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PREFACE

The purpose of this study is to investigate thoroughly the
effect of Agesilaos' career on the Greek world from 404 to 377 B.C.
The usefulness and originality of the study lie partly in its being
the first comprehensive treatment of the king in more than a century.
It is also the first to incorporate fully the writings of the
Oxyrhynchos historian in its presentation of events. Moreover, it
offers several new interpretations of particular developments and
trends.

Because modern historians have limited their works to one
aspect or another of Agesilaos' career or have si%ply written lengthy
surveys of the epoch, such questions as the nature of politics in
Sparta, the extent to which Agesilaos and his friends created the
Spartan hegemony, and the degree to which his designs were opposed
have not been adequately addressed. This study attempts to bring these
and other matters into clear and coherent focus.

A final note: the abbreviations for journal citations which
appear in the notes throughout this work are those standard in L'annéé

philologique.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION AND EVALUATION OF THE ANCIENT SOURCES

Agesilaos II became king at a critical juncture in Spartan
history. During his long reign (ca. 399-360 B.C.), he witnessed
both the zenith of Sparta's power and her irreversible decline after
the battle of Leuktra. The background to his accession,  the unusual
mannar in which it occurred, his highly effective campaign in Asia
Mincr, the role he playved in the conduct and settlement of the
Korinthian War and his control of Spartan policy in the decade follow-
ing the setrtlement are the subjects of later chapters. First, how-
ever, a brief discussion is needed of the anéient evidence uvpen whisch'
underscgnding of Agesilaos' influence on Spartan politics must rest.,

Epigraphical remains will often clarify aspects of Greek
military, diplomatic and political life while Agesilaos was king.
Yet with a single exception from the Artemision at Ephesos there are

3

no ancient inscriptions which directly attest to Agesilacs.”

Similarliy there is no numismatic material bearing on him since the

lThe most convenient collections of these remains are Meiggs
and Lewis' Greek Historical Inscriptions to the End of the Fifth
Century B.C., Oxford, 1971, and Tod's Greek Historical Inscriptions,
Vol. 2, Oxford, 1968. Bengtson's Staatsvertrige des Altertums, Vol. 2,
Murich, 1962, which combines epigraphic and literary material, is also

a very valuable tool for research: see the bibliography.

2B5rker, "K8nig Agesilaos von Sparta und der Artemis-—
Tempel in Ephesos," ZPE 37, 1980, 69-75 and Wesenberg, '"Agesilaos
in Artemision," ZPE 41, 1981, 175-180, discuss the nature and
significance of this inscription: see also ch. 5.



Spartans steadfastly refused to mint their own coinage for nearly a
century after the king's death.3 Thus knowledge of Agesilaos' life

and influence must be derived almost exclusively from literary sources.

Xenophon

The most extensive contemporary source for the king's life
is the works of his personal friend Xenophon. Of Xenophon's many

extant works, the Hellenika and his enkomion the Agesilaos are of

primary importance. Although the enkomion preserves biographical
details of Agesilaos' career, it is more an uncritical eulogy written
after the king had died, perhaps as a gift to his son Archidamos. That
Xenophon used the Hellenika extensively to compose it is clear becauss
often the description of events in the enkcmion parallels almost

verbatim corresponding passages of the Hellgpika.4 The enkomion cmiis

3Jenkins, Ancient Greek Coins, New York, 1972, 11, writes
"In Sparta, in fact, there was a rigid and typically puritanical
prohibition of the use of coined money which persisted until the
third century B.C." Nonetheless, on certain occasions the survival
of coins supplements our knowledge of Spartan policy. Thus, works
such as Hill's Greek Historical Coins, Chicago, 1976, and Kraay and
Firmer's Greek Coins, New York, 1966, will aid the understanding of
Spartc-Persian relations from 404-387 and provide evidence of the
decline of Sparta's influence in the Aegean after the battle of
Knidos in 394.

4Lesky, Geschichte der Griechischen Literatur, Munich,
1971 (3rd ed.), 694, 777, notes that Xenophon used his Hellenika as
a source for composing the enkomion which, along with Isokrates'
Euagoras, served as a model for similar works in the future. See
also Beloch, Griechische Geschichte, Vol. 3.1 (2nd ed.), Berlin,
1927, 401; Ed. Meyer, Geschichte des Altertums, Vol. 4.1 (4th ed.),
Stuttgart, 1958, 260; and Breitenbach, RE 9A.2, 1671.




3 vet details not

events not reflecting favorably on Agesilaos,
preserved elsewhere occasionally occur. The problem of the Hellenika
is more complex because the work purports to be a general history of
the Greek world from 411 to 362 B.C. In such a work Agesilaos,
though prominent, is merely one individual among many whose deeds are
recorded. It is therefore necessary to consider briefly Xenophon's
worth as an historian, not as an encomiastic biographer or essayist.
Several distinct problems emerge almost at once. In the wake
of Athens' defeat and the excesses of the restored democracy (one of

which was the execution of his mentor Sokrates), Xenophon adopted

what became a communis opinio in an age when the Spartans were re-—

storing W&TDIOI WOAlTS{al. Many came to look upon democracy with
deep suspicion. It seemed to lead eventually to mob rule and
tyrannical imperialism which deprived victims of autonomy and free-
dom.6 The victorious Spartans sought to remedy such excesses and
secure their own hegemony by imposing "ancestral constitutions' which
were in effect pro-Spartan oligarchies.

Another influence which affected Xenophon (and Plato for

that matter) was a growing admiration for monarchy. Xenophon's

5Westlake, "Individuals in Xenophon's Hellenica,'" Essays on
Greek Historians and Greek History, New York, 1969, 222, n.41l, observes
for example that the enkomion makes no allusion to the conflict in Asia
Minor between Agesilaos and Lysander.

OMeyer, Vol. 5, 273-75; Lesky, 691-93.



service with Kyros the Younger's Greek mercenaries exposed him to a man
whom he later regarded as a model for the ideal ruler. Kyros the
Younger apparently embodied many of the virtues which Xenophon would de-
scribe in bis imaginary biography of Kyros the Great, the founder of
the Persian empire. Thus it is important to recall that because of his
disenchantment with democracy, Xenophon developedlthis strong under-
current of sympathy for menarchic rule.7

A second tendency in the Hellenika is a distinct philolakonian
bias. While Xenophon is not blind to certain defects of the Spartan
character and at times takes exception to Spartan conduct,8 he evinces
2 generally favorable outlook on the polis which provided him with his
Eleian estate at Skillous. As Grote observed long ago,9 Xenophon could
obtain copious information on Greek politics from pro-Spartan sources,

while composing his work from a Lakedaimonian point of view,because he

lived only 3.7 km. south of Olympia.

"Meyer, Vol. 5, 360; Lesky, 694.

8For example Xenophon believed that the Spartans had incurred
divine displeasure for their hybristic seizure of the Kadmeia in 382 B.C.
(Hell. 5.4.1). He also records the wide-spread resentment of Agesilaos'
campaign against Phlious in 381 (Hell. 5.3.16).

9Grote,é History of Greece, London, 1888, Vol. 7, 345.
Others have also commented on this pro-Spartan perspective; see
Meyer, Vol. 4.1, 260-61; Lesky, 694; and Brown, The Greek Histor-
ians, Lexington, Mass., 1973, 95, for example.




Now that the two most salient traits of the Hellenika have
been identified, it remains only to estimate Xenophon's worth as an
historian. 1In antiquity Xenophon was usually regarded as more the
philosopher than a historian. He tends to oversimplify and after the
second book of the Hellenika, his work lacks the coherence of
perspective from within Sparta itself.lo In the later books of the
Hellenika he retains only a certain sympathy for the Spartans. Here his
deficiencies most clearly emerge. He was unable to discern a pattern
in the great welter of data before him, presenting only certain somewhat
disjointed episodes which lent themselves to compelling literary treat-
ment. He entirely neglected the career of Epameinondas until the end
of the Hellenika where he only grudgingly admitted that the great Theban
was a brilliant general. He passed over in silence the Boiotian
constitution and the changes it underwent after 386. He makes no refer-
ence to the revival of Athens' maritime league in 377 and failed to
explain the causes and significance of Kinadon's conspiracy at Sparta
in 398. These omissions lay bare his difficulty in rendering data into
a coherent and meaningful whole despite his considerable literary
ability. 1t

Some scholars have judged Xenophon rather harshly.l2 Meyer

has taken a more balanced approach. He admits that the Hellenika betray

loBrown, 96.
llLesky, 693; Brown, 96.

12Beloch, 3.1, 401, remarks that "Xenophon's Griechische
Geschichte ... ist kaum mehr als eine recht unvollstindige



much evidence of bias and partiality, but cautions that it would be a
mistake in most cases to doubt the reliability of the evidence which
Xencophon presents.l3
On balance then, Xenophon's testimony about Agesilaos must
be approached with certain things in mind. It is necessary toc be
aware of Xenophon's monarchic sympathies and qualified pro-Spartan
perspective. As a friend of Agesilaos he almost always strove to
present his benefactor in a favorable light. This tendency caused him
to gloss over or suppress what another author would set forth routinely.
Finally there is a clearly episodic tone to the Hellenika in which
Xenophon sketches certain details with great literary flair. The work
nonetheless is marred by serious omissions, occasional negligence,
antipathy to Thebes ané a lack of thematic and interpretative unity.
Alsc because Xenophon abandoned Thucydides' scheme of dividing years
into summer and winter phases after book two, his chronology often is
vague and confused.14
Although as an historian Xenophon falls short of the stature

of Herodotus or Thucydides, he is still valuable and the information

Materialensammlung, die in diese Form wahrscheinlich gar nicht zur
Herausgabe bestimmt war.'" Hatzfeld, Les Helléniques de Xenophon,
Vol. 1, Paris, 1939, 15, wrote that Xenophon lacked the qualities of
a true historian, grasping as he did only details, not substance.
See also Jacoby, RE Suppl. 2, 513.

l3Meyer, Vol. 4.1, 263.

Y4preitenbach, RE 9A.2, 1671-72.
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which he presents, while incomplete, is usually reliable.

The Oxyrhynchos Historian

A contemporary of Xenophon who also wrote a continuation of
Thucydides' work is the as yet unidentified Oxyrhynchos historian,
usually referred to as P. Some tantalizing problems emerged with the
publication of fragments from this author's work. The consensus is

16 It was originally supposed

that P continued Thucydides' history.
that P concluded his history with the battle of Knidos in 394, but
with the publication of additional fragments in 1949, some scholars
decided that he carried his account of Greek affairs down to the imposi-

R % . . 17 .
tion of the XKing's Peace in 386. There is even less agreement about

the author's identity. Grenfell and Hunt, who discovered the longest

13Meyer, Vol. 4.1, 263; Beloch 3.1, 401; Lesky, 693; and
srown, 87. Ivo Bruns, Das Literarische Portr3dt der Griechen in funfte
und vierte Jahrhunderts vor Christi Geburt, Hildesheim, 1961 (reprint
of 1898 edition), 41-42, writes that Xenophon does not attempt to
analyze Agesilaos' motives. His descriptions of the king are to draw
attention to the subject, not the context of events. Bruns also
remarks, 136~37, that in the enkomion Xenophon presents Agesilaos in
such a way that the reader can draw his own mcral conclusions, a
tendency which derives from Isokrates. Even less than in the
Hellenika, however, does Xenophon attempt to analyze Agesilacs' goals
or mentality. Instead, he presents a mere narrative of events.,
Unlike Thucydides, Xenophon does not ask about a man's absolute worth
which depends not on moral activity, but rather the forces of nature.

16See Jacoby, Fr.Gr.H., Vol. 2A.2, 6; Ed. Meyer, Theopomps
Hellenika, Hildesheim, 1965, 88; Laqueur, RE 5A.2, 2193; Accame,
Ricerche intorno alla guerra corinzia, Naples, 1951, 5-6; Bruce, An
Historical Commentary on the Hellenika Oxyrhynchia, Cambridge, 1967,
3; Lesky, 700.

17

See Accame, 5-6; Bruce, 4 and Lesky, 700.



fragment in 1906, argued for Ephoros.18 Meyer believed that Theopompos
of Chios was the most likely candidate.19 Jacoby believed that Dai-
machos of Plataia was the best choice because P shows a remarkable know-
ledge of Boiotian matters.20 Kratippos, Diyllos or Androtion have also
been menticned as possibilities,21 but Bruce's suggestion is perhaps

the best. He believes that we indeed have the Oxyrhynchos historian's
name before us, but cannot decide which name is the right one for lack
of evidence.22 In any case it is unlikely without further papyrological

finds that the Verfasserfrage will ever be satisfactorily resolved.23

18Grenfell and Hunt, Oxyrhynchus Papyri, Vol. 5, London, 1908,
142-44. Jacoby convincingly eliminated Ephoros from contention by show-
ing that Ephoros' arrangement KOS Yéb05 (P followed Thucydides' annal-
istic framework) and the fact that he himself used P obviously precluded
the possibility of Ephoros and P being the same person. See Bloch,
Abhandlung zur Griechischen Geschichtschreibung, Leiden, 1956, 319-20.

19Meyer, Theopomps Hellenika, 17-20. Jacoby in Bloch's
Abhaudlung, 316, also shows that although Theopompos did continue
Thucydides, his pro-Spartan bias, Isokratean style and the fact that he
was not a source for Ephoros eliminate him from contention,

20

Jacoby, Fr.Gr.H., 2A.2, 4-7.

21Laqueur, RE 5A.2, 2196. Jacoby believes that Kratippos,.
though he also continued Thucydides, was a poseur who lived in the first
century B.C., not a genuine 4th century writer. See Bloch's
Abhandlung, 329-30.

22Bruce, 26-27. Bloch, 'Studies in Historical Literature of
the 4th Century B.C.," Athenian Studies, Presented to W.S. Ferguson,
Harvard, 1940, 340-41,who prefers to leave P anonymous, writes that it
is best "not to force the leading historiams of the 4th century into the
Procrustean bed of the Hellenica of Oxyrhynchos." Bloch believes that
P's work did not survive because the work of his plagiarizer Ephoros
superseded it, his style was rather dull and, unlike Ptolemy Soter whose
work lay unused in the Library of Alexandria for centuries, P found no
Arrian to resurrect him (Bloch, 339-40).

23

That such finds are possible has been shown with the recent



P has an important bearing on the early phases of Agesilaos'
reign because.he provides a remarkable counterpoint to Xenophon's
description of the Asian campaign in 395.24 Adhering to the chronolog-
ical framework of Thucydides, he provides parallel accounts of Konon's
naval activity, the outbreak of the Korinthian War, and the best
description of the Boiotian constitution before 386 to survive from
antiquity.25

Almost at once P came to be regarded rather highly for his
conception of history. He exhibits an excellent knowledge of
Anatolian geography, and gives detailed accounts of naval and military
operations. Also his political analysis evinces superior judgment
and insight.26 P is clearly inferior tc Xenophon in literary ability

as his style is rather plain, but his interpretation of history sur-

passed that of his more renowned Athenian contemporary.27 He has a

publication of a fragment of P which deals with events of 409/08 in
Ephesos. Ludwig Koenen, working in the Cairo Museum, has brought this
new piece of evidence to light. See Koenen, "Papyroiogy in the
Federal Republic of Germany and Fieldwork of the International Photo-
graphic Archive in Cairo," StudPap 15, 1976, 55-67.

24See ch. 4.
23Bruce, 157-64.

26jacoby, Fr.Gr.H., 2A.2, 6-7; Laqueur, RE 5A.2, 2197; Meyer,
Theopomps Hellenika, 17-20; Walker, The Hellenica Oxyrhynchia, Its
Authorship and Authority, Oxford, 1913, 119-20, 132, believed that P
is superior to Xenophon in matters of operational detail, but falls
short of the latter's political insight. This opinion is not shared,
however, by Griffith, ''The Greek Historians," 198-99, in Platnauer's
Fifty Years (and Twelve) of Classical Scholarship, Oxford, 1968 or
Bruce, 17-20.

27

See Bruce, 8, 1l1.
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better grasp of detail and analytical ability than Xenophon. Because
of the foregoing and his work's central focus, he was one of the most
reliable writers of history in the ancient world. It therefore is much
to be regretted that P wrote in an age when rhetorical ornament was more
important than sober historical aﬁalysis.28 It is likely that his
bare, rather lapidary style probably doomed his work to eventual
neglect.29
In addition to his limited literary ability, P exhibits an
occasional weakness despite the generally favorable regard he enjoys.
For example his preoccupation with military detail often leads him to
omit or gloss over diplomatic matters. He apparently disapproved of
the radical Athenian democrats and the Ismenian faction in Thebes.
In general he manifests a distinct sympathy for oligarchic government
and a favorable attitude to Sparta.30 A significant oversight in his
account of the campaign of 395 is his failure to mention that Agesilaos
was appointed supreme commander both by land and by sea, the first time

in Spartan history such a thing had happened.Bl P does, however, offer

28Griffith, 198-99 and Lesky, 655-56, 689, 699-700.

29Bruce, 9-10.
305ee Bruce, 10-11.

31See ch. 4.
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2 much more realistic analysis of Agesilaos' Asian campaign than
Xenophon despite his occasional lapses or omissions.

Had P's Hellenika come down to us intact, it is almost certain
that our knowledge of the end of the fifth and beginning of the fourth
century would be considerably greater than it is. This is especially
so if Accame's assertion is true that P concluded his work with the
Peaca ¢f Antalkidas in 386, not as originally supposed, with the battle
of Knidos.32 Finally is is important to note that P, who was Ephoros'

source for the years from 411-386 B.C., had an indirect influence on

Diodorus.

The Ephoran Tradition of Diodorus

Another important source of information about Agesilaos is
Diodorus Siculus whose work from Book 11 to Book 16 is an epitome of
Ephoros.33 Born in Kyme during the first quarter of the fourth century,
Ephoros began his work sometime after 350 B.C. His was the first
universal history,34 arranged in part episodically and in part

geographically. His work in thirty books, beginning with the Dorian

migrations and ending with the life of Philip of Makedon,35 strongly

32Accame, 5, 17-20.

33The major study which established the relationship
between Ephoros and Diodorus’ Books 11-16 is Untersuchungen uber die
Quellen der Griechische und sizilische Geschichte bei Diodor XI-XVI,
Kiel, 1868. See also Jacoby, Fr.Gr.H., lA.l, no. 70 and 2A.2, 22-27.

I esky, 701.

35Book 30 detailing the life of Philip was completed by his
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refiects the "rhetorical" tradition of his teacher Isokrates. The
Isokratean view of history, which ultimately came to prevail, was that
it should be the handmaiden of politics.36 Despite his penchant for
moral proﬁ0uncements, his work lacked political passion and human

warmth which made him quite distinct from his contemporaries

Theopompos of Chios and Kallisthenes of 01ynthos.37 Unlike the

Ionians, Ephoros had little interest in geography, natural science

and the human condition. His work is a universal history of the Greek
people at home and in the colonies which induced him to discuss barbarian
events. Yet barbarian matters did not concern him per se, but only as
they affected the Greek world. Because of his lack of intgrest in cother
lands he was the first historian to separate completely geography from
its hiétorical context, describing it in Bks. 4 and 5, but largely

38

neglecting it later. Since his work spanned 700 years, dealing with

matters all over the Greek world, he was compelled to choose a thematic

son Demophilos; see Lesky, 701.
36 ,

Finley, The Use and Abuse of History, New York, 1975, 30-
31, 33 observes that, for the ancient Greeks and Romans, historiography
was contemporary; the distant past was nearly irrelevant except for a
general sketch. Information about remote periods, the Dorian migra-
tions for example, was even scantier for Ephoros than for the modern
author who has at least the archaeological remains with which to work.
Thus the chief purpose of non-contemporary historiography had become
to serve up moral paradigms by the mid-fourth century B.C. Jacoby,
Fr.Gr.H., 1lA.1, no. 70 and 2A.2, 22-27.

373acoby, Fr.Gr.H. 2A.2, 23.

38Jacoby, 25.
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arrangement in contrast to Thucvdides' annalistic approach, which is
suitable only for war mongraphs.39 His work which lacked Thucydides'
intellectual incisiveness, resembled that of Hellanikos or Herodotus,
though inferior to the latter in literary merit.40 On balance, then,
Ephoros succeeded rather well in giving his work a unifying focus amass-
ing a great deal of information, and clearly distinguishing the vague
unreliable tales of the mythical period from the much more ascertainable
data of the recent past. His weaknesses were that he was somewhat defi-
cient in critical faculties and his work is marred by a dull, heavy-hand-
ed moralism. His work is not as strongly biased as Xenophon's or
Plutarch's Agesilaos despite a mildly pro-Athenian cast and a tinge
of chauvinism for his native Kyme. What ge reports of the early fourth
century through his epitomizer Diodorus, therefore, will often supplement
or correct information missing or distorted in Xenophon and Plutarch.4l
Diodorus' history is a universalist compilation written in the
first century B.C. which presents Greek and Roman history in the form of

synchronistic annals.42 Diodorus gathered material for his work from a

39Jacoby, 27.
40Brown, 109 and Lesky, 701.

41See Schwarz, RE 6.1, 15-16; Brown, 114-15; Jacoby, 28; and
Barber, The Historian Ephoros, Cambridge, 1935, 105, who notes that
some of Ephoros' weaknesses stem from the fact that "he lived in an
age when the pragmatic historian was also a rhetorician." In antiquity
Polybios (12.28.10) generally assessed him favorably as a historian.

42Lesky, 871.
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variety of different authors, but as noted earlier, for Agesilaos'
lifetime, his werk is an epitome of Ephoros.43 In general Diodorus'
value depends upon the reliability of his source, since he merely
summarized the author he happened to be reading at the time. His work
is flawed by carelessness, poor critical judgment, confused chronology
and lack of central intellectual focus. The chief value of his
Rlﬁkloeﬁkn is that it preserves fragments of better historians and an
occasional bit of information not available elsewhere.44
For the career of Agesilaos, Diodorus is important because
the Epheoran tradition which he preserves is often at variance with that
of Xenophon and Plutarch. There are for example many discrepancies
in what the three authors write of Agesilaos’ campaign in Asia Minor,
the liberation of Thebes and Agesilaos' reaction to it.%%  Therefore
despite the wrany flaws and weaknesses in his rambling compendium,
Diodorus at times provides insight into aspects of Agesilaos' 1life

which other authors have neglected or suppressed.46

43See note 33.

44Beloch 2.2, 26, believed that Diodorus was important be-
cause he has preserved a more or less continuous history of the Greek
west. Meyer, 4.1, 237, 265, writes that his careless and imprecise
annalistic arrangement has often produced great chronological confusion
and outright error.

45For details see chs. 4, 8 and 9.

46Judgments of Diodorus' general worth are not especially
favorable. While not dismissing him out of hand, Schwarz, RE 5.1,
663, states "ein Werk kann man das Buch nicht nennen." Rose, A Handbook
of Greek Literature, New York, 1960, 412, preserves Macauley's even
harsher assessment that he was "a stupid, credulous, posing old ass."
Rose goes on to say, "and it goes without saying that the best which
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Plutarch

After Xenophon the most extensive source for the career of
Agesilaos is Plutarch, especially his biography the Agesilaos.

47 one

Although Plutarch's fame derives chiefly from his biographies,
should resist the impulse to include him in the ranks of ancient
historians for the following reasons. First one of his major traits
is an interest in antiquarian material. This leads to the various
collections of anecdotes which have little or no central purpose other
than their amusing quaintness. These collections were common in
Hellenistic times and the early principate,48 but as such they are not
connected history. Also Plutarch's secondary aim in writing the-
biographies in pairs was to preserve Greek tradition in a world where
Roman might had long since subsumed Greece politically.49 Nonetheless

Plutarch strove to show underlying similarities in the two cultures,

especially as Rome had adopted much of the Greek intellectual and

can be expected of him is that he will copy his authorities correctly
and arrange events under the right dates so far as he knows them. His
book is a mine in which to dig for fragments of better works. If we
had the older historians, no one would read him." Lesky, 842,

writes that he is only as good as his sources because he vollig
unselbstandig arbeitet.

47Lesky, 921.
48Lesky, 920.

49Plutarch composed his biographies in the second half of
the first century a.d. See Lesky, 922-23.
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artistic tradition. His purpose was to reconcile Greece and Rome

by highlighting similarities in their greatest historical figures.so
Finally his major purpose was to exemplify private virtue (or vice) in
the careers of great men. This leads to an emphasis on the subject's
education, personal manners and lifestyle with a heavy reliance on
anecdotal material.51 He tells us himself that his object is not to
write history, but rather to reveal Ta TIns Wwyns onueia. 32 He

is, therefore, not primarily interested in analytic history which seeks
the causes and explanation for events and trends as part of nature, but
rather he seeks to portray great figures as their many small deeds
reveal them.53 This moralistic influence on his purpose and manner

of composition is traceable to Isokrates' Euagoras and Xencphon's
ééiiil§2§-54 The n6os of the subject is revealed by his wpdicis -
That certain traits and similar situatioens can recur makes possible the
various GUYKprElS which Plutarch appends to each parallel pair.
Nonetheless many of these comparisons are somewhat forced and today they

are regarded as largely ineffectual.55

50Lesky, 923; Ziegler, RE 21.1, 899-901.
51Lesky, 922; Ziegler, RE 21.1, 909; Russell, 0CD, 2nd Ed.,
Oxford, 1970, 849.

52Plut. Alex. 1.2-3.

53Lesky, 922.

42iegler, RE 21.1, 905-08.

55Lesky, 923.
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In composing the Agesilaos, Plutarch drew upon several
sources for information, but relied most heavily on Xenophon. There
is, nonetheless, information in Plutarch's biography which cannot have
come from the writings of Xenophon. Plutarch refers directly to
Theopcmpos of Chios and obliquely to Ephoros of Kyme in the Agesilaos.56
From this testimony and comparison of other passages in the biography
with fragments of these two fourth-century writers, it is clear that
Plutarch had their works before him while writing the Agesilaos.57
By the same technique the influence of Kallisthenes of Olynthos is
also discernible in Plutarch's narrative fabric.58 By consulting these
authors Plutarch occasionally expanded on Xenophon's version of events,
but only rarely contradicted his chief source.59
In addition to these authors Plutarch also drew upon his own
collection of anecdotes in a section of the Moralia known as the
Apothegmata to compose the biography. It is likely that Plutarch

compiled these anecdotes to serve as notes for the composition of all

56p1ut. Ages. 10, 30 respectively.

37Dippel, Quae ratio intercedat inter Xenophontis historiam
Graecam et Plutarchi vitas quaeritur, Diss. Gissae, 1898, 76-77, 90-91.

58Dippel, 116.

59Dippel, 115-16; Meyer, Vol. 5, 195-96; Jacoby, Fr.Gr.H.
2B.1, 357-58; and Ziegler, RE 21.1, 905-08 also discuss the influence
of Theopompos on the composition of Plutarch's Agesilaos. Jacoby, RE
11.2, 2069, observes that Ktesias of Knidos, court physician to
Artaxerxes, influenced Plutarch's biography of Artaxerxes and was also a
source for his writings about Greeks who had extensive contact with the
Persian empire, including Agesilaos.
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his biographies.60 By themselves the Apothegmata most closely resemble

the genre of Sammlungen represented by Aelian's Varia Historia. While
the Apothegmata cannot be regarded in any sense as connected history,

they often furnish useful information not elsewhere available.6l

The Strategemata of Frontinus and Polyainos

Another type of Sammlnng which has a bearing on the life of

Agesilaos is the Strategemata. Frontinus, who lived in the first cen-

tury a.d., wrote series of military reminiscences arranged by type of
operation. Although his work includes famous Greek commanders, most
of the stories concern Romans. It is unfortunate that he did not pre-
serve more episodes from Agesilaos' career, because not only his arrange-
ment of material, but»his judgment in selecting it greatly exceeds that
of Polyainos who wrote a century 1ater.62
Polyainos, a Makedonian by birth, compiled a similar work which
he dedicated to the Roman emperors Lucius Verus and Marcus Aurelius.
Unlike Frontinus,who was a man of considerable military experience, it

is quite evident that Polyainos was primarily a rhetorician.63 Although

60see ziegler, RE 21.1, 905-08 and Lesky, 921-22.

6lZiegler, RE 21.1, 863-65. It is interesting to note that
Plutarch's collection preserves more stories about Agesilaos than even
Alexander or Caesar.

62See Bayet, Litterature Latiné, Paris, 1965, 359; Rose,
A Handbook of Latin Literature, New York, 1960, 435; KXappelmacher,
RE 10.1, 591-605.

63Lesky, 952, so describes him and deems his collection quasi-
historische.
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he had access to Thucvdides, Ephoros, Theopompos and others, he
exercised little or no judgment in the selection of examples. He
arranged his material in chronological order by individual commander,
though his information is only as good as his sources. At times
Polyainos' anecdotes offer important insight into events and person-—
alities, but his carelessness and credulity tco often make them mis-

leading or even worthless.64

The Attic Orators

Of the rhetoricians in Athens, the three who shed the most
light on aspects of Spartan policy from Athens' defeat in 404 to the
revival of her naval alliance in 378/77 are Isokrates, Lysias and
Andokides. The latter is important because his speech ﬂep\ gﬁs ﬂpbs
AuKES&lUOV{OUS e{pﬁvns is the only source attesting directly to a
second peace conference in 392. The first occurred in Sardis and in-~
volved both Greeks and Persians, but the second some months later in
Sparta had only Greek participants. Andokides was one of the legates
who pled the cause of ending the Korinthian War, but his plea was un-
successful and the irate Athenians forced him into exile for the
second time. His speech highlights the differing aims of groups in

both Sparta and Athens, including that of Agesilaos.65

64Lammert, RE 21.2, 1432-36; Rose, A Handbook of Greek
Literature, 394; Lesky, 952.

655ee Lesky, 403 and ch. 5 for detailed analysis of the
events in 392.
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Lysias' speech K&T&’Epatooeébous starkly and dramatically
reveals the excesses of Lysander's small cliques of extremist
oligarchs. In many areas of the Greek world after 404 B.C. the
Spartans tacitly supported these cliques in the name of restoring
ﬂéTQlOl ToAiTelan . This speech and the KaTd >Ayopo’nou help make
plain the serious decline in Sparta's prestige as liberator of Hellas
and the anti-Spartan resentment which eventually led to the outbreak
of the Korinthian war in 395.66 Also important for grasping the partial
revival of Spartan prestige after the Korinthian War is Lysias' frag-
mentary oration, the Olympiakos which was probably delivered in 384.67
Most intereéting is the strong contrast in tone between the
attitude expressed about the Spartans in Lysias' Olympiakos and
Isokrates'Panengikos which was written for the Olympiad of 380.
Although Agesilaos is nowhere mentioned by name, the Spartan policy
of which he was architect after 386 is bitterly denounced. Besides the
tonerf the work, the oration also provides many scattered, but useful
68

bits of information about Spartan policy over a 25-year span.

In a sense the Panegyrikos is a more developed expression of

66See Lesky, 666 and ch. 2 for details.

67Lesky, 666. Although there is some question about its
date (388 is possible), the Olympiad of 384 seems the better choice.
See also ch. 7.

68See Lesky, 656~57.
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sentiments originating in the immediate aftermath of the King's Peace
of 387/86. 1In his ﬂep} Efpﬁbns Isokrates laments the overweening
influence of foreign powers (i.e. the Persians) in Greek affairs, an
influence to which the Spartans and Agesilaos had acquiesced. 1In

his letter to Archidamos, Agesilaos' son, Isokrates expresses admira-
tion for Agesilaocs, but points out a certain inconsistency in his
policy toward other Greeks in the king's long reign.®9 TIsokrates'
works are thus a minor, but important source for knowledge of
Agesilaos' career, not only for the information contained in them, but
aiso because they show the shifting attitudes of other Greeks to the
Spartans oveir a long period of time. Also his encomiastic tribute to
Fuagoras, Kypriote king and long-standing ally of Athens, influenced, as
did Xenophon's eulogy of Agesilaos, all subsequent Greek biographical

70

writing.

Cornelius Nepos and Justin's Epitome of Pompeius Trogus

-Apart from Frontinus, there are two Latin authors whose works
occasionally touch on the life of Agesilaos. The first is

Cornelius Nepos, a contemporary of Cicero, whose compendium

695ee ch. 7 and Lesky, 656-61.

70See Lesky, 658 and note 4. The notion that Isokrates'
letter to Philip of Makedon was a redaction of an earlier epistle to
Agesilaos has now been discredited. See Blass, Die Attische Beredsam-—
keit, Vol. 2, Berlin, 1874, 89, 293 and Norlin, Isokrates, Loeb Ed.,
Vol. 1, XI. The reason for rejecting such a view is the strong anti-
Spartan tone of the Panegyrikos which was composed at the height of
Agesilaos' power and influence. There is, in the writings of Isokrates,
an admiration for Agesilaos as a man, but marked ambiguity about his
purpose and policies.
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of sketches of famous foreign leaders (de excellentibus ducibus

exterarum gentium) contains a synopsis of Agesilaos' career. These

rhetorical exercises,which rely on matters of education, personal
manners, and major events in the subject's life,are much more
anecdotal than analytical. Nepos' synopses represented an early
culmination in Latin letters of the Hellenistic tradition which found
its fullest and most charming expression in the Parallel Lives of
Plutarch.7l Although Nepos is little more than a popularizer of
doubtful skill whose style is dull or pretentious, his sketches of
Agesilaos and other Greek leaders of the fourth century are not
entirely without merit.72 Although his work traces only the barest
outlines of his subjects' lives, Nepos' biographies sometimes afford
glimpses of Spartan policy or an aspect of Agesilaos' career not
preserved elsewhere.

The final ancient author whose work occasionally sheds light
on Agesilaos is M. Iunianus Iustinus who epitomized the histories of
Pompeius Trogus. Trogus wrote in the latter half of the first
century B.C. His universal history in forty-four books had for its
central focus the Makedonian conquest and the spread of Greek
civilization especially to Rome and the west. He evidently exercised

considerable care and good judgment in the selection of his material,

7lgee Lesky, 920~23.

72Bayet, 177-78 and Rose, A Handbook of Latin Literature,

208-09.
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eschewing rhetorical devices to present an analytical rendition of

fact.73

Much like Diodorus who synopsised large portions of Ephoros'
work, Justin has preserved the histories of Trogus in epitome. Un-
fortunately while Justin's work is at times valuable for the information
it contains, it does not exhibit anything approaching the apparent good
historical sense of Trogus' original. In addition to providing only a
"sampling'" of his model, Justin, by eliminating everything which had no
dramatic or moral interest, robbed his own work of a unifying focus.
Despite his occasional flair for detail and mastery of basic rhetorical
technique, Justin's compilation is stylistically and historically little
better than mediocre.74

With the discussion of Justin's Epitome of Trogus, the brief
survey of the ancient sources dealing either directly or obliquely with
Agesilaos is complete. How these sources illuminate the aftermath of

the Peloponnesian War and the events immediately preceding Agesilaos'

accession is the next matter for investigation.

73Bayet, 292; Rose, A Handbook of Latin Literature, 312.

74Bayet, 420; Rose, A Handbook of Latin Literature, 312-13.




CHAPTER TT

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND TO AGESILAOS' ASIAN CAMPAIGN

Before considering the Spartan campaign in Asia (396-394), it
will be necessary to review briefly the course of events from the
close of the Peloponnesian War in 404 to the decision to mount the
expedition in 397. Although a detailed analysis is not needed, some
discussion of the relations among the Greek states and the major thrusts
of Spartan policy in these years will be helpful. The first sections of
this chapter will deal with the Spartans’ treatment of the Greeks of
Asia and the Aegean. In the next, the focus will be on her relatiouns
with the members of her Peloponnesian alliance and other poleis on the
mainland. The final section will be a review of her dealings with the
Persians.

Sparta and the Greeks of Asia Minor and the Aegean, 404-400.

What the role of the Spartans in Greek affairs after the war with
Athens might have been and how it actually developed is given a sad,
and perhaps intentional, irony in Thucydides. The cccasion was
Alkibiades' address to the Spartan assembly (apella) in 414. In the

speech,1 he urged his listeners to come to the aid of the beleaguered

A 3
Syracusans and concluded his plea with the following words: KUl UETQ

1(6.92.5), see Gomme and Dover, An Historical Commentary on
Thucydides, Vol. 4, Oxford, 1956-81, 366, who observe that the rule of
an apxn by force is the norm. To rule by good will alone would be a
rarely achieved ideal. Alkibiades' plea here is compared with that of
the Theban embassy to Athens in 395 (Xen. Hell. 3.5.14).

24
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ot adTol Te oodoAls oikfte kal ths dmdons ‘EAMdSos éxolons
val od B'L/Qf kaT "edvorav rﬁyﬁoee.

After the surrender of the Athenians in 404, Alkibiades' predic-
tion proved to be only partially correct. Sparta indeed ruled all ﬁellas
in relative security, but only by relying on force and with little good
will on the part of her subjects by the time Agesilaos departed for Asia.
With the collapse of Athenian resistauce in the spring of 404, Agis with-
drew the allied army from Dekeleia and dismissed the several contingents
to their native cities. At the same time, Lysander set sail to Samos to
suppress the last pocket of resistance to the Peloponnesian victory.
After the Athenians' defeat at Aigospotamoi, the Samians alone refused
to desert them and actually rose up to massacre their oligarchic
leaders. The response of the grateful Athenians is preserved in an
inscription which praises the loyalty of the Samian demos and grants them
citizenship.2 Upon arriving in Samos, Lysander laid siege to the demo-
cratic defenders who had refused his terms. Faced with the overwhelming
superiority of the aliied forces, the Samians eventually capitulated
without a struggle on the following terms: each person was to leave the
island with only one cloak; all else was to remain behind; the oligarchic
faction would be restored and Lysander would choose ten from their
number to form the government. This was the first of the notorious

dekarchies to be installed after the conclusion of the general peace.

The activity of Lysander was not confined, however, to the suppression of

2Xen. Hell. 2.2.6; Tod, Greek Historical Inscriptionms, Vol. 1,
no. 96, 231-34, Oxford, 1946, and Meiggs and Lewis, Greek Historical In-
scriptions to the End of the Fifth Century B.C., no. 94, 283-87, Oxford,
1969.
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the democrats on Samos. At this time the Spartans were busily engaged
in the dispersal or forced expatriation of Athenian klerouchs from
Euboia, Lesbos, Naxos, Melos, Histiaia, Skione, Torone, Poteidaia and
elsewhere.3 The purpose of this, of course, was to complete the
extinction of all vestiges of Athens' maritime &px{.

The nature of Spartan policy and the manner in which she sought
to implement it throughout the Greek world have been examined in detail
in two major studies.4 These studies and evidence from antiquity show
that Sparta's relations with the Greeks rested on three bases. The
first was a system of harmosts and garrisons, the second, that of
Lysander's forced oligarchies which the ephors later modified to TaTplOl
moAitelal, and, finally, an abrasive and intimidating diplomacy against

both allies and adversaries not under her military supervision.5

Sparta undertook these harsh measures for a number of reasons.
First, the male Spartiates numbered only about 4,000.6 These homoioi
ruled over perhaps 250,000 to 300,000 people in Lakedaimon and Messenia

-
and held sway over as many as two or three million.’ Second, the

3A wealth of literary and inscriptional evidence attests to the
extent of the Spartans' efforts in this regard: Xen. Hell. 2.2.9; Plut.
Lys. 14, Diod. 14.10.1. See also Tod, GHI, nos. 94 and 95, and Meyer,
Geschichte des Altertums, Vol. 5, 6, Stuttgart, 1958.

4Cavaignac, "Les Dekarchies de Lysandre," Rev. Et. Hist. 90, 1924,
285-316 and Parke, '"The Development of the Second Spartan Empire, JHS 50,
1930, 37-79.

5For a very clear formulation of this in antiquity, see Herodes
7644,

65ee Meyer, Vol. 4.1, 440, n. 1.

7Beloch, Griechische Geschichte, Vol. 3.1, 307-13.
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Spartans lacked economic contacts and did not mint their own money.
Individual Spartans were actually forbidden to own precious metals, and
those who were caught with such in their possession could face the death
penalty.8 For ordinary commerce between themselves, they relied on
"leather coins," and, for exchange with the rest of the world, they used
the monies of Persia, Aigina and Athens.9 A third reason was that Sparta
had little experience in dealing with political systems different from
her own. Finally, the Spartans relied heavily on the good will of at
least two foreign powers, the Persians and Syracusans. If one bears
these things in mind, the direction of her foreign policy becomes readily
explicable.

After Lysander had reduced Samos, installed a dekarchy, uprooted
the Athenian klerouchies and resettled the natives whom the Athenians
had displaced, he dispersed the various allied contingents to their
native cities. He then took all but twelve triremes captured in the
Peiraeus back to Lakedaimon., With these, he brought the crowns awarded to
him by the various cities, 470 talents left from the money assigned by
Kyros for prosecuting the war and all other booty. Moreover, he had in-
stituted a system of tribute which would bring the Lakedaimonians an
annual revenue of 1,000 talents. He delivered all of the foregoing at

the end of the summer of 404.10

8aristotle, Pol. 1269-70; Xen. Lak. Pol. 7, 14-15: Aelian V.H.
14.29; Plut. Lyk. 30.

9Xen. Lak. Pol. 7.6 and Meyer, Vol. 5, 24-25 with notes.

10piod. 14.10.2; Xen. Hell. 2.3.8-9.
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In 405/04, Lysander established a series of dekarchies throughout

11 The members

that part of the Greek world formerly subject to Athens.
of these governments in each case were drawn from the oligarch clubs.
Cavaignac supposes that the members of these éfulp{a1 were of the same
approximate age, shared a common interest in art, music and politics, and
had banded together to protect themselves from the excesses of the extreme
democrats.12 Their numbers were usually small, ranging from perhaps
twenty to thirty. They were drawn from the aristocracy and wealthy
mercantile class whose interests were best served by social stability and
peace. Many of them had participated in the Ionian defections from
Athens in 412/11. They had attempted to force oligarchic governments on
their cities in the hope of suing for peace with Sparta. After the battle
of Kyzikos in 410, however, many of these club members were forced into
exile. Eventually they found refuge with the satraps or the Spartans.
They later became ardent supporters of Lysander at his headquarters in
Ephesos from 407 to the end of the war.l3
We can be certain that it was from their ranks that Lysander
created the dekarchies. Although ancient authors referred to them only

. 14 . ]
in general terms, Cavaignac believes that we can recover at least some

of their names by considering the victory monument dedicated to Pythian

1lpiut. Lys. 13.3-5, 14.1; Diod. 14.10.1.

1ZCavaignac, 289,

13ip1i4., 289.

lée.g. Diodorus 13.70 and Plut. Lys. 5.3. Xenophon (Hell. 2.4.19)
mentions Charmides, son of Glaukon, as one of the ten who held sway in
the Peiraeus while the thirty ruled in Athens.
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Apollo by Lysander in honor of his triumph over the Athenian navy at
Aigospotamoi. This monument lists the allied navarchs who aided in the
Athenians' defeat. From it we might deduce a partial inventory of the
dekarchs who ruled in Asia Minor and the islands after the Pelopon-
nesians' triumph. The names appearing on the monument are those of the
commanders from the Dorian islands, such as Melos and Rhodes, and the
Ionian poleis, like Miletos, Ephesos and Chios. An examination of the
epigraphic evidence and Pausanias will reveal the names of a few of
these characters who later became dekarchs.15 Cavaignac's supposition,
of course, is that Lysander would likely have assigned those who
supported him in war to positions of authority in their native cities
in peacetime.l6
Not all of Lysander's undertakings in 405/04 were narrowly
partisan or destined to incur the outrage of the Greek world. There
apparently was widespread approval of his measures to restore the
Aiginetans, Melians, Skicnians and others to their native lands. The
Athenians had uprooted and expelled all of these peoples during the
Peloponnesian War.l7

Still on the whole the reaction of most Greeks was one of

bitter disappointment. They quickly perceived that public affairs were

15see Tod, GHI, Vol. 1, nos. 94/95, and Meiggs and Lewis, GHI,
no. 95 for a complete listing from the 13 marble fragments recovered at
Delphi. Pausanias (10.9.7-10) lists some names which are now lost from
the inscriptions.

16Cavaignac, 300.

17p1ut. Lys. 14.3,
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to be in the hands of the most ambitious and violent of Lysander's
partisans to the exclusion of all others.18 The story was told of the
Spartans who, like mischievous barmaids, gave the Greeks a sip of the
sweet wine of freedom, only to dash it with the bitter vinegar of
servitude.19 On the eve of Leuktra, Autokles, a delegate from Athens
to the peace conference at Sparta, recited a catalogue of Spartan
abuses after their victory in 404.20 The Spartans, he said, were the
greatest obstacle to autonomy despite their vaunted advocacy of it.
They compelled submission from their allies, even forcing them to make
war on cities with which they enjoyed friendly relations. They set up
odious governments of ten or thirty to support Spartan policy without
question. Finally, he accused the Spartans of securing their aims by
force (the ubiquitous harmosts and garrisons), not by law, thereby

|

making a mockery of their slogan '"'freedom for the Greeks," and showing

themselves in truth to be the champions of despotism.

In 403/402, there were two developments which illustrate the drift
of Spartan foreign policy and the impact of changed conditions on her
society. The first occurred during the civil strife in Attika when the
thirty tyrants had appealed from Eleusis to Lakedaimon for aid against
both Thrasyboulos' democrats in the Peiraeus and the moderate oligarchs
who held the city. Lysander was initially given command of the army and

his brother Libys was made navarch to cut off the Peiraeus by land and

18:bid. 13.4-5.

19ipi4. 13.6.

20%en. Hell. 6.3.7-8.
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sea. King Pausanias, however, persuaded three of the five ephors to
raise another army. He did so to counter the self-serving interests
of Lysander (whose creatures the thirty were) and to achieve a more
equitable settlement. Pausanias relieved Lysander and eventually
brought off a compromise whereby the democrats and moderate oligarchs
were reconciled. The remnants of the thirty and their supporters
cseceded from Attika and created a separate state in Eleusis. They were
eventually attacked and killed at a peace conference in 401, and Attika
once again became a single political entity. The important thing, how-
ever, is that Lysander's power and influénce at Sparta suffered a major
setback because of internal political opposition. As subsequent events
would show, Pausanias may have been the leader of a conservative and
traditionalist faction. The aims of this group were two-fold: they
wished to curtail drastically adventurism beyond the Peloponnesos and to
uphold unswervingly the Lykourgan Eoliteia.21

Pausanias (3.5.2) preserves further evidence of internal political
wrangling at Sparta. He records that the enemies of King Pausanias
brought him to trial upon his return from Attika. Cavaigpac points out
that these were the supporters of Lysander who did so in order that their
leader might "ressaisir 1'ascendant qui lui échappait.”22 Although Agis,

the other king and once a friend of Lysander, may have sympathized with

2l¥en. Hell. 2.4.28-42; Plut. Lys. 21.1-3.

22Cavaignac, 300
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Pausanias' efforts to curb the famous navarch, he voted with fourteen

of the twenty-eight YéOOVTES to condemn his colleague.23 That
Lysander's influence was on the wane, however, is indicated by the fact
that Pausanias was absolved. Although fourteen of the YébovTES and

Agis had voted against him, the other fourteen and all five of the ephors
had voted to acquit.

In the fall of 403, after his chastisement in Attika and the
acquittal of Pausanias, Lysander set out for Asia at the ephors' behest.
He clearly intended to strengthen the hand of his supporters in the Greek
cities, the various dekarchs.24 Many cities, perhaps heartened by the
acquittal of the conciliatory Pausanias, sent delegations to Sparta to
complain of the highhandedness of Lysander's creatures. Finally,
Pharnabazos, satrap of Hellespontine Phrygia, perceived an opportunity
to take advantage of turmoil in the Greek cities of Asia and wrote a
letter to the ephors in which he protested the policies and conduct of
Lysander. Fearing for his position, Lysander attempted to win over the
satrap with blandishments. He pleaded with the hostile Pharnabazos to
send another letter withdrawing the accusations of the first.

Pharnabazos agreed and even showed Lysander the conciliatory epistle.

The wily satrap, though, had secretly penned yet a third letter in which

23Rahe, Lysander and the Spartan Settlement, 407-403 B.C., Diss.
Yale, 1977, 19-22, suggests that Agis, who greatly advanced Lysander's
career, may have withdrawn his support by the time of Pausanias' incur-
sion into Attika. The reason would be that both kings may have feared
the navarch's vaunting ambition and his appetite for power.

24Xenophon passes over this episode in silence and Plutarch (Lys.
19-21) erroneously places it before his command in Attika. See Grote, A

History of Greece, Vol. 7, 372, n.2; Meyer, Vol. 5, 41, n.l; Beloch, 3.1,
16, n.1.
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he repeated the accusations of the first. The ephors had summoned
Lysander to answer the many charges and, with what he believed was
Pharnabazos' letter of retraction, he departed for Lakedaimon. When he
arrived, however, he was removed from command and became a laughing-
stock upon the ephors' receipt of the satrap's letter. Pharnabazos had
deviously substituted the inflammatory third letter for the second when
he affixed his seal.25

At the same time, Lysander's friend Thorax, harmost of Samos, was
tried on a charge of possessing private money. He was recalled, convicted
and executed by the strict Lykourgan rhetra which forbade private owner-
ship of any precious metals.26 In addition, other Lyéandrians such as
Derkylidas, harmost of Abydos, and Klearchos, who had replaced Sthenelaos

as harmost of Byzantion, were recalled.27

The affair of Klearchos is interesting in that it shows the effect
upon Spartans that access to great wealth and the wielding of nearly
absolute power in other Greek cities might have. Klearchos apparently
had proved ruthless, arbitrary, and brutal in imposing his will in

Byzantion. As a result, the citizens secretly sent to Lakedaimon to

protest. The ephors, in keeping with their campaign of restoring ﬂ&fplOl

25Plut. Lys. 19ff.; Nepos Lys. 4, and Polyainos 7.19.1. Beloch,
Vol. 3.1, 16, n.l, observes that the dating of this incident is highly
Problematical. Nepos and Polyainos give no chronology and Plutarch's
is confused. Andrewes, "Two Notes on Lysander,'" Phoenix 25 (1971),
212-13, believes that the story of the satrap's deception does not
"sound like the stuff of serious history," and believes it to be a "low-
grade fiction."

26¢enophon (Lak. Pol. 7.6), Plutarch (Lyk. 30), and Aelian
(V.H. 14.29),

27%en. Hell. 3.1.9; Diod. 14.12.
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Wolee{al wherever possible, sent an army under Panthoidas in the spring
of 402 to relieve Klearchos of his command. After withdrawing his
troops and booty from the city, however, Klearchos decided to resist.
He was subsequently defeated and fled to Kyros, who received him
hospitably. The ultimate consequences of Klearchos' excesses and de-
fection to Kyros are the subject of Xenophon's Anabasis.28

Thus it was probably in the spring and summer of 402 B.C. that
the ephors disseminated their directive throughout the Aegean and Greek
Asia that the‘ﬁétplOl TOALTELOl were to be restored.?? The man who had a
statue of himself being crowned by Poseidon set up at Delphi and who had
been accorded divine honors by the Samians3o found himself out of favor

.

less than two vears later. Parke believes that a fragmentary inscription

3l yas at least in part a manifesto reasserting the power of the

from Delos
ephorate and kings. Cavaignac thinks that the five ephors listed on the

inscription, if it can be dated to 402, were the same five who voted to

28Xenophon (Anab. 1.1.9, 2.6.2) depicts Klearchos as the ideal
military leader. The Ephoran tradition of Diodorus, of course, is not
so clearly pro-Spartan as that of Xenophon and presents Klearchos'
flaws as well as his virtues. Plutarch (Artax. 6) preserves a tradition
in which the ephors ordered Klearchos to aid Kyros.

29Xen. Hell. 3.4.2.

30paus. 10.9.7ff.; Plut. Lys. 18.4; Bengtson, Die Staatsvertridge
des Altertums, Vol. 2, 152-158, has conveniently collected all evidence
relating to this period. For a more sympathetic view of Lysander's role
during these years, see Prentice, "The Character of Lysander,'" AJA 38
(1934), 37-42.

31Parke, 54; cf. also Tod, GHI Vol. 2, n.99.
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acquit Pausanias.32 Finally, Parke suggests that the inscription33

in which the Athenians praise the Notians and Ephesians for having
sheltered the democratic exiles from Samos indicates the demise of the
dekarchies. This inscription, which dates to 403/402, could scarcely
have been promulgated if the dekarchies were everywhere still in power.34
Lysander, on pretext of a vow made to Zeus Ammon, then departed
to Libya to cloak his disgrace. According to Ephoros, the actual purpose
of the visit was more complex.35 Briefly, Lysander, after having failed
in similar attempts at Dodone and Delphi, tried to bribe the oracle of
Ammon as part of a plot to abolish the hereditary kingship. Since
Agesilaos played a role in the discovery of this plot after Lysander's
death, discussion of the matter will be postponed to a later chapter.
It seems likely that the infamous dekarchies of the "uncrowned

36 endured from the summer of 405 to the spring of 402 B.C.,

king of Hellas"
a period of about three years.37 Isokrates (Panegyr. 113) suggests that,

in one three month period in 404/403, the Spartans might have executed

more men summarily than the Athenians had brought to trial during their

32Cavaignac, 300.
33M. Tod no.97.8-9; Meiggs and Lewis, 286-87; see also Andrewes,
"Two Notes on Lysander,' Phoenix 25 (1971), 219.

34Parke, 52,

35Plut. Lys. 20.6. Thus Plutarch and Xenophon, in writing of
this matter, may derive their information from the same source.

36Meyer's felicitous phrase, Vol. 5, 32, "Er war in der Tat der
ungekrdnte K8nig von Hellas."

37See Meyer, Vol. 5, 41, n.l; Beloch, 2.1, 16; Cavaignac, 300-01;
Parke, 52-53.
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entire &pxﬁ . The disavowal of these extremist oligarchies by the
authorities in Sparta did not signal the end of Spartan domination in

the Greek world. The dekarchies may no longer have enjoyed the support
of harmosts and garrisons, but, as Parke has shown, this system

was still intact in Hellas.38 In fact, Sparta's next undertaking in

the effort to sustain her hegemony was a military struggle against a
neighboring state in the Peloponnesos. Shortly after conducting this
campaign, king Agis would die, and the stage would be set for the unusual

and momentous accession of Agesilaos.

The War Against Elis and the Death of Agis

A major Spartan undertaking in mainland Greece between 401 and
397 was the war against Elis. Although the conduct of the war, at least
in outline, is clear enough, there is a certain degree of confusion as

to the chronology of its outbreak and duration.39

38Parke, 41,

39Two of our three sources (Xen. Hell. 3.2.21-31; Diod. 14.17.4,
34.1) assign a duration of about one year for the war, but one
(Pausanias 3.8.5) writes that it lasted for more than two. According to
Diodorus, the war began in 402, but Xenophon synchronizes it with the
activities of Thibron and Derkylidas in Asia (400-399). Mever, Vol. 5,
184, n.l; Beloch, 3.1, 34-35; Grote, Vol. 7, 375, who dates the beginning
of Derkylidas' tenure to 398, all comment on this difficulty. It seems
most likely that the Eleians excluded the Spartans from the Olympics in
420 B.C., when they contracted an alliance with Athens, Argos, and
Mantineia. Meyer, Vol. 5, 48, n.3; Beloch, 3.1, 17-18 discuss the
chronology of this conflict. Beloch believes the war started in 402/401
and was over in 401/400. Meyer thinks 401-400 are the likely dates.
Grote, (in following Pausanias' notion of its duration) Vol. 7, 391-396,
believes that the war lasted from 402-400. See Ferguson, CAH 5.9, 253-
258, 270-271, and Cary, CAH 6.2, 33-35.
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Xenophon's account of the struggle is as follows: while
Derkylidas was engaged in Asia, the Lakedaimonians had undertaken a

40

punitive war against Elis. Their grievances against the Eleians were

several. First, the Spartans accused the Eleians of having joined an
glliance with the Argives, Mantineians, and Athenians in 420 B.C.["l The
Eleians had also excluded the Spartans from the Olympic games of that
year. In spite of the Eleians' interdiction, a Spartan named Lichas
entered a charict with a Theban driver. When his chariot won, Lichas
stepped forward to crown the victor, as was customary. The Eleians, how-
ever, recognizing him as a Spartan, beat him about the head and body and
drove him from the sacred precinct. Lichas was an old man at this time
and a Spartan of some note.42 His mistreatment at the hands of the
Eleian officials undoubtedly was not well received in Sparta. The final
insult which evidently tipped the scales in favor of war was that, during
the occupation of Dekeleia from 413-404, Agis had been denied access to
the temple of Zeus at Olympia where Pythian Apollo had instructed him to
offer sacrifice. The Spartans now decided to "bring the Eleians to their
43

- " s 2 4
senses’ (co¢povicat alTOUS ).

The embassy sent to Elis also accused the Eleians of not having

40ne11. 3.2.21-31.

41Thuc. 5.39-48. See also Tod, GHI, no. 72; Bengtson,
StaatsvertrHge 2, no. 193; Gomme et al., Vol. 4, 54-57.

42He was sixty years old in 420; see Lenschau, RE 13.1, 211-12, un-
der Lichas. See Xen. Hell. 3.2.21 and Thuc. 5.49-50; Gomme et al., Vol. 4,
66-67. T

43%en. Hell. 3.2.23.



38

contributed their share of expenses for conducting the war against
Athens.Aé Since the other grievances may have been almost twenty years
old at the time of the embassy, perhaps this is the proximate cause of
the war, rather than the items enumerated by Xenophon. The Spartans de-
manded that the Eleians restore autonomy to several outlying villages
which they had aunexed. They knew, of course, that this demand would be
refused and, when it was, the ephors called out the ban. Lepreion was
one town specified by the Spartans in their demand.45 The allied army
was 4,000 strong, with contingents from all allied states except Korianth
and Boiotia, which explicitly disapproved of Sparta's motives.46

Agis led the army into Elis by way of the Larisos river, but turned
back because of an earthquake., At this unexpected turn of avents, the

Eleians took heart and sent out legates to other Greek pcleis, especially

Korinth and Thebes to seek aid. The Eleiaﬁs were disappninted, however,
by everyone except the Aitolians, who sent 1,000 picked hoplites. The
others were simply téo cautious to flout Sparta openly.47

The ephors called out the ban again in the following spring
(either 401 or 400 B.C.), and Agis proceeded first to Olympia and then to
the outskirts of Elis city. Here he was aided by the defections of the

Lepreiaus and the inhabitants of five other small towns in the south

(Triphylia). While Agis was laying waste to the surrounding councry, an

44Diod. 14.17.5. See also Larsen, Greek Federal States,
Oxford, 1968, 151-55.

45Paus. 3.8.3; see Larsen, RE 19.825-28. Elis was divided
into three areas: Elis proper (Ko1xﬁ—ﬁx1s ), the northernmost section,
including Elis city; the central area containing Olympia; and the south-
ern segment containing Lepreon and the other rebellious towns.

46Diod. 14.17.6

47Diod. 14.17.9
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oligarchic plot led by a pro-Spartan Eleian named Xenias within the city
failed. The reason for the failure was the discovery that the leader of
the democrats, one Thrasydaios, had survived an initial clash between
the two factions. A man resembling Thrasydaios had been killed in the
fray, but the real Thrasydaios had been in a drunken sleep when the melde

broke out.48 Upon awakening, Thrasydaiocs rallied his supporters, who

n

then defeated the oligarchs and forced them to flee to the Spartaus.
With the approach of winter, Agis withdrew to Lakedaimon and left
Lysippos as harmost to plunder Eleian lands until the coming of spring.
Diodorus, however, reports that Agis wintered in Dyme on the Patraic
gulf (14.17).

By the following summer (400 or 399), Thrasydaios sued for peace
with the Spartans on their original terms. The Eleians claimed a right
to only one of the outlying towns, saying that they had purchased it for
thirty talents. The Spartans, though, deemed that a forcible purchase was
no more just than a forcible seizure and denied the Eleians' request.49
They did not, however, deprive the Eleians of their presidency of the
Olympic games. They agreed to this because the Eleians promised not to
debar the Spartans from future games and because the Pisatans who had
50

originally held the presidency were now too few to perform the function.

When all these matters were settled, peace was concluded and Elis joined

48%en. Hell. 3.2.28-29.
49%en. Hell. 3.2.30-31.

50paus. 3.8.5.
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the Peloponnesian alliance.51

Three other instances of Sparta's conduct toward the European
Greeks remain to be discussed. Another demonstration of Spartan intent
to quell dissent within the Peloponnesos was the campaign against their
centuries—old subjects, the Messenians.52 Their purpose was to expel
Messenian agitators from outposts in Kephallenia and Naupaktos.53
Since the former is an island, the decision presumably involved a naval
operation, but our only source is content to note that the Spartans
succeeded without giving any details. The Spartans then returned the
outpost to the Kephallenians. In the case of Naupaktos, located in
Czolian Lokris, the Spartan investiture probably also had a naval
phase. Diodorus again supplies no hint as to the numbers invelved, the
name of the commander, or the nature of the operation. As with

Kephalienia, he records only that the Lakedaimonians were successful.

51Swoboda,'_Ij._E_ 5.2, 2400-~01 under Elis points out that the
chronology of the Eleian war is a classic locus vexatus. Hatzfeld,
"Notes sur la chronologie des Helléhiques,".ggé 35(1933), 397, proposes
that the war began in 400 and ended in-398. Agis was reluctant to
attack and used the earthquake as an excuse to withdraw rather than
desecrate the Olympic festival in 400. No such compunction stayed the
Spartans, however, in 399. Finally in 398 (a2 Pythian year), a victor-
ious Agis could dedicate his spoils at Delphi. ZXenophon's rough
synchronism of this campaign with Derkylidas' activities in Asia, how-
ever, could easily refer not to the second, but rather the third and
final year. This would eliminate the need to begin a sacrilegious
campaign in an Olympic year. Thus the seismic shock would occur in
401, the major effort in 400, and the end of the war and Agis' death
in 399, Pausanias (3.8.3-5) observes that the war stretched intoc a
third year, but lasted only a little more than two calendar years.

52

Diod. 14.34.2-6.

235ee. Thuc. 5.35.7 (w. 421/0 B.C.) and 4.41.1 (s. 425 B.C.)
and Gomme et al., Vol. 4, 37-38 and Vol. 3, 481 and 495. During the
Archidamian War, the Athenians had settled dissident Messenians in
Naupaktos and Kephallenia to harass the Lakedaimonians.
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The Athenian navarch Tolmides had handed Naupaktos over to the
Messenians in 456 B.C., and the Spartané now restored it to the
western Lokrians.54

Diodorus concludes his discussion of these operations by observing
that many of the Messenians driven into exile eventually found employ-
ment as mercenaries. Some served in the armies of Dionysios I of
Syracuse. Others who departed for Kyrene in Libya were apparently all
but annihilated in a bloody Kyrenaian civil war.

The second item of note for the period between 404 and 399 is
the occupation of Herakleia in Trachis by the Spartan Herippidas.
Sparta had intervened militarily in the region of the Malian gulf as
recently as the winter of 413/412 B.C. Agis at that time had set out
from Dekeleia to collect tribute for a Spartan ship-building effort. He
had compelled the Oitaians, Phthiotic Achaians, Malians and others to
contribute money and hostages much against their will.55 The civil
strife that had broken out in Herakleia furnished the Spartans with an
ideal pretext to set up an outpost in north-central Greece near
Thermopylai.56 Accordingly, Herippidas was sent out to quell the un-

rest. He convened an assembly in the town and, on determining the 500

>%Diod. 11.84.7; Oldfather, RE 16.2, 1986, 1989, discusses these
events in some detail and takes note of the chronological uncertainty.
See also Diod. 14.78, 15.66 and Pausanias 4.26.2, 10.38.10.

55Thuc. 8.3.1; see Gomme et al., Vol. 4, 395. Thuc. 5.51-52
notes that, in 419, the Boiotians had occupied Herakleia. By 412,
therefore, it must have been back in Spartan hands. Possibly the
Boiotians were inciting unrest in this area ca. 399; see Gomme et al.,
Vol. 4, 68-69.

36hi0d. 14.38.4-5.
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men most responsible for the strife, executed them all. Moreover, he
expelled the rebellious inhabitants around Mt. Oite (who included
Oitaians, Malians, Ainianians and Phthiotic Achaians). These people
fled to Thessaly with their families, where they remained in exile
until the Boiotians restored them five years later.57
A final indication of Spartan activity in northern Greece stems
from unsettled conditions obtaining in Thessaly. Lykophron of
Pherai was able to defeat a coalition under Larisaian leadership for
local supremacy about the time of a partial solar eclipse.5
By 400 B.C., Sparta's interest in north central Greece aﬁpears
to have extended to Thessaly and Makedonia. A group of Larisaian exiles
were debating whether they shculd join the Spartans in a war of
aggression against the Makedonian barbarians who had occupied their city.
The contemplated hostilities, however, did not materialize and so the

point was moot.59

57Diod. 14.82.6~7; Xen. Hell. 3.5.6; Mever, Vol. 5, 50, n.2, dates
Herippidas' occupation of Herakleia to 398. See also Beloch 3.1, 21, who
ascrlbes the unrest in the region to a conflict between natives and the
Znoikor of Agis' incursion in 413/2. Aristophanes (Lysistrate 1168-70)
alludes to the Spartan presence, and Xenophon (Hell. 1.2.18-19) records
an uprising in which 700 people, including the harmost Labotas, were
killed. See also Meyver, Vol. 4.2, 323-24 and Parke, 39,41.

58Xen. Hell. 2.3.4. The eclipse in question occurred on 3 Sept.
404 B.C.; see Oppolzer, Canon of Eclipses, Harvard, 1962, 78, no. 1936.

59%ur only evidence for this affair is a document entitled

HpdSou mepl moiitefas. Modern scholars, though, have concluded that the
speech is an authentic product of the late fifth or early fourth century
B C. They have advanced sundry hypotheses for its date (see Wade-Gery,
"Kritias and Herodes," €Q 39, 1945, 22, n.l and Sordi, "A proposito di
uno scritto politico del 401-400 A.C.: 11 ﬂepi rmoitte{as dello pseudo-
Erode,™ Riv. di Fil. 33 (1955), 175ff). Others who have troubled over
date and authorship are Beloch, Vol. 3.2, 132, n.2; Meyer, Vol. 5, 50,
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Summary of Spartan Policy in Greece, 404-399 B.C.

The reaction of various groups within the c¢city to her newly
won hegemony determined the major outlines of Sparta's policy from
404 to 397. At first, this policy was essentially the creation of
one man, Lysander. Building upon the existing system of harmosts and
garrisons which had arisen during the Peloponnesian War,60 Lysander was
able to install small groups of people loval to him in the poleis of
Asia Minor and the Aegean. These narrowly constituted governments of
extremist oligarchs, the dekarchies, also included the thirty tyrants
at Athens.

After Lysander's two setbacks (Pausanias superseded his command
in Attika in 403, and Pharnabazos denounced him to the ephors in 402),
his political ascendancy was ended. It is to this period that most
scholars date the decree calling for the restoration of the W&&OIOI

ﬂoAITE{al in the islands and poleis of Asia.61 From 402 to Agesilaos'

n.3; Drerup, /prcSou /rsm Ti'O}\lTEIuS, Studien z. Gesch. und Kult. 4.
Alt. 2.1 (Paderborn 1908), and Munschen, RE 8,  951-53. The best
hypotheses for its date seem to be either 404, if Kritias is the author,
or 401/0, if Thrasymachos or one of his students wrote it. In any case,
its subject is resistance to the designs of Archelaos, king of Makedonia.

60

Parke, 44-49.

611n a recent study, Hamilton has argued on the basis of his recon-
struction of internal politics at Sparta that the decree may have been
Promulgated as late as 397, that the ephors perhaps ordered the disbanding
of the dekarchies to conciliate the Persians in the wake of Derkylidas'
truce with Tissaphernes, and that the grave domestic turmoil revealed by
Kinadon's conspiracy could have dampened the Spartans' fervor for overseas
adventurism. See Sparta's Bitter Victories, Cornell, 1979, 117, 128-29.
I am inclined, nevertheless, to accept the earlier date for two reasons.
First, there is the inscriptional evidence of the joint decree of ephors
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succession (ca. 399), there seems to have been little factional strife
in Sparta. The Lysandrians could no longer dominate policy as they had
from 405 to 402. Similarly, the trial of Pausanias despite his
acquittal shows that the most conservative Spartans (whose leader was
Pausanias) were unable to assume the ascendancy. That Agis was able

to undertake a punitive war against Elis by 401 hints at a consensus

for limiting activity to European Greece. With the waning of Lysander's
influence, Sparta's attention no longer focused primarily on Asia

Minor or the Aegean. Rather she busied herself with the chastisement

and kings at Delos (Tod, nc. 99) and that of the second Athenian
decree (Tod, no. 97.9-10) which date to 403/02. See Beloch 3.1, 19,
n.l; Meyer, Vol. 5, 43. Grote, Vol. 7, 365-6