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often been argued that though the (Greeks recognized
e ag brothers in their intercity relations they did not
er: themselves bound by universal laws. They failed to
pt mutually binding obligations unless these obligations
cplicitly stipulated in treaties. The notion of duty flowing
» nature of Maun, discussed by the Greek philosophers,
t prevail in the domain of Greek interstate affairs(}).
t brutalities perpetrated by Greeks upon Greeks suppos-
m011st1'ate thig failure to observe mutually binding obliga-
Vet a closer examination of the existing testimonia shows
ere were principles originating in early Greek history
el were universally recognized, although not always respected
‘embattled parties. Failure to respect these principles,
ver, does not negate their validity, for the Greeks continued
_y’i:ribute to such principles, especially in cases where infrac-
were observed. The purpose of this paper is to give only
example of such principles, the principle of cuergesia, ag it
appears in Herodotus and Thucydides.

I, LAURENT, quoted in C. Proairesown, The Inlernational Law end
tom of Ancient Greece and Rome, (London, 1911) 47-48; A. Maury,
tolre des religions de o Gréce antigue, 3 (Paris, 1859) 401-402.
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I

Herodotus

(i} 1.90: Croesng complained, after his defeat by Cyrus, that god
Apollo deceived him, though he had served the god well, ¢dooc
HE JaQLel pudhato, tov Sedv tiy Eddvav, tov &yl Etlpmon ndAiota.. .,
et EEamardy TOUS ED aoEbvTag vopog dotiv of. Tle questioned whether
it wag customary for the Greek gods to be ingrates, £t Gyogictolot
vopos elvay Toloy ‘Elapviroior deoion, Delphi denied any allegations
of ingratitude. On the contrary, Delphi asserted, Croesus had
been doomed ag g vietim of a curse cansed by the shedding of
blood by one of his progenitors, and no one, not even a god,
could save him from hig fate. Despite this curse, Apollo hagd
managed to postpone Croesus’ doom for three years, and at the
end Delphi saved him from being burned at the stake, Further-
more, Delphi continued, since Croegng had not interpreted
correctly the oracular prophecy (Hdt. 1.91) Croesus had no basig
for complaint. Obviously, Croesus had expected the intervention
of Delphi on his behalt in the war against Cyrus in requital for
the many gifts ang services he had rendered 1o Delphi. When
this help failed to materialize, Croesus felt he had a legitimate
grievance against the god.

(i) 8.189-44. Herodotus ascribed the capture of Samos by the
Pergians to the following circumstances: When Darius was in
Egypt with Cambyses, he unoticed a man wearing a beautiful
red tunic and offered io buy it. The man wag Syloson, the brother
of the Samian tyrant Polycrates, Byloson, making the best out
of thig Predicament, gave Daring the tanic ag g gift. When
later Darius became king of Persia, Syloson went to Susa and
bresented himself as Dariug’ benefactor, ¥ Aageioy EVEQyéTNg
givar. Dariug offered to repay Syloson in gold. But Syloson was
not interested in gold at that point anq countered with g plea
for military aig with which he hoped to win Samos. Darius
granted Syloson hig request, and soon Syloson was in possession
of Bamos. The story may or may not be true, and may not
explain the true motives of Darius in capturing Samos. The
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odotus {and probably many other Greeks) accepted
oir- behind Otane’s seizure of Samos shows how
ciple of euergesia counted among the Greeks and

)

dotus cited the story of two Samians, Theomestor
i5; who distinguished themselves at Salamis fighting
(_3f' the Persians. For their services Phylacus was
ong the King’s benefactors and was rewarded with
vsovétg Pusilbos dveyodygn xal xdon Edmotih wohkd,
_éstm' was made despot of Samos.

ia_l'donius sent Alexander, the Macedonian king, on

apacity he was expected to influence the Athenians in
the. Persian proposals (°).

47+ The Lacedaemonians equipped and dispaiched an army
the Samian exiles ousted by Polycrates the tyrant. The
‘had requested this aid on the basis of their earlier assist-
to’ Sparta when the Spartans were fighting against the

R.W. Macay, Herodofus, k. 8, pp. 492 and 573; W.W. How and
BLLs, Comm. on Hdt, 2 (Oxtord, 1912) 264; TOILE-KasTENBEIR, R,
Herodotus und Samos (Bochum, 1976).

3) LW, Cowp, AC, 47 (1978) 4041, 483; R.W. Macaw, bk, 8, 573.

4):. Polyb. 13.3.4; Strabo 10.1.2 (4480); Thuc. 1.153; Gomme, HOT 1,
G,WG Forgest, Historie, 6 (1957) 163-64 ; J. Boarpaan, BBA, 52 (1957)
; _:__29; AB. Burn, The Lyric Age of Greece (London, 1960) 90-93; H.
BE_NGTSON, Die Staatsverirdge des Altertums (Munich, 1975) No, 102; C.'W.
Torvara, Archaie Times to the Bnd of the Peloponnesien Wor {(Johns
opkins Univ. Press, 1977) No. 7; Plut. Morelic 153F; 760 B-761A; Proclus
‘on. Hesiod, Works and Days, 602; Arvistl. Pol. 1289b; R.J. Macan, Hdt. bk.
5, 240-50 ; Busolt, G.G. 12 456,
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utv Zdpon Ayovar, elsovesiuc Extivovtes, dui gl
vrot wuel §fovineay dnl Meooyvioue.

(vii) 5.63: As in the case of Samos, the Lacedaemonians proffered
“their help to the Athenians against the Peisigtratid tyrants when
Pythia suggested it. Later, however, they learned that Cleisthenes
had connived with Pythia to secure Spartan help againgt the
Peisisiratids, and they felt embarrassed. Their embarrassment
was threefold. They felt they had been duped to support the
wrong horse; they had also turned against the Peigistratids who
had been their friends; and in the end they received no gratitude
for their help from the Athenian people, ydgic oidepia dqalvero
ngog 'Admvalwy, Hat, 5.90. They tinally apologized for aiding in
the expulsion of friends and for helping a thanklegs people,
e dyaglotg nagedhnapey Ty wohw Hdt. 5.91 ().

(vitl,ix) 9.27: Two cases of cuergesia are described here. The
first deals with the protection and aid conferred by the Athen-
ians upon the sons of Heracles. The second mentions the concern
of the Athenians for those who fell before the Cadmeia. In the
first case the Athenians sheltered the persecuted Heracleids
against great odds, while in the second they sent an army
against the Thebauns to recover the dead fallen before the Cad-
meia, and when they recovered the dead, they buried them in
Elensis. Both of these suergesioi had become fopoi in Athenian
history. Since the Spartans were considered descendants of
Heracles, the tragedians and orators in the fifth and fourth
centuries repeatedly used these topoi to point ount the ingratitude
of the Spartans toward Athens %)

{5) In this case the real reason was political, but the earlier statement
of Hdt. 5.63, & y&p Tol 9ol mpeoPiTepa dmoielvro A T& Qv &vbpdv shows
that Greek actions in interstate affairs were not always stemming from
expediency.

(6) Aesch. Seven Against Thebes; Soph. Antigone; Eur. Phoen, Women ;
Supplionts: Isocr. Puaneg. 57-58; 61; To Philip 33-34: Panaih. 168-69;
170; 194; Lys, Fun. Opraf. 7-9; Plat. Mener, 239B: Dem. Fun. Grat. 8;
Peri Stephanon 186G; Xen. #em. 3.5.10; Arist. Rhet, 1396a; Plut. Thes.
29; Paus. 1.30.2.
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-_"_ci_tec‘l Hecataeus, who accused the Athenians
vard the Pelasgians. The Athenians had given
_é'-land below Hymettus as a reward for the
tie ‘Pelasgian wall. But when the Athenians
Yelasgians had converted the worthless land
m_:land, they drove the Pelasgians out (7). The
:the charge and claimed that the Pelasgians

ary _'_i'ﬁ:'the gtory of euergesio as the motive for Dariug’
n Sarmios. This clearly manifests that the ancients took

.rtan intervention of Athens, whatever the intentions
heir intervention might have been, the Spartans com-
‘Athenian ungratefulness, because the infringement of
i¢’ principle would be the most effective piece of
a. On the other hand, the Athenians constantly ve-
1 the Greek world of their unselfish services to the heroes
obviously because this type of service must have impressed
el world. Finally, Hecatacus wanted to embarrass the
i ns by pointing to their ingratitude, omitiing the Athen-
1 stification for their action. Whether the story is historical
= not does not matter. What matters here is Greek belief in
gesia or acharistio and Hecataeus’ effort to embarrass the
efn_i'ans. Tn a world where such principles like euergesia were
n-opéfative, Hecataeus’ effort would have been absurd.

J:Thue, 215.5; Paus. 114.1; R'W. Macan, bk, 6, 392-03; E. MEYER,
rschungen wur Alten Geschichte, 1 (Halle, 1892-99) 6.
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1

Thucydides

Several of the above examples (i, i, iii, iv, vii) entail inter-
personal ag well ag interstate relations. In this they reflect
somewhat the Homeric world where the territory is represented
by the ruling nobility (3). The existence of the value of suergesio
in the Homeric world demonstrated that its origing were to be
found in the aristocratie code of the Mycenaean times. In the
work of Thucydides the two levels, interpersonal and interstate,
are more clearly drawn. The presence of Homeric principles in
the classical times showed that the aristocratic values had beem
adopted and integrated into the city-state life.

{1} L.82.1: The Corcyraeans admit that they rendered no services
to Athens in the past. They had tried to keep themselves free
from alliance thus far, but now, threatened by Corinth and
feeling isolated, they decide to seek the alliance of Athens. Sinee
they had not rendered any services to Athens in the past, they
recognized that they were at a disadvantage, uiTe ebegysolag
Heyding pize Evppeyiog moougethopdvie. In their effort to SWay
the Athenians in favor of an alliance with Corcyra, the Corey-
raecans pointed out that if Athens helped them in this emergency,
she would win their future gratitude. This was such a key idea
in their argument that they returned to it repeatedly. This
repetition signifies the importance of cuergesic in the Greek
world: xoi iy ydow BéBarov LZovewv Thue. 1.32.1; &g Gv pdhoto
pet' deyviiotov pogtuplou Ty ydow raratossde Thue, 1.33.1;

(8) Od, 16.418-33, Penelope chides Antinous for deviging the death of
Telemachus, She calls him wicked (kokopAxovov) and madman (pépyov)
and reminds him that Odyssens had saved hig father from the Thesprot-
ians, who wanted to Lkill him. How does Antinoug repay that service?
By consuming Qdysseus’ property, wooing his wife, and plotting to slay
Odysseus’ son, Similarly, Achilles becomes furious with Agamemnon whe
wants to deprive him of his prize, and vows not to risk hig life again for
that ungrateful king, 77. 1.148.171. In this case the key word is not
elepyeofo but g,
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s on the part of Coreyra and the euergesia of the
s must bave affected their decision. The next day,
s Athénians changed their mind. This switch did not
significance of euwergesie, for Thue. 1.44.2 explain-
he decision was due entirely to expediency ().

‘The Coreyraean emphasis upon euergesia stands in
contrast to the selfish refusal of the Corcyraeans to lend
no hand to the rest of the Greeks during the Persian

1411 2. Hdt, 6.89; 92; Gomue, HOT 1.174-75; A, ANDREWES,
8 (19‘36-3’?) 1-7. As Gouue remarked, the Corinthians said nothing
: ¥vice to Athens when they dissuaded the Lacedaemonians from
ing’ Hippias, especinlly since that act helped Cleisthenes, Hdt.

his ‘debate in the Athenian ecclesia bears some similarity to the
'_ ean debate. Unfortunately, Thue. does not say here who the main
‘kerd’ were, whereas in the Mytilenaean debate he does, Who canged
Athenians to have a change of mind remaing a mystery. Naturally,
-was the dominant figure during this peried, buf the possibility
l'e'o'r'l, as the champion of a Coreyraean alliance cannot be execiuded.
Ie ¢ould not have been against such an slliance.
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: :éq:u.'ally 50 to their stand toward Themistocles, Fleeing.
: for: his'life (probably in the latter part of the 470's B.C.y
Th'éinistocles escaped to Corcyra, whose euergetds he was.
'Thémi'stocles probably relied on the right of asiylic  which
undoubtedly had been decreed to him as theip benefactor. But
this special honor availed him of nothing. The Corcyraeans,
fearing that they might incur the displeasure of the Athenians,
bade him to leave their land. Thucydides, who evidently did not |
like the Gorcyraeans, contrasts in the next chapter the Corey-
raean attitnde to that of the Molossian Admetys {Thue. 1.137.1),
who was asked by the Athenians to deliver Themistocles to them
but refused (). With Admetus’ aid, Themistocles ended up in
Persia where he made claimg of eucrgesie from Artaxerxes for
kindnesses rendereq to Xerxes, xai noi ebepyeoia beeideron, Thue.
L1374 (). Unlike the Corcyraeans, Avtaxerxes offered Themis-
tocles hospitality angd protection.

(iv} 2.40.4: Pericles boasted in the Puneral Oration that the
Athenians gtood far above the rest of the Greeks in respect to
cuergesia since they acquired friendg not by receiving kindnegses
but; by conferring them upon others, o yap nAoXOVIES €0, dAhd
Bpdvies wrchpsdo 005 pikovs. For he who confers a favor ig g
firmer friend, he said, whereas he who owes it, owesg g debt,
PeBardtepoc 8¢ ¢ dodoog Ty ydow ... & 8 avrogeilomy auPritegoc,
elbag ol &g ydow, Gan’ & dgelinua iy doeTny dnoddomy 2.40.4.

(V) 3.47.3: When the Atheniang, moved tr’ dovils, decided to put
the Mytilenaeans to the sword, Diodotug argued against thig
bloody (duév) decree. An essential theme in his argument wag
that the destruction of the Mytilenaean demos would be tanta.

(11) For some of the broblems connected with thig passage see Diod.
1L56; C. Nepos, Them. 84; Sehol in Thyc, 1.136.2; Schol, Aelivs Arist.

{12) For the uatire of kindness Hat, 8.75; 168-110; Plut. Them. 28.1-2;
Diod, 11.56.8; BFGH 70, I 190-91; Plut. Arist. 9.5-6; C. Nepos, Them, 5.1-2;
9.3; Diod, 11195 Justin, 2.13.3.7. :
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11e1j;:ed the Athema,ns in the revolt, and to be put
sw would constitute an unjust act, gl 8 dwapdegeite

‘UTlM]‘VC(L(DV og naoeﬁwxev [vmv] ﬂw oMY,

eaeﬂ" gesiw, while at other times they were criticized
t Just pmor to the Peiopounesmn War, the Spu-

3: At the lpitulaﬁon of Pla.tae& in 427 B.C. the

1ans were kind enough to receive them when the Spartans
d ‘them, it would not be just to abandon the Athenian
‘especially when they had profited from it, £0 sathdy T1g.
'rmore, the Plataeans dwelt repeatedly on their many
$ias to Sparta. They had helped the Spartans and the rest
e Greeks during the Persian Wars, and they had also sent
to Sparta at the time of the earthquake (Thue. 3.54.5;
4:5; 3.57.1). Therefore, they concluded, they were entitled
requital and appealed to the Lacedaemonians to spare them

J There iy a great deal of literature on the question of the demos’
1t or innocence. See one of the latest papers by LD, WESTLAKE,
_fbsto'ma,, 25 (1976) 429-440. I will deal with this question in a forthcoming
per.
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fthese past benefactions (Thue, 8.58.1; 3.58.3;

iit): .63.3: The Thebans argued against mercy for the Platae-
“ans, but they did not dispute the validity of the principle of
eunergesia. They simply criticized the Plataeans for the violation
of other, equally important, commonly recognized panhellenic
usages (Thuc. 3.63.4),

{ix) 4.11.4: Brasidas urged the Spartan allies at Pylos not to
spare their ships but to run them aground, if necessary, in
order to get ashore and get possession of Pylos. The allies ought
to sacrifice their ships, he said, in return for the many favors
they had received from Sparta in the past, avtl peydiov
EVEQYECHY,

{x} 7.86.1: Gylippus wanted to save Nicias, at the collapse of the
Sicilian expedition, because Nicias had been friendly to Sparta
and had also proposed the release of the Spartans captured at
Pylos (5.16.1).

It is evident from the above references to energesio that the
Greeks considered it an important concept in their interstate
contacts. Thucydides himself espoused the principle of energesia.
A reason for his dislike of the Corcyraeans was their cowardly
attitude toward Themistocles, whom Thucydides praises highly
(Thue. 1.138.3). Furthermore, Thucydides was in agreement with
the Periciean ideals as expressed in the Funeral Oration, while
in the Mytilenaean debate he favored the position of Diodotus.
Finally, in Nicias’ case Thucydides does not seem to think that
Gylippus’ concern for Nicias was hypocritical.

(14) Another reason must have been politieal. Thyrea, after all, is the
bhorder country between Argolis and Laconia, and the Spartans certainly
tried to kill several birds with one stone by placing the Aeginetans between
Argos and Laconia, Whatever the reasons, however, they do not negate
the principle which even Thue, accepts. See also Gomum, HOT, 2, 87-88.

(15) For wohitelag petérafey Dem. 59.104-08 ; Isoer. 12.94; Lys. 23.2;
GoaMEe, FHOT 2, 839-40.
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IIT

ey of the use of the concept of eueryesia by
ni 'Tﬁucydides demonstrates that there were tra-
p__iéh's which were expected to affect the conduct
.ty states in their mutual relations. Tt goes without
ese assumptions were not always acted on, but
infractions do not detract from the validity of the
Tven in cases where the Greeks failed to respect the
wergesia, they sought to justify their disregard of
g other, equally weighty, moral reagons. The attit-
G é_efzs in the Fifth Century toward the principle of
'ndieative of the importance the Greeks attached
x:_a_d_iﬁonal values. Furthermore, whenever infractions
. ere observed, the Greeks criticized the violatovs,
a4 of tlie cause of the infractions.




