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FOREWORD

The idea of a dissertation of this type was first
suggested to me by the late Allen Brown West, professor
of anclent hlstory at the University of Cincinnati. It
was through Dre. West that I became interested in the chron-
elogy and inseriptions of the fifth century B. C., and with
him I discussed, at one time or another, most of the prob-
lems treated in this thesis. The first part of the disser=
tation, ilndeed, was prepared for publiecation under his eye.

~The gecond half, though not actually written befere Dr.
West's death, grew out of our work together and should
therefore be regarded as produced under nis direction. My
debt to Mr. west, not only tor the training and experience
gained during the preliminary snages of thls aissertation,
but alse for the many advaentages, academle and otherwise,
that I enjoyed through the privilege of his triendship, ls
beyond estimation.

In the actual composition of part two I constantly
recelved valuable help an& advice frem my Ifriends John L.
Géskey and Cedric G. Boulter, both of whom were generous
enough to read my work carefully and suggeset many correct=-
ions and improvements. To Aline Abaecherll Boyce 1 am &lso

grateful fer her censtructlve criticlems.
It happens that in both parts of thls study 1t 1is
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111,

with the views of Profesasor Benjamin D. Meritt that I
differ chiefly. Yet witheut:his brilliant reconstruction
- of the pertinent inscriptions, and hls consequent con-
vineing analysis of the Athenian calendar and the chrone
0loglcal problems of the laiter half of the fifth cen-
tury, such studies as mine would scarcely be possible.
It is with full realization of my obligations te Meritt,
therefore, that I venture to combat his views concerning

various detalls of a general scheme with which I am in

gubstantial agreement.
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PART ONE

1
Kleon, Nikias, and the Trebling of the Tribute

The Attic year 425/4 B.C., in which Athenian hopes
were raised to great helghts by the naval success at Py-
los, and Spartan morale touched its lowest point, has al-
waye been of particular interest to students of Greek hils-
tory. For it was during these months that the power of
Kleon the demagogue, ever a fascinating figure even to his
ﬁost scathing critics, reached its zenith. Nowhere 1s his
policy better exeumplified for us than in the contemporary
document which provides for the trebling of the allied
tributé.2 In seeking an explanation for this tremendougyJ
lncrease in the obligations of the subject states, sékolars
have not been slow to grasb the significence of Kleén's

whirlwind campaign at Pylos in the late summer of 425 B.C.

l. An abstract of this paper was read at the meeting of the
American Philologlical Association at New York in December,
1935. It wasz later published in full in the Transactions of

the American Philological Assoclatlon, LXVI (1935), 146-164.
S8ince that timerhas appeared a reply, "Pylos and the Asgess-
ment of Tribute," by H.T.Wede«Gery and B.D. Meritt, in
A.J.P., LVII (1936), 377-394.

2. Plut. Aristides 24. 3.
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A detalled ehronological study of the events of the
first few months of the Attic year 425/4 B. C. is import-
ant, therefore, for the light it may shed on the succesg-
‘ive political maneeuvres which resulted in such radical
changes in the administration of the Athenian empire.

Such studles have, of course, been made, but renewed
interest in the chronological complexitlies of that summer
has been aroused by the recent publication of Meritt and
West's restoration of the two assessment decrees and the
appended list of the cities subject to tributee3 Ags & re-
sult, both De Sanctis and Cavaignac have made subsequent
contributions towwrds a solution of the puzzle presented by

_the dating of the decrees, In this paper, I shall attempt
te show that, although certain of their conclusioens cannot
be reconciled with the evidence at our disposal, they have
11luminated the problem with concrete suggestlions, which,
with a new interpretation of a passage in the second decree,
lead to a happler solutlon thah has heretofore been advanced.

The great stele bearing the assessment of 425/4 B. C.
(I. G 12. 63) includes, prefixed to the catalogue of the

eities, two decrees. The first provides for the complicated

34« B. D. Meritt and A. B. West, The Athenian Assessment of

425/4 B. C. (Ann Arber, University of ¥Michigsn Press, 1934).
For the text of the decrees ¢f. pp. 44-47; for the treat-
ment of the problems discussed in this paper c¢f. pp. 52-57.

I use thie text throughout for references to the inscription.
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procedure preliminary to the assessment, which must culmin-
ate 1n Posgldelon after representatives of each city had

Journeyed to Athens in Maimakterion, the previous month, to

4 .
dlscuss the question of the tribute. There is also the
stipulation that the meagure shall be introduced inte the

assembly in the prytany of ....is (Oinels or Aigeis), twe

: 5
days after the return of an expeditien. But the prefix of

the decree, on the other hand, shows that the probouleuma

6
was ratified in the pryteny of ...7... (Alantis or Leontis).
The second measure, prescribing the religious obligations

of the allies, was passed in Algeis.

To complete our data, we must recall from the famous

logigtal inscription an item which 1s of paramount lmportw

ance to our problem, A payment was made to Demosthenes in
the fourth prytany of the year 425/4 B. C., and although the
prytany name is missing, the spacing on the stone shows

clearly that the tribe in office must have been QOlnelg or

4. Lines 18-19 x@eparigev 8t nepl 6 @dpo £vOYS ébb vouevq?e
nék& 4@61a hiva Tax@qg éo méEFs Ev T3 H#?téetﬁvc uevi.
Lines 6-7 hoﬁﬁét 8t Qvelnbdvrov £v 16] HOLDOL é%n&aqu 1€s
‘xéﬂgos na%gvat npéofes 13 Maﬂuaxraptﬁ%és uevds,
5¢ Lines 33«35 éx%ev%rnéro 8t Tadra és[}ba S€uov @; ...]\9
’;nﬁvxqﬁaeﬂa Engvarnes éne{&&v héner ’_\ﬂ c-rpu[n?:] g€s tpivev £pé-
pav Epaﬂov u51§ T i%pﬁ.
6. Line 3,
7« Lines 54~58,
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~Algeis, the only two names which satisfy’the epigraphical
demands.s
The problem to be discussed in these pages involves
the dating of the documents within the year, the order and
exact placement of the prytanies cencerned, and considerw
ation of the discrepancy between ....is, the stipulated
date, and ...7..., the actual date of ratification of the
vfirst decree. There remains then the further question, wheth-
ef the expedltionary force of the inseription can be idenw
tified, |
Yeritt and West, without attempting to identify this-
’ expediti@n,g decide thet its tardy return caused postpone-
ment of action by the demog from Oinels or Aigels to Alan-

tis or Leontis, the fellowing prytany. By adopting this ex-

plenation they are forced, by chronologlcal demands, to the

~eoneludion that QOinelg, in which the probouleuma was drafted

8e For the most recent text of this importsnt document (I. G.

2
1, 324) ef. Meritt, Athenlan Financial Documents of the

Fifth Century (Ann Arbor, Unlversity of Michigan Press,

1932), pp. 136-143. For Oinele or Aigeis cf. lines 18-19. Cf.
also Meritt, The Athenian Calendar in the Fifth Century (Cam=

“bridge, Harvard University Press, 1928), pp. 26, 91,

9. They prove, however, that it was not, as was once thought,

the expedition of Demosthenes around the Peloponnese. Cf.

1. a. 12. 324, 18; Meritt, Ath. Cal. (see note 8 above), p. 91.

b i g—
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B and should have been ratified, held the second prytany;
that the unforeseen delay prevented the bill from reaching
the ekklegia until the third prytany, Alantis or Lecntis;

and that Algeis, in which the second decree was passed, held
2

the fourth prytany (cf. I. G. 1 . 324, 18-19 and see note 8

above).
10
De Sanctis has offered a new interpretation of the

evidence. He identifies the elusive expedition with Kleon's
' 11
flying trip to Sphakteria and argues that the discrepancy

in the dating of the first decree is due, not to a late ar-
12

rival in Athens, but to Kleon's unexpectedly early return,

10. "La vdZis @dpov del 425 a. C.," Rivista di Filologla e

~4' Istrumione classica, XIII (1935), pp. 52-60.

11. Thuec. 4. 28. 4 (xhEwv) Eon...EvTds fuepdv cinoowy H
HEevy Aoxedaiuoviovs tEvras § adtod dwowvtevelv "Cleon gave
his word that within twenty days he would elther bring the

 Lecedaemonians alive or kill them on the spot" (Jowett).
12. Ibid. 39. 3 evtdos Yup £ixoolvy Npepdy fyaye robs dvdpas,
8onep Snéorn "...for he did bring back the prisoners with-
‘1n twenty days as he had said" (Jowett). Here we have an
exaet limit for Kleon'é absence from Athens (see note 11
abo?e). It 1s to be noted that Thucydildes does not record
how meny days Kleon had to spare when he sailed triumph-
antly into the Peiraleus with his captives. This is a nat-
ureal omission, after all, when we consider the feelings

which Thucydides obviously entertained towards Kleon, whom
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which allowed the ratificatlion of the probouleuma to take place
“in the prytgny of its drafting, instead of in the succeed-
/1ng prytany (Oineis or Aigeis), as originally scheduled, His
"~ reconstruction of events pictures the assessment decree rush-
ed through the assembly in the first pryteny, Alsntis Mr Le=
ontis, on a wave of enthuslasm created by Kleon's astonish~
ing but timely success and his consequent early reappearance
in Athens before the end of the first prytany. De Sanctis
- then places the second decree, passed in Algels, in the
fourth prytany (see p. 3 f. above).
The most recent discussion of the question, as far as

I know, 1is that by Gavaignac,13

who, without knowledge of De
Sanctis! paper, adopts the order of prytanies proposed by De

Sanctis, though he numbers them differently. He argues further

he had no reason to admire or aggrandize., The historian does,
however, glve a day<by~day account of events in the region
- of Pylos after the arrival of Kleon, a study of which meakes
kme fairly certaln that the Athenlian demagogue was actually on
the spot for six days. We can estimate three daye each way for
the voyage between Athens and Pylos, for Kleon had every mog-
1§é for unusual haste, Thlg gives a total of twelve days dur<
ing which Athens walted and wondered. |
13. "L' Augmentation du Tribut des Alllés &' Athenes en 425,"
Rev. £t. Gr. XLVIII (1935), pp. 245-249. -
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that the otparid of the decree was that which proceeded to
the Korinthla under the command of Nikias, immediately aftet
the affair of PylM.l4 Cavalgnac denies that the word valra
(1. e. the business which was to be submitted to the assem-
bly by the prytany of ...,13)15 refers to,proposals embod-
led in the probouleuma (lines 4«33}, Instead he belleves

that tadra, used in the sense of Ta8e, loeks forward te
the paragraphs of the decree (lines 40-51) which provide for
~action by the demes on certain matters not covered by the

b1ll. In this way he 1s able to affirm that the probouleunms

was drafted and retified in the second prytany (Alantis or
- Leentis); that the supplementary measures were approved by
théi§§23§ sccording to schedule in the third prytany (Aiseis,
possibly Olneis) after the return of Nikias; and that Olnels,
possalbly Aigeis, held the fourth prytany (see p. 3 f. above).
A, He prefers Aigels to Olnels as the third prytany because he
thinke that the second decree, passed in Algels, followed
- ¢lesely upon the filrst. Thus, by giving te tabra a pr@lepub
tie meaning, he removes all the perplexity which has arisen

from the mention of two different prytanies in the same de-

erece,
De Sanetis' explanation of the difficulty is preferable

te that proposed by Meritt and West, but in assigning the
bill to the first prytany he has falled to note that the sgec-

14. Thue. 4. 42. 1.
15. Lines:c 33=35. For the text see note 5 above.
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retary in office when the bill was passed was ....ov (line

3), whereas the secretary of the first prytany of 425/4 B.
16

€. was Plelstlas (line 59). Thie objection in itself, how-

ever, does not invalidate De Sanctis' identification of the
expeditien, since it is on totélly inadequate grounds that
he assigns the Pylos eplsode to the first prytany. In his
chronological calculationes he accepts the date P. VIII. 10,
426/5 B, C.,17 as that on which the final payment was made
- to Eurymeddn and Sophokles on the eve of their departure for
Slelly at the beginning of the summer,ls and places the cap~
itulation of the Spartans beleaguered on Sphakteria a little
‘more than three prytanies later,lg about P. I. 20~25. Rut
these generals sailed during the Spartan invasion of Attika,

20 :
before the grain was ripe, a date whilch 1s usually and

2 | |
16. Cf. also I, G. 1 . 324. 17. De Sanctis, in his Aldehrvepalt

ppovrides” Rivista 41 Filologla e &' Istruzione classlca,

XIII (193%), 508-510, has now recognized this diffieculty. He
- therefore places the return of Kleon from Pylos and the pas-

sage of the bill in the second prytany. Otherwise, his views
remain essentlially unchanged.

17« Is Ge 12. 324, 11-12. I use P. for Prytany, throughout

this study.

lBt Thuc.,. 40 2. 2.
19. An estimate ot something over three prytanies 1ls probably

quite accurate. See note 33 below.

20, Thuec, 40 2. 1
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reasonably placed in May, whereas P, VIII. 10 fell approxw
imately March 21.21 In other words, De Sanctis! déte for
Kleon's return is well over a month too early. Thus, even
though the assessment decree is dissocliated from the first
prytany, Kleon's expeditionris equally so removed, asnd De
Sanctis! identification remains to be tested. I shall now
try to show that Kleon's Sphakterian success was actuslly an

event of the past when the probouleuma was drafted and that

for this cogent reason De Sanctls'! thesis must be sbandoned.
Despite the meagre nature of our chronological inform-
ation concerning the crucial events of this summer, it may
nevertheless be possible to obtaln an approximate date for
Kleon's triumph at Sphekteria and his subsequent return to

Athens to enjoy the plaudits of his ultra-democratic sup-

21. Meritt's reconstructicn of the Athenian calendar from
426 to 422 B. C., which De Sanctls dellberately disregards,
1s certainly correct within a very small margin of error.
For all chronological synchronisms used in this paper cf.
Meritt, A. F. D. (see note 8 above), pp. 176=179. It may be
observed that, i1if the payment in the eighth prytény was ac-
~tually made for the Sicilian enterprise, Pythodoros, who
salled hefore his colleagues (Thuc, 4. 2. 2; cf. 3. 115),
must heve been the recipient. A vanguard salling early in
March, about the time when navigation opened, would furnish
kproof to Athens'! Sicllian friends that Athens meant toc keep

1ts promises (ibid. 3. 115. 3).
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porters,
In the first place, since Niklas was genera122 st the
time of Kleon's well-known boast in the assembly, the debate

¢ould not have taken place before Hekatombalon 1, If we egte

lmate Kleon's sbsence at twelve days (see note 12 above) as

& minimum, then the earliest day on which he could have re

~entered Athens was Hekatombalon 13, a date which I shall a=

dopt, for the purpose of argument, as the earliest limit.
Thls can be equated with August 8 and P. II. 1.

At this jJjuncture, Thucydides comes to our asslstance
with the informatlon that before reinforcementa under Kleon
were voted, & very real alarm was prevalent in Athens, whose
strategists feared that winter would overtake the beslegers
and relleve the besleged at Sphakteria.25 This fear, express-

ed forcibly and expléained at some length by Thucydides, in-
~dicates that our limit, August 8, is certainly too early. A

22, Thue,. 4; 28, 2,
23, A8 & matter of fact, one can reasonably assume that bew

tween the debate and Kleon's salling two or three daye elaps-

ed, during which Kleon mustered hls troops.
24, I have assumed that the generals entered offlce on the
first day of the ce¢ivil vesr. The possibility of thelr having

held office by the conciliar year does not affect my argument
‘since any date previous to August 8 would be manifestly too
early for Kleon's return.

- 25' Thuc. A]'t 27c 1.
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date nearer to September would conform better te the informe
stien vouchsafed by our chief source, for August 8 1s based
en the assumptlon that the debate in the assembly eccurred
at the end of July, at which time 1t would be diffiéult to
belleve that the Athenians were greatly disturbed by the im-

minence of winter,
An attempt to deduce the latest posdlible date for Klew=

on's return leads us back to the situation existing in mid=
gummer. The consternation caused at Sparta by the iselation
of the Spartiates on Sphakteria was so great that the Spart-
ana negotiated a truce, during which ambassadors to Athens
- sought to arrange a peace.26 The truce lasted about twenty
days 27 and came to an end after the ambassadors had returne
ed to Pyl@@,gg their mission, thanks te Kleen, a fallure.
Since the total length of the siege of Sphakteria‘was geven-
S ty=two daya,29 it follows that a state of war existed for
 fifty-~two days, spproximately forty-nine of which followed

the truce.

26. Ibid. 15-16.
27, Ibld. 39. 2.

28, Ibid. 23, 1 dpixoptvwy St adridv SiehélvvTo ev8vs al
onovdal. |

29. Ibid, 39. 1.
30. Immediately following the second sea fight, the Lakedal~

monian disaster was reported to Sparta, whose maglistrates

" Journeyed to the seene of actlon. Thereupon, after perceiving
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A chronological clue supplied by the scholiast to Lue=

lan gives a terminus ante quem for the close of the Sparten

negotiations 1n’Athens,3l This commentator informs us that
Kleon blocked the Spartan proposals for peace 32 and that Bu-
thynos was archon at the time. Thus the last possible day for

. the departure of the mmbassy from Athens was Skirophorion 29

(July 26}, the final day of the civil year 426/5 B. C.
If we assume three days for the embassy to reach Pylos

the serious plight of theilr compatriots on Sphakteria, they
arranged the truce (ibid. 15). For the report of the battle
ta’reach Sparta and the offlcials to come to Pyleos, before
:thg armigstice was drawn up, we can allow at least three days.
So my timetsble sgsumes three days of silege, twenty days of
truce, and finally forty-nine days of war.

31. Schol. Lucian, Timon 30 (ed. H. Rabe) eéxforn 8t wal T{

npds AaneSairpoviovs elpfivy, ds diiéxopos (frag. 106, F. H.

@., vol. 1, Mtuller) yq\ 'Apiovogdvms (Equit. 794=796),

npoobels dpyovra EdQvvorCfs Busolt, Griechische Geschichte
IIIQ. 998, note 1;)p. 1094, note 2. The passage from the
Eguites is as follows: '
AN, (to Khéwv) *ApxentohEuov 8t @épovTos
thy clofvmy 2Zeouébacas, Tas mpeoBelas t' Anehabvers
éx tfis ndhews pabanvyilwv, al ths omovdis mponahobvrat,
32+ This statementyagraes fully with the narrative of Thucys

“dides (4. 21).
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and the truce to be declared at an end, and three dave for
Kleon's speedy return after the final victory of the Athen-
lans, we have a total of Fifty-five days in 425/4 B. C.
dewn to the home-coming of Kleon from Sphakteria. Kleon's
: reentfy into the city, therefore, fell not later than Meta-
‘geltnion 25, whlch ean be synchronised with P. III. 6 and
September 19.

This tentative 1limit is made more precise by reckonw
ing from the Spartsn invasion of Attlika at the beginﬁ&ng of
the summer, before the graln was ripe. Various eatimates,
rhnging from 100 to 110 days, have been made of the interval
between the departure of Eurymedon for Sicily during the in-
vagion and the return of Kleon to Athens after the Pylos afe

; fﬂirajj If we use 115 daye as the maxlmum and count back

from September 19, our lste 1limit as obtained above, we reach

"33. De Sanctis allows twenty-five to thirty-five days from
the salling of Eurymedon (Bhuc. 4. 2. 2) to the arrival of
the relleving Spartan ships at Pylos (1bid. 8. 2). This fig-
ure, with the sddition of the seventy-two days of slege and
the time necessary for Kleon's trip home, glves 100-110
days. Busolt, op. cit. (see note 31 above), 1094, note 2,

estimates the interval as 100 days, but it secems to me that

in so doing he does not allow sufficient time for the battles
which resulted in the isolation of the Spartiates on Sphake

teria. For my timetable of events see Appendix A.
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May 28 for the sailing of Eurymedon. This date, however, 1s
roughly coincident with the Attic harvest, whereas a week or

more zfter Eurymedon set out, the grain in Attika was still

not sufficiently matured to provide the Péléponnesion troops
with fcod.34 Ma& 28, therefore, is clearly too late, and Eu-
rymedon's salling occurred with more probability about the
- middle of the month.35
Eurymedon was driven into Pylos by a storm (Thuc. 4.
3. 1). This must have been the same storm which distressed
the Peloponnesians in Attlka and was a contributing factor
to the subsequent early abandonment of the invaslion (see note
34 above). The Spartans probably withdrew during the fortifi-

- cation of Pylos, that 1s, sbout ten days after the Athenian

34, Thuc. 4. 6. 1 §uo S8t npy &oBardvres xol To¥ clvov &t

Y wpoD 8vtos Eondvilov TpooHs Tols wohhols, Xeipdv ve Eni-

yevdpevos pellowv naph ™y xabeornuviav dpav énfeoe 7o orpd

éauua.

35. Busolt (loc. cit.) gives May 3-10 for the salling of the
- 8icilian squadron. Using this very reaéonable conjecture, a-

l@ng with the maximum figure of 115 days as suggested above,

we must date the return of Kleon from Pylos between August

25 and September 1 (P. II., 18-25), Since the approaching win-

ter was a problem to the Athenians before the departure of
~Kleon, one can scarcely place his return earlier than the end
- of August, while it may well have been later. Cf. also op.

eit. 1113, note‘l.
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fleet left the clity. Since the invaslon of Attika lasted in
all fifteen days (Thuc. 4. 8. 2), we have another chronoclog-
‘1cal check on Eurymedon's mcvements, and one which argues a-
gainst placing his salling later than May 15.

It is now clear that the 1limits which we have set, Au-
gust 8 (P, II. 1) and September 192 (P. III. 6), are too ear-
ly and too late respectively. In view of the governing fact-
ors gsupplied by the approachlhg winter on the one hand, and
the salling of Eurymedon on the other, I think that out of
the maze of approximations inherent in our calculations, one
fact emerges with considersble certainty --- that Kleon's part
in the drama of Pylos was played in the second prytany of
425/2 B. C.

| Now that we have a broad notion of the date of the re-
turn of Kleon, we must consider whether the general chrono-

logical relation between the probouleuma end the Pyloe affair

cen be determined. If successful, we may find ourselves in a

position to pronounce definite Judgment on De Sanctis' iden-

tification of the anonymous expedition.

Although 1t 1is impossible to agree with De Sanctis that

Kleon returned in the first prytany, still his»hypothesis

that the assessment decree was passed one prytany ahead of
‘vschedule is unaffected by the relection of his chronological

scheme, This hypothesis, furthermore, has the advantage of

allowing us to take into consideration an important piece of

evidence hitherto disregarded.
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The body of the second decree, passed in Algels, be-

| 36
gins as follows: bonécf.m m‘?f\am 9dpos E’;r&x}gE Ex) 1]38
[?chés he\ ertorﬂas npoTos Fvaapuéfave éxl 2?9&104@&08

@pxovTos BSE xol navhoNiav &nlyev &s Havaékvata o uely\
kauagasi The restoration of the first clause, ﬁou&oaot...

'gf&XQE, when one considers what 1s actually to be read on
thé gstone and the demands made by the formuls 3mmediately
followlng, can be regarded as certain. The use of the aorist
indicative ér&x&e seems to me to have a significance which
hae been overlooked. Meritt and West translate (ps 50): "All
thoee clties assessed tribute...shall bring to the Great Pan~
athenala..." and assume that the aorist is written from the
point of view of the future reader of the décument. Consequ=
9ent1y they have taken 1t for granted that the second decree
santedates the completlon of the assessment. The translate
lon ought then to be "such clties as may be assessed" (1. e.

&

in the future). Normal Greek usage, however, expresses this

future idea with dv sand the subjunctive, a construction
which 1g found with the same verb TatrTe to expréss Just
38
- such a future meaning, earlier in this very inseription.

Thus the agorist indicative must surely refer to the past,

360 I‘ G‘. 120 630 55"57.

————

37T« A8 long as it was believed that passage of the bill was

postponed from Oineis (Algels) to Alantis (Leontis), no other

interpretation was possaible,

38, Line 23 ...TOp cﬂépo[v] hos & '\’Q.‘)(GEE'I. TZL ndOAES [gen&ore;....
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"whatever citles have been assessed tribute." In other words,
at the time of the passage of the second decree the assess-
ment was a completed fact.zg Now the actual assessment, the
detalls of which demanded much complicated preparation, did

40 ‘
not reach its culmination until Posideion, which, there-~

fore, could not have postdated the prytany of Algels. From
the logistal inscription, however, we have long known that

41
Oineis or Algels held the fourth prytany. A a logical

consequence, since Aigeisg was one of the lest six prytanies
42
of the year, as pointed out above, Olnels must have been
43 ‘
the fourth. It will be remembered that the probouleume,

39. The fact that the list of clities 1ls inscribed directly
after the second decree is some confirmation of the view &-
dopted above. "Whatever citlies have been assessed tribute...

(They are ss followS——-)."
2
40. I. G. 1 . 83, 19, See p. 3 f. and note 4 above.
=T, ’
41, I. G. 1 ., 324, 18 f. See p. 3 f. above,

——————..

42, In this year Posidelon can be equated approximately

with P. V. 26-VI, 18.

43, The significance of the form ér&xee has more recently
"been perceived by Nesselhauf, Gnomon XII (1936), 296«301,
in a review of Meritt and West. Nesselhauf's general cons

clusions, however, are quite untenable, as Merltt will show

~ in a forthcoming paper.

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



18.

according to De Sanctis, though providing for action in the

hext prytany (Qineis or Algeis), was really ratified in the

prytany of its drafting (Alantis or Leontis). Alantis or
Leontig, therefore, the prytany immedlately preceding Olneis,
was the third.44

With the Pylos affair assigned to the second prytany
and the assessment decree to the third, 1t now becomes evid-
ent that the expedition of the decree cannot be identified
with the troops under Kleon which salled home from Pylos.
Thus De Sanctis'! identification, so attractive dramatically
but in fact untensble, must be discarded.

The only other expedition of this summer which can be
connected with the assessment decree was that of Nlkias, who,
immediately after the Pylos episode, invaded the Korinthia
with a large force.45 The fact that Nlkias returned to Athens
after a very brlef absence, having accomplished nothing of

~ importence, accords well with the supposition that he term=

46
inated his campalgn somewhat earlier than was planned. It

44. For a table showlng the order of events see Appendix B.
45, Thuc. 4. 42. 1 tof 8" advo¥ 8&pove perd tabro eLOYs
*A8nvailot €s thy KopivBilav &otplrevoav. |

46. From the narrative of Thucydides (4. 42-45), 1% is dif-
ficult to estimate Nikias! absence at more than four or five
days. When we contrast the brevity of the campaign and the
ineffective gskirmishing in which it indulged with the size

of the armament, the conclusion is forced upon us that Nikilas
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Beems extremely likely, therefore, that Cavaignac's ldenti-

fication of this expedition 1is right.47

s o —.F-d‘

contemplated more than he accomplisne«dr Th? treeps 1evied
by'Nikias consisted of eighty shlps, twe thpusand Athenian
hoplites, two hundred cavalry, and allied contingents from

- Miletos, Andros, and Karyctds (épgg. 42, 1), Nikiaas' progress
can be followed day by day until the fortification of a post
on the isthmus of Methans (1bid. 45). The length of time

.fapent on this project is uncertaln, but gince the Atheﬁians
weré undisturbed, two or three days would have been ample.
47. For a just consideration of so subjectiVe & matter as
Cavalgnac's interpretation of the word tabta in the first

asgesament decree (see p. 6 f. above), the reader réally

needs a complete text of the document before him. Such a
theory as Cavalgnac advanceg cannot be logically or factually
disproved. I can only say that to me his thesis appears ex-
tremely unlikely. Apart from the fact that lines 33~40, imm~-

 ediately following rgjrq, @&eal with penalties to be ine
flicted on incompetent officliale and that specificatien of
the duties of the taktal, to which Cavalgnac wéuld refer

| tabra, follows only after this inter#al in the text, such
én interpretation is an unnatural and diffieult rendering of
the Greek and one that does not conform to the usual simplice
1ty of fifth century epigraphie documents. It might be added

that ~taUrta 18 normally recapltulatory, although this 1s &
point which one would hesitate to press in view of the elase
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Although Thucydides states that the expedltion to the
‘~K@r1nth1a salled imnmediastely after the Pyles incident, 1t
ghould not be taken for gfénted that Nikias left the city
directly after the return of Kleon to Athense. As a matter
- @f fact, a whole chapter of narrative intervenes in Thuey-
dides between the arrival of Kleon and the departure of
Hikias.48 When the initilsl fldgawaving was over, the Athen-
lans had to settle down to sober dellberation concerning the
'disposition of the prisoners snd the means of retaining thelr
held on Pylos. A garrlson was established, congisting in part
‘at leagt of a foree of railders despatched to Pylos by the
' ﬁee3eniana in Naupaktos for the purpose of harrying the Spar-
tdna, thelr traditional foes, The latter, adopting & policy
dictated by desperatien, kept sending embassies to Athens in
’the vain hope of recovering Pylos and liberating the Sparti-
ates now incarcerated in an Athenian priseﬁ.
The lack of a time indication in Thucydides for these
negotiations is partly balanced by a reference in Aristo-

phanes, whe 1nvelghs‘against the Athenians for three times

ticity displayed in the use of the demonstrative, .
‘148. Thuc, 4. 41. In chapters 39 and 40 Thucydides sums up
the Pylos story down to the return of Kleon with his prisdnw
ers, mentioning the duration of the siege and the effect of
the Spartan capitulatlon on the Greek world. Chapter 41 rew
sumes the narrative of events after Kleon's return, while 42

~introduces the venture of Nikias into the Korinthia.
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refusing in the assembly to accept peace proposals after the
‘ 49
victory of Pylos. The inference to be drawn from a Joint

49. Ar. Pax 665-667 ( the reference is to Eirene),
EnBobod enowv abropbrn petrd Tdv Hbhg
onovdly 9fpovoa T ndrer wlorny mABav
aroxetporovndfivar tple &v Thwnola.
The use of the phrase pevd vdv g, coupled with the spec-
ific mention of three negative votes (cf. Thuc. 4. 41. 3 f.
ot 5t Aaxebavpdvior,..Eéxpeopebovro uaps adbrobs...kal woANGuis

Potthvtev adrobs...dnérepnov ‘AOnvailor), convinces me that

the reference 1s to the frequent embassies sent from Sparta
after the final surrender of the unfortunate Spartans, and
not to the gne embassy despatched from Pylos 1tself after

the l1solation of the Lakedaimopians on the island earlier in
the summer (;Qig. 16: see p. 11 above). ta &v MbAy, to
Aristophanes, meant not the blockading of the Spartans, but
the senaational fulfillment of Kleon's mad boast. The Equites,
which deals with v &v IbAg, emphasizes particularly the
fact that Kleon was enjoying the glory that rightfully be~
longed to Demosthenes. Aristophanes! interest in Pvlos was

not the siege of the Spartans but the part played by Kleon,

his specilal bete noire, in the flnal victory. The passage

that I have quoted from the Equites (see note 31 above)
could be assigned to either occasion of course. I prefer to
‘refer 1t to the earller embassy because 1n 1t Aristophanes

-berates Kleon specifically for blocking peace proposals and
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perusal of Thucydides (sece note 49) and Aristophanes 1is

because Thucydides slso singles out the demagogue as the
leader of the war party at thaﬁ time (Thuec. 4. 21), when,
perhaps, Kleon's imperialistic harangues and insldous meth-
ods were particularly obnoxlious to more conservatively
’minded Athenlans, who had not as yet had their splirits bel-
- gtered by the heartening sucecess at Sphakteria. Later, ain
;though the influence of Xleon and his associstes must have
been strong, the Athenians, with Spartan prisoners in the
~elty, needed less incltement to contiﬁue the war and press
thelr edvantage. So, when alluding to the unavalling'attempts
ef the Spartan embassles to come to terms, neither Thueydides
- nor Aristophanes connects the Athenian attltude with Kleon
S . primsrily. Cf. Thuc. 4. 41. 4 ol 6t peitldvwv te bpEyovro xual
moMAGMLE PoLThYTWY adtobs Gnpburtovs Gnéxepnov. The pass-
~age from the Pax, on the other hand, leaves no foom for ame-
: bigulty, if we are to take seriougly the Ranguage of the po~
~’e£, and place any reliance upon Thucydides' use of the im-
perfect énpeofebovro "they kept sending embassles," togeth-
er with his expligit mention of more than one Spartan dele-
getion. The scholiast to Aristophanes (ad Dlec.) wrongly
identifies the reference, guoting Philochoros (frag. 105,
- gee note 31 above) on the previous Spartan overtures. He also
 5fgéems to understand the passage ag connected with discussion
 inkthe boule, & palpable error (see line 667). A second

scholiast, however, gives an accurate note on the passage,
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‘that the negotlations were lengthy.

Although the Spartens persisted in thelr pleas for an
,uﬁspecified period, the Athenians, spurred on by Kléon's
flamboyant success, were adamant, and eventually convinced
_the‘suppliants that their efforts were useless and dismigs-
ed them empty-handed. vafrta ptv Td =xepl IOHrov vevdueva
writes Thucydides at this point,5Q dropping the curtain on
the drama of Pylos.

In view of the immediate consequences of the 8phakteri-
an victory as sketched ebove, it is hardly possible for Niki-
as to have salled less than a month after Kleon's reappearance

51
in the city. Thus, when Thucydides introduced a new topic,

also citing Philochoros, Busolt erroneously follows the
firet schollast (op. cit. 1097, note 1).
B0, 4. 41. 4.
51. Busolt (op. eit. 1113, note 1) thinks that at least
three weeks were necessary to assemble a force as imposing
as'that under Nlklias., He places the departure of Nikias a-
bout the middle of September, though he suggests the begin-
ning of the month for the return of Kleonﬁbuﬁ see note 35
1above). To me 1t seeme unlikely that Nikias'! foray into the
Korinthia was even contemplated before the overwhelming
succegs of Kleon at Pylos had demonstrated the efflicacy of
s method of attack which established garrisoned posts in

'hostile territory. The expedition of Nikilas can be consid-
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perd vafva e996s, he had in mind not the return of Kleon,
which had tsken place four or -five weeks previously, but
the whole course of events concerning Pylos (v& nepl baov
Yev&ueva), which were not concluded until the‘final dig«~
migssl of the Spartan envoys. If, fof the sake of srgument,
we place the return of kleon during the firgt week of Sep-
tember, then we mugt assume that Nikies sailed dbouﬁ the
gecond week in QOctober. It happens that the Tleusinian mys-
teries of 425/4 B, C. were celebrated during this week and
Nikias may well have been disinclined to lesve Athens with
80 large a body of men befcre the festival.52 Then, accord-

ing to our theory, he returned within a few days, at the

- very end of the third prytany.53

ered as an attempt to emulate Kleon while at the same time |

exploiting further this type of offense.

52. The Tleusinian mysteries began on Boedromion 16, which

for 425/4 B, ¢. can be equated with October 9 and P. ITI. 26.
Cfe. L. Deubner, Attische Feste (H. Keller, Berlin, 1932), 72.

The Jullan date checks neatly with the estimate we have made
of the interval between the return of Xleon and the depart-

ure of Nikias.
53, Niklas could not have left Athens until towards the end

of a prytany, eince the name of the tribe to hold the next

prytany was not known until shortly before 1t entered offlce.

6f. Wo S. Ferguson, The Athenian Secretaries (Cornell Studies
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- The campaign of Nikias can be linked chronologically
with the operations of the Athenians in Korkyra. During the
celebration of viectory in Athens, the Sicilian squadroen uns=
é@n,the caﬁmand of Eurjmedon and Sophokles had apparently

-remalned at Pylos, patrolling the vicinity and awalting re?

lief. Thucydides mentione the establishment of a garrlson

in Classical Philology, no. VII, New York, 1898), pp. 20-26;

M. Brillant, Les Secrétaires Athéniens (Champion, Paris,

‘1911), p. 23 f. Ferguson has proved convincingly that the
prytany order was not determined at the beginning of éach
year but that sortlition for office took place toward the end
of the prytany preceding that for which the lots were to be
cast. Such evidence ag we have at our dlsposal, chiefly epi-

‘graphic, fixes the thirtieth day of the prytany as the ter-

minue post quem (I. G. IIuIIIE. 109; Ferguson, op. clt. 21) .

This is as fer as our present knowledge allows us to go. It
18 rash to assume that the name of the succeeding pyytany
was not known three or four days in advance. There is no

reason why the probouleuma should not haveibeen drafted as

lete ag the day before Nikilag made hls unexpected return,
gay P. III. 34, after the lot for the following prytany had
fallen to Oineis. Then if Nikias appeared on P. III. 35, the
demos ratifled the bill on P. III. %T7. This chronological

scheme agrees well with the date suggested by the Eleuslnlan

festival (see note 52 ahove).
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on Pylos but does not tell us wgen the fleet continued its
interrupted Journey to Korkyra;a4 After his déscription of
the Korinthian campaign, however, Thucydides continues55
wath St tov adtdv xpdvov, xad’ dv ralta &yiyvero, xal Evpv-
’pééwv xol ZogoxAfs, &neidh &x s Ibrov dnfipav &s vhy Sixew
Afav vavolv “A8mvafwv, dpunducvor €8 KEpuvpav Eotpdrevoav....
The arrival of the fleet in Korkyra, then, occurred within

a week or ten days, either way, of Niklas! invasion of the
Korinthia.

On the third day of the fourth pryteny (Oineis) of
~the year, a payment of money was made to Demosthenes for
operations around the Peloponnese.56 Of this expedition
nothing further is known, but Meritt,57 equating the date

58
with Cctober 23, sugzgests that Demosthenes led this force

to relieve Eurymedon and Sophokles at Pylos and allow them

to continue thelr Journey to the destination which had been

54, In 4. 41. 2 the Athenians v#s IIbAov guAanhy xaveothoav-
1o, but this tells us nothing of the movements of the Sicil-
lan squadron.

55. Ibid. 46. 1.
=== .
56, I. G. 1 . 324. 18...0tpareyols ne%l Hﬂkonévvsoov A%ﬂoo—

[ Se e oY

otver.... ,
57. Ath. Cal. (see note 8 above), p. 91.
58. I adJust the figures to accord with Meritt's revised

tables, See ﬁote 21 sbove.
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their goal since they left Athens in May. For the relleving
troops to reach Sphakterian waters and the fleet to make
Korkyra we must allow a week or ten days. Thisg would place
the beginning of military operatlions in Korkyra towsrds the
end of QOctober, about a fortnight after Niklas'! scarcely
Jubilant return to Athens. We have no meang of declding
whether Meritt is correct in thinking that Eurymedon and
Sophokles stayed at Pylas’until the arrival of Demosthenes,

but, if his hypothesis is accépted, dating such as I have

proposed does no violence to the chronological tags used by
9
Thueydideg for transitionsl purposes*s"

59. I think it more likely that Eurymedon and Sophokles
left Pylos earlier and that they reached Korkyra before the
expedition of Niklas left Athens. I find it d4ifficult to
suppose that the fleet, with winter looming and the long
Journey to Sicily in prospect, idled at Pylos longer than
‘wae sbsolutely necessary. The campaign undertaken on behalf
of the Korkyralan democrats must have lasted a full forts
night and probably longer. If Eurymedon awaited Demosthenes
at Pylos, we are forced to place the voyage to Sicily in
November, a most unlikely season for such & journey. Yet the
~destination of Demosthenes could scarcely have been anywhere
but Pylos, and the dating accords well with our analysls of
the situation at Athens which led to the quinthian unders=
k taking. As the expedition to Sicily had been delayed for
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Now that we have demonstrated that the assessument de-
eree was passed in the third prytany, after Nikias' return
to Athens, De Sanctis' analysls of the antegedent polltical
gituation falle to the ground. The decree was not passed on
the wave of enthusiasm which followed Kleon's vietory at Py~
los. On the contrary, it was preceded by the failure of Nik-

" 1as to accomplish in the Korinthia what Kleon had done on
thé west coast of the Peloponnese. Kleon's party had been in
the ascendant since his triumph at Sphakteria, snd his in-
fluence was undoubtedly enhanced by Nikias' futlle attempt
to counterbalance his rival's recently acquired prestige.
Niklas' influence, then, might well have bheen insufficient
té prevent the imposition of new burdens upon the slllies. It

should be noted, however, that the assessment decree 1itself

varioug reasons since Way, it is perhaps not so difficult
as it at first a@pears, to assume an additional hindrance
and prolong 1ite crosgsing to Sicily into the middle of Novemw~
ber. Demosthenes, however, was perhaps sent to Pylos, not to

free Turymedon, but to take charge of a garrison which had
previéusly been installed, and to bring food and supplies for

‘the ensuing winter. Whatever be the solutlion of the problem,
which does not primarily concern us, I think I have shown

that the chronology which we have endeavoured to establish
for the Kleon affalr does hot run conkrary to the evidence

of Thuecydides.
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contains nothing to which Nlkias and the moderates could
have objected. It decided neither the amount of tribute nor
the rate of incresase. These detalls were left to the taktail,
asslsted by the boule and speclal courts.60 The fate of the
empire, therefore, wag determined in the period which fol-
lowed the ﬁassage of the decrese. The events leading up to
its adoption are important only in so far as the bill may
be considered indicatlive of its sponsors' intention to hood-
wink public opinion into thinking that, by ratification of
.~ the decree, Athens was commlitted to no new policy. And after
his own striking success and Nikias' dismal fallure, Kleon

had an easy path to tread.

2
609 I- Gc 1 * 63& 8*2?.
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Appendix A.

I give below my estimates of the elapsed time from

the sailing of Eurymedon to the return of Kleon:
DAYS

To the arrival of Zurymedon at Pylos..... Ceeecn e . 4
Thuce 4. 3. 1. There 18 no need to assume undue
hasgte on the part of Zurymedon, and so his jJourney

may well have taken longer than that of Kleon lat~

er in the summer.

The Athenians 1dle on Pylos...... he e tecs et rrenen e 3
Ibid. 4. 1. Demosethenes, after his railure to con=
vince the Athenian generals of the advisablility of
fortifying Pylos, fobyalev Sndb dnholas, pbypr av=
totls vols orparidrare oxol&lovoiv dpuh Evérncoevw

neprotdoly exveixloar 1) xwplov.

lon

" Fortification of Pylos..ceeeivieenncenvas Cerecia e
Ibid. 5. 2. vevxloavres...&v Aukpars £Z.

To the assembling of the Peloponnesiang at Pylos..... 20
When the Peloponnesians invading Attlka heard of
the siezure of Pylos, they hsstened home. The
Spertans set out for Pylos at once but the allies
were slow in snewering the call and the Spartan
fleet had to be summoned from Korkyra (ibid. 8.
1 f.). From the completion of the fortificatlons
to the muster of all the Peloponnesian forces at

Pylos, three weeks is scarcely too large an estimate.
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Preparationeg for battle. .. ... i ittt veniritsonnrssnes 2

Ibid. 8. 4 ff,

B S A T 2 7 Y -
Ibid. 13. 1. vabtnw pkv obv Thy Aubpav xal s
vorepatas pépos 1L mpooBoAbs moinocdpevor Emé-
RAVVTO,

Further manoeuvVIeB. .. e veervsrrortrrosssoscrsssssoess 1
Loc. cit. wal *f tplwn....

Second battle. . coeevrrserecrtrercsrrseonsessscncanoneas 1
B B =T - S R T £

Thuc. 40 39: 1.
Kleon's voyase heme"......“.'..;....."..‘..‘.‘.... 3

Tot&]-OOCOQOOCOOOOUcovl¢'ccconcoovcoonloooaootooo 114

I have §laoed in italics the figures which are
either mentioned explicltly by Thucydides or

which can be ascertalned without doubt from his
narrative. Of thé egtimated numbers, that which

1é most open to guestion 1s, of course, the twene
ty days assumed for the assembling of the Pelop=
onnesian contingents at Pylos. There may be some
significance in the fact that Diodoros records that
Demosthenes fortified Pylos in twenty days (12. 61.
1)  Eywv St thre nal vabs moAMde xal arparidras
ixavobs, &v Elwooiv Nuppais Ereixioe thy NMbAov.

Obviously, Dédodorosg! account cannot be accepted
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against the testimony of Thucydildes at face value.
I can suggest two posslble explanations. First,
Dicdoros (or rather, his source) may have counted
his twenty days from the beginning of the fortifi-
catlon of Pylos to the mustefing of the Pelopon=-
nesiang ready for battle. In thls case my estimate,
which allowe a total of twenty~six days for the
same developments, 1s a few days too high. Secondly,
Diodoros' story may quite reasonably reproduce & |
calculation recloned from the sailing of the Athen-
lan fleet to the completion of the fortifications,
e. g. "Salling with a large force, in twenty days
he had fortified Pylos." This 1s the interpretation
which I prefer. If it 1is correct, then the figures
in my tahle above are rather low. If the words of
Diodoros are to be considered at all, and 1if the
truth lies in a choice between the two explanations
which I have offered, then 115 days seems a fair

mean.

Appendlix B.

I give below a table of events which are closely con-
'nected chronologically with the exploit of Kleon and the
assessment decree. It must be understoed that the dates do

not claim to be exact but are purely exempll gratia. I as~

gume arbitrarily that Kleon returned on September 7, sbout
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the time suggested by the evidence as presented in this pap-

er, and obtaln the

P. II,

P. 1III,

Alantis

or

Leontis

P. 1IV.

Olnels

17

20
23
26

28
31

18

26
30
34
35
37

10

Hek.
Hekl

Met.
Met.
Meto

Met,
Met.
Met.
Boed.

Boed.
Boed.
Boed.
Boed.
Boed.

Boed.

Boed.,

Pyan.

other figures accordingly.

13
29

10
13
20

16
20
24
25
27

28
30

Aug.
Aug.

Aug.
Aug.
Sept.

Sept.
Sept.
Sept.
Oct.

Oect.
Oct.
Oct.
Oct.
Oect.

Oct.
Oct.

Oct.

8
24

27
30

13

17

20

21

23
30

Debate in the ekklesia.
Kleon's boast.

Kleon leaves Athens,

Kleon arrives at Pylos.
Victory of the Athenians on
Sphakteria.

Kleon leaves Pylos.

Return of Kleon to Athens.

(Arrival of Eurymedon in
Korkyra?)

Eleusinian mysteries begin.
8ailing of Nlkias.

Drafting of probouleuma.

Return of Nikias.
Ratification of the pro-

bouleuma by the demos.

Payment to Demosthenes.
(Arrival of Eurymedon in

Korkyra?)
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PART TWO

The Athenian Calendar in 422/1 B, C.

and the Last Campaign of Kleon

I. The Flrst Cycle of Meton

Students of the Fifth century Athenian calendar will
recall that Meton's first nineteen year cyele extended from

1
432/1 Bs €. to the end of 414/3 B. C. and, according to

: 2 3
plan, ghould have contained geven intercalations. Meritt,

ls: Diocdoros 12. 360
2+ Geminog 8. 53~6; Censorinus 18. 8.
‘31 All modern work on the Athenlan calendar must gtart from

Bénjamin D. Meritt, The Athenlan Calendar in the Fifth Cen-

tury (Cambridge, Harverd University Press, 1928), and ex-

‘haustive gtudy of I. G. 12, 324, The most lucid snalysis of

Meton's cycle 1s that of William Bell Dinsmoor, The Archons

of Athens in the Hellenlstic Age (Cambridge, Harvard Uni-

versity Press, 19%31), 309-343, Meritt's most recent revige
ion is in Athenisn Financial Documents of the Fifth Century

(Ann Arber, University of Michigan Press, 1932), 128-179,
including tables. Txcept where dtherwise stated, 1t 1is these
tables which I use throughout for the synchronisms cited in

the text. The abbreviation P. represents Prytany.
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after establishing a definite synchronism,4 Ps I. 1 = Helk.
10, 422/1 B. C., demonstrated convincingly that the period
from 43%2/1 to 422/1 B. C. included three intercalations.5
’Thus we should expect four further intercsalations betwéen
422/1 and the end of the cycle in 414/3 B. C. |

For 411 B, C., we are fortunate in possesgsing a cer=

tain synchronism, provided by Aristotle's Constitution of

fiAthena:6P. I. 1, 411/0 = skir. 14, 412/1 B. C. Between the
twe equationg mentioned, therefore, there are eleven inter-
venlng years:-
422/1 Bo C. P. I. 1 = Hek. 10, 422/1
411/0 P. I. 1 = Skir. 14, 412/1.
It is obvious that during this eleven year perlod 1in the
eivil calendar from Hekatombaion 1, 422/1, t@'Hekatombaion

1, 411/0, there must have been four or five intercalations.
7
Four intercalations would give & total of 4014 days whereas

8
‘five intercalations ydeld a sum of 4044 days. It 1s now

b
r g

4. Ath. Cal. (see hote 3), 84 f.
5¢ Ope. 61t. 86-88., Cf. Dinsmoor, Archons ( eee note 3), 327.
6. 'AQ. Ioh. 32. 1 Bbey 8% vh eimyviav *§ uvéuy BovAhy -
etovdvar vevphsy &xl S8xa Ixipogopidvos, Dinsmoor, Archons,
328 f., rejects this evidence; but see Meritt, A. F. D« (see
néte 3), 154-156.

7. (T x 354) & (4 x 384).
8. (6 x 354) + (5 x 384).
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possible 10 deduce the exact length or the concilliar calw
endar over the same length of time by subtracting the first

nine days of Hekatombalon, 422/1, and the last sixteen of

Skirophorion, 412/1, from the figures given above Ior the

eivil calendar. The result 1s %989 eor 4019 days, frem wniech
we can calculate an average senatorial year of %62 7/11 or
365 4/11 days. But Meritt has already shawng that the term
of tne‘ggglg approached the golar year in length and average
ed '365 $days. The unaveidésble conelusion is that of the iwe
averages given above, 3565 4/11 must be right and tnat, as a
resuit, the eleven year span saw Iive intercalations.

The aboeve cecaleulations take us two years beyond the end
ef the first Metonic eyecle, but epigraphic evidence gives us
& point of departure in 414/5 and enables us to est;blish
the character of 413/2 and 412/1 B. €. From I. G. 1 . 328 we
knawle that in 414/3 beth the seventh and Ewehtxafiftn of
@amelion fell in the seventh prytany. New from P. VIiIi.l,
414/3%, to P. I. 1, 411/0, we can reckon twenty-four prytanies,
which, wWith 36 4 days as the average prytany length, totali-

. ed 876 days. Again, if botn 413/2 and 412/1 were ordinary
years, then Gam. 1, 414/3, te Skir. 14, 412/1 (pP. I. 1,

'411/0), ceverea sixteen days shorti of thirty ménths, that 18,

9« Aths Cal., 104,
10. Ope. cite 95; A. Fo D., 150 f.; Merity, “fhne Sparian
6ymnopaidia,* C« Pe, X¥XVI (19351), 7i; Pinsmoor, Arenons, .

%Qn
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869 days. In other words, P. VII. 1, 414/3 B, C., fell about
Poeildeion 23 and the demande of I. G. 12. 328 are satisfied.
On the other hand, 1f one of the intervening yesrs was inter-
‘calary the length of the ssme period is increased ﬁe 899
| days. But theﬁatter suppoeition places Gam. 7, 414/3, in the
slxth prytany and 1s therefore imposslible, asince 1t contra-
diete our data. It follows then thst the period in question
contained 869 daws and that 413/2 and 412/1 must be restored

as ordinary years.
The significance of this computation lles in the fact
that, if there were five intercalations between 422/1 and

411/0, and 413/2 and 412/1 were ordinary, then there must

_of necessity have been five lntercalations betkWween Meritt's
éQuationll of 422/1 and the end of the first cycle of Meton.

In other words, the first Metonic eycle was irregular, in
that it actually contalned =ight and net the theoretical

éeven intercalations planned by 1ts constructer.

11l. 8ee pe. 35 above,
’12. Meritt, Ath, Cal., 103. Dinsmoor, Archons, 328, dis-

kagrees but Meritt, A. F. D., 154=158, hag convincingly de
monstrated tha fallacy ofyDinsmoor'a argument. It 1s, of
course, obvious that my paper thus far ls merely & summary
of Meritt's worke Cf. Ath. Cal., 84 f., 93 f., 115 (table);
A. F. D., 155-157, 176 and 178 (tables).
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II. The Problem of 422/1 B. C.

The crucial problem of the first Metonliec cycle in
* Athens lies in the correct placement of these five lnter-
celatione, but 1t is with one year only, 422/1 Bs. C., that
I propose to deal here, Meritt, restoring 422/1 as inter-
ealary, gives the following scheme for the period from 42544

to 421/0 B. Gus >
Year Intercalation Pe I. 1
425 /4 0 Skir. 5
424 /3 0 Skir. 19
423/2 0 Skir. 29
422/1 I Hek. 10
421/0 0 Skir. 22

It seems to me, however, that the evlidence at our disposal
would be better satisfied if 422/1 were restored as ordine
| aFy..Such a thesls demands a re—examinatlion of Meritt's
'réasons for making 422/1 intercalary and a consideration of
the historical events pertinent to our enqguiry.
Meritt rests his case upon the follewing foundatlionas:
1. The three years previous to 422/1 were ordinary, as

Meritt has proved beyond reasonsble doubt. A further ordin=

&r'y year in succession, it is implied, is highly 1ncrcdible.14

 ]13; A. F. D., 176, 178, Dinsmoor, Archons, 331, agrees.
14, Ath, Cal., 104.
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2« Thucydides gives two synchronisms between the Athen«

lan and Spartan calendars:-

| | B 1
Athenian Elaphebolion 14 = Spartan Gerastios 12, 424/3 B, C. 2

16

Elaphebolion 25 = Artemisios 27, 422/1 B, C.

These figures prove an irregularity, and therefore intercal—
ation, gt elther Athens or Sparts in one of the two years
423/2 and 422/1. Meritt places the 1lutercalation at Athens

1 1
and thus, reverting to Hermann Zgainst Boeckh, 8 makes Gers

astlos precede Artemiasios at Sparta.

3+ Antiphon's slxth speech (nep\ to¥ yopevtol) gives an

. apparent synchronism between the conciliar and civil cal=

, 20
endars in some unknown year. Meritt, by an interpretation

to be discussed at length below,>' draws the equation P. I.
36 = Met. 21, therefore P, I. 1 = Hek. 16. Meritt's recon=

struction of the calendar, with 422/1 as intercalary, makeg

15, Thuec. 4., 118. 12; 119. 1.
16« Thuc. 5. 19. 1.
17. Ueber Griechische Monatskunde (Gottingen, 1844), 124.

18, "Zur Gesehichte der Mendcycien der Hellenen," Besonder-

er Abdruck aus den Jahrblichern fiir classische Philologle,

N. P. Bd. I, Heft 1, 86~92 (Lelpzig, 1855).
B 190 étho Q_E'__];t’ 111 fQ; _A;s FI Do, 146"‘149.
20. Antiphon 6. 44-45; cf. 11, 13; Meritt, Ath. Cal., 121 f.;

As Fo D., 153 f.
- 21+ See below pp. 43-50,
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Ps I. 1 = Hek. 16 in 419/8 B. C.,22 an exact correspondence
with the figures taken from Antiphon; this dates the speech
in 419/8 B. C.n8nd corroborates Meritt's calendar scheme.
4, According to Méritt, Kleon set out for Thrace after
the Pythian festivél of 422/1,23 a celebration which fell
“in the Delphic month Boukatios,24 generaily equated with

the Athenian MetageitnionﬂES The schollast to Aristophanes'

Pax tells us that Kleon perished at Amphipolis eight months

before the productlion of the Aristophanlc play at the Great

Dionysia of Tlaphebolion, 422/1 B, G¢26 Thus, by inclusive

reckoning, Kleon's death may be placed in Metageltnlon or

Boédromicn, aecording'as 422/1 was ordinary or intercalary.

If E¥eon left Athens after the Pythian games, however, that

is, late in Metageitnion, then hls death cannot have occurr-

ed before Boedromion because of the time necessary for his

operations in Thrace,27 Therefore the battle of Amphipolils,

22. See the tables in A. F. D., 176.
23, Thuc. 5. 1; 5. 2. 1; Meritt, Ath. Cal., 114.

24. Pauly-Wissowa, Real Encyclopadie, "Delphoi," IV. 2532;

A, Kirchhoff, Monatsb. der Berlin Ak. d. W., 1864, 229 ff,

25. Meritt, loc. cit.
'26. The gscholiast (edited Dindorf) to Pax 48 quoteg Eratos-

thenes: "EpatooBfvns yhp énl 6piune vdv 6&varov BpaolSov xal

- KrEBovos oxvlb unol mpovevovévar gnot.
'27. For Kleon's setivity in the north cf. West and Meritt,
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in which Kleon meﬁ;hia death,28 was'fought in Boedremioh,

& conclusion which, according to the above reasoning, once

more implies intercalation in the year 422/1 B. C.

If we are to make 422/1 ordinary, then our first task
ig to assure ourselves that the consequences are not &t var-
lance with the historical evidence cited by Meritt., The 1m§
kp@rtant points in Meritt's argument are the synchronlsm |
drawvn from Antiphdn, and the evidence advanced from Thucy~-
dides' report of the end of the truce and the subsequent
‘departure of Kleon from Athens. The first two linke in Merw
itt's chain are in fact quite negliglble if we can break
the last two. For a sequence of four ordinary years 1s by
no means 1ncredibleag when we besr in mind that eveﬁ three

guceesslve ordinary years formed an irregularity in Meéton's

plan,3 We know of one irregularlty in the form of three

"Cleon's Amphipolitan Cempaign and the Assessment List of
421," A, J. A. XXIX (1925), 59«69.
28« Thuc. 5. 10. 9.
29, See pa. 38 above.
30, Meritt, Ath. Gal., 101 f.; A. F. D., 150 f., 177; Dine=
moor, Archons, 320 f. Both Meritt and Dinsmoor point out

that intercalation was not decided scientifically but was

entirely at the whim of the state.
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consecutive years, 425/4, 424/3, and 423/2, without inter-

: ealétion; we cannot, therefore, without convineing proof,
lgnore the possibility of further abnormality.31 Again, I
cannot be convinced that the evidence from the Spartan cal-

~endar 1s at all conclusive ae to the nature of 422/1 in

~Athens., Veritt 1g compelled to change the order of the Spar-
tan monthe, If, however, the intercalation occurred at Spaf~
te and 423/2 and 422/1 were ordinary at Athens, then Artem~
~131@s preceded Gerastloe at Sparta and the Thuéydidean
equations can still be reasonably explalned; for we have no
independent testimony to decide the problem of the Spartan

monthe. Congidered alone, the Thucydideah equations are at

least open to elther interpretation.

To pfoceed constructively, I shall now assume that
422/1 B, C. was ordinary and I shall test that assumption
by 811 the evidence bearing on the problem. I giveybelow a

table of correspondences resulting from the restoration of

422/1 as an ordinary year:

Year Intercalation Ps I.,1

425 /4 0 Skir. 5
424/3 0 Skir. 19
423 /2 0 Skir. 29
422/1 0 Heks 10
421/0 I Hek. 22

31, Cf. the years 413/2 to 410/09 (Meritt, A. F. D., 176).
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32
IITI. The Evidence from Antiphon

From this speéch we gather that a member of the first

prytany, Erechthels, has been indicted for murder, safter

serving all but two days of hls term, npvraveboas Thy nplTny

33 14 1g clesr then

npvravelov dracav mA\hy Svolv Nubparv,
that the indictment Wa s made on the day before the last of
the prytany, namely, P. I. 35, 36, or 37, according as we
assign thirty-six, thirty-seven or thirty-eight days to the
pfytany. But the speech also gives civil dating for the ine
dictment of the accused, the whole passage running as fol-
lowss: o Enci1dh Ot odrool & Baouhebs elofihdey égbv avrtols
&xd tHs nplrns fubpas dpZaufvors vob 'ExavouBai@vos pnvds
vpi&uove’ fupas ovvexds vobrwv 7 Tivie EBoDhovro Smoyplo-
eofair dreyphpovro obdeptd: xal addis to¥ Mertaveirvidvos
pnvds dnd tHs nphrne Nubpas &pZaubvois £Zdv adrols &rovple-
eaedt’ﬁ Tive EBodhovro, o98° ad nw Evrabea dreypl¥avvo,
AL mapetoor xal vobrov vof unvds eluoowy ApBpas* Jove al
oburacar Apfoar Eyvovto abrols mABov A mevthuovra Enl Tobe

4 ~
vov 10U BaoilEws, £v ats £Xdv abrols anoypdyacOair odx dre-

-~ ypb&yavvo,

32. See p. 39 f. above.
3%. Antiphon 6. 45.
34, Ibid. 44,

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



4,

Meritt, arguing’? that the phrase wAov B nevrhuovra
is a rhetorical exaggeration, draws from the paasage the
equation P. I. 36 = Met. 21. But let us pause a moment and

consider, Thirty days of Hekatombalon and twenty of Meta-

geltnion had passed, a sum total of fifty. Yet the Greek
text gives this total as "more than fifty" (al obuwraoar
Mool evdvovro...mMBov | mevthxovra). Can this be accep-
ted, that 1a, can we equate "fifty" with "more than fifty?"
To my mind, the whole tone of the passage 18 one of the ut-
most accuracy and thls prevents us from .falling back on
~"rhetorical exaggeration" as a means of fitting an imposs-
ible text into any calendar scheme. For an impossible text
I believe 1t isg, despite past efforts to accept and inter-

pret the Greek as it stands.36

35. Ath. Cal., 121.
36, There are six manuscripte of Antiphon: N, A, B, L, M,
Z. It has been shown by Blass that only N and A are of any
indevnendent value since the other four are derived ultim=-

;ately from A. N. and A probasbly go back to a common arches
type. In the cruclal sections of the"passage under digecuss~

ion there 1s no textual variation, that ig, etnoowv ﬁpﬁ-

pas (fpépars N, corr. A) and mhEov § mevthuovra are the

readings of the mss. See Blass, Antiphontis Qratliones et

' Fragmenta (Leipzig, Teubner, 1871), 1ii.xvill; Gernet, An-
tiphon (Parise, Budé, 1923), 16-25; Thalheim, Antiphontis
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Meritt, however, was not the first to attempt to Juse
tify the équation in the text, for Wilamowitz37 had already
grappled with the same problem. He first changed mAEov to
®xAelv but hie interpretation of the phrase mAelv f le curw

~lous, for he affirms that nAetlv A revrthuovra means " just

Qratlones et Fragmenta (Lelpzlg, Teubner, 1914), vevil.

Certasin critice have favoured emending =AEov to mAelv
(Franke,is cited in the 1914 Teubner edition). Liddell and
Scott, £. v. nAelwv, cite xAelp, nominative and accusative
gingular neuter for mAh8ov, as especlally Attic but only
with numerals. Instances of this usage are printed (Ar.
Aeh. 852, Equit. 444, Av. 6; Demosthenes 570. 16 etc.) but

at the same time examples of wmAfov With numerals are gilven

(Xen. Cyr. 2. 1. 6; Isalos 82. 14; Demosthenes T44. 23. In

the latter case Dindorf has unnecessarily emended to 7mAETY,

though nhEov is found in 8, a good ms.). Smyth, Greek Gram-

mar for Colleges, 1074, seems to make no difference bed®een

the forms. We should then retain the =Afov of the mss.

%7, "Die sechete Rede des Antiphon," Sitzungsbe. d. Ak. der

Wiss, zu Berlin, 1900, 398-416. See especially 408 f. It 1s

interesting to note that Wilamowitz, on stylistle and lin-
guistiec grounds, dates the speech at the end of the Archi~

damisn war, perhaps a little later (p. 409).
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exactly fifty" (xAeiv f... bedeutet nicht "mehr als" son-
dern "voll, accurat, effectiv"). Thus he manufactures for

- himgelf an exact chronological synchronism. For this usage
Wilamowitz brings forward as parallels certain expressions
which I here quote:

(a) Ar. Ach. 858 mhelv A vpiduovs’ Npdpas tof pnvds

én&afov. This Wilamowitz renders as "volle 30 Tage 1m Mon~
Cat.M
(b) Ar. Nub. 1065 ety f tBhavra noM. This expresss
ion 18 interpreted as "many complete talents," on the ground
that the Greék makes no sense otherwlse.

(¢) Ar. Ran. 103 nhelv i palvopos. "I am quite mad"
would be the trznslation here, if I understand Wilaﬁowitz
ecorrectly. Otherwise, he asserts, the clause 1s nonsense.

(4} In the frequent nhelv A ubpror "absolutely uncount-
8d" or "g whole million" 1s superior to "more than ten
thousand," states Wilamowitz. In Demosthenes 19, 230 Wila-
mowlitz admits " that the latter meaning 1s correct, but
adds that in this passage nAelv ls read by one manuscript
only, the others giving m\fov.>® Wilamowitz then draws the

“eoneclusion that when the true comparative was meant whetov

38. Wilamowitz, op. eit. 409, n. 2 "In recht vielen Fillen
18t eine gichere Tntscheldung unmdglieh,"

39. As a matter of fact rAelv appears ta be the reading of
“the good ms. 3, while A givesnhéov and V, Y and P mhefovs.
‘SQQ Fuhr's Teubner text of 1914 and hie introduction.
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was used, a8 1in Ar. Ekkles. 1132.40 My own feeling is that
Wilsmowitz bases his case essentlally upon his refusal to
grant to Arilstophanes, and presumably ta'any other ancient
writer, a sensge of humour, For in every case cited the Greek
' nét only can but‘must be recognized as pure exaggeration, a

~common forum of exaggeration not conf®ned to Athenién comie
- poets and orators, or to the ancient world at all.41 The

English phenomenon, the msn who works twenty-five hours a
day, offers anciexact parallel to Aristophanes' mielv f TpL§~

®ov0’ dupas voU unvds &udorov.  Similarly, when Aristophan-
eg wrote mAelv 7 paiﬁouas he meant just’what the Greek
:says,and it was with deliberate intent that he avolded the
simple mild expression. If he had wished to write "I am

quite mad" he would have done go; the Greek language offer-
ed no barrier. It happens, however, that Aristophanes was

& comle poet, writing to amuse hls audlence, We have no

right whatever to remove that humour and exaggeration, part

of the comedian'e stock-in-trade, merely because certaln
expressions, when interpreted serlously and literally, are

nonsense; of course they are nonsensewsathey are meant to be.

40;/w1lamow1tz admits that he can produce no lingulstilc or
grammatical explanation of hies interpretation of mAeilv 7,

He eites J. Wackernagel, Vermischte Beitrage zur griechischen

gprachkunde, 18, a work to which I have net had access.

 41. The fact that most of Wilasmowitz! parsllels are drawn

from Aristophanes lg suggestive, to say the least.
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u}ué?v #, therefore, means "more than" and muet not be dis-
torted to explain away the chronological paradox pregented
by the text of Antiphon. In any case, as I have glresady de=-
monstrated,42 the text reads mA€ov, If emendation is nec-
esgary, and I think it is, a change in the spelling of mAfov
is no improvement. The essential difflculty remains. If we
are to use the evidence of Antiphon in our calendar scheme,
our first task must be to mend the text.
Obviously the trouble lles either in mAfov # mevth-

‘novta or in etuoowv Bubpas, or in both, for these phrases
must read iIn such a way that, when we tzke into account the

thirty days of Hekatombalon, they balance each other., I can

sdvance no plausible correction of mAfov | nevthuovradd

42, See note 36, page 45 above.

43; West felt that the phrase sA\Eov f nevrtfixovrq Was cor-
rupt. In talking over the problem with me he suggested that
: ihe text once read My’ and was incorrectly resolved into the
written numerals (f mevtfixovra); xA8ov was then added as an
attempted correction. He would then have adopted the emend-
ation T have proposed (elmoor® 0" dutpas) and would thus

have had an exact corregspondence (thirty days of Hekatombalon

plus ei{uooww n° Mpdpas = nv’). I hesitate to adopt this fur-
%her change; it seems to me that 1t would be difficult to

find a convincing parallel for the humerals ' (=fifty-

“eight) written in reverse order.
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‘but I do suggest that Antiphon really wrote eixoowv n°
'ﬁpépas and that the numeral 7’ dropped out by haplegraphy
before the following nuépas, This: slight correction, palae-
ographically simple, transforms the Greek from utter imposse-
ibility into & ressonable and undersgtandable text.

Now we have nhEov | mevtfirovta balsnced by thirty

days of Hekatombalon added to eiwooiv n'ﬁuépas of Meta~

~geltnion , that 1s, fifty-eight days. Qur equatlon from Antl«

 »phen, then, will be P, I. 37 (36 or 35) = Met. 29. It followe
that P. I. 1 = Hek. 23 (24 or 25). According to my table,44
in 421/0 P. I. 1 = Hek. 22, an almost exact correspondence
with the equation from Antiphon. The dlfference of & day or
80 need not be considered a stumbling bloek but rather the
opposite, since we know that there were at this time certain
minor calendar 1rregularities at Athens. Hence gynchronisms
thained from actual evidence are more to be trusted than

: ﬁh@se we reach from our tables for these years.45 In other

‘,Worda, I believe that we have here identical dates. A slight

ad Justment can now be made in my table to make P. I. 1 for

421/0 B. C. equal Hekatombaion 23 (or 24), a change which
‘either incresses the conciliar year 422/1 to 367 (or 368)

days!, or signifies that one or two months which should have

44, gee p. 42 gbove.
45, See Meritt, A. F. D., 148-151, 177 and tsbles, 176, 178.

_ ¢f. also pp. T3, 79 below, notes 92, 105.
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been full had recently been left hollow (see p./73 below).
If we assume that in 423/0 B. G. Pu I. 1 fell on Heketom-
belon 23, then the following conclusions can be deduced
ffem Antiphon's sixth s&peech:

1. The speech dates early in 421/0 B. C.

2. The true reading in chapter 44 is einoovv 0’ fuépas,

3. The Thargelia mentioned (ch. 11) were celebrated in
422/1 B. C. |

4, The first prytany of 421/0 B+ C. contalned thirty~

elght days.
5. The general tone of the speech suggests a chorus of

some adequacy. Thig would fit very neatly into the year of

the peace of Niklag, which had been signed some two months

before the festival of the Thargella of 422/1 B. C.

IV. Kleon's Last Campaign

The question of intercalation in 422/1 is linked with

the depafture of Kleon from Athens to take charge of milite

ary operations in Thrace. This 1s usually dated in Metageit-
nion, after the Pythisn games of 422 B. Cs, & date which, in
- my opinion, is based on a misinterpretation of the opening

words of the fifth book of Thucydldes. Meritt,47 accepting

- 46. See note 37, p. 45 above.
,4%, See 40 gbove.
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this understanding of Thucydlides and counting the Aristo-~
phanic schollast's atatemeht48 inclusively, must place Kle-
on'g death in Boedromion, 422/1 B. C., for qulte obviously
the Athenian genergl'could not have perlished 1ln Metageit-
nion, the very month in which he left the clty. But to
plaée Kleon's death as late as Boedromion Meritt 1s forced

’te make 422/1 Intercalary. The crux of the problem, there-

fore, clearly lies in the actual words of Thucydldes, upon
,the‘meaning of which alllelse dependa. 1 now propose to

~reconsider the evidence of Thucydides which has led critics

to accept the Pythian games as the termlnus post quem for

Kleon'sg depsrture from Athens.

Thucydides states’ that Kleon left Athens peTd Thy
éxexeiplav. This Exeyerplav takes us back to the opening
sentence of the book,so which reads 28 follows: voU &' &xim
yiyvoptvov 88povs, al ptv &viaboiol oxovsal sLeNErvvTo
ubxpr Mvefwy ual v f éxemeipla "A8nvator Amaiovs &v-

#ornoav, This passage has often proved difficult to editors

| | 51
~and translators. The Loeb editor renders: "The next gum=
mer the year's truce continued till, and ended with, the

Pythian games." In a footnote, however, there is offered a

48, 8choliast to Pax 48. See note 26, p. 48 above.

490 5- 2¢ ‘10
51; C.‘Forster Smith, vol. 3, p. 3.
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varlant, of which the editor does not approve: "The next
gummer the one year's truce wase ended and the war was re-
newed untll the Pythian games." Jowett agreeg with the
first interpretation and Meritt52 follows him in extending
the truce to the time of the Dythia. Thus the &Exexeupla
becomes the holy truce of the Pythlan games. This the Loeb
editor calle the natural interpretation of the Greek, a

statement open to serious doubt.
If, however, the phrases &v *f} Excyxcipla and pevd
thy Exeyeirplav refer back to the &viabovot omovdal, then
: Kléen is represented as having left Athens after the office

ial termination of the truce, sometime after Elaphebolion

«14,53 423/2 B, C. This terminus post guem for the departure
of Kleon 1s earlier by about five months than that already

mentioned, the Pythian festival of 422 B. C.

To me it seems 1mpossible that the word eusxetota,
in its vresent context, could be used of the holy truce.
There 1s certainly ho such 1ndicgtion in the text of'Thucya

dides, and 1t would be perfectly reasonable to exvect one,

. ' 4
in accordance with his regulak cuatom.s If Kleon really

52. Ath. Cal., 114.
53. Thuc. 4. 118. 12.

54. Whenever Thucydides writes of a holy truce, in existence
fér,the duration of one of the great festivals, he always

‘designhtes it as such. He never uses onovdal or éusxstpic
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left the city after the Ezthia, then one would expect that
fact to be stated definitely, as it 1s elsewhere, when the

higtorian uses such chronological indications.

ébsolutely to mean & holy truce. Cf. 5. 49. 1-3 where an
acecount 1ls given of the dlspute between Sparta and Elis

which arosge as the direct result of an alleged violation of
~the Olymplc truce of 420 B. C. Here, it is true, onovdas
~and onovdals are found without qualification but not before
the author has 'ntroduced the toplc by &v tals "Olvuriaxals
orovdais; and the holy truce 1g the very point at 1ésue?
hence the unqualified use of the word. Cf. also 8. 9. 1 Tas
*Io8uLbbdas onovdds; 8, 10, 1 ta "IoBuia £yévero ual ol
*A6mvatol (&nxnyyEAGnoav Yap ail onovdal) 20edbpovy &s adrd.

- B alone of the mes, glves at onovdol in this passage'and is
supported by P. Oxy. 1247 (The Oxyrhynchus Papyri Xliondon,

 Egyptian Txploration Fund, 1914], p. 127). Ifal onovsal
1s accepted, thé context 1is quite sufficient to qualify the

“noun. Thucydides uses both words, eéneyeipla and owovsafl,
interchangably of military and holy truces; cf. 5. 49. 1-3

‘(holy) and 4. 123. 1 (military).
55. Thucydides appears‘to have employed the great Panhellenic
festivals as chronoiogical pegss The followlng, all hls ref-
érences to the games, will illustrate his usage: 5. 47. 10

| Tbs&xoyra fuépas npd "Olvunlwv, 5, 49. 1 "OAbunia 8’

Evyévevro...ev tals "Ohvpriaxals orovdails, 5, 50. 5 pevd -
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This, I hope, clarifieg Thucydides' usage and the
meaning of énsxatpta. We can now study the passage from
another point of view, namely, can the Greek words SiaAdw
'and pgxpt bear thé gtrain put upon them by the interpre-

tation which we are here challenging?
The word pfypt means "until" and can quite properly
be used of time, In passing let us observe that the trane-
 latlon disputed makes ufypi mean "until after," and for
this I can find no suthority. Or perhape the commentators

‘take for granted a {epounvfa which 1s not mentioned by

& "OAbuxia  (all the foregoing refer to the Olympic festi-
val of 420 B. C.); 3. 8. 1 fjv 6% *Ohvpnide, 3. 8. 2 perd
hy doprhy  (festival of 428); B. 9. 1 mpiv & "IoOuia...
ths "IoBpiédas onovdde, 8. 10. 1 & “IoBuia &yiyvero, 8.
10. 2 petd thy foptAv (Isthmian celebration of 412). Thucy-
dides does not mention the Nemean games and the passagemu&é
der discussion contains his only alluslon to the Pythla. If
he had meént "after the Pythia" here, he would surely have
written uéré o 10810 or peth thy éoptfiv,  for this was
"his regular custom in dealing with the festivals; he anti«
¢ipates the celebration, then records ite actual occurr=-
ence, and finally writes down what took place after the

fegtival. Cfe 5. 75. 2 and 5. 76. 1 for his similar treate

ment of the Karnelia.
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Thuecydides; but this 1s far too difficult.
The verb StoAbw means "to put an end to," "to part
asunder," “to break off," and i1s equivalent to the Latin

dlssolvere, dirimere. All derived senses of the verb can

be traced back to this original meaning. 30 ai onovdal
8LeNEAVVTo must be rendered "the truce had come to an

end." The whole clause i pkv...[wetwy c&n mean only
"the yearts truce had been broken off and remained so un=

t1l the time of the Pythian gsmes" ---the natural and
logical interpretation. It follows that from the end of

" the truce (Elaphebolion, 423/2) to the beginning of the

~ Pythia (Metageitnion, 422/1) there existed a state of war,

terminated by another cessation of hostilities, a holy
truce, lasting for the duration of the festlval, The fes~
tival over, the state of war resuned.

The chief difficulty, apperently, the reason for e-
volving from the passage a meaning exsactly contrary to

that intended by Thucydides, lies in the fact that a plu-

perfect (8ieAEAvvTo) 1s immedistely followed by an aor=

18t (dvEormoav).
Now the perfect stem of a Greek verb denctes actlon

completed with permanent result. So the pluperfect, the
past or secondary tense Qf‘the perfect gystem, presents
action in the past, the effects of which continued. As an
instance, TvBAue., means "had bloomed and wae in flower,"

8 past action continuing with more or less permanent res
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57

sult,>® SvenEhvvro uEyxpt Mvoiwy, then, implies thst

the truce had come to an end and remained at an end until
the time of the Pythlsn games. |

Again, thekpluperfeet’&ay be employed when an action
occurred in the past so immedlately or suddenly that it
‘happened at almoet the same time as another anterioer ac-
ticn.sa The aorist, on the other hand, merely denotes the

-oecurrence of past actien.sg In view of these several con-

siderstions I suggest that the opening of the fifth book

of Thucydides should be construed as follows: "In the fol-
lowing summer the year's truce was broken off and remained
et an end until the Pythian festival; and (immediately pre-
ceding the end of the truce) during the truce the Athenians
had expelled...." Thucydides opens by mentloning the end of
‘the truce, the really impoetant event eof the spring, then

retraces his steps momentarily te include in his acceunt

6. Smyth, ep. eit. (see note 36, p. 45 above), 1852 b, 1952.
57. Cf. Thue. 4. 23. 1 for a similar use of the form: ag-

tuopbvay 8 obTEv Sventhupto (Cobet, for SiehbovTto of the

mes.) eHObs al omovdal al wepl Ibrov.
58. Smyth, ep. eit. 1953; e¢f. Thue. 4. 47. 1 os 8t Enrelo-

Omoav xal pnxavnoopévey Td mhoTov Exmifovrtes ENfigbnoav,
ENErvYTE Te al omovdal xal....

'59. Smyth, op. elt. 1923.
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‘the Athenlan activity on Delos, which had slightly pre-
eeded the sundering of the truce.
I aver that the interpretation of this passage,
’ quita apart from chronoleogical and historiecal problems,
but on purely lingulstle grounds, must be as I have out-

'1ined it. We muet now fit eur chronology te Thuecydides
‘and not suceumb . te the allurement of fercing Thucydides
to agree with our chroenolegy.

_ I think it prebable that in using the phrase uéxpt
Hu@ivahueydiden had in mind the clause in the truce
~whereby the Delphlic sanctuary was once more thrown epen
to the Atheniana.so The implicatlon is that so far during
the war the Athenlians had not enjoyed this privilege.sl
After the termination of the truce, however, both sides

leaned tewards'peaee;se it is for this reason unlikely

60. Thue. 4. 118. 1 nepl ptv vob tepol wal volf pavtelov Tob
*And\wvos To¥ MubBilov Souel Apiv xpfobar Tdv BovAbuevov a-
d6hws ol &beds xatd Tobs matplovs vduovs.
61. Arigtophanes' silence may be signifieant, in view of
Vesp. 158 f., hls only reference to Delphi:

| 6 vbp Oeds

uavrevoutvy pobyxpnoev &v Aehgotls woté.

It has already been remarked that 5. 1. 1 1s Thueydides'
sole mentien of the Pythia (see note 55, p. 54 abeve).}

62. Thuc. 5. 15-17.
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that any Spartan influence at Delphi barred the Athenlans
from the festival of 422/1 B. C. Thucydides, therefore,

fysintedly refers to the Pzthla, te accentuate Athenian

partieipation.®>

The termlnus post quem feor Kleon's departure from

the city 13 now established as Elaphebelion 14, 423/2,

instead of the Pythia ef 422/1. Kleen, therefere, may have
been general in 423/2, an assumptien for which we have ne
eother evidence. This lack of correboration, however, is
incensequential, since in any case we knew definitely the
names of enly two generals for this year, Nikias and Niko-

ltratss.64 If XKleon was general in 423/2 then we may de-

63, Clagsden marks the text of Thue. 5. 1. 1 corrupt and

suggests that the dreek should read, e. g.,...al kv &vi-

aboror onovdal SienElvvto dMhal 87 ExeveyévmuTo péypl

Ouetlwv.... He believes apparently that the truce was pre=
lenged by agreement until the Pythis, and refers the fxe-
xetola to this further armistiece. I find it diffieult te
eredit that such an extenslen would be dismlssed se casual-
1y, to say nothing ef my reluctance te obelize the passage,

"exeept a8 a last resort. And, granting Classen his thesis,
what of the (cpounvia (see p. 52 abeve)? Cfe J. Classen,
ihﬁkyéi&es, 3rd. ed., revised by J. Steup (Berlin, 1912),
note ad 1loe.

640 Thue . 4. 129. 2.
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éueo that his command in Thrace was extended into the
follewing year. On the other hand, it is just as possible
that Kleen, after his election to the strategia for 422/1,
persuaded the Athenians (KhEwy 6t *A6nvatovs neloas...
Thue. 5. 2. 1) to allew him te depart for the Thraceward

reglion before the offieial beglinning of his term of effice.
Elaph. 14, 423/2, 1s to be equated with P. vII. 32,55 4

date which probably fell after the eleetiens fer the foll-
| ewing year.66 Kleen, therefore, at the time when the armi-
stice ended, was in all likelihood general eleet.

The aetlvity of Kleon and hie party in Athens at this
time is to be closely connected with events in Thrace, where
Skione had reveolted to Brasidas during the tru@e.67 After
the fallure of Kleon's imperialistie poliey, whiech finally
ecame to grief at Delien,68 the vietor of Pyles was in 1ill

repute at Athens.sg The revolt of Skiene and the fallure

65. Meritt, A. F. D., 176,
66. Aristotle, ‘A8, IIoh. 44. 4,
k,67. Thue. 4. 120. 1; 122. 3.
68. Winter, 424/3 B, C. (Thue. 4. 89 ff.).

69. For a convincing analysis of Kleon's position in Athens
during this period see West and WMeritt, "Cleen's Amphipol-
_itan Campalgn and the Assessment List of 421," A. J. A.
Xiix (1925), 59-69; see particularly 59-62. Kleon's fall

from faveur and the odium which his peliey was suffering
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of Athens to recever the tewn immedlately gave Kleon his

great chanee te recuperate his slipping fértunes., It was

Kleon who urged the Athenlans te destrey 3kiene,7o "pog~

ing heneeforward as an ardent adveeate of lmperlal de-

- fense against Brasidau."7l

Waving the banner of Perlkles, Kleen gradually re-
gained his lest prestige and was elected strateges in the
gpring eof 422, In the meantime the glege of Sklene had
dragged on, the Athenian operstiens in Thrace againgt
Brasidas having proved 1neffectual.72 The stage was set
perfectly for Kleon. He was general elect, the Athenlans

' were worried about Skiane73 and their Thraceward emplre;

in 423 make 1t unlikely that he was strategos fer that
year. Therefore the second interpretation advecated 1in the
bedy of this paper 1s probably the true one.

70. Thue. 4. 122. 6 KhEwvos yvbun meio6évtes, Note-the
use of nclbw and ef. 5. 2. 1,

71l. West and Meritt, op. clt. (see note 69, p. 59 above),
61.

72. Operations against the rebelllous Sklone began 1in the
summer of 423, preobably st the beginning of the Athenlan
year 423/2 (Thuec. 4. 129). The town was not finally taken
until the summer of 421 B. C. (Thue. 5. 32. 1).

73. At the Lenaia of Gamelien, 423/2, Aristephanes' Wespae
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here was the grand chance for the vietor of Pylos to play
in Thrace the part he had so successfully performed at
T4

Pylos, the seene of his greatest triumph. " The parallel-

iem of the twe sftuations is striking. All that remained
was for Kleen te persuade the Athenians to send him

Thracewards without walting for the new btrategle year---

and Pyles was his precedent. He eould point te his high-
ly satisfactery termination eof the Pyles campalgn, when
he had actually fulfilled hls mad pr@miae;7? frem the
point of view of the Athenlans, Kleon's bravade had turn-
yod out advantageeusly ence, why net agaln? K EBwv 6%
*Abnvatovs nefoas s & &nl Gpduns wwpla txérhevoe. ..

(Thu@o 50 20 l)o
If this is the trutn, then the whole incident has

 the Kleon touech, familiar te us frem the Pylee eplsode,

where Thueydides treats events in some detall; and the

wae produced. That the lengthy slege of Skiene was a by-
word in Athens this spring 1s suggested by lines 209 f.:
vh A 1§ pot xpeltrov M
tnpely Suibvnr avtl tobrov Tof navpds,
T4, For Kleon and Pylos see Thus. 4. 27-39.
75. Thue. 4, 39. 3 ol vo¥ K Bwvos wualnep paviddns ovoa 4

vndoyeors G,

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



62.

» 76
verb neloas assumes a new signiflcance,

It does not follow that Kleon left Athens immediate-

‘ly after his election. He was forced to win over the Athen-
1ans, to awalt the end of the truce and to obtain the nec-
‘essary troopeg, money and supplies. Thucydides does not sug-
gest haste---he merely writes é;ﬁnhavoe pwetd Ty enexeiplav
(there is no eb8bs), We know from the logistal inscription
that a payment of one hundred talents77 was made by the
treasurers of Athena Polias this year on P. VIII. 25, a

eoncllliar date which may be equated with Mounichion 15, one

month after the armistice had come to an end. This sum is
o 78
sultable for an expedition such as that of Kleon and the

geason 1s opportune for the opening of military operations;
should we assign this payment to Kleon for his campaign in

79 -
Thrace? In any case we may assume that Kleon left Athens

76. Cf. note 70, p. 60 above.
7. I. G. 12. 324, 43 f.; Meritt, A. F, D., 139.
78, The payment of about eighteen talents (I.4. 12. 324,
44-46; Meritt, loo. cit. ) made on P. X. 3 (8kir. 6), al-
v fhough possible, is not equally sultable., It is rather
small and 1t dates nearly three months after the end of
the truce.

- 79. But see Wade-Gery and Meritt, "Pylos and the Assess-
ment of Tribute," A, J. P., 1lviil (1936), 378 f. In writ-
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some time befere his legal term of office hegan, possibly

late in Meunlehien, 423/2 B. C.

It will be recalled that the Aristophanic scholiast

plgeesaO Kleon's death in Metageitnion or Hekatombalon,
*ﬁeéarding &8 we count inclusively or exclusively (reckon-
ing 422/1 as ordinary). We know from Thucydides that the
battle of Amphipolis was fought when summer was. on the.

wane.BI Kleon's death, therefore, must be assigned to

y
Metageitnien. This fits well enough with Thueydides' seas-

- onal dating, for summer can draw to a close over a perled
of two or thfee weeks or more. When Thueydides writes Td

 98pos Evehehra he means that the campaigning seasen was

‘1né of the payment of one hundred talents made in 426/5

| Wade<Gery and Meritt remark "...the payment iteelf was
mérely part of the routine borrowing by the state from
 £ha treasure of Athena Peolias. We know that similar loana
of one hundred talents were made in the spring of 424, of
423, and of 422, There would doubtless Yave been the same
loan of one hunéreé talents in 425 with eor without Eurye

medon's expedition...."

80, See note 26, p. 40 asbove. Meritt, of course, consid-

ering 422/1 intercalary, places Kleon's death in Boedrom-

gggl(see pp. 40, 51 above).
81. Thuc. 5. 12.
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almost over; he has no intentlion of indicating a fixed civ-
11 date, though the latter would Send to fall sbout the
same time each year. Thus, if military operations con=-
eluded in any year somewhat earlier than usual, his chrone
elogical dismissal is still wol vo 8épos €rtehedra.... the

summer was drawing to a close.

Kleon then left Athens, let us say, late in Mounich-

ion and died in the following Metageitnion, after an abe
sence from Athens of about three monthe. Of Kleon'sg full

activity in Thrace we cannot be sure for Thueydides preb-

ably neglects to tell the complete story.83 It does not

82. It should be noted that in the clause Td 8€pos erenebdra
the verb is in the imperfect tense and must be translated
"the summer was drawing to a clese," to denote a gradual
process over a period of time. The Leoeb rendering ("and so
the summer ended”") 1is incorreet. Jowett's "and so the

_ gummer came to an end" 1g at least amblguous, sineé it
makes no distinction between asorist and imperfect. Thueydid-
es never used the aorist £teheDrtnoev with o 6€pos, I hepe
eventually to @ake a speeiml study of these chronological
tage of Thucydldes,

8%, See Meritt and West, op. e¢it. (see note 69, p. 59 a~-

‘bove), for & reconstruction based on the assessment of

421 B. C.
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scem to me that three months is an overlong period to as-

sign to the ceampaign in Thraee'.a4

Ve The Two First Seeretarlies

Indisputable eplgraphic evidence ecan be cited to
prove that in the archonship of Aristion, 421/0 B. C.,
there were two first secretaries to the boule at Athens.
 Difficulty ariges when an attempt 1s made to fit their
terms of office into the conciliar calendar.
I.G. 12, 311 1s a record of receipts for the first

fruits from Eleusis; 1ts first preserved entry85 1s dated

B4, There is always the pessibility that the Delphie Bou~
katlos 414 not correspond to the Athenian Metageitnien

this year. Further, ene must not overlook the admitted
fact that the scholiast te Aristophanes is not an infalle
ible source. These uncertalnties, however, should not af=
fect the analysis of Thueydides which I have develeped

‘here; and it is upon Thucydides, our best source, that we

ghould build.
85, I reproduce the first half of the inseriptien as it 1is

'printed in the Corpus (editio minor)., It 1s written stoich-

edon, with thirty-twe letters to the line:
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- in the eivil year in which Aristien was archon and the
_conciliar year in which Prepis was first secretary (1line
8 £.). I._G. 12. 370 unquestionably belengs to the fifth
prytany, in the archenshlp of Aristlon but during the
boule for which Menekles was first secretary (1line 5 f.).86
Now the ebvious conclusion to be drawn frem the two in-
seriptionas 18 that Prepls resally held office in the first
prytany of the conciliar year 422/1, which overlapped the
eivil year of Aristien, 421/0; and that Menekles entérea

office with the boule of 421/0, which functioned during

1. &l tEs BoAEs, h&v ...7... (npdros) &ypaupdreve,,
ctn” "Auatlo dpyovros, émiot&tal 'EAevoiv-,
¢b0ev, hotor ®irborparos Kvbabevaiebs,
cEypaupdreve, napedbyoavro naph ALepo-,

5. (roLdvy EAEVOTVL ....... 19¢. ..t iaeeey

cnal y xovvapydvrov, dpvbprov and 8 olvo,

ct€,8 arapxEs tolv Beotv ...7...|enl +¥s,

cBoN;8s, h&: Npénis = p8vos Eypauubreve, &-,

» »
en” *Apjrotlorvjos dpyxsvros, Enciorbrar "Elev-,

10, cowv,80ev, uTA,

86+ See also I. G« 12. 220 where Menekles is to be res-

tored in the preseript, line 2 (ef. West xol Meritt, ‘0

,@opokoYths Katdrovyos vob 421-0, ' £X.e 'Eg.'1924, 48;
Meritt, Ath. Cal., 113.
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the major part of Aristlon's arehonship. A glance at my

ecalendar (p. 42 above) will show that, with 422/1 restore
ed as ordinary, the first day of the coneillar year 421/0
18 equated with Hekatombalon 22; this was later adjusted

to Hekatombaion 23 (p. 49 above). In other words, the last

twenty-twe days of the coneiliar 422/1 fell during the
eivil year 421/0; that 1s, the demands ef the splgrapﬁie
evidence are satisfied.

' Meritt, however, restoring 422/1 as intercalary,

equates P. I. 1, 421/0, with Skirophorion 22, 422/1 B. 0.87

It follows that, according to Meritt's scheme, Prepls and
Menekles must both have been first seecretaries for the
same boule, 421/0. The epigraphie evidence, then, must be
‘explained away. It is Meritt's view88 that Prepis either
died or was forced to resign, for some reason er other,
early in thg first prytany. The eoncillar year now became
that of Menekleg, the successor to Prepils,

A further objeetion advanced by Meritt 1s that, if..
Prepis was first seeretary for 422/1, then we have no ree
eceiptd for the first frults from Eleusis for 421/0, since
in the insoription the year 420/19 fellows immediately

upoen the year for whieh Prepls was eponymous seecretary.

87. As Fe Do, 176, 178.
88. Ath. Cal., 112«114.
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' Finally, Meritt believes that, even if Prepls did
hold office for the coneiliar 422/1, we should expect to
find him dated (in line 8 f.) aleng with the archon for
that year and not with Aristien, archon in the fellewing

- Yyear; this despite the overlapping of the conciliar 422/1
and the civil 421/0.

It may be sald in reply to Meritt's first point that
the first secretaries of the Athenian boule at thls perilod
ﬁere eponymous. It seems to me, therefore, that even if
Prepis' term of office lasted fer enly a few days, 1f he
dled or resigned, the eonelllar year would nevertheless
héve econtinued te bear hls name, even after Menekles re-
placed him. Twe eponymous secretaries for the same year
would have added unnecessary confusion to an already com=-
plicated system of dating. |

In the second place, it should be remembered that
I. Go» 12. %211, in the section whieh concerns us, is ex-
tremely fragmentary (see the bext, note 85, p. 66 abeve).
The entry or entries (feor, so far as one can judge from
‘the Corpueg, there is ne eertalnty that the account began
in 422/1) above that feor the archonship of Aristion are
mlssing, except for a word or iwo, though a restoratlon 1s
attemﬁted in the Corpus. The previeous entry, however, may
well have been dated in the year eof Prepis, but 1in the ar«
ehonship of Alkalos, 422/1 B. C. If the payments recorded
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in this inmcription were made regularly, in Hekatembalon
ef each year, then they may be tabled as follows (I assume
that the restoration in the Corpus is in general correet):

Archon “Civil Payment Date ' Concil. First Secretary

Alkalos 422/1 After Hek. 989 422/1 Prepis (line 1)
‘Aristion 421/0 Hek. 1-22 422/1 Prepis (8)
 Astyphilos 420/19 After Hek. 3  420/19 Charines (15)

Archias 419/8 After Hek. 15 419/8 ....9.... (22)
If this graphlc representation 1s right, then it is c¢lear

that the annual payments were made qulte regularly esach
year; there was no omission of a due lnstalment, deaplte
the fact that twe entrles happened to fall in the one cone
ciliar year 422/1 and none in the coneiliar 421/0. If we
are to accept the opening llines of the document, &8 supe
plemented in the Corpus, we must also restore the name
Opénvs in line 1.90 It is perhaps unsafe to deduce from

the chart that the payments, if made on a definite day

89. The date of payment, of course, ls governed by the day
- _en which the opening of the new cencillar year fell. See
my calendar, p. 42 above, for 422/1 and 421/0; and Meritt,
A. Fuo D., 176 for 420/19 and 419/8.
"90. It 1s obvious that, even if the‘cﬁrgus,reatoration is
- nearly correct, there 1s some irregﬁiéri§y~in the flrst

line. The Corpug editer (Hiller ven Gééﬁtringen) assumes
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each year, fell between Hek. 15 and Hek. 22, some ten days

that the waré.anfoﬂkas omitted by errer; this leaves seve
en_lettef spaces Tfor the name of the firat secretary. But
Npéxis 1s one letter too short while the Tirst seerstary
for the preceding year, Demetrios (I. G. 12. 324, line 37;
Meritt, A. Fs D., 139), is obviously out ef the guestion.
Some adjuatment must therefore be made. Perhaps we c¢an resg-—
tore £-xl in lines 1 and 2 in place ofé¢x’ (1line 2); thus
we place an exXira letier in the first line ﬁnere Hpﬁuls
new fits the requiremente ol the stone. Yet 1n every eotner

inetance in this inscriptien énl ig elided before & follow=
ing vowel (lines 9, 15, 22). Ee#ertneless, it 18 fair to
'éite the fact that the elision of xaph befere ﬁteponotb’v
in line 11 (where the restoration is éertain) is contrary
;t@ the usage of the document (see lines 4, 18, 25), From
this it would appear that the usage 18 not abselutely reg-
ular, and the hiatus énl "AAxato 1in lines 1 and 2 is net
‘1mpeasible.yén thé.ether;hand it may be that there was
‘some introductory rormule te tne %ﬁgﬁript}en,(cf. I. Ge 12,
313); in that case there would be ne ebgeétiah'at all te
the presumptia@wthét & bayment was made early in the yesar
‘of Prepis, 422/1. It would be equaliyvpassible for that
payment, 1f 1t fell before Hek. 10 422/1 te have been

nade during the prevleus eeneiliar year, 423/&, wnien overs
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before the Panathenala ana tne pveginning of the new rlnan-

clal year.

"Finally, the very reason for the double aating of At~
- tle inseriptions at this epech is to be founa in the fact

that the civil and coenciliar years were not coterminous.

But Meritt, whé in his Atnenian Calendar convineingly and -

conclusively established the prineiple first advanced by
~Ke11,9l appears to me to break it when he affirms that, 1if
'Prépia was secretary tor 422/1, the archon for that year,
Alkaios (not Aristian of 421/0), should nave been cited in
the prescript. If thls were the case, there would have been
no reason for tne doubie dating, whlch exlsted for Just
auch céntingeneies as this. Archen and first secretary did
"not neld office concurrently, and Prepls' coneillar year
8t111 had twenty«two dayé to run wnen Aristion sssumed of-
v fice for the civil year 421/0. The two datea ﬁers entirely
- separate and so we observe that by eoﬁéiiiar (or finaﬁ@lal)
dating, the second payment of I. G. 12. 311 occurred in ihe
year ot Prepls, whkle by civil dating (added for precision)
the year was that of the archon Aristien. The clear cut
distinetion between the two forms oI dating 1s all import-

ant. Each is correet according to its own system, even

lapped the civil 422/1 (see table, p. 42 above).

9l. See bibliograpny in Meritt, Ath. Cal., 129.
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thougn Prepils' term of offlce explred in a frew days.

Hot to regard the epigrapnic eviaence as auinentie
is to disaalin the gifts of providence. A calendar seneme
which makes 1t necessary te lgnere or explain away what
amounts to a contemporary witness cannot be righi; and
the inseriptions form our most rellsble guide. Only an or-

dinary 422/1 suits tne evidence 61 tne inseripiions.

VI. Aristophanes and tne Calendar

If the year 422/1 is restored as @Ldlnary the com=
plaints of the geods, as representved by Aristaphénes, can
be viewed in a new lignt. I quote the Clouds, 615 ft.:
615. d\ha t° e 8pdv onoiv, Upds &' ovx drewv ths Nulpas
008ty S06Bs, W' dvw e xal KxbTw KvBoL Sondy.
dotre dxelhelv gnoLv abTfi tobs Beobs éndovove
fwin’ &v yevoddol delnvov, xal anfwoiv oixade
| *fis foptiis ph Tvxdvves xatd Mdyov TdEv ﬁ#ep&ﬁ.
620, %36’ , 8vav 6beiv 88n, ovpeBrodre xal Suxdlere,
| noMGxie 8’ MNpdv aydvrwv TEv fe®v draotiav,
foin’ &v nevoducy A vdv MEuvov’ A Saorfbova,
onkvded’ vpeils ual vehdt’, &wd’ dv Aaxwv ‘YnEpBoros
| tHree LepopvnpoveTd ual Enei8’ So° Nudv @y Sedv
625, oy otEgavov &@npieﬂ,,p&kkcv vap 88tws eloerar
| wars Zeafivny os dyewv xph tob Blov tde Aufpas.
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| From 425/4 to 422/1 inclusive tnere pnud Deen no inw
tercalation at Athens, & lapse which of itself would have
been sufflclent to throw the calendar out of norm by a
month. I belicve that Aristophanes, in the Clouds, wase
eriticizing this error Just as much as the discrepancy ef
a few days, whlch we know existed at thls time, in relat-
‘ion to the true lunar menth.92

We know that the Clouds, although first preduced at

92. Thueydldes' dates for the signing of the armistice and
the peace are sufficient evidence (see p. 39 abeve; Meritt,
A. F. D., 148-150). There may also be some slgnificance in
the fact that Demosthenes mlscalculated his asslgnatien
with Hippokrates in the winter of 424/3 by a few days (Thue.
4, 89. 1 ...vyevopbvne Siapaprios Ty fuepdv £s ds £8eL
apgortépovs orphreberv...). Agaln, there was a dispute,
which may be traced to calendar irregularitles, over the re-
‘volt of Sklone in the spring of 423 B. C.; the Athenlans
elaimed that at the time of the revelt the truce had already
Been signed, whereas Brasldas' defense was that S8klone came
6ver to him before the signing of the armistice (Thue. 4.
222, 3-6 "Aptothvvpos...EZxiovalove 6t aloBduevos €x Aorvio-
poB &y Auepdv 8t Borepov doeornuotev...Bpacldas 8t dvr-
 theve moAMG, ds mpdvepov...elxe St f dAnBela nepl Hs dro-

- ovboews pd\hov 7 ot "A6nvator edunalovv: &bo Yhp Mutpats

' » (] ~
$orepov dntornoav ot Ixiovaior),
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the Great Dionysia in Elaphebolion, 424/3, was later re-
vised and in its present form contains references dating

93

at least as late as 421.”” We are not, however, in a pos-

ition to decide how much of the play, as 1t stands now,
belongs to the original version.94 Merittgs would assign
the quoted passage to the firat production and refer the
cemplaints to calendar irregularities in 423 B. C., cerro-
borated by Thucydides' dates for the armistice of 423 and

'the peace of 421. "I see no escape from the conclusion
that in elther Athens or Sparta, or in béth, the actual
eivil year showed variations from the astronomical lunar

- year. The divergence is most pronouneed in the spring of
423.796 with meritt's first sentence I fully agree, but I

cannet convince myself that the dlvergence 1s any more pro-

93, In Clouds 553 there 1s a reference to the Marikas of

Eupolis. The scholiast (ad loc.) tells us that Eupolils’

eomedy was produced in the same year as the Pax of Aristo-

‘phanes, namely, 421 B. C.
94, See Roger's Clouds (second edition, 1915), ilntroduet-

ion, 10-18. The sixth Greek argument to the play (Oxford
text numbering) 1s also helpful.

95' W-, 149 fo
96. Op. cit. 149.
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nounced 1in the spring of 423 than in the spring of 421.97
Ae a matter of fact, there is far more peint to the pas-
sage from Aristophanes if we assume it to have been writ-

ten for the revised and later editlon of the Cleuda.98 I

97. "This portion of the Clouds belongs to the original
vergion of the play... and so falls exactly at that tilme
when we have evidence from Thucydides that there were ir-
regularities of some sort in the calendar..." (op. cit.
149 f.). But the same argument applies equally well to the
revised version, in or after 421 B. C.
98. Meritt's note (loc. eit.) is puredy negative. I main-
téin that we cannet definitely determine the dates of in-
dividual passages unless we have credible information (from
‘the Greek argument, for inetance; see note 94, p. T4 a=

- bove), sr sure datable references, as, for example, the
mention in line 584 f. of an eclipse. Meriti states that
the naming of Hyperboles (623) is no evidence for a late

date. The scholiast to 624 observes that ihere was no re-

ecord of Hyperboles as hieromnemanjin 424/%, Meritt deduces
frem thls that Hyperboles was chosen bﬁi 414 not serve; as
eorrobofatian of his belief he cltes lines 624-5. But I
think that these two lines are much mere‘amusing and char-
éaterietie if, with Rogers, we 1nterpret them literally.

>Ee mnust undersataend that in some waylﬁyperhelas' garland
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bhen understand the complaints of the gods as falling un-
der two heads:

(1) The festivals come at the wrong time of year.

(2) Mortals have falled to realize xotd ZeAfiumy ds dyeiv
xph voB Blov v&s Nukpas.

Now a discrepancy of a month would throw the calendar out

was publicly dispodged, in such a manner as to make him
cut a ridiculous figure. The incident would have been
chuckled over wherever Athenians gathered to gossip and
hence was wekl sulted to Aristophanes' type of humour.,
‘Meritt attachesg 1little importance to the additional com=
ment of the scholiast, ov88nw Yhp SiEnpene KhBwvos Eti

tBvros* ueta tov Bdvatov NELHON. This nete suggests 421

rather than 423 as the yeer in which Hyperboles was suf-

ficlently well known to obtain the post of hieromnemon.
There lg a further point worth mentioning. If the passage
dates in 423 then Hyperbolos must have been chosen hieromw
nemon to the meeting of the Amphletyonlie couneil in the
aatumn of 424..But we have already lesarned (p. 57 f. above)

that in all probability the Athenlans had no access to

Delphl at this time; would they have elected a represent-
ative to the Amphictyonie council under these conditlona?
Such a proteeding is much more understandable two years

.later, in the autumn of 422, when peace was in the alr.
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of harmony not with the moon but with the seasons. A seas-
enal inaccuracy of one month ls a large irregularity, some-
thing more than the peﬁty dlsagreement between lunar and
eivil years which certainly existed. With Meritt's cone

clusion on the latter score (complaint 2 above) there 1is
'ese the actual civlil calendar of Athens from

‘no arguing: "
423 to 421 cannet be equated with the true astrenomical
lunar calendar.“99 I do0 insist, however, thsat such a minor
divergence would not have given rise to the complaints in
the Clouda, lines 618+623, An inaccuracy of twe or three
days would not have found the geés feasting when pén sacri=

' ficed, the gods expectant while the Athenians rémped in
the courts; on the other hand, such a conditien of affalrs

- ¥ould have been cauaéd by the error of a menth, and the
kungry gods of Aristephanes, who were'eenstantly missing

their sacrifices, would have had good reason to be wrathe

ful.
The allusions te the calendar in Aristophanes' comw

edy, therefore, must &ake their place with the rest of the

evidence against intercalation at Athens in the civil year

422/1 B. C.

99, A. F., D., 150.
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VII. The Julian Dates for Armistice and Peace

o

The armistice of 424/3 was signed Elaphebolion 14,

100 Elaphebolion
101
14 unquestionably represents the Julian March 23.

8ua Apr voB Emiyiyvoubvov B&povs ebdds,

The peace of Nikias was ratified Elaphebolion 25,

422/1, tehevtivros To¥ yewudvos dua fipu Ex Avovvolwy ed-
6Vs T&y dorixdv.102 Meritt equates the signing of the peace
with April 11,103 whereas my revised calendar gives March
12'104
- 8ince Thucydides'! seasonal dating is fairly stereo-

typed 1t seems to me unlikely that the two Greek express-
lons that I have quoted refer to exactly the same time of
~year. That 1s, "at the very beginning of summer" must in-
dicate a time slightly later in the year than "at the very
end of winter," and one phrase is not used as a synonym for
the other. The distinction is a slight one, but one which,

- in my opinion, does exist. We know that March 23, a date

~ which cannot be disputed, fell 8ua fipv 7o Emiyiyvoutvov

100. Thuc. 4. 117. 1.

101. Meritt, A. F. D., 176, 178; see also note 21, p. 9 above.
102. Thue. 5. 20. 1.

-103. Meritt, A, F. D., 176, 178.

4164.\Seé tebles, p. 82 below.
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6povs ed8bs., I now propose, therefore, that Mareh 12 is
more sulted te tehevrdvros ol yeiulvos dua ipt than 1s
April 11.

And the date March 12 for the peace of Niklas demands
that 422/1 be considered ordinary. Thucydides ence more,

therefore, opposes interealation in 422/1 B. C.

VIII. Chronological Tables

I glve below a calendar showing the chronology of the
pertod from 424/3 te 421/0, presented according to the
views urged in this paper, and based upon the bellef that

422/1 B, C. was an ordinary year at Athens.loS

CIVIL YEAR L
Year Archon Days Daté éff§§E; 1 Intercalation
424/3 1sarchos 354 Jg}y 17 0
423/2 Ameinlas 35% Jui& 6  0
422/1 Alkalos 354 June 26 0
421/0 Aristion 384 June 14 I

T e m——t—

105. These tables sre based on Meritt, A. F. D., 176, 178.
Since we cannot tell the exact nature of the irregularity

which existed at this time, I have restored the months as

1f no such variation occurred (see Meritt, op. cit. 177).
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CONCILIAR YEAR

Date of P. I. 1 Days First secretary
| 106

Skir. 19 - July 5 365 Epilykos 4o4/3

Skir. 29 % July 5 365 Demetrios 423/2
1

Hek. 10 - July 5 367 o7 Prepis 422/1
107

Heks 23 -~ July 6 366 Menekles 421/0

108

ORDER OF MONTHS WITH PERTINENT EVENTS

423 Jan., 10 + Gam.
Feb. 9 - Anth.
Mareh 10 + Elaph. 1l4th. (Mareh 23, Ps. VIII. 6, Spar=
tan Gerastios 12): armistice with

Sparta.

Great Dionysia: Aristophanes' Nue

106. I. @. 1°. 324, 26; Meritt, op. cit. 138.

107. See p. 49 f. above.

108. This chart, reading across, gives the year B. C., the
Julisn equivalent for the first of the Attle month, a plus
sign denoting a full month (thirty days) or a minus aign'
indicating a hollow month {twenty«nine days), the Attie
:nenth, and the events discussed in thls papér, listed, as

far as possible, in chronoclogical order.
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A23% April 9
May

June T

July °
Aug.
Sept.
Oct.
Nove.
Dec.

Dee, 30

422 Jane 29
Feb. 27

¥arch 29 .

April 27

Lo o A AN R L A )

Moun.
Thar.

Skir.

8l.

bes, first version.

Armistice.

Anth.
Elaph.

Moun.

Thar.

7 Armistice.

Lenaia: Aristophanes' Vespae.

Armistice.

Armistice.

Kleon elected general.

14th. (P. VIII. %8): armistice
expires. ‘

‘State of war.

15th. (P. VIII. 25): payment of
one hundred talents;made to Kleon?
At the end of the month Kleon
leaves Athens.

State of war.

State of ware.
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422 May 27

June 26
July 25
Aug. 24
Sept. 22
Oet. 22
Nov. 20
Dec., 20
421 09 Jan. 18
Feb. 17
Mareh 1T 4
April 16
‘MayV 15

82.

+ Skir. State of war.

- Hek. State of war.

+ Met. Delphic month Boukatios.
Kleon diegs before Amphipolis.
Pythian festival: holy truece.
After the Pythla war 1s resumed.

- Boed.

+ Pyan. )

- Maim. State of war.

+ Pos.

- Uam.

+ Anth. State of war.

- Flaph. Great Dionysia: Aristophanes’
Pax.
25tn. (Maren 12, P VI« 37,
Spartan Artemisios 27): peace
of Nikiaakalgnea.

+ Moun.

-izggg} Ehargélia. Chorus dancer dies
(Antiphon 6).

+ Skir.

109. We must allow for Julian intercalation 1in this year.
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421 June 14 «

July 14 ~ Met.
Aug. 12 & Boed.
Sept. 11 « Pyan.

Oecte 10 « Maim.

t

Nov. 9 Pos.

"Pes.

+

|

Dec. 8

83,

Full month agrees with Antiphen
(6. 44),

29th (P. I. 37): choreges indict-
ed (Antiphon 6. 44, 45; see ppe.
43, 49 gbove).

Antiphon's sixth speech.
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