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| PART 121

PLUTARCH'S LIb: OF LYSANDIR

Goction 1

In marked contrast with the unprotentious and
unoxeiting lifo of Niclas, Lysandor was fair game for the
historiane,.Photoriqiaﬁs,_political pamphletcerad, memoiriste
and biographora of the Fourth and Y§ird Conturies B.C., and
lator, Por his 1life wa® provocative and challenging, with
& oufficient undorcover of aystery; o wvholc crop of Qﬁsrios
and rumnours oprang up abouﬁ hiﬁ. Thoe indeopondent otreak in

~his charactor wasg unugual onodgh forla Oparton, whilo his
corcor impllod intriguc, poouilbly trcason. Alsgo, the
cirdumﬂtancoc of hie day - tho ruln of the Athonian Eupilre
and its roplaccnent by a Spartan hogemony, with all the
poodibilitice thorein implicd of favourable and unfavourablo
compariden - were bound to meke him more notoworthy or
notoriousg than if ho had héld commnand contomporanoously'wiﬁh
Branldas or tho older Pausgniaa. - If Lycandoer had moraly
been the Spartan genoral who happonod to be in actual, although
not nominal; command of the'PolOponnogian forece which brought

R

to a succosaful conclusion the long Peloponnecian Var, thatb



by'itaelf wero sufficiloent ﬁptoriety for him to qualify for
a HcIlonietic Diogrephy or for adaquate troatmentlby éhﬂ
hicﬁorian0 of tho School of Igoeratos. Dut when, in
addition, thore cecmed to b a current rumour that hig
' Sparten orthodoxy was in question and that he had plotted
to replaco tho hercditary double kingship at Gparta by an
0loetivo dyarchy: one muet assume that . he could not canily
have becn ignored eilthor by contomporary_writers, if they
werc aware of thesc rumours, or by the later historiang
and biographers. AB D.H.Qtuartlcomﬁents, " Acroan the
stage wao moving ....... + & brilliant serice of figures
calculaéoé to arrcot men's gazo. Protagoran and Gorgi&e,
Periclce and Cimon, Anaiagoraa and Socratcs, Alcibiedes,
Cloon, Gritiae, Thorameonce, Phidlas, HBuripideos and Gophocled -
all wore shining lighte. Igaored they could not bo. Zulogy
or oondemnation.ware thoe alternativos in vhich that candid
directneae of the arook genlug....... could veat 1itsolf ",
What was true of viee or oxcellence in Athonian political
lifq,/ﬁas also true of the exoceptional characters who from
tine to timo appeared in rival cities. The vory character
of Lyoander would demand eulogy or oohdemnation from his
blographorg, and whétever vags written about him ( aé the

scparate subjoct of a Dlographicel work, or ag onc. of the

of. Aristotle, Pol., V, 1, 5; DRDlodorus, {1V, 13; Nepoas, Lysandor,
111 Plutarch, Lysandor, RV, 2 - BV,

* Epochs of Greek and Roman Biography, p. 42.



leading gpartan officord who figurod in auy serious.historical
writing-) would without doubt bo coloﬁroé by tﬁs prejudidqs
and antipaﬁhies:of those who wore writing about nim.
Apparently the triumphs of Lysander did move various
‘poots dur ing his lifotime to glorify his doacds iﬁ encomiagtic
poomé. uch 1o the evidence of Duris of Semos, uriting about
hie own island somo hundrod and firfty yoars after tho ovento.
A pro-Gpertan tredltlon might gladly perpetuate tho logend
of Lyocandor's prowese and obility. It is perhaps signiflcant
‘that the Hellenica of Thoopompug covered just that short period
of Greok history ( 411 - 394 B.C. )Lwhich wag monopol 1oQd by
tho perscnal ity and achievements of Lygsander; Thoopompus,
1ooking for a central filgure around which to build up his
ﬂistorioal narrative, tho ideal of a strong man who had tho
capability to unite the scatterod cliy-states of Greocce and
weld them ingto somo syatom of uhity, might well have found
posglbilitics in Lysandor_- at any P&to, his meagro fragments3
seém to suggest a sympathy towards the Spartan admiral.
XonOphdn also, whose Hellenica 1s obviously blassed in favour
of Oparte, and vhose hero 13 his friend, Agocilaus, gives ﬁs &
very fair and not dishonourgble picture of Lysander, not

attributing to him great ambition, but representing him ag

'Plutarch, Lysander, XIV1ll, 5; Athenaecus, iV, 696 i; F.Gr.H., 1L 4,
p‘u 154, 71; Il @’ po 128’ “{’lo . .

* Diodorus, X1V, 84, 7.

3of, G. & He, frr. 21 a & D.




S T T e
’ I
the mere instrument of gencrel Opartan pollay.

on thc'othé@;ggnd{ we m;éhﬁ @xpeact an Qﬁhgnggn Hourag,
guch és ¥phorua, Or & CONtemporary Sourqe uged by Hphorus,
such &0 Gretlopue, or latoxr writors folloﬁing'ﬁhé Ephoran
tradivion, wo blackon the character of I,ysandar o depraclate
hig achievementst . '

Again, 1f Lysander did in feot attempt to,un&ermino the
traditional conetitution of Sparta, even writers_with Lpartvan
sympathied, or wrlters using Bpartan sources ( particularly
any source widloh drew upon the momoirg or pamphlets of the
Spartan king, Peausanlag the Youngo; ), would be unlikely to
paint & Tair pilcture of their famous admiral, whatever hlg
achiovemento for Oparta in the Peloponnesian Var.

It muat, then, be mosﬁ difficult for us today to arrivo
at a faly estimate of the charaoter of Lyéander, as 1t wan
'equ&lly difficult for Rlutarch to assessc with falrncus and

S accuraQy tho brue charecicr of hie hero, although there were
in hig day many wmore avallablc sources upon which he could
Graw, if he so deoilrad,

Perhaps the most noticeablo feature in Plutaroh'@vLifQ\¥

of Lyoender 1s Plutarch's attempt, desplte all the prejudiec

ageinet the Lpartan eXpresscd in the Life, to glve bobth sidco

'Of Coursc, scnopinon, writing the carly part of tho Jollaouicn ©.380,
oy have knowni nothing about Lyosender's ploan to overthrow tho
traditional dyasrohy; if ho had known about it, ho would hardly haw
exaluded 1t from hic history, ¥or he 1s not avorse 1o anecdote &
cortainly hae some strieturee to wake upon the stupid & cruel
bohaviour of @parten harmosts (Hell. V,4,22; aAgenilaus, XLV.).

2 : .
But, ag will he goon, thore 1s 11%tle evidonce from Diocdorus of any
@PQ@iin'biap fn phorug ageinst Lycander. -
Chle [hweho, YL, 0,0 ( G 366 ).
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of ol piéﬁUro. Qho Liﬁe:is_clequy;& aua from biasoc@,
| an&"at¥thb"saﬁé"tima édnfiibting, bdutoce, lt contains in soto
tho joundiced aceount of Wepos, although thbro soQno 40 bo |
1acking Hepog!' innuendo and imputation of motivo, and it
-must be noted ag significent that Plutarch is iny'antipathcﬁic»'
towar@s'hiﬂ her'wh@h ho . is following thoe samg source which |
supplicd Wepoo with all his ' hootile ' information. Cut thisg
part of tho Lifo of Lyssudcr ia really vory omall; 16 hag
affinitles with iphorus, ao will_be demonstrated lator, although
Diodorus. 1ike Xonophon, roprosonts Lysandor &8 tho inBtrumont
of genoral Bpartan policy, whilec Plutarch and Nopog agreo in
stating quito definitely that Lysandor was chiefly actuatod by

a porsonal ambltion for power, and himself ;nitiate&-tho
cotablishing of ' docadarchiog ' in the citios of Asia [linor
and the 1olando of the Aegoan.

At the goie Lo, whatover virtuce Lysandor may have

possasgoed, " aro incorpor ted in the Plutarcaan accouvnt, for

the greater part‘of Plutarch's Lifo of Lysandor followa falrly
closely in 160 hisﬁdrical-narrativo tho traditlon of Konophon?
which is most fair in its treatmont of Lysander and rocords

s .
nothing dishonourablo about hinm,

wriao =

'Lysandor, X111, 5 - 9: X1X & KX: 3V, 2 - K&Vl: &, 3 - 5. -
* Dicdorus, KiV, 13, 1 : Sulwree mark 7v md Gfdper yrupv.

3 plutarch, Lysandor, X111, 5; Nepos, Lysandor, L;-

“ Hellealca, 1, 5 - 11, 5. |

Jncopt porhams Lysander'se troatment of Callicratidas; cf.
henopnon, ¥} lonica, 1, 6, 4 - l6, & Plut., LJO&DQGL, V,7 - V11,1.
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»&hus tho projvdico ox ono sot of authorities.do°ﬂ
not Plind Pluturch to anothcr traﬂition, with which he wag
apvaronmly foaniliar, whooo D6% purposo s to glorily the
Bparten ond extol hio porﬂonal cnaractc? and reputation.
Thorofore, 1n onc way-or another, Plutarch hae proservod a
groad doél of the éonflicting'oetimatos of Lysendern wnich
wore current in tho contury which followod hie domloc. Yot
1t 18 also noticeable that in tho Gouporiton, in which we
naturelly expect Plutarch to cixpress hls own v1ious indopendonﬁly
of hio sourccs, he is almost entirely sympethotic toverds
Lysandor and, a&s wlll bo shown lator, thove ascribes to nim
meny more virtuos than are ellowed in tho Lifc itself.
| J. 3. Poﬁell: writing on the souwxces of Plutarch's
Life of Alexender, saye, " What kind of sources would a
profcosgioneal biographor like Plutarch bo oxpociod to prefeor ‘
for such & work a8 this ? GClcoarly, for theo historical soctions,
‘he vould want a fﬁll history of Alexander - ths fullor tho
bottor, as ho would thon, in cpitomising, bo abloc to scloat
just thoso detalls which sulted his biographical purposc. |
esldos,ﬁhis standard voluninous history, he would wilcomo any -
quok vhlch gave him that wealth of personal anccdoto in vhich
& history might bo dericicn¢. In addition, his momory or ais
common-placo books nould no doubt :etain'a considoréblc numbor

of significant faets culled from earlior recading. \hat wo should

'g. m. 8., Vol. LIX, 1939, p. 229.
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nbf'éxﬁeot from Plutarch 1g éaroful‘and constant opmparicdn
of authoritics rogarding those historical evonis %o vhich ho
wag comparativoly indiffeorent ". | Such a statoment may well
be an qvoraimplification in the caso of the Life of Alexander:
but wo may Tind that, taken as a generalisation, it is true
for the Llfo of Lysander. A Hellenistic biographer, to
whom Nepos also may have been indebted, may have suppliod’to
Plutarch the personal anecdoto, rocorded with biags to oxemplify,
ona gide of tho charaotér of Lysapdor; whilO'thé historian
( eithor Xenophon at first hand, supplemented with additlonal
Information about Lysander from another historian, or a pro-
Spartan historien, himsclf making use of the Hellenlca of
Xcnophon and cxpanding his narrative ) may have given to Plutarch
the wealth of historical detail which we £ind in a Lifo which,
to all intents and purposes, covers morely the last ten years of
't;he Gpartan's careqr. There aro, in addlition, meny pa.ragraphaz-
evon chapters - which sgem to be the result of Plutarch's owa
garlior rosearch, or contain hie own comments, relevent and
irrelevant, or his digronsiona from the main study to illuetrate
further a point in question, or to give hié readers additilonal

topographical and historiloal detalls,

‘of. Parn & Griffith, Hollenlstlc CGivilisation, 3rd Ed., p. 289;
Tarn, Alex. the @reat, Vol. I1, Append. 16.

* ef. Lysandor, 1, X11, XV11, 7 - 11, X1X, 8 - 12, X1, 1 - 5,

m1119 7 - 9; IQHX’ 5 - 12. _
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In hig L1f0 of Lysandcr, Plutearch refore by nemo o
ton authoricion - E@hofusi ?hobpbmpuof'Thoophrastudi X@nOphahf
| Angandridosfiﬂristotlof Dufis of Qamog, Daimachuéf Ahdrocloi@q%,
“heopompus Goniouo - apart.frOm a roference to Anaxmgo?ah?ana o

_ - : Q2
to " one who was both a historien and & phllogopher ", and

tho froguont ude of such phrases ap e Yerol pucrv, .\_éf,em,;oxe? d:.,’a
vhich aro_charabteristic of mosgt of fiutarcp's Livoo and nmoay
indicate that tho biographor 18 unavere of tho neme of tho
authority whoee words he 1ls quoting through somo informediary.
Qf thgso cuthorities, two only ( iphorus ami Theopompus ) could
in ahy strict sense of the word bo tormed historiana who might
have supplled Plutarch ﬁith his material for tho ﬁérrative~an@
historical portions of the Lifc. ¥ot it is obvious that a _
conaidorable part of the Life must ultimately have boen takon
from the Hollenlee of Xenophon?'althou@h Plutarch doos not
refer by name to this work of Xonophon elthor in tho Eyaéﬁdor_

or in any othor Lire.

' Wil 3: R, 9: WW, 3t KKK, 3. *RV11, 3: 0%, 2.

? X111, 2: X1¥, 5. | *XV, T: The ' dymposlum ' of Xenophon.
* w11, 3. ‘13, s. ‘gv111, 5.

’ x, 6. ?v111, 4. %111, 8.

"x1, 3. W, 5.

®op. 1, 20 D, 1: VAL, 1 & 4: K11, 1 & 3: KAV, G: XV, 3: &VL, 2

ota.

* Hollenica 1, 5 - IIi, 5.
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Yhus, tho Lifo_of Lgeandorn nay bo dividod fato
t170 parta: |

1 } Tho niotoricel narretive - by far the groater
port of tho Life - which, with the biographorio owﬁ porgoonal
co@ménts and addit lons, is almost ontirely laudatory;. |

2 ) laterisl of a hostile naturc ( almo uced by Nopos ),

which seoms to have been entiroiy post-Aogoopotami, is partly .
in@ebt;d to Zphorus, amd is confined in tho mein to the recording
of four goparate allegetions against Lysander - that he uséd nio
position es & Hpartan edmiral to win power for himéolf, that hias
cruoclty was a byoword among tho cities of Greece, that the
Porslan satrap, Phornabazus, donounced him to tho Opartan
authoritice, and that ho concaived & plan'to overthrow tho
horcditary kingship of Sparta.

An_oxamination will firét ba made of thoso chepters
of the Lifc which socm to have béon baged by Plutarch upon a
‘historical @ourac, which was fevourably digposcd towards Oparta

and her admirai.
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2he introductory chepior to the Lifb of LyrendqR,
vhioch containg somo iconographile deoteil about the partan
admiral, is obvlouoly corlvaed from vawrioud aifferont gourcqd
and ocems to hear witnodn to Plutarch's oun intorest in

‘Dolphl and what he himeelf had peen thorg

Pho Bbiographer tella us thet tho Troaoury of the
Aeanthiano aﬁ Dclphil Doars thoe inceription: " Braniden and
the Acanthlaﬁa, with spoll from the Athoniang "'; and that
within the Troacury 1itsglf thore 1ls a marble statuc df
Lygandor, often 1noorreotly ;dontifigd ag thmt of Bracides.

Plutarch has mado reference ellowhoro to taio
Treagury of the Acanthlans ot Dolphi, in words which suggcat
that ho had scen it for himgolf. flore ho desoriboo tho
statud'aq Aldivos » Baying that many poopl@ BUDPOEC 1£ to

o thst of Brecidag, bodauso it is with tho Troamupy of tho

7 ' 3
Acanthlieng, wvherces In faot it is a otatuc of Lycoandar.

’cf, Ser., LV, 84-83: in 424 B.G. Bracidad won Acanthua, on
Chalcidleq, auay fron 1lts Athonien alllanca. -

196

2 Do Lyth. Crooe, 400 I of. Licondor, SV1LL, 1, whoso Plutacoh -

reforg to o gold and ivory LRirome, prorontod Lo Lycentor Ly
Cyrug, which wap otowed in tho Lfcaaury of tho Acenvhiong at
Bolphi; in the came chopteol e deueribeon a bronze glotuo of

Lycendor, oot up by Lo Lpertpn ob Eﬂlpni.

3 A dotalled oxamination will o made of tho statues and votivo
orforings of Lyoandor ot Bolphl and clsuwharg, in chopier
AVLIL, 1.
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Tho statuwo of Lyoondor is Goaenrlbod Ty Plutarch as Lolng
éag-ha;wea~a@@ with a " gomeroul growth of bBRard "y and el
domeriptien introducces a Glzrcosien, which continues for the

ronoindor of the chapter, on tho long hair of the Gpartans.- -

It seomo that hbrq, a8 in his Lifé of Lgourgué; Plutérqh
1o anxious to sa@cribo to Lycurguc the custom of groving the
vhalr 1oné; vhich was- provalont anong the Opartens. For this
roason he rejects two othor th@oriea:

1) " As somo authoritics statc ", tio @i@éﬂt_&ngx had grovm
thbif hoir long since their wvictory over the Ar@;vqs; in reply
to the Argive olipping of their hair in sorrow at the logs of
Thyrca in 546 B.C. This theory, no doubt, cam originally
from Horodotud, who tollo uo that the Gpartend, who had _
proviously worn the ir hair cut short, after thilo battle with
Argod, mede e law to wear their halr 1onc.' Later writora,
including Hphoruo, pacscd on further informatlon about the

’ @ i .

roouldts of this batilc. -

T T, T T

'Plutaroh referd again to this samz marble statuo of Lysendcr
( De Pyth. Qrac., 397 ¥ ), but horc heo tells us that it beceme
overgrovn with grass and ycaedg just bofore the battle of Louorta
( 371'B.C. ) = o foodt to which Ciooro beara witnegg: " wadcndue
tompCotate multis signis Laccdaemonlis ILouwotiricas pusnae
calenitas donuntlabatur. Nanque cb Lyoendri, qui Lacedecnonlorun
claripnimag fult, statuac, quac Dolphis stabat, in capite corone
QROWILLL, oxX acperis horbla ot agrceabtibue aslellecqdue avicle, QUi
Delphiio orant a Laccdacmonilo posillac post navolcm lloi victoriam

- Lycendri....... paulo antc Louctricon pugnon declicrunt, neque
ropertac ount " ( Do Div., 1, 34, 75 ).

# Lyourgua, ®X11, obo. fi, e,

Q’Apparenﬁly the foctival of Gyunopacdla was lnstitutcd at Oparte
~in honour of this battlo, av which the songs of Thalco wore ocung;
Jphorua ( apud Strabo, X, &4, 360 ) hed much to say about Thalds

Qi Kilctue, instruotor of Lyocurzug, f.t-’toh{'o'(n;: :",7\0 e vozsoaa-rutafs N
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2) wncn tha Bao@hlo e, an oliéarcaic family @epoecd _
f:éoﬁ rﬂo- in Oopmm Ly Gypae«luo- aiout 650 B.C., flo_d_‘to
gperta, thoy 10@h§@750 moan and undighmlﬁ from hawin@'@havc@
their hQaQS that the Qpartans @oeide@ thomeglves ﬁ@ wear lonﬁ
halr in futurc. Hcrodotuo tolls use that Qypoclug Rillcd
or banished from Go?inﬁhqall %hQ fanily of the quchiadae,,
buﬁ mékgs no rofqronoo to'thoir flight to Gparta, or o thglf

unsightly eppoarance thorc with chaven heado.

Plutarch rejocte theso two thoorice amdl ageribos to

_ Lyourgus_thelspartan custom of weéring tha hair long. He 1s .
followlng & well-cstablishod procodent, for ovorything noteworihy
end valuablc, both in the Spartan’ constitution and in Gpartan
cuotqms, ﬁas agceribod@ to Lycurgus by almoat all wirltera from
thoe timg of Hofo@oﬁuof 1t vae en inverlablo practice in tho
anciont world to alaim the outhority orf a greab name and the
canction’of o great laugiver for overy ocushom, hOWQVQr laﬂa_
it night provo to bo. Apparently qulanicuéswac whe only
diocontiont from tho Lyourgen tredit lon, as ho attriluted tho
Sperton constitution to the originel Horaclid foundowo, -

Huryothcned and Proclca.

e e

e

: - 2.
'V, 92: of. Peusenilan, 11, 4. . 1, G5.

3 For this ho woo robukod by Hphorxus, who most onthuslestically
uphcld the Lyocurgan tradit lon; of P.@r.H., 4L A, 0, £, 118:
Qt]?&bﬁ Vllln 5’ 5.

w
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ho cerlliest roforence to thio aaying of Lycursus
about long hair is found in ﬁhb Ronophontic Gonotltution of
Qpamtai Xonophon was indebted for ﬁuch-of tha ﬁaﬁ@riaiiof
his Constiltutlon to tho Athonian pollticlen Critlas, once a
pupil of @ooraton, who wrote a proge and versg Constltutien of
Sparté: Critiac may thus have included thls saying of Lycupguse
in his work. Bub e&flior than this we cannot go, for although
HQrodotuégascrist to Lycurgus the ontire syctem of laus observcd
by tho Spartenc { given to him by the oraclc at Dclphi ), and
the altar&tlbn of host of tholr customs, ho makces no spoqific
ment lon of the growth of long heir by the Spartang.

Plutarch himsclf repecats thls saylng of Lycurgus elsc-
whoio £ | |
It ccaoms most 1likoly that tho firseu chaptcr of tho
Life of Lyscandcr consigts of emell dotalla of informatlon
( much of it irrelgvant %o a lifo of Lysander ) Imown to
Plutareh and colloctod by him fxom vearious sourccd. He himeclt
may have ‘seen tho atatuo oflLyaandor-at Dolphl, whon he wos
pricest of dpollo theréi or &ywvoofvs ab th@ Pyﬁhian gam@mé

end, nobting tho becard and long halr, taked this opportunity

ﬁﬂl, 3 " Lycurgus permltitcd mon who wore past tholy firet primo
to wecar long haly, belloving that it would malko thow look tallor,
more dignificd and more verrifying ".

2 of. Xcn., Conot. Gparto, V¥, _0, with tho quotatioh_in Athenaoua, 3,
432 D, and Censt. Operta, 1L, 1, with Pleto, Protegoras, 325 D.

3 i

"1, 65. “Lyours., J01; Tup. Apoph. 189 HF; Apoph. Lao. 228F
| 2308

° Oympos., V11, 2, 2. *oympoo., V¥, 2, 3.
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in his Lifo of Lycaador of 'aigrcé‘amg_ - & 1ot infrequent habit
of hilg - upon Gparban cuctows attributed to Lyourgua. _

_ It . is .quito‘ unnocoscary tG suppoac thatb .‘thiﬂ uifommation
ﬁae '@i‘von to Plutarch ! x*_eaﬁy—made ' by eny of il douwrced uscd
by hin for tho reidt of hic bilography. |
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CEAPR 1

This chaptor 18 ' Qidologlcal '; it peints a ﬁoat favour-
ablo ploturo of the Gpartan edmirel and hig poople, pzmlising
nie povorty, courege and self-contirol, and attirlbuting hig
anbit ious apirit to hils oxcellont Gpertan training when he

was a youtin.

Tlutarch cello Lysander the son of AriStoeloituB: roputed
o be of the 1iheago of tho Heracloldec, but npt of' the royal
family. Zhat Lydonder clalmaed to havae beon o Horeclid pﬁe
very likoly and probably well knoym o thosg who wiroltc aboub
hin, In a lator ohépteﬁzPlutaroh guggesta that thowe wao o
numerous and flourishling stock of Horaclids still in Spaﬁta
in tho days oi Lyeander. Lyscander was of this gﬁqck and ho
rogentcd tho fact that the kingd of Cparta vere only choacn |
fr@m tho two houces of the Heracleidac called Luryponbildae
end Aglodag. .HQ thorgofora ( according to onc of the tuwo
theorics propounded by Plutareh ) plaenned to rqotore heo kinga@i@
" to all the Horaciids in common en an elective basig, in the

hope that ho might himgelf have tho opportunity of being chogen.

L R
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'In a numbor of efdronccy, Pouwsanias cealle his fether 'Aristocrzitung!

113, 8, & V1, 3, 1 X, 9, T. .
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? Lyoendoer, WK1V, 3.



Tho.altérnativo-theofy ( aturivutod by Plutarch o Ephoruef)

vas to moke the'kingshlp accesgible to all the Spartans,
irroanoctivd of birth. - This theory of Iphorus Presuppodcd

no Lnowlcage of Lyﬂandcr 8 claim to kinship with tho Heracli@s.
Certalinly Diodorus has no knowledgo of thiao clalm, on tho
contrary, he oxpressely etates that Lysander planncd to ovqorihrow
" the kingship-of the Horacloidae ". - Hphorus would hardly havoi
éxproaaod it in thie'way if ho had really becn awarc of the
~clalm of Lysandcer to be & Horaclid. Nor does Neﬁoasapparently
know enything of this olaim; ho followas the liphoran tradltion.

We must thercfore assung %hat 4%his information about

Lysandor's descent 4id not come %o Plutarch through hile Kphoiran
source { tho ' Hostilo Qourco ', which geqms to have becn a
biographicel work ), but through eomc othor courae waleh wag
intent on glving a favourablc ploturc of vhoe Opartan who,
although of noblc birth, -was yot roarcd in poveorty and lcarat
to boar poverty woll, in accordance with the Dboot tradltions

of Dperta.

It is notyoorthy that Plutarch knows nothing of the
otory that Lyaendor waé a ' moﬁha& ', of Sparten fathor and

: %
Helot mothor. This thpory 1s montioncd by Aclian, who gaya

' Lyoander, X, 3 2%1v, 13, 2

3Ncpos, Lysandcr, 1ll: " ,....cx omnlbus dux dcligatur ",
“v. u., 811, 34,
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that Gallicratiaaa, @ylippus anﬂ Lyaandor worae all ! mothakes ',u
and by Athcnaousi who attributes his atatement to the 2x¥ih Book
of the Historice of Puylarchus, saying that aftorwarﬁs Lyﬂangcr
van made & eitizen in rocognition of his-morlt. - Thia‘ |
information is, of cours&F very late, for Phylerchus continucd
tho Hlatory of Dur;ﬂ of Samosf and may have boon podtoribr %o
the ' Hoetile Source ' who porhape supplicd to Plutarch and
Nepos tho ir iphoran matcrial. A¢lian may well have géﬁ'hold
of'éome latc- authority who ves trying to Qopreciaté Opartan
charactor ang to.provo that any-roll Iznotn and r@putabiei
Spartan wvas not reelly a Lpartiate, but owed his strqak of

gonius to his Helot anccstry.

Tho suoccecding scntonce about Lysandor's poverty
( an antitheeis to his noble BHirth ) ie most likely to have
comg from the sgame sourco which supplicéd the Heoraclid 1nf@rg-
ation; anﬁ.he?o WC arc om & more coriain footing. IFor thore
1o considoreble ovidonco that much of this chaptor is similaw to,
if not'taken from, the Hellonloa of Theopompug, porhopa oven at
first hand, and according to Aﬁh@naeusf from the Tcnth Book of
the Hellenloa,

) ' 4
- Plutarch tells us herc that Lysander was " rearcd in

‘1, 271 F. ~ ?*r.er.d., 04, p. 161 ot soq.
P31, 543 .
“ Lyeandor I1, 2 and 6 - 8,



POVOLEF e e o o o supo;::iof to evdry\"pleasum. ceee a.ngit' uad n’evo-r
magtored or ebrmnto@ by ménoy ", He conf iras t‘.hic in <:ha.p‘¥:.cxD
X}Q{: or at lc;»amt tells ue thero that tho poverty of Lysan@or

wag - mado manifest at his death; ho attzﬁibm.es his mforma:tlon
to Theopompus, " who is more to Lo trustqd wvhen he praiaes t.ha.n
whon he blames ", although ho doge not attompt to rocoonclile hie
dtatement about tho poverty of Lysandor, and his rofusel to uge
wealth as a means for se}lf-aggrandiae.mont,wit)h the theories which
ho himbelf secms to accoptlthat Lysander hod becn guilty of va
coneidorablo bribory during his 1ifetima.

Aftor this moferonce to Lysandor's poverty in his youth,
Plutaroch oulogises his hero in words which are very similar to
those usod by Thoopompus in his estimate of tho charactor of
Ly’aa,nc';l,er*.'3 Tho whole of Plutarch's long desoriptlon of the
charactor of Lyoendor may in fact bo tekan from Thoopompug,
including Plutarch's laudatory sentencce about the Spartans
and Speartan training,  But it 18 likely that in port of theac
pa.ragmphﬂqwo havo Plutarch's own commonts on tho information

which ho had receivod from Thoopompug ebout Lysander'e character.

i | -
Lysandor, KK, 2 2Lyf3ander, KN, 3
%@, & H., 21 & { Athon.,543 B) Lyosador, I, 2-5; of .. KK, 2
¢()«om>roc -,v u-u 50(«"0\'&-\! Suvazgevos Hae I‘ 6a ev, Envror ...,
mu 2Ersres vt ,d-nke'g, Guftn.lv el seatt kc’ev'r\'w-t f-rc7: 5&»7: e
7 & § 0wl Srcecn k(:(-vfrrwv é'crauﬂ'w-ncco_; Se viln Suraran.
4 v /o ’

cf,. Lyceundowr, 11, 3J: 7=v7ys Se ol -"v)(_pav cerev 7:14(6-: ‘rws’ vious . .
. : :}l’ &L & f'b&:-ruu,s &'uvar7ro-3 ov[unfw doeor Foverres Z.szo“.
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For,-whilé Pluta?ch,éecku_to Juotify and emplaln the ambition

of Lyeandbr.by refdronée ﬁq'his-eariy training in Gparta, tho
sentence, 0 a tralt which sowo hold to bo-no small part of
politicél abilitj ", secms rathor 1lilo his om criticism of

such & writer ao ThQOpbmpus, who of coufoo would probably believe
that io bo at times " subscrvient to men of poﬁQr and influonce "

is a characteristic of political ability.

The quotation from Aristotle's Probloms'may have becn oﬁo
well-Imown to Plutarrceh, noted doun by hinm some yeara previously,
and uscd@ in this blography becausc it offered some information
about tho character of Lysandor which he gouwld not afford o
lgnore. But it docs sgem rather strango that Plutarch should
use it'now; for 1t bears litile relatlon to vwhat hae pre ceded
or to what follows. Plutarch refers to the melancholy of
goarates, Plato, Heraclcs - in that order = ard ﬁhgn Lysén@or;
The ordcr of Ariototle is qulte differont? Asain, Plutarch'n
words that Lysandor wes a proy to molanéhély, " not immediately,
but whon ho wac an older men ", scem slightly inconslstent with
what ho aaya abouﬁ Lyeander in a lator chapteri.where he implica
that Lysander had becon melancholle most of his 1ifc.

The truth may ke that Plutarcn found the quotatlon from

IREX, 1: of. Glcecro, Tute. Disp., 1, 30, 80: " Aristotelcs quiden
alt cunceo ingonloocog molancholicod cace ".

2 Ho nomeo Horacled, Lysandor ( fes *f*'"*ﬂw;s ), Ajax,‘BollorOPhon,
¥mpodoeclcs, Plato and Gocraivca.

J Lyeandor, JOWLLL, L: v pedcyxehiav emrveioveer és yipus.
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Aristotle in Thoopompun anﬁ'oxc@fptoa it from a vory,much

wiGer contcent.

The laot threg paragraphs of this chéptor contéin
high praisa for Lyaanéaﬁ; Plutarch tells us that Lysander
M bore poverty well..... wag nover corrupted by moncy... and
Zopt not & single drachme for himsclf " out of thorvaét atoraesn
of gold and silvor which camc_into his handa aftorvthﬁ_finél
victory of the Poloponncgian Var; but tho blographer also
adnito that unfortunatoly tho Spartan did the groatcat harm
to his éountry by bringing into her so much weaelth from hic
conqueata abroa@t That Lysandor wag novor corruptol by
monoy is ccrtéinly not tho ovidence of Nonéi and: Athonacug
reminds us that " practiocally all authoritics rocord that
Pausenias end Lysander wore notorious for luxury. Heneo Agle
gald, ' Hore 1s & accond Pauvsaniag thot Sparta hao produccd '.
Gut Thoopompufd....... says just the oppositce. nd
It is eignificant that never in this Lifo of Lyocandor
docs Plutarch accusq Lysander of grect, or even suggest that
he kopt boaok for himsclf part of tho mondy or property capturcd
by him. %Tho arrqest and cxzacutlon of Thorax for being in

g »
poscqosion of monoy, and the stetcmont about thoe pillleging Ly

‘ef. Lysonder, V1L, 2.

~

?Nepos, Lycender, ill: " poounie fidons "; 1V: " avere feclonat..
' clug avarifian ... "

‘Ri1, 543 B. | :
“ Lysandor, XX, 7.
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Lysandor of tho torrltorw of Pharnabazué, might'perhaps imply
& Gluiler accusaulen agoingd quG@QOf but ovon in Plutarch'a
version of tho Pharnabazuc' 1ottcr thorc i8 no acouﬂat&on.of
' avaritia’. 4

It soems.to have bean genorally agréqd thet Lysdandgor
£illed his clvy with woalth and love of wealthj many difforgnt
euthoritiles have testiflod to thio. Pauaanlaof in an important
pesaage in which he asscesags the charactor of Lysandor as partly
dosorving pralsc and partly Elamo, roproachas hlm for arousing
in the Opertans & strong @oaifé for richgs, although an oracla
had warncd Sparte that only love of monoy could deaﬁroy'hor, and
thercfore tho Odpartens word not even in tho habit of using
coinago. Aclion affirmo thob Lypandof brought money into
Sparta and o taught his fellow-citizono to disobey the law.
Athonaqumsﬁegtifieé that gold and silvor were brought to dWparua
by Lyoandor. Plutarch aloo aayb olsowhoreéthaﬁ, whon Lyoandor
hed takén Athong, he brought home much gold and silvqQr, which
wae accoptod by tho Qpartans, whilo thoy honourod the boarer;
end in a lator chaptor of the Lifc of Lyoan@or he tells us that
Theopompus bears witnesd to the groat accumuletion of wealth Dy

Lysandor, which ho di¢ not usq for porscnal or domogtio

egerend iscuont.
" Lycender, X, 3 - A. _' *¢f. chapter XV1%L, in tho enolysis of
3 which theoe peointi will b0 oxemincd
14, %2, 5 - 10 ot more lensth.
) 6
“V.H., X1V, 29, Sos3 . Inot it/ Lac,, 239 F.

7 Lyeandor, &K, 2.



Thore follow tyo short anocdotasn, the £1rst of vhich
illuetratec whot Thoopeipud hag vo oy aboub Lydan@or: that ho
novor-aou@hﬁ (7] &m&ém noney fbr‘the agsrand isqment Qf.hie
fanily: )

1) 1In hie first snocdotc Plutarch rocords that Dionysiup
the tyrant scont some costly Bicilian tunics to the daughiers of
Lysandor? but their falthor would hpt réoclvo ﬁh@m, s&ylng-tha@\
they would mekc his dpughtors appoar mord uglyf .

Now this is just the sort of anccdoto which one would
oxpeot to 7ind in any writer who was éetting oui to glorify

- the charaocter of a Bpartan, illustrating tho Gpartan diﬂdain
for woalth and for luxurious apparcl. The.foct thatuPLQta:ch
tollo it of Archidemus as woll ag of Lycender mekeo 1%0 voraclty
guspech. - It may well be compared with Thoopoupuc' anccdeotc
about Ag@@ilausf which illustrates the austerity of tha Oparton
and hio contempt for luzury; 1t mey aloo bo comparcd with &
ptory which i@ rocordcd Ly Aclisn, which illustretcs the
continones of Lycandor in rafusing for himoolf the gift of &

A srovs from tho Ionilena, and preconting it instcad to tho
Holoto. |

Wa havo no evidence that Lysandcr eithor wee in Sloily

! of. Lycendor, 01, 2: &. & H., 21 .b.

2cf, Plutarch, Gonjug. Prace., 141 D, " thase robﬁa will shamQ
»athor than adorn my daughtorg “; Rog. ot . Imp. A@omh., 190 2 &
222 A, whero tho story is repcatod in similar wordg; but in
Reg. et Imp. Apoph., 218 I the incidont i reccordced about
Archidemus end not Lyaander.

3 G. & Lo, 22 a,-Athenaouo, %1v, 657 & - 0; Plutarch, A@Qailau0~RXfVl-
ﬂPGDh. L0Ca, 210 D~03 Fepog, Agcniloua, Vlll.
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cr had 'ahy doalinge with Dé_}iongeiud. Eigﬂo_ma. geye that Oparte
sont Ariotus' to Gyroousd ndﬁinaily' to put down the btyranny thore,
but in Fact to put Dionysiug unéax* an dbl,_iéat. lon to Bparta.
It is certain that Sparta ned souc gort of interest in Gyracusq,
and Theopdmpuls { from ﬁth' this ineldent may have bocn taken ) _
_could h&i\dly have falleod to make reference to it; for Diod'ozz'uaa'
. gaye that Tmopompua_wfote threa AvBler  aboub affairs in
@leily. - According to Dicdorus, Theopompus' account of
gicilian affelrs was contained in Pook Al of tho Philippica,
but 1t is 1nh,orenqtly posclble thad a seotion of the Hollenleao
Wéﬂ also devotqgd to Sicllian hf[cair.ox‘y:3 Cortainly tho exbtra-
vagant clothing of theo S'yracliﬂa.ﬁ ﬁyﬁmﬁa had ‘bocoma & hyword
in Grecoe ( and thorefore likely to bo stigmatised by tho
auotorg Thoopompus ! )}, for Athonaeus#spcakﬂ of tho &¢6ys oy
of Nysaqun, son of the elder Dionysiug, |

2 ) ' This sogond a.neocloteg 19 more difficult to placc.
Plﬁtwoh geys that Lyoander wae sont Lo Jyracusqe as Spaﬁa.n
ambasgsacor, and whon Blonysiug prosonted him with twe drosceo,
agking him to choosc ono for hls daughter, he wont off with

both. Ve mig;ht. aspumo from the sccond ancodote thalt Lysandor

e====c e=cowowa e e oo SEH
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v, 10, 2: ivgpu v enmtpuver
"mf’l, T, 5: .’lpf«é.no:ﬂfe‘ S 1 ron drovvsiow PA ,T‘;‘.r ur?'oa;u Tur-lvrl"ﬂ.f J;;LG’G
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Xeror éren rrrvﬂ;ncwrd ot anrestpeygev s rov Eniivendn deovuelov
. -~
T ve-wrofcv.

3¢f. @. & #., 179, 187, .1¢O. “2, 436 Al
s . .
Repcated word for word by Plutarch, Apoph. Loe., 229 A,



had_onij 000 Qam@hﬁq?: b¢£7thoéflmoﬁ'atory monrc to F”&aughtors L
snd indocd the sccond tale in 160 portrayal oflcha§actor docs not
diverge far frou tho £irgt. Por 1% 1llusbrates tho snert La@onic-
ott1tude tovards the non-Hellendlo Greck which ono might ©xXpaot
from a Bpartan, a sorl of contompt for the sliéL Bicilian.,,

Both otorico may be ultimately from Thoopompua, for
“tho ovidenco of tho chapter as a whdlq, with 1ts praisg of
Lysander and roopoct for @partén cducatlon, points to a Lhoo-
-pomp&n SQurco. ”hsre is nothing reoor@od in the ohaptor which
7one might not rcaaonably preeu to find in the Iaoo atcan
historien. . Undoubtcdly, 1f the Tconth Book of the Hellenioa
covored tho period of tho Iast ton: yoary of nh@ Iito of Lysondor,
whon ho was prominont at Gparta, ono would oxnpget to £ind in it
vory conslderablc digresalong about h1é charactor, aa well ag

ancedobtee i1lluotrative of tho man.

l ) : . R ‘
In Lyocandger, XK, &, ' doughters ' arc mentioncd,



CHAPYLR 1131

This short chapter conslists mainly of a bricf rocund of
tho laed Kew yoarg of the Poloponncaian Wgr, the appointmonﬁ
of Lysender to supcresode Grat@@ippi@ao-(~4®8-- 7IB}G; ) and |
thc scttloment of hic h@&dquamtems aﬁ Hphcooug, whora ho‘bagén
to build trircmes and to Dring baaclz huuinqca-ané'proapogity ﬁb
thit olty. " o |

up-to tﬁo appointment of Lyseander, Plutarchvgivcs ug no
informetion which 1o not to bo found ln‘ThuéydeQQ:-Xéﬁoﬁbonz
or Biodorum% “He thon suggeoiue thab Gparte folt the nacd of
" an ablo loader and o moxe powerful forco ", to chnllongs tho
naval succeoean of Alcibia@eu, end thoreiorQ appoinﬁcd‘Lyéandor
to taka tho plaeé of Cratq@ippi@aa.

chophoﬁqaaym that Lysendor aailod‘firét to Rhodal, ﬁhbrc
hp roinforecé his shipao., end then on ﬁo Milotug, daking up hiag
final etetlon et Fphooud, whore he ougmented hio fleetd to tho
AURLOr of stonty,'whilo ho auvalted the arrivel of Cyrug, ©ho
youngcr. gon of the Perogilan king, at Bardld. 'Diodoruﬂgégraeg

with Xcnophou.

FEEETIT CLaswmesos T = imEex s o T asmcnTmomovemTers
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" v111, 2 ot oeq. *mollondes, 1, 1 ot seq. AL, 7O et

“ Hollecnica, 1, 5, 3 - 10
® w11, 70.
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Plumarch moroly atatcs th&t LysenGor Bail@d to fpupaua,
pitehod oama thcrk et madce preparablons for thc building of

wrlremea.

But Pluterch hao, in eddition, a'gregt deal to gay about
Iphogug iteclf ( which is not to bo fomnﬁ in Xcnophon op
Dlodorus ), and the information which ths blographor pesdce on
about thig gréat clty of Aoia linor is all vory rcasonabloe anl -
likely to bo trua. _ |

Hphooue, ocayce Plutarch, weo " weXl disposcd towards Lycandor
and very zcalous in tho Spartan caouac ", but in a low stato cfv-
- prospexity and vory considerably under tho ( panicioue )
influence of‘thQ Pormiaﬁa, through'its proximity to Qardig and
its uge by tho Perelan gencrala ac a headquarters. Ve do not
- know exactly whon Lphaaus geccdgd from thr Athenienso, but
eccording to- Lhuoydidca, aftor tho rovolt of the Chi&no and
Milotus <rom Athenc {( 412 8.6. ), and the agrocment medo
botwcan tha Persiaﬁ Gavrep Yiodephorncs end the Spartanha, ong
of the Chian ahipe pursuod by uhQ Athonian voaaolm under Diomgdon
put in at Ephgaus, wnich was apparontly alroady fricndly towards
'uparta. Xcnophon also apeaka of Hphcesue as belng, in #10 B.G.,
an ally of the fogs of Athena.

Now Plutarch's information about Hpheout ie mosdt intorasting.
Ho sepeekas of the city &c being imﬁovoriﬂhod ceonomically end

e - - R ey = Bl
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vili, 19. Hcllenios, 1, 2, G.
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goclially ! modigad"; but oaxter th@ arvival of Lyaan@or thora -
was & great choange, @ boow in trade end a revivel in bugdne s,
bringing wcalth lnto thojci%y. CIf thils was dixcctly tho mogulb
-Qf Lycondor'e arrivael, the liphoaiana would havce goa@”réagoﬁ to
o graterful to the @Gpartan - and that thoy'were{ goone tp fhre)
made plain by ﬁhﬁ agsisgtance which thoy gave to Lyaaﬁ@cf:at
the batelo of Angopoﬁami; Pausaniaalﬁélla us thaﬁ arecr
Acgoopotani the Lpheoisno et up in tho sanctuary of A@tqmié
&t-Ephosue not only a statue of Lysendow, but aloo ptatucd of
Figonicus, Pharex end other Dpartanc wao . took part in the final
victory of thQ-?olopoanoiano.

Plutakch concludes hié chapter with tho commont that
" from that vory bime, ﬁhrough tho influcnco of Lyocandcr, tho
city of HMphoous had hopces of aChloving the dtatclincse and
grandcur which it now cnjoya ". Th@da wprds about Ephoous,
particularly the reforoncg vov 8vros , could in all proballity
only have been epplied to the city in tho Firat or Gocond
Gentury A.D. For Ephcaus, deat;ned to bocomg of groater
importance than gardis or oven Porgomos, becamc ln fact the
principel eity of thoe Romen province of Asia; the pgat of the
Roman gnvernmbnt thora, & great emporium for tredce, end a_roaort
for tho mumerouu votarico of tha geadaean Artomis. It wag aleo

: a
one of tho principal ceats of Orilontal megic, .and was mogt

[N - T S R

{ . ’ . 2 ’ ’
V1, 3, 15. * of. Plutarch, Gyupod., V11, 5, 4: 7x Cgesrd ypdppnra.



fonous for its boaut&ful tonmlo of Artcmis,\whiah OTIS& much of
ite originnl mmunificonce to Oroesus, and wasg famous oven in the
timc of Horodotua. ‘This teomple wao burnt down 1@_3)6-3.0., bul
robullt during th;) lifotime of’_Aqué,ncler the Greabt, and bocamg
onc of the Soven Uondars of the wbrld. Alﬁhough probébly rqbbad
by Nero, it would Do standing in all ito mesnifilccnce whon
Plutarch was writing -his Livcos I : o
For his information about tho revival of Ephgaua ( ascriped
to thg work and influenco of Lysandor ) Plutarch may havqbbéon
indobted to ThQOpompue, whovboing e Chian and bbviouﬂly_ahowin@
aympathy towards tho.citics of Toniﬂ,.as well ag support for
Sparta, would have glveon cre@;t to Lycander for the rovival of
Ephésian trade.  As Thoopompus wad Rorn in Chilos somé thirty
four yearg after tho arrival of Lysander at Ephosud, he would
bo familier with tho roports of Lyﬁandqr'é prowece and bona-
factions towards somo of tha'Ionian cltica. AV any rato, thore
sccms to bo no doubt that the Ionian citics held Lysandor .in
high ropute, and Diodorus tella us that it wes the Chlana and
othQr allics of EBparta assombled at Ephoous who requested the
Qpartans to send out Lysender for a sccond time as thoir admlral.

One may also dotaect, in Plutarch'e roforence ito Ephgaud as being

o e e e o s o e O S,

" of. Actn, XLI, 23 - 4l. * i1, 148
* ¢f. Tacitus, Annale, XV, 45,
“ Phuoydideas ( V111, 24, & & 40, 2 ) says that tho Chians approximatad
most to tho aooial an& economic institutiona of Oparta. It sgecms
very likely that Plutarch is here uglng an ! Ionlan ' courcc.

@11, 190.  ¢of. Plutarch, Lysander, V11, 2.
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' in angcr of bccouing " barbawlzoﬂ S tho PODBi&QF *ooo

suggoation pexnaps of tho natufal fecling 01 Thcqppapga' ‘
Yoveide tho 'barbarian' Porolana, to whom thQHQPQEﬁ@ﬂQ-flhaily.
( 386 B.G. ) ceded tha @rack oltias of Aela Linox. For e,
fmust asgume that, apart {yrom his ' Panhelloniem ' and |

ant lpathy towards Persia, which ho probably inheritod xrom

his mocter, Ioooratea,_nhQOpompuB muﬂt'haveffolt somevhat
aggricved at the way in whioh his naﬁivé plaC@ wae Qntfuate@

to the influence of Persia by tha gsgmnmns, maecn his oxm

fathor had been oxilod from Chlos for ﬁpartan sympathi@s.

= e e )

'Lysan@m?s lj;!-a 3. irv Suvedovsny Eklﬁqfﬂ.,fu&;v«l rors f?qocma?g_"_e'kav.
2 of, Phot. Bibl., 176 p. 120 b 19: F.Gr.H., 11 D, p. 352.
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CHAPTER 1V

The historiocal narrative conuinucs in thig
chapter; and@ herg, for the rirot time, thowre are distinotu
similaritice botwoen the account of Plutaroh and thoge of
anopﬁon_an@ Diodorusn, | We must, of oourso, rcemember that
the Hellenica of Zcnophon wao onc of the sources usqé by
Ephorus: whieh will account for the faab that 80 oftgn in
Plutarohds Life of Lysander, where we oan gee the influonag
of XQnobhon, we can algo sco & likenead o what ia raoof@e@

by Diocdorus.

But Plutarch givas a great deal moke informadion
hore than L8 supplicd by ¢lther Xonophorn or Diodorud. Those
authors agrec with Pluterch thall Lysandor went up to Sardig
to confer with Cyrug whon the Perelan arrivod therce. Gyrud,
the youngor of the two sons of tho Persian kin@,.nariua, hagd
béqn sent out by his father as gatraep of Lydla, Greater
Phrygle and Qappa&ocia. His command did not,lnolude the
Grook 0ltice on the coasd whioh wore 8till under the ocontrol

, <
of Tiggaphornca and Pharnabazuag.

’Although he proferred whe Oxyrhynchug histprian o Xonophon.
* Xenophon, Hellanioan, 1, 5. *Dbiodorus, X111, 70, 3.
# Xonophon, Anabaoig, 1, 1, ¢ - &,

o



PloGorus omits any montlon of aqcusations.againsﬁ
Tlovephornes of olackneso in proseouting tho war with tho
Athenlana. Xgnophon doeg montion briofly charges agailst
Tiscaphornea; but Plutarch alone gfoces on to dotaill ﬁhasou
charges.  He tolle wg that 7 10saphornes showed lack of
z¢al in hio proéo@utloh of the var agalnst Athens, and gave
RCaGre cubsidice to tho Oparten and allicd flocta, boceusc
of tho influenog which Alcibiades had over him. — Cyrus vaso
epperontly pleased to hear Lysandor making theoe accusations
against Tissaphernca, " o base men and privately at foud with
him “.2 It scems to Be a natural characteristic of most
men %0 delight in hcaring their predecescors maligned; 5ut

| XQnOphOﬁ?st&tds;qﬁito the oppoaite about the relstions batween
Cyrus and Tissapharnes., It 18 most significant that
Piutaroh'é gource is roaldy to malign the charactoer of any
Persien with vhom Lyeander and the Spapfens vere foreod to
heve eny Gacalinge. Phs tome of many of tho historical ncotilong
of this Lifc 1s not only pro-Oporten, but particulerly anti-
Porsimnf This may be dus to the influence of Thgopowpus,

vhoge fragments loave ue in no doubt a8 to his antipathy towardas

=z _wm

'Plutaroh’q aoccount horo ie Very olimilar to whad he recoordso in
Alcibleden, JQILV & 04, but very condenscd in tho Lysandern.
? of. Plutarch, AlodDiades, JRLVW: odu v SHAdbs, ZAhx iamogBys sut ¢rdomipes,

! / < 7,
’ Anebagis, 1, 1, 2: Awfer Tescpepvyv <5 plov.

o

“ Lyoandor, VL, h: v selwanhon aul pornds €m Bjus Lubpuiron peefr

V1, 8: 4s foﬂq"m veres ,643,8@1_5 ﬁey wlrot s oaall), L Ss awaehosovee ﬂéf‘-es . ;
AQCVll, 3, ote.
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vtho barbafianl;t an(i‘the ﬁomainclor of this chabt'@r-conslatently
paintn _af_l a‘tt?éqtive picture of tho Qpértan ednirel. |
Ono st assume ‘that Plutarch's couree £eld that Gho
Spﬁftans e re enti‘t.lod %o uge the money of tho barbarlans to
finish off the Peloponneszian War - that is perhapg the real
- Bubstaneg of the complaint agelnst Tiﬁ;uaphornea (yh’.w.m X"P"IY‘S' )
Persian d_arics werc acceptable, but Persian men and manners '

were reprchensible.
P

Lycandor won tho frilendship of the young Qy'ms, Tl BepuiTt o rirtes
_é«'ham 745 ;c.,.L,'“ » an@ enoouragécl him %o renew with vigour the war
againet Athons. 48 a result of tnis frilendship, when enter-
tained by CGyrus end urged DYy him vo ask for & spe atal boox,
Lydander roquesteod nothing {or himself, but an extra obol a
day a0 paymondt fox hle soldlewrd. Plutaroh's version of the
angcdobe 1llusirates the personal lnoorruptipllity of Lysan@e:é,
and hip resard only for the wll-baing of hig tHxroopa.

EZQ*n.c»_ph,c;mx3 hao vory mugh nore to tell ug., We read in his
aocount thot, bofore the Teast, Uyrus had sald that he had
brought 500 talente with alm and would devoto them all to tho
Sp&r-tan coauge; if this wore inpufficiond, ho would use hid
privavo fundy; 1T theoc boo :E‘ailqd; then he fvsuld. cocin hig

. “+
tarone into gllver anld gold. Lysandey and his colleaguen.

‘of. G. & H., f¥. L2&, 283 o, inter alia.

2 : . [y ’ \ -
Aaf. Ge & H‘., Tre 2L 05 weer 5’(""7"’5‘"’ g’”"f""‘ (Jys.)hu ?5:.’:?-:5 P, focerders,

% Kellcnica, 1, 5, 3 - G.

¥ Plutarch rafern later ( Lysender, L&, 1 ) to Gyrun' offer %o coim
down hio throng.
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were dollghted, .em;l. thoreupon aaked for é._x’eoﬁorﬂtion-_ of thé

sailorg® pay to an Attla Grachma. per hoad - the rote promiscd
by Tiscephernes, whon he first invited the Spartans to 1oniaf
But Gyrus rofused, saying that tho ratae of pay had Dboon fized

by the Porslan king in the torms of tho treaty.

Plutarch knowus nothing about this; he morely'tella hig
- story about tho feaad g;ivoh by Cyruag, and the goneroug offefe
mede by the Peroian at tho banguet. Kenophonf who mentiong
the feest, and\Dio@orué?(.who has no rocord of iﬁ ) refer to
Cyrus' offer and to Lysander's reply; Xcnophon usi’ng the words,
fipoé fewvece 3 \ev » Which are found in Pluvarch, while Dlodorus saye,
popws S‘eézabs -é’xn/ﬁsy &5 rir 1y 6rpariord pedv.  Thug, Plutaerch'o account
ig a combingtion of Xcnophon and iphorua.

The ihdroaaa of pay for the Bpartan sallors 1éd-to
discontent emong the Athenlan navel forocea, and a higher norale
among Lysendcr'a tmoqpa.' Notwithstandlng,‘sayﬂ Plutarch,
Lysan@ér shrank from a cca battlg through fgar 6? Alcibiladeaq,
who wag kecn, up to then had been uniformly victorious, and

s
had a larger flogt.

- S mmogtmrosssmmmmoa st oo Lamis vy

’ Xonophon 1s probably mistaken thera; cf. Thueydidcs, V111,18 - 37,
& 58, vherc e egpeoific rato of pay 18 not mentioncd.

2 Hellenica, 1, 5, G; of. Xom. Ocoom., IV, 20, whoro thore im a
Gencription of Lysandor's admiration of Cyrus' gardon; of. also,
Juotin, Vv, 5.

3 @

711, 7O. Seexiar Fpev , neyo Xcnophon, Hell. 1,5,10.

$ 4225 Folhers wwirv Chemvader , goya Xonophon, Wao recoids that tho
fleqt of Aloibladee numborec 25, while Lypander hod S0 shipa.
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The narrative contlnuce in thils chapter with o dooeription
of the batile of Wotlum ( 407 B.C. ). Pluterch follows tho
accounta of chophonfana Dio@orusf whioh are vory qimilar,
although thorc is much more detall to ho found in Diodorus thon
In Xenophon. :If euything, Pluterch's achunt 1g morc close Go
thet of Ncnophon, cortalnly with regard %o the numbor of ships

involved and the number of logcea sustaincd Dy the Athonlang.

Plutarch and Xonophon egreo ﬁhat Aloibledag ealled from
Saﬁos %o Phocaca, which had hecn in Sparten han@dsqince 5r2 -~ 411.
Dioaorus¢aays that he sailed %o Cﬁme'ani laild waote its
territory bhut falled to take the olty; tho Gymeanc thorafonq
gent an onbagey to Athens, complaining ehout hln chrodatidna;
thio cmbasoy wvas in a large @eegurs redponsivlce for the
subscguont Alggraco of Alcibladcs. Nopoef-whoso ult inetq
oource osecms to bo Ephorug, is aloo awarg of Uhle oxpedltion
to Cymc.  Dut noithor Xcnophon nor Plutarch know enythilng
about thia allesed'visit of Aleibiados to Gyme.

=TT T ommom e e o B T r=e = R

'Hellemlea, 1, 5, 11 - 15. 3011, 7.
of. Tnmucydidea, V111, 41, 2. |
¥x111, 73.

*Aloibladee, Vil.
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During tho aboénco of Aleibladco, Antlochus waeo 1§ft
in chargo of ﬁhd Ath@nian flect. in hié Life of Alcibiadga:
Plutorch makes allupion to Alcibiaden' spcoific gommend o
- Antiochuo not to Tight the Spartans dﬁring hig abé@n@@f but
) no doos not rofor %o thlis command in ﬁhq Life of Lyecandon.

Antioohua, pays Plutorch, dont two of his tﬁir@moo into
L harbour of ljphcouo, and provcxod a genoral conflict ;
Lycender was vistorious, capturod filftecen Abthenlien Uriremen
and sqt wp e twrophy.

XQnoph@nsspoaku of %wo Athenlan shilpe provoking tha
conflict. Dlodoruaqsays that Antioghus £illeod ton ships; e .
thoen gives us Qonsiderably.moro informatlon than eithcr
Xonophon or Plutarch about the gea-fight, and putec the Athenlen
losoed at twenty-two. ‘

Plutereh's account 18 almost identical with that of

5
Xonophon.

= = = v

Aloibia@os, OCV: in the soame chaptor Plutarch givga us furthaor
1nformaﬁion about Antloohma, Zywées &ulv Sv xoBepvyeys .(,grro??af £8 7340
Rat ¢ce rmoaf .

* &@ 16 conf irmed by Xenophon.

3 Hollenlea, 1, 5, 12: “31n, T, 2.
of. Peunenias, 111, 17, 4: " on the woed portico of the templo
of Athona ot Dparta therg ere two eagleg, ond upon thom wye .
victorica, dedicaitod by Lysandor o oommemsxau@ hiog Gwo exploliug
abt ijphosus end Aogaapotami ", Pauceniac monvions ( 1N, 32, 6 ),
amons Lyaandor 8 oxploito worthy of prolag, that whon ke woag in
command of tho Opartan £lcect, ho waiicd until Alcibladou was
aboent from his commend, tan 1cd on Antioehug to Pishi an@
£inally overcame him not far Trom dolophon.



Accerd lng to Plutareh, tho final rooult of tho
battlo of’motium was that tho‘paoéle of Athong, anzwy ﬁith
Aloibledea, " dQﬁQéQ@. him " (&ﬁé}(ﬁeo_'n’v«;asv Y; Aleibleden,
insultad‘by tha sailbru at Damog, fled to the Qh@r@@ncée;

Jienophon and Diodorus differ slightly from Plutarch,
put principally in supplying furthor information.

KQnOPhon'aaym that thQ,AﬁhQnianq weﬁe oxtroucly
annoycd at ALleia@Qa, and " “ohosc anothof;pqn gongralae "
for tho year 407 - 406 B.0. Alcibisdos, therefors, " belng
111 spokon of in the army " sailed to the Chorsoncae, to hils
owmn fortresdes there. Plutarch's account in his Lifg
of Algibiadeét i very eimilar to thal of Ncnophon, for therg
‘he rofera to Alolblades' fortreso in Thracg'near Biganthe,
and to tho ¢lection by the &thinana-of other génorala in
hié placc. .

Dibdoruégsivea a very long deaorlption of tho
dlsgrace and hunmilistlon of Alolibladeo, menbtlond the aoeuo-
eblong of tho Cymcans against him, and says that ho sailed
to Paolya 1n_fnraoo.

Nons*ia obviougly following the souraeas of
Diodoxrug; he has knowvledge of the Gyme accusationg, and

nemcs vhe three forts near”Pactyo to which Alocibiadcs salled.

' .
Hellenlee, 1, 5, 106 - 17' Tovqees ket & 77 ffe-t"“ ﬂfe/«-m
of . Pilutarceh's a/?léa‘jﬁ?ém . ‘ .

1 Aleibiades, KRV
$ R111, 71 - 74,
“ Nepos, Alaiblades, V1l: " B¢ Tacbyon contulll -dbigue tria

castclla coiunild, Omnos, Lilsanthen, Yconuicnoa e
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Plutaroh along uned tho womd &mjxepeveves of Aloibiadop,
waless wo ascume thet Nepoe' worda, " ub absentl magiaﬁraﬁum
abrogaront ", - the Latin oquivalent. ..ﬁot wa'h&vq no othor
evidence that Aloibledes wpe.brought to trlal. Trom tho socount
of Jenophon w moroly asaume that he falled to ba-regppointcﬂ‘ ‘

at the forthooming alaotiong, liko his collcague, Thoremonao.

Ve are given‘horo e great deal of informotion about the
organiocation by Lysandor of political elubn in the cléles of
Agla NMinor. Plutaréh polnta out that the result of theee
" dccadarchies ", as he calls them, was to Qreate a stirong
body of support for Lysandor’peroonally in Asla linor, do ag
w0 méhe it difficult for the Spartans to appolint a succcssor
with cquel influence. ~ This, of course, was vory hard on
Callioretldas, who did succecd Lyeander in 207 - 406 B.G.;
and Plutarch concludaeg his chapler wivh woids of praide for
the ocharsotor of Callioratvildas, who is to monopolica chapter
V1. | _

It 48 in ch&ptorlv ( from paregreph 5 onvardg ) thad
for the firet time in the Lifc of Lysander we £ind the
@uég@ation of orltioclom of Lysandor, and the imputation of an
unfavourable aide Go his character; at the camc dime, thore ie

a gertain similerity to what Dip@orué‘has wo @ay about tho

(O S —

ag. Lyelaa, Dofonoe a3. Bribsry (Lxl), 7> who sugbqsta tha%
Aloibiades was Gepoeed from hin commanG: Jpe's t<dere T/ Zex9s  ;
in Photiug ( Bibl, 377 ) o roforgnoe 18 mddo to an indlotmeont of
Aloibledes by Clgophon - Whe¥e may, thereforc, have baeen a
prosecution in 407 3.G., &b tho instlsatlon of Gleophon.

¢ 1, 7o, &.
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n d@oaaarchica - informatlon whiéh 16 not foﬁn@ ‘”ﬂnonb@n{

Dloaoruo d@gqribws now, bofore the batitle of thqﬂﬂ |
and Juot aftor his first mcoting with Qyrus, Lysandol sumdonca
to Hpheoua the chief men of rank and oxcellence and of th@m
formed enwewu In the citles of -Asia Ninor, which wore lator
to bo ueeful in deotroylag domooracy end setting up formg of
- government favourable to himselff But Dilcdorua doce nob
call theoo groupa " dccedarehicn "

Plutarch says that Lysandor summoned to ®phesuad men
of opirit and daring, " gowod in their mindo thy seeGs of
rovolutionary decadarchicn, afterwards instituted by him ",
urging thom to TOPm Etamewa &and to take an intercet in
public affairn, go that when th: Athenlan empilre wac dootroyad,
they could wipe out.the demooradics Iin their citice and bhaeoug

thomsglves supreme in the government of tholer affalrc.

| | Wow theno words of Plutarch, although similar %o
Diodorug, are not like the paragraph about tho " decadarchice ",
found in Nepog' Lifa of LyoandQ?f Nepog! papscape 10 much
ocloger to chaplter X111l of Plutarch's Lilfe of Lyﬁ&n@o;; ;nd

Nepoo is dmplying that the formatlon of thetao politlcal olubg

" But of, Xcnophon, Hellenloe, 1]1 &, 2, wherq Xenophon alludag
to the &wnguc get up by Lygander and diemiased oy th@ ephorag.
? @1, 70, 4, }Diodorug, 100, 0lb. §'fv slvev aviy ... ddps
Avou{oav Fdvtar T ds m&@ttov xp,ﬂ(-w.
“ The pagsage in Blodorua (X1V, 10, 1), whewrc mention is madg of
'harmopta', will b5 consldered lator, in an oxenination of .
chapier Xlll of the Lygandqr,

‘quoa, Lysandor, l: " Nem undique qul Athenlonoivm rebug studiniog-
ont cleobig, deccm delegewralt’'in wnaguague oivitato, quibum GURICUL
imporium pot@statemquq oanium TOXUIR GoumitLorebe v s "

6 9. 5 - 7. .
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took placo after Aqgcmnotami ‘a8 is Plutarch also perhapn

in his lator oheptcr. Phe wholo ofF -Nepoo! bio&raguy of
LysanGer id chroenologloally post-Aegospolami.

it sooms vory likely that Plutarch'a informedion

bin thie chapter about the inciding of tho Asiatlc Greaks to
form " revolutioh&ﬁy docadarchices " 18 not from Nepod' sourog
at all ( not f£rom our assumod ' Nlostlle-blographical ' sourcc,
or any anti-Lysander political pamphlot )}, but - deéppltc 1to
‘rathor vaguo similarity to Dlodoruvg - prbbably tekon by
Plutarch f}om‘thﬂ historical nerrative ( a combilnaticn of
Xcnophon and Thoopompue ? }, which he has so far boen using
for hals Life of Lyogandor. ©Yhis 1is hhown to Bo likoly by
the reference to Calllicratidas im this chapter, and by the
vholly encomiantiic account of that dpartan found in the

following chepler.

" Lot ue examine in Getail the remalinder of ahapter
¥. o £ind that in Pact Plutarch Gocs not glve us hore any
unyorthy ploturc of his hero, ag he does later on 1in the
Dlogrephy in those chapuers whoré he must be drawing upon &

' hostile goukcae '.- It may ‘surely boe assumed to be an aob

of statesmenlilke forealght end confidence to prepare, in thowe
aities which for so long had becn under Athgnian influencg, an
alternat ive body of politiciang %o talze over affaliro wacn

Athong fell, as Lysandar hoped she would. Lysander welded thoge

'%111, 5 - 7.
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Groupé togethor and to hims@if, by tho promisc of péwar fop
tho 1y membara whon the domooracios foll at the diomolution
of thg Athonlon empire. |

¥ho romainder of the ohépﬁor may wcll be Plubergh's
own commoent upon Lycandor's. personal pover and influenac,
and tho unpopularity of Gallleratideg. Tho only sugzestion
of ovil in the oharscter of Lysender 16 to be found in the
wvoxrdn, " taking o share hlméalf in their injustloe and
wickndncaa, in order to gratify their repacity “; and even
this is eo vaéue and so ungubetentlated ag to neen very litila.
In any cage, it leads on to a compafison.with Cellloratidag,
whose charactor-ié painted 1n glowing colours by both Diocdoxrug
and Yenophon, and whoso pan-Hellenle idgals ( if we can ﬁnﬁat
our authoritice about them ! ) would undoubto&ly have baon
ecceptable to any pupil of Iwocrotod.

Yhe stralghtforverdncnc and pan-Hellenio patriolicm
of Callicratldan would meke him prceminont anong his contqmp-
oraricd as & somowhai rare charactor. HIphorus apparently had
& very nlgh opinion of him, for Dlodorus, after torming him
the " most uprignt of the Spartiatocs "i devotcs no sSmall gpace
to an éccount of his egarly sﬁocessea in the Aegeani ¢mpheasls ing

his justiocc end. incarruptibility.

L RS S P e yFX'T

. - \ A ’ ’
! Lysander, VT, O: 6vvwSraly wws curejatt.df-r.{vw 708 Sxtp s Pabcvar ﬂﬂvéfl-&r.
< ) ’ v Y Y )
%111, '37'6, 2 vc-'os [«Gv .gv z’uvvsku?s. ‘Uwuros So mes 'n;r ¢ux7v_f¢»-.\u3:.

7 X111, 76 - 79.



Xcnopilon algo accounts Gallicraﬁidaﬂ on hohou?able
man:'an@ 1% 1o in conncotlon wWith Gollloretidan, ved Lysendes'a
'trcatmenﬁ'of tho man, phat‘agﬁohing_&ishoﬂourablb abag@,_
Lysender is sugzeated ﬁy Xeﬁoﬁhon; for it wag, opporently,
the fricndo of Lysander in dsia Ninow uho took anige the
reﬁlaccmont of Lysander by Calliorati@qs, and 4ig ﬁhgin beat
to dipercdlt hlmf

Plutarch'e voxds of praisc for Callloratidas are high

indcod; ho was " tho justost end nobleah of ail‘mgn ", and
o pleaced tho alllos of Dperta by his Dorie olmpliclty and
" %tho eincerity of his loadership. Put, for all that, saya

Plutarch, although thoy admircd the &perqy of Callloratidan,

they woere @ejoctéd ond wept Tor Lysander. : °

TTEIT LTINS LT L s me ez w . ioi o ETmmmiiae e e

‘ Hellcnice, 1, 6, 1 - 11.

? Hollenien, 1, G, 4.
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‘thls chapler continucd the stbry of-callioratidaﬂ
end nhis uvnhappy oxpomiendqo at the hands of the frion@s of
Lyseander in Asia Minor, and through ﬁho ingulting attitudg
of theg Porsian prince, Cyrua. It 1s obvloualﬁ bullt upon
a foundation of Xenmophon, yol with considerable edditionc
poouliar 4o Plutorch, and é fow minop polnts whioh dicagrec
vith Xenophdn, It has nothing in common with Diodorud.
A‘comparison of Plutarch with Xenophon reveals the following

gimilariticae:

. . ) 2
Plutarch:' Agnophon:

1) G&lllcratlgeaAsuPor@QGQD , 1) Gelliorotidoo ouporacden
I.X'QOI!.QQ& 00 Skboxos s vavagyis. Lyconder, 407 - 406 D.C.
2 ) Lysendor'c fricads inevitably
- wige hia, and,fcexrful for .
thoir intorasic, are hootilq
towardo Calllciratidoag.
3 ) Lysandor returns to Gyruo the
remainder off the moncy given
to hin, telling Calllcratldag
to ook for it himselfl if hg

wvanta 1t.

4 ) Cellilcratildog refubas th@ 2 ) GallioratiGag refutcs the °
Doagt of Lycender that he boast of Lysander that he
wes handing over Ouduwesonpuray VAR fedcrrosmitne  whon he
S vesrrisy .. hende@ ovox to hin the fLicet.

'3 ) Callicrotidas incresnca hig
flcct to 140 Dn&paf

/ i 2

~Plutarch, Lyeander, V¥, 7-8; V1, 1-8. liellenica, 1, 6, 1 - 11.

3 of. Dlodoruas, %111, 7G.



& ) Morked@ oppopition o Golli-
aretidas Ly the frion@e of
Lyoendcer.
5 ) Callicratidas nakeo a SpOQQh to
' - tae Cpartans,

5 ) ¢allicradides in dire nced
of money; he had brought
none from otperta, and 4Aid
not wish to caforce
contributiong Lraw the
citico of Asio liinorp,

X8  Rparrasgus 3 Toluatance
of Gallioratidaa to
approach Gyrueg.

G ) CGolliowatidaa goce %o 6 ) Cellicratidas gocos to Uyrua, who
Cyrug for monqy; longthy Pids him wait for two daysa.
angeéolc - rofuced noney
end insulted by Peraland,

T ) Angor of Gallicratidas; ke 7 ) Callicratides, in angepr, curseceo

.goce to Ipheoug, eursing - tho Peorolang and saye he will
the Perslang and saying , do hile beet wo reconclle Athons
that he will do his hoosw & Bperta when ho roturng home;
Lo roconcile theo Greoka ho goce off to Milctua.

when he returng home.

8 ) Callicratides scnds Lo Sparta
for money.

O )} Callicratidaps makece a apegeh to
Lo the poople of Mllgtus, in
which ag mentiong incldeatelly
thet Lysender had roturned to
Cyrue the romaindcr of the
moncy which hod bacn given to
hin by the Peraion.

Now, ao this chapter of Plutarch contalng a agorics of
incidenta whleh reflcci upon the relotions betweon Lysander ond
Callicraﬁidaﬂ, and a0 this is the molo diahonourable dction
ebiributcd %o Lysander by XenoPhon, it must Lo QzauinQQ carcfully.
Noeno of tho chmptcr ls appercntly talkon from Ephoruy, but at
lgant two of the anacdotesuare-obviouslykﬁaxan from ienophon,

¢clither at Liraet or acaoond hand,
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Piutarch and ﬁenobhon‘ﬁra in agrocment about thrco faéﬁa;
firebly, that Lysandcr boaoted that ho was lovd of the &ca’
vhon ho handod over his fleqt to Gellicratldas, amd that
Callicratides rofuted his boagt; sgcondly, that Lysondor
‘handad back to Cyrueg the romainder of the money which éyrua_
had givon to him for tho proegoution of the war; whiwxdly, that
Collloratidas wae ignominioualy troated by Cyrus vhen he went
to see him. ' ‘

Yot in the interpretation of these facto theyre 1le considor-
eble disagrcoment botwoen the two authorg. |

1 ) In Xenophon, the boast of Lysander implics nd st igme
- to tho charactcr of Lysandar; 1t was, aftor all, the natural
~boagt of a Qpaftan edmirael who had had a not ungucaeQegful year
of offiec, who was obviously reluctant to lay doﬁn his orfice
before hils work was finlished, and vho - in a mannor charaotoristie
of most ﬁon - aspumed that he was botter able o Gompletqhthg
work which ho hed o succesufully started, thon & neweomer who
occme to have boon his junior in yQaraf Lysandor had laid a
oound faquﬁ@ation for gpartan supremegy, had won over to the
Pcloponngalan cause most of the Ionian citice, and had wakon the
measure of the Athoniang at gea. ' |

Plutareh, on tha other hand, whatever his souch, ig.
determined to glorify the character of Callieratldes, and to do
thig, he emphacicog the disadvantagesd undor which Callliaratidas

labourced from the vory commcncement of his command. Thua,

’,Of. DiO@O.WE, w11, 76, 2: Vt’os (‘;r gvn-tvgt-&a:s .



in Plutarch, Lysander'e boaat is the finnl thruat‘aﬁ Calli-
cratidag; aﬁd Plutaroh carcfully cnumerates Lhe &iﬂadvantag@é
which facod Lygfandgr's sucooscor; 1Lysander had madg ths
Operten allleo nore disaffocted towerds Callicratidag; he had
roturned to Gyrus tho remaindor of hle money, tellling hig
s@docaoor to ask for 1t himsolf £rom tho Persian, if ho wantic@
1t; finally, he pad boactod that he vas leaving him & fleqd
whioh had proved its suporloprity ovaer the Ahhonianm and wan
master of ﬁho goa.

Phero 18 one very emall point of diffcronaoc in faath
botwoen the two accounts. .XQnophom(says that Gallioratidaé
ordercd Lysonder, if he really wes mester of the sgea, to sail
vo Milotue from Eﬁhﬁauo " on ths left of Samog ". Plutarch
oeyo, " keeping $cmos on the loft ", tnét 1s, ' ceiling weot’

of Samog ', prooumably a far moro dangerous routo.

2 ). In his dogeription of Cellicratides' sppeoh to
tho Miloolana, Xonophon recowdg thatb Gelllcratidas wontiong,
guilte incideontally, that Lysander had handed back to Cyrug
the remaindcer of the money inen to him. o far Plutaroch
agrooa { oxcopt that ho does not set the faod within the centexd
of a spaegoh ), but ho addo thet Lysander " bade Collicratiday
agk for the woney himsclf, if he wented it, and &co td tho

maintenanee of hio soldicrs ".

,HOllGnioa, X, G, 2: -o-fav ckékc'v“-v ef Egeeon o .Qornsf.« £¢t.au n¢e¢ﬁtv‘dﬂ-t
Lyoander, V1, 2' )m,&w ér .c‘(uﬂ'!rd. S.cem, sout d’?rﬂ“\ﬂl‘d: s /'fu\7'r¢v



Ue X Pronﬁicc’suaéoqta tho whole 1ncidonbt; he pointa-
out that Xcunophon ciltos an his aﬁthority for this statoenont
a spogeh which ho alleges C&llicrati@ab made to the Mileaiaﬁa,
and adds, N ophg story certainly makes Lysander appcar aambitioua,.
and - ©o @ay the loasl - ungencious 4o his guccos@or: but Ro
onc would ocondoin e man solely on this account “. | Bub, 1f
‘the story is truo, it suggeeto an evwgn blacker eide to tho ‘
. Chargctor of Lysandcr. For we kmow thet at the close of the
war Lyocendor scnt back to Lperte the mosidug of Cyrug! monojf
insgtcad of roturningvit to the Pordgion. Then, at eny raﬁq, AY
" na vas hoacobt, he should have retuirned it to Gyrud. But to
return it to Cyrus in the middle of & cempalsn, morely bocauda
ho woe tomporarlily doprived of his commend, was obviowdly o

manocuvre to oripple his successor, and not the Tulfilment of

aay obligation,

3 ) thophon deecmibaéahow Callloratidas want %o dyrug
Tor monay, was ordered by him to walt for Wwo deyg, turned in
anger to abusg the Perslens and to gucar that he would reconcile
Atheng endé Oparta, and oventually seiled back vo Milgtus,.
Plutarch, howevor, hes made very much more of tho

gtory; ho does not mcntilon a dolay of twb dayam, but ha dencriba

/ - B -
Aed.Ae, Vol. 220WV1LL, 1934, 'The charactor of Lysander';p. 38.

e e e an_mn nisw e o mirawn. - Ao S mowe oo g

'IXGﬁOphon, Hellenioea, li, 3, 83 Plutaren, Lysandor, VL, 1.
% Hollenloa, L, 6, 7.
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in detail the insultling tones of Cyruc' doorkooper, tho
oimplicity of Celliecratidas' roply, tho laughtor of th@ﬁ
barbaLlano, tho ggaond cell of Callicratidan upon Gyruo, whrn
he was rofused admittanoo, and hisg final @@narmure Lo ﬁbhmou@,
swaring to reconcile the Groclke whon ho got back to Hparta.

Pl@tarch'e lagt paragraphf- a very considerable
enlargemont of anophonz- with'its pan~Hellaenic idcallom and
1t8 obvious detestatlon of the perbarian, might have oomg

gtraight from the pon of Iacaeraten !

Plutarch docs not rocord:l ) the increasing of the
gpartan and allied flect to 140 ships by Callloratidad;
2 ) the speoch of Gallicratidas to tho Opartans upon his arrival
in Asia Minor; 3 ) the appesl of Gailicratidaé to»Sbarta for
funde; 4 ) tho gpeqoh of Callicratides to the pooplc of Miledug -
all‘of whioch aro to by found in Xcnophon. But, of ocourpgg,
none of these points would in any cace hevo made any importont
adaitlgm to Plutarch's trq&ﬁmqntfof;tho charactor of Calli-
cratidas in thie chapuor. ‘

But, apaﬁt from what has alroady beon montioned ( and
Plutorch's initial antipathy towardse Lysandar ie no doubt Guo
to hig decirc to glorify the cheracter of Collicratides ),
Plutarch docs make additions to tho rogérd of JMcnophon, of a
naturo to suggesot that he is indebted é; them to a narratilve

source, for they aennot merely ba his own roflexions.

‘Lyuander, Vl,‘é.
2 Hollonica, 1, 6,.7;
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o have @ pansease dazeriblng the pqrploxity of CGalli-
aratidag, who had Lrought no monay with nio and could nob
Boar Lo impose a forced levy on the citics of Asla Minow,
" when they.wére alre;iy in an evil plight ". Theosg lact
womis‘may suggest our souwrce, for it soome 1likely thatb
Collleraticdas, of whom both Xanophon oné Dicdorus Speék
highly, had his supportors aloo among the Bperten allieo
of Agla Iflnor. If thoreforo he left behind him the reputation
for rcfusing to OVQrbufdQn Ionla with texzeo towardd the
proaccution of the war ( whlle Persie or fparis oduld‘supply
funds ), tho reputation fbr simplicity, sincerity and
inoorrupﬁibiilty of lifé}in.thc vory midst of intrigue,
corruption and barbariowm, the reputatlieon for an i@@&lisﬁic-
pan-Heallenlom which would unitq Gporte end Athens againet
Yhe ir heroditary fog - thsn he could ho_t. *but win thg a,pprim_al
of Thcopompus oﬁ,dhioo, who apparently aharé@ all hesc idoala,
or at any rote oppooed their opposiltqd. _Moreéver, Th@epoﬁpue |
would Bo able to find ln-ﬂonophoﬁgmuch obhwr cvidcnee aboult .
the practicél pan-fHollconiym oficallior&tidag. .

Plutarch suggesto exitremo reluotanco on the pairt of'

Callicratides to approach the Perslen for money. Xaonophon,

'This, of oourso, 1o lmplied in Yenophomn, Hollonioce, L, 6, &.

2 of, Lysander, V, T: reres xei Suuisrarcs ...
. , [4,: -"("7\5' ‘é.\meéfgs e f&r‘ &Q,’Pw. .. ,
vii, L 7ero,f¢vns rors fn(ocr: eveasrhhos ’r«’)v CE‘I-\';VW S Srecatso bvyv
3 ) _ ku}/\qmlo,oo)(mr fenr z’tr{ce-&r.
Hallenioce, 1, 6, 15. '
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hqwovora.givdo_thé_inpﬁdg@@cmithdﬁ ho would thﬁhé&beQén’
loth aﬁ é}l'tO'roceivo'?brcidn.paﬁ,»anﬁ doos_padg Q@Joﬁ§;’
unfavouﬁabio aneqdoto(about Callicratidas, which tolls how‘
he broke hislpromisa hottto 8Qll Atheonian oaptivéa into

0lavoRy.

’: .
Hellenloa, L, 6, 15.
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CHAPRER Vi1 .

The first threc geatlons of thi@-ongptar geom wo follow
the same SOUrce OF HOULGEE af chaploRrs iﬁ - V1; they do not

' 2
disagreQ with_XQQOphenlor Plodorug on any imporitent pointa.

Aftor oulogleing the oheraaber of Gellloratidas,
Plutgroh reforo in the briofest dotail vo his death al
Arginupae ( July - Auguet, 406 B.G. ), using the name unuoual
verh en Xecnophon, Ad«vis®y . Diodorus' dcoeription of the
battle and tho explolts of Calligiatidad thorcin 10 both
prélix and exraggorated; he torms Arginusac, " the greatcod
nca-Light evor fought boiween Grobka ". All thy écetailo
about Arginugac, wiﬁh 1to gaiha and loongo, and the trial
of thé Athenian geonerala after tho Eattlo, are oxeluded by
Plutarash frﬁm hiﬁ hlogrephy.

denophon and Dlodorvo agrec with Pldtaroh th&t the
allies_sant an ombaooy Lo Sperte and adked that Lyeander bo
roappointod edmirsl, and that Cyrus joincd in gupporting
the ir roquect. Honophon opecifically mcntviond the Ghiang
aq téking the lced in sending thio meaaayf Plutaroh‘a

sontoneq, " Geolaring that thoy would grapple @uch MOLG

‘Hellcnica, 1, 6, 8- 11, L, 7. | ‘
1®111, 97 - 100.
® Holleniee, i3, 1, 6.
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vigoroucly with the oltuedion 1f Lycender wire thoily comusndcey ",

ic e neturcl cnough roflericn on tho gljuation in Asfe Hinow.

Goth XQm@phén ahﬂ'Dio@Qmuu‘rafor, in vory pimdlaz
woide to thosc of Pluﬁaroh: to tho old Bpartan'traaiﬁion.of.
tholiv genorels holding commanda for one year only, end the
vay in which the GBpaptang cirocumventcd thoir oun law, bath .
to grovify tholr allico, and no Geubt alco Locaueo thoy ‘
recalicod thot . Lysander had showed himoelf the right man for
the poot. Tho Hpartens had rmacognilacd Ghat pomo of tho i

0ld traditiong ware LY now ineufficlent ©o mect tha nocdo of

modorn ver; yob, boing weluctant to ubrog&tc or - ohunrc tvho ip
raw Qntirolyf Ghoy scalt oub Ara@us 28 aamirol, with Lydondor
0o hls ' cplotolous '. . The lattor offlos mumd have boon
originally thal of s@cretavyjor @Qapatohpbearqr of the
'navarch ', but by tho time of the Poloponmncoion Wor 1t wad
tantemount to doputy-coumondo r- in«ohiof, 'Diodoruorknowa
nothing of any'offioiulvatan@lng whlch Lyocendor had 1n-th0
flech; he moxaly rocords thot the Opartans cent oﬁt LygenGe

8 79£qs vivh the nowly-eppolntad admirpl.

14
IXQI’IQ]{)}ZLQR, Hcllenloa, i1, l 7 ol 7-@ regeos wirors .Q.s‘ 7« -curcv VJU-Q-KHV
Dlodorug, illl, 100, B: of & Auxe. virov" Gperes 8ic vov wlvoe oy mpkEw.
PlIAuul"Oh, L\msunacxr', Vik, 3 o5 4v wla v 5 .vov slvev Vet wpxery .
s} Aristoﬁlo, Conotiv. of AZLon@, WAV, 1.

? Araoun {_ onllcd Avntug DY Diodorus )} woa Qphor in 400-8 ( 2o,
Holl, 11,3,20), logdor of en cubosey wo Ddrerilidas n Ao Uinor
M 398 ( lell. L?T 2,C=9), exd GEB“GL@ dor ob &%hono, 370=36D
( HCll. V1, 5, 33 ).

3 No doubl for fanr of want dld éctugllg hapnon, 1n'thq Qare of
Whe older Pounanlon: of. Thueydidon, 1, 72 ot red.

“ of, Pollux, Oncrle, 1, 96, %R, 100, O



Tho powers of tho Gperten edmirel ond hio cooond in
comnand voro veryiqxﬁénéiv@, indecd so great that Ariamotld,‘
digappr@vqa! |

The romeindor of thig cheptor end the wholc of ohaptér
V11l arc dovoted to Qedcriptions and illusirationsg of the
charactor of Lyaan@er.by angcdoto and by quotationm - " dag
eidologloche ", oo Uclzodokar calls iti Plutareh'o pieturg
of Lysandor in theac scotieons 18 very difforent Ifrom anything
.which he has previougly writlaon about the Qubj@@ﬁ of hig
biogrephy, end it bears a close rolation to the unfavourable
porﬁr&iﬁurg'foun& in %he lotom Qhaptqrd;of the Lifo.

Hore wa have an obvious oompericen batwoon Lysendor and
Gallicraﬁldag, porhgﬁp suggestod by the accounts of Galli-
cratidag' honourablc roection to the wrgtohed cdrcumstanagn
in which ho found hingoldf, rocorded in tho pravioug chaptQr.
Thoro follow & sorics of uncompl imcntary ohamacmorlatiea
irputed to Lyecendqr, tho aayiné about the lion'o gkin and
the fox's ekid, an angedobo illuotréting the treaehery of
Lysonder, and a further saying of Lysander's about thy valug

of oatho.

o —om v o

i

Pol. 1271 4A; of. Thuaydides, 1V, 2, 4, where Demosthonco oeilo
ag 76d&rs with the flect of Hurywucdon end Gophoulon - apnarontly
with no offielal otatun, yet obvicualy wilith .gors auvthorilty;
perhapd Ephorug say gome parallcel botween tha posltion of
Demosthenco Iin 425 B.C., and that of Lyoander im 405 B.C.

:zUnterﬂuchunan lber Plutorcho blog. Toohnik, Gltultgert,l1927,p. 76.

3 Lysander, X111, 5-9; XL ©1; XL, 1-5; 10QV, 3-6; 00; QvLl;
m@z' 3"5. .
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Thig ccotion has a very looco hiaﬁbrio&l ang_dhron@-
lozieal connectlon with Gallicratides; end tho anoeaotg aboul
Lycandcor'c dealingd wivth Mlleﬁug, elthough It sceme Go Lo oud
‘gf'ohrdnolcgioal ordar hora, 18 a good 1lluctration of the,
gort of character whloh 18 attributed te Lyoandor at tha ond
of chaptcr Vil. ‘ Plutaroh fopaata vhat ho hao alrQaﬁy
daid ebouw Gallicrati@ag, those Ioniand who hode wo gain
importent pogitions in -thelr oiltido by the influonece of
Lysander whon tho demooracico werg cvorthrgwn, were plQaSQQ'
%o woloome Lyegendor beck - but those who 1iked " glmplicily
and Robility in thoir loaders " ( obvioudly Callicratidac )
folt that Lysancor was an ungerupul ous Sofmr{s « Thexg |

.Tollows o scrice of accugsations agealinst Lysandern, subotantiatad

by two sayings of his and one angodotq.

Lysendor wesn a patti-master in the art of deeoitf I
consummate opportunialt, with no reogerd for justiéa; walzing
‘no dictincetion botwoon truth end falochood, bub 1. Lounding
hig ectinate of oithor by the neode of the hour ", Fxom
whatqver souree Plutarch Torwed thia opinion of L;qandoﬁ, ho

‘had alroady rocorded the same cotlmato in almout ldontionl

wordo.

' .
‘4.,rro,x,'.\xw':w.«'w;; of . Lysandaor, V11ll, 3: Sremorsidie,

3 Apoph. Lac., 229 A.




7o illugtrate tho dooeitfulneco of Lysendcr, inopproprlatc
' _ A
%0 one who claimpa to Mo of tho stock of Gihw Horooloideac,

Plutarch reecrds a soying of Lynander'ao:s onee 7.? , .\eom, ” ,,mmm
) r(a‘(-tu“?ﬁov éner .:.(mréx,v

-3
The point of the eoying is clcar; the licn'c ukin iu
typloal of Haraclca, hence, of valiont end horiourablo deocda;
tho fox, of courec, was.and still s trploal of Awveysyw &nd
d&éoitf In other. words, whoro valour olons will not duffioe,
uge a bilt of wrickory - 550@ advlec, ourely, fer a goneral Qo
agceplt end follow !
Palyaenug ‘aquotcs the cems éaying, but attributes it
s} Gleanuridas, thy Tather of CGyli ppug. It mey well b3
an old dperton oaylng; i1t certalnly gdeqma conslgtent with
whot wo know of Upartan oducatibn, and may have béocn
attributod to many difforont Opartens, when 1t owitod thoir

cheractora, by_non—@@aﬁﬁam wrlbera.

'ef. Lyocendor, 11, 1.

2plutarch hed alrcady attributed the soying to Lydender, in
Acojh LReg. ot ﬂmn., 10 L and 229 B.

3 of. Horecc, Are Poatloa, 437.

¢ ﬁLv 10, 5: gﬁ'ov-t-; éjafxe? g leavr;, ro’n- Kpt\’ P 77} .‘(-(u«"ezfr 1-2066(’.(’&??&".
Cloandrldan hod Loon gont out by Oparta bo advisce end holp
the young king, »loilotboanan, In hic invaclon of Attloa. Porleled
wan said to have bribad vhom Doth to ovacuale Athloa. Whoy wore
condomned av bparta and. boniehed. Glcandrldans novor reoturncd,
but oedtlced at LWhupii ( Thueydiden, L, 114; V¥, 106: Plutorah,
Porliclco, 0L ), vhore ke wes eppointed gonoral of the eitizeno
in the iy var agalnet Tercnbun ( Dledorug, AL, 1l: Btrabo, V1,
264: Plutaroch, Pcriclos, 0L ). Uits son, @Gylippus, dlogracoed
himscld? by falling a pray to love of moncy {( Pilutarech, Nieias,
X011, &4; Lyocendor, WKV, 2 - &),



Lud thepro exs all noaner of veriotleo of the conncot lon
betwoen who llon ond tho i’@ﬁ:-, Plutarch himscly _51?1_"3.(; u‘d oo |
furthor example, in hio Life of @11&' end - of great .1&4;501?‘&&110(;
and significance - in hio Comperison botwocn Lysander and, Sml.la;1
wherc ho dayo .that Lysa,n.de‘:: pc:rpqtleaﬁoci Do act of youbthiul

folly or wontonncno, vhile he onjoyod groat powerf, and 0o ho

" avelded, if ovor man did, the pralsec and reproach of the

proverh, ower Movws, iy vﬁmﬂe‘c ", ' Aezl_i.an‘g gayg quito the

.Murréﬂ's
oppodlite &bout Lyaander.-
 fhat the proverh, in anothor form; antedatcso Lyocandor
ic mede olcar firom Aristopheanca' Peace*( vhich wao ppo@uoeg
i 421 2.C. ), ulthough tho scholiasy; in his Interprotabion
of thege lingo, 1o gullty of an olwious anachronlom.
Perhapa, in his Conparison botwoen Lyuand¢r and Sulla,
Plutardh hag got hold of ths original JTowm of the gayinls
U mey w@li Do vhat a Oparten proverb, iLyploal of Lporten
educalion and in fect compbimqnﬁary %o tho Opartan charactor,
" lmown to Arlatophanosamﬁ‘thc Athanlang at the b”“lnnlng of tha

Peloponncolan lor, eattributcd to Clcandnidan or to any otharp

. . 7
Gpartan 1n an adapbed foirm, and finelly eedoclalted with dpheoud,

T ey T Sy

i < e ]

e PR
XL, 6. 113, 2,
3 L
V.He, R1EL, Q: /lu‘-ev{o ... Ee "’7 "‘""“ oo Patst .. S rerfuf'd-u Zor gmv Adti'd rw' 7
Arrrx7 Sr-up-r r-’lnlv 'of‘ 2~ ros E.\k«&; Aeovres ér €¢¢-a=u yrrov.«nv
1139 - 11S0: Ou-'rfs auro:fev I(C'OV?CS : A Srenes,

whclrienes,

1% {«p’ L
~ 4
Qchol. on roacc, 11<¢0: /lvtcol[u'.t Fogon rods Ev Rbrw Admeves Yry t-(vr-r.r oM'O'
. € Aéoveeas . f{." f(-r & .\euném

¢ of. fplot. Diate., 1V, 5; GT1 olkcor Aeoves, b Epése G ZASaeurs,
- Potronlus, Gcn. Twrin. 44, " Doul lconca, i’ozr-aa vulpca .

7 $he only ploeo cuteildo m: Ycloponngne wnez-o e éJ'mrtane had "hoir
headquartora ond oxed ciacoﬁ \,Dnsioorafsm Influence over o long
perlod of i.mc. . .
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Becane atteched o Lycandor ond aesocintod with hio,none apd
act1vitice 4u fole Linor Ly latow weilore, vko dlelined
Lyoonfor end the Opartan influgncc, end interpreted tho

bbi{gina,l ﬂagj,iné; g0 a8 to give 1t a had implication.




43

CHAPYWER V111

Trore follows tho Miletus inoidont, rocorded horc by
?lutaroh to illustrato tho doocit of Lga&ndeﬁz

Plutarch stetco thét the Trionds of Lysendor ab Milotua,
who had hig assuirgnec that thoy would h@ld>thg POUCE whon
the domooracies hed bocn abol 1ohod, bocamy reeoncillod to their
political oncmiga, muoh to the disguot of Lycender. He ur@@d
thom to make a Irwch insurroctlion againgl tho popular party,
himeelf entored their elty, promiscd no counter-meacures
agalingt the domocratg and lullod thom inbo a‘faisq sense of
goourivy, ©o as o prevont thoir cgoape and to maky Qagy th@lr
slaughtcr; and " all who put their trust in him were claughtored ".

Now it scoms mogh unlikecly dhat Milctug, alfter depondonod ‘
upon dperte and. Peresina for five yoarp, would 8till have &
dcemooratic form of government. Tho trubh prob&ﬁly 10 that
there wore in the. ¢ity two partiqa?of.oligaroha, one of which
was more ologaely conncctcd with th@ Spartang in gencral, and
with Lysander in particular, No doubt, ag soon a0 LysandcrR
roappoareG@ in Afle Minor, his particang in many of the Tonlan

2
citico gainod control of tholr governmenba.

Aceor&ing to Smivo, Plutamrehun' icven van Lysaader, Amuterdam,
1932, m. 107, thy saps incidont 18 recordod agein ia chaptor
AxK, 3, to illuskrate hig vindlotivencan ( ' wraskglorigheld ' ). .

*9nio, at any rato, 18 suggestod by Nopod, Lyoendar, 1.
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The beslo of thic én@edbmo wes a@paronﬁly f@u@ﬁ in
Iiphorug; buﬁ-Diodoruai.far from atdributing to Lyceader
recpongibility for tho maosacre of tho 340 domoorats and tho
¢xlle of 1000 others, dogs nob even mention his name in
conngetion with this incident. Bult it was posoilblc for a
lator writer, making uog of ¥phorua, Lo ascume Lysandor'a
part and precacnce in tho massacre; for Diodorun aén@wiph@a
the incidont botween the earrlval of Lysander ab mphgaum in
405 3.G6., wherc he was ontruatcd by Cyrua with the government
of, and tex-oollocting from, his provinodi end tho deatruotien
by Lysander of the twqon of Iagus in Caria-- wlth the slaughior
of 800 malcs and tho sclling inko slavomry of the women and
childrcn - befoire his departure for Altica.

o Goubt, Noposo' souroqsconfusqd Iagus with Thaooa,
go tna£ Nepea' informotion herg 1is ultim&tquvfrom ¥phorus,
thrqugh some 1ntermediary? Nepos also mey have had tho numbelrd
of the slaln peosed on %0 him by his source, but that we do
not know, &8 his chaptor ig dofgotivg.

Folyaqnucfis avare of s massaore of demoorals at _
Milotus, as woll as at Thaecos, and his account ie very similar

to that of Plutvarch; he gives no numberg of tho glain, bubk roforg

! Dicdorue, ®11L, 104, 5 - 6.
+ of . Lycandar, 18K, 2.
3 And aloo tho cource of Polyecnug, 1, 45, 4.

4 The gems muot Bo true of Plutarsh, Lysandqew, WX, 3, for, although
filotus 1s named, tho numbers of thoe slaln gilven Dy Pluterch in
that ohaptor (800) arc the coamc as those rocorded by Dioderuc of
losug. :

s Todsacoan. Y. 49, L.



to Lyoandor's proulsQ to glve frocdom to the domoarata.

Plutorch tekes tho Milctuo incidonll es an illugtration
of tho docoit of Lysandor, and oapo it with a caying of

Lysandor'd, which he ai.t.xalbutca to Anqroolc;icu@a authority:
FaUs or m-u‘.(: -(‘fed,uo\d"‘ .
Tevs J‘s. -tvsf-r_s agmns sj«f."«?nv

tho samo gaying 1ls knowm to Diodoms and Polyuonue, an@;
Plutarch leo,whoro,3 ropeate tho aaying, localielng 1% ot Milotup,
but whon he quotos tho samy Saying in hic ' De Fortuna Aloxendzt Y,
ho attributes it to Dionyéiue of Gyraecucc.

A@liansalao quotcs the sams eaying, adding that some
call it o saying of Lyocendort while othors attribute 1t to
Philip of Haqggdon. Tho two pagsages, in Plubterch and in
4Glian, are by no moans dld@r.ltioa,l, yet therc is sufficlent

aimilarity in the Greck to postulate onc comnon goureg.

{ A -
Ry 95 1: Avsaros - ... LavPulvate rous fér Gt Suts S’m ef-m-naw ms -’"e‘r-‘*"‘
ra's & ﬁva-u ravs  Spacots,

l, Z‘35, 3 AV‘“"J{O‘ Fd@??’étkltv jStr-l?.tvxe?y“ ;",‘:x,“ fﬁ' ,(‘pt.,‘r‘,kﬂ‘ "‘o ?rw: :‘
!pm.

3Ap0ph. RQ@. ob I.Elp-, 229 B ('r'it“ﬁf%évw s Grﬂrm a&vvov 547 '4‘; /".g'“ﬁ‘“('
A ocxw .Sg - r(.t,r.z, e?’dl?‘-(ro ’e’lsyo rw; fmv :,-Anf-tr &7A.

*330 F.

§ Y.H., V11, 12; it oeoms likely that Aclian's oource 18 the Domo
a6 that of Pluta,roh, for Acl lan goes on to aAd; SRorepou 5'ar 5, Aln Spbes
A€pera , aars ye vyv ipye yreapyv.... § e yip trpem WHILO Pluteufch, of ‘tor gquoting
the saying, clalmb uhat i vao quite impropcer ( o« Spfex ) for
Lycander, who wos only & gonercl, to ilmitete in thio wvag
Polyoratos, of Qamog, who wag & byrant.

~ ' 7
¢ of. Dio chrysogt. Oxe T4y 15, e Gho e rov S& Aveavipor .. ... el
«ﬂﬂt}r-uﬂ-u Lsrwn Sre wous :-h Freeeus -(‘?pdyae\av: nel € parpers
cf-:w.nav fa’, Tos Se .{V:%Mt Somers ml )Qﬁc,(\dav :
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Plutarch hlmsolf is not oomplotoly cortain wh@thar
this saying should be attributcd to Lyuander, he do@e sugboaﬁ,
by hie roforcnco to Polycrates, the uyrant of Bemon ( o. 520 B.G.),
that the ' apophthogma ! may al&o.bo attmiﬁute@ to him. But it
1a posolbla to read too much into the casual montion of Polycratos,
who in any oage wes well known for his porfidy and ambition, and
therefore might be asgumed to be a fair parallel for Lysander,
if one accepta that sort of Interpretatlon of the character of
Lysandqy,.

In all probability this saying about the ' knuckle-bones ',
like that about the llons and the foxcs, may have bocn well known
and in goneral currency in the Fourth Caentury B.C., g0 that 1t
oould Bbo put into the mouth of any suitable charaot@r. |

Plutarch adds that the saying is attributed to Lyeanﬁer
by Androcle idge, whoaevQr he may -bal Finally,Plutarch sugee et
that to act in thie dceceitful way; and to cherish a proverb of
this typa, 18 quita uﬁtgpieal of Sparta. ' |

It 18 extromely diffiocult to gueaa from what sourcea
Plutarch glcaned hioc ' Apophthegmata ', if indecd that work ia
really by the blographor. Probably they were colleotcd by him
over many yeard into a sort of ' common-place ' book, whioh ho

must havo found'uaeful latqr, whan he was compiling hioc Livesg.

Apart from Do Fort. AlCXR., 330 I, whore ho doqe attribulta the
- gaying to Dionyaiuo.
% of, Diog. Lacrt., 1V, 34, where another version of the saglng i@
attribuied to Arooailauo/ the Seeptio.
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Tho thoory hao beon put fopuard by A. Brunck that Aclien end
Plutcoreh Dobth mado uta of an ‘Vgneedotoneoqpen@ium", and tHab
simileritics and difforences between thom go back to thia
common souree. This theory is posasible, and certalnly a@émo_
to be suggested by. many almilaritieaf ‘Qn tho other hand,
therg afa many’notieoable points of differonce; Plutarch knowa
nothing of the thoory that Lysander was a ' mothax 'i and
dicagrece entirely with the view that Lysander livod a-
debauchod 11fc in Tonia. |

Theade ohaptOrsf whieh have beqn gxamined in detall,
aro“anéodotal and apophthogm&ﬁio, end uniformly hostile to
Lysander. They are not in esmonce anti-Spartan, but thcy secenm
to have come affinity with Ionias Although entdpathotic
tovarda Lysandor, there doof not secm to be much cimllariiy
batween thair contents and the attlitude twowards Lysander
which 18 found in the latar chaptors of the Lifc, particularly
chapter X1X, where tho Mlletus incident 1o mepoated by Plutarch,
although he‘makos no reference to a previous mention of it, and

%lls it afresh and wlth differcnt datalil, following more

T T W — i — . —— R

! Gommont. Aclian, V.H., Borlim, 1887, pp. 1 - 106, quoted by

* gr. Aclien, V.H., X1, 7, with LyconGer, X1X, 5
© V1,4 & &,15, with Lysandor, XXX, ©

V11, 12 with Lysandcr, V111, 5
X1v, 29, with Lysander, 11, 6 & XV1l, G.
* V.H., ®11, 43. . “V.H., X111, 8.

* Lysander, V11, 4 - 6 and V11l

¢ of., the maspacro ot Mii@tua, the referemcce to.Polycwrateg, and
- tho 'knuekle-bono' quotation ln Apoph. Las., 229 L.
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‘clodgely Eohorus ! écccghﬁ’df Lysanier'a oruel ﬁfeétmgnt_of'

Tacus. It is, of coursc, possible that Plutarch found in
Theopompun come mention of a massacro of domoorata 1n_Mil@tud,
‘and himself somcowhat ombroidered tho talo, adding two of hio

' apophthegmo ' to 1llustrate tho deceltful side of the -
ocharactor of hie horo. At any rate, it may bc eignificant

that aftor the purcly narrative chapterac with which the
hlography commcenecd, and which may be taken from a single
authoritﬁﬁ wo notlce again ths frequent interpoaition of such
phrases ag " They say ", or " It is roocorded “,-or'“ Ao ha opays “,

' 3
which may suggest oomposiue gources.

2 And that authority seqme to bo Thoopompus, himsgelf making usc
of the Hellenlica of Xenophon.

3
Gf. Vlll, 1’, l‘foe?T-u ; V11, &, -mo{.h]ﬁovever.u; Vul, 5, A &l s A
with 1, 2,cs éwe gy 3 L, 3, xd gasev 3 1L, L, Aéperect & 11, A, Sewex
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Plutarch now roturns to the historical narrativce; he
tello us nothling of tho arrival ‘of Lyscander at Hphoous in
the carly part of 405 B.Q;, wnqn_hd took ovor from fugonloua
the hundrcd shipo which the lattor had oolloctced, togolher
with tho sums of monoy vhich he had had to domand of the
Ohians. '

Gyrua summoned Lycendor to Sardie, offorcd him gifte,
pron:.lisgél hin part of his own foritunc and Qé.id that, if
nocesoary, he would cubt up the gold and silver thronc on
vhioh hoe pat and mint 4% into coinage. | | |

Then, as ho wag on his way bo ledia %o visit his faﬁhof,
ho adzigned to Lycandor tho trilute of the clbice over which
ho had jurisediction, nominatiﬁé him to rule temporerily in
his place, and urglng him not to fight tho Athonians et @oa
watil ho roturnod, when'he promigcd additional naval foreca.

Thils sqoond intervicw. given by Cyrus to Lysandeowr, i@
mend 1ohqd both Dy Xanopherf and D 106;01:'\‘10'3 - Xcnophon docs not
pay that Cyfun summon@é Lyoonder to Sardlc, but he Goec malo

it clear that Gyrus gavé Lysandeor -oomeo mongy, and promisod:him

/ . ) - '
Xomophon, HGllgniea, 11, 1, 10 ot 2cq.

2 Hollomies, 11, 1, 10 - x2..

- oz, 108, 3 - 4.

o
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norg. ' Guriouely'enuﬁ@h, Pluturch'a words about Gyiua'
offer to givo of hls own privatc fortunc and, i nceoucary,
%o cut up his tﬁron@ for funds, ars found Iin a much carliler
chaptor of KQnOthnﬁ et Cyrug' first 1nﬁ9rview with Lysonder.
it muet D2 obgorved that, in chapter lVf wacre Plutareh io
roferring to Cyrus' first mogting with Lysander, ono nlght
have expoctcd him to insert the roference to the thpong of
Cyrug, Aif hQ had booan theire foellowing tho acoount of XQnophon
at rirst hond. '

ThQ motaphor about ocolining dowm one'o propecity secms
to have beon e favourite one aseribed to'Peralap rulore and
gatrapg; at any ratc, the sams gort of iGea wao exprché@ by

Tlgsapherncd, according to tho words of Alcibia@eé{

Xcnophon saye that a moscago had reached¢ Cyruo,
sunmoning hiwa to his Teatihor Dariug, t/ho wes 11l in [edis;
thereforo, ho cntrugted to Lyeandor " all the trlbutdé firou
tho oiﬁl@a_wh;oh wore undor his juriodiotion “f ©Yhig impli@g
only the revcenugs due porsonally Lo Cyrua; dub Piutareh im

'Ouggeatigg thot Cyrus offqrod Lycandor all tha reveonucgs of

vhe Ionlen cliica. Xcnophion adds that Cyrus urged Lycancor

‘HQllGniQ&, l, 5:; 3 ey S¢ r—wrd G‘xf\ri*-? ms 756es )V’?se-fﬂd' ‘}'7 & "’""'7(’
duf:.: efuu" > %ar Se «,“ ,,w-r_( nsr Tov ecoovav «.trukor,d&v eﬂ'w enm&,rq
' Hre yvfcwv P Xe 6 ~v.
Lyoendeyp, l)s, L: Gl SZsu & R-ery(:.o 8’:52.»:7 a-tf-f,goff;y,mv 7k aﬂf« v
!H"kﬂ?} h.‘w‘ ﬁu‘?&”fﬁv 2,{2 .rov 96%” Gp'n.f. kdslyf‘ércs G,?7[1-lfl &,
' ”’uéa‘;r o o@yvar S et 3
Lyoan@or, v, 6. : Tﬂncydi@ec, viiL, 0L, .3.

& N ’ \ ’ \ » ~ ’ Tt
Hollenioe, Li, 1, 13: Fevwes Tou gopovs Tes érc 7o sodewr, o<

SR
lres 7 glﬂ
. - ~
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‘not to fight against the Athoniano, " unlose ho hed many MOFO

chips ", and proultcd o hkring baak further naval £ oraco.
Diodorus 0ays %haﬁ Dariug cummoned Cyrus to Poroie
and that Cyrus abaigngd tho teibute of hiso citles to Lya&n@a?'
and cntrugted vo him Whe tmecraéle OF hig citiQa’- a otep taken
&pparentlg‘by Gyrua becausc he hed confidonce in Lysender and
found him o uwseful altornativo to a Peroion doputy who might
péovo to e & serious rivel to himeqlf.
Z¢nophon mekes no mentién of this nuporintondonoc by
Lyeendcr of Cyrus' gatrapy during his aboonec, waich 1o rocorded

by Pluterch and Rilodoxus.

Plutarch noﬁ interposqo Lysandor's qrourcion aoronn
the Acgean to Attiocn, and in his chronology asrecs with
Dio@orudf But Xonophonf from wuom most of Plutarch'a
information muot ultimatolgrbe dorived, asgagigng Lysandor'n
reveging of Nogina and Sélamia“to o Gimo immediatoly prior
to the oicgo of -Athong and aftor Ghge battlo of Acgoupotoni.
According to Plutarch, since Lysander could not fight
& sqa-battle on cgqual torma? nor roemain inactive with ouch a
lowrgo flect, hoe put out to see, making for Attlen via tho
north of the Acgean; heo roduccd " gomc of theliolan@a ", overren

AcBina end Selemis, ard landoC in Abtloa, whorc he grecucd tho

R e

lxlll, l@ﬁ}’ é}: r-cr 3" afa_r:r h‘o’XM 'Hy‘v ’a-’nnxufmv S‘df;nfwlce .

2 j11L, 104, 8. _ *Hollonice, I3, 2, ©.

“ Apperontly ho had just under two bundred ehipe; of. Holleniea, 11,

2’ 50



Qpartan king, Agis, who&a headquartora were ab Docblea: HQ
thon diﬂpl&xom hio ;logu, e liko 0Rno Fh@ nolled vhomo Lo
plecaged and ves waster of the seo ", but on the approadh éf
tho Athonians £led by anothor routq o Ao, |
| Apart from tho refaoronca to LyseanGer's flight back
to Asia, Pluterch 1s following clodely ignophon'o account2
of Lycanéor'a victorloua vayapo to_&ﬁhQnQ jmmned latcly. afbvar
j Asgoopotami, chophén ﬁ&gssﬁhat aftor the doparturé or
Cyrus Lys&n&or aailqd Lo Rhoﬁqg and tho gouth eoaat of Carin,
and thero&ftor to-L&mpﬂa@ua. After Aosogpotami“ho galled bo
Abtice, ravased AQping and Lalewis, and met Agla.
Ghronologically Plutarch 1g folloving iodOWuﬁf but
hc hag very 1llttle in common with vthe facto reoogﬂog uy
Diodoruo. “no lattor rofers to Lysander's GOp&r@u;v £170
E@hﬁﬂua faor Iamumﬁ vhore ho wea sullty of a m&saacrq; cnd on
to Rhodca, and finally acrosf the Acgeen, putting in at some
of the isla,ndm end lending in Attlce ond Acgina. |
Phis alloged oxpodit lon to Attica, lmmcdilateoly after '
the doperture of Cyrus for Poroie, 1o indeed oucpoect. IV ig
inconcdivable that a cautious generel 1iko Ly@dnd@f would

lcave Bbashind in Acla an Athonion flect { sgual in numborg to

'Fortiificd by tha Upartanc M 41% H.C., ab the ouggostion of
Alaibiadoo,

*follenice, 11, 2, Q. Stollenton, 11, L, 15.
“ Hollenieo, 11, 2, ©.  “®iii, 104, 7 - &.
¢

Bud ef. Thuoydidoo € V111, 28, 2 ); hero we ary told that Iacud
hed boeon for dony tAme in Goorton bondo.
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his owa ) and. call acrosg to Athenilan tefriﬁory, bofome o
hed challonged ahﬁ nonterod theilr floot. 'The duggestioun in
Plutarch secng to Bo thalt Lysander wag so cortaln of tho
otrongth and supsriorlty of hbs faroco that he céula oall
where he wish@d.> This 1dea of pride is perhepo Plutarch'g
owvn commgnt on the venlty of Lysender, who wlshod to show off

ﬁo the troops of &gig what -ho had mede of tho Sparten £leot.

Plutarch now adds that whon Lygender pealined that
the Helloepond was unguardced, he salled to lay clcge e
Laupdgaous by dea, while Thoren assaultcd it by land; ithy oildy
wes balkon and plundorod. | lcanwhilc, 180 ohips of thn Athoniono
arrlved at tho Chersgonose and put in at. Beotoa, provioioning
there and Ghon sailiné on o Aegoapotemi. This Athonion flect
was under tha command of goveral goncrals, inqluéing Philoclqa,
'who had persuaded the Athcnian assombly to pass a dgorcce Lhat
the right thumbo of gll prioonérg of war chould b2 oui oif.

XgnOphomfﬁo a greoab QXtht,.&nﬁ DioGorud %o a lcooce
outent, confirm what Plutarch aaj@, Thorax is not montloncd
at thie point by Diodorug, although he docd say lator thob
~ Thorax wae loft in oharge of Samon by Lysander. Plutearoh
introducoo Thowxex hore quite naturally ( vhore he io following
& hiptorical nerrative, wnich has-previcucly ROt 16Nca Lycendcr'a

sccond~ in-comnand ), gilving no doteilo about hin, Dut escumning

'Hollonlea, ii, 1, 18 - 20, * %111, 104 - 106.
‘v, 3.
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Lhot hidlfdadcéé,éré'faéilia? wiﬁh hio namg;‘ But in Qhaptcr
Xixf‘who vo Thorax 2@ quoted as an ¢rample OF the oox rup%ion aﬂ
found among Ljaandar 8 friondo amd aollecazucs, ko is rofarrod.to
ry Plutarch as if nothing hed hoon proviougly sai@ aboﬁt hia.

dcnophon and ch@orua agrae that, after who capturo of
Lampsacud, tho oily was plundercd; but'XenOphen3adcia' that
Lysgabdor " let go all ths frec men in tho oldy .

'chophon?anﬁ Dicﬁbrussagréo vith Plulaxrch about tho
number of the Athonian ships which put in av Scetoo and
finally sailcd on to Aegospotomi.

Plutarch specilally selocts for mention here the name
of Philocloﬁ? one of tho Athonian generalg, because ho wog
alloged %o have boon one of the prime movers in tha pasaing
of & docrec by the Athonian assembly Ghat they should cut of?
the right thumbs of pﬁisOnord, Lo provont them in fuiure érom
throving a opcar, althoush thoy might owill be ablo wo rouw an
08z, , |

Now Xonophon's vorsioﬁ7of tho eccusation againat

Philoclces is quite dlfferont Zro that of Plutorch, According to

'Lymandér, X, T; we may -assume that Plutarch's soureg for thio
latgr chapicr hed introdu@ed Thorax to his readgrs for tho firot
tiwo, showing that he wag +&pAev «drd (1.0, Lyoandqr)es svsrpersyov

éve , whom one might naturally suspect to be akin to Lysender in
charactor and conduct.

’ \ ’ V4 - V4
MIIL 104, 8: vu's nr7‘e¢s -dcri--us.rs ceen Tyv feer Ay e ﬂ’w‘o;r &Paucev Seavrdar,
? Hellenioca, I3, 1, 19.  “Hollenlce, i1, 1, 20. i1, 105, 1.
¢ Pluvarch had more informatlon to give us laver (111,1-2) about
Phillocleoon end hiog cxeeutlon Ly Lycendor after Aegoapotawd, wvhorxg
Gho information ls attrlibubod to Rhoophrogtua (- %. 137, W ).

7 Hetteadon. 39, 1. B OB et
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XQh@thn, tho Athonlens ﬁéd‘paomgd & Gecrac  thal, 7 vhoy

TQI0 viotﬁrlgua In tho sea-fight, they would eut of? tho

riﬁhﬁ HAND of,ovdrg prisonor;  and tho erimo Ton wadeh Philoolen
vao tried bofoke Lysendor at Lampsacun was thot be had omxdored
thy orowg of two capiured Corinthiecn end Andirlen trlremeo te

be thrown over & proelpieq. Thus, in Xenophon, Uho barbvaric
decroc was that of tha.Athqniana ( end not of Philoclos ),
while’regponpiblliﬁyﬁfor the glaughter of twe ereua vas
ebtributed to Philoclen; the mutileticon wes of tho right HAND -

( and not the thﬁmb ), and it only appllcd to this one battlg.

Pilutarch knows nothing about ths cxeoution of thz
crowe by Phllocloo, roford genoerally to thig doeree aw P 1t
applied to any fuburo cngagement, and gilves dgpeciilc iHEOEmatioh
that; ﬁith tho loagn of thoe thumb, the oaptured enomy oowld still
row, but notv fight. | |
It 1z not nocqsgary wo asaumaltn&ﬁ'thia anccedote 1@

taken from Theophragltug, meraely becouse Plutowch aderibaos té
Theophregtuo hia account of the Geath of Phlloclegf Iv 1o
_much more likely to be talkon from tho pan of é writor 1ike
Theoopompud, who may have had available firot hand cvidoncq

about Acgospotami and ite resulte, had Littlo %o may in favour
of Athong, end vag probably familiar with tho Gecroo ¥oputcd

to hove becn pagsod agolnst the paople of Acgina by Athens

3 &
in cithor 455 orx 431 B.G, Noithor Thuoydidan nor Diodorug

‘A8 ‘docu Budolt, @rilecah. CGeach., iii, 2, p. T&0, wole 3.

< Lyeander, X111, 2.

23, 100; 4, e2v. - TR, 96w, b,
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refor to any ouch deorce of the Athonlons agalnst Loging,
informatlon about which may in tho fipot instanoc have bacn

found in ThoonOIPUO. -

Ultimatoly, thon, a8 is aloo olcar in ohapbord 1 -
V11 of this Lifc, tho ' Grundquollc ' of thio chapler 40
Kemophon, but obviously an edaptod Zonophon. — Although
Plutareh £ollowq thzvchronologioal order of ovanto vhieh
vag found in Ephorua, and which 1nclu@én 2 ghort viosit Ly
Lysandor to Atblea ﬁafore tho battle of Acegospotomi, you
there 1s no ovidence whatevor that an Hphoran gouwreo wan
used for thile cheptor. In ong éhort gentence along?
Plutarch passes on some information which 1s pceul law ﬁ@
DicGorus and not-found in Xenophon; but, even so, where io
not & grcat similarily botﬁoqn whob Plutamoh‘saya and tho -

woris of Liphorug.

of. Aellom, V.H., 24, 9, uhere tho words of Gho Athonian éeercg
are tho eame as ln Plutarch, but . Jtho sufforcra are ho pOOplc of
A\.chﬂ.na. Su G:&tlfrsmo A&,vauﬁ , rat 740.11.1 e oupariz, ﬂ:t/hr?\'cd"(i!v ol &0
fﬂydv % 1o 520 0 we 77! Kﬁfu Elavuhor 75% Jf\gh« ﬁr« fu (u-v /gczdr.éerv (u? S/rwrvar,
m..m7v e ghxdverv Eurur?-u,
& Gloore, De Offleils, 11, 11, 46, " Athonicnaco.... DOLVoLumd
ut Aeginetio qul elasco valqbant, pollicea proageidercntur .
lMontion in moge of the rootoratien of Agginoe by Lycendor in
Plutarch, Lyaan@or XLV, 4, and Xcenophon, Hellenldo, L1,2,5-9%

LXTE&HQ-IOS?, 1, 2@ not Ty a,urw Szercgrevcev -rf'xo,v,
Dicdorue, X111, 104, 4&4: =& Ser s vy AENeote  Fpv bt 6 7m v n-cg&&.ure



xﬁ ocr*ainlg cegmo st?ango thot, 1f‘Plutaraa Tan follow&g“ -
el@moly tho narﬁatﬂve oy ngovl 2, e should QLVOL a0 Q;om h&g
authority W dwe important pointa of ohroqold@y.- %o daaign
-Gyrua! atatémont about-outting up hic th:o@g.ﬁa hio sccond
intervicy with Lyoendcr after Arginucac, and to insqrd, bofone
vho battle of AQ@ompotami, tha raceord of Lysandaer's approach -
to the shorco of Atgiaa;
-~ 1f, on tho obhor ham, wo ascums thot Plutarch Gid not in -
fact maké 7irot hand woce of Jcnophon, but followgd thQ accound
6f Thoopormpud, thon wé mued also'&é@uma what Th@opcapum, who
obviounly m&é@ oxrbtensive usc of tho Hellonica of anOpnon:
ha¢ good roeeuons Lox hisg altération.of tho chronelogy of
Zenophon. Ag an Ionian, Theopompus would pre@umabiy heve
2080Had o contomporary rccoxds, wirlttem firom & Ghisn poind of
vicw: and, olthough Lysander'se carly viold to Attlea 10 unlizely,
a poraistent Fumour may havq boen provalcent in Ionle that ho
dld in fact makb thilg Jjourney before Aegoapotami.‘ Durig of.
Gomon, ovon‘in hisg day, ever & hundirod yoors aftor tho oveny,
was awvare of tho great reputation loft behind by Ly Dan@qrf
“ho Spartan gencoral who vas able Linally to vanquiah whogQ
doughty ace~fightoro of Abhana, would no doubt hava aacribcg
to hin an abllity in naubtlcal matters ¢ven bofore the dicagtrous
dafoat of tho AEhQnian fleoﬁ. I£ then Thcopqmpua io the

of G. & Hey e 23, whore Thoopompus is accusgd of plagi&rlam

oand whole-oalo copying fyoi E;enophon. ..... - rodhe rod Tevopurres I
ttt-m-n&-v-u Hretdgpet o on.. xat Sta THv rhonsy xrd.

Lyeanﬁer, 3W111, 5; Athcnecus, RV, 696 &-¥.
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COURGo of f’lu-f;.arc?a,_ he 'mtsy, :.orolys havo expreoycd th: vie:z

thzz;t lLQ}‘Oantle.“. wao &ble, np"awithsﬁammg tho preaencau in.;th@
&éc;oan of a largo Athcnian fleot; to eall the watero ab his
will cnd lerd on Attlc soll, and havo Juotifiod thle stotomont
by roferring to an alloged visit to Attlca prior to the battle.
Plutarch'z comment upon thid,’ and his interprotation of '-it. e,a
en act of vain-glory, will not thereforo ho talknn from hic‘z

SOUFQC.

4

’ A 4 A - ’‘
! Lycandor, 1%, 41 d&s whewn g foksero, spurcl wis Bukwrrys.




_ GHAPRERD X _and X1

It is cloar that, in his Goscription of tho battle of
Acgoopotomd { Soptembor, 405 3.C. ), Plutawch i followlns
clogqly tho account of Xenophon, but with e few &lﬁbééﬁi@ﬁa

end sdditilonc vwhich euggeet that olthor he had eveilablc

another authority, or that his doureg was reintorproiing

and roweiting Xcnophon's aceount. In thecee Wwo ohaplaore

thora 16 nothing but praise for Lysandor; the wholo plan of
the battle 10 attributcd to him, in e way vhich 48 not
suggoetod by Xcnophon. Piutaroh'a conclusion ig that tho
Poloponncelon Wor wag " brought to a closg by tho prﬁﬁonea
and ability of onc man ", dcosplte a sugggétion of twéachory

3
on the part of tha Athenlen gonerale. This is 1lndccd high

.“"?:isﬁffﬂ

praioe for Lysander, and very ¢ifferent from the cstimais of

) Nopaq?

. Ly
Diodorus' account of the batile 1s very bricf, end indcod

vory differont in many roapeolo, oegpoclally in his description

{ —
HQllQniO&, 1_]&., 1’ 20 - 30.

% 6f. Lyoendor, X, 1, and X1, 11 - 13, * Lyosndor, X1, 1.

*Nopoo, Lysandow, 1, " ... magnam reliquit cul femnam, mazgla
folloltate guam virtute partem ",

$ %111, 105 - 106.



of Alcibledon' offer of holp ank sdviac to the Gthonlen

gonorela.

?hic poraziaph 18 1acntloal with Xenophon,; Qxcept'thax
tho l&tter does not suggost that Lysandor, cven bofor@ the
battlo, had alroauy formed thg plan of oapturing the Athcnian

trircmes whilc thcir erQwa WGre on . the anore.

Thiﬂ’p&f&ﬁf&phjlg aISoiiQonﬁio&l with tlho acoount df'il
Xenophon, who agraes ﬁhat Lycandor rofuscd to put out from
his naval bogde at Laupsacus &n@ accept thg_&thonlah challaonga.
In this roopeect Dlodorus usqm vory similar words to thosqg of
Plutarohg but Plutoreh is moro pr@cigo'about tho challonfe,
ard so is Xcnophomn. The challeonge isgued by thQ-AﬁhQnian&
continucd for threcg @é.yc;, and only on the fourth day 4did
Lysandor decide to takm action. . ;

Phoro is ono slight additién modlo by_Piutareh, vhich o
do not find in Xonophon, and walch scoms to W insartod quite
naﬁﬁrally by Plutarch inteo his account - " Lycander scnt out
decpatch-boato to the foromoot of his ohipo, ordering then
Lo koop quict and.romain in line, net geiting ipto confusion
nor'ﬂailing out to6 meot the enemy ". For a Life of Lysandcr
this ig a quitd mcaninglosa ard usolosn addivion, and iﬁﬂ
incortion can only guggent o narr&tivo historioal souraeq, othor

than Xonophon, whigh Pluuaweh uaom.

paemlawo

Eulll 105, 2: émn‘kt-onn vty rokezww xd'e,tsg-zv €3 mw[.«,(uv 5
L‘”Gandcr, 2\, 2t _ rwv A37r.ut~v . nnmﬁeuvnw cdott nfo’ru-\av[‘s-ywv



fh@&q 4wo dogtlons aleo £ollov the owder tha @oacription
of Hcnophon. Lycander held his ships in oheek'ana refused to
allow thom to attack tho provecative Athonian fleot. But he
gent out two opr threa shipJ‘to reoconnoltrs, whon tho Athonlang -
hed departed. Tho inactlvity of the Gpertans £1lled tho
Athenlang with courage ahd contempt for tholir foe.

Tho acoount of Diodoruﬂlis quito diffcront; he tello us
that, far from fooling wore confidant about thelr futurc and
contompltuoud of thoiyr enomicg, the Athonians were at a loog
%o know how they could sustain and victuel thoir foreea in

such an unsultable pooitioa.

In his dosaription of the arrivel of Alolbledqn, Plutarch
ig quite cloarly in no way indebicd to Hphorud. He rollowa
entively the wradition of ¥cnophon.

Plutaroch seys that Alcibi@dea rode up fron his noighkouring
fortraonn wo the Athenian Torocn end conouirad the Athgnian
conoralo, £&r0t, for pitching ocamp in & bad podition, on an
open boach; and sgcond, f£or having 460 victual thoir Porceo
from distant Sagtos, whilg it was posglble foxr them to gail
In%o the harbour of Hostos 1teolf; and, odds Plutereh, bhoy
wore at %ho moroy of troops under the commnand of a ain@lg
generel, " the foar of whom led them to obay hio qvory oxdor

prompuly v, The Athonlan generels rofused GO0 acgept vk

! Polya@nua. 1, 45, 2, montlong tvo triremoa; XenoPhon, Helloniea,
‘il, 1, 24 DE‘,S]G Tus rn,‘:su,s re-»ve-.w.
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advioe-df Aleibladeo, but bogen to ingult him, ZTydouc inaélenmly.
raminding Alolbicdes that he was no lonzdd an Athonien @onorél.

‘In @ll thig, Plutaroh follown clogcly tho aocount of
Zcnophon; btut tho ohort gontence about ths - Qpaptana o ing
under & single command is peculiar to Plutar@h. Acnophen edéa
the namy of Monander to that of Tydoua for the insultlng wordo
2ddrasacd 4o Aleibiadenl A | ,

Plutdrah's accounﬁ in his Ligo of ﬁl@ibléd@g of
Aloiblades' vislt to tho Athenlan gonorelo ot Agospoteml la
very similar to whati hQ records in tho Lilve Qf Lysandar. Thorg
he repeats, although in differont woxds, his sgntenca ahout
the unifiocd command of the Opartanc, and uges the same wordo
to degeribe the insult of Tydeus.

But Hohorus' tradition about Alcibiades! visit and
advice is very dilfferent. Diodopug‘and NonﬂsrepﬁoQQnt '
Aleibiadds an wishing %o bo roadmittod to & sharxe in tho
commend of tho flegh, and se promicing, If this was grented,
that he vyouid aggamble a hody of Thraclaong, undorxr thoiw kings,
Medoocus amd 3cudthan, attack Lysander by land, and Forec him
o Tfight oxr retreath. But thn Athanien genorels nqfuned nig
help becoause ho would gain tho gloxy if the battle wore
ouecoodful, end thay would have o baar the blems, if thingo

" this 1o attributod to Thoopompun by R.Dippel, Quac vatio intor-
cedat...., Gilqocoon, 1098, p. 9, quotcd by J. Omito, Ibid. p.l20;
cortainly, Theopompuad would do¢ nothing but confuslon in thg
democratlc systom of a muliilateral commend,provelent at Athend.

o 3 '
* Hellcnioce, 13, 1, 26. Alolibiades, XOWL & XMVLL.
. N _. |
33111, 105, 3, * Nopos, Aleibleded, V111,



' “ ;‘3 o ;'

memt wrong. ~ Plutarch certainty docs ellude o holp frem Sho
Threcliang, but in such a way a0 %o suzgeod thadt 1t was moroly o

roport of a vegue boast made by Alelbladon.

Tho concluoion vhich we draw from an czemlnabion of

thio chapt@? .8 that‘Plutaroh is in no way indébt@@ %0 Hohorug.
Hé éithor‘uscd Xcnophon at £1r0t hon®, ond added a commont oOF
@ﬁp Trom obmé 0LhOF BOURCO ( probsbily Thoapompgs,), gﬁiah'w&Q
sttributing tha wholo ouceoss of Aegocpotani Go thy okilful
planning of Lyoandor anﬂ the Lach that o Bpextang hod a unificd
command; or ( end this seqmd perhaps morse likely') he made wao
direetly of Thcopompus, and indircéﬁlg of Nenophon, whoad |
information ho had available'in tho Hellonles of Theopompuad.

The pilcture of Aloiblades in this ocheptcr 1s oongistently
favourshle, and hie advice ( a8 is elso made elcar by Xonophon )
ls statoomenlike and roagonable. Napof baare witneos ©o tho
uniformly favourablo Qstlmaté of Aleiblodeu givon by Thoopompud,
vhich may be o further ergument in favour of Thoopoupua. But
the suggestion of help ¥rom ubs Thradiang, put into the mouth of
Aloibiedon Ly Hphorus, is ag imposalble as it is unlika Alcib-
ladoo; fox he would hardly havé promised a foroe of Thracleng to
f1lght Lyoender, when ho knew how unlikely it wad that he oould
- get thom aoross tho Hellcopont ig’ﬁha foea of Lysendor'o aﬁill

unoongucerod floct.

{
Alcibladeo, OOV1D,, i
+Wepon, Alaibinrdcs, X1, " cud maledicontissiml, Theopowmpud ob
Timeour, RCQGlo quo modo in 11lo une lovdendo consonbdiumt .
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Plutarch's account of tho scizuwre of ﬁh@l thonien ohipa-
foliowd most clouely the tradiﬁion of Xcnophon, deviabting
from him only to supply additional informabion, vhich would
gecom tq have'béen tékan ultimately‘from”an cycwiltnesa -on ho

Gparvan 81Gc.

Plutarch says that Aloibladas suspoctcd thal somo
tréachery was afoot and therafofa dcparted. Tolihis susplcion
of treachery XQnophoﬁlbears witnces, aithough ho -does not woll
us that Aloiblados wag suspiolous; and othor Writora ( for the
most parh,later ), including Lrgiao IoooratQa, Dcmoathonpéf
ang Pausaniaaﬁ agrec that 1t was gonerally hold In Athono that
AGo lmentuo and Pydeus had hed troaoh@rous-dealinga with
Lg&anoor.

But Plutarch most brio;ly pagses ovaer the suepi@ion of
trgachery, ano if his sourcc had little 1nfprmation ahout 1i;

aud indeod, 1f Thoopompus 1s his ultilmato authorivy, 1t io

‘Ao W Aloiblades, WUVLL, 1. ? Hellentoa, I, 1, 32.

3 Gons., Alcib., (X1v), 38, vhere he alloges thiat Aloibiedan and -
Adoimontug tozcwher plapmed to betrey the £lcecolt; ol. (Lyﬁieo) ;j

L“aitaph., G3: " 7hoe ghipso wore Gootroyct ab ace;oapota,mi €re ;Yf(-.ovos
x.«mu e7re DESY S'mwv.c ",
. « S

“ A8 Pnils, V, 70. KL, 91,

6 1v, 17, 3, whore Paupanlan says that the Spartens wero the first
%0 glve Bwibes Yo tho cncuy, " buying Adeimantuo and other Athon-
Lon Qonc:alﬁ "; and X, 9, 11, vhere TyGcun 18 nomcd ad.a traltor.
ox. oloo, Doogth. Do F&la Logab., 57, uhow Gonon accusca
Adcvimw:\.wa.m b ibopT. R L ‘
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unllkglj.tpat,thg.iqooratéan would glvo mugh orodit to this
tole of bribery, waleh would in any case not refloét ar\dit.
upon LycanSor or upon thy OJpartanc. Indecd, Plutarchia
conclupion of his chapt@?’suggostg that the Opartan vighory
at Acgospoltami wao dve, not‘to'the bribory of tho gencrala
( ag is nadurally suggeoctod by such Ath@nian ﬂourcés a8 the
- Attic oratoro ), nor to the loek of disoipline and incomnetoneq
of tho Athonien tiroops ( em wo find suggcotod in Dlodorug ang.,
Ncboa ), but te thg pru@enco eand abllidy of Lysender.

Diod orus? it 1s true, cuggesto inforxmation about
Athonian dispogitions and hablto, passed on Go Lysandor;-but
thora 1o no suggaotion in him or in Nopoa‘gf the eorruption

of tho Athanian gonerale.

_ - §
Thooo sqetilons are very similar o Xcnophon. Such

dalfforencen &ao thorg are, oarg ma;ply additional comenté(om'
omall'dotalla passgd on by Plubareh, whiéh Give tho lmprassien:
of o Gparten de-wltngaé account. .Thoro axg Lour qxemplas of
this sort of thln§

1) Pluh&reh SpQ&&Q of a " bronzo shiold w® bo ing hoiotQd
by the Spaxrtang,; asg a signal for the atteck; but Xcnovhon, who
corteinly roford o a shlold, telle us nothling about the matordnl
of tho- Dhi&l@

' Lyoandor, i1, 11 - 13. ? 211, 105, % Aleib. V11l & Lysen. X.
“511, 106, 2. “Mollenioa, LI, 1, 25 - 20.

¢ g6 doceo Polyvaqnue, 1, 45, 2,
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2 ) Pluﬁarch'domemib:ﬂ Lysahdor'aa himaaif,vin pQEDoﬁ,
vieilding hioc piloté_&n@ tirlorarcho, and engouraglng thou for
tho batilc; Xonophon malkod no menitlon’ of thic.

3 ) PJ,utarchlroQoms that the Bpartan land foracn
advenced glong the ahofe to selzo the promontory, only fiftecn
_otadqs digtant from tho peninoula; X@noﬁhon, who hag pfeviously

mont loned the Glstence from the promontory Lo the pceninsgula,
at thio polnt merely Btatga thet " Thorax edvenccd along ho
shoro with the Infantry nd

4 ) Piut&roh?addg cohsiaorablo detaila about.Gonon‘a
alarm and hls attompto to man the triremca, and sbout the
dispoaltions of the Athenlen dellows, weforring to the
1]

incxzpericnca of tholr commenders " - a2ll thic information

is not found in Xenophon;

Tho omcapa of Conmon with eight éhips to wvagoran of
Gypruo 1is attested by XQnOphOﬁi who 1nglwdgo the ' Paralug !
in tho nine chips which ho mqntiona, and gays that Goﬁom fivot
ocrosmed the stralt to Cape Abernin, where thoe sailo of
Lydgander's flegt lay unggardc@; theoe he togk avay, ©o legocn
tho Opertang' chanocsg of pursuitb.

Lyoiao‘oays that twolve ships cacapced, ang docso

. o 5 '
Igoorates aloo. Diodorus, who spcake of ton shipa cecaping,

/ Lycandor, XX, 3. 221, 4, ‘;HQllqnioa, Il, 1, 21.
*ILyaandQE, X1, 6 - 8.' ‘—Hellonic&; El, 1, 29,
¢ apolog. (1), 9-11. 748 Gall. (XV111), 59-GO.

6 ®11L, 106, 6.
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addGs that Gonon £1eG %o Hvasewno, who wao his friend, " o
foar of-thd angor of tho AthQnian-péaplQ'". Plutiaireh qloo-
whore’tollc'us that Conon romained at Cyprud, " awaitiiy o
change in tho Aﬁh@nlan government "; and Ioocrat@ézaug@ests
that Conon hopced o be eble to asglat his olty in the futurg
rom Cyprua. _ )

Diudorus'saosoription of the batlle of Acgoapotami
18 quite Gifferont from thot of Xonophon or PLutarch.
Apparently, the Lphoran twradition recorded that rhiloeles,
bafoﬁe the actual cngogoment, oot out for nea with thlﬁty
shipo, ordering tho othor gonorals to follow him. Bul, hsfore
his order oould be carricd out, Lysandor wao upon thom, and
hig sk1ll routed the confuged Athonlans, turned thom to land
and ecaplured their flech.

_ Pauaanlaaf who h@a only o superiiclal reforgnee to
the battle, agroco in bricf with Xenophon and Plutareh - thab
wh@n thay Athcenien floot of 100 ships aﬁohorad at Angépotami,
Lyoandor capturod tho Voeadla, walting untll tho sallore wera
geattercd for food and wator.

Tho account of Noné‘is elso very shorb; but the

wicrence -to Acgoopotami in Polyaonus is longer, and quilc

d Artexcraca, XAll. AZEvag., 52; of. Jughin, V¥, 6,10:
- " erudeolitatem oivivm modbueng..."

o

’ w11, 106, . % opon, Aleiblades, V1l.
* 1w, 32, 7.
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clos o Pluterch in snsller dotalle; he egroeo with Plutarch
thot o ' brazen ' chiqld wae holsted es %he gignal Ly the

- /
reconnolitring ohipa.

In theoe Sqctions Plutarch also follows Xcnophon.
Lysandor captured the thlo Athenlan £lect, except the ! P&rélue !
and the ships whioh gecaped with Conon, takilng prisoncr meny
Athenieng with thoir gencrals, 'f

“ _Bu%;fiuﬁaroh alone gives usg the nunbor of tho prisoneras
taken by Lysander - throq,thousanazg 8 ridiculougly small
numbar, surely, for so many chipe, unleas Plutarch's sourae
was only referring tb native Athcnieng; and even in that casg
the number segms small, although Plutarch has admittcd that
many of the Athonians ware slaln ag thoy rughod to board thoir

- triremca. . | _

Pluterch alone montiong the plundering of the Athenian
carp; and ho alone deoamoriboe the " pipas an%i pacane of viétory "
oung by tho Opartans as thoy towod back the Athenian vobseolo

to Lampaacud.

13 The remaindQr of thils chapter is peculliar to Plutaroh,
and may bo his own rofloxions upon the end of the PQlopothsian
War, which hed becn concluded at Aggospolami' by Lyaén@or. The
otyle of this scetion is highly rhetoricel, and tho substancc

‘1, 45, 2.

* paucanies, 1R, 32; 0, mentions four thousand prisonera,



fcally d}panéayfid ﬁpon the Work of Lysapdar; tblhim along
ig &tﬁgibUﬁG@ Sho succgssful conclusion of tho great =tbugglé,
with its'varying incigonta amd fortungs; and its—groat ioaaqs_
in men ard in gonorald. ?h@fe ig not ono suggastion in
this sectlon of the ohapter that gocd luek or ths lack of
diseipllne of his onemics wrought the viclory for Lygandor,
Hcro Pluterch ignorqed the viewpoint of the oonaistontly hootile_
aouroe -of Whioh ho makes con81derable usae in the later ohaptars
of tho Lifa. | |

| But it is posgible that the concluding paragraphg
of tho chapter, instead of being the oxprescion of Piutaroh's
own opinion, are in faoct a synopsls from the historical source
whiohlsupplied_Plutaroh with hié information about the batﬁlq
of Acgospotani. It. has been shown that the tone of the firet
elgoven chapters of %his blography is consisten&ly_favou;able
towards Lysando;; it also secms 1lik¢ly that chaptor X1 is not
tekon solely or dircctly from Xenophon, but from Thoopompud,
who was himself making-oxtenﬂive uge of anophonf Guch an

asgumption seems to be prbved correct by the typc of informatlon

' The avowed alm of this ' Hostile Bourco ° wag to donigrato the
charasotor and doprcclate the achievements of Lysander; tut
apparcntly it had 1little or nothing to say about him until aftor
Acgospotami - which is perhapo an argumcnt in favour of ila
Bo ing a Gpertan, rather than an Athgnian, sourec - £or onog
Lysandq» had cleared thg sca of tho Athonian flegt, Oparta

| probably did find his abilities & nuleance end hig ambition a

danger.

% Bxoept in chapterae V11l and V11, where Lysander's abillty cannot
bear comparidon with the moral qualitics of Callicratidaa.

3 As has Dboecn indicated in the other chapters, whore much of the .
informaﬁlon Glven by Plutarch 1o found in Xenophon 8 Hollonica.
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- which is pé@uliar_to Plutaerch in thld chapicr, and whioh polnta
to an-oyowiﬁneea,'even an lonlan or Gnidn,source. : Xenophon
doaeg not degeriba ﬁhe natorial of which the signal-shield who
mado; be doeo not fofer to the porsohal oxhortation by'LyDander
of hls soldicrao and sailors; he doos nov give us, a8 doed
Plutoreh, a vivia doooription of the dispooitlons of the
ﬂﬁhqnianléallore; ho does not spcolfy the numbcrd of prisoncig
tekon by the Spartens; he doas not montion the plundering of
the Athonien camp, nor the playing of pipes or ginging ol hymne
of victory hy ﬁha Qpartana 88 thoy callcd hack o Lampsacus,

If thon Thoopompus supplicd Plutérch,wiﬁh-hia acoount of
Acgospotanl ( go differems from that of Diodorus and go slmllar
to that of Xcnophon ), ac mey alco have offered do Pluterch a
rhgotoricel flourish with wnich to conclude his ohopicr; and
Plutarch's brief summery of the batitle, which so maﬁnifioontly
brough% the war to an Qud, 8crves a8 ean introductlon vto the
following chaptcrf in whieh Pluvarch qgxeminod 1q§otail ﬁh@_
portento and omona which were alleged to have baen obgerved
~ both Guring and aftor ths battla. -In add it ion, Iin the Compariscon
betwcaen Lysandor aﬁd Bulla?( where one expects Plutarch o give
‘hils own viewc ), he cortainly Goes not eﬁprecé in guch grandi-

loquent lang@agc a8 here hlse opinlon of Lysandof's gucequg.

. . ' / 7.’ L.
'L.\;‘Qander, al, 7 3 yepfov, k3 dviveo wepr 77¥ /(“’é"v-*"'“é"f&’--"g(’"“""f”:zo
ZLE"S&HG.OI?,, Xl, 135: S'«\a ctor ef:o\'r rov€y ;77’&'«1?0 ‘fm:\fo @ ?'(’Y"-

3Qompariaon, 1v.
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CHARAZR 530, ‘

Pluteirch hag introduced the substande of thigs chepter
in tho 1éot scntonce of chaptor XL. Oomo divino 1ntowr-
vonblon wag thought to hove broughl about oo groat a Qiéaoﬁqr
fer vhe Athenland. 22t Pluterch only mentions wwo portentad
whiah heve any connectlon with Acgospotami, and tho lattor -
the fallilag of e netcoorito gome sixty two yea?a-beforo the
battle - 1is so very 1oooeiy conneoctod wlth Lysender's victory .
at% Acgoopotaml that we nmust assume 1t ﬁo be almogt an oxeuso
for a long di@ressicn‘&bcut meteoriuvosg, fJuch digressiong in
Plutareh, 2o has been notlced, ere very common, Lor the
biographer very oftem divergos complotely frouw hilg 'Houptquolle'
( vho moy in fact have supplicd tho opiginai id&a; which
Plutorch wviches to elaborate ), o poss on a grent doal of

information which he has collocted from vaylous aourced.

The first portent noted by Plutarch is thn'appoaréhce
of tho twin sgtars, Casgtor end Pollux, on olithor side of
Lyeander'e ehip ao ho @ailod out againat tho Athonian fleot,

It was, of course, gencrally rocognisod that the Diosauri

cf, Aeniliug, #1V, 3, whero thero is o simlilar cort of oxcursus.
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hélped the ir Dorion klnsmoh in tho Poloponnoaiah Var; while
in a lator poriod the hoavonly twins wero the patrons of
marinors!

Plutarch is vague about his authoritiocs hore; he morely
states that " there were some who salid that the Diogouri
appearod . 1I% haa boon inforred that Plutarch is here
referring to Anaxendrldos of Delphi, whom he quotos ag oo

.authority in & later chapter for Lysandeor's deposits at Delphi
after he hes meniilofed that Lysander had dedlicatcd at Delphi
golden svars of the Dioscuri, " which dlsappeerad befdie the

battle of Leuatra ".

The remaindoxy of thé chapter is dovoted to a discusdlon
on meteorives. Apparently, a large stone had fallen from the
gky ot Acgospoltaml ( in 470/4692 or 4468/4867 B.%. }, and in the
common beliéf it portondod disester. Plutarcn does not clailm
%0 have sgegn.this meteorito, but he gtetes that in his day 1iv
wes the object of roveronce ©o the inhabitantg of the

Chorsoncac.

ez, Joneca, (Queestiones Naturales, 1,1,13:'In magna tempeatalc
apparore quacl gtellee solent velo insidentes: odiuvari se tung
poriclivanteo acstimamd Pollucio et Castoris numine '; cX. aloo
gohol. Huripldesd, Orestea, 1632: Glgero, De Div., 1,34,75:
Pliny, W, H.,ﬁl, 10l. “he 'Pwine' were repuuod t0 appeay Lo
gailloro in whot L8 now known ag '8%. Wlmo'a Wire'.

%7 ieglor, Pluterch's Lysander, W11, 1 (Teubner) .

3 pysander, XV1ll, 3: Anaxendridos, or Alexandridos, hag beon
digocusged in the notes on this chaptor.

“ parian marbla, op. 5¢; Pliny, §.H., I1, 149 ff.
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“hexre follows an oxtensive dlgression on tHthoe nature
of falling heavenly bodies e shooblng-starn, 1n which
Plutearch quotes the oplnions and statcs the viows of
Anaxagoras,-D&imaohuo gnﬂ othoxr authoritisg, whom he does not

name.

: !
Plutarch quotes Anaxagoras, but in such & way as to

suggest that he is not using the phllosgophor at fiﬁﬂﬁ‘h&ﬁd;‘ -
indeed,; ho does not sdem to givo'his readers hol® & COrrect
exposition of the teaching of Anaxesores, who was tried at
Atheng principally for hio aatronomicallviawd. Although &
domplete roconstruction of tho aystom of Anexegoras is not

~ poscible, the following foots Beem to be cloar. Anexagored
believed and taught that "Nous' ( 'Mind' ), tho aninating
principle of animals and plents, Wés also the originator of
.cosmic action; 'Nous' starta a Régrxespnars  wWhich graduallXy
gproade; thuo, cﬁépnvu are soparavted out, the densq, moist
cold and dark (-qw ) soing to the caentre, thoir opposiuos
(89 ) to the ciroumferoncezf the wﬂyp_ consiste of fiz*es, _

0ad the hoavens are .,,;’&,’,,, rraprysapof ‘f. Hoavenly bodices arc stones,

torn from the certh and thrown off'by centrifugal forco, which

Lysander, ¥11,3: Aéyerae ... Avafuyopey Apocsiiiey (Diels Vorogkr., 46 4,12 ).

¥or Anaxagorag, c¢f. Niclas, Xxlll 3, whore Plutarch's briof
roforence may have boen taken over from Yineeus, his principal
SOUrQCo .

2 Diog. Laert., 1i, 8. P aduiug, TI, 13: 28w supmor

“ Hippol., Refutatilo Qunium Heeresium, 1, 8, 6.
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mot ion makes réa—hot{-éhus, the oun 1o & rod-hot &uone, but
tho” moon, which r@ceivés-its light Lrom tha suﬁi is earth.
BhOOtingnstarakafé étbnes, vhich arc:thrown off like spariks
from hoavenly bodles ard fall down from the sky.*

Plutarch first oxpounds what -he bellieves to have been
the theory of Anaxagoras, that 1f theme should be any twossing
or slipping (aﬁws..éké&??¢ ) of the heavenly bpaieéi onc of
them would bréék_away and fall to earﬁhéifof noné of the stars
romained stationary - they ware 1in constent motion, due to
centrifugel forec, and their 1light Wés oausaed by friction
(Zrrepersrs’ ). This ' whirling ' foree prevented the starg
in the-first instance f{rom falling carthwards (&4}c ).

"Tueh of this 1nf6rma£ion, which Pldt&rch.at%ributea to Anex-
agoras, is irrelevant to the Talling of & meteorite at Aegos-

potami.

Plutarch now quotes wvhat v essumes %o ba an altornat ivo
and moro plausiblec (rnesnoréu. } theory, which denics that |

7 ’ : - r
shoot ing-stars (of Srazrerrss erepes ) are sparks generntod ev Zepr |

o]

or o blazing up of ¥4 vwhich has made its way into the upper
reglona. |

6 _ . "
J. Smits examines 1n detail the confugion of thought

< - - - . B T s

r .. ~ . 2 ' :
Aetiuve, 11, 13, Plato, Cratylus, 409 A, 3Hippol.,ﬁofmt. 1,8.

& —~— ' -..__.
Dlog. Laert., 11, 2; Hippol. Refui., 1, 8; A8tiug, 111, 2.

Pliny, W.H.,11,149, says tvhet Anax. had oxactly foretold when
the stone would fell at AOQOSDOu&mi

3
. ,Plutarch, LOvVon van Lyoanuor, Po. L35 - 14x, -
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apparont im thilo chepter, polntiny out that the quotation
fron &naxégofaa has nothing to do with shooting-stgsm,.and
that Plutoreh digressed again to imtroduce e tacory about
ahooting—étara, in the bellef that i1t contradicta Anaxagorac'
tcaching about meteorites.

It is probablo that ?1utarch in this paragraph'is
roferring to Aristotle, although he doos not nama hlm, who
rseems to have held the opinion taau shooting 8tars are
" plunging end falling heavenly bod.iosp carrded out of their
courge by some slaikoning of their rotation ". Plutarch io
obviougly most reluctant to acc0ptAAnaxagofas' version of the
falling of the stone at AegOSpOt&mi,‘deSpitO the fact that ho
proceeds to quote an snecdote from Dalmachus, which eupporto

the theory.

Plutarch saye that Daimachu@:' in his work feg eleeRars
( otherwise, not known ), confirma thé theory of Anaxagoraé.
Dalmachus is alleged to have writton thét.for sevenvy five
daye a fiery bodyswas geen 1n the sky, moving irregularly,
with flery Tfragments bursting fronm 1t1 like shoot ing-stara.

But, when it fell at Aecgospotami, there was no sign of fire -

o ]

(. . .
Lysander, X11, 5: degxsraw &wv .: Arist, Meteorologloa, 341 B.

*F.Gr.H. ll A, 9.16,8: 111G, p.5, 8; this may, or may not, be
Daimacnus of Plata@a, trhon Mphorua used for carly Boeoti&n
hilgtory. But oppearontly thore vas anothor Daimachus a century’
later, who wrote a work callgd “IvSrrd

3 ¢f. Pliny, N.H., LI, 149.



it wos onmly a.stono, of véry lorge size, Plutarch mékoa 1%
olonr that he Tinds 1t hard to accopt this thoory, which - no
admits;.rofutec & more reasonable theory ( probably that of
Aristotle') that the stohe in fact was a portion of & mountain,
broken off inva storm and cérri@d gome diaﬁanco awéy. Thué--
ard this sgecmo to be ?lutarch;s own conclusion - it may balthatbl
fire was really socn in the sky and. that oxplosions in the
atmosphers nroduced a chango in tho alr vhich couscd violont

vinds eand the consequent fell of the stonc from a moﬁntain.tbp.

It is imposeible to name the source or souvxrces to
walch Plutarcn 18 1lndebted fpr 2ll the melerial which hls

[

chupt@r convalins. The reference fo th@ Dioscuri may have

been tekon from Thoppdmpugj ard 8o may havoe boon the cnecdoto
about the Fall of a mctoorite at Qogospota;di' It is poesiblo
thet Thoonompuo discugsod atb longth; in a voluminou@'digreseion;
tho thodries of Anﬁxagoras; Aristotlo ( ard Daimechus, if tho
Boeotlan higtoricn 1s the author of the trecatico to which
Pluterch refers ) and other writers, himesel? refuting Anaxagoras

and showing proference for Arisiotlo's interpretation of tho

falling of meoteoritos. Certainly, Pluterch docs not want te _

(cf. Aristotle, Ulotoor., 342 A,

YO wnom Anagandridog wae indebtod for his iaformation: of.
Lyaandor, &VL1l, X - 3, vhero the! Taueopompon origin of the
roforonce t0 the Diogcuri is disocugsed.

s Tho 0P oRpPU D cortalnly Concribod e sepikawor Tlv manls Tun Arrmcls o4, -
Aegoopotend; Anon. Vit., Yhucy., V; G. & ., <r. 6 4. '
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oceopt the theorieco of Anaxegorad.
Dut wo muot allow to Plutarch o personal interest in
mettero such o8 thoso, and 1t 1s not unlikely that ho gathorod

together hls materiel for this digrocsion' from varioug sources,

aftor an initiel montion of the meteorite by hils principal

author ivy.

’ ' ’ A (] - ’
Plutarch admito the digrosalon, XALL, 9: 7xvm aAe v Frep e 7;’9«
) yfq.f’: ﬂdﬂ&er ﬁaﬂ"or.
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CHAPTER 111, L - &

Aft@r his long digresaion on the two. portonto vlsibla
at Aogoépotami, Plutarch returns %o hie narrative sourec. He
doscribes the condemnablion of the threg thouéana Athenian
prisonora, with Philoclses their gonar&l; by Lysendar, and
tho noblc oxample df courage Ghovm by Philoclqa to hig

o

fellow-citizeng.

This paragraph is idontloal with Xonophonf exaopt that,
as notaed borfore, Plutarch gives us a definite number of
prisoncrs ( which is lacking in Xonophon ), and hio @ouroqg
is obviously not-following Xcnophon in thy dotalls about the
chargco lovicd egeinat ?hiloolas after the batﬁlof

Here 1s matorlal poculiar tb Plutarch, wvkho quotca
Tthphraatuszaa hle aubhority for the noble bearing of
Philocleo in the face of death. Philoclos stornly ropudiatod
the flction of a quacl-legel triel, bade Lysandor cqiecubo him
outright, and putling on his qut robag, led hig fellow-oitizqne

to oxecution. Xenophon saysg nothing about the mahnqr of hia’@y&n@..'

'Hollonica, 11, 1, 31 £f. . 20¢. Lyseader, LI, 7.

$ P, Wimmor, Thoo. Hree, Opera, p. 448, fe. 137.



Dicderuslﬁofeba'mdct briefly to tho oxccution, with no
detaiie;.ﬁhile-Pauganiaalmékes %t a reproach to Lysander that
he executed foﬁr thousand Athenian prisoncrdo and their geneiral,
Philoclags, and rafused thom burlal.

If this anecdoto about tho death of Philoeles is ta&cn
diraetly by Plutarch from Thoophrastus, 1l may well bo from
tho troatlae, flohrrian 7 4pds 2e komeens«  BUL tho same argument holdg
good hors, a8 in thg Life of Nioiaa, that Plutarch may b@

- indabtod to Thoeopompuo for all his quotationa Lrom Theophrastus,

Pausanias' allogation about the refusel of burlal to tha
oxecuted Athaniano muct bs dérived from a %ory latg esuthority;
Henophon, ¥phorug and Plutarch know nothing about’ it, nor doqgs
the consistontly antipathetic Neposa.

Plutarch continues with a brief account of Lysander'a
activities after tho batblc. He éail@d " %o thd citice ®
( of Aaia_Minor_f ), ordoring all Ath@ni&na on pain of dgath
to moturn to thoir ciiy, thoreby intending to Quall the
population of Athono and mals & long'aiogo of tho ciuty unliXoly
through ohortageiof food-supplica.

anophon+gives further detalls about this decrco. Apparently,

all tho Athenian elXoruchics in Aegine, lMclos endi tho Chersonqaq,

‘%111, 106. ' %1%, 32, O.

3 o1, Diog. Lacrt., V, 45; and Plutaroh, Niclen, LI - #l, whowrg
Plutarch's usc of LhQOphF&GﬁuO dirootly or 1miheqctlyoio
considorcd.
Mem., 13, 8, 1; i1, 10, &~ Bymop., 1¥; 3L; of. Domoothoncs, Gonbra
Lopt., 14 and 24, . .



and tho lc&iing_ghilofﬁthcnidnu ald Tanooso, Dyzanﬂium-énd otlxer
Gepencent ¢lbics, worc aldo forced 4o ccek oholter i Abhong.
~7in thado two oeetiong Pluterch 1s. following chophdn'
oloooly, oxcopt that Xcnophon mgntlonsg E&zaﬁtium‘anﬂ GhalecGon .
by nemo ao submitting to the Spartan authoritieﬂ; vhlla Plutarch

. 2
morq vagucly rofors to " tho citilco M.

'Ho1ldantes, T3, 2, 1 - 2.

*one remalnlng gactions of this chaptor { JA11, 5 - 9 ) w1l
bo,conei@ered'un@cr a sepoarabe heeding, that of the ' Hostllc
Sourca !, ﬁhioh was Lhe s8ole authority of Nepog for hib LifQ

of Lyseandor.



CHAPEUR U1V

Y

This cheptor takes us back o the hlstorlcal narratlve

and to Xonophon, for after the few paragraphe at the ond of .
cheptor Xllli which copitomise Lysander's arrogant and aorucl
bohaviour, Plutarch continues with a doﬂcriﬁtiog of Lysander's
progrose %o Athens, detailing his activitiaes, both good and
bad, but pegsing Littlc comment upon them. |

' liuch of this chaptor has affinltlos with Xonophonm, bub
there 1s little similarity to Dicdorug, while very considerable
Gections of the chaptoer are pecullar to Plutarch, 1f not
actually contradictory to the tradition of Henophon. It mugh
particularly be'nbtieod theat Plutarch ascrilboo to Lysandor
pargonally tho taking of Athceng, although thle 1s denled by
Xonophon and Dlodorud. Again, the chronologleal order of
eventba in this cheapltor is somevhat different frpm Xonophon and
Diodorus. Onc assumes from Xonophon's acaoount that Lysander
opdnt some Limc in Asla Minor after the batilo of Aegqapomami,
toking over Chaleeddn end Byzentium, setting up a 'docadarchy’

" &t Laobos an? Thoooo, and mooting little or no opponition,

Lysandor, X11L, 5 - ©

— 3 —
*Hollenica, 13, 2, 8 - 22,  “Hellenles, 1L, 2, 1 - 22,
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OKEOPt at ﬁamd@, ﬁheré.tho gerrigon hoid out ond ﬁaa now
reéueqd uhtil after the capliulatlon of gthcnm.

Plutarch, on the othor hand, desoribas the junction of
Lysondor, AGLO and Pausanico in Attica, thoir Aiffieuliy in
taking tho oity of Athens-immediately, with the reoultant
departuro of Lyoandor again for Amia Minor, whopc he st up
further ! dQcadarohiQD ', capburcd Samod, @ivi&@d up f@r @otﬁle-
mont amohg his aaiiOEQ tho olty of Gcdbug, roatorod the Acginchand,
el lang and Gclionceang, and finally r@ccived the surronder of

Athens,

This paragraph 1s confirmed by Both Henophon and
Diodlorus. anophon'saya.that Lysander seant word %o AGdo and
the Spartens at Dgcglon that he wae on his way w0 Athena with
two hundrqd'shipo. Diodorus e st imatqo Lysandcor'a flact ag
" more than two hundrod ", amd he agrecs with Plutarch that
Lyéandor met Agis and Pausanias in Attioca. XZonophon, on tha
othor hand, does not refor to the arrival of Pausenias at thie

point.

It 19 most Interesting to note that Plutarch has no
woxrd to say about the effects upon the Athenlang of the trasilc

newo of Aegospotemi brought to thom by the ' Paralus ' ( aﬁ

'Yollenice, 11, 2, 7.

2¥0t in Hollaniea, 33, 2, 9, Xonophon refors o 140 ships - porhape

Lygandcr had left fiftj baohliad two bBeslicge Gamon,
3 111, 107.
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omlunion of e f0ch of inforest; ocurely, to hiw ! ), uvhich

) " - ; Nyt = & - ol
moy orfcr ud further evldornce thet he did not use Zgnonhon

(a1

at ©iret hend, ond was rather indobted to Phoopompul; ot ans
rate, &lmoaﬁ all thabnarrativo'aecﬁidna of thlo Lifo OEQ
weltten Yrom a Operten or ellicd polnt of vicw.

Plutareh Geserlbqe Lysander's @ifficulty in taking
Athens, and his rogolve  in the circumstencos Lo go back o
agla Ilnorw, whaﬁo ho aupprqaaqd'further dopoorat le gqvérnmonﬁg
an?l took Uthe 1oland of Somod. |

chopﬁon Gogd not agree vith this at all. Mo oars
that it wao the definlto pollcy of Lysander Lo ctarve Atheno
into oubmiaalbn without & Tight; and while ko wan walllng for
thig plon %o come o fruiﬁion_hc drosced ovor o Asla Minox
to oupervigse tho coctiloment §f the governnmente of the oltles
there, and to lond a hand in the blockade of tho inland of
Ba@ﬁe, which o011l held @utf In fach, Hemnod wae not token
until afvor thq capitulation of thy olily of Athond, probobly
ot tho end of the sumicr of 204 B.G. |

Diodorud 1ls incondistent; in one plamgihe SUGEO 0D
that Joanos was cavuured ilmmsdlately aitor Aagogpotani, in- '
ahéthmr‘ha tollo ﬁn that it wes taken ofter tho fall of Atheng,

.t

and that Thoran vag Lot vhere ac ' hapnost ',

'ef. ucllonled, 11, 2, 3 - A,

* Jomos clono remalncd falthful to Athono aud prepared, to defly
Operta; of. Grock Hiol, Inger., M.W.Tod, Wa. 2G, p. 23%,%ol. L (2)
3, . — : I.‘YQ. 9"?9 pp.l-[},vo‘l. al'.
fiellaniea, 1L, 3, 6 - 7. C

“ 2111, 106, Q. Tayr, 3, A



Xonophon confirmg that tho Samien demoeratg waro éz;iig@._,
and that tho oligafcha, who had been driven oui ih”&la B.Cw,
wore reetored to govern their lsland. These S&mi&n'oligarcho,
as Pluterch suggesto, showed thoir pleasure at thoir reatbraﬁion
%y propobiﬁg that thoir festilval of Hera should be Penamncd whoe

(
' Lysandroia ‘.

Pluterch continues his deécriptlon of Lysander'n sqotitle-
mente before the fall of Athena. He refors to the capturg
of Bgetus, on the Threclen thrsﬁncao,'usa@ as a basc by the
Athenlano before thay sailed on to'Aego@potami? Lysander handaed
over thia town to hlg sallore; but his actlon was not confirmed |
by tho Bpartan authoritises, who later réatoFQ@ the place to the
original inhabitanta.

Aloo { to the approval of all the Grecko, says Plutarch ),
Lysander resgloxed Acgine to ﬁhe Aeginatana, and likewloe
allowed tholr former inhabitanto to return to the lelend of
lclod, end to Dcione on the Chaloidie peninsula,

VSQatma-had beon taken ovaer by tho Athenlang in 479 B.C.i
and ginco that time had remained an oubtpost of the Ath@nian
Empiro. It was of surficient gtrategloal importence to bo

taken ovqr'by Lysender, yet curiously Qnou@h.ﬁenophon_m&kqo ne

’Lysander RXVLLL, G, ZLEH&n@QP; X, 6.

3 Phucydides, 1, 89; Herodotue { 1X, 115 ) Geocribes Seatue ag
" gorrison and guardpost of tho whole of thoe Helleopont ", :
cf. algo, Thucydiden, V1ll, 62, and Xenophon, Helleniea,ll,l, 25,



ags o

mpnﬁion of 1ts captﬂ%ﬁ;'niodorua'rafors mogh briefly to iﬁO

oéizmya;

‘Cho wholc of tho third scction of the chaptor 1o peecul iar
%o Plutéfch, who is following & source which was olwvlously
dooeribing Bestusg aé a roward givan to Lys&nderf@ biloto andl
oailorn ( presumably Ionian and allled naval fofoos )i‘o.c faith-
ful servico. - If Lysaender d4id in foet asnd qvervﬁostua £ o
ooccupation to somo of his Wroopa - and 1% is not unreasonablo
to belleve Go - ho would not have done 4% until aftor tha fall
ot Athqné, for he would hardly have begun to dlobend hio army
ke:fore the wér wao oVOoID. It thereforoe seems 1likcly that
Plutarch is here‘anticipating ( ac he has dona in tho omee of
Qamos ) several of the actions of Ly@andef bafore he finelly
refurncd to Gparta efter the surrender of Athena. Al thio
informatlon aboub Gontug doubtlesn oam from the 8am SOUrGQ
( Theoporpun ) vhich had alraedy supplicd Pluterch with oo much

dobellod informotion about offairs in Aslo Hinop.

Bt uhlosg_Plutafch 18 horo meking referonce to whed
816 hepoon letor on> 1t 10 hard to bolleve bhat thors vas alresdy
in Gparta an actlve oppositio@ %0 o generel who had so far |
conductcd hingel? with such signal guwocedd. Perhapa the montion

| of Pousanlas togethor with Aglc Ly hils source includod & roforonce

. to Pauganies' jcalousy of Lysonder, whdeh was knowmn bolth te

i1, 106, 8.

2 of. Lyoandor, Xlx,.9, end WL, 5 - G.
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Xonomhsﬁ cn@ DJc?orugi ana the way in which Qauuunlaa lutor uged -
“hig ipfiluoneo G0 undermine the abthority of Lysendor. ThorOford,
tho rootoration of Hoptus to the Scstlann may hevo Loon parch of
the Gperten reoctlon amaingt Lysender { ¢. 203 - 402 B.G. ), of
which Plﬁtaréh tells_us 80 much in laler éhaptowﬁ of this LifQ%
But thls incident docs not reflect’any dlscrcdilld upon
Lycendor, Tor Plutarch morely ouggests that it did not meat

with. everyono'n approval. : ™

The Acginctena had becon e:pelled from @héif Leland. by
the Athenilens in 431 B.4., at tho commonoom@nt of the PQlOpoanSian
War? to oome of thom thg Spartens had given Thyroe, on whe bordera
of Argoc and Ldoonia, an an habitation; the remeinder worg
disporogd throughout the Peloponncsc. Noy they wore restored to
their island Dby Lysondor, ag ls conflrmed by XQnoPhonf

In alnilar monner the Mollong algo ware rootorad, who
had Beon do cruclly treated by'Athch in 416 - 215 D. C“Alth@u@h
: ”huoydi&cs statos that ths wholo aaﬁo popujation wee exborminated,
no doubt a fow cooapcd or were oparcd to return at 1aat o thelr
homea, _

Plutorch algo tells ug that Solono, waloh hed boen

captured and depopulatced by Abheno in 421 B.C., ard glven ovor

e R e e

Holleniea, 111, &, 2.  fnw, 33, *uxl, 2 et oog.

“Thuogdhios, 13, 27. * hollentce, 13, 2, 9.
. € Phueydidon, ¥, 84 - 116.



0

o -

to tho Platocans Loy occupaﬁidnﬁ wad included Ly Lycendor
anong tho numkor ofioitioa which were rqeatored to the ir
original inhabltants. N¢ ither Xenophon nor Riodorus

montlono Scliong.

Thece sectlong, and ths first sectlon of chaptor
XV, doeaecribe ﬁha 6tQpo leading up %o the oomplét@ ogpitula%ion
of Athoma., . Pluteroh's account 1s vory brlef, oand while it
divergos from Xonophdn ard Dlodorug on a few pointa, 1%
principélly differg in attrihuting 1o Lygendécr, rather than
Yo king Agie and thz Spartens generally, tho ree@ption of tho
Athenlen surrender.

According to Xemomoz’mf the Gpartens and thoir alliqo
took over the Athanlan fleok, and the surrender of the oily
wves made to Agls, and not to Lysander, who was apparcenily
abgent. According to Dio@or@ﬂf Asls, Pausanlas and
Lysender together-took over the city.

But in Plutareh [ perheps naturally cnough, becauoe
Lysender 18 the @ubject of the Dilography ! ) it is Lysandar
wh; lsguegs commands? it 1is Lyéander who takes poéﬂ@sgion of
tho Athenian shipe, it is Lysander who p;ana 0 supe¥vigoe tho
ehanging of the Athcnian constitutionf

! Phucydides, v, 32. ' *Hgllenioa, 1, 2, 17 - 22.
711, 107. S

“But Plutarch edmlts, XLV, 7, 1 = & #ybner feype v oo afras e,
St Lyoandor, XV, 5 - 6, and SVl.
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_ In Xenophon's long accountﬁ éfter fening h@i bégﬁm
to nf760% the oltiscad, the Atheniong dent envoys 4o AGLS,
propooing {0 booome anllics of the Speirtans, while mtaming
vhelr fortificatlons. Agls gont thoso envoyé o th@>qph0?q,
'who ro?used o admit them o a @elib@fdﬁion, or Lo conasider
eny termo vhich allowd tho Athonien fortiflcatlons Go romain

ptanding. Accordingly, Tharamene@ volunteored %o go to

~Lysendsr, and on wo Oparts, to attempt to reach agrocment.
He was detained for threo months by Lyoandor, and wacn roloaced
and ellowcd to raturn to Athonp, was gont out by his peoplo o
accept poace on any tormd, 80 deaporate wes the agtate of tho
clty by that timé. Thare is at lcast one ourloud inconolstoney
in Xonophon's accounu; ns saye that Defore tho Athcnieng a@xcd
for tormog, provislons in the cily wexrs completely oxhaugtqd;
yet Thoramcneos dolayced with Lygander a fuzthsw thiree monvhg
until all the supplicd woxre ¢iniahﬁd.
Lysi&e conf irmg much of what Xcnophom cayas, but he
ellegeo that Thoramenco Gpont tho threc months ot Sparte.
It 1s probeblc that, as Xcnophon and Lyaia; ware antipathgiic
towardo Thoramenoo, all tholr roforences to him and his parﬁ
in the peaco negotiations are wholly prejudiocd. end unirqliablo.
Plutarch briefly iaferg wo the captur@ of Avheona,

roduced o micery by faminQ and foreod o accopt Lycandar's torma.

'Helloniea, 13, 2, 10 - 23. *Helleniea, 11, 2, 12.
3 Gont. Agoret., 9 - 12; Conb. Drat., 65 - 7i.
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Thooa terms, which Pluturc; oduita were not Lydander! u
own, wore 0o heawrch thot apparﬂntly a atory bﬁcume surrend ocoul
yoors after tho f€all of the city, whilch sought to scome extont
to palliatc the Operton authoritice. Acoording vo this svony,
Lybagdor wrote to the qphoro, " Athcno has becn taken “; o |
which the ophors replled, " It is sufficlent Juet toﬁhavo

taLan,tho olty ". But, sayg Pluterch, thie story wap invonted,

"?FC""'WS X-sg"' » Uthat 13, to palnt a failr pleture qf the Dpartan
authoriti@ﬂ; and Pluvarch suggoﬂté that the atory origlnated

in Oparto. It may in@edd boar withqss t0 & laterl atlernpt mado

at Oparte o olcar tho Upartan authoritico,by ascribing o
Lyuandor respongibility Tor the harebnoss of the termg. TBud

i1t ocems obvious that Plutarch'o source is not going to allow
Lyoander to bo soddled with reaponsibilily, for the éotual woras

- /
of the dcoreqQ of tho cphord arc then guotad.

F VU S U

'Th&a tranglatlon, and this lnterpretation of vhe story,  Oecud
%0 bo more rqgadoneble thon to eooume that the ocncedote morely
illustratea the " Gpartvon pasoion for brovity of epacch ™, oo
1o suggostod by B. Porin ( Plutarch's Liiveo, Vol. 1V, hoco,
1616, Life of Lysander, p. 271 ). Perrin translatca, " I 4o
tiue ono heora 1t deld by Lacedacuoniona that Lyaanﬁor wrohe
to the ophors thus: ' Athens is taken '; and thot tho ephord
vroto back Go Lyoonder: ! Pakenm, were Qnough t; Dut thic
ogbory was invented for 1to noawnesg' sekc.”

Guoh & tronslatlon sccms to ignore the meoning of e  (R1V, G),
cand mokes tho encedoto irwclevant: for . ourcly the polnt 1s nob
Laconic brovily, but noderotlon on tha port cf ke vietorn -

" If vou havo taloa the city, thot 48 quite culffilclont - don'h
do any further horm o ite peoplo " !



S 2‘]0 :
Pluturch now pasces on tho words of th@ ophora @QL?GQ
" ( in Dorle G—rcalz ) - vords which have a genuino ring about
whemn, - Jonophon and Diod.oz;ue, who paraphirage thoe docico,
4iffor in emall pdintm. '
Dicdorus' Getalle four polntc in the .dcewce:
1 ) Deotroy thg wdllﬂ ané the Pikacuo,

2 )} Roep no more than TEN chipa,

3 y Leave all the olties .,

4 ). Aclmowledge Opartan leador‘ahlp.

Accoxding to Xc;riophonf the Gecroc consisted of four
_ma,jor points: |

.1 ) Deotroy tho walls and. the Plracus,

2 ) Keep no more than RUZLVE chips,

3 ) Allow tho exilcs to roturn,

4 ) Aélmowledge tho Gperten lcadership.

Dicdorus mak%es no mention of the restoratlon of the
Athenion oxiles, whilo Xenophon doeo not dlroetly obipulate
tho daparturo of Athcnlang from ali the allicd eitlca.

In Pluta,rch,' the deorqe of the aphors ig quomé, ao if in
The original wom.oa, it contains tho folldwlng-mquiromonﬁa:

1l ) Tear d.own the Plroeus end the 1ong wallao,

2 ) Leave all tho 0ities and keop to your own land,

3 ) Rceobore your oxilcs,

" 4 ) Uhatover 1o decided on the spot about shipa, mugt
‘be carried out by the Atheniana, :

13111, 107, AJ | " *Hclleniea, II, 2, 0.

Pluna,foh pz“nbahlv” C,ot the origlnol words of tho dccrao from
‘ﬁhg:mc—nvc, aenaplion wo.,q lces 1ikely %o hevo t“;c orisinal
S Cronde avalloile ot the tiac when 1ic oobe bl _,cl'c.:lca. .
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| ‘Ehig_dqafoo'of ﬁhb‘gpantan ephord Plutarch eallo &
KW”JAﬂ ) hore using thé'wor@s for tho first‘timp and‘giving
no c¢xplenation of it, a8 might have bscn oxpa@%od. th,.in
chaptor Xlﬂi he peagses on most detailed informetion about the
" neture of the rzom17 . Prosumably at this polnt hin narrative
oSureQ uacéd the word and voluntcored no information about id,

nor did Plutarch think 1t worth-while to elaborate about ita

Thoremoncs adviced hls follow-Gltisens ©o accept thooo
hergh termo. But Plutarch gives ue no information about tho
high-gpiritod ainoriity in tho Athoenian assoibly vho protqat@@_
ageinat accopianae of cuch a disgracciul anqo_whiQh Thorameneg
had brought back from Sparﬁaf Ingteads, he records an
ancodotq in which he depcribes Theramencs' aticmpt Go juatify
his accqoptance of tho Sperten tormg; and the gtory is told in
guch o way a8 %o lced us %o aspung that Pluterch himeqlf £l
that Th@ramenczs' ploon worq convincing. Lyaiao”laym whe
‘-whola blam@ for this lumiliating poace. upon Th@ramonQQ?-but
it is cleoar that Plutarch's soureoc did not imputc any £pccial
rogponelbllity to Th@ramonaof although Lyoias, Xconophon eng

Dioderpa, all of whom wore prooumebly using Athonien GoureqQu,

-

'ngandor, #1%, 8 ot oagq. _ 'AHQllQnica, il, 2, 23.
3 Gont. lrat., 7O - T Yof. Lysies, Gont. Agorat.,12 - 20,

S Plutarch dismisscs Thoramenco' part In tho gurronder of hig cliy
in & fou worda, " on the advico of Thoramoncd, Son of Haognon ",



Geal ot vorj qonsidorablo Ion¢uh with the pexrt ho pleyeg in
tho £inal agrecment botwoon the Spurtmma and the Aﬁheniano,
and tho capmulation of tho cmy._ '

. Although the angcdotc about Thcramones and (loonmonga
18 pgcullar to Pluﬁarch, the charge levied ocgalnst Thoramenco

by Gloomonce - { that ho dared wo act and gpcak contrary to

Wh@miatoolom, Dy surrendering to ths Gpaw ans tho. walle which

Thamiotoglco had aroctad in @efiance of the Dpartand ) is also
to be found in Lgﬂi&g, although_withoun reforencc Lo any
Gloomcnog.

Plutarach says'that Theramenes was asked by ong of
the younger domagogued, Gloomongs ( probably one of tho
minorlty who ropudlstcd tho Opartan terms ) bow he darcd o
gsurrondor o Sparﬁa_the walls which Thomisgoolgs had built
in deflence of Oparta. Thoramonos roplied that, o the walls
were originelly bullt by Thomietoelea for tho cafaty of ko
‘oity: 0o ho was egreoing with thoir dootiuctlon for iw
gafoty of tha cliy. .Plutaroh conaludeg hils angodot¢ with
o few worde which may be lnterpretod as laudatory of unvelled

n

cpexrta: " IT walle mede cities progperoun, thon Oporte munt

e in t worot plight of all, sinco ehe hag nono “.

lGont. rat., 63: " Themilstoolos Ffor hio part built. thooo wello

cagninnt tho wishos of the Oportono, while YhoroamanQo hoo
doeco lved hic xcllow—ciﬁlzonm and pulled them dorn ",

29huoydidas, L, 82 - 93, . -
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Thoré-io ﬁothiﬁg invthio chﬁptomfwhiéh ﬁéj moﬁbdltimatoly
hava-baqn Gorivod by Plutorch from ThOOpﬁmpua; whore Plutarch
possos on infornalion thch is not o be found in Xohgphcn,
Lysiag or Dlodoxrud, ouch 1nformatioh al lcast susEeets o
pro-Sparton or Ionion souéoo. Bxomplas of thile are to T sccn
in Lyaaﬁdor‘s deakingn with Boatuaﬂ in tho @partaﬁ aphoricm,

2 .-
cent in xoply to Lysander'oc message, and in tho original woxdo

in .dislcet of the ophorsa’ dccroq? Plutarch seoma 40 havo no
information'about the intormal gtate of affalrs in tho olly

of Athono during tho clego, or tho protracted negobiations

“*
bafore & final getllement; and he knowa 1ittle aboul Thoramanga

apart from tho fact that he wad the Athenlen vho adviced hig

followaeiﬁizqnb to accept tho Uparten tornd.

'Lysa;dqr,\XIV, e

2 Lysander, X1V, 6 - T; if this is cérrecﬁly intorpretod, Plutarch'ay .
vergion of the obory absolves Lysendor from any responalbllity
foxr tho harshneco of thoe tormo.

? 1yeender, X1V, 8.

“ of, Nielaz, 11, 1.
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Thiog chapter, in which Plufarch 1ls indebtod to hip
nerrellve soured, contalng many Sectlons of meterial whileh
arc poculiar to Plutarch, with only ocaésiohal-similaritiam
to the account of Xenophon.

Prutarch deaeribes 4ha surrondor of Atheng, the
change of government in the eily ( attributed Lo Lysander ),
the propoo&i made Lo tho Spartanc to wipe out Athong complowely,
ahﬂ tho refusal of tho alliod leaders to aceept ocuch & propanal.
Thers follous a brief descripbion, told from & Opaitan viaupoiat,
of Lyesanddr's victorious ontrance into Athens, end the seiting up
of ths Thirty and & docaderehy.. ?ho ehoplcor concludan with

an anocdobte about Callibilug, tho Jpartan ' hermoot ' al Athena,

XQnoPhon'agrqoo thdt Lysandar allpwcd the Athoniand to
kecp twelve vesacld, and himself tock posncscion of the
romainder.
| Plutorch alono glves pireclec informatilon aboutb ;hQ'@ay
on uhalch Athono wae ontered by the Qpamian& end tholy allion,

" on the eixzuéonth day of the month luayehion "; wrlling aloo

T IR T e T =L L

/ Hcellondoa, i@,,E, 8; but in Lysandor, W, D, Plutarch allogcn
that ths rogt of the Alhgulan shipse wore burnd, whelrons lonoplen
Dayo thet Lysander toolk them back wo Oparta.




'thét @ﬁ tho Qéifsame Q&y.Q 530 B.G. ) thb.AﬁhQni&nu.ha@ gofastod
tho Pergilano at Salamioc. He glves us the same Gay fqﬁ whe
battle of Saelenis, elaewheré; put in his Life of Camillud, ho
utétes quite definitely thal Selamid was wonr on Uhe twentioth |
day of tho month Docdromd.on; the latter date would bo towards “tho
end of Geptember, whille the sixteenth,déy of Munyochion was at
| the end of April, |
Plutereh Gives no actuel duration for tho wor; Dicdorud’
gays that 1t lasted for twenty-seven yearad, but_X@nophon'Q“
computat ion. of twenty-olight and-& half yoare 18 one year out .
It is not unlikely that Plutarch;a pracislng naming |
of the day of Athens' fall was taken ultimetely from oﬁo,of
the Atthi&ographars, perhapo fhilochoxus, with whﬁso worizd hig
contomporary, Theopompus, would certalyly be famillewm. Fha
informatlon may have been passod on to Plutarch by hiyg narratlvq
souree, or he himgcls may heve noted it down proviocualy from
his roeding of one of tho Athonian Atthldogrophorc. It SOOEN
girange that no other extant wrlter hao takon nota. of Quch o

fatqgul day !

This peragreph, which suggests tho réSponﬁibility or

, | |
Do Glor. Athon., 349 ¥. * %, 6.

P

-3, 107. . * Hellenica, 72, 3, 9.

, § of. Thueydidaoo, ¥, 26; The Gpartens counted the duratlen of tho
Vor from the 15th yoer after the foundation of the Thirty Yeare
Peaco ( L.0. from April, 431 B.G.), to the wotura of Lysandor 4o
Uperto after tho xoduetlon of Domoy, in the autunm of 204 B.C.



Lyﬂan@or.fof~£hg getﬁing up of tho Thirty in Athono, and noted
that tho oppooitilon of %ho Athenlans to thio ohanie of govorn-
mont was Lydander'a roal roason for'prépoéing e rooohsi@oraﬁiqn
of the torms to ba offercd to Athene, ls certainly not found in
Xonophon.  The latter meroly sayo that the Athenians decldod
vo ot up the Thinby; he knows nothing about an alleged
violatlion by the Athcnisng of the termo of thoir Durronder.
| On Whe 6thor hand, DioGorus confirms what Pluterch hers

oago, bub hé gives much more detall then Plutatch, and . de norilce
in full tho part playod by Thoramenes in all the negoblatlona
boetwoqn Lysandoﬁ and the Athonieana. Lyaleo &lsd{ who 1o

at paing to lay at thoe Ieet of TheramcnosS aomplote ra@ponaibiiitj .
for tho shamsful peaco termd, and the mctting up of the Thirty
by hig decoitful actiono, assoures his heearcra thab Lyﬂgnﬂer
allegéd thati tha Athenlans ware gulliy of breaklag the truoét
and thot unlosa Athenp accepted & now form of government, " 4
wouldn't e o queation of cohstituti@n. but of survival ",
Lycian ddem_not_éxplain in what partilcular way tho Athonleng

hed been gullty of broeking the truce, but Diod@ruésagrqom with

what Plutorch sayo about the fallure of tho Atheniano to pull

Ho}lcnlea, 119 Dy 2 - 3; .-but ona may pcrhapu roeed Into the woxia,
Tavrenw 8¢ Fpaxberrare Awealer Aveuvlpos mpis Sipov , & SUEZoHtlon of coonauion,
if not partial raoponsibilit ’s on Yhe part of Lysandcr and Agle.

<
XAV, 3. 3 Gont. Zrat., Tl - 78.
“ ar. Lysiaag, Ibid. Th, f-’er(vsnov&v: 5[“: &pr » With Lysandor X¥, 2, % v
Tohev. Ehydévae nwcmv&vuv. '

J z:w, 3, G.



down tholr wnlle within tho gpeelficd timo. Xonophon, of
coursg, has nothih@ wkebtovor vo 8ay about whio.

If the reading Imerechas 10 oorroct! Plutarch_aloho
asgumed thab Lysander was not preaent in Athono during all
thesa nogotiationa, but senuv his roquircmoanta by emhanny.

Dlodorua, Lyolan, &aond Aristotle 1nd1cato hipg actual predcnca.

Plutarch aloﬁe gooo on to say that Lyaander intendcd
to orooont enew to tho authoritics the casa of the Athgnlans,
and then informe ud that thero woro thosc among the allicd
foiroees who proposcd toe 00ll the Althoniens Into slavory, and
& Thcbhan, umianthua; argued for the uttér razing of the ciﬁy.
1%3clf. Plutarch then introduccd an ancedoto, in-which &
strzaln of Euripides,.ﬂung by & Phoclen at a banqucth of tho
allled loaders, moved thoﬁfto sompasoion for a oity walch
had produccéd such ppotg.s- '

Xconophon's accbuntédoas not boar out vory much of what
Plutarch dayad. Acoérding to him, th Carlﬁthiana and thg
Thebans particulérly maintainad.ﬁhai no terme should bo

offarad to Athona, but tholr cliy chould wo daslroycd. Bub thg

" Ana not hndﬁhs ; of. Gmito, Leven van Lysén@@?, P. 155.°
2 Gonstitution of Athenas, XZXlV, Je

 Ag in fact Xcnophon hed dono (Hell. ii, 2, 19-28) hoforo tho
Gorms o surronder had boon accoplcd, and bofope tho changg of
govaornmont alt Athong.

Appaﬁenﬁly tho Dpartanr Rreke VCry nuolcal, amd without heving
Llcarat musle ware able to judge vhet wes good and what bad, ag
Aristotlo odmilts ( Pel., 1532 L ); of. Pluterch, Lyocur., Xkl i
Pradiiag. unmC &ﬁhcn., KXy, 632 ¥, 633 Q.

s Sy ,
ncminlssocn\ o‘ ,“_igﬂ__;ﬁ.c;, piese x,?ff:g ICllC;ﬂ-iuﬂ., J‘.l 2 - 20,
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Spartens replied that they could not onslavg a @raém city
whieh " had wrought Such noble deqdd ih the day of Grgoce'se
greatost dangor ". .

Xonoplon kmous nothing of a partloular Thoban, Erianthuo;
ho has no rocord of & foésﬁ of -the Uparten ard 0llicd loadera;
and the roason for tho sparing of the Atheniang, put into thg
mouth of the Spartans by him, is the groat services of the
Athoniang §o Gregeo in the pact, and not, ab:?lutarch oeye,
becauge Athone vag " famous and produced such poeta ",

Dicdorus gives us no informatlon about any of theoo
proposala.' ' |

Although Xenophon doc¢s not name thie men, Krienthua, ag
the chief gpokcaman for the dcatruction of" Athena, he does'
%011 ue later that tho Thobeno trled to oxcuso themsolvaa

" vho

for this proposal by Blaming one of their numbor,
happencd to'ba scoated among tho alllco “.
_ Peusanias boare witnoos ©o tho oxiatqnco-of o men of
this nama; he wentiono ?knfvéhs s O Boeotién, among the alliqd
leaders who asalsted Lysander at Acgoepotami, and whosce statued
wore ercctod at Dglphi,
The outrasecous propoael of-thg Thobans vas never forgotteon

3
by Atheng, and it is confirmed by lator writera.

S =

‘Hellonica, 113, 5, 8.
%, 9, © - 10.

7 of. Domosihcnco, De Fal. Logab., 301; Demosthenca also says (X1,
65 ) that the Phoclans plcaded for Athend - in Plutarch'a
~ancodot¢, the plca of the Phocilans takeo the Lform of a recitation
of .o chopug from Lurlpidos' llcetra.
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Plutarch sayo hore that all tm 2lliod leadaro, npt
specifically tho Bﬁartanm, were unahimouslin thoir doolelon
to sparc Athono; XQnophOn‘&tﬁribthﬂ to the Opartans aiong
~the decilsieon %o spare Atheng, and so also dogs Andociaqu%

©f courne, we haevc some glimpece bf lémcr.mo&ificatlonss
of tho inoidont, in both Pousanias and polyaenus. Pausanien’
says that after Aegospotami Lysandor end Agle violated the
oatho which Spaf{;? es a state had sworn by the e;crid 30 Athéna,
end, on thoir initiative and without the approval of Lparta, |
they " introduced to thoir allics a propozal to wipe out the
city of Athena ". Ve may ascumo that thie information cdma ‘o
Peauganlog from a cource whosq avoued purpode vas ﬁo‘blaQMQn
thoe roputatlon of both Lysander end Agic, and thle oourceo may .
well have bgon the politicel pamphleta of the exiled kin@_
Pausanias’ Polyaonus' vorolon of the incidonti ig vory
difforent and much more favourabloe to Liysandor; he Dayé,that
vhon Gparta amd tho allios wiched to razg Athons, Lysandar
said that 1t was not oxpedicnt, for Thoebes would then booomg—

more powerful; but if thoy controlled Athong " by tyrente ",

/ -
Hollcenilea, 11, 2, 20. ' 'zfeacq, 2l.

? of. Justin, V, 8, 4&: " Cum multi dolendum Athenionsivam nomen
urbcnove incondio consumondam consgercnt, neﬁarunt 8Q Gpertanl
Qx duobug_Grageloc ocullg alterum cruturog "; in Aristotlce
( Racv., 11}, 10, 7) the eaying 1s attributed to ome, Loptilnco,
that " Grocee should not be permitted to bo left one-aeyoa ",

“ {11, 8, 6. for. ptrobo, V1L G 366.

¢ 1, 45, 5; cf, Aclian, V.H., 1V, G: " Unen the Bperteng planned
to doutroy Athcne and consulied he oracle, the god roplicd:

Tiv warviv egmav s EA\iop [«} iveey,
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thoy could kecp whteh on Thobog. Polyagnus edds that the

opinion of Lysander provailed.

This soctibn,'ﬁhich describee Lysandor's vletqbioua
entry into Atheno, le elmost ldontical with tho account of
Xanophon.‘

{¢nophon refers to the rewurn of the Athenian ( oiigaroh-)
oxilce with Lysander, a fact which is omitted by Plutarch,
while the lattor desoribes more fully the joyoué behaviour
of tho_Bpartana and their allicaq. In ono important~point
Plutarch angd AXenophon digasroe; Plutarch says hgrdlthat Lysandor
burnt tho Athenian flect, while Xcnophon tolls ue that Lysander

took bhack to Oparta all the Athonian triremea except twelva.

The Setting up of the Thirty in Athonag, ths appolintnment

of a.' daecadarchy ' in tho Piracuc, and the c¢stablighmont of &

Bpartan garrison in the Acropolis, under a ' harmost ' namad

9
Callibiug, are herc attributed by Plutareh to Lysander.

Xonophon, Hollonioa, 11 2, 23: Plutarch LJsandor XV, 5:

Avcavfcu nareehee e-rs 2ov ae‘fau.‘ et of /'V‘-'vé}oo: ----- 7o ddars /«v ej Zereos

fyy“&.s lur?eav Hoee 7% 7ue) ncm:ntarov [“"""”‘/"f"(dvu d-ﬂll,'rplg-f.f Jr-r(.rs Se 7.:;

Sa' 177 ,Sr.u LG ér 7'2' ‘?Pat’oi‘id'u (uv.cyn: m 7t PO

(g ot :fe&'(‘u. , ?w_fwrfs- r A?
maecn-tr? %« ,

é”e’y?v v 7#'19'“’ 7 EALS “CX’“’ 7'??’ ﬂ(’cs eo -:wlc:“ :::E;so?fé::;“’::;m

e‘(e'vkpz«s ‘?"'_govnuv or(u v v an 53 wxerby

o 7/sz-¢v o{«xww 755 edew Brpals.
2 Ag aloo in tho Life of Alcibiades, XXOV1l, 5.

3 Hollemiea, I1,3,8; of. Lyciea, Cont. Agorat.,3%4: " Your ships
wore hendod over to the Gpartana "

-~ % Diodorug,xlV, 3,4, attributes full responsibility to Lyaander for

) allowing the epnointwont of the Thirty, in defiance of Yhoramenqo
& Whc popular domooraﬁlc clemont -at Athend; Lyoiac (Cont., Brat.,-
T4 ) soye that Lycander cupported Thoramcénes' propogal for tho
Qotablloning of thn Thipdy, -and forced thom’ upon - tho: Atheniang.



Nolthor Lycloe, Dlodorus, Nepos or Juntia refer to
the appoinﬁﬁent of & ! Gocadarchy ' in the Piracua: nor indecd
Goes Zonophon in tho placolwhorc he degeribes the formation of
the Thirty. But he tells us tho name of & member of thig
' Gocedarchy ' lator on - which impllce that he know of ia
exlistonce. Aristotlesoonfirma the.cxiatencé of this 'decaderchy',
but he séys that it wes catadvlished later, soms time after the
Thirty had s01zad powor. |

Plutarch is not particularly intorqatced in prociag
ehronology in hig Lives, amd he is probably anticipating when
ho @eiiib@a the appointmont of & ' harmost ' and the sending of
8 Pperten gerrison to the lAcropolis by Lysandor - as piegumably
simultancous with the setting up of tho Thirty.

Slenophon Gays that thy Tnirty doelded that 1t would
asglst thom in their rovolutionising of Athonian political 1ifq,
and crushing of all oppooition, If they hed the asslsgtance of &
gpertan garrison: thoy therafore uvent to Lyoandorm who wad in
Jparta, ecnd porsueded him to ecnd a garricon to Athenof and he
" cont them a garrison under Callibius ", Diodorus also rofore
Callibius and his Bpartan garricon to the exprens roquest of

7 .
thoe Thirty. ARigtollo ropreaento the summonling of the Oparten

e e = = —

‘ Hellenlea, L, 3, 2. - *Hollenica, 11,4,19:
3 . . —
Const. of Athono, 35. “Hollgnien, 11, 3, 13 - 14,

¥ of. Lysino, Gomnt., Agorat., 2G: " Tho Opartane occupicd your
, . ' - Acropolis ".

XV, &, 3, 7 Gonot, of Athenae, 37.




garrison as subsequont to the @cath of Theramencs.

Plutarch concludos his chapter Witﬁ an anccdoitc about
Callibiug, the Spart&n ' harmost ', which throwa a moab |
favourable light upon Lysandér.

Autolgicus, the athloto, when throatened by Callibius
with a atlck, cclzed the Gpartan ard thwew him to the floop.
Lysander, to whom the mattor hed becn vefarrcd, supportced the
Athen;an, gaying that Calllbius did not know how to Goien |
freQ mon. '

Phis anecdote ig not to be found in any other extant
authority excopt Pausaniaat Tor Diodoruézmoraly rocords thet
tho Thirty " also killed Audolyoua, #vépx fr‘-ryxf-crr'?éfv,r ".
Pausanias, whoso story a1ffors from tihat of Plutarch in e
number of details, saye that Autolyous hed a disputo with
Bteonicus of Hparta aboutl & pi@co_of propqrty._Etéonicuu _
assaulted Autolycus, ard when tha.latter Fesistod, he summonqd
him Bofore Lysandor, who wae 8%ill in Athonn: but Lysander
condomned Hteoonicus and reprimandedg nim, Peusenlan pansas on
this enccdote as an 1lluctration of one of the wayse in whiéh
Lysander was worthy of thﬁ highcst praisc. It is not poscibla
to hamQ his dgoureo, althoug@ﬁt must ultimately be the geame an
that used by Pluterch. Perheps Plutarch's account 18 tho morg

) 3
reliable, for we know from other writers that Callibius had

"%, 32, 8. *xv, 5. 7.

? Xonophon, Hellanica, 13,3,13-14; Dlodorus, XV, 4.
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baén appointad harmost ' chortly after tho fall of Athono;
andi, éithough Btoonicus was 6né of LysanGer's officern and,
had Doon left in Thrace by Lyeandor: we have no evidenco th&t
ho held any orficial position 1n_AthQna. Of course, Paugoniag
does not say thot he was the ' harmost ', |

Pluterch addo that the Thirty, cdome 1itdle +imo aftqﬁ—
wardeg, put Autolycus o death, to plcase Callibiudg. Xonophon,
who knous nothing of thio inoid@ﬁﬁ, makqevit oloafzthat tho

Thirty pald court to Celliblus, as was only to bo.expechod.

I 1e quite impooalble to say with any degrec of
cortainiy from what source Or &Lources Piutaroh took the matericl
which compriscs vhig.chapter. As with mogt of his historlcal
nerrative, thera is & certain amount which 1s teken ultimatoly
from Xcnophon, and it seoms likqu that this had beon passed on
by Thgopompud; for we havo no cloaflevidence that Plutarch uood
Xenophon's Helionioa et ©irot hand. On tho contrary,_ﬁhia
chaptar may conflrm tho view 4shet Plutarch did not -in faot uag
Xondphonks Hellenica foxr himsqlf. - Plutarch doacrideJAutolyoua
a8 tho athloto, " whom Henophon mekes the chief charactcr in
his ' Symposium ' ", This information is quite correct, for
Autolyeus had boen Invited, with hic father and Hoeratcs and

other friondo, to tho houde of Calllam, whoro the scgone of the

Camen = o memmmm e L o o e o = Srroze.omm e e

P = - e tLLTLTI T SneIT T S T = e )

' Hollenlea, II, 2, 5. - *Hollenloa, II, 3, 14.

- 3 Lysandor, XV, T
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' Bymposium ' ig sci. But.it dool goom atrango thot, &7
Plutorch i using ﬁhé Hellenica of Xenophon at first hand in
this Lifo, he nevor acknowlcdgee his indebitgdncsa ﬁo Xenophon,
end only nemce him here as tho author of thg ' Sympoaium ',
and that only -in connectlon with o brief and rethor unimportant
| anc ododq. |

Againg, there 18 but the slightost slmilaritqf an
VGTJ much divergence from, tho acaounts of Lysias and Diod@zuu,
whore the lagt two authors have anything to recoxrd about
mattors montioned by Plutarch.
The most one can gay Lls that, as in ohaptor X1V, oo

eloo in cheptor AV, %herc ig nothing vhich might not have baon
ﬁritten by Theopompus in hig Helleniea, in the composition of -
whigh ho ﬁadc pubotant Lal use of Xeonophon. Plutarch's sourcy
apparcntly made usc of an Atthi@ograph@r for the precise dats
of tho fall of Athono ( unlcge wo assume thot Pluterch himeolf
had previ@uély taken note of thle datc ), hed soma knowledge
of tho Gpoochos of iyaiao agalnot Agoratug and Eratogthmngo,'wag
ayare of %ho naﬁa of the Thoban who propoded tho uttor aminil-
ablon of Athens, knew of & banquet of the Gpartans énd tho &
allleo ai whigh sdmo lyrics of Hurlpldces were sung by a Phooian{

debcrib&d‘the almoydt rilotous joy of the gpertano and the iy

/ It ic only falr to odd that Pluterch, who wirolo a Lymposium of

nis own, would thorofore be Llikely to be interaestced in the.
Oyupogium of Tonophon more then in hie Hellenica; but evon if
Plutarch hed availablo gt Chacroncga & copy of the Heollenlce of
Xonopho&, it 1o not nocoaoory to assume thalt ho would moke use
of "1t for hio Lifo of Lyoondoi.
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alliqs_whmn_thny cnbored tho cily of Athono, ard ba@uhoarﬁ o
ntory about tha Operton ' HMarmoot ', Callibiuwg, vhich

woflected credit upon Lysandor.
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CHAPTIR SVL

Plutarach continues his narrative LY rceoriing that
Lycandor himself, after scttling affeirs in Athens, salled
Tor ThﬁaOQ, when he‘ha@ Tiret doapatchod'to Gparis, vnéen
tho guardlanship of CGylippuy, the romaindor of hio fundo
and all {4 gifté and orowno which ho hed regeclvad.

scnophon knows nothing whatover about o vioit to
Thrace by Lyodander in person, afior tho fall of Atheng.

On thqe conbrary, he wrilcs thal, altQr the battlc of AGZO0-
pobawl, whan on his way to Atheno, Lysendar sgonb ﬁ@ooniougl
with ten shipao to the reglons of Thraco; ha a@@slthat, aftor
Lycendor hao assloted in the cstablichment of the Thlmdy et
Atheng, he sallcd for Gomon, which hed hadn invooued be@ﬁQ
tho Zell of Athonao, and comploted 1bs cap%ﬁ?@; Shen ( at tho
ond of the vummor, 404 D.C. ), ho himsclf calloed feon Oponta
.to hand over %o v authoritleo the nrdoed, boouy, «ifto

and nonlco whioh ko had accumulatod. Nor doog JHgnophon
refer o any furthor miliﬁary actlvity on tho part‘of

K1 .
Lyecender uatil tho cummcr of 403 B.C., whon the Thirdy acnd

/ . - - .
Hc,:l,lomica,‘ _._1, 29 5: o‘} e Crer r‘:‘-c'vr-l :’?(c:.l /f.u-f‘.urew;vr (.eré'ry‘gv_
2 S :
fcllenion, LA, 3, T - 9.
7 Heilomica, I3, &,

208.
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fal réqwast o Lyvencor in Lporta for holp against tha.daméeruta,
bj ih@n ptrongly cntronehod in the Piracus. '

Jcnophon'n account impliqs that Lfox a year Lyscnder hed

romained inactive at Sperta, which 1o probably quite unlllcly.

It hes alrcedy bacnnoted that Plutarsh, or hils source, made a.
nistake about the time of the final capltulation of Gamod; .
but-wo'hava every foaé@n %o suppone that Lycsender may havo
gone off to Tnraco ( clther bofore his Tincl roturn wo Gparta,
or lmumediatoly after he had reporicd Lo the authoritics thore )
to put an‘oh@ tq any pro-Athenian opponit ion whichvmay have
céntinuqd in the citigo of Ghaloi@ioo.- For the qucetvion
romaing to be foeod, Uaon dld Lysander lay slege to Aphytac
in Thracc, o walch both Pluﬁaroﬁ?ana Pausaniaasrefqr ?
Lyocandor'e Thraclan exypedit lon may heve btelken place In 205 B.C.,
imaodiatoly after Acgoopotonl and bofore the capituldtion of
Athong, @a is suggented by Pluberch'o woforenoc to Qolong in
Chaptér xive But as Pluterch'a chronology sbout Comou 1g
f&ﬁlty, it may aloo be faulty in tho aasc of Qalonc. It secame
more 1lkely that Lysander after Aegdopdtémi a82ignod particular
arcan in the northorn Hcollegpoat to hic officern, Thorax baing

© loft ab Eysantiwi 0 mop up, and Stcenievs bglng égnﬁ to Thraec;

for ho-would wioh o reach Attilca am soon &g poeouiblc. Thacm,

St o NI

cfa Lysandor, XKV, 2.
'z, . n e - ' 3 = -
. L}]Bm@@rg EQK, 50 1]11, l8, ﬁ.

- “Lyoondor, NIV, 2.
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~afior ho had.rop@rt@d.to.Sparta,ihe'soﬁ oﬁﬁ for Thraec
{ 404 - 403 B.C. ), and it was prbbably dur ing thig Thracian
ozpedition that thero oocurred the alloged massaere[of
Athenian supporterb in Thasod. '

The chronology which ligs bohind Lyaan@of'a aabiong
QQESQQuont fo A@gompoﬁami wlll Dbe considercd 1&%Q5§ but 4G
~1s obvioug that Lysander must have beon present ia the Holloo-
pont later on ( 404 - 403 B.G., or 403 - 402 B.C; ? ), to
giVG rise uo thc aocuaations of plllaging which Phaﬁnabazug
is cupp@se@ (o) hava brought againat hlu.

Diod@rua tolls ua that Lysandel sent off Gyllippua
to Sparte with the monlco which he still had in hand, but hqg
pute it in 405 B.Q,.,, immedlately aftor Aegdgpobawil and the
oapture of Gootuo. | |

Xenophonsuajs that Lycanéer callod back to Sparte
aftor the- capitulatlon of amon, taking with him all the
Urophicse which he hed won.

. . . ‘ -
‘ Thexra follows the story ( told hero in full by Pluterch )
of Gylippus' infamous theft of a portlon of the money with

7 &
which ho had hecgn enLrusth by Lysandar. Ridbrucs and Athqnacua

’of. Napos, Lysandor, ii; Polya@nus, 1L, &5, 4, zLy@anQ@r,XlX,7.
3 o . . ‘
- Plutarch, Lycander,ilx,7 & XX,1l-5; Nepoo, LyQ.,lV; Polyacnue,¥1l,19
? 5111, 106.

SHQllenioag ﬁ, 3, 8; T wer wh gku?w vy "”‘f“’"(.’"‘ s 7}5 TRY )
. /f&edll-r! "0'766'5 iy £u3 Sevaw wmt STeguivas ath.

_6 af, Eoricloo 2 A 1@1@1&9,22&‘;11:_;,4.' L:LM,, 106-106

8 ery AT/



also have a reéoﬁ@'of thia story. xenophon n@tur&lly docn
not montion A%, fof he has -dald that Lysandor ook homc end
' hgndod OVOR 1n'perﬂoh his war treasurqgs to tha Qpértano;

In Plutarch's account, Gylippua was entrusﬁod with>thg'
guardianship of Lysandor'n tropnids and monQy; but o "rippoed
open the oecka which containod the moan and exrtraocted from
each acck " & large swount of oilver "g'he then @cha up the

a
oackd, not belng avare that thoro wes In caoh 0aok & yewpp«rfoov .

indicating how much money it should contain. The gxtracted
mocney he hid under the tiling of his housa. The cophors, f£inding
that the money in the dacks did nobt tally with tlko amount
ind.ioe,to@- in wha vc-cg[.m’sd , were consider:a,b\l.j porplcied unuil
a scrvant of Gylippud informcd agalnst his\ma&t@r by glving an
explanation to the authoritics by way of a riddlc ( " many owlo
are sleqping under ths tiles " - the owlo L2 ing the ﬁt.amp upon
~Athonlan colnego ! Y. Yhen, Q8ye Plutesrohf " afbor adding —
& doc¢é so disgraccful and ignoble ag this to his provious greab
end brillicnt achiovements '"-, Gyl ippus romoved himeelfs from
Lparia. .

Fow in his Life of Nlciaa‘: Plutarch attributes thia
story to the euthopship of Timéeus, in wvhose higtory i% |

11lustrateo the /uxgofloy/:r and rheove§ie Of Gylippug; and in hio

PRSP N KL )

; _
In Nielan, JOVLLL, &, he apoelfics thirty talcento out of the
thousand which Lytendor hoad sent to Uparta. -

2 v

Ieorely , doys Diodoxug, K111, 106, 9.
% Lycander, W¥LX, 1..
*miolag, NEVILL, 4.



Comparison Dotuoen Tiroleon and AQmiiiua Paulma: he alao wefQro
to Timecud as his authorilty for Cylippua' grecd and Lovo of
monoy, although he docs not there recount this 1nci@enﬁ..
But the aceount in the Lifo of Niclan 1s very brlef (" @ylippus
himself, for abetracting thirty talents from the thousand which
Lysendor had sent to.Sparta, and hading them in the roof of hio
hougqe - ag an informor showed - was banishod in the doopadd
disgrace: but this hao been told with moxe detall in the Lifc
of Lysander " ). Curlously encugh, Plutarch there pays thot
Gylippus extractod thilrty of the thousand talents whioh werg
‘sent, while in the Lif¢ of Lyeander he speaiflcs no nuumber of
talenta stolen. Again, in the Nielag, Gylippus is' coupled
with nis father Gleendridas, who was convietod by the Spartang
of taking bribes end h@d-to fleqg Yrom his oiity.

In his Life of Pericles, Plutarch refers most briefly
to the bribing of Gloendridac, ard adde that his son-Gylippud,
" aftor noble achiovém@nﬁa vas ocaught in baaa prasticca and
banished from Sparte in disgrace ".

Diodorum3says that Gylippua aktraote@ threo hundred of

the fifteon hundred silver talents sent Ly Lysander, emd sowed

up the bags, not Imowing that thore wao a s«nlh, iﬁ qQach of theom.

' 11, 4; of. aloo, Do Lidor. Hdue., X 4 - L.
3 Perieloo, ZH1l, 4,

3 3111, 106, 8 - 10: Icnophon Gays that 470 talento ware taken Uy
Lycander to Gparta. . ' ‘
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More of the story epparontly he doos not know; but ho edda
that Gylippus fled-from‘gparta and was con&emnedlﬁo acatvh;
. : /
and ,after making reference “o his father's fatc, callo them
botn ilvs'cc-s Suavor .« ° Diodorug quotes no authority for hig .

2
anccdotc, nor again dogo Athenaqup, whose account is very

briof, and who says that Gylippus starved himsqlf to deati,

How it scoms quite unreasonable to asgume thaﬁ Pluvarch
ls indebied to Timaous fOL his version of the Gylilippus-anccedolc
in the Life of uygandor, merely bocoude he rofera tho anecdote
to Timacug in his Life of Nloiaa? in any caea, he Gtella ug
in the laot reforence that he has alrcedy written o fullop
agcount of tho-sama story in hin Lifc of Lyoander:f In the
Life of Niclas Plutarch certalnly does not refer to the " groat
end brilliéant achiovomonid of Gylippus in Sloily-"f-nor gugse gt
that thls wee the only dlograccful act to mar the Opartan's
rocord. No doubt, many contemporary writors wore awafq of
@ylippus' dishonouy, and recorded it In thoelr worko. Dioiorua
may have found tho incident in Ephorua or, indecd, in Pimacuao,
1f he was using ports of Tlinacus for that section of his work,
On ths other hand, it is not unreasonable to asgumo that

“Theopompus 18 thQ original Source of the story, both for limaQua

Xlll, 106 10: dvscﬁ IK-(VOI T-LS&.‘ a‘of.(vm; apv.a 74_,'.‘ -?(-ej.:yrps 7or .A&ov /.?rov ’
abrc.n— kd‘rytxur-rv

‘vl 233 F - 234 4. ¥Nicles, W1LL, 2,
¥ Of courcs, Plutarch's wordo in Niolag, KHVILL, 4 Ta're ... pudhor
Srpmpfras , enid in Poriclon, WAL, b vl . Ses, ghSuwapey , LAY HAVC
boon added aftorvardds by Plutarch.in a Hriox ravﬂclon of hig worL

Lyaangcr &V1l, 1.,




and fop Plutareh - thet 16 woe Thc@pémpué who gave Plutarch
tho inforumation that Lysender ﬁent'on to Yhrace aftor tho fall
of Athona, and sent back Gylippun to Oparta with his money.

In thig canc, T;maeus ( who probably made uag of ThQOpampué
for his Oicilian Hioctory, and 18 assuqu.aloo to havo coplcé
Ephoruaf) may hawvo talken the anccdote from Tthpompua or Yroum
Mphorug, Iignorod the pralse implied in Loth higtoriann for-
Gylippus' achiovemente in Sieily ( whioch, in any cage, Timacug
did not recognise ) , and gledly passcd 1t on a8 a furthor
illustretion qf G¥lippus' anknoss_of characton,

Thué, in his Life of Niclaa, where'he ig olwilously
uging %W limacus at'firsﬁ hand, Plutaroh may have recorded
Timaquo' verolon of the Gylippus-incident; while in his Life
of Lyocandcer, he is folldwing the original authority for the
story, passes on greater detall, and éums it up with tho |
comment, whioh hc would vrobably have found 1in his gouree,
that ﬁhe brilliant record of the Sparﬁan wag thua unfortupatoly

otained Dy ono sordid ach of poculation.

! of. Polybiuc, i1, 28.

T

1



CHAPTHR RV1L

After & brief reforonce to the cxpulsion of Gylippud
from Bparta for hig peculation, Plutarch ircncewag his chargo'
againgt Lysander of briﬁéing wealth into Lparta. “Who wieoat
of the bpartens, ocaya Pluterch, urged ﬁho-cphora to punlfy
(i'i.'a&orrozf‘ﬁe?sém) vhe city of gold and silver.

. Plutaroh thon d1gresoeo to pasa on information about
the traditional type of coinage in use among the Spartend.

Lyeander'b friends in tho oliy oppoéqd the mQasurQ _
to ban gold and sgllvor, and 1t was doclded by the authoritilcs
to allow tho usc of this sort of monoy for public purposeq,
but in nao cimcumstances - on pain of death - was it to
remain in private hando.

Thorq fol;ows o gerics of moraliﬂln@,rqfquiohﬂ upon

the stupidity of osuch a deocrec.

That Lysander filled his city with gold andl lovo of
: /
gold 1a o charge brought agalnst hin by nany authoritics;

. 2 , 3 : ' : .
Pousaniasg, Aocllian and Athenacus all testify to tho introduction

ek

.'03. Lyoender, El, G; Lyourpua, Lah, l,'

*ix, 32, 5-13¢ - °y.E,NV, 29 “ V1, 233 ¥.
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into Gparta by Lysander of a coinage which ﬁae contrary o

- the lawg of Lyocurgus and a dangoroua defianoe of tho Pythian
_oracle vhich had ‘doclared that only love ox monay could
degtroy Sparte. Plutarch is waell avare of this, for ho says
elecwherg'that. when Lysander had taken Athens, he brought
home:much gold and silver which was acaopted by thQ-Spartén
authorities, who honourod the bearer of thig wealih.

. Without doubt, there was always a very strén@
reactionary element in Gparta which looked with midgivings
upon any.actlon which tonded to beo cbntrary t0 the traditional
decrecs of Lycurgus; this elamond was qulﬁe lncapable of
edaptation to the changing circumétanoea brought about by
the Poloponncolan Vor; that it would oppode the introductien
of gold and silver into the cliy, goee without =zaying.
Plutafdh's gource must have boon awarq of the refusal -of tha
Spartan authoritiige ( with but few exceptions ) to modily
their constitution and melke 1t sultable %o tho dovelopment
of their now empira. For the Tirst time in thils Lifq,
Plutarch refers to Theopomput ag his authority, and joing
hig name with that of Lphorue, Acaording to Theopompus,

deiraphidas was the name of the ephor who declaraed that Gparta

> = e T S T e

For thies Pythian oracle, of. Aristotle, opud Zonbb., 1, 24;
Ochol. on Arlstophances, Peace, 622; Bohol. on Luripiooa, Andro-
mache, 443; Dledorus, Vi1, 12; Ciooro, De Officiinm, 11, 22, 77;
Buldag G.v. AanTYQg.

2 notit., Lac., 239 P.



ought td.préhibit tho import of gold and ollver; Iphorus
oallod_hii Phlogidag, But both authoritics may bo correct,
for both these Spartans may haVQ hagn among the ephorse cleetod
for the year, 405 - 404 BfC.

If - ag secms likely -~ Plﬁtarch 1s s8t1ll following
the account of ?heopompua, then we may assumeg that_ThQOpqmpus’
hi&self qﬁoted_tho opinion of his contemporary, Ephorusf Tor
what 1t wase worth, about the actual namz of the ophor who
led the opposition to Lygender's ireasurce.

It should be noted that Plutarch is here usoing sone

) _ ' 3
comparatively rare, and csrialnly latva, woxrde.

5 Thesc paragrapha, which degcribe the national irdn :
colnage of Sparta and sugseot that Sparta had in faot prqoervad |
a primitive form of colnese which was qpco univerasal, may b
the expfesgion of Plutarch's own reflexions and the frult of
earli@f reading and rooearch, or he méy have taken thig inform-
atlon from his narrative sourcce, Theopowmpusd.
Now Plutaroh tells ﬁs olaewhszé?that Lycurgus lntroduced

s
iron colnage into Jperta; but in his Lire of Lyocurgue, ho gilveo

S O R R A RN RS S W PSS

6. & H., 303; F.Gr.H., 11 D, p. 605, 332
*F.6r.H., 11 4, p. 103, 205: 11 G, p. 95, 205.

'Bluaander, WL, 2 - 4: K%ws is rarely found in progc writera ( yot
ef. Plato, Lawa, 237 D, an2 &. & He, 272, whoIvu thore 18 qu.otod
one oxamplo of it@ use by Thoopompus ); Zrosie na/.raca.u /,?,@u.guaz.w ’
Svsirapancpeesrov o  Threq of thece worde are cortalnly uaed by Plut,
in other of his uwritingo, but at the geme time they do suggest
a gourco lator than Plato, probably to he asa001atqd with the
middle of %ho Fourth Gontury B.G.

ﬂé‘_ Apoph. Lac., 226 D.
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much more information about thig vep«épx 68ypel ; although
_thé information given in the Life of Lycurguse is gene rally
8imiler to what'?lutarch writes in tha ohapﬁor XV1L of the
Lifo‘of Lysgandor, his cholce of words is differenﬁf which _
might perhapo suégoaﬁ differont authoritles using the aaﬁe.
ultimoato sourea. Plutarch'a words abpout thQ spartan lron
coineg ( " a groat quant 1ty and weight of & had Lut 1itilo
valag " ) may be compared with Pollux' deseription of the
Seums ooinage? I ceems vaory likely that Plutarch and Pollux
are Greving upoh tha oeme soureq; armg Polluxséuotes Aristotlc

ao hig authority, whon referring to the origin of éﬂoko{ .

e LT )

oX. Jonophon, Gonatitutlon of Oparta, V1, 5; Honophon nayc that
the Lycurgan system of colnage was such thotb " even sums of ten
ninag..... would £1il2 a large space and necd a wagon o draw them “;
Paoeudo-Plato, Bryxiao, 200 B; Polyblug, V1, 49 ( vho renindy uo
that in Sperta Lycurgus hod aboliehod a1l money ); Juslim, 111, 2,
1L - 12; Gencen ( De Bonefie., V, 14, & ) 1o mistaken whon he
SpQ&kD of the Bpartans uging 1Qathor nonay.

Apart £rom. tho uBc of &Be<ves in Lyvender, J¥V1l, &4, and
Lycurgua, x&, 3 yot there is aluo a oimilarity botweon Lysander

&1y, &y o nyo'u fux[urr v -{_fuv &lm[.hw, and Lyourgus, 1X, 2: oynw cfvv-?.rv
°r(ly7v C:N‘GV -

4

3 Lyﬂa,ndel”, mll [‘.}. g;,ﬂw f"gpo(v el afg/:‘v Suu—x};cﬂvor.

4 -~ - ~
& Onom., 13, 79 5,$7f¢., £a kdz.r,‘f‘nt?l froe Axxs«fur,ammr Xe v, éx folda dyaccn

Ehoyor rvvupﬁny ; Pollui adds thelt vincgay wes uecd Lo mals
the iron brittlec ( as doces Plutarch ).

] Onone, X, 77.
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It Eéybbe that Theopotpus ( who may bo acguhqd to hava
pasced on to Plﬁtaroh the quotation from Aristotlc'e Probloms .
in chapter Li of the Life of.Lyaanddrl) has aleo cullcd tho
information about the Spartan coinaga from Aristotle, ond
pessced it on to Plutarch in hic Hellenica; for 1t is hardly to
be prectod that Plutarch would meke o firet hand mofereonce
to Aristotlc for this smell piece of information about Spartan
coinag@ and 1ts hilstory k which, in any case, io‘someﬁhat of &
digresolon L inesa ho alrcady had iV notod in his commoanlaoo
book. Lot it bo admitted that Pludtarch not infrequenily doceo
Gigreea to pass on 1nformatlon which he ﬁas romambared or has
proviously noted in any of his worlzg; but in thils cang it io
more likoly that he found the information about the iron eolnage

-convenientﬁy notked 1n his souraq, ThQOpomqu,_WhOQQ digreapions

2
on all manncr of gubjcots waere gqulte notorioud.

It is aldo probable that thils paragraph aloo is taken
ovar frem Fhoopompun, who is indobted to Aristotle for hie
information. Plutarch is suggesting that all anclont moncy
Was'similar to the Spartan iron coinage, some peoplcd usling

~lron or bronzc ' spitg ' for ooina_(aﬁsiékhr }; honce, oayn

3 ' ' 2 4 ¢
. Plutaorch, even in his day, small colns are called 8fBodel ", and

&= oT=T

— = . IETT AT z e

_ 'Lycan@or, ii, 5, 20?. Dion. Hol., a& Pomp., V1.

wnt v 3 Plutarch'so &ay, or hils sourcc'g ?

[7% < /
From 3feher - ' splilte .
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oix 3pfode U nalkc a SC"‘K("; { a0 meny as can bo Gracpad in tho
hand - JZog'vrec&u ‘ Y.

ho ultim;te autherity for this information, 8o far ap
can be judged, ie Aristotlo.

Tho similaritiea between Plutarch and Pollux postulate.
tho sawe ultimate souree, although probebly in the cage of

Plutarch, via Thcopompus.

‘After his digression, Plutarch goaes on to oxplaln the
effect of tho ephora' declaration againet the introduction
into Gparta of gold and silver. The friends of Lysa.ndérgin
Sparta urged the authoritles to allow the moncy o rcmaia in
the olty. Therefore, says Plutarch, the ephors decrecd thai
L1}

noney of thls sort could be introduced for public use, but

if any privatc pewrson should be found in posmesaion of it, o

— S R e B e R R S A |

Apu.a P@llua, 1X, ?7, Pollux, who describes the 0,3*101 6 Sypet
S 6:Sue evv e AawoLajpevion e Bcécmm( Onom., 1¥X, 105 ), had
provious v refcrrodﬁ to the suthority of Aristollc for hio |
information about tho origin of tho wordo 3Bedds anl Sewxpy
{ 8B Lds and &fedos bolng only difforent in tho Ionic and Attic

pronunciationoch
* Plutarcn, Lysander, WV1l,S5: Polluz, Omom., 1X, 77
KvSuvales S« kot 7o ad, Tt v J(k-mw oSreas e r:ra 2en 28\ or /‘
GK”V / "(ef“"“‘”‘ )(P‘-Zwrw maz.rs(smﬂ {IS,ZOW; glfl E‘-J-u /WTO¢¢': 5/9‘5"5 e‘-}ﬂa&r
#w-..w Sa X““\“"’ Cdpr Sy ”“t"‘ en-c Rk 5bos fpos nis & m/Q.c; SN P S r-,
70 “"" o 75 “ -t,'w 3 o dovs Spomceer ;170':’: efdkﬂ ta-t-l ﬁrd-u
Kd--l(—uﬂ.tr %"X Ss rovs g gﬁ*w, . é"‘K/;-) ‘?.( &3 V,Z“" oS '7w
Yorwruv e 0 Feerelplreevo, »47.«: 4fox’,¢e1.<:1 ¢ovvos ﬁs ?p vov

Kl et D Arpys
: TS e “'43
POllux &QQB Ac"?ofP‘?J S’. ?‘.}?r‘v .\&rw ‘Z évlcuM(w Tbll?ﬂ& fblﬂfov v
HarveTopic 4».‘ ofp--\w{ D ovs Tos Javcf.-«’ﬂ-u "‘7"‘”’ but this l&tQK‘ inter-

pretation ic highly unlikely.

3 Uho must have becn influentlal and, no doubt, ingludod in thoir
. number Ageollaus, dcgtined to sucoccd. Agls as lfmg in 398 B.C.:

CT . LB“GOXICLQF, XR:L:L, 6 ’lufl juulll, Uy L C«&lt’& an? "C“"'"" o f«.\w
. - XPy&operes
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ghould be punished with death ", ad if ( coumonte Plutayeh )
Lycumgus.foare&,thé_coin itnely, ané“hot_ﬁhoi“ covetousnoiy
vhich the coln produccd %,

Plutarch'e couroce 1l obviously hero roforelng %o
tho oracle purported to nave Begn glilven by Delphl to Lycuipuse.
Inis oraole, which declared thut ' love of grecd along would
‘ﬂouﬁroy Jnarte ', 18 not quotod by Plutarch herc, or in his
Life of Lycurgud; but it was w&ll—bnown and-froquontly quoted
by late writers. dccording to 20nonhon, Lycur 08 obtaincd
the sancilon of Apollo to sirengthon the authority of hig
congtitution; buv leier writorejatauc that he was insplzcd
originelly by tho Pythia in frening hie proposals,

fo this Delphic orael&t and ﬁo the dangseroe ottendant
aupon dhe introductlon into Uparta of gdb&,an& sirﬁcr,.many
euthori‘tlc;ss Dear witnges, Plutarch, who quoth'th@ worris_ orf
the oracle olsawheré, daye in hils Lifge of Aslé7that " tho Piret

gymptoms of corruption and Cegoneracy in thoe Lpoawrtan sltote

' " . . X -
ci. Lyocandor, Xk, T, waero thia deareq is enforcod apeinot Thoras:.

* Gonstitutlon of Gperta, V111, 5.

30.6. Wlon. Hal,, Antig. Rowm., L., Gl, 2; Jusuin, i, 3, 10;
Yowmgseniad, Lik, 2, 4; Polyacaus, 1, 1G, 1.

¢ty Arlptotlo, a,pud Zonoh., I-; L1, 24 - { rr. 5y, Rosg ). *) ﬂf(o,\—p’[mvm
: Schfrr 9.\01' Mo S’c o2 See.

$ Gohiol. on Arilgtophanes, Poaoc, 622; {janol. on Huriniden, Androm.,
hi5; DloQOLus, V1l, 12; Cicoro, De ofileils, I, 22, 77;
Plutarch, AgLid, l“, 1; SUICEE G.V. Avkeleyos cxe,alao & rrag-
went of Theopompud, apud Dlog. Lacrv., 1, 1, 1106 {( C.& H., GG )-

e A’:}Oph. LCLC., 239 D' ﬂo\k.d[ub{f" *fke rtoce @epqoﬁl.co 7"'3 5&(:%&6’: X(sh(ao.s e«f«ﬁ}
7 ¥, 1. w }fi'(')ﬂe;)f.c?t-e }z.l.-te PV oiﬁ =XAo So mJS‘n
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~eppearced at. the timd when thie Opartons hod qntiﬁoly deﬂﬁréyga
the Athenian eﬁpiro, and begen to bring gold and si;vor into
Bparta‘", 8.8 1f the degenoratlon of Jparta could be go simply
cxplained. The explanatioh given by Polybiua{iS'more
reagonablé and more soholarly, for as a rosult of her vietory

in the Poloponneglan Var, Sparte had fallen into circumstancge
which rendered the traditional constitution of Lycurgus obsoleto
and q@ite incapablevof continuing to guidé inperial Cparta in

the future.

The concluding paragrpahs of the chapter, which are
en indictment of the Gpartan authoritics for hoping to allow
money to bs used in Sparta for public nurposcs, and at the same
time to deny 1ts use to privata oitizens, together with the -
matéphor - taksen from medicinge - of the parts infedting the
whole, secm likely %o bo Plutarch's own refleotions and |
obeervations ofi the decrec of the ephors, Ho st lgmat18ea tho
gpartan authoritics for not truly observing the epirit of
Lycurgua' decreqs against wealth in Qparta, and attributos to
their decielon the doslre for wealth which later bocame
Characteristic of the Spartens; amdi he concludge his moralising
yith the reminder that he has already oritioisc@ the Opartans

& .

for this woakneog " in another b¥catise ",

‘Vl, 49, 8: tow Se Coedovs sof ’Amﬁu’lkmo T '94’1«7?azv ’65qu Frevy f{:d?ﬁ:ﬁv fa
'ﬂsslsca:x crfn‘te irs'fors ﬁ:fu @lqb‘ovv?’cou, ‘?xw c.‘;r a@'."’re_ V'E‘u{m 'e\o
6"567303",’ ~ 7‘ T RIBDECN w«e'u"c;?v -“}-(laye; rpes pe AeviorTe
T'?‘\s XPQ:« -%""u'“" “‘:Td':l '-'ééuc:ﬁ:(:v K"‘?:ful‘);v /ﬂ,xw’erw Vo?.o&!‘f"xr cae.

> Inst. Loc., 42.
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@nuo; iﬁvihio chapﬁbr, Piutarch.pcrpetuatcé_th@vol@
1dgond thnt OCporte did not use gold and silvor coinage; but
made dolc - -usc of thﬁ old aad 1nconvenlen£ iron coinaye. But‘
" in fact it con bo demonstrated that,'whatovor lawn about
colnage were Supposcd ﬁo_havd been enadtea-by Lycur@mé, Qpartana
uccd gold and silvor ao much ag eny obhor natiens: althougin -

therd wae no mint at Oparta until 280 B.C.

’cf.'Hcrodoﬁus, V1L, 134, vherq tho nanes of two wealthy dpertans
arce meontloned, and Thucydidgedg, v, 90, where a uparian, Lichag,
( prccumably woalthy ) 1ls described as having won tho chariot
reco- &t Orympie in 420 B.C.; Plado gayse ( Aleib., 1, 122 G )
that there wag more gold and silver held privatoly in Lparto”
then in tho whole of @rcoco. : ‘
Por the wholo questlon of Upartan colnaja, cf. H. Hichell,lparta,
G.U.2., 1082, pp. 208 - 307, esnccially p. 303, " Taat Lycuriuwo
ovaer forbade tho use of any monoy other than the lron pclonoil
lg a purc falry tale invented (... 40 combat corrupliion among
the officialn and gemereln. AlLL through thelr higtory tho
Spartano vore plosucd with eificipol coriuption ...... in ordep
to put go0u0 curb upon 1t & law was pacocd forbldding tiwe privatce
owmorehip of thoe precious metals ".



T 322

CHAPTHR 511

This chapter contalne & heterogencoun mags of
material, collected apparently.by Plutarch from aliferond
oourcqst and dervee af an lntroductiqn o quitc a large
gaculon of tho Life of Lysand@r%whioh cannot be baced upon
tho norrative Oource which Plutarch occmd to have uecd for
thd_gr@at@r part of tho Dlography, suggesis e blogrephloal
gouree, and in the maln 1o exccsslvely hostile towarde
Lyaandar.  BLub chaptor XV1ll doos not itsclf comtain
nateriol of & hostile nature - 1t merely tabulaeted tho
dodicatlono of epoil mado by'Lysanéqr,'dicous@es the honouirg
conferred upon hiam by tho-Varioun Ionlan oitico which
attribﬁtqdito him thoily Xiboration from the Athenlang, and
giveq oxemplces of hle treatment of somd Ionian pociA who
wore Qagef to omploy theilr literary gifte in his honour.

The firol threq paragrapho of the ahaptor may LI

the rooult of Plutarch'o own lnveotlgatlonn, mede locally

‘ :
Plutarceh wofore to Anaxandriden of Dolphl, and Durle of Samon.

lLya&n@Qr,.Xlx, W%, WAV, 2 - wl¥, b, 3-5, and aloo X111, 6-9.
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a% Dolphl, whon he weo pricet of Apeollo "there; whilc ke
latter helf of tha_chapﬁqf Qdemg to e entirdly derlived frrom

Durlg of {emon,

Plutaroh here recoirds thalt out of tho apoils of the
?olopohnegian oy Lysander setl up-at Dglphi bronzq ataﬁuqs of.
himsql? and hie gencrald, énd goid@n ptarg of thy Dioogurl
( whioh disappeared before the battle of Louatra, 3?1 B.G. ;-
In the Troagury of Brasidas and tho Acanﬁhi&ng ho aloo dedlcatcd
a triremo of gold and ivory which Cyrqs-thﬁ Peralen nad givon
him ag é prizo for his viotory.

A certain aﬁount-of thig inrormation has alrqady boom
Given by Plutarch in tho first chapjcr of ﬁhQ‘LifO of Lysander.
But thero, curiously Qnough, he described Lysender's Qtatuoﬁao
Aé»uml ; hero 1t is oallod.xuk~{§ . I mey woll bonthat thorc
ware two statues of Lysandor at D¢lphil, and thils tould account
for anothcr aéparent contradlotion. In the firdt chaptor of
the Life of Lyaandoff Piluteron recordy that ths gtatue of
Lysander le ofton migtokeon for thot of Bresidag, bocaundqQ it'
stando by iho door of %he Trecagury of Braeidé@ and the Acanthiendg
at Delphi. In chaptcor XV111l he dogs not toll mq_wherd vheoo
bronzo statuco egt00d,; although he'doos in the same ohapt@g jutakide]
refaronce to the Troanury of Breeidas and the Acanthiong. .Thov

. oolutlon of the difficulitlcs mey M thet there were two ataotuce

‘ef. Pluteveh, s Pybh. Ovac., 397 F.; Glooro, Do DAV., 1, 3%, T5.

 ?L§aandor, i, L. 31ﬂﬁanﬂef,_zwlll, 2.
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of Lyoopdor, one { of marblo ) standing within the Trosoury
of Bracidas and ths Acenthicna ot Dolphi, and the othop (’bf
bronzo') stending with the other statues of gods amd admirelq

in & large chamber, or portico, on the right of the OSacred
l

Uny, closa to the maln entrance of the precinct.
Piutarch refers agaiﬁfto the marble statue of
Lysander, gaying that 1t became overgrown with grase and weeds>
just before tho battle of Leuctra - en omen of the defeat of
the Spartonn in that battle, ao‘Clcerdsintefpretg it; and
Gicero also confivmd, in more detail, th: brlof informatlon
given by Plutarch about tho goldan gtorg of the Diogouri,
?ausaniaa? with congiderabla detail, enumeratco
the offerings made hy the Spartansg at Velphi out of “the opoile
of the Athcniant,  He tella us of a group of nlne svatucy -

to the Dlogeuri, to Zeus, Apollo, Artenmis, Pooeldon, {o

Lysender ( Being erowned by Poseidon ), to Azles, the soothfayor

§ .

of Lysandcr, and to Hexmon, who sbeqred his flag-ship. In
additlon, thore woia, behind thils gioup, twonty-eight statueo
set up for the nauvarohd, who helped Lysander %o win his vietory;

6 . 7
and thode 1ncluded gtatucs of Aracus of Uparta, driantheos of

: §
Bogotils, Timarchus and Dlagores of Rhoedes, and Ateonlcug of Jdparta.

T

IAs guggedted by M.N.Tod, Sehecltion oX Graeck Historical Inescript.,

Vol 1, 2nd Edition, p. 229, -
2 Do Pyth: Orce., 397 F. Do Div., 1,34,75;qf. Lyoandexr,XLll,l.
“x, 9, 7 - 10. “of. Lysonder, WiVill, 1O.
€ cf. Lyoandor, V1l,3. 7
P

of. Lysandor, XV, 3.

¢f. notce on Lysandor, W1,



Donooih thig statuo of LysanCor therg waso aoqa ontly o
limegtone base, which survives in mutilated form, containing
an epigram DY Jon of Oamos, who added his signatur@_in penue~-

metor versQs : ~
Eirova éu:V .rre07~év [ J'{erw( n:u&c &re vrsery

Yeave:r Booes Irr.tacn /(&[J(oo/?l&tv ;wm['v
4""“"{“' p /"“‘f‘f‘"'zw"d offlOfé-‘(?dV C'?W«rwd'-([}

EAKSos d«eom{v’ efuthixopep. b
Efipen pgeeinlnd wRge Hepde Mo
The prescntation by Cyrus to.Lyaandér of a gold and ivofy'

trirem@ to commcmbratq the vilotory of Aqgospotani, and the
depositing of it at Delphl in the Treasﬁry of Bresicas and

ihe Acanthians, 1s not Toferyred to'by any other writﬁr than
Plutarch. But it 1o well to remember that Pluterch hod opant
gsome time at Delphi and may have seen for himsel? Lysander'q
dedleatliong thewre. It 1s pbsa@bla that this valuable tirireme
remained there Yor soms %imQ,.but it io hardly llkely that 1%
survived to Pluterch's day. Delphi certainly profited from

Yela Spartan victory at ths end of the Poloponncdian Ve,
'-racoiving the chief monuments of both the Gpartan comméndGra;
.for AGLae, ﬁho'had heen in command of tho Opartan forces ab
Deceles, conoe;rated to Apollo tithas of the sp011: and erectQd

& meonument on which he called himsqlf " King of o¢a end land ",

Of. S‘I-Go’ 115, Em T.'E.N.TO@., Ibi@o p’po 228 - QBQ.
2 of, Lysender, WL, 4.



alle deoeribing tin trireme givon 1o Lyeandor by Gysus,
Plutarch mentions a statoment of 'Ana,xa,ndridea of Delphi that
Lysandor had also stored at Delphi some fur'__t.her personal bhooty,
a t.aic;nt of gilver, fifty-itwo minac and o.levén ataﬁer@;_ but ho
then rejeotn the veraolty of his authorivy by pointing out that
this allogation seems quite inconsistent with the " gonorally
accepted accounts of LYsander's povertj’ n,

Zicglor Sugzests that Plutaroh 1 indebted for his
information about thoe Dloseuri in' chapteor 2211& 1o Anaxandrided,
ant also progumably herg. This Ana,zzand.rldear who lived perhaps
‘at tho end of the Third Gentury B.C., wed the author of & work: _
fepr v 6uky boyrorn Wr A-_so\fa:: :(mﬁyf.,{vw . 80 apparcontly was G?ha,opompm::,s
whose Dbook on the dedications adt Dclphi was either & separatc -
work, or perhaps part of Book XJV1l of the Philippica. Thua,
Anazendridcs may have been 1ndébt-ed %0 Theopompus for much of hig ' '
informa.tion; and Plutarch may well have had his Theopompan Sourco
( which poselbly contained this matcrial about Lysander'g
dedications at Délphi ) confirmed by a refolvnce 1o Anaxandridea,
whose worka would undoubtodly have Deon presgerved at Belphi unt ii

6
Plutarch's day. Of course, Plutarch would not necesgsarily know

that Anaxandrides hed geined his information from Theopompus.

‘Plut. Vit., 111, 2nd Hd., Teubner, p. 116.
J'Lysander, ALy, 1. . gLysa,ndor, EZVlll, L4 3.

* or Alexendridaa, of uncertain déte: ¢f. 8chol. Hurip. Orestee,l632;
Muller, F.H.G., 111, 106; of. Lysandor, HK1l, 1.
* or. Athena@ua 221.1 532 D-&; #111,G604F -605 D; &. & H.,280-241.

¢ of, Qolon, €L, 2, wh.om P L’OfQI‘Q Lo dergdy .Sm‘“,(“r. with which he
migt have heon familicu? whon he was pricc‘t. t.hoﬁ@.
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Thum; thb reforonce Lo tha Dioscuﬂi{may have cone
Prom Thoopompud, and this informatlon about Lysendcr's
dedichtiona at D@lphilmay also havoe bagn found in Thgopoﬁpugi
&0 woll as in Anexandridoc. ‘When ?1utarch gayo thot a
dcposit of money by Ljsandor at Delphil 18 quita inconsistent -
with the gonerally acccpted vicws of, Lysandor's povérty, he
might almoct bo quoting Thqopompus, for that vas aortainly
Theopompua’ own opinibni It must be romcmbaféé.that priveto
Spertans, prohibited from posdgcsclng gold or silvor?'wgro in
tho hebit of deposliting their %oalth outs ide Bpartua. |
Poeoidoniugsaays that rlah Upartens kopt tholr moncy in
Arcedle; and the tale mey havce begn current that Lysandeir,
mode woelthy by the fall of Abthond, uas bound to have loft g
great pert of thg'booty for his private usqe at Dolphl. |

fiowgver that may o, Plutarch scouts the suggestilon.

Zhoro follows a cories of anecdobes about Lyaandéf,
{1luntraetive of his pouwgr, his influcnce and hi@ pride.
| Lysander now had greater power than any Greck bofore
kig time, and according to Durls of Qamose, he waao the flrot

G?QQK to whom " the citico " orectcd altars, made oecririces

e

2 iy
'Lyoandor, x1l, 1. - LypanGor, avill, 1 - J.

Jor, Lysendor, LI, 2. “of. Lyoander, IVLl,G; Xcnophon, Gonst.
: , of Lpaxta, V1L, O.

s Apud Athnonecud, Vi, 233 F; F.0p.H.,L. 4,p.255,48: 11 G,p.190, 48.

———



as to a ged, ard pang congs of triuwmph. @ﬁQ of thoqq
ig quotca by Pluﬁarch:
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paeana.

vav %uk«&hs dyué%?;
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It waa Ilneviteble that the oitles of Asia Minor

partioularly should beotow great honourg upon Lynander, for,

épart'from the uremendous powcer which he held ac repbo@cntativc

of Oporten might and ao friond of Cyrug, ho Mod frecd them

(
Tfyrom tho tyranny of Athong. Thucydides tolls us that the

Amphipolitano secrificed to 3resides s to a ' horo ', after

hig death in QQE-BTC., and hohourcd him with gemceo and annual

gacrificas.

Undoubtedly, clmilar honours would be pald %o Glo

: Z
Bpartan Lysander during his lifclime.

3 - .
Accoirding 4o Pluhwareh, DRDurls of Semos tesuifled to tho

173
popularity of Lysaendeir in his natlve Somos, by dquoling the words

of o pacan oung there in praloe of Lyvonder. Whethor or not

thls oong was 0U1ll remembered and quoted in Durlo' own day-

( onc hundred and fifty yearn after degospotemi ) 18 not made

Qlear.

chronioclc.

Duris may have beqn quoting it from come Samlen

v, 11,

2 ¢f. Dlodorud, V1, 20, G, where Dion 18 honourod in this way by
the Qyracusang; and Plutoarch, Apoph. Lac., 210 D, vherc wo read
that Agerlleun »ofuscd to allow octatuces of himoel? do be erocted
n Asia [linon, although Thagoo wanted to pay him divine rogpeoto.

F Gr.He, 11 A, p. IJA, 71 i3 G, p. 128 2.
QJ:- LX’Q&ZL}-OZ‘, ¢klv; 2.



Athen&cuof withqut'giving tho words off th§ aqoR,
rofers to the testimony of Duris of Semow tﬁaﬁ such a song
waé sung at Samos in honour of’Lyuénder.

_ Paﬁéaniaélbeara witnesg to the gratitude of the Semiang
‘to Lysander for their liberatilon, for ho @ayd that tho Gomlanc
sct up & gtatue of Lysander at Olymple { as the kpheslens did
also\in tho sencluary of Artem;s at Eph@@@g, both Tfox Lygendernr
and also for Htconleug, Pharax and othor Sp&rtand?), an& hc
then quotes the words of tho two insceriptiong bencath this
ot atude: e madoBuyren Tcré,m deos &f,ﬁrffarrc:

' ~ EsTye? ;,1.«99’.«“” 5'7,‘“/.; S from.

2 0.0 . [ . le ouun -
ot Bara = Farpe fas Apl_‘?oxﬁf«:u wleosr CEyarw,

I 4 - ~
Ausuvdp !, éxTededus gsj.cv g){ﬁs Zpatuas

Certainly Lysander proserved his reputation for 4eery ab

Se100,

It 1s quite unneccssary to exagserate thn influence of
tho Bact upon tho Grook oitics of Agie Minor, end to ascumo that
no Greck citics of tho mainland would have aonferrec @ivinq
honouro on & Greck goneral. For what bocame offlelal in the
cage of tho succesgors of Aloxander, Seleucus, Plolemy, Antlgonua
and RDeomotriuvg, had boon inherent in popular Grecek religlon foxr

many. ycarg. Therq would not be much difference botwoen the

. ' V4 er
,m’ CoOB Iy e _'?a-r:s :at[u,ca)r f:fr‘fyp-tﬂ‘oz.sm.r .(zea'rs.

*va, 3, 14 - 5.

ez Lysander, LI1, 3.
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: hondurs paid to Breeidas and those paid o Lysandof.'
Theologlcal SpQOulgtion fro&uqntly busled iteeld with the
posgeibility of heroos uliimately becoming-go@e: and - of cours@.-
it was part of the éommon Hellenistic bolief, aml no doubt
pre-Hellenletic belief aloo, that ﬁén could turn into godam, if
gufflclicently virtuous.

Thus, Duris of Semos 1 correct when he refers to
sacrifices made to Lygender as to a godf but he_is probably
not right when he olaims that Lycander wes the first Groqlk

| to whom the citlcs erected altars and mede sacrificea.

Tho author of thé brief song of pralog which 18 horg
quotéd by Plutarch is not named@ by him, and not knowm - unleas
it be that Aristonous, s «besi , who 18 mentioned at the end
of the ohapterf ’

Plutarch now rocoxds that the Jamlans decrecd thab
thelir foetival of Hora should in futurc bae oalled;zﬂuhﬁébﬁd .
This informatvlon, followlng as 1t dogo upon Plutarch'sg
reforcnce to Durls of Samod, ls almost certainly teken frem
Duris' Samian Chronicled. That there was a senctuary of Hora
in Semos ls teatifiled by_Pausaniaa? who maxes it olcair that
there werc important festivale in honour of Hera held in Camoq

and algo in Argod.

‘af. Plutarch, Do Dofect. Orce., 415 B. |
2 ’ rd - - r's - ]
> » o Ao €Mt Polen rers Sdeayors oreie
of. Athen&goraa, Quppl *? 14' ol e PWU?:;?:MG;‘J C f’@or Pat.e &;:’v)s :

? Lysandor,XV1L1,10. “Vv11, 4, 4; of. Athonacus,XV, 672 A.-



o exbont auﬁhpflty-othcr,than Plutiarch rofers_ﬁoothc

: _ /
change of name of the OSamian fgstival of Hera.

It seems likely that the first tthQ paragrephs of this
_chepter are @he regult of Plutarch's own prolonged chay at
Delphi, and hisg inveatigatlons of tho recordo ané memorilals
therg; but fhe romaining paragrpphalare in all probebility
from the swnlgn thonioles of Duris of Oamos, for almost all
the information given wo ua by Plutareh about i poets who
were included in Lysander's retinue, or compoted at tho |
Lysandreis, may in some way be 1Gentiflod with Geuos, or with

the Ionian cltics on the nearby coéat.

Pluterch seys that Lysander kopt GHOERILUS in hie retilnue,
" %o adorn hils achlevemenbs with verse ", and rcvardad AﬁTILOQﬁUB
for mriting versas in his honour. ' | »

~ Choerilus wag an epic poot of famos vho wrote a Persica,

and apparenﬁly:an eplc posen aboﬁt his native Samog;he 1ls cited
geveral times by Aristotle, and may be ths poet named togethey
with Niceratud by Harcellimus.

Of Antilochus nothing more 1is known except this anccdote

recorded by Plutvardch.
| HesYCarws ;  AveX Speest - Feviyuprs, &re Avedvlpey Sropuxcdeces. Lyarvs L& & .a-".r;;

2 yysandey, XVill, & - 10. <

"
Zyaty el stes Oudrie .

3 of. Lysandor, 3V1ll, 8.

% Vita Thucy., 29: ef. Suidas 8.v.; Choerill Gamil Guac Cupcrsunt
Coll., I.Wacke, Leipzig, 1817; Ople. Grace. irag., 308 - 311,
¢. Kinkel, 2E877. _



Plutarch now aayoifhaﬁ whon ANTIUAGHUD‘Of Colophon and
KWICERATUS of Heraclca wore compoeting at the Lysam@rgi&,
Lysander awarded the prize to Nicoratus, to tho chagrim of
'Antimachus, who was, however, choored Dy the consoling wordg
of Plato - thQn a joung man - that " tho 1gnorant‘&uffor.
from their 1gnoranoe; a0 do the blind from their DLlimdncuo “.

Ant imachug of'Colbphonlqaa an oldaer contomporary bf:
Plato and o poet of some prouinonce; he wrote at lcaot two
poong of some imporitonco - a Thebalo, apd tyo books of
oiogaicm, collod ' EyGe ', in momdry of hio g¢cad wire. Bub
ho weo not epparcnily reted very highly by oome of tha
Aloxandrians or by laler writorm.

Littlo 1s knovm of tha poat Niccratug of Horaecleca - hg
ig callod o roros by Maroollinugf ahd rgfcronce is mada 0
him by Aristotla.

It is quito likoly that those Gwo Ionian pooto competcd
asaingt ono another et o Samian footival, arnd if thore really
weo en important feotival al BSamos which had been callcd the
Lysandreie, then 1t is mogt iikeiy that Lysander himgelf, AT
he were in the vicinlty, would be asked %o judge some of tha

contcobs. Dut 1t 18 quite imposclble to toll whethor thilg

'Or, pozhapy, of Clerua - in ¢ithor coge, near %o kphooug;
¢, oOvid, Urletls, 1, G, 1; Glcaro, Biutua, 5%, 191,

lcf..callimaohuﬂ, r. T4 b, schnolder; Coatullug, a0V, 10;
Quintilion, Inct. Orat., &, 1, 53; Pluterch, Uimoleon, 2ITVL,
Do Gormul., 513 p Po. Rlub., Congol. ad AQOLl., IX, 106 b
D..Tyee, AHuigaehl Golophonil Ieliquiac, 19306; &. Wonbazcl,
Antlmechos, in D=1, 1, .1D. 2433 - 24)6

3 vll‘\ia Tl‘lucsj" 29. . R é* L\ch Q, ’ :PJ L‘., - J :p..'
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conlest which 16 mentibnod Ny Pl&taroh LoQk pluce.ah&rt?y

afgér Jysanaer hua cupuuroa the lsland of Damoﬂ ana OEiVOﬂ
out tho dcuocrats ( 405 - 404 3.6, ), or wncther 1t waa-much

lator, during tho osxpodltion of Ageciloua to Api&_Hinorz

( 296 B.C. ), vhon Lysandor was so badly treated by Agecilauo

bocauso of the lattor's joalousy>of Lysan@e?'g.popularity

and in$1uenoe 1n Ionia.  The late; datc Gcenmn likely. fow

probably tho many invitations of thlo typo giVOn t0 Lyconéer
by tho Samlono end poople of lipheous end obther Ionlgn cltica
arousqd th@ envy orf Ageoilaug.

Plato 1s proforyred to aa Veos v 7ave d; if thig
anccdote is to be dated 404 B.C., ke would bo about twoniy-
throc; 1f, on tho other hand, 4% took plcce in 396 B.¢.,
Plato would bo thiriy-ono.

It ie not posnihle to quimate the veraeclty of Uho
giory which Plutarch recordd wbout Plato and Antimachug, for
it i1 ncoeuller wo Pluterch. WO know, hovévor, from o rrogacnt
of Hcraclgidaes Ponticud%that Plato scnt Heracleildoo to Colophon
to collect tho noomo of-Anﬁimachua,-becauae he had the groatest
fogara,féf his.paetry. Cieero“also-knowa of the conncctilon
voLucen T’l ato and Aatiaaohud, and hao o curloun varient of

Plutarcn's anecaota, which scoms at loast to conflrin that Plabto

T oEET T ST o b

' 2

¢y, Lysander, IV, 2.. cf. LysendQi, XLlll, D
 Proclue 1n Plato, Timacus, 1, 28 G; Dickl, 1, 90, 21. This uane
pounome, Ancidicntelly, rPofern latar o Durls of Lomos in suckh
O vay . oo to dugzoot that Mutareh's enccedoto ahoud Plavo and
ADSinochus Moy hovae TICn teken from burin of um&oa,kcvv oS
f&n,v-gfun ﬂ-luf.:xas Has dn,‘-,; s Tlot-rc-:vo: el ovro: F v ov xelvévy mn,r.:’.r

(73 : x- X 3 L.
Srutug, ZL, 104,



 f;rQﬁ;j;f€5f}:TfQ4:;f;:ﬁ}: 2T}”:..‘ R T
was proadhﬁ in GBIOthn or (omos ©o hoar AnGlaachug ﬁoo&%é
i Thobﬁlﬂf ‘ —

I4 1g, of coursg, posaiblae that tho werds of
HoracloiQQG_Pontieualmay in fact bo reforring to a contcod
at which {intilmachus wag ﬁbfoto&, and thob Plutarqh { or hig
gouxce ) has called Andimechua' gucceaniul opponcnd Wicoratug,
vhoreas he was really thpwllucf who tas kepu in Lymandér'@

ret inug.

_ he concluding paragraph of the chapher contains
parheps the only anecdoto about Lygandeyr in the whole chepicr
which might be given & bad interpratetion and reflesd sona
digeredit upon Lysandor. But even this 1s doubiful, for
Lycander 18 reproaenﬁed by Bluterch ao robuking s patronising
ma-eeat._;ﬂo; » to the satlsfactlon of the reador. .
rluterch geys that ARILGTONOUS the harpor, who h&@ heon
victor at ﬁho Pythian gancs QIA dinos, tHold Lysendex ¢doﬂgra%&n:
vhat, if he was victor agaln, e would allow the hargid b0
proclaln him under Lyonandor's namé; to_whioh thd Cporton
adniral m0plied; ® Yen, as my slave “.
One cannét with cértainty ldonvify this Arlstonoudg; thom

wvae o Corinthion citharodo, Arlstonous, gon of Nilcouthenco,

bicoro, ID.: " .... noc eniam posdet idqm Domosthengs dlcera,
‘quod dixisrq Antimachum, Clarium poctom, Loruat, qul oun
convocatls cudiboribug legerct eils magnum 11Iud, guod noviatis,
volumon duuw ot cwa legontom omnas pracugr Plaﬁonqn religulgoent,
' hogom Y, daguit, nibﬁloﬂﬁnum 2lato ¢nin mihi unug instar
et Gooom nilivn. ' Topad00 411 of moote: pocna oniu roconditum
paucorum approbatlon@m, oratlo: pobu*aﬂio agoonowm vul.gd quoﬁ
BmOVARQ
"Apu_dl Pr@o,, Ibiq., or T )Guprkov rore A.J'am{uwrnw Thoivar 7o A"'[":A""’
' . . . ’?w"f7“
? of. LyoanCer, V1L, T. |
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to'wmom‘the Delphions gave coftéih privileges basecauveg of.
the Qxcéll@n@o ol nig renaering of a hymn 4o Apollo ( accordlﬁg
to o ! ételel' found et D@lphi’). But, according to P@mﬁowf
thio ' otelo ' may be dated about 222 B.C., whieh would melQ
the poot ovem later than Duris of Jamoa, Crusiusf however,
idont if1es the two and suggesta that Arigtonous also wrobe tho
pacen to Ly@andér which is quoted 1in pert sarlier in ths |
ohaptorf

In conclusion, it scems likely that paragrapho 4 - 10
of thié chapter have beon taken f£rom Duric of Hamog, although
whether direodtly or indirgetly io not oleoar. Aalmogt all the
information glven harc may be locallscd al or around damon, and
may aeve beon found in the Gamlan Chronicles of Durlsg. Therc
1s no xeason to supwose that Plutarch may not havo usged Durig
at first hend, for he froquently Quates‘from hiy in his other
Liven, ugually without whole-hearted spproval ( although w

must not "aogume that qvary citatvion of Duris i at firet hand ).

" B.G.H., XV11, 1894, po. 563 £f.

* Rllo, 1914, p. 305.

S -, 1L, p. 967, m.v. Aristonug,

“ Lycandor, IVill, 5. _

s of, Periclog, JONVLLL, 2 Alciblades, SOTELL, 2; Ascnileve, Ud, 2;

Rewosgthencg, HKIK, 3 and XWQ1L, 4; Phoclon, 1V, 3 end iV1l, 10;
Jumonoo, 1, l; Alcgzendqr, W, 2. :
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CHADPTER XX, 2 - 7.

Aftor his long and uhcomplimontaxy digrqdoion upon
Lysander'a acﬁione in the Helledpont and Thraocc, Plutarch
roturng vo nlg aorrative gource. e ﬁells ws that the
aparuan kingo, Leing Jjoalous of Lgeandoﬁ'm.powar and influenc@,
dopoacd hig ! decadaxohies" dupring his ebsonco ( 4n tho
Hallgepond 2 )}, ond reabored to mony of tho Graek.c;tiga_ 
their original formg of governmcnt. DIt frosgh dluturbanegq
DIRORC out fees mers 5 ord ths Athonians from Phyle, undor
Thﬂaaybulgs, uere succaguivl againgt the whirty, Lyeandor,
therqfore, returned ﬁo Lparta and persuaded the enthoritlon
%0 oand hinm 6ut‘to Abhone to punich the Athonian Acnocrato.

- Ao Doth Ringo wero Joolouy of Lyaondor, Uhoy ervangod whol ong
of tho two, ?uuaania@; Ghould o2.go oot out for Athong - whoro
he rgoconcilod thi opnoeing facblions in tho éiﬁy, and thud
mobbod“LyD&ndqr of hig hopoe of mastery therc. . Bub dhorily
aftorvards, waen th§ Athoniens Fc§oltcd asoina, Pa,@an&aa’ﬁa&
conguired for allowlag Athong boo much libarty;'énﬁ REOLOC wal
Givca to Lyuandér, whose aetiona_ﬁﬁf&-i@@nﬁiﬂi@@ ulth tha good

of Lparite.
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Thero 1o Pomo BLight olmilopity bBotwoen this noaount
of Pluterch ond tiat of Dicdorud, and nore simllasity bhobucon
2
Pluberch's vorolon and that of Xenophon; Lut on many pointo

Plutarch disagreed with both these authoritilcd.

In this paregraph Plutarch is rofdrring to the
oppogition towards Lysander which wes bogluning to ahow 1itoelf
at Sperto. Whlle Lyserndor wao awey frvom the olty, the kingo
bogen to undorming hlo power ané influencs, by apparcntly
Interrering with the doca&éﬁehiqo which ho had gad wp. Dub
Plutarch e most vaguo, ard does not refor by nemo %o any
partioalér place or cliy wherc ths GoVe rnme nt g0t up by
Lysender was Geposed by thé kings. Ho,@oeo, hovever, auggogg
£nat, as a rcoult of regol ilnterferonce with Lycender'a -
docagarchlen, the demooraltlc party at Alhens was cmboldoncd
and cnecourazod to fight agelinst tho Thirly.

Plutorch's ohronelosy may be complaoiald at_fémlt hoxq;
Aonophon rooor@o“th&t tho ephoéa Bogan to routora the old formg
of governmont to those citlce which ned hed, decadarchiqao
imposed vpon thon by Lysander; but this was much lator than
tha sucoqoaful action of the Athenlan democrats againet the
.Thirtﬁ, cnd loter than thy arrival ot Athens of Lysandor and

hig brothor; so thot it could not nave glvon Qneouragemnent to

/ ’ - ; .
v, 32, ? Hollonica, 13, 4, 28 - 38.
? Lyoendor, 100, 3. ' “fiollonlea, T, 4, 2.
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Thrauyhulﬁa andt hio folleowora.

o faf ao caﬂ be Jjudged from Xonophorn, tho 1nto p-
vonjion of Lysander and Pauseniao ab Athons wan in 404 - 3 B.Ca,
parheps in tho opring of 403: and by that dotae, according to
dgnophon, thorc had bocn no eigne of open oppodition to
Lygonder at Oparta. But it is lmportent %o remombeyp thaﬁ
tho ophorse, under whom thoe éreat sucogores of Lysandekx hod
beon won im 405 - 404 B.G., ﬁaaggd ouv of offico in Gcoptomiay,
404 B,C. and gave place ©o othern; the lotter waro pa:h&pd
nora disposed %o support king Pauoonien, who - according to
the testimony of Xonophonl- vag joslous of Lysendor, and had
gomq Influence over at loaot threo of_tha five ephord

2
appointced for theo now yeowr.

Plutarch telks of both kings being jecalous of
Lysandor, and daking moasurcs to dqoposc his dqcadarchica.
v Sy :
Xenophon, Dicdorus and Justin rofer only to the jealousy of

Pauvooniad

'Hellcndes, I3, 4, 29; and also Diodorus, X1V, 33, G.

— ‘ ' 3 -
* Hellenica, i1, 4, 29. v, 10, 7.

“ ono wmey note & resomblanco botwean the Words of Plutarch:. 1-:'1&nz
§re nuvvas Lpxces mut avproy d6m 75 s and those 0f WHGOPOMPUO: yevepeves... o7

CeMifes sxelor Sndeps «pres (@, & 1., 21 o ); but thio recomblanca
should not b prgsced too far, for Plutorch is in foch quoﬁinp
his own words of chaopior XVL, L: r< rpénor Tk Kupies Ty EAMISes
nor can ono asgume thal k%wu was cuch o rove word that 1to
appeerence in o fragmont of Yhceopouwpud implics that thg
Inocrateon mugh lnevitebly hove bacn Gho autbority uged fow
this chapitor.
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o HOIQ Piuterch refora mosat biriefly to tho consideralilc
guccqou which Thresybulug and the democratic rofugeco at DPhylc
had gained over the Thirty. He suggects that 1t was tho change
of attitude tovards Lysander's docadarchies, showod by the
Sportan euthoritica, vhich wao responcible for the omﬁbﬂéah
of opon’atrifoiat Abhens against the. governm&nt; and aéyﬂ what
Lysander came homo ( fyom the Hallcépont ? )_éo péfsuadc'thq
Spartaﬁo to help the Athenian wyrenta.,

Actually, it was from Thgbea'ana with Th@ban mongy
that Thrasybulug, Anytus and Archinue, with a foree of botwacn
Tifty and a hundred rofufcen, occuplcd the frontier fértré@@_
of Phyle, and were 8o successful that thoy scized the Plraquo
end inflicted a dovere defoat upon tho Thirtyf ’

Xeﬁophonsagrer with Plutarch that-Lysander perauaied
- the Gpartans Yo send holp o the Athenian ollg&rchs;-&mi that
'tha Opantan authoriltics scent him out with a hundrad'talonta?
fop the succceogiul proooccution of thorwar againet vtk Athenlen
domoocratn. Lubt Xdnophon gugpeats thét Lysandor onglnocred
(awo%pﬁ&v ) the pessing of a motioﬁ th&t.he ghould Dbe sand
out ac ' harmoét ', end his brother Libye as nauarch; Plutarch

moroly etatco that the Spartans sent out Lysander o8 genereal -

FTUT e lRT smo oo = . = Y e e bt e s e

2ef. Xcnophon, Ecllonioe, 1i, A,2; Lyolau, Goat. Agor., 04;
Airistoltlo, Conub. of Atkous, 37 - 38; Acschinos, Cont. Glor.,02;
Denonothcngs, Cont. Timocrat., 34; Blodorus, AV, 32, L1; Pousanias,
1, 29, 3; Juetin, V¥, 2, G.

¢ Hollenioe, 11, &, 29. _
“ Domoathencag, CSonb. Lopb., 10, tellé‘ug_thatrthq money Lorrowed

by the Thirty vas latcr rclundod to Ohapta; cf. ‘_Igogratc’gf ATCOP.
NANe Trrdnmm AAant 3mmat . O ANIOaSHSic. TSaach . AT ATh ey w7
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- he knows nqthing-of ths'éppointmont Qf Lycondgr'a hrothor.
Diodorus’docs not mentlen the cum of talonbn, bub ho
goys that tho Gpertans sont out with Lysandor fori;j 5'1;11_'@5 and.
& thoudand soldlorag.
Konophon can hardly a3 coriqct when he montions
Lysender's command as that of a ! harmost ', unloag he 4o
-using the word in a wvery loose coneg. Qo far a8 ywo lnow,
Calliblue weao not suporeeded by him, foriAristotlcloaya that
Calliblus waa Bt1ll proeont in Athons, acoistling tho Thirty.
While Plutarch refore to the joalousy of both kingo,

Xenophon and Dicdorus attr;bute anloudy to Pausaniaﬂ'alonq.

Thoerg 1ls only oné short Gantenceain those paragranhs
which 1g anything liko the words of Xanopﬁon. The romainder is
poculiar to Pluterch, although 1t is undoubtedly impiie@ in
Xcacphon'a account, which suggesto thaﬁ if Lysander had boon

allowad froo scepd, he would havo wreduced the Piracus and

‘ A
impooed his own terms upon Thirasybulug.
| ; |
'x1v, 33; of. Lyolas, Cont. Grot., GO. Gonat. of Athona, 38.

301, Plutarch'o Tovs 4g7movs S R §us ot ﬂ-"*,f'-*;'g:‘s with Hellenlea, 11, 4,
38' or &a 9:7Ak-¢5.¢p P ore elpgrav Exerv xvh. ’
of. aloo, Aristotloe, Congt. of ﬁth@na, 38, & Lyoclog, De Don. Wile.:
frad., 8 - 12.

4 < & Le h'wc.:w-u ‘s An@c-r TEp Gy égs:ucné 'Pv;'s év
cfrn}gi%lox}rj;cax;c, L&l&fafbr-g Dr}%nlie-s R’?:R'Rv h{o: G-Mav mu["rms 'e?-:envus tﬂofvv_:’ .
l]_, [;,i’ )6 Scve py.fw . -réfo'rs‘ow ,’ dﬂ-r-t {l otrs Swveov
yv(-'(‘a,s ovrn,. L:;; nuc-w-rfﬂ' ; of. p}sJO, HQllelchg, ll_l, 9, 25,
Pavgenles, .f 5, 1, and Plutarch, Lysendor, 0, 1, whero onc
0f Vho uccuoations arainSu Paunanlas aftor Holiawtuo. vao that he
" had allcwp@ th@ AthQnﬁan domocrotQ e egccape vixn thoy weroe in
hig powce ot Pirocud. Bul & Lycender, ok, 5 = G, Plutarch
ptates, Luoh gore oinliclily thon lu ovon oug ro¢tog by iHenophon,
that Pousanlan' colo puzpose 4n c“crcluinu a1 coiiand 4n Athaonag
oo o frustfato tho nrvﬂtlcnu of b;caorcr'
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Thld ébnclu&ing paragfaph conta ing hign grolag of
nracndorn, ea@ploa with roproadch and blame of Pddaaniaa f@r.
nio woak atﬁitﬁdo tovardo the Athcnian democrata, F%utaroh
gays that ahortly-afterwardu the Ath@niané ravolicd again;l
but 1t ie not at all clcor what ho means by " chortly afier-
verds ", or ovon by " rovolted again ". xenophon hao no
record of dny second ' rovolt ' of the Athcniens; In feqt,
‘according %o his account, tho intorvontion of Pausanlag and
nio finol octtlement with Thrasybulug uvas a ddathpkncll to the
Thirty{ vhoge final oelimination followe@'ehbrtlg aftoruar@e?
the Atheonlan democracy would have no reoson £or qé@con@ rovolt,
a8 it had elreeldy golned from Peusanlas and the Opartan
suthoritico all it Goaodred. |

Perhapo Plutarch is horc vagucly roforring to %he
' Corinthlan WVar '3( 305 - 387 B.C. ), occasloncd by the
ageronoion of Gparta and rotulbting in an alllahoe between
Atheng, Thelbes, .Corinth ani Argos azalnet Sparta. But this
can har&ljvﬁe terﬁed " ghortly afterwards ", nor indecd could
it be called & ! révdlﬁ ' of Athene, unlesg the Gperteng did

consider 1t wovolt on the part of Abthcene to join the former

ellice of Gpeorto cgelinst dparta.
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Lydaniar, . T *g,{,.’,_‘_, ,S"-".rmf %o Cravrary FatAew Tosv
2 flollenica, Ih, 4, 40.

3 of. Lyoander, IDW1ll and XXV1IL.
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Thg truth probably 10 that Plutarch's informobion i
confuged; thorqg vag no sccond rovolt of tho Athgniong of the
popular parvy ageinst Bparta, although they cortainly wipcd
out the Thirty.after tha Upartens hed left theolr city. But
accusatlione wele brought against Pauganias - but at a much
lator detqg - which, acocording to Xonophén: centained reforenced
to his deliberate poliey of allowing ﬁhé Athonlan denocrats
0 ogdcape when ho had them in his powc®. This wes aftor the
battle of Hollertus in 395 3.C., 14 vhiloh Lysondor wes slain;
end- these accunationo againot Pausaniac, for his conduael at
Athone in 403 B.C., for his late arrival at Hziliw‘ﬁuu, and.
f‘or the truce whlch he thero made with tho onomies of Gparte,
ropultad in his condgmnotion ani coxilo.

‘ Whatever the tyuth, Plutarch's gourcce {( which ig
probably Thcopompua for thy whole ohabtcr ) turno tho whole
incident ot Athono to tho crcdit of Lysermder, ond concludcad
wvith high praice fom nind

— - - e S —

' Holleniee, 111, 5, 25; Pauseniea ( 111, 5, 2 - 5 ) wsayo that
Pausanias wao charged at Sparta in 403 B.C. with having failled
to carwry out the orders of the ophors, but was acquitted by 12 -
%o 15 votord; in 3935 B.G. he was accused a gcoond timo of the |
game’, with additionol, charges, and was condemned 'in ebsentia’.

- N ﬂ *
1L®’aan@or', WK1, @ :(V‘{;J o -’.‘(933 .etr&'fw K"’(’"’ o28c Dexrprrecvs, ZAha l-‘fa\l:
r ~
Ry 5,7.'2."‘, cup fp'fgv’.z.iae«‘a?au S Tpa Ty pourras.

Any pencral who fought agalnet tho more cxbtrene formg of
domocraey at Atheno would undoubucdly win tho approvel of
Thoopoupud, who had Littls gocd o nay of Ghn radleal clomond
in Athene and olagubore { of. ¢. O He, G5 cto. ).
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GHAPTER XX3.1

The firet five peragraphs of this chaptor, ' eidological '
4n form, arc insertod into his narrative. by Plutarch with no
clue wnatovQor as td their ultimato sourec. They consist of
four ' epophthegmata ', attributed to Lysandar; yqt'Plutaroh
Waé nov avorse o atiributing & saylng o onc man in onc
particular work whioch he atirlibuted to an entirely éifforoht
character in anoﬁhof of hiﬂ wokkgd, although porhapo in Qlighﬁly
differcnt wordo. _ |

Thory ére four apophthegma, all of which purport to
illastrato th@_" grim and torrifying " elde of Lyeandaor'a

ohaxracior.

‘Uncn tho Argives dlspuied with tho Opartana about o
mattar of bounderics, and tho former considercd thatb ih@y had
juctice on tholr 8ido, Lyocander showed his svword and saild, " Ho
who is mecter of this discourscs best about boundarico “.

In twb other placQﬂlPlutarch algo attributes_th%a gay ing
to LysandQwr; bub the goneral idea which lics boﬁind thn saying,
that ' might is right ', 1e oxprogsed in other wordo and

/08 noted in Lysandor;, V11, G and VI, 4 - 5.
a .
Reg. ot Imp. Qpoph., 180 I and 229 C.
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attriluted to 6thor Lpartend by Plgtareh; he puto.a very
similer spying into the moutho of»Agemil&uﬁ: Anﬁalci@adzgnd“
Archlclegma'g, gon of Ageailaus. No doubl, the &ayihg ves
considercd typicel of any Sparten, and ?lutaréh would I abloi
‘%o f£ind nany varlotles of Uk samc saying in aifforems

authoriticgn.

.During some oonfeorence, sayo Plutardh, a'Manﬁi&n
grQW_bold_in'his~opQQch, whercupon Lyuandcy robulked him wibth
tho wordd, " \our vords, stranger, laock a.oily "; now in threo
other placqs Plutafch attributos this pamo saylng wo Lysandcr,
ot vory similar wordd are attributcd by Pluterch o quailauéi
algo in reply to & man of Moéara. In any caong, thg gaying
.is rather & commonplace onc, end tly Lirst record of anyshing

6
liko 1% appearn in Horodotug.

Lysondor ask %ed tho double-doaling Bocotiang vholhox
ho ahculd marceh through the iv csuntrv wiﬁh gpcard uprlc@t on
levellod; tho same oaying is atirlbutced once more o Lyoandor
by Plutorch! Hut in tho Lifo of Acocélaun, a sinilar quoRtion,

althouci in ullfhuly difforQnL UOE@O, ig asked of thn Thracianu

&Joph..L.c., 210 ii; bub of courac many apophbthagmo are abttributcd
Lo Agoollovg, cretvhile frlend of Lvsan@or, cfe , intor alie,

2 \poph. Loc., 217 L. ’ 1pia. 218 F. -
“RQ@. ol Iap. Apuuh., 1.20 i, 229 G; Quouodo Ad.. 71 )], : ochw'sw-~

n‘ouu; Se'ovral,

.ApQ]_]h. L,;&,G.., 212 ,_’,’;: of .ﬂo’g: .o Jéov-r.u- f'io.\\-,_c Fov—t{"&ws.

‘Vlll, 61,'wacra Adolmantmu attce?r LhO“iGuOClQB, &ygv ?ek%levwv
‘7 o \ 71 t7 r¥igs 7|~?p's
Apoph. Loa., 289 .



348

. ;
by Ageallauo.

¥nhle varagraph gives up the laset of ﬁno fdur
' apophthogmata ', which is ondtwo other occasidno atlxrlibuted
by Plutarch to Lyaan@er} Uhen the Corinthians had revolicd
'from Bperte, add the Qp&rtané were léginé sloge to theoin
oity, the (parten troops heaitated to mako & fronﬁal-attgék;
but when a hare was coen to jump over the Corinthlan ditch,
Lysender said to hils soldilers, " Am you not achaucd te fear

enemiggo vho arc 0o lazy thot horag oloop on thole wallp 2 Y.

It i gquite 1imposdlble to trace caylngo ouch ad
thosse back to their orlginal sourccs, especlally whon wihn
occaslons on waleh thoy were suppoacd. 4o have boon quotcd
Aecid Lo bo 9o ¥asuQ oR eyven dubiouwd, | of thesg feur aay ingq,
three at Loant Pluterch atizlibuues to'othsf-spartana oy uall
&8 to LyoconGew, ond Lhereby seomg Yo conviet hilmsely of
uncertalinty as wo tholr &uthanticity,'as'wéll ag thelr oéigin.
Nob one of thosoe @ayin@s is unconpl imcntary ﬁo a'grgat Bparton
gonoreal, ﬁhose réputaﬁl@n wes 90 high that he wvas bound %o
have attributed to hll not only decda of valour, Lut alao

Gayinge of point and wit, llustratlve of Laconle brovily.

[

/ ' s | '
A/&GQﬂilau@, VL, 1: ,To,'nuzoov Sg Frhrav g‘ s Bl?r:av fmmpt‘v’?m-l V;V)cu/fnv.

lﬁmg. et Imp. Apoph., 190 1, end Apoph. Lac., 2292 G.
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Poripafetic writihgé nust aave boon full of thoi{\ip le

quito likoiy_that Plutarch hﬁd meny of thoso sayings novod

in hiep conmon-place books many years beforc hd bogan to.wfite
hie Liveog, and 8oloctcd them as apprdpfiate illustrations of
Lo charactor of his horo, to supplomont hig hiétorical
narrative av this point. It scoms most unlikoly, although

not lmposolble, that he found the four sayings in tho

narrativo of ”hoopompus.

Yhose paragrapno deccribe thoe oappolintment of .
Agosilaus ( half-brother of the dead kxing Agle ) as king of
Bparta lnstead of Leotychidas, repuicd son of Agls; and the

part walch was playcd by Lysander in bringing about the

~elcction of Agesilaus. In most of this scoction of the

_ . N
chaptor Plutarch followd the account of Xenophon, but o
pessos on a great dcal more ilnformation, clther poouliar to

himself, or substantiatcd by othor cxtant authorities, although

‘not found in Xcnophon.

Aftor- the doath of Agis in 398 B.C., Agosilauo hico
brothOEi wvho had becn an.Qqu; of Lysandofﬁ was porsuaded
by Lygander to lay claim to the throne, a8 boing a gonulne
' Horaclid '; for it was saild of Leotyghldas.(«f:c»\s *oz-'f;r'(ovos of Agle )

cf. Hogesandor's Commentarics, apud Athoneous, X, 431 D;
Frontinug hoo cullced some other saying of Lyszander's froum one
of his sources - ho rocords ( Otrat., 1V, 1, 9 ) that waen.
Lysoandor hed Tlogged & soldier Tfor leaving the ranke on the
merch, andl tho soldicr celd that ho had not left to plunder,
Lysandor retorted, " I won't have you look as 1f you wore going
to plllago ", ‘

}

* Hellenica, 111, 3, i-4. Half-Prother®: Plut. Agoc.,l,l.
"Plutarch, Agoallgﬁs, 11, 1. |



| ;34? 2
that ho was tho bastord son of Timaoa,.wifo of‘Agis; wvho
hed boen corruptod by Alciblados during fho lﬂttor‘s exila
in gpartva. Aglo, aware of the longth of tlmo during which
ho had boeh absent from Bparta bofore the birth of the -child
%0 hise wifae, ropudiated Leotychidas 'and refusod to acknovledge .
him as his truo dom, until hic death-bed. Thon, undor
porsuasion from Lootychidas and his friends, he declaréd in
the prasonco'of goveral witnessou that Lootychldas wqb hie
true son.

All thise information is ropeatod by Plutarch in nis
Lifo of Agesilaus, although in much groater dotell, and that
part oflit which concerncd Alcibiédos is also to bo found in
tho Life of Alcibiadoo. |

Xcnophon's accouné is much moro sobor, although in oomo
ways moro graphlc than thet of Plutarch, for he pagsos on thg
actual words of the argumcnta omploycd by both Lootychidas and
Agoaiiaué wvhen they both leld claim. to the tarone. He tollse
ug -that Agis vas taken 111 at Horasa, and carrioed back to
Sparta whore he diod; thore his son Leotychides and his brother
Agosllaus contendod for the throna. Xenophon knows nothilng

of Lyeconder boing an ervg of Agesilaus, or of porsuading

! Agosilaus, 1 - 1.

Alcibiados JXX11l, 7 - 8, whore Alcibladces' boast that ho wisheod
his sons to be kilngo of Sparta ig attributcd to the authority
of Duris of Damod.

Hollonlca, Lll, 3, 1 - 4; of. Nopos, Agonilaua 1, 4; Pausanias,
111, 8, % & 7; Juetin, ¥, 2.
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Agooilauwo to lay claim to the kingdom. Ho allegos tho bastard
birth of Lebtychidac, but with no-rqforence to Aléibiados; ho

refers t©o the computatlon of the tim by Agis sinco a;pbrton‘t2

- drovo him -from the bed of his wifo, and the ultimate birth of

a child to the wife. But he has nothing to say about Agis
lgter acknowledging Leotychidas as his true son. On tho contrary,
tho charge which Apgoslleuws brings against Leotychidan impl.ics

that Agis novor recogniecd him as his son?

4 .
In his cleim for tho kingship Agesilaus was casnpdonod
by Lysander, but ho had to contond with an oraclo which wog

producod by thc well-known Diopeithes. This oraclo warned tho

Spertans againet & " lamo sovoreignty " - an obvious roference

to Agceilaus' infirmityf in the opinidn of Diopcithos and tho
friende of Leotychidas. Bﬁt, gays Plutarch, Lysander offered
an altc;;riative intorpretation, .alleging that tho oracle might
bo more corroctlj interproted as a. warning againot a hastard

lino of kxings 1n Bpartea.

'of. Hellonica, 111, 3, 3t Ademvdpes Site Ayperdiov Zerecmer.

2¢f, Plutarch, Alcibiados, XX1ll, 7, whore Plutarch refers to an
carthquako which had forced Azle to run in torror from the bed of
hio wife, and %o rofrain from intercoursc with hor for 10 months. .

3 HOllG‘HiQ&, ]:IJ., 3, 3: ‘o-‘v Pv mahers "7476,(4 , odm ’s’q’a’ se c-f?v-u .gmrn?.

cf, Nepos, Agosilaus, 1, 4; Athonaeus X11, 535 B.; Pauaanias
111 8, 4T -9,

S Phore is %ho interesting quostion why Agcoilous vog not condemnod
at birth ( cf. Plutarch, Lycurgus, XV, 1, Tor the oxposurc of
children ot Bparta vho dld not pase the Spagtan,physical teats );
porhops the Bparton law did not opply o the royal- houscs, or
tho lamcnous of Agosllaus onlv dovelouod 1ator in his 11fe.
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Xeonophon'es account of this controversy olor Diopcithoo

oraclo lg vory closc to that of Plutarch, oxcopt that ho docsd

not quoteo tho actual words of the oraclo.
Plutarch quotes in full the words of tho praclo
§e-’¢$e—o 517' Su-:(ﬂ-" Kar?“'ﬁf céyalaouxos savs-r.
£9 ey Loviitolos ,A.lJcrq K:.u"-, B \evter

S‘;‘oav y-t( [o/‘&o’ e knt?a(‘,t?aovsyv LeAFTrar
79&10 eorav P Firr l(u(u( xu,(w&Z«-mv na.le-rmo

ard the cams oraclc 1s guoted in the Life of Ageeilaus, in

almoet identical words; and when 'P&usania,s guotos the oracle,

his words also ereo the somo as thoso of Plutarch hore.

Plut.a,rch, Lysander, X}ill 10: A'ezre-vé.‘ "’:N’ e\.S'om(.og 4.71 Kﬁ‘f‘o'hv"‘

Ljﬂ&nd.@r‘, X'Xll 12: wV"f "' ‘“""‘,“‘-} 474 dcz-’ Adthcu Mw
Saa;(scmvew rov Beev, ZARL S ._.,L’,, C‘vv-u rov

l«n Le«.v « w’a e KRS r&yonfe-s ,g.af.\unvdf

.7 cn-) ﬂe-ut.\u‘.u

3 dremel's cu-cl‘
C’S‘ﬂv w} et Awkkwog X(-,‘(;ct el ,¢uht -tco-u

Xenophon, Hellonica, 111, 3,
Tov Kuh,v ﬁ-‘(rk(.uq, Au(d.v"cu S ﬁ‘@ot llu'ov Sﬂ’ﬂp
ﬂy-,g-L.uv Avreemrey g oter o-nnra o Oeor roato :
....s&ws.oc '

76(-014-'@; "'76' fereem

k&xwﬁv fu.\-ts-u&u [u; !-caoﬂ'r-ut-u s X
at
("7' /&urln‘v odd. otts ), -(.U-r -'ZMW ‘47 Ao ev
7av wvm &etfkw’se-e ..,-:war © v 7.«
veer ropv /!.u'rLe-nu o?oﬂ [n, i .ep' lff-ur‘&w.l ?75

R heras ';}vcvkvo

Thie Diopeithce may perhaps bo 1ldentifled with tho Athenian
Dilopcithes, to whom refercncc 1s made by Arisvophonos in the
nights, 1085; \asps, 360; Birds, 988; cf. alao, Plutarch,
Pericles, XXKX11l, 1. The greatee‘t Xee,t[..o&orot had inter-Hellenlc
roputations. _

2 Por thio oraclo, cf, Xenophon, Agesilaui 1, 6 -7; Plutarch,

DG Pyth. Or‘ac., 399 B; Juﬁtln, Vl’ 2’
3 3], 7 - but wleer 1ig horc writton ingtead of é-o;(ﬂol » and #bees: fporor

5]
1natecd of fhmsfporov
8, 9: Pausanies uses the word ¢decsfeore

-

*j‘:;l._l
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All the authoritios who refer to this oracle, with the
exception of XehOphon, suggest that Dioboithes had consulted
Dolphi and receivced a now oraclc. Butv Diodorusl( who in ény
caso doos not refor tnie oracleo to the controversy over the
guccesaion of Agesilaus ) datos it much carlier; for he records
‘that in 477 B.G., when tho Spartans were debat ing whethér or not
to challenge tho Athonilans in war, they remembered an old oraclo,
in which tho god " warned them to bewarc of a lame lgadership;
and théy said that thals dracle,could ocly refor to their pregont
circumsiances - for the rule would be lamo if thoy lost one of

thoir tvo leasders ",+

Pluterch ogrees very cloeely with Xenophon's account
of the way in which Lysandcr's interpretation of the oracle
againstlLdotychidas infiuonced ths 8partans to clect Agesilaus;
the onl§ idea which is peculiar to Plutarch is conteined in the
thrae words, swé[.ev'o.: rdasrov drme; LY vhich :Elutarch attr*iburtos
groeator influence %0 Lysander than docs Xonophon. Pauaaniu,s3
agreco with Pluvarch; for, afier recordlug thc oracle, he says
that the Spartans did not refoer the dlsputed interpretation to
| Dolphi, the reason being - in his oéinion - that Lysander, an
active aupportér of Agoéiluus, would have him king et all

cocus,

"%1, 1.

2 Busolt {( G. €., 3, p. Tl, noto 2 ) maintains that tho account of
Diodorue was invented by a pourth Contury author, aftor tho
reaponse oi the oraolo had alroady been uged in the cesc of
Lootychidas.

’ 11, 8, 9.
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. Apért from tho first‘fiz& paragraphs of the~chdpter;
whaoe sqpfces cannot be determinﬁd; we may attributéythc
chaptor £o the Hollonicé of Theopompus. .It suggosts a
XohOphontic frameﬁofk, in coumon with most of the narrativeﬁ
portions of this Lifc; naturally enough, iE 15 very close in
language toltho relevant'portidns-of Plutarch's Life of
Agoéilaus, for which Plutarch seems to have been groatly
indebted to Thaopompust Nor is thore anythipg uncompl imentary
to Lysander, whose considerable influence in Bparta i1s noted,
nor any suggestion of any ulterior motive in his support of
the candidature of Agesilaua, as there would undoubtedly have
been if Nopos had got hold of the account in a Hellenistic

blography.

! Yhore aro fourvexplioit-referoncea'to ThQOpompus.in the Life of
Agooilaus: X, 10; XXx1, 4; XRX11, 14, and xxxv;, 11.
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CHAPTER X111

The narrative continues, Plutarch auperimpoaing upon
his Xenoph6nt1c framework & great deal of information which 1is
peculilar to himself. He describos the éxpedition_of Agesilaus
Into Aoié IIinor agoinsgt ArtaXorxes, tho Persian Ring, and
dgeglilaus' troatment of Lysandor, wvhosc influence wao stl;l
vory great in the Greek cltics of Ionia, ard who - acdording
to Plutarch - had been responeible for encouraging Aéoéilaus'
to undertake the oxpedition. The whola atqu of Ageéilaﬁs'
insulting troatment of Lysander and the lattor's roaction to ‘.
it ( @ol& in much greater detail by Plutanch than by Xenophion )
reflecté ﬁery great crodit upon Lysander in the adcount of
Plutarch; despite the latter's reforence to Lyesander's émbitlon.
It scems falirly obvious that Plutardh ig following ah authority
vho,. himself following the aécount of Xenophon, ig at paine to
paiht a most complimentary picture of Lysander, while at the
game time attempting to be as scrupuldusly fair bo Agesllaus

as his conduct warranted.



383

Immediately efter tho election of Agoollaus aso king,
Lysender urged him'to leed an'expedition_into ABla, suggesting
that he could éas;ly defeat the Porslians, and make a great
name for himself; Lysander wrote to his frddnde in Asia Hinor,
bldding them ask the Spartans to send out Agesilaus to lead
them azainst Persia. \

Plutarch has no knowledge of any ulterior motiVG
behind Lysander's gncouragemont. DBut Xenophon: who agreed
that Lysanﬂor persuaded Agesilaus to undertalke the eXpcdltion,
adds that Lysander himself was cagoer to go, " so that ho might
rostore the ' decarchies ', once set up by him ard afterwards
deposed by the ephors ".  For by this timo ( 396 B.C. ),
Lysandeor's decadarchics had boen completcly abolishedf
Since Plutarch ghows great 1nterest in these decadarchies of
Lysander, and has already roferred to the action of the Spartan
kings in deposing tho governmentse 8ot up by Lysander, he would
hardly be expoctod to omit this bit of information if ho hed
known of 1it. Eut it sceoms clcar that he 1is not following
Xenophon at first hand.

Wgither Xenophon?nor Pausanias® have any information
about Lyeandor's lettors o his friends in Ionia, which we find

only in Plutarch, horce and 1in the Lifo of Agesllausf

iellenica, 111, 4, 2. 2cf, Hellonica, 111, 5, 13,
sLyBandoP,EQQ” 2. *Hellonioa, izi, 4,2; Age8llaus,l,7.

‘1, 9, 1. ‘v, 3.
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By thisjréduoat of the Aslatic Grecks for Agesilaus
to lead them against the Persians, the Spartan king obtained
an honour not inferior to that of beiné made king.,  -‘iha
ihblication in Plutarch 18 that Agesilaus was indebtod to
Lysandeyr for two mést important positions, his kingship at
Sparta, and hls'leadership of a Grack confedoracy aga;pSt
the barbarian.

'XenOphon agreoes that Lysander persuadedvAgosilaus
to lead the expodiﬁioh,'but-ho does not in any way suggest
the very groat‘importance of thw command, or stress that it
was an unsclfish desire for Agesilaus' good which prgmpted.
Lysandor to encourage him 0o go. Plutarch ropeats thie
indebtedneea of Agosilaus to Ljaandpr in hie Lif¢ of A@osilauac
and in.tho domparisoﬁlbetween Ageoilaus and Pompay.

This paragraph of moral refloxibh is poéuliar %o
Piutarqh,'and may be doscribed as tho biographer'zm own éhort
prologue to hig account of the unhappy rcsults to Lysander of
Agosilaus' command in Asia Minor. Although Plutarch's
refcrences arce vaguc cnough, 1t scems certaln that he huﬂt-be
applying the words about " ambitious natures " to Agesilaus,
and not to Lysander; this seems to be made clear by the proceding'
and tho following paragfaphs..

vi, 5 | 21, 4, -
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@gesiia.ug' toole Lysander to Asila wifh,him, anong
hig thirty coundellors, " intonﬂing to troat him with spdclal
favour, ao his chief frilond ".  3ut whon thoy arrived in |
4sig Uinor, tho Grookq_thcro,.knowing Lysander woll.enough,
flocked. round him to mako requoste,-ignoring Ageéilaus whom
they had never previously mct.

Kenophonlrocqrds that Ageailaus took with him to
Asla Hinor thirty Spartiatos, two thousand =& veoSupdfun , and
six thousand allied troops; anmd while Plutarch refors vaguely
to his arrival in Asla, Xonophon spocifically mentions Ephogué.

Diodorus refors to thirty Spartiatos and six thousand
troops. ' '

In his Lifc of Azesilaus, Plutarch rcpoats his
Information about the thirty Spartiates taken by Agcesilaus as
supfiovdor , 2dding that Lysander was soon at thoir hoad; amd
that in addition Agesilaus led from Groceeo two thousand nbwly
cnfranchised Hekots and six thougand aliios.

At this point in his Lifce of Lysandor.Plutarch.
passos on no infbrmation about Ageﬂiléus' attompted sacrifice
of a hind at Aulis,in imitation of Agsmcmnon, beforo his

departure for Ionia.®

! Hellonica, fIl, 4, 2; Agesilaus, 1, 7.

z521?1’, 9, 1; Justin ( V1, 2, 7 ) merely says, " Agcsilaum cun
ingentibus copiis in Agiam nigore ",

3V1, 4 -.50

“ of, Lyoandor, X¥V1l, 3; Ages., V1, 6 - 1l; Polop., Xil, 5;
Xenophon, Hellenica, 111, Ay 3 = 4; PaUanlQS Zil? 9, 1 - 5.
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That ‘tho Grocks of Asia Iﬁinor -floél‘i@d %o Lysanrier
rather than to qusilaus, and madq tilG:LY‘ requosts.of the ir
old favouritec and champion, wa® ﬁatura.l onough, as 1s made
clear by Xonophon’; but Xon‘ophén gtates more clearly than docs
Plutarch the reason for the courting of Lysander by tho Asiatic
Greeks - " bocause they thought that Lysander would be ablc to
gain for them from Agesilaus all they wanted ".

Againf Plutarch givee what must ba his own moral
refloxions on the invidious 31tuation creatod both for Lyaandor
and Agoeilaus 1in Ephosus, His oimilo horo about ths actor who,
although taking a minor partf monopolises tha blay, may be
compared with his simile about the horse, used in a previous
cha,pt.er.lf

Paragraph 7 of this chapter gerves as an-.introduction
to Plutarch's account of the troatment meted out to Lysanﬂor
by the jealous Agesilaus; but thero is no suggootion of this

in Xenophon. Tho latter, of course, was a personal friend of

Hollonica’ l]_]_ /.} 7 ot ‘u mr‘ (se Jrﬁ yrymc:t-cvru ﬁ'dvfﬂ vov Au"xv{io-')
Ler H’.g{.r"‘,airs oxc\ot ﬂ‘f-ﬁ?ﬁ.uuv vy 5‘104‘0\'9‘\‘

Pluterch, Lysandor, XX11ll, 5: ve sa ""°""§'°' x “’“‘75 "r‘ ‘Tc"'“"." 5["""“’
o . ae(.‘rrrvwrg . ip"-r-.w em &?o-rs PP """t"?""l"
-
? For Lyocndor's influonce in Ionia,’ o:apecially in Ephosus, cf.
Plutarcn, Ages., V11, 1 - 3; Lysander, 111, 4.

Ae in Lysender, XX111, 3.
xc ' , .:n»(evlrfm
Tho ‘conclud ing words of Xﬁlll, 6: 1o e fusibel "V"T" 748 Forapnos 687/-”
arc sufflciontly clogo in idea to Xenophon's, &sér Ayys laos 28drys
bputiero , & 8 Nlsavbpos fusAeis Tho Apoegilaug of ILonophon in no way
euggeets any r'lva.lry botween: Agesllaua and Lysandor. .
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- Agosilaus, accompanied hi@lon sgvoral of hia-dampaigns; and

urotc a laudatory Lifc of tho Spartan king. He would not
therefore bo likely tb'insaﬁt into his narrative any
information which was unéomplimentary-to Agesllaug; aﬁd 1t is
gignificant that in this incidont, which in fact reads to tho
cre@it of Lysander, no joalbusy is imputcd by\XGnophon to
Agesllaus, but the latter is made to act agéinst Lysander
only to satisfy tho agitation of the other Spartlates who
by this tim were joalous of him. |

In his Life of Agesilausf Plutarch follows ﬁoro cloooly
tho XonOphohtip account, and statcs explioitly that thore was
no onvy ih Agesilaus' nature or jJealousy of honours paid to
mérit; buﬁ through foar for his own roputatlon he was forced
to tako action against Lysander. But in the Life .of
Lysanderf Plutarch rebukcs Agesllaus for hls shaneful and

ungrateful troatmont of Lysander.

In thbse paragraphs Plutarch describes the measurcs
takon by Agegilaus egalnst Lysander:
1 )-H@ assignbd no commands to him, and gave him no‘
opportunity for oxercisling his influonca;
2 ) He shoucd no.favour to Lysander's friepds, " thus

gquictly undding and chilling his influenco ",

'of. llollonica, i1, 4, 8. 2y11, 4.

3 LE",.@&-ndOI’, KX11l, Ts: = Sa.... r.(_.om?.\.uu"a Sree é‘o}dv ﬁ’:epye,r,v Avdpe sead Ahor oon

. gr Ehrov Ay Grhdes Fpesener . Sx So§<v umay moon " for fame's sake"
{ ao B.Perrlan, Plutarch's Lysaoder, p. 299 ), or " because of .
Lysander's influenco amd roputation " ( as J.Baits, Levon van
Lysander, p. 219: " wegens hot- aanzlen dat hij (Lys) genoot ".).



Therofore Lysandor, scelng that his oxertions on behalf of his
frionds were in fact an obstacle to thém, beggeé'them not to
ask for his aid; and although they oboyod him in this respect,
thoy continued to pay court to him, thereby annoy ing Agésilaus
thé mora . » _

A similar account is given by Plutarch in his Lifo of
Agesilausi | |

Xenophon's accouné-is not very differont; but he has no
word to aéy about Lysander's friomds still cont inuing to court
him, vhen askod by him not to bog any further roquésts of him,
or of Agesilaua' increasing annoyance, " through envy of tho

" honour paid to Lysander ",

This paragraph, which degsgcribes ths appointmeont of'
Lysander a8 Qﬂ*kavs to Agesilaus, 1s poculler to Plutarch;
he refors to it again in the Life of Agesilaus{ but thore ho
writes that tho office was given to Lysander " to mortify him
pt111 further ". In the Lifc of Lysandor, the allegad.reasoﬁ
for appolnting him to the»office of ' meat-carvor ' was to
"insult the Ionians; but vhon Plutarch refors olsewhereqto
Lysandor as tho apecf<crys of Agooilaus, his words suggest that

such an offico was a high honour.

’vi1, 5 - 8. 2 Hollonlca, T11, 4, 8. fyi11, 1.

¢ Quaoat. Syﬁlp , 644 B N«x. foy ?n&ums ﬁ::‘uv o Zovs w;(arnu ZLAe rovs npc-:'n-x Frdposy.
Pollux (Onom., V1,34), after quoting theo authority of XGnOphon

for the oxistonce of guch an office at Bparta, adds: &r- si «s mued
Ana. Yoxy ves § wpeobulrys . It 18 dif;lcult to know for certain what .
woro the official functions of tho aeecsa’mys ; he may have boon
officlal distrlbutor of meatv at public feoativale, or (cf.lMichell,

Sparta, p. 150) " moss proaident wno prcolded over the dinners
Sp v
thao Byseitia ,



Lysandor, thoreforo, had a cohfdrgnce with
Agoolilaus, at which he robuked tho Bpartan king ard asked
for'anbthor post undor his command, whéro ho could bo mora
servicoablo.- |

Plutarch's account 1is very similar to that of
Xenophonsibut Xenophon }s somewhat longer, and_commancee
with tho words, " Lysandor was annoycd a£ thie dishonour "
( absent from the account of Plutarch ).

One short scentence only 1is peculiar to Plutarch;

a bricf and laconlc dlalogue passed betwcon them ".

1The whole of this chaptof is so very closo to
Xonophon that it must ultimately be based upon hia Hollonica.
Buﬁ, if Xonophon's account reflocts great crodlt:upon Lysandor,
Plutarch's doee even more so. For Plutarch has no mention of
an-y ulterior movive behind Lysander's persuading of Agésilaus
%o undortake the command of an oxpodition into ASla Minor, and
ho 1s less inclined than Xonophon to whltowash Agesilaus'
handling of the unfortunato situation walch aroge in Ephesus.

As the chaptor is based upon Xonophon, and 1is
remarkably favourable towards Lysander, wec may supposq that
Plutarch 1s‘e$ill folloving Theopompue as his primary authority;

for, apart from those paragraphé‘where»Plutarch.is'hlmsolf

I Holleniea, I1l, 4, 9 - 10, .Z'Lysandor, XXlll, % and 6.
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reflceting upon tio dituablon whieh has arioon, thoro iu
nothing here walch he may not have found in Tacopoumpus. It 1l
‘indocd possible that Plutarch's worde about Agesilaus, " to
coot off and insult a bencfactor and fricnd was not vorthy of
the charactor of Agesilaus "! may al@o have beon takon ffom
Thoopompus, whosc opilnion of Agocilaus wvas vory high - to judge

. - 2
from the avallable fragmonts.

! Lysander, XX11l, 7. 3
2 of, G. & H., 22 a; and 294 = Plutardh, Agooilaus, X, ote. o
Dho fact that Plutarch describes ad an " ineult ©o the loniand
tho appointmont of Lydandel Q0 KeesS<irys , Moy bo an added
argument in favour of a Thoepompan gource for this chapter.



CHAPYER XK1Y

tno first paragraph of ﬁhis chapter contlnues the

account of Lysander's treatment by Agosilaus, anq degoribes
hoﬁ Lysander at his own requost wae gent to tho [cllaspont
as Q&g@mf;s , wherc ho 1laduced the Perslan Gpithridates
to rovolw frdm Phafhabazus and Join the fordes-of Agesllaus,
But, as tho Opartan zing made no further use.of his sorvices,
Lyuander roturnod to Spaﬁta, " enragod at Agosilaus ",

| At fhid point Pluterch breaks off from hls Xonbphontio
source to rocount in full the ﬂtory-oflLyaandeer alloéed
plot agoinst the horoditary kingShip-of the Opartans.
Xconophon has no knowlodge waatovor of this plot, and Plutarch
is indebted for his informutlon about 1t to the ' Hootile
Bourco *'. Yho atofy of Lysandcr's plot occupios'chapters
xav ( 2 -6 ), XXV ond XXV1l; and tho point at which Plutarch
roturns to hic Xonophontic source at the boglnning of chapter
XXFllleocma to follow on quite naturally from tho concluiion

of the first pafasraph of chapter XX1V.

{ - P P - 2.0 . Zred r s".
Lyoandor, ARLV, 2: &weddneev ets Pyr fﬁdevyv K TRUS  —m ETEANTHEG OC
#(;v 'ij Agres mavelOrey vov :’477‘/&4@\' ( &1, 1) . '
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LyOLnaor vas sent by Agocsilouo Qg rceﬁﬁww7s to tho
Hollospon%, posaibly ac ' harmost ' of Abydoo. )

x@nophon says that vhon ho argived at tho Hollcaepont
and ro&lised that spithridates had some grlevance against
Phornabazud, ho persuaded him to take his chlldren and moncy -
and tuo hundred_cavalry{ and join forces with Ageelleaus.
Leaving his money aﬁ Cyzilcus, he took SBpilthridates and “his
gon, llegabatos, to.Agesilaus, who was doligﬁted at hié.action.

Plutarch's own account in his Life of Agesilauazia
closer,in some detalils to that of Xenophon than is hls
information in the Llfo of Lysaﬁdor;'for in the foramer he
refers both to tho troeasure of Spithridatesf ard his tvwo

hundred cavalry.

'Hellenica, 111, 4, 10.
vii, 3.

3 Phis ﬂplthridatos ( yewdlios 2vpe ) nad proviously fought under
Pharnabazus azainst the Grock Ten Thousand ( Xon. Anab.,V1,5,7 );
apparcontly his quarrel with Pharnabagzus wasg about his daughtor,
for although Pharnabazus was affiancod to the daughter of Bpith-
ridatca, yot ho was also sccking tho hand of the daughter of
Artaxerxzeo ( Xen. Agesilaus, 111, 3 ). Spithridates’ son,
llogabatos, lotor becamo the lover of Agesilaus ( Xon. Agos.,v, 4;
Hellonica, 1V,1,28; Plutarch, Ages., X1, 5-7 ).

Tho Hellonica Odyrhynonia ( Xv1, 4 ) containe no mention of

the part played by Lysandor in bringing Spithridatcs over to
Aoesllaus- s €e frnﬂe.‘g_‘,’,, 7a (“" 7’"" 7, /{*(74- ;rd"pr/tu\r Sa t‘id‘ex 7«3
fggv-c/{-‘f&a Kd—d JCfxl‘evwv .c..rw Crier P fs eu ’(KO‘o-cv adr-ccru.r 52903 dan?ﬂ'
fo/syﬁars (-c; mvu.lc?f&:, lue u’-ulr-ov‘ e n-u&a, ("temrw‘r‘h xr?-furn- P ;(.,,meza

"s?q—a- Se sos Ay751£¢av 7Arlw o‘rew /""r-‘/e"')v &t ov veqv dre ftars u.ula;?".
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_Pluﬁaﬁch.ﬁhén'concludes nis accdunt‘of the port playod
by Lysander in qusilqus' oxpedition to Aﬂla'mihér. : thoe
Spartan‘king wade no further use of Lyoénder, and.ho, "’when
his time had expired'"; pailed back to Gparia, " wiﬁhout honour,
enrééed at Agesileus ard hating the whole form of governmént'.
move than cvon before ",

In Xenophon théré'is not the suggostlion of dlsgrace or
of onEor; Xonophon'heroly says that at the ond of tho yoar

Lysandor and the thirty Spartlates salled home.

2z .

lﬂellonica, ]::l—_]__, 4, 20: SN,S{M 8’ advors of ,recg‘c eﬁ’e,ln‘rﬁcffu /?‘-ia;tuy.
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CHAPTMR UV

The remaindor of the Lifq of Lysander seems to ba
almost entirely derived from the narrative source, Theopompus,
vhom Plutarch has followod for the greator part of the-Lifo;
tho oxcoptiona 1n tho laot Tour chapters arc the Hallartus
legenddi tho oracles assoclated with Heliartus and the
geographiical doscriptions of parts of Boeotiaf'and the account
( attributocd to Ephorus ) of tho dlscovery in Lysandér's house
after hig dooth of oomo trcasonable pamphletsf

Chapter XTV1l is dovoted by Plutarch to an account.of
tho complaints which Lyé&ndem ( 1.0, thﬁ_Bpartaﬁa ) had azainst
the Thebans, as a rosult of vhich the Corinthian War ( 395 -
387 B.C. ) brokc out. -

LySandor dicd basforo Agosilaus returned from Asia Minor;
boforc.hls Geath, he had " plungod into, or plunged Greece into ",
the Boeotian Var. Yhis war 1s usually termed the Corinthian

¢ - ' J
- lar; but there is no neced to assume that bescause Plutarch calls

T = === R e

'Lysander, V11L, 7-9. 1Lysandort, WX, 7-11; 3lwoander,XXE,
_ : 3 - 5.
& 1% 4 ’ ! ! L .
£, 1 : . . 2 pre B rascos role we TPy
¢ _Pausaniaa, v, 1 (s 14: 8 ve '?‘57‘”_'“ e ”7‘37?57 ::’%)r‘?ﬁ*lrav. .
$ As does R. Dippel, Ibid, p. 101, quoted by-J.Smits, Plutarchus, -
© Loven van Lymander, p. 235.
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it tho " Boootlén ﬁar " o is thcréforG hore uging an uhknpwn‘
Bosotlan sourco;_fﬁr 1t was naturél onOuéh forAPlthPCh, himself
a Boootian,‘to applj tho namé of his stato to the war, as Thobes-
played a groator part in the confllict than did Corlnth. |
‘ Plutarch 1is completely non-commitial about the causo of,

and responsibility for, the war. Hé says that some writeré
congider that Lysandor wag responsible ( but by Lysander ho
obviously means the Bpartans ); othors attributo POSponsibility
to the The-bans. But, deapite this refusal of Plutarch t0
commit himaolf about the responsibility, ho seems to bé drawving
upon & source which held that the Thebana were to blame for the
outbreak of the war - for the chapter consiste of four charges
brought by Lysandor agailnst thg Thcebans., At the samo tlmo, it
18 cloar that Plutaréh eporoves of the gonmeral attitude of the
Thebans towards the Spértan docroos.

According to Plutarch, tho Bpartanc chargod the Thabans
withs - )

1 ) Throwving down from tho altar the sacrificas which

Agesileus had made at Aulils,
2) Accépting~Porsiéh bribes to sti: up war in Greaece
ageainst Bparta, ‘
3 ) Boing tho only Spartan allics to lay claim to & tonth
part of tho spollé of the Poloponnesian’ Var,
»4 ) Encouraging the Athonlan domocrats to actlon agalnst

‘the Spartan-sponsored Thirty, by offering asylum to
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;Aéhéniam fofugoes, uhd'ééhding.arﬁs dnd mﬁno& to
Thraaybulua and his troops. |
XohoPhon makoo it cloarlfhat the Bpartong were glad to
scizo tho pretoxt for a campaign ageinst Thebss, and énumaratos
four complaintg of tho Sparﬁans againet Yhebes, three of which
are mentioned by Plutarch in this‘chapter. But'Xenophon's
ordor is diffceront. e Tirst describoézthe bribing of ﬁho
Thebans, Corinthians and Argives by tho Pérsian, T#ithraustos,
and tholr attack upon the Phoclans, who appoaled to Bparta for
aid. He thanfgivos three reasons for the
undertaking of the war against Thebas: _
1 ) Oparten anger at the Thoban clain to & tenth part
of tho éﬁoils.of war, |
2 ) Thoban unwillingnoss ( shared by th§ Gorinthians )
to join with tho SBpartans in an attack upon tho
Piragus, vimn it was hold'by the domocrats from
Payle,
3 ) Spartan rocolloction that Thobans had cast down
from the &Itér at Aulis tho sacrificos'made_by
Agesilaus, and had fofusoé to accompany him to

Asia Liinor,

Plutarch -makes this last charge hie first: " that tho

Thebana had cast avay the sacrificos at Aulls ". According to

Hellomica, 111, 5, 5. * Hellenlca, 11, 5, 1 ¢ 3 - 4.

* fiollenica, Tii, 5, 5.
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Xonopnon, Agosilaus deteruinod. boxoro ho sailed to upaosus,-
to offor_oacrificoa at Aulis, " -vhoro Agumemnon offorcd sacrificesr}
boforo ho oailod to Troy ". DBut when he was thorg, ef BOMV%Q@',
loarning that he was sacrificing, sont a force of cavalry to
forbid the sacrifices and thoy torc down from the altar the
offorings vaich ho hod alPoady nada .

,: The 8aug qtory, with veriouo addltions, is told olso-

’ 2
vhere by Plutarch..

Pausaniamasays that armed Thebans came upon Agecilaug

as ho was secrificing, throw ale sacrificos from the altar

and drove him from tho sanctuary.

e N A S L e e

r R -

2 In thoe Life of Amoodlouws ( V1, 6 - 11 ), Plutarch says that
Agecilave wop conmandod to offor the sncrificos by a violon
which eppearcod to him in a dream; ho therefore offcrod & .
Gorlondod hind, and-ordorod the pricots of the goddees to make
the sacrificos, arl not the pricute appointod by the Boeotlans. -
The Beoobvlandy thereford throv down his uacrixicca, and Ageeilaus
departed, aabored at the Thobang,

In the Life of Pelopldas & differont tradition is being
Tollowed; for the goddeuo horsolf appoarcd to Agosilaus in o
dreum, asking for tho @acrifice of ais daughtor but he rofuscd,
ONA Zmaukduuisbess rereduse Yy ctpurirur, Zhofov wat 2rely . (POlOp idas, X0, 5 ).
In both these rcfercncee, Agosileus 18 the protagoniot, andnot
Lysandor; yet Plutarch, Lysandor, JAXV1l, 3, ooows o imply that
the insult was diroctod azainst Lysander by the Thebans.

> 411, 9, 1 - 5.

S
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. Plutarch's ﬂoéond chargo axainet the Thobons is-ﬁhat

two of tho ir roprosontatives, ANDROCLEIDES and AIPHITHRUS,
accopted bribes from tho Poféi&ns to cause a war agalnst
the Opartans in Grooqo; and invaded the territory of the
Phoclans, tho alllcs of SBparta. |

This 1a.confirmod by Xenophon: whoso more detailed
account states that the Persian Tithraustcs, in an attempt
to drive Agesilaus from Aéia,-sont Timocratés of Rnodes with
£1fty talonts to bribo rws fpsssryuens e mokést o gtir up war in
Grqoce againet Oparta. Timocreates Bave bribes to ANDHOCLEIEAS,
ICIENIAS and GALAXIDORUS in Thebes, to Timodaus and Polyanthes
in Corinth, and to Cylon aond othcrs in Argos. -Although tho
Athenians accegpted no bribos, they wore cager to assist eagaingt
Bparta. With the ami‘of the Opuntian Locrians, the Thebano
invaded Phocis, vhosc inhabltante invoked Hpartan aid. |

Peucanlas’ soye that ANDROCLEIDES, ISMENIAS and ALPHITHENIO, -
the Thobans, wére bribed by Tithraustos to ot ir up war against
Gparte in Grecce, and so foroce the Bpartuns to rocall their
'tréops from Asgia. | |

.Polyaonussgivoa a differont voroion; he writes that Conon,
noy an ally of Pharnabazus, persuaded the Persian ( while
Agesilaus was ravaglng Aola Minor ) to send moncey to the

Gemocratic elemonts in tho Greck citiles, who urged their

’Hellenioa, 113, 5, 1 - 4. 1f_f;L, 2, 8.
3 : N —
1, 48, 3: of. Lyalas ( AV1, 13 ) & dndocides ( 111, 25).
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fellouw-citizons to w§r a3ainst Sparta. Thug the Corinthian
War broko out and the Bpartans were foreod to recall Agedilaus.
The HQllenioé Oxyrhynchia'has a long an@ dotalled acoéunt
of the outbroak of the Gorinthlan War; its author rofers both
to the influonce of Tithrauatesf and to that of Conon, now an
. élly of Pharnabézus§ The cum of two hundrod and twenty talents,
out of a total sum of sevon hundred talcnts which was given to.
Lithraustes for the prosecution of the war agalnst the Spartans,
1s mentloned as having beon given by Tiﬁhraustes_to Gonon?'ThQ
nameg of tho deomeratic loaders in Thebesa aro-given-as ISIENIAG,
ANT ITHREUS and ANDROGLEIDAB§ but, according to this author, the
Corinthlan War had alrecady broken out before any flnancial help
wap roceived firrom the Porelans, '
It may be noted that Plutaréh ami.Xenophon alone sccm toO
singlo out the ‘Thobang for spoclal accusetlon far thesc actlons
which they sgom to have sharcd in common with tho Corinthiens,

Argives, and indeod Atheniang.

. ?lutarchn notes the anger of Lysandeor against Thebcse on .
two further points. Thoy alone of the Gpartan alliecs laid clain
to a ﬁonth part of thoe époils of the Peloponncgian Waf,'ami W ro
indignant about tho money which Lysander had sent to Bparta.
They also gave help to tho enqmios of the Thirty tyrants sot up

B RS —— = < = o=

3
/XL - @11 % Y111, 1-2; X1V, 1 & 3; Xvl, 1. X1V, 1 - 3.
“x1v, 3. 5 %11, 1.



by Lysandor, by docréeing that-Bséotia should holcomé Athenian
refugecs, and by allowing Thrasybulus and hie foilowefo %0 use
Thoban arms amnd money to counter-attack the tyrants at Afhens.

XenOphonlsays that the Spartans had beaen angry with
the Thobans for somo time; he Specifics by name no one but the
Thebana as having actmally made the demard for a sharo in thg
spbile; but there is a subsequent pasaagégin Xenophon which
showe that not only the Corinthians, but other allliecs aldo,
Gymp%hmzed in 1it. _ This requ@sﬁsof Thghes, which &nnoyed_
the Spartans so much, is not re corded by Xonophon in what one
might assume to be the mosat appropriate context, but he alludes
to it as having occurrad before. Xenophon sayo noﬁhing
sbecifically about the Thebans' indignation at tho sending of
money#to Sparta by Lysander at the close of the Peloponnesian
War, |

Plutarch claims that the Thebans holped the Athenians
to freq thomselves from the.Thirty,(whose power had beaen
increasod by tho Bpartan decrece that all Atheniens throughout
Grecoc should roturn to thelr clty ) by ordering asylum to be
of forod in Bocotlia to Athenlan refugeos, by laying down a fine

of onc talont upon any Boeotian who faliled to holp Athenian

==

P 2 P
Hellonioca, 111, 5, 5. Holleniea, 111, 5, 12.

3Juetin (v, 10, 2 ? mentions the Theban demand, which vas refused
by the QOpartans: " Thebanl .... logatog ad Lacedasmonlos mitiunt,
" qui ex manubile portionem pracdac communils bolll periculique
poterent ",

” For the mbney sont to Sparta, cf. Lysander, XV1, 1, ag% H%llgnica,
. . =L ) . '
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fugitives, and by arulng and finuncing the troops of Thrady-
Dulua at Phylo. |
' Xonophon ig certalnly awara tvhat Thrasvbulus usoa
Thabes_as a starting-off point from vhich to accupyPhylog
but although he menpions that many Athehian.oxiles frow the
city flockod to llegara am Thoboé? he has no-knowlcdge of any
Theban docreoe that undor paln of fine HBocotlians must help
Athohians refugees,-dr of any active asoilstance given by the
Thobene to Thrasybulus and hig follow-democrata. Hor indocd
‘doce Xeonophon rocord any dcoiglons ma@e‘by th? Spartans ggigg
ths sotting-up of the Thirdy,that all Athenian refugeoa should
-bo gent back to thoir city under pain-of onnity with Spartaf_
Plutarch otates oxplicitly that the powor of tho Thirty
had bocn increased by the driving back to Athcne of all
Athcnian fugitives; but no ither Xonophon nor Diodorus ekprosa
1t 1iko this.  Diodorus“confirme vhat Pluterch has written
about the Bpartan decrec to drive badk %o Athens all her citizens,
' and about the Theban counter-deccreco, to the effect that Boootia
should welcome under pain of o fine all Athenlan fugitives ; but
Diodorus makabbtho fins fivo talents, vhile Pluterch rofors to

ono talont only. .

'Hicllonica, I, 4,2; Diodorus, XLV, 32, 1; Lysander, XXl, 3 - 4.

‘rellenice, 11, 4, 1. _
3 yor in Hellenies, 11, 2,2, Lysandor forceo the Athoniens to return
to their city under saxo conduct, 8o that vhe oventual fall of the
city might bo ogpoditod through lack of food: cf. Lyocander,{111,3.

Klv, G, 1l: €f7f!6-lv?¢ yqs vovs. 407r-ur.w ﬂoyn&‘ ef 5««‘7: 5 Eaﬂ.g&:; -:ymy/\cvs .

7crs {or«o\rnf F-er o
Lysand.er, XAV1L, 5¢ u&muwa s Peyovres i 482 Gy ioyipovs tevice ”""'Af’“"
Jusvin ( ¥, 9, ﬁ e o;v?taxcs crules veclpoie pronibebantur "
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out Diodorua placaes ﬁhis'chh_earlier, immodiate;y bofore

tho fall of Athens and fhe setting-up of ths Thirty; amd

to the samc timo ho rofers the countor-docro@a of the Lhobans‘
The words of praise for tho Theban door@oa are

peculiar to Plutarch, and noturally to be cxpoctod from a

Bogotlian vho 1is happy to record anything complimentary to

his own state; Heracles and Dionysuss both sons of Zous,

were gods held in principal honour among the Boeotians,

8gcond only to Apollo.

While the greator part of this chapter 1s poculiar
to Plutapch, it 18 based upon Xenophon ( although it does
not follow his order of.events ), but has-soma éimilarity
to the rocord of Dlodorus, partlicularly wvhore Plutarch 1s
roforring to tho Thoban attitude towards Oparta aftor the
fall of Athenso. Tho sentonces, and paragraphs, pecul ior
to Plutarch scem to be for tho moet part the bilographer'a

- &
otm refloxions and commonts upon the ovents themselvaes,.

! ilv, 6, 1-3. Lysanﬂer, IXV1l, 6 & T: reéuﬁv‘f-( Has 4.5'6,\;“ rours
J %fﬂﬂ*ﬁd& P A’OYU‘W “f“fé"v cegee %A*?Vlﬂ‘
cf. Lyﬂ&n&or. mlll,?. i ?l*-‘fofwrd .

4 0.8.,X4V1l, 1-2 is a non-committal presontation of %wo viewpoints
about tho outbroak of the Corinthian Var; XXV1l, G-7 contain
praiee for the Thoban counter-docreqa becauge of their phil-
enthropic scontimonts. Paragraphs 4, 5 & 7 alone introduce now
facto; XXV1l, 4, oxpreoecs indignation of the Yhebanse at the
sonding off of moncy to Sparta by Lycander; in XiV1ll, 5, the
gffect of tho gparten decrco is to incrocade tho foar-inspiring
povor of thoe Phlrty at Athens; in XXV1l, 7, Plutarch says that
the Yhobans provided Thracybulus aml the dofonders of Phyloa
with arnse, noney, secrgcy and a bago of operationa.
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Ifﬂthe aséumption i corroct that Plutarch took his
information from ThOOpompus,.then we may}asbribe ahy additional
‘information in this chapter, apﬂ any divorgoncies from Kahophqn,
to Theopompus and hia_sources. Certainly, Plutarch'c source
Seems8 to be somewhat pro—fheban'( unleoss Plutarch'a patriotism
has ‘coloubed his account ), and antipathet}c.towards Bparta,
although not necossafily antipathetic towards Lysander himsclf.
While Plutarch states ths grbgnds of complaint whilch Sparta
had against Thobos, and thoreby ilmplics the responeibility of
$hebos for tho outbreak of the war, yot one may assumo‘from
this chapﬁer that the actions of the Thoebansg areiin fact
approved by the blographer or his sourca. It 18 not nocessary,
howover, to assumc that Plutarch found in Tb@Opompus psrsonal
rosponglbllity ascribed to Lysander, for.Plutarch nimself would
obviouesly substltute the namc of Lysander for that of thg
Spartans, which he would find 1in his source, whon 1t sesmed
likely to him thaot Lycandor was taking an active part in any

negotiations, discussions or milltary actions.

© e - - - i e e it e e e ——— e e ¢ - - i s ommn e

"Of coursa, it is not impossible that Thoopompus, 1llkc Hphorua,

mado ude of Daimachus of Plataga for thosc parius of his history
which concerned Boootia, .
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CHAPTHR 2xV11l

Ylutarch descriies tho ovents vhich iad up to the
doath of Lysander outéﬂde thn walls of Haliartuse. Lysander
is the protazonlet in this chaptor - he urges the ephors to
undertake the var; he astumes the commamd and sets -out for
Bocotia; fulfilling his poart in tho campalign, ho takes over
Orchomonus and plunderse Lobadola, then scnds a dispateh to
Pausaniaso, bldding him join furcaﬂ'at Hal iartua. This dlapatch
ie 1ntorcoptbd by the Thobans, who leavo an Athenlan garrison
in Thobea and arrive at lalicrtus befdro Lysandor. ¥ho latter,
tircd of walting for Pausaniag, wakes an ottack on the city
end is killed, with o tvhoucand of uls troops.

Clearly, much of this chaptor is based ultimctely uphn
Xénophon& but it sccns obvious that Plutarch is in poasessibn
of additional information, which secms to ko givon fronm a
Thoban viewypoint, oard vhich offors a difforont 1ntorpret&tioh

of dome of tix factd,

Ny — —_— -
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In vhale p&PagrapH Plutaroh‘s lan@uago ig somcuhat
obscure, ho 8000 ©O ﬂugsosﬁ that Lyaandor,_now in o0ld ago
a h&rsh ad molancholic man, persuaded tho ophors to f£it out
an oxpedition agalinst Thobosf ard assumed command of it;
aftorverds, tho ophors also sont ouﬁ Pausganlas with an army.

Xonophon gays nnbdhing about Lysandor's 1n1t1ativo; ho
has just exprcesscd vhe viow that Sparta ﬁas‘glad %0 seiZe_
the pretoxt for a 6ampaign agoinst the Thebans, amd aftor
enumorating the grounds of complaint against Thobes, he )
rocords that‘the epuors " prepared an cxpodit ion and sont out
Lysandor to the Phocians ". 8o far from Lysander boing in
comnend of considerablo foracos, Xenophoh states oxplicitly
that Pausanias " yas intonded to take commend " , apd had
arranged to meet Lysander at.Haliartus on an agreod day.
| The Hellonlca Oxyrhynchia rofers the outbreak of tho
waf to'an‘appeal by tho Phocilans to Sparta for holp against
ths Bocotians.”

Dilodorus' bricf éccoun%ﬁﬂays that tho Spartans sent out
Lyesander with a fow soldiers, Ho thus agrecs with Xonoﬁhon
rather than with Plutarch; for Plutarch givos the improésion

that two armies wore sent out by the Bpartans, one uﬁdor_Lysandor .

= L= e T —»

lep. Lysandovr, 11 5 and {11, 1.
Lyaamdor, mlll 1: Pqver gpovpar ,of Hollenica, ;L_J.,5,6 dgw,.v... of
(¢o(9°l ef.uVov

Xlll, 4, “As indecd doos Xonoohon, Hell., 111,5,4
¥ v, 81, 1.
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((‘ff-c'l’ﬂ_asﬂt oy refiws ), Cmﬂ tho otlmr,aftbrvards , under the king
Pausanias. But Xenophon makes it cloai that Lydander was

to raisc o foree of allice in Phocis amd thoe nelghbouring

’ {
countryside, with which Paugsanias was to unite his troops.

Plutarch suggesto that the plan of action was for..
Pausanias to make a clrcult of Dount CGlthacron and invade
Boootia from the gouth, while Lysander marchad through Phoois
to join forees with him from the north. Plutarch givos mfch
more geographical information about tho movomonts of_Lyeandor
andi Pausanlas towards Haliartﬁs than is found in Xonophon or
Dilodorus. This doos porhapc-euggost that Plutarch is.horo
‘dependent upon local 1nformation, for Orchomonus, Loboadeia
and ﬂaliartue were all & very short distance Trom thoe blograpaer &
native Chaoronca; and records of the datile, oral if not writton,
may well have bsen pregerved up to Plutarch's own day.

Xonophon says that the proarranged plan of the Gpartanse
was for Lysandcr and Pauoanias to moot at Holiartue, aitor
Lycandor had collectod allicd troope in Phocis; this Lysandor
aid, aftér winniﬁg over Orchomonus from thﬁ Thobans. But
Xenophon doga not mention the capturc of Lobaddia, an@'suggécts
tﬁat rausanias dolayed ot Tegoa collocting troops, and thon

mnerched into Doootia vith all his foreoaf

e S - el N el e e ey

'Hellonica, IIL, 5, G.

*Hellonica, 111, 5, 17.



Accor&ing to Plutarcn, aftor the saching of Lebwdeia
Lysandor sent a lettor £0 Peauganias, who was at Plataca, 0
bid him advancoe to Haliartus whoro Lysandor himself would
arrive at day-brecak. This letter fell into the hands of the
Thobans, who left an Athenian fofoe to guard Thebes, énd
- marched fortawith, " early in thé night ", to Hallartus;
there, anticipating Lysandor, thoy augmentod the garrison
with many of thelr owm troopd,

Little of this informetion is to be found in Xonophon,
who has alfe&dy statod that the plan agrecd upon by the Opartan
authoritice was that Pausanias and Lysander should join forces
at Haliartus, Xcnophon does not refer to Pauaanigs' presence
at Platace; ho knovws nothing of any 1ottertaont by Lysander
to Pausanias and falling into the hands of the Thobans.

Whnile he seqms tp agree that the Athenians guarded Thebes

thn thc Thobang took the offensivec ha says that Lysandor
reachced Haliartus before the ma in body of the Thebans arrived
at tho city, tried to win it over to the Bpartan side by
persuasion, but was Toiled by some Thebane " on the walls ",
and thercfore made an attack upon its fortifications.

Pausanias;states that Lysander came to Phocls, collsoted
tho wholc army of tho Phoclans ard asgsaultoed the-ﬁalls of

Hellartus. Alroady a band of Athonians and Thobano had socratly

e IS S e — T T

‘of. Hollenica, 111 5, 16-17.
lll, 5, 3.
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entorad Bho city, thoy cem out and offeroﬁ battlo, kxlling
sovoral Spartans, includmo Lysandor. ) -

Diodoruai who relotes mostT bri@fly’tho dofent and death
of Lysandor, says that Lysander first'capturod Haliértus and
tho Boeotlans found it obcupiod by him when thoy arrived.

It may be noticed that Plutarch does not in fact
divergo vory much from Xonophon and Pagsanias; nis pointeg of
difference consist of additional informﬁtion of an 1lntensely
local character; he doscribes the atfack upoh Hal iartus and
tho death of Lysandor bencath its walle with muéh-groator
dotail than is found in Xenophon, giving tho impraesion that

he ip following an oye-wltnoss account.

iysander declided at firct to walt for Pausanias outsido
Haliartus; but es the day advanced, ha grow impatknﬂ?and lod
hie troops along the road to the clty. Tnosc Thobans who had
romained outgilde tho city advanced upon his rear at the spring
colliod kwcwwcd . Thag ' road ' to vwhich PJutarch rofors
nust be the waln higﬁway gouth of Lako Copais, from Lobadols
via Cormnca to Hallartus.

32
Xonophon's cccount 1o brief and not dissimilar.

ot e e e e s S e

'mv, 81, 1.

2 1yoandor, XX¥111, 6: -«re?e'wav-fuv <hovos, According to J. fuite, Ibid.
P. 244, Zpepsv 1 on lonic vord for the Geoxiav Eyeve OF Lonophon.

Hollonica, i1i, 5, 18 - 19: J 5 ﬂvuv{'o- Lyuan ro & 7o ?ww
‘?@.‘rw -, epa, Tav na—v(-u’!-cv ov ?¢~. 51&r?rw r&v?evcr e tw .s:_
ec v ge-‘ fipos N '7.:47(.3; Pty Sf&n;c-rrq.w I ’(“w‘dv'(: §e o.q,'p.. or

07ﬂd-lov ‘FC"?‘"‘" p/eo/&wy oy & émlr?.u wnt oS Sruves .,



.At this point in hie narrosive Plutorch digrooocs
to pdos on ©oMe informat ion abouﬁ Haliartus'&nd'its.local
legends witﬁ which-he Waé fomilier. Thie informatlon has
no bearing upon the Llfo of Lysander, nor connectlon with the
, attaék of Lysandor upon Hallartus. But, as Plutarch is hore
desceribing his own home-ctato, he may be pardoned for yiclding.
to the temptatlon to rocord a nuﬁber df local legonds which ho
would hope that his roadorse would Tind intoreﬂting._ Thére were
thrac placos of local intorest near Hallortus, wlth cach of
which a logond wase asgsoclated:

1 ) The apring callcd K 66av 66 ; apert from Plutarch's
reference heré to this spring ( aml his montionfof o epring
callod Krsso'ecé« noar o Hallartus ), we have no other evldence
of 1ts exletenca. But fausaniaeltella us that thore ﬁaq a
soring, 7 Adove« °, goma Tifty stades from Hellertus.

A logend rocorads that his nurecs pathed tho infant
Dionysusg in this Springsafter his birtn - henece tﬁOISpaPkl@,
clarity and swectnoos to the taste of 1i0 water ( Plutarch is
surely writing from expericnce ! ). A talo of this typoe vas
not uncomnonly associated with othér plaoés 2lso which claimcd

%o bo the birt.h—pla.ces of tho god.

. - [ ——
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'Narr. Amet., 772 B. - 21K, 33; called T*#~66< by Strabo,

. 1%, 2.
Tho nawa of tho fountain 10 intoresting, Tor it 10 eﬁynolobioally
aizln to tho Grook for ivy ( wrseds ), ascoclatod with the worshlp
of Dionyoue, ono of the godo cpoclally rovorod by the Boeobtians
( ef. Lycander, Xavlil, G ).

“ Dicdorus ¢ 111, GG') says much tho Bamo about tho town of Teos,
on the coast of Asia linor, ‘
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2 ) Noar this spring there grows - in profumion T Groven
storex-chrub ", a plan$ producing a swcet-smelling o uini Thio
pl&ht vao not poculiar to Crote or Boeotla, for ﬁcyoaotuo noten
its‘growth'in Arabla, amd tells us that it was a oourae of
frantincense; while @ﬁr&boi following the authority of
Artemidorug, places ths site of 1iis growﬁh on the Africaﬁ
continent, at tho south of the Red Sea, among the iohthyophagl
from ghere it would be carried over to “Arabia. Pliny specifics
8yria ags an abundant source of the planvy, whlle VO?Gil gpeako
of " gtoran Idagug ". '

Plutarch says that tho people of Haliartus
interpreted the presence of ' storax ' near this spring ao a

proof that Rnadamanthus once dwelt th@ro, and polnt out hig

tomb, whieoh thev call 4*6*.‘

"of. Aristotle, H. A., v, 8, 27; Theophraauua, H P., 1%, 7, 3
Dloge., L, 79; Btrabo, Xll Ty 3.

&
lc“‘l:., 16‘?0 le, :A}o N-Ho; Xll, 124‘.
*gir., 167.

¢ ZAxén (Poubner); 1t is not clear what Plutarch means by the
noming of the tomb of Rhadamanthus as Aléw ; in De Gen. Soe.,
578 A, he twiee refers ' to & hexro, Aleos; yet Alecos was the name
of the honourod hero of Zggea { of. Pausaniass, V111, 4, & ).
Rhadamanthug, son of Zoud and Hurope, one of the judges of the
unéorvorld { ¥Vergil, Acnold, V1, 566; Ovid, lMetamoxphoggo, LXK,
435+ Pauseniag, V111, 53 eto. Y, wes born in Groto, according
to tradit ion, although he later. ruled over some of the iclandg
of ths Qyeladoa. He fled from his brother [Iinos to Bocotia,
vhore he married Alkmene, widow of Amphltryon, and retired to
Ocoloa, vhich lles botweaen Coronca and Holiartuo ( cf. Apollodorus,
Qiblioﬁh., ll 4, 11 s 111 1, 2 3. ).



'3 ). Noarby 1s also the tomb of Alemeno, mothor of
Haraélesﬁ and wife of Amphitryon and'ﬁhadqmanthus; Plutarch -
records ths claim of the Hallartiane that she wae buried in :
Boeoiia. Pausaniaszsays that the people of legara clalmed

that the tomb of Alcmenc was in their territory.

It 1s cértain that all these local lagends were well-
known to Pluﬁarch, probably by oral tradition; fho long
associatlon of Heraclcs and Dionysus with Boeotia ﬁaa bound to
givo rise to a whole crop of stories aboui them and thoir
connectiong, and these stories persisted until the dayg of

Plutarch and beyond.

After nis digressions on the Haliartus legends, Piutarch
roturns to his account of ths batflo outeide ths town end the
death of Lysander. He says that whon the Thobans in the towﬁ
saw Lyaandef appfoach, they suddanly throw opon the gates and
féll upon him and his troops. Lysander himeglf wag killod
( by Neochorus.of Haliartuég), with his soothsayer anmd a fow
of his men; tho remainder flea back to the maln body of troops,
which was hard-presscd by tho Thcbans and fled to the hills,

loeing a thousand of their mon. Threc hundred Thebans, who showed

N L - e S O P

‘ef. Lysander, V11, 6.
%1,39,%; 1,41,1; 1X,16,7; but cf. Plutarch, De Gen. Soc., 577 L.
3Lgsandor, XX1K, 9.
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tho'groatqr recklesaness Eepéuso their good falth had bson in
'doubt, woere cleln as they pursucd the Gpartans ovér difficult
terréin; |

The account of.Dlddoruslis most brief; he ﬁorely Statos
that Lyeander foll in the fighting inside Haliartue with many
of the Bpartans and aliies, and about two hundred Thaobans also
lost their lives. | _ | |

Therco 18 a longer account in Xenqphonf which in some
regspects is close to that of Plutarch. He says that when
Lysander attacked the fortifications bf H&liartus,'the The ban
hoavy-armod troops anﬂ-caﬁalry attacked him ( presumably, from
the rear ). Xenophon then exprosses doubt as to whethor
Lysandér vag avare of the prosenée of thess Thebans outside
the town - at any rato, tho baﬁtlé-took place " alongsida-the
fortifications ". Lysander wae killed, and the Thobans cagerly
. pursucd hisg troopé to the hills, where advancing ovor rough
country thoy weroe driven baek, with the loso of moro than two
nundrod, But Xonophon knows nothing about Lyaandor'a bd@wss ;
he glvos n6 numbers of the Oparvan slein, and has no infofmation
about thoe épocial réaadh ( clven by Plutarch ) for the cagor and
rash pursult of tho Spartans by somo of the Thebans, whose good
felth was in doubt and who wero anxious to clear themselves of

‘thic charge.

= B R S =S - S S Uy . SOk UL SN L Lo SN S R )
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X1V, 61, 1-2. *Hellenica, 111, 5, 19 - 20.

3 Was this thoe camo soothsayor o8 the Aglas, monbtloned by Pausanias
(%,9,7 ) as having & statuc orectod to himsclf at Delphi ? Or was
it perhaps onc of the ephors sent to dupcrintond Lysander; we
knowy that port of the. functiono of tho cplioruto waw to watch the
hoavens ard act as aptrologors ( ef. Glcoro, De Div., 1, 43, 96;
Plut.,, Glooum,, Vll;;Pgugugigm,ﬁvg¢,26,l; cf. H.Tichell,Uparta,p.1X



- Agaln, it qéems likely that Plutarch's péincipal gource
1s'Th¢Opombu85 ucing Koﬂophon.- But it 1s cortaln thdﬁ-Plutarch
supplenented his eourco vith many odditlionel detalls vhich he
- ey well have found In thg.local rocords of Hallartus. -Apart
fronm paragrdphs T - 9, wvhers tho tradition sooma.fo be  oral,
thore 1is much information in this chapper of an eyo-wiﬁncaa_
nature, wvhich is only;to be cxpeoted. Holiartus was not much
more than twenty milés from Chaeronca, whers Plutarch was writing-
his Livec, and the town would undoubtodly cho;ish ita recopds
about tho last fisght in vhich the famous Lysander was engaged
and porished - to the credit of the Helilartians.

Almost all the information pecullar to Plutarch is local,
ard may hivo bcon galnod {rom Haliartiane thomsolveé by Plutarch,
rather'thah through his principai gource, Theopompus. Thig
locol informotion includes ohe plundoring of Lobadela by Lysandor,
the interception by the Yhebans of Lysandei's diepatch to
Paucanias, tho threo apecifilc roferencea.tﬁ tho tﬂﬁﬁi tho dotailed
-account of tho troop—movementﬁ of ths Thebans ing ido ahd-outgido
the town of Hgliartua, the meption of Lydandaer's soothsayer o8
boing killed with him, the numbers of tho slain ( @épecially %he
high numbors of the Unertans - a thousand ), amd tho knovlcdge of

a body of Thobans who throw away thoir lives for honour's acka,
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Polybiua ( %L1, 27, 4 ) secma %o sudvout that many towns had the ir
oiml librarics or colloctlong of records end docuuento;
ef. E.A.Parsgons, The Alexandrian Library, London, 1952, pp. 16 ff.

Z-LYBandOX‘, X.XVlll, 3: 5[- ‘7{41,’“ ’ }QV‘VIll 5: i?(zfsc i-?p‘c.a"rav v?vov,‘
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since thoy hed beon acouded of favouriug Jpertar

All this information ( with much of choptor XHIR &ldo )
testifics to o local s,our'oo., for it dooecribos the engagomont
from a “hoban viowpoint.

lof. also,'l‘..ysander, XXX, 9, where similar local information

possece on. the name of the man of Hallartus vho actually killed
Lyoonder in the fight; ho, no doubt, would be honourcd for all
time In hile native towun. '

* Bepocially, XXX, O - 12.
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CHAPFER XX1X

The groater part of this chapter 18 peculiar to
Plutarch. He describes tho arfival of‘Pausaniaﬁ at Haliartua,
on roceipt of the tidingé of the disastor, and his disagroemont
with the Bparten ' oldere ' about the advisabilliy of making
a truce with the Thobans. The.truco ves made with tho Thobano;
‘and tne body of Lyeonder was recﬁvored and buriod'just boyond
the bordors of Bocotia.

Thore follows an ancedote, 1lllustrated by en oracle,
about tho daoath of Lysander - with an alternative interproctation
of thd oracle, and then o furthor oraclc about tho battlé of
Haiia?tuc. Tho informetion given in those paragraphs'ia only

%o bo found in Plutarch.

Plutarch ropeats his information about Pausanias'
&
encampriont at Plateca, and degeribod how the Operten Xing
raceived the tidings of the disaster as ho was woving from

Plataca to @hospiae,_anﬂ haotoncd on to Holiortug.

. _
XXlX, 5 - 120
% of. Lyoendor, XAW1ll, 3.
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XonOphon'&oeﬂ not tell us ox&ctiy acra ?auaanias had
oricampdd. e hoor thet ho was ot Togea in Arcadidf;anﬁ Yhon
appoarcd at Hallartus aftor the battle. Nor does Xkenophon '
mont lon the arrival of Thrasybulus from Thobes, as docs Pldtarch;
bo morely states that Athenian tr00pé arrived et ilal iartus onc

day aftcr Peusanles, and tvo days aftor the battle.

It eeoms very likely from theso paragraphs that Plutarch'e
‘source sot out o blackon the character of Pausanias ; for, ,
according to Plutarch, whon Pausanias intonded to ask for tke
bodieco of the dead undor a truce, tho Spartan ! cldqrs !
objoctod.and urged the king to rocover the body of Lysander
by force of arms - 1f they were unsuccossful in o battle,
" 1% would be & @glorious thing to lile dead with their goneoral ﬁ.
But Pausaniag doterminod to ask for a trucoe for Lwo reausons:

l-) It would bo diffioult.to conguer tho.?hcbans, now
" flqehod with victory “,‘

2 ) Lysandor's body lay ncar tho fortificationo; g0 that,
cven 1if thoy werc éucobsuful ohough to epproach the
wells of Hallartue, thoy could not oven thon retriove
tho‘bq@y without proaumably copturing tho town.

Xcnophon's account 1g quito differong; he knows nothing

about any discussions botwoen Pausanias and hig adviscrs, ond

'Hellonica, 111, 5, 2 - 22, LHollenica, IZE, 5, T.
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-hé_ ko0 16 cloar that bio Oporten klag and hio uilitary
collééguos had q@bsténtial reasons for:requiring 2 truce.

‘Hé cayd that Pausaniao calleod togother all his 6fficers and
doliberatod vhether to fight it out or to avk for tho bodiosg

of the slain under & trucc. They all agrecd to ask for a truce
for thosee reasons: | | | _ A

1) Lysander was dcad and his arﬁy dofaatod ond.
dispcraeed, | 7 '

2 ) Tho Corinthiens had boen unwilling to support
the Spartans in this Bocotian venturc, and
thoso allied troopﬂvﬁhich Pousaniae had with
“himn ygere not enthusiastic,

3 ) The enemy‘s cavalry wero superdor to their
own,' .

4 ) " Kopt of a2l " ( and in this point alone
XénOphon asroos with Pluterch ), tho deoead lay
beonocoth tho wallsg, and evon 1f tho Opartans worg
succegeful in an ¢cngagement, it would not bo
cany to take up the bodles becausc of tho guards
on the walls of Hal iartus. _ |

Xonophon also adds that tho'Thebans were unwilliﬁg Yo

agrec to a truce unless the Spartans ovacuatocd Bosotia,

This paragraph 18 peculiar to Plutarch. A0 soon ao the
Spartans had ovacuated Bogotla, they buricd tho body of Lyscandor

juot within the borders of Phocls, in the torrivory of thoir
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allies, the Panopcans, " wacre hio ménumon% now stands, by
the road ioading from Dolphi to Ghacronca ".

This Panopeua‘lics on the borders of Boeotia and
Phocis, twenty stadce from Chaeroneaf Paueaniaa3eays that
.tha tomb of Lysander 1s in Heliartug; bub Plutaroh no douﬁt
indicataos, by hils use of tho word vov , that Lysandor's
gpulchrg - or what purported to be his tomb - lying so close
to his native Ghaerbnqa, wves . 8%ill to be seen-in;hié day; and

Plutarch would cervainly havo visitoed ths place.

There foilows en anacdote, leading up to the inter-
pretation of an oracle alleged to have bocn glven to Lysandor.
Plutarch says that whilc the Spartans weré encamped at Panopeus
in Phocis,'a certain Phoclan who had taken part in the fighting
outslde Haliartus was fecounting tho story to a fgllow-Phoclan,
vheon a Opartan from Pousanias' forces heard'him 8oy that
Lysandor hed bacn killed shortly after crosulng the ' Hoplites '.
Tho Gpartan inquired the mea.hing of ' Hoplites ', to bs told
that 1t was e river flowing past Hallartus. Uherqupon, the
Spértan in great grief gaild that man could not escapc hio

dostiny, for thus tkho fate of Lysander had been foretold to him

R e

'Ga11cd $avwres by Thuoydides ( 1V, 89, 1 ) and Strabo ( 1X, 423 ),
in tho digtrict of Sewews ( Thucy., 1V, 76, 3 }; but roferrcd to
ag ' Panopcous ' by Homer ( Ilied 11, 520; RV1l, 307: Odyeamey X1,
581 ), and Pausanlas ( X, 4, 1 ).

+ ¢cf. Pausanlaes, X, 4, 1.

3 1x, 32, 5.
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in an'oraclgz | ; , - » ,

: ‘og_\cqv xehotSovva  Pulafoalut co sctboves
v78 e Bpascay®: Esov S keor mtu’v_rc&pv 7orym,

A strcom nomed the ! Hoplitbs ' near Holiartus 1is
othorwise not known; Pausanias;refers to the rivor Lophis
( &v 7 ﬁxm?n% ),‘which flows into Lake Uopals. The Lophia
and the Hoplifos may be one and the same stream, Pausanias
gilving the name by which.it was known 1in his day. - But
Plutarch is not himself sure about this river, for he quotces
an alternaﬁivo, and moré rcasonablao, intofpretation.of the
oraclé{ vhore the word ' hoplites ' must be interpreted as
Indlcating the soldier Trom Haliartus who kllled Lysandorf‘

The anocdete about the Phocian is péesed on by

Piutarch, for what 1t is worth, without refercnce to any

s
authority, amd without the cxpression of Plutarch's own vieus

‘about 1ts reliability. Dut he scems to Suggost that the

appiication of the word ' Hoplites ' to a river near Hallartus

is probably unlikely.

Plutarch proccads to explain that some wrlters say
that the Hoplites is a winter torrent ncar Coronea, whioch joins

6 .
the Philerus; this torrent, formerly called tho ' Hoplieso ',

'of, Plutarch, De Pyth. Orec., 408 i - B.
> 1%, 33, 3. 3 Lyoander, (X, 8 - 9.

* In tnis caeG, ths Wword xeldSorra ( an Epic word ) must bs translated

i

by " shouting " or Y raleing a-cry of victory ".

sLyaandkor, AKX, He Ae'fz",u.

¢ Teubner: é?ae'ldear.
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woe ealled tho ' Ieomantus ' in Plutarch's day. - Pherefore,

gugpeaty Pigtérch,‘the'fbrméf inﬁerpfatation of'tho oracla ig
& false ono.'It is more;reaéonable tb asaume, that the oragle
reforred to the soldicr of Haliartus who killed Ljﬂaﬁder'in
tho fight, and vas uwcaring the emblem of a dfagon ﬁpon-hie
8hield. |

A8 in chapter xIV11ll, much of the information hore 1d
local; and Pluﬁarch_was, of coursae, familiar with the namos
of the streams in the neighbourhocd of his birthplace, and
with any storiecs and legends associated with, or attachcod to,
vhem, '_

The name of MNceochoiuag, the xillor of Lysander, with
the detalls of his ghilcld-emblem, was probably to bo‘found in
the oral or written traditlons of Heliartus; and it 1o perhaps

likely that Lysander's oracle was known and quotaed locally.

While Plutarch 1g mentioning Lysander's oracle and 1ts
posoible'1nterprdtationo, ho is reminded of an oracla which
thao Thobans also roéoived, and which could ba inﬁorbretod in
terms of the battlec of Dollumz( 424 8,C. ), in which Fho
Bocotians woro successful, or of the battla of liallartus, in

which Bogotla fought and @efeoatod her former ally, Sparta.

! Paueanias ( 1X, 34 5 ). naltgs reforence to the river Phalarug
noar Coironed. he suell uvbream, tho Hoplias, was probably a
tributary of tho Phalevus, and, in Plutarch'c oun opinion ( or so
it scome ), kad no conncction WIth thio oracle about tho fat@ of
Lysander. .

+ of. PThucydideas, 1v, 89 - 90.
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}1utareh sayu that tﬁiﬁ oraclo a0 civen to tho Thebansg,
'ouring the Peloponnosian h&r at thno sanctuary 6&f Iamenua’

Pauhanias tells us that thoro was a ‘hill sacred to-
Apollo near theo city of Theobed, by walch flowed the river
Ismonus; and 1t io made clear by earliér writers that thbre
wes a tewmple of Appllo on this hill-- posaibly & colony from
that at Delphi, for Ismenus was one of the sone of-Apollo?

Appérently an oracle was given to the Thaebans at thig
gsanctuary, which was intorpreted as applylng to the two
invasions of Boootla Dy enemies. After quoting the oracle,
Pilutarch 1nterpréts parts §f it |

: Coxuridv Taglubo Alwos uupdnebsr Eomelor

wet Adgoy BexuhSpv, B ZhSagf eSmre Aeviier.

The border, says Plutarch, means the pafts qf Bogotia
around Dellum to tho north cast, bordering on dAttlica;
' Orchalidce ' 1s the hilly country to the south of Lake
Gopais, from Hel iartus dp to Mount Hollcon. . Plutarch
adde that ' Orchalldes ' was called ' Wox-hill ' ( Adelieces )
in his day. |

'Lyaancier, XX, 10: v 'lsl.yw'«: 3 ev ’/;(,7.”@«')? ( ‘Pcubner ).
> 1, 10, 2.

4 Plndar ¢ Pyth,, X1, 1 - 10 ) cells on the Theban heroince, Bcmelo,
Ino ILoucothca and Alcemone, ©o come to tho templo honourdd by '
Apollo eng celled by him the ' Ieamenian shrine ', tho acat of
truthful oraclen (Ypsviev SBvaxfv, UUaden .um’w @ ), Horodotus also
( 1, 92; ¥, 59; ¥1ll, 134 ftreforu o tho temple of Iﬂmenian
Apollo noar Lhobas, cf also, bophoelos, 0.T., 2L %r’ ﬂv¢v~ ve

[..rvra’u dﬁ‘o&...
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A;thoﬁsh it may be ésuumod that 8 oertain.amount of
information in this chaptor was talwn by Plutarch from his
souﬁcé Pheoporpus ( who may, in fact, havc had llttle time for
the Bpartan king, Pausanias, and was glad enough to ascribe to.
him reaponsibility for the death of Lysander, and the dishonour-"
able truce made with the Thebans ), yot 1t is certain that the
groater pert of the chapter 1s the result of local information.
Theopompus may have boaon famlliar with the anccdote about the
Phocian and the Bpartan, amd he may have recéfded that Lysander
had recelved an oracle about his own death; for the words of the
Spartan soldier do nof roflect such oredit upon the “hebans foé
thelr good flght as one would expect.from an anecdoto of Theban
originf But if Plutarch found the oraclo qubﬁed in Theoponpua,
he obviously made local inquiries about the names of tho-rivers,
and fourd a traditilon etill surviving about Neochorus of Hallartus
and his dragon-cmblazoned shicld. Tho 1ést threaq panagraphﬂ
of the chaptor can hardly have boen culled from hib-principal

gource.,

'of. Lyeander, XXX, 1.
zLysander, XX1X, T: ﬁf(—wrro'v Esrey {(vﬂ(ouir-‘%; e rﬁﬁpuf‘s’wv.

3 Nor do tho words of tho oracla, " an sarth-born dragon craftily
coming behind you ", suggest & Thoban origin; they are nob

compl imontary to Thoban fighters. Unlosg Plutargh had availablo
a colloction of oreclcs relative to Beceotla, onc mugt asjume that
this oracle came to him from a Spartan or pro-Spartan sourco; it
vas not Xenophon, and may bthereofore heve boen Lheopompus.
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CHAFTHR XX

The lact chapter of the blography 1s somevhat scrappy
and disconnected, .and may be divided into four distinet parts.
Plutarch records the oxile of Pausdanias from Bparta on the
ground that nls failure to give Lysdnder adequate nilitary |
éupport lod to his death; ho then. affirme that the excollenco
- of Lycander's charactor was mede more clear by his poveriy at
death; gnﬂ.adds, as 1if to offset this complimgnbary pilcture,
the discovory_in Lysander's houss after his death of a troasonabla
pamphlcot advocating the dissolution of the hereditary kingship;
and tho chapter concludes with a refoeronce to the honours ( ? )
paid ﬂ& the authoritivg to the momory of Lysender after his

death, and & description of the Spartan laws governing mairiage.

Plutarch says thet the Spartan authoritics wore so
indignant with Paucaniag for his respondibility in the death
of Lycander that thoy summoned him to Sparta.for trial for his
lifo; but he flo@ to Tegaoa, whore he dpent tho romainder of his
lifo as & suppliant in the sanciuwary of Athona.

Apperontly, Plutarch only knows ( or is only intorgstod

in ) thie onc chargoe agalnst Pausanies.



ACﬂOPﬂOﬁ s'aocount 1o nuch nora dotailod, e m¢£os
it clear thgt Phuaaniaa.waa triod for hio 1ifo on the following
charges: ' | |
1) Ho arrived lato at laliartus, although an agrecd
dato had boon decided upon by Lysander and hineclf,
2 ) He rccovcrod the bodies of the glain by & trucc,
‘and not by a battle, .
3 ) He had allowad the Athenian democrats to éaoupe
when thoy ﬁoro'in hig power in thn'Piraousf
%4 ) He was not presgent in Bparta to stend hie trial.
‘He was-thefefore condomnod to déath, but had alrcady flod to
Tegeca, where ho eventually dicd of disease. | '
Plutarch ( or hls sourco ) séems to be only interested
in the ohargo rogpaocting Lysandcr's death before Haliﬁrtus,
elthouzh ono must not assumeqthat.Th@opompua did not quote in
hig éccount all theo accusatidna againet Pausanies. It 13 vory
likeoly that Plutvarch seleeted this ong charge, oithgr bacgusg
1t was emphasised by Thoopompugd, 0r because Plutardh might havc
folt that 1t would bho irroclovant to incorporatc all tho
accueetions against Pausenias in a bilography of Lysander,
it seoms posslble that ThQOPOﬁpus ( and it 1is likoly that Plutarch

ig 8t1ll following his narrative ) had little good %o eay of

'Hollenica, Iil, 5, 25.

2.cf' Lysonder, (1, 5 -.06; Pousanlag ( Lil, 5 2 ) to0lls ue that
the Oporton Rking had alroadj hcen trlcd for this la 403 B.C.,
and acquitted

3 o2, Judtin, V1, &, T; Dio&orua ( v, 89, 1, sayo: tynehovpeves & ran

: v
oNeraNh Cduvayv,



Péusanias, although thﬁ;roaﬁon is obscuro; unlesc 1t vas that
Pausaniaes openly showed his Jcalousy of Lysander - the bettor
Spartan, -in the opinion 6f the lsocratean. At any ratq,'it is
gignificant that on gacn-ocCaéion oﬁ ﬁhieh Pausaniéa is montioneé
in ths Life of Lysando} ( in chaptera which may nerhape be |
éttributod tQ>Tthpbmpua ) something is recorded to his
détriment,jani usually to the credit of Lysanderj
' Pausaniaszconfirms ﬁhat Plutérch pays about tho

Gpartén king's oxlle 1in Togea a8 a suppllant in tho shrine of
Athena; as doés Strabd{.who allegcs that, after Pasusanias had

becn banicned becaueo of tho'hgtrdd of tho Eurypoatids ( himoelf

being of the house of tho Agiado ), whilo in exile in Tosmee ho
preparcd a Aéyas on tho Laws‘bf.Lycurgus, who belonged to. the

house which banisghed Pausanias.

fHoro Plutarch, in words of unmixed praise,_makos a
reforence to tho Rpevy of Lyaandef? gaying that the discovery
that Lysandor dicd 8 poor man - degplte his many opportunitics
of amasaing porsonal wealin - mode his excellencormo:e apparentu
to all.

Plutarch attributes this statoment to Thoopompus; and

s
Grenfell amd Hunti couple Plutarch's guotation from Theopompuo

! of. Lysander, XWl, 5 - T; JUIV1ll, 6; XX1X, 2 - 3; WK, 1.
*{3, 5 6. ®vii1, 366.¢.

“ of. Lysandor, i, 1 - 2; X1, 12 ; XX1, 7.

S G. & H., 21 b; F.H.G.,1, p. 281, 22; F.Qr.k.,01 B, p.606, 333.
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with a.quotatlon ffom Thqop@épuo in Athenaquﬂ! who refors his
quotation from Theq§oﬁpﬁé to tho Tonth Book of the follonlca.
Bgt'it io vory iikely that Plutarch's eavlier quotationézfrom
Eheopbmpuc ( which are guite clpée in language to the quotétion
found in Athenscus ) were from tho Tonth Dook of %ho Hellenioa,
whilé thess conbluding references of Plutarch whlch ho attributes
to Theopompugo may in fact be from & lator 35ook of the Hoilonica,
wvhere ThQOpoﬁpue ig wwiving a-post-mortem cvaluation of the
Sperten admiral. %he Hollenicd, in twelve books, covored a
peﬁiod of 8cventeen years{ from Cynooocoma, 411 B.C., to Cnidug,
394 3.G., and the death of Lysander would probably be racorded
in the last hoolk,

Plutarch then pd?ses an-intoreating commont upon nhis
_principal source - & comment which may porhaps oxplain and
account for the uncecmplimontary picture of Pausenias glven in
this biography ! " Thoopompus-is more to bo trusted ", sayo
Plutafch, " yhen he proiscs than when hé blamog; fLor h@ takes
more plcasure in blaming than in pralsing ".

. T"his weaknoas of Thoopompus is well attested by other
writorq;’who had nis works available, and has beoh condidered

in detall in the Lifc of Nlocias.

'®11, 523 8 - G. 2 yeendor, (3, 2 - 4.
3 of. vicdorus, X1V, 84, 7. '

“4cf. Polybiusg, V1i, 11 - 13; X1ll, 25: DNopos, Alciblades, Xl:
Dion. Hall., ip. ad Pomp., V¥1l: cuc.,
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Qoctions 3 - 5 of thio cnaptdr,'Which deoal vwith the finding
. ‘ , o l
in Lydandor's house after hise doath of & treasonablo spoech,

will ‘bo ozeiined under the hoading of the ' Hostile Soutca *

ler. Lysander, XK1V, - XXV1, vhoro Plutarch is describiag in
dotall the alloged plot of Lyzandor to ovorthrow the

constitutional dyarchy of Oparta, and subgtlitute an clootive

“dyerchy in 1ts placc; nc concluded chapior XVl with tho

worda, "™ This was not found out while Lysander was alivo, but
only aftor hie doath *.
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plutarch O&ﬁo>?hét}'doﬁpiﬁo'tbb'diﬁcavbry 07 %hlo
trduﬂonabld apoeéh, tho‘Spartqno honoured Lyéander greatly
aftor his death. Dut, ouriously emough, Plutarch tolls ue
of no gpecific honour pald toijsaﬁdor’s mdmory, but meraly
rofers ﬂo a fino_lovied upon two SBpartans who dishonoured their
engasemnont to,Lysander’s daugnters when they diaqovorod-that-
he had left no fortune behind him. “They_woro fined, saye
Plutarca, because thoy courtoed Lyaéndor when théy thought that
ho Wés rich; but whan.his povarty showed him to be just and good,
they forsook him. Plutarch thon adds that there wao at Operta
o ponalty for no marriage, for a lato marriago,-ana for a bad
marriage- and the lost was defined ay a_marriagh with wealthy
instcad of with &yelor and’dkdk ; " such, theh, are tho
accounts we have found given of Lysander ™.
| The anccdotc about Lycandor's daughtorc ie rocordod
elsowhorolby Plutarch, in very similar worde, @xcept thab
I;J.utqrch thore statco oxplicilily ‘tha,“c, it wao the ophors who
fincd tho two mon.
Aellan_ﬁeils the same story twico, but refers only to
one’ suitor and one daughtor, applying the story to Lyeander's
' 3

2
daughtor, and also referring it to the daughter of Aristides.

'Apdph. Lac., 230 A.
‘v.d., V1, &

3y.4., X, B5; cf. Plutarch, Aristides, IZ 1, and JiV1l, 1, whorc
Plutarch gays that tho doughters of Aristides romained unmerried
Yor a long timc bocaude of tho poverty of thelr fathor, until
tho state financod their ospousals; cf. algo, Nepoo, Aristides,
IIl, 3: " quo factum oot ui Tillaw cius publice alerentur ot
do communi aorairio dotibuu datlia collocarcatur v,
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quﬁarch_makqa-it cloar'that>LyQurgu9'forbado the
giving of dovrice; and this porheps suggésts that the sultors
of Lysander's daughters were fined by.theﬂqphors for arranging
thoir marriages in thq hbpes of a large doﬁry; but 1if ihét vere
-so, it-would'hardly be conferring an honour upon the dead |
Lysander to make sure that one of Lycurgus' marriage laws was
Q&rfied out. In fact, 1£.aeema unlikely that this laéa |
agalnst dovrles over existed im Sparta, for éertainly in latdr
timeé dowry-hunt ing baéame & sarious scandal. Ih any casa,.
Pluterch's words arc excéption&lly-vague; he refers to a law
at Bparta allowing a ponalty for no marriage or & latc marriage
or a bad marriage ( i.e. seekigg‘tb merry the daughters of the
wealthy rather than the daughtors of the noble ), and his
imﬁlication i that the sultors of Lysander's daughters cama
under the penalty for the last offence.
pollux’te stifios to this Spartan law agalnet bachelors;
ag does Ariston of-Ghiog- and both in whrdo which‘suggest that
they are indebted for their information to the sams ulﬁimate
sourco as Plutarch. But iﬁ is quite impdssible to do more than
" gucas at the aource.-~The Spartan authorities were well awaro
of the dengore of a diminishing biftharat@ and thorofore offorcd

special privileges to the fathers of sons, a8 they eppliod

! Apoph. Lac., 227 F; cf. Justin, 1:1_1, 3, 8: " virgines sine doto
nuberc iusoit ".

Qnom., lll, }-}8 and V111, 40 f‘uv fo us -‘y-z.uv J‘:u’-u ,.oxsq,s~ s o¢:y~?

nakoy-tluw

3 4pud gtob. Flor., LXV1l, 16: émpmm vepres maveer Sopins v v el

’
’

.!,v-e{«uv Pyv Etvfpfczr an,..,,g: rgv -7:'/7?,; “-u '
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Opecial pcnaltios arnd inoulte to aaeholora ©¥ obthere who
mafriod late. Roferanoos to this are qulte AURMOY'ous, altnough
all in late'agthora.

Aristotlélhas a great deal to say aboutb Upartan ﬁomen,
of whom he disapproves, thair leury, wealth and position in
merrilege. He may well have éddod clpowhere to the litile
informatlon he givea'in the Politics bout Bpartan marriage
lawg and customs. Perneps Plutarcn iﬂ drawing this inform- -

K
ation from ThQOpompus, vho found it in Aristotlo.

e, R I g ST — e oy e

’c;. Plutarch, Lycurgus, iY; De Amor. Prob., Ll Aoliun, V.l.,

Vl, 6: Pollux, Onoil., Vlll "0 ote.
*pol., Ii, 1269 B - 1270 A.

3 Ag sooms to be the case in Lysander, X¥1ll, 5 ( vhere Aristotle's
information, also found in Pollux, is probably passod on to
Plutarch via Thoopompus ), and in Lysgndor, 11, 5 ( where
Pluterch may have teken over the quotation fronm AriUtotle's
Problome from his sourco ).
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"It hes beon noted that in the norreblvo scotions of
hia Lifo of Lysander Plutarch scems to supply informa%ioa
which is largely token from the Hollenica of Xonophon. Dut
there arc also certain omiasiono of material of Interest
from Xenophon, and very conglderable ad.ditions to tho
Xenophontic material. Theso additlons socem to supply tho
material waich glves thae favourablo portrailturc of'Lysandof;
thoy have affinitises with tho Greek cities of Ionia; they are
genorally pro-Gparten and anti-Porsian, and it seemé'reasonable
onough to assuma .that they arc taken from tho Helleniea of
Thoopompua.' Now we know 1ittlo more about the Hellonica
of Thoppompus than that, in twelve books, it commencod writh
the year 411 13.C. ( wherco the history of Thucydidoa breeks off ),
and concluded with the battle of Gnidus in 394 B.Q: .No.dqubt
it was but a fragment of an undertaking origlaslly designod on
& more comprehonoive scalo, for:tho battle of Cnidus could
hardly have been-adoptqd by & writer like Theopompus to conclude
his historical treatidq. Polybiudltells us that Theopompus
had originally contcmplated & work of greater extont under tho
title of Hellenica, and the cause of his change of plan was the
impression'made upon him by the achievemohts of Philip of lacedon

and his desire to make Philip's 1life the.contre of a great

———— e

! ' .
Diodorus, X1V, 84, 7.
% y111, 9 - 12.



hiatérieal compilaﬁlon. A-Dut,_ad Enilip of Macedon dominated
the pericd cover@ by fhe-PhiLippiea of Th00pompﬁq, 80O
Lyoandor of Oparta dominatcd the poriod covored Dﬁjths wauch
éhortar work, the Hellonlca. It 1ia, thoroforo,.most uﬁlikely
thot Plutarch would £ail to make reforonmee to this work of
history, which probably had very much more o oay about.
Lysandor end his achlevoments than hae tho Hollonica of
Xenophon, which covors a much longor period of history.

Our cxamination of thnc narrativo soctions of tho Life
of Lysendoy sugéosta that Thoopompus suppl led much of the
naterial. But did Plutarch usg donophon and Yhcopompus -
gide by side and both at first“hand é $his seqma unlikely,
for 1% is certain that the Hellenica of Thoopompus vas 1t8elf
based upon Xcnophon's work; at any rate, thopompus ig allegod
to have beon gullty of plagieriom ant to haﬁo coplod ienophon
oxtonsivolyf- Plutarch may not havo‘ﬁeen awvare of thig; but
tho fo}lowlmg congldorations malke 1t ssem likely that the
bilographer used his Ehebpompua at first hend ond was indebted
to fheopompus Tor the Xonophontic materiel which 1s incorporated

Into the Lifc:

-~

1 )} Although an ergument from silenco is inevitebly weak,
. yet nelthor in tho Lysander nor elsevherc dogs Plutarch refedr
to Jlenophon by name in circumstances in which we can identify

& roforence to the Hollonica of Xonophon.-

—— - — —_ - U, - el il mmme ammeme e s np o sxeie  zonm
T — DTl Sl e TS TTIaTEmEITE e,

Vot Pofphyrius ap. Lueeb., Pracp. H¥vang., &, 465, B - ¢ ;
G. & He, fr. 23, -
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2 ) 2ho narrative cechklons of tho Lifo contain & whoior
nasd of material‘which'is intorwoven into tho Henophontic
material. All this informatlon seoms ' Lheopompan.', and
containe details which are partly irrclevant to a life of
Lycandeyr, but which cah be 6xplaihed naturally if 'onc assumcs -
that Plutarch is follbwlng a'single historical auﬁhority,

from whom he 10 excorpting material about Lyéandcr‘s

achlevements.

Vo, II1, 3-4: additional informatlon about Hphesus;

Vi, 1,4,6-8: enlaroed portraiture of Callicratidas;

v111, 1—9. Lyaandor 8 masgacre at Miletus;

1%, 2: Lysander's suporintendencc of @yrua' gavrapy;

X,2: X1, 2 & 3: additional informatilon about Aogospovami - th£
gonding out of dispatch ships, ths hoisting of a bronze
snicld, Lysandor ipporson vieitlng & encouraging his troops

X1, 1l: the pipos & hymns of victory after Aogospot&ml,

X111, 2: description of Philocles' courage in faoing doath;

LV, 3 & &: capture of Bestog end restoration of Seciong:

T X1V,8: alternative, amd probably more accurate, version of
tho Upertan poece toermag;

AV,1l: preciec dGate of falle of Athens;-

AV,2: alleged violation by Athone of terms of troaty;

KV,?-G.,anechuo about Callibius, the (partan harmnost;

KV1l,2-4: story of Gylippus' groed and theft;

kkll 11l: quotatlion in full of the words of the oraclc abomt
a lame sovereignty at Oparta;

Xﬁlll 1: additional information about the sonding of letters
by Lysander to his friends in Ionia,

XX111, 11. appolntment of Lysander ag xeecoswivys H :

XW1l, 5-8: description of the Thoban counter-decrecs about
assisting Athenian refugecsd;

XXV11ll, 2-10: mece of additicnal information about tha
strategy of Lysander and Pausanles in Bogotia -
the capture of Lebadela, tho interception by the
Thebansg of & Sportan dispatch, the prosence of
Pausanles at Plataea;

KX1¥,1: the spoeific neming of ;hrasybulus & his arrival at
Haliartus ( Xen.Hell, I11,5,22, merely states that
Athenians arrived );

AXIX, 2-3: detalled.account of the disegreemont between
Pausanias and, the ephors about the advisabillty of

sk ing for & truce after Haliartus.




3 ) There 18 an anti-Persian flavour about the narrativa

which 1e hot'strohgly presont in Xanophon:

4 ) Thoro are two minor chronologileal différenQQSf_

5) Thexre are several instances in Plutarch where the biographor %
contradicte Xonophon and passes on a quite differont voraiog.

6 ) There are specific numbers mentioned by Plutarch which

are not found in Xenophon."

7 ) Thero are omiaciona of‘Xenqphontio matorial which would

have bocn of intorést to Plutarch.

o o e T T e ——
= - eSS R L SR

Leg,. Lysander, 1V,1: v1,&: ¥1,8: X011,1: XV1L, 3.

21X,3~-4: tha ravaging of Aegina and Salamis, amdl landlng at Attloa,

which Xeonophon, Hell.l1,2,9, puts just boforg the sioge of Abtheng;

H1lV¥,2: the capture of Jamos, whioch Plutarch dates hefore the fall -
of Atheng, but Xonophon, afterwards ( Hell. 1L, 3, G ).

3 1X,7: the ochergces against Philocles;
XV, 9-10: the estimate -of Theramencs;
XV, 5: the burning of ths Athcnlen flech; ’
X¥V1,L: the aailing of Lyesendor o Thrace after the fall of Athong;
R{,4: the jealoudy of both Gparten kings. .
# %,%: 2 or 3 ships sont out to reconnoitre: anophon (Holl.1d,1,24 )
ayo th@ 'ayiftest of his ehips'-
X1,10: 3000 callors captured at Acgospotomi: Xenophon glves no
nunbaira;
XAV¥111,11: 1000 Spartens and 300 Yhebans killed at Haliartua:
Xonophon cays that mors than 200 Yhebans diced ( 111,5,20 ).
¥ of. Hell. 11,2,3-4: the effect on the Athenians of the traglo
newa of AegOSpotami
Hell. 11,4,29: montion by Xenophon of Libya, brother of
Lysan&ar, as nauarch;
'Hell. 1I%,4,2: allogat lon of ulterilod motive in Lycander's
cncouragomont of Ageoilaus to campaign in Acia Minor ( " to
Yo gbore his decarchics " )
Prutarch ( XX, ) sccme to know of only one charge against
" Paupanlan after Hallartus; of course, this was the only
charge vhich aotually conqerned Lysander,
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”hose DOLnuS-OI difforonco go Boem to suggoso theﬁ
‘ Plutaroh wae usino him Lhoopopuﬂ at fiPSu hanp anc. orawlnr
his Lenopuonﬁic aterlol from the narratlvo of Thcoaoupus .
o1 . the two hiatoriana, ”hoonompus would mako tho groater app@al
to Elutarch the biogruphor; and ho would not need to supplement
his Theopompan naterial ( bagedp as 1t was, upon Renopuon ) *“-

roference to the Hellaenioca of HonOphon;"



PART 111. PRLUPARGE'G D105 OF LYLCARDER

Gootlon 2 TR {108% s S0ULAGk ( GChapters X111, 5 - ©:
- TAX = e TV, 2 - Xl WX, 3- 5. )

It has beon shown that the greater part of tho
Life of LycanGer was baoocd upon ono gontinuous narrative
source - a source whioh had mado use of tho Hollenilca of
. Xenophon, ahd which wau, on the whole, favourably.disPosad'
towvards tho ocause of Spérta and paftioularly well-inecl ined
tovardo her admiral, whose effortip had broughﬁ the
Peloponnosglan War to a suocgsaful conelusion. It ceens
Likeoly thet this source wvaas the Hellenlaea of Theopompug,
use@ by Plutarch at £irst hand, and supplomentod by
cccaslonal aneodotcs and*apophthégm@, which hed begn notcd
down:by Plutareh in carlier reading, or by his own specific
eyo-witnoss accounts of topographical or archacologloel
details, which principally concerned tho'Spartgn nonurmonta
at Delpal, or tho logends, folklorc and historicel rocords
of those parte of Bocobia ne ighbouring upon Chasroaca.
Thuo, tho Thoopompan scetions of the Life may be
identiflied as chaptors Il - X1: X111, 1 - 4: X1V - XVll,-l - 5
RXL, 2 - 7: WAL, 6 - KXV, 1@ XKKVIL - XVlll, G: RV1LL, 10 -
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zgcux, 4: and W, 1 - 2.
| Those geotlons of tho Life which appcear to Lo thﬁ
reoult of Plutarch's owm peroonal investigations, qtudios ang
refloxionn may be 1@enﬁifled an ohapters l: ( posoibly, V11, 5 -
6, and V111, 4 - 5 ) x1i: XvVi1, 6 - l;:'XVlll ( where tho '
Chronieclos of Duris of Qomos were parily used }: XV¥1ll, 7 - 9
W00LR,- 5 - 12: and XX, 6 - 8. |

On the vhole, it is true to say of these portions of
the Lifc that they are favourable towvards Lyca.n@of; thoy make
no attempt to donigraic hié characicr; and, if therc nad been
no further odditions to tho Lifo, then tho over-all porirait
- 0of Lysendor is véry fair and not unflattering. e 1o dopleted
as a loyal Ypartan, rolentless in battle againet tho onenmica
of his country, stern and almost accotioc in personal, character,
anbitious more'for hta city whan for himself, with 1ittlo
deolre for porsonal aggrandicement and no regerd for wcelth
or possossiond. Truo, ho wvag not universally populer, for ho
vao bound to have his enemies at Gparta ( the king Pausanias,
his jealous rival, and & body of ephors who wWore naturally
sugploious of his increasing nower and popularlity, and werc
cartailn vo be on tholr guard loot he beoome too groet for hig
posifion ); and tho Athoniano and thoir allice would haf@ly bBo
cxpecied to give wholcheoarted approval to onc who had dooiroyed
their'empire‘and undcormined thé domocratie govornmonte of theip
ova and allicd ciltioan, |

Lut, despite all thio, a vory fale picturc 1o given
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of Lysan&cr, ané one ﬁhat seeus to ring true %o history and
to r*aaon.

it 1. now necesmary to eraning and attompl %o
ldenvify a emall soction of tho Lifo of Lysaengor, which 1a
dorived froﬁ vhat may boat;be,déaoriba@ a8 tho M Hoctiie Gource ",
for it is a comploté antithoaln %o tho remainder of th@ Lire,
and it seems to insert into tho more cobor historical norrative
moxro suspiclous gopglp and doubﬁful ailé@aﬁiono of disédverios
mado emong the papors of Lycander after his deabh.

®hie hostlle wource aoncerms itsclf with four
important allegatlonas

' 1 ) That Lysander used hig position ap a Spartan
admirel to win péwar Tor himﬂ@lf, by appolnting his own
oroaturco to pooto of influengc and by uniting.tho clvies
of Asia lMinor and the lolands in loyalty to him Dy setiing up
decadarchicao; ‘.

2) ‘Phat Lyaandor 8 aruclty weo a bygwoird in the
clitieo of Greoco, Qﬂpeoially his treatmont of wWho pqoplead of
IZilatus and Thagod; _

3 ) Yhot the Porsian ocatrep, Pharnabazmm, wag ©o
qutragod by tho behaviour of Lyoandsry in ASia Minor thot ha
donounced him DY lotvier to tho Oparven euthoritios;

4 ) Thet Lysender, finding that his ambitious Spiris
could nevor be gatieficd o lonsg ag the Upartan form of
govornment remained unchanssd, took a numbér ot utopag, including

tho bribing of oraclcéd, to ovortarow tho horeditary kingship
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of the Bparteng, and subatituto an oleotivo dya*ony, but hig
plan, which waa digqoverod aftor nis Geath, oamo to nought.

ALl this lnformation_&ni all theso-allogaﬁlons arq
found in Plutarch's Lifc of Lyaa@dar and in Wepos' Life of
_Lyoandor: with such similarity both of ﬁaét and of 1nterpretation |
that it is obviouse that ?1uﬁarch and Noné draw upon tho oamo
gourco for thoir information. ior this reasom, it will bo
ngcéssary at thig stage 4o oxamime in full Nepou' Life of
Lysandor.

Pho ohort and blassed blogrophy of Nopos, with 1%
defective oooond chepter and its account of tho trick plgyed
" upon Lyeanaef.by Pharnabazuét 10n¢s 1tself roadily for comparison
with vhat Plutarch alseo weoorded, and with the rolevant passageas
in Diodorupo., It is ovident that Nepon' soursog, whoover he Bnay
have bacn, hed nothing good to fay about tho Gparton admivel, |
but was conaisgtontly abugive of him, refusing to é@knowlodg@
any virtuco in tho man and making no montion of his poverty,
his zoal for tho Opartan cause,or his courage in batile.

A brief rosumd of Nepoa' Liﬁe of Lysandoy gives ua
the folloving facta: ‘ |

CHAPTQL 1: Lysander ondod the powver of Athong and
won tho batilo of Aczoopotemi,not by the valour of his troops,

ut by the ' imwmodestie advorserioruwam ', thus gelining hig

D R R E T

'And alazo, to a vory much morc limiltod oxtent, in Diodorug; but
not &t oll in Jconophon. '

J‘Nopoq, Lyoander, V.
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reputation ' magils folioliato quam virtuie '. e wac lupudont
and ambitious oven taforc‘the battle; now, in tho jdy.bf nig |
sucgesa, he actod 1n such a vay Dy his cruelty and irresponoibility
'ub elus opera ln maxirum odium Graeciac Lacodaemonii pervenerint ",
Ho bLrought undor his'own'control-tho.oity-statés of Grecoe, |
although he pretcndod ' 1d se Lacedacmoniorum cauga facero ! 3
end ho melinbeined his own personal Supremacy by appointing in
every city-state ' docadarchics ', choscn frdm anong hig ouwn

friends.

Ghopter Ii: in this unfinished chopicr ono oxample ig
given of Lysander's crueliy and treacherous dealings - hio
- masgacre of the people of Thagos. Nopoad suggests thot thio ig
but one example among many which he will not quotq, ' nc d@'éodem
plura onumorandavdéfatigcmﬁs lootorcs '.

Chopter Xi:  The Spartan authorltics abolishned Lysander's

docadarchicc, ond therefore ( ' quo dolore inconauﬁ_' ) o
plotted to abolish the royul power at gperva. To do this, ho
attempted bribory upon the oracle of Apollo at Delphl, the
oraolc of Zcuo atb Dodona in Mpiruo, and the oraclo of Feus Ammon
in Libyd. Theoe attempts woro’roportod to tho Spartvans, and
Lycandor was® accuaoa but acqulivted. [vidence for hio corruption
vas found in & speoch diacovefed in nis houac, after hig death

et Halilartus. Ilc had hopod ( ' pecunia fidens ' ) that ho would

L R

ok, Nopos, Alciblades, V1ll, ' In co omat occupaiud ut bellum quam
diutisgimg ducorct, qued lpsis pecunia & rege suppcditebatur .... !
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- bo eleoeted to oupromo polck whén tho kings ﬁ@re.abolishod.

Chapter 1V: ~ Lysander was himeelf trappbd by & triok

played upon him by the Persian Pharnabazug. ' Ite ille imprudeong
ipoc suus fuld accuéatoy '; this 1s an obvious cage of ' tho
blter bit ', and Nepos rocounts tho sbory with no little
gatiofaction, as if he felt vhat the injustice and treachory
whigh mérked Lysander's vhole 1ife worc in the end appropriately
enough rowardcd;

These chapters of Nepos' Ljfo of Lysandor must now bo
examined in qler detail With.tho relovant chaptera of Plutarch

ond with the Ephoran tradition which is found in Dicdoiug.
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L4200 " LYV OF LSOAFDNR, CHAPIL 1

Menoo along ﬂuggosto.tbnt tho roputoation of Lyocander wad
gainod ! magislfoliaitaﬁo guom virﬁuté +, end ho draﬁg thio
inforenéo from tho fact thot Acjospotami waﬁ loot Dy tho

“ ' imnodootia ' of Athenien troopa rathor tﬁanby the courage
or ekill of the Uparton Yoreco and tholr commander. Wobt only
docs he doprociato.tho milivery okill of Lysanaor, but - ho
bolitﬁlqo also the ability of tho Opartans undoy hig command.

Pluta?éh’makoa reforencé to the bad gonoralship of tho
Atkhoniong and to thoir dangorous position on th&-chorsonosq;
Diodorgs? whosc account is very brilef, mordly states that tho
Athenion triremes hed not boon manncd whon the GCpertens arrived.
Thug, wvhile both Pluvarch and Dlodoxus imply that the Athonian
lecz of diseipline was ultimatoly reoﬁonaiblo for their defcat -
in the batile, noithor attrlbuics Lysander's roputation meorely
to. good-luckk; on tho cohtrary, Plutarch - who 1o using Theopompus
for his description of Acgodpotaml - asoribes the Opartan
victory to tho prudence and ability of Lysander.

HAG VICTORIA LYSANDER &LATUY, CUL ANTHA SEMPER F20T TOBUS
AUDAXQUL 1UIssnT, OIC OIRT INDULSIT UT BIUS OPERA IV MAXINUI ODIUM
GRANOIAY LACEDARIIONII PERVENERINT.

Plutarch cortainly refors to the ambitious spirit and wanton

(Plutarch, Lysandor, { & &l: hope Plutarch follows closely tho
accovnt of icnophon ( Hell. 11, 1, 20 - 30 }, eupoclally with
regerd Lo tho intorvortlon of Alcibiadecs and his offdr of servioe;
Hepos doos not hore refor to tho intervention of Alcibiadca, bub
he does wmontion 1t in his Lifo of Alell., (V1ll ), where his account
is cloge to that of Riocdorus. -

> %111, 10G, 3.
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bohaviour of Lysancei; bul Dlodorug ouly oncc mentions -

ST
Lysandor's ambiﬁiona in a pasgago whoro ho sceks w0 oxplailn
Lyocendor's conduct by his pasclon for suprome powey, and 8o -
brings forwvard %hé gtory of his attoﬁpts.tp'bvorihxow the
Heraclid kings by working the oraclea.,

Tho worde of Nepo# about the hatred felt. for the Opartang
by the rest of Grocce.are vory eiiilar to Plutarch's owa commoht,
" He gave the Grecks no worthy spocimen of Dparton xule “?

NIHID, ALIUD EOLITUD KET QUAL UT OJNFQ CIVITATAS IN OUA TENERET
POLESTATE, CUN ID DH LACEDABHON T0RUN CAUSA PACERE BIMULARIT.
Phis certainly seems to be the opinion of Plutarch also,
but Xphorus apparently seid nothing about Lysander secking to
gain power for himselL - on tho conurary, Diodorua assur@ﬂ ug
that all the actions of Lysander wore strictly im uccordanco
with the wishees of tho ephora. °
DECEM DELEGERAY IN UNAQUAGUE CIVITATE QUIEUS SUUM IiPERIUL
POLESTAVELQUE QINIUM RURUL COIR{ITTIRET. HORUM IN NUIMKRO IiENMO
ARMITTEBATUR, NIGI QU1 .... ZIUOC HOSYIT IO CONT INBREYLUR.
Pluterch also refers to the setting up of ' docadarchics'

by Lysendcy, and In very eimilar wordso to those uded here by

T

'o2. Plutarch, Lysander, V11, 5: XV1l), 4: XX, L, eta.
v, 13, 2.

SPluterch, Lysander, X111, T: vk amﬁxés +$iden vors L.Al7m &e-vyéa.: s A,
xe);;s
¢ Plut&ron LyGa,ndOI‘, Xlll, 0 ‘I'-t'rdo‘ﬂf‘va‘gccxévcx édﬁ?&v fyv 775 ‘:A}.qg.g 5?»(1‘45“"
and 7’?71, 2:_ Tall ﬁnu‘_ocq.fg y4s aoders ts.uexuv 5!4 Fravths .<€ r srota

P rag éspr % GAhLbes,
9 ¢ N € i
XAV, 13, 1 k«re v oln 3f’opaw yra,-dt'?v...
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Hopos makos nd'mohtion of ! hgrhoétﬂ T, Plutafthrdfers'
t0 onc exiost and ono dooadarchy left in cach eity;by Lycander;
waile Dicdorudgsays that, after tho potting up of the Thirty'

ot Adncne, Lysandor wa Ingtructod by the ephoid to a0t up

harmosto in all tho oitles taken over by the Gpartanc, for
tho Bparteans ™ wiahcdito govern these cltico Ly moans of

cligarchies, whon the domocraclos hod boen destroyed e,

Plut&rch, Lﬁae,ngeza, alll, 7': Erapeins ant §eviaus x-rf.-faé«e»n: e
I‘p-[y LTL Ao auezrav: irorem TVC;?S e mad xaldc ears .
of . ‘algc Plutarch, Lysander, V¥, 5, wherc - aftor Notium -
Lyconder 1lg deoscribked as colloeting togother likely uembors
of his future decaderchics, and soving in tholr minds the Seeds
of pro-fporten revolutlon. DRiodorus {( X111, 70, 4 ) is necarcor
to Pluterch, Lysandor, ¥, 5, than he is to Nopos he rofors %o
the formation of political clubs by Lysender, whiocn are lator
to bs usciul in dostroying democraqQy and in getting up forme
of governmont favourable to Lysandor. Dut Dicdorun plecos thig
bofore tho battle of Notium, and just after Lyoandor'g {irgt
mecting wibh Qyrua. He desoribos how Lysandor suumoncd o
UphQaug 7es Sreruedras , and of thom formed coclotico to Lo the
bacls of & govornment lotor subscrvient to him.

* Pldﬁaroh, Lysandor, X111, 5.

7 mv, 10, 1:
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H2POQ" FIFD OF LYOANDUR, CHAPFER il.

This incomplete ohaptér apparéntlj rofera_to;a-magsaére
by Lysondoy of Athenien pertisans at Thasos, aftor they had
becn lod by deedptlén Into a otate of.confidonce. It
commehecs with a statemont_of the suprome povor novw in the
handg of Lyscandoyr Dy eend of his decadarchions ( Ipq}ua auty
omnia gorobaﬁtur '), amd thén guotcs ane of several implied
oexamples of his cruclty and troachery.
| Plutarch, aftor éoscribing the composltion of the
decadorchios, tello his readers théﬁ Lysander " took pari
himself in many nassacros, driving out the onemigs of hig
frionds ": but without quoting a opecific example in thﬁt
chaptar. But, in two other chapteré? he records a very
eimilar trick on the part of Lycahder to dostroy the pro-
Athonian olemont ot liilotwao, folloving hls account of tho
1noident in the later cha@tcr with a roference to Pharnabazug'
hogvlillity towarde Lysander.

In Diodorusi who deacribos a massacre at lMilewus - but

not in connection with Lysandef_- thexe is no suggestion

Plutarch, Lysander, X111, 7.
:, ._

Plutaroh, Lysander, V111, 1 - 3 and X1X, 3 - 4.
5 %111, 104, 5.
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whatovdr of &my;éCPDOﬁﬁl hoﬂtiiiﬂé of‘PhaPﬁabaauc'ér;animosity
%o Lyeonder, alﬁhoﬁ@h:nioadr@a monti@né'tbag ﬁh& deomacrats of
Lilctus flea %o tho Perolon ootrap, wao rqceivdd them,kindly.
Pluturoh puts the responsiblllty for tis Lildoiaa
Rapsacre upon Lysgander, although'tho actual killing wao dbne
by the oligaréhs of [ilotuwg. Yhe nunberg of tho glain in
P]_ut_csrchl are eight hundred, é.nd in Diodorus threo hundfed; and
forty. ‘ |
Aport from the nemcs of the places ( Miletus in Plutarch,
and Thecoe in Nepoo ), thore are a fow similaritlcs Detwoon tho
two regords, but 1t is not noccesary 0 suppose bhat tho ineldonts
are idontiéal. For POlyaenuszﬁells us of a hassa@re of democrate
at Yhagos, arranged Dy Lysanddr; but he aloo rooordésa sinilor
instanca at kiiletus - end Nopoo hilmeself nayo, ' satis ¢st unem
rom excumpll gratla prororre no de codom plure enumerando dofetigemud
legtoroo ', as if he was avarc frbm his soured of the some deviog .
bo ing omployed by Lyé&n@or on more then one occgs}cn?

A8 hav boon npﬁod, Diodorus’ ment lons a mMassLCEd of
domocrate at Kilotus. Dut he does not actually lay tho recponsibill ity
upon Lysandor, although hc may be suggeéting that the massacio wéﬂ
indireotly the work of Lyscander, fof ho sendyicheo it botwoon the

grrival of Lyoander at Zvhoous where he wasg entrusted by Gyrﬁs

. O

'Plutarch, Lysandor, »lX, 3.

2’Gtraﬁ., 1, 45, 4 - thls account will be examined later.
3 gtrat., 1, 45, 1. | |

¥ of. Plutarch, Lysander, X111, T and M1X, 4.

* X111, 104, 5 - G.
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with e govornmont of Nip provincc and the colloctilas of
tagcg frow It ) and tho destruction by Lyodundor "of tlo Lo

ofyidaosfiﬁ Garia, with tho sl&ughtor-of eight)h@ndro@ of 1to

malo inhobltento, before his doparture for Attloa.

cf's Plutarch, Lysandor, 1X, 2...
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HEPOD‘LJEB LYCATDER, Ghﬂ? 3 ID

I2AGUE [T DECEIV I&mnu mm POLLOTATEN AB ILLO CONOT IZUTAN
SUGEULERUNE . -

AB tho ond of the sooohd_chapter ig miséing; we can bub

surnise that Wepos 1is oﬁggeeting that tho oruelty) froadhery
and high-handed pol 1cy of i;ys'a_ridef promplod th'o_ authoritioa
(.'HI ' - tho kings or éphora 2 ) ﬁg ond hig powor by putting
down the docadarchicg ot up by him,

Plutarch also mokes reforenco to tno attompts mado by the
Pparton kingg to abolish the deoadarohlee eatablishod by
Lyseandor; but ho ondd nis chapter vith the suggeotlon that any
intorforence by tho Lperten Limrs in the polioy of Lysander
vag not for tho ultiunte good of Lpearta, ond his last fey worda
about Lyoanderl( in é chaptof in vhich ho seoms %O B2 maﬂnly-
indobtod to Thoopompus for hia matoriul ) are ouloglotic
rethor then dofamatory. |

Diodoruﬁfin ore placc only sﬁggosts th&t'Pausaniae wao -

Jealous of Lysandor.

-QUO DOLOKA IWCENOUS lNII CONQILIA RECLS LACEDARINONIORUN TOLLIM.

Plutarch placos Lysandor's plot to abolish tho hcroditary

' Pingohip of @parta aftor his roturn from tho Holloapont, onragod

‘Pluteren, Lyvander, 3G, 2.

=|.Pll.l'i'aC!,‘.f‘(.)l’l, Lysander, 2;2;1, T ?7(?;3 vo ‘:? 5&'-:2,7‘7 'tv(-fql-av dﬂe‘;‘r_«s s?pn'r;’yarms.
Sme, 33. .

* Plutarch, Lyowndor, NIV, 2.



AL

and dincoufited by bHo troatmont bdﬁod'out“to'him'bj Agosileus;
'b@ﬁ,.althSu@h Flubarch ouggEeste that his angor ogoinot Agesilaug
inpollcd him o take Otops to carry out his plot, he admitc '
that tho plens of Lyocender wero " devisod end concoctod GORO
timo bofore ",

Diodorug puts tho plot aftor the death of Alcibiedos,

' .
end not long after the fall of Athong.
OID EENT IIBAT 1D 6% SINE OPE DEOLUL FACERE WON POUSE, QUOD:
LACEDAENONII OLINIA AD ORACULA IBFERRE CONUURRANE. '
2 3 '

Nopoa, Pluterch ond Diodorus all agree that Lysander
vas awaro that ho would have to play upon tho guperotitions
of his fellow-citizens first, o as to induce them to listcn
to his arguments for the abolition of the hereditary kingship.
PRIMUN DELPHICUM CORRUMPHRK FIT CONATUS, CUL IV WON POLUILGLHT,
DODONAL ADORAUS KBT, HINC QUOQUE REBULLOUS DIXIT 8ii VOTA BUSJERICUM,
QUAY TOVI HAIMTIONTI SOLVEIREY, LXISTINANG 88 AFROO FACILIUS CORRUPL-
Ukioli., HAC BPE CUL PROVACTUL HOOETY IN AFRICAX, IULTUL LU AWDRISRIWIIC
IOVIO FelSLLEIUNT. HAM NON OOLUM CORRULPI NON PCRUBLUNT, OFD BT IAIT
LiCGATOS LACHEDANLIONII! MICURUNT QUI LYOANDRUN ACCUSALENT, QUOD
BAGERDOTHS FANI CORLUIPEIE CONATUS HOSHT. ACCUSATUS HOC GRIMIVG
WOICULAUE ADBCOIUZUL SLNYEBNZIIY ..... :

Nopos, Plutarch amd Piodoius also agree about Lysander's

attomp%s to corrupt the priesfossod at Delphi and Dodona, and

the pricsts of Zeus Ammon in Qyrene. Their accounts are almost

/ . : . ’ ”
KAV, 13, 2: Swore tmr rafves (2. Ra td g e Gan) FegPovohuzrépeves Sievoecro
“arehugue gy tanw Hpxmherba fuclerar .
2 S . ——— . 3 ' .
Plutarch, Lysander, WiV, 2: <5 oifer cgfélycaé\pws r-:/-‘, yééa.. Beow pror
‘at Jﬂms‘cuf..we':- ieo sarldr;g.@ e '

3 le, 13, 3: Ou.te& Se weos /f-:.«ﬁé'-n[.uw’avx f,-clkrar-: varp [;-:'w'hr:wr i?poo‘t’ ovres ...

ﬁ';no?at;v .L-(,eu cu’a”.—cxov vees 1dates 62 o hoteg, 6{:‘;'2'5 .’::few v
) 7éhos V';‘r A‘pouf'fﬂ'w._.



iddnﬁiéqlf @Qﬁ,Plﬁﬁ&fch dont tong o cortaln Phereclas, who
unE Lyaaﬁdd?'s-go-bctrﬁéﬁ at Dodoaa. Diddoruslcdllo hié |
Phorocra%os - and then addo a dgtall of conmidorablo intorost
.which Plutarch would without doubt hage addod to hio biography
if ho hnd known of it. The Ephoran tradition apparontly
contained tho story that Lysander hopod to be able to influence
& local chieftain et Ammon, namod Libys, who ﬁaala‘fami;y friend,’
and aftor whom Lysander's brothor had bson namdd Libys.

Nepoa,.?lutaroh and Dlodorus all agrge.about Lysandaor's
acquittal aftor the.aécusations lovied against him by tho
priocusta of Qyronc.

Nopoa, Plutarch and Diodoius place Lysandar's doath
noxt in chronological soquence, Nopos maklng the briofest
mnbvion of his doath at Hel lartus.

Pluc.arch, Lysander, EQCV j~ "?p opes (m ol P 6w a..-m =.fs f»r 7e Fubrev
?74..; 5’;.:/9;,;;: il s AedBesrr Bs wibrs Lruiwifur Sk gq_vsle(@w: oy,
el Vol « v - oo
In Lyﬂandor, 2, 6 - 8, Plutarch docs give tne oth@r roason for
Lysandor's visid to Libya, 7y O Picue Busins Zs elfaco Aps mw &ychven
suggost ing thore that hie visit to Cyrenc was an oxcuse to get
avoy from Bparta and be Treo of the authorities, at lcast for &
timg; but he elso adds that Ephorug essignag another reasgon for
" thie ebsonce abroad, which ho intends to mentilon.

)

le, 13, Ne @rfuz@.wys Amdhanrkzos 26 yﬁm éxan ‘vryﬂﬂ-mv rpos oos A'Fpr‘
‘2o frfw ‘5"'6” Ovret s o

Plutarch algo adds considerable information, found in nelther

Nepod nor Dicdorus, which will bo exemined and dlocussod later. - -

An particuler, a detall about ths commont of the Libyans upon-
Lysconder's acquittel at Sparta ( IOV, 4 ), and a whole chapter
( WL ) dovoted to the story of the bhoy Bilenug.
Plutarch, Lysander, &vlil, 10.

X1v, 8l.



A”ain, Uopos, Plut&rch anﬂ Diolorus rooord simi}ap
'accouhus or the findinys in Lycanaer o houco aftor aie .doath

of & wrcasonoble spocch writton by Cleon of Halicarna@suo, in
Vﬁhich orgumenty are put-fOrwaFﬁ,er the ébolltio%wéf”fho  |
hereditary fpartan kingehlp. |

UT REGIA POTHOTAYY DIBGOLUWA WX OMNIDUS DuX DDLIGA”UR AD BELLUM
GEReNLUN,

In the laot chapter of hia Lifa, won describing thig
trcasonable gpecoh, Plutarch agroqo that Lyoandor's pian wvag
to make .ovailablo the kingahip>to any wvorthy aspirant; but in
chapter IV ho acknowledges two tradition@ - to teke away tho
govqrnmenﬁ Tron the two fousog &nd‘restore it to all tho

" ap gomo sey, not to the Horagleidae,

Horeclcidac in common, o,
but to all tho Spartiates in gonoral “.

Diodorusf following Ephqrus, says that tho plan was o
moke the kingship available to all the Spartlatoas.

that thesc focts obout the plot of Lysandor wore found
out by tho dp&wt&n authoritice arter and not bofore the death of
Lysandor, 19 Tound 1n Plutarch Diodorug mﬂﬂ Nopos, all acreoing
that Lyscnder hoped that he would goain the chiof pos;tion in

Qpartae, 1if it yas awarded on the elootive principlc. |

’Briofly in Lycander, IOV, 2, and with moré detail in X, 3 - 5.

X1V, 13, 0: but Diodorus does not mentlon ths newmw of the author
ot tho BpOOQh

3 ] - .
Plutareh, Lysandor, KXo, 4 ees c‘;“-&vm m« Mﬁc&u Pqr -atouw (-a: Ny
: xgrrrw
e RV, 13, 8: ef Sivmvonn PSv eaglfrm e res vorectu Lo léry,

¢ Plutoron, Lycandor, Xi¥l, G: Wi, 4. fmw, 13, 8.
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IUPOS!: LINn OF TYOANINR, CHAPWLR 1V.

©his cheplor scoms to Bo an aftorthought and is rooordod
by Weposa almoét with mal lcious dolight. Diodorus has 1o
rocord of 1w, alﬁhough he does dopcriba'thg treachorous hand
vhich Pharnabszus hed in destroying Alclblades.

Yhe accéunts of Nepos end Plutarchldro vory similar,
although the Plutaroh&n version is more oxpéndod.

Vepos writos 8imply: NAM CUN LYDANDER PRAZFECYUS CLABRIS
0¥ BELLO IULZA CRUDELITER AWAREQED JECINOLEY DauQUis IIO REBUB
SUSPICARETUR AD CIVES 0UOS BO0E PHLATUM, PEPIIY A PHARNABAZO
UT AD ZPHOROD BIBI Tuly INONIUN DAREY..... ‘

Plutarch suggostésthat Pharnabazus had in the firet
1nsfanoe denounced Lysandcer to the Spartans_for pillaging hilg
territory; and the ophors, after Pinding money in thc nossession
of Yhorex, a -friend of Lysander, sent & ‘au~&7 to Lysandoy |
to reccall him. Tnorofore Lysander bogged Pharnabazud to gend
anothaer lottor to ths Spartan ‘authorities.,

In NCpOﬂ, WhO hao nothlng to say about a prio; quarrel
Petwean Lysandor and Ph&fnabazus, the substance of Lysander's
roquogt is pooitive ( ' Quanta sanctitate bellum geesismed
soclogqgue tractassct ' ), while in Plutarch the request 1ig
negative, and, expregeced from the point of vilewy of Pharnabazus,

" that he had not boen wrongcd and had no complaints to meke ",

'3, 1.

1Pldtaﬁbh, Lysander, {, 1 - 5,

3 _
Plutarch, Lysocnder, R1E, 7.




T gay
The doscriptions of tho aubstiuubed 1ottorﬂ, both in
Topoo and in Plutorch, ore vory ginilar,
Nepos and Plutarch agroe about the Qigning'of the letters
by Phoarnabeaszug, Ndpba elonc adding that in the oeéond lotier,
' accuratiseimo avafitia@ clug perfidiamque accugarat '.
| hoy both agree thot ths ophors, after roading the letter
from Pharnabazug, shownd it to Lysender. -
in chanter KK, Plutarch suggootg that Lyoendor vao
allowed by th@ OphOPs %0 dopart from Sparta lmmadiatoly for a
viglt to the ohrine of Zcug Ammon in Qyrene - that 1o to say,
np_éction wves taken agalnst him; but Plutarch does admit in
Tae rfollowing cha?taﬁlthat Lynander hed great difficulty ln
procgﬁing his rolcase by the ephors.
Nepoa drametically concludeas his short blography with
tho cpigremmetlc worde: ' Ita ille imprudens lpee sﬁus fuit
accusator 'f &g 1f rejoiclng that he could round off his Life
of Lysander with tho aosulkance to his readors that tho wvicea
of-Lysandor ware knoﬁn'to the authorities during hio lifetimé,
and that even the subtlety of Lysandor did in the ond find ita

match in Phwrnabazue.

The account of this incident in Polyaonus ig so completely

'Plutarch, Lysander; XK, 6.

J'Plizxta,rqh, Lysander, AXL, 1: pedr & ax! xaheids Lpebyrue Sacipe§aperos.

3 hioh nay perhapo be comparod. with the two quotations found in
Plutarch, Lysendor, i, 2: Rpds Aggne..... ~py v/ Ser » and XX, 5:
e Zp’ V5 csec eswv at-éulof /.cve: . .

“ gtrat., V11, 19.



H e
ldentical wrth'thdﬁ of'Pluthch.that 010 ﬁi@@t have tuppOQQd

' that~Polyaonus took 1t\varbatlm‘froﬁ-Plutanch'é Lifé of

Lysander, hed it not Dbsén for the chort sentonce with uaich
Polyacnus concludes his_acc&unt. For, after following the
account of Plutarch - in almost the same words - up to the
ghowing of the letter to Lysandér by the cephors, rolyacnus

. A C., \ ’ A e
adée: - ?'fnf.w M‘Tu‘u vov erveredyv  Tipo mivevees é‘-,fw Zimdoyreg

n P A . (A n 4 4
Serclue wlvor wmb' mdves LGl TR RSPt GnwPa L

Thie short compent ( =i ex®rxSred ) - allegedly by
tho ephorg - corrcsponds to the Letin of Nepos, ' Ipsc suuo
fult acousator '; but it 1ls obvious, Trom the additional dotail
supplied by Polyacnug, and aléo found in Plutarch, thot Polya@n@ﬂ'
gceount is not & trangliteratilon from theo Natin of Nepod.
Probably, inetcald of using Plutarch, Polysonusg hed dircct
roferonoe o the dource common to both Nopowo aﬁi plutarch; and
this is mads morc likcly by the fact twhat Polyacnus gives ud
tho conclusion of whe anecdotc about Lysander's cruolity and
treaohory'towards ohe domoorats of Whonog, comuenced by Nepod

2.
in his unfinished chaptor.

"Gorat., 1, 45, 4.

? Nepos, Lysender, 11.



Yhis comporison of Wopes' Llfo of Lyabnior vith the
ralovant pacsescs in both Plutarch and Dicdorus mekos 1t
olear that Plutarch used the same Gource as Nepoa for ﬁh@
information which h@'pasaos on in common with Noposg.

Plutaroh's information 1ls much closger te that suoplied
Ly Nepog than to that supplicd by Dicdorus, and the follow-
ing pointe suggeet that Plutarch did not use Kphorua at firsu
hand, but theit he and Nepos wore indobted to a vourcee which
had mode partial use of Ephbruﬁ:' |

1 ) Plutarch amd Nopoa reocount the 3tory of the triek
of Pharnsbazus, vhilo Diodorus mekes no montion of 1t.

2 ) Plutarch and Nopoc assign porsonel rogponeibilivy
to Lygender for tho setiing up of the dqcadarqhieo, and suggoet'
that 1t wae a deliberate attompt on his part to seoure and
naintelin hio own power. Rilodorus doco not shore thio view.

3 ) Plutarch holds I.ysander responsiblc Tor the
wroacherous massacre of the ddmoorats at Miletus, »

| Nepeo holds Lyeender responsible'for the treaohefouﬂ
massacre of the democrats at Thasoa.
Polyecnus referg both massacres t0 the responsibility

of Lysandar.

‘ But Riodorus mentions a massaere ot kilctus without
eny roferonce %o Lysender by nome, although 1t 1s clear that any
roador who 80 wilchoG might assume 1t to have been the work of

Ly¥cgandor.



o

4') Pluﬁarcl anﬂ NOpOO qeﬂcribo tho oxforta mqﬂo Ly
tho Gpartan authorities to put déum the roa@agdhies or |
Lyoander. 4Yhis io not found in Diédoruc, and only.in ono
pladq'doos Dio@érua Buggeot that Pausanies wao j§alous of
Lyoendar. o |

| 5 ) . Plutarch and Nopoo name th@ author-of the
treasonable gpcooh found in the house. of Lysandcy after hin
death; Diodorus apﬁarontly-found 1o monf;lon of his naﬂé in hio
éouroQ.

6 ) Diodorus passcs on from LHphorus ah interesting
Qotall about Lysendor'a relationéhip with Libys, one of thc
native chicftaine of Gyronc. Vlthout doubt, Pluﬁarch would”
have valucd this bit of information and included 1t in hig
blogrephy, if he had been using TIphorus at idtrst hand.

e may thus asoume bthal, although Plutarch refora Lo
Ephorus as hls authority for onc or two detalls vhich wo find
in tho ' hoalilc ' gectloen of tho Life, he did not 1n faodb uag
Fphorus dlrcetly, but through tho medium of anothor source,
whose work wes based to a vaory giealt extont on thg:uaf
e do not necd to Bo gurprised at Plutarch's rcférence to

Ephorua'by naume, evon If ho did not use Ephorue 4irccily - .

e e =R ILHRS el S S

'x1w,'33, l;cf. aloo &en. Heil., iii, &, 2.

2 Aoouning that the relovant passagoo in Diocdoruo are taken direqily
fyom Lphorup, but thiere sSecms no roason to doubt that it wag the
pragtice of ‘Bilodorus t0o usc only one author for any gilven saotion
of his woxlz: cfy Hammond, d.Q., X011, 1938, p. 149.



Pial RN

- for tho-éourée whiph.?;ﬁtﬁréh“uéqa;vif iﬁ,ﬁa§ ﬁhQ;Gamafua
thet ucoé'by»wépda, Wbuld 1o doubt.try to euﬁétanﬁiaté andl
jusﬁify:tha‘dishanourablo plcture whioh hg'paintcﬁ,by
roferenoo'to 0 reagdonably contcmporary writer of @uch‘reput@
as Ephbrug. | |

An attempt will be made to idontify this source,
aftor a careful cxemination of all the mateorial which wo find

in the ' hosotile ' coctlofis of Plutarca's Lifc of Lysandor.



PLUTARCH'G LEOAIPHR, CHAPTOR; X111, 5 - 9.

It has ‘alroady been noted that the whole of Naepos'
jaundiced Life of Lysander 1s contalned 1n Plutarch, thaﬁ
those portions of Plutarch's Life of LySander which arg
identical in faot with Nepos are antipathotic towariag >
Lysandor, and that, as Nopoa' bfiéf Life does not supply
any information about.Lysander pr@or to Acgospotami, so 1t
io aftor Aogospotemi that Plutarch seems to lnkorlt his
praju@iéq againat Lysander. '

The Nopos sourde was indebted to Hphoruse, and perhaps
to 8partan political pamphletg; 1t seoms to havo bsecn
consigtontly hostlle towards Lysander as #n individual

rather then to the Spartano aé o natlon. Although 1t passea

on information which we know to havqe becn derived from Ephorus,

1t attributos to Lysander's initiative actions whieh we learn

from Diodorus were ordored by the Spartan govornment.

The ge paragraphé desoriba thd tyrannical way in Which
Lysander suppressed tho demooracias-in tho various oclvies of
AO0ia Minor, eat-up decadarchiQs and harmogts, establishod for
himgelf supromacy in Grecce by appointiﬁg his\own ereaturce

to govern in theso citics, himself joined in nassacres and

PR
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" Ae will be Gomonstratod latexn.

-
.
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rulod with ocuch cruolty that ho gave €¥cedo no i worthd
spcc_zan of Oporton rulc V.
Ao haq'baon notod, Plutarch ig vory eslmilar to Nepog;
thore aie, in fact, cuch close verbal parallela/that one
oonnot reaiuﬁ ths cénclusion that ?1utaroh and Nepog dGrevy
-dirootly fron ﬁho.samo 0OUroQ.

Dlodorus confirms a certain amount of this infermation;
but he sayo nothing about Lysandor @gining pcﬁc; for himgolf -
on tho contrary, he givee a doscription of Lyoander &s thé
agont of tho ephors. He refors to tae éetting up by Lyaander
of pollitical olubs - but beforo Aegospbtamif Again, whilo
Nepoo makes no mention of hermosgts, Diodoruss( who dates-tho.
appointment of harmoste aftor the establishment of the Thirty
in Athong ) sayo that Lysanderx wag instructed to do this by tho

ephoro[

A T T S ey === o

”ho folloving are ciaxples of vheae par&llola~

Plutarch, Xl]_l’ 5 HeTe Adanw rovs J'a,(.wx wet mis Zhhms FOhevecms :

wWopoao, 1: 'Undiquo qui Atneniensium robus stu&uisaont 01ectia',
Plu{,arch, }&lll, 5: S8 nee "‘CK""“ dn redv SF'wlron "uy«antww;c.pm v Kok e?."gevauv
Nepog, 1: 'Decom dolcgerat in unaguague clvitatce cuibus summun
. dmperiuva potestotongue omnium rerun dommittoaot'

*lutal_ ch, 711]‘. o : amud-a-vu_g éves 5*"? v w3 EA\a'Sos afyrl;avmv .
Ncpos, 1: 'OP&QS 0lvitates in ous potestate tonered, cum 4 go

Laccdacmonlorum caude facere simularct'; , -
Plut&rgh’ j\_lll Te cu.go-'.‘.,, vt fen-u_; x-@ja!uros ) FOryfunre s écverav; rroesy:
Napoa, Y: 'Horum in numerunm nemo edmittopatuy, nisi qui.... giuo

hoopltlo contineroiur';

Pluuu?oh, Llll 3 ovm irerces +&Bov vers €L e Sscy(h-c PP A st . ZEASS
Nogng, 1: hiua opera in maxlmwa odiuvm Graealee Lacodaomonii

crvonerint

K111, TO, A as doco Plutarch in Lycender, V, 5.
? xw, 10, 1.



E¢n®phon‘mukoa.§eforohce to tﬁo 6haﬁéoé of.governmanﬁ
facuguroted Ly Lyconder in tho oitics of Tonin; he eayoil’uha,t,
luwed ictely . oftor hic visitv to Byzantiumwami-@halcodon,Lysander
want to Looboo vhero o ootablished oligarchicg in Mytilcne
and in othor citi@a, |

The only information 1ln thdse paragrepha which ig
really poculiar to Plutarch is: _ .

1) that Lyaénder g6t up Qocadarchies aﬁi establ Lahod
harnosto in both hostilc and ellicc cltles; '

2 ) thot Lyocander had no regard for birth or wealth in

. 2
hio selooction of members of these decadarchics;

3 ) thot Lyoandor took pert 1n many massacreal

The concluding peragraphs of tho chapter exemplify thig
hergh and oruol sido of Lysander's charactoPl. [His conduct,
says Plutarch, was s0 intolerable that EhQOpomﬁus the ocomedien
was thought to Lo abdur@ for likéning tho Bpartang 4o tevoern-
womon, who-giving tho Greeks ot firot a owoet oip of frecdom,
thon poured in & mixturo of vinopgor; for ; gayo Pluuerch -
from the very beginning the rule of Lysandor wao hersh and
bitteor, in that he refused to alloyw tho peoﬁle to govorn thelir
affaira, but hanGed over the cities of Grecea to the " boldost

and moot contentious of tho oligarcha ",

HQllOniQa, 11, 2, 5.

2 taich mnoy well ba impl ied in the words of Nepos, ' nomo admittcbatu:
nlol qui aut cius hogpltlo continoretur aut og. 1llius fore propriur
flde confirmerat®; it 16 not nooQsgary to assume that Plutarch'a
information is takon hore fyom- Thocoowpue bocauge ho uocg the raxe
advorb:~rwwv&}v 2lgo used by Thdo., (G. & He £r. 217 ).

® Thiz is oxomplificd in FKopos, Lysandem, L.



el

6 la quiso ﬂ.mpo.‘@'rﬂ.blg o say ‘whobhor Plutarch hed
actuelly wood at fimbt'h&na tho playo of Thgop@mpus Gpmioug:
vho wirote a comedy entitled ' The Eavqrn—ﬁomon Y.ooDub 1t
gecmg likely thet Plutarch; or hip sourac, misunderstood thg
linoo of Thoopompug. No doubt, tho oome@ian weg poinving out
that the Groek oity-st@tos which hed beon mombors of tho
Athonian Confederacy wero,r@loaucd from thoir bondage to Athwns
only %o Dacome gubjoatl to another manter. Cuirlously onough,
Pluterch's last paragiaph seems'to have been ﬁfittdn from a
domocratic point ®f viow; for Lysandor's principal criume yas
that not only did ho not («r) allow the democrato to govern,
but actually (') han@ed over the governments to the-wofat
ol lgarcha. Such & oommont ( 1f it ise not Plutarch's own )
aeoma to pPOVO that Plut&fch is not f0110w1n5 here his principal
narrative gource, for Thoopompus Historicus had 1ittle sympavhy
with the domoaratic elemont 1n the cliles of Grecce. But it
docs suggest thet the Sourao ugod by both Pluterca and Nepoo
wes pofhaps of Athenlan origin, or at any ratc was lnterpro ting
higtory with e pro-Atheni&n blag.

Theooompus Comicua was & late contcmporery of Ariatopnanoo
(. .c. 410 B.C. - ): ¥.6.G., 11, 792 #¢.; QG.A.0., (533 £7.;

Pollus, Gnom., V11i, 158, refors to a comedy called the ' Taveorn-.

women' by “wheopompuo, and Koeck ( G.A.F.,1, 750 ) ascribes thio
quotation %o tho #myASes : Heinolke ( #.G.A., 1, 240 ) roZewrs
thig frogmont to tha &egrs . Duides lioto 24 playo, inmclud,
Ao iy L,/S}-s ond Ei‘g 9{»7 . : . .



CEAPTLR X1X

iPhe firel elx peragrapho of this chaptor describe
and illustrate the ambitlon of Lysender, with its offect upon

his gonoral charactor.

iis ambitious tendencics, says Plutarch, wero
annoy ing to tho rpdrer anﬂ.faémﬁor ( i.o; the Dparton kings,
espoclally Pauconias, the Sparton ophors and his colleasgues
in the Sparton foreeo ), oad showed thomselved in an increasing
haught ine gy &nd-sovority. Ho ‘dlgpleyed no moderétion ay would
bo cxpectod of o popular lcader 5ﬁf°W“°; ), conferved upon
his favouritos cbooluto power end govereignty ovor tho clitlico
of Greeool( altheugh Plutarch dooo not qudic o olaslo cuauple ),
ead could only bo éat1sfied hy tho completo ddotruction of hig

cncmicdg.

To 1illugtrate the vinélctivencsa of Lysander and hio
dogilre to oliminato alo enocmleds, ¥Yiuberch firot rocords briefly
on  anccdota abouﬁ the destruction of the democrata of [Iiletuo.
Ho hos proviomsly dgscribod the seme incident, but in such o
woy ond wlth such difforent detall ac to suggest that tho sourco

uged for the cerlicr chapter is different from thol of this dhapt@r.

N , . 4
o, llepoo, Lysander, l: 'quibus gumumum -luporiun potostatemque
ounivn rorul couwititorev’'.

* Lyoandor, V111, 1 - 3
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Iﬁ chaotor Vlll oiigarché hﬁﬁ'déﬁéﬂ%aﬁé'h;i 596639'
.rocoaciloa at Milotuo, to tho groat diagust of Lysmn&or.
Alﬁhough he protendod vo bo ploascd, in ﬂGCTGt ho incitod'thQ
oligarcho %o renow their confliet with their pollticeal oppononto.
He. thon ontored the ciﬁy, mado & pretence of punishing the .
oligaﬁoha g0 a8 to lull tho.suspiciona of the democrats, and
finally took BLloody rovonge on all the domocrate. wao trﬁated_
his woxds. | |

I chopter K1X, Lysender, foaring leot the l@éding domoaratn
_should go into exilc, am degiring to bring forth from hiding
thos¢ who had alrcady diseppearcd, owors an oatn bthat ho would
do them no harm., Doth partioé { of wl &“.;’[‘w '?goi&ru;;‘evot end or
kexppgévoc ) aecoptod his word, but wore hended over by him to
the ollgarchs of HMiletua, eand vwore all slein - to the number of
cilght hundred. 3 | ‘

A8 hag clroad& beon suggestodﬁ it 1o most unlikoly that
[filetus, after its depcndonoo'upoh Dporto end Perols for five
yearo, would stlll havo d democratic form of govornmons, pf an
activo domoeretic Opposition. If éhero is oany tbuth 5oh1nd thio
allegod masaacre, it 18 probable that there were tuo'rlval groupy
of oligarchs in the city, one of which had the oupport o
Lyocandoyr and wolcomed hig raturn to Ionia.

Tho bagis of tha Miletus 1ncidont was anparontly found in

'of. Lysendor, V111, 1 -'3.
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thoruss_but,\far.fﬁo@ Qtﬁrlbﬂﬁing_té_LjpdndorhréqPonaibility -
for tiio maoﬂacré ot thb.threo hundred und.fgrty domoc?été and s
the exilc of one thousand otheras, Diodorus aocn not-éven montlon
hig name in connéction'ﬁith the incidont. Hovever, from 1to
ohronological poaition in Diodorus ( botween the arrival of
ﬁ?ﬂandor at mphgaua in 405 B;C., and his destructlon of the
town of Iasos in Coris, with tho olaughter of ¢izht hundrod
male@ ) it might bo inforrbd thot Lysander had o hﬁnd in it.
Polyeaenus' accouﬁt of tho m&suacfo'at Miletuslis much closgecr
%o Plutarch's‘oarliervaocbunﬁsof tho samg wasSsack, than to
that regorded in this chontor,

A comparison of Plutarch's sccond description of the
magsacro at Hilotus with the accounts of the m&esacrq-at Thegsoa
in Polyaonus*and in Neposf-ami the qlaughter wrought by
Lysender, raocordod I1n Diodoruaﬁ reveals cortain similarities
wnlch meke 1%t 1likely that thoy are all describing tho £awmo
ineident; but attributlng it to different places.

Although Pluterch namcs llilotus in chapter XIX, he
doos not in any way suggqst that he has alrcady montioaod'a
nagoacro at lMiletus. Elthor he.has forgotton what ho has uritton

in chaptor V111, or - as 1s more 1ikoly - ho is following two

‘Diodorus, X111, 104, 5 - 6. _
2 gtrot. 1, 45, 1. . *1yscndor, V111, 1 - 3.

“1, 45, 4, ' ' _S'Lysahder,.il - & Qefeotive chapter
¢ x111, 104, 7. | o |
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aiffcront cuthoritics, his ﬁoﬁrcd for chapitor xix ( or porhaps
the blogropher himsolf ) mistokonly pagsding on the nome of
Milotuo Tor that of Insug or Thasod.

Phon, Diodorus gives tho numbor of the slaln ab Insus
o¢ olgnt hundred males, cxactly the number of the dead democrato
at llilctus, agcordiﬁg to Pluterch. The source of boith Polya@numl
and Nopog ( which soomo to be tho oomo ) may well have confused
Theoos and JTagug; Nopos comilencos tha.sﬁovj, whioh is rolatod
in full by‘Polyacnus - that Lysander gothored together the
Thaglans in the tompleo of Heraclcs, oncouraged thom to gtate
tholr opinions freely under the sgolemn promisc of an amneuty,
and vhen those who were in hiding ocomo fofth, after'a short -
intervol ordered thﬁﬁ to be colzed and put to death. ‘ There are
sufficlent similaritiles botweon Plutarch and Polyeenua Lo warrant
the sams ulvimate Louraeo, although Plutareh makes no mention of
the tomple of Horeclco, ard Polyacnug gives no numbero of tho |
-slain. As Bopog! cheptor is dof@ctivo; wa cahnot tell whe thor
his account eontained any numbors of the dead. _

Daﬁes do not holp us much; Plutarch says vaguely that
the massacﬁe took place Cérepov , which may mean after %he
£all of Athong, if we cen truost his chronblogy. But it is morq
likoly thaet the word <eéresor was taken ovor by Plutarch from
the source wailch he 1e now beginning to uso - the ' Hostile

Gource '. %hip source may have commenccd with an evaluation

= T —

f 1, 45, 4. _ ‘ * Lysander Ii.




of Lysancor g cgaractor ( a6 QOAU Ropoc Y, ond. have %hc forc
bocn n oi”ol cal M ot firat. Dicﬁo;uo nekeEe 3% clonr tbnt

the mOesacyas of lllletus ard Iasud took place in 205 3. Q., before
tho battlo of Aogospovami. Hepos, with his ‘.vlcter ox Asi&_
cum ?overfcrotur Thaaumqué,divertiamet ?; mget moan immediately
aftor Aegospotami.

Iv is likely that Plutarch{ Neowod and Poiyaenus ore
all 1ndobted fdﬁ thgif informot fon about thede me.Bsnored %o &
gourco which hed maﬁo'uaa of Ephorua; For massacrqs at Milotuo
and at Insus aro rocordod by Did@oruo, who ( although he Goos
not give any 1nformatiqn about Ph&rnabazus‘ host il lty %owards
Lysap&@r')'montion&,that thé demoorato of !M1lctus flod %o
Pharnabozug, who rgcolvod them klh@lyf It may be noted that
the Pharnabazus disp&tch to the cphorao at LOparte 1s »ocorded
noxt in ordor by Plutorch, aftor o fow apophthepms and
© Coumparigond.

Piutarch then referssvaguely to othor masmaocres of
Lysander'n, and in such wordg of contcupt cg are not found in
other parts of thls Lifc, except in chaptor Xllit thre he ig

elso following the samo sgource &g Wopos.

ef. Lysander, RK1X, T and 3%, 1 - 5.
*y11n, 104, 6.

8 Lyg nder', 2512” s Trr FMaw  er zmcs F'o.lc-a Sn,tsorn(cdr fmos e -q’r&[-??oh
of. Hopow, Lysendor, Il: ' ctluc de crudelitoto ac merfiala
fatls egt waam roul Cunclpli gratin proferro.... ',

“ Lysonder, £111, T: wodher e iT-tf‘y(strus mlros r’.‘ruq P :uve«/&tkkaﬂ
i . s : rovs. s fp&w ex&t»wx



Pluuarch now quotes an apOpnthogm aboub Lyaan@or
apdl attrilutes 1t to BLQoolgs the Sparton; but, . ab thq namnQ
$imo, he clalag - on the authority of Thoophrastud ¢ that the
samz gaying wag usad about Alcibieded by Archectratua:

mue 2§ Eldes o Awai.w 5'”7,,

%he euthor of thig caying was " Hteocles tho Spartan ",
accordlng to Plutarch and Aclian’ and tin sem aaying in quoted
Dy Aﬁh@n&@udf but ho aeams'unaﬁare of" itm authoréhip. Tho
1Gentity of this Witcoeleo is not cleer. Plutarch roferg oloc-
tﬂmxﬁ?to & brave and witiy saying of a certaln ephor ot Lparie
named Etooelego ( pere oo AyiSos &rrav » 1.0, 331 B.C, ), ard tho
semo ephor may have originated tho not very original caying
about Lyscancor. Eut thch wre, an Plutarca roninds uae, other
veracions of tha opophthomm - thatb " Athons could not heve borne
two Alcibiadeo "? ard thile version was attributed to Archedtratua.
Phig Archcotratue seomg 4o have beeh an Athonilon, and av
contomporary of Alcibiaacsf_ Plutarch rofors tke letier

_ : 6 '
apophthepm to the ultimateky authorlty of Thoophractug, but it

I‘Io}io, 221, 7._ | Az:ll, 535 Eo
3 Apoph. Lac., 235 B.  “of. Plut., Aloib., XV, 8.
Ly

cf. Plut, Alcib., WVl, 8 and Aslian, V.H.,Xl,7: therc is algo a
reforgnco in Aristidoc 1, 3, %o & certaln Archegizatug , a
 xp@odibugunhos ond contomoora.;y of Aristideu - but later in the oseung
chaptor (1, G) Plutarch glves hio own opinion that Archootratuon

wad lator thon Aristides ¢ prcoduced: LP&QO&iCD du?ing ths Pelop-
onnegicn R@zu

¢ Porhaps from hig Hokrmcen 7 apos ks 1 CT. Ly&an@.er, X111, 2, and
~aloo meory referonccd ln the Liveo of Perlelce and Wiclaao.
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" Dooan unlitoly vhot holﬁook % Girgetly from Thcoph:a@ﬁua

for this Lifa; dither it was alroady to bo found ot -hond in
hlg common-placo bdok; or ¢lgc he took it ovor from tho ESource
he used for the rost of th@ chapitcr. - _

In 1ts originsl f{opm the apophﬁhegm vas probably
capable of o oomplimeﬁtary interpretetion - Lysender wan odch
& unique;ohafacter that Oparto could not have producdd tuo
guch. Dut Aelion and Plutarch - or his.sburcq - 3ive it the
vordt interpretotilon, and Plutarch concludes hid paragrapho
with a morallsing comparivon of the viccs of Lynander and
Aleibiedeo.

Plutarch oayeg that the Bp&rfan authorities paid-no
attenlblon to other accusera of Lyoander, but they could no%.
ignore & charge brougnt againsd him by the Persclan _gatreay,
Pharnabazug. - The lattor, Ln whoce territory Lyocander was
operating, accused thg Spartan of pillage and @epgunoc@ nin to
the Operton goveramont. The ephors took ilmrediate actiom; thoy
condcuned to dcath and oxecutcd horax, one of Lysander's
frignde, for being 1h'possesaion of money, and gcnt a exureldy
to Lybander to rocall him from the Hollecpont. '
| Iﬁ ie necessary tb inquike waoen this'pillaging Ry
Lycendor wéa supposed to havo.tahén place, 1f thore 18 any
truth at all in the otory., Xenophon knows nothlng obout 1t,
nor doea‘ﬁio@orua, and anopham han no‘roeord of & visit to

Thraec Dy Lycander in pergon. Aonophon'c acoount is quite




| o w3
.'oléaﬂ - aftor Acgogpotaoni, Lycander, on hia way ﬁb dthonm,

vent Ztoonlowo with ton ohips bo Throed; aftor the foll of

Athons, Lyéandor sailed fo§ Seamos, which ho reduacd, end thcn

went back to SPartaf ¢ romained inactive 1in 8parta until the

Dummor_bf 403 B.C., waon he salled for Athens to put down the

succ@séfUl opponents of tha Thirty? Lhore 18 no montion by

" Xcnophon of any furthor activity of Lysander untill efter 396,
when Agls &io@ ana Agegllaus ouccessfully laid claim to the
throna.” '
It 1s possible that tho following dating of relevant
-&ctivities of Lysander is necar to the truth:

405 - 404 Battle of Aogospotami; Thorax left in the
Hellcspont %o ' mop-up ', and Ef@onious gent ©o Thrace;.
the fall of Abhong; Lysander et Athens; tho captura of
femos - Lhorex sent there &s harmogt; return of Lyéander~
to Sparta.

404 - 403 .&lIOged Thracian cxpedition of Lyaandorf 1f there
was & masgacro at-Thasos, it bccurro@ during this
‘expedition; return of Lysander to Spartaf

203 ( Bummer ) Lysendor sel out with hls brother Libye to assiot
the Tnirty ag&inét the Abhonlan domooratg; his rival and

. 7
opponcnt Pausanias intervened in Tavour of the Gemocraic.

TS TRosenz o AL =

'Hollenica, 11, 2, 5.  “Holleniea, 1i, 3, 7 - 9.
* Hellonica, 11, 4, 28. $Hellenica, 131, 3, 3.

* Lyocander, %, 5; Pousanias, Tij., 18, 3. ¢ fopos, Lye., 1d;

e

7 Hollonica, 13, 4, 28.



Léto—QOB - 402 - gyééndopuwcnt'gb‘txc ﬂ@llodponu, during
| hio abscnce, his influonco ob upa:iu_w ah broﬁcn.
His rival Pousanias, La & lagsult of high Groagon
( probably brought agaihoﬁ him by Lynender'o partilsang
for his aotion at Athang ), must have becn outspokcn
agalnet Lyoaendor and dcnounced hig ' ambitious !
pohomed. Pausanias wae aqquittoa{
402 Alloéod aocusations by Phornobazus ;
. Lysahdcr rocallad £ rom thé’Héiicﬂponti fnorax
exeocuted; Lysandex's meaourcd in Sostoa undone by
the cphora? |

. C
Latc 402 Lyocander departed from Operta for Libya.

Girjoe the capture of Lempsacud and ths ocoupation of

Sogtos Dy Lyéander, Spartan influence ( and particularly tho
influence of-LyDander's noalncos ) must have boen very great
in fho HollOUpdnﬁ and conciderably. cncroachel upon tﬂp Poxglan
authority in the north of Anla llinow, Platafch gay0 bhat othor |
peoples had accused Lysander of orucliy and oppression,. but
tho Opeartan authorlitics were Forcod to Liston to the accusatilons
of the ilwmportant Persian satrap of Dasgyllum Althougn

. Pharnabazuo is called o good friend of the Spartans by Pluuarch

ho did in Yoot chenge sidog; for after giving the BSpartanc

- ' 2 :
! Pauvaniag, 111, 5, 2. Lysender, X1X,T7:aX,1-5; Nepoa, 1V.

3 Lyocondor, X1V, Do Lysan@oa, X, 63 but ef. XKlV, 21 ‘yxeepen
: Tore u<t froy JLTPAMWV whion ﬂuggosto thot the visitbo
%0 Delphl, Dodona and (yrone were made in 396 aften
his return from Joila.
. _
Lysancer g, & o
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. . e . 2
[ ) :
oupport. La 4L3 2.0., ho acceptod- the Bribes of Alclbioded;

but later ho roturnodlﬁd his Sparten alléglan@@,:ﬁraaohorﬁualy
murdofing.AlcibladQé ( 404 B.G. ) at the requeot of tho Gpartan
Ophoré, convoyed Dby Lyaandozus

. Uhon Lycander roturned to the Hellespont ( 403 - 402 y!
porhaps to ilnspeat the colony of allied troops which ho had
stat ioncd at Sgetos aftor-its Qapturaf*and on réﬁto to viole

_ Thorex, his friend and fellow-general, whom he had lofs ia

vhe Hellospont in 405 3.C. and later put in cherge of Samos
as harmoétf his activities around Heotos, Lampoagﬁs and
Cyzidue were interprotod by Ph@rnabazua ag an encroachment
upon his terrivorics, and hé'accordingiy gent man to Uparia
to denounce -hin.  One must asgsume thaﬁ by now thore wao &
gtrong body of Spartang, probably under the influenoc of
Pausanlas, who wore looking out for an opportunity o
disgrado Lysandor. - The Tact thot Pausanias ﬁas ~cquittoa‘
of the cherges of trecagson at Atheno broughﬁ againgt him in
Gparta in 403 implico that the anti-Lysander eloment in the
clty was quito stronsf Thorgfore, when the ephoro rece lved
Pharnabezus' accusgatliong, ﬁhoy geem to havg looked about them

© . for some tangible proof of Lysender's misdeeds - and found it

’
Hellenica, L, 3, . - T. *Holienica, 1, 3, 8.
 Plut., Aldib., XXULX, 1; Diodorus, X1V, 11; Nopos (Aleib. 3 )
gocome vo sugme et that the Thirty at Athens brought pressuro

upon Lysender, who in tuin brought prossurc upon Pharnabazus,
Uho reluetantly carriod out his wishca.

Lysander,X1V,9;Diodorus, Klll,106,8. Diodorue, RV, 3, 5.

® Only by the emall majority of four: of. Paucanies, 111,;-5, 5.
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in tho @rivato DOSGOQQiOﬂ of mondy vy Phorasi, o porsened

'1rion0 of’ Lyaonder.

It hoo boon noted that in an carlicr mention of
Thorax by Plutareh, no personsl information cbout him ig
gilven, but his name occurs quit@'naturally“in tho narrativo
a8 if he had boen roferrcd to proviously. Hut horo Plutardh
gives a few facts about Thorex, o8 if introducing him to hig
recdors for tho first timo. Posoibly Thorax had boon'
recalled to Qparta fyrom Bamoe oven prior to Lysandor's

doparturc for tho Hollespont. I[I6 certalnly scems to havo

-been In Sparte when Pharnabazuo' accueations-érrivod, oand

whon ho wes found to havo Sume of monoy'in hio privave
possosgsion, tho ophorg invoked against him the now law againot
the priveto possession of monoy, and executed him. No doubt,
ho had & public trial at Oparta, which would be used by
Paueaniaﬂ' partisand atv Sparta o denlgrate still furthor tho

charactcr of Lysender.

Tho vomalning paregraphs of thld chaptor describs
in'dotaiL the aaturc of tho reanﬁ7 - the Gpartan method of
conveying secret measasts - which was usod by the ephore o
reodall Lysandor from the Helloupont?

Now glutarch has previously used the word varély in

- . S N .

! Lysonder, 1%, 5. . *Lysandor, KX, 71 e b A 2ol et
‘UGW"?yW ?v-t @up.«r.‘ ;(n/&ym e

8 af. Lysendor, V11, 6. #of. Polyoenuse, V1L, 19.
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this Lifo, wlthout 51vinr ony cuplo n&tibn of the torm in
the carlior chopitor - bBut horo ho dgciGos to cxplaln vho WQFQ,.
and give somo account of ﬁho_w&y in which tho &xudﬁv workad. |
It ig thercfore lilkely thetv Theopompug ( whom YPlutarch socus
to heave used aé his authority for the material of cheptcr 1V )
usod the word G&ow3ﬁ ~ quite naturally in hisg narrative,
without thinking it nqcésaary to givo an exXplanation of a
contemporary Opartan devlcc. Apparontly, tho 8partan.¢wv?417
wes well-knowm throughout the oitlog of Grdeco - but wvhether

ite naturc was generally undorstoed is another mattar;L
| Plutarch's ' Hostile Sourcc ' mey heve included a fairly
full description of the proceduro.ihvolved, for the benefit

of readers not familiar with the terxm. 7This secus, pérhéé@,
moye rcasonablo than to assume that all this information abou£
tho caoﬁﬁﬁ | was sought out by Plutarch and culled from various
gources spoeifically for this chaptor; otherwise, 1% 1s hard
to sce why Plutarch did not use his informatlon in tho cnapitor
where he Tirse emp}qyed the term. .
Plutarch'a gxplanation of the working of tnecmum£{3makes

it scom ©o simple & devico that one is led to suspect that tho

Opartans could not have adopted so childish a method of

'Lysander, K1V, 9,

* ef. Thucy., 1, 131l; Aristophancs, Lyoio., SOL: Ren., fell.3,3,8-9;
Ganol. Pindar, Olym., V1, 154; ychol., Arist., Dirds, 1283,
Aristotle, Tr. 466; Athonoous, X, 451 D; Augon., Hplot. 28, 23;
Glem., Strom., 2,4,19; Nepos, Pausanies,[Il: ' ... legetos
cum CLAVA ad oun mioarunt in que moxe illorum eraet scriptum...’

3
WhOin ig i@onﬁical with infarmaulon suppliod by Aulug Gelliuo,
Noct. Abtia, lel,9 Q.



| trangmitting scceret e aﬂagql .

'Accoraing_ o Plu,tarlch, t.hé m_.un;'.n? .Gonaito@ of wwo
identical sticko, one given to a general by the ephoro vhen
ho leoft Eparta for & ocampaign, the othor retalned by the
authoriticg. Uhen the ephors wished to send & secrat
meseage o thoir general, .they wound a otrip of parchment
in & gpiral ocourde about the;r-woo@on gblck, - wrole u;b'on the
porehment, and then gent off the pgmhmont to the genoral.
He could only ot any meaning out of the parchment otrlp Ly
rewihding it upon hig own stick.,

Of courde , we have some evidence that Upartan mesgasco
wero usually d;eoipherod with easc by thoir ammiedg but ‘evc-m
go, it seoms unlikely that this childigh nethoed was really
adoptecd by the astuté-spa,rta,naz. A pasaege of Dioaour.icicza,
quoted in Photmgf oayo that " at Gparte londers used %o
divide a slick in the pregonce of two witnesses, wve it lng the
agroement upon oaah plece. They gavo one ploco %o one of whe
witnosgeo and kopt the o‘t.ho_'r themgelveo ". Such a aysionm
of ' tally-gticke ' in Séar'ba. may have bsen usged - with slight
nodificasions - b;ir tho ophors when thoy sent a genoral out on
active serviee. Tho otlok may havo hoon split leongthwige,

ono helf rotained by the ophors, the other by the general;

!ef. Plutazch, Alciblades, XWV1ll; Lysander, JRV1lL, 4.

* qof. J‘,]i"i.ﬁLoopde‘, '00 goytela Laeconiod', lMnemosyno, XTF1ll, 1900,
PpP. 365 £¥.; H. LJleholl, Gparta, pp. 273-4.

3 0.V, Seewaly 1 F.H.G., )1, p. 193,



and any-&iépatch o* ho epnoro t0 tho’ geuorax.ﬁaé cong -
Qiﬁéor oralkof w;lttcn - DY & mogdengoy who corriod with adn
tho ephors' helf of the otlek, the fitting of. the two navaﬂ
together serving as tho cerodentials of the HOBLONECT s - |

If thic lattor is the more corroct interprctatlon of
the cevmdq , thon it secms unlikely that this part of Plutarch's |
' hostile ! information 1s from 2 Sparvan source; and tho VoL N
fact that an explanation of tho,smvnﬁqi lg elther gliven or N
cone idered neooﬂsarylprobably pqctulatés e later souree than

the Fourth Contury B.Q;

'Hnleaa, of coursa, we assume thot Plutarcn considered o
eXplanatlon necessery for his readers, and thorofore gatherad
together gome matorial frem outgideo tho source vaich ho wao
wging foxr tho rest of thip chanuo;.



CHAPTER XX

" Plutarch' here t0llo, in considerable detall, tho.
story of Pharnabazug' trlckery; similar accounts are also

to bs found in Napoéland in Polyaenus?

Plut&fCh, Lysand_gf’ }Q“ 1l - 5; 6 6¢ Aveé. el&ovc7s ot o’mv-slfzs J{os brov ois 'nv
‘Elo\?snww, C'e"dtux&a’ ot 5.4:474 ‘Png Pov y.,,w/&.‘(w Sebicss w-uvmwus éd'fl'vn‘itn’-r er: Adyovs
x-r? surd&ar $a Ascwr wo &aﬂa{au Mw sveldd ESewvo 7.0-\’-" ""“f" W"“ ’2’“ rovs
dexﬂ"‘, Et‘lrdv z’?"tuﬂ,v ‘54' W‘W q"k';/c.rmv WJ' #’R‘Jwyﬁ( . ﬁ'{g; Mp’m 6" .?q "d P 'LO)‘N
kf,ffgw Jyvon vov ﬁuev-c/&tjov ulnex’_of.pm )'qg Ty ra fral?dnr ¢.¢nfu5 f-ﬁ éyf-r,ﬂa-v ofhev
d /IV€ 7‘§ru¢h’ &éﬂdrok,v ﬂ/vf-r & év,{sv ér?-lv M"‘lal revpa pr,v . Fe &% 7:., 7oy ;ﬁ;..,,&,s
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"Nepos, Lysander, 1V¥: ' Nam cum Lysander prasfcotus clasgls in
Lello uulta crudol iter avareguc feaisset doquo iis webug
suspicaretur ol gives suocs eose porlatun, petlit & Pharanebazo
ut ed ephoroo £ibi testimonulnm dorotd, quente sanotitatc bsllunm
gaessglget sociongue- tractassget, doque: ea ro accuraive oaritorced:
magham enim olug auctoritatem in oa ro futuram. Hulc 1llo libex-
alitex pollicstur: librum grenden verbio multis conderipoit, in
qul%ug Bumnic eum effort loudibug. Quom cum loglsset probasuctguo,
dum glgnatur, ollerum peri magnitudine, tante gimilitudine, ub
discerni non poesch, dignobtum esublceil, In quo accuradtlosime oius
avarlitiom porfidiamqgue accusarat., Lygsender domum cum redissot,
pootquam de gulis rebus gentic apud meximum maglstratum guac volu-
exat difernt, wootlmonild loco librum & Pharnabazo datum wradidit,
dune cumnoto Lysandro cum epnori cognossot, ipol logendun
dederunt. Ita illo imprudens ipse ocuwus fuit aocusator .
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ghowo 1s such & Dtriking ﬂimilari%y Batucen uhQOO Thiroo
accountg that they muot wltlmately come Trouw Lhe sam HOUrGQ.
perto of tho veroien of Polyecnue & 00 completoly 1dont 1aal
with that of Plutarch, uaimg plmost the geme worQdd, bthat onc
night have socsumed thut Polyeenua toolk over hils accoﬁnﬁ
verbatlm from Plutarch, had 1% not becn Tfor the additional
information -givon by Plutareh ( which Polyasenus would have had
no reason o omiy ), and ;artlcularly for thq short gontoncq
with which Polyéonus goncludcd his verblon of the suory. lVowx,
aftor following tlis agoount of plutarch ln almost tho same
words, up %o the ghowlng of tho lottef of Pharnabazus %o
Lynandor by tho cphors, he 2ddn ﬁpeéabiue ( il.c. tko cphoﬁs )
fpaber Gm heyihs beicOue wire wmb wSrd  yeappura moplavre.

This oorrcgponds exactly to the Latin of Nepog, ' IpsSc Buuo
fult éécusator v, end 1t is not included in Plutaroh'as account;
but ho, in its place, quoteo an lambic ﬁrimeﬁer of doubtiul
a,u.thorahip; Ao '.{(' ’o&/cc'w’; écrrv au?.u,.\as (-,;vos.

This eimilarity betwoen Plutarch and Polynenus would
disprove any tneory that Plutarch was not in the habit of
taking'gig anecdoves vorbatim from his sources, Tor obviously
Plutarch and Polyaenus uged the game oource for this story and
both seom to heve mede cn aceursabe odpy of it.

Thore are 6erta1n,small polnts of aifferonog botween tho

threo vorsions of the siory. Pluterch and Polyacnus both state

= T T

fonie hed Lecn mentionsed ia our ox&minwtﬂon of chapter 1V of
Nepos' Lifc of Lysandcr.



that Pharnobazud hod sont o digpoabtca o Lparte to adquoo
Lysanaog; Péljaonus.aloo agroos with Plﬁtaﬁoh that tho
Spartans gont aifndvlif' to rocall Lysandor.

ffopod 18 not as dofinite as this; ho merely Utated
that Lyaander‘had sugpected that the Spartanc had boon
informed of als cruelty and greoed. .

The eubstance of Lysander's rogueot in Plutovch ig
thot Phornebazuo should write anothof lotter to the ephéfa,
stating that he " hed not boon wronged at all and@ had no
complaints to make "; Pébyacnus morely étatas that tho roquost
wag " to write onothor, and friendly , lettor on hise behalf ";
the requcst in Nopos 1s positive, ' quanta sanctitatc bsllun

gcoglisgot soclosque tractasset, deque ea ro accurato soriberet '

. _
At thls point Plutarch inserts into his narratlve a
, 3 '
proverblal saylng, which 1o not found in Nepos or Polyacnug,
ard a Little furthof on thero is an addition to the story

wvhich 1s peculiar to Plutpreh.  He describes Pharnabazud

For, altnough P]utarch refers to K“'?rquu in X1X, 7, he implicao
a lottor: of. X, 2: irq-.u c-ncu.l,v .

-3 -
Lysander, i, 2.

3 Parcen, Gr.’ l 507 ﬂ 811 /((ops K(:?‘?-( s Py TR o\oydv 42499?r§&iv
Lhis was nrobably a Well known and Iroquently usded saying, fop
the Crotans wore & byeword for lying and trickery - a0 o oedo
clecar By the hexometcr vorse of ¥pilmenidew, poct and nricot ,o%
Cnoowod in Grotc, who vieitod Athone e. 596 B.C.

Ir(77ea3 2er ¥ eSs Tl , Avena érvenc Ve bTpes Xyt
The first part of thls verese 1ls quoted by GCallimachug, in nic
liymn %o Zeuwa, 1, 8§, whore ho applico it to tho Groten logond
about the toab of Lcuq in Crete; of. aleo, Polybiusg, 1V, 8: V1,
46 -~ 47: V111, 18; Theopompus, £r. G2 - 70, G. & Hl; Paul, Ip.
I-L‘ iﬁ .3 1 ] 1.2- * I :



as & wen hold in high rogerd by tho Sparvt;m{.}_a-hsoamao he hod

- supported tholy cauoe in who Poloponﬁéoian Var moro Qagorly
thon any othor of tho Porolons.  ¥hio 46 not Pound in Fepos
or Polyacnugd, waleeg wo asouile that Nopos'.words, ' magnem onilm
efus auctopivatom in ea ¥¢ futuran °, aro hio shorter version
in Latin of thce sams 1ldee eXpresced in Greck by Plutarch.

?he conclusiocn of the anccedote in Plutarch ig difforent
from that of Nepos or Polyaenus,.although the ultimete meanlng
lo porhaps the eame.,  Plutarch concludeo with a quotation.-
Lysendor reelilocd, aftor he had read tha seoond lotter of
Pharnabazus, that " Odysscuag ig not the only man of guile "f
‘Wnile Pluterch is thus suggésting that Lysander found that he
had beon trieked by & gresteor tricketor then himeolf, Nopeo
and Polyacnus are élleging that Lysander, by requesting o
lettor of tootimony from Pharnebazud, hed in faot brought howmo
ovidenec in writing ageinst himeclf: |

| Lut the whole Incident of the Pharnabazus letter 1o
suspect and most unlikely.  V.K.Prentieo Qayai " a1l thoge
things may De merely oxeggeratlons, distortions of facet, or
mgl icious goésip‘by gome parson or persons who disliked

Lysander or had somo ond of their own to sexrve ", Gortainly,

Plutmrch does not oeem to notlce the inconaistoney of ascriblng
%o sueh o man ouch an unnocessary act of trickory.

*x. Zicglor, Plut. Viv., 3, 2, D. 129 {Toubnor) attribuitqe thiu
quotation to the '"welophus® ol auﬂljiuoo cf. Woeck, 11, £r.715;
ttob. ¥lox., 29, 55, ’

3 A J. L., ONU111, 1934, p. 39.
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tho tﬁréo auﬁhoritiéovdgc vory 1otc, g} p?ébablylunfdliablq,
boaGonso none‘df thééo.facta aﬁo ﬂubstémtiaﬁéﬁ Ty contomborary
and Fourth Genﬁury wfitgré. 2Qnophon znowse nothing aboui any
'diaégraamcni vILOCN Lysandor ani PhaPnabazua, or'any‘reaall
from Adlae Einof,‘or of any disgrace at Oparia. -Diodorua'makoa

it quito'oioar that Lysonder alvays actod in harmony with the
-wishos of tho ephors, ond knows nothing of anj-snamaful
recall, | | |

Jdorcover, thore Seqoms io bg vory little polnt in the
triek of an exohaﬁgo of letters, whon Pharneabagus wae alleged
to haveo eent proviously a dispaﬁph to Uparta, prooumably giving'
thoeroin full detalld of his charges avainst Lysander.

Finally, it 1o inconae iveble taat tho ophors would
take no poaitive asetion agalinet Lysender if such accuoations
had roally been cent to them. Whe powers of a‘Spartah nauarch
WOFG 0O consido$ablelﬁhat tenure of_the.offico vag not extendod
boyond & yoar, and it is likoly that the ephore would serutinigq
most carcfully ths actions of any Sparten who held or had hold
guch absolute authoritf, eéspeClally if informatlon was daid
against.him. If Panlppildad; nsuarch at Thasda, was banlghed;

If 9parten kings likxe Pausaniasg the Hlder and'thg Youngor,-and

‘311, 14, 1.

2 of. Aristotlo, rol., 1271 A; Nepos, hyeender, 1V, oallo
Lysander ' pracfocius claggis ',
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Gparton offioormiliha @ylippﬁb §nQ_Qh0Pax, wore‘cbaaomnqd_to
dcath or o oxilo, bhe cphoro tyould not ﬁave ignorca'chérgQ&
of this neaturc DLrougnt age lnst ;yaandor. Yot, accof@iﬁg t0
Plutayoh,-tho reoult gf_Lyaandér's appearanqc bofore whe ephorag,
aftor beo ing rccallod by a 61074l7 , Wap mercly that Lysandor
loft the prescnco of the ophors ™ aeriouoly disturbed" ( 7exves
?ﬂ%eﬂﬂ%féms Y; and - cvon mora‘inCohceivablG - thét ﬁe ankod
for,and reccived,permicnion Lrom tho ophérd %o ho allowed %o
lecave gperta to visit e shrino in an onolo in the graaty dereyri
of Libya. - |
Therefors, in any attempt at identificatlon of tho

gource or gourccg used by Plutarch in thesé-chaptors, we mnob
asoume the possibiliﬁy that this incident ( and also probablj
the allegation of Lysander's conepiracy against the horeditary
kingohip of Oparto ) 1s wholly uﬁtru@ and probﬁbly'invonto@ to
bring pbmthumous disgrace upon Lysandor and Qofame hio charactor,
or is en oxegreration baoed upon & #ory small modloum of fLaecb.

I; is ‘-not inconoeivablo that Pharnabazuc might comploin to tae
cphore .about Lysander's dncroaohment upon hilo terrltorico; such
complainte may well have formod the basis of this ' cock-andQDuil' B
gtory which Plutarch, Nepos and Polyeenus found in their source.
Ko doubt, the'Qp&rtan king, Peusenias, and his pertisans - if

"they wre on tho look-out for an opportunity agalnst Lysander,

e e e e s - == — e e e iy

/ e LY A
Although Plutarch does admit (RyQ., JIL, L )i pohes 8 wel yuhewls
S Pedives Stwitpa§pueros
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could f£ind it in the eomﬁlainta of ?hafnabazus,-amﬂ in tho
1llcgel poacoeoion of noney by & fricnd of LJaandor.

A later writer, finding accounts of trials at bparta of -tho
Qpartan king Pausaniag, & rival of Lysander, and of Thorax, &
friond or Lysapder, and, in addition, records of a series of
complainte egainst Lycandor cont by a Pereian Batrep, could
ceally build up from suoch moaéra matoriol a not vory fiattering

account of Lysandor 8 popularity at Qpartu.

Plutarch tells ue that, lmmedlately afier the reading of
Pharnabazus' letter, Lysander obtained permiaaion fxom vha
ephorg to leave Operts for & vioit o North Africa, ©o
saém@ice to Zeusg Ammon in G&%an, to whom he had vovcd
pacrifices " beforec the battlog " ( Apo wam &yewen ), Qomo
authoritice gtatoe, says'PlutarGh, that whon'Lysander vas laying
eloge -to Aphytls in Pallene, Ammoa appearéd to him in & droam;
whe reupon, at tho commond of'ths é@d, Lysandor roiaed the adioge
end was eager to go O Libya, at tho firgt possible moment,
to propitlatc the god. |

It must bo essumod that Lysender did in fact vielt
Phrace and Ghalceidice in the course of his ' mopping-up !
oporations after the Tall of Athend, although Xenophon makes
no montion of i%. Ronophon'auggoats thet, after Aegospotani,

Lyvander Spent Qomz time in Asia MinO?; taking over (halcedon

‘Hellonica, Ti, 2,1 - 22,
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and Byzanﬁluﬁ, setting vp a docodarchy abt Leubog, apd wooting
with 1ittle ozipoai.tion cxeopt at Camog.  During %his time ho
probably %took ovor Sestos:

But, when did he oapture Scione, on the Chalcidig
peninaul&z? Xen0phon3morelj says that Lysendor sent
Eteoniéus with ten ships to Thraoe, to bring those regionsg
ovor to tho Spartan side.. If Lycsender wont in peraon to

' Thrace, it was probably after the fall of Athena; gomo ¥ime
during the yoer 404 - 403 L.C. - %o asgist Btoonlaus and %o
supcerintend the subjugetlion of the Athenian 2llied cition on _
tho Chaloidic peninsula and the 6oast of Thrace. Probably
during this expedition Thasos was taken overs

Pausaniaégwritos that, when Ly;ander was besleging
Aphytis in Pellceno, Ammon eppeared by night and deolared that
1t would bo botter for him and for OSparta 17 they ceased from
‘warring againet Aphytle; ond so Lygander raised the sioge and
induced the épartgns to worship the god still) morc. In
Plutarch's account, Lysander ordered the Aphytacens to meko
sacrifices to Ammnon, and wes himself eager to go %o the .
parent shrine in Libya. Pausanias‘tells ug that the peopla

of Aphytic worship Ammon no legs rovarently than the Libyang;

’Lysander, X1V, 3. ;Lycandef, RV, 4.

s Hcllenica, ii, 2, 5.

“ Unlons the sourss of Wepos, 11, and Polyaecnuo, 1, 45, 4,
ldent 1ficd Lhacos with the Iasus named Dy Bphorua.

111, 18, 3. ¢ 113, 18, a.



bub GALS oy rofer 0 o wommm Qptanl lswa o u,pL 410 afvor
mﬁc@lNOﬂmw or MQL.gm5¢rmnmou30°ummwaofém:
miraculous 1lntorventlon of the god. |

wn@a therc had boch for centurico in the dooorts of
Libye o temple and oreqlc of Zouo‘Amﬁon,is well attosted by
Gbook and Roman writers. Horodotus' affirme that at e Vo By
~carly dote the, Qami&ne had tonantod the oagis of @ixah, and
the oroculoar shrine long continuod in great ronuuo.

“ It is not olo&r exactly vhat Plutarch moans ‘when ho
refers to the vows taken by Lysander " before the battleg “;
if he e ano before Lycander was appolnted to oommend the
Spartan fleet in L08 - 407 B.C., thon it would appéar that
Lycander had prior associ&tioﬁﬂ with the shrino of Zous Amuon,
and had vowcd, bofore he ever took & command, ©p pay_@aerifice@
to Amnon if Buccegs was grantad to hin, - Thic could ho
oxplainod by the roforgnoa of Diodorudzto e, Libyen king of
the tribos living in tho iocality of tho oracle, named Libys,
vho van & friend of the father of Lysander; in rocognition of
this frienfship, Lysendor's brothor hed becn nameé Liﬁyq.
Plutorch, of course, wes not aware of this, for he did not ude

hlo Ephorug at firot hond.

Plutaroh concludes hils chopter with three dlotinct

111, 26; ct. dorodotug, 11, 55; ovid, liot. XV, 310; Lucret., V1,
147, &urtius, 1v, 7; Dtrabo, 1, 11; Pausanios, 1V, 23; Plutarch,
Cimom, V111, 6.

% %1V, 13, 8.
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" axplonations of, end roogons fér, Lyﬂanaor‘s deparsure for
Libye:

1) " Ae some say ", he loft fparta bocause ho had made
. tho voy ond wiockod %o fulfil it in porson. |

2) " Nost people believed " that the god was o moxre
pretext, for Lysénder wos impationt of odntrol after his yoars -
of indopondonce and frecdom abroad, and wished wo get away Irom
the euthoritico at homo, " like & horse which comes back to hig
stall from unrestricted pasturage in the meadown, aml ie put
once more to his accustomod work ".

3') " Wphorug assigns another reasén for vhis absence
abroad, which I shall menbion ghorily "!.;.. that Lyeander had
concelved a plan to overthrow tho hercdltary kingship and

wiched to influence the oracles to support his plot.

Pluterch 1s obviouely awarc of diffcrenty 1nterpretations
of Ljsander‘s journey abroed, and thesge thrcoco distinct reacons
given by difforont authoritics imﬁly Plutaroh's own convictilon
that Lyecandor did go to Llbya. But what must be noticed is
that Plutarch is most falw; whatever authoritics he 18 here
using, he 1 at paino to glve all suggested reasono for Lysandar's
departure Ifrom Qperta, poerhaps suggesting that he himgelf would

accopt the soocond reason.

/cf. Lycander, WV, 3 ff,; Lphorus attributcd Lyscander'no journey
to Libya oxclusively to his desiro to change thoe kingdhip.



v 1o not'imposaiblq fhat Pluterehn found in hio norretive
Oouﬁeé, Theopompud, clthor a reference o Lydah@of?a JOurncCy
to Libya, or © brlof sccount of that jourmey. It cowbalaly
gecms likely that guch & Jjournoy 7as pade, and that contomporary
opponentg of Lysandor, end later writcro who wisned to vilify
hig cheractor, would sugnest guch rea@ona for the journey ag
would suit thelr own ailegationﬂ. Cloarly, if it wan bsliloved
ihat Lygander héd pldttod 4o overbthiou Whs hereditery Gyarohy,
and if malicious goeulp had,énlarged and exeggeroted theco
allegatlong‘aftor'Lysandor?s death, any ﬁnu@ual'activlty on
his part would be intorproted in the worst possiblo light.

Pluterch suﬁs the matieor up by faylng that the ephors
reluctantly and grudglngly gave Lysander permlssion to o
abrdad. But reluotance on the part of the ephors would bo
expected, even if there wore no breath of ousplcilon assocdeted
with Lysender, for 1t was never the pelicy of Sparte williasly
to allow her citizens to enjoy libecrty of actlon ouvtside Lparia

which oho Genied them inolde the city.
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CHADTER 351V, 2 = 6

Plutarch now introduces his lengthy account of Lysandor's
piot'against ths hereditary kingship of Oparta; apparently he
sote 1t chronologically aftor the return of Lysander from‘ _
Asoanaus"expeaition_ to' Asia lilnor, in 396 B.G. Dut, although |
he asgigns the worklng'out of tho dotalls of the plan to the
period afﬁer\Lyoandor's roturn, he noxo 8 it clcar thet Ghese.
plansg had been devisod somo time bafor&; thus, he 18 not in
complote disagreement about tho timing of the plan with
Xphorug, wholattributes the schemo of Lysander to the yoar
403 B.G., after the death of Alcibiadeo ard not So very 1on@

after the L&ll of Athens.

‘ Jdenophon seomsg to-have had no knowlcdge wh&tevor of thio.
alloged treaponablo plan; ho otateosthat Lynandey re turnced
from Asia Minor with the othorx thivty Qp&rtiétoo who hed
accompenied Agosilaun, and gives ho suggestion of dlagrace.
This 1s probably quite ailgnifiocont, for no doubt Henophon had
himsolf personal knowledge of Lysander when he waé campaigning

with Ageollaus, and was in a positién, when living 1n Blis, to

‘or, Lyeandor, WV, 2: v« Fuilar Someorea 5 and XN, 9, whore he .
momt ions Ephoruo' interprotation. of tho reason for Lysander'e
vigit to Libya, probobly late in 202 B.G.

* Diodorus, X1V, 13.

® yWollenilea, Lil, 4; 20.



. &3
bﬂ faniﬂiar Uiﬁa curwonu ramours. and ng 1(“ %bguu uvaa&uci,

if any axiﬂtoa. Eut in fact he ‘tells us nmathin diahonourablc
amout‘Lyaandor, ORCEPT DOTIAPD his treatment o Qallicmatg@a@,
.although ho "has ucny stricturoa W0 posd upon other Mportano

who dishonouvred the ir oéty by taoir aeuions.l

Plutarch commences his account of-LyQanderﬁa;glop v
degeribing in briof the wethod of solecﬁion of tho'ayartdn
kingo. He follown the anclont tradition that the Dorland
were Heraclidai claiming dencont £rom [feradlces, and that long
aftor tho synocaoliesm of the Dorlen tiibed waica h“d conqu@rcd
the valley of the furoted, coervain fomilics were abloe to
tracs beok thoir encestry wo lloraclco. ILut not ovory Horeclid
fomily participaﬁo@ in thx royal swccosoidn, the kihgs be ng
chooen from two *amilios only, the ﬂuryponti@s and the Abiuaa.

The double kingship of Goarte was no doubt a rotantion
of a primitive systom of chieftdinsnip which dought o Uractiqal
compro@mioe botﬁoon tho claimsvov uWO or moro ‘royal housep Lo
domination; and, &g Piuta*ca poinbs out, no other Qpartanﬂ haa

gpecial privileges in the goveramont of thelr olty by rcason

M\iaton hao becn dalsousgod ebeve, in chaptord V, 7 - Vil, 1.

2 cg, X@ﬁOphon,'Holl., ¥, 4, 22; Azcailaus, JAV.

$ gmugy., 1, 12; DPoucenioo, i3, 28; Gtrabo, Vill, 8, 5.

“ The origin of thome nemeoa 18 oxplainod DY Upkorus, epud 2vrobo,
V1il, 5, §5; cf. Pauo¢n4at, 111, 7, 1; Horcdotwa, V1, 51 - 53.-
Apollogorug { 53,8,2°) cays tant. tho Heraclild Arisctodemmg uag
*1lled by 1iUnLninu at Naupachun vhon prepering to invede who
PO1OQOnnOuO, nlg two sond, durysthonos & Proclon, drcw lotn

- , {contd.)



N Qq 1
Qf-?3yg;a¢ .;_ Huacenalion passcd from'fathpr'ﬁb*§ldéﬂﬁ agn:
an2 if'n6 aons>wbro 1of£ at the king's death, tb.thg noﬁt mele
in strled line of cuccosalon. |

of

Plutar@h seys ﬁh&@ ij&m@or'belcngea to onoTthe
foamillos of tho Horegloidac. Taon hoe had bocomo_gréat and
famous in hio clby, Gnd vas ﬁupportcd by a considerable body
of petrons .ané followerd, he wWoo annéjoa to think that-higﬁ t
ciby, which had incireagcd hor power by nle offortn, wen rulqd'
by mn of no botter birth than himself. Ho thorofore plannod
%0 toke owey tho zinsohip from the two royal housen and (Ve
it back ( ¥medelve ) to all the Horaeleldac { oy, a0 Some 00V,
%0 the @partiatég a8 &8 whoio )}, on the elective pauin of a
man's woxth, hoping by thego moans to be chogen hinoelf .
Thoxo arc gome lntereoting poiﬁtq of difforonge hore
_ botween what Plutarch sayg and whét’wab appafon&ly uvritten by_
Bphoruc.  Ia the first place, Pluterch mokes 1t ¢loar Ghab
Lysandér olaiiucd to bo of the family of the Hofaoloidaag tut
no does not romind hie roadero thed he heo already montionod
this claim in a piovious chaptozﬁ where his authority 1o
probebly Thoopoupus. Ephoxrus oénnot have beoen awarce of thig

claim of Lysandorfn; othorwige” he would hardly havo roforrved 4o

e - —— - —

td) w?th the othor Hereclidn, Tomenus -and CGroenphontcz, & obtalngd
Laconls.  Huryothonen' gon, Agle, gave hio name to the Agledn,
unilo Proolca’ nom, Lurypon, gave his naimy to hic descendanto.

‘of . Herodotus, V1L, 3.  “of. Xen. Hell. 113,3,3; Nopos, Asco.,l.
* Lyoander, 1%, 1. '



Lo
L\u ;.cr ‘o debiro tc.put an and ﬁ0 ﬁhb Ri§5CmiQ of ho
moraclido! Qeooﬁdlj,”P?uté%Qh hﬁv@lﬂeoua to sugg@gﬁ o
that LJB&HQOP @ principal roooon for gecking to ghanfe the -
wzthod of seloouion of tho bportan kingn wad bl fogt that ho
himoelf had done a groat deal to inoroace thé POQY Oof Sparvo
in Grooce, end yoi others of no hlgher'biﬁth_than himgelf were
allowed to govern hic city ard, preoumably, tofggin'orédit'fom,'
if not tho advantageon of,.hia congue 88, _Lyaanﬁcr'g ¥Qasqn
for the change 1o ewprcssqd hera very mildly and indeod very
roaaonably,‘ﬁhén compared with what Plutarch has pfevidualy
writtonf " He sailed back to Sparta, without honour....-.
hating the whole form of government mnope than évér, and resolﬁé@l
to put lnto excoution at onoo.... the plans for & rovolutiocanwy
change "o

Dio\orus is quite brief; ho says th&t Lysanaer
w becomlng promumptuous and arrogunt et thio { Ll.c. at uhe
guccesaiul concluslon of the Peloponnecian Var ), rasmlvcg Lo
en& the Einéship of tho Horaclide amd made the cholee of rulerg
common to all the Opartiates, hoping that ho himsclf would goin

the power because of hisg great achievements ".

s .
Nepos puts forward another reason: ' Itaque hl deoen-

,
RloGorua, X1V, 13, 2.
Z'Ly‘oem@or’. v, 4. 3Lyﬂander; WLV; 2.
. S e
"le, 13, 2 et scqg. Noposo, Lysander, 1lll.



: viralom iliam_poﬁootatém ab illo conétltuﬁam awstuloruﬁt.
aue @bldfo incensue inilt consilisa ¥omed Luéadaomoniogum
tolloxre '. Unfortpnafoly, ﬁhe-end of chaptcr Ll of hig Lifce
of Lysénder is misoin@,'oo thet ws can on;y-suraimq'thaﬁ he.
18 aixéging thot tho eruelty énd treachery of Lysander prompicd
th.o z1lnge o.r the Spartan authoritics ( ¢ .‘ﬂi.’_ ) _t-o ond hilse

power by putting down his dacadarchioé. Thofofora, sayd Nepoa,
Lysander plottod to end tho power of the kingo. Nepoo agreqs
with Diodorua that the chdic@ of klnge should be made opon to
2ll Spartano ( ' ox omnibus dux deligaﬁur '),

Plutaréh, ln this cheptor, 1s acknowledging two
digtinct treditiona:

1) that tho kingship, taken from the two Poyalﬁhoua@ﬂ,
should be made available to all Heraclidso:

2 ) that, " as somo oay " ¢ obﬁicusly Ephdfus/) “ho
Ringohiy should ba opoen to all Gpartistqd. |

Plutardh adds to the ocqond tradivilon ths comment
that cven those Gpartons who could not olaim dogcent f£rom
Heracloo might, by showlng the iir__virtue, like Heracled himself
roceive}the revard of election tolfhe royal poesition. |
No doubt, the Boectigh in Plutaron prompted this roference o

. 2
tho gloréous achievemente of the patron god of Bogotla.

’cf. LysenGer, 0, 3 - 4; Diodorus, 21V, 13.
qu, Lyaan@ef, XW1L, 6.
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'Agart from liphorag, Pluﬁarqh'and NQpéﬁg Lhera abo
alivoions to thlo plot of Lyesandor'd in Ariatbtlda R0 Gaya
- that bbndpiﬁaoiqn,against the otote are inevitablo uhon groat
- mon ere disgraced by thoue who have wmece lved. higher honours |
than thémsqlvaa, to whom they axQ in no way inférioﬁ in

abilitics, " as Lysander by the kingo ".

’-Pol., v, L, 5, 1301 L V, ,?/, 2, 1506 JBH cz. Ciccro, Do Div., 1,
A3: ' Lyourguo guidcd, qui Laccdaeuxonio ~ui ol publ icam
temperavit, leges suap auctorltatve Apollinic Delphicl
gont irmavit Quas ocum Vollet Lyoanden commutaro, cadem eat
prohlbitun roliglone .
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CHAPYERO JO, OWl, end x0¢, 3 - 9.

o

. The firet atep taken Dy Lysander in his attempt to
overthrow the hereditary dyarchy wag to persuaﬂe the Spartang
'themsélvca of the rcagonabloneno of his plan; to thin and, he
egomnitted to memory & @pecah w%itton by Clcom of Hel icarnaseug.
Plutarch 5ives much greator detall about thie specoh
in chapter XXX: whnfe he attributes his information ultimaﬁely
to Ephorus; and, although tho andedoto about the Tinding of
the speech in Lysander's house after his death 1o more detailed
in Pluvarch than it is in Diodofusf it is likely that the
whole gtory was %o b found in kphorug, whonaee, sultably
cmbroidorod, it pasced on ilnto Plutarch'a ! Hostiie gource ‘.
In chapter 220{, Plutarch says that oome dlspute had
arisen between Operta and her allles and it becams> necossary
for the ephors .0 exemine a number of state documents which
#t1ll reposed in Lysandor's house. Apesilaua, in searching

the house, found the " opeeoh on the constitution ",

Agtonivghed and dismayod, he determined to make publie the speqah,

4
Lysander, XK, 3 - 5.
*¥.or.d., I A, p. 103, 207: 11 G, p. 96.
S %1V, 13, 2 of. '



Cand ghoﬁ.up'thd clinpoetoy 0F thoe dood Lyoender; ‘but he woo

rootramed Ly hecratidas, the prinolpel ephor and & prudent

non, hho'urguoa thét they ousht not %o "'Qig up Lygander eagein,
but rathor tc'bury-thg spooch along with hin ", on tha gooundo
that the -opoooh wao plausiblo, ahd therefore dangoroun,

Plutarch tollolihp game story in h;a Lif¢ of A@csilaua:.
pith very elisht Aifforomecs. There ho geye that Agesilous
found an escdelation bandod togethor aseinat him, which Lyoandox
had okzanised aftor his return from ASis Ilinor. Azeoileus,
theroflorxe, damirihg %o’ahow vp Lydander, found the epecech -

awong Lyoender'd effoote and wishod %0 make it public; bub

n fl

onc of the .eldero ", fearing tho " clevernesa of ths speech,
advisod him not to dlg Lysander up agaln, but rather to bury
the spcach along.with him ", |
Eluowhoroi Plutarch calls ths ophor who dics@a@e&
Ageeileue " Cratidan, at that timo hoad of the opaors ",
and glvos ao hig weason far cheoking Agesilaus, M loot the
gveech, whon rood, should persuede anyoac ". . .
In ths Life of Agoailausf Plubarch suggesta that a
congpiracy had beon engincerod by Lysander against Agcoilaus

peroonally, but he glves no 1lnformetion as to how tho gpcoch

e 5D - = PSR ————

'Agouilaua, Wi, 3 - 5, and aloo Apoph. Loc., 212 ), in alnost
ldent 1cal wvouxds with the Agenileuo account.

La&pogh. Lac., 229 I': tho nono of CGratldes le recorded as ophor
in one lmpeription - S.G.LD.I., 1V, p. 090,

P32, 3 - 5, ond Apoph. Lac., 212 B

iy



wes dlecovoraed; he merely sﬁggggtq thot Agogilaug won
' loczing for troublo '. ’

in Lysandgr J0RR, Plutarch implieo that it Was nocessary
to consult some documents in Lysander'c houag, although it io
unreasgonable to think that Lysandof ould have 1mport&nﬁ'.
gtate documents in his private houpe,

Roth Diodorus and Nopoglreoord vory similar accounto |
to that of Plutarch of thoe finding of this spooch in Lynandcr'a
houge. The account of Nepos is brief, but he docs mention
the name of the authexr of tho speech, which is omittd@ by_
Diodorug.

Tho whole anecdote3about the speech 18 suspgaet, fof
Lysander would have had sufflielent sense, whon his plot feallqod
to rcaoh fruition, to desgiroy any writton'evidenoe againat'
himeelf. In any case, Plutareh tellwm uc that Lysander
memoriged the Speoodh, ﬁresumgbly éo‘as'to ba able to;dqgtrey
the original. The story iz akin to wost of the informat ion
dexrived from the ' Hostlle Jourge ', whosQ 80t purpod wed
to vi1ify Lysander's character, amd to that ond secms to hava

distorted or magnified what Ephorﬂa may have recorded &o

current and unconfirmed Frumourg.

‘7w, 13, 8.

*Lyoender, TiLl: ' quam vere de eo Forot iudicatum, oretlo indicio
fulit, -quac pogt morich in domo e iug roporta est..... hang Qb
neripegisge Uleon Haliloarnagiuso éloitur ', Tals Qlcon of
Hallcarnassuo 1s othorwise not known. )

> Plutarch, Lysander, OV, 1 andt 3K, 3 - 5.
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Wo mugt suppode that Lycondew vas oing tbibring
hig plan out 1nt§ the opsn and argue in public Tor & change
of kingship,in the hopc of winning the suppqrt both of tho
¢phoro and of. tne Qpértiates in gencral. How ho could
hope to Go thlg, or would even daro to make an attempl 0o
shortly after the unsuceqesful conspiracy of Ginadon im
398 B.@t, ie naturally nog Qxﬁlain@@. *If wo assums thet
Plutarch's chronology 10 corrcet, and that Lypandor bagan %o
get hig plan in actlon lmmediately after hino returﬂ frou
Asia Minor in 396 B.G., this would imply that a-éefe yoazr.
or two-after a dangorous coh9piracy egaingt tho etate had
beon crushed, Lydander made an equally @aﬁ@@roua attempy
againgt ths kingohip. Clnadon's attempta WQrQ ruthlesaoly
and quiokly brought to nought - his hopew of Qqualitygweme
aoon’nuliified. It ie unlikely that an astulo Spéftan 1 ike
Lysender would ralse a similar ory within cuch & short timo;
uniose, of course, Lysandor had madc his plono long baefoxo
the conspiracy of Cinadon, and the fate‘of Clnadon caused |
him to retract and do no more than leave about the dangerous
evidence of hio owm treason.. -

It ia not inconcei&able thét runoury and raoportd of

rebellion and conspiracy in gparta, whioh penctrated the

. - e e R TR B = e

! ef. Xonophon, Hellenica, 11k, 3, 4 - 1l.

— ’
J'Xenophon, Hellenloa, 111, 3, 1l1: fu,&'er;s a'r ey Fruc v Aatu&ufdw.
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Laconlan ' iron curtaln ' and rsached tho care of othey
eraozza,» may heve boon written up at tho time by othero than
‘_Xenophbn, vao without full knovledge of the faoto pasascd on
nero storica, and even a.ttributod to Lyoander gomz of tho
gochomes of Cinadon. The weakness of thesc storieg lliesg in
the faot that Lysender was apparently aoquitted of all chorgeo,
brought ageinst him during his. Iifotime, a.nd con't. inued %o

anjoy the qonfidence of the ophors up to his dsath.

Plutarch now suggEeoto thot Lysander realloed thet
Cleon's specah of 1tself would hardly produce the rcgulta
whioch he deglxcd; ho thexofore declded upon anolher method
of influencing the Gpartans. He begen to tampor with the
oracular shrincs of Greece, in aﬁ'attémpt to plag upon tho
superotitiono of hie fellow-countrymen. o feld that 1f ho
could galn oracles favourable O his oauge ( which advoecatod
& chenge in tho msthods of elcoblng the kings of Wparta ), |
tho plausible spooch of Gleom would have more offcat upon

N ,

nis hearord.

Rlodorue and Nepoo oconfirm thio.

l ot Pluterch, Lygander, XX, 5 and IV, &4; NOpos, Lysander, :LJJ_

' acousatun hoo criming 1udioumque absolutug sentontiic ‘.

2
Plutarch, Ljsander, A, 2: Nepod, l.ll D‘iodcms,zglv 13,5

q; e\.&, @9%474 evasr Sira god oontilebat id &g Becpan J‘., TS Axse.
773 K Kk esrog sm”.,v,_, “‘/5'7 pince ope deoxyum nNOR [*"'"'* """‘J‘('""H""
?o/gw 9602 Peve wead &-rcnf"f'rvrd facore posog, quod ffo“xond‘ JTEXEereE--~

1
FEo b rhySus wa X e dhptve Leccdecuonil goaln 421§ ve. “ XPTSf
;/a?.tr.;?,, fEds i Aayer .,.w, ad oraocula referre K«,Go—v d‘Uc\af.-lKoV vouls T

(
I?'blcra; QOnSUQP&nt. J’ f Ldu’ F./Spu; ./‘fovv’ \
TGM; -r-,r nee.ufoefv
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Quoting thoe auﬁnorityiof Lphoxug, ?iutaroh-nqw noOvQU
tnrec Aiodinacy attbmpto nedo ﬁy_Lyaanﬂor Lo corupt oragular
garines by moans of bribeg:

1 )'Lysander‘attemptcd‘to corrupt the ?ythién prieﬂtoog.

2 } Lysandor abtuompited to perouadc the priestas 500 ob
Dodona through the agency of & aertain Pherecles.

3 ) Lysander went to tho tonmlé‘éf Amnon end tried to
br ibe tho'god's interpreters thorc, but théy denounccd hin
" %0 the Oparten authoriticao.

Plutarch's aceount of these three attompts to tampsy
with shrines is almost ldentical with what we £ind in
Diodorus and Noposa.

Dlodorus adds an extra comment about Phereoraten
( ' Phoroclecs ', gays Plutarch ), nhon Lysander used ao hig
.go—batwoeni and a detail about & Libyan ghieftain named Liibya,
known to the family of Ly@an&er? but otherwice he rocordo
1iutlo that ig not found I1n Plutar@n. lle xofore do the-
Qpeoeh found in Lysander's housc af Qr his dcath, bubt doen
not give tho neamq of the author, and edds thie dotail rathow
- &8 an afterthought than as tho firset msthod adoptcd by
Lysender to win over the gpartans ( as Plutarch suggesto ).

Wepos makos no reforande to Phorcorates or Phereclaé,

but othorwige follows Diodorus mogt clogoly,'although ha

! ) -
WAV, 1y, 4 éopﬁnpzfrws Rirohh avra vov f‘“’ ‘?o' ypvcr.s ?‘Xav?o.f 58 gurs &wmv
5 Gpes vovs r3€, ‘s ,(fﬂ Srurpe ovaas.
KLV, 13, 6.
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none s Cloon ox Hilicarmaesua a8 tho aunhgr 00 *Hﬁ necoh.
rluuoreh only inorooo from BioGorug anﬁ ﬂopoo in the
order of the inoldento ( the specah ¢irot, and thon tho
atfempts to gorrupt the oracles ), end in tho additions whioh
ho makaq about the Libyan embassy which came to Oparte to
denounce Lys&ndor;- The Libyans, says Plutarch, disappodnted
at tho amequittal of Lynaendor, romarked on theif doparturag,
" ¢ will judge better than you, Gpartans, when you come uo
dwell with us in Libya " - thus rcferring to an oracle waich
bado tho Opertens settle in Libya. It is possible that
thio oraclc about tho colonldatlon of Llbya by the Upartenc
ig the gems one which H@rodotua'claims was given hy Delphl
%o Theron ( uhclé of Proclos and Hurysthenss ) , ﬁhoae island
of Thora did in fact send out & colony o Gyrgncf The xo
are no other referencas Lo oracles about Hpartons or Dorianc
settling in Libyae; and if Plutarch is here referring to the
gamo oraclae whicﬁ is montiored by Horodotua, we cam only .
asoume that in his aneadote the Libyaﬁa wers quoting an old

oracle which they knew to have boen alrcady fulfilloed.

This parégraph introduces vinat Plutarch seems {to X

1v, 147 - 153.

* af. Herodotus, V, 42, whore wo road thot Dorioua, stop-brothor of
Olcomoned, in chogrin at not boing choscn Xing of Operta, lefd
Gparta and, without taklng adunoel of ths orascle at Delphi,

- 8ailod to Libya under tho 5uidanco of ocortain Theracanag; hut,
baing oxpelloed from Cyrono, he eventuelly esgilled to Sicily.



L Hpe

domoribing e Lykander'e third ard finel odcp 1o 2i0 oehonz

- 4o overthrow the Lparteh hoveditery dyarchy. Plutorch seyn.

that thio third step of Lysandor's ( o glgentic schomd to

Gupo tho Gpartand through tho ro@@ﬁgg of certain hiddon

Pelphic oraclon by o supposed don of Apollo ) vaé moct 0aro-

fully planncd and intricately workcd out; thercforo, in hio

dascription of 1%, ho 7111 folloyw the account of ono who W&o

" both & historisn and a philosopher ". .

Who this authoritvy 1is, cannot bo otatod with certainty.

/ ’ 2
J. Gmite, who 1s inclined to think that ¥heoparsstug is moand,

agsumes that Plutaroh aannot bo %1l following Mphoruo

s g _
bocause his wordg, " Now Ephorus tells us ... " and " But tho

wholo plot.... " Lmply that Ephorus is not full cnough and
thereforas Plutaréh hes to go over to another 80UraQ which

gave & moro detalled account of the whole plow. Dut thig
mey cagily be reeding too much into Plutarch's rathor looso
way of quobing hié authority. e has préviously*inaioatod
that he 1s going to mention in soms Qet&il Liphorug! re&ﬁohg
for Lysandor's absence abréed; and we may assume that tho

whole of chantor ONV1 1 alsé included by Pluterch in the

Ephoran account, ogpecially as Plutareh concluden chapter Wl

Plutarchuo' l.even van Lysandor, Amgterdam, 1932, pp. 230-232, &

Intro., 1.

> er. Plutarch, Alcibladeas. L,Q W0 X0 “hooPhrastu@ is Jogcribods

-‘VJCI frk?u-ocu cat l‘&o‘oll 'ifde arvrvovv ?aw chofa;ﬂw

Lysandor, WY, 3: Eﬂopg‘ (,h. oy Py érv N 522?‘]’, 5: 7?v S'o-‘r,v glrr/gm\?v

* Lysandor, XX, 9.



| | | v_q-“'r.
witﬁ the wordan ( found £lno in Dicébrmm’) ot all éhoaa :
facts poro Found out aftor tho. dooth 6f Lyoendel.

One argwiont ogelnst identifylng Gphoruo g&ﬁthc;

! hiéiééian—philosophoz'% is the difficulty“oftediiin@
wphorus a philoeophqr; at the best, he-wos a historion
writing history under the influence of rhstoric.

_ Jacobysthinka that ?oaoidoniué“is here moanbt. Tut this
1o gur@ly t00 easy & guess to résolvo é ¢ifficult problom of
.authorehip ! T4 is a common cxXaggeretlon %o trace to |
Pogeidoniug anything in late Groek writers which doals with
any of his wmany and-variod subjeois, and cannot bo definltcly
assgignod to another sourec.

But, if chapter XMW1 cannot bs assigned to'Ephoruéi end
if thers 1is little evidence of Theophrastan authorship, thean
we can only assume ©ither thet Plutarch found the siory in
his ' Hostile Sourco ', or thot ho oulled it from soms other

unknown &Sourco.

)
X1V, 13.

2 As doos B. ?errin, Plutarch's Liife of Lysander, Vol. 1V, Loob;
po 205- ' '

—

F.Gr.H., 11 G, p..90.

m——

* of. P.Gr.g. 113, pp. 245 - 296.

e

S Thero is gerteinly no record of it in Picodorus or Weposg - bud
on ergument frowm silence io & weak ono !
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CHAPTISR 20V,

Tho anecdoto hore recorded by Plutarch seemt to be an
alternative plan of.Lysander';; for, while Plutarch says 1in
the previous Chaptoflth&t Lysender wog unsucceadsful. in hlg
attowpte to oorrupv the priestece at Delphl, in thile ohaptor3
he malntelns that sowe, at any rate, of the priesto at Delphl
were pfivy to nie dohoma--

“Phe obtoxy i1teclf ceems simplq enough. 4 woman of Pontuu“
cleimcd that Apollo was tho father of her son, Yilenug, and
her allegation was boclleved cven by some 1influentlal peoplc,
Lysander, hoping to. make use of this youth for his own enda,
arranged for a response of the oracle at Delphl to b Qircuiated
in Oparte - that there wore certain very o}d oraoleo at Dolphi,
" in gocxrot writinge ", which could only be read by a
descendant of Apollo. Silcnus was to go to Delphi, give
proof of his divine Dirth, and thon read out the propheciss,
espealally the one relating to the Spartan kingship, which

declarsd that it would be better For Uparta If her kinge wore

f And therefors from a source other than Ephorus ?
2 .
- Lysander, XXV, 3. SLJsander,yﬁi &,

* of . Dlodorue, X1V, 13, 4, vhero Lyeander's go-batueon is named
Pherecrates of Apollonia ( probably, the Apollonia in Hysoila in
tho Holleopont, not far from Dascylium ): this jHellespont ine
ney gexrve as & bridge between chaptero WV and J0VY, and suggest
uhat this Pontic talc was also to be Tound in Wphaorus ?
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ohogon " £rom the boob oitiﬁcnal". Eut-tks wholo soehouo |
faildd bocouse, ot thd oepriticel momont, onc of s poritleipento
logt his nerve ond backed out of the plot. -

If there 18 any truth in this childish sboxy, we-may.
essume that Lysander heard of Sllenus and met him In the
Hellespont either in 407 - 405 B.C. { before or after Asgon-
potami ), or late in 403 B.G. {( when hs séems to have beon in
the Hellospont, and incurred the wrath of Pharnabazu; ), or
even in 396 B.G. { whonhhe wae sqnﬁ by Ageoilaus &g esmbassador
to the llellespont, possibly as harmost of Abydodg). .

But the story ( liko all the allegatlons of tho 'Hostile
Qource ' ) seems to be most unlikely for a numbsxr of reasong.
In the Tirst pl&co,'as stetod, 1t implies collusion dn the
part of the priestn at Pelphi, alithough all the othor accountg
lmply £hat they 1ndignantlj refuged his bribea. Secondly, it
is not eamy to sec how Lysandcr could have been rich enough %o
attempt to briba such well-known and important oraglcs as thodq
&t Dolphl and Dedona. Plubarch himself elsewhere test}fiea %o
hig poverty and incorruptlbllity, and Xenophon gays that he

gave over to his governmgnt all the spolls of the wer. Thirdly,

“In tnis regpect, at eny ratao, the storj is HEphoran.

*cf. Plut. Lysander,X1X,7 and XX, 1-5: Nepos, Lysander, 1V.

% of. Xen., Hell., 111,4, 10; Plutarch, Agesilaup, V11l, 3.

4 Lysander, 11,6: JUU(,2; Xem. Hell.,I1,3,8; but of. Lysander,XVl,l:
JV111,3; in the lattor reference Plutarch admits that 1t might

have boen_pogsiblo Yor Lycander to store up at DVolphl sums of
money Tor his own future uoe,



"

1t 1o quite inconéoivaﬁﬁé théﬁ thc Dbaféah enhofa'woulﬂldil§w
Lyaahdef to loave Gparte or wculd ‘gend him abr@a&.wiﬁh an army

o Booohlo, 1f Qany os:v of repoxrt hed weaoao@ thca boau alG»'~f~f;
attempite to bflbo oraclesg - 1l0% alone a aerious acouaation

brought 1n peraoon by the &mbassadora of Ammon in Libya.

The ntory of Silenus may not have been found out unt il aftor

the death of Lyaé,.nder - but Plutarch 'cl_aa,ﬂy' svate o that

Lysander was brought for trlel on ﬁhe otﬁer chargee of

Gorrupting oraclaof.
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IR ICATION OF 1gs ' HOSRILE QCURCY .

This compariscn of Pluvarch'a ' hogtile ' chaptors
with Nepog' blography and the relevant'chaptera ihfﬁioaorua
nexes it clear that ﬁlﬁimatély the greater part of Plutarceh'o
' hostile ' matoriel, emd the matorialhof Hoped, goco beal
Yo Liphorud. 2ut 1t 1n not et 2ll cloer that Q2lubtearch and
Nopos uged phorug at Tirst hand. On the contray, the
ovidénce boaforo uo cugmestd thet thay di& not.

Both Plutarch an? Nepos allepe perecnal racponsibility
oﬂ»tha part of Lysender for the establishing of decadarchled;
theﬁ béﬁh cmphasige, by éxamplca, tho crueliy and abhitlon
of Lyoanden, There 18 not o single case where Napoo
includeo aa incident reocordcd by Dicdorun and onlttod by
Plutareh; but therc 1o one wholc inoident and soverel detalilo
common %o Pluitarch and NOPQD: walch are omitted by Dioldoxud.
In no instanoe.aoeavNopos gupport Diodoxusd agelnat Plutarch,
winlle on gevorel of tlo occaslons vhen their vorsions dlifer,
ab hag boon noted, Nepos supporid Plutarch agalnot Blodorus.
In eddiiion, gome pervonal. information aobout Lycondor'o

Tamily friendshipo in Libys, fourd in Dilodorusg, 19 omlvted

! ' o
The Phornebazug lettor; the name of the authopr of tha peech
found in Lysander'n hounc; and the Milotuu-Thavoa macuacras.



- by Flutarch an@,EQpOD. _ _

. Tor thogc FOQOORG, it Ao 1mposoiblé 0 taliovc.thn§
Plutarch and Ncpoo ueed thoe hlsﬁorioai'narrativo of lphorua
at Tirot hand; yet it is obvious that, vhatover oourec thay
dld uoc, waa Lo some -extent indebtced to Mphorua. 4 reasonaplo
golution of this problem of authorship may ha to sugg@mt'inat
Nepo@ ané Plutarch were both indebtdd ( Nepos, for all the '
information éupblied in his brilef Lifc;: and Plutarch, for
that small part of his Life of Lysander which ic identiecal
with Nepoo ) %o thoe work of a Dilographer of the Thixd or
Second Century B.CG., who drcw almost all his Information
from Hphorug.

Nepos' short Lifé is a most interesiing gtudy; he
hae no virtues %o find in Lycender; his biography la a record
of wviee, the brief description of a man without nmilitary
talent, favourad by fortung, the mistakes of hia_opponcntm
and his own praoumptuous.impudonoa - ombitious, corrupt,
doceitful, crual ard {treacherous - with no regard fof religion,
and inepired by no love of his country. '

Although we know 8o very litile about Hellcnistic
blogrephy, 1t secms likoly that wo find in Nepos' Lifc a
typical‘ xzample of Peripatetic blogrephy at ita worﬂt, Iﬁ.waﬂ
written to prove & point, oxemplify a morol, and glve a warning,
From ite first few words of scornful donunciation ( ' famam

magig fellcltate quam virtute - 46974 - partam ' ) to 1te



- T

oromming obigua (.' igaé gU0 f@it accucator ' )} , i & om
othical hicﬁosy»l&oéon, illustﬁaﬁoa Ly anccdotQ, dn Gl t¥ue
nenncy of tho Hcllonlatida,'an avful varaing of vael wicked-
nese in nigh places may booome and mey efrfoct; and - in o
negevive gort of way - an engoqragemanﬁ.to hone sty and. vimtmd,

Therc 1is no evidenéo'of any h&atorioal,roﬂearem,hornL
RO guggoeotion that the careleneg Nepos hag culled hio inforp-
ation from any hietorian; we are praocentod with & charaoto r-
otudy, with o minlmun of historical deﬁail, cach anccdote
11lustratlog o Glfferont 8ide of he evil charachor of
Lycender.

It seems guite clear that Nopps nad avail&blqh shory
Greek Lilfe of Lycender, of the type produced hy such [lcllon-
latlc blogreploro ag Antilgonus of Caryoitus, Hermippun or
Satyrun, which Nopos, in his uvsual menner, comproggcd and
transletod into Lotin, for the edification of hin reodord.

that a blography of Lyaan@ef of Peripatotic exitraction
was aveilable to Nepoe and Plutarca 1s most 1ikely. ;Aa haag
bean noted n Paré ‘I of this thesls, the Peripatotioes pourod
out masses of memoirs and blogicephles, both factual and othical,
both of intelleotuals, and aloo of soldlera and Statedmen.
The iy atiitude towards thelr subjocto waes that of moral

philosophern; they werc not intorcoted in militery or poliltical

e

{ ‘ -
AQ thore 4o in the Pelopildas, 1 : ' Vexor... no non vitem
onarrare, 8ed hiastoriam vidcar soribore '.
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aclbivitice, oicopt im sq\far ag ﬁﬁcy §1luatratcd charagtor;
and, to malko clcar ths morel or drive hoo ks loogon, nod
only did thoy ozaggerato, buk wcimay suopeclt that they et o
high veluo on.senoatioﬁal_anooaoted or scandaloud talcq.
Yilleing asg well 2@ herocs muds have ocoupied the ir .attention,
for pride and embition, when depicted 1in exaggeraved colourg,
ean prove o bo as powerful & worning egelnst vice.ad tho
axemplQes of honesty and virtue ocan Induce men to live qulet
and godly livos.  Glooro rominds ue that thore wore MAEEeS
of CGreck panegyrlecs produced, on Themlatoclé&, AristiGea, |
Ageoilave, Epaminqndaa, ?hllip, Alcxander and othor remous
Greckd., Ag the Thlirxd Century B.C. wos &-tima.whan the note-
worthy ocareer in ény walk of lifo was o furnicvh a blogrephor
wilth sufficient eoxcuse to use it for pralse or blame, it
would be & strange commentary on huﬁan natura ¥ only works of
praise wera produced at that time, Ve have plenty of evidence
of the interest which the character of Lysander aroused la
writerg of the Third and ﬁaoond’conturiaa; thero are many
anocdotesn, spandalous and complimentary, recorded about him,
80 that bLlographers would not want for. facis, Athenaeud
“alome refers to‘fbur Hellenlstlice, Hermippus, Agatharchidec,

Hogeoandor and Phylarchug, in wvhoss works were recordod

C_ —
De Orat., L), 84, 341,



inci@onté or detaila aﬁdut thﬁ"@éartan:aamirﬁf;
| 6 19, howevor, quite laposaible to ldontlfy thie
Hellonilotic adurca or narm the blographcor WQQEQ-WOPB waal
voed by Nepos and Rlutarch. DBut it 1s nbt diffi@dit'to go
boyond tho blographer and posbulate the hictorien Hphorua

" ag the ultimate eauthority for most of the informatioﬁ.
The evldonce supplicd Ly Diodorus ( to oay noth;ng about,
Pluterch'd otn roferonocg to Ephorual) nake s 1£ olcar Shad

the snonynous biographer based hilsg work upon Fphorus, selocting

'Aﬁhonaema_gﬁll, 555 G ) oays that Hormippue, in his 'Lewglvers!'
{F.H.G.,XT1,37 ),records the finin® of Lyesander for digobeying
tho Sparton marriage customa; again,(Xll, 550 D ) thaed the
lluropean Histories of Agatharchidco centalug an anccdotc about
Lysander roviling Naucleldos Top wanton & profligete living;

agaln (X, 431 D ), thot Hegeovander (H.1.G.,1V,217) vecords that .

whon waterod wine wasgs Lo ing cold in the Gpartaid caup, Lygander
ordered 1t to be gold stronger; again (V1,271 F ), that in tho
XXV Doek of his Historics, Phylarchun (¥F.H.G.,1,347) wuriltco
vhat Lydander wag_a 'mothan’',

ef. Aclion, V.H.,1ll, 20, for an illustration of th? continonee

of Lysandor, and V.il.,41.%, 8§, for an illusiration of hio
incontinent 1ife in Auia Ifinor.

er. Vrontinuwo, Glxct., 1V, 1, 9, for tho story of Lycander
ordexing a Gpartan goldier to be flogmed fow »illaging, ' cul

dloenti od nulliuvg rel rapinam gc ab agmine reocesuilsee,reopondit

e wpcelan quidem repiurl procbeas wolo® !, _

¢f, Peusaniag, 1¥, 32, 5 £7., for an 00timaio. of thk oharacter

of Lysandcr, worthy of both praise and blemo, illusiratcd Dy

reforonce to hils actione, lneluding an alleged refuocal of

burial to those Athendans who were executed aftar Aegospotami;

cf, also, Pausanian, 1lil, 8, 6, for an allegatlon thet Agle &
- Lysandor propoged to dootroy JAtheno after ite copitulation.

* Ly conder, 22"22, Q; XN, 3; W, 3.
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from thko histerian o fow anccloticd of:a.@orogat¢ry.na$ur¢,.
upéﬁ_which to haso his ethical blography, &nd posgilly
adéing-a-ﬁoﬁ-&eﬁa11;~( ng..tha Pnarn&bguud thﬁ@P‘)'fﬁom
anothor Nourea.

1If thls is true, then the Hollenistic blography uscd
by Plutoarch and Nepoo conatltutes a synopsis of tho woret and
nost biasoQd lnoi@gntsrwhich relate %o the carecr of Lysandor.
The emthor, culling thonm from.ﬂphdruo} has put his owa unfair
interpretation upon-thom { although thin seems Lo have beon '
toned-down by Pluterch ); he has omitted eny rcel achiovemente
of Lysander's which Fphorus may heve mentlonod; he has
delibsratoly porverted the avowed implication ehind tho words
of Ephoruo‘that Lydander alueys acted for, anmd on bchalf of,
the Sparten ephord. Do far as can bo judged from the selcotion
of Hphorus mads by Diocdorud, fpaorus was not 80 oueesslvely
bladsed egainst Lycander, alihough naturally his hictery who.
writion frem an Athenian standpoint an&lwéth a blag esninotd

. z-v
Sparta, for thoxy 1s ovidenoc of gom antl-gpartan feeling. -

T
Diodoxus, X1V, 13, 1.

% of, Dlodorus, XV, 29 & 46 & 63; Hphorus was hound to havo heon
Influenced by Isocratoo, whosce Panath. showa how unfair Ho could
ks towards Uparta, cf. Diocdoxua, A1V, 2 & 82: LV,1. In the liot |
of famows mon, waich accompanics the eulogy of Npaminondad,
only- ono Gpartan, Agcolleus, is montioncd {(Dilodorus,i, 68 ).
Yphoruo' trcetment of Aristides emd Cimon ( B. ¥1,40-4%;R,03,7F)
Quggedts that e weas under the influenca of democrdadic - idoon
2%t Atheng: thic may explain Lyoandor,RlX,2 & 4, whorQ Sypewwds
18 uged twice and thew 18 o otrong oriticigm of tho absolute

- tyrannics oet up Ly Lyocander - Plutarch mey hoave takon over o
domocratic viowpoint from hiso dAphorpg-derived Diog. dource.
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Ephcrua aéparenmly knew nothing obout ©ln trick_playe&.ugoﬁ‘ ”
LyoéDQOP by ?Darnabdzﬁa, unlcoo Diclorua onittcd to 1ncIuQ§
thgiatdry. But our aasumed Hellonistic biosrapher gould not
nocescarily confine hinecelf to Hphorud, amd'éay havo piﬁkaa .
up thioc angedotg from some Qothory source, as will bo suggeat@d'
later. At any rate, it 1is the sort of octory which would have
appcalcd %o a Paripatetic‘biégraphor. 7 |
It 15 lmpossiblo to ootimate tho length or seope of

the work of this anonymous biographor. QObviously, Nepos would
bo agtisricd with a short synopsig of the work: and a8 he

must havo found hie sourco uhlformly antipathetic towards
Lysender, he may have been content to gelect hig fow incidenta
. fopm the sgource, to illuetrate in brief the character of
Lysendcr. Plutarch, on the other hand,; may have incorporatcd
into his Life the wholc of the blographical work, or at lcapt
thoaQ add it lonal portiong of 1t .which he found useful fd?
deploting the other slde of tho charactor of hils here. It
would bo moat satliefying to bae able to prove that Pluterch hag
pregerved for us in his ' hostile ' chaptors thy wholae of thg
anonymoug biographer'a woxlt; but woe certalnly ocannot Lo surg

of that. For Plutarch very often adds his own'commonts,.er
includes dotails and lncidents from earliexr reading. Thersforec,
gome of the ' hostile ' material found in Plutarcﬁ'&nd not

progent in Nopoe may not hevo boon included in the source.

[} Nefon,7°ruf-o-li"o:_‘7¢ara LAl ~mhgeilficdo FOlmimionts proAailet, .
2Qe3e refer.‘tq Thoopompus Comicug { 2111,8 & 9)s caying of :
Hiceclen (MIX, 5 & g); decoription of 'veytale! (X1X, 8 - 12 );

Libyon oracle (iQV, 4 ); the Wilenuo story of cheplcr JoWl. -
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W can bo falrly eortoln thed tho £aral throg éh@pﬁ@ﬁ&

of Mopap' Liifc of Lyoahé@r ox0 ultiﬁatelﬁ dorivqa‘fromiﬁphoﬁmmg‘
but to truc bQQA enQ to trecL dowuiy tho ooucha ucod bw Dphorua
for thooe incidonta i not anwéauy maak. For the Tettor port
~of the Peloponncseian Uar, end thp ocarly ycars of tho Bou?th
Contury B.G., dphorus seems to have used many d%fferenﬁ
authoritiQQ: poaaibly'Xen@phpn and the qh@aowj Cratippua,
probably ths Hellcnice Omyrhynchis, the Atthioc of Androvlen

and Fourth Century pambhleteeré, including the Gooumont abéﬁt
tho‘Spartan Constitution, wrltten'by Pausaniog Tl in oxilo,

It was perhapo frcm Gratippuo or soms othoyp Athonian
souroec that Ephorus inheritod his biag againgt Spgfta, and thig
gource may have supplied him with his information about the
Spartan decadarchicag ( although, of coursce, it was left for
the Hellenistic biographer to usc them aelexamplea of the
wickedness ot iysander ), and his exaumplcs of the oruel
tfeatment of the peopio of Miletdo end Inpon by ths Bﬁartan&.
But Ephorus is fair to Lysander, and o must assume that 1t vae
the bibgrapher who used Ephdrua‘( and acknéwlodqu that usee )
who 1mputed to Lysander personal responsibility end scelfich

" reasono for acts which ho performdd according tvo the ordecrs of

‘or, G.L.Borbor, Tko Historlan Ephorue, pp. 113 - 137.

2P.Gr.i.,13 A, p. 13; G. & He, Crat. Fr. 1 - 4; Plut., Do Glor.
Athon., 345 G - H. . '

3 of. Dlodorus, %111,66,6; X1V, 10, L-4; X1V, .1@, 2-9, for tyrenay
of Lparta after hor victory, and orueliy of Clcarchus atb
Bya an't: lua.
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hls gévornmont.

Eut it sSooms cloer that & Gpartan sourde must havo supplied
ths account of Lysénder's plot égainut-tha Bparten Ringship,
and 1iv nay well be that this source was the quasi-historical
document wriltten by king Pausanias in exile. Strabolgaya
that Pausanias, ths Agiad king of Oparta ( 408 - 395 B.C. )},

" aftor ho ves banlchod because of Gho hatred of éhc Bupy-
pontidee ( i.e. Ageailavg .)..... when in exile, pr@éarod a
Adyes  on tho Lawa of Lycurgus, who belonged to the houdg
that banished him, in which he also tells the orasclce thét
were given out to Lycurgus concerning most of the laws ".

Of coursc, the jealous rivalry-of the Bpartan kings was
notorious enbughz but Pausaniaa, who seems 0 havo been &
philo—Athenian?'was algo Jealous of Lysander, and may have
had & great deal to ﬁrlta about him in his pamphlet. No
doubt, Pausanieaa péssed on considexrable information abouf
Lycurgus, his constitution and the oracles reputed to have
.baen giﬁen to him, This genuine Spartan source must have
becn widely used ( and not only by Ephorus )'in the Fourth
Contury, whon writers were interested in political constitutlong

end much was written about the best forus of government.

‘¥111, 5, 5 ( G 366 ); Ephorus is certalinly one of the principal
goureos of Girabo, who quotes him by nams more often than any
othor authority; Otrabo probably found this infermation inm
Ephosug, who must have beon familiar with Pouvsaniag' documond.

* Xenophon, Hell., Iil, 5, 25. SAristotle, POl., 1271 A.

“of. his activitles at Athens in 403 B.C.: Xon., Hell.,Il,4,28;
Aristotlo, Gomst. of Atheng, OWL1L,4; Plud. Lyc., Gk, 7.
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Proﬁably Ariatotlo modo usde of it for his information aboul
the Gperten constitutlon, ond found in 14 hio FOFOTOneo SO’
Lysendor's plot egainst the st&té( i

Thné;-if w0 afe right in assuming ths direct usc Dy
Bphnorus of Pauseniag' treatlse on the Spartan Constiatution,
we can trace to Pausanias the allégod plot of Lysander againnt
the hercditary dyarchy, andralsQ probably the Gllenua atoxy,
vhich 18 recoxrded by Plutarohf

Omisgiohs in Diodorus do not, of course, imply that
the material was not found 1in kphorud, and it 1s justy posaiblé
that the story of Pharnabezus' letier was also found in thg
history of Ephoruag, teken ultimately from the Pausanias
document. Pauganias would be glad enough to recoxrd any
charges against Lysander of which he had some knovwledso,
howsver vague. | |

It 18 not impossible thet the Hellonistic blographer
based his worik upon Lphoxud gnd Pausanias, for he would not
necessarlly know or assume that Hphorus had pleo made uso of
tho Spartan source; he' certainly usod'Ephorus at firsgt hend,
and may well havo supplémontod hig oxtractlons from Ephorug

by @ direct reforence to the Pauseniass document.

- "

‘Po1., 1301 B, and 1306 B.

;Iﬂﬂand@r, V)L : 1t has boon noted that this chaptoxr asgumecs :
ths liphoran version of Lysander's plon - a dyarchy eleocted from
&ll the boet ciltizonn, ngt merely from tha Heracleldaa,
0f. Lysandor, SOVL, 3, mprdiwor ... oeve quw: ard Hepog, 1ii: 'oretvlo
.. .Feperte cot...8ic seripto,ut deum viderotur gongrucic sentent-
lac,quam 1lle so habiturum pocunis fidono non dubivaret!. Yuic
suggestes that tho speech of Gloon contained a forged oraaqla, and
mey e & birlef refercnce by lepos to the longor aceovnt of
Q1lenuo & his part in the working of the oracled, in piutoargh,.



Zhuo, although:ih ﬁhﬁ vgry nature of ﬁhi@go itf&o qmmﬁq ‘
imposoible to malke e Getalled reoénotfuction of‘tﬁg”wﬁolehof_
cuf"“‘aﬁdnymauﬂ blogrophy ", it 1o ab-lenot rqédohablc %o
agsume that it contained the following informatiion aboud
Lysandéﬁ, all of which 1is post-Aegompotaii.

1) An introductory ch&pﬁor, which qaa.anﬁi—ﬁp&rﬁén and
moderatély dém§orat10, which contalned Nopos® astimaﬁe of tho
character of Lysander, which gavoc & degcription of tho sctiing
up of decadarchica by Lycondor, ag a meand to fulfil hig
ambitious hopco end incrcasge his power, and posegibly concluded
with the quotation from Pheopompus Comicue, o $llustrate tho
hatwred felt by all the Grecks for Sparita in general, and
Lysandér in parﬁicular. '

2 ) .A number of onamples of the troachery of Lysandor
‘and his cruelty towards the ' 11berel ' oloment in tho citice
of Azia liinor and the Greelk méinland; this would includce tho
massacres at Miletus anmd Thacos { Iacos ).

3 ) A dotailed aceount of Lyoander's.plot agalngt the
Sperivon kinéahip, with additional information. about Cloon of
Hal lcarnassus' apeech, about the Llbyan ambass&dofs, and about’
8ilenug, alleged son of Apollo,

4 ) The Pharnabagun - story and, possibly, the account of
the working of the Sparten ' secptale ', Uithna quotatvion or

two to round off the blogrephy.
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2?0 rooopitulada, b seoms.li&@ly,f?ém‘tho.cﬁiaonqo thgt
Plutafch'o Lifo of Lynender wad.baucd prinoi@aily upon Hhg
Hellendics of Thaoopoupun ( which oupplicd the Xenophontlo
maberial and ad&itiénal information about Lynendcl'n czplolin
in Anls linor and ob Athenc ), a very falr cnd favourable
pleture being given therein of the Soartan admlral, who
worlzad forr the common good of his statc, rether than for theo
oatlsfaction of hio pergonel ampitions. |

Lut, anortunatoly, Plutarch algo macGe ugde of o wosb
blassged Hellenistio bilogrephy of Lycander, which lent o
readier ear uvo un&erlfiod scandal ané improbeblg allogétlone
then to the Tacts of history; thils blography derived 1iia
hogtility from tho personal animbsity and j@albusy of tho
contemporary Bparien king, Pégeanlaa, whose military oxplolio
vare quite overshadowed by those of hie-byilliant ambordinat@.

Thooe two sourees Pilutarch vove together, adding & cortailn
amount of extra metorial culled from hio own carlicr reading,
and himself commonting and passing persgonal reflosxzions upon
tho charactef of hle hero, as he wrote the Lifo.

vhe result is a curiously contradlctory blogrephy -
elthough by far ths greater part of tho Life 1s a sobor
rgeord of virituwe, indugtzry end devotion. It 18 quitc
gignificant that, in tke rather superficial. Comparison, whowrg
Plutarch hag vo foroe a parallel betweon Lyosandor and'Qulla,

and vhore Plutarch's own opinion of Lycender is clcarly



. L U ey,
oRpreneEed, thomw ig hig,h pmiso for Lyaam@o:a Por'i)iﬁtwch | -4:'/
tello ve thkope that it wao " a pocul iar viﬁtu@ in bysanmor
thut ho obtainod 2ll his offilcec with the consont of hig
felIOWHciti onad .;.;_nor did he acqwire anjthing by povQy
contrary to the lawa “f Agein, Pluterch wofers to ﬁhg
personal continence and integrity of his hero, who " éppoaro
to have perpetrated no act of ﬁantonnega or y@uthful.fblly
while ho enjoyed such groat authorlty and pomey ", and
" pent home for public use'evon tho prevento which had bech
given %o him along with tho rest of hic spoilo ". ?ho
' Hostlle Source ' is clearly lgnored when Plutarch says
that the Spartan " achiovod all his éuccessga'with the co-
Operétion of the authorities at home ".

| Iven when Plutareh reforg 1h his Comparison to thooe
allegetions which he found in the ' Hootile Boures ', it 1ig
to mako allowsnces and exouses for his hero. Although _
Lysander tricd to chanzeo. the govqrnmsnt.of Pparta, 1t wag
" by milder and move legal methods than gulla‘d...... for 1%
gsqQemed but natural Justice that ths best of thaAbast aﬁould
rule In a city wﬁioh had the loadershlp of Grecde, by virtue
of his excellence and not of his noble Dbirih ". Fiutarch
admnite that Lysander was gullty of acts of arueliy, bﬁt tho

Spartan commlitted most of his transgresgione " for the seke of

Comparioon, 1: J)ég-fa\r ;‘C";TM ,‘fz:mea; 'éncv’re-vo Aote r?pu:?wv ﬁ(unrp,,
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nlg fricmdo, und'ﬁoot of hig mogsae2on were ﬁOPthLQtOQ 4o
maintaln thoiﬁ pOW°r and sovoreigaby Y.

Thig 48 & very differeat plclurc froa th&ﬁrdraﬁn'ﬁyu 4j~/
the Hellonistic bioéﬁaphﬁﬁ whom both Nepog ard Plutarch used;
but, degpito the bias Of his source, Plutarch was able o -
conclude his Comparison with tho asusurance that, although
Lyaander'foll b@hind BSulla in'gen@rélship amd in vdldur, he
vao the better man in charecter, bocause of his %yxpwree . and
his 6u¢eoau’v~, . ‘

Wo doubt;\it is duc moxs to Nopos, end %o a losger
extent to Diodorus, “than o Pilutarch ( who geoms to hove toned-
dowm very considerably the extravagani language of denunciation
employed by the ' Hostlle Bource ' )} that an unfavourable
opinion of Lysander is embodied in many modern acoountd of
hls Life and achilecvements; armd it is now perheps timo for a
roptatomont of tho reel achlevements for Qparte of her

- admirel, and a rehabllitation of hils character

’cf. J.B.Bury, History of CGreccc, London, 2nd Ed,, Top., 1929,
ppo 533 - 536; UOAQSI.Q VOln Vl .9 ppo 31 ff. y P_\]’ L.\Ll; ’ ’
Rahratedt, on Lysender. :
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PART 1. KR ILO3U

This examination of Plutarch'sc Lives of Nicies and -
Lysandoy mekes clear cervailn pointglabout tho.bia@faphor
himgelf.
In tka £irob plece, 1t would goom o 1O quito incorroet
ever to assume that Plutarch, 1like Diodoruo or NMepo@, wan a
mere copylet, tiled to a single authoriiy end nover diverting
from a storeotyped method of adopting sources for hla Livea.
The evidonce from all his Livos suggests-th&t he usod &'éroat
deeal of jﬁdgmont and commonsense Iin his seloctlon of nig
authorities and in his adaptevion of thesa euthoritics to
meet the needs of each blography. o soema 4o have treaded
eaéh Lifé as a sepafate'broblem, requiring sgeparate examinavion,
an& elthough ho was limited by the nocessitles of his lilbrory
at Ghaeronoa and by hle conceptlon of the naturs of blography,
he wao at palns to select carcfully ( although not cclentifilcally )
what ho conoidered to bo ‘suiltable authoritics. Of course,
at timee he chose bad authorities, and included in hin Liveo
somo material of & worthlese kind; yet ho tried to seleav
Just those authors who offered him the storics of men and Lo
geylinge of mon without which it is woll-nigh imposeible to

8860803 charector.
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”Qcondlj, ho novor.m@ae ony. pFOuona101m to tho ue itiﬁ@
of hiutory, and ohefé hod littlo ude for & @@mprohensivc '
oxemination of all tho available_mouroom. Ngturally enough,
his Livos will not obond & ook at the bar of history (&0
Plutarch would be the £irst to aduit ); thoy do contoln the iy
conaiddfablg olcment of sonsational anecdotes amd scandal&uo,
flights of fancy; aacording to the sources which ho ng@;
But 1t 18 not dlfxicult to identify thote paris Of ohe Livcﬂ
which aps bamod upon unreliaple 80uUreus, or o aseess tho |
value of the substentlal romaindor. Whon Plutarch himsel? ig
gsugpicious of his sources, he usually saye so, and with.a
discerning eyoe he seeks himself %o separéte the .drose frém
the gold.

It 1o foollsh %o gtudy Plutarch in the hope that R
may £ind in 2ll hie pages accurate details or historical

veraclty. We may regrﬁt that ho did not more wldely mbke usc

of the sourcgs which werd available to him ani which axe loo%w.

to ue; wo may doplore the faot that he did not rocord for uu

-

a morc objective presentatlon of hlstory.  But, dogpite this,

he is of immenso value to the higtorien, Lfor he hao proserved
for ug come of the vexy thinge whilch Thucydides &0 rigdrouﬂly
6xeluded from his groat sclentific wozk - tho allogetions of
political peauphletsn, the inoinuations of comic poetry, and &

whole mauz of blographleal detelld, which supply one side of

charactor which 1s omittod 1n & moxe objactivo historicel account.

. 9

<
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He tolls us gomothing of . what tno nom-historiecl conuwmporafies
or tho Hellonist ic momolrigus tnoucho about thoir 113ustrlous
predecoqsora; he drawd aglde the gurtain 0¥ objectlve
historiogrophy, and invites ug to @aze upon the sééne of 1if¢
a0 tho Fourth and Third Century wrltors and thinkowxs conco lvod-
it. It 18 no oxaggeration %o say that he ©ello us more about
life in the Fourth Lontury and the Hellenistic Ago then he -
-does about the men whose lives he wrote. Theopompus and
Ephorug, Timaeus and Durle of Uamos, Hermlppus and Qatyrus;
become living fisures in his Worko; anil although - to our
great losé - the ir books are not preserved, yet we may £ind

in Ptharch a partlal resurrection of their shedowy forms

and a reatatement of thei: conception of the task of the-
wriver. Living in a troubled and revolutionéry perlod of

~ history, they were essentially analﬁéts, by turng indignant,
gavirical and pfoph@ticq of an order of 1life and soclety in
rapid dissolution.

. Perhapse Plutarch's treatment of ﬁhéfdrama of'iife i an -
efféotive as that.of the historians; for with the wiscdom and
prudence of a scholar who 1s also a humanitarian, he remouldn
the material of his suthoritios, both good and bad, himeolf
be ing the ! rﬁnning commentary ' upon his subjocto and-mpon
his souroces. |

L2hind caaeh Lifo thero Lies the acoumulated wisdom of &

lifed 4m5, the study, the reading, the oriticiom of jéaro.
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Fmt, cTovo ajis *HESBSthis afog thors, Toabe ?ﬂ“’ﬁ@d7 55}6
gocd anﬂ goglg m&n, wi$h no llt%lo &nowlé;ée of the faailuy
and woaknessen of human naturo, ite doptho of villaigg end
ite hoi@hta of OXQollaneg ard with a profound ygérningqur
tho bottormont of monzind.

Tne biographor doas not write oolely for his. resdorm -
cach Lifc ‘is an object-lcamon to himsalf. His 8t&nQ&F@G Efw
morgl otandards, and- his objoet that of the Sﬁh Gontury
prophote of Iorecl, the moral onlightonment by pirecopt éﬁ@
by example of hig readars‘and.of himeglf. .
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