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Abstract

This paper presents the events classical authors deemed as key moments in the rise and fall of Athens
and Sparta, and examines the vocabulary they used to describe change: its extent (momentary or
long-lasting), nature (evolution, transition, reversal, destruction, or renewal), and effects (positive or
negative). It relies mainly on Thucydides and Isocrates and uses supporting evidence where appropriate.
The Persian Wars, the end of the Peloponnesian War, and the battles of Knidos, Naxos, and Leuktra
were frequently thought of as the causes of Athens’ and Sparta’s growth or collapse, prosperity or
misfortune. These events were not only key moments in the balance of power in interstate relations,
but also part of a particular argumentation which exploited and presented the phenomenon of change
in several ways and through varying narratives. The study of the vocabulary pertaining to the rise and
fall of the two cities reveals, on the one hand, the different ways one can treat change and, on the
other hand, that the relevant words can convey neutral, positive, or negative connotations, depending

especially on an author’s intentions when emphasising a particular event.
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Introduction

erodotus acknowledges in the proem of his Histories that ‘human prosperity never remains
constant’” (tHv &vOpwnniny... émotapevos edSaipoviny oddapd ¢v TGLTY pévovoav), that
‘many cities that were great long ago have become inferior’ (t& yap 10 méhat peydda fiv, T
7O adT@V opikpd Yéyove), whereas ‘some that are great in his own time were inferior before’ (ta
8¢ ¢’ &uéo v peydda, mpdtepov v opikpd).! Herodotus” interpretive framework of historical change
that political communities may experience’ reflects a common perception in Greek discourse, the
changeability of human fortune.’ Along the same lines, Isocrates clearly states in his Panegyricus that
‘changes often occur, and power never stays in the same hands’ (moMag tag petafodag yiyveoOar, tag
Yap Svvaoteiag 008énote Toig adtoig Tapapévew).* The adjective moAdg, followed by the term petaBoly,
is used to show how frequently a change in the concentration of power can take place. Isocrates then
juxtaposes to these two words the verb mapapévw, which, combined with the adverb o08¢mote, repeats
and emphasises how easily a major power may rise and fall. This general observation may well apply to
Athens and Sparta of the classical period, two Greek cities which, according to the ancient authors of
the era, were the foremost examples of great powers undergoing such a reversal of fortune regarding
their public affairs standing.®
The notion of historical change (petaBolr) is a major aspect of ancient Greek history. Modern
scholars have turned their attention to the subject of constitutional change (petafol nolrai@v),®
and in recent years there is renewed interest in studying its various aspects through the organisation
of seminars and colloquiums around this notion.” Among these aspects, the change in possession of
power regarding Athens and Sparta is a topic thoroughly examined in most works about the political
history of the two cities. However, these studies concentrate on the implications of this phenomenon
(political, social, economic) and not on reading the vocabulary pertaining to their growth and
collapse.
To this end, this paper examines the different opinions expressed by the authors of the classical
period about the rise and fall of Athens and Sparta, emphasising the vocabulary these authors used

"Hdt. 1.5; cf. PL. Leg. 676¢: kai toté pév £ Eattévay pelfous, Tote 8 éx pefdvwy éNdrrovs, kal Xeipovg &k feXtiovwy yeydvaot
kai Bedtiovg éx yepdvwv. For the translations of Demosthenes’ and Isocrates’ works I used the Loeb Classical Library (LCL)
collection as well as the relevant volumes of M. Gagarin’s series The Oratory of Classical Greece (for Demosthenes, Harris,
2008; Trevett, 2011; for Isocrates, Too and Mirhady, 2000; Papillon, 2004). For Thucydides, Herodotus, and Xenophon’s
Hellenika, I used Strassler, 2008; 2009; 2010 respectively.

* Cartledge and Greenwood, 2002: 357; Rosler, 2002: 92; van Wees, 2002: 328; Asheri, Loyd and Corcella, 2007: 78.

3 See e.g., Antiph. 1.4.9 (Tetralogy 1; Totg ptv yap drvyodot vewTepilew copgépel &k yap @V petafordv éniSofog 1) Svompayia
petaPaMery adt@v £oti- Toig & edTuxoDow dtpepilery kai puAdooey THY Tapodoav edmpayiav- pebioTapévwy yap T@v
mpaypdrwv SvoTuxels ¢ edTuxovvTwy kabiotavat.); Thuc. 2.53.1 (&yxiotpopov Ty petaforiv), 4.17.5 (mheioton petaforal
¢n’ apgdtepa fopfePrikact); Dem. 20.49 (Against Leptines; ob yap &v petémante td npaypat’ én’ au@dotepa).

*Isoc. 4.22 (Panegyricus).

5 Cf. Aeschin. 2.131 (On the Embassy), on the rise and fall of the power of the Phocian tyrants.

¢ Ryffel, 1949; Bertelli, 1989: 275-326; Ingravalle, 1989: 327-352; Liddel, 2010: 15-29; Poddighe, 2014; Loddo, 2016:
175-206; Poddighe, 2019: 271-300. See also the HDR of P. Hamon, Metabolai politeion, conducted in EPHE, under the
supervision of D. Rousset.

7 Seminars: Le vocabulaire politique grec: le vocabulaire du changement politique, ENS, Paris, France, 2018; Change and
Resilience in Classical Antiquity, Exeter, United Kingdom, 2021. Colloquia: Le changement: conceptions et représentations
dans 'Antiquité gréco-romaine, Paris, 14-15 October 2016; the acts have been published in Camenulae 18: https://lettres.
sorbonne-universite.fr/camenulae-18-novembre-2017); Historical Change in the Ancient Aegean: A conference in honour of
John K. Davies, Rethymno, Greece, 16-18 October 2020; Metabolé: Crisis and Transformation in Antiquity, Madrid, Spain,
25-27 November 2021.
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to reflect on the succession of hegemonies, and by taking into account their usually Athenocentric
narratives.® Due to the available evidence, it relies mainly on Thucydides and Isocrates, two authors
who were particularly interested in discussing the constant changes of power, and uses Herodotus,
Xenophon, Ephorus, and Demosthenes when possible. More precisely, this paper determines, on the
one hand, which particular events were regarded as critical moments in the rise and fall of Athens and
Sparta: the Persian Wars, the Peloponnesian War, and the battles of Knidos, Naxos, and Leuktra. On
the other hand, it examines the vocabulary used to describe the transformation of the two poleis and
underlines the different ways one can depict change, in terms of its extent and frequency (momentary
or long-lasting change), nature (evolution, transition, reversal, rupture, destruction, renewal), and
impact on those who experienced change (positive or negative). The first part of the paper focuses on
the growth and collapse of Athenian power, the second on Spartan supremacy and its downfall.

Growth and Collapse of the Athenian Power
1. The Persian Wars

In Book 6, Thucydides presents the Athenian ambassador Euphemos speaking before the people
of Kamarina in an attempt to persuade them to remain allied with the Athenians instead of offering
their support to Syracuse.” Euphemos did not convince the Kamarinians, who decided to stay neutral
in the conflict between Syracuse and Athens. Regardless, his speech is of great value to historians.
It offers important information on the Athenians’ perception of their empire and their difficulty in
gaining the support of the Sicilian cities." To this end, Euphemos explains how the Athenians acquired
their empire and how circumstances forced them to expand it;"" it was, in fact, the perennial hostility
between Ionians and Dorians that contributed to Athenian growth. Concerned about the size of the
Dorian population in the Peloponnese and their proximity to Athens, the Athenians sought the best
means to avoid becoming subjects of the Peloponnesians.'*

Ko peta 7o Mnduca vadg ktnodpevor Tig pév Aakedapoviwv dpxig kai fyepoviag'
AmnAAGy ey, 0088 TPooTikov PAMOY TL ékeivovg AUV 1 Kol AUdG Ekeivolg EmLTATTELY,
7MY kaf’ Soov év 1@ TapovTL peifov loyvov, avtol 8¢ T@V O1td Pacihel TpdTEPOY BVTWY
yepdves kataoTdvTeg oikodpey. '

¥ On the Athenocentric models of change that modern research applies to the study of the classical period and the Athenian
perceptions of Greek interstate relations, Low, 2007: 213-215. On the succession of hegemonies in the Greek and Roman
worlds, Bearzot, 2010: 11-24; Landucci, 2018: 7-28.

° Thuc. 6.81-87.

' On the function of the speeches in Thucydides that failed to convince but at the same time remain important for the
economy of the work, Tsakmakis, 2017: 270.

" Euphemos’ speech is a good example of the pressure to pursue the power one has acquired and the constant vigilance it
demanded; cf. Saxonhouse, 2017: 347-349.

"> On the argument involving kinship and the justification provided for the consolidation of Athenian domination, Kagan,
1981: 246; Connor, 1984: 182-184 (who empbhasises the difference between Euphemos’ argumentation and the Athenian
version of the facts before the outbreak of the Peloponnesian War; see below). On Athens’ kinship connections across the
empire, Fragoulaki, 2013: 210-227.

" On the meanings of the words fjyepovia and apy1}, Low, 2007: 201-202 n. 67; Boéldieu-Trevet, 2016: 68-72.

'* Thuc. 6.82.3.
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And after the Persian war we acquired a fleet, and so got rid of the empire and the
supremacy of the Spartans, who had no right to give order to us more than we to
them, except that of being the strongest at that moment; and having ourselves become

leaders of the King’s former subjects, we are continuing to be so.

(Trans. by R. Crawley, with adjustments)

According to Euphemos, the critical moment came after the Persian Wars,'* when the Athenians were
delivered (dmnMdynpev) from the rule of the Lakedaimonians with the help of their newly acquired
navy and, thus, assumed the leadership of the Persian King’s former subjects. The construction of
their fleet made the Athenians the dominant force at that time,'® because, Euphemos points out, the
Spartans had no more right to give orders to the Athenians than the Athenians to the Spartans, except
being the strongest in that instance.

To describe change in the Greeks’ leadership, Euphemos uses the verb anaMdoow, ‘to deliver’,
‘to liberate’ The choice is not accidental and serves two purposes that are directly linked to its
particular meaning. The term is part of the medical vocabulary and usually denotes the complete
cure of an illness. For example, Isocrates uses this verb where he compares the treatment necessary
for the cure of bodily illnesses (dnaMay@pev) with the remedies necessary for minds that are
ignorant and full of evil desires.'” Except for its medical use, the term is also attested in other
passages in Thucydides, Herodotus, and Xenophon’s works, as well as in Greek oratory,'® where, in
political terms, it denotes the definite end of a previous situation. In our case, it describes the end
of Spartan leadership."” Indeed, it is used to criticise the power Sparta was exercising and at the
same time to imply the sentiment of relief*’ that the Athenians expressed for having been delivered
from the Spartan rule.

Euphemos” wording on the opposition between Ionians and Dorians, the Athenian fleet, and
its role in the development of the Athenian hegemony and empire, presents different versions we
must consider when assessing change in the Greeks’ leadership after the Persian Wars (478/7).

' On the prestige that the Athenians gained after the Persian Wars, Bonnin, 2015: 87-89.

' Cf. Thuc. 6.83.1 on the right of the Athenians to rule (&£wof e dvteg dua dpyopev), because of the largest fleet they
possessed and their services towards the Greeks. Also, Thuc. 2.41.3 (¢bg ody O akiwv dpyerar) and 5.89.1 (¢ 7 Sikaiwg TV
M#i80v kataboavTeg dpyopey).

7 Isoc. 8.39-40 (On the Peace): Tag ptv kadoelg kal TaG Topdg T@V latp@v dmopévey tva mhetdvwy dxyn8ovwy dnaay@pey.
The verb araMdoow is frequently attested in Galen’s treatises. On the medical references found in Thucydides’ Book 6 — in
Nicias” and Alcibiades’ speeches — and their political significance, Jouanna, 2012: 21-38. On the use of medical metaphors
as a model for politics by ancient historians, Jouanna, 2005: 17-20. On the interaction of Thucydides with the medical
writers of his era, Thomas, 2006: 92-108; 2017: 569-576.

'8 Different uses of the term in Thuc. 1.95.7,7.42.3, 8.86.6, 89.1; Hdt. 1.170, 5.65-66; Xen. Hell. 4.2.7; Poroi 6.1; and in Attic
orators, e.g.,, Dem. 1.8 (Olynthiac I); 4.13 (Philippic I); 6.25 (Philippic II); 9.17 (Philippic I1I); 10.64 (Philippic IV); 18.324
(On the Crown); 19.314 (On the False Embassy); 22.37 (Against Androtion); Isoc. 3.6, 3.23 (Nicocles); 4.39 (Panegyricus);
5.49 (To Philip); 7.16 (Areopagiticus); 8.20, 8.25 (On the Peace); 12.77, 12.164 (Panathenaicus); 14.18 (Plataicus); Epistle
9.19 (To Archidamus); Lyc. 1.114 (Against Leocrates); Lys. 1.4S (Against Eratosthenes); 6.35 (Against Andocides); 7.35
(Areopagiticus).

19 Exceptions in Aeschin. 2.13 (On the Embassy): pothecfau 8¢ xai viv dmaX\ayfjvan 100 morépov, where the author refers
to Ctesiphon’s embassy to Philip II of Macedon and to the king’s desire to be rid of the war. Placing the adverb vov (at
that moment) next to the term draX\doow limits the extent of the change and suggests that Philip wanted to stop the war
only temporarily. Cf. the verb avaBdMw (‘to postpone’) which is used to denote the temporary character of a change and
contrasts with the dra\doow. Also, Isoc. 4.172 (Panegyricus); 8.25 (On the Peace).

% Cf. Sanders, 2012: 151-152, about the emotions implied in Thuc. 1.70. On historiography as a source of information for
the part played by emotions in various domains of communication, Sanders, 2012: 153, 159, 162-165.
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First, the version presented by the Athenians in Sparta before the outbreak of the Peloponnesian
War, when they claimed that they had acquired their leadership ‘by no violent means’ and at the
request of the allies, since Sparta was no longer willing to continue the war against the Persians.”
A few chapters after (1.95.7-96.1), in his account of the foundation of the Delian League, Thucydides
himself offers a different version from the Athenian ambassadors’ one. He suggests that the Athenians
succeeded the Spartans ‘by the voluntary act of the allies’, not only because Sparta wanted to end the
war, but also because of the hatred (picog)? of the allies for the Spartan king Pausanias. In other
words, Thucydides specifies that the allies asked the Athenians to take over the leadership of the
Greeks since Sparta appeared preoccupied with problems of internal and external politics.”> On the
contrary, Herodotus does not stress any initiative of the allies but suggests it was the Athenians who
seized leadership (4neilovto), because they took advantage of the problems Sparta was facing at the
time (Pausanias’ hubris).>*

All these versions reveal how a particular change could be exploited and presented in multiple
ways and through varying narratives. That is, Herodotus and Thucydides insist on Pausanias’
behaviour that proved decisive in changing the Greeks’ leadership, but they write from a different
perspective. Herodotus explains this change regarding the Athenian attitude: two years before,
the Athenians were willing to cede naval command to the Spartans to confront the Persians,
because they put the survival of Greece first,” but now Pausanias’ hubris came at the right moment
for them to take over the leadership. Thucydides, in turn, puts emphasis on the connection
between Pausanias’ behaviour and the allies’ attitude, by underlying that the latter would not
have petitioned to the Athenians to become their leaders had it not been for Pausanias. Again,
the Athenians of 432/1, who needed to legitimise their rule before the Peloponnesians, give no
details about the exact historical conditions that made their allies request Athenian command. In
fact, it is worth noting that in the Athenian ambassadors’ version of the events, the justification
of Athens’ dominant position is not just an Athenian construct but became an argument accepted
and used by their allies:* the Athenians claim that it was their allies who attached themselves to
Athens and requested to take over command due to the default of Sparta from continuing the war.
This need for legitimacy becomes even more apparent in Euphemos’ speech of 415, where the
envoy needs to defend Athenian hegemony to avoid losing the support of the Kamarinians: by
using the argument of kinship and the justification it provided for the consolidation of Athenian
domination, he explains how the fear of the growing power of others compelled the Athenians to
pursue power themselves.

*'Thuc. 1.75.2.

*> On the emotion of hatred, Konstan, 2006: 185-200. Also, Fragoulaki, 2016: 121, on the emotion of hatred in Thucydides’
Plataian debate.

» On the difference between the ambassadors’ version and the one presented by Thucydides, Kallet, 2017: 65-66. Cf.
Philochoros FGrHist 328 F 117: 6 8¢ O\oyopds onat kal v fyepoviav todg Abnvaiovs Aafetv St Tég kataoyovoag Ty
Aaxedaipova ovpopds. For a discussion of this fragment and Philochoros’ attitude to Athenian imperialism, Harding,
2008: 108-109.

** Hdt. 8.3. On the difference between Herodotus and Thucydides, Hornblower, 1991: 141, 142-143; Bouchet, 2014:
47-48; Kallet, 2017: 65-67.

** On this Athenian attitude praised by Herodotus, van Wees, 2002: 341-342.

*¢ On how the Athenians exploited the circumstances to legitimise their hegemony and empire, Bartzoka, 2020: 60-61.
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2. The Peloponnesian War

As far as Thucydides and the epigraphic evidence allow us to tell, the transformation of the Athenians
from leaders to rulers of the Greek world was a gradual process.”” But the Peloponnesian War itself was a
dramatic change and is assessed by Thucydides as the ‘greatest movement (kivnoig peyiot) yetknown in
history not only of the Greeks, but of a large part of the barbarian world’** If one puts aside the questions
raised by the precise translation of the word xivnoig (whether as ‘upheaval’ or as ‘preparation’),” this
term reflects exactly, I think, the way the Peloponnesian War set in motion the struggles for a significant
number of Greek cities,* the effect it had on them, and the revolution it provoked in terms of possession
of power.’' Regarding this last point, Thucydides uses the verb katanadw to denote precisely the collapse
and destruction of the Athenian power at the end of the war.”

Although Xenophon narrates the last years of the Peloponnesian War,*® he makes no use of
specific words to describe the Athenian fall. Instead, he only mentions the reaction of the exiles who
returned to Athens and, thus, benefited from the terms of the peace of 404. “They believed), he says,
‘that that day would be the beginning of freedom (&pyew tfjg é\evbepiag) for all of Greece’** That is
why the next interesting set of words that describe the Athenian decline are found in Isocrates’ works,
where the orator draws the readers’ attention to the major historical ruptures and constant changes
of power that concern the greater cities of the Greek world exclusively,” leaving aside other, smaller
powers that were, however, capable of changing the state of affairs.** Due to his views on a broad

*”On the much less dramatic nature of this transition, Low, 2007: 234-237. On a summary of the difficulties in reconstructing
the administration and mechanisms of the League with great detail, due to Thucydides’ particular narrative, its omissions,
and the limitations of the epigraphic evidence, Kallet, 2017: 74-76; Low, 2017: 99-100. For a summary of the different
dates proposed for these inscriptions, Rhodes, 2008: 500-506; Pébarthe, 2011: 59-73. On the history of the Delian League,
Meiggs, 1972 (the dating of certain decrees has now been reconsidered); Scheilbelreiter, 2013. On the pragmatism of the
Athenian policy towards its allies, Brock, 2009: 149-166. For a summary of the finances of the League, Migeotte, 2014:
438-443. On its judicial aspects, de Ste. Croix, 1961: 94-112; Gauthier, 1972; Bartzoka, 2018: 113-118, 131-149 (with
references to earlier bibliography).

* Thuc. 1.1.2: kivnoig yap abdtn peyioty 81 toig "EMnow éyéveto kal pépet Tvi Tov PapPapwy, wg 8¢ eimetv kai émi mAeloTov
avBpwmwy.

2 On the different translations and interpretations of this term, Rusten (2015: 27-40), who translates it as ‘the largest
mobilisation” of manpower, money, and materials. Among the most recent views that adopt the traditional translation of
the term as “‘upheaval/convulsion, Munson, 2015: 41-43.

30 See also the use of the term in Thuc. 3.82.1 (10 EN\nvikdv &kwviin), regarding the effects of stasis that broke out
in the Greek cities. On this term, its allusion to the physical and moral disruptions of the war, and its connection
with Thuc. 1.1.2, Connor, 1984: 103-104; Hornblower, 1991: 478-479. On the fact that a city in stasis is not only
shaken by the forces of motion, but also entrapped in a paralysed condition, Loraux, 1997: 102-106; Joho, 2021:
34-35. On the verbs kwvéw and petakivéw conveying the meaning of change occurred in a political context, Ar. Ran.
759; Arist. Pol. 1306b 22-26, 1307a 40-1307b 19; [Ath.Pol.] 29.1, 31.2; Dem. 2.21 (Olynthiac II); 9.24 (Philippic
III); 11.14 (Response to the Letter of Philip); 23.205 (Against Aristocrates); Hdt. 3.80; Isoc. 2.17 (To Nicocles); 7.30
(Areopagiticus); 8.95 (On the Peace); 9.63 (Evagoras); 16.5 (On the Team of Horses); P1. Resp. 426b-c, 545d; Xen. Ages.
1.37; [Ath. Pol.] 3.8.

*! For an overview of the effects of the Peloponnesian War, Hornblower, 2011: 190-216.

32 Thuc. 5.26.1: THv Te dpxfy katénavoay T@v ABnvaiwy AakeSapdvior kal of Edvppayol, kal o pakpd telyn kai ov Iepoud
KatéhaBov.

> On Xenophon'’s narrative about the ‘coup techniques’ that led to the overthrown of Athenian democracy in 404, Bearzot,
2013: 88-103, 109-170 (with analysis of the other sources as well); Sebastiani, 2018: 498-501, 504-507, 509-515.

** Xen. Hell. 2.2.23.

%% On Isocrates’ preference to focus on the greater cities instead of the small ones, Gauthier, 1987-1989: 187-202; Daverio
Rocchi, 1991: 54-58.

3¢ On the role that smaller regional powers may play in the interstate relations, Buckler and Beck, 2008: 7-8.
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range of political issues and to the length of his life (he is reported to have died at the age of 98),
Isocrates” works offer a great variety of vocabulary about the changes of power at the end of the fifth
and fourth century.

Let me first examine Areopagiticus, a speech probably written before the so-called Social War
(357-355),”” where Isocrates directly connects the transformation of the Athenian power and its
decline with the reforms of 462/1 that deprived the Areopagus Court of its authority to ensure the
preservation of the laws and to supervise the behaviour of the citizens, and that resulted in the moral
decadence and injustice of the Athenians.** He explicitly shows how great powers, such as Athens and
Sparta, can be quickly destroyed, and, as in the Panegyricus before, he uses the noun petaBolr},* that
is preceded by the adjective togodtog, to show how frequent these changes could be. He additionally
employs the verb dvaip®, which has the same effect as katamadw mentioned above, and the adverb
Taxéws, to refer to a particular kind of change, that of a power’s destruction, and to how quickly it may
occur. He states, more precisely, that the Athenians ‘were nearly enslaved’, when they thought they had
‘invincible power” (&vunépBAntov).* The Athenian defeat at the end of the Peloponnesian War was, for
him, the result of an extended policy of arrogance demonstrated towards its allies.*

His explanation for the Athenian collapse was not, of course, a new one. Isocrates had expressed
the same idea almost twenty years earlier, when in his Plataicus the Plataean representative to the
Athenian Assembly reminded the Athenians of their destruction (katéAvoav) by the Spartans, when
the former appeared ‘invincible’ (&vvméotatov).” In order to show the extent of change and the
emotions the Athenians experienced when they realised that they had lost all their empire, Isocrates
uses in his Evagoras the expression peydAn petafolr and the adverbs Avmnpag and Papéwg that all
together indicate the fundamental change that fell upon the city, which was ‘painful and hard to
bear’* These emotions contrast directly with the feelings of relief and hope expressed by the exiles in
Xenophon’s narration.

%7 For a recent summary of the debate about the date of the speech, Bouchet, 2015: 423-430.

¥ Cf. 7.185: énwg émavopBdoopey adThAv; 16: kai T@v peMOVTWY KIvdDVWwy AToTpOTHY Kal TOV TapdvTwy Kak®V dmaay iy, fiv
¢0eowpev exeivny iy Snpokpatiav dvadaBetv, fiy oAwy pév 6 Snpoticwratog yevopevog évopodétyoe; 77: duds tavoacdat
Towadt ¢gapaptavovrag; 78: fv 8¢ petafdlwpev tHy molreiav. On the necessity to restore the privileges of the Areopagus
Court and return to the ancestral habits, Demont, 2003; Bouchet, 2014: 68-70; Bartzoka, 2015: 178-183. On the nature of
Isocrates’ proposals, Bearzot, 2020: 23-39.

% Isoc. 7.8 (Areopagiticus): Tocavtag petaBolds yeyevnuévag kal TnAkadtag Suvdpels obtw Tayéws dvaipedeioag; 4.116
(Panegyricus): mukvoTnTa T@V petafordv.

Tsoc. 7.6 (Areopagiticus): éneidi) 8 dvonépBntov @nonuey Ty Sovapw Exew, tapa pikpdy fHOopev av8panodiodivar. This
calls to mind the proposal to destroy Athens advocated by many Greeks gathered in Sparta after the Athenian defeat of 405
and Sparta’s refusal to comply: Xen. Hell. 2.2.19-20.

*'On the fatal ruin of the powerful who constantly seek to acquire more than necessary, Demont, 2003; Perysinakis, 2015:
396-397.

# Tsoc. 14.40 (Plataicus): ta 8 odv 29" fu@v yevdpeva Tig ovk oidev, 8Tt kal AakeSapdvior Ty Sdvapw Ty dpetépav
avvmdotatov Sokoboav elval KATEAOAY, KPS UEV APOPUAS lg TOV TONEHOY TOV katd BdAattav To Tp@ToV éX0vTes, Sut 88 Ty
86Eav tavTnv mpooaydpevor Todg ‘EMnvag. On the different opinions expressed about the function of this speech (actual
delivery, exercise, political pamphlet), Papillon, 2004: 228-229 with n. 2.

# Isoc. 9.54 (Evagoras): Op@vreg yap adtiy vmd AakeSatpoviolg oboay kai peydy petaPolf kexpnpuévny Amnpds kai fapéwg
£PePOV, AUPOTEPOL TPOTHKOVTA TTOLODVTEG.
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Spartan Supremacy and its Downfall
1. The End of the Peloponnesian War

What is more interesting in Isocrates” Areopagiticus is the assumption that maritime power was
ultimately the cause for the fall of the Spartans as well. In their case, he says, although they used to live
moderately,* they became more arrogant after the end of the Peloponnesian War, when they gained
control of both land and sea, and thus encountered the same dangers as the Athenians.* In other
words, in Isocrates’ thought, the defeat of Athens had a twofold effect on Sparta’s power. First, the
Spartans took the chance to establish their maritime empire.** Second, their maritime empire proved
to be short-lived.

The idea that having a naval empire was the cause of seemingly all problems is better attested
in Isocrates’ On the Peace, a treatise discussing the so-called Social War (357-355), when a group
of allies revolted against the Athenian leadership of the Second Athenian League.”” Although in
his Areopagiticus he did not advise the Athenians yet to correct the abuses of their naval empire
but their internal policy, in this speech, Isocrates urges the Athenians to ‘stop’ (ravowpeda — same
use as in Thucydides before) desiring an unjust naval empire,* since this acquisition was what was
throwing them into ‘confusion’ (tapayi(v)* and had ‘destroyed’ (xatadboaca) twice the democracy
of their ancestors of the fifth century.”® Instead, he advises them to establish a long-lasting and
peaceful hegemony.”’

* On how the difference of character (Spartans: slowness and lack of daring, Athenians: dash and enterprise) is linked to
the development of a maritime empire, Thuc. 8.96. On the corrupting force of sea, Pl. Gorg. 519a; Leg. 705a; Arist. Pol.
1303b 7-15. Cf. Daverio Rocchi, 2015: 84-88, on the image of sea as space of inequality, violence, and power struggle in
fourth-century philosophical and political thought.

#Isoc. 7.7 (Areopagiticus): AaxeSaipdviol Te 10 p&v Tadawdy &k pavlwy kal Tanev@v Torewv oppunBeves 81 T cwpdvws (ijv
Kkai oTpaTwTk®G katéoyov Iehomdvynoov, petd 8¢ tabta peifov ppovioavteg Tod Séovtog kol AaBovTeg kai THv katd Yy kai
TV Kata 0ddattay dpxiy, eig Todg adTodg KIVSHVOLG KaTETTHOAV V.

* Its creation was the result of a long process that did not begin only in the last decade of the Peloponnesian War; rather,
it was throughout the war that Sparta pursued an active naval policy. On Spartan naval policy during the fifth century,
contrary to the standard assumption regarding the conservative nature of Sparta as a land power, Millender, 2015: 299-312,
with bibliography.

*7On the events of these years, Buckler, 2003: 351-384. On the relations between Athens and its allies in the Cyclades
during the war and on its consequences, Bonnin, 2014: 65-66; 2015: 274-283.

* Jsoc. 8.64-65 (On the Peace): "Eya yap fiyoduat kal THv méMv fudg dpevov oikfoewy kal Bektiovg adtodg éoeoban kai
npog amdoag tag npakes EmSdoew, fv mavowpeda Tig dpyis Tis kata OdhatTtav émbupodvtes. ADTn Ydp foTwv 1} kal VOV
el Tapaxiy fuag kablotdoa kal v Snpokpatiav ékeivny katadvoaoa ped’ fig ol mpdyovor {ovteg edSaupovéoTatol TV
EMAvwy Aoy, kat oxedov andvtwy aitia T@v kak@v @v avtoi T éxopev kai Toig &Moig mapéxopev. Cf. Davidson, 1990:
21-24,25; Masaracchia, 1995: 107-108; Bearzot, 2020: 118. On the terms Isocrates uses to refer to this change, Bartzoka,
2017: 2-4.

* On the term tapayr] as cause of the transformation, see Isoc. 3.31 (Nicocles); as its result, Isoc. 3.55 (Nicocles); 4.104
(Panegyricus); 7.9, 7.76 (Areopagiticus).

50 Ceccarelli (1993: 453-455) notes that there is no exclusive link between naval empire and democratic government,
but naval supremacy may have had a detrimental effect on both types of constitution, democratic and oligarchic, even in
Isocrates’ works.

SUCf. Low, 2007: 155; Bouchet, 2014: 41-43. Xenophon (Poroi 5.2) also speaks of a new, more just, Athenian hegemony;
cf. Gauthier, 1976: 199, 212-213; Farrell, 2016: 331-355; de Martinis, 2018: 149-150.
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Since, according to Isocrates, the naval empire ‘by its very nature’ (mépuke) makes those who
are part of it worse,* it ‘destroyed’ (81é@Beipev) not only the Athenians but the Spartans too,” and
destruction came ‘much more quickly’ (7oA yép 0attov) for the Spartans than for the Athenians.

Méyiotov 8¢ TekprpLov- o0 Yap pévov fuds, M kal Ty Aakedapoviwy woh SiépBetpey,
WoTe Toig eibiopévolg Emavelv Tag ékeivwy dpetig ody olov T' €0TIV EimEly TODTOV TOV
Aoyov, wg fuelg pev dx o dnpokpatelobar kakdg éxpnoaueda toig mpdypaowy, i 8¢
AaxeSapdviot TadTny TV Shvapy wapédaPov, eddaipovag &v kai Todg dMovg kal opdg
avtodg émoinoav. IToAd yap OatTov év ékeivols émedeifaro Ty pdow TV avtig: TV yap
moArteiay, fiv év éntakooiols éteoty oddeig 0idev 000 HTO KVEVVWY 080" V7O CLPPOPEY
Kk Oeloay, TavTnV £v ONyw xpovew caledoat kal Avbfvat Tapd pikpdv noinoey.™

The greatest evidence of the danger of empire is that it destroyed not only us but the
Spartan state too. Thus, those who always used to praise the valour of Sparta cannot
make the claim that we mishandled our affairs because we were a democracy, whereas if
Sparta had had that power, they would have made themselves and everyone else happy.
Indeed, the empire showed its true nature much more quickly with the Spartans, for it
caused their polity in a short time to shake and almost end, although no one had seen

it moved by dangers or troubles for seven hundred years.

(Trans. by T.L. Papillon, with adjustments)

I would say that the verb Sia@0eipw is a good example of the kind of transformation the Spartan
supremacy underwent, as it does not only describe the collapse of the Spartans’ position in interstate
affairs but also, in a moral sense, their ruin and corruption. Except for several passages where this word
indicates the change/corruption of one’s opinion or character,* it is worth examining in greater detail
how Demosthenes uses this term in On the Crown.*® In his account of Aeschines’ disruptive role in the
Peace of Philocrates and its aftermath, the orator explains how he warned about and protested against
Philip IT’s interference in the Greek cities in a way that the latter ‘became sick’ (¢véoovv) because their
active politicians were ‘venal’ (SwpoSokotvtwv) and ‘corrupted” (SiapBeipopévwy) by money. As with
Thucydides before, Demosthenes uses in a political context a verb (vooéw) that is part of the medical
vocabulary and combines it with the verb Sia@0eipw to note that corruption may be regarded as a moral
disease. Considering this metaphor, one may add that the naval empire itself may also be regarded as a
disease that ruined the Spartans and needs to be cured.

Indeed, Isocrates asserts that although the Spartan polity ‘had not been moved’ (xwvnBsicav) ‘by
dangers or troubles for seven hundred years), ‘in a short time’ (8v dAiyw xpévw) after the Spartans
assumed the leadership of the Greeks, their naval empire caused their government ‘to shake’
(caedoar) ‘and almost end” (AvBfjvan mapa pikpdv). With great artistry, Isocrates chooses specific
terms to demonstrate the effect of naval power on the fall of Sparta. On the one hand, he combines

52Isoc. 8.94 (On the Peace).

53 Cf. also Isoc. 5.61 (To Philip): ®ot’ €l Tig gain 16T THY dpxNv adTols YiyvesBal T@v mapévtwy kak@y éte Ty dpxiy Tijg
Oaldrng éNdpPavov. Isocrates plays with the word dpy#|, which means both beginning and power/empire, Papillon, 2004:
89 n.42; Lévy, 2015: 250-251.

$*Isoc. 8.95 (On the Peace).

55 On this use cf. Aesch. Ag. 932 (yveopunv pev (o0 i) Stagbepodvt’ éué); PL. Ap. 30b (StapBeipw Todg véoug).

¢ Dem. 184S (On the Crown): ai 8 méleg &vécovy, T@V piv v TQ molrrevecBal kai mPdTTely SwpodokovvTwy Kkai
SrapOetpopévwy éml xpruact.
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three verbs that escalate in intensity, namely xw@® (‘to move, to disturb’), codedw (‘to shake’), and
Mw (‘to destroy; to put an end’), to show the impact and lurking danger of having an empire. On
the other hand, he uses the synonymous expressions woAd 0attov — év dAiyw xpdvw to compare the
swiftness of the change with the stability of the Spartan constitution. Isocrates follows here the
established tradition about the origin, stability and duration of the Spartan politeia, already expressed
by Thucydides and Xenophon, who point out how Spartan constitution in its entirety or some of its
aspects continued uninterrupted.’’

The effect of the Peloponnesian War and the victory of Sparta on its polity are repeated in On the
Peace.

Ay p&v yap v katd Y fiyepoviav xai v edvtaiav kol T kaptepiav THY év avTi
peretwpévny padiwg tig kata Oddattav Svvapews énekpatnoay, S 8¢ TNy dxolaaiav
iy oo [Tavtng] Thg dpyflg avTolg éyyevopévny Taxéwg kakeivng T yepoviag
ameotepOnoav. Ov yap €t Todg vopovs épvdattoy odg Tapd TV Tpoydvwy Tapélapov,
008’ &v Toig fiBeaty Euevov olg TpdTepov €ixov, dAN DrodaPovTeg éEetval Totelv avToig 6 Tt
&v PovAnb@aty, eig Ty Tapaxiy katéotnoay.

Through their hegemony on land and the discipline and endurance they learned from
it, they easily gained control of power at sea too, but through the lack of restraint they
acquired from this naval empire, they quickly lost even their former hegemony. For
they were no longer observing the laws that were handed down from their ancestors,
nor were they following former ways; instead, assuming they could do whatever they
wanted, they fell into great turmoil.

(Trans. by T.L. Papillon)

There, Isocrates discusses Spartan hegemony and how easy (paSiwg) it was for the Spartans to
gain control of power at sea, due to their supremacy on land and the discipline and ‘endurance’
(kaptepiav) they had learned from it. The word xaptepia is an opposite term to the notion of change.
It suggests durability (cf. mépuke and t& kaBeotnkdta in this article)* and illuminates, I believe, the
way Spartans reacted to their newly acquired role; it gives us the sense that, after a long time of
patience, perseverance, and preparation, it was the right moment for them to regain their power
and reap all its benefits.®” However, Isocrates says that ‘quickly” (taxéwg) ‘they lost even their former
hegemony’ (‘kéxeivng Tiig fyepoviag dmeotepnOnoav’), ‘through the lack of restraint they acquired
from their naval empire’ The two adverbs padiwg and tayéwg clearly emphasise here that the second

57 Thuc. 1.18.1, on Spartans enjoying the same form of government (tfj adtf] mohiteia xp@vtar) for more than four
hundred years (¥t1 y&p 0Tt pdhioTa Tetpakdota kail dAiyw mAeiw), a reckoning at the end of the Peloponnesian War, and
their capacity to arrange the affairs of other states. For problems of chronology raised by this passage, Hornblower, 1991:
51-54. Xen. Ag. 1.4: &N\ pév o0Sepia apyn pavepd ot Stayeyevnuévy adidonaatog odte Snpokpartia otite Shyapxia obte
Topavvig obte Pactheia- abtn §& pévy Siapéver ovvexns Pactleia; Lac. 15.1: pévn yap 81 abtn dpxd Statelel olamep ¢
apxfs kateatady- tag 8¢ dMag molteiag ebpot dv Tig peTakekvnuévag kal €Tt kai vov petakivovpévag, on how kingship
continues as it had been originally established, whereas other constitutions had undergone and were still undergoing
modifications.

5% Isoc. 8.102-103 (On the Peace).

% On the words and expressions that suggest historical continuity and reveal how the ancients expressed their reaction —
positive or negative — towards the multiple transformations their societies underwent, Bartzoka, 2022.

% Cf. Xen. Cyr. 3.3.8, on how obedience (neif&), perseverance (kaptepia), and endurance of toil (oi &v 1@ kap@ wévot kal
kivSuvol) bring great pleasure and blessings.
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rise of the Spartans to the leadership of the Greeks did not last long, and that it was more of an
interval in the long process of power changing hands. When this loss took place is an issue that I will
address later.

The orator continues by saying that the Spartans, believing they could do whatever they pleased,
eventually fell into great turmoil’ (eig oMy Tapayiv®' katéotnoav). Indeed, their policy® confronted
the reactions of the Greek cities, reactions that manifested themselves, first, in the outbreak of the
Corinthian War,” later, in the foundation of the Second Athenian League® and, finally, in the rise
of Thebes.®® For example, in Xenophon’s account of the outbreak of the Corinthian War, the Theban
envoys sent to Athens in 395 to persuade the city to join them against Sparta talked about ‘the greedy
rule’ (mMeovetia) of the Spartans that would be ‘much easier to overthrow” (oAb evkatalvtwrépa) than
it was with the Athenian empire:* namely, the Athenians had a navy and ruled over those who did not,
whereas the Spartans, who were few in number, were exercising their rule over men who were far more
numerous and in no way inferior to them in arms. This kind of argument that aims to persuade the
Athenians to take action deals once more with the lack of restraint that the most powerful demonstrate
and that eventually leads to their fatal ruin.

In other words, as Isocrates states in his Evagoras,”’ it was in fact the Spartans themselves who ‘soon’
(taxbv) provided ‘the opportunity” (tdv kaipév) for the change in possession of power and, more precisely,
for Athens to shake off its misfortunes (8nwg T@v ovppop@v abdtiy dmaMdfovorv). On the one hand,
Isocrates describes this opportunity in moral terms,” when he refers to the ‘insatiable appetite’ (&mAnoTia)
the Spartans acquired through their rule of the Greeks by land and sea and their effort to ‘damage’ (kaxdg
Tolefv) Asia, and sees a direct connection between their immoral behaviour and the rise of Athens. On the
other hand, in historical terms, what Isocrates describes here refers to the Spartan war that was conducted
in Asia Minor (399-394) and began after the Lakedaimonians responded to the demand of the Greeks of
Asia for protection against the Persians.”” Namely, what the orator has in mind regarding the moment that
marked the liberation of Athens from its misfortunes is the naval battle of Knidos.

' Lévy, 2015: 251, on the fact that the word Tapays is studiously vague on the kind of confusion into which the
Spartans fell.

% For a summary of the Spartan policy and the reactions it provoked, Cartledge, 2002: 228-251; Roberts, 2017: 324-346,
355-361; Ruzé, 2018: 326-345.

% Xen. Hell. 3.5.16, 4.2.1; Diod. Sic. 14.82. On the Corinthian War, that was declared by the Persian-financed alliance of
Athens, Argos, Corinth, and Thebes against Sparta, Seager, 1967: 95-115; Strauss, 1986: 121-169; Seager, 1994: 97-119;
Buckler, 2003: 75-128.

¢ RO 22; Diod. Sic. 15.28. On the foundation of the Second Athenian League and its evolution (with the inscriptions of
this period accepting different interpretations), Accame, 1941; Cargill, 1981; Dreher, 1995; Baron, 2006: 379-395 (on the
expansion of the League); Cawkwell, 2011: 192-240; Kierstead, 2016: 164-181 (on the Athenian Leagues acting as groups
to secure for themselves certain public goods).

% On Theban hegemony from the Theban victory in Leuktra (371) to the battle of Mantinea (362), Rockwell, 2017:
110-124. On the pursuit of Theban hegemony, as presented in Xenophon’s Hellenika, Sterling, 2004: 453-461. On Theban
hegemony and the hegemony of the Boeotian League, from 371 to 346, Mackil, 2013: 71-85.

6 Xen. Hell. 3.5.15: 1} AakeSawpoviwv mheove§ia moAd edbkatadvtwrépa £0Ti Tig dpetépag yevouévng dpyis. On this speech,
Tuci, 2019: 35, 38,41, 43-44 (with references to earlier bibliography). On this negative description of Sparta by Xenophon
whose validity should not be questioned because it is expressed by the Theban ambassadors, Tuplin, 1993: 62; on the
rhetorical purpose of the speech, Gray, 1989: 107-112; Flower, 2017: 316-317 with n. 46.

¢ Isoc. 9.54 (Evagoras): Sxomovpévolg 8 abtolg dmws T@v cupeop@y adtiyv dnadovoty Taxdv oV kapov AakeSaipoviot
mapeokevaocav- dpyovres Yap T@v EMAvwy kal katd yiv kal kata Oddattav eig Todt’ dminotiag AABov dote kai v Aciay
Kak®g ToLely énexeipnoav; Lévy, 2015: 248-249.

% Alexiou 2010, 146. On the emphasis on the notion of ‘greed” in Isocrates’ works, Alexiou, 2015: 411-417.

 Xen. Hell. 3.4.3-6, 4.1.41; Diod. Sic. 14.35.6-7. On this war, Buckler, 2003: 39-74.
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2. The Battle of Knidos

The authors of the classical period regarded the battle of Knidos as a key moment in the renewal
of the Athenian power and the decline of Sparta. It took place in the eastern Aegean in 394
between the Spartan fleet, under the command of Peisander, and the Persian one, under the joint
command of Pharnabazos and Conon.” This battle was a disaster for Sparta; Peisander was killed,
fifty triremes were captured, and some five hundred crew members were taken prisoners.”" All
available sources agree that the architect of the victory was the Athenian general Conon.” For
example, as noted by Demosthenes in Against Leptines, Conon’s contemporaries believed that ‘by
destroying the power of the Spartans’ (tiv AakeSapoviwv apxiv katalvoavta), ‘he put an end to a
great tyranny’ (0d pikpdv Topavvida menavkévat).” Likewise, Isocrates, in his Panegyricus, says that
Conon campaigned for Asia and thus ‘ruined the power of Sparta’ (tnv apynv tiv AakeSapoviwv
katélvoev);’* in Evagoras, he praises Conon for making the Spartans ‘lose their supremacy’ (tfig
apxfs dmeotepriOnoav), for freeing the Greeks and making Athens ‘receive again’ (wdAwv avédafev)
part of its ancient glory and become leader of the allies;” finally, in his Areopagiticus, he talks
about the Greeks who ‘fell into Athens’ control’ after Conon’s victory (070 v mOAw fAu@y
dmonecovong).”

Itis worth discussing here in greater detail the vocabulary used by Attic orators to present Conon’s
victory, namely the three verbs kataAdw, Tadw, and drootep®. These usually mean ‘to deprive), ‘to
bring something to an end’ and, thus, from an Athenian perspective, they describe the destruction of
the power the Spartans used to exercise both on land and sea after the Peloponnesian War.”” But one
may add that this is not the case here, as we know that both Spartan hegemony and their arrogance
towards the Greek cities continued to exist,”® especially after the King’s Peace in 386’ and until
the foundation of the Second Athenian League in 377. Therefore, these three termsreflect, I think, the
retrospective thought of the Attic orators on the battle of Knidos and show the effect this encounter
had on Athens in the long term, as it marked the beginning of the revival of the Athenian power and
thus the gradual decline of Sparta. But, again, it may be worth noting that the importance of the
battle of Knidos for the restoration of the Athenian power appears already in Isocrates’ Panegyricus,

70 Xen. Hell. 4.3.10-12, who offers no details of this naval battle. On his paucity, explained by his absence from Asia
and his participation in the battle of Coronea in Boeotia, Cartledge, 2002: 240. On this account being subordinate to
the description of the battle of Coronea in order to highlight what the Spartan king Agesilaus achieved there, Gray,
1989: 151.

7' Diod. Sic. 14.83.7. It is interesting to note that, according to Xen. Hell. 4.3.13-14 (as in Plut. Ages. 17.3), when Agesilaus
learned of the defeat before the battle of Coronea, he decided to hide the truth from his troops and to announce a Spartan
victory at sea instead. On the function of this stratagem, Gray, 1989: 149-152; Tuplin, 1993: 68.

7 Isoc. 4.142, 154 (Panegyricus); 7.12 (Areopagiticus); 9.56 (Evagoras); Dem. 20.70 (Against Leptines); Diod. Sic. 14.83.4-7,
84.4; Nep. Conon, 4.4. On the reception of Conon in Athenian oratory, Nouhaud, 1982: 333-338.

73 Dem. 20.70 (Against Leptines).

7 Isoc. 4.154 (Panegyricus).

7 Isoc. 9.56 (Evagoras).

76 Isoc. 7.12 (Areopagiticus). The same passage also associates Athenian control over Greece with the military successes of
Timotheus, son of Conon, between 375 and 364.

77 On this Athenian tradition, which is different from non-Athenian perceptions that regarded the battle of Leuktra as the
key moment for the end of the Spartan hegemony on land, Bearzot, 2015: 90.

7® Also Buckler and Beck, 2008: 9. On Isocrates’ simplistic view of history, Bouchet, 2014: 58.

7 Xen. Hell. 5.1.30-36; Diod. Sic. 14.110.
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composed in the 380s and published in 380.% This was a time of confusion for the Greek affairs due
to the Corinthian War, the conclusion of the King’s Peace, and the ongoing efforts of Sparta and
Athens to reaffirm their power.

After the battle, Conon sailed to Athens bearing Persian funds and assisted the Athenians in
rebuilding their fortifications. His purpose was to use the Great King’s money ‘to maintain his fleet
and to win over to the Athenian side both the islands and the cities on the mainland’® As expected,
Xenophon says, Conon’s action worried, on the one hand, the Spartans, who even offered to make
peace with the Persians in 392, thereby relinquishing control of the Greek cities in Asia to the King
and offering autonomy to the islands and the other Greek cities; however, peace was not achieved.*
On the other hand, Conon’s military success was the reason for the relief felt among the Athenians.
Isocrates’ To Philip gives such an impression,* where Conon is thought to be the man responsible
for the reversal of the fortune of Greece (&vaotpagrioeocBa t& tijg EMdSog mpdypata), the one who
‘removed the Spartans from their rule’ (¢£¢Badev éx Tijg dpyfis), ‘freed the Greeks, rebuilt the walls
of his city, and brought Athens back to the high reputation from which it had fallen” (tiv méAw eig
iy adtiy S6Eav mporfyayev &€ fomep éEéneoey).® The victory of Conon is, thus, seen as the cause and
the link for all the events that followed the battle of Knidos in a simple, linear way.** This complete
change in the balance of power is shown through the verb dvactpépw, which is a general term to
signify a neutral transformation. The repercussions of change are usually denoted by the context of
the phrase where this verb is cited, in our case, by the verbs éxBdMw, éxmintw, and mpodyw. Similarly,
in Xenophon’s account of the peace negotiations in 371, just before the battle of Leuktra, the Athenian
Callistratos delivered a speech, in which he insisted on the fact that Athens and Sparta should make
peace while they were strong and fortune was on their side, because in this way their influence in Greek
affairs would grow even stronger (peifovs... avactpeqoipeda).*® The verb dvaotpépw, combined with
the adjective peilwv, implies the expectations in Athens and Sparta about how the conclusion of the
peace would make things better for both and bring about another change.

3. The Battle of Naxos

Delivered in 341, Demosthenes’ Third Philippic examines, among other things, the gradual domination
of Greece by Philip II and the unwillingness of the Greeks to act against him in such a way that they
have given the Macedonian king more freedom to dominate Greece than they ever allowed Athens
or Sparta. To this end, the orator compares the Athenians with the Spartans and points out how fast

% On its composition, Papillon, 2004: 24; Bouchet, 2014: 43.

8 Xen. Hell. 4.8.9-10, 12. On winning over the Cyclades and replacing the oligarchic governments with democratic ones,
Diod. Sic. 14.84.4; Paus. 6.3.16: obtw petefdMovto oi "Iwves. On the same change as far as Rhodes is concerned, Hell.
Oxy. 10: of 8 v opaynv &epyacdpevol kataldoavtes T Tapodoay moltelay katéotnoay Snpokpatioy Kol TOV TOMTE@Y
Tvag OAiyovg guyddag émoinoav. f) uév odv énavaotaotg 1 wept Ty PoSov TovTo 1O TéNog EAapPev; Paus. 6.7.6: Poliwvy 8¢ tov
Suov meobévta 1o Tod Kovwvog dmd Aakedatpovioy petaPaléoda opag 6 v Pactéws kal ABnvaiwy ovppayia. On the
importance of the battle of Knidos for the renewal of the Athenian power in the Aegean, Bonnin, 2015: 231-233.

% Xen. Hell. 4.8.14-15.

% Isoc. 5.63-64 (To Philip).

%4 Here, the battle of Knidos marks the beginning of the recovery of Athens. On the contrary, in Isoc. 12.58 (Panathenaicus),
the victory at Knidos is presented as the final step of this revival, as Isocrates states that Athens recovered from its defeat in
less than ten years. Roth, 2003: 118.

% Nouhaud, 1982: 336.

% Xen. Hell. 6.3.17: ottw yap fueig T av 8 dudg kai dpeig S fudg €t peifovg § 1oV mape@ovta xpovov év i) ENadt
avaotpeoipeda.

PNYX 2022 | Volume 1| Issue 1, 1-26 [13]



Alexandra Bartzoka
The Vocabulary and Moments of Change: Thucydides and Isocrates on the Rise and Fall of Athens and Sparta

things changed for the Spartan policy.*” He refers to the seventy-three years the Athenians were the
leaders of the Greeks, from the moment of the foundation of the Delian League in 478 to the defeat in
the battle of Aigos Potamoi in 405,* and contrasts those years with the twenty-nine years of Spartan
supremacy, counting approximately from the end of the Peloponnesian War in 404 to their defeat by
the Athenians in the battle of Naxos in 376.% In this battle, the Spartans lost twenty-four triremes and
eight more were captured with their crews, while the Athenians lost eighteen. Chabrias, the victorious
Athenian general, received an enthusiastic welcome from the Athenians and subsequent honours
awarded for his service.” As the epigraphic record indicates, the Second Athenian League grew with
new members.”" Additionally, according to Diodorus, this was the first naval battle the Athenians had
won since the Peloponnesian War, as the victory of Knidos had not been achieved with their own fleet
but by the use of the Persian one.”” Therefore, the battle of Naxos was thought to have provoked a
dramatic shift in the balance of power in the Aegean.”

Consequently, two battles, the one at Aigos Potamoi, the other at Naxos, function in the speech
of Demosthenes as the two key moments that marked the collapse of Athenian and Spartan power
respectively. The reasons for this end are the same as those presented in Isocrates’ works, where the
notion of ‘greed” appears in his narrative frequently. Demosthenes, thus, says that ‘since the Athenians
were thought to be treating some unfairly’ (éneld1} Tiow 00 petping 80xovy mpooeépeodat), war was
declared on them. ‘Again’ (ndAw), ‘when the Spartans succeeded the Athenians to their position of
supremacy’ (AaxeSapoviows dpfaot kai maped@odow eig v avtny Svvacteiav dpiv) and started ‘to
disturb the established order of things’ (t& kabeotnKét’ ékivovv) ‘beyond what was reasonable’ (népa
10D petpiov), they made the Greeks react and declare war on them. One understands that, as Isocrates
before, Demosthenes explains the rise and fall of Sparta and Athens as part of a general and frequently
attested phenomenon. That is why the orator emphasises the three following words: first, the two
opposing terms kadiotnu and kv that represent the change between stability and development in the
area of the Greek interstate politics respectively,’ and, second, the keyword méAw (‘again, in turn’), a
word that shows how repeatedly one power succeeds another due to a policy of arrogance that may end
or decline with the outbreak of war. The word wdAw is central to the description of frequent reversals
of fortune and of the succession of hegemonies. This is also made clear in Isocrates’ Plataicus,”> where
it appears again, this time in relation to the battle of Knidos and the way the Athenians ‘took away’
(mdAv... apeideoBe) Sparta’s supremacy.

7 Dem. 9.23-24 (Philippic III).

% The count is ambiguous; cf. Croiset, 1925: 98 n. 1 (477-404); Trevett, 2011: 161 n. 27 (476-404). On the different ways
of counting, Roth, 2003: 117 n. 208. See also below (n. 109, 111), Isoc. 12.56 (Panathenaicus).

% Diod. Sic. 15.34.5-35.2.

% Aeschin. 3.243 (Against Ctesiphon) 243; Dem. 23.198 (Against Aristocrates); 24.180 (Against Timocrates). On his honours,
Gauthier, 1985: 99-102. The same decree was unsuccessfully refuted by Leodamas of Acharnai for being unconstitutional;
Hansen, 1974: 30; Bartzoka, 2018: 262-264 (on how external politics interact with public trials).

' RO 22,1.79-90, with 104, noting that the names of the allies inscribed in these lines could have been added after Chabrias’
campaign.

2 Diod. Sic. 15.35.2.

%> On the importance of this battle for the decline of the Spartan power and the re-establishment of Athens as the leading
naval power, Cargill, 1981: 190; Buckler, 2003: 249; Bonnin, 2015: 239. Trevett (2011: 161 n. 28) notes that it was the
battle of Leuktra that marked the end of Spartan hegemony.

°* On the question of stability in the conduct of interstate relations, Low, 2007: 212-251.

% Isoc. 14.40 (Plataicus): kol wév peis T dpyny apeilecBe T éxelvwy, 2§ dreryiotov pév tijg TéAews dpunBévTes kai kaxdg
npattodong. See also above (n. 75), Isoc. 9.56 (Evagoras) and below (n. 98), Isoc. 5.44 (To Philip).
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4. The Battle of Leuktra

Isocrates’ praise of Conon’s achievements in his To Philip is part of an argument that aimed to convince
Philip II to unify the Greek states in a campaign against the Great King. Isocrates cites examples of
famous leaders and their deeds that were more difficult to achieve, in his view, than the one he advised
Philip to undertake. That is why it is no surprise that in the same speech, he views the battle of Leuktra
in 371 as another critical moment in the collapse of Spartan hegemony. **

Isocrates mentions this battle when talking about the misfortunes of the Greeks and the usual
changes in the balance of power in interstate relations (tq\iadtag petafolag yryvopévag). He refers
to the Greek affairs after the end of the Peloponnesian War, when Sparta appeared as the leader of the
Greek world and was trying to destroy the Boeotian League reunified under the leadership of Thebes.”
As with the case of Knidos, the narrative that follows is once more simplistic and draws no distinction
between the moment Sparta lost its naval power, either in the battle of Knidos or in the battle of Naxos,
and the time it lost its supremacy as a whole.

Kol AWV petamecodong TAg TUXNG kai OnPaiwv kal Ilelomovvnoiwv amdvtwv
EMYELPNOGVTWY AVACTATOY ToLfjoaL THY ZépTny, [ ... ], € Tig 6p@v ThikadTag petaBolig
yryvopévag [ ... ] kai mp@tov ptv oxevaipeda ta AakeSapoviwy. Obrol yap dpyovres TV
ENvwv, 00 ToAds Xpdvog £€ o, kal katd yTjv kal katd Odhattay, £ig Tooad TN petaPorry
AABov, émeldn) T pdxnv frTROnoay Ty év Aedktpols, dot dmeatepiOnoay uév Tijg v
toi¢ "EMnot Svvacrteiag, tolodtovg & dvdpag dnddecav op®dv adTt@v, of mpoypodvto
te@vavar paov A Gy frTn@évteg v mpdTepoy édéomolov.”

Again, when fortune changed, and the Thebans and all the Peloponnesians were trying
to destroy Sparta, [ ... ]. Therefore, anyone who sees such changes happening [ ... . First,
let us look at the Spartans’ situation. Although they ruled over Greece not too long ago
by both land and sea, they suffered such a reversal when they lost the battle at Leuktra
that they were stripped of their empire over the Greeks and lost many of their men who
chose to die rather than live after being defeated by those who used to be their subjects

(Trans. by T. L. Papillon)

Sparta, he says, had not ruled over Greece for too long (00 moAdg xpévog) by both land and sea that
‘fortune changed again’ (néAw petamecodong Tiig TOxNs) and this time it was the Thebans who were
trying to destroy Sparta. The expression tijg TOxNg petanecovarg shows the complete transformation
that may concern either the collapse or the renewal of a city’s power, as the verb dvaotpépw before. More
precisely, the verb petamintw (to change) has a neutral meaning.” Its positive or negative connotations

% Xen. Hell. 6.4.1-20; Diod. Sic. 15.51-56.4. On this battle and its military significance, Buckler, 2003: 286-295; 2013:
657-670; Rockwell, 2017: 101-104.

°7 Spartan occupation of Thebes in 382 and the liberation of the Cadmea in 379: Xen. Hell. 5.2.25-31, 5.4.1-12; the re-
establishment of the Boeotian League after 379: Buckler and Beck, 2008: 87-98; Beck and Ganter, 2015: 147-148; Thebans
recovering the neighboring cities of Boeotia: Xen. Hell. 5.4.63; the destruction of Plataea and Thespiae: Xen. Hell. 6.3.1-5;
and the expansionist aspirations of Thebes that paved the way to the battle of Leuktra: Xen. Hell. 6.3.1-20.

% Isoc. 5.44-47 (To Philip).

% See Dem. 20.49 (Against Leptines): od yp &v petémumnte & mpdypat’ én’ aupdtepa (‘things would not change for better or
worse’).
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depend on the context of the phrase where it is cited."” Here, the change of fortune is detrimental
101

to the Spartans but beneficial to the Thebans. The noun toxn'"" itself may acquire in Isocrates” works
the meanings of chance, destiny, fortune, but it may also be synonymous with good or ill fortune,
depending again on the author’s description.'**

In Isocrates’ view, the crucial moment for the change came with the battle of Leuktra, where the
Spartans were defeated and ‘suffered such a reversal’ (tocattnv petafodiv A\Bov) that ‘they were
stripped of their power over the Greeks’ (&0t dneotephfnoay ptv tijg év toig "EN\not Svvaoteiag)
and lost many of their men.'” Isocrates repeats the vocabulary attested in his other works and in
Demosthenes: one may find the similar words about the oscillation of fate and frequency of change
(méhw, TnhikavTag petaPolds), about the short time the Spartans dominated the Greeks (00 moldg
xpévog) compared to the Athenians, and, finally, about the consequences the Spartans suffered after
their defeat (ancotepnfnoav).

These consequences are also pointed out by the non-Athenian historian Ephorus. In fragment
118 from Book 23 of his Histories, he refers to the Spartans of old who, after the conquest of Lakonia
turned over their state to Lycurgus and, thus, surpassed the Greeks to such a degree that they
alone ruled both by land and sea. They continued to do so until the Thebans ‘deprived’ (4peidovto)
them of their hegemony.'™* Although in his previous books Ephorus discusses important turning
points regarding the renewal of the Athenian power and the decline of Sparta, such as the battles of
Knidos and Naxos,'® here he omits the rise of Athens, either in the fifth or in the fourth century.'*
He stresses, instead, the continuity of Spartan hegemony (8ietélecav) until Leuktra. The claim
of Ephorus is thus problematic in terms of interpretation. Different solutions can be proposed to
explain his omission. Perhaps this continuity must be understood if we think that Ephorus presents
here his views on the succession of terrestrial hegemonies in Greece,'”” or that he has in mind the
territorial unity of Lakonia that was preserved as long as the Spartans held their dominant position

in this area.'®®

1% On its positive meaning, see, e.g., Aeschin. 3.75 (Against Ctesiphon; 00 cvppetanintel), on the usefulness of preserving
the texts of public documents; Din. 1.65 (Against Demosthenes; petaneodong Tijg T0xng), ‘on the hope that the situation of
Athens would improve’ (E\rilovow émi 1 Péktiov &v & Tig mé\ews Tpdypat’ ENDev) if a suitable penalty was imposed on
Demosthenes during his trial about the Harpalus affair; Lyc.1.60 (Against Leocrates; petaneosiv), on the hope of any man
who is alive to improve his fortune. On its negative meaning, see, e.g., Isoc. Epistle 7.12 (To Timotheus; ys‘raﬂtscrsiv), on
how seizing power may change an individual’s behaviour; Lyc. 1.50 (Against Leocrates; peténeoev), regarding the battle of
Chaeronea and its consequences.

1% On the different notions of vy and its significance for the Greeks, Eidinow, 2011: 45, 150-154.

12 Chance: 3.47 (Nicocles); 4.91, 134 (Panegyricus); 6.92 (Archidamus); 7.23 (Areopagiticus); 10.40 (Encomium of Helen);
19.35 (Aegineticus). Destiny: 1.29 (To Demonicus). Fortune: 5.44 (To Philip); 6.47 (Archidamus); 9.59 (Evagoras); 12.32
(Panathenaicus); 15.292 (Antidosis); 20.8 (Against Lochites). Good fortune: 1.3, 1.49 (To Demonicus); 2.30 (To Nicocles);
4.26, 4.132 (Panegyricus); 5.1S, 5.152 (To Philip); 7.11 (Areopagiticus); 9.36, 9.4S (Evagoras); 15.36, 15.128 (Antidosis);
18.68 (Against Callimachos). Ill fortune: 12.9 (Panathenaicus).

13 Cf. Xen. Hell. 4.4.15.

1% Ephorus FGrHist 70 F 118: Oi 8¢ kataox6vteg v Aakwvikiy kol kat” dpyas uév éow@povovy, émel & odv Avkodpywt Ty
no\telay énétpeVay, ToootTov depePddovTo Todg Movs, doTe pdvol T@v ENvwy kal yijs kai Oaddttng énijpéav, Sietélecdy
Te dpxovteg TV EMvwv, éwg dgeilovto avtodg Thy fyepoviav OnPaiot kai pet” ékeivovg ebBdg Makedoveg.

19 Parmegianni, 2011: 537-539, with n. 10, 546. For a summary of Ephorus’ historical thought on the succession of
hegemonies and the different modern interpretations and approaches on Ephorus, Luraghi, 2014: 147-148.

106 Christesen, 2010: 247-248, n. 14; Landucci, 2018: 11.

197 On this solution, Christesen, 2010: 247-248 n. 14.

1% On this interpretation, Parmegianni, 2011: 559.
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Finally, Isocrates discusses the battle of Leuktra in his Panathenaicus.'” In a speech that celebrates the
superiority of the Athenians over the Spartans, Isocrates discusses the leading role of Athens among the
Greeks.'"” His city, he states, held its empire for sixty-five years ‘continuously” (cuvex@s), from 478 to
the disaster of the Sicilian expedition in 413, whereas the Spartans held to the rule for ‘barely’ (udAig)
ten years, counting from 404 to the battle of Knidos in 394.""" Contrary to his To Philip, Isocrates here
draws a distinction between the collapse of Sparta’s maritime power in Knidos and the continuation
of its supremacy at land. However, he proceeds with this distinction in a way that underplays the fact
that Sparta maintained its dominant position on land until the battle of Leuktra and, thus, he gives no
exact number of the years its supremacy lasted.''” He says, instead, that ‘both cities were hated’ during
their rule ‘and ended up in war and turmoil’ (dp@dtepat pronBeioar katéoTnoav eig TéAepov kai Tapaynyv),
but Athens was able to hold out for ten years after its defeat in Sicily, whereas the Spartans, though still
the leading power by land, could not resist the Thebans and were defeated in a single battle, that of
Leuktra. The defeat, he says, had such a great impact on Sparta that it ‘lost all its possessions’ (amévtwy
amootepnOévtag) and was not able after its loss to regain the position from which it ‘fell’ (¢¢¢recov).

I wish to add two remarks here about the verb dmootep® (deprive). First, we have already seen
this term being used by Isocrates in his Evagoras to depict the negative results of the battle of Knidos
for the Lakedaimonians (tijs &pyfis dmeoteprifnoav) and in To Philip to emphasise the outcome of the
battle of Leuktra (dmeoteprinoav piv g &v toig "EN\not Svvaoteiag). It appears again in Isocrates’
argumentation in Panathenaicus. But there is a difference in the way it is employed in these three
passages, which can be seen most clearly in the use of the terms dpxfs, Svvaoreiag, and amdvtwv that
are associated with this verb respectively: in the first two cases, the Spartans lost their supremacy, in
the third case, they lost everything they had. The word &nav does not only add dramatic intensity to
the consequences the Spartans suffered in the aftermath of Leuktra, but is also used in a passage whose
main purpose is to compare Athens and Sparta and celebrate Athenian history and culture. Even more
so, it reflects the historical reality of how Sparta could no longer play a significant role in Greece at the
time of the speech’s composition (342-339) due to Philip’s political ascendancy — however, Isocrates
remains silent about Macedonian hegemony in this speech.

Conclusions

Pivotal events in the balance of power in interstate Greek relations are part of a particular argumentation
that exploits the phenomenon of change according to historical context and the rhetorical purposes of
the speakers or authors who refer to these moments. These events are presented in different ways not
only by different authors (historians, orators, or other kinds of speakers — ambassadors, allies) but also
within their own work, as the case of Isocrates amply illustrates. Inevitably, we rely on these narratives
to reconstruct the history of the period, but this reconstruction considers the context in which these
episodes are invoked. During this process, the study of the vocabulary that the ancients used may help
us to understand the multiple ways through which they perceived and presented every change.

More precisely, the words that describe change in the rise and fall of Athens and Sparta, its extent,
nature, and impact may appear either with a neutral meaning or with a positive or negative connotation.

19 Isoc. 12.56-58 (Panathenaicus).

"2 On how Isocrates uses Sparta to show Athenian pre-eminence, Atack, 2018: 157-184.
"1 Roth, 2003: 117, with n. 208.

"2 On this negative description of the Spartan power by Isocrates, Roth, 2003: 117-118.
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For example, in the works of Isocrates, where particular attention is paid to the successive changes
of power, the word petafolr] is used five times, as a general term to signify change neutrally. The
frequency, impact, and repercussions of these changes are denoted by the adjectives moA0g, TocodTog
(repeated twice), peydhog, and TAikodtog in connection with petafodr, or by the use of the adverb
mé\w (‘again’) - also attested in Demosthenes’ speech. This demonstrates how inevitable and repetitive
the phenomenon of the succession of hegemonies may be. The complete transformation may be shown
as well through the verb &vaotpépw (reverse) or by the expression Tfjg TOXNnG petanecovong meaning
the reversal of fortune.

The rest of the vocabulary is invested with a particular meaning that describes mostly the fall of
a power and, consequently, the rise of another. Although the succession of hegemonies is a common
topic in the aforementioned authors, the range of evidence and disparities therein are indicative, on
the one hand, of the different ways through which one can depict change, in linguistic terms, and,
on the other hand, of an author’s intentions when emphasising on the event he refers, with certain
verbs creating a particularly strong effect. To this end, there are verbs that show the misfortune or
the beginning of the decline, such as kiv@ (move; disturb) and cadebw (shake); verbs that depict the
actual downfall, such as dpap@® (take away; remove), ékBdMw (remove), éknintw (fall), Mw (put an
end), and mabdw (to put an end); finally, other verbs emphasise how complete this downfall was, such
as avatp@ (destroy), dmootep® (deprive), SapBeipw (destroy), kataddw (ruin), katanadw (destroy). Of
course, these verbs are colored by adverbs or adverbial phrases that convey the swiftness of a change
(Taxéws, Taydv, pading, ToAd BaTToV, év dAiyw Xpovew, 00 TOADS Xpdvog) or indicate the duration of the
situation preceding the forthcoming change (cvvey@s and pélig). In the texts discussed above, change
is often viewed either as a result of a war, a misfortune, a state of confusion, or as the cause for all these.
Finally, in the face of a new situation, reactions may differ, varying from feelings of joy and relief, if the
individuals in question benefited from the change, to expressions of sadness and despair about their
future, if they belonged to the defeated party.
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Abstract (Greek) | NepiAnyn

O 6pog aMayr|-petaPolr] amotelel factkd onpeio avapopds vog EPELYTH TWV KAACIKWY TTOVSWY
0TO A0 TG PEAETHG KaL épevvag Tov TapeADovTog. ISiaitepa S Ta TeAevTaia ypovia, £xet avavewBei
TO EVILAPEPOV TWY EPELVTOV YOPW aTtd TN Slepebvnat] Tov GOV TOTO WG TPOG TO EVVOLOAOYIKS TOV
@optio 600 Kkat wg TPog TIg Towkileg ekPavoels Tov. Metakd avtdv Twy ekpavoewy, 1 ovYXpovy
épevva éxel ebetdoe Sie§oSikd Tov avtaywviopd ABvac-Endptng Kat Ty evalayt] g abnvdixig
Kol OTAPTIATIKAG YYEUoviag otov eMnvIKS KOOUO THG KAAOIKYG €T0XHG. LL0TO00, Ot UEALTEG AVTES
EMKEVTPWOVOVTAL OTIG ENMITTWOELG (moArTIKEG, KOWWVIKEC, oucovop.ucég) TOV QALYOUEVOD Kat OXL 0TV
ekétaon tov Ae§loyiov Tov amoTvTWVEL THY dvoSo kat Tapakyr] TN Stvapung Twv §0o TOAewy.

Y10 mAaioto avté, To Tapbv dpbpo Tapovotdlet Tig amdVELS LOTOPIKWY Kat pRTOPWY THG KAAOIKYS
ETOXNG YOpw amd TNV akpy Kat TTOOH TwV Nyepoviwy Thg ABAvag kat g ZmapThg, péoa amd Ty
avaftnon kat egétaon Twy dpwv ekelvwy oL YpHoIpoToLodTaY ot Apxaiol yla va EKPPATOVY THY £V
A6Yw aMayn, AapPavovtag Tavtdxpova vTdY T ToV aBnvokevTpIKd YapakThpa Twy TN ywy. Adyw Twv
Stadéotpwy papTuptdv, ot TEPLOTOTEPEG TTANPOPOpies TPoEpyovTaL amd Tov Oovkvdidy kat, kvpiwg,
am6 Tov Iookpatn, Sbo ovyypageis ot omoiot evSiaépOnkav Wiaitepa yia Tig ovvexeis petaPolés mov
ONUELDOVOVTAY OTHV AOKTOT) YEUOVIKHG TOAITIKHG 0TOV eMNVIKd Xwpo. Emmpoadétwg, ot yvdoeig pag
ovpmAnpwvovTal amd Tig paptupieg Tov Hpodotov, Tov Eevopwvta, Tov Eopov kat tov Anpocdévy.
ITio ovykekpuéva, To apBpo evtomiler, agevdg, Ta yeyovota exeiva ta omoia OewphOnkav and Tovg
npoavapepBévteg avyypageic onpeio Topns yratny dvodo kat twot g ABAvag kat tng ZrdpThg: o€
avtd ovykatadéyovtat ot Mndikoi mohepot kat o TleAomovynotakdg mohepos, kabwg kat ot vavpayieg
g KviSov, tng NdEov kat 1 pdyn twv Aedktpwy Tov 40v arvva. Agetépov, 1) epyacia ebetdlet To
Ae&\oy1o Tov Xprotponoteital Yla va Teprypagel o dvwdev petaoynuatiopds twv §Ho Tolewv Kat
vroypappilel Tovg StapopeTikols TpOTOVG avaapdoTactg avthg THG aMayfg oTig apxaies T yés.
H edpeon twv oxetikdy épwv amotelet T Pdon Yo va eketaotel To £0pog (oTrypaia alayi 1
pe Sipketa) kar 1 cvyvéThTa T alayns, To £idog g (£EMkn, petdPaon amd pa makadTepn
kataotaon ot pla véa, avatpon] 1 egapavion g kabeotnkviag tdéng, avowéwm]), kabdg kat o
TPOTOG AVTIUETWTILONG TNG ard Tovg Apyaiovg (Betuen 1 apvnTiki).

Azé ) pedétn Staaivetat, TpOTOV, GTLTO PAVOUEVO THG Slad oG SLAPOPETIKWY 1Y EUOVIWY TTOV
eMNVIKO KOTUO THG KAATIKHG ETOXNG EIVAL EVa KOIVOG TOTTOG, 0 0TT0i0G ATAVTATAL AMOTE OF UEYAAVTEPO
KaL AMote o€ pikpoTepo Pabud oTovg Tapamdvw cvyypageic. Ae0TepoV, Paivetal OTL Ta TAPATAVW
Yeyovéta amotelody kopBikovs atabpots téoo oty Topeia e5EAENG Twv SVo TEAewv 600 kat oTOV
OVOXETIONO SUVAUEWY TTOV EANVIKO KOTHO. L20TO00, T £V AOYW YEYOVOTA ATOTENODY TAVTOXpOVA
Kot P€POG THG ETIYXELPNUATONOYIAG TOV avaTTOTTOVY Ot OUANTEG/ TLYYPAPElS OV avagépovTal o€
avtd. H emyeipnuatodoyia avtr) evrdooetal kdbe popd péoa oe éva Slagopetikd 10Topikd TAaioLo
Kkat eEumnpetel oLYKeRpLPEVOLG prTOpLKODG 0TOYOVS. MAALOTA, EivaL XapaKTNpLOTIKS OTL OL LOTOPLKES
avTég oTrypés TapovotdlovTal pe SlaQopeTikd TPOTO OxL POVo amd StapopeTikovs petalhd Tovg
ovyypageis, ald kat and Tov iSto évay ovyypagéa, dnwg §exdbapa paivetal péoa amd ta épya Tov
Iookpdt). Avandevkta, Bact{opacTe oe avTéG TIG APy oeLs Yia va avacvvBéoovpe T Lotopia Tng
mepLoSov, aMd avt] 1) avacvvBeon AapPdvet VoYY TG TO AvTioTor o WTOPKS/ prTOopIKd TAGicLO
uéoa oo onoio mpoPdMovrat Ta yeyovota. Tia Tov Adyo avtdv, 1) pedéty Tov Aeloyiov mov mept-
YPaget TV dvodo kat TNV Tapakpn Twv Nyepoviwy g Abvag kat THg ZrApThg ivat oUAVTIKY,
kabwg emtpémet va avTiAngBovpe Kat va KaTavorcovpe TOUG TOMATAOVG TPOTOVS e TOVG OTOI0VG Ot

Apxaiot tapovoialav kaOe aMayr).
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SvyKeKpLéva, ot 6poL oL TEPLYPAPOVY TH) UeTAPOA oTHY Wooppomia Suvdpewy oToV EMNVIKO
xwpo eite éxovy ovdétepn onpacia (BA. Ty Tovg dpovg peTaoM, To PAHA «AVACTPEQWS 1) THY
£KPPATT <TG TUXNG HETATIETOVONG> ) €ite eppavilovta pe BeTikn 1} apvnTixy] Xpotd. tnv tehevtaia
aUTH] TEPITTWOT), TEPLYPAPOLY KUPIWG TNV Tapakyr] pag dvvaung kat T ocvvakdlovdn dvodo tng
avTITAAOL TG 0 TOAEUOG, Uia aTvxia 1) pia KatdoTtaoy avatapaxrs Bewpovvtal coyva eite 1) artia
gite To amoTéAeopa TrG ekdatote petaPoric. H mapovaiaon tng idiag aMay pe Stapopetikd tpomo,
amé ™ pla pepid, e&nyeitar YAwookd —Adyw Twv Totkilwy NEITOLPYIKWY EKPAVOEWY THG YAWTTAG—
Kkat, and Ty dn, egapTdtal amd Tig Tpobéctls Tov ouyypagéa dtay emduiket va SWotL Eupact] o éva
OVYKEKPLUEVO YEYOVOG. [l TOV 0K0T6 avTd, YpnotpomolodvTat 6pot Tov dMoTe Seixvouvv Ty amapyH
NG Tapakpns, AMoTe anetkoviCovy Ty mTwon kat dote Tovifovv Tov avtiktumd s Emiong, Tov
1810 okomd efvmnpeTov kat MéEeLg 1) EKPPATELS TTOV ATOTLTWVOVY XPOVIKA THY TaydTNTA pe THY omola
Stevepyeitar n adayrn 1 T Sdpkeia g mponynOeioag tg petaBoAns katdotaons. Kai, tédog, ot
avtd ovpPaMovy kat Ta AekTikd ohvola Tov ekpdlovy Tig avTidpdoels Twv Apyaiwy amévavtt oty
véa Stapoppwdeioa katdoTach kat ot omoieg tav eite cvvaloOpata xapdg kat avakodPLoNG, £G4V T
vTokeipeva enw@eAOnkay amd Ty alay), eite ekppaoelg AOTHG Kat amdyvwong yia to uéMov Tou,

€4V avKaV 0TOVG NTTHUEVOUG.
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