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FUGITIVES AND REFUGEES
IN THE PELOPONNESIAN WAR*

INTRODUCTION

In this study we examine the plight of fugitives and refugees, individuals
and groups, who were reduced to their condition during, or as a result of, the
Peloponnesian War. Most of them, especially among the groups, became
fugitives or refugees after they had played an active role in civil strife in their
state, and their party had t n defeated. Some of the groups were ‘“Fifth—
columnists™ in their city during an attack by an external enemy with whom
they sympathized politically; this phenomenon was very frequent throughout
the Peloponnesian War.!

There is difficulty in distinguishing between exiles and fugitives or
refugees,? since the standard term employed by the authors is “puyag” for all
categories. In most cases, of course, one can tell from the context whether an

* This study is based on the third, unpublished, part of my thesis, submitted i 1975 to the
University of London for the Ph. D. degree. It has been revised in several places and brought
bibliographically up to date.

. Cf. L.A. Losada, The Fifth Column in the Pel ) ian War (M yne, Suppl. XXI)
Laiden: Brill, 1972, pp. 63ff. He stresses more the active role of exiles in plots of fifth columns.

2. Cf. EEM. Wood and N. Wood, Class Ideology and Ancient Political Theory, Oxford,
1978, pp. 112f. and n. 86.
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individual® or a group of citizens were “banished” or “expelled” by the
authorities or the rival party, or whether they “escaped” or “fled” or “took
refuge in...”. In some instances, however, one cannot distinguish this from
the context; in this case a closer examination of the development of the story
is necessary, and sometimes even this proves to be inadequate in establishing
for certain whether it concerns exiles or fugitives.S This is partly due to
Thucydides’ usual practice of giving occasional information about the
activities of people whom he calls “guyddeg” without having previously
mentioned them.6 Sometimes he even refers to such doubtful “exiles” only
once, so that we lack both the beginning and the continuation of a case.” The
same difficulty, occurs with the other relevant terms, whether nouns (‘puydc”,
“ka0080¢™ etc) or verbs (‘katdyev”, “katiévar”’, “@edyewv” etc). The use of
the verb “Exmintewv” in Thucydides is of special interest: of the twenty two
times it appears in the entire History, thirteen times it is used clearly with the
passive me ning of “‘being expelled”, three times rather with the active of
“‘escape” or ‘‘take refuge”, and the meaning of the remaining six instances is
irrelevant to exiles or fugitives.®

The subject analysed in this article is that of is the instances of fugitives
and refugees which were: established for certain, of those people who for
various reasons (mainly political) either left their country voluntarily or were
forced to condemn themselves into self-exile in order to avoid arrest or trial
or the indignation of their countrymen.

Alkibiades’ case was by far the most significant of all individual
instances in the War. He became a fugitive twice, and in both cases his
decision turned out to be fatal for Athens and perhaps for the outcome of the
whole War; the second time proved literally ‘fatal for him, too.?

3. Individual exiles in the Peloponnesian War established as certain: Thuc. I1.33.1, 95.2,
I11.8.1, 1V.65.3, V.16.1-3, 26.5, 72.1, VII.70.2, 73.3, 74.2,85.3 and 92.4-93.1; Xen. Hell. 1.1.27,
1.32, 3.13, 5.19, IL.3.15; Diod. XIV.12.3; Plut. Nik. 23.4, Paus. VL.7.6.

4. Groups of exiles established as certain: Thuc. 11.27.1-2, 68.6, 70.3-4, 72.3, 94.4, 102.1,
1V.56.2, 66.1-4, 105.2-106.1, V.1.1, 4.2-4, 5.1, 18.5, 32.1, 82.2, 83.3, 115.1, V1.6.2, 7.1, VIL.33.6,
50.1, VIIL21.1, 64.4, 73.6; Xen. Hell. I1.2.11, 3.6, Diod. XII.80 3, 82.5, XI1I1.48.7-8, 65.3, 72.1

5. Cases where the status of exiles or fugitives during the Peloponnesian War is uncertain;
(a) individuals: Thuc. 1V.76.2, VI1.96.3, VIIL6.1; Xen. Hell. 11.2.18. (b) groups: Thuc. IIL31.1,
IV.1.3, 71.1, 73.4, 74.2, VI1.7.3, 12.1, 19.1, 64.1, VIIL.100.3; Lys. XII.4, 8, 16, 18; M-L, 87. ll.
16-18; Xen. Hell. 11.2.8, 2.20, 2.23; Diod. XIIL.72.1, XIV.5.7, 6.1-2, 36.6; Plut. Lys. 8.3, 14.2-3.

6. As in 1V.52.2 and 75.1. Cf. Spratt, on IV.52.2.

. As in 1V.76.2, V1.96.3 and VIIL6.1.
. See below, pp. 278f. Cf. Dover, H.C.T., on VI.95.2.
. See below, pp. 263ff.
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All groups of fugitives and refugees and some of the individuals were
certainly self-condemned into exile directly because of the implications of
local civil strifes, and indirectly because of the Peloponnesian War;!© for all
civil strifes during this period were caused by the general conflict between
oligarchy and democracy in which Athens and Sparta and/or their allies
were actively involved.!! From this point of view the study of fugitives and
refugees constitutes a unity with that of captives and hostages'?, and adds to
the research into the Law of War (Jus belli, Kriegsrecht).

A particular category of refugees is that of the inhabitants of entire cities
who were forced to leave their country under the terms of a truce or
agreement;'3 in other instances we have violent deportations of the inhabi-
tants of entire cities after they had surrendered to or were besieged by
enemies.'¢ From the legal point of view these categories were both exiles and
refugees: exiles, in view of the fact that they were expelled from their homes,
and refugees in view of the fact that they took refuge elsewhere.!s

The reverse seems to be the case with the democrats of Miletos who,
according to Plutarch,'¢ were deceived by Lysandros at'the end of the War,
so that they did not flee into exile and were all slaughtered.

Some of the individual fugitives were sentenced to death in absentia, and
their properties confiscated. This happened to Alkibiades when he was a
fugitive for the first time, and to some of the most eminent of the Four
Hundred who fled to the enemies’ camp and were subsequently condemned
for treason.!?

10. Some of he examined cases of individuals, however, just took place during the War but
were not caused by it or its implications, such as Thuc. 1V.133.2-3, Diod. XIII.6.7

11. As were the major civil strifes in Kerkyra and Megara. In only one case recorded by
Diodoros (XII1.104.6) there is evidence that Greek fugitives (democrats of Miletos) took refuge
with barbarians (the satrap Pharnabazos).

12. See Andreas Panagopoulos. ('upltvé’\ and Hostages in the Peloponnesian War., Athens,
1978. Cf. Phillipson, Intern. Law, 11, pp. 179 ff.

13. As in Thuc. 11.70.3, 1V.105.2-106.1, V.18.5; Xen. Hell. 11.3.6; Cf. Thuc. 11.72.3 and
VIIL.31.2. In the case of Thuc. 1V.105.2-106.1 together with the inhabitants there were troops of
another state who also enjoyed the benefit of the agreements.

14. As in Thuc. I1.27.1, IV.54.3, V.1.1; ¢f 11.99.3, VL.5.3, 6.2, 94.1.

15. A specific case among them is that of the Messenians; see below, Groups of Fugitives
and Refugees, case No 10.

16. Lys. 8.3; ¢f ibid. 19.3. This is contrary to Diodoros’ (XIII.104.5-6) information.

17. Seé¢ below. pp. 283f.
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A great proportion of the individual fugitives were among the most
important personalities'8 in their country, and some of them were even
protagonists in the War, such as Demosthenes, Alkibiades, Gylippos and
Konon. Of them, Alkibiades on the first occasion, and Demosthenes and
Konon were able to come back home later, to regain their reputation, status
and prestige, and to render valuable services to their country.

On the other hand, most members of many of the groups of fugitives
and refugees were also able to return to their homes after the civil strife at
home was over,!% and their party came into power, or when an amnesty was
offered to all citizens; a characteristic example of the latter case is that of
Athens when democracy was restored in 403, and the famous amnesty
allowed thousands of exiles and fugitives to be repartiated.??

A quite distinct category of fugitives in the Peloponnesian War is that of
the deserters, the “adtéporor”. In the text of the Truce between Athens and
Sparta in 423 there is a specific clause exclusively referring to deserters:
“During the truce neither side is to receive deserters whether free men of
slavgs™.2! It has been rightly pointed out that the “slaves™ refers mainly to
helots from Lakonia,?2 and that the *“‘free men’ primarily concerns sailors

_ from the Athenian fleet.23 Grote wrongly thinks that the “free men” refers to
Athens’ subject-allies? as entire communities, and he seems to have had in
mind the concept “deserters” with the modern meaning rather than that of
“avtéporor’” in the original Greek.

It is characteristic that of all the sixteen clear literary references to
deserters during the Peloponnesian War (twelve are in Thucydides alone)

18. It is noteworthy that the greatest Greek historians were exiles as Plutarch points out
(De exilio, 605C); for Westlake (Essays on the Greek Historians and Greek History. Manchester.
1969, p. 203 with n. 2) banishment was “‘almost-a professional qualification™ Cf. T.S. Brown,
“Herodotus and His Profession”, Am. Hist. Rev. LIX (1954), pp. 841f. n. 2; he forms a list
containing Thucydides, Xenophon, Philistos, Timaios and Androtion as historians who wrote in
exile, and of Herodotos, Theopompos and Polybios who also suffered banishment.

19. Such was e.g. the restoration of exiles at Athens in 403.

20. See below, Groups of Fugitives and Refugees, case No 7.

21. Thuc. IV.118.7 (Transl. Warner).

22. Spratt, ad loc.; see also Thuc. V.14.3, 233, 35.7, VIIL.26.2, and Xen. Hell. 1.2.18;
Gomme, H.C.T., on IV.118.7.

23. Gomme, H.C.T., ad loc.; ¢f. also Thuc. 1.121.3 and Xen. Heil. 1.6.4.

24, Hist. of Gr. VI, p.597; ¢f Gomme, H.C.T., on IV.1187.
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twelve concern slaves,2S two free men (both sailors),26 one, that of the truce,
both free men and slaves, while one is uncertain.?’ As in other wars in
ancient history, the deserters in some cases in the Peloponnesian War were
also used as first hand informers.2

As Gomme points out, Thucydides’ narrative in some passages?’
suggests that the desertion of helots played a considerable part in Spartan
policy making.® In fact, it is commonplace’! that during the entire War the
Spartans were afraid of the helots® and the Athenians of their allies.”?

One passage in Thucydides, referring to slave desertion, offers very
clear evidence -of the extent in which the heavy armed soldiers and the
cavalry used servants: the Athenians sadly retreating in Sicily *“carried their
own provisions themselves while under arms, some because they had no
servants, some because they did not trust the servants they had; many of
these had deserted in the past, and most of the rest were doing so now™ .34

Lastly, in the civil strife of Kerkyra, during its first phase, both rival
parties endeavoured to attract the support of the slaves outside the city.
These gave their support to the democratic faction, apparently by deserting
their agricultural duties.3s It is highly questionable, however, whether this
desertion can be also considered as treason and not an act of loyalty, given
that Kerkyra was a democratic state and that the agricultural slaves there
belonged to the state.’®

25. Thuc. I1.57.1, 1V.41.3, V.2.3, 14.3, 35.7, VIL.13.2, 26.2, 27.5, 75.5, VII1.40.2. Xen. Hell.
1.2.18 and Diod. XIII.71.1. On the massive desertion of slaves from Attica see M.I. Finley “Was
Greek Civilization Based on Slave Labour?” Historia, VII1 (1959), pp. 159f. Cf. idem, Slavery,
pp. 64f. On the massive desertion of Chian slaves (Thuc. VIII.40.2), see idem, Slavery, p. 67,
n. 47. .

26. Thuc. 111.77.2, Xen. Hell. 1.6.4.

27. Diod. XIILI13.1.

28. As in Thuc. V.2.3; ¢f Diod. XIIL.13.1.

29. As those of 1V.41.3 and V.14.3.

30. HC.T., on V.14.3; Gomme, however, ibid., notes that other Thucydidean passages (as
that of V.80) would not have led us to this conclusion.

31. P.H. Epps “Fear in Spartan Character” CL Phil. XXVII (1933), pp. 12-29, esp. 22f.

32. On this see among others Hans-Joachim Diesner, *“Sparta und das Helotenproblem™
Wiss. Zeits. Univ. Greifswald 111 (1953/54), pp. 219-225.

33. The clearest expression of this fear is perhaps that of Thuc. IV.108.1.

34, VIL.75.5 (Transl. Warner); the servants are here called ‘dxéiovBor’ while in IIL.17.3
and VI.102.2 are mentioned as ‘Omnpétar’, and in IV.16.1 as ‘Bepanovteg’ of the Spartan
hoplites; Cf. Steup (Classen-Steup), and Dover, H.C.T., ad loc.

35. Thue. I11.73.

36. That the Kerkyraian slaves of agriculture were public see Gomme, H.C.T., ad loc.



252 Andreas Panagopoulos

A. INDIVIDUAL FUGITIVES AND REFUGEES
1. Demosthenes.

The general Demosthenes is first mentioned by Thucydides in Book III.
91.1, which refers to the military operations of the summer of 426. After
some notable initial success during his campaihn in the North-West he was
defeated by the Aitolians near Aigition. Hg lost many allies and a hundred
and twenty gallant young Athenians out of a total of three hundred engaged
in the fight, including his colleague the general Prokles.’® This defeat
brought the expedition to an abrupt end, and the Athenians returned home,
but “Demosthenes stayed behind at Naupaktos and in the neighbourhood,
being afraid of the Athenians after what had happened”.3® So Demosthenes
was evidently condemned by himself to exile*® and became a fugitive. He was
soon able, however, to return home triumphantly after two new military
successes over the Ambrakiots at Akarnania in the following winter of 426/5.
From Thucydides we learn that “incidentally, after the disaster in Aetolia, it
was now, with this achievement to his credit, a much safer thing for him to
return home™.4! He was bringing with him three hundred sets of armour as
his personal share (one third of the total), of the spoil, while all the rest of
the booty was lost on the voyage home.*

37. Thuc. I11.97.3-98.4. On Demosthenes generally see Swoboda’s article in R.E., s.v., and
M. Treu, “Der Stratege Demosthenes™ Historia V. (1956), pp. 420-447.

38. Thuc. I111.98.4; cf. Westlake, Individuals, pp. 101f.

39. Thuc. I11.98.5; ¢f. 102.3. We agree with Classen (ad loc.) that “‘man darf bei dieser
Furcht des Dem. wohl an den damals vorherrschenden Einfluss des Kleon denken™, but it is
questionable whether his fears were justified; ¢/ Gomme, H.C.T., on III.114.1. Demosthenes’
fear is explained by Swoboda (op. cir., col. 163) as “Furcht, zur Verantwortung gezogen zu
verden”, and by M. Treu (op. cit., p. 426): “D. hat sich nicht getraut, nach Athen
zuriickzukommen, als spiter seine Amtszeit aufgelaufen war”. Henderson (Grear War, p. 149)
referring to Demosthenes’ decision not to return home, bitterly notes that “in this, at least, he
acted sagaciously™; but he argues rightly (pp. 150f.) that “perhaps, even for the Aetolian
expedition, the general merits more consideration from history than he would have received, as
he very well knew, from a jury of his indignant countrymen™.

40. Gomme (H.C.T., ad loc.), despite Thudydides’ clear evidence on that, says “‘almost self
condemned”. Steup also seems to ®e reserved, when (Classen-Steup, on II1.98.5) he notes “‘wie
aus dem Exil”). Stahl, however, (ad loc.) is positive: “ut alibi de exulum, ita hic de Demosthenis
sua sponte exulantis reditu in patriam legitur”.

4]. II1.114.1 (Transl. Warner).

42. Thuc. ibid.
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A controversial problem has been that of whether Demosthenes during
his voluntary exile in the North-West, was deprived of his generalship.
Thucydides himself fails to make this point clear. In the absence of explicit
evidence some scholars have argued -that he was indeed deposed from
office,* some that he was not,* while others are guarded.*> What is certain,
however, is that Demosthenes was not re-elected general in the spring of the
following year 425 as at the beginning of the Pylos campaign he is expressly
mentioned by Thucydides as being “without office since his return from
Akarnania®.4

Demosthenes’ successes during his voluntary exile in Aitolia enabled
him not only to restore the military situation after the Aigition defeat, but
also to regain his reputation and a safe and happy return home.#? His
greatest achievement, however, was to come next, at Pylos.

2. Gylippos.

Gylippos is mentioned by Thucydides for the last time in Book VIII. 13,
which refers to events of the spring of 413; but he says nothing about the
story that Gylippos, more than seven years after his return from Sicily, was
convicted of misappropriating money, and became a fugitive. This seems to
support the hypothesis that Thucydides probably wrote Books VI and VII in
the years immediately following the end of the Sicilian expedition, in which
case, of course, he cannot have known about Gylippos’ ultimate fate.*8
Xenophon ignores it, too.

The story is reported by two later authors, Diodoros* and Plutarch,0
the latter’s account being fuller. In summary, Gylippos in 405 while serving
as a subordinate to Lysandros, was dispatched by him to Sparta to take there

43. Among others D.M. Lewis (LH.S. LXXXI (1961), pp. 119-20), H.B. Mattingly (C.Q.
XVI (1966), p. 147 and n. 6), Westlake. Individuals, p. 102.

44. Busolt (Gr. Gesch., p. 1059, n. 1), and Steup (Classen-Steup, on I11.105.3)

45. Gomme, H.C.T., on 111.98.5 and 114.1. Westlake's suggestion (Individuals, p. 102) that
“he may have been reluctant to mention a case where the Athenians were in his view justified in
dismissing a general” seems to us to be somewhat arbitrary and sounds too psycho-analytic. if
he really hints, as we think he does, at Thucydides’ own dismissal from office and banishment

46. 1V.2.4.

47. Diodoros (XII.60) in his brief and wrongly dated summary of Demosthenes’ North-
West campaign does not say anything about his self-exile

48. See Westlake, Individuals, pp. 15 and 286 with n. 3.

49. XII1.106.8-9.

50. Lys. 16.1-17.1.
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the booty seized at Aigospotamoi and, with it, fifteen talents of silver.
Gylippos stole a considerable amount of the money but the ephors informed
against him; to avoid punishment he fled into exile and was condemned to
death in absentia.’!

In Plutarch’s words: “Lysander..., what remained of the public money,
and the gifts and crows which he had himself received,... sends to Lacedae-
mon by Gylippus, who had commanded formerly in Sicily. But he, it is
reported, unsewed the sacks at the bottom, took a considerable amount of
silver out of every one of them, and sewed them up again, not knowing there
was a writing in every one stating how much there was. And coming into
Sparta, what he had thus stolen away he hid under the tiles of his house, and
delivered up the sacks to the magistrates, and showed the seals were upon
them. But afterwards, on their opening the sacks and counting it, the
quantity of the silver differed from what the writing expressed; and the
matter causing some perplexity to the magistrates, Gylippus’ servant tells
them in a riddle, that under the tiles lay many owls; for, as it seems, the
greatest part of the money then current bore the Athenian stamp of the owl.
Gylippus having committed so foul and base a deed, after such great and
distinguished exploits before, removed himself from Lacedaemon”.*2

According to a report of Poseidonios, Gylippos commited suicide while
he was a fugitive.3 The integrity of his character had already been doubted
in Sicily.5 U. Kahrstedt argues that Gylippos enjoyed all civic rights, in spite
of hiy father’s banishmentss (see n. 51), but such a conclusion is not
unanimously supported by the scholars.*

S1. It is characteristic that Gylippos' father, too, according to some sources, had fled
Sparta at the time of Perikles, accused of bribery; he was also sentenced to death in his absence
and spent his life as a fugitive in Thourioi in Italy. Diodoros comments: “*And so these men,
who in all other affairs were looked upon as individuals of ability, by such conduct brought
shame upon the rest of their lives” (XII1.106.10. Transl. Oldfather); ¢f. Plut. Nik. 19.4.

52. Lys. 16.1ff. (Transl. A.H. Clough); of. Nik. 19.4 and 28.4, Perikl. 22.4; De lib. educ.
14.1.10B. Lykian. Hist. conscr. 38.52. Polyain, 1.42. Ail. V.H. XI1.43. Sen. Qu. nat. 1.1.14.

53, in Athen. VI.234 A; ¢f. (F. Jacoby) F. Gr. Hist. 87. F. 48.

54. Thuc. VIL.81.1 and 86.4; ¢f. Plut. Nik. 19.4.

§5. Griechisches Staatsrecht, 1, Gottingen, 1922, pp. 39f.

56. Cf. E. Baloch, Political Refugees in Ancient Greece. From the Period of the Tyrants to
Al der the Great, Joh burg, 1943, p. 128, n. 282 of. Ail. V.H., XI1.43, who says that
Gylippos was a mothax, which, as Westlake points out (Individuals, p. 286, n. 4), “could well
have been a handicap”. See on the subject D. Lotze, **MéBaxeg”, Historia XI (1962), pp- 427-35,
esp. p. 434 on Gylippos; ¢f. Busolt, Gr. Smauk:, p. 657.
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3. Alkibiades.

Alkibiades, who officially was never sentenced to exile’” by the autho-
rities of his country, twice fled as a fugitive: once in 415 and again in
407. His flight on the first occasion was prompted by allegations that he was
involved in the Hermai case and in the profanation of the mysteries, and by
an Athenian attempt later to depose him from office in Sicily and to bring
him back home for a trial. The Hermai affair and the profanation of the
mysteries have to be first analytically discussed here from this specific point
of view.

The mutilation of the stone busts of the god Hermes at Athens one night
in the early summer of 415 is related by Thucydides in Book VI. 27-29, 53.
1-2 and 60-61.5¢ The historian explicity informs us that Alkibiades was
suspected of being at the bottom of, or in sympathy with, the mutilation,’®
and that he was also directly implicated in profane performances of the
mysteries in private houses at that time.®® But, not surprisingly, both the
extraordinary outrages excited the Athenians who considered the incidents
not only as part of a conspiracy against the democratic establishment but
also as a bad omen for the expedition to Sicily, which was now ready to set
sail.¢' Alkibiades himself suggested that he should be tried at once, before
sailing as co-general to Sicily, but his accusers did not dare to proceed yet.52
Rewards had been offered for information.63 Arrests began: “After the

57. Cf. Hatzfeld, Alciviade, p. 294, n. 6; he was, however, condemned, only in his absence,
twice: Thuc. VI.61.7 (to death) and Xen. Hell. 11.3.42 (to exile).

58. Other ancient so‘irces of this famous incident are: Diod. XII.2.3-4. Andok. I, passim
11-65. Plut. Al/k. 18-21. and Nik. 13.2. Isokr. XVI. 15 and 34, Philochoros in Schol. on
Aristoph. Lysistr., 1094, 1.G. 12 302 ( = M-L, 77 = Tod, 75),Corn. Nep. 4lc. 3. Cf. M-L, 79
(=Tod, 79 and 80).

59. VI.28.2. Cf. Dover’s brilliant analysis of this affair, H.C.T., vol. IV, pp. 264-288, esp.
pp. 28If.

60. VI.28.1. Dover (H.C.T., p. 283, ad med.) notes that a parallel of the profanation of the
mysteries from modern English history is provided by George Selwyn's mockery of the
communion service at Oxford in 1745 as described by. P. Kerr in George Selwyn and His Times,
London, 1909, pp. 37ff.

61. Thuc. VI.27.3.

62. Thuc. 29.1-3. The most active among Alkibiades’ enemies were the demagogues
Androkles (Andok. 1.27, Plut, A/k. 19.1) and Peisandros (Andok. 1.27). Thucydides mentions
them in VIIL.65.2 and VII1.49 respectively, and passim. But according to Plutarch (4/k. 19.3 and
22.4) the official eisangelia was submitted by Thessalos, son of Kimon. Cf. J. de Romilly (Athen.
Imper., p. 208, n. 2) on Thucydides’ opinion about Alkibiades’ enemies.

63. Thuc. VI.27.2.
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expedition had set sail, the Athenians had been just as anxious as before to
investigate the facts about the mysteries and about the Hermae. Instead of
checking up on the characters of their informers, they had regarded every-
thing they were told as grounds for suspicion, and on the evidence of
complete rogues had arrested and imprisoned some of the best citizens,
thinking it better to get to the bottom of things in this way rather than to let
any accused person, however good his repution might be, escape interro-
gation because of the bad character of the informer™.6¢

The Athenians, irritated and worried, began to think of Peisistratos and
his sons’ tyranny at Athens.®S Thucydides, after a long excursus to relate in
detail the story of Harmodios and Aristogeiton, goes on: “With public
opinion inflamed as it was, there were already a number of worthy citizens in
prison and there was no sign of things getting any easier; in fact, every day
showed an increase of savagery and led to more arrests being made™.% At
last, one of the prisoners who was believed to be deeply implicated was
persuaded by a fellow-prisoner to make a confession. He accordingly, after
having been promised impunity by the authorities, came forward with
information implicating himself and others in the affair of the Hermai. The
Athenians, glad to get at last at the truth, as they believed, released the
informer at once and with him all those whom he had not denounced.®” The
end of the story, as Thucydides puts it, is as follows: “Those against whom
he had given evidence were brought to trial and all who were secured were
put to death. The death sentence was passed on all who managed to escape
and a price was set.on their heads™.68 The historian comments briefly on the
fate of those people declaring with what Henderson called “cynical good
sense”® the following: “No one can say whether the sufferers were justly
punished; but the beneficial effect on the city at the time cannot be denied™.”®
These were the events, as described by Thucydides.

This “one of the prisoners” was Andokides himself.”! In making his

64. Thuc. VI.53.2 (Transl. Warner)

65. Thuc. VI.54-59. Excitement was reanimated when in the spring of 414 Aristophanes
produced his Birds with allusions on this affair; see, e.g, Il 1074f. and Schol. on them

66. VI1.60.2 (Transl. Warner).

67. Thuc. VI.60.2-4.

68. VI.60.4 (Transl. Warner). Cf. the dated work of W. Goetz, *Der Hermokopidenpro-
cef ™. Jahrb. f. ki Phil, Suppl-b. VIII (1876), pp. S35ff.

69. Great War, p. 354.

70. VI.60.5 (Transl. Henderson, ibid.). Cf. Schol., ad loc.

71. We leamn this from the orator himself: Andok. I 48ff. He deals with the Hermai case in
Chapters 11ff., and with the profanation of the mysteries in 34[f., separately.
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confession the orator produced a list of the names of those twenty two men
who were in his opinion guilty of the mutilation of the Hermai. It is
noteworthy that Alkibiades’ name was not among those of the ‘“‘Hermokopi-
dai”. Alkibiades, nevertheless, was denounced by Andokides together with
thirty two others for participation in the profanation of the mysteries, and
the prytaneis received information from a slave named Andromachos.” But
the Athenians could not separate in their minds the Hermai from the
Mysteries and were determined to have Alkibiades tried and executed.”

It also happened that a small force of Spartans had marched from the
Peloponnese as fas as the Isthmos of Corinth just at the time of this
agitation. The Spartan move was in pursuit of some scheme with the
Boiotians, but now the Athenians suspected that it had happened by
arrangement with Alkibiades, and thought that if the demos had not
energetically acted on the information received, by arresting those against
whom the information had been laid, the city would have been betrayed.”
They also suspected Alkibiades’ Argive friends of a plot to overthrow
democracy at Argos; and it was at this point that the Athenians handed over
to the Argive demos those three hundred Argives, whom they kept in the
islands, to put to death; and the Argive demos killed them all.”s

In Thucydides we saw that some of the arrested Athenians were put to
death and others, who managed, like Alkibiades, to escape into exile were
sentenced to death in their absence.

From Philochoros? as well as from epigraphic sources we gain
information about further measures taken against the Hermokopidai: two
stelai have survived which record the confiscated property of Athenians
found guilty of the impiety.”” In line 12 of one of the columns stands:

72. See Andok. 1. [If.

73. Thuc. VI.61.4. Alkibiades™ enemies tried to link his name with both cases but finally he
was formally alleged only of the profanation of the mysteries (Thuc. VI.28.1. 61.1). It has
convincingly been suggested that if the Hermai case was intended to create any kind of &bstacle
to the expedition to Sicily, which is very probable, then, of course, Alkibiades cannot have
participated in it. since it was he who inspired the expediton. Cf., Hatzfeld, Alcibiade, p. 178.
n. L MacDowell. Andokides. m. 192—3. Westlake. Individuals, p. 221, n. |

74. Thuc. VI.61.2. Cf. Andok. 1. 45.

75. Thue: VI.61.3. Cf also V.84.1. VI.61.5. Cf MacDowell. op. cir., p. 284

76. See (Jacoby) F. Gr. Hist. 328, F.134

77. See A.D. Amyx, ““The Attic stelai (sale records of the property of the Hermokopidai)
Part I1T (vases and containers)”, Hesp. XXVII (1958) pp. 163-307. Cf. Pollux X.97: «’Ev di
taic "ATTINaIC onjAcic. @i Kriviar & EAwGive ta ton aotfinadvieoy nipi v Oued onuocia rpadévea

Ay Eypantar»
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["AAK1B1add 1]6 KAewvio’®.
(a) Alkibiades as a Fugitive for the First Time.

When the Athenians sent the sacred ship Salamiria to fetch Alkibiades
back home, he and his friends who had been accused with him were
permitted to sail on his own ship; but they were soon able to elude their
escort and to go into hiding at Thourioi, whence later they made their way to
the Peloponnese and finally took refuge in Sparta as political refugees. Thus
the Athenians sentenced them to death in absentia.” According to Plutarch
Alkibiades was also subjected to a curse,** and epigraphical evidence shows
that his property was confiscated.®! This was the beginning of the end for
Athens in the Peloponnesian War; Alkibiades was now to become her evil
spirit until her fall. It has been argued that this was Athens’ fatal error,
which 'ed her to disaster.8? As for Thucydides’ own opinion on this, w agree
with Westlake that, when the historian wrote Books VI and VII, he had not
*‘as yet come to regart the recall of Alcibiades as an error of judgement fatal
to Athenian prospects in Sicily™.83 But it is most probable that Thucydides
already regarded the Athenian decision to be an unfair and impolitic one,
since he expressly says that when Alkibiades was accused ‘“‘he denied the
charges made égainst him on the spot and was prepared to stand his trial
before sailing on the expedition... and to be examined as to whether he had
done any of the things of which he was accused; he should suffer the penalty,
if found guilty, and, if acquitted, should take up his command. He begged
them not to listen to attacks made on him in his absence, but, if he was really
guilty to put him to death there and then, and he pointed out how unwise it

78. See M-L. 79 (=Tod. 79) “‘Confiscated Property of the Hermokopidai (414 B.C.)". A
11.12-3.Cf. D.M. Lewis, Ehrenberg Studies, pp. |81ff., J.K. Davies, Athenian Propertied Families.
600-300 B.C.. Oxford, 1971, p. 21: also Cf Naphtali Lewis. Greek Historical Documents,
Toronto. 1971, pp. 3Iff. and p. 113 n. 43.

79. Thuc. VI.61.4-7.

80. Alk. 22.5.

81. See M-L. 79, pp. 210ff; ¢f: Plut. Alk. 22.5; also Balogh. Refugees, pp. 21 and 96 (n. 62);
P. Usteri, Aechtung und Verbannung im griechischen Recht, Diss. Zirich, 1903, p. 43. That
condemnation,to death in absentia carried with it also property confiscation see Busolt, Gr.
Gesch., p. 1511, . 2.

82. among others by J.H. Finley, Thucydides, p. 225, who notes: “Thus, at one stroke.
Athens not only gave the enemy a brilliant adviser but herself lost her one really gifted leader of
the period™.

83. Individuals, p. 222 and n. |.
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would be to send him out in command of such a large army with such serious
accusations still hanging over his head™* This, of course, does not cave
Alkibiades from the charge of treacherous action against his own country
and collaboration with the enemy during his exile.*s

His speech at Sparta; his advice to the ephors that Sparta should help
the Syracusans and also send a general there, and that & permanent post at
Dekeleia, in Attica itself, should be occupied by the Peloponnesians; that his
mission to lTonia in 412 caused many cities to revolt from Athens; that he
later lost the Spartan confidence and fled to the satrap Tissapherncs; that he
endeavoured to secure reinstatement at Athens by gaining Persian support
and by encouraging the oligarchic revolation in Athens: that the Athenian
fleet at Samos appointed him general and for several years (411-407) he
displayed outstanding military gifts*¢ and even won a brilliant victory at
Kyzikos are all recorded in detail, mainly by Thucydides®” and Xenophon*¥,
as well as by later authors including Diodoros, Plutarch and Nepos and are
commented on and investigated by numerous modern scholars such as
Grote, Busolt, Steup, Henderson, J.H. Finley, Hatzfeld, Delebecque, Brunt,
Romilly, Andrewes, Dover, Westlake, von Fritz, Bloedow, and others.*

TABLE 1
Thucydides expressly refers to Alkibiades as a fugitive in the following
places:
1. VI.74.1 «tmotapevoc 6t @evEotto»
2. V1.92.2 «v @uyadiknv mpobupiav»
3. VI.92.3 «@UYGG... Elpi»
4. VIIL.47.1 «nyv xdBodov», «meicavtt katerBeiv»
5. VIIL.47.2 «katehBOV»
6. VII1.48.2 «* Ahx1Bradov te katerBovrog»
7. VIII.48.4 «napakAnBeic Katelo»
8. VIIL.S3.1 « Arkifradnv xatayayobor»

84. VI.29.1 (Transl. Warner): ¢/. Xen. Hell. 1.4.14. Also Aristophanes (who “throughout all
his many plays... shows a curious reserve when Alcibiades is his theme™ -Henderson, Great
War, p. 417), in the Frogs 1431ff. alludes to Athens’ wrong tactic towards Alkibiades.

85. Cf. Grote, Hist. of Gr., VIII, p. 211, and Henderson's (Grear War. p. 296, 448-9, 487)

sarcastic remarks on Grote’s exaggerated aversion to Alkibiades.
86. Cf. V. Ehrenberg, From Solon to Socrates, London, 1968, p. 319.

87. See Table I.

88. See Table II. On Heli. 1.4.10 Andrewes (*The Generals”, p. 3) argues that the informa-
tion cannot be correct (Table II, 2).

89. opp. cirt. in the bibliography below
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9. VIIL.53.2 «gl KATEIOL», «uT) KOTAYEWV»

10. VIIL.65.2 «1® "AAKIPLEdN B¢ KATIOVTLY

11. VIIL.68.3 «On’ Ohyapyiog KatelOeiv»

12. VIIL.70.1 «TOLG QEVYOVTAg o0 Katfyov Tol "A. Evekar
13. VIIL.76.7 «fjv avt® Gdeuiv te xai kabodov motcwoivs
14. VIIL.81.2 «THg QUYTG»

15. VIIL.83.1 v 0D "Alkifradov xdBodov»

16. VIIL.87.1 «da v “AAkipradov kdabodov»

17. VIIL.97.3 «tyneicavto 8¢ kai ~AAKiBddnv katiévai»

TABLE 11

Xenophon expressly refers to Alkibiades as a fugitive for the first time in
the following places: (Hell.)

1. 1.4.8 « A. Bouvropevog anomhelv oikade»

2. 1.4.10 «"A. pgv @edyovia»

3. 1413 «oV dikaing @vyor»

4. 14.14 «@rovra avtov Eotépnoav Tihg matpidogr
S. L4.15 «@UYT] ATELPYOHEVOC»

6. 1.4.21 «HETA TOV KATATAOULV»

Let us now see how Alkibiades returned home from his first exile, about
eight years after he deserted to Sparta.® Xenophon, as Henry?! convincingly
suggests, with the first two Books of the Hellenica was consciously intending
to compose the formal continuation of Thucydides’ History.*> So Xenophon,
referring to Alkibiades’ return, seizes the opportunity to make an evaluation
of this most controversial figure, which agrees with that made by Thucydi-

90. On attempts made to find in Euripides' Helen allusions to Alkibiades (*innocent and in
exile like the heroine herself’) see de Romilly. Athen. Imper. p. 189f. n. 4. Other attempts have
been made to find similarities in the fate of Orestes and Alkibiades in exile; see eg. R'W
Harsh, A Handbook of Classical Drama, Stanford, California. 1944, p. 219. J.S. Morrison, “The
Place of Protagoras in Athenian Public Life (460415 B.C.)" C.Q. XXV (1941, p. 15, thinks that
the Suppliant Women of Euripides advocates the policy and leadership of Alkibiades; ¢f G
Murray, Euripides and His Age. 2. ed. London, 1964, p. 71. Others have discovered a political
allegory in the Sophoklean Philoktetes (see Harsh, ibid.. p. 145).

91. “Thucydides. Book Nine™ in Hellenica. pp. 14ff.

92. Marta Sordi. *I caratteri dell' opera storiografica di Senofonte nelle Elleniche™. Part 1.
Athenaeurs XX VIII (1950), pp. 3-53, Part II, ibid. XXIX (1951), pp. 273-384, goes even further:
she argues that the early part of the Hellenica was composed from notes prepared by Thucydides
(part I, p. 49).
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des.®’ In both historians’ opinion Alkibiades’ downtall and exile was
encombassed by jealous rival politicians who wanted to destroy him and gain
the people’s favour. Xenophon says: “‘He had bee¢n the victim of plots,
hatched in the brains of people less able than himself, however much they
might excel in pestilent speech; men whose one pronciple of statecraft was to
look to their private gains; whereas this man’s policy had ever been to
uphold the common weal, as much by his private means as by the power of
the State. His own choice, eight years ago, when the charge of impiety in the
matter of the mysteries was still fresh. would have been to submit to trial
once. It was his personal foes, who had succeeded in postponing that
undeniably just procedure; who waited till his back was turned and then
robbed him of his fatherland. Then it was that, being made the very slave of
circumstances, he was driven to court the men he hated most; and at a time
when his own life was in daily peril, he must see his dearest friends and
fellow citizens, nay, the very State itself, bent on a suicidal course, and yet, in
the exclusion of exile, be unable to lend a helping hand”.% This, though most
probably reflecting also Xenophon’s own opinion, is reported to be ‘“‘some
people’s opinion”, while that of others” was contrary: “For all their past
miseries and misfortunes Alcibiades alone was responsible: ‘If more trials
were still in store for the State, here was the master mischief—maker ready at
.5 But, judging from the multitude and the
enthusiasm with which Alkibiades was welcomed home, obviously the former
opinion was the predominant among the crowds: *“As he sailed into the
harbour, two great crowds — one from Piraeus, the other from the city —
flocked to meet the vessels. Wonderment, mixed with a desire to see
Alcibiades, was the prevailing sentiment of the multitude”.% According to
Xenophon (Hell. 1.4.12) and Plutarch (4/k. 34.1 from Xenophon), it was the
very day of the festival of Plynteria, and this was considered as a coincidence

s

his post to precipitate them

93. VI.28.2. Ephoros’ evaluation of Alkibiades (as recorded in Diod. XII1.68.4) is also very
similar,

94. Hell. 1.4.13-15 (Transl. Dakyns). The similarity of this passage with Thucydides® VI.28
is, in fact, striking. The only real difference is that, while Thucydides expresses his personal
opinion, Xenophon is representing the above evaluation as that voiced by some of the bystanters
at the reception of Alkibiades in Athens. Cf. Henry, Hellenica, p. 47.

95. Hell. 1.4.17 (Transl Dakyns).

96. Xen. Hell. 1.4.13 (Transl. Dakyns). Cf. the dated work of L.F. Herbst, Die Riickkehr
des Alkibiades, Hamburg, 1843, pp. 60ff. On the chronology see Busolt, Gr. Gesch., p. 1529, n. |
(ad fin.).
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of evil omen for both the state and Alkibiades, for “no Athenian should
transact serious business on such a day™.%7

When the ships came to their moorings. Alkibiades through fear of his
enemies did not disembark immediately; mounting on the quarterdeck he
looked first to see if his friends were there among the crowds. Finally, when
he discerned his relations and friends, he landed and'so. in the midst of an
enthusiastic escort ready to put down any attempt upon him, made his way
to the city.”®

In the speeches Alkibiades delivered in the Boule and the Ekklesia he
defended himself against the allegations of impiety, and asserted that he had
been the victim of injustice; in that atmosphere no one in the Assembly
ventured to gainsay his words. Then he was formally declared hegemon
autokrator,”® a kind of leader of the State with irresponsible powers, as
being “‘capable of restoring the previous strength and prestige of Athens™.
His first act was to institute anew the processional march to Eleusis, for of
late years the Athenians had been forced to conduct the mysteries by sea.!
His next step was to muster a force of fifteen hundred heavy infantry, one
hundred and fifty cavalry, and one hundred ships. Lastly, three months after
his return from exile, he set sail for Andros which had revolted from
Athens.!0! New military successes came to strengthen Alkibiades’ position in
the supreme leadership of Athens; but later in the same year 407 he could
effect little against the powerful combination of Lysandros and Kyros, until

97. Xen. ibid. Ephoros. however, as recorded by Diodoros (XII1.68) in Nepos (A/c. 6) and
in Just. (Epit. V.4), does not mention that.

98. Xen. Hell., 1.4.18-9. It is worth noting here that one of those who shared Alkibiades®
rehabilitation was Adeimantos, his friend and fellow demesman; he had been denounced as one
of the Hermokopidai by Agariste and been sent into exile (Andok. 1.16): after his return in 407
with Alk. he became a general (Xen. Hell. 1.4.21), but was not affected by Alkibiades’ second
fall; he was among the generals at Aigospotamoi, and was later accused of treachery there (Xen
Hell. 1.7.1, 11.1.30, 32. Lys. XIV.38; ¢f. Kirchner, P.4., 202, and M-L, pp. 245f. Another man
who probably came back home with Alkibiades was his uncle. Axiochos; ¢f. Westlake. op. cit, p
232, n. L. :

99. Xen. Hell. 1.4.20; ¢f. Ephoros (in Diod. XII1.69.3, Plut. A/k. 33.2 and Nep. Alc. 7
(“tota respublica domi bellique tradita, ut unius arbitrio gereretur™). E.F. Bloedow. Alcibiades
Reexamined (Historia, Heft 21), Wiesbaden, 1973, p. 70, finds this “an unprecedented measure in
Athenian history”. Cf. von Fritz, Geschichtsschreibung. 1, p. 175. and Beloch. Attische Politik,
p- 82.

100. Xen. ibid.

101. Xen. Hell., 1.4.21; ¢f. Diod. (from Ehporos) XI11.69.4. For another step. probably
taken by Alkibiades in 407, see the attractive suggestion of Merit (in Class. Stud. Presented 1o
Edward Capps. p- 249) which was guardedly accepted by M-L. p. 279.
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in his absence part of his fleet under the command of his subordinate
Antiochos suffered a defeat at Notion. When Alkibiades, on hearing the
news, rushed back, he found Lysandros safe at Ephesos; the Athenians
offered battle, the Spartan refused it.'2 But, although the defeat had not
deprived Alkibiades of his admitted superiority at sea, this was the beginning
of the second and final downfall of Alkibiades who was thus to become a
fugitive for the second time.

(b) Alkibiades as a Fugitive for the Second Time.

The Athenian defeat at the battle of Notion was not so important per se
for its military consequnces as for its political effect; indeed, the Athenians
committed now their second and final mistake towards Alkibiades: they
dismissed him from his command, and he fled into exile within the same year
of his returr In Xenophon’s account it reads: ‘“But now the news of the late
disaster at Notium had reached the Athenians at home, and in their
indignation they turned upon Alcibiades, to whose negligence and lack of
self-command they attributed the destruction of the ships. Accordingly they
chose ten new generals™.!03

Alkibiades did not return home.!% From Samos he went quietly off to
Thrace and became a fugitive again. “Alkibiades”, says Xenophon, *“‘who
was moreover in bad odour in the camp, sailed away with a single trireme to
his private fortress in the Chersonese™.!% This time he was formally
dismissed from his command by the Athenians but was not condemned into
exile, or death in absentia nor deprived of his property.!% Diodoros provides
a specific reason for Alkibiades’ flight: he was afraid lest the Athenians,
seizing a suitable occasion, would inflict upon him a punishment for all the
injustices he had committed against them; consequently he condemned
himself to exile.'” Upon this Grote takes the opportunity to attack

102. Xen. Hell. 1.5.1-15; ¢f. Diod. XII1.69.5, 70f. 73f. Plut. Lys. 4.5.9; Alk. 35-6. Just. Epit.
V.5.2. Nep. Alc. 7.1-3. See also W. Vischer “Alkibiades und Lysander” in K/ Schriften, 1.
pp. 136ff.

103. Xen. Hell. 1.5.16 (Transl. Dakyns); Cf. Diod. XIII.74.1 (from Ephoros who follows
Xenophon) Plut. A/k. 36.1f. Lys. 5.3. Nep. Alc. 7 (“quibus rebus factum est, ut absenti
magistratum abrogarent™) and Lys. XXI.7.

104. Or. in Henderson's words (Grear War, p. 448), “Knew better than to go back home™.

105. Hell. 1.5.17 (Transl. Dakyns); ¢f. Plut. Lys. 5.3, Alk. '36.5. Diodoros (X111.74.2) and
Nepos (A4lc. 7) both from Ephoros, say Alkibiades withdrew to *Paktye in Thrace.

106. Lys. XIX.52; Isokr. XVI.46.

107. XII1.74.4 (from Ephoros. who follows Lysias XIV.38. almost e verbo).



264 Andreas Panagopoulos

Alkibiades as a man who ‘“had a character worse than none”.!% But the
following words seem to us to be nearer the truth: “Feared and distrusted in
Athens, Sparta, and Persia alike, the most brilliant man of action of his
generation, whose judgement of public policies was as unerring as his
fpersonal aims, methods, and conduct were wrong found outlet for his restless
energy only in waging private war on the ‘kingless’ Thracians. Had Athens
been able to trust him he might have saved her Empire and destroyed her
liberty.”"109 )

Aristophanes in the Frogs, produced in 405, when Alkibiades was still
alive and in self-exile, surely reflects much of the public opinion about
Alkibiades at that time:

DIONYSUS Now then, whichever of you two shall best Advise
Advise the city, he shal come with me.
And first of Alcibiades, let each
Say what he thinks; the city travails sore.
EURIPIDES What does she think herself about him?
DION. She loves and hates and longs to have him back.
But give me your advice about the man.
EUR. I loathe a townsman who is slow to aid.
And swift to hurt his town; who ways and means.
Finds for himself, but finds not for the State.
DION. Poseidon. but that’s smart! (To Aeschylus)
And what say you?
AESCHYLUS ‘Twere best to rear no lion in the State:
But having reared, 'tis best to humour him?!!"

Henderson attacking Grote for his criticism against Alkibiades main-

tains that he deserved neither judicial animadversion nor dismissal.!'! But

108. Hist. of Gr.. VIII, pp. 211-6. esp. 212

109. Ferguson, C.A.H.. V. p. 354.
110. 1020-1032 (Transl. Rogers). The allusion of Aischylos™ answer (1031-2) is clear: o0

¥p1) Aéoviog okbpvov Ev méher Tpégey / fiv &’ ExTpagh Tig, Toig TponoLg ummpeteiv’. Cf. Plut.
Apophth. Lak., 4l:

“— Adxvelg, Gonep ai yuvaikes.

— OU pév ovv, GAL" @omep ol Afovteg™.
Cf. also Lys. XIV.16: “&i (' Arxipradny) tmiixottov dvia anexteivate, 6t mPOTOV EiG LHAG
trapete EEapaprdvovra, ovk Gv Eyévovio cupgopai tocabtat T mOAel”.

111. Grear War, p. 449. Henderson, concluding his judgement of Alkibiades, adds: **Wha:
the whole tragedy of Alkibiades and his city is ended and the curtain falls, which of the two has

the greater need for forgiveness at the judgement seat of history?"™
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Beloch seems to us to be more justified in pointing out: “*Eine Nieberlage, an
der Alkibiades zwar direkt ohne Schuld war, fiir die er aber als Oberbe-
fehlshaber doch,, und mit Recht, die Verantwortung tragen musste’.!!?

In the place of his exile Alkibiades gathered troops and lived as an
automonous local leader, fighting against some neighbouring Thracian tribes
and making friends with others.'"* But the only noteworthy instant of his life,
as a fugitive for the second time, is his attitude towards the troops of his
country in 405, a few hours before the disastrous (for Athens) battle at
Aigospotamoi began: he tried, indeed. to save the fleet and his country from
the final blow; but in vain. )

Knowing well from personal experience Lysandros’ craft and enterprise,
Alkibiades came down alone on horseback from his castle in the Chersonese
to the Athenian army to counsel the generals: “But now Alkibiades™, says
Xenophon, “from one of his fortresses, could espy the position of his fellow-
countrymen, moored on an open beach beyond reach of any city, and forced
to send for supplies to Sestos, which was nearly two miles distant, while their
enemies were safely lodged in a harbour, with a city adjoining, and
everything within reach. The situation did not please him, and he advised
them to shift their anchorage to Sestos, where they could have the advantage
of a harbour and a city. ‘Once there’, he concluded, ‘you can engage the
enemy whenever it suits you'.!"* Diodoros (from Ephoros) says that
Alkibiades added to the generals that he, too, could help by raising in their
support natives of the countryside, some Thracian tribes whose chiefs were
his own friends; that these chiefs had agreed to give him a large army, if he
wanted to make war to 4 finish on the Spartans; that for this reason he asked
the generals to give him a share in the command. promising them either to
compel Lysandros to accept battle or to contend with them on land with the
help of the Thracians''s. Diodoros provides also explanation of Alkibiades’
offer: “from a desire to achieve by his own efforts some great success for his
country and through his benefactions to bring the people back to their old
affection for him™;'!6 which implies that his final purpose was, again, to be
recalled from his self-exile and to restore his own leadership in Athens. This

112, Autische Politik, p. 84: ¢f. L. Herbst. Die Schiacht bei den Anginusen, Hamburg, 1855,
pp. ISIff., W. Vischer, K/ Schriften, I, Pl 257

113. Plut, Alk. 36, 37: Nep. Ale. 7.4; ¢f Diod. XIII.105.3.

114. Hell. 11.1.25 (Transl. Dakyns).

115. XII1.105.3.

116. XII1.105.4 (Transl. Oldfather). C/ Nep. Alc. 8.
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information, however, is not beyond question. Busolt finds it “eine... hochst
unwahrscheinliche und offenbar willkiirlich erfundene Darstellung”.!!?

The reaction of the Athenian commanders was tough: *“the generals, and
more particularly Tydaeus and Menander, bade him go about his business.
‘We are generals now — not you’, they said; and so he went away™ ¥
Plutarch adds that Alkibiades even suspected there must be treachery among
the generals.!"® Diodoros, on the other hand, continuing Ephoros’ version,
gives also a reason for this reaction of the generals to Alkibiades’ offer: they
considered that in case of defeat the blame would attach to them and in case
of success all men would attribute it to Alkibiades.20

After the fall of Athens in 404, Alkibiades was among those on whom
the Thirty pronounced a decree of exile.!2! To him and all others put under
the ban there was to be no asylum anywhere; and, of course, Sparta was
found willing to collaborate in this respect with the oligarchic regime of
Athens which Lysandros had established. So Sparta issued an order
prohibiting, under the threat of heavy fines, sanctuary in states of the
Peloponnesian alliance to exiles or fugitives from the oppresion of the Thirty
at Athens.'?2 Fearing this, Alkibiades fled from his stronghold in the
Chersonese and sought the nominal protection of the Persian Satrap
Pharnabazos in Phrygia. But, as Kritias, one of the chief leaders of the
Thirty, “taught™ Lysandros, if Alkibiades was to live, the Athenian oligarchy
would be in danger and if Athens was to be democratic again. the Spartans
would not dominate all Greece with any degree of security; so Alkibiades
had to die.!? A secret message was sent by the ephors to Lysandros and by
him to Pharnabazos with the request that the Athenian guest should be
killed. The Persian did not refuse to arrange this affair. One winter night of
404 Alkibiades awoke to find his bedroom in flames; he rushed out with
drawn sword to meet the assassins, but a rain of darts fell upon him. He was
only fortyfive years of age.!* Plutarch relates that the Athenians. after

117. Gr. Gesch., pp. 1619f., n. 4.

118. Xen. Hell. 11.1.26 (Transl. Dakyns).

119. Alk. 37.2 and Lys. 11.1.

120. XIII.105.4.

121. Xen. Hell. 11.3.42; 11.4.14; cf Isokr. XVL.15, 16. Just. (Epit.) V.8, Lys. XIX.52.

122. Lys. XI1.95, 97. Plut. Lys. 27.5 and Pel. 6.5. Cf. also Just. (Epit.) V.9.4, Diod. XIV.6.3
Xenophon omits this important information.

123. Plut. Alk. 38.5f.

124. Plut. Alk. 39. Plutarch (ibid.) gives another version of Alkibiades’ death, and Diodoros
(XIV.11, from Ephoros) a third one. Cf. Isokr. XVI.40. Four authors, probably all from
Ephoros, Diodoros (ibid.), Nepos (Alc. 10.4), Plutarch (ibid.) and Athenaeos (XII1.574e) agree
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having dismissed Alkibiades from his command, acknowledged too late their
blindness and errors, and looked upon their second measure against
Alkibiades as the greatest of their errors: “In wrath against a subordinate for
losing a few ships disgracefully, still more disgracefully they themselves had
robbed the city of their greatest and most war-like general™.!2s

4. Konon.

In the crippling Athenian defeat at Aigospotamoi in 405, together with
thousands of sailors, the Athenian generals Philokles and Adeimantos were
taken prisoner, and apparently all the other generals except Konon.!'2¢
Xenophon relates that Konon with eight vessels escaped: “‘Knowing that the
fortune of Athens was ruined, he put into Abarnis, the promontory of
Lampsacus, and there picked up the great sails of Lysander’s ships and then
with eight ships set sail himself to seek refuge with Euagoras in Cyprus, while
the Paralus started for Athens with tidings of what had taken place™.!?
Xenophon's explanation of why Konon did not sail back home but became a
refugee shows that the general was well aware that to return to Athens, after
the destruction of the whole fleet, was to become certainly one more prisoner
of Lysandros in the City; but in Diodoros’ view (from Ephoros) the reason
was the fear of facing the indignation of his countrymen; he adds that
Euagoras was at that time in control of Cyprus and that Konon had friedly
relations with him.'28 But whatever the exact motives behind this resolution,
it is certain that by becoming a fugitive Konon was able to offer great
services to his country later; eleven years after he fled Athens, in 394, he
managed totally to destroy the Spartan fleet at Knido$ and one year
afterwards to return to Athens triumphantly and to build up her walls
again.'?® Three years before, in 397, Konon on his request had been asked to
construct a great fleet for the Persian King whose service he had joined; it
was with this fleet that he annihilated the Spartan sea power; and it was this
revenge for the Aigospotamoi disaster which Konon had in mind when he

that the assassination took place in a small town in Phrygia. It is strange that Xenophon does
not mention 1it.

125. Alk. 38.2 (Transl. Henderson in Grear War, p. 450). For an interesting general
evaluation of Alkibiades see M.F. McGregor, “The Genius of Alkibiades™ Phoenix XIX (1965),
p- 27 “..a shrewd gambler than a mere opportunist™). For Alkibiades' “‘one fatal mistake of
judgement in his whole career” see H.-P. Stahl, Thukydides, p. 107, n. 6.

126. See our Captives and Hostages, pp. 173ff

127. Hell. 11.1.29 (Transl. Dakyns); ¢f. Lys. XXI.9-11, and Plut. Lys. |1 and Alk. 37.

128. XII1.106.6; ¢f. Paus. IILI11.5.

129. Xen. Hell. 1V.3.11f; Diod. XIV.83.6f; c¢f. Martin, Vie internationale, p. 475.
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started negotiations with the Persian King for the construction of a fleet and
for the revival of the Persian navy.'3% Euagoras himself must have played
some positive role in this affair,’*" and certainly he helped to a great extent
with the construction of the fleet.!32

5. Ptoiodoros.

We learn from Thucydides that in the summer of 424, shortly before the
campaign of Delion, there had been some “fifth columnists™!33 in the cities
of Boiotia, who had been intriguing with the Athenian generals Demosthenes
and Hippokrates with a view to changing rhe constitution and introducing a
democracy, as at Athens; that it was Ptoiodoros a Theban who had taken the
chief part in these negotiations; and that, among other groups, the exiled
party from Orchomenos were particularly active in the plot and hired troops
from the Peloponnese.'

Nothing more is known about this Ptoiodoros;!*5 we cannot even know
for sure whether he was an exile or a fugitive, as Thucydides uses for him the
term “‘@uyac” which gives no clear indication, since it can be used for both
exiles and fugitives.

We certainly know, however, that after their defeat at Delion, in the
winter of the same year 424/3, the Athenians honoured those Boiotians who
were now in exile at Athens;'3 Ptoiodoros was probably amongst them, if he
survived the unsuccessful attempt.!” He is not mentioned further by
Thucydides or by any other source.

130. Isokr. V.62.63 and 1X.53-55; ¢f. Diod. XIV.83.4. Cf. Guido Barbieri, Conone, Roma,
1955, p. 83.

131. Cf. K. Spyridakis, Euagoras I von Salamis, Stuttgart, 1935, pp. 16f.; also Swoboda’s
article in R.E., s.v. “Konon (3)", col. 1322.

132. isokr. IX.56. 67. 68. From Isokrates (IX.51ff.) and Lysias (XIX.23. 36. 44) we also
learn that at Salamis in Cyprus a colony of Greek, c‘speciall_v Athenian, fugitives had been
founded.

133. Cf. Losada, Fifth Column, p. 63.

134. 1V.76.2-3. As for the Orchomenian exiles here, as Gomme (H.C.T., ad loc.) points out,
they are in contrast to Thuc. 1.113.2, and Orchomenos had often been at enmity with Thebes;
“but class solidarity is now stronger than local patriotism™ (ibid., on I.!12.2), probably meaning
*“party solidarity™.

135. Cf. Spratt, ad loc.

136. IG. 12, 68-69, 70 (Cf. 103); S.E.G. X.81, 84; Cf. Gomme (H.C.T.. on 1v.101.2).

137. In R.E., s.v.. Pioidoros, 2, K. Ziegler, using apparently an argumentum ex silentio,
thinks that Ptoidoros *‘diirfte den Misserfolg nicht iiberlebt haben”. But there is no evidence

whatsoever
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6. The Priestess Chrysis.

In the summer of 423 the Heraion at Argos was burnt down. Chrysis,
who had been priestess of the temple for fifty six and a half years,!3® being
responsible for the fire,at once took refuge in Phleious and later in Tegea, !
for fear of the Argives. She provides one of the few instances of those who
sought refuge in flight during the War but not as a result of the War. In
Thucydides” words: “in the same summer the temple of Hera at Argos was
burnt down through the negligence of the priestess Chrysis, who put a
lighted torch near the garlands and then fell asleep, with the result that they
all caught fire and blazed up before she was aware of it. Chrysis herself
immediately fled by night to Phlius out of fear of the Argives. They,
according to the regular procedure, appointed another priestess named
Phaeinis. At the time of her flight Chrysis had been priestess for eight years
of this war and half the ninth”.!40

Hellanikos in a work called Priestesses of Hera made a chronological
table;'#! the work was published at an unknown date,'42 but it is presumed
that it was already published when Thucydides wrote his first reference to
Chrysis.'#? Dover suggests that Thucydides’ first mention of Chrysis was due
to interest in Hellanikos’ recently published work; also that Hellanikos may
have finished this work before the temple of Hera was burnt down, an event
which is for this reason mentioned by Thucydides at this juncture.!#

It is not from Thucydides but from Pausanias that we learn that Chrysis
finally became a fugitive in Tegea. Gomme suggests that she did not follow
the shortest route through Argos, but went by way of Phleious which
Thucydides gives as the only place of her refuge. From Phleious, says
Gomme, she would go to Stymphalos and thence to Arkadian Orchomenos.
The shrine of Athena Alea at Tegea was of particular sanctity; eminent

138. Thuc.I1.2.1: forty-eight years at the outbreak of the War plus (IV.133.2-3) eight and a
half in 423.

139. Paus. II1.5.6. On the connection between supplication and sanctuary see E. Schlesin-
ger, Die griechische Asylie (Diss. Giessen), 1933, pp. 28ff.

140. 1V.133.2-3 (Transl. Warner). Gomme (H.C.T., ad loc.) finds Hude's (Comm. Crit..
145) ‘dnéguyev’, instead of ‘Emeevyer’ of the Mss. probable; c¢f. Paus. 11.17.7.

141. (Jacoby) F. Gr. Hist, 4. FF. 74ff.

142. Cf. Gomme (H.C.T., vol. I, p. 6, n. 3).

143. IL.2.1. See F. Jacoby, Atthis, Oxford, 1949, 356.24, 358: ¢f Gomme, H.C.T., on I1.2.1.

144. Maia VI (1953), pp. 8-9: ¢f Gomme's (H.C.T., on IV.133.2-3) reservation towards
Dover’s suggestion.
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persons took refuge there, and no state would ask for extradition.!s Finally,
we also learn from Pausanias that, in spite of Chrysis’ neglect, her statue was
not removed from the Heraion.!* If this information is true, it might mean
that, had she not fled, the Argives would have been gentle to her, as she was
a priestess'¥” and besides, by that time, a very old lady.

7. Diagoras ‘‘the Atheist”.

In Diodoros (from Ephoros) we learn that at Athens in 415 “Diagoras,
who was dubbed ‘the atheist’, was accused of impiety and, fearing the people,
fled from Attica; and thé Athenians announced a reward of a talent of silver
to the man who should slay Diagoras.'# This is another rare example of one
who became fugitive during the War, but not because of it.

Diagoras is said to have originated from Melos and to have been a
dithyrambic poet'#® and author of a lost atheistic writing. He was notorious
for his proverbially blasphemous remarks about Athenian divinities.!** E.
Wellmann, in doubting the correctness of the year of Diagoras’ condemna-
tion, 415, given by Diodoros, employs a rcas'onihg which in our opinion is
wrong: “Die Verurteilung des D. in Athen setzt Diodor XIII. 6 in das J. 415;
dazu will aber die Anspielung des Aristophanes in den Wolken schlecht
stimmen™.!S! But Aristophanes in this comedy,!s? produced in 423, does not
refer to Diagoras’ actual condemnation but simply to his impiety, which
must have been in evidence before the condemnation:'s? on the contrary,
indeed. Aristophanes’ express reference to the Athenian announcement of the
reward for the fugitive Diagoras’ head in the Birds, produced in 414,
supports the accuracy of the chronology of this incident provided by
Ephoros — Diodoros. Besides, 415 coincides with the elevation of religious
feeling, at Athens as a result of the Hermai case and the profanation of the
mysteries.!s There is no further explicit reference to Diagoras’ fate.!ss

145. H.C.T., on IV.133.2-3.

146. 11.17.7.

147. On the inviolability of priests see Phillipson, Intern. Law, 11, p. 269.

148. XI11.6.7 (Transl. Oldfather).

149. D.L. Page, PM.G., 738-9 (pp. 382f).

150. Cf. Lvs. VI.17. Cf. F. Jacoby. “Diagoras 6 “Alcoc", Abhandl. Berlin. 1959, Nr. 3.

151. in R.E., s.v. “‘Diagoras”.

152. Clouds, 830.

153. Cf. J.B. Bury “Blasphemy Trials at Athens in CAH., V. p. 383.

154. See the fine remarks of Ferguson in C.A.H. V, pp. 279f.

155. Diagoras’ fame as an “‘atheist” reached the IV Century A.D. See Cic. Nat. D. 1.2.63,
117; Aét. 1.7.1 (=Diels, Dox. Gr., 297); Ail., V.H. 31 F. 33; Sext. Emp.. Pyr. 111.15, Math. 1X.51;
Tatian.. Ad. Gr.. 27; Athenag. Suppl. 4; Cyril. Adv. Jul., V1.190: Arnob., Adv. Nat., LV:$29.
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B. GROUPS OF FUGITIVES AND REFUGEES
1. Refugees of Notion.

From Thucydides we learn that in the summer of 427 the Athenian
admiral Paches landed at Notion, the port of Kolophon; some Kolophonians
had settled there as part of the town had been taken by the Persian Itamenes
with his troops after an invitation by a local faction.!s® Those refugees at
Notion split up again in two parties. one of which called upon mercenary
troops from the Lydian satrap Pissuthnes for help and, with the aid of the
pro-Persian faction among the Kolophonians, formed a new community
in Notion, while the other party had become fugitives and invited Paches to
help them against their opponents. That is why Paches came here.!3” The
continuation of this story is known.!*® One of those fugitives who invited
Paches must have been a Kolophonian named Apollophanes; his good
services for Athens were recognized by an honorary decree of ihe Assem-
blv_|59

2. Kerkyraian Fugitives.

When the oligarchs, during the great civil strife at Kerkyra in 417, killed
Peithias, the leader of the Kerkyraian democratic party, some of his
followers, a few only, escaped and took refuge on the Athenian trireme,
which was in the harbour,!60

The Athenian ship with the Kerkyraian fugitives on board must have
sailed off soon for Athens since we are informed shortly afterwards that
immediately after the coup d' étar the new oligarchic regime “sent delegates
to Athens to give their own version of what had been done and to try to
dissuade the Corcyraean refugees in Athens from taking any action against
them which might lead to a counter-revolution™.!¢! But as soon as these
representatives arrived at Athens, the Athenians arrested them and all those

156. 111.34.1.

157. Thuc. 1I1.34.1-2.

158. See our Captives and Hocstages, pp. 52ff.
159. LG. 12.59. Cf. SEG. X.70.

160. Thuc. I11.70.6.

161. Thuc. I11.71.2 (Transl. Warner); ¢f Gomme, H.C.T., ad loc.
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among the fugitives who listened to them on a charge of sedition, and put
them in custody in Aigina.'®2 The consequent fate of both these oligarchic
delegates and the refugees is unknown; but for the latter we can presume that
they must have returned to Kerkyra shortly afterwards, when the democratic
party gained the upper hand.!6?

From the same civii war at Kerkyra there is evidence of a few oligarchic
fugitives, too. Thucydides relates that when the democrats began to take the
upper hand at Kerkyra, Nikostratos, the commander of the Athenian
squadron there, intended to arrange a settlement between the two-factions:
“he persuaded the two parties to agree among themselves to bring to trial ten
men who had been chiefly responsible and who had not stayed for the
outcome of the negotiations, and were already clear™.'®* Who these ten men
were, is not specified; it seems that they were some of the chief leaders of
the two parties, and that both parties named for trial men who had already
escaped.'®S Nothing more is known about these “fugitives” and their fate.

After the first massacre of the oligarchs by the rival party in the summer
of 427, about five hundred of them who survived, fled into exile and became
fugitives.'¢ This is Thucydides’ information, according to which these
oligarchs were clearly fugitives; and now we read here that the democratic
party drove any opponents from the State: they just survived the slaughter
and fled as fugitives to the mainland opposite.

Diodoros (from Ephoros), however, says that the democrats absolved
the suppliant oligarchs from the punishment of death and expelled them
from the city; which means that he refers to exiles, not fugitives.'” But
Ephoros’ partiality here towards the democrats and his intentional falsifi-
cation of Thucydides’ version of the entire Kerkyraian Affair has been
strongly criticized.'t®

This remmant of the oligarchs. according to Thucydides, fled to the
mainland opposite and began to harry their democratic enemies; later they

162. Thue. I11.71.2-72.1.

163. Thuc. 111.74.1ff. As for the oligarchic delegates, had the Athenians handed them over
to the victorious Kerkyraian demos (Thuc. IIL.81(f. and IV 46-48), they must have had the same
tragic end as the other oligarchs.

164. 111.75.1.

165. Cf. Classen-Steup, ad loc: “man bezeichnete, um Blutvergiessen zu vermeiden, von
beiden Seiten nur solche Personnen, die sich schon in Sicherheit gebracht hatten™. Gomme,
H.C.T. ad loc., finds this, *‘a most humane compromise™

166. Thuc. 111852,

167. XI1.57.4.

168. See. c.g.. Busolt. Gr. Gesch.. p 1051, n. 2 and Gomme, H.C.T.. on [I1 70.1, ad. fin
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crossed over and seized Mount Istone, in the South of the city of Kerkyra,
whence they continued their depredations until in 425 the democrats, with
the aid of an Athenian squadron, stormed the fortification on the mountain
and forced the fugitives to surrender on the promise of a trial in Athens.!6%
Their tragic fate has been examined elsewhere.!70

3. Mytilenean Fugi/i'ves.

From Thucydides we learn that in 424 *‘the exiled party from Mytilene
and the rest of Lesbos, setting out, most of them, from the mainland, and
supported by mercenaries hired from the Peloponnese and others engaged
locally, captured Phoeteum™.!7! After that they succeeded in taking Antan-
dros.'72 There is no clear evidence who these exiles were, for Thucydides who
often refers to exiles or fugitives without giving details, did not mention any
Mytileneans who were banished or who had fled into exile before. We can
safely presume, however, that these were the oligarchs who three years
before, in 427, had survived the suppression of the Lesbian revolt and,
apparently, became fugitives.!” The expression ‘‘setting out... from the
mainland”, with the partitive apposition “most of them”, reflects a usual
tactic of oligarchic exiles of other islands as well, who used lhe mainland
opposite as a base for operations.!7*

We hear of these fugitives again latefy Thucydides says that in the
summer of the same year, 424, the Mytilenean.fugitives were going to carry
out a plan of fortifying Antandros but were prevented from achieving their
purpose by the commanders of the Athenian ships who had been sent out to
collect tributes. The Athenians, fearing that the fortification might become a
danger for Mytilene, defeated in battle those who came out from Antandros
to oppose them and retook the place.!”

169. 111.85.2-3 and 1V.46.1-2.
170. See our Captives and Hostages, pp. 60ff.
171. 1V.52.2-3 (Transl. Warner).

172. Thuc. 1V.52.3; on the South coast of the Troad in Asia Minor, about fifteen miles
from Lesbos

173. Thuc. I11.28, 31, 50

174. As in Thuc. I11.85.2 and 1V.75.1; ¢f. Gomme, H.C.T,, on IV. 5"-2

175. 1V.75.1. Thucydides specifies that the Athenians were afraid that a fortified Antandros
might become “'just as much a danger as Anaia was to Samos” (ibid.). This refers to the Samian
fugitives of 439 (Thuc. 1.115.4- 5). On Anaia see Thuc. 111.19. If. and 32.2.
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The same incident of the Mytilenean fugitives is briefly recorded by
Diodoros, who specifies only that their number was large and that the
Athenians put some of these fugitives to death, and expelled others from
Antandros.!76

4. Ambrakiot and Peloponnesian Refugees.

During the Amphilochian campaign in the winter of 426/5, where the
Peloponnesians and their local allies were defeated by the Athenians and
their allies there, the Ambrakiots suffered a serious defeat by the Athenians
and Akarnanians, in the battle of Olpai. Most of the Peloponnesians, who
had survived a previous conflict, now by virtue of a secret agreement with
Demosthenes!?” withdrew safely; but their allies, the Ambrakiots and some
Peloponnesians, cut off from the main body, were given chase with heavy
losses; about two hundred of them were killed.!”® The rest of the Ambrakiots
together with some Peloponnesians escaped across the frontier into Agrais
and found shelter there with the king of the Agraians, Salynthios, who was
their friend.!” So these people became fugitives, or more precisely, refugees.
We hear of them again in Thucydides: “Next day a herald came to them
from the Ambrakiots who had fled from Olpae to the country of the
Agraeans. He had come to ask permission to take up the dead™.!*" After the
departure of Demosthenes and the Athenians, these refugees, both Ambra-
kiots and Peloponnesians, who in the meantime had departed from Salynthos’
country to Oiniadai, were granted a truce by the Akarnanians and
Amphilochians allowing them to retreat from there unmolested.'®! Oberhum-
mer convincingly suggests that the truce was for the journey from Argais to

176. XI1.72.2-3.

177. Thycydidcs himself, who generally does not like making direct moral characteriza-
tions, cannot refrain from calling this Peloponnesian act “selfish treachery™ (II1.109.2). After
that, Diodoros’ information (XI1.60.6, from Ephoros) that the Ambrakiots after their disaster
“sent for a garrison of Lakedaimonians because they feared the Athenians™ makes no sense. The
Spartan reputation in this district was dead. And this was exactly Demosthenes’ crafty intention
(Thuc., ibid.).

178. Thuc. 111.109.2f. I11. Cf Hammond, “The Campaigns in Amphilochia during the
Archidamian War"”, B.S.4., XXXVII (1936-7), pp. 128-40. Gomme (H.C.T., ad loc.) rightly
suggests that the dead were of both Ambrakiots and Peloponnesians. Cf. Thuc. II1.114.2.

179. Thuc. I'L.111.4.

180. I11.113.1 (Transl. Warner).

181. Thuc. I11.114.2.
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Oiniadai for both the Péloponnesians and the Ambrakiots, and for unhinde-
red departure of the Ambrakiots'®2 home from there.!*}

S. Megarian Fugitives.

In 424 the active pro-Athenian democrats of Megara took refuge in
Athens when it was discovered that they were plotting with the Athenians to
overthrow the government: they were merely another unsuccessful “Fifth
column” in a Greek city at that time.'8¢ “Those of the Megarians in the city
who were most implicated in the plot with the Athenians, knowing that they
had been discovered, immediately slipped away”.'$% These extreme demo-
crats of Megara clearly became fugitives at Athens, and we do not hear of
them again until the beginning of the Sicilian expedition in the summer of
415; a hundred and twenty of them went on the expedition to Sicily as light-
armed troops. '8¢ Dover points out that in Thucydides’ reference to them here
the word “@uyadec™ to some extent explains the term light—armed, for “‘exile
had impoverished them™.!87

To complete the discussion, we follow the story at Megara in 424: The
other democrats, the moderates,'®® joined in discussions with the friends of
the oligarchic exiles'® and recalled them home after solemn oaths had been
sworn that they would merely give the city the best council they could and
there would be no recriminations for the past; this, however, resulted in an
attack upon the democrats by the oligarchs, who had returned from exile,
and in the establishment of an oligarchy in the city.!® As far as these
oligarchic exiles from Megara are concerned, we have not been told explicitly
before how and when they went into exile. We know from Thucydides that

182. Akarnanien, Ambrakia, Amphilochien, Leukas im Altertum, Miinchen, 1887, pil12:.Gf:
Gomme, H.C.T., ad loc

183. Another case of troops who after a defeat took refuge in a neighbouring state is related
by Thucydides in VIII.95.6.

184. Cf ‘Losada, Fifth Column, pp. 18, 44, 49ff., 122f. .

185. Thuc. 1V.74.2 (Transl. Warner); on “slipped away” c¢f Thuc. VI.51.2.

186. Thuc. VI.43; ¢f VIL57.8. «

187. HC.T., ad loc.

188. Gomme, (H.C.T., on 1V.74.3), wrongly, we think, takes “‘the others” as referring to
“the extreme oligarchs, most of them from among the exiles™. Cf. Classen-Steup, and Spratt, ad
loc.

189. On these exiles see Thuc. 1V.66.1, and the hint at 111.68.3.

190. Thuc. 1V.74.2-4.
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they had taken Pegai, and made it their base for operations!®! It has been
convincingly suggested's2 that these exiles were in all probability the same
men as those who in 427 had been given the right to live in Plataia for one
year.!93

6. Toronaian Fugitives.

In the winter of 424/3 Brasidas during his operations in Thrace, as the
Chalkidice peninsula was then called, attacked Torone. With the he[p of the
fifth-columnists within the walls he surprised and rushed the city and, when
the Athenian garrison took refuge in the fort called Lekythos, the democratic
Toronaians followed them.!% What is more interesting here is to note that
Brasidas displayed real interest in saving these fugitives, including even the
men of the Athenian garrison, by making a mild proclamation to both of
them, which was rejected. In this he was, indeed, rather gentler towards the
Toronaians'% than he had been to the Akanthiansbefore.'” Gomme’s
explanation of this is attractive: he had won his way and could afford to be
more generous, and knew how to be.!%

7. Argive Fugitives.

When in the winter of 416/5 the Spartans planned to invade the territory
of Argos, the sacrifices for crossing the frontier turned out to be unfavou-
rable and they gave up the expedition. But the very fact that an invasion was
decided on made the democratic Argives suspect certain oligarchic people in
their city, some of whom they arrested, while others succeeded in escaping.'*

191. IV.66.1; ¢f. Spratt's note ad loc. For Pegai ¢f. 1.103.4, IIL.2 and IIL115.1.

192. Classen-Steup, ad loc., ‘followed by Gomme, H.C.T.. ad loc. Classen-Steup (ibid.) also
put the capture of Pega{ at 426, that is immediately after the one year they spent at Plataia. Cf.
Spratt, ad loc.

193. Thuc. IIL.68.3.

194. Thuc. IV.113. Cf Losada, Fifth Column, pp. 76f., 103f.

195. See our Captives and Hostages, pp. 98ff.

196. Thuc. IV.114.1 and 4.

197. Thuc. IV.84f. and 88.

198. H.C.T., on IV.114.4-5.

199. Thuc. V.116.1.
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There is no further explicit reference to the fate of these fugitives but one can
safely conjecture that they joined the other oligarchic exiles of Argos, who
had been expelled a short time before.200 These exiles were initially at
Phleious2?! but were later settled by the Spartans at Orneai?®? together with a
few troops; then the Spartans arranged a truce for a certain time tetween
Argos and Orneai according to which neither side was to do harm to the
other’s territory. But soon afterwards an Athenian force arrived and the
Argives en masse marched out with the Athenians and besieged the people in
Orneai for one day; in the night the garrison escaped; when the Argives
discovered this on the following day, they razed Orneai to the ground.2® In
Diodoros’ version it was the Athenians who took the town and “‘of the
garrison and exiles some they put to death and others they expelled from
Orneai”.2%* We do not hear anything more of the Argive exiles and the above
fugitives who in all probability joined them.

8. Katanaian Fugitives.

When in the summer of 415 Alkibiades with the Athenian fleet sailed for
a second time to Katane, in Sicily, an assembly was held to decide whether
they would receive the Athenians into the city or not; and though the people
would not allow the army inside the city, they invited the generals to come
and say what they wished to say.205 While Alkibiades was speaking and the
citizens of Katane were all intent on the assembly, the Athenian troops
managed secretly to enter the city.206 Then, “‘as soon as the pro-Syracusan
party in Katane saw the army inside, they became terrified and slipped away
(there were not very many of them)”.207 So the vote of the assembly was
swayed by the presence of the Athenian troops in favour of and in agreement
with Athens.208

200. Thuc. V.82.2, 83.3, 115.1. Cf. Diod. XII.81.4-5.
201. Thuc. V.83.3
202. An ally of Argos in 418 (Thuc. V.61.2).

203. Thuc. VI.7.1-2; ¢f. Ar. Birds, 399 “Killed at Orneai”, and Dover's note, H.C.T., on
VI.7.2

204. XI1.81.5.

205. Thuc. VI.51.1. Cf. Diod. XIII.4.4. Polyain. 1.40.4 (from Thucydides, with arbitrary
changes — Busolt, Gr. Gesch., 1306, n. 3).

206. Thuc. ibid.

207. Thuc. VI.51.2.

208. Thuc. ibid. Cf. Diod. XII1.4.5.
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Ihese few fugitives are not explicitly referred to any more, but it is likely
that they took refuge at Syracuse. But is seems that these were not the only
Syracusan sympathizers from Katane, since we might infer from Thucydides’
account that later there might still be certain people in Katane whose names
were known to the Syracusans as being among the remnant of the pro-
Syracusan party there.2® The fact that the Syracusans knew the names of
their friends from Katane favours the suggestion that the fugitives had taken
refuge with the Syracusans.

9. Thespian Fugitives.

In the spring of 414 the Thespian demos made an attack upon the
oligarchs who were in office at that time. This attempt to overthrow the
government turned out to be unsuccessful and, when help arrived from
Thebes for the government, some of the democrats were arrested while others
took refuge in Athens.2!

These people were clearly not “‘expelled” or “condemned to exile™ by
the authorities of their country, but of their own accord fled their country in -
order to avoid arrest. So Dover’s note “txmintelv is used both of being
forced away from where one wants to be and of being expelled in civil
war’2!! is incomplete; another meaning is that of “‘escape™?'? “‘flee”, *“go
away”, “become a fugitive”, “‘take refuge at...”, as is the case here. When a
state drives citizens out of the country, it does not also dictate to them the
place of their exile, and here we clearly read that “‘£Eénecov *ABrvale”.
There is thereafter no explicit reference to the fate of these Thespian
fugitives.

209. VI.64.2-3. Losada (Fifth Column, p. 17 with n. 1) argues that there was no
“fifth-column” in Katane at all and that the whole story of Thuc. VI.64.2-3 with the use of a
“double agent” was a neat intelligence operation. We agree with Losada that the whole story
was a trick, but we think that there must have been some “fifth columnist™ remnant in Katane;
otherwise the operation would have failed if the names were not real or if the Syracusans did not
know them as their friends.

210. Thuc. VI.95.2.

211. H.C.T., ad loc. However, Dover's second approach to this subject (ibid.. on VIL19.3)
shows some doubt: “The elements at Thespiai unfriendly to Thebes had been disposed of..."" See
our note in ITAATQN 28(1976), pp. 237f We agree, nevertheless, with Dover’s view (on V1.95.2)
that B’s ‘EEépuyov’ is a banalization.

212X See IRSTs: Y.
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On this occasion it is perhaps noteworthy that of the twenty-two times
Thucydides uses this verb (see Table below) in thirteen cases he clearly uses it
with the passive me'aming213 of “being expelled” 2% and in only seven of them
in civil war;2'S in three cases the meaning is rather “escape’, “‘take refuge”
after a war or civil strife,2'¢ and in six instances we have the meaning of *‘fall

out™ or “fall ashore.2!”

Uses of ékmintw in Thucydides.

1. 1.2.6. «ol MOAEH® T) OTACEL EKMIMTOVTEG»
2. L.12.2. «G@’ dv (morewv) EkminTovTEGH
3. L127.1. «EKTECOVTOE avTOD»

4 11:27.2. «tkmecolol 8¢ toig Alywvritaig»
S:eI1.92:3 «tEéneoev E¢ TOV Apévar

6. II1.68.3. «KQTA OTAOV EKMEMTOKOCL»
7.21V¥.56.2; «Ailywntaig Eknecoto»

8. I1V.66.1. «EKmEGOVTEG MO TOD MATBouG»
9. 1V.66.3. «TOUg EKTECOVTAG UMO CQODV»
10. IV.128.4. «El TIVL OKEVEL EKMEMTOKOTL»
1. V.44, «T@®V 100 dMpov TOTE EKMECOVIWOV»
12. V.5.1. «T01G.. EMOIKOLG EKMEMTOKOGLY»
13. VI4.1. «ONO aOTOV EKNECHV»

14. VI.4.5. «avTtol pév... EKMimTOouGL»

15. VI.95.2. «ol 8" E&émecov 'ABnivaler

16. VII.33.5. «OTACEL.. EKMENTOKOTAG»

17. VILSO0.1. «... OTAOLG... EEEMEMTMOKEL»

18. VIL.71.6. «tEémecov £¢ 10 OTPATOMESOV»
19. VII.74.2. «BG EKAOTNV MOl EKMEMT@KLIAV»
20. VIII.34. «EKTMTOVOL TPOG TNV MOAIv»
21. VIIL.81.2.  «amd tdv EAmidov Ekmintolevs
22. VIIL.109.1. «&Eementdkesav of PPoLPOi»

213. ‘txmintw’ is used here as the passive (in meaning only, though active in form) of
‘ExBarie’. Cf. ‘el dxovw’ as passive of ‘el Aéyw', and bene audio of bene dico. Cf. Schwyzer-
Debrunner, Griechische Grammatik, Miinchen, 1968¢, 1I. p. 223.

214. Table, cases: 3, 4; 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17 and 22.

215. Table, cases: 6, 8, 9, 11, 12, 16 and 17.

216. Table, cases: I, 2, 15.

217. Table, cases: S, 10, 18, 19, 20, 21.
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10. Messenian Refugees

The case of the Messenians is unique in the Peloponnesian War, in the
respect that they were already refugees when the War broke out and
remained refugees after it had finished. The so-called Third Messenian War,
after the great earthquake of 464, resulted in the surrender of the Messenian
stronghold of Ithome after a long siege. Those who survived were granted
safe-conduct by the Lakedaimonians, and in 456/5 they were settled by the
Athenians in Naupaktos which they had captured.2’® During the entire
Peloponnesian War the Messenian fugitives fought at the side of the
Athenians because of their old hatred of Sparta, and played an important
part in several operations, especially in the victory at Pylos in 425.219 Their
last mention in Thucydides refers to their participation in the expedition to
Sicily in 415.220

At the end of the War the Messenian refugees were expelled by the
Spartans from Naupaktos.?2! Thereafter the Messenians ceased to exist as a
state.222 In Diodoros’ version they were not driven out from Naupaktos
immediately after Aigospotamoi but later, in 401/0. Also from Diodoros we
learn that some of the Messenians were expelled from Kephallenia, too,
where they had formed a stronghold. Chased by the Spartans from all over
Greece they left, some to serve in Dionysios’ mercenary troops in Sicily,
others, about three thousand of them, to join the exiles from Kyrene. In a
decisive battle between the two Kyrenaian parties almost all these Messenians
were killed .22

11. Klazomenian Fugitives.

In the summer of 412 the Athenians again succeeded in bringing
Klazomenai under their control, after its recent revolt. When the Klazome-
nians revolted, they crossed at once to the mainland and began to fortify
Polichna as a place of safe refuge, should it become necessary.?>* But now the

218. Hdt. 1X.35.2; Thuc. 1.101.2 and 103.3; ¢f. Diod. XI1.84.7. See E. Kiechle, Messenische
Studien, Hallmiinz-Oberpfalz, 1959.

219. Thuc. 1V.3.3, 9.1, 32.2, 36.1 and 41.2.

220. VII..31.2 and 57.8. See our article in I[TAATQN 27 (1975). pp. 263ff.

221. Paus. 1V.26.2 and X.38.10.

222. See Dover, H.C.T., on VIL.57-58 (p. 435).

223. X1V.32.2-5. Cf. Andrewes, H.C.T., on V.35.7.

224. Thuc. VIIL.14.3.
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Athenians sailing from Lesbos to Polichna on the mainland “‘captured the
place and took the people back to their city on the island, except for those
who had been responsible for the revolt, who withdrew to Daphnus™.225 So
these anti-Athenian Klazomenians became fugitives??¢ and Klazomenai once
more Athenian. Shortly afterwards the Spartan admiral Astyochos came to
Klazomenai and ordered the pro-Athenian party there to move to Daphnous
and join forces with the Peloponnesians and. presumably, with the fugitives
too. The same orders were also issued by Tamos, the Persian king’s officer in
lonia. But the Klazomenians refused to obey, and Astyochos made an
unsuccessful attack on the town, after which he sailed away.??” In Diodoros
we read that in 407/6 Klazomenai was attacked by “‘some exiles™.22¥
Although there is no clear evidence as to who exactly these “exiles” were, it
seems to us very probable that it must have been those Klazomenian
oligarchic fugitives who had settled in Daphnous.??> A psephism moved by
Alkibiades in 407 ratifies a treaty made by the Athenian generals with the
Klazomenian settlers at Daphnous.2¥ But it is highly problematic to say how
the Athenian generals came to make a treaty with the settlers at Daphnous
“on the ground that they had been brave men” 2! 'who were anti-Athenian,
and whether the composition of the settlement had changed in the
meamtime.2?2 The latter seems to us possible if we only suppose that
Tamos?3 partly succeeded later in what Astyochos had failed to achieve from
the Klazomenian democrats.

12. Rhodian Fugitives.

In the winter of 412/1, at the request of some of the leading elements in
Rhodes, the Peloponnesians sailed to the island on ninety four ships with the

225. Thuc. VIIL.23.6 (Transl. Warner).

226. Steup (Classen-Steup, on VIII.32.2) is, we suppose, wrong in thinking that “Die
Athener hatten die Fiihrer der oligarchischen Partei... dahin verwiesen™. These people according
to Thucydides’ clear evidence *“withdrew”, *moved to Daphnous”, they were not expelled by the
Athenians; though, apparently, they left for fear of punishment.

227. Thuc. VIIL31.2-3.

228. XIIL.71.1 (from Ephoros).

229. Cf. Busolt, Gr. Gesch., pp. 1431f., n. 3. M-L (p. 271, ad init.) are more reserved: ““The
exiles of 407/6 need not necessarily be the settlers at Daphnus”.

230. 1.G. 12, 117; S.E.G. X.139. Cf. Kabbadias, ‘Apy. 'Eg.. 1891, PI. I; Tod, 89 (=M-L, 88).

231. M-L, ibid., 1.6.

232. Cf M-L., ibid, p. 271, ad init.

233. Thuc. VIIL31.3.



282 Andreas Panagopoulos

intention of making Rhodes revolt from Athens and of gaining control of the
strong and wealthy island.23 But when they arrived at Kameiros, in Rhodian
territories, the mass of the inhabitants, knowing nothing about the negotia-
tions which had previously taken place were terrified and fled away,
especially as the city was unfortified. Later the Spartans invited the remnant
of the Kameirians into an assembly together with the people of two other
Rhodian cities, Lindos and Ialysos; and persuaded them all to revolt from
Athens and to join the Peloponnesian alliance.23s The Athenians arrived too
late to prevent the revolt, but from their main naval base at Samos and the
advanced stations in Chalke and Kos thmy carried on the war against
Rhodes.236

We do.not hear any more of these, apparently democratic, fugitives of
Kameiros. It is not even quite clear from Thucydides’ text whether they
stayed in exile at all, or returned home and joined the assembly together with
the ether inhabitants of Kameiros and of the other two Rhodian, cities.2?’

In Diodoros we read instead that Dorieus, the exiled oligarchic leader of
Rhodes, was sent by the Spartan admiral Mindaros to Rhodes with thirteen
ships since it was learnt that certain Rhodians were banding together for a
revolution2®® and that he managed to quell the tumult there.2¥®

13. The Crew of ‘““Paralos” Fugitives.

In 411, during the Oligarchy of the Four Hundred in Athens, the crew of
the trireme Paralos who were demos-sympathizers and who had recently
been transferred into a common troop-carrier with instructions to sail round
Euboia,?® were foolishly ordered by the new regime to carry to Sparta on
board this vessel three representatives of the Four Hundred; but when they
reached Argos on their voyage, the ““Paraloi”’ arrested these ambassadors and

234. Thuc. VIIL.44.1. Cf. H. von Gaetringen’s article in R.E. s.v. Rhodos, 761f; H. van
Gelder, Geschichte der alten Rhodier, Haag, 1900, pp. 72-77, and Losada, Fifth Column, pp. 90f.

235. Thuc. VIIIL.44.2.

236. Thuc. VIII.44.3; ¢f. VIIL5S.1.

237. Steup (Classen-Steup, on VII1.44.2) seems to be certain that the latter did not happen:
‘“die gesamte Bevolkerung, soweit die von Kameiros micht entflohen war™.

238. XIII.38.5.

239. XIIL.45.1.

240. Thuc. VIII.74.2, where we also read that two or three of the “Paraloi™ were arrested
by the Four Hundred immediately after their arrival from Samos, where “Free Athens™ (Thuc.
VIIL.76) was based. On troop-carriers see Busolt, Gr. Staatsk., p. 1198 and n. 2.
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handed them over to the Argives as prisoners for having been active in the
oligarchic conspiracy and in the overthrow of the democracy in Athens.
After that the “‘Paraloi” did not return back to Athens but escaped on the
same trireme to Samos carrying thither some Argive envoys with an offer of
aid to the Athenian demos in exile.2d! What the fate of the captive oligarchic
ambassadors was we do not know, though one may presume that it could not
have been very happy.2*

As for the fugitive crew of “Paralos”, they constitute a peculiar group of
political refugees from one party of a state to another, so to say, in exile: they
are neither purely fugitives nor refugees nor (except in the opinion of the
Four Hundred) deserters, but a mixture of all three. It is certain that after
joining the democratic navy based at Samos they continued the war from
there.

14. Athenian Oligarchic Fugitives.

When later in the same year 411 the Four Hundred were overthrown,
Peisandros and Alexikles and the most extreme members of the Oligarchy
left Athens and fled to Dekeleia, where their supporters, the Spartans,
were,23 The only exceptions among the ringleaders were Antiphon, who
remained to be brought to trial and condemned to death by the demos,#
and the general Aristarchos4 who, before becoming a fugitive at Oinoe,
“made his flight the means of inflicting a new wound upon his country™ .24
So the fall of the Oligarchy meant the end of separation between the city and
the armament at Samos.

As for these fugitives, judging from Thucydides’ wording and from the
numerous trials which followed the fall of oligarchy, they do not seem to

241. Thuc. VIIL.86.9.

242. It reminds us, mutatis mutandis, of Thuc. VI.61.3. Cf. our Captives and Hostages, pp.
210ff. Ferguson. C.A.H., V. p. 336, thinks possible that these ambassadors reached their
destination of Sparta later.

243. Thuc. VIIL.98.1.

244. Thuc. VIII.68.2.

245. Thuc. VIIN.98.1-4. Cf. Xen. Hell. 1.7.28; Lyk., Against Leokr., 115.

246. Grote, Hist. of Gr., VIII, pp. 111f.
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have been many, despite Lysias’ express information to the contrary.24’ After
their escape they were in absentia accused of treason and outlawed as
deserters to the enemy’s camp,2¥ and their properties were confiscated.24
That these fugitives had been excluded from the amnesty of Patrokleides
after the overthrow of the Oligarcy we learn from Andokides the orator.250
Most of them returned home about six years later after Aigospotamoi when
the Athenian democracy was again overthrown, and the Thirty Tyrants, with
the aid of Lysandros, came into power. Many of them became members of
the Boule which funtioned under the Thirty.2s!

15. Athenian Generals Fugitives.

Two of the eight Athenian generals, Protomachos and Aristogenes, who
survived the defeat at sea off Arginusai in 406, did not return to Athens after
the fight but became fugitives.?2 In Diodoros (from Ephoros) we read that
they fled into exile “fearing the wrath of the populace”.253 Indeed, the six
other generals who loyally?5¢ went back home were all brought to trial and
sentenked to death.2 We do not hear of the two fugitives any more.

_—

247. XII (Against Agoratos), 73 “‘oi moilol 1@V teTpakociov Epuyov”. Cf. Busolt, Gr.
Gesch., p. 1510, n. 3. According to Lykourgos (ibid.) Alexikles also was brought to trial and put
to death together with Aristarchos; this does not agree with Thucydides’ information that they
were both fugitives, the former in Dekeleia the latter in Oinoe, which was now under Boiotian
control (VIIL.98.1-4); unless, of course, they both fell later, in some way unknown to us, into the
hands of the Athenian demos. Aristarchos, according to Xenophon (Hell. 1.7.28), was brought to
trial in Athens (not explicitly together with Alexikles) and condemned to death.

248. Lyk., ibid, 120.

249. Lyk., ibid., 120; for the confiscation of Peisandros’ goods see Lys. VII (Areopagitikos),
4. Cf. Busolt, Gr. Gesch., p. 1511, n. 2: “Die Aechtung bedingte die Giitereinziehung”.

250. 1.78. That Andokides himself became a fugitive at that time see Lys. VI (Against
Andokides), 27-28. Cf. Baloch, Refugees, p.33. Andokides composed a special speech (II, On the
Return), where (passim, esp. 110ff.) he refers to his own exile.

251. Lys. XIIL.74: “*of avtoi foav Gravteg 1@V TETpAKociny OV @uyovtav”, where, of
course, one must take ‘Gmavte’ as a rhetorical exaggeration.

252. Xen. Hell, 1.7.1.

253. VIILIOL.S.

254. Diodoros (from Ephoros) raised any noble motive from their decision: “they sailed
home to Athens... hoping that they would have their crews, which were numerous, to help them
in the trial”. (XIIL.101.5).

255. Xen. Hell, 1.7.2-34 and 11.3.35; ¢f. Diod. XIIL.101.5-7.
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But not long afterwards the Athenians were seized by repentance?*¢ and
passed a decree in the Assembly authorizing the public prosecution of those
who had deceived the people. There were five of them including Kallixenos.
Sureties were appointed who for security reasons imprisoned them until the
trial was over. All of them, however, taking advantage of a political turmoil,
managed to escape before their trial. Of these fugitives, Kallixenos eventually
returned home by virtue of the amnestry of 403 after the restoration of
democracy but only to die of hunger as an object of universal detestation.?s”
Diodoros’ (from Ephoros) version is more dramatic though, as usual, less
true: “The deceiver... Callixenus... was brought to trial on the charge of
having deceived the people, and without being allowed to speak in his own
defence he was put in chains and thrown iato the public prison; and secretly
burrowing his way out of the prison with certain others he managed to make
his way to the enemy at Deceleia, to the end that by escaping death he might
have the finger of scorn pointed at his turpitude not only in Athens but also
wherever else there were Greeks throughout his entire life” 258

16. Fugitives of Byzantion.

When in 405 after Aigospotamoi Lysandros recaptured Byzantion, those
“Fifth columnists” who had betrayed the city to Alkibiades about three years
before2% fled first to Pontos and subsequently to Athens where they became
Athenian citizens.?®® Xenophon gives the names of the chief ‘‘traitors”:
Kydon, Ariston, Anaxikrates, Lykourgos and Anaxilaos. The last named
later fell into the hands of the Spartans (there are no details as to how this
occurred) and was impeached for treachery on the capital charge in Sparta
but was acquitted after a fine plea: first, he was not a Lakedaimonian but a
Byzantine; second, not only had he not betrayed his country but he had
saved it when he-saw women and children starving because of the siege, as

256. For the repentance of the democratic mass see Arist. Athen. Const., 28.3 and Plat.,
Apol. 32b.

257. Xen. Hell, 1.7.35. Cf. Aristeid. Panath., 111.245 and the Suda, s.v.

258. XIIL.103.2 (Transl. Oldfather); see Busolt's criticism, Gr. Gesch., p. 1608, n. I.

259. Xen. Hell, 1.3.18; ¢f. Diod. XIIL.66.6. On the chronological problems of the years
410-407 see I.A.F. Bruce, An Historical Commentary of the Hellenica Oxyrhynchia, Cambridge,
1967, passim, and Losada, Fifth Column, P23 n i

260. Xen. Hell. 11.2.1; on a sratagem there see Diod. XIII.67.1-5, Frontinus IL11.3,
Polyain. 1.48.2.
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Klearchos,?¢! the Spartan commander there, had given all the tooa in tne city
to the Lakedaimonian troops. For these reasons, Anaxilaos himself admitted,
he had introduced the enemy into the city, and not for the sake of money nor
out of hatred for Sparta.262 These fugitives had presumably first fled to
Pontos and not directly to Athens because the future of the City was very
gloomy, but they took refuge there later after the restoration of the
democracy in 403. That Athens granted citizenship to such persons we know
also from the case of Apollodoros from Selymbria. 263

7. Athenian Democratic Refugees.

At the end of the Peloponnesian War during the rule of the Thirty
Tyrants in 404, in addition to those democrats who were officially
banished,2¢ there is evidence of political refugees, too. From Xenophon we
learn that after Theramengs was put to death, the Thirty, feeling free to play
the tyrant without any fear or obstacle, issued an order — forbidding all
those who were not their self-declared supporters, to set foot within the City.
This was essentially an indirect pressure upon all democratic citizens to go
into exile, for “retirement into the country districts was no protection, thither
the prosecutor followed them, and thence dragged them, and their farms and
properties might fall to the possession of the Thirty and their friends. Even
the Piraeus was not safe; of those who sought refuge there, many were driven
forth in similar fashion, until Megara and Thebes overflowed with the crowd
of ferugees™.265 It was after this event that the Spartans issued the appalling
order to all states under their rule that they should not receive political
refugees from Athens and should extradite to the Thirty those who had
already taken refuge with them. But the Argives, Megarians and Thebans
were brave enough not to obey.266 Thrasyboulos, the democratic leader, in

261. Of him Diodoros (XI11.66.6 from Ephoros), says that he was a harsh man, and for this
reason, hating the severity of his administration, some Byzantines had delivered up the city to
the Athenians.

262. Hell., 1.3.18-20. Cf. Plut. Alk., 31. 7-8.

263. 1.G., I 116, Tod, 88, M-L 87.

264. Xen. Hell. 11.3.42, 11.4.17; Isokr. XVI.15.16; Plut. Lys. 27.5; Diod. XIV.6; Just. (Epit.),
V8.

265. Hell, 11.4.1 (Transl. Dakyns).

266. Plut. Pelop., 6.5; Lys.. 21.5f., Diod. XIV.6.3, Lys. XII, 95, 97. Xenophon has been
strongly criticized for omitting this information. Cf. Henry, Hellenica, p. 4. According to
Diodoros (ibid.) and Isokrates VII (4reop.), 67, thousands of Athenians were in exile at that
time. On the Reign of terror under the Thirty see Lys. ibid., and XXV.22.
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his exhortation before the deciseve battle of Mounychia reminded his troops
of how the Thirty *“‘have not spared to rob them of their city, though they did
no wrong; they have hounded them from their homes; at any moment while
they supped or slept or marketed, sentence of banishment was passed upon
them; they have done no wrong-nay, many of them were not even resident in
the country™.267

But when the demos won, it was the turn of the Thirty to become
fugitives. Even during their domination they had already wanted *to
appropriate Eleusis, so that an asylum might be ready for them against the
day of need”.2¢8 Now that the day of need came, the remnant of-the Thirty
fled to Eleusis.2t®

When soon afterwards Thrasyboulos occupied Athens and democracy
was restored, an amnesty was granted excluding the Thirty and their close
collaborators.27

Any citizen who did not feel quite safe in the City was allowed to take
refuge at Eleusis, t0o.27! In the winter of 401/0272 the demos, on receiving
information that the party at Eleusis were collecting mercenaries, marched
out en masse against them and put to death the oligarchic generals who came
out to parley. There the Athenians introduced to the other oligarchs their
friends and connections, and so persuaded them to come to terms and be
reconciled.2”

CONCLUSIONS

Most of the individuals or groups of fugitives and refugees fled into exile
either as a result of the War itself or because of local political implications,
caused by the War. Some of the individual fugitives and refugees were
important personalities in their countries and a few of them, such as
Alkibiades, Demosthenes, Gylippos and Konon, were among the protago-
nists of the War. Some were later able to return home, to restore their

267. Xen. Hell. 11.4.13-14; ¢f. also 11.4.17 and 20.

268. Xen. Hell 114.8.

269. Xen. Hell. 11.4.24; cf. Arist. Athen. Const., 39: Andok. I (On the Return), 83-4.91 and
96-8; Diod. XIV.33.6.

270. Xen. Hell. 11.4.38.

271. Xen. ibid. Cf. Arist. (ibid.), and Diod. (ibid.).

272. Arist. Athen. Const., 40.5.

273. Xen. Hell. 11.4.43,
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reputation and prestige, and to offer great services to their state. Alkibiades’
case is unique not only because he became a fugitive twice but also because
on both occasions his decision exerted great influence upon the conduct of
war. In some cases Thucydides’ narration of the events is obscure; he refers
vaguely to “‘@uyddeg” without giving details.

Only two of the seven individuals became fugitives independently of the
War and of home affairs.2’* Two of them returned home before the end of
the War,2’s one returned after it,2’¢ one died in exile?’” and for the remair;ing
three there is no explicit evidence but in all probability they died in exile.?78

All the groups of refugees and fugitives were either troops or active
elements in local civil strifes, caused by the general conflict; some of them
played the role of the “Fifth-column” at home.

Of the seventeen instances of groups of fugitives or refugees three are
military groups {(one of Ambrakiots and Peloponnesians,?”” and two of
Athenians2¥0), and fourteen are groups of citizens—activists in civil stife2*!
(seven of democrats,?®? five of oligarchs, 283 one pro-Syracusan®*¢ and one
anti-Spartan23). In only four out of seventeen cases it is explicitly mentioned
that most of the members returned home;2¢ in nine there is no clear
reference to their returning home;?*’ in one most probably they came back
home;2%8 in two cases of groups the fugitives were taken captive and
slaughtered by their political enemies?®, and in one case ‘most of the
members of a group died in exile.?

274. Those of Thuc. IV.133.2-3 and Diod. XIIL6.7., cases No 6 and No. 7.

275. Demosthenes and Alkibiades (from the first self-exile).

276. Konon; see above, Individuals, case No 4.

277. Gylippos; see above case, No 2; also Alkibiades as a fugitive for the second time;
above, case No 3(b).

278. Ptoiodoros, Chrysis, and Diagoras the “atheist’"; above cases 5,6,7.

279. See above, Groups of Fugitives and Refugees, case No 4.

280. See above, cases No 13 and No IS.

281, See above, cases 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 16 and 17.

282. See above, cases I, S, 6, 9, 12, 16 and 17.

283. See above, cases 2, 3, 7, Il and 4.

284. See above, case 8.

285. See above, case 10.

286. See above, cases |, 4, 14 and 17.

287. See above, cases 3, S, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 15 and 16.

288. See above, case 13.

289. See above, cases 2 and 6.

290. See above, case 10.
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IMEPIAHYH

* Ta Baoika ovunepdopata, ot énoia katéAnge 1) Epevva avth yid 1o
TpoPAnpa OV Quyadwy Kai mpoo@lywv otdv [Meromovynoiaxd Moo,
elvor ta EERG:

15

Ol neptocdTeEPOL GMO TOVG PLYAdEG Kai TPOoPLYES, GTopa Tj Opade,
avaykaotnoav va éxknatpioboiv eite EEaitiag tov {Brov tolb [ToAé-
pov eite £EaiTiag TOMIKAV TOMTIK@OV EMMAOK@V, MOV Kai avTég
npokAidnkav amo tov IMoAepo.

. Mepikd ditopa T@V Katnyoptdv adt@v HTav orovdaits npocwmniko-

TNTEG THG YM®PAG TOVG, Ayot pdhiota dro avtovg vmipEav ivapeca
otovg mpwtayoviotiég tov IloAépov, 6mwg 6 "ArkiBuadng (dvo
@opts avToeEdp1oTog), 6 AnpooBévng, 6 Iiwmnog kai 6 Kovov.
Mepikol pnopecav Gpydtepa va Emotpéyouy ano tnv Efopia, va
GmOKATACTHIOOLY TO KUPOG Kai TO YONTPO TOLG Kal VO TPOCPEPOLY
Heydheg OMNPECiEG OTNV maTpida TOUG.

. "H nepintoon idiaitepa tod “ArkiBrddn elvar povadikr, dxt pévo

yiati otepifnke Emaveinupéva v matpida tov, GAAa kai yati
oIV MPOTN TEPINTTOON KaTEPLYE GTOUG £YBpovG, Tovg dmoioug Kai
d@éAnoe B¢ ocupPovrog of otpatioTika Bépata, kal yati Kai oTig
du0 mEpINTOOEC 1) Gmdpach tov va avtoefopiobel Ennpiace o
peyaho Pabud v mopeia tov IToAépov.

. I pepikEc mepTTOOELS of TANpogopieg ToD Goukudidn 1 dAlwv

mydv elval doageic. “Avagépovy GoploTa “euYddes”, yopic va
divouv Aemtopéperec. “Eyiwve {8aitepn mpoomabeia va Sialevkav-
Bodv ol MEPTTMOOELS avTEG.

. Mévo 800 Gmd tovg EmTa HEMOVwpEvous QuYAdes (EELdvTpeg, pia

yuvaika) Eyacav TV matpida tovg GveEdptnra Gro tov [Mokepo kai
&mo tomikeg EpEUALEG Stapdyeg. Avo EmavanatpicTnkay mplv Gno 1o
téhog tob [ToAépov, Evag petd, Evag mébave oty Egopia, Evad yia
Tobg DTOLOLTOVG TPETG dév UapyoLV pNTES HapTupieg, GAla mbavo-
tata méBavav otiv EEopia.

. “Okeg ol Opadeg puyddov kai TPOCPLYWV GroTeroboav EITE GTPa-

TlOTIKG THpata eite dvepyd pEAN of EpQUALEG Epideg  TOL
npoxkATiBnKav Gno v yevikn coppagn. Mepikoi an’ avtovg gnagav
10 péko Tiig “méumtng @dAayyag” oTHv matpida TOUG.

. AT Tig SEKQENTA MEPTTMOCELG OPABOV GO QUYASES Kai TPOTPLYES

oi tpeig Grotelodv OTPATIOTIKG TUHpata (pia Gmo P APTPOaKIDTEG
xai Melomovvnoiovg kai dVo anod *ABnvaiovg) kai of SeKATECTEPES
4motehoby OpGdEC GO Evepyd pEAN OF EUQUALEG GLYKPOUGELS (tntdl
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SMNUOKPATIK®VY, TEVTE OALYAPYIKOV, Wi Unép TdV TupakovodY Kai
pio katd THg EmApTNG).

8. Tid td péAn Hovo TEcodpmy Gmo Tig OpadEs QUYAdWV Kol TPOTPV-
yov avagépetal pnta Ot travaratpiocdnkay dpyotepa, eite mpiv
ano 1o téhog Tod MMoképou eite petd. [id ta pékn tvved dpddwv dev

; OapyoLy PNTEG TANPOPOPIES Yia EMAVATATPIGUS, OF LA TEPIMTO-
on mbavétata ErnavanotpicBnkav, of dVo Ta pEAN TOV Opadwv
cuveltjpBnoav kai EkTeEAECHNKAV GTO TOUG TOALTIKOUG avTimdloug
UG, Kai TELOG O HIA MEPITTWON TA MEPLOCOTEPU Ano ta puEAN TG
Opadag nébavav oty E&opia.

Cevikd: 1) poipa T®V Guyadmy Kol Tposeiywy otov [lehonovvnolako
[T6repo EEapTriBNKE KUPILG GO TG TEMKO AMOTELECHA TOV TAPA-
Y@V (cuviifoc Epeuiiov morépwy), Eaitiog @V onolwv EKmatpi-
oTNKAV.
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