EMMANUEL MICROYANNAKIS

APKYS (WEB) OF VIEWS

The purpose of this paper is to present a new practice in historio-
graphy: it is a historical composition in pursuit of a special mark along
with the expression of my grierance.

The majority of publications are done in English; some of them
are excellent but many are not. Sometimes a writer acts dishonestly;
he talkes a whole or a part of a written work, he modifies'some points
in the expression and he presents it as his own. His written sources come
usually from a less speaking language. Obviously he hopes that his
cheat will not be revealed. There are two versions of plagiarism; either
the writer does not mention at all the sources or he mentions them in
order to express objestion to certain points.

'If in the future thanks to technological progress the written te‘{’w
will be translated into any other language, then many «secreta» wikk
be revealed to our surpise. I’ Il give two examples. My first publication
was in 1967 on Hellenistic Cretel. In 1970, three years later, my peer
and compatriot St. Spyridakis from Crete as myself, wrote a thesis in
English with the same subject®. He took my ideas and used the one
half of my book. He did not mention my name.

In 1992, twenty five years after the publication of my thesis, S.
Kreuter in Germany, wrote her thesis plagiarizing my ideas®. First she
titled her thesis taking the subtitle of mine. Just a reading of the con~
tents of her thesis proves that she used the same ideas, subjects, titles:
Thus the two halves of my thesis were used to be made another two theses.

The above complaint is not only an expression of my sentiments.

1. «H Koijen »ava tods “EAlmpiotixods ygodvovs. Al molwieal idig oyéoeis wije vij-
ooV per GAwy wélcwy 1) noat@vy, > Abnyd, Sewpd SuurpBiv 5, Athens 1967.

2. St. Spyridakis, Ptolemaic Itanos and Hellenistic Crete, Berkeley 1970.

3. 8. Kreuter, Aussenbesichungen kretischer Gemeinden zu den hellenistischen
Staaten im 3 und 2 Jh. ¢. Chr., Miinchen 1992. See my review in ITAdzwy v. 49(1997),
pp- 302-305.
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I reduce my «indignatio» to present arguments contributing to scientific
research. Here I’ m not going to give with details or analyse my stances
but to give a simple and brief description of the main and most repre-
sentative of my published papers (it is the 1/3 of the whole).

In ordering my papers I took into consideration the periods of Ancient
History (Archaic, Classical, Hellenistic), and exposed my points in a
simple way.

The main points of my papers are the following (starting from the
early Hellenic history and going to the Roman).

Bovlsy waxn t@ foviedoavte xoxiotnt

In Hesiod’s Works and Days I argue that various versions in Greek
and Hebrew literary tradition converge in Plotinus’ work. Many dist-
inctive features of Plotinus’ character and personality are taken from
Greek and Eastern civilization.

Themistocles and Delphi: two yvduoves®

I argue that during the invasion of Xerxes Themistocles, xpdric7og
yvduwv, came in contact with the oracle of Delphi and the Pythia ordered
that the Athenians ought to evacuate Athens and fight in Salamis. The
plan of Themistocles (the IT¢iog) and his collaboration with Delphi (épog
yenopode) saved Greece. IlvBioc means that he in fact replaced Pythia.

Solon’s &b vedevray®

In the general headings in happiness Solon occupied a prominent
position. Nevertheless, Solon’s view of eddeupovio brisks with many pro-
blems. Why in his judgement of mpwseie (and devrepein) did he prefer
Tellos (and the two Argeans Cleovis and Biton)? What criteria did he
use?

I believe that Solon places special importance on the moment of
death. Such was for example the case of Tellos whose great eudaimonia

4. Bovls) xawxt) ©¢ Poviedoarte xaxiovy, Athens 1989.

5. «@epioroxhiic ol Aekgot: Abo yvodpoveey, > Ermiotipovixy) *Eretnels Pilooopi-
wije Zyokiic Mavemornuiov *Abpay (BEEDEIIIA), V. XXXII (1998-2000), Athens 2000,
pp- 9-22.

6.« redeviy wob Déhwvos e facilis exitus 0% OxzaBiayod Adyodszovn, Djun
I'. Kovouodln, Athens 1979, pp. 1-15.
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at the moment of death came while he was rather an old man, after
his deliberate participation in war activities, his Bo#, his decisive inter-
ference that was made wholeheartily and brought victory to his com-
patriots.

Cleobis and Biton received the Seurepele, dying in a similar way,
while sleeping, after a praiseworthy action. This is the eb rehevrdy.

In this study several other problems are discussed: Tellos’ struggle
(2v *Edevcivi) was against the Eleusinians or Megarians? If we accept the
first theory, Tellos could have participated in the final and decisive
struggle of the Athenians against the Eleusinians which took place in
the 13th century B.C. If we accept the second view, then Tellos and
Solon are actually involved in the war for Salamis (in the 6th century
B.C.), in which the Athenians were urged to participate but Solon and
Tellos would complete it. We should not nevertheless dismiss the possi-
bility that the name Tellos is fictitious and was made up by Solon be-
cause of its similarity with the root téhetog, téhog, tekevty) or wéAAw which
means «to execute». If this assumption is correct, it falls conveniently
with Solon’s position to connect the end (téhog) with edorpovie.

The dilemma of teBvaver or Cwewy was posed long before Shakespeare’s
Hamlet and weOvaver (t6 py clvow) was chosen.

Octavianus with the synonymous word edfavasic (facilis exitus),
means (like Plutarch) a famous life and a peaceful end without pains
(like it is considered nowadays).

A somewhat middle position is held by Thucydides as it is shown
in his saying, found in the Funeral Oration (II, 44, 1), in which he states
that happy are these olg &veudoupoviical e 6 Blog xod Evrereutiioon Evveye-
wehy. In this elegant sentence the span of life is identified with the
duration of edSoupovic.

The Solonian element of vehevsy) is also found in other parts of the
Funeral. The meaning of wéhog was enriched by the Greek thought (in
particular by Aristotle) and formed one of the basic meanings of philo-
sophy and culture of the same importance as dpy#.

Tragedy of democracy”

I argue about the tragedy of continuous effort for establishing full
democracy. However, all the attempts are never completed. At the end

7. «The Pathology of Democracy», Hpaxtixa AweOvois Zovedpiov «2500 yodvia
Onpoxpariasy, Athens 1992, pp. 56-60.
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rather they fail. The main points of this tragedy is the adventure (z=-
ouérera), the basic characteristic of democracy, especially of the Athenian
democracy. The more the citizens are looking for establishing rhe con-
stitution of democracy, — especially the full type of it, the more the con-
stitution is undermined and finally is reduced to tyranny. Thus, what we
have to do? Democracy is flourished only when it is performed to a mo-
derate degree.

Aiginetans driven out of their Island®

The Athenians decided in 431 to drive the inhabitants of Aegina
out of their island in order to safeguard their front in the Saronic
Gulf for the fear of an imminent war, begause the Aeginetans were con-
sidered dangerous enemies. The Aeginetans, as modern historians assert
in general, found refuge in Thyrea but the Athenians under Nicies at-
tacked them there, caught them and executed them. It is obvious that
Athenians wanted to annihilate the Aeginetans whereever they were found
in order to remove any chance of their returning to their homeland at
a later date under a new peace treaty,and regain their island on which
the Athenians had settled »mpodyove. Paradoxically, while the Aegine-
tans were supposed to be all executed, it is said that Lysandros gave
them back their island after 405. The question which naturally arises
is to whom? There is an obvious discrepancy here. :

The present author expresses the view that not all the Aeginetans
were executed but part of them — if we pay attention to Thucydides’
explicit reference — Eomdpnoay %oz why éxday ‘Exdade. Those must have
found refuge in Cydonia of Crete. The author brings forth the follo-
wing arguments. There were close ties because of their kinship and com-
mon religion between Aegina and Cydonia. While Crete remained neu-
tral in the Peloponnesian war, it is not coincidental that at the begin-
ning of the war, in 429, shortly after the expulsion of the Aeginetans
from their island by the Athenians, Cydonia, solely from all the Cretan
towns, was attacked by the Athenians. This is due to the fact that the
Athenians, in their desire to annihilate all Aeginetans whereever they
were found, attempted to exterminate those who found refuge in Cydo-
nia. This Athenian expedition preceded Nicias® expedition to Thyrea.
The Athenian expedition against Cydonia failed and the Aeginetans

vacfivzey Alywn=dww, Koytiza Xoorxd,

8. «H =byn =&v dmo @y “Abpvaiey &
v. XXXIII, ‘Hederov Komne 1971, pp. 395-424.
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who found refuge there were most probably those who returned and
reinhabited Aegina in accordance with Lysandros’ decision.

>Eyyooviouos of the Peloponnesian War®

With the term Eyypoviopde I mean the enrollment, connection and
relevance of the Peloponnesian war within the chronological systems com-
posed in antiquity. The author points out Thucydides’ attempt to ex-
amine the Peloponnesian War within certain termini and to place it
among the accepted systems. He connects it with the wars of Troy,
Persian war, the Athenian and Spartan eponymoi and the women priests
of Argos. He only occasionally mentions the Olympic games. Of spe-
cial interest are Thucydides® references to the Trojen war and to the
women priests of Argos. I believe that Thucydides chose to include also
the system of the Argeans for serious reasons and not simply convention-
ally, in order to make mention of Hellanikos, as asserted by Prakken
who understimates the serious undertaking of the Greek historian. Since
women priests of Argos usually held their office for about half a century:
(Chrysis kept it for 56/, years), the whole time sequence of the past
could be easily divided into big (and well understood) chronological di-
visions which reached and even superceded the Trojan events. This is
of particular importance because with this system (which at the time
of Thucydides was recorded by Hellanicos) one could easily find the
distance of various events (therefore also of the Peloponnesian war) from
the Trojan events and it is for this reason that Thucydides did not mention:
explicitly this chronological distance as he does in other similar cases
(as for example speaking of the construction of Samian trirenes by the
Corinthian Ameinocles in 704 B.C., (éwn pdhiora tploxbdolo ¢ Thy Tehev-
71V To0de Tob worépov. L. 13, 3). ;

Based on Eusebios, the author connects also the Peloponnesian war:
with other big systems of antiquity. An attempt is also made to connect
the Peloponnesian war with the systems which are not mentioned by.
Eusebios, as for example the system of aregpavnodeor of Miletos. One ove-
ouvnebeos (éndwupog of Miletos) was honoured by the Athenians in this
stephanephoria (31413 B.C.) &ni NixoSdpov dpyovrog, as it is attested in
an Attican inscription. Because from the beginning of the Peloponne-
sian war until 314 /13 the tables of Miletos and Athens do not have ge-

9. CEyypoviopds 708 [leXomownoianod moréwovy, Hempayuéva A’ Aebvode Zuve-
dgiov ITelomovymaraxdy Zmovddy 1975, Athens 1976, v. II, pp. 77-85.
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nerally any wvacums, full correspondence is achieved between them as
well as with. the ephoroi of Sparta, of cource only within the restricted
time span of the Peloponnesian war in which the names of the ephoroi
of Sparta have been preserved in Xenophon’s work. At the end the author
points out the contribution of astronomy to the clarification of such
problems and the importance of Petavius’ work (17th cent.) and Ginzel’s
(20th cent.) for the understanding of such problems.

Note: It is obvious that this study must be further developed in
amore expanded work.

Oovxwdideial®

£ Re-evaluation of the Past. Troica and Medica are not considered
wars (mohepor) but Zoyo by Thucydides. Troica and Medica have only
beginning and (after ten years) one end. The Peloponnesian War on
the other hand, whose the opponents entered the war with propensity
and 'in éxp#, continued it in the same way and rather with increasing
tension: But which are the other wars before the PW? The Lelantine
and the war between the Aiginetans and the Athenians.

. Ta déovra

The method chapter (I, 22) is perhaps the most celebrated passage
of Thucydides’ Work; particularly the point concerning the set speeches
is eonsidered to have been thoroughly examined. The meaning is focused
on the words =& Séovre which are thought to be the key concept to under-
stand not only the passage but the set speeches to some extent as well.
However, iin spite of the weight the term obviously carries, it has been
generally interpreted in an indefinite, weak and colourless way. The re-
searchers' accept that the word is derived from 8¢ which means need
and they wise the corresponding words or phrases: appropriate, what was
called for, what was necessary or demanded, the essentials, the decisive
elements, the sentiments. Some of these interpretations —for example
the three last ones— stand off the meaning field of 3¢w = need.

I think that the word Séovra derives from 3éw or its usual contracted
form 8& which means bind /fetter enchain. Aéovre: or Sobvra are the binding

10 @ovxvdiderc. Athens 1991 (I, pp. 17 ff. II, 21 ff. TIT 47-69. Cf. «Thucydides’
Reevaluation of the Past», Hagovsia, v. XIII-XIV, 1998-2000, Athens, pp. 201-213.
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or compelling circumstances. I also accept the connotations coming from
the meaning field of etymologically related words such as 8lw = flight;
chase; hunt, and that very S¢w interpreted as need. Aéoyrec when meaning
«those that bind or drive to crevoywplow —as in corresponding passages
of Theognis, Pindar, Euripides and Thucydides himself —along with all
its possible connotations mean: critical, depressing moments; extreme and
formidable.

Concerning v éxptBeloy adthy T8y Aeyfévrov commentators empha-
size that the historian accepts that it was practically impossible for him
to know and remember in every detail whatever was said. Wouldn’t it
be too naive for Thucydides to declare something self-understood? Are
the speeches delivered by éxacror in perhaps three decades so few in
number that could be read in a single day?

I believe that by saying v dxpiBeiay adwiy Thucydides suggests
a carefull sorting; selection; wnv @uioxpivnow of that was said here and
there so that only was associated with the most eminent moments of
the great war would be kept. In those critical moments Thucydides
sets the speakers and makes them say all that bind the drama. They are
the moments which mostly cause dmoptav, despair and fear, moments
that strike you dumb. In this case, the historian offers his word. Thu-
cydides does not pick the easy circumstances when the orators spealk
@deéde, he illuminates the critical moments, he is our guide out of despair.
Speakers express briefly seriousness, deadlock and dilemma. Word is con-
sistent with the key concept of the moment; and it is aimed straight
at the target. :

Thucydides” work is said to be a tragedy. Then which is the Scic
of the drama? It is just this, w6 Séovtx and the narrative accompanyiﬁg
them. e

Now, something quite remarkable which is related to the structure
of the whole work and the absence of set speeches from book VIII: Tt
has been well emphasized that, after the disaster of the Athenian army
at Syracuse in 413 B.C., Athens was already going to her doom and
only struggled to retard her downfall.

In such a case, which part of the war consists the S4cic? That ac-
cording to Aristole spread &r’ dpyiic péypr Tobrou o8 wépouc § Loyarwby ot

It is the war until the end of Zixenxd.

Syracuse is the €oyorov. From this point Abowc starts off. The con-
nection of Séovra to Stoic clearly expresses why the set speeches are
placed in the 84cic of this drama. ‘
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1. Kplows to5 Mndixod «Sudcy

The Thucydidean A 23,1 has raised a great many problems to modern
scholars and, therefore, has been the cause of incessable debate among
them. Which are the four battles that determined <6 Mnduxév? It is this
point, as well as some others related to the passage, that are to be discus-
sed here.

One of the things to be made clear in the first place is the differen-
tiation that exists between the concepts w0 Zpyov and 6 wbhepog, even
if they converge to a smaller or greater extent. It is also worth pointing
out that a task (even a war) may well include other rather partial tasks.

Etymologically relevant 6 &oxoc, 8pxog, work, Werk, eloyw, clpyw,
Bpyavoy, doxve, arceo, arx, the word Zpyoy is derived from the root cerg-
and is specified as a close organic unit (with self-sufficiency and a strict
outline visualised from a specific standpoint); consequently, the object
of every historical research, 76 Zpyov, is already defined from inside.

After such an elucidation, to My3uxév, a broader task, is assumed
to comprise minor tasks, through which it soon came to an end. However,
are indeed these minor tasks four in number? Could really Thucydides
in so clear-cut, explicit and direct a statement leave us in confusion and
imply battles that had ended in a defeat of the Greeks? To Myducov is
generally believed to have been decided at Salamis and Plataiai and by
far should be viewed in close connection with these two battles. There
is only a corrected form of the passage that contributes to an inter-
pretation convenient to historical fact at large, as follows:

Tév 8t mpbrepoy Zpywy péyiotov Empdyln w6 Mnducdy xod olto opide
Suoiy, vavpayle xal melopayla, Toyelav TV xplowy Eoyev.

Tt would have been easy for a copyist to be tempted by dvoiv to
add an N to the words that come next. If on the other hand OMQX is
taken not as 8uwe but as éude, it could well be interpreted as: from
an equal basis, towards the same direction, with equal gravity, together,
hand in hand.

As a result of the corrections mentioned above, the four battles are
thus reduced to two, Salamis and Plataiai, conceived as a whole that
tipped the scale of the war.

*Er > Avralxidov elorvmt
Two passages of Arrian (Anab. II, 1, 3-5 and 2, 2-3) form the focus

11. CE® Aveaduidov elpfvn, *Abpd, v. LXXT, 1970, pp. 236-281.
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of this paper. They refer to the treaties of the Persians with the Mytile-
nians and the Tenedians respectively. They were concluded ca. 333 B.C.,
i.e., over half a century after the famous peace treaty of Antalcidas
(386 B.C.) and 34 years after the death of Antalcidas. With these trea-
tises the two Greek cities were forced to break up their relations with
Alexander the Great and accept new enforced obligations. Arrian’s two
references have been considered incorrect (Irrtiimer) by modern scholars.
The present auther after a thorough examination of all relevant sources
(mainly Xenophon, Diodor and Plutarch) has underlined the fact that the
peace treaty of 386 () BauciMéwg elpfvy, or dvradxideioc) and other treaties
till 333 B.C. were all concluded based on one principle, that of Antal-
cidas (¢ ’AvroxiSov). This principle was established after special nego-
tiations between Antalcidas on the one hand and Tiribazos and Arta-
xerxes II on the other. The key to understanding this principle is the
meaning of the term éx’ *Avrodxidov which should not be interpreted as
«during the time of Antalcidas», but «according to the principle of Antal-
cidas». According to this principle Asia belonged to the Persians and
the Greek cities (beyond the Asiatic orbit) were autonomous. As a result
of this principle Mytilene and Tenedos, which were autonomous in 386
became Persian in 333 B.C. This detrimental for the Greeks principle
ended after the conquest of the Persian state by Alexander the Great.

Was Solon’s legislation concerning the Treasures in force in the fourth
century B.C.2*2

Solon’s law concerning the Treasurers (6th ¢. B.C.), if in force in
the 4th ¢. B.C., commanded for these magistrates to be selected from
among the class of the «pentacosiomedimniy, i.e. the wealthiest of the
Athenian citizens. All scholars, however, have for a century or so (1891-
1992) interpreted the relevant passage of Aristotle in the «Constitution
of Athens» (47, 1; cf. 8, 1) in such a way as to imply that even the poorest
citizen had the possibility of beign reserved for this office by lot.

On the basis of such an interpretation the above mentioned law
appears to have a dual connotation (to be or not to be in force!) and
is furthermore indicative of an obvious contradiction. Consequently, scho-
lars seem to accept that the weathly or «possessing» higher classes were
disregarded, that they simply existed as a mere formality with no parti-
cular significance. Is this true? What can be inferred from other in-

12. O mepl T&v Tapidy vépooy, Iagovoia, v. X, 1994, pp. 85-92.
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stances? Actually, it appears incompatible with prevailing knowledge or
what we already know.

A further consideration: Has the relevant passage of Aristotle in the
«Constitution of Athens» been rightly interpreted? The crucial phrase
in the original is: &oyet 8 & Ay v %y v mévne §.Whom does this phrase
refer to ? To the Treasurers or to some other magistrates? In this process
of these observations it may well be suggested that such a magistrate
was the archon émdwopos, the doywv par excellence (cf. dvopyie: lack of
Bpy @V ETMYLEOG).

Observations on the «Cretan state» of Plaio*®

The author discusses at the beginning the important subject of the
established politeia’s number of houses (not of the citizens, as Ehren-
berg writes). The number of the houses is mentioned as 5.040. This parti-
cular number has puzzled not only specialists in Platonic and ancient
studies but moreover, political theorists and sociologists. Why not 5,000
or 10,0007 Wilamowitz, in his famous (in two volumes) work on Plato
expresses the opinion that Plato arbitrarily (beliebig) and «ganz unbe-
hindert nach Wunsh» chose that number, simply («lediglich») because it
allows convenient divisions. I believe that in contrast to Wilamowitz’s
view, Plato deliberately chose the number 5.040. Plato proposed the
number 5.040 inspired by his mathematical mind, taking silmutaneously
into consideration various geopolitical and humanistic factors. In a poli-
teia which would be composed on a mathematical basis, the concern for
the number would be kept steadily and the 37 vop.ogliuxes would be like
the mind in humans. As the mind cannot be divided likewise the dp-
yovres would not be specialized in any particular fields, except only for
short intervals. The vopoebhaxeg are not without any control in a mo-
Arelo, where I emphasize, there is no division of labour and authority
but mutual checking. Actually, the ctBuvo. are HrelBuvor.

A Platonic Leader (Euphraios)™

A member of the Platonic Academy is beign sent to Macedonia to
organise the state of monarchy. The very same member later on fights
for democracy in Euboia. Was he an opportunist?

13. «AuxpBpmring mpoBMpare Tie Kenrutic noetag (Nopwy) 7ob IIdrevooy,
IMemgaypéva A" Konroloytxoo Zwvedolov (1976), Athens 1980, V. A’(1), pp. 341-351.

14. (BEdopaios & *Qeetmer, Hoaxtixd T’ Havelapiov Zwvedgiov Pihosopias, «4-
Oy xal “Eomegla», Athens 2001, pp. 181-192.
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I believe not. He was able to find «the voice of each constitution»
that saves it and therefore in Macedonia he introduces in monarchy
elements of democracy (aiming for an aristocratic state) and in Euboia
he introduces elements of monarchy and even aristocracy going for the
same result.

I believe that in both cases he «pevplaler.

Demos in Flourishing Politeiai'®

The author discusses Aristotle’s view and criticism about the «de-
moi» of three flourishing politeiai» of his time, i.e., political systems which
existed at his time and enjoyed good reputation i.e., Lacedaemonian,
Cretan and Carthaginian. From the careful examination of Aristotle’s
work we can conclude that Lacedaemonians’ 8%uog is satisfied, because
it is from it that the Zpopor are selected: therefore it participates in the
ueylon goys. Nevertheless, in the Lacedaemonian gxxinele the citizens’
power is restricted to the acceptance or rejection of any suggested pro-
posals. The citizens never speak. In Crete there is good social structure,
but in the general councils, citizens have the power simply to approve
any proposals. Finally in Carthage there is no good politicosocial stru-
cture but the demos has the right to object to suggested proposals (xoi
Gvreimeiy #eotwy).

In conclusion it is evident that no absolute superiority of any demos
exists, since each has its own merits and drawbacks.

The Diplomatic Contacts between Alexander III and Dareius'

The author, based on letters which are transmitted mainly by five
authors, examines the nature of the dialogue between Alexander the
Great as representative of the Greek (actually European) world and Da-
rius, «the king of Asia». The order of sending these letters and the parti-
cular disposition of the two parties are discussed.

The author expresses the view that perhaps there were three stages
in the development of the relations between Dareios and Alexander in-
stead of two as usually accepted. Moreover, he discusses the possibility

15. «O 8fjuog elg tag “eddoxpodons” molirelug xor’ *Apiototén, «Aeuwvdotovn,
N. Topadden», Athens 1973, pp. 402-415.

16. “O Awagarindg Sudloyos xava vy Aoyaubrnra. Af ueraly *AreEdvdgov I xai
Aageiov I'" Sumdwparixal énapal, Athens 1969.
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that Dareios’ offers to Alexander followed an accelerated pace in accord-
ance to Alexander’s constantly continuing, military successes, without
ignoring the other political factors which contributed to this develop-
ment. The author also expresses the view that during the two hundred
years of the Greek Persian drama this dialogue, which foliowed a parallel
line with military events (from November 333 until October 331 B.C.)
reflects the culmination of the Greek Persian relations.

Self comparisons of Alezander the Great™

Tt is of great interest to study in a comprehensive work the myriad
comparisons of various personalities which were compared with Alexan-
der the Great in ancient history. I started originally to work on this
project limiting myself to the chronological terminus of the 4th cent.
A.D. Fipally T decided to limit myself in the above paper only to the
comparisons made by Alexander the Great himself with various personali-
ties. In that case Alexander was simultaneously the judged one and the
judge as well. Mortals and immortals who were compared with Alexander
by himself are examined and Alexander’s views are studied.

The Dynasty of Antipairidai®®

In this work I have examined the matters of political nature caused
by the House of Antipatros (The Antipairidae as it would be possible
t0 call them) and also the reasons which in my opinion allow us to con-
sider it as a separate dynasty, basically consisting of Cassandros and
his sons.

17. «Svoyxpiceig zob M. *A)cEdvigov», I Awebvic Zvpzdoro *Apyaias Mazedovias
1977, @zcomovixn 1983, pp. 169-183. In a paper presented in the International Con-
gress «The Macedonians in Athens 323-229 B.C» (Proceedings will be published
soon) T argue that Aristotle and Alexander gradually disappointed each other. Ari-
stotle expected Alexander to support his research and Alexander was eager to re-
ceive an Zmowoc from Aristotle, especially when Alexander claimed divine honours
for himself. Aristotle in my opinion responded in the most painful and even insulting
way for Alexander. Aristotle did not comply with Alexander’s wishes. On the con-
trary; Aristotle praised the tyrant Hermeias instead. So he ignored Alexander.
This would provoke Alexander’s fury. We do not know whether Aristotle produced
poison for Alexander but what he wrote was more potent. The bitterness was fatal
o both of them. As Aristotle himself maintained the =dfy of the soul effect the
bodies and sometimes we could say they lead to death.

18. Avvaorela *Avuizaroidéy, Athens 1972.
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In order to attain the goal set in thisresearch, I have examined mainly
the methods employed by the first of the Antipatridae to achieve his
accession to the throne and the disappearance of the last of them (so
that the dynasty can be placed chronologically in relation to the other
ones) and the legal status of each one of its members.

The conclusions arising from my research demonstrate that between
the big and well-known dynasties of Temenidae (or Argeadae) and the
Antigonidae the tumultuous period of the Successors is partly covered
by a separate dynasty which contains Cassandrus, Philip IV, Antipa-
tros I, Alexandros V, and Antipatros II. Two more kings, Ptolemy Ke-
raunos and Meleagros, are connected by blood bondage to this short-
lived dynasty (as children of Eurydike, daughter of Antipatros and wife
of Ptolemy I, Soter). They do not however belong to the dynasty be-
cause they were related to Antipatros through one female member of
the family while the succession followed the male line.

Cassandros’ Cultural Achievements'®

Cassandros is considered in general as extinctor and «d7utog Tod Bu-
ol yévouen of the famous household of Temenidai, after his killing
of Olympia, Roxane, Alexander IV, and others. Modern scholarship con-
sidered Cassandros’ activities against Alexander’s family as caused solely
by his personal animosity. The author believes that this is an over-
simplification and that we should take into consideration other factors
as well, in particular political calculations. The author meticulously exa-
mines Cassandros’ political activities, in particular the establishment or
reestablishment of cities. In such cases the study of the various factors
and political calculations is easier— as for example that of Cassandreia,
Thebes, Stratos, Sauria, Agrinion, Antipatria and Thessaloniki (the last
one’s establishment is placed eleven years later; instead of the traditio-
nal date in 316 it is placed in 305 B.C.).

The special conditions which dictated the establishment or reesta-
blishment of each city and the reactions which were created, of a rather
political nature, are presented. It is evident from Cassandros’ activities
that he was a shrewd politician who in the struggle among the Diadochoi
manifested unusual sharpness and sagacity.

Concerning his political motivations, the author believes that Cas-

19. «To molwriomuxdy Epyov 708 Keaoodydpouwn, B! Awehvic 2Zhumdoiovl 973, Oecon-
Aovixn 1977, pp. 225-236.
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sandros was undoubtedly moved by a constant effort to discredit Ale-
xander’s great contribution to history, but although he was motivated
by such personal animosity, he acted with such calculated prudence that
his  activities brought certain benefits to his country.

Restriction of Slave Trade?

The treaty for the restriction of slave trade was concluded between
the town of Miletos on the coast of Asia Minor and twenty eight towns
of Crete, which were divided into three unions (under Cnossos, Gortys
and Phaistos). The author, based on the historical and linguistic evi-
dence, shows that this treaty cannot be dated from the year 259-232
B.C. as asserted by H. van Effenterre and M. Guarducci, but instead
it should be placed in 293/2. Accordingly, the treaty of «Opeiwv» and
Maga of Cyrene should be dated ca. 275 B.C., and the first alliance bet-
ween the Seleucids and Lyttians ca. 265-261 B.C.

Crete in the Hellenistic Age®

The author makes an attempt to trace the political isolation of Crete
after the Homeric era caused by a deliberate effort of the ruling class
of the Cretan towns to seal the island against any foreign influences.

There was close affinity in the political and social systems applied
by the numerous towns of Crete. In order to safeguard the political and
social status quo the ruling class of all Cretan towns strongly allied to-
gether alienating the «demoi» of Crete from the democratic towns of
the mainland of Greece. Thus the «demoi» were shut off from the demo-
cratic centers from where new ideas could be brought and could incite
social upheaval and revolutions. As Aristotle characteristically remarked,
the remoteness of Crete («mbéppw») preserved its system.

The author also deals with the imperialism of Cretan States, the use
of mercenaries from other places and the important and abrupt change
which took place with the advent of Alexander the Great and his ex-
pedition. Crete suddenly from a remote state in the periphery of the
Greek world became the center on which various rivaling Macedonian
and anti-Macedonian factions focused their interest. Thus a chain rea-

20. «Xpovoréynotg Tig cuvdipmg Rehm, Delphinion 140», Tengaypéva B' Avebrots
Konroloyuxot Zvvedplov, V. II 1968, pp. 130-134.
21. See note 1.
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ction of continuous changes appears in each Cretan town, interrupting
the monotonous stalemate of the previous times, and new demosratic
tendencies prevail.

A temporary union of all Cretan towns, except Lyttos, can be pla-
ced ca. 237/6, 229/8 B.C. Lyttos after heavy fighting was destroyed
(221/20 B.C.). Finally the author discusses the relations of Cretan towns
with Philip V and briefly the subject of Cretan piracy.

Duration of Demetrius 11 °s reign (ovufaoideds and udvos facilevs)®

The duration of the reign of Demetrios II of the dynasty ofAnti-
gonidae became the topic of many debates by a great number of scholars
(A. M. Woodward, M. Andronicos, J. M. R. Cormack, J. and L. Robert,
A. Aymard, E. Manni, P. Tréves, E. Will, M. Chambers, J. Pouilloux,
L. Moretti, R. M. Errington and others). The traditional time of the
duration of his reign based on all sources is 10 years or more than 27.
The great difference in these numbers is due to the fact that some scho-
lars followed Polybios (mainly), while others based their dating on an
inscription found in Veroia (Polybios, I, 44.2 and M. Andronicos *Ao-
yaiar” Emvyoapal Begolag, Thessaloniki 1950, p. 9 ff., respectively). In order
to explain this disparity I tried in my work to amend the text of Poly-
bios which would change the pévov of Anpnrptov 3¢ Bacihebouvtog déxw
ubvoy &ty into wévov. With this emendation Demetrios’ reign is divided
in two parts: the time he was cupBaciiede with his father Antigonus
Gonatas and in the decade (239-229 B.C.) that he was the sole king.
Moreover, the problem of cupBacirele in Macedonia is illuminated and
the efpoie mpayudrewv of the Achaean Confederacy is explained, during
the second stage of Demetrius’ reign.

22. «Ilepiodor <ig Bacihelog 7ob Anunzeiov B’ (Bvufuciheds xoi udrog Baciieds)»,
*Agyaia Maxedovia, TV, Thessaloniki 1986, pp. 393-399. In another paper («The
Chremonideam War and Demetrius II, Ancient Macedonia», v. II, 1997, Thess.
1999, pp. 753-761) I accept two periods of kingship as regards both Antigonus IT
and Demetrius II. Both kings, father and son, have a period of their reign common
as well as each of the two was for another period pévoc (alone). When did Demetrius
start to be a king? I argue that the Chremonidean War (267-261 B.C.) is the most,
suitable spatium; to be more concrete, in the year 262, when Demetrius was 13
puer admodum. Many aspects of Hellenistic history are becoming clear and can now
be easily and rationally put at a spatium between 250-229. Demetrius’ wars on many
levels, his entire activity during the 33 years of his reign, convince us not only that
he is not the donuéraroc (the «unbedeutendste») king of Makedonia, but, on the
contrary, he was one of the most active kings of the dynasty.
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Oretot?® (“Ooeor)

Many scholars were looking for locating the city of "Opzstor (IG, VI
723) at Laconia, at the island of Euboia, or it was considered to be op-
pidum ignotum. Following the inscription and literary sources, I argue
that *Opetor was located at Crete. It is the confederation of “Operor. I assu-
me that the man mentioned in the above inscription died in Corinth
and was buried in Sparta (in 265 B.C.).

Antigonus Doson: Xellacie pdyn*

The below inscription of four verses (I) concerning Antigonus IIT is
completed by Holleaux (II) and me (III) thus

I 11 111
Baciiede *Aveiyo  Baouhebs *Avziyo[vog Buciiéme  Baoihedg *Avriyo[vog
Anunrotov xa Anprrolov xafl of Moxedovee Anurnrotov Ka[hol
%ol of GhppayoL %ol of adppocyor [&md THg wepl %ol of GOy oL
ZeXhasloy pd SeNhootoy pa[yne Amérhev ZeNhactoy pafyny

I argue that the completion of Holleaux is wrong because Demetrius
& Kondc was never a king and there is no ground to say that there were
three political factors: the king, the Macedonians and the allies. Hol-
leaux besides redoubles the text of inscription whereas only some syl-
lables are appropriate to fill the lacking words. The word Zehhaste on
the other hand has the same root with the words célag, ‘ExAdc and means
the splendid and glorious victory decisive for all the Greeks.

Efforts for Disarmament®

In this short study it is emphasized that Polybios’ information that
in ancient times treaties were p#fz &Sfhowc Béheo pnd®® ExmBolots yenoo-
oo %o® Gy, is the first mentioned effort for disarmament (partial

93. «'Opetor wHe Kpheng o Auxwvian, A" Zvrédoto Aaxwviziy Melev@y Athens
1983, pp. 268-272.

94, T mohrewoned) 04on =05 *Avzyévou IV (708 Adowvog)», EEDZIIA, v. XXVIIT
(1975-1985), Athens 1985, pp. 413-422.

925. «Ipoordfecs doomhiouod xatd why Agyarbmizon: @V yefobar ThABON0LY,
Néor “OpiZovreg, 178 (1978), pp- 19-22.
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of course) in history. When was that period in which it was agreed to
fight only with short distance weapons (Gyyéuoye) and the use of arrows
was prohibited? According to Strabo (L, 12) the Eretrians and Chalei-
dians, fighting against each other in Lelantine’ war in Euboia, decided
to engage in fighting under certain restrictions and it was inscribed in
a stele of the ieod g *Apopuvdiog *Apréwdog the recommendation and
instruction to the fighters pi yeficlon oot

Enzadixo®s

In L. Kalitsounakis® work, «Eptadikai Ereunai» (Researches on number
seven) Athena 53, 1921, pp. 107-199, written in Ancient Greek language,
I have to add to all these versions of seven (eptades, ebdomades v.z.
groups of seven) one more found in the Lord’s prayer (Math. 6, 9-15)
included in Jesus’ Speech on the mountain.

The division of Christians’ requests in seven parts is explained if
we consider their influence by Hebrew preference to number seven. My
final conclusion was based on St. Augustinus’ work who stressed that
the power of the Holy Spirit takes seven forms (septiformis) and in the
Speech on the Mountain the «septenarius iste numerusy is dominating.
However, St. Augustinus did not notice that the number seven is found
i the center of the great Speech, in the Lord’s prayer.

Aodrcwy otroc?

Concerning Psalm 103,26 I argue that the word Sodxwv in the phrase
Spdnwy obrog by Emhacug Eumailewy adtd does not mean Leviathan, whale
or crocodile but doic (snake), taking into consideration that the whole
Psalm is a poetical short expression of the Genesis and, I think, that
one essential element in this book is the snake, the cleverest of the
animals (the mind). Through it man managed to create technology (eg.
the ship). Apdxwv is taken in the meaning of technology cuvexdoyuéic.

National Identity®

How the national identity is formed? What is this itself? It’s the

26. «EB3opds ypromavndy ainpdrav, IHagracsds, v. XXXI 1989, pp. 188-192.
27. «Dpdrey mhaclels dumailewy, *Avdriacie, 391 (2001), pp. 13-15.
28. «Ennddoc “ohue’ (onuale)», EEOZITA, v. XXXI, Athens 1997, pp. 51-63.
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same: A=A. It’s something little that human mind (which divides and
gives meaning to things) would like to have it spaceless (&drso7awov)
simply as a mark (stigma, stigme). Though little, could mark the whole
(holon) as a sign (sema). The visible sign of the nation is the flag which
is specified by leaders. The auditory sign of the nation is the national
anthem. Everything is gathered in a special mark. That’s why a mark
is a gathering (synaxis), a symbol, which though brief (in brevi) contains
the species (eidos, idion). Without a sign (sema), we find ourselves in
trouble or in obscurity of a labyrinth. Greeks are by nature heretics and
pagans, that’s why they portrayed even Jesus; His face has so many
times been described and written about. I would say that in Byzanti-
um the war against pictures was fully developed since «picture»
(eikon) is a representation in a statue or in a painting. The victory of
Orthodox against enemies of holy pictures in 9th cent. A.D. did not come
to an end since orthodox church did not agree with the representation
of holy persons in sculpture.

*Aoyrj, doxvg*®

Arche does not exist alone, but always in relation to something. It
may be perceived either as the starting point of an action, or as the area
(extent) into which arche wells up to specific limits. All this is relevant
to the extent and the quantity of arche.

As far as quality is concerned, arche’s capacity to endure is of great
importance. This kind of quality is expressed through the meaning of
plot, which again forms a wide notional field.

Within the whole philosophical, historical and scientific field, in
general, we observe that arche (&pystv 7woc) is inextricably interwoven
into the meaning of plot. There is no arche without plot and, vice versa,
there is no plot without arche. It is indicative that everything derives
from a point and in the same way, everything returns to it being all
the strings in connection.

The Greek language provides the frame for deeper investigation
(and may be confirmation) of the relation between arche and plot. (As
far as I know, we might come across this kind of relation, up to some

29. CApgyh: Armaciaoude, wowveon (Sik mhoxdic) 7ol vonuamiod g wediovwy,
EE®XITA, v. XXXIIT (2000-2001), Athens 2001, pp. 9-19. Id. «A New Intepretation
of ARCHE», Diotima, Review of Philosophical Research, v. 30 (2002), pp. 7-17. Id.
«Love of Honour and Arche», Philosophical Enquiry, v. XXIV, 2002, pp. 23-30.
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extent, in other related languages too). The verification is «radical»
since the root (radex) of &oyw, as I believe, appears in the forms apx-aey-
and apy-. This root (whence a lot of words springs) is common at the
words dpxug (network, plot) dxpov, &exog cloyw, elpyw, doxéo (and also
arx, arceo, arguo).

What do we observe? The derivatives of the root apx- (apy-, apy-)
cover the whole notional field of arche (and plot.).
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