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which has largely been neglected 1n recent scholarship,

namely the single-horse race with JjocKey, or the Keles

event.

The workK, which comprises five chapters, awvails
ltselt eXtensively of ancient literary, eplgraphical
and lexicographical sources, and attempts to place its
main arguments both 1n the context of horsemanship and
sport 1n anclent Greece, and also of +the social,
political and economic background of the periods 1in
question. In addition there are <freqguent parallels
drawn with contemporary horse racineg.

The {first chapter of the thesis deals with the

history of the Keles event 1n ancient Greece from the

Archaic period to the end of the first century B.C.. It
traces the development of horse racing from 1ts Prob-
able origin as a pastime of the mounted warriors of the
GQeometric period +to 1ts zenith 1n the Hellenistic
period when 1t Dbecame the most popular equestrian event

at the Panathenaic games.

The second chapter deals with the structure and
organisation of horse racing 1n ancient Greece, and 1s
divided 1nto three sections. The <f1rst discusses the
social position o©of owners and JocKeys and the 1mpor-

tance attached to a Panhellenic wvictory 1n the Keles

event. The second deals with the different formats of

the Keles event at different +testivals and tackles the




difficult problem o0f the length of this race at the an-

cient OlympiliCc games,. The third examines the age
categories set for the horse racing events at sports
testivals 1n ancient Greece, and compares the handicap-
plng system employed 1n modern racing with the dis-
regard Dby the ancient Greek authorities for the effect
ot the weight carried by a horse in a race.

The third chapter concentrates on the hippodrome
1n ancient Greece. The racecourses described in Homer
Ili1ad Book 23 and Sophocles Electra are ana-
lysed, along with those at Olympia, Mount Lycaeon,
Isthmia, Athens and Delos. The chapter ends with a dis-
cussion on the alternative uses ot the hippodrome, such
as for agriculture, cavalry training, and recreation.

Chapter Four deals with the starting mechanism on
the Olympilc hippodrome. The hysplex type of starting
apparatus 1s discussed first, with an attempt to ex-
prlain further 1ts workKing. It 13 suggested that such a
device antedated the prow-shaped starting mechanism on
the Olympic hippodrome described Dby Pausanias. The
functioning o¢of this latter device 15 then studied with
reference to the two most recent comprehensive treat-

men:-3 of this subject, namely those ot H.A. Harris zand
H. Wiesartz, and the apparent shortcomings of both are
revealed.

In the final chapter, several terms connected with
horse racing 1r. ancient Greece which have caused Dboth
ancient and modern scholars the greatest problem=s as

regards 1i1interpretation are analysed 1n an attempt +to



clarify thelir various meanings 1n different contexts.




INTRODUCTION

Horse racing was the glamour sport of ancient
Greece, patronized almost exclusively by royalty and
aristocracy, for whom it provided a means of parading
wealth and splendour before an eager public. From the
time o©of Homer +to the end of the Hellenistic period,
equestrian events were regarded as the most prestigious
contests at the games, a victory in which would confer
undying fame upon the successful racehorse owner.
Chariot racing, due to the extra expense 1involved and
the more excliting spectacle 1t provided, was generally
accorded greater status than single horse racing, with
a victory 1n the four-horse chariot race at the Olym-
pic games Dbeing the most coveted prize 1n anclent Greek
sport. The Ké)\ﬂg event, however, <from 1ts origins
as a form of military training for mounted warriors ot
the Geometric period +to 1ts zenitnhh 1n tne Hellenistic
period when 1t had Dbecome the major equestrian event at
the Panathenaic games, was regarded as one of the most
mportant sporting contests 1n ancilent Qreece.

Read then through a modern Dbiblicocgraphy of sport
in ancient QGreece and, contrary to expectations, Yyou
will find countless werks on athletics, Dbut not a
single study of horse racing written this century. From
such a Dbibliography, selecting a bookK on ancient Greek
sport 1n general and opening 1t at the 1ndex will

reveal a simliar rpicture, withr by far the larger part
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0f the workK 1invariably Dbeing devoted to athletics. Turn

then to the chapter, or section, on horse racing and
you will find not more than a single paragraph on the
Kékng event. Such 1is my apology for wrliting this
thesis.

How 1s it then that a sport which was of such con-
sequence 1n ancient Greece has come to be almost to-
tally disregarded 1in modern scholarship? The answenr
must lie 1n the influence exercised by the founding of
the modern Olympic games 1in 1896 on the attitude to an-

cient GreekK sport. In the nineteenth centurvy the German
scholars, G. Lehndorff and E. PollacKkK, wrote +two com-
prehensive works on horse racing and the hippodrome in
ancient Greece. However, with the founding of +the
modern Olympic games at the turn of the century, atten-

tion was focussed exclusively on athletic events and

:.—.-]J
1L

amateurism. Proponents of th-e amateur 1dea. held up t
ancient GreekK attitude 10 sport as a role-model fTor the
athletes of their day and 1dolized the zoldenn age of
Qreek athletj.::s in the Classical period. sScholars such
as L. N. Gardiner, and /. Jutiinar producsd WOrks
sport 1in ancient Greece, but witr Ooniy a pazsing men-
tion of the né}mg event,. And szuchh nhas been tne
situation ever =z=ince, alkei1t perhapgsz with 2a differant
motivation on the part of the autnors.
theslis 1s, 1n a =small way, to redreszs thhe baiance.

In respect of the content of this worly, I have sget
out to discover the origins of thes «

to trace 1ts <Zd2avelopment up o oz end of 1he firszu

(O



century B.C.,, and I have attempted t0o throw light on
fundamental guestions such as the length of races, the
age classes and sex of the horses competing in these

races, and the social position of the owners and jock-

eys 1involved. Since a study of the hippodrome and 1its

layout 1s an 1ntegral part of any work on horse racing

in ancient Greece, whether it concerns chariot racing,
the keims event or both, I have devoted a con-
siderable portion of this thesis to this subject, and
1n particular to the tantalizing gquestion of the start-
1Nng mechanism on the O0Olympic hippodrome. And finally, 1
have takKen several of the ancient GreekK terms connected
with horse racing which have caused modern translators
and commentators the greatest problems as regards 1n-
terpretation, and attempted +to clarify their wvarious

meanings 1in different contexts.

I have +tried to derive my conclusions from an
evaluation of the available ancient evidence and nave
consciously si1de-stepped the many unsubstantiated
modern theories on horse racing to e found 1n the more
popular workKks on ancient GreekK sport. Throughout, I
have eaneavoured to set my arguments 1n the context
bpoth of horsemanship and sport 1in ancient Greece 1n
general, and also of the social, political and economic
pacKground of the period in guestion, and where per-

inent I have drawn comparisons with contemporary norse
racing.

Certain subjects connected with hor=ses and nor:ze-

manship have however been omitted. I have not dealt iIn



detail with the gquestion of breeds of horses, as such a

study requires the attention of 23 Zzoologist, not a

classicistl. And I have not +touched the many subjects

sucn as equitation, riding tack and stabling, since
tnhls constitutes a complete worXk in 1tself, and several
such works already exzisté

The principal ancient sources upon which I have
drawn to formulate my theories SpPan a period of nearly
2000 years and fall into three categories. The first
are the works of ancient Greek authors which refer +to
norse racing. Homer, in Book 23 ot nis Iliad,
devotes over 250 lines to +the chariot race at the
funeral games 1n honour of Patroclus, and Sophocles
(£ lectra lines 698-760) provides a lengthy account
ot a fictitious <chariot race at Delphi, Dbased un-
doubtedly on the Pythian games of the C(Classical period
wlthh which he was personally familiar. The post-
Hellenistic authors Nonnus and Quintus Smyrnaeus also
contain descriptions o0of chariot and horse racing, but
these are based substantially on the passage of Homer

mentioned above and are 1intluenced by *the authors’ ex-

perience of the Roman Circus. The epinician odes of
“i1ndar and Racchylides constitute a very valuable

source o0of 1nformation on horse racing at the Panhel-
_enic games 1n the fifth century B.C, particulariy 1in

espect ©0Of the royal owners who commizsioned these

"3

sets. Lenophon’s Cavalry Commander and 0On thea

W 4

Art of Horsemanship offer very informative glimpses

[2



cf the Athenian cavalry and 1n particular the displays
which they performed, but suprisingly there is an al-
most total silence on competitive horse racing. On the
Olympic hippodrome, Pausanias provides us with a
detailed account, but typically, one from which many
important facts nhave Dbeen omitted. The chronological
listing of Olympic victors initiated Dby Hippias of Elis
1n the +fi1fth century B.C, revised by Ar:istotle and
preserved Dby later GreekK scholars, has been enlarged
and set out for U s 1n L. Moretti’s invaluable
OlympionikKaili, and 1 refer freqguently to +thiis work
1n dating victories 1n the Kékng event at +tne Olym-
P1cC games. Scholiasts, leXxicograpners and latenr
writers, such as Ekustath:ius and Johannes Tzetzes, ofzZer
a very useftul source of i1nformaticn as they try 1o ei-
piain some of the more obscure aspects of horse racl:iig

1 ancient Greece, though much o©of what they =27 needs

*o De “+treated with circumspecticon. And tinere 13z, of
courze, a wezaithr of 1nformation to e glezned Zom tLlne
many pass:ng references tc nDorse racing, metapnorical

or <factual, =scattered throughout the rezt 0 ancrent

Grreel literarturc

The a2bundance <of 2plgrzphical evidence L Loris
r2c1n2 1 2acient QGreece provwides Tioae 38CCiLL Il
s-ource of nformaticn for thils woerll, Catzalogusesr o Vic-
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scriptions on the Dbases of statues erected by victors
at the games often contain illuminating information
about the owner or the track record of his horse.

The third source of evidence for my study consists
of those archaeological finds connected with horse
racing and sport 1in general in ancient Greece. The
scant remains of the hippodrome on Mt. Lycaeon 1in Ar-
cadia provide a useful 1insight into the size and layout
0f a racecourse for a major festival. And the supposed
locations of the ancient hippodromes of Olympia, Delos
and Isthmia each contribute, albeit 1n a small way, to
our overall understanding of the ancient Qreek
racecourse. Finally, wvase paintings provide a still
frame of horse racing scenes, which c¢an be examined and
analysed 1in detail, contributing to our overall pict_ure

of the Kék'ng event 1n ancient Greece.

{1 On horse Dbreeds 1n ancient Greece, see Grattius
Cynegetica 1.497-540, Opplan Cynegetica 1.158 -
367. J.X. Anderson, Ancient GreeK Horsemanship,

Berkeley 1961, pages 15-369.

c. CtT. Xenophon On the Art of Horsemanship. J.X.
Anderson, oOp. clt.. P. Vigneron, Le Cheval dans
]’Antiqgquite Greco-Romaine, HNancy 1968.
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A HISTORY OF THE KEAHS EVENT IN ANCIENT GREECE

ITHE PRE-CLASSICAL PERIOD

The destruction around 1200 B.C. ot the Mycenean

Ccivilization, which had predominated for four centuries

in Greece and which had been marked by its wvast wealth

and splendour, precipitated Greece into the so-called
DarkK Ages. The ensuing period of about 400 vears,
during which no traces of writing can be found, remains
very obscure for the modern historian. What 1is certain,
however, 1s that the type of society which emerged at
the end of this time of chaos was much more simple 1in
terms ot structure and organization than that of the
earlier Mycenean period.

The populace was split up i1into small 1ndependent
communities 1n which power Dbelonged to the aris€0c1~at
by wvirtue of land ownership. In the absence of a
developed system of trade, the rest of the population
depended for 1its 1livelihood on farming this land and
looking to the landowner for protection. with the bur-
den of agriculture resting on the peasant, the nobility
was free to spend 1its time both dealing with matters
concerning the military stability of the community, and
also 1ndulging 1n such leisure pursuits as hunting and
athletics. Practically all the wealth in this social

structure Dbelonged to these aristocrats, and therefore

they alone could afford to arm themselves for the even-

15



tuality of war. Consequently, military exchanges in the

Geometric period must have been, tactically speaking,

relatively simple affairs,.

It 1s very probable that the horse played a lead-
ing role 1n battles during this period. Since war and
the &ytuv le'Tl'LI(.ga or 1ndeed war and Sport in
general were closely related throughout Greek nistorvy,
i1t 1s 1mportant for our study of the ngng event
that we 1dentify this role and analyse what influence
the military use of the horse may have exerted on the
inception and development of horse racing in ancient
Greece.

There has been much debatel recently on +the
horse’s role in war 1n this early society, much of 1it
based on varying 1interpretations of the value of +tlhe
evidence found 1in the - poems ocf Homer and 1i1ts ap-
plicability to the GGeometric period of Greek historvy.
J.K. Anderson® sees the two-horse chariot as having
"dominated the Dbattlefield", as was the case 1n the
Homeric eplilcCs.

"The chariot carries two men - an armed warrior,
who springs down +to ftight with sword and spear,
and a charioteer, 1less honoured, though still ot
noble rank, who carries nhis superior about +the
battlefield and Keeps close 1o him aftter he has
dismounted 1n order to bring him safely out of the

fight 1t need be [...]. Such tactics are 1l1-
lustrated on Attic wvases of the ei1ghth century
B.C. and in my opinion persisted 1n Greece until
then.”

He +finds 1little evidence of riding 1n lilterature
and art Dbetftore 700 B.C. and concludes that "in the

prehistoric period of Greece, cavalry were generally



unimportant or 1i1ndeed non-existent." From this it 1is
Clear that Anderson views the Dbattle-scenes in the
Il11ad as characteristic of the methods of warfare

prevalent 1n ancient Greece at +the time Homer was

alive.

P.A.L. Greenhalgh3, however, proposes that the
mounted horse and not the chariot played the most im-
portant military role in the Geometric period. He uses
as nis starting-point the statement of Aristotle
(Politics 1297b 16-19) +that, in the Archaic period,
Knights constituted +the earliest form of government
after Kingship and that the strength of the early Greek
Cities lay 1n their cavalry, since the tactics reguired
for the effective formation of heavily-armed +troops did
not vyet exist. Greenhalgh tries to prove that Homer and
ot‘her poets_ of the DarkK Ages

"neroized and archaized warfare of their own ex-

perience by transferring to the heroic chariot +the
military and social functions of the mounted

horse."

He achieves this guite convincingly 1in two ways.
Firstly, he parallels this apparent substitution of the
chariot for the horse with a similar substitution
throughout +the IIliad of Dbronze armour, Dbelonging
obviously to the earlier Mycenean period, for the nor-
mal iron weapons of the contemporary Iron Age.
Secondly, he highlights the 1lackK not only of special
vocabulary 1n Homer concerning chariot combat, but also
of the conception o0of the proper tactical role of massed

chariotry. It the chariot was extensively employed 1in
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battle in the time o0otf Homer as Anderson suggests, why
then, asks Greenhalgh, does Homer seem to have only a

passing acguaintance with the +technicalities of 1its

usage” He concludes from this that

"the usage of the Homeric chariot, and the social
and political dominance of the chariot-borne war-
rior, reflect exactly the roles of the mounted
war-norse and 1its rider in the Geometric period.”
Thus 1n the same way as we read 1in Homer’s
Iliad that heroes +travelled to the Dbattlefield 1in
chariots and then dismounted to fight as heavily-armed
foot soldiers, s0o, suggests Greenhalgh, did +the war-
riors of the Geometric period 1in Greece, except that
they used horses and not chariots for this purpose.
Technically speaking, however, 1t might be misleading
t0o call these mounted warriors "cavalry" since they do
not seem to have fought on horseback 1n ordered groups.
This theory that there was widespread use of the
mounted horse in the GGeometric period 1s supported also
py the workK of M. Hood? who states that there was a
shift in emphasis from chariotry to cavalry 1n civi-
lized countries during the first half of the {first mil-
lennium B.C. and that the cavalry was Dbeginning to play
an important role alongside chariots 1n the Assyrian
~nd other Near Eastern armies at this time. Unlike An-
derson, both Hood and Greenhalgh have found con-

siderable archaeological evidence from the Geometric

period in the form of vases, craters and figurines to

satisfy themselves that this transition was also taking

place 1n Greece. Hood 1lists several factors as having

(3



had considerabdle influence on +this change: improvements

in the art of breeding and nhorsemanship coupled with
the 1invention of Dbetter bits; the much greater expense
0t Keeping chariots as compared with single horses; and

the general unsuitability of the Greek terrain for ef-

fective military manoeuvres with +the chariot.

period, this would have interesting implications for
our study of the Kg)\'ng event. But 1in order to un-
derstand this connection satisfactorily, we must first
briefly examine the beginnings of sport in ancient
Greece and the close relationship which existed between
sport and war at this period.

Sports historians today generally agree that the

origins of ancient GreekK sports festivals can Dbe traced

back to the | éTTLTC/IKPLOL &yu’?ves or “"funeral games
0of dead warriors 1n a misty period of the second mil-
lennium B.C.°. The ancients themselves certaln‘ly
believed this to be the case, with the foundation myths
0f the four main Panhellenic festivals centred on such
funeral games. These early funeral games, according +to
J. Ebert6, were at first probably 1nfluenced strongly
by cultic traditions, and tooK the form of single com-
bat between two warriors 1n which blood had to be shed
to satisty the gods. This grim custom, however, evolved
with time 1nto the more civilized form of ém*r'&apu.og

/ : .
aywVv, consisting of mere sporting contests such as

that for Patroclus which Homer describes in Tliad

19



Book 23. wWith this development of a more attractive
series of athletics contests came +the possibility of
staging such sporting events on occasions other than
Just funeral ceremonies. Thus we read in Homer’s
Odyssey BooK 8 +that the Phaeacian Xing Alcinous
held games as an after-dinner entertainment for his
foreign guest Odysseus. AsS ancient Greek civilization
progressed out of the Dark Ages, the popularity of such
sporting events grew correspondingly. The 1nauguration
ot the great Panhellenic festivals in pre-Classical
Greece was almost certainly the inevitable conseqguence
of this 1increasing interest 1in sporting competition.
And although the Greeks held these games at such cultic
centres as Olympia and Delphnl, where religious ceremony
played an 1mportant part 1in their organization, 1t 1s
unlikely that one could trace thelir institution DbacK to
the actual érrt‘rarptog &yu';v of any historical
figure, despite the traditional foundation myths.
Throughout this development however, the sporting
disciplines themselves never lost the close connection
with war which they had {from the beginning. The theory
that organized sport can trace 1ts roots bacK to primi-

tive funeral games 1n honour of a dead hero 1includes

the proposition that the earliest type of athletic con-

test was 1itself actually a form of war, 1l.e. a bloody
single combat. However, this remains 1n many respects
only a theory. A more reliable picture of the early

relationship of sport to war can Dbe found 1n the epics

of Homer, 1f these can Dbe assumed to be a relatively

20



factual representation of the aristocratic way of 1life

in the pre-Archaic period of GreekK history, allowing of
course for a certain amount of exaggeration and heroiz-
ing on the part of the poet.

The heroes whom we meet in the TIliad and
Odyssey are portrayved not just as warriors but also
as athletes. In the funeral games for Patroclus in Book
23 of +the Iliad, all +the well-Known GreeK cham-
pions taKe part, competing 1intensely to gain honour
through a sporting victory. Many of the heroes such as
Odysseus7, Diomedes and Ajax participate in more than
one event, contributing to the 1mage of +the typical
aristocrat of this period as having time to devote to
athletic training and competition, when not engaged 1in
war®S. The sporting events themselves 1n which these
heroes compéted had their origin 1in the many martial
disciplines performed on the battlefield. The complete
programme which Achilles drew up for the funeral games
of Patroclus 1s based on a variety of military or com-
bét sports such as chariot-racing, boxing, wrestling,
archery and spear-throwing. The Homeric hero competed
against his comrades 1n the games using such sKills and
technigues as he would employ against the enemy on the
battlefield. Thus, preparing for and competing 1n the
athletlC &yu/)‘v served as a form of military train-
ing and vice versa?.

The introduction of the horse into the military

tactics of the Greeks and their neighbours some time in

+he Geometric period would certainly have led almost

2



simultaneously to the inception of competitive horse
racing. The lelsurely aristocratic world of the ninth
and eighth centuries B.C. allowed the frequent par-
ticipation 1n and development of sport. One can there-
tore conclude that ridden horse race events gradually
began to Dbe staged throughout Greece, especially 1in
those regions in which the cavalry played a leading
military role, such as Eretria, Chalchis or ThessalylO,
AN 1ncreasing enthusiasm for +this sport would 1in-
variably have Dbeen developed by 1ts adherents as they
not only experienced the thrill of participating in and
watching such contests, but also as they appreciated
the financial advantages of this eguestrian event over
1ts older and more expensive counterpart, chariot-
racing, involving two- and four-horse teams.

This evolution of the horse race from a form of
training or pastime for the aristocratic Knights of the
Geometric period, to Dbecomling a standard competitive
event at 1local festivals, reached 1ts first high point
in 648 B.C. when the KEM]S event was 1ncluded 1in
the programme of the Olympic games for the first
timell, However, at +the same +time as the thfng
event was gaining acceptance and credibility as a
sporting discipline, Greece 1tself was undergoing major
economilc, social and political change which would

directly affect +the complete spectrum of sport and

theretore also horse racineg.

As the Greek world gradually began to stabilize

followling the upheawval of the Dorian 1nvasions and the

22



DarkK Ages, 1ts population 1increased correspondingly un-
der the more settled conditions which ensued. To accom-
modate this expansion, many Greeks took to0o the seas and
founded colonies on the coasts of Asia Minor and North
Africa, and 1in Italy and Sicily. The new settlements
which sprang up retained strong cultural and political
links with the Greek mainland, preserving the Greek
language and modelling their political system on that
of their mother city. By far the most significant con-
sequence of this period of colonization was 1its revolu-
tionary effect on +the development of +trade. In the
ninth and eighth centuries B.C., wealth had rested al-
most exclusively 1in the hands of aristocratic land-
owners with the remainder of the population dependinsg
1argely for 1ts existence on farming. Emigration of
surplus population, however, opened up the possibility
of trade between mother city and colony. ExXcess corn
from Asia Minor could Dbe exchanged on the GreekK main-
land for wine, o0il or manufactured products, encourag-
'ing peasants to leave the land and come to the rapidly
growing urban centres to set up in business as potters,
carpenters or the 1likKe, Such a development 1n trade,
and the accompanying movement away from Dbasic farming

into wvarious forms of merchandizing, had the eftect not

only of expanding a hitherto very simple economy,
thereby creating considerably more wealth, but also of
weakening significantly the economic power exerclised Dby
+the aristocracy over the ordinary peasant.

This power of the nobility was steadily eroded
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and finally brokKen down in the seventh century B.C. by
the +transformation of military tactics throughout

Greece which followed the increase in wealth enjoyed by
much of the population. Many more citizens could now
afford to arm themselves for battle, causing a shift of
emphasis from the mounted aristocrat to +the heavily-
armed foot soldier (611')\(1'#]3). Farmers and trades-
men ftought side by side in organized fashion in the so-
called hoplite phalanx, which displaced +the cavalry
as the mainstay of the typical Greek army.

Thilis combination of socio-economic and military
change not only had the effect of stripping the aris-
tocratic class of much of 1its power, but also produced
i1n the average citizen a ©psychological and political
awareness which he had previously not +felt. The politi-
cal status guo of a city-state 1n which such transfor-
mations were Dbeiling experilienced became suddenly very
vulnerable +to revolution.

The three cities of Corinth, Sicyon and Megara 1n
central Greece were the first to undergo such a revolu-
tion 1in the middle of the seventh century B.C.. In each
case power was seized from the aristocracy DLy one man
and his followers and a tyranny established. Although
the security of his position was often unpredictable
due to his dependence on miltary strength, the tyrant
frequently improved the prosperity of his state Dby the
promotion of trade and manufacturing, and arts and

crafts. This form of government, however, rarely lasted

longer than two generations and often ended as suddenly
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as 1t had Dbegun.

What effect then did this decline of the aris-
tocracy throughout Greece have on sport? The rise of
the hoplite phalanx as the main military arm of the
state led to military and sporting training being ex-
tended to a much wider section of +the population. Sport
began to 1lose its aristocratic 1mage and exclusivity
due to' the 1increasing demands of the city-state for the
services ot all 1its citizens., To accommodate the neces-
sity of preparing a large section of the male popula-
tion for service in the army, gymnasia and
palaestrae were Dbuilt 1in the sixth century B.C. as
military and sports training centres, and these
facilities were open to all.

The formation of city-states throughout Greece as
a result of this economic revolution also played a
central role in the development and popularization of
sport. wWithin their {framework, religion became more oOr-
ganized, and festivals and holy days were celebratea
regularly with sports competitions as part of the
programme. The rivalry which 1inevitably sprang up be-
tween city-states both on the mainland and 1n the
colonies found 1its natural expression at such fes-
tivals. Thus the Panhellenic games were born, first at
Olvympia 1in the eighth century B.C. and then at the
beginning of the sixth century B.C. at Delphi, the

Isthmus and HNemea.

Such was the general picture when Crauxidas ot

Crannon 1in Thessaly won the first running ot the
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Kékng event at Olympia in 648 B.C.. It 1s 1n many
respects fitting that the first winner of this contest
should have come +from Thessaly, an area of northern
Greece especlally renowned for horse breedingle, Al-
though we have no other biographical details about
Crauxidas, we can however make several relatively safe
assumptions about what type of person he may have Dbeen.

To enter and win the horse race at the Olympic
games, one had to Dbelong to the wealthiest class in
GreeK society. Ownership of a horse in the Archaic
period of Greek history, as at all other times, was a
luxury which could be enjoyed only by the aristocracy.
Crauxidas must therefore have belonged to this social
class. As a racehorse owner, 1t 1s very 1likely that he
was obliged to serve 1in the cavalry of his city. Al-
though the hoplite phalanx had become the dominant
force 1in the military tactics of the seventh centurvy

B.C., the flatness of the Thessalian terrain ensured

that the cavalry remained a particularly effective 1n-
strument of war in this areal3,

The lists of victors at the Olympic gamesl® which
have survived until today are silent on +the winner ot
the KE)\T]S event for the next 84 vyears until we are
told that Callias, son of Phaenippus of Athens, won the
norse race in 564 B.C.15  Victories in both the
OT&éLov race and the four-horse chariot race are
pbetter catalogued. This lack of literary 1information on
the horse race from 1its 1institution at Olympia to the

first half of the sixth century B.C. iz not par-
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ticularly surprising, since little has Dbeen recorded of
sport in general Dbetfore the 1institution of the +three
other main Panhellenic {festivals at the beginning of
the sixth century B.C, apart {from +the 1listing of some
Olympic wvictors. As 1n many other areas of ancient
GreekK research, the early Archaic period in Greece of-
ters the sports historian little by way of documentary
evidence.

The sixth century B.C. has Dbeen widely 1labelled
the "century of athletic organization" and justly so.
Sports festivals were springing up all over Greece as a
result not only of the popularization of sport, Dbut
also of the increasing political and soclial sig-
nificance attached to an Olympic victory. Since the 1in-
troduction +to the Olympic games o-f_ the four-horse
chariot race and the ngns event 1in 680 B.C. and
648 B.C. respectively, two contests 1n which only +the
most wealthy could compete, the festival had grown 1in
splendour and 1mportance. Ambitious statesmen and
would-be tyrants saw a victory at the games as an op-
portunity of gaining fame and recognition, thereby fur-
thering their ©political careers. Cylon, an Athenian
aristocrat, having won the éfcxu,\os foot race at
Olympia in 640 B.C.1®, +tried unsuccessfully to seize
power at Athens eight years later on tne strength ot
the fame which this victory had brought him. We read
471so0 of Cleisthenes, the tyrant of Sicyon, winning thne
first running of the four-horse chariot race at Delphi

in 5862 B.C.”, and the same race at Olymplia 1n 572
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B.C.18,

City-states to0 realized the potential benefits of
a victory at Olympia. Suécess dat the games Dbrought
glory not only to the victor but also to the community
from which he camelf, Thus victorious athletes were
rewarded generously and shown preferential treatment by
theilr home towns. . Plutarch (Solon 23.3) records
that Solon instituted a law by which Olympic wvictors
received 500 drachmas and Isthmian victors 100 drachmas
ftrom +the <c¢city of Athens. Diogenes Laertius (1.55)
states that this law was ih fact passed to restrict the
amount of money bestowed by the state on victorious
sportsmen, suggesting that before Solon such rewards
were even higher.

As a consequence o0of this interest shown Dby city-
states and theilr rulers 1n sporting competition and 1its
potential political wvalue, three losal festivals, the
Pythian, Isthmian, and HNemean, were reorganized within
the space of about 15 years, modelled to some extent on
the Olympic games and accorded Panhellenic status. ?he
Pythian games, which had formerly been celebrated every
eight vyears and which had comprised solely an &yzuv

u.ouomcga, were restructured 1in 5686 B.C.c0 (some say

under +the direction of +the +tyrant Cleisthenescly,
adopting the eqguestrian and athletic programme ot Olym-
pia, with the exception of the four-horse chariot race
which was introduced to the festival for the {first time

in 82 B.C.. This festival was thenceforth held every

four years 1in the third year of each Olympiad.
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The Isthmian games, which had Dbeen held annually
as funeral games 1n honour of +the hero Melicertes-
Palaimon and dedicated to Poseidon, were celebrated
every two years {from 580 B.C. onwards. The games ini-
tially comprised equestrian and athletics events, with
the 1introduction of musical competitions in +the Hel-
lenistic period. The fact that this festival was sacred
to Poseidon Hippios suggests that considerable emphasis
was placed upon horse racingé?@.

The +third 1local festival +to attain Panhellenic
rank at the beginning of the sixth century B.C. was the
Nemean. This festival was reorganized in 573 B.C. to be
held every second year on the model of the neighbouring
Isthmian. According to I. Weilerc3, the main focus of
the games was the athletics contests, although
equestrian _events were also part of the programme.
Musical competitions, as at the Isthmian games, were
added 1in the Hellenistic period. As rTregards the
KE)\T]S event, there 1s some confusion as o whether

it was 1ncluded in the eguestrian programme of this

festival. A note 1in the scholia +to Pindar’s ~Nemean
";' \ \ \ ¢l ) N\ ’/
odes - {1R% 3€ YUHLVLIKOS KL aApLLa, OV XKL ALPpPpoOg
> N ’ _ .
OVAE KEAMSG - states that, alongside the athletics

events, there was a four-horse chariot race but neither

a two-nhorse chariot race nor a single-horse race.
However, thls may be a mistake on the part of the
scholiast, sl1nce an agonistic inscription from the
peginning of the third century B.C.,, records the vic-

tories ©0f a certain Nicagoras of Lindos, who numbers
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among his achievements successes at HNemea with the

; / ~ /

&puq TEAELOV, the CVVWPLS TEANELQ, and the
! 4 24

KEAMS TENELOSG . These were the main equestrian

contests staged at both Olympia and Delphi and are
therefore those which we would expect to find at this

Panhellenic festival.

Seven years later in 566 B.C., Peisistratus, the
tuture tyrant of Athens, is said to have instituted the
Panathenaic games®® during the archonship of
Hippocleidesae’. AS wl1lll Dbe seen later {from an examina-
tion of several important agonistic inscriptions from
the {fourth and second centuries B.C.,, horse racing
played a very significant role at' this festival.

The mythical origin of the Panathenaic festival 1is
well attest‘ed by ancient literary sources. Apollodorus
(3.14.6) tells us that Erichthonius, a son of Athena
and Hephaestus, became King of Athens, set up a wooden
image of Athena 1n the Acropolis and 1nstituted the
festival of the Panathenaia. According to the Parian

Marb1e27, Erichthonius 1s reputed to have 1invented the

chariot in connection with +this festival.
-~ 4 ~
ﬁ?ptxeovwog HavaeﬂlvaLOLg TOoLWS TPWTOLS

F 4 '
YEVOULEVOLS AP efevEE KL TOV AYwy

D
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(When the first Panathenailic games were neld,
Erichthonius vyokKed a chariot and staged the

contest).
And a work attributed t o Eratosthenes
/7
(KaTaogTEPLOWOL  13) records that Erichthonius nhim-

celf tooK part 1in the chariot race which seems to

' 4
have been a forerunner of the ATOBATMSG
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(dismounting) event. This festival instituted by Erich-
thonius was called originally the Athenaia®€® until the
time of Theseus, when legend has it that all the in-
habitants of Attica were Dbrought together into the city
of Athens. To marK this gathering of the people into a
single city, the Athenaia became Known as the
Panathenaisa. However, Plutarch (Theseus 24.1) men-
tions neither Erichthonius nor a previous festival
called the Athenaia, and suggests that Theseus alone
was responsible for the 1institution of the Panathenaic
games. This version, of course, does not agree with
Apollodorus and Pausanias, and 1indeed according to Har-
pocration (s.V. Havcxe'ﬁvmcx) both Hellanicus and
Androtion, authoritative historians of the {fifth and
fourth centuries B.C. respectively, support +the Erich-
thonius myth 1in their works on Attica. A scholiast on
Plato (Parmenides 12T7a) combines both myths, offer-

ing the version which was probably accepted Dby the an-

cient Athenians.

~ / \ N\ \
n , Twy | Tavaemyaiwy €0pTM kAL, 0  Aywy
ETEBM Lev . WpWToOV , UmWo  EpixBoviou — TOD
HealoTouv kat  TRg  Aemyms, ,VoTepov e UTWO
OMOEWS JUVVAYAYOVTOSG TOUVS AMULove €L QT TV,

(The Panathenaic festival and 1ts contest were 1in-
stituted first of all by Erichthonius, the son ot

Hephaestus and Athena, and later by Theseus, when
he had brought the people 1nto the city).

Almost nothing concrete is known of the historical
beginnings of the Athenaia, which was later 1o develop
into the Great Panathenaic festival. Its 1nstitution,
it seems, tooK place at a very early date. As regards

its position 1in order of 1inauguration of the famous
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Greek festivals, Arlistotle prlaces 1t second in
chronological sequence only +to that of the ancient
Eleusinian mysteriesag’. Helladius puts it even earlier

- 1n fact naming it as the oldest of the major Greek

festivals3o.

But which competitive events did this festival

propose that, alongside a sacrifice and a procession,

events, mainly on the strength of the Erichthonius

myth
\ ,
"Le concours hippique (LT TTLKOS Aywy) est
le plus ancieQ dans les fetes . panathenaigques. 11
remonte, d’apres 1la tradition, a Erichthonius 1lui-
meme,"31

A. Martin32 agrees with this theory and believes
that the reason why the Athenaia initially had only an
&y?uv fTr'rrLKo/Q ln 1ts programme might e found in
an examination of the origins of the Athenian people.
He suggests that while the Olympic and Pythian fes-
tivals had a Dorian origin, the Athenaia was instituted
by a rich and powertul Ionian aristocracy which enjoyed
parading 1its wealth through the medium o0of eguestrian
events. The staging of eguestrian contests 1n early
Athens, perhaps as a part of funeral games, 1s attested
by the depiction of chariot racing on vases from +the

late Geometric period found in Athenian graves33.

This apparent monopolization of the games of the
\ c /
Athenala Dby the &ywv LTTTLKO0g ended 1n the sixXth

century B.C. with the reforms of Peisistratus. From 6566
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B.C. the annual {festival was supplemented every fourth
vyear by a much larger festival, the programme of which
inncluded musical and athletics events in addition to
horse racing. There 1is 1little doubt that this reor-
ganization by Peilsistratus was greatly influenced Dby
the 1nstitution of the three Panhellenic festivals ear-
lier that century. it has also been suggested that
Peisistratus, an opponent of the nobility, introduced
musical and athletic events to the festival in order +to
popularize the games and eradicate their purely aris-
tocratic exclusivity34.

In the Olympic wvictory 1lists, which serve as our
principal source of information for horse racing 1in the
siXxth century B.C.,, there 1s no record of the winner ot
the KEM}S event during the 50 years after Callias’
victory 1in 564 B.C.. This half-century, however, brings
to an end a long period ot obscurity for the historian
concerning the KE/\"HS event which exists from 1ts
inclusion for the first time 1in the Olympilic games ot
648 B.C. to the end of the sixth century B.C.. The fol-
lowing two hundred years, which fall into the Classical
period 1n Greece, have, by contrast, provided us wilth
much more evidence on horse racing, not only 1increasing
our Knowledge of the wvictors 1n the K/E.}\T]S event at
Olympia and at many other Greek agonistic +festivals,
but also giving us valuable 1insights 1nto the organiza-
tion and development of this sporting discipline.

The list of K/e'x'ng victories at Olympia resumes

again at the end of the sixth century B.C. with two
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victories won Dby members of the family of a Corinthian
called Pheidolas. Detalls of Dboth +these victories have
been recorded by Pausanias (6.13.9-10). The first,
which Pausanias does not date, but which L. Moretti3®
suggests occurred 1n 512 B.C,, was won Dby Pheidolas
wlith his mare Aura in rather extraordinary cir-
cumstances. According to Pausanias, the horse threw her
JocKey at the start of the race, but nevertheless con-
tinued running, crossed the finishing line first and
was awarded the race by the judges. Were such an inci-
dent to happen at a race meeting today, the horse in
gquestion would Dbe disqgualified 1immediately due to its
unfair weight advantage over its rivalssSo, Such c¢on-
siderations were obviously mere +trivialities to the
Qreeks, who would haire regarded such a freak success as
a blessing from the gods.

If indeed Pheidolas did feel so divinely favoured
after his fortuitous wvictory with Aura at Olympia 1in
512 B.C.,, he must have felt equally Dblest when, accord-
ing to Pausanias, nhis sons won not 01:11y the very next
running of the ngng event at Olympia 1in 508 B.C.,
but also a victory 1n the horse race at the Isthmian
games, and Dboth with the same horse, Lycus. Pausanias
mentions that the 1i1nscription which he read at Olympia
recording these victories stated that Lycus had won
also a second Olympic victoryvy.

G)Kudpguag , A‘l/.)KOS foeu.t’ &/Tl"dE,, AV O Q°

b /
evea/ée VIKOLG ) ,
7’ P
detdwia TALIWY ETTEPAVWTE A0ILOVS.

(Swilft-running Lycus was victorious once at the
Isthmus and twice here, crowning the house of the
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sons of Pheidolas.)

BRut since he was unable +to 1locate +this second
success of Pheidolas’ sons 1n the Elean records of
Olympic victors, he dilsmilsses the 1nscription as 1inac-
curate on this point. However, 1t 1s difficult +to
believe that such a mistakKe could have Dbeen made, and
Moretti37 offers +the simple solution that one of the

victories was 1n fact that of Pheidolas himself.

"Perci\o la seconda vittoria (prima \per\&) in ordine

di tempo) cul allude l'epigramma e senza dubbio

quella stessa conseguita dal padre Pheidolas".

The epigram itself 1is of considerable 1interest for
sports historians since it 1is one of a particular genre
in which victorious athletes or horse owners listed the
victories which they had achieved- at the major tes-
tivals. From the first half of the sixth century B.C.
onwards, after the Pythian, Isthmian and Nemean games
had achieved Panhellenic status alongside those at
Olympia, these four festivals together formed a circuit
(Trepfoéog) with athletes competing at each 1n turn.
I£f an athlete managed to win in the same discipline at

211 four festivals, he received the right to call him-

selt Treptoéovfxfns, and this title became the most

coveted in sport 1in ancient Greece.

The Trepfodos took two full vyvears to complete.

The first year began at Olympia in August the athletes
then proceeded the following July to the Nemean games,
after which they competed 1n the spring of the next
vear at the Isthmus, and finally in August of the same

yvear at Delphi. An athlete who succeeded in winning at
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these four festivals one after the other and in the
correct sequence enjoyed the extra distinction of Dbeing

p) N

/ /
called a TELLOAOVLIKMSG eV TN TEPLOYW, However, one
G
received the title Trepu.oéovfkfng as long as one won
at all four festivals, no matter how long it tooK, or

1n which order the victories were achieved.

/
Success at all four festivals of +the TEPLOAOSG

was liKewilise the aim of racehorse owners. % Pausanias
(6.1.7., 6.2.1-2) records having seen ilnscriptions on
two statues of equestrian victors at Olympia which
stated that their respective owners had won also ‘at
Delphi, the Isthmus and HNemea. The first statue was
dedicated Dby Polycles of Sparta for his Olympic victory
in the four-horse chariot race dated Dby Moretti3® +to
440 B.C.. His other +three Panhellenic victories were
also with the chariot. The 'second statue was erected by
Xenarces, a Spartan horse-breeder. However, we are not
told whether Xenarces won with the chariot or with the
’

KEATMES. Moretti3Y assumes it was with the chariot

and dates his Olympic victory to 388 B.C..

Three Hellenistic epigramsqfo suggest further that
the title 'rrepu.oéov{wng was also sought atter by
racenorse owners. In each, an o0ld racehorse, which 1n
its retirement 1is chained to a millstone +for grinding
corn, lookKs back to when it won victories at the four
Panhellenic festivals, and bemoans 1its undeserved fate.
Whether these epigrams have any basis 1n historical

fact 1s 1mpossible to say, but the very mention of

racehorses winning at all four Panhellenic games 1indi-
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cates that such a feat may not have been unusual in an-
cient Greece. Returning then to our original inscrip-
tion in Pausanias celebrating the victories of
Pheidolas’ sons, we see that they were successfuyl at
only two of the festivals of the Trepfoéog - Olympia

and the Isthmus, which for them as Corinthians would

have Dbeen their local festival. It 1is 1liKely that they
also competed at Delphi and Nemea, but since they were
unsuccessful, their eftorts went unmentioned on this
dedication. What 1s however o0of considerable 1importance
for our study 1s the fact that they won their victories
with the same racehorse. was 1t a greater distinction

. /
t 0O gain the title TEPLOJIOVLILKMS with the same

racehorse or chariot team at all four festivals? Or was
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it indeed a sIne gqua non of ancient GreekK horse
racing that one had to win at all four Panhellenic
games with the same horse or chariot team Dbefore even
being entitled to the epithet weplodovikms? In the
three eplgrams from the Hellenistic period mentioned
above, we read of the same racehorse winning at all

ftour Panhellenic festivals, but +the nature of this

evidence makKes 1t difficult +to draw any reliable

conclusions?®!,

The closest parallel in modern Britain to an an-

. / . .
cient GreekK TepLodovikmg 1n horse racing would per-

naps be the winner of the so-called "Triple Crown". To
receive this title, which can be contested only Dby
three-yvyear-o0ld racehorses, a c¢olt must win the 2000
GQuineas over one mile (1600m) at Newmarket 1n the
spring, the Derby over one mile and a half (2400m) at
Epsom 1in the summer, and the St. Leger over one mile
and three guarters (2800m) at Doncaster 1n the autumn.
There have been only four winners of the English Triple
Crown this century, the 1last Dbeing Mr. Charles
Englehardt’s brilliant NijinskKy 1i1n 1970.

From the introduction of the four-horse chariot

race and the Kg,\'ng event 1n 680 B.C. and ©648 B.C.

~

respectively, +the Aywvy (wmikos of the Olympic

games remained for about 150 years a two-event

b -
programme. Its counterpart, the &ywv YUWLVLIKOS, on

the other hand had Dbeen steadily expanding since the

”
institution 1in 776 B.C. of the oTadov race and, Dby

.
520 B.C. when the oOmTMTmg (foot-race in armour)
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was 1ncluded for the {first time, its programme had in-
Creased to comprise twelve events and was as such vir-
tually complete. Influenced perhaps by this imbalance,
the Olympic authorities added two new disciplines to

the equestrian programme at the beginning of the fifth

century B.C, thus at a stroke doubling the size of the

”

p N ¢

AYWV LTTTTLKOS. The first of these new events,
’

the QJawmvm (mule-chariot race), was introduced,

according to Pausanias (5.9.1), in the 70th Olympiad
(500 B.C) and. the second, and more interesting for
this study, the K&)\TI"TI (dismounting race), four
vyears later 1in 496 B.C.. To appreciate how such a
siltuation could have arisen whereby at the end of the
siXth century B.C. the athletics events at Olympia out-
numbered the eguestrian events by a factor of six +to
one, one must 1JooK at the development of +the avywy
(rTikog at the Olympic festival and see how it
fitted 1nto the games programme as a whole.

Before tackling such a problem, one must taKe into
consideration the fact that the early chronology of the
Olympic games 1S by no means certain. Towards the end
of tlhie fifth century B.C.,, the philosopher and orator
Hippias of Elis compiled a catalogue of Olympic victors
which Aristotle revised and 1improved a century later.
Unfortunately neither of these 1lists has survived, but
both were Known to later GreeK writers who based their
own catalogues on them. And 1t 1s from the workKs ot
these later Greek authors that modern sports historians

have Dbeen able to draw up a reasonably comprehensive
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Olympic victory list. However, the most obscure period
of this Olympic chronology remains today, as it un-
doubtedly was 1n the time of Hippias, the first two
hundred years. For 1t 1is highly unlikely that the or-
ganizers of this festival Kept any form of systematic
records at this early stage, and therefore the validity
ot our victory lists at this point must be called into
gquestion. Thus one should not simply assume that for
the first 52 years the Olympic games consisted Solely
of the O’T&dLOV race merely since for the initial 13
Olympiads Hippias 1listed +the victors in only this
event. It 1s guite possible that from the beginning the
games 1ncluded additional events, but that the wvictors
1n these other disciplines were not recorded. Until
more conclusive evidence appears, which 1s 1itself un-
l1i1Kely, there will always Dbe some jJustifiable doubt as
to the reliadbility of the traditionally accepted Olym-
pic programme and 1ts catalogue ot wvictors.

concerning the &y:uv le"lTLKCgE; l1tselt, Sports
historians have for a 1long time regarded the placing of
the eguestrian events within this Olympilic programme as
something of an enigma. Why, asks I. Weiler®¢ did the
Olympic authorities wait nearly 100 years after the 1in-
stitution of the festival 1n 776 B.C. before 1introduc-
ing c¢chariot racing, the most 1important sporting event
in Homer’s epics? J. Ebert?3 who opens his discussion
on horse racing at Olympia wilith this very problem,

believes that the answer 1s to be found primarily 1in

cultic tradition. He also considers it possible that
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the newly-instituted +festival needed time not only +to
ensure that the Olympilc truce was being widely ob-
served, thus guaranteeing the safe transport of expen-
Sive racehorses from distant areas of Greece, but also
10 erect appropriate buildings for the stabling of
these nhorses. Other scholars, notadbly E.N. Gardiner®?®,
have suggested that eguestrian events must have been
part of the Olympic festival much earlier than 680

B.C..

"There can Dbe no doubt that in the first Olympiad
the programme included at least [...) the foot-
race, the disKos, the spear, boxing, wrestling and
the chariot race. If the Olympic games did develop
from a single event, it was probably not from the
foot-race, but rather from the armed fight or the
chariot race.”

There 1is much to Dbe said for such a theorvy.
Pelops, the mythical figure who competed against
Oenomaus for the hand of his daughter Hippodame;a in
the chariot-race described Dby Pindar 1in his first
Olympil1an ode, was, according +to Pausanias (5.13.1),
the most honoured hero at Olympia. At one o0f the turn-
ing posts on the Olympic hippodrome, there was a statue
of Hippodameia about to crown the victorious Pelops
with a ribbon45, and during each Olympic tfestival a
plack ram was sacrificed in his honour®®  Thus the
mythical tradition of Olympia was closely Dbound up
with chariot racing. This connection is further
strengthened by a reference 1in Homer (Iliad BookK 11
lines ©698-700) to four-horse chariot racing at what

could have Dbeen an early form of the OlympilCc games.

Nestor, the norseman (fwvéTa), mentions that nis
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father Neleus sent a four-horse team to compete for a
tripod at Elis. However, perhaps the most compelling
reason tfor quéstioning the relatively late introduction
0f chariot racing 1nto the Olympic games is the fact
that 1n the funeral games for Patroclus, the main
description of sporting events in Homer, the chariot
race 1s the first and ungquestionably the most important
contest.

Another ground offered by some for doubting the
accuracy of the first +two centuries of the Olympic
Programme with particular regard to the AYWV
f‘!TTI’LKéS 1s the fact that the first equestrian event
to be 1ntroduced was for the four-horse chariot and not
for the more common two-horse team. The warriors 1in
Homer’s IIliad Dboth drove t0 battle and competed 1n
the games 1in the two-horse. chariot. why then, was the
four-horse chariot raceﬁ instituted first at Olympia and
the two-horse chariot race some two and a nhalf cen-
turies later? Some sports historians have concluded
that the race for the two-horse chariot must have Dbeen
the earliest eguestrian event at Olympia and that 1t
was later replaced Dy +the four-horse chariot race.
However, the diminishing role of the two-horse chariot
in the military tactics of the Greeks 1n the Geometric
period and the subseguent rise of the cavalry may well
provide the main reason why 1in 680 B.C. the Olympic
authorities 1introduced the purely sporting four-horse

chariot race as the first equestrian event 1in the games

programme.
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The whole question ot the validity of the early
part of the Olympilc programme, especially where it con-
cerns the late 1i1ntroduction of equestrian events,
arises for many sports historians from the assumption
that the Olympilc games were an important sports fes-
tival right <from +their supposed institution in 7786
B.C.. They find it inconceivable that for the first 52
years this festival could have comprised only one
event, the or&dtov race, and that the exciting and
brilliant chariot race had to wait almost a century
before Dbeing 1included in the programme. Thus they
deduce that our sources are unreliadble and that the
dating of the 1ntroduction of particular events to the
Olympilc programme 1s 1naccurate. If one assumes however
that the great Olympic games of later centuries had
their origin simply 1n the c’xy?uv - y'uu.vmolg of a 1lo-
cal religious festival in the Geometric period, which,
as 1t added more sporting disciplines 1o 1ts programme,
gradually grew 1in importance, then +the late 1ntroduc-
tion of the prestigious equestrian events can be logi-
cally explained as being a significant step 1n the
evolution of a purely local event 1into a festival ot
Panhellenic status. So much then for the arguments con-

\ . ’
cerning the introduction of the A4ywy LTmTkog at

Olympia.

Shortly after the institution of the Ké)\'ng
event 1in 648 B.C., the Olympic authorities, prompted Dby
the changing social and military situation 1n Greece,

added four athletics contests for boys to the games
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programme. These events - +the oTadlov race, wres-

tling, boxing, and the pentathlon - provide a clear in-
dication of the important role which athletics exer-
Clses were beginning to play in the education and
development of the GreekK youth. At a time when the em-
Phasis 1n military tactics had shifted <from the aris-
tocratic Knight to the armed toot-soldier, and when the
security of individual city-states depended on their
abllity to prepare an effective armed force from their
adult male population, it is only natural to find boys
being trained as the future defenders of their com-
munity.

In the followiﬁg century, city-states Dbegan +to
build gymnasilia and palaestrae a S military
education centres for the whole male population, in
which Dboth the young were prepared for future service
in the army, and adult soldiers themselves could train
for battle., The Olymplc games programme 'again reflected

this development Dby the 1i1nstitution 1in 520 B.C. 0f the

foot-race in armour for hoplites.

) ~ ¢ V4

The aAY WV LTTTTLKOC at Oolympila was regarded
not so much as providing an opportunity for testing
military +training 1in ©public competition (the four-horse
chariot was almost never used 1n batt1e47) as was the
case with the &y?uv yuuvucofg, but rather as at-
tracting aristocratic horse owners to the games. This
accorded the Olympic festival a degree of splendour

which 1t otherwise would not have enjoyed, and also

provided Dbreath-taking sporting spectacle 1in the 1long,
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hazardous chariot race and, to a lesser extent, the
short but dynamic Kg)vng event.

The doubling ot the &y?uv fTrchfg to four
contests at the Dbeginning of the fifth century B.C.
wilith +the 1ntroduction of the mule-chariot race and the
K&)\n"n event was Dbrought about probably by the in-
equality 1in number Dbetween athletic and eqgquestrian
events. The Olympic authorities, confronted with this
unevenness, were perhaps pressurized not only by horse
owners who demanded a greater number of events in which
they could win an Olympic crown of olive leaves, but
also by spectators who would have sooner considered
travelling to Olympia from all over Greece 1f they were
to be offered a 1longer, more attractive norse racinsg
programme.

The most difficult decision faced Dby the Olympic
authorities was probably that of determining' which new
events should be 1introduced. The mule-chariot race was
instituted in 500 B.C. but, according to Pausanias
(5.9.2), it was neither a traditional event nor a dig-
nified spectacle, and it was dropped from the programme
in 444 B.C.. The same fate Dbefell the other new addi-
tion to the eguestrian programme, the KCIX)\TI'T], intro-
duced 1in 496 B.C.. This discipline was closely related
to the Ké)\'ng event 1in that 1t was a race for norse
and jocKey, the difference Dbeing that the JjocKkey dis-
mounted at the last part of the course, probably at the

entrance to the final straight, and ran alongside his

mount to the finishing—line48.
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This event had distinct military associations.
During the Geometric period, warriors rode to the

battle-field and dismounted to fight on foot, and it is
this practice which 1i1s reflected in +the K&)\TI"T]. A
similar dismounting event involving the chariot

'4
(&Troba'rna) seems 10 have been traditionally the

most important contest in the 4&ywvr (TTkoc of
the Panathenaic games, tracing its origin back to the

foundation myth of the festival., A work attributed +to

Demosthenes (61. 24) praises the Q&TobaTmg as the
/ ~
noblest and finest o0of contests - TB CERLVOTATOV KOt
/ o~ 3 /
KAAALTOTOV TWYV AYWVILOULATWYV,

The Olympic authorities, however, obviously did
/

not nhold the kKaAT™Tm 1n gquite such high regard as did

' 4
Demosthenes the dJ&wTobaTmg, for in 444 B.C. it was

dropped from the games programme al'ong with +the mule-
N\ Vg

chariot race, reducing the &ywv fTrTrLKog to 1ts

former state of two events. A number of factors may

have contributed to this decision, such as a lack of

interest on the part ot the spectators, an insufficient
number of participants, or perhaps the fact that the
last stage of the race may have Dbeen an anti-climax
being slower than the earlier part. It 1s worth noting
here that the K&Aﬂ'ﬂ does not appear to have Dbeen
part of the &yaw ETI’T!'LK.O,S ot the thiree other
main Panhellenic festivals.

In 496 B.C.,, the same year as the K&Mr’n was

r
introduced to Olympia, the «xeixng event at this fes-

tival was won by Empedocles from Acragas 1n Siclly, the

46




grandfather of Empedocles the famous philosopher from
the same clty“g. His victory 1i1s made more significant
by the fact that 1t marks the beginning of a remarkable
period of success Dby Sicilian racehorse owners in the

b N 4

dywves iwmikot of the four main Panhellenic
festivals in the fifth century B.C.. From our
reconstructed 1list of Olympic victors and from the
epinician odes of Pindar and Bacchylides, we have
evidence of at 1least 15 Panhellenic eguestrian vic-
tories won Dby Sicilians over a period of 50 vyears. If
our records were complete, this figure would without
doubt Dbe considerably higher.

This period of success for S1clly in the
&yaveg lc.‘lT'lTl.KOf of the Panhellenic games coiln-
cides with and finds 1its explanation 1in the rule of a
family of Sicilian tyrants. In 491 B.C., Gelon, son ot
Deinomenes and a former cavalry commander, Dbecame
tyrant of Gela 1n Sicily. S1X years later, he
proclaimed himself ruler of neighbouring Syracuse and
handed the control of Gela over to his younger brother
Hieron. Meanwhile his father-in-law Theron had estab-
lished a tyranny at Acragas 1in 488 B.C. Under the
government of these three tyrants, Sicily became one o0tf
the richest and most powerful areas of the Greek-
speaking world. Having achieved supremacy at home,
Theron, Gelon and Hieron desired, as did the rulers ot
211 Greek colonies, to win fame and recognition for

themselves and for their cities on the Greek mainland.

They realized that wvictories 1in the PanhelleniCc games
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would guarantee the renown they sought - a renown which

was frequently attended Dby substantial political and

economic benefits.

Several factors contributed to focusing the atten-
tion ot these 5icilian tyrants on tlie eguestrian events
at the Panhellenic festivals. Firstly, the chariot and
horse races had always been the most prestigious events
at the games due to their associations with the aris-
tocracy and the expense 1involved 1in competing 1in such
contests. Sending chariot teams or racehorses to Olym-
pia and Delphi placed no appreciable {financial Dburden
on these rulers, whose coffers had Dbeen swollen Dby
revenues from trade and also the spoils of war, such as
those taken from the Carthaginians at Himera 1in 480
B.C.. Rather such displays of extravagance served as an
effective advertisement for +the wealth of Sicilian
cities.

Secondly, Sicily was renowned 1n the ancient world

for its horse Dbreeding and cavalry®Y. In the few works
which have survived fr.om antiqgquity 1in which horse
breeding 1is mentioned, Sicily 1is ranked ifrequently be-
side Thessaly for 1its famous horses?!. LiKe the Thes-
salian, the Sicilian cavalry was particularly strong.
At the Dbattle of Himera 1in 480 B.C. in which the
adicilians defeated the invading Carthaginians, the

5000-strong Sicilian cavalry played a decisive role.

And in his history of the Peloponnesian war, Thucydides
describes the effectiveness of the Sicilian cavalry 1in

harassing the Athenlian enemy.
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The Sicilian tyrants themselves had direct 1inks
with horses. As already mentioned, Gelon was the com-
mander of the cavalry at Gela before he became tyrant

in 491 B.C.. wWith such a high military rank, he would

have spent considerable time on horsebackK, either in
combat, training or taking part in horse racing. His
brother Hieron was called by Bacchylides (D.2)
Eupcxocfwv fTr'rroéw'ﬁ"rwv o'r'pa'r'nyef (general of the
norse-driving Syracusans'Sa), and 1t could be 1inferred
from Pindar’s second Pythian 0Ode (lines 5-12) that
he personally drove his own team t0o victory 1n the
four-horse chariot race at the Theban Iolaia 1in 475
B.C.23,

Of the fifteen recorded Panhellenic victories 1n
equeétrian events won Dby Sicilians in the {first half of
the fifth century B.C., five were achieved 1n the
Ké)\'T]S event. The first, as already stated, was re-
corded Dby Empedocles 1n 496 B.C. at Olympla. The
remaining four were all won by Hieron, by far the most
successful Sicilian racehorse owner of this period,
with six Panhellenic victories 1in all. Hieron’s desire
to win further renown for himself and his city Dby com-
missioning the most gifted poets of his time, such as
cimonides, Pindar and Bacchylides to commemorate these
victories in song has had the fortunate result of sub-
stantial literary evidence of his successes SUrviving
from antiguity®%. However, there still remains a degree

of uncertainty as to some important details of nls Wvic-

tories.
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In his third Pythian 0Ode, Pindar celebrates
Hieron’s sucecess at Delphi wilith nis racehorse
Pherenicus. The scholiast states that Hieron won the

horse race at the Pythian games in 482 and 478 B.C. -

> 7 \ ¢ if \ \ ’ ( \ ~
EVLEMJOE Q€ O EPWV TMV WEV KL I[TveLadd KO TMV
c / ’

EEMNMS KEAMTL. The plural OTEPOVOLS (Crowns) in

line 73 of this ode suggests that both victories are
being celebrated here, and that both were therefore won

by the same horse, Pherenicus

- \ / /
T ILEV ,6L<5‘ULLGS c XAPLTAS, y p ,

el : 'Ka‘rebcw VYLELO VY AYWY “PVOEQV K:)u.ov
T AEOQOAW v p

HuBitwy —aiyray  OTepavoLg, ., ) , ,
TOUSG APLOTEVWYV depeEVIKOG EN’ EV Kippa MOTE
[...0. )

(If I had disembarked with a double favour for
nim, bringing with me golden health and a shinineg

vVictory-song celebrating the Pythian crowns which
the all-conguering Pherenicus won once at Cirrha

[...]).

wWe Know from the Oxyrhynchus PFPapyrus victory
list that Hieron also won two Olympic victories 1n the
Kékfng event 1n 476 and 472 B.C.. Both Pindar
(Olymplan 1) and Bacchylides (Ode 5) celebrate
the first of these victories, and both mention that
Pherenicus was Hieron’s racehorse on that occasion. It
would thus appear that Pherenicus won one Olympilc and
two Pythian Ké)vns events over a period of S1X
vears. If we assume that he did not Dbegin his racing
career before the age of three, then he must have been
at least nine years old when he won his Olymplc victory
in 476 B.C.. Some commentators have rightly dgquestioned

the 1likelihood of such a feat.
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H. Maehler©°® suggests that Pherenicus may not have
won at Delphi 1n 4862 B.C.,, and that the plural
4
CTEPAVOLG in Pindar Pythian 3.73 could be a

poetic plural. He also considers +that Bacchylides

(5.41) seems to refer to only one previous Pythian vic-

torvy. If Pherenicus had won twice at Delphi, argues
Maehler, why does Bacchylides not mention 1t? This ar-
gument however, as Maehler freely admits, 1is Dby no
means conclusive.

Having examined the literary evidence which sup-
ports this standpoint, let us now regard such an
achievement from a sporting point of view. To makKe an
adequate assessment of the feasibility of this perfor-
mance ot Pherenicus, we need to consider such factors
as the distance of the race, the age of the horses 1n-
volved, the weight of the JockKeys and the standard ot
the competition. Unfortunately, as regards ancient
GreekK horse racing, most o0of these points remailn un-
clear. However, a Dbrief examination of +the availlable
evidence may prove usetftul.

One of the most important factors to be considered
is the distance over which Pherenicus would have had to
compete to win these victories. It is argued elsewhere
in this workK +that +the Kéxng event at Olympia may
nave comprised only one circuit of the +trackK, a dis-
tance of probably four furlongs (800m), and as such was
purely a sprint race. Whether +the Pythian Kékng

ex}ent was also four furlongs long can only be conjec-

tured. One would have to suppose not only that the nip-




podrome at Delphi was the same length as that at Olym-
p1a, but also that the Ké)\ng event at Delphi

liKewise comprised only one circuit of the track. Such

l1zation on the part of the ancient Greeks. We Know from
eéXcavations that the OT&éLOV races at all four main
Panhellenic festivals were roughly the same length,
l.e. 130-200m. But this, rather than directly suggest-
1ng liaison Dbetween authorities responsible for or-
ganizing the games, was more due to the fact that a
OTAaoovy was a standard measurement of 600 feet in

/
ancient GQreece. Consegquently, oTadlwov races, as for

example mile races today, had to be the same length©®5,
wWhether the four main Panhellenic hippodromes also had
a standard length of perhaps two stades Dbetween the
turning posts 1s 1mpossible to savy.

The distance of the Ké)\"l']s event at Delphi and
Olympia 1s particularly significant 1in the case of
Pherenicus since the ability of a horse +t0o compete
successfully over certain distances can be 1nfluenced
by 1ts asge. As a racehorse grows older, 1t gradually
loses 1ts speed and Dbecomes more eftective over longer
distances where stamina 1s 1mportant. Thus the long and
gruelling Grand National at Aintree over four and a
half miles (7200m) has often been won Dby horses of ten
vears ©0f age or more. The mighty Red Rum, who won this
famous race three times and was runner-up twice 1n the

1970s, and who recorded his final victory at the age of
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twelve, started nhis racing career as a two-year-old
sprinter. If we assume that Pherenicus won two Pythian
victories and one Olympic victory, and our calculation
as to the length o0f the Olympic Ké)\'ng event 1s cor-
rect, then FPherenicus must have won a four-furlong
sprint race at Olympia as at least a nine- or ten-year-
old against what was probably a strong field of younger
horses. It would be very difficult indeed under today’s
conditions for a racehorse to emulate this performance.

Conditions however were very different in ancient
Greece. wWe have already seen from the episode with
Pheidolas and his mare Aura that the weight factor,
which 1s so 1mportant in modern horse racing, appears
to nhave been disregarded Dy the ancient GQreek
authorities®7, Thus 1f Hieron employed a particularly
lightwelght JocKey, Pherenicus would have enjoyvyed a
considerable advantage over another horse o¢of similar
merit with a heavier rider. Pausanias (6.12.1) tells us
that he saw a monument at Olympia commemorating
Hieron’s two vVvictories 1n the Kék'ng event and his
victory with a four-horse team. The statue 1n gJquestion
consisted of a bronze chariot with a man {(avng)
mounted on 1t, and a racehorse on either side, on which
were seated boys (watdeg). One of these two horses
must have represented Pherenicus, and, as Dboth riders
were boys, 1t would seem that 1t was 1indeed Hieron-s
practice to give his horses as little welght 110 carry

as possSible.

Concerning the standard or numerical strength of
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the opposition Pherenicus had to face at either Olympia
or Delphi, we Know nothing. Neither Pindar nor Bac-
chylides mentions the number of runners he competed
against. From Pausanias’ description of the prow-shaped
starting mechanism at Olympia, which had stalls built
into its sides which were each 400 feet 1long®8 we can
conjecture that large fields were normative for
equestrian events at this festival, otherwise such a
large starting device would have been superfluous. We
Know also from Pindar’s {fifth Pythian Ode (lines
49-51) that over 40 chariots took part in the chariot
race at Delphi 1in 462 B.C.. However, neither o0of these
two 1nstances speakKs directly for the *Ké}ﬂ’]ﬁ event,
and 1t may have been the case that horse Dbreeders con-
centrated their efforts on the more prestigious chariot
race and neglected the K({:KT]S event, although 1t
would have Dbeen much less exXxpensive t0o train a single
racehorse than a four-horse team.

Both Pindar and Bacchylides mention that in win-
nineg the Olympic Ké)\’l’]S event 1n 476 B.C.,
Pherenicus did not need to be whipped during the race,
implying that he won very easlly. Bacchvylides (9.42-5)
goes even further and states that Pherenicus had never

been defeated 1n his whole racing career.

»Y | ¢ \ ' 4
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(He has never run on to the finish showered by the
dust of horses 1n front).

It 1s possible that Hieron with his passionate 1n-
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terest in horse racing and his access to great wealtn
may have bred 1n Pherenicus a freak racehorse which
over a period of sixX years or more competed in the most
prestigious events and remained unbeaten. And under the
ancient GreekK racing system, it 1is conceivable that

such an outstanding racehorse never faced a serious

challenge.
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THE CLASSICAL PERIOD

The Classical period was an epoch in which not
only architecture, literature and culture flourished 1in
the main dreeK cities, but also in which sports fes-
tivals and the Panhellenic games reached new heights in
popularity and splendour. The defeat of the Persians at
the Dbeginning of the fifth century B.C. inspired in the
dreeKs a feeling of self-confidence and pride, espe-
cially in their military prowess. Sparta, whose
soldier-athletes were used to +training in the city’s
gymnaslia and palaestrae, haad been the leading
land force against the less heavily-armed Persians, and
consequently considered herself the most powerful state
in QGreece. The Atheniaps, by virtue of their invincible
navy and their decisive success against the Persians at
Salamis, were 1likewise in triumphant mood.

The sports contests at the Panhellenic festivals
provided the citizens of these states with a fitting
outlet for their feeling of athletic and military supe-
riority over the barbarians. The victory list for the
first Olympic festival after the Persian wars, #4760
B.C., contains names of sportsmen {from all over the
dreeK-speaking world, whose number includes such
celebrated figures as Hieron of Syracuse and Theron ot
Acragas in the egquestrian events, and Euthymus of
Locris and Theagenes of Thasos 1in the boxing and

pancration events respectively. New festivals were

instituted, such as the four-yearly Eleutherilia at
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Plataea to commemorate the victory of the Greeks over

Mardonius in 479 B.C, and it is 1likely that many local

festivals sprang up due to this upsurge in interest in
sport during the Classical period.

Horse racing continued to be regarded as the most
prestigious sport at the games and received patronage

from some of the richest citizens in the Greek world.

Sicilian tyrants, such as Hieron and later Dionysius®9,
paraded their vast wealth before the crowds at Olympia
and Delphi. Alcibiades, the flamboyant Athenian
general, in order +to show the Spartans during the
Peloponnesian war that Athens was still a force to Dbe

recKkoned with, sent a record seven four-horse chariots

of



to the Olympic games of 416 B.C. and came Dback with
first, second and fourth places®0, And Pnilip the Kking
of Macedonia won the Ké)ﬁr\a event at Olympia 1n 32956
B.C., the four-horse chariot race in 352 R.C. and the

two-horse chariot race in 348 B.c.bl

) ~\

Durineg the Classical period, the aAY WV

c V4
L TTLKOg  Oof the Olympic games and other Greek fezs-

| /
tivals Dbegan to expand. In 408 B.C. the ovuvvwpLg
(two-horse chariot race) was officially included 1n the
Olymplc games for the first timeea, and ten years later
tne same event was added to the equestrian programme zat
Y B3 o . < -
Deipn: . oome twenty years later, Thhe CHERENe

¢’
TWALKQOV: (four-nhorse chariot race for vyoung horses)

was 1nstituted at both the Olympic and FPytniian games,

\
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1nsg the numper of events 1n thhe S VANDY.
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S of these festivals 1o four. A
11‘1.&3:.:1*J..ptlonEJL*L dating to the first half of tihg oot
century B.C., 1listing various atnletic, eguestrian 2zl

m.-.sical competitions and the1ir prizes at Toe
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“anathenalc games, shows that the Qy iy LT TTLR O
2+ this festival was also flourishing and T2t 113

B ol
wiln

~rogramme was much more compreiensive than t o332 of Loz
four malin PannelleniCc games.

The inscription, although incomplete, 13 Cloz,

evidence of the i1mportance of horse racing at L=z
Tznathenalic games 1n particular, and to tnone ALoellllas
- general. I+ has been sugsgested earlier toat Llc
sorerunner of the Panathenaic festival, toies yearly

Atnaenara, may 1nitizlly have contained only ej2estirlln
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events 1n 1ts programme. Its foundation myth centred on
Erichthonius who invented the chariot, and his institu-
tion of horse racing at the festival. Thus when the
Great Panathenalc +festival was instituted early in the
Si1Xth century B.C., equestrian events, as can Dbe
presumed tTrom this 1inscription, played a.. major role 1in
the overall games programme. And the Athenians did not
conftine their love of horse racing to festivals 1in
thelir home «city. A glance +through +the 1lists of
eéquestrian victors at Olympia reveals many Athenian
triumphs achieved Dby such household names as Alcmaeon,
Miltiades, Cimon, Callias and Alcibiades.

The popularity of horse racing was greatly in-
tluenced by the existence 1in Athens of a class of weal-
1Ay citizens Known as fTrTreTg; (cavalrymen)65. This
was the second census class 1ntroduced by Solon 1n 594
B.C., comprising Athenians whose income was between 300
and 500 medimnoi of corn and who therefore had suf-
ficient means to Keep a horse and egulp themselves for
cavalry service. An examination of the following 1in-
scription from +the Panathenaic games wlll show toie
degree of power exercised Dy the ITTELS over the

> N /

¢ 4 9 -~
organization ot the aAYwV LTTTTLK OGS 3t LN 1S tes-

Ti1wval.
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