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ABSTRACT

This thesis traces the development of Xenophon's political
ideas from his youth to old age. Special attention is given
to statements of evaluation in the Hellenica concerning events
that occurred in his lifetime. The basic attitudes and ideas
of his other works are analysed and fitted into the chronolo-
gical framework provided by the study of the Hellenica. Then
we conclude that Xenophont's ideas were not $tatic but changed
to meet the immediate needs of the Greek states. The bases
upon which his ideas are founded are two attitudes that are
constantly in a tension. These are,on,the one hand,an aris-
tocratic admiration of the heroic warrior and, on the other,

an attitude designated as philanthropia.




ACKNOWLEGMENT

I wish to express my appreciation to Professors H. G,
Edinger and J. Russell for their encouragement and criticism
at the outset of this undertaking, and to Mr. P, Harding for
several stimulating discussions. Finally, I am especially
indebted to Professor M, F, McGregor, the director of this

thesis, for his advice and criticism,



ABBREVIATIONS.

INTRODUCTION

CHAPTERS
1 Xenophon's Early Life. . . . .
2 Xenophon in the Prime of Life.
3 Xenophon and the Battle of Coronea .
L Xenophon and Tyranny
5 Xenophon's Defence
6 Greece and Persia. . . . . . .
7 Xenophon and Isocrates .
8 Conclusion

BIBLIOGRAPHY . . .

TABLE OF CONTENTS

PAGE
i

vi

21
32
bl
51
62
89
101
106



Pan.

APh

JAW

Class. et Med.

ABBREVIATIONS

I Ancient Authors

Aristotle, Atheniensium Respublica.

Cicero, de inventione.

Diogenes Laertius, Vitae Philosophorum.

Isocrates, Panegyricus.

Thucydides, Historia.
Xenophon, Anabasis.

Xenophon, Cynegeticus.

Xenophon, Cyropaedia,

Xenophon, Hellenica.

Xenophon, Memorabilia,

Xenophon, Respublica Lacedaemoniorum.

Xenophon, de vectigalibus.

II Journals

American Journal of Philology.

American Philological Association Transactions

and Proéeedings.

L'Année Philologique.

Bursian's dJahresbericht,

Classica et Mediaevalia,

Class., Journ.

Classical Journal.

Class.:Phil.,

Class. Rev,

Class. Wor.

Classical Philology.

Classical Reviewy: .

Classical World (=Classical Weekly).




JHS Journal of Hellenic Studies.

Mus., Hel. Museum Helveticum,
REG Revue des Etudes gregues.
Rhein. Mus. Rheinisches Museum.

Wien. Stud. Wiener Studien.



INTRODUCTION

Any attempt to understand and to evaluate the work of an
author must consider the age in which he lived and the society
that influenced him. Such is the case with Xenophon. The lack
of appeal that he has for our agel exists, I believe, because
he has been dealt with in an uncritical manner. Xenophon has
often been censured because he is moralistic, shallow and
prejudiced.2 Most scholars of our times have arbitrarily and
unsympathetically compared him with their own likes and dis-
likes and failed to notice the influence of the society in which
he lived and his experiences upon him. It is in this vein that
H. J. Rose writes:

For great is not the word to use of Xenophon. In

him, a mind which it would be flattery to call

second-rate and a character hide-bound with con-

vention attain somehow to a very respectable

1One need only examine the indices of any classical publi-
cation during the past ten years to notice the dearth of articles
on Xenophon in comparison with the large number of his works.

Zg.g., J. B. Bury, The Ancient Greek Historians, 153, and

cC. M.‘Bowra, Ancient Greek Literature, 147. For full biblio-

graphical data see pages 106-117.
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literary expression and are presented with at

least two subjects on which it is nearly impossi-

ble to be wholly dull.?

Judgments of such a kind presuppose that the scholar's own
system of values is in some way better than Xenophon's. This
is an assumption that cannot be proved. Aﬁother approach

seeks rather to understand Xenophon in the light of the society
in which he lived. Inquiry must be made into the events that
took place during hié lifetime and consideration given to ideas
and attitudes of his contemporaries in order to determine what
the major issues of his day were and what may have been the
questions with which he was confronted. Only when it is clear
to what questions he addressed himself can we begin to under-
stand how Xenophén's ideas changed and developed. Since Xeno-
phon's lifetime covered a span of approximately seventy-five
years, it is probable that the politically important questions
of his age will have undergone some change. Xenophon's answers
will undoubtedly have varied with the modification or the recas-
ting of political views and the eventful 1life that he lived.
This work attempts to understand the contrasting political
ideas of Xenophon that are found in his work in the light of his
generation and his experiences. That these contrasting ideas
were not haphazardly'assumed but were part of a particular view
of life and therefore deliberately espoused at different times

will, I hope, also be demonstrated.

3H. J. Rose, A Handbook of Greek Literature, 305.
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The desirability of such a study arises from the growing
tendency among scholarst to find in the writings of Xenophon
and particularly in the Hellenica subjective accounts of events.
Much of his narrative assumes that the reader of his day had
previous knowledge of Xenophon's ideas as expressed in other
works. Some attempts have been made to set forth what is known
as "Xenophon's political idealism."® An attempt of this kind is,
however, not sufficient since it assumes that Xenophon's ideas
remained static and that they are fully and comprehensively

expressed in the Cyropaedia. The following pages will give a

wider scope to Xenophon's political views.

ME.g., H. R. Breitenbach, Xenophon von Athen, 1656 - 1701,

and Peter Kfafft, "Vier Beispiele des Xenophontischen in Xeno-

phons Hellenika," Rhein. Mus., CX (1967), 103-150.

ow. Weathers, "Xenophon's Political Idealism," Class. Journ.,

XLIX (1953-54), 317-321.
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CHAPTER 1
XENOPHON'S EARLY LIFE

1 about

Xenophon was born imAttica in the deme of Erchia
430 B.C.? He grew up amidst the exaltation and the anguish that
Athens experienced during the Peloponnesian War. He saw the
political confrontation between the democrats and the oligarchs.
He noticed how the mob could be swayed against the advice of a
man like Pericles by the oratory of a demagogue like Cleon or
Alcibiades? so that the Athenians refused peace in 425, undertook
the expedition against Syracuse in 415 and eventually brought
ruin upon the great city of Athens. The continuing trials of
Athens after L15 caused deep resentment among those who bore the
burden of taxation and who saw decisions being made for them by
others. To the question "Why is Athens losing the war?"vthe

answer was often given that it was the fault of the political sys-

tem in which the demos was easily swayed and turned to what was

1Diog. Laert., 2, 48.

?éggp., ITII, 1, 25 and 2, 37. Both passages indicate that
Xenophon took part in Cyrus'emarch when he was either too young
to be elected strategos or had just reached the minimum age of

thirty. O. Gigon, Kommentar zum Ersten Buch von Xenophons Memor-

abilien, 106, places Xenophon's birthdate in the year 441/0 B.C.,
following Apollodorus, although he questions the grounds upon
which the date is based (cf. F. Jacoby, Frag. gr. Hist., no. 24k,
comm. to frag. 343).

3Thuc., IV 15-23; VI, 9-15.
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réadily at hand.h Although we do not know whether Xenophon took
part in the resulting oligarchic revolution in 411 we suspect
that he came from a home that was oligarchic in sympathy because
he belonged to the class of knights (for the hippeis supported
the oligarchs both in 411 and in 404/3). Later he considered him-
self a candidate for the position of strategos.5 In 409/8 he pro-
bably accompanied the Athenian expedition that undertook the siege
of Chalcedon and in 406 he parﬁicipated in the seabattle at Argin-
usae.0

In the oligarchie re?olution in 404/3 he served in the cav-
alry under the guidance bf the kleven.”’ That he could support the

bloodshed and exiles of that year indicates how thoroughly he must

have been disillusioned with the demos.

4Thuc., I, 20, 1 and 3.

5Anab. III, 2, 37 (certainly an easier position to obtain if
one had been prominent through birth or political activity).

6&2;;. I, 4, 25 and 35. The conclusion is based on the full-
ness of the description given and on the theory that much of the:
narrative is basically Xenophon's eye-witness account.

7§g;;. II, 3, 12 indicates Xenophon's sympathy for the early
work of the Thirty. His ability as a cavalryman is clear from

his works de equitandi ratione and de equitum magistro. He men-

tions that he rode during the return from the Anabasis (Anab. III,
3, 19; VII, 8, 6). Finally his description of the cavalry's
activity under the Thirty'is very full; Hell. II 4, 2-10 and
24-26. In fact the description of the year of the Thirty occupies
half as much space as the account of the previous six years toge-

ther. See W, P. Henry, Greek Historical Writing, 73.




It was during these years of crisis and political turmoil
that Socrates became eminent. The association of Critias ahd
Alcibiades with Socrates before they achieved political promin-
ence (or notoriety) had created great animosities between the
demos and those who had a reputation for wisdom. The hatred and
fear of oligarchy in any form that were rife in Athens after 403
extended to the social and intellectual circles from which the
extremists had sprung. The relationship of the extreme oligarchs
with the Sophists, and also with Socrates, was widely known among
the people of Athens but greatly misunder‘stood.8 As a result,
Socrates was associated indiscriminately with all the attribuﬁes
of the Sophists. Hence, he appeared to some as a friend of the
aristocrats, a despiser of the common people, é corrupter of
morals and an atheist. Xenophon also experienced something of
this hostility, for he had supported the oligarchs. Furthermore,
a pérsonal relationship existed between Xenophon and Socrates.?

It is as a result of these factors that the Cynegeticus

(the earliest of his worksiO0) contains his strong castigation of

2, 160

s

8Mem. I
ICicero, de inv. I, 31, 5 quotes the Sbcratic Aeschines
in a passage that links Xenophon and his wife with Socrates.
Xenophon himself both in Mem. I,3, 8-13 and in Apab. III, 1,
5-7 makes a point of his relationship with Socrates.
10The evidence for considering this work early in origin is
given by H. Richards, "The Hellenics of Xenophon,"
Class. Rev., XV (1901) 197-203, and "The Minor Works of Xenophon,"

Class. Rev., XII (1898) 285-292; J. Mewaldt, "Die Composition des

Xenophontischen Kynegetikos," Hermes, XLVI (1911) 70-92.
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11 The majority claim to lead the young to virtue

the Sophists.
but they do the opposite. They write books that offer empty
pleasures to the young but contain no doeth, Concerning their
style Xenophon says that t& uiv phuata abtofg,égﬁimmauééyvﬁudu Y3
6p85g Exouoat cee oﬁéauoﬁ . 12 s Then he seeks to align him-
self with the people of his own day when he says, ¢éyovor 6% |
nal &AAotL moAAoOl ToUg vUv cogiotis mal od [tobg] ¢LX006¢OU§,8TL‘

év totg bvduaot copilovtair, obu &v Toig voAuaot . 13 He is
expressing an attitude that is the antithesis of his attitude to
the Sophist Gorgias, as he enunciates it in the Anabasis.l¥ For
Proxenus as a pupil of Gorgias seems to have displayed some rather
lofty ideals and qualities in his quest for fame, power and wealth.
The explanation for the expression of Xenophon's attitude toward

the Sophists'in the Cynegeticus is of a two-fold nature. First,

T think that he actually felt some antagonism toward those who
appeared wise and, for a fee, surrounded themselves with pupils,
in direct contrast to Socrates, who asked nothing of other men
except a willingness to engage in discussion. These are the men
who &v Toig dvduaot copilovtaL nal obw év totg vofuaoiv . Those

whom Xenophon called Sophists é&nl 1@ &Eanatav Aéyoust. wal

1t

-~ - )~ 2 ) ’
Yodgouaiy &nl T éautwy wépdet,... obdE yap copds albrwv Eyéveto oLdels.

11

Cyn. 13,1.
12¢yn. 13,3.
1310id., 6.

- Yhppap, II, 2, 6, 16-20.
15¢yn. 13,8.
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Xenophon identified himself with ol moAAo{ to gain their
attention and sympathy in order that he might reveal the second
reason for his castigation of the Sophists. He wished to
rectify the misunderstanding that had arisen concerning the
relationship of Socrates to himself and othersof oligarchic
sympathy against whom there was obvious hostility, in spite
of the general amnesty that had been dédlared after the res-

316

toration of the democracy in 4O and direct this hostility

’
where he thought it belonged--against the demagogues. To
this end he concludes his harangue against the Sophists as
follows: T& utv olv TWV COPLOTOV TapPAYYEARATA TAPALVW
purdtTecdaL, ta S8& Twv pLhocbpwv Evduuduata ph &rtiudfeiv.

oL pévlyap copLatal mAouslouvg xal véoug Smpoviai, ol SE

| ¢Liéoo¢ou il woivol ol éfkou N7 He here attempts to
make a simple distinction by means of which the common people
of Athens may clearly identify who are their real foes and
who are not. Furthermore, since Xenophon was associated with
Socrates, who according to Xenophon's definition could not

be considered a Sophist, the hostility that had arisen after
4LOL/3 against the social and intellectual circle in which
Xenophon moved might be diverted elsewhere. This was the
extent of his defence against the hostilityyof the general
public. Never did he try to hide his high regard for the

true philosopher or deny his relationship with him,

pe11, II, 4, 43.

%' 13) 9‘



This brings us face to. face with the problem of what this
relationship was. If one considers the account of Socrates!

behaviour as Xenophon gives it in the Memorabilia, two character-

istics become evident. First, it has an extraordinary emphasis

on the religious nature of Socrates' conducfc.18 In these religi=
ous references several scholarsl9 have found a thematic and
rhetorical arrangement that serves as the framework within which
we see Socrates actively engaged in improving the people with
whom he comes in contact. This is the second characteristic of
Xenophon's account. Socrates is constantly described with the
words oUtwg Wpehetv £6%uet poi Tolg cdvévtag.zo When oneconsiders
this statement in relation to the dialogue with Aristippus?l where
the main point is that whether something is waAdv te ndyaddv is
relative to whether it is éﬁkpnctov it quickly becomes apparent

22

that Socrates is exemplary in his behaviour. What is relative

can best be taught by example. Therefore Socrates engages in

18Mem. I, 1, 1-9, 20; I 3,1-4; I, 4, 2-19; III, &, 10;

I1I, 9, 15; IV, 3, 2-18; IV, 6, 1-5; IV, 7, 6, and 10; IV, 8, 1-11.

191vo Bruns, Das Literarische Portrat. der Griechen, 361-

378; H. Erbse, "Die Architektonik im Aufbau von Xenophons Memora-

bilien, "Hermes, LXXXXIX (1961), 257-287; O. Gigon, Kommentar sum

Ersten Buch von Xenophons Memorabilien and Kommentar sum Zweiten

Buch von Xenophons Memorabilien, passim.

2OMem. I, 3, 1; I, &4, 1; II, 1, 1; III, 1, 1; IV, 1, 1;
RlMem. III, 8, 1-7.
22Mem. I,.2, 17; I, 2, 1;

)

I, 5, 6; IV, 1, 1.



making good soldiers, good citizens and good people by voutZwy

23

nal Aéywv nal np&trwv. In this usefulness Socrates became
noble and good. From these two distinctive features of the work

I think it necessary to conclude that in the Memorabilia Xenophon

considered the formal charges brought against Socrates at his
trial of grave importance.

When one compares this attitude toward his trial with that
of Plato in the Apology the dissimilitude is at once obvious.
In the latter account hostility against Socrates arose not from
impiety or corrupting the youth (as the formal charge stated) but
from his relationship to the leading political men of the city.24
He had incurred their hatred (and along with this the prejudice
of the majority of the citizens)?> by revealing their lack of
wisdom through: questioning and cross-examination., What Socrates?
role had been in the state and what it would continue to be if he
remained alive wase depicted by the example of the fly that
arouses a big and well-hred but lethargic horse to action.26
In the midst of this hostile setting, Socrates twice came to the
city's attention, once when he opposed the illegal trial of the

generals after the battle of Arginusae and later when contrary to

23Mem. II, 10, 6; II, 9, 4.
2hPlato, fpology, 21B-22A; 29C-30B.
25plato, Apology, 28B.

261pid., 30E, 31A.
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the orders of the Thirty he refused to bring Leon the Salaminian
to be put to death.?7 Plato then makes Socrates! political acti-
vity the main source of Athens' enmity toward him and, indirectly,
of his death.

This delineation of Socrates' behaviour seemé to agree at
least in part with the quibbling character whom Aristophanes

28

lampoons in the Clouds. Xenophon himself gives some credence
to the Platonic portrayal in that he considers the opposition of
Socrates to the trial of generals worthy of mention in his histo-

rical narrative.29 Even in the Memorabilia Xenophon repeats the

account of Socrates' behaviour in public office3? but then passes
on hurriedly to other things. It seems reasonable, then, to ass-
ﬁme that he was aware of another view of the trial of Socrates
and that he deliberately chose to give his portrayal the emphasis
denoted above.

The question why religion plays such an important part in

the Memorabilia becomes even more perplexing when one notes that

some of Xenophon's early work31 is written without reference to

27-prato, “Apology, 32A-E.

28Aristophanes; Clouds, 143-168.

Zgﬂgll. I, 7, 15. For=the latest discussion concerning
the problems that arise from compariSon of the various accounts

of these events see Henry, Greek Historical Writing, 100 - 107.

30Mem. IV, 4, 1-L.

3lenegeticus; de equitandi ratione; de equitum- magistro.
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the gods. Ambng these the Hellenica reveals the most startling
tendency because in Books one and two he ignores religious ritual
(e.g. sacrifices before a campaign) but from the beginning of
Book three such matters are mentioned with increasing freguency.
Thus he displays a growing awareness of the role of religion in
Greek society. Furthermore Anabasis, VII, 8, 5, indicates that
Xenophon made some sort of return to the paternal gods.32 The

date of writing of the Memorabilia (see infra 52) is long after

the year 399/8, when the change in Xenophon's religious attitudes
is supposed to have taken place. Hence it seems reasonable to
hove that in the essence of his religion we shall find some reason
for the emphasis in the portrayal of Socrates,

The opportunity to express his religious cbnception in his
own way was given to him at Scyllus.33 Here, having been granted
an estate by the Spartans, he purchased a sacred precinct that
he made of special importance to the surrounding Greek peoples
by financing a religious festival with the produce taken from the
land. Part of the ritual was a hunt organized by Xenophon's sons;
and others, ol BouAduevo. &vbpeg, joiﬁed in.>% The religious
activity of Xenophon then provided the heighbourhood with an opp-
ortunity to meet in a social and festive atmosphere. No doubt

people attending the Olympic games also visited Xenophon.35 Thus

321¢ is interesting to note that on this occasion he sacri-
fices to Zeus #MelAiXL0g,"the soother," "the kind one.™"

33pnab. Vv, 3, 7-13.

3bpnav. v, 3, 10.

35Anab. Vv, 3, 7.
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Xenophon could see near at hand how the pan-Hellenic religious
festivals fostered the sense of Greek community and identity.
It was here that the Olympic spirit worked for concord and
fellowzfeeling. As Gilbert Murray says with reference to the
fifth century, "It is, after all, a good deal to say, that in
Greek history we find almost no warring of sects, no mutual tor-
tures or even blasphemies."36 In the Olympian religion, without
roots in any particular soil, Xenophon found a mésﬁ powerful
'auxiliary in bringing about Greek harmony, for each state could
find some aspect of the individual god's worship with which it
could identify and on which it could project its own conceptions
and so feel that it fitted in with things Greek.

In the Memorabilia itself we find at least two passages that

seem in accord with the ideas expressed above. 1In the first,37
Xenophon tells the story of how the Priestess, in answer to the
question how it was necessary to act concerning sacrifices or
ancestral cults or other such things, replied that one should act
véuy méhewg. While the story itself may well illustrate the poli-
tical astuteness of Delphi in maintaining a non-sectarian nature,
it is told by the author to show that Socrates' religious behaviour
was in accord with this attitude.

The second passage38 has been exhaustively dealt with by

363, Murray, Five Stages of Greek Religion, 70.

37Mem. I, 3, 1.
38Mem. III, 8, 10.
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Gunnar Rudberg.39 In his discussion he‘points ouﬁ how this
statement with its certainty of tone and its interest in the
physical universe stands in contrast to the usual hesitancy and
ideological concern of Socrates in other Socratic works. He then
goes on to suggest that this passage is an example of an author
imposing on Socrates, the epitome of wisdom, a typically Hellenic
attitude--in this instance, in the sphere of religion. Thus Xeno-
phon has given expression to a common Greek notion through the
mouth of Socrates.

To sum up, then, we must say that the remarkable religious
stress of Xenophon's Socratic writing is found not becaﬁse of
Socrates's influence on our author but rather because the views
of the author have in some instances been placed in the mouth of
Socrates. In fact Xenophon's awareness of the importance and
function of religion in Greek society comes after the death of
Socrates and is intimately connected with the author's political
ideas (see infra 57). The presentation of Socrates as an exem-
plary individual is probably a similar mixture of idealism and
histori@l reality. Therefore Xenophon took the formal charges
against Socrates seriously because thus he could best express what
he considered to be important attitudes and aspirations; Xenophon
has consciously deployed his material to present to us an exemplary
figure with particular emphasis on his religious nature since this

was in harmony with Xenophon's political ideas.

39G. Rudberg, "Tempal und Altar bei Xenophon," Symbolae
Osloenses, XVIII (1938), 1-8. On the other hand O. Gigon,
"Xenophentea," Eranos, (1946) 131-152 points out what he considers '

to be the core of historical Socratic dialogue.
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Perhaps the most significant political influence that
affected Xenophon in his youth was the work of Thucydides.
Thucydides was, as a result of family-background, oligarchic
and anti—democratic., He had experienced exile because of what
the demos considered failure. M. F. McGregorho has pointed out
that, while Thucydides could admire a great man (Pericles) in

political office in a democratic state, he reservéed and maintained

LOy, F. McGregor, "The Politics of the Historian Thucydides,™
Phoenix, X ¥1956), 93-102. G. E. M. de Ste. Croix, "The Character
of the Athenian Empire, "Historia, III (1954), 1-41 (particularly
31-37), anticipates much that McGregor says in his article.

H. D. F. Kitto, Poieéis, 313, writes that it would be small-minded
to say simply (because of Thuc. VIII, 97, 2): "Thucydides was
anti<4democratic.” But then he goes on to postulate (339) that a
large group of Thucydidean generalisations in the speeches revolve
around the uncertainty of the future. On page 342 he writes that
these generalisations (e.g., IV, 65, 4) "resemble outcrops of rock
which indicate the presence below the surface of a continuous
stratum. They are part of what Thucydides himself is thinking."
Thus he uses a method much more tenuous than McGregor's in ascri-
bing to Thucydides what is moSt certainly a conservative attitude.

Finally, we should note that John H. Finley Jr., Thucydides,

28-33, gives a synthesis of the two points of view outlined
above by suggesting that Thucydides, a democrat in his youth,

gradually became d'disililusioned conservative in old age.
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a distrust of the democratic system, which caused him to express
certain brief but pregnant remarks concerning 10 nAnSog. It was
this same reasoned distrust of democracy that led him to evalu-
ate the first days of government under the moderate oligarchy of
the Five Thousand as a time when ot 'ASnvaior galvovtar €
TOALTEVOAVTES .41 This was the maﬁ who was still living during
Xenophon's youth; whom Xenophon must havé read carefully; and
whom he tried to emulate by continuing the history of Athens and
Sparta where Thucydides left off. Some scholars even think that
they worked together for some time before Thucydides died.h?
That both were of the same intellectual circle and attached
to men of similar policies'is perceptible when one considers for
a-moment the comments that they makényvconmrning a number of
their contemporaries who are linked politically. Thucydides
writes of Antiphon as the man who devisedthe overthrow of the demo-
" cracy by the council of the Five Thousand.*3 Later he most ably
(dpuota) defended himself in his alliance with the Four Hundred.
Finally Thucydides describes him as a man inferior to no one of

the Athenians of his own day in Gpett.

blphye. VIII, 97, 2.
L2F. E. Adcock, Thucydides and his History, 98-100. For

the latest discussion concerning this theory see W. P. Henry,

Greek Historical Writing, 74-81.
k3Thuc. VIII, 68, 1-2.
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In the Hellenica the account of the trial and death of
Theramenes4 for opposing the more extreme policies of Critias
evokes from Xenophon a statement of admiration because Theramenes
displayed ©0 ppbviuov even in death.4% Theramenes links his own
condemnation'with that -of three others--Leon the Salaminian;
Niceratus, the son of Nicias, and An‘oiphon.LP6 A little later he
places himself in the political party that opposes Thrasybulus,
Anytus and Alcibiades,47 who rely on the political support of
TO Fhﬁ%os. Xenophon thus approves of an attitude towards the
demos similar to that expressed by Thucydides. That both give
approval to people of the same circle indicates that Thucydides
and Xenophon, in his early days, were of a similar political
orientation.

This brings us to the question raised above of Thucydides'
direct influence on Xenophon. W. P.. Henry has attacked the idea
that Xenophon wrote a continuation of Thucydidesl”8 because this

theory has hindered scholars from considering his work as an

hhHell. TI, 3, 15-56. Cf. Aristotle, Ath. Pol., 28, 5;
33-37. Lysias, 12, 66, and possibly Thucydides, VIII, 89, 2
indicate a different attitude to Theramenes. Raphael Sealey,

"The Revoelution of 411 B.C.," in Essays in Greek Politics, 111-

133, questions the whole concept of loyalty to a political party
or group.

k5He11. 1II, 3,56.

bOHe11. 1II, 3, 38-40.

b7Hel1. 11, 3, 42.

48Greek Historical Writing, 14-54.
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expression of its author and, therefore, studying it for what
it says. This attack is necessary since it does seem a somewhat
extreme:-assumption to expect a carbon—copy of Thucydides in the.
Hellenica. Nevertheless one should not be hesitant about seeing
the influence of Thucydidesvin some part of Xenophon's work since
this need not detract from appreciation of the author--in fact,
it may show his good sense.

Thus I see nothing unlikely in'believing that Xenophon did
indeed make use of certain conventions of Ttucydides (e.g. s &pxo-
uévouv xeiuwvog , dpyouévou tou Sépoug ; and to these we might
add citations of.the ephor at Sparta, and achon at Athens).LF9 If
Xenophon uses these conventions inconsistently this is in no sense
proof that he denies "at every turn there is any connection between
his own and the history of Thucydides."SO

Let us, however, revert to Xenophon and see what he says
about historical writing. The first passage where Xenophon indi-

cates some criteria reads as follows:
. ~ . ? -~ L4 ~ ’,
ual Touto utv odu dyvow, 8tL TavTa &nom%eyuatav
obn &Euéroya, Euetvo 8t uplvw tov &vdpdc &yaotdv,
. ”~ ’ , 4 . ’
TO TOU JYAVATOU TAPECTIMUOTOS UTNTE TO PPOVLIUOV

uhte TO maLyviwdec &mohumeiv &i TS ¢vxﬁ§.51
The words tavta &nop9éypata refer to the ehtvire’account of the

condemnation and death of Theramenes. His apology results from

49 H. R. Breitenbach, Xenophon von Athen, 1656-1658, out-

lines the chronological references. For mention of ephors and
archons see Hell. I, 3, 1; I, 6, 1; II, 1,10; II, 3, 1. Cf.
Thuc. II, 1 and 2.

50w, ». Henry, Greek Historical Writing, 54.
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an awareness that they are not noteworthy (&Evdéroya ). Thus he
implies that there are some established criteria for historical
writing to which he still adheres in part. 1In using uéy and§é
he further indicates that there exists in his mind a tension
between established criteria that he has learned and a natural
inclination within himself,

The next passage that we shall consider shedsfurther light
on what these critieria might be. It reads in part as follows:

yuq&ouw ukv obv OtL &v toltoic olte

dandvnua obte ulvduvov olte unxdvnua

&guéxoypyébéev SLNYOUUAL «se. TOUTO YAP

76n noAk@v wal xpnudtwv xal uivéivwy

&g Loroydtatov &vbpdc Epyov totiv.22
Here it becomes quite plain that according to usual critéria the
noteworthy subjects in history are great expenditure (gsandvnual,
danger (nlvéuvog) and strategy @nxdvnua ), Furthermore, Xeno-
phon candidly records his cgrowingn opposition to these established
criteria through the use of the superlative &EZioloydtatov.

The last passage addszsone further detail. Xenophon writes:

AAAE Ydp TV pEV peydAwv méAewv, el TL

UANOV gnpaiav, ANAVTES Ol OUYYPAPELS

uéuvnvtoLs éuoL:6E Souetl, wal €l Tic

uinpd méALg oloa mOAAX ual uahd Epya

, » ~ » ¥ & ‘ 53
SLAMENMPANTAL ,ETL UAAAOV QAELOV ELVEL ATOPALVELV .

Slyer1. 11, 3, 56.
52He11. V, 1, 4.
53Hell. VII, 2, 1.
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This passage was written after 366, for it serves as an intro-
duction to an account of the activities of the people of Phlius.
Here it becomes evident that according to these criteria approved
by “&navieg ol ouyypagets the usual participants in a historical
account are great cities. Here, also,'Xenophon declares that his
is a still more worthy (&t. p&AAov &Eiov) subject for historical
writing than that of other writers. We can now conclude from our
Ainvestigation that for Xenophon the concept of what was noteworthy
governed his choice of historical material and that as he inter-
preted this concept for himself he was gradually forced to oppose
the traditional selection of sub ject matter--namely, great cities
making great expenditures, enduring great dangers and inventing
new strategy.

Where did this concept of noteworthiness come from? Who
first used as subject matter for history great cities making
great expenditures? We turn to the opening chapter of Thucydides:

" ees BpEduevoc e08Uc naBiotanévov nal éinioag

néyav ze EoeoPar nal &Elohoywtatov Twv mpoye-

yevnuévwv, tenpaitpduevos St dnudfovtés te foav

¢c altov dupdtepor MAPAOHEUT) TN MAOL «ees

wivnovg yap abtn uweylotn &% totg fEKchLv

éyévexo nal ufpetr TLvl rﬁv'BapBépwv we

N B -~ - Lol .
8t elmetv nat énv mAetotov &vopdnwy . 54

Shtnue. I, 1, 1, 2.
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Again we read:

toUtou 8t tou moAépou unudc te péya mpolfn,

nadhuatd te Euvnvéxsn yevéofar év alth tn

‘EANGSL ola oy Etepa &v ltow xpdvw ek
The ideas that recur are remarkably familar. The work is to be
the historical narrative of a war that is the most noteworthy of
all that have taken place. This is why the author undertook to
recount what happened. What makes the events noteworthy in the
eyes of the author is that both cities at the height of their
power (auudfovieg) entered a war that was very long, brought
great éﬁfferingé into Greece and affected a great part of mankind
(indirectly, then, great expenditures, great dangers and much
strategy; cf. Thuc. I, 18, 3.) There seems little doubt that
Thucydides influenced Xenophon both implicitly and explicitly in
what he writes in his historical narrative.

Finally an amplification of.Xenophon's political views,
closely linked to his early experience, is also found in the

Cynegeticus. One of the most obvious attitudes that ZXenophon:

displays in this work is his commitment to a society engaged in
a war-effort. Man méy engage in the sport of hunting for his
enjoyment and exercise but its chief result is to train people

for war:

55Thuc. I, 23, 1.
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’ L4 - ? L 2 U4 ”, A
wpeAnoovTat &6 oL EmLIVUNTAVTES TOUTOU i
Tov Epyovu MOAAAS Uyleildv te Y&p TOLS

’ ’ . - L] -~ ~ & »
ocWPacL MAPROHEVALEL HAL OpaAV HAL AUOVELV

~ ’ ' «. % ‘ [N [y N
pualiov, ynpaoxeitv S nMrTov, TQ 8& mpog

6
tov mdAepuov pdAiota maiLdevel. 2

Xenophon had experienced nothing but external and internal
strife during the early years of his life. Military force
seemed to be the most vital concern for a state at war., If
a man could not fight he was of little use to the state.
Hunting was the first pursuit that a young man should take
up57 since it could best inculcate valour in young men and
make them &pfc@oug.ss Training in hunting would make men
serviceable to their fellow-citizens and particularly fit

59

for war.

Clearly, then, by the time Xenophon made his first liter-
ary attempt certain political attitudes had begun to crystal-
lize as a result of his family background, intellectual associ-
ation and- early experience. There was a preoccupation with
war and an emphasis on direct physical involvement. Political
activity also required that attention be given to philosophy
and to the wise men of the state. Although relating politics
with philesophy engendered certain hostile associations in the

minds of the populace, this union, he felt, must be expounded

56Cyn. 12,1.
57913. 2,1.

581bid., 12, 7-9.
59Ibid., 13, 11.
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and defended. The gradual depletion through execution of the
intellectual circle to which Xenophon belonged revealed the grim
necessity for creating an atmosphere of harmony and self-control
in order to achieve a stable political system. His association
with people like Thucydides (whose views he must have known
rather well in order to be able to consciously forsake them when
he grew older) and Socrates influenced him toward what must be

regarded as a conservative approach to political problems.



CHAPTER II
XENOPHON IN THE PRIME OF LiFE

After the revolution in 4O04/3 the hatred of the ggmg§ for
all the supporters of oligarchy and the social and intellectual
circles from which they arose blazed forth into renewed fighting
when the Thirty and their supporters in Eleusis begaﬁ to hire
mercenaries, It was at this point that all the fidrces of demo-
cratic Athens took the field and when they had called the gen-
erals of the oligarchie¢ faction to a conference they killed
them and persuaded the others through relatives and friends to
return to Athens and live together under a democratic government.l
“Clearly the ggmg§ had, at this point, gained the upper hand in
Athens and it mdst have been a very uncomfortable place in which
to live for those who had formerly been the active supporters of
oligarchy. |

Aristotle indicates that after the general amnesty: {1) many
intended to migrate ( xal moAAwv utv &nuvoolvtwv €EZounetyl but were
foiled in the attempt to register; 2) there was a movement
against the members of the oligarchic party: (Tig NPEaTO TWV
wateANAUSSTwy pvnounaneiy)that was quietly suppressed. Thus one
 can rightly assume that there was a general distrust of the amnesty
‘or a refusal to work with democracy among those who had supp-
orted. the oligarché. That Xenophon can rightly be considered in
this number is shown by his attitudes toward fthens that he dis-

plays in his early work (see infrazg ). The movement against

lHe1l. 1II, 4, 43. Cf. Aristotle, Ath. Pol. 4O.
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the oligarchic party after the amnestyjalthough put down,would
only have increased the suspicion with which the conservatives
viewed the general amnesty.

As a result Xenophon was quick to leave Athens and join
his friend Proxenus to take part in the events that he des-
éribes in the Anabasis. The eagerness with which Xenophon
joined this campaign is demonstrated by the discussion with
Socr‘ates.2 He suggested that Xenophon inquire at Delphi whe-
ther he should go with Proxenus. Xenophon, however, did not
even question whether he should go or not, but only to what gods
he should sacrifice in order to return successfully. That Xeno-
phon showed such eagerness to go on the expedition, in spite of
the warning of Socrates that this journey might give the Atheni-
ans grounds to accuse him of??%ilo—Laconian, indicates how
desirous he was of leaving Athens.

Perhaps the passage that most clearly sets forth why Xeno-

3

phon left Athens comes in the Anabasis. Proxenus extended to
Xenophon the invitation to join the expedition (and Proxenus
was a very upright and outstanding person).b Then thechad:s had
added a promise that carried a definitee appeal for Xenophon.
bmioyvetto 8t alty, el EAdor, pllov adtdv Kdpw moirhoerv
o ) N ” ’ g -~ ’ ~ ’ 5
OV QUTOG EQPN RPELTTW EQUTW voutfelv tng matptldog,
There is an indication here that Xenophon was interested in

individuals who were prominent in the ancient world. Thus to

YUgtab, THII 1} 67,
3hnab. III, 1, 4-10.
bppay. III, 1, 4.

3 <3

’Anab. ITI, 1, 10. Cf. Anab. I, 9, 17.
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become acquainted with Cyrus was one of the motivating factors
in the decisiQn to go to Sardis. There Xenophon must also have
been affected by Cyrus the Younger, for he savs that when they
reached Cilicia it seemed clear that the attack was directed
against the King. Then he adds:

poBoduevoL 6 thv 68dv xal &novteg Suwg ol mWOAAOL:

61" aloydvnv ual &AAAAwY naI'Kﬁpov cuvnuokoﬁ&ncav.s
This statement implies that the Greeks' decision to continue
the march was to some extent reléted to their regard for Cyrus.
Then the author of the Anabasis continues:ﬁv e?g nal Eevow@v ﬁv.
Proxenus' judgment that Cyrus was of more concefn to him than
was his native state seems to indicate that the entire narrative
may be viewed as an account of the alternatives open to Xenophon.
The final statement reveals that Xenophon's concern with the
great individual already was an ihfluencing factor in political
decisions that he made as early as 400 B.C.

Xenophon gives further insight into what motivated the
soldiers (of whom he has said he‘was one) in a later passage.

WV Y&p .OTPATLWIWY of TAetotol hoav od

ondver Blou Eunenhevndrtee Enl tadtnv-

Thv uLo%ogopdv, &AAX thv Kdpov dpethv

&wodovtec, ol pEv mal avépag &yovteg,

N D) N . - 14 04 7
oL 6& nal MPOCAVNAWHOTES XPTMHATE,y oo
Thus a portion of the men who were mobilized under Cyrus were

not without means. In fact some even spent money to go on the

6pnab. III, 1, 10. Cf. Anab. I, 9, 17.
7idab- VI, 4, 8.
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expedition because they had heard of the military excellence
(&petn) of Cyrus.8 There seems to have been a desire for an
experience here that was}different from the ordinary since
people actually spent money to engage in warfare on the side
that they thought would be victorious. The desire for adven-
ture was another important motivating factor among those join-
ing the expedition.

Monetary considerations may also have bnfluéncedenced

Xenophon to leave Athens. The Peloponnesian War had drained

the city of its wealth. In addition the oligarchic revelution
and its later overthrow had caused its supporters further econo-
mic hardship. On the other hand reports indicated that other
people had fared well in the service of Cyrus.9 As a result,
Xenophon says, some men had gone on this expedition¢bgvxpﬁuax'
adtotc wmtnoduevo. HEovrec mEALYV. That Xenophon belongéd to this
group &s.possibley since he himself had to sell his horse upon
reaching the Hellespont because of lack of finances.10 In fact,
the behaviour of the entire mercenary army upon reaching the
Hellespont seems to be dictated by the possibility of obtaining

plunder and wealth.ll

8"Military excellence,”" because we are dealing with the
thoughts of mercenaries who would be concerned with war.

Phnab. VI, 4, 8.

Oppap. vII, 8, 6.

11Anab. VI, 6, 37, 38. The Greek army's involvement with
Seuthes seems to be motivated mainly by monetary considerations;

Anab. VII, 2, 10-38.
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The opportunity of a journey to Asia Minor, then, provided
Xenophon with an escape from the hostility of his fellow Atheni-
ans and with the possibility of making the acquaintance of a man
of his time whom some considered great.

As Xenophon returned through the fertile territory of
northern Mesbpotamia he noted the richness of the land and the
great quantity of food that had been harvested during the autumn

of 4,01.1%2

He recognized with what ease these possessions could
be taken from the Persians and, remembering the Battle of Cunaxa,
he became aware of the obvious superiority of the Greek armies.1>
As he realized that the Stfength of most barbarian armies lay

in Greek mercenaries, Xenophon must have been vividly aware of
the tragedy of Greek dissention. He saw the betrayal of Greeks
to the Persians by a Greek;.Phalinus, bought by promises of
weaith and power;lh he saw the constant factional strife based

on regional loyalties among the Greeks themselvesl? and, gradually,
he comprehended the need for unity among all Greeks16 if they
were not to become the victims of their own concept of political
freedom.

Another result of the excursion into Persia was a broaden-

ing of interest in mankind in general. As he travelled he

12pnab. I, 3, 14-16.

Lanab. 1II, 2, 14-16.

Yppab., 11, 1, 7-10.

Sgnab. Vv, 6, 25.

pnab. III, 1, 38. Cf. III, 2, 29-32.
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perceived something of Herodotus' interest in the customs of
various peoplesl7 and as a result he noted the distinctive
peculiaripies of various tribes--the pierced ears of the Lydi-

19

ans,18 the dances of the Paphlagonians, the sexual attitudes

of the Mossynbecians,2O the underground houses of a barbarian
village,21 and the contrast between the Persian splendour and
the Spartan simplicity.22 This interest in other people grew
beyond an interest in their customs until it found expression
in a deep reverence for life that extended even to one's ene-

mies and saw the horror of the senseless destruction of humanity.23

74, R. Breitenbach, Xenophon von Athen, 1899, and Wilhelm

Schmid, Geschichte der griechischen Literatur, Part I, Vol, II,

664-665, say that Xenophon writes under the influence of Hero-

- dotus. G. A. Sauppe, Lexicologus Xenophonteus, has shown that

Xenophon's usage is a mixture of many dialects. Although it is
easy to see this as the.result-of Xenophon's changing his place
- of residence several times during his lifetime, it may be that
he has purposely chosen to vary his style to emphasize what he
thought (see infra 35-37) about Greek unity; he is aware of
style (see Cyn. 13) and his usage is the result of conscious
effort.

8pnab. III, 1, 32.

19nab. 1IVY 1, 5-14.

2Opnab. V, 4, 30-34.
2Lpnan. 1V, 5, 25-26.°
22Hell. IV, 1, 29-31.
23pnab. IV, 7, 13, 14.
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Xenophon clearly analysed the. reason for enmity among men in his
account of the Greek army's dealings with Paphlagonians.zh Here
the story begins with the Greeks pillaging the Paphlagonians'
territory and the Paphlagonians engaged in kidnapping and furtive
attack. After ambassadors came from the'Paphlagoniansy there was a
night of feasting and dancing out of which there arose an admira-
tion for the culture and skill of_the.other group. The eﬁd of
the story came the next morning when the Paphlagonian ambassa-

dors were introduced to the army. The result: nal £80Fe

totg otpatiwtals pite &dunetv Maghaydvag ufte &dinelodal 2

Xenophon had learned that one of the causes of the disharmony
among the races was a lack of understanding and appreciation for
the culture of other peoples.26

As a result of this insight Xenophon undertook to extend

his sympathy and philanthropia even to those who were reputed
to be enemies. In consequence of this view Xenophon broke what

was for him a guiding principle of behaviour, namely, obedience

2hpnab. VI, 1, 1 -14

25Anab. VI, 1, 1k.

26This sympathy for the other races was later developed to
such an extent that when Xenophon wrote the Anabasis he rarely
showed open disapproval of alien customss., Hence when he made a
judgment concerning a culture (the Mossynoecians') he removed
the responsibility for this judgment from himself and placed it

on toUg guotpatevouévous (Anab. V, 4, 34).
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to those who represented the leaders of Greece (the Spartan
general, Cheirisophos), and disagreed concerning the treatment
of the barbarian chieftain who served as their guide. As Xeno-
phon himself says,foﬁté vye 8N Xevpiobpw nal Eevogwvti pbvov Sud-
popov &v 1N mopelq éyéveto, H ToOL ﬁﬁﬁévog ndnwore ual &uéketa.27
Thus Xenophon became a chaméion of the dignified treatment that
he felt all men, be they friends or enemies, deserve simply
because they are human beings. This attitude resulted, from the
hostility that he had ekperienced and the suffering and anxiety
he had endured during the excursion into Persia. Hostility
usually breeds hostility, but, on the othef hand, when men are
confronted with enmity they can sometimes turn it aside through
dignified and sympathetic treatment of those with whom they
differ. Perhaps Xenophon discovered that it was easier to remove

hostility by philanthropia than by violence as he moved from

youthful idealism to maturity.
After the Ten Thousand returned from Persia they remained
under Xenophon's leadership until the spring of 399, when he

28

handed the command over to Thibron. Xenophon himself remained
in Asia with the troop529 and did not return to Athens until the
spring of 395.30 Perhaps his decision to remain in Asia was

influenced by the news of the death of Socrates in 399. When

27hnab. IV, 6, 3. ' .
28jnab. VII, 8, 24.

29He11. 1III, 2, 7.

30ge11. 1II, 5, 1-25.
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Xenophon heard that he had been found guilty, oVg ukv 7 méhig
9eoVc ol voullwv, Etepa 6t uauv& Sawpdvia etcwépwv...,31he was
perplexed. In his youthful idealism, Xenophon had seen only the
Socrates who was, in his eyes, in search of truth (both political
and moral) and who stood for obedience to the law.32 The shock
of his trial and death seems to have brought to Xenophon's atten-
tion the instabiiity of the Athenian constitution and the refusal
of the Athenians to recognize &pethh in their midst.>> Disillu-
sioned by the events at Athensihe began to look elsewhere for a
constitution that would make men practise &peth since no one would
follow it voluntar‘ily.ﬂ+ Thus Xenophon felt that the rule of law
was essential‘since through it men could be compelled to practise

&peth and_uakouayaefa.ss

For the laws to be effective there must
be respect for the constitution among the citizens. To instill
this in the citizen body the laws must be very old30 and, if
possible, have obtained divine sanction.37 To this must be

added the injportance of example since, as we saw in Chapter I,

virtue and goodness cannot be taught in anyother manner

3lyem. 1, 1, 1.

32ge11. I, 7, 15.

33This is an important feature of what he portrays in
Hell. I and II. Cf. 6 Hell. I, 7, 33.

3hResp. Lac. 10, 4.

35191@-

36Resg. Lac., 10

-

37Resp. Lac. 8, 5.
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(see supra 6). In the Respublica Lacedaemoniorum Xenophon

found what he thought at that time to be the most essential
requirements for good government.38 Here was a constitution
that compelled its citizens to act in accordance with &petfl ,

that was very old, sanctioned by the divine and praised by all

38The date for the writing of the Resp. Lac. is based on
Sparta's lack of popularity described in chapter 14. This gives
a possible date between 395, just before the Battle of Coronea,
and 383, when the Spartans had seized Cadmea. Resp. Lac. 15
indicates appreciation of Spartan kingship, an attitude he cer-
tainly.did not hold after Cadmea. W. Jaeger, Paideia, III, 166,
167, and 326 note 56, argues for the late dating of both the

Respublica Lacedaemoniorum and the Cyropaedia on the basis of the

similarity of the endings, in which Xenophon blames the contem-
porary Persians and Spartans for lapsing from their own ideals.
He concludes that this similarity proves their authenticity and
and that therefore both must have been published in ihe last ten

years of his life, for the Cyropaedia (VIII, 8, L) mentions the

betrayal of the satrap Ariobarzenes by his own son in 360. I
find this unsatisfactory because similarity of ending, while it
may indicate authenticity, does not prove that both works were
published at the same time. Furthermore, as will be argued later
(see infra 42,43), the conclusion of the Cyropaedia contradicts
much of the rest: of the work and in order to account for this
contradiction I believe there was a change in Xenophon's poli-
tical ideas that would require a‘time-lapse between the bulk

of his writing and his final chapter just after 360. Cyr. VIII,
8, 4 in no way proves that the whole work was written at about

that time.
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men,39 and that provided an example for the citizen body in
the persons of the Kings who, as\Donald Kagan suggests, became
the embodiment of law.ho

Thus the years just before the Battle of Coronea reveal

Xenovhon as a man disillusioned with his native state, giving
careful thought to politics and political systems, preoccupied
with the laws and customs of mankind in general, and fascinated

by the behaviour of individuals. These varying streams of

thought he attempted to assimilate in the Respublica Lacedae-

moniorum. A fuller expression of these and other ideas can be

discovered in another work of Xenophon's, the Cyropaedia.

39Resp. Lac. 10, 8.

4OResp. Lac. 13 and 15. Donald Kagan, The Great Dialogue,

152-154.



CHAPTER III
XENOPHON AND THE BATTLE OF CORONEA

While Xenophon remained in Asia he became acquainted with
Agesilaus, who had been sent to wage war on the Persians.
Xenophon probably noted with some delight how Agesilaus obtained
the loyalty of his soldiers and enjoyed great success in his
early campaigns. Nevertheless, Xenophon wished to test the poli-
tical atmosphere of his home-state after a prolonged absence.

The performance of the religious rites that he had vowed to
fulfill when he left with Proxenus on the excursion into Persia
provided an ideal opportunity for the project. Therefore, he
returned to Greece and made his dedication at the Athenian shrine
in Delphi.2 The democrati¢c rule in Athens must have been rather
unsatisfactory to Xenophén, for in the spring of 394 he rejoined
Agesilaus in Asia to pursue his quest for the subjugation of
Persia. The democratic faction at Athens had been unsympathetic
to any policies that Xenophon endor_sed,3 and, perhaps hostile to
his person. At any rate, war against the riches of Persia

seemed the most readily available alternative to life in Attica,

b

and Agesilaus’™ the man most likely to carry out what Xenophon

viewed as a most profitable venture.

2pnab. V, 3, 5.
3See supra 13,14.
YIn fact Agesilaus advocated this policy at Sparta before

he was sent to Asia; Hell. III, 4, 1 and 2.
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Bécause of the success of Agesilaus, the Persian satrap
adopted a policy of bribing certain states in Greece to start
a war, in order to bring the Spartans into conflict with their
fellow Greeks and thus cause the recall and removal of Agesi-
laus from Asia. In this the Persian was most successful and as
a result we find Xenophon present at the Battle of Coronea in
the camp of the enemy of Athens in 394. That Xenophon w&s not
present at this battle as a victim of circumstance or chance,
but rather because of a deliberate choice, seems clear from a

6

discussion in the Anabasis™ concerning his administratibn of

the tithe from the sale of booty. Xenophon says that before he
set out with Agesilaus against Boeotia he left the share belong-
ing to Artemis with her priest, Megabyzus, at Ephesus, 61t altdg
wivduvelowv £86uer Lévar, nal énéoteilev,fiv ukv abids owdn,adrd
dnodovvail® fiv 6€ Tu mddn, &vadeivar moiunoduevov Tn ‘Aptéuibi & TuL
oloLto xapLelodaL Th $e@.From the foregoing statement it is clear
that Xenophon knew before he set out with Agesilaus that he would
encounter danger to his life. That this danger would come in
part from the Athenians, the foes of Agesilaus, was obvious.

Yet Xenophon consciously chose to remain on the Spartan side.

As a result, he was exiled from Athens, not as is often sugges-

ted because of his campaign with Cyrus, but because of his actions

5According to Xenophon (Hell. III, 5, 1) Tithraustes of

Sardis; according to Hellenica Oxyrhynchia (II, 5) Pharnabazus

of Phrygia, which is supported by Polyaenus, I, 48.
pnab. V, 3, 4-6.



34

at Coronea.7 He then settled on an estate in Scyllus near Olym-
pia, which he received from the Spartans.8
That Xenophon should suddenly turn his back on his home when
only a few years before during the anabasis’ he was proud that he
was an Athenian requires explanation. Why did he turn to vio-
lence against his own state? A partial answer may lie in the

hostility that he had faced at Athens and in his own disillu-

sionment with the Athenian constitution. This answer, however,

7T think Xenophon's exile must be placed after the Battle
of Coronea, for in Anab. V, 3, 7 immediately after the discus-
sion concerning the deposit left with Megabyzus before the
battle Xenophon says, Emeidh &’ Epevyev & Eevogwv, Megabyzus
returned to him the deposit. If Enedh is temporal and means
"When Xenophon was in exile," then his exile must have taken
place after Coronea. If on the other hand émneidf is causal,
"Since Xenophon was in exile," it indicates that exile causes
Megabyzus to bring the deposit to Xenophon in Scyllus. Instead
of one of the expected alternatives, death or a safe return,
exile has resulted from the Battle of Coronea. In either case
the battle, his exile and the return of the deposit are all
linked in Xenophon's mind. Although Anab. III, 1, 5-7 mentions
another possible reason for his exile and is used as evidence
of an earlier date, I consider this passage to be consistent with
one of the basic aims of his later work. Seeiinfra 56.

8anab. V, 3, 7.

9hnab. III, 1, 45.
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denies the insights that he received concerning the treatment
of one's enemies during the excursion with the Ten Thousand.
I think that a better and moré complete answer lies in an exami-

nation of the'Cyropaedia, which he produced shortly after these

events.

Xenophon had seen the luxury of Persia and compared it with
the poverty of the-Greeks. He realized that thé Greeks as
.fighting men were far superior to the barbarians. He was also
aware that the Greeks neutralized their superiority because of
intérnal strife and disunity. Since he had fought and marched
with the Greeks of other states he had lost his parochial view-
point.v He wanted all Greece to be united in the quickest and
best way possible. In Agesilaus he felt that he had found the
man who cduld best bring about political unity and also conduct
a successful campaign against Persia. In the victory of Age-
silaus at Coronea, Xenophon must have had his hopes strengthened.
It was after this that he produced the Cyrogaedia,lo to léy out
what seemed to him the ideal form of government for the Hellenic

world torn by parochialism, namely a beneficeént: monarchy.

lOThe exact date of the writing of the Cyropaedia is unknown.

That is was written after Xenophon had opportunity to observe the
Spartan system is likely, since Book I seems to be a description
of the Spartan training for boys. That Xenophon wrote the work
before he became disillusioned with tyranny (about 370, see

infra 48-50) is obvious. Also see supra 30 note 38.
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In this work Xenophon states that his interest in Cyrus is
based on the fact that tocoG1ov Sihveynev elg 1O &pxetv &v%p&nwv.11
He attributes Cyrué&$? succéss to>four things~-his cultivation of
established religion, his military training, his humane treatment
of all men and his dedication to philosophy. In accordance with
the nature of established religion, he consﬁantly prayed ‘Eotiq
ety nallAul-natpéw.12 He was guided by omens. > He hevér under-
took an important campaign without sabrificing to the gods. Fin-
ally, when he had conquéred, he maintained his worship of Zeus and
‘the other gods.lh The motivation of his religious life follows:
T toUg 6k mapéxovtag favtols €vduioe pdiiot’dv Enl Td naAk ual
&yada énafpexv,»énein;p apywv Av &gtﬁv, el adtdoc éavtdv &ne-
SdewuvideLy meLpwto Tolg &dpyouévoic ndvtwv pdAiota ueuocunuévov.

15

gl & A ‘u . ’ ~ . ) . .

TN apeTn. ¢+ s OUTW &M YLYVWOHWY TPWTOV UEV TA MEPL TOUG &
. ~ 2 ~ ’ L \ » ~
$€0UG pHaAAOV EUTMOVOUVTIA EMESELUVVUEV EQVUTOV EV TOUTW TW

xobvw, énel &vdaipovéotepog ﬁv.16
Thus his religious example was to direct his subjects to be

nahol uhyadofl.
Cyrus, as has already been pointed out, was trained in

regimental fashion similar to that of the Spartans.

2¢yr. 1, 6, 1; III, 3, 58; VII, 1, 26; VII, 5, 57; VIII,
7, 2. Greek religion did not have an extreme sense of its own
uniqueness and thus a Greek would simply apply the customary
names to foreign equivalents; cf. Herodotus, Book II.

Beyr. 1,6, 1; II, 4, 19.
thoyr. vIII, 3, 11, 12.
5¢yr. VIII, 1, 21.
16cyy. VIII, 1, 23.
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He also practised for war in the way that was considered the

18

best,17 by hunting. He developed his men for war by putting

them through exercises designed to make them perspire and by
taking them on the hunt.19

Cyrus then set up an elaborate military system.zo The
reason for this is clear from one of his speeches: ... d &’ av
dodvtanta fi, &vayun tavta &el mpdyuata napéxetv.2$ The result of
the pyramidal structure of command that is used in Cyrus' army
is discipline and a transmission of honourable military skills
through the example of thé leaders.??

From these elaborate military preparations come two posi-
tive benefits. In addition to presenting the obvious military
superiority of Cyrus' troops, Xenophon emphasizes that Cyrus
accumulated knowledge that enabled him to form a government,
bureaucratic in nature. As a result of this bureaucracy Cyrus
had centralized all the administrative functions, ®ote nal @
Kipw €y€éveto OA{yoiLc Sraheyopévw undtv twv oluelwv &tnueritwe

23

ExeLv.“’ Military experience, then, produced a careful and com-

plete ruler.

176yr. 1, 2, 10.

18cyr. I, 4, 15.

YWeyr. 11, 1, 20-22; VIII, 1, 34.
20

Cyr. V, 1, 20-28.
Rlcyr. IV, 5, 37.
22cyr., TII, 1, 30, 31 and II, 2, 28.
23Cy’r. VIII, 1, 14, 15. ©See Neal Wood, "Xenophon's Theory
of Leadership," Class. et Med., XXV (1964) 33-66.
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Cyrus also possessed the quality of philanthropia. Through

the exercise of this quality he won the allegiance of his fellow
countrymenmP who later became the basis of his powerful army.25
Cyrus also sought to inculcate this quality in his soldiers. In
one of his speeches concerning their conduct he says of the con-
fiscation of an enemy's property, obxouv &8uxlq ve €Eete i &V
26

€xnte, &R gLiavopwnigrodn’ &parpfioeode, fiv Tv date €xevv adtolg.

Cyrus' philanthropia is based on enlightened self-interest. He

exhibits this trait as the best way to remove enmitiéé and #11-
will, whether this concerns the nations that his army conquers
or his own personal safety.

fpwtov pEv yap Sux &el tov ypbvou pLiavdpwniav Tne

puxng wg &80vato wdiiota vepdvilev, Hyoluevog, lLomnep od

5&6L6v dotL @LAetv ToUg pioetv Sonovvtag ods’ eldvoetv Tolg

nandvoig, oVtw nal Tolg yvwodéviag ws gLAovor ual edvoolaiv,

odu Gv 6Vvac%aL pLoetodalL UNO TWV w;kefoeat ﬁyouuévwv.27
As a result, first Cyrus obtains the willing obedience of his
subordinates. One of these, Chrysantes, addresses his felloW-
commanders and urges them to obey Cyrus and to offer themselves
for whatever service Cyrus may need them. The motivation for
this is stated at the beginning of his speech:

ot te yap natépeg mMPovooUoL Twv Taidwy

onwe unmote adrtobe tdyadd Emirelyer,

hcyr. I, 4, 1.
25

5

r., II, 1, 19.

¥

26gcyr. VII, 5, 73.

g

27cyr. VIII, 2, 1.
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Kupbc t€ uoL Sonet vOv cuuBouhevelv huiv do’
ov pdhiot’ dv eddaipovouvvteg 6Larexofuev.28
Second, Cyrus achieves a lasting fame in which the fact that
he was @LAavpwrdtatog in spirit is told in story and ¢

. s m ~ 29
celebrated in song bno Twv BapBdpwyv £TL AL vuv.

Cyrus 1is also célebrated in song because he is mukouaéécraroz?
This quality is demonstrated when Cyrus engages in a long dia-
logue with his father concerning the importance of religious
@bservance, the practical expression and value of beneficence,
the‘best kinds of military training and tactics (when it is
best to attack the enemy, and how to take advantage of the ene-
myts weakness), S. I. Peasell has, among other things, analysed
the various types of battles in which Xenophon sets forth the
tactics involved. These include the open battlefield (7,,1),
siege (7, 5), border-raidsitl, L), mountain-fighting (3, 2),
and night-fighting (3, 3-4, 2). Many of these are preceded
or followed by discussion between Cyrus and some of his closest
advisers and friends in which the actions undertaken are discus-
sedy While these can hardly be considered as examples of philo-
sophical literature of the Platonic type, the fact that many of

these matters are set forth in dialogue form impresses one with

28cyr. VIII, 1, 1.
29

3

Cyr. I, 2, 1.
Ocyrs 1, 6, 2.

31s. 1. Pease, "Xenophon's Cyropaedia, the Compleat General,"
Class. Journ., XXIX (1933) 436-40.
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the idea that Cyrus was a rational, calculating, perceptive and
self-controlled man who refused to act.without giving his poli-
cies careful consideration.

While this type of discussion is of great importance, what
makes Cyrus peculiarly fit to rule is that he surpasses all his
fellows in foresight and intellectual ability. The entire dia-
logue32 between Cyrus and his father assumes Cyrus' superior
rationality. Near the end the discussion turns to Cyrus' rela-
tionship with his subjects. His father (who is obviously giving
Xenophontean advice)'says,‘

ev 8t xph nal touvto eldévar 8ti Sndoouc

&v &Evotg cov melPeodar, nal éxuetvol mdvieg

33

2 ’ 0y .~ Y ~ »
af LWoOVoL Ot MPO EAUTWY PBOUVAEVECHAL .

A man who wishes to rule successfully and obtain the obedience
of his people must have greater wisdom than most men since this
is what his countrymen expect of him.

Nevertheless this does not free the monarch to make arbit-
rary decisions as he pleases. In addition to the restraints
placed upon him by his discussions with his advisers, he makes
his decisions with the law as his guide. This is the advice
that his mother gives the young Cyrus concerning the principle
of kingship that distinguishes Persian monarchy from Median

tyranny.

32%¢¥r. I, 6, 1-46.
Beyr. I, 6, 42.
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wal & odbc mathp mpotoc T tetayufva WEV TMOLEL
T ﬂélet,AT& tetaypéva 8t AapBdver, uétpov 8E
abte oy f duxh &AN' & véuog Eotiv. 34
The reason that vduog is to be Cyrus' (and the ideal King's)
guide is that it adduces the cooperation of the people of the
nation. Again We return to the dialogue and this time note
what part of his father's advice Cyrus repeats.

tobg 6& &déuvta ebyopévoug Spolwe Epnoda

elnde elvar mapd ety &tuxetv Womep nal

napd &V8odnwvi &npantely Tobe mapdvoua 6eouévoug.35
Thus regard for vOuOS is essential if one is to achieve anything
among men and becomes the key to the ideal ruler's success. The
successful monarch, then, displays religious reverence, philan-
thropia, military excellence and intellectual superiority within
the framework of vépuog. As the embodiment of good government
Cyrus is an exemplary individual.

This kind of polity was espoused by Xenophon because of its
great stability.36 He had begun by refleciing on the many revo-
lutions that take place and then noticed the inability of masters
even in private homes to maintain their authority. In contrast,
ong man, Cyrus, ruled not only his own household but a vast empire.
As a result Xenophon séys, Avaynalduesa petavoetv ph
| olte twv &duvdtwy olte TV Yaremav Epywv B TO &vepdnwv

» » ] 4 ~ ’ . 37
APYXELV,y MV TLE ENMLOTAREVWS TOUTO TPATTY

3heyr, 1, 3, 18.
BSeyr. I, 6, 6.
36cyr. I, 1, 1.
37cyr. 1, 1,3.
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The adverb émniotapévwg indicates that the author intends to
describe one who does know how to provide stability in his rule.

As a result of the foregoing consideration, I think that we
can now give a reasonable and unﬁavering answer to the question,
"Why did Xenophon fight against his home-state_at Coronea?™
Wearied of the continual quarreling and provincialism, Xenophon
felt that the only hope for the Greek states was to set up the
most stable form of government he could imagine--a beneficéntt
monarchy. Agesilaus momentarily seemed to fit this ideal and so
Xenophon rejected his mother-state for the good of all Greece.

No discussion of the Cyropaedia is complete without exami-
nation of the last chapter. Xenophon states that the purpose of
his investigation is the.discovery and preserntation.of:a man who
excelled in governing.38 Yet in the last part of his work he says:

&yl utv 6% olpar &nep Vnedéunv dneipydoSar pou.

pnul vap Mépoag nal tolg obv adtotg xal &oeBeotépoug

nepl Seovg nal avooLwtfpoug mMepl oUYYEVELS nal

&6 unwtépoug mepl tobg &Ahoug ual &vavdpotépoug

& elg 1ov néhepov vov f) nmpdovev &nodedeiydal. 39
To prove that the Persians of his day are inferior to those of

the past does not seem to be the purpose of Books I - VIII, 7, 28,
which are clearly presenting Cyrus and all the Persians in a most
favourable light. Only the last chapter indicates anything dero-

gatory about the Persians and this in direct contradiction to

38oyr. I, 1, 6.
39cyr. VIII, 8, 27.
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statements of the preceding part of the book. Xenophon intro-
duces his record of the Persians' degenerate tendencies with the
following statement: moAl &% nal tdde xelpoveg NI stct.4o
In contrast the institutions and practices of CYrus in the previ-
ous part of the work are frequently said to endure ovtw nal VUV
ETL. 41 These contradictory statements can be resolved by the
assumption that there is a long time-lapse between one adverb
(vOv), and the other. That ten or twenty years have passed is
possible. Nevertheless, this does not seem to me to be suffi-
cient. There‘is an obvious change of purpose. What the nature

of this change is, why and when itcame about, must be the subject

of our further consideration.

4Ocyr, vVIII, 8, 4.

Woye. 1,3, 2; I, 4, 27; II, 4, 20; III, 3, 26; IV, 2, 8;
IV, 3, 23; VIII, 1, 6; VIII, 1, 37; VIII, 2, 4; VIII, 2, 7;
VIII, 4, 5; VIII, 6, 16. Not one of these passages indicates

anything derogatory about "the present-day Persian."



CHAPTER IV
XENOPHON AND TYRANNY

After the Battle of Coronea, Xenophon continued his friend-
ship with Agesilaus and encouraged him in the pursuit of a united
Greece. Until the King's Peace of 386 Agesilaus was the dominant
figure on the Greek political scene.1 It was also during this
time that Thebes tried to reestablish the Boeotian League and thus
incurred the hatred of Agesilaus,2 Xenophon and, probably, the
whole of Greece.-> Xenophon's dislike of Thebes was based on the
fact that she was one of the main causes of the strife that fol-
lowed both Coronea in 394 and the King's Peace of 386. As a
result, Xenophon could wview only with great dislike those who
oUVEXDS OE BOUNEULSMEVOL ... Omwg Gv Thy hyepoviav AdBoiev T7g 'Ekkééog,
since they disrupted the plan that was ﬁppermost in Xenophon'é
mind: to bring an end to the internal strife among the Hellenés
and to their self-destruction. It was because of this disruptive
work of the Thebans, the rebuilding of Athenian strength and the
activity of Conon on behalf of the Persians, that Sparta and
Agesilaus no more than held their own against their antagonists.5

But when Antalcidas managed to negotiate a peace with King

ge11. 1V, 5, 1.
2e1l. V, 1, 33.
3Henr'y, Greek Historical Writing, 207,208.

bgerl1. vII, 1, 33.
Hell. V, 1, 36.
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Artaxerxes in which the Greek states were to be autonomous,
and Athens was pacified in that she was allowed to retain Lemnos,

Imbros and Scyros, Xenophon says that the Spartans moAb &miwvbéorepor

(N

f:%évcﬁ?é@il@In becoming the champion of the King's Peace Sparta

i

obtained control of the internal and external policy of the Greek
states. Through making the other states autonomous Sparta des-
troyed the Boeotian League and much of the power of Athens.8
Thus Sparta was now in a position to give leadership to all
Greece in dealing with Persia and Agesilaus in particular could,
as king of Sparta, go about the business of making all the
Greeks favourable to him and of fulfilling the expectations that

Xenophon expresses in the Cyropaedia. This was Xenophon's hope

as he viewed the King's Peace.

It appears'that, at first, Agesilaus tried to follow the
policy of treating those who had been hostile before the Peace
of 386 with kindne559 in accordance with the ideal policy that

Xenophon sets forth in the Cyropaedia.lo For when the Spartans

bge11. vV, 1, 31.

THell. V, 1, 36. That Xenophon miscalculated the amount
of antagonism that the Peace evoked among the Greek states is
obvious. Cf. Isocrates, Panegyricus 115-122.

8Hel1l. V, 1, 36.

9fell. Vj,2, 1-3.
107pe story of Panthea is one of Xenophon's most vivid
illustrations of the advantages of treating a captured enemy with

dignity and respect, V, 1, 2-17; VI, 1, L5.
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set out to chastise the Mantineans,ll Agesilaus excused himself
from leading an expedition of revenge.12 Gradually, however, as
the Spartans continued their arrogant and vengeful policy, Age-
silaus was also drawn into the t\irmoil13 and, instead of attach-
ing the other Greek states to Sparta through kind and dignified
treatment, he alienated many Hellenes by helping to set up pro-
Spartan oligarchies in several of the st:ates.:uP

It seems that it was during thisggeriod of increased harsh-
ness on the part of the Spartans that Xenophon gradually became
awé;e of some of the difficulties that are present in a monarchy.
After describing the defeat of the Spartans at Olynthus in 381 he
suggeststhat men should never chastise anyone, even slaves, in
anger, mOAAAuLS Yip noal Sdeomdtair dpyilduevol pellw nand Enagov
f énolnoav.... ﬁ UEV Yap 6pyhv&npov6nrov, N 8t Yvéun‘onénEL oStV HtTov

uf to ndon A Smwe BAAYD tu tobe moreuiove. 15 This censure echoes

the policy already enunciated in the Cyropaedia that in dealing

with one's enemies one must seek above all to avoid thaste:and

tholughtlessness.

11lye11.

vV, 2
124011, v, 2

Dherr. v, 3, 13.
hyer1. v, 3
v, 3

15He11.
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After the King's Peace the Spartans achieved a position in
which the Thebans were completely in their power since they held
the Theban acropolis, the Corinthians were forced to support
Sparta, the Argives were humbled, the Athenians were without
allies and their own unfaithful allies had been punished.16
Xenophon ends the account of these Spartan achievements with
the statement, mavtdmaciv Hén nahwg nal &ogahwg 7 &oxh £66ne
abto;g uateonevdodaL . That Xenophon questioned the validity of
this superficial tranquillity seems obvious from the statement
that. introduces the next section, in which he lays the blame for
Sparta's defeat at Leuctra in 371 on the Lacedaemonians for fail-
ing to abide by the King's Peace, which guaranteed that the Greek
states should remain autonomous.>’ Xenophon writes,

TOAAX pEvV oUv &v Tic Exoil nal dAAa Afyelv wnal ‘EAAMVLxX

wal BapBapiud, wg 9eol. oUTE Twv &ceﬁoévth olTe TWV

dvéora moLovvtwy &ueholor® vov ye uhv AEEw T& mponelpeva.

Aansdarudviol te yap ot dudocavrec adrovduovg LéoeLy

tac méherg thv &v @RBaic dupdmorilv matacyévteg Um’

)~ - U
abtwv pévwy Tov &Suundévtwy Enoldodnoav ., dmtiy b

1

By using words such as &véoia, &85unn9$évtwv and énwohdodnoav he
indicates that the Thebans had been treated unjustly, that the

guilt lay with the Spartans and that seizing the Theban acropolis

6he11. v, 3, 27.
74e11. V, 4, 1. Cf. Hell. VII, 3, 6-12 where there is

a severe indictment of one-man rule.
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was an act of irreverence. That Xenophon's condemnation applies
not oﬁly to Sparta generally but to Agesilaus in particular
becomes evident--when one reads the account of Sparta's invasion
of Cadmea carefully. Here Xenophon mentions specifically that
Agesilaus supported Phoebidas! invasion of Cadmea in facefof:thé
anger of the Ephors and the majority of the citizens.18 Thus
there is little doubt that Xenophon disagreed with Agesilaus
over the policy followed after 386. As he saw the mistreatment
of the other Greek states by Sparta and Agesilaus under the pre-
text of enforcing the King's Peace, he became disillusioned with
his former ideal government aﬁd realized that beneficent:one-man
rule was perhaps an impractical ideal. It was for this reason
that he wrote the Hiero, in which he expresses his growing doubt
about kingship (significantly Hiero is a tyrant) as the ideal
form of government in a rather oblique way.19 This work presents
an imaginary conversation between the tyrant Hiero and the poet
Simonides. L. StrausszO has pointed out that the use of conver-
sation puts the work in the realm of philosophical literature,
compels a confrontation of the wise man and the pupil, and leads
one to consider the question of the relationship gf theory to
practice. It also furnishes proof of the unjust tyrant's unhappi-

ness since the tyrant himself indicts.tyranny in the first

18ge11. Vv, 2, 25-32.

19He is oblique because Agesilaus and the Spartans had
befriended him and it would have been rather incongruent with
the interests of Xenophon to speak clearly.

20y, Strauss, On Tyranny 33.
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portion.2l It does not prove that a beneficent tyrant is happy.
It only promises.22 The work then places an actual situation
opposite an ideal one; we know that the former exists. The
basis upon which an appeal to the ideal one-man rule is made
to Hiero is that it will- give him greater pleasure and more
honour and love.23 A political conversation that one would
expect to be dealing with such ideas as virtue, justice and
government in contrast emphasizes the pleasure or pain arising
from the acts of the ruler. This demonstrates that on a prac-
tical level the one-man government is motivated by an intro-
spective kind of selfishness--a level at which appeals to a
lofty ideal such as virtue or justice are useless., Neverthe-
less, a wise man must try to improve the government and thus
Simonides appeals as best he can.to Hiero by first making him
aware of his wretched lot and then setting before him the
alternative that, since rulers are able mnoANanmAdoLa MEV SLanpdTTov—
TES &éektfg,24 it is likely that they mal moAl waAlov @LAetodat
Gy 16wty .22

The advice of Simonides is listened to by Hiero but after

)

he has heard it he does not say-anything. The implication is

2lyiero 1-8, 13.
22Hiero 11, 14.
23Hiero 11, 12.
2hfiierc 8, 7.
25Tp14.
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that he believes Simonides! advice to be full of wisdom for he
acknowledges that Simonides is a wise man.26 But, as A. Kojéve
has pointed out,27 he does not say that he is going to follow
Simonides's adﬁice and hence we assume that he is not going to
do anything about it. Simonides has set the good tyranny oppo-
site the bad one. It is up to Hiero to ask Simonides how he
could maintain himself in power without having recourse to vio-
lence while gaining ydpi.¢ by means of appropriate measures.
Hiero does not do this. By portrayihg Hiero as rejecting good
advice, Xenophon further indicates that good tyranny that is not
legal rule but nevertheless rule over willing subjects (as in

the Cyropaedia) and thus dependent on the character of the

tyrant is achieved with great difficulty.

26Hiero i, 1.
275l exandre Kojéve, "Tyranny and Wisdom," in L. Strauss,

On Tyranny, 1hk.



CHAPTER V
XENOPHON'S DEFENCE

In 371 after the Battle of Leuctra Scyllus fell into the

1 As

hands of the Elaeans and Xenophon went to live in Corinth.
a result of this battle Athens and Sparta moved closer together
politically and a reconciliation seems to have taken place
between him and Athens since his son died while fighting in the
Athenian cavalry in 362;2 Because he had observed that Agesilaus
had failed to check the rising power of Thebes, Xenophon was
driven to seek a new solution to ﬁhe problem of Greek disunity.
As he considered his own experience (perhaps in analysing what
had made it possible for the Ten Thousand to act in harmony) he
concluded that unity had been the result of the combined leader-

ship of an Athenian, himself,> and a Spartan, Cheiriisophos. As

he generalized from his own experience, he must have seen a ray

Diog. Laert., 2, 53,and 5i.

2Ipid.

3Thatthis might be an exaggerated role is doubtful when
one reflects that Xenophon rose to a position of prominence
after the Greek strategoi had been killed. J. Roy ("The Mer-
cenaries of Cyrus!" Historia XVI [1967] 293) defends the posi-
tion of Xenophon in the Anabasis by'drawing a parallel from
Anab. 1II, 2, 5, where Clearchus held the position of primus

inter pares not because he had been elected but because his

colleagues saw that he was a natural leader.
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of hope for all Greece. Perhaps, under the combined leadership
of Athens and Sparta, Greece could achieve political harmony.

In order to convince the Athenians of what was for Xeno-
phon a new political ideal, it was essential that he make a
defence acceptable to them. About 370 he undertook the writing

of the Memorabilia.h That he began it as an apology of Socrates

is clear.”’ Part of this apology seems to be that Socrates' tea-
ching was protreptic in that he always led his true students to
arete, before he made them masters of dialectic. He did this

mainly through his knowledge of religion. According to the pre-

sentation in the Memorabilia, Socrates believed in a kind of all-

. ¢« __ o LY ~ -~ -~
pervasive divinity. yvdoelL 10 9€tov OTL TOgOUTOV ®al ToLoUTdV E0TLV
< ? v ’ L = N . F 4 [ -~ ~ s U
wod apa NAVTA OPAV HAL TAVTE AUOVELY KAL RAVIAYXOU MAPELVAL KAl QAUX
ftdvTov éniughéﬁo&até6 This divinity, when worshipped vépy TéAEwg ...
RATR 669&pﬁy¢};7Will counsel man in matters that are unknown to

.8 . . .
him. By setting forth these ideas as the basis of Socrates!
religion, Xenophon makes him a supporter of traditional Greek
religion in order to answer the charge that he did not believe

in the gods of the state.

hMg@. IIT, 5, 4 anticipates a Boeotian invasion. This was
highly unlikely between 403 and approximately 371 because Thebes
and Athens were nominally involved in intrigue against Sparta
(Hell. VI, 3, 1). Hence one must assume that publication was
after 371.

SMem. I, 1, 1.

6M§g. I, 4, 18, Socrates is speaking to Aristodemus.

"Mem. IV, 3, 16. Cf. I, 3, 1 and 3.

8Mem. I, 4, 18.
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Xenophon makes another point in Socratest defence. He had

also been accused of bringing new gods into the state. The

extent to which this charge was true according to the Memorabilia

was that Socrates' psyche had a greater share in 10 9etov,
because of which he had special guidance & te xph moielv xal @ uﬁ-g

Since all men share to some degree in 10 &etov,10 Socrates!
religion is presented as the normal religion of all the Greeks.
That Socrates experienced special guidance in comparison with
other Greeks emphasizes the paradox of Socrates! religious views.,
His religion is at the same time similar to the common religion
of most Greeks and yet superior.

In considering the purpose to be served by these religious

views, we find Xenophon's defence linked with that of Socrates.

It seems that a man of ability could be kept from injustice and

evil-doing by the proper awareness of the gods. For Xenophon
says of Socrates:
. LY T . < . by \
TO MEV OUV AEUTLHOUC HAL TPAUTLUOUG HAL UNMXAVLHOUG
’ - ’ ] 1.4 2 L I d
YiLyYvESoHAL TOUG OouVOVTAG OUM Egmeudev, aAia mPOTEPOV
toltwv deto xpnvair cwppogldvnv adrtoig Eyyevéodar.

A Y - . -~ L) ~ i
TOVUS YXpP &VEU TOU owPPOVELY Tavta Suvapévoug s,

&6 Lnwtépouc TE Mal SuvATWTEPOUS HAROUPYELV

Mem. IV, 3, 12.
0Mem. IV, 3, 14.
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tvéuilev elvai. mpltov pev &% mepl 9Seovg

dneLpato owppovag moLELy Tolg cuvévrag.11
Conversely, if someone has been made cwppwv TePL %sogg (prudent
concerning traditional Greek religion) by Socrates (and Xenophon
takes care to point out that he himself heard the conversation
concerning the gods recorded in IV, 3, 2-18) such a person is
obviously Simaidtepog mal Suvatwrtepog dyadoupyeLv.

The establishment of this relationship between Xenophon and
Socrates could hardly be considered as a defence of Socrates
(unless there was also a defence of Xenophon) since Xenophon had
been in disgrace at Athens for approximately twenty years before

he wrote the Memorabilia. But should there be a defence of

Xenophon and should his exile be repealed (although, in fact,
brought about by political pressure) Socrates would indirectly
be justified in the eyes of the common people. The defence of

one was part of the defence of the other. Then the question
12

whether the publication of the Memorabilia, the Hellenica, and
llMem. IV, 3, 1-2.odppwv mepl 9eols means "of a sound
mind, prudent, discreet concerning the gods." Since Socrates is

trying to make men thus, Xenophon must mean owppwv in the Soc-
ratic religious sense discussed above.

21rpe date of the publication of the Hellenica depends on a
statement of Xenophon that, after the death of Alekander of
Pherae in 358, Tisiphonus held the position of ruler'&xpt od

06e & A8yog &ypdgpeto (Hell. IV, L, 38).
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the Anabasis13 came before or after Xenophon'sexile was rescinded
is unimportant. Of importance is the fact that the common people

of Atheps read them.

13The Anabasis was written after 394 since Xenonhon had not
yet been exiled at that time and reference is made to hiscexile

~in VII, 7, 57. A. Lesky, A History of Greek Literature, 618,

suggests that the publishing of the Anabasis can be put after 379
as it assumes the withdrawal of the Spartan garrison from Theban
Cadmea; Anab. VI, 6, 9. Cf. Hell. V, 4. Joseph Mesk, "Die

Tendenz der Xenophontischen Arabasis," Wien. Stud., XLIII (1922-

23) 136-146, suggesté that the best evidence for the publication-.
date, however, is found in the description of his estate at Scyl-
~lus in V, 3, 7-13; In this péssage all the festivities celebrated:
there are described either in the imperfect or the aorist tense.
If these activities persisted when this passage was written, the
use of these tenses would be inappropriate. The imperfects clear-
1y indicéte reiterative activity previous'to the writing of this
passage, and the aorists activity in the past that has stopped.
There are a number of forms of edul (EBveiov,toriv(3]) in the pre-
sent- tense. Most of these refer to the estate, which would natur-
ally continue to exist even though Xenophon did not occupy the
land. There is also one perfect, £otnue, which refers to the
altar that was set up in past time and is probably still in exis-
tenceAat the time of writing. From the foregoing it seems clear
that Xenophon no longer occupied Scyllus when this passage was
written. Hence, the Anabasis must have been published after

Leuctra (371). 1In addition I hope to show (see infra 56-60)
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In making his defence in the Anabasis Xenophon pointedly
ignores his exile for his part in the Battle of Coronea and
hints that it was because of his excursion with Cyrus.lh Now
there is no doubt that any involvement with the Persians would
irritate many of the people of Athens (for they had supported
Sparté in the Peloponnesian War) but that he had been in the
Spartan camp at Coronea would have been intolerable. Therefore,
he candidly admits that he went with the Persians; not as a

mercenary, however, but as a friend of Proxenus.15 His only

thét the work contains apologetic elements. Certainly there
would have been little point in publishing such a document
before 371 since III, 1, 5-7 hints that Xenophon was philo-
Laconian and publication would only have increased hostility
toward him.} After this date, howevef, the treaty between Athens
and Sparta would have removed some of the stigma of being pro-

Spartan. Cf. G. B. Nussbaun, The Ten Thousand, 5. For further

discussion see A. Kappelmacher, "Xenophon und Isokrates," Wien.
Stud., XLIIT (1922) 212-213; J. Morr, "Zum Sprachgebrauche Xeno-
phons, " Wien. Stud., XLVIII (1930) 11-24; and M. MacLaren,

"Xenophon and Themistogenes," TAPA LXV (1934) 240-247.
Ypnap., TIII, 1, 4-7.
YVmig. 173, 1,
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activity until the death of Cyrus is to fulfill the customary
16

religious ritual. Furthermore, Xenophon and the other Greeks
had been deceived about the purpose of the expedition.17 Only
after the Battle of Cunaxa does Xenophon undertake to fight and
then it is clearly for the Greeks agéinst the Persians.

One of the most striking things about his autobiography in
the Anabasis is his constant attendance to customary religious
ritual. First, we note that he set out on this expedition
after he had offered sacrifices according to the prescription
of the Delphic Oracle.l8 Again, we find that Xenophon and the
generals dutifully set aside a tenth of the plunder for Apollo
of Delphi and Artemis of Ephesus.19 When the army has been con-
taminated byian.impious deed of a large body of men, it is at
Xenophon's suggestion that it is cleansed by the customary
purification-rites.zo Finally, before his last undertaking in
the work (which is, of course, successful), we find him sacri-

21

ficing whole swine T TaTply vuw. In all this he is obviously

S 3
acting in accord with ta mepl 9eovc véuiua.

Y4nab. I, 8, 15, 16.
17pnab. III, 1, 10.
18pnap. III, 1, 8.
Ypnav. v, 3, 4.
Opnab. Vv, 7, 35.

2lpnab. VII, 8, 5.
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There is, however, much more to Xenophon's religion than
that.v He also has a share of that peculiar divinity attributed
to Socrates. During the course of the army's return he is gui-
ded by the gods in a dream to predict that the difficult situa-
tion in which the army finds itself will be favourably resolved.22
Again, in the midst of a difficult battle, a god reveals battle-
tactics to Xenophon through a natural phenomenon.23 As a result
of this guiding genius Xenophon and his companions, ol &nd v

SHEWV &pxéugvo;, have not erred in policy, and achieve more honour
than those who talked boastfully, as though'poséessing greater
wisdom, made a tactical error and suffered as a result.?

Closely related to the idea of guiding genius is Xenophon's
ability to understand divination because of his constant atten-
dance at sacrifices. 1In fact, even an authority in divination,
Silanus, & p&vtig, did not dare to distort the omens when Xeno-
phon was‘looking on.25 On the basis of this great knowledge of
omens, Xenophon refused to usurp the military leadership that
rightly belonged to the Lacedaemonians;26 he was forced to remain

with the army when it reached the Hellespont, although he desired

22pnab. IV, 3, 8-13. Cf. also III, 1, 11-25.
23pnab. V, 2-24.

2hpnap. VI, 3, 18.

25inab. V, 6, 29.

26pnab. VI, 1, 31.
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to go home;27 he refused to hand over the army to Cleander, the
governor of Byzantium28 (which undoubtedly would have caused
difficulty for some members of the army, such as Agasias and
perhaps those mercenaries who were from the states friendly to
the Athenians at that time); and he did not remain with Seuthes,
the Thracian,29 but went back into Ionia (where he later handed
over the ammy to the 3partan, Thibron). Some of these acts
seem almost contradictory. Some might have been the cause of
ill1-will at Athens or Sparta. However, on the basis of his skill
in divination he must be exonerated,BO for this reliance on the
will of the gods makes his leadership free from self-interest
and his actions unassailable by all who -actually believe in the
gods and those who seem to. Only those who are unconcerned that
they might appear impious would dare to harbour any‘ill-will
toward Xenophon openly.

Throughout the actuai fighting and daily activity of the
return march it seemé to be Xenophon's purpose el TOLELV
adAlovg. Xenophon demonstrates this most vividly in his account

of the soldiertsinquiry. into the conduct of all the generals.Bl

27inab. VI, 2, 15.
28 pnab. VI, 6, 36.
2%nab. VII, 6, 4.

30G, B. Nussbaum, The Ten Thousand, 140-146, analyses the

importance of the"higher frame" in Xenophon's leadership. Cf.
Anab. V, 6, 28,
3lpnab. v, 8, 2-11.
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Here Xenophon, too, is charged (with striking a soldier) but
it is clearly shown that the motivation for his action is his
reverénce for life in that he forced one of his soldiers to
carry a wounded and dying man when he was about to bury him in
the snow, The rebuttal of his accuser is that the man died
later and, hence, he implies that Xenophon struck him unjustly.
To this Xenophon gives the fdllowing reply:

-~ o

nal Y&p NUELS oo. MEvTEC &mMOBavodueda® ToUTOU :ie Fuivs
odv Evena Cthag ﬁuﬁg Set uaropux%ﬁvau; 52
Clearly it was Xenophoﬁ's purpose that life, although only a
flicker, be preserved. This was the basis of his acquittal.

This theme of his concern for others is constantly reitera-
ted throughout the work. Finally, in the last chapter, after the
army has obtained a great deal of booty, Xenophon is rewarded by

those he has led, $ote iwavdy xal &Ahov H6n ed moielv. > Thus his

philanthropia, which is the basis both of his acquittal and com-

mendation by those he led, becomes an integral part of his apology.
In the Hellenica there is a further defence of Xenophon's
involvement with the Ten Thousand. On their return to the
Hellespont the army under Thibron's leadership had oppressed
certain Greek cities in a manner inconsistent with their rela-
tionship as allies. This had caused some criticism of Xenophon

for handing over the army to Thibron ¥ and had also brought the

32pnab. Vv, 8, 11.

33hnab. VII, 8, 24. Cf. V, 6, 28.
3hpnab. VII, 8, 24.
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army the censure of the Spartans. Xenophon's defence on the
first charge is found in the fact that even the Athenians had
sent a detachment of cavalry to Thibron.35 His defence against
the second charge istbased on tHe commendation sent by the
ephors to the army under its hew leader, to which the reply is
made, &', @ ‘avépeg Aanedaipdvior, nusug uév acuev ot adtol vuv
TE uat népvoLy * apxwv 58 GANOC pEv vuv, ahxog S€ 10 naPck%ov.to ooV

alTiov ToU vuv utv uh &Eapaptdvelv, téte 6€, adtol Adn inavol Lote

36

yYLyvdorelv.”? Since we have suggested that Xenophon's_éxile is

to be associated with the eventsof 394 it is also of interest to
note how Xenophon presents the Battles of.Nemea and Coronea.

First, the Athenians are described as the bravest of the allies,
for while the Boeotians were opposite the Spartans they were not
eager to fight, but, when the Athenians nata Aanedaipoviovg
évévovto, the Boeotians ed9bc ?§4e tepd naAd Epacav elvar nal mapihy-

veuhav mapaonevdCeodar b udyne Eoopévnc.’| Within a few months

38

Agesilaus accompanied by Xenophon came from Asia with his
troops. He was met by Boeotians, Athenians, Argives, Corinthians,
Aenianians, Euboeans and both groups of Locrians.>9 Agesilaus

occupied the right wing with the Orchomenians on his extreme

35Hell. 1III, 1, 4.
3ge11. III, 2, 7.
37He11. 1V, 2, 18
384nab. V, 3, 6.

39He11. IV, 3, 15.
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left.LPO Against him were stationed the Argives, while the Thebané
(as usuval) were facing the Orchomenians. When the forces met,
Agesilaus defeated the Argives, the Thebans defeated the Orcho-
menians, and the phalanx commanded by Herippidas and with him
the Ionians, Aeolians and Hellespontines rushed forth and elg 83pu

41

dpuudpevor Etpedav 1o nad’ avrtolc., Among the group designated

by ©t6 are to be found also ﬁhe Athenians but there is no further
mention of their name in connection with the Battle of Cor'onea.b’2
Obviously Xenophon seeks to avoid irritating the Athenians in
what must be for him a very delicate situation.

From our discussion we can conclude then that Xenophon's
defence of himself consists of the following points: 1) as a
friend of Socrates he had been subjected to Socrates! teaching
concerning the gods and thus was able to behave justly and to do
good (hya$doupygtv); 2) his account of his behaviour in the Anabasis
demonstrates his self-sacrifice in doing good within a religious
framework; 3) the activity of Xenophon and the army of the Ten
Thousand after its return to the area of the Aegean although
irritating to some Greek states (Athens included) is the fault
of a leader imposed on the army by Sparta; 4) in discussing. the
Battle of Coronea Xenophon attempts to play down the involvement
of Athens and to emphasize that it was Spartan against Theban
military policy. When he had made these points he was able to

urge a political alliance.

hOHe11. 1V, 3, 16.
blgerr, 1v, 3, 17.
42He11. IV, 3, 15-23.



CHAPTER VI
GREECE AND PERSIA

In the previous chapter we noted that Xenophon's concep-
tion of a new solution to the problem of Greek disunity had
motivated him to make a defence of himself and Socrates whose
pupil he was. If he was already cohsidering a new approach to
the problem then it should not be gurprising if we should also
find mention of his solution in the works that contain his

defence. This, in fact, is what we find. The Memorabilia, the

Anabasis.and the Hellenica, which, as has been demonstrated,
contain apologetic elements, also express political ideas that
differ markedly from his earlier views on the subject of Greek
unity. Since these ideas are sometimes expressed in oblique
ways, before we undertake consideration of them, it is necessary
to look at Xenophon's method of presentation.

One of the most obvious ways in which Xenophon presents
ideas is to take some figure from an earlier generation and to
idealize him to such an extent that he becomes the perfect bio-
graphical expression of these ideas. We have already seen that
he does this in the Cyropaedia, where Cyrus the Great becomes the
ideal monarch, although we know that not all his actions were of

. 1 .
such an ideal nature.® Xenophon uses Socrates in somewhat the

lHerodotus, I, 95-216. See also R. Hoistad, Cynic Hero and

Cyhic King, 82-86.
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same manner but the account is tempered because other people still

remembered the historical Socrates when the Memorabilia was

written.

Closely related to this biographical method is what might be
called autobiographical expression. Xenophon portrays himself in
the Anabasis acting out the ideas that are:enunciated .bySscrates in

the Memorabilia. As has already been shown there is a close

identification between his religious piety and the teachings of
Socrates as Xenophon gives them.2 Thus through his association
with Socrates he enhances his own reputation.

It is this method of expression that also enables Xenophon
to speak out on the political issues of the day. 1In the Memora-
bilia Socrates engages in political discussions with three men--
Pericles, Glaucon, and Charmides. Of immediate concern are the
latter two. Glaucon was a foolish youth EnLBuuov mpoatatedelv TAg

3 who had become watayéhactog. Socrates through skillful

ndéAewg
questioning shows Glaucon how utterly ignorant he is and thus
restrains him from making further foolish statements in public.

The implication is that if one knows nothing about politics one

should keep quiet. Onsthe contrary Socrates' discussion with

RNot only in religion but also in the area of philanthropia

is Xenophon portrayed as the embodiment of Socrates' teaching.
Cf. Mem. III, 9, 14, 15 and Anab. VII, 6, 4; 8, 23.
3Mem. TIII, 6, 1.
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Charmides, who does understand politics, is concluded by the
following: ‘

wol wh &uérer toOv tne méhewc,

el tL Suvatdv EotL 6.& ot BEATLOV ExeLv’®

toUtwy Yap nadwg &xdviwv ob pévov ol

aGAAot. moAtTaL, &AM xal ol ool gilot

ol abtog ol obu éAdyiova dpeifon.
It is the duty of the knowledgeable man to be active in poli-
tical life in order to benefit his fellow citizens and hence
himself. The motivation is once again thé sort that Xenophon's
age in retrospect would clearly understand. Since the idea of
Xenophon as the embodiment of Socrates' teachings seems well

developed in the spheres of religion and philanthropia, perhaps

Xenophon here endows himself with Socratic authority to speak and
act concerning the political situation in Greece.

Finally, Xenophon also uses speeches, given in a historical
setting; and direct statement to express certain political ideas.
The speech of Cyrus at the beginning of the inland march® demon-
strates this téchmique rather well. Cyrus, hoping to inspire his
troops, sets before them a picture of Persian riches. Although
this may have been the basic.description of Persia that Cyrus

actually gave to his troops in 401, the fact that Greeks read

AMEQ. III, 7, 9. Both Xenophon and Plato agree that although
Socrates did not particularily enjoy political involvement he
showed his political concern by trying to make politicians better.
Xenophon makes Socrates practical rather than ideological.

Shnab. I, 7, 6.
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this after 370 rust suggest to the minds of Xenophon's readers
the desirability of an invasion of Persia to bolster the sagging
fortunes of the Greek states.

To determine whether Xenophon is consciously presenting
these ideas one reguires some direct statement. That such
statements exist in the works of Xenophon that are aﬁ present
under consideration will be shown in our furthef discussion.

With the preceding methods of expression in mind let us turn
to an analysis of Xenophon's attitudes toward the three states
that were most prominently involved in the events that transpired
during his lifetime. If Xenophon still felt the necessity of war
against Persia that had led him to show great appreciation for
the work of Agesilaus in Asia from 396 to 394 and if at the same
time he had lost confidence in one-man rule, then it is reasonable
that he would somehow involve Sparta, Athens of Thebes in such an
undertaking.

The favourable portrayal of the Spartans in the Hellenica
has been considered an indirect defence of Xenophon's relation-
ship with them. Most certainly Xenophon exonerates the Spartans
for their actions in enforcing the King's Peace by placing the
blame for the beginning of hostilities upon the Argives, Boeotians
and the Corinthians for accepting Persian gold.6 Xenophon also

defends Agesilaus for acquitting Sphodrias (for Xenophon admits

OHell. IV, 4, 2.
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[N ~ > . ‘(C/ s , ’ ’ -
wal moAAoig £80Eev autn 87 .adumbtata dv Aaueéatuovt(ﬁ)éuun upu%ﬁwau)7

because of the philanthropia of their two sons and of Sphodrias!
honourable behaviour after the acquittal.8 Certainiy this inva-
sion of Piraeus by Sphodrias (because of the monetary exhortation
of the Thebans) was considered in a very grave light by the Athe-
niané. Xenophon's portrayal of these affairs might seem an indi-
rect apology for himself. I do not think that this is his purpose.
- Xenophon could not undertake a defence of his relationship with
the Spartans because this would have emphasized the polivical gap
between Athens and Sparta and would therefore have been contrary
to his other purpose, namely, the uniting of all Greece under the
hegemony of Athens and Sparta. E. Schwartz has suggested that

the Hellenica is Xenophon's interpretation of Sparta's involvement
in the events of the first half of the fourth centupy. He seeks
to clarify Spartan action to the Athenians (and to other Greek
states)in order to bring them closer-together.9 I should modify
this and say that this is one of his purposes in the second part

of the Hellenica (II, 3, 10 - VII, 5, 27),18 but the first part

THell. V, 4, 24.
Bhe11. v, 4, 33.
9Schwartz, E. "Quellenuntersuchung zur Griechischen

Geschichte," Rhein, Mus., XLIV (1889) 161-193.

101n addition to presenting'the rise, decline and fall of
Sparta up to the Battle of Mantinea, Xenophon displays a fascina-
tion for instruction through biographical paradigms. See Peter
Krafft, "Vier Beispiele des Xenophontischen in Xenophons Helle-

nika," Rhein. Mus. CX (1967) 103-150.
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is much earlier and had been undertaken as a completion of

Thucydides.11

L1y, Richards ("The Hellenics of Xenophon," Class. Rev. XV

[1901] 197-203) has demonstrated that only Hellenica I-II, 3, 10
(Hell. A) shows any clear resemblance to his earliest, work, the

Cynegeticus. Hell. B is distinctly different in style. Mac-

Laren ("On the Composition of Xenophon's Hellenica," AJP LV [1934]

123-139)enumerates the following: 1) the annalistic method of
reporting events is used in Hell. A but abandoned in Hell. B.

2) Sacrifices before a battle are mentioned only in Hell. B.

3) No expressions of praise or censure are found in Hell. A.

L) The words uhv, &te, Wote, ad, uévtoL, ye,8A are rarely found in
Hell. A but often in Hell. B. 5) The future optative is employed
only in Hell. B. 6) The military usages in Hell. A are similar
to those of Thucydides and are non-Doric; the usages in Hell. B
are often Doric and characteristic of the Anabasis. 7) At the

end of the account in Hell. B there is usually a short sentence
containing a demonstrative word such as oﬁrwg that really adds
nothing to the narrative; this phenomenon occurs L9 times in

Hell. B, once in Hell. A. 8) Xenophon never speaks in the first
person in Hell. A, but 19 times in Hell. B. £E. MacLaren enumer-
ates some other differences but I have chosen only those that I
find most convincing. Many of the others can be dismissed either
as subjective statement or as proportionate to the amount of
material in each part of the work. This drastic change, because
it occurs immediately after II, 3, 10 and is based on many instan-
ces, is interpreted as proof that a definite interval of time

passed between the composition of Hell. A and B.
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Xenophon's presentation of his relationship to the Spartans
in the Anabasis further emphasizes that he has no intention of
defending himself against any charge of being in sympathy with
them. In fact, Xenophon stresses that he worked in complete
harmony with the Spartan Cheirisophoes. After Cheirisophos
recognizes the worth of Xenophon to the army and also identifies
him as an Athenianlz there is complete harmony between the two
leaders, except for one incident when there is disagreement over
the treatment of a captive guide. Xenophon says that Toutd ve
8% Xeuprobpw nat Ecvopovti pdvov Sidpopov &v TN mopeiq yéveToa.,
In addition to this Xenophon constantly shows the utmost defer-
ence to the Spartan state. As a result of this deference he, an
Athenian, refuses to be chosagfhe single leader of the army,
Aaieéauuovfov &v8pbc mapdvrog. The Spartans deserve this respect

because they are the strongest Greek state.
£t ~ s v L . , ' ? , | 4 )
Opw Y&p OTL ®at TN matpidbL pov ov nMPOodeEV ENMAVGAVTO
nohepovvteg mplv &molnoav macav thv néAuv Suohoyelv

” LY o | » 5 15

Aanedaipoviovg nal QUTWV NYEROVAS ELVEL.

That this deference is in accofd with the will of the gods simply

reinforces the position that the Spartans had attained. Clearly,

then, Xenophon's relationship with the Lacedaémonians is not one

to be despised or defended but rather exalted.

Y2pnab.  III, 1, 45.
Lpnap. 1V, 6, 3.

Yippab., vI, 1, 26.

15
Anab. VI, 1, 27. Xenophon is speaking.

13
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Nevertheless, there is another aspect to the incident.

Xenophon was the first choice of the soldiers.16 Later when
Xenophon is on his way home but the army is in difficulty
Xenophon sails back and goes to them. ol &t otpatiwtatr £8éEavrto
h6éwe nal edH9Uc elmovto douevol . 17 | At another time Xeno-
bhon is described as qukoctpartétng.153Clearly, he had a great
influence on and appeal to the soldiers. Cheirisophos indicates
this in the speech he makes to the soldiers in accepting the
highest command when he quotes someone as saying of Xenophon,
before the election of one commanding officer, that abtdv
Tipaciwvt paAlov ApYXeELV cuve%skﬁ%at Aapdavel vt Tou Khedpyou
orpatsﬁuatog i tavte Adwwvi OvTLThis indicates that, although a
supreme commandér had been elected, Xenophon would always have
an unofficial share of the command. In addition to portraying
himself as the ebepyétng of the army, Xenophon here defines by
example the role of the Athenians in a united Greece. In the
contrast between his own and the leadership of Clearéhus, the
Spartan, the need for Athenian influence in Greek politics is
most evident. The first two books of the Anabasis give us an

insight into the activities of Clearchus as primus inter pares.

Xenophon sums up Clearchus' leadershipzo as follows: a) he was

fond of war; b) he was in a constant state of readiness for

6pnab. VI, 1, 19.

17pnab. VII, 2, 9.

184nav. VII, 6, 4.

9anab. VI, 1, 32. The ouv probably goes with &pyeiv.
20pnab. II, 6, 1-15.
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battle; c) he was self-controlled in frightening circumstances.
The next point is introduced with the statement, nal &pyinds 6’

21 The word éhéyexo indicates that there is some

ENéyeto elvar...
doubt in Xenophon's mind about the accuracy of this statement.
He then goes on to admit that Clearchus was competent in pro-
viding for his army. It is in the area of human relations that

Xenophon disagreed with the Spartan for he relied strictly on

compulsion and punished the army on principle because he said
‘6g 8oL TOV OTPATLWINY QOBELOSAL WAAAOV
fbv apyovta n tolUg moAeuloug, el wENAOL
A puhanig guAdEeLv A pilwv doéfeodar 7

&npo¢aq5gtwg Lévar mpdec Toug nokeu(oug.zz
The result of this kind of leadership was that in danger his men

followed him readily but, when the danger was past, those who
could would désert him for another commander. ZXenophon ends the

section concerning Clearchus' relationship to his soldiers thus:

N N 5 ’ [ N 2 »” [ ’ | 4 T 23
HaL yap ouvv Cpl«)\tq HEV HAL EUVOLQ ETMOUEVOUS OUéET[OTE: ELXEY-

2lpnab. 1II, 6, 8. The word éAéyeto is a third person pas-
sive. Whenever Xenophon wishes to express praise or blame he
does so in the first person as in the rest of this passage.
Impersonal or third—person construction usually indicates that
Xenophon does not agree. Consider the incident of Sphodrias;
Hell. V, 4, 15-34.

22pnab.  II, 6, 10.

23pnab. II, 6, 13.
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The implication is that, in addition to instilling discipline,
leadership must develop friehdship and goodwill among the fol-
lowers--something the Spartan had failed to do.

Clearchus has another fault as well. Although he is a
good administrator, he lacks directive ability. G. B. Nussbaum?X
has traced extensively his attempts to deceive the army by fail-'
ing to go through the organizational channels that the Greek
soldiers assumed to be in existence. Thus Clearchus lost the
confidence of the army, and in its place mistrust and suspicion
arose. It was, in fact, his total lack of inventiveness and
reluctance to commit himself to a course of action that precipi-
tated the crisis in which the army found itself when Xenophon
was elected general.25 The contrast is obvious. Clearchus the
Spartan although a good military administrator, failed miserably
in the important areas of human relations and political resource-
fulness. On the other hand, under the combined direction of the

26

Spartan,Cheirisophos (who posseséed mainly administrative ability)

2hkg, B. Nussbaum, The Ten Thousand, 118-120.

25pnab. II, 2, 1-5, 34.
26See G. B. Nussbaum, The Ten Thousand, 117. Part of the

success of this leadership also lies in its greater dependence
on the assembly. Xenophon displays an increased awareness of
the limitations of the individual and a more active reliance on

collective ingenuity than he does in the Cyropaedia. This is

a more democratic attitude.
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and the Athenian Xenophon (who specialized in philanthropia and

inventiveness) the army survived and escaped from its dangerous
situation. Thus it is the harshness and lack of creative policy-
making of the Spartans that evoke Athenian influence in Greek
politics.

Nevertheless, throughout the speeches in the Anabasis Xeno-
phon frequently makes the point that to survive against the
Persians good leadership and discipline are absolutely essential,

” N ] ’ [ S n » .

AVEV YXP aApXOVIwv OULUSEV AV OUTE HAAOV

” ? . ’ . LY V4

OUTE QYQYOV YEVOLTO wWg MEV OUVEAOVTL

glmelv obdapov, £v 6t 6% TOLg TMOAEWLMOLS

navtdnaciv. N piv ydp edtafla ofCerv Sonet,

n 6t &tatla moAloUg Né7 dnorbhenev . 217

Only under skillful guidance, with unity among the ranks, will
the Greeks be able AauBdveiv Tt t@wv HTttdévwv. But faction and divi-
sion can lead only to destruction.

In order to avoid this the leader must be strong and willing
to exercise discipline. The Spartans are the strongest. But the
people of culture and refinement, with an awareness of human dig-
nity, are the Athenians. Because of their appeal to the other
Greeks they can be the unifying force by means of which all
Greece may unite uhder Sparta's leadership but whom Sparta must
acknowledge particularly in making policy.

The Hellenica clearly reinforces this sﬁggestion. Sparta

is the strongest. She is the disciplinarian. She enforces the

27pnab. III, 1, 38. Cf. III, 2, 29-32.
28pnab. v, 6, 32.
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King's Peace of 386.29 The Spartans were defeated in the Battle
of Leuctra3® by the Thebans (as agents of the gods) not because
- they were the weékest, since they still had two regiments (one-
third of the army) at home, but because they had misused their
power.31 After this battle we find the Athenians taking the
lead in establishing an alliance based on the King's Peace and
thus in essence uniting much of Greece under Spartan leadership
while still maintaining adtovduouc eivat ouolwg xal winplds nal
peyalag néKELg.32 Before the Battle of Leuétra there is a series
of three speeches delivered by Athenian ambassadors to Sparta.33
Among these the first speaker, Callias, speaks in diplomatic
fashion about the desirability of.peace between Athens and Sparta
from a historical and a religious perspective., The second spea-
ker, Autocles, in pointing out the causes of war, speaks out on
behalf of the other cities of Greece. Finally, the third speaker,
Callistratus, points out the advantages of an alliance among the
cities of Greece with Athens and Sparta taking the lead for

elol uEv 8Amou macwv Twv MOAEwv al pEv T

S

. -~ 2
buétepa, al 6t ta huétepa gpovovodl, HAL EV

[y ?
géudotn méAeL ol utv Aaumwvilouoiv, ol &ttixifovoiv. 34

29Hell. V, 1, 35, 36.
3OHe11. VI, 4, 13-15.
3lpe1n. v, 4, 1.
32411, VI, 5, 1-3.
33He11. VI, 3, 1-20.
3bpell. VI, 3, 14.
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That Athens fulfilss the role of uniting Greece in a historical
situation does not necessarily mean that Xenophon had this in
mind for her. That ambassadors make speeches that suggest this
course of action to his readers does emphasize the role that
Xenophon had defined for her by example in the Anabasis.

The presentation of the political activities from 374 to
369 in the Hellenica35 reveals clearly what policies Xenophon
endorsed by the attitudes he expresses toward the men involved.
Two of the men who are linked in the narrative are the Athenians,
Iphicrates and Callistratus (mentioned earlier). When Xenophon
has given the account of Iphicrates' hasty sea voyage to Corcyra
to give aid to the democratic faction fighting against the Spar-
tans and commendéd him for his training methods, he writes the

following.

2 ’ . ’ ~
! &yl ukv &% tadtnv ThHy otpatnylav Twv

? ’ 2 o ] ~ .4 LY
IpLupdToug OLY MULOTA ETALVW, EMELTA HAL
- ”~ ‘ ”~

10 mpooehéodalL uelevoar eavtw KaAAlotpatdv

36

. ’ ? ’ ] ’ "
TE TOV ONUNYOPOV, OU UAAX ETLTNOELOV OVIQA seee

Two very important points emerge from this passage. First, the
words oUX MxioTa indicate that, although there has been no men-
tion of it thus far, Iphicrates' attempt to work together with
Callistratus is one of the foremost reasons for the praise that
he receives in the Hellenica. Second, we notice that in some
way they were opposed to one another (KaAA({otpatov ol updia émitn-

SeLov Ovta ). J. This difference between them was political,

35Hell. VI, 2, 1, - VII, 1, 14.

b

36ge11. VI, 2, 39.
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Callistratus was concerned with bringing about peace between
Athens and Sparta.37 Iphicrates' antagonism to the Lacedaemon-
ians becomes apparent in his delaying tacti0538 as general of
the army that was to go to the aid cf Spartans when the Thebans
invaded their lané late in 370. This activity is 'summed up as

follows:e
» [y » ” -~ ] », ?
EL UEY OUV AAAO TL HAAWG ECTPUATNYNOCEV, OU
”, 4 e I d [\ I ~ ’ ’ .
v€yw* éxetva pévrtor A &v T xpdvyw énelvw
" ’ (3 4 b S ’ > .
ENPALE, MAVIA-EVUPLONW TA MHEV patnv, tTa O&

nalidovupdpws mempayuéva adT@.
At another point in describing Iphicrates' behaviour he asks

the rhetorical question, mdg-0b moAAh dppoodvn; In this statement
and by the use of the words udinv and&cuu¢6pwg Xenophon indi-
cates his sense of frustration because of the failure of the
Athenian army to aid Sparta effectively. In Xenophon's mind
Iphicrates must bear the blame for this. Athens could have made
the ties with Sparta muchlstronger through an effectual program
of aid. That this did not occur could only be the result of
Iphicrates' deliberate policy since he had displayed outstanding
military ability previously.

40

The structure of the narrative of the conference at Athens
in 370 that resulted in the auxiliary expedition of Iphicrates
also reveals what policies and which speakers were of importance

to Xenophon. A, Banderet has enumerated some of the important

37Hel1l. VI

3
38e11, VI, 5, 49.
5

-
W
.

3%e11. VI, 5, 51 and 52.

4OHe11. VI, 5, 33-49.

H
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L1

points. The two speeches that hold our attention and are
central to the account are those of Cleiteles the Corinthian

and Procles the Phliasian. The introduction to these speeches
is a generalized statement of what the Spartan ambassadors

said, then a hasty résumé of specific points and the result--an
uproar in the Athenian assembly. Then come the two speeches and
in the concluding statement Xenophon hastily passes over the
arguments of the opposition with the following words: METX TaUTA
€Bo0Aovto ot 'ASnvator, mal twv utv &vtireySvtwv odu fvelxovto
&uoﬁovtsg.;.42From the list of names of the Spartan ambassadors
it is obvious that the author did have more specific knowledge
concerning the arguments and courses of action suggested by the
other parties than he mentions in his account. He has suppressed
this information in order to give prominence to the two speeches
he does narrate.

The first speech,hB

by Cleiteles, is very short and makes
the Corinthians innocent victims, suffering at the hands of the
Thebans. Therefore they deserve the aid of Athens. In an
assembly dealing with Spartan-Athenian relations this speech.
‘that justifies Corinth seems almost superfluous. What we do have

here is Corinth acting as a mediator between Athens and Sparta.

One must remember that at this time Xenophon himself was living

bly, Banderet, Untersuchungen zu Xenophons Hellenika,

commentary to the passage specified.
h2her1. VI, 5, 49.
b3He11. VI, 5, 37.
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at Corinth. The Corinthian policy enunciated and demonstréted
in this passage attracted him to this city. Thus Xenophon's
personal politic$é influenced the narrative structure.

Procles! speech,uP by far the longer and therefore struc-
turally more important, urges that the Athenians give aid to the
Lacedaemonians. He gives the following reasons: 1) If they
refuse, the Thebans will turn against Attica after devastating
Sparta and Athens will then have to fight them alone, 4> 2) The
Athenians' past history (when they aided all who were wronged
and fled to them for refuge) compels them to undertake to assist
Sparta.46 3) There is the hint of another war with Persia (5":”“7‘0"8
ndAiv EASoL TN 'EAANGSL wmivbuvog Umd BapBdpwv ). In such a cir-
cumstance, whom would they rathér trust as allies than the Spar-
tans whose countrymen fell at Thermopylae before the Persian

© BdpBapog) could gain entry into Greece. The gods who see

and know all have provided this oppértunity ( butv 8E viv éx Sewv
1LVO§‘uaLpb§ napayeyévntal)for Athenians to aid the Spartans and

8

obtain them as staunch (&npO@aofctové)allies.h The decision of

the Athenian assembly to follow the advice of Procles could be

bhyer1. vI, 5, 38-48.

k5Hell. VI, 5, 38, 39.
YOHell. VI, 5, 4i-47.
Mia. ., 43,
481pid., 41.
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seen as proof‘of the historical importance of this speech and
‘thérefore one could argue that the structure in no way indicates
any personal political concerns of Xenophon. However, in the
next year at another conference in Athené to discuss the terms
of the alliance Procles, the Phliasian ambassador to Athens,
emphasizes {(again in a speech)[+9 that the relationship between
the two cities should be one of united leadership with Athens
ruling by sea and Sparta by land.

duol 8t «:% Souet tavta obn &vSpwnivy
waAov f $elq ploer te wal tiyn éuwpfoeaL.So

That Athens and Sparta share the hegemon? of the Greek states

is divine will. The speech from which this sentence is taken is
again the longest, the most explicit, and central to the struc-
ture, yet this time the assémbly acts differently from what
Procles advises. Thus we have two speeches (similar in theme)

by the same man given equal narrative importance but varying in
the response they evoke. That Xenophon records the second speech,
although it may be historically insignificant and is a minority
opinion, whereas he virtually ignores the minority view. in the pre-
vious account, indicates the accord that he feels for the ideas

that Procles expresses.

b9Her1. vVII, 1, 1-14.
5Olel1, VII,1, 2. This in no way contradicts the humanis
tarian role emphasized earlier. Nowhere has Xenophon suggested

that Athens should not be involved in martial leadership as well,
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The presentation of the Boeotians in Xenophon's works is of
interest because he is often accused of prejudice toward the
Thebans and of ignoring'Epaminondas.51 That he ignores Epami-
nondas may be questioned. Albert Banderet has noted that, when
Epaminondas was first elected general, Pelopidas still exercised

52

a great deal of influence in Thebes. Epaminondas' early repu-
tation is probably the result of an exaggerated account by his-
torians such as Kallisthenes, called anti-Spartan and pro-
Boeotian by K. Minscher.”3 To this one might add the observation
that since the settlement that Epaminondas made with the Achaeans
was criticized and revoked at Thebes we might conclude that in
367 his influence was not as great as is sometimes Suggested.ﬁF
When he does assume the undisputed leadefship of the Boeotians
he receives the admiration of Xenophon.

" .

? -~ Y 7
ebtuxn utv obv odu Av"Eywye ohoaiut ThHY

I 4 ) = ’ s W ’. ’
gTPATNYLAV ALTE YEVEoHAL ™ Ooa HEVTIOL TMPOVOLAG

51For the latest discussion see W. P. Henry, Greek Histo-

rical Writing, 194.

524, Banderet, Untersuchungen zu Xenophons Hellenika,

Commentary to VII, 1, 33-38,
53k. M&nscher, "Xenophon in der Griechischen-Romischen

Literatur,”" Philologus, Supp. XIII, 30.

C ShHell. VII, 1, 41-43.
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EANLTELY. TPWTOV UEV YUp Eywye EmaALVE o

Then Xenophon goes on to praise several of his tactical manoeuvres
and his leadership. Thus the author evinces an appreciation for
Epaminondas similar to what he has for many other individuals.
That he presents the Boeotians in general and the Thebans in
particular in a bad light is the result of their working at
cross-purposes to him. Almost as soon as Xenophon begins to offer
advice to his fellow Greeks in the Anabasis a man with a Boeotian
dialect suggests that the only means of safety for the army lies

56

in negotiation with the Persian king. This man's attitude is
rejected because events have shown that the Persians cannot be
trusted. A man with such ideas ual Thv matplda matairoxVvel xal nacav
thv ‘Exiaba, 6tv “EAAnNV Ovitoiovtdc oTiv. 5T  This attitude is
unwdrthy of ﬁhe Greek race (and in a humorous moment the man turns

58

out tof% kind of Lydian who wears earrings). Later in the
Anabasis Xenophon has further trou%%; with Thorax, the Boeotian,
6s mepl otpatnylas Eevopvti épdxeto. TIn the Hellenica the Thebans
are constantly negotiating with Persia and seeking the hegemony

of the Greek states. In this they do not have the support of

their fellow Boeotians.éo Perhaps the most obvious statement of

55Hel1. VII, 5, 8.

0anab. III, 1, 26.

57pnab. III, 1, 30.

Anab. III, 1, 31.

*%hnab. V, 6, 25. Cf. V, 6, 19, 25.
®04e11. VI, 3, 19, 20.



82
Theban intentions is found after the description of the Battle
of Leuctra. The Thebans now wish to become enforcers of a new
King's Peace that has been written out according to their request.
They invite all the Greek cities to come and hear it proclaimed.
When the ambassadors are present, they ask them to swear but the
ambassadors reply that they have come to hear,'not to swear.
Xenophon ends the account with the following words:xal abdtn uiv 7 Hex
Aonidov nal Twv @nﬁafkaﬁg &pxne mepLBorh oltw 6LEA6%n.62 The word
i&%@ﬁ seems to indicate that there were other attembts of a simi-
lar nature. Perhaps W. P. Henry is correct when he says that
Xenophon reflected an age that hated the Thébans and deservedly
so.63 Certainly it would be unsuitable for such a state to try
to bring about harmony among the Greek states.

The ideas that Xenophon expresses about the three leading
Greek states indicate that: 1) Sparta is basically the strongest
and the best equipped to fight on land and to act as an executive
body but she lacks humanity; 2) Athens is more appealing to the
Greeks because she has a greater sense of the humane and she is
naturally the leader by sea; 3) Thebes, although her people are
good soldiers, is hated by most Greeks and therefore cannot
undertake a leading role.

Since we have established that Xenophon supported a united
hegemony for Greece we must next determine whether the presenta-

tion of the Persians is also coherent with his purpose. They

6lpel1. VII, 1, 36.
62He11. VII, 1, 40.

63Heﬁry, Greek Historical Writing, 194.
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are the ancestral enemies of the Gr‘eeks.étP The Greeks are ki =u¢lw
superior to the Persians in fighting for did they not defeat a
vast Persian army at Cunaxa almost by themselves?65 In fact the
Greeks were such good fighters during the Anabasis that later
the Persian satrap, Tissaphernes, remembering how Cyrus' Greek

 forces fought and thinking all the Greeks similar, obx éBodAeto
uaxeodar but would rather negotiate.66 In addition, Xenophon
presents the luxury of the Persian. At the beginning of the
Anabasis Cyrus makes a speech to the Greeks portraying the
riches of Persia.67 Later the Greek soldiers enter villages
rich in all kinds of foods, which are described in some detail.68
In the Hellenica Pharnabazus and his luxurious carpets are con-
trasted with the simplicity of the Greeks.69
Not only, however, is Persia a land of riches. Its people
are also weak and easily conquered. In his account of events
after 374 Xenophon shows a certain preoccupation with Persia that

often appears in his narrative. P. Krafft 70 has analysed the

story of Jason’! and concludes that the author makes many

Obpnap. III, 1, 12, 13.

65pnab. III, 2, 14-16.

66ye11. TIII, 2, 18.
7pnab. I, 7, 6.
684nav. II, 3, 14-16.
6%e11. IV, 29-32.

7OP. Krafft, "Vier Beispiele des Xenophontischen in Xeno-

phons Hellenika," Rhein. Mus., CX (1967) 103-150.
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assumptions about his readers' understanding of the behaviour of
Jason. Hence he tells us that Jason went about building morale
among his soldiers and rewarding them. But Xenophon does not
say why Jason undertook these procedures. He assumes that the
reader knows that these are the actions of a good leadercas

described in the Cyropaedia. These assumptions show that Xeno-

phon was so involved in his own thoughts that he failed to notice
that he really conveyed little historical information. This
explains why in the midst of Jason's plans for expansion we
suddenly find a discussion of the Persians and how easily they
could be conquered. Jason ends his discussion of Persia with
the words, olda ydppmdvtagtwzobg Enet &vdpdmovg nhhv €vog nailov Sou-
relav A &Auhv usuexetnuétag.72 Krafft suggests that for someone
who is talking about the military and political weakness of a
people to be concerned with one exception (®Ahv évég ) is ridi-
culous. The point is that Xenophon is projecting his own
thoughts about Persia into the conversation. In fact, talk of
conquering Persia is ludicrous for someone who has not yet
gained control of the territory on either side of his own state.
This discussion of Persia is a subjective viewpoint of Xenophon
coming to the surface quite unconsciously with the talk of
expansion.73

This same preoccupation with expansion to the East is

evident in the Anabasis. The Persian empire is described thus

72Hell. VI, 1, 12.
73cf. Hell. VII, 1, 38.
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by Xenophon:inal cuvidelv &' nv TWﬁg@OQﬁX?%E?qtbv vouv 17
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Bacihéwe &pxD mARSeL uiv ywpag nmal &vSpdmwv Loxuvpld odoa,

totg 8t ufneot twv 08wy xal T SteondodaL Tagcduvduers dodevig,
el tig 818 Taxfwv tov néhepov moLolto. 4Clearly, Xenophon has
considered this'empire and noted its weakness, el tig (Greek?)
should undertake a campaign. The most direct statement of a
Greek campaign against Persia comes in a speech Xenophon makes
to his army. One of the motivating factors he suggestsfor
trying to return home is the improvement of the Greek lot.
Bouel obv por eludg mal Siuaiov eival mpdTov ele Tthy ‘EArada nal
mpdg Toug olmeloug meipacdat &puxvetoSar wal énuéef&a; totg “EAAnoLv
6ti Endvtes névovtal, £Ebv abtolg ToUg vov ouAnple Euel nohuieﬁ—
ovtag £v9dde nouLoauévoug TAOUGLOUS Spav. He suggests
that if a Greek is suffering from poverty (and many Greeks were
after the Peloponnesian War and the quarrels of the early fourth
century) it is his oﬁn fault because the riches of Persia are
there to be taken.

Finally, let us consider Socrates' discussion with Pericles

in the Memorabilia.76 The first point Socrates makes is that

historically and in matters of unity the Athenians surpass the

Boeotians.77 The Spartans are superior to the Athenians because

hpnab. I, 5, 9.

75Anab. III, 2, 26.

H

76.@' 3) 50
77M§g. 2-L.
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78 The Athenians,

of their obedience, harmony and their training.
however, historically shared the laurels for great deeds with the
Spartans.79 Now finally (although this is not the obvious pur-
pose of the dialogue) Socrates points out that the Mysians and
the Pisidians oUguwg wnkuousvou éuvavtat TOAA HEV tnv BaoLAéwg
xwpav natadéoviec uauonousuv, adtol & Cnv eksuSepou.ao This men-
tion of the King's territory seems relatively meaninglesé to the
obvious purpose. ZXenophon could have chosen other examples.
This choice indicates that there is in this dialogue a second
level of intent that emphasizes much that has been suggested in
the Anabasis and the Hellenica.

The question whether Xenophon consciously took up this poli-
tical theme in his writings has been put by Mesk.81 In order to
answer this it seems best now to return to the last chapter of

the Cyropaedia. If one can find in this section {so radically

different from the rest of the work) some evidence of the ideas
just presented I believe it fair to assume that it was the con-
scious political purpose of Xenophon to urge the Greeks to unite
against the-Persians.

The first point that Xenophon makes is that the Persians
have deteriorated and at the present time are much worse than in

82

the past. This deterioration was unknown to the Greeks who

78Mem. 15-17.

79Mem. 10-11.

80Men. 3, 5, 26.

81Mesk, J. "Die Tendenz der Xenophontischen Anabasis,"

Wien. Stud., XLIII (1922-23) 136-146.

820yr. VIII, 8, 2, 4.
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joined the expedition of Cyrus the Younger.83 Physically, they
have grown weak because of luxury; they have ceased to hunt.8h
Finally, any wars they undertake require the help of the Greek
mercenaries even when fighting against the Greeks.85 From this,
it appears first that the Greeks who undertook the expedition
with Cyrus are not to be censured since they were deluded by
promises that the Persians failed to keep--a statement apologe-
tic in nature. That the Persians have become lazy and degener-
ate seems an insufficient motive, in and of itself, for writing
this last chapter unless it contributes to an overall conscious
purpose, namely, a Greek expedition directed against these
Persians.

The question, "When did Xenophon conceive of this purpose?"

86

is raised by J. Morr, who suggests that Xenophon became con-
scious of such an excursion during the énabasis in AOl/O. This
is undoubtedly true. Under what sort of leadership this mili-
tary expedition was to take place was not however satisfactorily
resolved in Xenophon's mind until later in his life., It seems
to me that the. conscious purpose of uniting the Greeks under the
combined leadership of Athens and Sparta must coincide with

Xenophon's growing disillusionment with one-man rule. Histori-

cally, this occurred about the time of the Battle of Leuctra.

8cyr. VIII, 8, 2, 3.

Bhoyr, VIII, 8, 2, 12.
85cyr. VIII, 8, 2, 26.
86

Morr, J. "Xenophon und der Gedanke eines all-Griechischen

Eroberungszuges gegen Persien,” Wien. Stud. XLV (1926-27) 186-201.
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Certainly, this agrees with the date of publication of the

Memorabilia and the Anabasis (see supra 54,55 ).

Why did Xenophon undertake to set the desirability of a
campaign against the Persiaﬁs before the eyes of Greece? From
boyhood he had been influenced by or involved in war. It was a
part of the heroic and, perhaps, aristocratic tradition. The
inevitability of war seemed to Xenophon's generation to be an
established fact. If Greece must be at war, let it be against
an external foe. Internal strife could lead only to self-
annihilation. Xenophon's own words in concluding the Hellenica
and the description of the Battle of Mantinea express this idea
most vividly.

tobtwy 8e mpax®éviwv todvaviiov Eyeyévnro oY gvéuLoav

ndvtec AvdpwmolL £oecdat. ocuveANAVSuiac Y&pvoxeébv andaong
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Qeto, el pdyn €ooiLto, TOUC uEv wpathoavrtac ApEelv, TOUG
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CHAPTER VII
XENOPHON AND ISOCRATES

Before we consider Xenophon's last study, de vectigalibus,

it is necessary to discuss briefly the work of another literary
figure of the fourth century whom because of the obvious similari-

ties of theme in his writings we can no longer ignore. Isocrates

2

was born in 436.1 He studied under Gorgias of Leontini,” one of

the first (at the Olympic festival of 4L08) to urge the Greeks to
3

unite and make war against the barbarians.” He was also a Etatpog
of Socrates for whom Socrates predicted a great future.* oOf

particular concern to us are four of his works published in Xeno-

phon's lifetimey. the Panegyricus in 380,5 his letters to Dionysius

after 3706 and to Archidamus in 356,7 and de Pace in 355.8

1In the archonship of Lysimachos, 436/5, Ol. 86.1: Diog.
Laert. 3.3.
2Cicero, Orator, 176.

3Philostratus, Ep. 73 in H. Diels, Die Fragmente der Vorso-

kratiker, edited by Walther Kranz; sixth edition, II, 279. F.W.

Blass, Die attische Beredsamkeit, I, 59 argues for 392.

bplato, Phaedrus, 278,279.

5This work was written when Athens was without any position
of leadership and Sparta was at the héight of her power, hence,
shortly before the Second Athenian Confederacy of 378/7.

6After 370 since the Spartans are no longer in power; Ep.,1,8.

7Isocrates says he was eighty yearé of age when he wrote it;
Ep. 9,16.

8The revolts of Chios, Kos, Rhodes and Byzantium, which occur-

red between 357 and 355, are specifically referred to in de Pace 16.



90

In the Panegyricus Isoéétes addresses himself to a number of

political problems. In 380 Sparta as the enforcer of the King's
Peace held almost absolute sway over Greece. Although Athens had
little authority outside Attica, Isocrates sensed the disillu-

sionment with Sparta present in some states. When he writes,

v yap ‘BEAAAvwv ol pev vp’ fuiv, ol 8’ Und Aanedaipoviolg e(éﬁv,g

he is obliquely calling upon Athens to réestablish her leader-
ship among the Greek states. Tactfully (because Sparta held the
hegemony at this time) he séys that Athens and Sparta should
share the hegemony of Greece.lo He then goes on to explain why
Athens deserves the léadership. She has held a traditional place
of honour among the Greek states and has bestowed the greatest
benefits on her fellow—Greeks.ll Nowhere does he mention any
reason why Sparta should have a share in the hegemony. Instead

he says that the Spartans are hard to persuade, mapelAfpact yap

bevdn Adyov, wg Eotiv abrolg fiyetodar ndtpiov’ fiv &' EmidelEn Tig .

2 ~ 4 . . [} ’ 5 ~ " » 12
AUTOLG TAUTNV TNV TLUNV NUETEPAV OVUGAV HAAAOV T KELVWVY eeee
In another passage, while defending the actions of Athens in
the punishment of Melos, (416 B.C.), Isocrates emphasizes that

the harsh treatment of Athens' allies, although at times neces-

sary, was still more restrained than the behaviour of the Spartans.

o

9Pan. 16.
Opan. 17.
Upan, 21, 22.
12pan. 18
13pan. 100-106.

13
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Clearly, as he says later, he was calling on Athens to unite

the Greek states. The motivation for establishing this hegemony

was a lack of homonia in Greece about 380. Greek states were in
Jomenia

financial trouble. As a result they became aggressive toward one

another in the hope of easing their economic distress by seizing

land and wealth from neighbouring states.l5 At the same time

each state experienced internal quarrels because of strife bet-

16

ween rich and poor. To alleviate the economic crises the
Greeks needed a state to lead a campaign against Persia. In this
conquest of a‘large portion of Persia, plunder and wealth would
be brought back to Greece and the poverty-stricken Greeks from
the various states could be settled in Persia.l7 This, then, is

to be the nature of the hegemony-leadership in a war against

Persia, which will be voluntarily accepted by other Greek

lL*Antidosis 57, 58. K. Bringman, Studien zu den politischen

“ Id@en des Isokrates, 28-46, disputes this idea that Isocrates

urged a revival of the naval empire. I think that by praising
the first Confederacy (Pan. 103-106) and using it as an example
of how to benefit the Greek states, he gave strong impetus to the
reestablishment of the naval empire at Athens whether this was
his intention or not.

5pan. 173, 174.

Opan. 36.

Y7pan. 173.
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states.18 Isocrates must have been pleased to see the Second
Athenian Confederacy begun in 378/7, which promised to each of
Athens! allies ... £Ecivat abltloliiéxevdéplwL OvtL ual adtovdpwe,
nohvtl cvouéviwL moAitelav Ny &v BolAntai, uhte [ppoupliv eladeyo-
pévwi pfte apyovta Umoldeyxlouévwi phte gdpov ¢épov1u.19

Xenophon in the presentation of the ideas discussed in the
previous chapter was obviously in agreement with I'socrates
concerning the need for a campaign against Persia to relieve
the financial distress in Gfeece. He also agreéd that there
was a need for someone to give leadership. That the Athenians
should have a share in this leadership and that they were to
fulfill a humane and harmonizing rele in Greek politics were
absolutely essential to the success of any united campaign. I
think, however, that he differed strongly with Isocrates concer-

ning Sparta. While Isocrates considered that Sparta was éumodlv

tﬁ TV ‘Ehhﬁvwv ebéatuoqu,zo Xenophon, as has been shown,

18Isocrates even suggests that they need not trouble the
rest of Greece to contribute soldiers éince all will want to
join voluntarily when they see the nature of the expedition;
Pan. 185.

19The decrees relating to this alliance are found in

M. N. Tod, Greek Historical Inscriptions, vol. 2, 118, 121,

122, 123. For the passage see 123. 15-23 (IG II? 4,3).
20pan. 20.
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constantly, defers to the Spartans, since all Greece agrees
that toUc¢ Aanedaipoviovg Nyepndvag elvar 2
In the de Pace Isocrates reveals great dissatisfaction with

the policies that Athens followed in the Second Athenian Alliance.

2lpnab. VI, 1, 26, 27. The question whether Xenophon
influenced Isocrates or vice-versa has been the subject of much
controversy among German scholars. Cf. Josef Mesk, "Die Tendenz

der Xenophontischen Anabasis," Wien. Stud., XLIITI (1922) 136-146;

Alfred Kappelmacher, "Xenophon und Isokrates," Wien. Stud., XLIII

(1922) 212-213; Josef Morr, "Xenophon und der Gedanke eines

allgriechischen Eroberungszuges gegen Peréien,“ Wien. Stud., XLV

(1927) 186-=201; and K. Mﬁnscher, "Xenophon in der griechisch-

romischen Literatur," Philologus, Supp. XIII, part II, 1-2j.

Since there is a demonstrable friendship between Xenophon and
Isocrates (cf. Mﬂnscher, loc. cit.), it seems foolish to insist
that, because a passage in one author is similar to a passage in
the other author, one was therefore written before the other, or
vice-versa, or perhaps at the same time. (The assumption is that
priority of writing proves the first author to be the dominant
influence.) Friends tend to exercise an unconscious influence on
one another and often ideas between them have been discussed long
before they appear in print. Thus we shall confine ourselves to
pointing out some of the similarities and the differences in the
works of Xenophon and Isocrates, admitting the dependence of.one

on the other.
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Instead of uniting Greece, Athens conducted herself in such a
way that Chios, Kos, Rhodes and Byzantium revolted from the con-

federacy in 357. As a result Isocrates wrote the de Pace to

suggest xpnvoaL moietadal thv elphvny ph pévov mpdg Xioug nal Pobdloug
wal BuCavtlouc mal Kouc &AANX mpdg amavtag &vSpwinoug .22

To emphasize this he expounds the thesis that injustice and |
imperialism are great folly andimadness that bring disaster.23
Even with all her riches Athens could not maintain the firét
empire.ZI+ Certainly in her present financially bereft condition
Athens will not be able to control her second empire, although
this seems to be her intention since she has fallen back into

25

her old imperialistic attitude. Sparta had also obtained a
large empire and because of it was almost destroyed in a very
short time.26 As a result of imperialistic policy both cities
obtained only the hatred of their fellow Greeks.27 Therefore

it becomes obvious that injustice, which is equated with imperi-
alism, is unprofitable. |

On the other hand,‘a policy based on evoéBera, Siuaioadvn,

and.owwooﬁvn (which are identified with repudiation of naval

224e Pace.16.

de Pace 17.

2hge Pace 75-90.
25de Pace 29.

264¢ Pace 95.

27de Pace 104, 105.
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imperialism) will bring prosperity to the state.28 If Athens
will return to the original policy of the Second Naval League
(to treat her allies as friends, not subjects, and to defend
their autonomy) she will win the favour of the rest of Greece.29
This policy seems to have taken precedence over the idea of a
march against Persia.3o Nevertheless Athens must still maintain
a stfong military organization to be used to aid other Greek

31 Athens

states that have been oppressed or attacked unjustly.
will obtain the friendship of other states and will prosper if
she seeks a position in Greece analagous to that of the Spartan
kings, who could be put to death for wrongdoing but whon every
Spartan was eager to defend at the cost, even of his life
because of their position of honour.32
That Isocrates had not given up his idea of war againét

Persia is indicated by several of the letters that he sent to
various tyrants of his time. The first of these, to Dionysius

of Syracuse, was written after 370.'33 In it he advises Dionysius

that Athens will ally herself to him el t. mpdttoig UmEp Tng

284e Pace 63, 64.
294e Pace 134, 135. This leads Isocrates to the statement:

undE SeomotTiuws, &AANY ocupuaxiuwe adtov Eniotatouev.

BQgg Pace 16.

31lde Pace 136-141.
324¢ Pace 142, 143.

33see Supra 89 n. 6.
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34In 356,35 shortly before he wrote de Pace, he

‘EANGSO¢ byaddv.
sent a letter to Archidamus in which he decried the lot of the
Greeks and suggested that Archidamus would find the rest of

Greece ready to choose him as leader in a united campaign against
Persia.36 Later he similarly urged Philip to undertake such a
campaign, in which he would find Athens the most useful of all
Greek cities if she should become his ally.37 The conclusion

that "the symmachy of Isocrates' dream was a military entente of
autonomous cities under a generalissimo who might be king in his
own country, but among his allies was simply chosen as commander"38
seems correct. However, when Isocrates wrote the de”Pace he had
become aware that Athens, rather than contributing to homonoia
among Greek states, was again acting as a disruptive force in

Greek politics. Hence, he changed his ideas about the campaign

against Persia as they had been expressed in the Panegyricus in

that he no longer thought that a Persian expedition would bring
peace to Greece but, rather, that harmony among the Greek states
was a prerequisite to a successful war against Persia. Therefore
he urged Athens to forget about aggression against Persia since

she seemed invariably to transfer this aggression :to.her. fellow=

3bgp, 1, 8.
353ee supra 90 n. 7.
®Ep. 9, 17.
378p. .2, 17.

38E. Barker, "Greek Political Thought and Theory in the
Fourth Century," CAH VI 519,
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Greeks. Rather Athens should leave the leadership against the
Persians to one of the monarchs of the time and concentrate on
creating harmony among the Greeks.

It seems reasonably clear that in the de Pace Isocrates has
suggested a role for Athens.that is similar to what Xenophon has
written (see supra 69-73). He differs from Xenophon in the type
of leadership he envisages for Greece. Where Xenophon had ear-
lier suggested a beneficient tyranny in which the King first con-
quers the state and then wins the loyalty of the people through

philanthropia, Isocrates thought that the Greeks would voluntarily

choose a monarch, Archidamus, as leader. At a later date Xenophon
had gradually moved from the thoughtof a beneficent tyranny to the
idea of Sparta (in alliance with Athens) responsible for the
actual command against the Persians. Whether Isocrates ever hon-
estly displayed any philo-Laconian attitudes is'open to question.

Xenophon's final work, de vectigalibus, written about 355,39

39Dating is based on the condition of Athens presented in
the work and on the statement that the Phocians are in control
of Delphi (Vect. 5, 10), which happened in ?56. He died shortly
afterwards. W, Schwahn, "Die Xenophontisch%%&%%d die athenische

Industrie in vierten Jahrhundert," Rhein, Mus., LXXX (1931) 253-

278, indicates his doubt about the authorship of this work. His
view is opposed (correctly) by A. Wilhelm, "Untersuchungen zu

Xenophons mépot, ":Wien. Stud., LII (1934) 18-56.
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shows some similarity to the de Pace in that Xenophon also oppo-

ses the idea that et¢ XphHuaTa HEPSAAEWDTEPOV ... ELVaL TN TOAEL

néAepov 7 eipﬁvnv.4o

Xenophon had seen that the financial distress of Athens had
motivated her to follow a policy of injustice toward other cities
and now hé seeks a method of supplying Athens with the financial
resources that will allow her to pursue a peaceful policy and
remove enmities from her. He suggests increased responsibility
for the metic,l*1 greater attention to the needs of commercial
men,AZ more lodging houses near the harbour to attract visitors,bf3
a publicly owned merchant-fleet,MP re-opening the silver mines
at Laurium#® and obtaining a public body of s].aves.LP6 If Athens
is to enjoy this financial restoration she must have peace. Not

coercion but good service to her fellow Greeks formerly gave

L7

Athens a position of ascendancy.
These suggested reforms appear to be radically liberal in
"nature. They stand out as attempts to make life more pleasing

to immigrants, fdreigners, and people who lacked the privileges

WOyect,,
Wlyees,
‘ , 1k,
, 12.

, 1-12.
, 14-25.

5

2

3

Vect. 3
bhyect. 3, 14.

s

L
5, 1 and 5.
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of citizenship. They also reflect Xenophon's own attitudes
to other Greeks as he revealed them at Scyllus.

In the next passage Xenophon once again:-re-echoes the poli-
tical ideas and attitudes that have previously been discussed.
His philo-Laconian feeling is still present:

&\A@ puhv wal Aaxedarpoviotr ob Brac®évtes Vo'

huov &N’ €D ndcxbvreg énétpswav.’A%nvaCoLg

nepL Tng nyeuoviac 9€odaL Smwe Bpﬁxouvto.48
Once again he reminds the Athenians bf the Spartan position and
then suggests that Athens go about the business of reconciling
49

Y " ’ . LA ’ LY ’
Greece, ML QVEV TMOVWV MAL AVEU nLVOUVWwY nal Samavng.

Xenophon's philanthropia is displayed in his advice to Athens in

defending herself. For if she should be wronged by any states

but followed a policy of justice, he suggests, moAb $attov Qv

. ’
Tipwpolpeda adtolg, since the enemy oddéva... &v £xoLev cuuuaxov.so

In offering advice to Athens the final chapter reveals another of
Xenophon's political ideas. He still maintains some of his
respect for the old customs, institutions and religion. For he

'y -~ LY ~ . -~ ~ ’
suggests, Lepevot OF ual BOUAT wal &pyaic xal Lumevotr ta mdtpLa

51

f) ’ ’ .
ATOSWOOUEV « If it seems best to Athens to undertake these eco-

nomic reforms, he says, ogupBovietoaiu’ &v' Eywye méugaviag xal

elg Awdbvny nal elg Aehpole Enepéodal Tobe Seoég.sz

Thus the de vectigalibus reaffirms that Xenophon held many

of the attitudes discussed in the previous chapters. These

48Vect.
49Vect.

5

5
5O0yect. 5, 13.

5lyect. 6

6

52Vect.
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always affected his ideas about Greek unity. However, the
economic crisis that threatened Greece and caused much of the
political turmoil forced him, as it did Isocrates, to pursue
new ideas in the hope of solving the problem. Although he
began by tracing a federal solution to the economic problem,
the strife and discord among local states forced him to look
for some means of setting before the eyes of Greece a state
that could serve as a model in repudiating a policy of aggres-
sion against other Greeks and in seeking a solution to its pro-
blems within the confines of its own territory. Therefore he
called upon Athens to make another effort to be a benefactor to
all Greece, as she had been formerly, by pooling her internal
resources and making certain commercial innovations to alleviate
economic distress and so remove one of the causes of Greek

disunity.



CHAPTER IX
CONCLUSION

In the preceding pages we have traced Xenophon's political-
ideas as they varied throughout his lifetime. To this end we
have looked carefully at his expressions of appreciation and
censure concerning the events that he describes in the Hellenica.
To:amplify these statements, affinitive ideas in his other major
works have been drawn into the discussion.

There are two paradoxical attitudes that Xenophon held.
First, he maintained a deep and enduring respect for the aristo-
cratic conception of the heroic warrior. The individual who
surpassed all his fellows in religious piety, ability, knowledge

and wisdom is seen in the Hellenica, the Cyropaedia and the

Memorabilia.l This same notion is responsible for his philo-

Laconian attitude. The Spartan warrior was the closest contem-
porary incorporation of this old ideal. Sparta's constitution
still attempted to develop citizens of such a kind.

The second attitude that was deeply ingrained in ZXenophon's

mind has been designated as philanthropia. It was a respect for

the customs, behaviour and persons of all men. This consideration

led Xenophon to oppose the extreme oligarchy of Critias and to

lEven Socrates engages in discussion of battle-tactics in

the Memorabilia, III, 5. Xenophon reveals a soldier's fascina-

tion for military matters in almost all his works.
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express appreciation for the work of Theramenes. It was this
same conception that gave rise to the increased importance of
the assembly that we find in the Anabasis and was enunciated in

its most radical form in the de vectigalibus.

These attitudes are in a constant tension in Xenophon's
writing. This tension is underlined by three things. First, his
life's span covered a time of extremely rapid change. He saw
the first Athenian empire and Athens as a rich and powerful state.
He also saw the disintegration of the empire and 1ater the finan—»
cially bereft condition of Athens in 355. He also saw Sparta
approach the pinnacle of power among the Greek states only to
lose her control through harsh and inconsiderate treatment of
other Greeks. Thus he felt that the solution for Athens was
more discipline and for Sparta greater humaneness. Second,
Xenophon had a sense of involvement in the events of his time
that forced him to take a stand quickly, practically and therefore
sometimes with limited objectivity. He was involved in the revo-
lutions of 411 and 404. He was present at the Battle of Coronea.
His son died in the cavalry skirmish before Mantinea in 362.
Xenophon's exile from Athens also indicates active political
involvement. Thus Xenophon's decisions and thoughts were in some
measure affected by external forces. Third, we have a large col-
lection of his works covering almost the entire spectrum of his
life. I think that this invariably makes the task of finding a
"gonsistency" in his work much more difficult since it seems to
me a rare phenomenon when a person pursues only one interest with

singleness of mind for an entire lifetime. Certainly Xenophon's
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ideas under the stress of the changing times and constant involve-
ment could hardly be expected to remain rigid from youth to old
age.

Thus Xenophon's political ideas work themselves out in a
tension between the concept of the heroic individual and the
interest in mankind generally. It is his concern with thé for-
mer that reveals itself in his espousal of oligarchy while the
latter motivated him to support the moderates in L4LOL. The defeat
of Athens by Sparta and his friendship with Agesilaus again rein-
forced his admiration for the heroic individual and led to his

writing of the Respublica Lacedaemoniorum and the nyopaedia.

His philanthropia brought about his disapproval of Sparta's and

Agesilaus!' activity after the King's Peace of 386. This attitude
gains even more emphasis in the Anabasis where the assembly is of
much greater importance to the leaders than the common people or

the circle of advisers are to Cyrus in the Cyropaedia. Neverthe-

less he still maintained his interest in the individual, as is
demonstrated in his accounts of Jason of Pherae,2 Iphicrat_es,3
Epaminondas,h and Socrates. In his last work, his concern for
common people led him to suggest that metics be given greater

political responsibility in Athens and other similarly radical

ideas. Thus it is clear that politics for Xenophon meant

2Hell. VI, 1, 4-19 and L, 20-37.
3Hell. VI, 2, 13-39.

hHe11. vVII, 5, 4-25.
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espousing the policy that the immediate situation demanded. Once
again we are feminded of Socrates' discussion with Aristippus
where the main point of the‘conversation is that the beautiful

and the good are relative concepts.

5

[

ndvta Yap &yaddk utv wal ward Eoti mpdg d Qv €D XN eeee
Xenophon lays great stress on xahOov u&ya%év.6 This is what he
wishes to see among the Greek-speaking peoples and what he stresses
in his own life. It seems reasonable, then, to expect Xenophon
to make practical decisions in keeping with the circumstances.

In additidn to the teaching of Socrates, to whom Xenophon
ascribes this pragmatic philosophy of life, Gorgias may have
influenced Xenophon to follow the course he did in the making of
decisions. Wilhelm Nestle7 makes the following points: 1) ZXeno-
phon knew the teaching of Gorgias very well (cf. Anab. TII, 6,
16-20); 2) one of Gorgias! main teachings was that decisions must
be made on the basis of present circumstances, one's ultimate goal
and whether one was dealing with friends or enemies; and 3) Xeno-
phon rightl§¥ makes Gorgias the teacher of Proxenus, his friend,
but ignores that he was also the teacher of Menon, his enemy.

Thus Xenophon seems to have had some admiration for Gorgias.

SMem. TIII, 8, 7.
Lac. Pol. 10, 4.
"Wilhelm Nestle, "Xenophon und die Sophistik," Philogus,

XCIV (1939) 31-50.
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Whether we ascribe this pragmatic philosophy to Socrates or
Gorgias, I think that Xenophon deliberately espouéed thé politi-
cai volicy that seemed best for the states of Hellas in a given
situation. Thus one must be very careful in speaking of & poli-
tical ideal in Xenophon since his politics were subject to change

according to the circumstances.
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