions about both were beihg made simultaneously.

18, Thlis is the first mention of Androkles in Andokldes!'
oration. His activities will be discussed in more detall

below, pp.‘l53-154.
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Pelsandros and Charlkles were on the committee
to investigate the current wave of lmplety, for they were
régarded at that time as most zealous in the cause of the
democracy. It was they who maintained that the whole thing
was not thé work of a small group but an attempt to over-
throw the government. Therefore, they said, all those who
were suspected must be hunted out. So at the instigation
Qf these two men, as Andokides declares, Athens reached
guch a state that, when the herald gave the gignal which
called the Boule into the Bouleuterion, it waskaiso the slig-
nal for men to flee the Agora, so great was the terror of
arrest. | »

At this point a certain Diokleides came forward
with a claim that he knew which cltizens had taken part in

‘ithe mutilation. He placed their number at three hundred
and asserted that he had been an eye-wltness to the deed.
On the night in question, he stated, hé had had to go to
Laurelon to collect the earnings of his slave there. He
arose early; the light of the full moon had decelved him
about the time. When he came to the gates of the Theatre

.0f Dionysos he saw a large number of men coming down from
the Odeion into the orchestra. Frightened, he withdrew’ino
to the shadows. He saw the men gather into groups of five
or ten or twenty; he recognized most of them by the moon-

light. Then he cohtinued on his Journey. When he heard
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about the Herms he knew that the outrage had been committed
by the men he had seen. He returned to Athens wﬁere he
learned about the board of inqulry and the reward. Upon
seeing Euphemos, brother of Kalllias son of Telokles, he

- gave his assurance that he would rather take money from
‘the conspirators than from the state. Euphemos asked him
to come to the house of Leogoras whefe he could consult An-
doklides and the others who were involved. As he arrived
there Leogoras was on the point of leaving and addressed
‘him as @ friend} it was this warm greeting, according to
fAnaokides, that Diokleides later distorted into evidence
agéinst Leogoras. The alleged offer of the miscreants was
two talents of silver on condltion that Dlokleldes Jjolned
them. He was to think 1t over and meet them at the house
of Kallias, Andokides! brother-in-law, where terms were
finally agreed upon. But the obligation to pay was never

- met and so Diokleldes decided to tell the story. He clalmed
~to have recognized forty-two men. Two of these were Manti-
theos and Apsephibn, who were members of the Boule. At the
mentlion of these names, Pelsandros lmmediately moved that
"all the men on the list be sent to the wheel in order that
a complete roster of hermokopidai might be known before

, 19
night. Mantitheos and Apsephion finally gained thelr re-

19 Andokides, De Mysterliis, 43. The decree passed in the
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,‘quest to furnish sureties and stand trial, but as soon as
permission was granted they fled the country. The Boule
then ordered the arrest ahd confinement of those named by
Diokleides; among these were Andokides and his family. The

 board of generals was instructed to put Athens and Peirai-
eus under arms.

\ Several members of Andokides' feamily were impri-
soned: Andokides himself, his father Leogoras, his brother-
in-law Kalllias, his cousins Charmides and Phrynichos son of
Orchesamenos, hls father's cousins Taureas and Nisalos son
~of Taureas, Kallias son of Alkmeon, and Kritias. Besides
these Euphemos brother of Kallias son of Telokles, and Eu-
krates brother of Niklas the general and brother-in-law of

Kallias met the same fate.

| While this group was in prison Charmides persuaded
Andokldes to tell what he knew and in so doing to save the

'livee of many innocent men and free Athens from the reign of

.terror. For Andokides expressly states that Dlokleldes had
made his 11st a long one to allow him to include any clitl-

fzen.ao In his informatlon Andokides accepted the list of

archonship of Skamandrios (510/09), which forbade the exa-

mination of free citizens by torture, had first to be set
‘aside.

De Mysteriis, 39: 7008 dnébevo, Seivdratov mpdyua,

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



72.

Teukros with four additions: Panaltlos, Chalredemos, Dia-

- kritos, and Lyslistratos. He dlsclosed that the whole plot
had been suggested by Euphiletos at a drinking party. An-
dokides himself}did not approve the idea and succeeded in
puttingyit‘off for some time., Later, however, he was thrown
from a horse, broke hls collar-bone. and fractured his skull.
When Euphiletos perceived that Andokides was unable to op=-
‘pose them, he informed the others that Andokides had con-

| sénted to join them to the extent of mutilating the Herm
next to the shrine 6f Phorbas. This was Andokides! expla-
nation for the fact that this statue, which stood>neaf his
home, was the only one which had been untouched.zl

As soon as the other conspirators realized that

Andekides was a party to the secret but had not really helped,

1

< théy were angry. Meletos and Euphiletos went to him and
démanded that he keep qulet. Andokldes replled that the
eonspirators had lees to fear from him than’from the com-
mlgslon of the deed. According to Andokldes, the board of
1ﬁqn1ry was satisfied that he had told the truth. Dio-

'jdfpat, 6@@3 &v éxelvg eln dvtiva Bobhoito “Abnvalwy Pavat
| @Y &v&p&v TobTwY dnt, Svtiva 6% wh Bobhovto, MEvewv 8ty
oK v, j

21 Aﬁdokides, De Mysteriis, 62: é ¢sc. ‘Epufis; naph THy

natplav oixtav thy fuetépav....
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kleldes was summoned and, confronted by the evidence, ad-
mitted hls decéptlon lmmedlately. He added that he had
been forced into the situation by Alklibiades of Phegous
and Amlantos of Aigina. Both these men fled; Diokleldes
"was executed. Those‘who had been imprisoned upon his in-
formation, including Andokides and his relatives, were re-

leased; those who had been exlled returned.

é. Thucydlides
The account of the mutilatlon of the'Herms and
the celebration of the mysteries ls unusually meagre in the
historian of the Peloponnesian War. Very few names are
mentioned. The serlousness of the offence is specified,
however, quite concretely.22 Thucydides reéords that va-
rious metics and slaves gave information about the mutila-
tlon of statues other than the Herms and about the celebra-
tlon of the mysteries in private houses. He adds that
Alkiblades was implicated, and that the charges against
him were made by those who were Jealous of hils popularity
wlth the people. This situation offered a perfect oppor-
tunlty to get rid of the young man. So they magnified the
; matter by suggesting that a consplracy against the govern-
- ment was the motivating force behind both these outrages.

- Alkiblades' previous conduct could on1§ add weight to thelr

The story is in Thucydides, VI, 27-29 and 60-61, 1.
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‘innuendoes. Although“Alkibiades professed his wlllingness
%o stand trial 1mmediate1y, to pay the penalty 1f found
guilty, but not to endure slanderous charges made during
his absence, he was ordered to sail. The reasoning behind
thia, says Thueydides, was the work of his enemles. They
were afrald that, if he stood trial at the moment, his |

- popularity with the expeditionary foreezs and with the
Demos mlght bring about his acquittal, whereas 1f the trial
were postponed fhey were confident of embroiling him in a |
more serlious cﬁarge during his absence.

In his later account Thucy&ides speaks of ther
unrest and savagery of the citizens as day after day saw
more arrests; there seemed to be no end. The people were
becoming convinced that both the mutilation of the Herms
and the desecration of the mysterles were the outward marks

~of a consplracy which was alming at oiigarehy and tyranny.
 \It was at this time that Andokides made his confession, a
confession, says Thucydides, which may or may not have been

true.24 Conjectures were made on both sides, for no one

23 Thucydides, VI, 29, 3. The Arglives end the Mantinelans
who had Joined the expedition had done so chiefly out of
regard for Alkibiades. |

| Andokides 1lg not mentioned by name in Thucydides' narra-

tive, but the lidentification is unmistakable. See VI, 60, 2:
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then or afterwards was able to state wilth conviction who
was responsible for the offenee.25 Thucydides is not often
sd vague, so loath to express an opinion. Perhaps the ex-
'pianation is that he was not present in Athens in these

" years and so hesitated to commit himself. Whether the
confession was truthfﬁl‘or not, Thucydides maintainskthat
it was a beneflt to the city. The Athenlans thought that
they had at last learned the truth about the Herms. The.
aeéused were executed and those who fled were sentenced to
‘death in their absence. He adds, significantly, that it
was uncertaln whether or not those who suffered had been

26 At any rate, the public feeling a-

punished unjustly.
galnst Alkibiades was strengthened by the admission of An-
dokldes and the Salaminia was dispatched to bring him home

to stand trial for profaning the mysterles,

3. Plutarch
The report of the mutilation of the Herms as told
by Plutarch in the Alecibiades is written 1ln terms of hils

~interest in his subject. He apparently used Andokides very
little and implies that Thueydides' narrative leaves much to

4 ~ : . -
evs Tav Sedeptvwv, Sonep | E6O6xer alTibratos elvar, Vxd TEY

.évanpmrév Tivbs elte apa xal Th Ovra pnvboar eilte xol ob.
Thucydldes, VI, 60, 2.

26
~ Thucydides, VI, 60, 5.
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be desired.27

The broad outline is the same as that of
Thucydldes but in Plutarch there is an elaboration of what
- went on behind the scenes at which Thucydides only hints.
| The consensus of opinion, according to Plutarch,
was that the act was commltted by those who had deslgns
upon thé demecraey.28 When the defacement was under inves-
tigatlon, when everyone was encouraged to lodge informatlon
about any act of implety, Androkles the demagogue, who was
one of Alkibiades! bitterest enemies, brought in slaves and
metlics to testify that Alkiblades was gullty of mutilating
other sacred images and ofgbarodying the mysterles, and so
gstimulated the resentment which the people felt toward the

supposed culprit.29 These witnesses sald that Theodoros

was the Herald, Poulytion the Torchbearer, and Alkiblades

Plutarch, Alciblades, 18-21.

28
He says that the Korinthians were blamed by some: Sy-

racuse was thelr colony and by the mutilation of the Herms
they hoped to deter the Athenians from the expedition en-
tirely or at least to force a long delay. This theory, nalve
enough in itself, was generally unaeceptable; Plutarch Alcli-

_ biades, 18, &. Cf. Schol. Aristophanes, Lysistrata, 1094,
wﬁich gives Philochoros as the source for this version.

Androkles is mentioned by Thucydides, VIII, 65, 2 as the

man chlefly responsible for the exile of Alkibiades.
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the High Prliest when the mysteries were parodied. At first
Alxibilades was at a loss to know what to do, but gaining
courage from the sure support of those who were about to

set out for Sicily“C

he offered to defend himself in a trial,
Bﬁt that was preclsely what his enemies did not want for
thus his eloquence might remove him from their grasp. To
prevent this they devised a plan. Certaln of the orators
bwho hated Alklibiades but who had managed to mask their true
feelings were to rise in the Ekklesia and oppose his trial |
on the ground that now, when the general's men and supplles
were ready, 1t was unfalr to delay hls sailing by casting}
lots for a jury and assigning a time for the case. There
would be plenty of opportunity for a trial after the war
was over,ol Alkiblades, however, saw through thelr schemes.
He urged that 1t was unfalr for him to go off and leave
these vague accusations behind him. He was well aware that
"his departure would grant his enemies every chance to work
against him., His plea for a hearing was disregarded; he

was ordered to sail.

It was after his departure that the outrage upon

30 Plutarch, Alcibiades, 19, 4. Thie passage follows Thu-

eydides but a2dds more detall.
31
Again Thucydides' account agrees 1n substance but 1s

not so rich in detall.
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the Herms and the flouting of the mysterles were merged:
consplracy against the existing'democracy. This was in all
probabllity the work of Androkles and the other enemies of
Aikibiades. They assured the people that both infamies
were the work of those who intended the overthrow of the
government. Whoever was gullty of one was gullty of the
other also. Plutarch, quoting Phrynichos,32 names the in-
formers: Teukros and Diokleldes. Diokleldes' claim to have
recognized the conspirators by the light of the moon was
obviously false because, says Plutarch, there was no moon
on that nlght., Senslble men were worrigd by that discre-
pancy; yet the arrests went on. Plutareh too recounts the
great terror and confusion which the evidence of Teukros and
Diokleides brought to Athens. Everyone feared for his life.
Among ﬁhose imprisoned was Andokides, who was

- thought to be an oligarch and a foe of the government, He

was suspected chiefly because the Herm near hie house was

o2 Phrynichos, frag. 58 Kock:

® oihtad’ ‘Epuf, ol qQuA&rvov, ph meobv
oautdv mapaxpobon kol napdoxns StaBoiny
drtpy Aroxheldo Bovhoufvy naxdy Ti Spdv.
'Eppﬁ: guhaZopat. Tebupy yap odxl Bodropar
puhvvrea Sodvatr @ ud%apvat@ §§?@.
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‘not molested. Plutarch avers that it was Timaioé,s3 a fellow
prisoner, who convinced Andokides of the ,advisability of
turning gtate‘s evidenee. When those accused by Andokldes
had been punished, the appetite of the people was whetted
'and they turned to the profanation of the mysteries; more
particularly, they turned agalnst Alkiblades. The Salaminia
was sent to bring him home. The formal impeachment, for
‘committing implous actions agsinst the Eleusinian divinities,
wa.s made by Thessalos son of Kimon. Androkles had been

~8uccessful 1n his machinations against his enemy.

By synthesizing the accounts of Andokides, Thucy-
dldes, and Plutarch we have a falrly complete story. It 1s
trﬁe that Thucydides and Plutarch mention very few names.
But they do give a clear account of the cause for the feel-
ing against Alkibiades, how it developed and by whom it was
fostered. Who wére the enemles of Alklblades? Why were
they so violent in thelr antipathy? Perhaps by close scru-

“tiny of those whom Andokides names it will be posalble to
answer these questions, to decide what shades of political
xthinking existed at this period, and so to explain the mu-
tilation of the Herms and the storm which it aroused. |

33 He means Charmides; see below, p. 134.
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I append a list of the men named by Andokides in

hls De Mysterils and thelr connection with the Herms and

the mysteries.

Those mentioned by Plutarch are found in

& parallel column. Thucydlides speaks of Alklblades alone .

by name. |

i

ANDOKIDES

I. Accusation agalnst Alkiblades

made by PythonikOS‘before the

expeiition.

II. Infoﬁmatione concerning the

myéteries.

A, Lisﬁ of those who profaned the

1.
2.

10.

mysterles given by Andromachos,

slave of.Archebiades.
Alkiblades
Andromachos, slave
Archeblades
Ar%hippos
Arﬁstomenes

Diogenes

Hiﬁesios, slave
Meﬁetos
fNikﬁades

Oioﬁias

PLUTARCH
Accusation against Al-
kiblades made by Andro-
kles.

Information about the
nysteries given by
slaves and metles at

Androkles' instigation.

1. Alkibiades
2. Poulytion

3. Theodoros
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11, Panaitios
12, Polystratos
13. Poulytion

B. List of those who profaned the

mysterles given by Teukros,

metiec.
. Antiphon

2. Diognetos

1

2

3. Gniphonides
4, Hephalstodoros
5. Isonomos

6. Kephisodoros
7. Pantakles

8. Phaldros

9. Philokrate#
-10. Smindyrides
11, Telsarchos

12. Teukros

C. List of those who profaned the

mysteries given by Agariste, wife

of Alkmeonides.
1. Adelmantos
2. Alkxibiades
3. Axlochos
v4.’0harm1des

8l.

Teukros mentioned as

informant.
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D. List of those who profaned the
mysterles glven by Lydos, slave
of Pherekles, |

l. Akoumenos
2. Autokrator
3. Leogoras
4, Pherekles
III. Board of Inquiry.
| jA. Charlkles
~ B. Diognetos
C. Pelsandros
IV. Rewards for information.

A. 1000 drachmal offered by the
decree of Kleonymos.

B. 10,000 drachmal offered by the
decree of Pelsandros.,

C. Recipients.

1. Andromachos
2. Teukros
V. Informations concerning the mutila-
ktion of the Herms.
~A. List of those who mutlilated the

Herms given by Teukros.
1. Alkisthenes
2. Antldoros

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



3. Archidamos
4, Charippos
5. Eryximachos
6. Euktemon
7. Eurydamas
8. Eurymaehoé
-9, Euphlletos
10. Glauklppos
11. Meletos
12. Menestratos
13. Pherekles
14. Platon
15. Polyeuktos
16. Telenlkos
17. Theodoros
18. Timanthes.
B. List of those who mutilated the
Herms glven by Diokleides.
1. Andokldes
2. Apsephion
3. Charmides
4. Eukrates
5. Euphemos
6. Kallias son of Alkmeon
7. Kallias son of Télokles
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8. Kritias"
9. Leogoras
10. Mantitheos

11. Nisalos
12. Phrynichos

13. Taureas

C. List of those who mutilated the Andokides persuaded by
Herms given by Andokides (after Timalos (i.e., Charmides)
being persuaded by Charmides to turn state's evidence.

to turn state's evidence). |
1. All those accused by Teukros
.2. Chalredemos
3. Diakritos
4, Lyéistratos
5. Panaltlos
| VI. Those who, according to Diokleideé,
forced him to lie.
A. Alkibiades of Fhegous
B. Amiantos of Algina
| ' Impeachment against Al-
kibiades made by Thes-

salos son of Kimon.
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CHAPTER FIVE
THE PROSOPOGRAPHY

An exam;nation_ofhthe nemes revealed by the va-
rious informers may aid in establishing first the family
afflliations and, later, the polliticzl activities and philo-
sophical outlooks of their owners.

The desecration of the mysterles came to light,
according to Andokides, with the accusation of Alkiblades

- by Pythonikos. The charge was implety to the goddesses of
Eleusis., The first to bring information concerning this
crime was Andromachos, the slave of Archebliades. Of the
slave nothing further 1s known. The master seems not to
have been prominent in the polltics of Athens. Perhapse he
wag the same man as the Archeblades mentioned by Lysias as
the lover of Ardhedemos.l While the passage reveals nothing
of the political thinking of elther man, Archedemos 1é
scorned as an intimate of the younger Alkiblades. Aristo-
phanes speaks of him as a popular leader who argued for the
arrest of the generals of Arginousai.2 It 1s from Xenophon
that we learn most about him., He too records the share taken

by Archedemos in the prosecution of the generals.5 In the

Lyslas, 14, 27.
2 .
- Aristophanes, Frogs, 421.

S Xenophon, Hell., I, 7, 2.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



86,

Memorablllia Sokrates recommends thls demagogue to Krlton
4

as a man who could protect him against his accusers, and,
says Xenophon, &x 8t Tobtov eis e v@v Kplrwvos @flwy ’Ap-
xtonuoe Av, ual dnd T@Y IAwv Kpfrwvos oilev értp&roos If
"Archeblades was the lover of Archedemos 1t would stlll be
unsafe to assume that he entertained the same views as Ar-
chedemos, who moved in Sokratlic company. Kirchner lists
another man of this name who may belong in the fifth century.6
OQe of Lyaias“orations, two fragments of which are extant,
wee entitled npds 'Apxeﬁt&&nv,7 but there is nothing in the

gkfragments which would permit a certain identification of
the defendant.

‘The name Archippos, also on the 1list of Androma-
chos, 1séa common one. Kirchner enumerates 26 men of this
name, Of these, 20 may be disregarded here since they lived
long after the agé of Aikibiades. The remaining six belong
1@ the late fifth century. One, the father of the Aris-
‘teldes who was active as a strategos along the shores of

= Thrace and the Hellespont in 425/4,8 mey perhaps be dig=

Xenophon, Memorabilia, II, 9, 4-8,

5 Xenophon, Memorabilia, II, 9, 8,

Kirchner, P.A., I, 2301. The other three entrles under
Archebiades belong to a later period.
¥4

Baiter and Sauppe, Orat. Att., II, p. 180.

Thucydides, IV, 50, 75; Dlodoros, XII, 72, 3,
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missed as too old for any asctive rdle in the escapades under
examination in 415, The name occurs agailn in a fragment

of Lysigsg which states that Archippos was an intimate friend
of Lysias but reveals nothing which would allow us to as-
sume that this ;s the Archippos involved in the desecration.
in a8 rragmeﬁt of Isaioslo an Archippos 1s involved in liti-
gation over a kleros. Again it 1s lmpossible to say with
eertainty that this is or is not the Archippos of Androma-
chds' list. Another Archippos was a poet of old comedy who
was a victor in the 91st Olympiad (416-412).11 Since Ando-
kides declares that all the men accused by Andromachos, with
the sole exception of Polystratos, fled the country and were

12 the playwright 1s not the accused un-

condemned to death,
less the victory was won in 416/5.15 Certainly, we cannot

risk the identification.

.,9 Baiter and Sauppe, Orat. Att.; II, p. 205.
10

11

Baiter and Sauppe, Orat. Att., II, p. 229,

Suldas, g.v. "ApYinmos; Kock, I, pp. 679-689; schol.
Aristophanes, Wasps, 481.

12‘ Andokides, De Mysteriis, 13; while some may have re-
turned later, it is unlikely that they dld so at least be-
fore the oligarchié revolution of 411/0° B.C.

13 The name Archippos was, apparently, fairly common and
we mlght expeet Andokldes to deslgnate.the comic poet as

Komikos; it would be a tenuous argument, however.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



88,

Kirchner feels that the Archippos concerned in the
mysteries 18 not the man who wag accused by Andokides when

14 who

he came back to Athens. The story 1s told by Lysias,
| is prosecuting Andokides. Andokides upon his return lodged
a camplaint with the Archon Basileus agalnst a certain Ar-
¢hippos on the ground of 1mpiety against the Herm of his
own household. Archippos insisted that the Herm in ques-
fion had not been mutilated but paild a sum of money to
obtaln his release. In the De Mysteriis Archippos 1is con-
cerned with the mysteries alone and this may have suggested
:tc'Kirchner that the two men were not identical. It remains
possible, however, that we have in Lysias and Andokides
twé references to the same man. That Andokides doeé not
name him in the oration as one of the hermokopidal is no:
deterrent to this hypothesis. Examples of Andokides' mani-
pulation of facts to sult his own purposé have already been
cited.
The name Diogenes 1s very common. Most of the
eitations in Kirchner and in the 1nscr1pt1§ns may be dis-
, régarded because of thelr dates, which are either too early
’or too late to be pertinent to this dlscussion. The name

has been preserved in two fragments of Lysias,15 neither

1
4 Lysias, 6, 11-12.
15 ‘ .
-~ Balter and Sauppe, Orat. Att., II, p:.184, nos. 35, 36.
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- of which gives any indication that the man in question is
‘té be ldentifled with the Diogenes of Andromachos' list.
Another Diogenes was a tragic poet,16 who, accordlng to
Suldas, flourished at the time of the downfall of the
Thirty. One reference remailns: a'Diogenés was grammateus
in 434/3.17 This could be the Diogenes implicated in the
parody, but we cannot be sure.
| Several of those cited by Andromachos appear on
the conflscation lists of 415/4. Oionias the son of Olo-

'\nochares is one;18 his name is not found elsewhere., Panal-
tios, who was accused by Andromachos of profaning the mys-
terles and later by Andokides of mutilating the Herme, also

19 me

lost his property, as the confiscation lists prove.
'éthers of thils name catalogued by Klrchner are too late to
require comment. Polystratos too was a victim of the con-

flscations. His name 1is restored by Meritt20 on the basis

16
Suidas, s.v. Atov€vms; Nauck, pp. 776-777.
1% ;)
I.6g., I”, 366, line 2.
18 2
I.¢., I, 327, line 13, 332, line 8.
19
I.G., 12, 326, llne 12. The revised text of these lists

is published by Meritt in Hesperia, VIII (1939), pp. 69-76.
Panaitios was a source of fun for Aristophanes; frag. 394
Kock and schol. Birds, 440. The Birds was produced in 414.

20 Hesperia, VIII (1939), p. 72 with commentary on p. 74.
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of the patronymlic and demotic, both of which are on the

- 8tone. The full name then can be restored in I.G., Ig,
329 where the patronymic is partially missing and in 333
ﬁhere only the demotic appears: IoAborpatos ALodbpov ’Ayxve
AfiBev.

It had always been taken for granted that the
name Nikiades, which was on the list of Andromachos, must
be restored in I1.G., 12, 325, line 1, where the first four
letters are certaln and the fifth was réad a8 an uncertaln
alpha. The reading was doubtless influenced by Andokides.
‘Meritt,21 however, has proved that the spacing is insuffi-
clent for the name Nikiades. The doubtful 1étter, formerly
read as alpha, is a delta and so Meritt reads Nixi&co,.
8ince every other name on this list 1is mentioned by Ando-
~kiaee in connection with either the mysteries or the Herms,
it is_ldgicallto suppose that Nikides too was 1mplicatéd
in one or the other or both. The absence of Nikldes from
-Andokides does not absolve him from complicity, for Andoki-
des, in self-protection, was not obliged to tell the complete
truth. Perhaps we have here an example of hils spppression.
Meritt goes too far in stéting that on the basis of this
inseription the Niklades of the oration must be emended to

‘Nikides. The names need not refer to the seme man. Niki-

21 ‘
Hesperia, VIII (1839), p. 73, photograph on p. 70 and

commentary on p. 75.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



91.

ades is s common name, Nikides ls more rare.22 There 1s
always the posslibllity that the stonecutter made an error
and inscribed Nikldes for Niklades; one would not care to
‘bulld on this hypothesis. Nikides appears in the inscrip—
tion among those who we know from other sources were accused
of implety in 415 and he too, in all probabllity, should be
numbered among the alleged culprits.

| | Other references to Nikiades cannot be certainly
ldentified with the man on Andromachos' 1list. One is on a
casualty list of the late fifth eentury;25 one was an epis-
' tates in 423.24 The latter, says Kirehner,zs may be the
"Nikiades who appears on & sepuleﬁrél inseription.as

The name Meletos occurs first on Andromachos! 118827

of those who parodled the mysteries and later on Teukros!

1ist of hermokopidal.®® Kirchner has seven men of this name,

22 Lyslas wrote a speech against Nlkides; see also Demos-
- thenes, 38, 23. These are the only other océurrences of
,the name,

23
24
*5 Kirchner, P.A., II, 10765,
®6 1., 112, 781/2.

2: Andokides, De Mzsterlgs,’lé.

Andokides, Eg Hxsterégg, 35.

1.6., I%, 950, I, 1line 35.
Thucydides, IV, 118, 11,
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of whom three are automatically excluded from this die-
cussion because they lived much earlier or later than 421-
415. The four survivors must be examined more carefully.
Meletos at oﬁce recalls the accuser of Sokrates. He was
the son of Meletoszg and belénged to the deme Pitthos.ao
He 1s called young and unknown by Sokrates.ol It 1s not
likely that a man implicated in such scandal 1ln 415 would
be called young and unknown some fifteen years later. We
may assume that we are not dealing with Sokrates'! accuser.
The traglic poet Meletos was also from the deme
Pitthos.52 He appears in a fragment from the Gerytades of
Arietophan3333,which, says Kock, was composed about the
same time as the Frogs, 1.e., ca. 405.%% e date, name,
'and deme 1ndicate that he was the father of the ﬁeletos who

~acoused Sokrates. A Meletos son of Megakles from the deme

29 :
9 Diogenes Laertios, 1I, 40.

30  Plato, Euthyphro, 2b; Diogenes Laertios, II, 40.
Plato, Euthyphro, 2b. It wouldkbe perverse to deny the
aeeurac§ of such prosopographlical detall in the dlalogues

- of Plato; the histdricity of the dlalogues, of course, 1s

& @ifferent and irrelevant question.
32

33
~ Frags. 149, 150 Koek.

Diogenes Laertios, II, 40; Athenales, XII,'551e.

Kook, I, p. 427.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



93.

Alopeke appears on a confiscation list of the early fourth
éentnry.55 Kirchner's stemma makes him a member of the fa-
mous Alkmeonid famlly.56
| The name Meletos 1s found several times in Ando-
kidea: (1) he 1s accused of implety against the goddesses
of Eleusis by Andromachos; (2) he is accused of mutilating
the Herms by Teukros; (3) he came with Euphiletos to warn
Andoki&es to keep silent about the mutilation;57 (4) he
breught charges agelnst Andokldes in 399 and is blamed by
his victim for the murder of Leon under the Thirty.53
‘Maldment has identified the latter with Leon the Salami-

nian59

vwhom Bokrates refused to arrest when he was ordered
~to do so by the Thirty.4° Hatzfeld argues that Meletos (4)
eould not have been Meletos (1), whom he identifies with
Heiatos (2): "Il gerailt inexplicable qu'Andocide, attaqué
par lul et qul salt fort bien rappeler sa conduite lors du

gouvernement des Trente (Andoc., I, 94), n'ailt pas falt la

% 1.0., 112, 1579, lines 19-20.

’55 Kirchner;‘gﬁé., II, 9688, Megaklea'(l).
o Andokides, De Mysteriis, 63.

wa Andokides, De Mysteriils, 94.

39 Plato, Apology, 32¢.

40

Maldment, op. cit., p. 410, note A.
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moindre allusion a son sacrilége de'415.”41 But the argu-
ment 1s not cogent. Andokides states that his list of the
hermekopidai corresponds very closely to that of Teukros.
He retains all of the eighteen names given by the metic and
adds four. Meletos (2) was on Teukros' 1list; thus he was
in effect accused by Andokides, who may have thought it un-
necessary to make any further reference to Meletos! part in
’thermutilation. The section of the oratlion in which epecial
mention is made of Andokides' acecusers and to which Hatzfeld
,‘eélls attention is concerned with the manner in which the
‘éecusers have broken the laws but have managed to escape
punishment on the technlcality that only the lawe passed
Vsinee the archonshlp of Eukleides may be appllied; yet he,
Andokldes; is charged with breaking a law that was passed

in 415.42§'His counter-charge against Meletos 1s the arrest

of Le@n,‘ﬁho as a result was executed without trial; this
'amauntedito murder.45 - There 1s no place here for bringing
in the c@érge of implety; it would only cloud the 1issue,
‘g,g,, the contrast between the legal status of Andokildes

*1 Hatzfeld, op. cit., p. 187, note 1.
42 pndoxides, De Mysteriis, 92-103.

Kephislos 1g accused of undertaking to be a tax-farmer
and then defaulting and Epicharee of holding office under

the Thirty; De Mysterils, 92, 95-100.
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and that of hls accusers.

On the basls of De Kzsteriis, 35, the case for
the identiflcation of (4) and (2) is strengthened. After
Teukrof' list was read, Andokides then stated that some of
these men héd”returned to Athens and were present in courst.
Thié may bé,taken as a polnted reference to Meletos (4),
Andokides' accuser, present in court; after no other list
is this ﬁemark made. The Meletos ;(2), named bj Teukros

\ may be regarded as t(4)y the enemy of Andokides and Leon.
And it is implicit in Andokides' story that Meletos (2) and
(3) are identical. |

- A Meletos was sent to Sparta with Kephisophon in
403 to represent the oligarchs in negotlations for peaee.44
Since the Meletos (4) who accused Andokides, betrayed Leon,
and was ;mplicated in the defacement was éctive under the
Thirty, it is not unreasonable to identify him with the am-
,‘baéeador\wh@ went to Sparta in 403.
~ The investigation of Meletos in Andokides began
with a p?sslble four entries. These have now been reduced
’ﬁtértwo: j(l) Meletos who profaned the mysteries; (2) Meletos
who mutilated the Herms in 415 and in company with Euphile-
tos tried to intimidate Andokides, arrested Leon under the

Ehirty, served as ambassador to Sparta in 403, accused Ane

Xenophon, Hell., II, 4, 36,
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dokides in 399.%5 That these at least are two individuals
18 sure. It will be argued below that Teukros was at some
palns to separate the mutilation and the parody and thus
produced two separate 1ist8.4® Meletos the profaner, ac-
cused by Andromachos, fled at once; it was safe enough for
Teukros to name Meletos the hermokopid, for«there could be
no confusion of identity.47
The other names on Andromachos' list may be dlse’
misaéd with 1little comment. Of Poulytion, at whose house °
the parody took place, little 1s known except that he was
very wealthy.43 Aristomenes need not be ldentified with

49

the comic poet who was contemporary with Aristophanes™  nor

45 Kirchner (P.A., II, 9825) suggests that the speech a-

gdinst Andokides which has been attributed to Lyslas may
hﬁv; been written in the character of Meletos (identified
aﬁove with the hermokopid). If this view is correct, then
Meletos was grandson of the hierophant Diokles son of Za-
koros (Lysias, 6, 54) and a Eumolpid; he was thus, pfobably,
opposed to all that Alkibiades represented and is at home
vin Teukros' list., But Kirchner's proposal is not based on
specific evidence. |
6 See ﬁelow, pp. 150-151,

o Whether Meletos (1) or (2) should be identified with the

Alkmeohi? we cannot say.
48

;Plaﬁo,, Eryxiag, 400b; Pherekrates, frag. 58 Kock.
49 ‘ ) N

He is catalogued by Suldas (Kock, I, pp. 690-693).
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need the Aristomenes who appears on a sepulchral 1nscription.5°
vwhe glave Hikeslos 1s not known elsewhere,

The second informant to éupply names of those pre-
séat at the pared& was the metic Teukros. The name Teukros
appears oé a casualty list which dates from 413 and may be
goncernediwith the Siclllan eampaign,51 but nothing 1s known
of Teukros' political affiliations and no ldentiflcatlon
can be ma&e.

§Sm1ndyr1des has left no record of his activities
exeept the statement of Teukros that he was present when
the mysteries were parodied. The namesg Gniphonides and
Hephaieto&oros are not found before the fourth century when
they oeeuf in inseriptions. Telsarchos appears as a patro-
nymic in an 1nser1pticn of the early fourth century.sg

%Isonomos ig a very rare name. It occurs only
once beslhes the mention in Andokides. An early fourth-cen-
‘tury sepulchral monument commemorates Archestrate, the

daugnter of Isonomos Kydatheneus and the wife of Kephisodo—

ros Phlyens.s3 It 1s tempting for two reasons to regard

-50 I. G., 112 5597 He was father of Polytimos, of whom

we know nothing more.,

. |
+ Meritt, Hesperia, VII (1938), p. 89.
52 L
1.G., II%, 1929, line 26.
5 ;
® 1.a., 112, ese0.
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this Isonomos as identlcal with the Isonomos accused by
Teukros. First, the uncommon name argues for the identifi-
cation; second, the name Kephlsodoros like that of Isonomos
1s found Eoth on the monument and in the list of Teukros.
However, Kephlisodoros 1s a common name and must be treated
with eaution. -

| Kephlsodores the comice poet won the victory at
the DionyTi& in 403/2. 54 The name 1s also found on several
easualty 115ts, but only that of 412/1 is avallable for the

man on Teukros' list.55

56

Kephisodoros as a patronymic 1s
a@mmon, ‘but again no identification can be made. A Ke-

phisodoroé was eplstates in 412/1.57 Kephisodoros Skambo-

4 l | ‘ o
S ~ Buldas, s.V. Knopvob8wpos; Athenaios, XI, 4594; Lysias,

21, 4;'£,§., IIz, 2325, a catalogue of victories won at the
Dienysi&;iKoek, I, pp. 800-802.
8 1.g., 1%, 950, I, 1ine 32.

58 f
‘ See I1.G., IIz, 1929, line 22: Telsandros son of Kephl-

godoros o# Aphidne; this Telsandros 1s mentioned in Plato,
 Gorgias, %873 as a fellow student of Kalllkles, Andron, and

Naueikydeé. I IIz, 7520 commemorates Spﬁettios son of

G
I.

Kephisodoros. &., I12, 1920, 1ine 17 1lists Kephisodoros

~ gson of Paﬁaieehous of Acharng; .
57

Iogo, I ? 105 llnes 4"50
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-nides‘appears'on the expense accounts of the Erechthelon
for 409/8, 408/7, and 407/6.58 Far more significant is
Kephisodoros the metic from Peiraleus who is found on the
- very confiscation 1list in which Polystratos appears;sg
Since the metlec Kephiaodoroa 1s‘feund in the same context
:aé Polystratos and since we know that Polystratos was 1n-’
volved in the desecratlion of the mysterles, it is possible
that the Kephisodoros of Teukros' list was the metle from
the Peiraleus. Either Kephisodoros the metic or Kephisodo-
ros the son-in-law of Isonomos could reasonably be lden-
tified with the man on Teukros' 1list; the probabilities
tavour the former.%0 .
The Pantakles who died in 425/461 1s obviously
not our man. Another Pantakles, however, seems to have

enjoyed a career as & lyric poet that extended from ca.

445 to at least 420/19. I.G., IZ, 771, in which he 1is

% 1.¢., 12, 373, III, lines 105-106, 374, II, lines 15-

16, VII, lines 73-74.
9. 1.6., I®, 329, line 14. For Polystratos see above, pp.
89-90.

60 There are no meties, so far as we know, among the ﬁer-
:aokopidai; nor should we expect them (see below, pp:7151-152),
But a metic is at home with the profaners.

1 1.6., 12, 949, 1ine 36.
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inscribed as didaskalos, dates some time after 446; again,
in a text found in the Athenian Agora and dated by Meritt
to ca. 440, he is didaskalos;52 in Antiphon, 6, 11, a
speech which belongs perhaps to 419 and certainly within a
YQar or two of that date,63 he 1s named as 4idaskalos.
Glearly, we are here dealing with one man, who may well

be the Pantakles accused by Teukros in 415. The tentative
1&en€1ricatlon may be made.

Philokrates is a common name. It is found in
three casualty 118t8%¢ and Philokrates son of Philokydes
is in two catalogues of liturgies dating from the early
fourth century.®® oOne of the treasurers of Athena in 398/7
was Philokrates of Aphidne;66 e general of 416/5 bore the
namé.av The sixth oration of Antiphon 1s concerned with

the litigation between a Philokrates and a certain choregos.

Meritt, Hesperia, VIII (1939), pp. 49-50:  Hovrt,axAEs
L €6idaone,, |
63 Meritt, Ath. Cal., pp. 121-122; Maldment, op. cit.,
PP. 234-237. |

64

I.6., I2, 950, II, line 82; 951, II, line 49; 958, IX,
‘line 8.
65 2

.y II, 1928, line 8; 1929, line 18.

2

1.¢
66 ~
;._G_o } II ] 1388’ llnes 4"5; 1592, 11ne ?.

or Thucydides, V, 116, 3.
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Maidment belleves that the choregos was an oligareh who was
now (gg. 419) beginning to be active. Philokrates lodged

& charge of murder against the choregos. When he realized
there was small chahce of success, he withdrew the charge
and asked for a reconclliation. But sometime later Phlilo-
krates got into trouble for the embezzlement of public funds
at a time when the choregos was serving in the Boule.
Philokrates and his assoclates were about to be investi-
gated and to forestall such actlon he again brought up the
charge of murder. What the outcome\of the trial was we do

'1 not know and whether this Philokrates was the man accused

by Teukros cannot be certainly deelded.e8

We may observe
that Pantakles and a Phllokrates were assoclated ca. 41969
and again in 415. It 1s tempting, but hazardous, to iden-

tify the Philokrates of Antiphon's speech with the profaner.70

68 '
- The Philokrates who was prytaneus when Diokleldes tes-

tiflied was not the profaner; all accused by Teukros fled

immediately.

k - Pantakles was poet when the alleged murder of the cho-
. reutes, Phllokrates' brother, took place.

70 Did Philokrates obtain hls information about the mur-
’dér from the poet? If so, were they friends? They may both
have been oligarchic; wére the oligarchs aetive“politically
oa. 419 (when Alklbiadesrwas active in the Peloponnese)?

But these are questions that we cannot answer.
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| Diognetos the brother of Nikias was mentioned in
the discussion between Sokrates and Polos in the Gcrgla .71
Lyslas has a great deal to say about his aqtivities after
the oligarchic revolution of 413!./0.'""2 Because he was slan-
dered by 1nfermers73'he went away into exlle but never fled
to Dekelela or worked against the c¢ity in any way. He held
no office under the ollgarehy; when Pausanlas the Lakedal-
monian arrived at Athens Diognetos told him of the suffer-
1nga endured by the people under the tyrannical Thirty and

,  asked his ald, with the result that Pausanias was little

.aisposed to accept the overtures of the Thirty and looked
Wwith favour upon the family of Diognetos. Since he was a
brother of Nikias we might assume that he was a conservative.
But he was not an oligarch or he would have gone to Dekelela,

the refuge of exiled oligarchs.

74

In a fragment of Eupolls a sycophant is about

to be driven out of Athens by a Just Man. The sycophant

71
72
- Lyslas, 18.
73

Plato, Gorglas, 472a.

| -Lyslas, 18, 9; this was probably after the restoration
of the democracy in 411/0. Or could Lysias! expression

'(63 xaxdvor dvres Ty nAMOer dnoorepotpefo TEY Svrwv,..Al-

‘oYvﬁkos 810BANBeL s ukv dnd Ty ovHopavTEv Qebywv gyeto ) Te-
tef to his conviction and dlsgrace in 415 as a prcfaner?

Powell, New Chapters in Greek Literature, Series III
(31933), pp. 162-163.
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confesses that he has extorted one hundred staters from &
gtranger by threatening to expose him as one of the profaners
of the mysteries: the strapger had had barley grains on
his beard and so he must have been lmbibing the sacrificlal
drink. The informer 1s put in chalns and the Just Man ex-
prasées the wish that Diognetos would suffer the same fate.
This is an interesting’side~light on the investigatlons and
confirms the evidence of our other witnesses that many in-
nocent men suffered on the testimony of unserupulous citl-
zens. More particularly, i1t identifies the Diognetos of
‘the play, who 1s likened to the sycophant, with the Dlogne-
" tos who was a member of the board of inquiry appointed to
investigate the mutilation .75 |
The name Diognetos is not common in fifth-century
Athens. ;t appeafs on a casualty list of‘uncertain dat976
and in a 4ecree of 409/8 in which Diognetos Phrearrios 1is
the grammgteua.77 It will be argued later that the brother
of Nikias, the member of the board of inquiry, and the pro-
faner are%oné and the same man.

There is 1little doubt that the Phaidros of Teukros'

75 Andokldes, De Mysteriis, 14.
"6 1.a., 1%, 952, I, line 20.
77 2

1.¢., 1%, 115, lines 1, 3-4. This 1s not the brother

of Hikiasi see note 73 above.
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~1liet 1s the friend of Sokrates for whom one of the dialogues

18 nemed and who appears in the Protagoras and Symposium,

A close tie has been established. In the Protagoras he is

called Phaidros Myrrhinouslos.?8 One of the confiscation
1ists oltes dal8po 5 Mvlo xitos, EvpptvooiOovg Since the

¢ o

demotic 1s certain and is the same as that in the Protagoras

| and since Phaldros appears in the account of Andokides the
‘1dent1rication is sure. The penalty explains (but does not
‘ jholly Justify) the statement in Lysias that Phaldros became
poor not through any wickedness of his own (o Sub xami-
;;aﬁ).eo The name Phaldros occurs also in Lysias, 32, 14,
but since the demotic 1s absent it ise 1mpoesible to say
whether this is the same Phaidros.5t
To 1dent1fy Antiphon is not easy; it was a common
néme. We may set out its known owners: (1) a casualty of
" the late fifth century;S2 (2) the archon of 418/7;83 (3) An-
tiphon Kephislieus, father of Epigenes and a known followeg

=
79

80
81

82
83

- Plato, Protagorss, 3l5c¢c,

‘Meritt, Hesperia, VIII (1939), p. 73, line 63.
Lysiaé,,lg, 15, where the deme is glven,

Lysias, 32, 14.

Raubitschek, Hesperis, XII (1943), p. 46, line 45.
Diodoros, XII, 80, 1.
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of Sokrates;®4 (4) the trierarch who perished under the
Thirty,85 whose daughter was defended by Lysias,as'and who
18 identified as Antiphon son of Lysidonides by gPlutaroh,;e7
(5) the sophist;38 (6) the soothsayer;®® (7) Antiphon the
orator, son of Sophilos of Rhamnous.’® These are the only
names pertinent to us;gl of these, the casualty is unlikely

to be our quarry.

84
85

Plato, Apology, 33e.

Xenophon, Hell., II, 3, 40; e¢f. ¢Plutarch;, Vit. X
orat., 833a.

86 _piutarch,, Vit. X Orat., 833a; Balter and Sauppe, Orat.

Att., II, p. 176.
87

g8
89
90

¢Plutarch;, Vit. X Orat., 833b.

Xenophon, Memorabilia, I, 6, 1.
Diogenes Laertios, II, 46. |
¢Plutarchy, Vit. X Orat., 832b-834b. This blography

thoroughly éonfases‘the various Antiphons. B8ee also Kir-
~ehner, P.A., I, 1304.

Plato'é half-brother, Antiphon son of Pyrilampes, was
too yoﬁng to have been concerned in the scandals of 415

.~ B.G.; Plato, Parmenldes, 126b-¢ (the introductory narra-

tive is set after the death of Sokrates; Taylor, Plato,
pp. 351-352); Kirchner, P.A., I, 1284 and II, 11855 with

the stemma.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



106.

|

‘The sophist (5) says Xenophon, opposed Sokrates,

92 on the evidence of Diogenes Laertios,ga

and Kirchmer,
ﬁho,eites Aristotle, has identified him with the sooth-
gayer (6), The orator (7) spoke (probably in 425)'on be-
half of Lindos and Samothraske seekling an adjustment in thelr
‘ageessed tribates;94 fhis symbathetic attitude to the
a111e6~rem1nds us of the days of Kimon and Thoukydldes son
Qt Ke1es1as. He may have supported oligarchic forelgn po-

licles. #hueydidesgs writes in flattering terms of the

e P.A., I, 1278,

+93 11, 46: vobry (se. SwnpdTer) ..o E@thovetxet, .. AvTiQdy
61fepa10046nos. |

| " Frags., 13, 23, 25, 29, 31, 52, 55, 56 Thalhein,

» ”» VIII, 68, 1-2: 6 utvroL Gmav > mpdvpa Zvvlels Sry TPd~
np MatEorn €s toUvo mal &x mhelovov émipeAndels Avtigdy
ﬁvv&vhp ’Aeﬂvaiwv @y a8’ Lavtdv dperf) Te obSevds Borepos

_ xe} xpdriovos évevuneﬁvat vevdpevos xal & yvofn eixeilv,
rual s ubv 5fiuov o0 mapiv ovd’ &8 dA\Aov &vdva éxoboios
vevééva, ahk Undnrws v nAhOeL Bid 80Lav Ssivbrnros Siaxel-
HEVOSB, robs utvtor drwvilopévovs mal &v Sunaotnpie nal &v
'8ﬁu@ meTora els avhp, 8otis ZvuBovieboarrd Ti, Svvduevos

opelely, Jna). abrds ve, énetéh'fpeiéctn % Snuoxpatic xual
&8s axwvas nareafn* ™ 1@ rerpaxociwv Ev YoTépy petane-

obvra Ynd Tob Sfuov exuuovro* , Gptora gaiverar T&v péypr
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Antiphon who did so much to overthrow the democracy in fa-
vour of oligarchy in 411.‘ This man has been taken to be

the sophist and the teacher of Thucydides;96 this is a rea-
sonable 1n§erenee from Thucydidesd!tone. The speclal empha-
'sis placed by Thucydideé upon his oratorical talents suggests
very strongly that sophist and orator were one; if so, that
one may be conslidered an oligarchie bulwark.

_;Plutareh,'s biography of Antiphon the orator (7)
quotes the decﬁee which condemned him to death for treason.
Na matter how low our opinion may be of ¢Plutarch,, we may
aocept th§ information of the decree, which probably came
from the well-known collection made by Krateros of Makedon.
This decrée tells ue that Antiphon, Archeptolemos, and Ono-
makles héé, while serving as envoys to Lakedalmon, acted
agalnst Athenlan interests, had salled in an enenmy ship,
and had traveléd by land through Dekeleia; that Aptiphon
and‘Archeptolemes, after condemnation, were to have erime
and punisﬁment inscribed on a bronze stele which was to be
'blaqed ne%t to the decrees concerning Phrynichos. Thucy-
dides! Anfiphon was most zealous in establishing the Four

Epod éntb avtdy tobrwv altiabels, ds Zvyrnartornoe, Bavérov
8tuny anokovno&uzvos.
26 ;Plutareh,, Vit. X Orat., 832e; cf. also, e.g., Fin-

*ley,‘Thuaydides,,espeeially PP. 266, 280.
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ﬁundred;97 along with Phrynichos and ten others, he was
dispatehed by the Four Hundred to treat with the Lakedal-
monians; he was charged by the democracy after the fall of
the Four”Hundred (and, presumably,/executed).ge But even

before the collapse of the Four Hundred, Phrynichos had
o9

been agsa@sinated; after the collapse, Pelsandros, Alexi=

kles, and}the oligerchic extremists fled to Dekelela,r00
On the basis of this evidence we cannot refuse
to identify the eplgraphlic with the Thucydidean Antliphon,;
~  he 1s son of Sophilos of Rhamnous. That sophlst and orator
were one 18 not so cértain; but there is nothing to contra-
dlct the identification, which would go far towards ex-
Flaining &he warmth of Thucydldes' sketch. That Antiphon
son of seghilos was also the soothsayer is less credible;
: Sékrates had many critics and the coincildence of so common
a name should not be allowed to control our judgement.
fTherlikely identification of sophist and orator,
of course; does not necessarily mean that we have found

the profaher of Teukros' 1list. But what we suspect of

his palitioal views 18, to use a cautious expression, sug-

o7
98
99-
100

VIII, 68, 1
VIII,?GB, 2.

vIII, 92, 2.
vIiII, ee, 1.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



109.

gestive. On the other hand, the profaner was exlled in 415;101

and despite gPlutarch;'s penchant for contamination, no hint
~that his subject was 1mplicéte& in mutilatipn ar/parody is
given. Furthermore, we are left with Antiphen Kephisieus
‘(3), who 18 perhaps the best nominee for the profanation.l02
Agaéiste the wife of Alkmeonides lodged the third
infermation; both husband and wife, obviously, were members
of the Alkmeonid family. Two of the four accused by her
,wére also of thevAlkmeonldai, Alklibiades and Axiochos; these
two and Adeimantos belonged to the deme Skambonidal.
Alkiblades'! part in the events of 421-415 has
been discussed elsewhere.l03 His general outlook may have
been coloured by hils early association with Sokrates and
hie friends. Xenéphon is anxious to belittle the 1ntimacy
between Alkibisdes and hls famous teacher by stating that
Alkiblades had a purely utilitarian motive for studying

wlth Sokrates and that as soon as he had learned, as he

oL He could have been recalled; yet Thucydides seems to
belleve that he worked behind the scenes in Athens for a
nﬁaber of years and this does not describe a man who met
éuch notoriety in 415.

1lo2 Of the archon of 418/7 (2) nothing more can be sald;
he might be (1), (3), (4), (5), or (86).

105 gee avove, pp. 33-61.
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thought, the secret of verbal superlority he deserted thé
teacher.104 But Xenophon was eager to clear Sokrates of
any questionable assoclations and there is no doubt that
for some time after the end of the war Alkiblades was in
bad repute. The Symposium, on the other hand, closely
followed by Plutarch, declares that even though Sokrates‘
had'many rivals as Alkibiades' lover he managed to conquer
thé youth. The words of the teacher could wring the heart
of Alkiblades and bring tears to his eyes and even though
‘he sometimes slipped away from Sokrates yet he revered So-
;/krates alone and despisedvhis other lovers, Bokrates saved
the younger man's life in the campalgn of Poteldala and
later, at the battle of Delion, Alkibiades returned the
favour and covered Sokrates in the retreat.l®® 8o the as-
goclation was at one time very close indeed.
Axlochos was the uncle of Alkliblades son of Klei-
nias and was himself the son of the elder Alkibiadee.loa

His name appears on the confiscation tables.l°7 According

Xenophon, Memorabilia, I, 2, 14-16.

105
s Plato, Symposium, 215-222; Plutarch, Alcibiades, 6, 1

and 7, 3-6. There 1is no reason why we should not accept such

detall as historical

106 \
See the etemma in Kirchner, P.

Alkibiades (I).
107

A., I, p. 42 under 597,

I.G., I%, 325, 1ine 30; 327, line 10; 328, lines 6-8;
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-

tb'gPlatog, he defended the generals after the battle of
Arginousal.l®® Although the Axiochos is of the late fourth
eeatury,log it has come down to us in the manuscripts of
Plato and 1t indicates a connection between Axlochos and
Sokrétlé companf. An Axlochos was the orator in a decree
of 410/09 in praise of the people of Thrakian Neapolils
{near Abdera) who had helped Athens during the revolt of
Thasoa.lle If this was Axiochos son of Alkiblades he must
.have returned from exile.

Of Adeimantos son of Leukolophides we know consl-
derably more. He survives in the confliscation lists of
‘w15,
and'aa ggneral in 407/6 he went with Alkiblades to quell a

‘He returned from exile before the end of the war

revalt in Andros.112 In 406,‘after the battle of Arginousal,

331, line 7.
108

¢Platoy, Axiochos, 368d4-e.
109

\ Tayyor, Plato, pp. 550-552, believes that the dlalogue
w&s written to refute the teachings of the Epicureans and
places 1t no earlier than ca. 305-300. Again, we need not
deny the historicity of the detall.
10 ; 4., 12, 108, 1ine 39.

Meritt, Hesperia, VIII (1959), p. 73, line 67; also
I.6., I°, 327, ltne 4; 328, line 10.

Xenophon, Hell., I, 4, 21.
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all the generals except Konon were deposed; ag replacements
‘twamen were chosen, Adeimantos and Philokles.ll5 In 405
Adéimantos was among the captives taken by Lysandros; he
éﬁcaped executlion by the Spartans but was charged by the
Athsnians later with having betrayed the fleet at Aigos-

potamoi.ll4 In the Protagoras Adelmantos l1ls present in a

group about the sophlsté at the debate between Protagoras
and Sbkrates.lls He was probably interested in philoso-
phiéal problems and at least knew Bokrates and his frlends.
He may have belonged to the school of the sophiats.116

Agafiate'a 1ist is rather strikingly peopled by names that

113 Xenophon, Hell., I, 7, 1.
Xenophon, Hell., II, 1, 30 and 32. The charge ls made

by Lyeias, 14, 38 and Pausanlas, IV, 17, 3 and X, 9, 11.
115

Plato, Protagoras, 515e¢. The dramatic date is ca.
433; Taylor, Plato, p. 236. |

116 The assocliation with the sophlsts does not, of course,
exclude him from intimacy with Bokrates; both Eryximachos
son of Akoumenos and Phaldros Myrrhinousios are 1n the same
eémpany, as 1s kalllae son of Hipponikos in whose house
Xenophon's Symposium is set and Charmides son of Glaukon

',(Pretagoras, 315a-c¢); Protagoras and Prodikos stayed at

the house of Kallias (Protagoras, 3lla).
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recall the dlalogues of Plato; thus her Charmides 1s doubt-
‘less the friend of Sokrates and son of Glaukon who belonged
to the Sokratlc circle and for whom one of the dialogues
was‘named.117 Another Charmidesll® was accused by Dio-
kleidea of mutilating the Herms and was imprisoned with hls
febusinNAndokides; following his advice Andokldes lodged hls
information. There are ten references to the name Charmi-
des in Kirchner, of whom only four meet the chronological
 r§qu1rements: Gharmidea son of Glaukon, Charmides son of
| - Aristoteles, Charmides on a casualty.list}lg and Charmides
the treasurer of 420/19.1%° It may well be that Charmides

317 I use the terms "Sokratic circle" and "Sokratics"

quite loosely to mean those who, according to the dialogues,
étténded the debates and lectures and who were at some
time in their 11veg asgoclated with Sokrates and at least
éxpesed to his influence. The closeness of the relation-
,ship, of course, varied, as did allegiance to the ideas
éfysekrates, |
;'118 Gharmides the profaner fled when Agariéte laid her
information; he 1s thﬁs not to be identified with Charmides
~the hermokopid, son of Aristoteles. |
119 1.4., 12, 960, 1ine 3. The use of Attlc and Ionic H
"}suggests the last quarter of the century.

- 1RO 1.6., 12, 370, line 11 (Charmides Lamptreus). This

man might be son of Glaukon or son of Aristoteles.
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son of Aristotle and Charmides son of Glaukon were related.
The last to make accusations regardlng the parody
was Lydos the slave of Pherekles. This is the Pherekles

who was accused by Teukros of mutilating the Herms. Kirch-

ner enters two men of this name from the fifth century, of

whom one is the master of Lydos; Andokldes gives hls demotic
as Themakeus. The second ldentification Kirchner has based

on a reading which appears as follows in line 8 of I.G.,

'12\ 325 (record of the poletal, 415 B.C.): ®cepexAtos *5

»4&;;.....Z,ua¢paovi56,. That is, one Pherekles was regls-

: fered in Themakos and one in Skambonidal, Meritt, howe#er,

" has corrected the reading: &epexifoes 70 PecpEVyLRA L~~~
eepantos; .12l The words neph &uodrepa(line 45 in Meritt's
text) show that Pherekles was found gullty on twd counts:
thié is precisely what the literary sources tell us, for

: Pherekles wes accused.by Teukros of mutilating the Herms
aﬁé'by Lydos of profaning the mysteries. Profaner and
mutllatq} are thus one man.

122

An Akoumenos 1s known as a companion of Phaldros.

He was é physlician and the father of Eryximechos, whom I

| 121 Meritt, Hesperias, VIII (1939), p. 73 with commentary
122
Plato, Phaedrus, 227a, 268a; see also Xenophon, Me-

amgrabilié, 111, 13, 2.
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shall have occaslon to dlscuss later. Both moved in Bokra-
tic circles (see note 11’?‘51)0‘73).125 |
Leogoras was the father of Andokides and most of
our information about him comes from the son, Lydos, ac-
"cordlng to Andokides, accused Leogoras of belng present at
the parody but added that he was asleep with hls head wrapped
in his cloak. Since Lydos! information was given before
the Boule Speusippos at once demanded the trial of the of-
fenders. Leogoras protested his ineclusion since, he said,
he had never been near Themakos and since Lydos had not ae-
cused him of taking an active part in the parody. Leogoras
then brought action against Speusippos for making an 1llegal
proposal. This case had to be settled before the trial of
,thbée charged with having desecrated the mysteries could
proceéd. Leogoras obtained a favourable verdict and Ando-
 k1des managed to restrain him from going into voluntary
éxile. Leogoras was also impllicated in the mutilation by
the testimony of Diokleides, a feeble attempt, says Ando-
 k1aes, to 1nvolve'Leogoraa.124 Andokldes' enemlies had ac-
'cuéed him of informing sgainst his father in the affalr of

‘the mysterles; he maintalns that the charge was false.

123 Plato, Phaedrus, 227a, where FPhaldros says to Sokrates,
1 Ot op nmol Euy Eralpy neLBbucvos ' Anovpevy.

124
See above, pp. 66-67.
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From these passages it is evident that Leogoras and Andoki-
des had powerful enemies. They weré well-known men and
Leogoras must have had a falr amount of influence to gain
‘the victory over Speusippos.t<d

| 0f Autokrator nothing further is known,

There were three informations concerning the mu-
tilation of the Herms. The first was given by Teukros who
had already lodged information about the mysteries.126 He
listed eighteen men who had participated in the defamation.
Of these names we.know nothiﬁg more of five: Antildoros,

| Eurydamas, Eurymachos, Charippos, and Archidemos. The first
tﬁo occur only‘here, the others are unlque 1n thls genera-
tion.

An Alklsthenes was the father of Demosthenes, the
well-known general. 12g It 1s not likely that he was the
gharmokopid although both may have belonged to the same fa-

- mily. The name Glauklppos appéars on a fifth-century cae-

sualty 116t188 454 o Glaukippos was archon in 410/09.129
125

The comic poets have given Leogoras an unsavoury reputa-
tion; schol; Aristophanes, Clouds, 109; Platon Komikos, frag.

»106 Kock; Aristophanes, Wasps, 1269; Eupolis, frag. 44 Kock.
126 See above, pp. 97-109.

127 1.6., 1°, 324, line 18.
128

129

I.G., I2, 955, line 6.
I.6., I%, 108, 1ines$-6; 109, lines 6-7; 110, line 5;
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The name Platon 1s not uncommon but there are/
énly two known examples in this period. Plato of Aphidne
is the regilstrar of eonfieeated préperty in a document which
, belongs to the first half of the fourth century.130 The
other is Platon Komikos who, aceording te_suldas,151 was
aetive when Aristophanes, Eupolls, and the other writers
- 0of old comedy were in thelr prime., Even without this tes-
timonium there could be no doubt about his florult; the
ktltles of his works tell their own story: e.g.§ Pelsandros,

rﬁxgerbolos, and Szmmachia.152 The Platon cited by Teukros
was exlled and Platon Komikos produced the Sophistai in
 411.135 Thig 18 not conclusive, however, for he could have
returned under the Four Hundred. And the name is very rare.
The only contemporary Telenikos was father of

Teleas, secretary of ;ﬁe tamial in 416/5 and 415/4.154 4

2

112, 1ine 1; 304, line 1. I1.G8., II®, 142 refers to an ear-

lier decree passed when Glaukippos was archon. Cf. Lyslas, 21,1
130 Meritt, Hesperila, V (1936), p. 392} see also Notopoulos,
‘Class. Phil., XXXIV (1939), p. 144,

- 131

Suidas, 8.v. INGTwv; Kock, I, pp.f601—667. I1.6., IIz,
2325, line 63 makes Platon a victor at the Dionysia in 415/4.

32
15 See above, p. 52, note 44.
133
Kock, I, p. 636. . ,
134 2 : oAs oAr .
, 246, line 174, 247, line 193; 270, lines 132~

_I_-go’ I
133; 271, line 147; 302, line 52.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



1is.

fragment of Antiphon deals with the prosecution of a Poly-
euktos, but the date and circumstances are unknown and
~identification is 1mpossible.155 '
Euktemon may be the archon of 408/7 whose magls-
tracy was marked by the passage of numerous aecrees.lss
Thucydides says that a Euktemon was one of the generals
- sent to Samos in 412/1.157 The Euktemon implicated in the
mutilation is probaﬁly not to be identified with either of
the above. Accused by both Teukros and Andoklides he surely
eould not have been elected general‘three years later. We
cannot be quite so certain of the archon; nevertheless, the |
' most economical interpretation 1s to identify general with
archon.
Euphiletos, according to Andokides,153 was the
~origlnator oi-the plot to mutilate the Herms. He made the
suggestlon at a drinking party. Later it was Euphiletos
and Meletosl3® who came to see Andokides and warned him to

be quiet about the perpetrators of the crime. Euphiletos
1s ldentifled as son of Timotheos of Kydathene by the records

135
136

"intiphon, frag. 47 Thalheim. |
1.8., :2, 118, line 5; 119, lines 4-5; 120, line 6;
121, 1line 2; 313, line 1; 374, line 1; 398, line 2.

137 4
: Thueydides, VIII, 30, 1.
138
De Mysterlls, 61.
139 '

See abéve; pPp. 91-96,
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of the poletai.14° The Euphlletos Kephlsleus who 1s named

as eplstates at the Eleusinizs in the archonship of Eukte-

mon, i.e., 408/7,%

is not to be ldentified with the her-
mokopld who was in all likelihood in exile. For the same
'feason he 1s certalnly not the Euphlletos of the casualty
list of 41271142 Lysias wrote an oration on behalf of a
certain Euphlletos who murdered Eratosthenes.l45 There is
nothing to indicate whether thls was the man indicted by
Teukros., | |

Kirchner admits only three men by the name Ery-
ximachos; two of these are anachronisms in our investiga-
tion, the other ig the hermokopid and, to Kirchner, the
_Eryximachos of the Platonlic dlalogues. His Speech'in the
Sxmgosium reflects hls profession, mediclne;l44 He 18 dls-
covered in the group surrounding Hippias of Elis at the time

145

,{ef‘the dialogue between Sokrates and Protagoras and he

is designated as the friend of Phaldros,146 His father

140
1
142

., I%, 325, line 4, 328, line 14.
2, 313, line 3,
1.G., 1%, 950, I, line 40.

Lysias, 1, 186.

@

143

144
Plato, Symposium, 176b, l86a-l188e.

145
146

Plato, Protagoras, 31l5c.

Plato, Phaedrus, 268a.
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Akoumenos was also a physiclan and known to the Sekraﬁics.l47
The Theodoros accused by Teukros of mutilating

th Herms may be the man reported in Plutarch as the Hersld

at the celebration of the mysteries at Poulytion's house,l48

According to Diogenes Laertlos, there were twenty men of

thie name known 1h,ant1quity.149 Kirchner lists more than

four times that number. Most of these can be excluded chro=-

nologically. One fell in battle in 412/1 B.C. and so is

150
not the hermokopid. A Theodoros is named in an early fourth-
century catalogue of Ketfovpvot.lsa Others occur on se-

 pulechral monuments of the early fourth century.l’?';;Plu-
‘7tareh3 tells us that Theodoros Erchieus was Isokrates!

father.15% fThe orator also had a brother of that name.l5%

147

See above, pp. 114-115.
ade Plutarch, Alcibiades, 19, 2.
148 Diogenes Laertios, II; 103-104.
150 1.6., 12, 950, I, 1ines 68, 70.
191 1 g., 112, 19028, 1ine 6.
152 I.G6., IIZ, 6326/7, Theodoros son of Phalanthos Kerameus;

6335, Myrrhine daughter of Theodoros Kerameus; 7717, Theo-
doros son of Antimachos Phrearrhios; 5667, Theodoros son of

Mnesarchos Anaphlystios; 7823, Theodoros.
153 '

154

¢Plutarch,, Vit. X Orat., 836e.
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Prokles, one of the generals in 427/6, was the son of
Theodoros.155 This 1s probably not Teukros' Theodoros,
for by 415 the father of the general should have been cleose
to seventy. A Theodoros was hierophant in 411 and opposed
the recall of Alkibiades.l56 ve may take it as certain
that a profaner of the mysterles would not have served as
hierophant in 411. It is coneceivable, however, that the

' hierophant wes the hermokopid; it 1ls also coneelvable that

- hermokopid and profaner were one, in which case the hilero-
fphant should be absolved of all connection wlth the events
of 415 B%G. Or we may have here three individuals.

1 Menestratos son of Menestratos was a treasurer

- of Athena in 407/6.;57 A building inscription of the
"440'5 reéords a Menestratos as a treasurer.l58 Another
Ménestraﬁos was the orator‘of a fifth-century (third quar-

ter?) deqree concerning the accounts of the deme of Ikaria.lsg

The name‘also appears twice in a catalogue of the prytaneis

of Leontis.lso -An ostrakon of unknown date bears the name

15 i
v5 Thu?ydides, III, ¢1, 1; 98, 5.
156 : ‘ :
Plutarch, Alcibiades, 33, 3.
157 .2 ,
"I.‘g.i’ I ? 255’ 11ne 5250
15 }‘ -
® 1.6l, 1%, 358, 1ine 1s.
159 1.6., 1%, 187, line 2.
1680

I.G., II2, 1742, lines 111 and 112. (Menestratos Kolo-
neus). The inseription belongs to the first half of the fourth
century..
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f Menestratos.lsl Lyslas speaks of the activities of a Me-
nestratos who got into dlfficulty under the Thirty.l62 4
eeitain Agoratos informed against him and he was then im-
priaened."He was iater pardoned before the Ekklesia held
&t Mounichia; he turned informer and caused‘many deaths.
Finally, after the downfall of the Thirty, he was executed.
Cne of the lost works of Lysias had the title npde Mevé-
TpaTov .165 It is impossible to decide whether one of
,these men 18 to be identlified with the man on Teukros! list.

The name Timanthes 1s found on an interesting

 document which dates very soon after 411/0 (lines 16-19).164
Liﬁtle remains of the first fourteen lines (frags. d and e),
heavily réstored though they are in the Corpus. Lines 15~
25 Cfrags.‘g,‘g,‘and.g) need little in the way of supplement.

"Pélyklae, Peraieus, and Aristoboulosi®® are dispatched
post-haste to coopérate with and advise the generals in the

Hellespont. Next comes the order for publication of the

- deeree. Then, before Polykles,‘Peraieus, and their companl-

l61
162
163

I1.g., I?, 915.

Lysias, 13, 55,

Balter and Sauppe, Orat. Att., II, p. 196.
164 1.g., 1%, 106.

165 If Hiller's restoration of lines 6-7 is vallid they.dre

metics; the name Peraleus suggests a metic.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



123.

ons are invited to dinner in the prytanelon, we find the
clause: Th 8t nepl Tipdvlos vevpacupbva, €v wdrel éExw
xohagodvtov Boi vapfar Bov TEs 0ed éx vEs ovéhege Context
seems lacking and we know nothing of Timanthes or his sac-
;1vities; he had apparently been convicted of some crime.
‘Elsewhere only Andokides preserves the name. Its rarity
té&pts one to identify the Timanthes of the inscription
with”the‘Tlmanthes accused by Teukros and Andokides. Ve
might conjecture that Timanthes was convicted as a hermo=
kopld, that the names ¢of those Judged gullty were published
on the Akropolis, and that Timanthes later established his
‘Annocence or made amends, whereuﬁon the tamial of Athena
were ordered to expunge his name from the stele. But the
1nscr1ption needs more study at first hand.

| In the general distress which fellowed the infor-
mation laid by Teukros Diokleldes came fprward prepared to
‘name three hundred men who, he sald, took part in the de-
famation., Diokleildes is not a common name and the only
contemporary Diokleides, on & casualty 1ist,166 is not the

informer, who was put to death after Andokides' revela-
tion.167

Among those whom Diokleides denounced were Ando-

166 |
I1.6., I2, 950, III, line 168.

167
Andokides, De Mysteriis, 66.
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kides and many of his relatives, Hls father Leogoras has
already been discussed as has his cousin Charmides. Another
kinsman, Nisaioigj is otherwise unknown.

Teaureas, cousin of Andoklides, according to rAndo-
kldes; and Plutarch had his ears boxed by Alkibiades at &
‘choregié festival.168 Only one other Taureas 1s listed by

Kirchner, the professional trainer who kept a wrestling
séhbol whiéh was often visited by Sokrates;169 ne might be
Andokides! cousin.;

The two sons of Telokles, Kalllas and Euphemos,
also cousins of Andokides, were victims of Dliokleldes, as
wéa another relative, Kalliass son of Alkﬁeon. Kalllas was

& popular name in the fifth century. Since we have the
patronymics of both these men, the fleld ls narrowed tq

- some extent., Kalllas son of Telckles was a gymnasiarch,
as an early fourth-century inscription informs us.170 ge-

veral dedlications bear the name Kallias.1l7l fThe archons

168 ‘
: tAndokidesy, 4, 20; Plutarch, Alciblades, 16, 5.

169 Plato, Charmides, 153a: #uouev T npotepalq éontpas

Ex HOT8t5aia8 and tob orparontSov, olov 8t Sid Xpdvov anY-
wévos aop&vws na & rhs ovvfibers SvavpiBls., xal &h xal
‘f;s t™hy Tavpéov nalatiorpav,..etofiNdov....
" 1.6., 112, 3018, 1ine 1.
171
I.G6., I ,» 419, 608, 820.
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of 412/1 and 406/5 were Kallias Skambonidesl’2 and Kallias
Angelethpn.lvs Kalllas Euonymeus was treasurer of Athena
in 410/@9%74 A Kallias is orator of I.G., I®, 25 (ca.
420‘3.6;). It 1s impossible to be sure whether one of these
men was Kalliags son of Alkmeon. All one can say of him

is that #e had family connections with Andokides and also
with the{Alkmeanidai. The name Kallias appears twice on
a late r#fth~eentury casualty 118,175

? A Euphemos was archon in 417/6.176 A Euphemos

177 Lysias

Kollyteus was a treasurer of Athena in 421/0.
composed;an oration agalnat a certain Euphemos; only the
title reﬁa1n8.178 Euphemos was also the name of an Athenlan

ambassador who was sent to Kamarina in the winter of 415/4.179

Any one of these might have been the son of Telokles.

17 |
& 1.6., 12, 103, line 5, 255,1ine 329, p. 296, line 34.
178 1.6., 1%, 124, 11ne 4.
174 1.g., 1%, 504, 1ine 26.
175

Heri;t, Hesperia, VII (1938), p. 89, V, line 222; Rau-
‘bitaehek,?Hesgerla, XII (1943), p. 43, line 66 (Kallias of

Pandionis). .
176 2
I.G6., I, 96, line 2; 302, line 23; 370, line 18.
177 |
"7 1.6., 12, 264, lines 57-58; 280, lines 72-73; 281,
' i
line 93.
178 | \
Balter and Sauppe, Orat. Att., II, p. 188.
179

Thucydides, VI, 75, 4; 81, 1.
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Another cousin of Andokides, Kritias, needs no
introduction to any student of Greek history. Xenophon
and Plato assocliate him, during his youth, with Sokrates,
an association which 1s not surprising in the light of hils
famlly ties with Plato. He was present at the dlialogue
between Protagoras and Sokrates in the company of Alkliblia-
dee,180 fThe Charmides pilctures him as a rather insipld
aristoerat, proud of his famlly's nobllity. Xenophon,

| much concerned in the Memorabllia to show that Sokrates

rwas not gullty of corrupting the youth, dismisses Kritias
and Alkibiades, who were often used as examples to prove
this charge, by saying that it was after they left Sokrates
that they became corrupt. They had used Sokrates only to
further their own personal ambltlons. He speaks of the
hostility which Sokrates arocused in Kritias by his rebukes
" eoncerning the relations between Krltlas and Euthydemos.
Kritias satisfied this enmity when he became one of the
’Thirty, for Sokrates was ordered to stop teaching and con-

versing with the young men.lel A passage in Xenophon

180 Plato, Protagores, 35l6a.
181

Memorabilia, I, 2, 31-38. For the family connection

between Kritias the oligarch and the Kritias of the Timagus

see Stephans, Critlias, Life and Literary Remains, pp. 5-9

with a stemma on p. 8; see also Kirchner, P.A., I, pp.
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suggests that Kritlas was oligarchic in sympathy much ear-
lier: &mel St adtds kv xporneths AV &my T mOAAoVe o

wrefverv, Gre nal Quywv Ynd Tobd éﬁuov.lsz

The exile should
probably be placed in 410 at the time of the democratic re-
Steration, whlch might mean that Kritlas was one of the

- Four Hundred. While the statements of Kritias in the Pla-
tonic dialogues are conservative and without colour or in-
dividuality, Xenoprhon has shown his ruthless and unforgiving
nature. In the Hellenieca his harshness toward the populace
in general and his greed and ambition become clear. Even
parsonal friendship is sacrificed in a most despicable
:‘.atah.'n.on.la"5 Hlis scorn for the Demos 1s reflected in hils
admiration‘for Sparta, thé evidence for which 1s seen in
thé fragments of his writings. He extols the Spartan tem-
:perancels4 and regards the Spartan pplity as the best possible
of governmenta.lss As Ollier points out, this admiratibn
for Sparta 1s not surprising in Kritlias in view of hils aris-

toeratic milieu and his family. He adds, "L'enselgnement

62-63, 8.v. Andokides III (828). On his relations with
Sokrates see Stephans, pp. 10-12.

182 Hell., II, 3, 15 (of 404 B.C.).
183 Xenophon, Hell., II, 3, 16-34,
184 Frag. 6 Diels.

185

Xenophon, Hell., II, 3, 34.
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dé Socrate; aontlcritias fut l'éléve, n'étalt pas falt, de
son c6té, comme on le verra, pour l'en déteurner.“186 HQ
1e quick to urge that Kritiae' extreme and impassloned oll-
garchical tendencles were not the fault of his more gentle
teacher. ; _

Another victim of Diokleides was Eukrates the
brother of Nikias. He might be the general of 412/1.187
Lysias says that after Aegospotamol Eukrates was elected
generalvand although he was invited to take part in the
oligarchy refused.188 S0, like Nikias, he must have been
cpnservative enough to make the ollgarchs hope for hls
support, but democratic enough to deny his help to those

who destroyed the democracy.

Two members of the Boule were accused by Dlo-
kleides. The name Apsephlion son of Apsithyllos 1s preserved
on a Delian inscription as a member of the Athenian Amphic-
tyonie Council in 410/09.18% It 1s possible that Mantitheos
was the man who was taken prisoner in Karia by Tissaphernes

in 411/0 and who a short time later escaped with Alkiblades

186

( Ollier, Le Mirage Epartiate, p. 170.
187

Aristophanes, Lysistrata, 103 (where it is implied that

 Eﬁkrates was general).
188 1cgims, 18, 4-5.

189 Homolle, B.C.H., VIII (1884), p. 283, line 5.
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to Klazomenai.l90 1In 408 he was sent as an ambassador to

the Great Kinglgl and in the following year was left along
with Diodoros by‘the Athenlan generale to guard the Athenian
holdinge in the Hellespont; Alkiblades and the other generals
refurned home,192 The name itself 1is suggestive of a
priestly family.

Phrynichos son of Orchesamenos, cousin of Ando-

-kildes, 1e not known 1n any other connection.

When Andokides was persuaded to turn state's evi-
dence he declared that, in addition to those named by Teu-
kros, four men were gullty. Panaitios had appeared as a
profaner on the list of Andromachos.l93 fThe name Diakri-

Htos is found in a mid fourth-century catalogue of Akaman-
tids,lg4 which may be too late for us, and on an early
fourth-century dedlcation to the gods of healing.l95 Chai-
:redemos son of Elplos is inscribed on a confiscation list

of 415,196 o fifth-century casualty lists bear the name

;90 Xenophon, Hell., I, 1, 10.

191 Yenophon, Hell., I, 3, 13.

192 piodoros, XIII, 68, 2.

183 See above, p. 89.

194 1.6., 11°, 2397, 1ine 6.

185 1.g., 112, 4359, line 2.

196 1., 1°, 332, lines 6-7. .
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Ghairedemos.197 Lysistratos must remain a mystéry; the name
is not rare buf cannot be related to the circumstances of
415. Hatzfeld notes: "Pour Lyslstratos, comme l'a blen
- falt remarquer Kahrstedt (s.v. dans R E), on ne sauralt ad-
‘ ﬁettre que condamné en 415, 11 solt revenu en 411 et qu'il
alt pu avoir une activiteé politique des ce moment (Aris-
toph., Lys., 1105) . *1%°
Following Andokides' revelation Dioklelides freely
admitted his deception but put the responsibility upon two
men, Aﬁiantos of Algina and Alkliblades of Phegous. The
former is unknown. The latter appears in the reeords.of
the poletai.lgg |
Several others are connected with the parody and
mutllatlion in the Andokidean account. Of the accuser of
Alkibiades, Pythonlkos, nothing 1is kncwn.200 The board of
inquiry whish was to lnvestigate the wave of impleties was

‘composed of Diognetos,gel Peisandros, and Charlkles. Chae

rikles and Peisandros, says Andokldes, were regarded at the

197 I.G6., Ig, 956, line 10; 957, line 3.
- 1l¢8

- Hatzfeld, op. cit., p. 187, note 1.

199 x-G., Iz, 332, lines 2-3.

200

He is probably not the Pythonlkos of Athenales, V, 220f;
the other entries in Kirchner are too late.

201 ?
See above, pp. 102-103.
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time of the investigation as fervent demoerats.zoa, Charikles
son of Apollodoros,in the spring of 413, was sent around
the Peloponnese with thirty ships.203 Later he Joined

204 pe 1den-

forces with Demosthenes and fortifled Kythera.
tified himself with the olligarchy of 411 and was one of the
Thirty Tyrants.zes Many sources testify to the activitles
of Pelsandros. The comic poets and others meke fun of his
cowardice.?96 Although in 415 he was consldered a firm de-
mocerat, his claim to fame rests upon his part 1ln the over-
throw of the democracy. He was convinced of the futility
of attempting to wage war agalnst Sparta without the help
of Tissaphernes, But first Alkiblades had to be reconcilled
with Athens and a new government established, a government
ﬁhieh, he assured his opponents, could easily revert to dé-
moeracy later. He also was to establish oligarchies in the

ailied cltlies on his way from Samos to Athens. VWhen Phry-
nichos opposed the recall of Alkibiades he was deposed

202

De Mysterlls, 36.
203
Thueydides, VII, 20, 1.
- 204 '
Thucydides, VII, 26, 3.
205

Xenophon, Hell.,, II, 3, 2; Memorabillia, I, 2, 31; An-

dokides, De Mysterils, 101.
2
06M Eupolis, frag. 31 Kock; schol. Aristophanes, Birds,

1556; Peace, 394 with schol.; Xenophon, Symposium, II, 14.
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“«

through a false charge by Pelsandros. At the deposition

of the Four Hundred, Peisandros went secretly to Dekeleia.zm
It was Pelgandros who in 415 sponsored a decree offering
a reward of 10,000 drachmal for information regarding all
the implieties. This followed the decree of Kleonymos which
‘had offered 1,000 drachmai. |

The name Kleonymos appears as the orator in the

following decrees: (1) A.I.L., II, p4°08 (relations with
Methone, 41:26/5); (2) A.T.L., II, D8 (collectors of tribute,
426/5); 1.6., IIZ, 71209 (honorary, '426/5); Hesperia, XIV
(1945), pp 115-117 (relations with Chios, 425/4); Hesperia,
Suppl. VIII (1949), pp. 134-147 (430/29, restored). The

, prohab111§1és are that wé are dealing here with a single

,Kleonymos; He was in all likelihood still active in 415
and (withghis penchant for making motions) proposed the
reward. Afistophanes makes & slighting remark about him

“in the Kni@ts,zl@ where ueynvbs has usually been transe
lated to portray Kleénymos' great voraeity. Meritt, how-

207 ’
208 |
209 ’

For the text see Weston, A.J.P., LXI (1940), pp. 347-
'351; she believes that 1.G., IIB, 38 is a part of the same
~document. |

Aristophanes, Knights, 955-958 (424 B.C.).
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ever, thinks the word may 2lso mean that he had "a disposi-
tion to have his mouth constantly open in making speeches.“zll
| Plutarch's narrative contains few proper names
and few divergencles from the account of Andokides. Plu-
tarch states that the accusation against Alkibiades was
made by Androkles and that 1t was at his instigation that
the slaves and metics gave their information. Androkles
waé ridiculed by Aristophaées and other comic poets. He
18 ealled a slave, a beggar, and a rascal who has become
wicked with his newly-won riehes.212 When Pelsandros and
vhis companlions came to Athens from Bamos to set up the
oligarchy, they found that some of the Athenlans of olli-
gerchic persuasion had put Androkles to death because he
was a prominent member of the popular party. He had done
“much to bring about Alkibilades' exile and eso the oligarchs
~ thought his death would gratify Alkiblades whom they wished
to recall to Athens as a friend.®3 Piutarch shows clearly
the hatred for Alkibiades which Androkles stirred up. He
was active too after Alkibiades' departure for Sicily for

211
212

Hesperia, XIV (1945), p. 117.
Arlistophanes, Wasps, 1187 with schol.; frag. 570 Kock;
,Ekphantides, frag. 4 Kock; Telekleides, frag. 15 Kock; Kra-
iinas, frags. 458, 263, 208 Kock. |

213 myuoyaides, VIII, 65, 2.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



134.

1t was only then that the,pamody and mutlilation were put
into the same category.2l4
Plutarch's account bears two more names which are
| not found in Andokides. He says that 1t was Timalos, an:
extremely daring man but not the equal‘ of Andokldes, who
persuaded Andokides to turn state's evidence.215 Thig man
18 not to be identified with the Timaios of the Platenic | _
dialogue, who was an Epizephyrian Loerian from South Italy.215
'Plutarch, obviously, has made a mlstake; his Timalos must |
ﬁe Charmides, who, we know from Andokides, persuaded the
latter to give evidence. That both gave their names to
Platonic dialogues explains the error,
~According to Plutarch, Alkiblades was impeached
by Thessalos son of Kimon. Kimon's pro-Spartanism and oli-

garchic sympathles are plain to the reader of Thucydldes
and Plutarch. His son may have lnherited these sympéthies.

21 piutarch, Aleiblades, 20, 5.
215 ? '
15 Plutgrch, Alelblades, 21, 6.

216 Platb, Timaeus, 20a. Kirchner has no other fifth-cen-

‘fury Timalos.
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CHAPTER SIX
THE TRUTH?

The evidence has been set out in ite entirety;
the persdnalitieS'have been isolated in so far as isolation
is feasible; therprosopographical posslbllities, often
many, have been laid before the reader. Yet no complehen-
sive solution to all the problems comes at once to mind.
~ For the fact is that intrigue during these exciting months
ﬁas rife and our testimony, if not contradictory, is, for
one reason or another, incomplete. This 1s due in part
to the toll exacted by the intervening years and in part
toithe blas or interest of the witnesses themselves, Never-
| theless the layman who would understand the temper of the
- ‘Athenlan people Just before the Siellian expedition 1s eager,
'and the historian is obligated, to sift what evidence 1s a--
~vallable, to organize 1t, to reconstruct events and motives,
'and‘to give names to the actors. The sequence of events
is not dlsputed; it 1s the motives and the 1ldentitles that
“blur the image acrose the years. Perhaps 1t 1&g not the
passage of time which is wholly responéible for the distor-
tion: Thucydides himself tells us that the truth was never

satisfactorily revealed.l

v Thucydides, VI, 60, 2: Tb Ot cagts ov8els obre THTe

obre Borepor Exer elxelv nepl Tdv Spaclvrwv > Eprov,
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In reconstruction of this type the historian be-~
gins with the evidence; that evidence allows convincing or
probable or possible conclusions. But when the evidence
is vague or, perhaps, absent altogether as specific data,
the historian 1s justified in formulating his Judgements
on the basis of the general tone of the sources and the im- -
pressions that they make upon him. This may lead to the
writing of whatvls sometimes called historical fiction.

The hlstorilan calls it conjecture or historical instinect

(or imagination). And, providing that the reader is clearly
warned, this 1s s defensible, even a desirable, kind of
argument. For it 1s the historlan's duty to interpret on
the basis of his knowledge and experience. Of this kind

of conjecture this>chapter wlll centain its share; and the
faader-ls hereby warned.

The expedition to Sicily was about to sall. Pre-

- paratlions had been made. Everything was in readiness. The
geﬁerals had been chosen, the fleet fitted out. Yet mlngled
with the exeitement and the firm anticipations of the people
there was a feeling of foreboding, of tenseness. Alkiblades

had convinced the Demos of the sure success of thls venture

*andvhad painted a rosy picture of the advantages that would
accrue to the city; he had been elected strategos. But
hig situation was more precarious than he perhaps cared to

admit. The wisdom of his move had been questioned by Nikilas
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who, while he had lost much of his earlier popularity, still
volced the sentiments of the conservative element of the
cltizens, a group which was little disposed to look upon

" any scheme headed by Alkiblades with favour.

Alkiblades' pranks during his yeuth‘had been
shocking, to say the least. His arrogance and headstrong
temperament had made many enemies, The famlly of Hipponikos

“had every reason to resent the young noble, for he had
struck Hipponikos himself, treated the daughter of the house,
to whom he was married, with every sort of indignity, and
cheated the family of a large sum of money. Kalllas, Hip-

- ponikos' son, had so feared him that he willed his house
’and property to the Demos if he shpuld dle without legal
heirs.’ This Kalllas was also a member of one of the sacred
families, the Kerykes,5 and had served as dadouchos or torch-
bearer in the Eleusinian processien.4 He was not only a
conservative but a member of the priestly claés as well,
This faction too had reason to fear and hate Alkiblades
for his impudence, Hils abuse of the processlonal vessels

used in the Olympic festivd and other such acts were not

Plutareh, Aleibiasdes, 8, 2»4.

3
Andokides, De Mysteriis, 116.

4 Xenophon, Hell., VI, 3, 3,
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é&lculated to endéar him to the priests.® ;Plutarch states

that the priests'were opposed to the 8icilian campaign.6
Besldes their own natural hostility they were probably
geadéd by men like Stilbides, the companlion of HNiklas, who
ﬁas a soothsayer. It was Stilbides who as an expert }n

‘his fleld could free Nikias from most of his superstitions.?

In addition to the conservatives, some of the

priests,and the sacred famllles, Alkiblades had another
getrong opponent in Sokrates. Even though the early assoclae-
tion of these two men had been a pleasant one, Sokrates with
his love éf law and order could not approve the lawless
'aourse of]his younger contémporary. He was wise enough to
\see that #thens was taking a great risk and he had no hope

' that the ity would profit.5 Tis opinion he communicated

~to his intimate friends.® Certalnly there were many of hils

5 i
Plutarch, Aleiblades, 12, 3; chndokides;, 4, 29.
5
: Plutarch, Niclas, 13, l.
v Plutarch, Nicias, 23, 7.
8 |

Plutarch, Aleiblades, 17, 5: Zwuparn pévrot Tdv PLAd-

copov. ..oD8EY Erntoat H ndrer xpnotdv axd rHs orpareias
Euéivns #évovotv;
Plutaréh, Nicias, 13, 9: Zwuplrer 8t 19 ocopy *d Saipd-

viov ols eibbel ovpBdrois YpnoGuevov rpds adtdv Epfvvoe

|
u&uetva,ifbv Exmhovv Ex’ OMEBpy Tfis mdAews mpartduevov, &
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elrcle who were only too glad to listen to sentiments of

10 ana

this kind, for example, Kallias gon of Hipponikos
Tanreas, who was an acquaintance of the Sokratics, member

of a wealthy conservative family,ll and who had rueful
memories of a choregic contest with Alkibiades in which he
had suffered phyéical violence.l? 8o far Alkiblades' ene-
mies have begn those on his own éocial plane.v But there'
were others among the lower clasées. Androkles, a demagogue,
proved to be influentlal against the eupatrid in faect, says
Thucydides, 1t was Androkles who was responsible for the

exile of Alkibiades.l® Perhaps Androkles had been a poli-

8t vols ovvfBeor xal 9ilois #ppace, xal SifilBev eis moh-
Aobs 6 AoYoS, ‘A man like Sokrates might very well have
commanded no little political influence.
The Symposium of Xenophon is set at the house of the
.wealthy Kallias in the Pelraleus; Symposium, I, 2.
Andokides, De Mysteriis, 47.
12 Plutarch, Alceibiades, 16, 5.

VIII, 65, 2. Thucydides here, I think, bases hls state-
ment on the probable fact that it was Androkles who first
put the two crimes, the parody and the mutilation, into the
s@me‘category; he was fhe actual instrument. It was ulti-
mately the oligarchs who were responsible for the banlsh-

nent; cf, Isocrates, 16, 4. Thessalos son of Kimon made
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tical colleague of Hyperbolos when the collusion and os-
tracism occurred; both bear the stamp of self-made men,
If this 1s true, Androkles' hatred and fear of Alkiblades
are understandable.l4
Despite this array of hostility, Alkibiades had

one very powerful weapon: he had public sentiment behind
nim. Nikias, who still cherished his friendship with Spar-
ta and his policy of no expansion, could make no counter-

move openly. He was one of the generals.appointed to the
expedlitlion; how could he bring action against a fellow-
-general? The priests had done thelr best with all the un-
'favourable omens at thelr disposal but Alkiblades hqd thwarted
thelr oracles by counter-oracles mouthed by asoothsayers in

his employ, and, declares Plutarch, no signs could deter

the people from the expedition.l® The wealthy conserva-

| the formal impeachment. However, neither the oligarchs nor
Thessalos could ecarry out thelr séhemes until public opinion
h&d‘been changed. This change was brought about chlefly by
Androkles. |
14 It may be argued that he had as much reason to hate
Niklas. This may be true; but Alklblades, demagogue him-
self, represented the greater threat to men like Hyperbo-
los and Androkles. | |

15
5 Plutarch, Nicias, 13, 2-3.
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tives hesitated to question the advigabllity of the poliey,
’for they would be accused of shirking their duty, the out-
fitting of the fleet and fighting men,16 Civie pridé too
was o deterrent to any opposition. The preparations were
almost complete; some of the allled forces were already dn
the way. The Argives and Mantlneians made no secret of
the fact that théy had Joined the expedition only becsuse
ef’Alkibiades;17 Yet Niklias clung to hope.

At this moment, on the very eve of the departure
for Sicily, the Herms in the city were all, in a single
night, mutilated. This was more than vandalism and it
came as a shock to the entire citizenry. The perpetrators
were unknown, but, since all the statues (save one) had
suffered the same fate, 1t could not be dismissed as a

| mere youthful prank committed on the spur of the moment;
this was the organlzed and concerted work of a single
group. The ill-feeling among the political factions was
high and had been for some time. The ostracism a year be-
fore and the recent-struggle between Nikias and Alkiblades
ﬁére vivid in the memory of the Demos. Everyone was tense,
Only a whisper was necessary to start rumours flying. In
such a context, an act of widespread vandallism, which at

adather time might have entailed no political significance

16
Plutarch, Nliclas, 12, 3.

Thucydides, VI, 29, 3,
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or consequence, became in the public mind the symptom of
an organized conspiracy agaihst the state.l® Those behind
the erime,_or conspiracy, remained unidentified. But such
a sericusiview was taken that a committee of investigation
was appoihted and rewards offered for any information lead-
ing to the apprehension of‘the eriminals. Kleonymos moved
that a reward of 1,000 drachmal be given and Pelsandros
(the agent of Alkibiades) later offered 10,000. This 1is
an 1nd1¢a$ion of the part Peisandros was to play in the
Jater devélopments. As subsequent dis@uaéion will show,
~?éisandroé was anxious above all ‘to keep Alkiblades' name
out of the affalr. He realized that the mutilation could
nét fail io strike ﬁany gooner or later as exactly the type
of prank,hlkibiades would enjoy. He had perhaps been assured
that Alk#biades had had no part in the deed; if he were
accused 1t would endanger the Siclilian venture and might
well ruin i1ts author. Hence it was to Pelsandros' intqrest
to find ﬁhe real culprits.

i The popular hysteria occasioned by the defacement
- of the Hérms did not escape Nikias. Here was his opportu-.
~nify. If the groups’hostile tovAlkibiades could be persuaded

to combine theilr forces, there was a chance of implicating

Thueydldes, VI, 27, 3: Kol T nplypa peildvos EA&u-

Bavov,
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him in the situation and hence in litigation. The Slel-
llan campalgn would then have to be postponed until he stood
‘trial., By that time his powér over the public might be
broken and the whole éeheme could be tabled. Besldes, there
was already considerable talk about other impieties.lg Ni-
klas probably realized that Alkiblades was not likely to
have participated in the mutilation of the Herms. But he
did know about a parody of the mysteries which had taken
place sometime before in which Alkibiades had had a part.
He might have been told by his brother, Diognetos, who was
sald to have been present, or by some of hls conservatlve
friends. At any rate, it was exactly what he needed. If
the people could develop such terror over a mutilatlon by’
| unknown culprits, how much more horrified would they be
Qver & like crime and how merclless would they be to the
perpetrators who, in this case, were known? The story
5weuld outrage the feelings of the eonservatives, the sacred
families of the Eumolpidal and Kerykes, and all of the ci-

tizéns, especlally those who were inlitiates. The whole

Thucydides, VI, 27, 2: xal vobvs Gp&aavras‘ﬁﬁet ov-
| Séis, &Y pevérors pnubrpore Snuocta odrol ve &¢nrobvre
‘xa) mpookri Eyngloavto, xal el Tis G\ho Ti olbev doéBnua
'Yefevnuﬁvov, gnvéemv adeds THv BovAdpevoy Mal &oTEV xal

ZEvwy xal SobAwv.
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thing had to be handled with care. No prominent Athenians
muét appear.2° S0 Pythonikos, otherwise unknown, was per-
sua&e& by/some'meahs to voice the accusatlion at the meetlng
of the Assembly which was to give final audlence to the
generals. This set off the chaln of events which led to
the exile and death of many. To Nikias, Alkibiades was
a menace to the state. If he was not gullty of mutilating
the Herms, he was certainly gullty of parodying the mysterles;
between the two cerimes there was llittle difference in de-
gree. So Nikiasvneed have no trouble with his consclence;
whether he sought the advice of Sokrateszl we cannot say.
 There arg'times when the statesman 1s forced to play the
galitioian. Thie was one of them; another had been Jjust
- before ﬁhe ostraciem of Hyperbolos. The impression of Ni-
kias giéen bj Thucydides 1s of an able and patriotic Athe-~
nian.azixThere is nothing in the present incldent that need
dispel that impression. ' |
| Pythonlkos made the accusation that Alkibiades

20 Compére the llst of Andromachos, Pythonlkos' wltness,

with thoée of Agariste and Teukros; see above, pp. 85-123.
21

22

See 4ote 9 above.
¢f. VII, 86, 5: fxiora oh &Zios Qv vdv ve éx’ Epod
'EM\fiver Es ToUTo 6vafvx§ds,&®taéoeas 51 Ty ndoav &s Q-

‘,parhv vevoptoubvny Exirhdevoiv,
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had teken part in a parody of the mysteries at the house
of Poulytion. Alkibiades vigorously denied this at first
but a witness was produced, 1n‘the person of a slave An-
dromachos, who suppllied a 113t‘of men who were present at
thié celebration. Among the names on this list was Archip-
pos, who, I think, was the Archippos later accused by An-
dokides of mutilating the Herm of his (Archippos') own
household.?® He is concelvably the friend of Lysias; per-
haps he too was a metic. The parody of the mysteries
seemed to have attracted several slaves and metics. Teukros,
who later gave information about the mysteries at which he
said he had been present, was a metie. There 1s}ev1dence
that Kephlsodoros, naméd by Teukros, was a metic.24 Hence
as a metic Archippos would be quite sultable to the 1list

of profaners. If the identification of the profaner Ar-
' chlippos with the hermokoplid later accused by Andokides 1is
‘éérrect we have one man implicated in the two crimes, which
are in this way related to one another. It will become
“obVious that Péisandros, acting for Alkibiades, tried to
kéepythe two incidents separate. Conversely, i1t was to the
interest of Alkiblades' enemles to link them and therefore
to involve Alkibiades in both. They could prove the one

23
: See above, p. 88.

24 See sbove, p. 99.
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eharge; ﬁhe other could be dealt with by suggestion. Ni-
kias was aware of this.
i‘The list supplied by Andromachos, significantly
enough, containsg, so far as we know, members of no aristo-
eratic o} influential familles ekcept Alklblades and perhaps
Meletos.?s Diognetos' name, which appears later, is not
on this iiet. But if Andromachos, the witness of Pythoni-
keé, was%representing the interests of Niklas, then he
would nc? name the brother of his principal. Teukros was
under ﬁo%such inhibitions and we may assume that his Diog-
netos 1ls the brother of Nikias; he 1s also, in all pro-
J babilityl the member of the board of inguiry. In all
| 11ke11ho?d, Andromachos! information had been carefully
edited 86 as to give no offence to the oligarchs and con-
servativés, the element which Niklas expected to back him.26
| ~ The accusatlon and testimony probably had the de-
sired effect: there was much consternation over the reve-
~lation e% Pythonikos. The oligarchs were as delighted over
the resuit as Niklas. Thelir alm, however, was to geﬁ Alki-
blades oﬁt of Athens as quickly as possible. His hold
upon the%Demes and his anti-Spartan policles were causing

thenm mucp difficulty. The thought that Alkiblades might

25

’ Thls Meletos 1s not the mutllator; see above, pp. 95-96,
26 |

See &bove, pp. 136-138.
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become the secapegoat for the mutilation pleased them., If
they could play upon the idea that Alkiblades was behind
both erimes, they could get rid of an enemy and continue
their own political operations. It was to thelr advantage
to send him off to Syracuse before he could make a defense.
In this way they could work unhampered at the task of con-
vineing the people that he was the instigator of both im-
pieties.27 Nikias, on the other hand, had hoped that Al-
kibiasdes would be forced to stay and stand trial; hence
the expedltion would be delayed. Once he had instigated
fhe accusation of Pythonlkos, he sat back to awalt results,
results which did not come out as he expected.

| All seemed to be goling according to schedule.
Alkibiades was at first alarmed. When he realized, however,
rthat the armed forces were behiﬁd him, he wlllingly offered,
even insisted, that he be allowed to defend himself publiely.
He was fully cognizant of the extent te which his reputation
could be damaged if he were not present to defend himself.
It was not hard for his astute mind to see through the
pretended altrulsm of the orators who insisted before the
“Ekklesia that 1t was not fair to delay a general once the

armament and allies had been assembled; when the war was

27 Plutarch, Alcibiades, 20, 5.
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over he could be tried, the laws would not ehange.28 This
: turn of events must have dismayed Nikias as much as Alki-
biades. From that point on everything was out of Niklas!
eontrol. His plan had backfired. He had placed a powerful
weapon in the hands of the oligarchs. As yet a conspiracy
that was speeifically oligarchic had not been mentioned
and the oligarchs preferred to stay in the background. Nl-
kias, who still had a great deal of influence, had done
more for them than he reallized; their chances of remaining
anonymous for a greater length of time had increased.
Instead of compelling Alkiblades to stand trial,
the Demos sent the expedltion out as planned and Nlkias had
to leave the scene of actlon. This development we ahould
ascribe to the oligarehs. They knew that if matters came
to a head at that tlme there was a good chance that Alki-
bilades would escape. They had to have time to change publie
sentiment and to emphasize the connection of Alkiblades with
/béth parody and mutilation, which then could be called the
results of a conspiracy aliming at tyranny. His activitlies
in the past lent themselves to such innuendo.2® It was for

this purpose that Androkles was employed. He played upon

>
8 Plutarch, Aleiblades, 19, 5-6.

Plutarch, Alcibiades, 16, 1; Thucydldes, VI, 53, 3«59

(digression on the Peisistratids).
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the bitterness that developed toward Alklblades and, says
Thucydldes, was responsible more than anyone else for his
eille.ao He was a man of the people and as such could reach
the Demos more easily than could the aristocratic oligarchs.
‘The friends of Alkiblades were not idle. They
were aware that Androkles and his backers were busily en-
gaged 1n blackening Alkiblades' character. ’Some action
had to be taken quickly. The damage was done as far as the
mysterles were concerned; & witness had already testifiled
‘to the part played by Alkibiades in the parody. But there
was s8tlll a chance that he could be saved from indictment
vfor the mutilatioh. To divert the popular mind from Alkli-
blades and the "tyrannical conspiracy," his friends had to
'recus attention upon the hermokopidal and a possible con-
spiracy of the oligarchs. BSo they produced another infor-
mer, the metie Teukros. According to Andokides, Teukros
had retired quiefly to Megara and from there offered to tell
| what he knew about both cases.®l He had himselr partici-
pated in the parody and was probably in the pay of Alkibla-
des! friends, specifically Peisandros.52 The latter was

30
.31

See above, note 13.

De Mysteriis, 15.
Pelsandrosg, 1t will be recalled, was the man who worked

g0 hard for the return of Alklbilades (Thucydides, VIII, 49;

53,1; 54, 3), who even suggested a change of government in
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on the board of 1ﬁqu1ry and so had some control over these
~examinations,
Teukros supplied two lists, one of profaners and
‘one of hermokopidal., He, or, perhaps more accurately, those
‘ef Alkibiades' friends who persuaded him to give the in-
formation, were determined to show that there was absolutely
no‘connectien between the parcdy and defacement; we there-
fore f£ind no overlapping.5® Teukros seems to have given a
correct list of the hermokopldal. At least, after his acw
cusation all the men who had been named fled from the country.
- Andokldes confirmed hls testimony a little later. This is
not to say that Teukros presented the whole truth; there
were omissions in his 1nfarmatioh, which éfter all had a

partisan origin.®? But the fact that Alkibiades' enemies

order that it might be accomplished; for the negotlatlons
of Alkiblades and his part in the establishment of the o0ll-
~ garchy see Uhlfelder, Alkibiades and Stasis, pp. 68-69. Hisg

conduet in 415 is completely consistent with his latér ac-
tivities, He was not an oligarch but a follower of Alkibiades.
0% Teukros names Euphlletos and Pherekles as hermokopldal
but omits them from hie 11st of profaners, yet we know

(Resperia, VIII (1939, p. 73, lines 39-40, 44-45) that
,.they were convicted of both crimes.

34
; See below, pp. 165-166.
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continued to focus attention on Alkibilades and the parody
proclaims their guilt. Teukros was eager to prove that
Alkibiades had nothing to do with either crime and to draw
attention to the oligarchs. A close scrutiny of the names
on his list reveals that many were enemies of Alkiblades
'ﬁnd gome at least, we may infer, were oligarchs (hence the
oligarchic alarm). Alkibiades' name (of course) does not
appear at sall.
| The evlidence certainly indlcates that there were
oligarehs concerned in the mutilation‘of the Herms and that
the oligarchic "elder statesmen' knew it. This 1s not to
say that the crime was the outcome of an oligarchic plot
to overthrow the democracy; such a view would be naive.
But we mﬁst remember that we have the advantage of hls-
torical perspective, wheress the Athenlans of 415 were at
guch short range that the image was thrown out of all pro-
portion; the current poliltical hysteria did not help them.
At first sight, the mutilation brings to mind
the undergraduate "rag"; and this, in all probability, is
Just what 1t was. Ve have the word of Andokides that Eu-
philetos made the original proposal at a drinking party.
We may develop this logically by supposing that a group of
_ young bloods, members of the oligarchic clubs, allowed their
hiﬁh spirits to get the better of them and made a systematie

, teﬁr of the Herms. The escapade as planned had no political
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significance. Nor had Alkibiades anything to do with it,

Enfoitunately, this was & bad time for Jokes on
such a scale and the public outery horrified no one more
than 1t did the older oligarchs, who had‘been active poli-

| tically for some years. This interpretation accounts for
their anxlety to shift the investigatlion to other impletiles.
And oligarchic gullt accounts also for the fact that all
of those named as hermokopidal by Teukros left Athens at
once; Teukros, who was workling for Alkiblades, was of course
interested in exposing the oligarchs.

One other group wlth common interests is well
enough represenﬁed in the various lists to arouse our sus-
picions, namely, the assoclates or eacqualntances of straﬁes.
We can gearcely doubt that Sokrat10335 shared in the muti-
lationjﬁif the interpretation of the mutilatlion outlined
above is right, then there were Sokratics who were also
members of olligarchic clubs; many of these clubs were ac-
ti#ely 1‘terested'in a change of government at Athens. I
do not imply that the Sokratic circle was a kind of oli-
garchic ﬂlub; but we may find it worth while to glance at

8okrates“politieal sympathies®® and to ask if he might
] .

35
For the meaning of this term see above, p. 113, note

117,
36 - .

There 1s some reason to belleve that Sokrates was not
- unimportant politically; see above, p. 138 with note 9.
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have exerted some lnfluence, consclously or unconsclously,
upon his listeners.S?
There can be no doubt that Sokrates had much to
gay in favour of the polity of the Lakedaimonlans. Even
~when one grants that the reported words of Sokrates re-
flect the views of his devoted blographers, Plato and Xeno-
phon, nevertheless, as Ollier so‘reasonably states, "on
- peut admettre sanse peine que Platon ou Xénophon alent ehargé
leur maltre d'exprimer leurs propres sympathies pour Lacé-
démone, mals on ne saurait croire qu'ils alent orée de
toutes pleces un Socrate laconisant."S® Sokrates probably
sympathized with the Spartan way pf life: Aris&ephanes
underlines his Lakonlc manner of dressing®® and his simple
c¢lothing exhibited his disdain for the elegant luxury of
~his own Athens. But there 1s more expliclt evidence of
hig esteem for Sparta. His own respect for the law natural-
"ly caused him to admire a city in which the law had to be
obeyed. He comments that Sparta would have been Jjust llke

any other Greek state had not Lykourgos established such a

o7 We may note in passing that Sokrates was charged in 399

’with having corrupted the youth; 1is this an echo of the po-
litical manoeuvres of 420-410?

Ollier, @p. cit., p. 210.

Aristophanes, §i£§§’ 1280-1283.
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firm obedience to the law.4° When young Perikles questioned
him about the degeneration of the Athenlans and how they
could recover their old virtue, his reply was that they
ﬁuét go back ée the way of life of thelr ancestors or else
imitate those who were at the time preeminent. By taking
care to observe their customs the Athenians might become
as good or pessibiy better. He does not specifically name
the Lakedalmonlans but hls reference 1s clear, especlally
in the 1ight”df Perikles' observation that—-Athens will take
a4long time to reach perfection for the Athenians wlll never
show the Lakedalmonian respect for_age.41 In the Crito too

- this admiration er the Spartan type of eunomia 1s made
véry c’lear.42 Nor can it be clalmed that Sokrates' warmth
toward Spafta was inherited, as it might have been 1in an
aristocratic family. |

Sokrates was no friend of the Athenlan democracy.

Xenophon, Memorabilia, IV, 4, 15. Andreves, Class. Quart.,
/ XXXII (1938), pp. 89-102, argues convinecingly that eunomia
was a condition of the state in which the cltizens obeyed the

law, not a condition of the state in which the laws were good.

41 Xenophon, Memorabilia, III, 5, 14-15.

Plato, Crito, 52e; where Sokrates reports what the laws
sald to him: ob 8t obre Aanedatuova zpoppoB obdre Kofirmy,

&s &% éxbovore ghs chvopeioBai. The adverb is striking.
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On the other hand, he had no love for the oligarchy when
it was in power. His admiration for Sparta was that of
the philosopher for a simple, well-ordered eiistence, which
he ldealized. His assoclates could not always distinguish
Sokrates! respect for the simplicity and obedience for
’whieh oligarchic Sparta stood from thelr own desire for an
oligarchy, the type of government which, in thelr opinion,
fostered thé simplicity and obedlence so admired by theilr
- master. The motives of those who were attracted to So-
‘krétic dlscussions were varied. So were their intellects.
Many of the young men were from wealthy, aristocratic fa-
milles. Some had a natural bent towafd oligarchy. So-
krates! lakonizing gave them a lofty motive for thelr natu-
ral inclination. They were fired with a missionary zeal
to give to Athens the "good life® and that could only be
accomplished by setting up an oligarchy. 8So they were easy
préy for the more cunning members of the circle, men like
Kritlas who were concerned only with selt-aggrandizement.
Kritias' later activities prove that he was an eligarch.45
He probably found it ﬁo his advantage to ldentify himself
with the Sokratics fér a time; he could, under cover, so
to speak, carry on his oligarchic operations in comparative

safety. Here he may have found many who could be won over

4§ See above, pp. 126-128,
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from a passive admiration of Sparta to an active participa-
'tion in a consplracy to change the exlisting government.
Sokrates unwittingly had given the oligarchs a cover and
also plenty of raw ﬁaterial.
Of Teukros'! profaners, Phaldros certainly and
Antiphon, 1f he 1s Antiphon Kephisieus,44‘were followers
- 0f Bokrates. Among Teukros! hermokopidai was Eryximachos,
another friend of Sokrates.49 Agarlste names four proraners:]
- Alkiblades, Adeimantos, Axiochos, Charmlides. All were
Sokratics;46 When we turn to Lydos we find Akoumenos,47
another Sékratic, accused of the profanation. Taureas and
Kritias, émong Diokleides' hermokopidal, again bring us to
 Sokrates. |
%Peisandros, after the information of Teukros,
deelared ﬁhat the mutilation was the work of a large band
of conspifatoré and that the inquirles must proceed without
abatement until all were apprehended. This was the be-
glnning of a pefiod whiech the citlzens must have shuddered

to recall}for years afterward., No one was safe from arrest.

Many innocent citizens were imprisoned. It was a perfect

|

See aQove, pp. 104-105.

45
, See apove, pp. 119-120,
46 :
See above, pp. 109-114,
47

See ahove, pp. 114-115.,
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~opportunity to get rid of personal and politiéal enemiles.
But the friends of Alkibiades had succeeded for a time in
'silencimg his enemies. The general was now on hie way to
Sieily. The'oligarchs were busy, using every means at their
command, trying to convince the Demos that Alkibiades, since
he was gullty of profaning the mysteries, also was behind
the mutila;ion, which was an indication of a tyrannical con-
spiracy. Pelsandros was occupled with hunting down oligarchs.
- He insisted that the mutilation was the work of oligarchle
consplrators.
During these days of charge and counter-charge
the public bewilderment increased, The mysteries and muti-
lation were consldered together and simultaneously there

were those who talked of a tyrant's coup d'état while others

openly feared an ollgarchic revolution; thinking was muddled.
This staté_of mind recalls a curious expression used by
'Thueydidgs_to,describe the attitude of the Athenians: “they
thought that all that had been done was part of an oligar-
chical and tyrannical conspiracy."48 We should expect'

the connective ﬁ; what we have 1s nal, It ie by definition
1m§ossib1e for a political conspiracy to be at once oli-

garchic and tyraﬁnical; it must be one or the other. Thucy-

Thucydides, VI, 60, 1: Mo\ m&vrta abrols E8buel &n) Ev-

vepoata Ohtyapxixfi Kol Tvpavvixf) mexpdxdat,

)
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dides knew this; 1s he not here subtly depicting the dis-
“tance the Athenians have traveled from the sound bases of
logic and clear judgement?

Those who were hostile to Alkiblades were not at
"all pleased at this state of affairs. Amid the general éon-
fusion Alkibiadeé was sharing attention with too many |
others and 1t was quite possible that after Teukros' in-
formation he would escape censure completely. Hls enemles
were eager to bring him to the fore again. This task was
undertaken by Agariste, whose name proclaimg her famlly.
Formerly the wife of Damon (Perikles' music teacher), who
had been ostracised for his sympathetlce attitude toward

tyfanny,49

she was now married to Alkmeonldes. She had
:family ties with Leogoras, the father of Andokldes, whose
cousin waé Kallias son of Alkﬁecn. Through the family of
Leogoras she was very distantly related to Nikias, for an-
other cousih of Leogoras, Kalllas son of Telokles, was the
brother~in-law of Eukrates,'the brother of Nikias. She may
have reallized that certain members of these familles were
implicated in some way 1n %he mutilation. What is quite
‘manifest 1s that she was determined to re-establish the ime
pbrtance of the parody and Alkiblades! part in 1it. All the

men on her list, Alkiblades, Axlochos hls uncle, Adeimantos,

49
‘ Plutarch, Pericles, 4, 2-3.
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whose later actlvities proclaimed his;oligarchic 1ean;ngs,5o
and Charmides son of Glaukon were frequenters of the Sokra-
- %1lc¢ gatherings. On the basis of these names, it looks as
though Agarlste's particular target is Alkiblades; the
others are hié close friends, and what we know of them does
~not make 1t easy to believe that they were staunch suppor-
ters of democracy. Now Alkiblades represented, politically,
all that Perikles, his kinsman, did not. We may therefore
believe that Agariste, politically, was a Periklean and,
true to earlier Alkmeonld tradition, a good democrat. She
was, then, not a direct agent of the oligarchs even though
she was rehdering them a service at an opportune moment.
Wé see agaln how different groups could cooperate, deliber-
ately or othefwise, in the attack on Alklbiades. Agariste
added to the charge of tyranny leveled against Alkiblades.
Thie emphasis upon Alkibiades' r8le in the parody
- had to be played down again by Pelsandros. So another wit-
ness was produced, the slave Lydos, whose testimony con-
cerning the profanation incriminated his master Pherekles
who had been named by Teukros as a hermokopid. Eryximachos
‘had been cited a & a hermokopid by Teukros; his father Akou-
menos was denounced as a profaner by Lydos. Alkiblades was

not mentioned; once more his frlends had tried to turn at-

See above, pp. 111-112,
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téntion from their protegé. Lydos! 1nformatiah'was calcu-~
lgted to recall the hermokoplidal of Teukros; it is signifie
}caht that there 1s now some overlapping. If the oligarchs
are determined to link the two crimes, very well: the
friends of Alkibiades will link them ahd show that some one
| ~other than Alkiblades, preferably the oligarchs, are respon-
sible for both.

It was in this testimohy that the family of Ando-
kldes was first lmplicated in the sacrilege. Lydos aecused‘
Leogarasvon very slim evidence of witnessing the celebration
of'the mysteries, The famlly of Leogoras had conneections
wlth Nikias as well as with the Alkmeonidai. Niklas had
departed for Sielly and so could not come to the rescue of
his relatives. Diognetos (probably hls brother) was on the
board of inquiry but could do little if he were opposed by
Gharikles and Pelsandros; besides, he had already beenyim—
plieated in the mysteries,’en the information of Teukros.

' The Alkmeonidal had lncurred the hatred of Alkiblades'
friends because of Agariste's testimony. Many of Alkiblades'

—venemies were members of Leogoras' family, e.g., Kallias eon

-~ of Hipponikos and Taureas., The famlly was wealthy and arige
foératic; it may have been oligarchic and was in any case
én,easy mark.,

As soon as Lydos had given hils 1nformation, one
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of the bouleutai, Speusippos,5l suggested that these men
be handed over to the proper court immédiately. Unfor-
tunately for the cause of Alkiblades the:plan did not work
out. Leogoras still had enough political influence to
forestall Speusippos. Following this litigatlon Leogoras
contemplated flight from Athens, probably not because he
was gulilty but because he'realized the strength of his
enemles and was certaln that they were not golng to allow
him to escape so easily. In this suspiclon he was quite
-eorrect, |
The 1lnvestigation by this time had reached a-
larming propertions. There must have been other informa-
tions 1aidvof which we now know little; but both Thucydldes
and Plutarch speak of those who testified to the mutilation
of other 1mages.52 The Herms and the mysteries, however,
retained their primary igportance. Teukros' information,
strengthened by the testimony of Lydos, had fostered‘the‘
idea of a large conspliracy; Agarliste and others had lnslsted
,ﬂthAt Alkiblades and a few of his frlends were responsible.

The confused Demos was not at all clear about its enemy.

51

¢ He may have been an elder kinesman of Plato's nephew,
Speusippos son of Eurymedon of Myrrhinous; Diogenes Laertlos,

III, 43 and IV, 1.

Thuecydides, VI, 28, 1; Plutarch, Alciblades, 19, 1.
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’Was it oligarchy or tyranny? Into the midst of this uncer-
tainty Pelsandros and his célleagues dealt what they hoped
would be the final blow to crush the oligarchic partlsans
and elear Alkiblades! name. Pelsandros' former assertion
that'the mutilation was the work of a large band of ﬁiscre—
énts was confirmed when Dlokleides came forward with hls
story of three hundred conspirators. Of these he named
forty—two.
A good many of these forty-tﬁo were family con=
neetions of Andokides and Leogoras. In Diokleldes we must
see another henchman of Alklblades' frliends. He admitted
‘later that he had lled but blamed Alkiblades of Phegous

(a relative of Alkibiades son of Kleinlas) 5nd Amlantos for
inducing him to tell the story. Pelsandros, a bitter enemy
~of Andokides, must toé have been one of those who bribed
him. It was Peisandros who opposed Andokides' plea to re-
turn from exile in 411, probably because he feared that
Andokldes would oppose the recall of Alkibiades. Thls dls-
like may have originated earller. Andokides belonged to a
wealthy, aristocratic famlly and may have been of the Ke-v

rykes.55 Leogoras! successful escape from Speusippos had

53 " Kallias son of Hipponikos was a member of the Kerykes;

Andokides, De Mysterlis, 116. For the relatlionship between
Kalllas and Andokides see the stemma in Maidment, op. cit.,
p. 334, | |
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also enraged the opposition. Perhaps Leogoras! victory

was lmpressive enough to clear him before the Demos from

any susplcion. In any case, the friends of Alkiblades were

eager to embroil him and his family in the mutilation. It

may be the ease of Leogoras and his family to which Thucy-

dides refers when he states that on the evidence of bad

men the Demos imprlisoned excellent citizena,54 and, 1ater,

that many noteworthy men were imprisoned.55

'Diokleides' whole story would have sounded very

susplclous to the people had they been in a reasonable state

of mind. But thelr Jjudgement was so clouded that they were

eager to apprehend anyone whose name was mentioned in ¢on-

neetion ylth an event which had caused éo much terror. Dio-

Kleides had named only a small portion of those who were,

accordiné,to his account, guilty of the mutilation; As An-

dokides éays, he gave the number three hundred in order that

ha'mightihave the opportunity to say of any citizen he chose
; that he &as or was not an offender.°® Peisandros and his

eolleagués could get rid of any one who showed himself to

be an opéonént of Alkibiades or his friends simply by adding
| him to Diokleides'ylist. There were 258 vacancles.

|
|
|

54 ]
- Thuecydides, VI, 53, 2.
55 . ‘
Thuc%dides, Vi, 60, 2.
56

Andokides, De Mysteriis, 39.
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Among Diokleldes' hermokopidal are two members
~ of the Boule, Apsephion and Mantitheos; possibly they had
shown hostility to Alkibliades in their officlal positibn.
We may note too that Eﬁkrates, brother of Nikias and brother-
in-law of Kalllas son of Telokles, is on the list. Here
biekleides strikes at Nikias as well as at the faéily of
Andokides (Kallias was Ahdokides' brother-in-law). Nikias,
of course, was nbt an olligarch; but he was the bltter op-
ponent of Alkibiades, Again, the circumstances produced
surprising combinations. All the men indicted by Dio-
kleldes were imprisoned except Apsephion and Mantitheos
~ who had fled. )
| While in prison Andokides was persﬁaded by Char-
mides to expose the real culprits. Andokides' testimony
named the elghteen of Teukros' list and four others. In
his original statement he must have admitted having had
some part in the escapade. Thucydides relates that he con-
feesed to his own partiecipation and that of the others in
~the affalr of the Harms.57 He himself hints later that he
had been implicated 15 the mutilation.sa The four nemes

added were Panaitios, Chalredemos, Diakritos, and Lysistra-

Thucydides, VI, 60, 4; he does not name Andokides but
thé i1dentification is clear.

58 Andokldes, De Reditu, 7; see above, pp. 8-9.
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tos,

Why had these men not been named by Teukros, who,
apparently, had accurate knowledge of the criminals, Pa-
naitios had already appeared on the list of Andromachos as
a profaner,and'Teukros d1d not want to link the parody and
the mutilatién. So he had omitted Panaitios. A complete
roster of the thirteen ngmes59 inseribed on stone by the
pelétai in 415/4 reveals that ten are known profaners; the
exceptions are Ghairedembs, Alkibiades of Phegous, and Ni-

60). Have we, in these

kides (about whom there is a question
records, first of all a 1list of profaners? If so, the words
nep\ auedrepa (if we understand them correctly) designate
those profaners who had also been cénvicted as hermokopidai
by the time the stone was erected. Panaltios and Chairede-
mos, who appear in the records without mepl &u@érepa, were
charged as hermokopidal by Andokideé. This may be a re-
flection of the lapse of time between thelr indlctment as
profaners (Panaitlios Dby Andromachos) and thelr citatioh by
Andoklides as hermokopidal. If there is Justification for

the argument, then we have in Panaitlios and Chairedemos

5? Euphiletos, Pherekles, Phaldros, Adeimantos, Axlochos,
Panaitios, Olonios, Polystratos; Kephisodoros, Alkibla-
~-des, Alkibiades of Phegous, Chairedemos, Nikides.

See above, pp. 90-91.
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two hermokopidal who had been passed over by Teukros; may
we go further and assume that all four of Andokides' addi-
tional names (Panaitios, Chairedemos, Diakritos, Lysistra-
tos) were deliberately omitted by Teukros from his hermo-
kaidai because he knew that they were profaners? Finally,
Alkiblades of Phegous, who urged Dlokleides to reveal the
identities of the hermokopidai,chomes a profaner,
| With the testimony of Andokldes and the admission
of perjury on the part of Diokleldes, Andokides' account
ends. Diokleldes' victims were freed, Diokleides was ex-
ecuted, the twenty-two men named by Teukros and Andokides
 Were held responsible for the mutilation} The Demos was
'satisfied that at last Jjustice had been meted out to the
guilty. The city sighed with rellef. The friends of Al=-
kibiades eoul& afford to be pleased; they had, temporarily
at least, halted the attack on Alklblades.
‘ But this was not to be the end. The mutilation
was settlea; there remained the parody. The oligarchs,
~rather than admit defeat, were quick to take advantage of
a situat;on which had earller’threatened to, destroy them aé
an influqntial group., The danger which had confronted them
. because Qf the desecration of the Herms was past. There
_ﬁﬁéuld be.no more investigations and_they were secure. They
could devote all their éttention to the parody. So they

~contrived to insinuate that both outrages were the result
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ofvconspiracy. Alkiblades had taken part in one, therefore
" he was a conspirator. “The‘Athenians at lagt had the truth
about the Herms, why should they not finish the task by the
 punishment of the conspirator whom they had allowed to
escape? ,ﬁhese sentiments were spread by those who had at-
taékedlﬁim before he salled, Androkles and the other orators
who weré urged on by the oligarcha.61, Fortune seemed to be
workinglror the oligarchs now. The people were doubly con-
'vinced of the truth of these innuendoes in the light of
surrent events. It happened that&while Athens was in such
e turmoil over the mutilation and’profanatien, a small num-
‘ber of Lakedaimonians had eome‘up to the Isthmus. Thelr
réal bué;ness, declares Thucydides, was with the Boiotians,
but the Demos was convinced that they had come at the insti-
gation‘of Alkibiades and that if the olligarchic conspirators
had not #een given their Just due the city would have been
betrayed?to these Lakedaimonians.62 Such reasoning shows
how befogged the judgement of the Athenlans had become.
They did not stop to think that the names revealed in the
testimonj made collusion between Alkibiades and the oli-
garchs aé improbability and they were unaware of the intri-

gues which had led to the varioue informations. The

1

].
Thucydides, Vi, 61, 1.
Thucy@ides, VI, 61, 1-2.
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oligarche had done their work well. At Argos too there were
rumours of a conspiracy. The friends of Alkiblades were
suspected of a plot against the democracy. Thus Alkiblades,
who had in the first place incurred susplcion as a potentlgl
tyrant, has been converted into an oligarch among the citi-
zens by the tools of the oligarchs themselves, who wefe
careful to remain behind the scenes.
It was Thessalos son of Kimon who actually put

the motioh which impeached Alkiblades for implety to the
Eleusinian goddesses. He came from a pro~5partan family,
'énd rare indeed was the Spartan sympathizer who was not an
oligarch as well. Thessalos, however, was free from any
stigma; nelther he nor any of his family had been connected
in any way with the recent unpleasantness, so far as we know,
and 1t was safe for him to come into the open with the
impeachment. There can be no doubt that the blame for Al-
kibilades' exile attaches 1tself to the oligarchic faction.

‘ The hostility of these political groups can be
traced in the activities of the next few years. By 411
the oligarchs were strong enough to make an overt attempt
to destroy the democracy. One of their first acts was to
make overtures to Alkiblades in order to secure the friend-
ship of Tissaphernes. Nothing was said at this first parley
about Alkiblades' return.63 Yet Thueydides reports that

Thucydides, VIII, 48, 1,
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when these envoys returned to Samos from Alkibiades to set
the conspiracy in motlion they lmposed two conditlons that
must be met before the friendshlip and wealth of Tissapher-
nes and the King would be accessible; Alkiblades must be
reeallgd and the government must be changed.64 Surely one
can discern here the fine hand of Pelsandros and his asso-~
clates, Pelsandros had soon realized the futility of his
hopes for Alkibliades' recall under the democracy. Now he
'décided to capitalize on the situation. Athens needed |
menéy to carry on the war. Tlssaphernes could supply that
money. He was fond of Alkiblades; he also preferréd to
deal with non-democratlic governments. So Pelsandros, once
: thé bitter enemy of the oligarchs, swung his support to
thelr cause, He was a clever man, not overburdened with
- scruples. ,Asblong as Alkiblades was on the side of the
~democracy and as long as that democracy favoured the schemes
of Alkibiades, for Just so long was Pelsandros a fervent
democrat. When the Demos turned on Alklbiades, and when
Pelsandros realized that an oligarchy would allow him to
carry out his plans, he became just as fervent an oligarch.
"He was an influential man and he agreed to joln the conspi-
racy, to bring his friends to the support of the oligarchs,
 1f,they in turn agreed to press for the.reeall of Alkibiades.

Thucydldes, VIII, 48, 2,
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Peilsandros was completely devold of political con#ietions.
:He was loyal to the form of govefnment which was at the mo-
ment most useful to him and to Alkiblades.

Peisandros and the oligarchs did not accompllish
thelr purpose without oppositlon. Phryhichos, who was ge-
neral at this time, warned the people that Alkibiades was
no more 1hterested in an oligarchy than a democracy; hls
only obljeet was to secure his reca11.65 He began an intrigue
agalnst Alkibiades with the Spartan general. But his plan
falled to materialize. Alkibiasdes learned of the plot and
informed his friends at Samos 6f Phrynichos'! treachery.
Pelisandros, meanwhlle, was on his way to Athens to propose
the recall of Alkiblades and the installation of an oligarchy.
After some dlscussion he won hls point, However, he did
not dare to leave Athens without attempting to cripple the
power of Phrynichos, who, in his officilal position, could
do much harm to Alkiblades' cause. Pelsandros, therefore,

',,managed the deposition of Phrynichos oh a false charge, al-
leging that he had betrayed Iasos and Amorges., The real
reason, says Thucydides, was that Phrynichos d4id not favour

 the negotiations with Alklbiades.5%6

Another group which was unfavourable to the return

65
86
" Thucydides, VIII, 54, 3.

Thueydides, VIII, 48, 4.
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of Alklbiades was the Eumolpidal and Kerykes. They pro-
tested that it would be an outrage to restore a man who had
defled the lews and violated the mysteriesQ Pelsandros
then took each one of these objectors aside and convinced
them that there was no hope for Athens unless the King
,aould be persuaded to Joln the Athenians. Thls could be
accomplished only through an oligarchy and Alkibiades.67

By hislogle he conquered their objections.

The oligarchic factlon ltself did not seem to

be entirely convinced that Alkibiades had to be recalled
- 1f the plan was to succeed. Thucydldes remarks that the
‘oligarchle Athenlans at Samos agreed among themselves that
since Alkiblades could not see eye to eye with them they
would leave him alone, for he was not a sultable person to
bring into an’oligarchy.se - Phrynichos too, we are told,
was §ery eager for an oligarchy. He knew that Alkliblades
was aware of all hils intrigues and was sure that Alkibiades
~would never be recalled by an oligarchie government.69
- There is also the testimoﬁy of the younger‘Alkibiades that

there was frietion between his father and the oligarchs.,

He states that Alkiblades the elder was a vigorous opponent

87 ‘maueydides, VIII, 53, 2-3.

%8  fhucydides, VIII, 63, 4.
Thucydides, VIII, 68, 3.
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of the Four Hundred and thought that there was little they
could do to overthrow the democracy until they removed him.
He adds that 1t was this oligarchic element that combined
the charges of profanation of the mysteries and conspiracy
against the democracy, brought an impeachment, and forced
Alkibiades to return from the Sicilian expedition.vo of
course, the young man was eager to clear his father's name
- and perhaps his statement that Alkiblades was strongly op-
posed to the oligarchy should be accepted with caution.
If 1t had been to his advantage to deal with an oligarechy,
~he would not have hesitated. He was deterred by his re-
lations with Tissaphernes which, we find, were not so ami-
cable as they might have been.”l Once allowance has been
made for some exagggratlon, however, there 18 no reason to
doubt the son's declaration that it was the men who caused
- his father's exile who caused the downfall of the democracy.
The hostility which began when Alkibliades gained popularity
wifh the Demos never waned.
Peisandros had succeeded in winning the oligarchs
and the Eumolpidal and Kerykes to his proposal that Alki—
‘blades be returned to Athens. He had rendered Phrynichos

.~ harmless. There yot remained one powerful enemy. It was

70

Isokrates, 16, 5-8.
7,

Thucydides, VIII, 56, 2.
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not until the revolutlon of 411 was almost an accomplished
fact that Androkles, who had done so much to mold public

- opinion, was put to death to gratify Alkibiades.’ This
measure too was no doubt instigated by Pelsandros.
| | The sequel to . the parody and mutilation is ample
evidence that the various factions retained their grudges
through the years. The issue was not the safety and well-
being of Athens, but the advancement of the politlical par
ties. The revolution of 411 and the advent of the Thirty
in 404 are proof that the oligarchs were not intimldated
Ey the punishment of the hermokopidail. They were ready to
regard their casualtles as the results of a conflict which
could be defined as a civil war. But not only had the oll-
,gﬁrehs and the friends of Alkibiades suffered; Athens her-
self was the recipient of the most grievous wound. From
the time of the conflict until Alkiblades disappeared from

the scene the men who could have done much for the state re-

' fused to use what talents they possessed for any purpose
but revenge or personal advancement. In the very centre of
all this plotting and conspiracy was Alkibiades,\who had
béeome himgelf a major political lssue. There was no Nlklas
who was wllling to forget personal animosities when the ex-

istence of the city hung in the balance.

Thueydides, VIII, 65, 2.
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