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Preface

This work is a revision of Part I of my 1977 doctoral
dissertation for the University of Pennsylvania. The original work,

entitled Aegina and Athens in the Archaic and Classical Periods: 23

§9£19—Political Investigation, attempted to fuse two 1inquiries.

One, to which topiec this work is largely devoted, was an

investigation of Aegina's social institutions, with an eye toward
explaining that island's political and military vitality. Its other
topic for study was more purely political history. By far, the
dominating feature of Aeginetan history was the island's
confrontation with her larger neighbor, Athens. It was a premise of
my thesis that this long conflict could only be understood in light
of the institutional continuities and disparities between the two
Cities,

Part I appears here alone in more finished form for several
Feasons. Considerations of scale (as this makes a work of
independent size itself) urged separate publication. Yet, more
important was my concern with the preliminary work that was
Necessary to lay bare Aeginetan political history. As so often in
the investigation of the history of Archaic poleis, a chronology
MUsSt be established before proceeding to analysis. This would make
for ap unwieldy work, and 2 series of papers on both chronology and
on

other questions of preliminary but critical bearing on

ﬁthe“ian-keginetan interrelations is in the process of publication

-V-
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For those who have
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fitting

read the original dissertation,
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fFully’

evidence much

population. Chapter

. seﬁ'
and has been largely rewri? f
0

of th .
the 4 € mintip nd
eginetmmstandard & efforts of Pheidon of Argos ’
are

much material,

f
Chapter 4 ©

The most significant ©

additional materizt

now of

Oxford University, and the American School of Classical Studies in
Athens. I would like again to acknowledge the kindness of Dr. Colin

M. Kraay, Keeper of the Heberden Coin Room of the Ashmolean Museum,

during my stay in Oxford in 1976. Mrs. Leslie Beer has been most
generous in sharing her ideas and drafts from her (as yet)
unpublished work on Aeginetan coinage, and I thank her for her

permission to quote from this work, and for her invaluable advice.

Professor W.R. Connor of Princeton University, the editor of this

series, was most supportive during the preparation of this work,

and gave me many useful criticisms and suggestions. Particular

thanks are due to my wife, Sarah, who has saved me from many errors

and been so helpful in the manuscript. The

the production of

Fuloright Foundation, with a fellowship to Greece in 1976/77;

Dickinson College of Carlisle, Pa.; and Rutgers University of New

Bfunswick, N.J. (the latter two with Faculty Research Grants)

Provided support for the revision process. Rutgers University has

also provided funds for typing and computer text editing.

All  errors are, of course, my own. Also, the nature of the
Computer editing progrem which has been used precludes  the
Inelusion of quotations in Greek script. Therefore, 1 have
transliterated all Greek. I claim no great consistency in the

SPelling of Greek names. Those with which I felt most comfortable

1 y .
N Latin form or whose Latin form is most familiar have been SO
tr‘@ated_ Others have been left in more strict Greek
transliteration.
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predominantly agricultural states as she did to Athens. Again and

2€ain, one is reminded that Aegina's insularity was not only

8eographical in scope, but was reflected in the 1island's internal

e Adaptations remained viable for the Aeginetans which would

have been impractical for the mainland states. In addition, the

Aeginetans both for themselves and for the

per formed functions

Other Greeks which would have been difficult for others to perform

erficiently, Thus, the Peloponnesians serve 3s another contrasting

Pattern of development to that assumed by the Aeginetans.

discover where Aegins and

The purpose of this work 1is to

Athens, diverged from each other

and Aegina and other Greek states,
E their institutional evolution and to estimate the part played by

t‘undameﬂtal explaining the observable

early differentiations in

disparitjes of the Classical Period. Critical to this process is a

chosen for evaluating

decision concerning the standards to be

AeSina, 0 po they provide the
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Are Athens and Sparta normative?

wom cunae in our sources
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dealjng

supplement

orks from the elaborated and

with Aegina? Naturally, one ¥

explicitly stated to the obscure and hidden. Nevertheless, each

institutional situation must be examined individually to determine
i j is
What data frem Greek experience represent the norm. Since it

obvious that there was considerable variation among poleis, inquiry

‘ i i de
e dir8cted toward the situations of those cities which provi

true it falls to  the

€rounds for comparison. Therefore,

‘ ct
1""estiget0r of Aegina to determine, for instance, whether the fa

whak Metics had a sizeable share of Athenian trade 1S indicative of

likely conditions on Aegina, OF whether the sort of dependent rural
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be loosely termed "oligarchies", but they differed from each

only

dramatically, be

and, it will argued, provide partial

analogies to possible Reginetan realities.

A major problem in confronting the problem of the development

°f Greek society is that the modern vantage point is an adaptation

°f the perspectives prominent in the literature of the Classical

Period, Much of the vitality of Archaic Greece lay in the variety

of viable autonomous political units comprising the Greek world.

Archaic  cities or proto-cities were of sufficiently limited

often of & fairly

dimensions to allow self-administered changes,

radical character. witness the extent of the Solonic reforms. The

Greek worigd was, on the other hand, homogenous enough (in language,

in r91igion, and, initially, in ethos, the latter predom1nantly

aristocratic) that successful adaptations could be imitated. Thus,

i i : erred some
Nnovations that answered some perceived need or conf

5 . C 3 n
benerit were disseminated to many political units. Colonization,

) : p— in
the alphabet‘ and coinage were significant innovations, originating

world, which

‘" Beographically circumscribed sectors of the Greek

ific
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table to
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i 3 This is
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ferment by using

forceq 4 judge this period of greater creative

-11-




collecteq
or
in the Classical Period, @ timed

' sixt
h century,

| n°n-Gree
| | k Peoples,

| Lhe Greeks in Asig M

the it

Greeks beczme embroiled

With  up
Ose ter ¢
i ritory Greek cities marchedt

far .
. more S1ENificany 4 thef
| the Natiye

n
Or were the viety

Ly Ms of first Lydian &P

Amasisl

' Penetratgqy,

oret
'L

warrior class t©

ii eentUPy

the second half of the 51
o
te

makeé

L
he confinement to 2

argy _
o that, commerf-‘l"’l1
' but f

ther‘e iS no dOUbt’ ;h

to Atheng

\

i
The 1n:elle°tI
d
|

il

Qentu
Y Ath i
el
POyt ens, the b

‘Th

th g prﬁssu 'ﬂsf'

€ng the re gn the fri |

8 ro ¢
hiai - le as patron

of

on
838 the syccessor

|

0

hig ' age the Empire mad®
m el

Akeg ¢ eratlng the 10V

Wi

ary of coping

el
-t e
o -

- a o'
=i

' because it
Veg ]
that  yere T
d {
S to be 100“,

Ent

EyEIQ

b
of Classlc

CRICER R EEREE AR TR TP

Athens. For MAegina, this predicament is particularly striking

because of d's proximity to Athens and its rivalry with

the islan

that state.

Although it is attractive to visualize the development of

and thus to speak of

Archaic poleis in terms of natural history,

institutions, oOr of "edaptations" to

trends under analysis

the "eyvolution" of social

different socio-political challenges, the

Celitle long periods from a life-scale

they over

operate

Perspective) are not truly akin to the gradual operation of natural
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for : )
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inﬂe
Pendeny
i 1n Holloway's catalogue were actually unrecognized
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S of : i
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ESSenea
?

a 1 1 .
Nd with it, estimates of output, These percentages are

Pur e]
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e, .
' 1n 1
Ligy “Ct, there were z5% or 50% fewer dies than Holloway has
ed,
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fyin ;
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% b the coin type, simplicity of design, or the
coj .
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Ze th
e 1i “reven with tne number of dies being 50% less than
Steq, . .
hat ' % rate of coinage can still be hypothesized for Aegina
n
Early Unequalleq.
£)
ut
Oy ;
g is
°0n°m . e large Aeginetan output to be related to the
&t 1fe o
N t °f the city? Tne origin of coinage did not lie in an
e o e
93 g f
“al Hitate commercial transactions, at least of the
C

i 1
8 ing; € type. The initial absence of fractiona
i ks : ion
-  the rather high lower 1imit of transactl

1; t
it e
8 5 ‘
" me, the j coinage ©
"o s A5 ~he ’ e impact of g n economic
Eul lmite .
: i ke it a
4, ar medium because there was not enough of it to ma
h " { the
. me"t MOSt  transactions. The third stage in
o
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Fay
°f savings ang
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o 3 <
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d
OQS Not t,ell

time Nor US that Aegina became much more prosperous at this
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o . :
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Morgs 'S, and a reason for the feasability of such public
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polis, of the

12 . N
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; Payneg
“rget nt Structure,
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Of taxation. States presumably

their own coin.74

®lrq that

Often, this was accompanied by 30

ed money

= , iz
only their own coins or other recogn

3
ie by as lega) . divisible and
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e

t leg) .
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10 n o ff: b
H‘ghade "mereial o economic activity, even though 1t

B, © Th )
iy dig ) Monetization of the economy permitted taxes ©

| fie

thee th ult g4 deal with otherwise (the land, par excellencel;
hg g Ese thip ) ¢ woiny, OF anich

"Owin ES could be evaluated in terms ©
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Yalence insured that taxes could be paid.
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Was now given entire responsibility for the production of
coj ; ;
i Next, a reason must be generated for the shift in
re g
PONsibility when subjugation by the Athenians does not seem to
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. e, it is preferable to see only a brief hiatus in the
Minting of St

at hegina. The lower date for the fifth century

Lor to i
ses i
Wwill have been either the expulsion of the island's

Inhab .
@NtS  in 431 or the Athenian assault on the fugitives in the

ThFPe ; :
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Chapter 3: The Socio-Politicul Orientation of Early hegin?
k) Regina ang the Sea ¢he
When one conziders the specific (HIMS paken L:eﬂu.al
Institutions or Archaic and early Classical Aeginé: hié o ohe
fact to pe confronted is the association of the peg 2net?” yer .
ts'ea. The Principle js clearly operative in the ar,tentlcn Conlbined
ée Source materiga) E6 the heploweane us thalaSSDcratS' Lt ghe
“With the theme of military power at sea is the atnributlo iﬂﬂblf
:eglnetans °f moral ang emotional qualities, predom ;hj"d
djgatlfe, that are SEvotinbard wreh mawal hegemony roleof
m m?nélon of the Aeginetan relationship with the S€2 is theln (i’
l:r;tlme Activity in the evolution of Aeginetan society’ ,niﬂdﬁ of
an:t-‘ PRAREL; B 1S  possible to conclude thabt, e ) r,af’s i
ient commentators, it was the facilit of the nes!
Sailing that mage Reging wnat y rioﬁ
Herodotus —_— it was . gh ve i
emphasis, e recounts 2ll  three of these them® idauf _ae?
these terms: 5 hev-negi"etan independence frof .Ph arrogdcw
(QEEQEQEEEE), they revlng - ships and behaving < pat
T rrom?gpidaurus". He then g8y

hegin

et g 3 ; .

'etans a5 thalassocrats conducted a piratical foray against

Epig

; au " , 2 ) ) N
TUS to seize the statues of Camia and Auxesia (5.83.1). The

eonf] 4 ‘
¥t that  followed from this action led to the ekhthre palaie

betue@n Mkisiis

and Aegina. This ancient enmity wes the cause for

the »

Aeo

€Blnetan decision
eng

to attack Athens in support of Thebes at the
the: sixtn century, Here, Herodotus relates that the

» bucyed up by great prosperity (eudaimoniei te negalel
Lthen
t :
~——=lentes), and mindful of their hatred toward the Athenians,

0 aker,
&l uktos Polemos agzinst Athens.'

Aoy
imi] = 3 . : 1
'3r pattern of ideas can be discerned in Diodorus

éceou

n

bof the " e

thay . €volt () of Aegina from Athens in U6h. ne

. n

ceuthi . .

SEE, bot iis State, often being successful in engagements at
h -

Has . ) .
mmues full of pride (phronema) and well-equipped with both

4 trj . ;
inu59 W e (11.70.2). He relates the reductlon of Aeglna

)
that the Aeginetans "were made arrogan

by previous deeds", and that "they had great
sea" (]1_78.“).

from engagements at

"
a
the Ccount

the so-called revolt, may come from Ephorus,

atg
or " aceq
Ug unt

1"1 has
pnrti QlEaT‘ly

lngy .
tr to ¢ the o, o
8bg - aracteristic language of the former-

a

- tes that (8.6.16

- h
almost certainly from Thucydides, 2althoug

altered the tone of the latter passage oy

Aegina held the thalassocracy

s
socl‘acy re the

iIs also attributed to Aegina befo
n al : ;

: ¥ bi ; g des

%°nu that 11 by Plutarch (Them. 4.1). Aelius Aristel

Aegi e
Netan Supremacy in naval warfare was ma

ao :
it “OMPlishments of the Athenians (1.212 (251D)) .

not o ;
Surprising that, in the Thalassocracy List,
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betwgen

craCY
. thalasso

the feginetans hag their place, holding the
430 and ygn

ing
pe gol
may
Strabo, at least,
(e.g., Liod. 7.11.1). S

jon
exPlaﬂatlD
back to Ephorus,

;?6}'
o F

; (FGH 7

) - mporlum b
the Aeginetan e

L for his
whom he quotes z little later

of the origination of

ghell
Pausanias

ans and

inet ir
he Aegl the
Speaks about the great power of t hat

ntions ©
naval rivalry With the 4

he Sp@
recoﬁer

e me
thenians. Thereupon, h

5
after
and that
Bood fortune (eudaimonia) did not last, an
——feimonia

t
g ne
coul
inetans
restored them to their island, the Aegin

their wealth or their power (2.29.5).

L h
5 t
Kel ian remark Heﬂ
Cnce

ie
achl
reeks,
POSsessed very great power among the G

had
| | iria). They
euporia khrematon) and Prosperity (eukairia
__E____.________

(nautike dunamig)

(

fof
T
(Va 12.10). nis ept g UP
; into
Pindar, yhose Introduction of seafaring

roug
Aeginetans will pe

Lo
only
discussed below, ought

here to Point oyt those Passages

¥ ce ke
or domina” 1
where power
4t issye, In fr

i5
s i
inetan

egin®
-1, from an Isthmian ode, the A ra
. : in seve
dolphins jp the sea ip their arete". pegina in

"famous Shipgn

for

té
1y Xeme impo”
(hausiklutos) (fr. 1.1;
—=SiKlutos
“long-oared"

DE
uery
a
(dolikheretmos) (1. g.20). 1In
likheretmos) (o1

Passage, sons gof

the

Aeacus

that ,9”
pray to Zeus
"uell-manned“

{euandros)

and
Aegina ig described as

"famous for

tani2
ru
having acquired a naupritz——" i
The 1iterary/hiatorical
Seapower and thalassoc

Paian 6.123,

£
n
ste
tradition is consl

the
85 might be expected,

e
Seapower gare explored. Th
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i toward
: nd hostility
heginetan arrogance, as seen in aggression 3 h
= L nother,
5 wn below, a
Mhens ang Epideurus. In Pindar, as will be sho ade with
5 m
iations are
Mametrically opposed series of associsa

¢ Aeginetan
o tress is on
rererence to Aeginetan seapower., There, the st p—
in both
iowever, in
lms?itality and justice toward strangers. Ho ‘
e ngy

i through
; xpressed
-0nal ep te of the Aeginetans 1S 8&xXp
<un Character s

i :
ntwéctlon With others undertaken

through the sea.
Heaiad

logue of
s the "Cata

fr 2C5 (Merkelbach-West), from 1

- & )

kQT:‘ienlr

. the
first of

z s the
' QESCribE5 the Myrmidons of Aegina 2 tion between
G assocla
ks 0 builg ghj This suggests that the ass

1 Shlps. =
ﬁEg‘
lna .

? eng S€afaring was

I

haic
ished in the early Arc
well-establishe

Per1od

A i ffom
he absence of Aeginad
+ ER A H
" °f® compares this with t hilles and
Omel‘i 3 f the EEECidsl Ac
is SRie (despite the prominence of tne _ a5 created
", g . this association wa
i "¢ s tempteg Lo conclude that in the late
th rliest,
" e Sevenyy Century, or, at the very ea o
8ht, ; ntiqui
8 | ftupy 3 Two theories were current in 2 d the
xpl" ' 3 s towarlr
o b dusati f the turning by the Aeginetan us
Seg Sation of the turn 5 f heac!
"Iy ; rule o
n “eenes Pationalteed ‘the myths concerning the
egina
I}r-im ¥

i the
rovided
or hero who prov
{5 traying Aeacus as a culture
lve a
e

dvanced
Nha ith the skills of 8
bt “bltaﬂts ¢f the island with es back to
Li 213-5) BO
TQ Qn “nil. 7,313 - ;
he ey CEGH 300 ¢ ). If Tzetzes (Chil e BB 59
ause
uﬂ%rib MOng thES@ rts was seafaring, becaus have the
Sy thay island did nct yet
lth ¢ the 2borigines of the islen made the
Mg, duing "MIPS. In the other theory, Ephorus :
. In e o ans
0 ineta
beati % of fertj) i he reason for the Aed
hy On op lle soil th coses, the
3t{)r. an emporiu (F 0 F 176) In both
ang m GH 7 ; wich they
_— 3 1cC
Wer g ®king 5 for Aeginetan seafaring, W0
& cause for :
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held to b ieh
e ; . wh

the most important dimensicn of Aeginetan life and

they bet i . srchait

Yy »Ilﬁvﬁ‘a to be rﬁ'SpOnsible for rich and L!—;ala‘gsocr‘atlc “r :

and ez i ¢hink
arly Classica) Aegina. Note that there is no reason 0

tary

that th
IESe = -

ancient Sources made a distinction
SCAL0 wer 3
b £ dnd 3 \ . .
e rlourlshlﬂg merchant marine. Nor 1S
Tnink that difre
‘fferent types of indiviguals cond

gactivity |
Y 1n these typ facets of maritime life.

Aegina Wz
as a ; ion
comnlun1t_y whose Qoncentratlo here

endeavors w i tureé
as 1ts most salient characteristic, in 2 cul of

SuOSiStenee BErioMlvursllsts wers bie ROl for
er

Archaic states were page up of f rs @nd
arme

zncillary crafts, ogn hegina, soafuring DX ”

in
culture ¢ ime

the formati 5
Equally, tive role played by agri oS

evolution elsewhere may g)) have been Performed

activities on fegina. 5 othe

It Femains to pbe seen whethe

inetans (e.g. ) X
of the Aeg ., metalwork or early minting wi“

pe seen as auxlliary to that cjgys

sed-.

B) pAegina and Epidauruys of

in order to understang the Process of economic

n
. a plcture of i pa;ber b
peging, its earliest soeial and politic"’l th

veloped.

e
it may ’ aﬂ"
s alb
atlon' Of

In the Da
be de rk fAge of Greece Berore 750,

suffered from

S .

pegin dlscontjnuity of popul A

cing evidence jg 1o y - oneé né
Wking." & possible pattern? 2 " 3r|0b

o

convin

jve waves of j
SuCCESS lnvaders or fugitives inhabiting oné€
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Fartg,

| Sl tLhe islant, often contemporaneously with groups of
difpe
fferent Origin. The only evidence for the habitation of the
lsla
. B this  pericd is revealed in the island's mythological
85800 § 54 i
h., Clatione Lhe legends concerning the !-’.yrmmons.j Yet, one would
¢ r-e]‘uel—aﬂt Lo

A Liake very preuat stochk of this part of the eviaence.

St
Elna1 s

Sltuation is
the

not discordant with Thucyuides' remarks on
I”Stabilny

far) ol population and settlement 1n exposed places 1n
Y Grc(.k

hlstury (Thue . Taie ¥da Circumstances of settlement

3
uEEDsL bhias,
El

Feeg the fepinetuns were of mixed origin. Pausanias may
; A ae&inet
iny
auE.‘r'"
(4 oot Aepin;
]_g = It
ingy. .
Ctuls tOls : .
1 === BFkhaibis) (2.26 5)
= = . .
&

9N @ppreciations of this when he spesks of the [forian

#5 sunolkol of the ecarlier  Aeginetans

ht:aue\.;er, .speak the Lorian dislect. Whether tne

O po
E Nenty ;
fter prEUOmlnaLcd

Lth from the repopulation of the island
e

o 5
lygy . latys . SR

lllzahjo In  settlement caused by the fall of hycenaean
Dpﬂratl ¥ or
the 8 ;
Pra g ls

j - S n
Whether the process ot Dorianizetion 1is 1

Not ascertainable. Herodotus recognized thal

@ Lorian dialect in the Argolic hcle fad been

1 i R 73 =
assimilation (ekdedoriental; §.73.3)

hej %Y have been a good deal like that of Rer
T€lghpg

: 7 ‘ |
. ; | S of the poor states of the Acte. This process
°h “rian k3 N d
dnguage: cults, and customs are assimilate

Calle , |
mila S1cal h i Porianization) has been theorized at Megara
Char
act
lQUl t(} 2 er and geogr‘aphical pOSiLion do have
D&rk tUrall legina.s.ﬁ
Yom
A ar
8!‘33’ " glﬁdl t&rrain
Ere

some

Both states were made up of rocky,

In great part, and both, fn ‘the

of the

by «clearly C[Corian states
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Pel . and
Cponnesus Corinth in the case of Vegara, and Epldm”us
o 7 o the
F-.l't,OS in the i coﬂtinuj‘ty n‘l“’l

case of Aegina. Against

Doriap gt evide
tat : t.hE
€S of the mainland in dialect may be be set

o] - ;
f the heginetgn ave

SCript, of which the letter forms b
“With Attie T
of the
" an
us region of
degre®

An €Xamination

of the cults of the Isthm

Peloponn =
esi; i
Slan Acte opposite hegina shows a substantial

het . gnce
ercﬁﬁ‘ﬂeity_ e inherlt

A group of rituals which had been th £ the

non- e
. Doriansg and Perhaps even originally pre—GrEEk stra
Doi:lgtlon “ere reinterpreted mythologically by ghe nov
an- .
s n speaklng element of the population. HoweVver
e
One has the information necessary to come to @ 50f

these i
relnterpretations

do not totally efface
i€ .
) . erml in

t justifications, and still P orm?
indicat igioy? R’
ation of the heterogeneity of the relig? aﬂﬂs

The cu
CUltS Shared IDy ﬁegina with her neigbors

the island.
|

SGttlerS'

Shoy
o By thought of as an

Epids
Pidaurys and AEgina.g However:

prE‘DGrian

Aeacids (Telamon, Peleus, Ajax, Achilles, Teucer, etc.)

25 theip : 0
Progenitors. In the Aeginetan odes of Pindar, the

Proye
€53 i i
f the AReacids receives repeated mention. The Corian

Ml iat
at
“enE of fegina are mentioned, but they lack the stress

SiVEn
Lo ;
the heacids. However, there was no perceived clash for the

"Clnetang b
s €lween  the  Aeacids, their Achaean, pre-Dorian
'Er“"ners
t

Phr 5 ma their Corian antecedents. Once Pindar USES the
Se
'

Kept in trust (tamieuomenan) by the Dorian people

(£ ; ; i
hhi, Tom the time of?) Aeacus."l] This 1is & phrase

Perhga o . T
Emoﬁwe PS  defies completely logical @analysis, although 1its

f(“"(;e

“thOPi s clear. This may be a recognition of the
an

Wl

Pery, Character. g cart, of the island's population, and
an  Aegineitan effort to stand with greater

both Epidaurus and Arges by claiming 2an
dfacter for its population. The Aeacids were

] ik ; ; ical
Ly, éctive as self-representations in mythologic

Couly
be portrayed as leaving Aegins to find 2

the ; i
' grandeur. Their participation in the heroic

€pi
by S
Ple, €¥eles ma

. of Ahegina
18y, dng

Yy compensate for the absence

palliative for the discontinuity inp the

» Which perhaps even the inhabitants perceived.

a ; ; s ef
. th "8ues for heterogeneity among the settler

Op Ly D"@Senge at both & sisq g s aof dependent
gihja £ thi Argos and Epldaurdu

po . e 4
PUlation uho may have been non-Dorian i

i : i wd S
dEDen In the early social history of Aegln@

dens
Y on Epidaurus (Hdt. 5.83.1). It is reported
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bUSinesE_

Herodotys

t
refer
speaks of ta te zlla, which ought tO

ts
other feg; js sugse’
fe@inetan responsibilities to the Epidaurians. TN

t.hat . 2 se O]‘Ie'
the 1ink Y1th Epidaurus was at one time a Vvery e 2l
Alljes jmper
do not CUStOmarily make similar 5t,ipulat-i0n5- The

pack of

jurisdictio Gt
nof } lie
Athens was considered a sign of the al The

autongmy 5 ) 1_5).
nd thejr Subjection to Athens (Thuc. B

: of 2
relar.mnship that

okl Lo
Epidaurus is appropriat  ghe
1t 1S 1ike

d state. "
ing jude®?
r

of
Hesiod's Ascra to the "bribe-devou the
* O that - before

°f Athenian demes to the 233%F

of & -menﬁi"”
he depe dicasts. '3 Among the other di

Herodotus'

Sub j ;
Jeetion to Epidaurus implied DbY \;heir

3 =
ubordlnation in

BY
Matters of cult played @ PR
ped

th i e Y
€ Statues of Damia and Auxeslé: th lane
their

aDDropriation o

wer
& Expl"ESSing

P
€rhapsg they Wag %
Darticipate

: AUS

b reliﬁlou £0

reak with Epidaurus on 2 nd
es:

€en forgeg to pay certain religious ° per they

ri £ .

Treal 3ctivity at Epidaurus- pEnes nce’

in
eelebrated the o
u

Lt of 3 erfo of
PDSsibly’ Damla and Auxesia with Choral P

th ;
= Aeg lnetans

r
. ndé
partlcipate u

had  been compelled t°

: Such —
Bistansy etivities at

us
HerodOt rﬂs'
Ep?*
199"

Used el = e
Thea Sewhe e f 02 23 b
lm“'el“ . 3 Or revolt (ef. 1.1 ’ by i

Epidaurus.

<17l

B s B

e o T e T A E LR S 2 £ 2 E e MRSt Rt R R PR

Cory |
"h(hdt. 3.50.2; 5.92n.2-4; Paus. 2.28.8; DL 1.94; Pythainetos
T 299 3 | i B .
3), Epidsurus was friendly with, if not subject to,
f\i‘gOs

9 This jg demonstrable not only from the control supposedly
Xerci
5 i .
_ ® by Pheidon of Argos over the Temenid inheritance, of
“hiep Epid

BUrus was a part, but also from the foundetion stories of
1 30me of

=2y,

B
“Pig ay
Musg

2.2 which had that city founded by Argives (Paus.
50

1aq Moreover, even into the late fifth century, the Argives
2ipgg the

iy _ F1ght to collect dues on behalf of Apollc Pythaieus. It
uEainSt t A f
Pldg,, Pis beckground that the marriage of Prokles ©
T‘us
L .
'I‘rﬂadi- ® the daughter of Aristocrates of COrchomenos, king of
a .
i
Pr " 1% te be

set (DL 1.94; Ppaus. 8.5.13). The marriage

ide hen Prokles was a young man and had not yet

A i e i % © the
lang © this time, Aristocrates was still an ally of b
1

Aty ¢ & frieny of Argos, the enemy of fparta.
death of Pheidon, his successors at Argos fell on
iy - rr;lch CUlmirated in the expulsion of keltas, Pheidon's
" i " throne.'® The states of the Argolic Acte
3 “dﬁpendcnt from Argos at this time, a phenomenon not
Phe EpidaurUSI but elsewhere, The association of Aegina
r g " aDoaryphal minting
h%a uinatior the  pog of
Mg :

AFSOS at

activily, and peginetan

rerinetan
Temenos, suggests an Aegln

i us
some time as their backdrop. Epidavr

Sgem _ : s dead
ak o sometime after 650, when Pheidon was 93

and p,. .
e} ; : ith
lop Kles had 1eq Epidaurus into friendship ¥
g

. & i iy ted
Qll n t}‘]e per‘lod of “T[{ive hegemony aver ﬂeg]_ﬂc las
i Si

Xth . i 0s
but “e€ntury ang afterward, Aegina and arg

the
Arp i . :
"8ives make po attempt to bring Aeglind REED
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e et gt e X et e e

~] bhlﬂg
lose Bieet; 2 s s any
SUbjection. It i3 urcertain whether this ingdeares 2
z 3
“bout  the pecause A8

y Argos

chararter

of rarlier Argive hegemony,

4fter 600 may w- ected D
r;ﬂj' haUl’? b':"_‘n too Str’)ﬁg to have bl;'en SUDJ ﬁpollo
religilous cult w2 the

mony over
this

jon
Involved 1in the interpretatl ndeﬂ
Matier 4 the ) ine was an 2
relationship of Argos to Asine. ASI psine’

le: i
sgue  wnosge principal

Pythaieus i

g . e
5 a po Argive heB

L
wn

itle mechanism for
Temenig

un

inheritance 1

cult ¢ tured
Enter for Apo]lo P’Yth::ieus. Whern the Ar!‘-‘:i-‘;es cap

they 1lert Ehie 2.28-2;

ER 4 the¥
7.8 reupon .3

paus’ K

temple 4 uﬂe
4.324,9), The

€stablisheq

hpoilc standing (Pause

Lsineans fled to Laconiad, whe

b ' . ja ( 0
¥ the Spartans at Mothone in Messen o8 7
34.9) - As}

L o
ce argues that the S3€ sed

3y es
16 cne ArgtY
to

Archaeologlcal eviden
in  the late o”o

eighth century. In 419,

the failure °of the g po

. ‘ 1
Pldaurians to pay requisite 12.7&
piod- ﬂne

for war (Thuc. 5.537 . to i
e f‘for spart

15 with an earlier Argive 5 of
g creome”’

for ai
aid 2Ltem

pt?

rendered to Kin "
fif

Sepaj - ;
Peig Campaign (Hdt . 6.02.2)-1f The t WO

iné
common rin

ndeav?
jcyo” " an"’
R r-:J.
an League in both cases: ” 2

_ - her
the expulsion of

: a

Spartar g all an . g9, 19 Epidaurus £ Ar 8
Y by ey ' e

Sepeia (pg Perhaps after Sparta's victo

tater than ”

the

member ¢ heny. While gegina

Pel')po

. “pon :

Argive ajg i, u Neslan League, the
Se Mgy

Aeginetan %A3 ancwered by Argive

¥ Shows that Aegina W23

oil:

# = -
H"""""‘—"'m-!-ﬂ- el AL LUl SR LT RS § E e e e e TR N e

tlly .
ot Argos at  this time. The Argives obviocusly believed ihat

50
i Supervenip
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Aeginetan legal apparatus that Pindar refers. It 15 also reasonable

; also Pindar's use of xenia-language in business transactions.
' to suppose that Aeginetan aristocrats were central to this legal

Pindar was a salesman of verse, but his relationship to his buyers

\ f process. The invoecations of Aegina in which are includsd .
i ‘ Was not treated in terms of commission, delivery, performance, and
] references to Aeginetan xenia, are connectedwith thne notion of the

] { ) Payment, but in verms of feigned
b & vilctor's return to his home 2nd his bringing of honor to his mother

" : 1 .
xenia and frlendshlp.s This

language is particularly striking whenever Plpder toedts his
city (Ol. 8.20; Nem. 4.11-13; Nem. 5.7-8; ef. MHNem. 3.1-2). This

dealings with the Sicilian tyrants.

. suggests that the victorious athlete, or rather the socio-political :
| Yet' Pindar's relationship H}_th the AeginEtan EFIShocr‘acy was
! group of which he was 2 part, assimilated the honor of wvictory to s

ROt totally a business tie, as evidenced by the number of odes

the reputation gained through rectitude toward strangers. In Isth. - o o
Written - = and €@ intensity of his identilieation Wi
6.70, Lampon, an Aeginetan aristocrat, is individually credited for or Aeginetans ar

the islan : : tizens (e.g., Pyth. 8). At the very least,
his trustworthiness to strangers. d and her citi , FYL

Connectinsns betwe i n aristoerats and Thebes would have
Thus, a complex of ideas was united for Findar concerning rns between Aegineta

e S ————

been i = . +i the Aeginetan decision to suppeort
pegina: the Aeacids, the Dorian character of the Aeginetans, their inaugurated by the time of

‘ " hospitality, seafaring, and themis (dike). From this repetoire, the Boeotians against Athens in 506. When pindar uses the language
material is drawn for each particular treatment of the island. Of xenia regarding a patren, it is noteworthy that the reference is
pegina is the only community in pPindar that 1is consistently and 2lways Lo the xenos, and not to pindar. This is perhaps a part of
repeatedly characterized by hospitality. Otherwise, for Pindar, the conventions of polite literary language. The emphasis on the i
hospitality is primarily a virtue of individuals or of a family Poet as xenos of the patron might have been held to have been : [
(ol. 13.3 '(Xenophon of Corinth); QL. 2.6 (Theron); Pyth. 3.71 Presumptuous . The single exception concerns an ode dedicated to an .-
b | (Hieron); 0l. 4,15 (Psaumis of Camarina)). A partial exception is Aeginetan. In Nem. 7.61, Pindar proclaims that he is a xenos: _-;
g | pyth. 5.56-7, where the city of Cyrene is phaennotaton ksenoisi Kseinos eimi. Here, he is thinking of Thearion, the father of the 1
| Ii rather like Nem. 4.,12-13, where Aegina is a dikail ksenarkei Ode's dedicant, and all the Aeginetans, because he is claiming the
: | koinon Pheggos. pindar visualized his own relationship to his right to discuss Neoptolemos, one of the Aeacids. However, the
E patrons in terms of xenia (e.g., QL. 1.103; Pyth. 3.69 (both to Somplew Gf idess whieh has besn outlingd for the invecation
| Hieron); Isth. 2,48 (Xenokrates of Akragas); Ol. 4.4 (Psaumis of Passages does not appear here. The theme of xenia operates in this
|l camarina)). What ought to be stressed here 1is not only the Poem in a different way. The posthumous honors of the murdered
3 l gistinction from the xenia-language used in regard to Aegina, but Neoptolemos are undertaken by Delphian xenegetai (44). Pindar's
R | claim to the right to speak about Neoptolemos, albeit in a way
-328-
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3 'l'l
: i
. acceptable to the Aeginetans, 1is balanced by his duties as on themis and A NeE yn Pindar argues for some sort of legal ;:
i Molossian proxenos at Thebes (65). He must show regard for their mechanism. If the ~ase of Sostratus is generally valid, then f i
» 3 |' ]
] feelings too. Finally, +the relationship of Aeacus to Herakles is obviously P Jealings with suppliers and customers led to ?'_'."-[
i : one of xenia (BU-6). Here, the personal notion of guest-friendship mutusally Satisfactory arrangements. .t
{ e | to the Aeginetan aristocracy is foremost. Pindar is also alluding Of Aeginetan law on trade, there is only the evidence of
I, | [
| to the name of his patron's family, the Fuxenids (70). It Isocrates 19 che Aiginetikos, which might be subtitled "Claim to
| 3, . [
{ guthorizes the poet to approach a difficult subject, the murder of an Inheritancen . The speech does not come from the period that has

Neoptolemos by the Delphians. Pindar had previously given the B che fodis ¢n this works It dates aot long after 394, when the

peginetans offense on this very subject (Schol. Pi. Nem. 7.70). To Spartan oligarchies in the Cyclades had been overthrown. The speech

provides evidence for the existence of a metic class on Aegina

|

fl regain his credit, he emphasizes his personal standing as xenos to
‘ the Aeginetans, and excuses his previous treatment of Neoptolemos
|

after 404 (19.12, metoikoumen). However, the speaker uses the verb
py his position as proxenos of Lhe Molossians. The analogy of the setsLxedn s — ere Fesldanae shroud; 56 that little judicial
;. 5 guest-friendship of the Aeginetan Aeacids and the Theban Heraklids weaning G8F e extracted FFOW it. A8 T mentioned, Aeginetan
| .: is brought forward as a reinforcement. Xenia is more personal in e SELOWER Tee GESLSHENLErY e oily of Homoioi, and the
f | Nem . 7, very different from the language used elsewhere. This P g sy klenes oF HES ocial equality to .
| . suggests that Pindar's own guest-friendship with the heginetans 1is 55 o G eathng ik & R T [0S g the home state of one

! not Ssufficient warrant in itself for his treatment of the subject ‘
i : . of the opponents) was cited (19.13), as though a foreign law could
elsewnere, o
be an issue on Aegina, a relatively advanced provision. The speech
is completely factual in character. There are no political appeals,

|

l The mechanisms by which Aeginetan law operated to protect the
rights of foreign visitors can be glimpsed only With reat i

'. & o & no arguments to Aeginetan sentiment, and no direct invective. This

f difficulty. Perhaps in the Archaic Period, reciprocal ties of

suggests that, for an Aeginetan court, elaborate arguments based on

hospitality between Aeginetans and the aristocrats of other states bechabil ity vero s S acceptable as v6.8 Fourkh esnbury
provided the basis for protection of AMeginetan merchants abroad, SR REASTRE. SO N pemllen) el 1 S —— — |
i SEr 'She peatiENGM On RS Wie swme e geal with the empanelled, but rather a smaller tribunal, with greater experience
. peginetans. 1If, however, Aeginetan trade was marked by its roots in details of the 1law and with judging such cases. In its

jn peddling, one is to think primarily of Aeginetans operating in

S=ESSEEESS

factuality, the speech is rather like what survives of late fifth !
other cities, rather than others operating on Aegina. The em hasis
' - & P century Athenian forensic rl‘ua-t:.r:n":‘.c.‘52
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The fact that JTsocrates cnyld write such & speech jndicates

] that judil‘:ial Oratf_!r},-' rommissioned or g.—atui LOUSy nad reached some
level of developmen' on hAeginas. Gtherwist‘. £ speach from an
Athenian speechwriter would pertaps have DEED .--guﬂterproducti\fe.

because it was obviously of a different character. The question
remains how much of this can be retrojected into the period befare
431. An answer depends on an appreciation of how much change can be
imagined to have taken place between the restoration of the
heginetans in 404 and the date of the speech.

The Siphnians who are disputing the inneritance in the speech
are from a very upper-class family, which had produced many
basileis (19.36). The record of their flight across the Aegean
shows that the 1islands were %ied together ULy 2 sevies. af
guest-friendships among their leading men. The extent to which
these ties of guest-friendship had been useful 1in feginetan trade
is unknown.

What about the zthletic competitiveness of the Aeginetans? To

be sure, competifior in the Games took on the value structure,

53

terminology, and agonistiec spirit of Greek war fare. However,

this does not necessarily mean that the Greeks thought that winning
in sports was a social equivalent toc being 8 good warrior, in a
traditional sense. Plato's Laches 1is eloquent enough about
disparities along these lines (181D-184C). It is noteworthy that
the Spartans fzl1 out cf the victors’ lists in the non-equestrian
events at the great games during the sixth century. There is no

ovidence that this was held as a reproach to them. They had

traditional =and very real military accomplishments, and they had
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i i A

jcined the indiviaual glory of sristocratic warfare to the
exjgencies 0 the he plite formaticn. The Aeglascan concentration
on athleties seems to be & form of protesting too much. In other
words, the Aeg tne®an: were aware, if only subconsciously, of how
far thelr social t;pe rad diverged from that of the traditional
warrior-aristocratr, and they attempted L0 compensate for it through
athletic competit: sn. 2 The Aeginetans specialized in athletic
events moest near t war fare. Of tne 22 Aeginetan athletes known, 9
were wrestlers, K 7 was 4 wrestler anc @ pentaLhIEte, 1 a boxer and a
pankratiaSL, 3 were boxers, 5 were pankratiasts. 1 a pentathlete,
and 2 Were runners (the latter 2 were from the same family, the
Chariads) . The Aeginetans won 10 crowns in the equestrian events,

Their athletic emphasis is not satisfactorily explained only by the

lack of plains suited o horse-rearing on Aegina.

Aeginetan societal structure will become more understandable

if there 1s a consideration how the economic model presented above

indicates that the pol itical opportunities open to the Aeginetans

may have differed from those prevailing at Athens. Piracy was the

basis for gradual shifts 1n economic emphasis to peddling, to slave

trade, and eventually to long distance trade.55 Consider what
its effects are for the ruling class. First of all, the heginetan

aristocratic chieftains woula presumably have jed their retainers

out for brigandage. In the case of war, these ships would have
served as Aegina's first line of defense. It would be through
piracy that Aegina would strike out at an enemy, and one would
guess that the political elite would be in the forefront of such

fighting . The record of Aegina's earliest war with Athens is
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consonant with this interpretation. Hence, as the emphasis shifted
from piracy to pacific forms of mearitime activity, it would be
natural to assume that the Aeginetan aristocrats would become
participants. They organized and underwrote piratical forays, and
when peaceful interchange predominated in these expeditions, the
activity of their leaders shifted into an entrepreneurialmode. If
the eventual importance of Aegina as a marketing center for grain,
slaves, and precious metals had its basis 1in a sort of fencing
operation, or in an operation in which booty would be distributed
or converted, then customary Greek tradition would give commanders
a considerable share of these spoils, and put them in the position
of presiding over the general division. The role of such
pirates/merchants in the Aeginetan struggle for independence can be
paralleled. Privateers and merchants of the island of Hydra off the
coast of the Argolic Acte played & leading role in the Greek
struggle for independence from the Ottoman Turks in the early
nineteenth cent.ur'y.56

As economic growth continued, the Aeginetan aristocrats had an
important share in this trade, perhaps the leading part. Aegina's
military needs would always be primarily naval. Ships were
traditionally procured and manned by rich individuals and their
conduct on campaign necessitated a familiarity with the sea and a
sense of initiative on the part of their out fitter—-commanders. It
is characteristic of the struggles with Athens that they were made
up more often of raids than of set battles. This tendency may be
traced back to a predilection on the part of Aegina's ruling

oligarchy, which believed itself comfortably fitted for this role,
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and found 1t to its own self-interest. On several occasions,

seginetan naval forces were supplemented by the land forces of

ST

their allies_h

The Aeginetans were the first of the homeland Greeks to coin

silver - will has convincingly investigated the 1ideological

dimension ©f the beg inning of coinage. Material distributive

by which is meant the recirculation of a community's

justice '

resourcéeés from rich to poor, and the fair sharing of forms of

wealth that were felt tO be common property, was emergent during

the sSame period as was coinage's beginnings. In other words, a

eirculation of wealth was considered a hallmark of common

participation in the polis.sg In the pre-monetary period,

several forms of wealth: tripods, axes, Spits, cauldrons, and

cattle, had a role in caleulating and expressing wealth. These

objects also played a role as repositories of social prestige and,

as such, must have been necessary for the upper classes of Archaic

Greek pol 315-60 They circulated through reciprocal gift-giving

among aristocrats, hospitality, and patronage. It 1s the

moderately wide dissemination of such goods and their power to

confer high status in the social hierarchy that made possible the

strong property which must have been a necessary concomitant to

notions of citizenship-.

Given that these premonetary forms of wealth are the most
natural objects to play a role in booty, their shortcomings as a
standard of value may have prompted the early coining of silver on
Aegina. First the fruits of piracy, then of trade, and then of

levies on the commercial activities of citizens and others had to
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be equitably distributed. Silver marked with the badge of the state
was an obvious tool to facilitate this end, and to ensure that the
members of the community had their fair share of its wealth. It is
possible that the officials in charge of levying the Aeginetan
fleet had a treasury just as the prytaneis of the naukrariai had at
Athens. In this case, such a treasury becomes another link between
tne management of naval warfsre by the political elite and the
management of fiscal affairs and procurement of precilous metals.
Several other aspects that are generated from the
socio-political type that has been described can be seen in greater
relief when compared to the situation elsewhere. Most Greek poleis
did not depend on naval forces to protect themselves, but on &
phalanx of hoplite warriors. A serviceable phalanx was
indispensable, because only it could shield from plunder or seizure
the 2gricultural plains that were the core of subsistence of most
greek states, Traditionally, the holders of moderate-sized estates
were considered to be the best foot soldiers.m Thence is
derived the pride of the Spartan, who, while his allies exercised a
mpultiplicity of trades, was simply a warrior, or, in faect, an
absentee landowner (Xen. Rep. Lac. 7). To Xenophon, craftsmen and
traders make wretched citizens, because he reasons that they are
pad warriors, who, if a community is attacked, will refuse to B©°
out from its walls to protect it.62

Undoubtedly, the calamitous results of the Athenian decision

to stay behind their walls during the Peloponnesian war, or rather
their 1inability to match the Peloponnesians as land fighters,

prompted the bpitterpness of Xenophon's reflections. But their
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forerunners in popular imagination can be traced much further back.
The PoetsS who celebrate the characteristics of the hoplite warrior
make much of the subordination of his individuality to the
maintenance of the ind ispensable common formation.63

one Oought %Yo recognize that such a self-denial is radically at

odds wWith the

[1}]

ristocratic etnas. It must also be added that it is
discordant witn the stritudes and habits of the merchant and
craftsman, whao is forced to show initiative, individuality, and
self-assertiveness if he is to survive against his competitors. 1In
most hoplite armies, this sacrifice for a common cause took place
alongside comrades long familiar, fellow members of the same small
politiecal sub-division that, in combination, went to make up the
whole formatiun. As there was very little peacetime drill or
training in formation, the individual scldier could only manoeuver
on the battlerfield if he knew and trusted his immediate neighbors
in the line. Therefore, the greater social mobility a community
experienced, whether 1in slteration of occupation or of geographical
home, the more difficult it was to maintain this spirit of
neighborliness and the less the phalanx's constituent,
politically-based units corresponded to economic units of the
society -

The context in Attica for the hoplite's gradual initiation
into his duties is eloquent as regards the interplay of military
organization and social role. The institution of the ephebate, at
least at Athens, gave a training that was psychological and

ideclogical as much as physical. The ephebate, which immediately

preceded achievement of full adult citizenship and the entrance
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into the regular hoplite formation, was equated with military
service as a light armed uarrior.su The contrast of light foot
soldier vs. hoplite goes much deeper in Greek ideology than a mere
difference of equipment. The hoplite is equated with the citizen
and the land-owning member of the community, while the light armed
soldier is compared to the non-citizen, the mercenary, or often
merely the brigand. The sequence 1light armed soldier/immature
member of the community to hoplite/citizen exemplifies the value of
a particular form of equipment and military role for the creation
of a characteristic type of citizen.

The ceremonies for the full acceptance of the ephebes into the
adult military organization have elements that are reminiscent of
funerary rites.65 This is no doubt because the achievement of
hoplite status by each year's youth was envisaged in the form of a
new generation of citizen-warriors succeeding to the places of
their fathers. This inheritance had inevitable hints of the young
men's final succession to their fathers' places with the dying off
of the previous generation. The capability of such
conceptualizations for creating static social attitudes should not
be underestimated. The young hoplite swore oaths to the physical
and agricultural elements of Athenian 1life. He served his
preliminary service in the forts at the borders of Attica, and so

had his attention called to his primary duty as a defender of the
community's agricultural food source. The territoriality of his
identification with his community was consolidated through a

66

symbolism grounded in rural life. All these factors helped

create a society where high value and a sense of natural
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correctnGSS were accorded to those individuals who differed as

little 2S5 Possidble from the social personality of their fathers,
and who made little effort to open for themselves new forms of
economift activity differing from that of the small landowner. The

desire for individual distinction is fatal to the integrity of the

military formation as a whole. yet, it is inevitable that any

variation in economic behavior from that of the holder of a

self-sufficient farm must bring in its train an extension of

competition to more areas of 1life. The Aeginetans emphasized

competition in the Games, controlled strife (good eris), perhaps as

a means of instilling assertiveness in their young. Athletics may

have borne the burden on Aegina that was borne by the ephebate

el sewhere.

Greek direcs partieipatory government for full citizens

entailed amounts of leisure at any level of intensity of activity.

Political activity was adjusted to a schedule which was admirably

suitable for agriculture, with its periods of intense activity

surrounded by periods of freedom from all-day work.

Demccratization, as it draws a greater proportion of citizens into
the sustained political activities of the administration and

judiciary, only makes more imperative the need for periods away

from work. Non-agricultural work 1is organized on a different

schedule and rhythm than is farming. It may demand a more steady
input in hours per day of labor, and may, in fact, even demand
greater total work input over ‘the whole year. However, in a

society largely agricultural (and whose agriculture receives high

social value from its connection with military activity), the
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political tempo

non-agricultural sector will conform to the
established by subsistence farmers.

Slavery acts as a palliative in the predicament of the

non-agriculturalist, because he can procure the services of a

surrogate for much less than the services of that surrogate would

be worth on an open market. It does this, however, at the cost of

inefficiency and stagnation, since it hinders the free allocation

by each individual of his time, energy, and resources. Moreover,

even with slavery, non-agricultural activity still is not fully

assimilated to the customary political pattern; rather, there

continues to be a seeking out of landowning and farming &as the
optimum social role, and a flight of capital into property.

Citizens deeply involved in the political process had little
time left for private economic advancement, for themselves or for
society. An added difficulty was that politiecs was more than just
a sphere of perscnal activity which was given disproportionate
emphasis; it was a force that pervaded the entire life of the
community. Hence, economic behavior became politicized, and the
pursuit of economic goals (even the acquisition of a dally
livelihood) a politiecal process. The type of interaction between
polities, military affairs,, and work which has been cutlined,
though it inhibited certain lines of development, encouraged
others. Athens is again a clear example of this phenomenon. Given
the politicization of 1ife, it was natural that Athenian citizens
began to find themselves practicing politics as a trade. To the
critics of Athens, she became the tyrant city of Hellas. To put

matters more objectively, one would say that political control and
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\pe girection of the Empire became the city's chief occupation,
1Pp¢rial BOV er nment ~nief export. The tribute and other
Qon‘-r"bUL ions exactes from the allies, which allowed a higher rate
Qf consumption at Atrens, were paid for by political services
.Jel 1qered to the allies. nfortunately, the coercive nature of the
N,,-ansac'“c'“ undermined i1ts possibilities for economic development.
i The allies were forced to pay not what they thought was a just
price for Athenian political services, put what the Athenians
deefﬂed their services to be worth. The fact that these evaluations
ean DE @SIumed widely discrepant in many cases explains the
1ntri"51‘3 fragility of the Empire, 83 compared to, for instance,

cne Roman confederacy immediately before the Second Punic War. A

gurther 2ggravating factor was that the Athenian relationship with

cne allies was regarded at Athens as non-reciprocal. In Thucydides
and elsewhere in the writings of the late fifth century, there are
very few justifications of the Empire in terms of its advantages to
gnose Who were 1ts unwilling consumers, but only formulations of

¢ne enviable position of a seller of political goods that brooks no
rivals.67

Oligarchies, with their concentration of political influence
in the upper classes, may have made it possible for those who did
not have full political rights to give a greater portion of their
anergles Lo other forms of social astion. For the Reginelans, the
hoplite-dominated form of military organization did not intervene i
with a force similar to that of other, mainland states. The |

peginetans certainly possessed men trained to fight as hoplites,

but for an island, they did not afford the first line of defense, ]
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Chapter 5: Foctnotes
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) , . S an ape income
E.g., there is less cdifferentiation in average 1 '

e i Hunpg ar)
the top and bottom fifths of tne populstion Hung ary

e

_ , i o L aboVe.
the Soviet Union. Gf. Chapter 3, n. 38, p. 220 30O

- . . - “2 'rll -—(:.
Cf. E. Kirsten, "Aigina", Cnomon 18 (13H42) 201~

See Chapter 3, n., 10, 11, pp. 216-1T7 above.

o (1042)
Winterscheidt, Aig.., 21-2. See also Kirsten, Gnomou
296, T

E. Will, Kerinthiaka, (Paris, 1955},

Eupatrids in general: Plut. Thes. 25.2; DH 2.8.
S.v. "Eupatridai" (Gaisford 385.50). As a genos:
Polemon, FHG 3.131 fr. 49; Athen. B, F10a.
Wilamowitz-Moellendorf, Aus Kydathen,
Untersuchungen 1 (18801, sp. 119, Cf.
"Eupatridal, Archons, and Ar pagus", Essays If
(Oxford, 1958), 86-115, 08-10, While
term generally used
that the same group of
early Dark Ages, remazined 1in power throughou®
Period. While city-states were coslescing, the epnge
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