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ABSTRACT

This dissertation examines the zrole of the Greek
mercenary in the history of the Greek city-states from the
Dark-Ages down to the end of the Lamian War in 322 B.C. It
does not address the strategic and tactical uses of
mercenaries on the battlefields of the eastern Mediterranean,
but illustrates the social, political, and economic positions
of mercenaries both inside and outside of the polis. The
principal purpose of this work has been to demonstrate the
central role of mercenary service to Greek society and
history. This role is demonstrated in the accepted nature of
mercenary service among Greek citizens. Greek mercenaries
came from all the regions of the Greek world and from all
strata of Greek society. Mercenary service was important in
forging links between individuals and communities apodemia
and, as such, it was a means by which foreigners and foreign
rulers could exercise their power and their influence over the

Greeks.

Historians have studied the military |uses of
mercenaries.! They have also studied specific aspects of

mercenary service, such as pay,? or specific regions and

1 Parke, H. W. 1933. Greek Mercenary Soldiers from Earliest Times to the Battle of Ipsus. Oxford: Oxford University
Press; Griffith, G. T. 1935. The Mercenaries of the Hellenistic World. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

2
44: 77-95.

Krasilnikoff, J. 1993. ‘The Regular Payment of Aegean Mercenaries in the Classical Period.” Classica et Mediaevalia
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campaigns in which they served.?® Never before has one work
examined mercenary service as a socio-economic problem for the

whole polis period.

The sources for this work come from every type of Greek
literature. Historians such as Thucydides and Xenophon have
provided the narrative and military contexts for the
adventures of mercenaries. Philosophers have illustrated
attitudes towards military service overseas as well as the
status at home. Technical writers, for example the fourth-
century strategist Aeneas Tacticus, have provided information
on a variety of important issues concefning' mercenaries.
Forensic speech writers have illustrated how ordinary men
served at home and abroad with alacrity and seemingly without
care, while political speeches have shown the concern with
which some saw the growth in the numbers of Greeks abroad. As
well as the literary sources, the coinage of the period has
promoted an understanding of payment and the relationships

between the employer and those in service.

By looking at Greeks who left the polis to serve abroad,
either for a short campaign or for their entire lives, a
clearer insight into the history of the city-states is

achieved. 1In this study the focus of Greek history shifts

3 Seibt, G. 1977. Griechische Soldner im Achaimenidenreich. Bonn: Habelt; Nussbaum, G. B. 1967. The Ten Thousand:
A study of Social Organisation and Action in Xenophon's Anabasis. Leiden: E. J. Brill.
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from the inclusive communities of the Greek mainland to the
tyrants and kings of the Mediterranean and the Near East. The
Hellenistic world which emerged after Alexander, (and
therefore beyond the scope of this thesis), embraced this wide
geographic arena. In their work the Greek mercenaries of the
polis period exemplify the continuity of one time frame to the
next. The mercenaries aided the synthesis of east with west
and as a result they laid the foundations for the world of the

Hellenistic monarchies.
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INTRODUCTION
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This investigation concerns Greek mercenary soldiers. It
is not a chronological history of Greek mercenaries. It is an
analysis of the mercenary phenomenon from a perspective which
is both non-military and non-narrative. Its purpose is not to
discuss the battles in which Greeks in foreign service found
themselves. Indeed there is a noticeable, and deliberate,
absence of discussions regarding strategy, tactics and warfare
in general. There is a need for studying the Greek mercenary
in the light of a wide range of social and economic factors
and over a broad geographic area. The picture of Greeks
fighting apodemia which is presented herein differs from
previous studies of Greek mercenaries which have tended to be
either chronologically based accounts of where mercenaries
fought,! or socio-economic and thematic studies of mercenary
life which have concentrated on specific regions or on themes
like pay or equipment, or on specific armies.? The Greek
mercenary as illustrated here was part of classical Greek life
in all its aspects. It is an analysis of the Greek mercenary
as a political, social and economic phenomenon of classical
history.
Chapter one introduces and lays the foundations for what
follows. It begins with a short narrative discussion of the

historical context of Greek mercenary service from about 750

Parke 1933; Griffith 1935.

Roy 1967; Nussbaum 1967; Seibt 1977; Marinovic 1981; McKechnie 1989; Krasilnikoff 1993.
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B.C. to 322 B.C. It explains why the chronological boundaries
of the thesis are both relevant and tenable. It continues
with a discussion of the treatment that mercenaries have
received in recent historical commentary and notes the
significant position that mercenaries should enjoy as part of
the study of Greek history. Modern definitions including
modern political definitions as noted in recent ‘rules of war’
provide useful answers to questions of the image and
perception of the ancient Greek mercenary from both an ancient
and a modern perspective. The first chapter ends with a
discussion of the image, both ancient and modern, of the
ancient Greek mercenary. The modern image of a mercenary is
ambiguous. This perception arises from ancient Greek literary
sources. These sources may illustrate a dichotomy between the
mercenary soldier and the Greek ideology of loyalty to the
city-state. As well overseas connections might have created
networks of family or guest friendship which conflicted with
relationships to the polis. Yet, as this thesis attempts to
demonstrate, mercenary service was integral to maintaining
connections abroad and to the civic loyalty of Greek citizens.
The second chapter examines the identities of Greek
mercenaries. It begins with the words that were applied to
mercenaries and demonstrates that the choice of words was a
product of socio-economic changes in the Greek world from the
eighth to the fourth centuries B.C. The second section

assesses the provenance of mercenaries. The earliest
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mercenaries came from the eastern Mediterranean. By the fifth
century the Greek mainland, and particularly the Peloponnese,
was providing by far the bulk of men serving in both Sicily
and Asia. This regional disparity needs explanation. The
military specialties of the soldiers who fought abroad are
assessed. Were they heavily armed hoplites or more lightly
armed peltasts? Do these specialties reflect the type of men
who were able or likely to take mercenary service? This has
important ramifications £for the social and economic
backgrounds of the men in service. While mercenaries came
from all strata of Greek society, the lighter equipment opened
employment to men of lesser status. The increasingly
important phenomenon of age and age classes among Greeks with
reference to mercenaries closes the chapter.

The third chapter analyses the reasons for mercenary
service. Much of this chapter discusses the reasons for the
explosion in numbers of Greek mercenaries which occurred in
the fourth century B.C. Three phenomena need discussion:
first, the domestic reasons that made men keen to leave their
homes to serve overseas, second, the rewards, like pay and
booty, which they hoped to gain abroad, and finally, the
employers who solicited service from the Greeks and the
reasons why they needed mercenaries. This last proves vital.
Demand more than any other factor best explains the high level
of Greek mercenary employment in the fourth century.

Chapter four addresses the payment of mercenaries. It
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studies the methods used by commanders to assemble money for
pay, the types of payment that were made, and the amounts that
were provided to mercenaries in service. The Greeks appear to
have made little deliberate distinction between the words for
various types of payment, and it is almost impossible to
establish the value of pay to a mercenary.

Chapter five discusses the process by which mercenaries
got started in the business. Mercenaries were hired in many
different regions, probably by word of mouth. The problem of
recruiting bonuses is discussed, as well as the nature of the
relationships between employer, general and the various
commanders with the men that they hired. The chapter ends
with a lengthy discussion of who provided mercenaries with
their armour. It concludes that mercenary service was open to
all but a very few and that paymasters and generals could
utilise networks within the Greek world for their hiring
needs.

The final chapter examines a variety of relationships.
These range from command structures to family ties and
friendships at home and abroad. Mercenary generals appear as
international statesmen who built networks across the eastern
Mediterranean in the f£ifth and fourth centuries to assist in
their political positions at home through their connections
abroad. Thus they were no different from their ancestors in
the Homeric world where guest-friendship and gift-giving were

a part of life and community abroad. Mercenary service was
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part of this greater world beyond the Greek mainland, and its
role in international politics of the classical age was
clearly important.

This thesis seeks to demonstrate that mercenary service
interacted with Greek society in many ways. The mercenary, as
the concept is understood today, was not familiar to the
Greeks, but service for a foreign power in an imperialist
endeavour was not perceived as bad or immoral, but was an
accepted part of Greek life. Only when it transgressed other
boundaries, like those of professionalism and service against
one’s own polis, was it frowned upon. The study of the Greek
mercenary can illuminate many aspects of society both in the
Greek cities from which mercenaries came and in the tyrannies,

kingdoms and empires which they served.



I

MERCENARY IMAGES



Historical Background

This study addresses Greek mercenary soldiers down to the
end of the Lamian war in 322 B.C. In all historical writing
chronology and periodisation require explanation. The
terminus ante quem is easily achieved. There is no way,
however, to know when the first Greek mercenaries appeared in
the Aegean. It must have been very early in Greek history
because of the endemic nature of war in ancient society. The
first literature that the Greeks created, the Iliad and
Odyssey, cannot be used definitively yet to demonstrate the
presence of ‘mercenaries.’ The first recognizable Greeks
appeared in overseas service certainly during the Lyric age
(the eighth and seventh centuries B.C.). The poet Archilochus
was a self confessed mercenary.? An early proverb notes that
the Carians were the first men of the Aegean basin to embark
on mercenary service. Herodotus supports the notion that the
Carians were the first Aegean mercenaries. Carians and Ionians
served the Egyptian pharaohs of the Saite dynasty in the
seventh century B.C.*

The evidence for the appearance of mercenaries from the
Greek world serving non-Greeks abroad, comes from long after
the so-called ‘dark age.’ Changes had taken place on mainland

Greece. The most important of these was the appearance of the

Diehl, 40.

Hadt. 11.163; Pl. Lach. 187 b; Parke 1933, 4; Griffith 1935, 236.
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polis or city-state. This was literally a central place
(acropolis) and surrounding farmland, as well as the body of
free male inhabitants who enjoyed the rights (and
responsibilities) of citizenship (politeia).

A change had also taken place on the battlefield. Dark
age society had been aristocratic, and warfare justified the
nobility’s socio-economic position. At some time between 800
and 550 B.C. a new kind of warfare was introduced into the
Peloponnese.’ This was hoplite warfare. It involved heavily
armoured infantrymen - Ealled. hoplites after their large
convex round shield (hoplon) - fighting together in a tight
formation called a phalanx. The hoplite phalanx required a
number of well equipped protagonists, and therefore each state
needed enough citizens with an economic base sufficient to
afford the requisite arms and armour. For this reason the
hoplite and the citizen farmer became synonymous in the poleis
of the early classical period.®

These political and military changes on mainland Greece
coincided with the great wave of Greek colonisation in the
Mediterranean. From c.775 B.C. to 550 B.C. the Greeks founded
as many as one thousand new city-states in the Mediterranean.

These new city-states came to be founded and defended by the

5 Snodgrass 1965, 110-22, claims that the hoplites played little role in the political developments in the poleis, notably in the
rise of the tyrannies. See also Holladay 1982, 94-103; Lorimer 1947, 76-138; Cartledge 1977, 11-27; Salmon 1977, 84-101. The last has
successfully demonstrated that an early date for its appearance is not out of the question. Krentz 1985, 61, tries to straddle both arguments by
pointing out the importance of arguments regarding the transitional phalanx developing from the eighth to the late seventh centuries B.C.

6 Hanson 1995, 327-355, for a discussion of the changes which took place in Greek warfare and their relationship to Greek

socio-political institutions.
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new hoplite warriors. At the same time as this great
colonisation, eastern influences infiltrated the art and
thought of mainland Greece. Knowledge of the world beyond the
Aegean created opportunities for Greeks. The presence of the
Ionians and Carians serving in Egypt illustrate the new
opportunities of the age.

In the later eighth until the early sixth century B.C.
the Greek city-states of the Peloponnese and Sicily, and in
the middle of the sixth century the city-state of Athens, came
under the rule of Tyrants. These ‘extra-constitutional strong
men, ' more often than not beneficial to the states which they
ruled, may well have come to power through the presence and
support of the hoplite-citizen-farmer.’ Ironically the
tyrants appear in the sources as the first Greek employers of
mercenaries. They used such men primarily as bodyguards and
as tools to subordinate the people over whom they ruled.

The rigse of the Persian empire in the middle of the sixth
century changed the political context of the Near East. The
Persians did not initially utilise the services of Greeks,
mercenary or otherwise.® By their conquest of Egypt in
particular, but also because of their domination of smaller
states in the eastern Mediterranean, the Persians gave more

stability to the whole region and reduced the need for

7 Andrewes 1963, 20. Salmon 1977, 93-101, argues the point that the tyrants had the latent support of the hoplites. Berve
1967 does not mention the hoplite phenomenon in relation to the tyrannies of the Greek mainland.

8 Hdt. III. 140, for a story in which Darius noted that he had no need of Greeks and that few of that nation came to him for

service.
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soldiers other than Persians, Medes and théir allies.’ The
few recorded mercenaries served as bodyguards to the tyrants
of the Greek mainland and Sicily, and even these must have
vanished by the end of the sixth and early fifth centuries
with the overthrow of almost all the Greek city-states’
tyrants.

In the last years of the sixth century the Persian empire
had extended its domain over the Greek cities of Ionia. There
ig little recorded mercenary activity on the mainland from the
late sixth century to the latter years of the fifth. There is
also very little evidence for the Persian empire east of
Mesopotamia. Consequently Greeks in service abroad are not
part of the narrative of events from the fall of the tyrannies
to the end of the Peloponnesian War. This said, it is
possible that Greek mercenaries made up Aristagoras’ forces in
his campaign in Naxos. The revolt of the Ionian cities in the
early years of the fifth century was followed by the so-called
Persian Wars in which the Persians failed to conquer the Greek
mainland. Subsequently Athens established an empire in the
Aegean. The fifth century closed with the Great Peloponnesian
War and Athenian defeat. Mercenaries appear to have played no
part in the events of the Persian wars and a peripheral role

in the Peloponnesian War. There is evidence, however, that

9 Jeffrey 1976, 124-125, notes the number of occasions in which the Spartans in particular had opportunities to involve
themselves overseas, many of which they declined to act upon. Greeks are found in Persian service in Ionia at the end of the sixth century, for
example see Hdt. V.30-31 and 34 in which Aristagoras spent all of his money (chremata) in fighting. Most of this was presumably used for paying
soldiers whom he had ‘hired.’
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Greeks, particularly Peloponnesians, found service with the
satraps (Persian governors) of the western parts of the
Persian empire at this time. The lack of direct evidence for
Greek mercenaries in service overseas, however, does not mean
that in the later fifth century there were not already many in
that profession.

Mercenary numbers exploded at the end of the £fifth
century. Tyrants reappeared in Sicily and provided employers
for men from the Peloponnese. The Syracusan tyrant Dionysius
I was willing to hire as many men as he could for his wars
against the Carthaginians. The Carthaginians in turn, after
their defeat on the Crimisus, became large scale employers of
Greek mercenaries themselves.® Of far greater consequence
was Persia. In the early fourth century the central authority
of Persia began to disintegrate in the western part of the
empire. This was prefaced by the failed coup of Cyrus the
Younger. He was the brother of the Great King, Artaxerxes II,
and in 401 B.C. he led an expedition into the heart of the
Persian empire to overthrow the King. His army included over
ten thousand Greek mercenary hoplites, most of whom were
Peloponnesians. While Cyrus and the Greeks won the ensuing
battle fought at Cunaxa near Babylon, Cyrus himself was
killed. This left the Greeks a great distance from home

without an employer. Their story of courage and desperation

Diod. XVI1.81.4; Plut. Tim. XXX.
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in returning to the Aegean basin is told by Xenophon.
The experiences of Cyrus and his Greeks provided a model
for future events. From 401 B.C. to 330 B.C. there were a
number of attempts made by satraps of the western provinces to
assert their independence from the Great King. The limited
sources do not say how many satraps tried to revolt from the
empire. The deterioration of Persian imperial unity led to
the prolific employment of Greeks to uphold the authority of
the Great King or to carve out and defend a part of his empire
from him. This period also saw Greeks serving the city-states
of the Greek mainland. By the later fifth century warfare had
become a year round affair in the Aegean and citizen-farmers
would find it impractical to campaign overseas. By the fourth
century the appearance of specialist soldiers on the
battlefield - archers, slingers and lightly armed troops -
forced states to hire these troops from amongst trained
professionals. Such trained professionals were not found
amongst amateur-soldier-farmers who were able to fight in a
phalanx, but not able to conduct complicated manoeuvres on the
battlefield nor to use special weapons. Partly for these
reasons, the fourth century B.C. was an age of specialisation
and of professionalisation. Both year-round warfare and
specialist forces opened new avenues for Greek mercenaries.
The result was a boom in the number of Greek mercenaries
recorded by the literary sources, and this boom has been

called the Greek mercenary explosion of the fourth century
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The Third Sacred War, fought between 356 and 346 B.C.,
illustrates the role of mercenaries in the fourth century.
The small polis of Phocis seized the holiest of Greek shrines
at Delphi and with it the ample resources provided by the
dedicatory offerings. Neighbouring cities disputed the
Phocian claim to the site, and war followed. Phocis was
small, but the money that the Phocian generals were able to
mint from the temple dedications paid for enough mercenaries
to withstand invasions successfully over a ten year period.
Had events worked in their favour and had the money sufficed
they might have held off their enemies indefinitely. They
failed, but, like Dionysius I, they had demonstrated what
might be achieved by a state or an individual with enough
resources to command the best professional soldiers in Greece.

Philip II had helped to defeat the Phocians. Philip was
the king of the growing power of Macedon. The rise of Macedon
provided another region of employment for Greeks abroad.
Philip had ample resources to pay soldiers who were
Macedonians. Philip’s national and in some ways
‘professional’ army was the tool with which his son Alexander
conquered Persia. Macedon was not the first among Greek
mainland states to have a standing and professional army. The
Arcadians had established a core of trained and maintained
troops at the inception of the Arcadian confederacy in 369

B.C. Thebes had a similar group of men in the 300 strong
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Sacred Band, and even Athens maintained in the Ephebia, which
trained young adult citizens to be soldiers, what might
loosely be termed a professional and standing military in the
fourth century B.C." Nevertheless, Philip’s army was in many
respects professional and national. It was these
professionals who decisively defeated the amateur-citizen
hoplites of Athens and Thebes at the battle of Chaeronea in
338 B.C. This victory allowed Philip to dominate the Greek
cities of the mainland. The professional soldier had
progressively become more common on mainland Greece in the
fourth century and eventually supplanted the amateur - farmer
- hoplite.

Philip’s son and successor, Alexander III (the Great)
conquered the Persian empire in less than a decade. He used
many Greek mercenaries in the process, and his adversary, the
Great King Darius III, employed as many as 50,000 to oppose
him. One might say that Alexander’s whole army was
professional. It left the Aegean basin in 334 B.C., and ten
years later very few of those men returned to that which they
left behind. When Alexander died in 323 B.C. the Greek world
was changed forever, and the Hellenistic period (323 - 30
B.C.) had replaced that of the Classical just as a Greco-
Macedonian empire had replaced the Persian.

The last event that is relevant to this thesis occurred

All these professional cores are discussed later in this thesis.
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at Alexander’s death. A few of the cities of mainland Greece
began the Lamian War (323 - 322 B.C.) by rebelling from
Macedonian rule. Its conclusion provides the chronological
conclusion for this work. Historians describe the Lamian war
as the last independent struggle of the Greek cities for their
liberty.?? But there are other reasons for concluding this
thesis in 322 B.C. that have more to do with the study of
Greek mercenaries. After 322 B.C. international relationships
changed. The men who ruled the Hellenistic world did so by
commanding loyalty not through nationality but by personality.
The dominant generals of this age were all Macedonians (with
the exception of Eumenes), and their Greco-Macedonian soldiers
were in no way obliged to serve any of them by terms other
than personal friendship, 1loyalty, or hope of reward.
National or cultural ties no longer played any part in the
decision of one man to fight for another.?® A third and final
factor makes 322 B.C a sensible concluding date. From the end
of the Lamian war the sources cease to distinguish between the
mercenary, the citizen, and the professional soldier. Indeed,
once all soldiers had become professionals, studying the
mercenary becomes more difficult, because, as Parke states,

instead of simplifying our task, this prevalence of
the mercenary makes it the more difficult. For

when once all soldiers have been reduced to one
professional type, our authorities cease often to

12 Carey 1932, 6-9, states ‘Antipater broke with the principle of Philip and frankly converted the Greeks from allies to

subjects.”

Griffith 1935, 41.
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distinguish the mercenary as such. All fighting
men are stratiotai and pezoi or hippeis.!

The terminology after 322 B.C., along with the other
factors, would compel a different thesis and a different set
of questions. If this work went on to discuss the wars of
Alexander’s successors, it would lose sight of the classical
polis and the concept of the citizen - amateur - soldier -
farmer whose adaptation and specialisation is crucial to the
decline of the polis and the creation of the Hellenistic

world.

History and The Mercenary

Ludmila Marinovic observed the importance of studying
Greek mercenaries because,

[le] mercenariat influa donc sur tous les secteurs

fondamentaux de 1la vie grecque et en subit en

retour 1l’influence: économie, politique, affaires

militaires, idéologie.¥

The study of war and of politics has gone hand in hand
with the study of the classical world. Herodotus and
Thucydides recognised the importance of warfare to the study
of their present and their past.'® Books on Greek military

systems, equipment and tactics abound. Many of them have

relevance to the study of Greek mercenaries and to the study

1 Parke 1933, 208-9.

15 Marinovic 1988, 282.

16 Hdt. L1; Thuc. L1.



18
of Greek society as well. An example that is of particular
interest to this work is Best’s Thracian Peltasts and their
Influence on Greek Warfare. It is a study of military rather
than of mercenary significance, but the £fact that some
mercenaries were peltasts illustrates an overlap in subject
matter. Its conclusions explain the development of Macedonian
military systems in the context of soldiers who served in the
eastern Mediterranean in the fifth and fourth centuries. 1In
recent years there has been a trend to analyse the
relationship between war and society rather than to relate the
events concerned with war, politics, strategy and tactics on
the battlefield. There have also been attempts made to come
to grips with the relationship between the individual and the
individual’s experiences in combat.!” Both these trends have
appeared in the study of modern warfare pioneered by the work
of John Keegan among others.

Jean-Pierre Vernant 1is quick to point out the public
nature of warfare in the Greek state.® Mosse noted that in
the traditional city-state,

d’une part l’armée n’est rien, que la cité elle

meme; mais d’un cbté, c’'est la cité qui n’est rien

qu’une troupe de guerriers.?

Warfare was a participatory and societal, rather than

17 Hanson 1989.

18 Vernant 1974, 28.

15 Mosse 1968, 221-9.
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merely a personal, phenomenon. Victor Davis Hanson’s work,
concerned as it is with the integral relationship between
hoplite warfare and the city-state’s farming population, is
important to any understanding of the Greek city.?® The
social context of the warrior at home and abroad and the
symbiotic nature of Greek hoplite warfare is well illustrated
in these works. Pritchett’s magnum opus on The Greek State at
War gives detailed accounts of aspects of military terminology
which have less to do with tactics and campaigns and more to
do with the nuts and bolts of warfare for the Greeks

themselves.?

Ronald Ridley exposed the hoplite as citizen,
and there is clearly more to come in this area of the study of
Greek antiquity.? The mercenary was a reflection of society
because of the integral relationship between war, social
organisation and politics.

Military systems and problems overlap into all areas of
Greek society. It is, for example, impossible to write on the
economy and sociey of the ancient Greek world without
discussing in some way the military’s involvement with Greek
life.

The mercenaries explored in this thesis were military

men. Mercenary service is as old as war itself, and because

20 Hanson 1989, 32-8; 1995.

2 Pritchett 1971; 1979; 1974,

Ridley 1979, 508-548.
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of this it is integral to the historiography of the Greek
world which has been obsessed with warfare from its
inception.? Mercenaries appear in all the major text-books
at some point or other, but rarely do they get more than a
passing reference. They are usually mentioned as a phenomenon
of the fourth century B.C., and this might lead to further
discussion. John Fine’s excellent narrative of Greek history
is a case in point. 1In this work mercenaries receive only
such treatment as is needed to demonstrate both their growing
numbers as a sign of city-state decline in the fourth century
and the growing contemporary turbulence in the eastern
Mediterranean.? The importance of mercenaries cannot be
belittled. 1In the hoplite city-state, itself perhaps the most
significant political institution that the Greeks produced,
war was incredibly political. With the appearance of the
mercenary ‘war ceasel[d] to be political.’? Yet mercenaries
appear as minor addenda in the activities of the great wars
and the great figures of the fifth and fourth centuries.
Despite this, Alexander and Darius III may have employed

6

100,000 Greeks in their war for Asia.? Even the most recent

work on Alexander mentions these mercenaries fleetingly, yet

B All warfare is done with the purpose of reward, however that reward might manifest iself.

% Fine 1983, 532-4, notes that the mercenary phenomenon was a symptom of the turbulence of the fourth century. In a work
of over 680 pages of text Greek mercenaries are referenced only three other times (63: as an alternative to Archaic colonisation; 214: for Argive
mercenaries with Pisistratus; 565: for their growing importance to Sparta as illustrative of their importance to Greeks generally).

B Vernant 1974, 34.

% Parke 1933, 179, 183, 197-8; Griffith 1935, 20-1; Arr. Anab. 1.12.8, 11.8.6.
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their role was clearly substantial.?

Economically mercenaries were of major significance. De
St. Croix cites Greek mercenary service in the important role
as the first large scale illustration of hired labour.® This
is rarely expressed even 1in works that deal with the
development of wages on the Greek mainland. Most historians
would agree that there was a relationship between war and
economic activity.? The most recent article on the subject
of the economy of the Greek world in the classical era has to
deal directly with the decline of the citizen hoplite through
the period.¥®

Greek mercenaries were also social phenomena, and this is
reflected in the historigraphy. Not only were military men an
integral part of the Greek polis, but mercenaries abroad were
also socially significant. Mercenary armies were like small
cities outside of the polis. Davies notes of mercenary
service in the fourth century B.C.,

[iln this way I[mercenary service]l] emerged as a

social role, precipitated both by the poverty,

skill and ambition of individuals and by the needs

of governments.¥

To this can be added Nussbaum’s sociological analysis of the

2 Bosworth 1988.

28 De St. Croix 1981, 182.

» Finley 1973, 172-3, claims that empire and economic activity and wealth are strongly intertwined. The point s best made
by Williams 1976, 22 and Jenkins 1972, 175.

30 Burke 1992, 220-23.

3 Davies 1978, 187,
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ten thousand Greeks who participated in the failed coup of
Cyrus the Younger at the end of the fifth century B.C.%
Nussbaum presents this army, the first roving Greek mercernary
army, as if it were a city-state, and the relationships found
within the army are examined to determine the political,
economic and social nature of its structure.

The Greek mercenary received its first and fullest
treatment from two books published in the 1930s. The first of
these, H. W. Parke’s Greek Mercenary Soldiers, stands as a
monument to the study of the subject in the period considered
by this thesis. Published in 1933 it is a thorough narrative
of campaigns and commanders of mercenaries down to the battle
of Ipsus. Parke’s work is, in short, a history of the Greek
world from the perspective of Greeks in service for and with
foreign powers. This thesis owes much to that book and it
remains the standard work on the subject of Greek mercenaries
before 301 B.C. Parke does not consider what a mercenary is,
nor does he concentrate on the major themes of mercenary
service, nor analyse motivations of mercenaries. His
chronological account and narrative style must, however, be
seen as basic to the study of Greeks in foreign service.

The second of the two major studies of the subject and
the successor to Parke’s work chronologically both as a

narrative and as a publication, The Mercenaries of the

2 Nussbaum 1967.
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Hellenistic World by G. T. Griffith, is a far more penetrating
and thematic approach to the lives of mercenary soldiers in
the period from Philip and Alexander to the decline of the
Hellenistic kingdoms in the second century B.C. The evidence
for this period is more plentiful and diverse than that for
the period of the classical age. This allows for the
production of a different kind of book. More analysis of
terms of service and the payment of mercenaries in this period
is possible. Griffith’s analysis of Hellenistic armies, which
were primarily made up of professionals whom he considers to
be mercenaries, provides both technical and methodological
context for the study of this subject.

There are more recent works which have considered Greek
mercenaries in detail. Andre Aymard’s ‘mercenariat et
histoire grecque’ is a fundamental work and remains the most
complete recent treatment of the problems of mercenary

3 This article is a historical survey of Greek

service.?
mercenary activity which divides mercenary service into two
phases; the seventh to sixth centuries and the fourth century
B.C.* He addresses several important questions including the
reasons for mercenary service, especially those which explain

the explosion in the fourth century B.C. The article ends

rightly with the statement that ‘1’ histoire de la guerre se

3 Aymard 1967, 487-498.

Aymard 1967, 487-498.
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trouve parfois en prise directe sur 1’histoire sociale.’¥
More specifically Gunter Seibt’s Griechische Soldner im
Achaimenidenreich is a discussion in the framework of
historical narrative of the Greek mercenaries who fought with
the Persians from the sixth to the fourth centuries B.C. He
analyses the motivation and the remuneration of mercenaries in
the final section of his work, and, of great interest, he
explores the reason why Persians employed Greeks in such
numbers in the fourth century from the all important Persian

% His work, however, is regional and does not by

perspective.
its nature examine the whole phenomenon of mercenary service.
Paul McKechnie’s monograph Outsiders in the Greek Cities in
the Fourth Century B.C., a subsequent publication to his
D.Phil. thesis Greeks Outside the Polis attempts to redress
some of the problems that Parke overlooked in his narrative.¥
Within this book the fourth chapter is devoted specifically to
mercenaries. It attempts to illustrate in a realistic fashion
the way that both generals and men lived. His work tries hard
to present a less romantic and poverty stricken image of
mercenary service, a point he makes in implicit juxtaposition

to Parke. Like Seibt, he analyses the motivations of such men

and discusses the status and position of mercenaries in the

3 Aymard 1967, 498,

36 Seibt 1977, 12145.

McKechnie 1989, 1985.
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fourth century within the context of the problem of a growing
number of exiles and wanderers. Of equal importance is the
study by the Russian historian Ludmila Marinovic on fourth
century mercenaries and the decline of the city-state. This
last work sees mercenaries as a fundamental cause of the
decline of the city state in the fourth century.® 1In the
first part of her book she surveys the history of mercenaries
in the period.* She then assesses the work of Xenophon,
Aeneas and Isocrates in turn. Each writer highlights a
different aspect of mercenary 1life; Xenophon army
organisation, Aeneas the Tactician for state internal
security, and Isocrates the general circumstance of Greek
mercenary service.¥

More recent and significant works about aspects of
mercenary service have appeared. The practical and economic
background of the Greek mercenary explosion of the fourth
century B.C. has been addressed by Harvey Miller.# Roy’s
important article on the mercenaries of Cyrus the Younger
analysed through Xenophon’s Anabasis discusses many of the

aspects which are addressed in the following pages.® Roy has

8 Marinovic 1988, 270-299.

3 Marinovic 1988, 19-132.

Marinovic 1988, 136-196, 197-236, 237-269.

4 Miller 1984, 153-60.

2 Roy 1967, 287-323.
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insights into the way the army was recruited, maintained and
the prospects that the men hoped for after the campaign.

There are many works of less overall impact to the study
of Greek mercenaries. These articles or chapters within more
general books on Greek history deal with aspects or questions
concerning mercenary service or history. For example, the
etymology of important words has received some discussion in
several papers. P. Gauthier’s article, ‘les xenoi dans les
textes atheniens de la second moitie du Ve siecle av - JC,’
discusses the status of men who. may be termed as foreigners in

% A recent study of epikouroi in

relationship to Athenians.
Thucydides assists in the definition of such terms.# Words
which illustrate payment to mercenaries are discussed in all
the important studies of mercenary soldiers. Of particular
importance here is the chapter on military pay in Pritchett’s
Ancient Greek Military Practices.® Very recently pay has
been re-assessed by Jens Krasilnikov, and his findings need
some consideration.

Many historians see the development of state pay (for

example in jury service) and the development of coinage and a

monetary economy to have had some relationship to each other.

4 Gauthier 1971, 44-75.

Lavelle 1989, 36-39.
45 Pritchett 1971, 3-30.

Krasilnikov 1993, 77-95.
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It would seem logical that military pay and the use of coinage
are related. The work of Sally Humphries is helpful in
demonstrating the connection between state service (which
might itself be military) and a monetary economy at Athens,
for example.? The mercenary profession may also be related
to the development and production of coinage. Of particular
interest is numismatic evidence itself and mercenary service.
There are general works on Greek coins which provide context
and illustrations. Of particular interest to this study is R.
T. Williams’ The Silver Coinage of the Phocians which contains
analysis of the coins minted for the Third Sacred War (356-346
B.C.) during which the Phocians raised numerous mercenary
armies to defend their claim to the Delphic oracle.® Phocian
coins of the fourth century are rarely found in general books
on coinage and this makes Williams’ work very valuable.

The men who led mercenaries have received far more
attention than the men who served in the ranks. Parke and
others concentrate their study on the major figures who shaped
the destinies of mercenary service. The generals and rulers
are discussed at length in the work of Lengauer and, more
importantly for this thesis, that of W. K. Pritchett.? The

latter’s chapter on the so-called condottiere of the fourth

47 Humphries 1979, 1-26.

Williams 1976.

49 Pritchett 1974, 56-116; Lengauer 1979.
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century B.C. sheds important light on the ‘non-mercenary’
nature of these fourth century generals, particularly from
mainland Greece. His argument has been incorporated into this
work as a means of demonstrating the accepted and important
role of mercenary service and the relationships forged through
such service in the eastern Mediterranean.

The question of who armed mercenary soldiers has been a
vexed one in recent years. This debate was sparked when
McKechnie claimed that employers were the primary source of
arms and equipment.®® This flew in the face of an orthodoxy,
followed by Parke, that mercenaries provided their own
equipment. David Whitehead has attempted to defend the
orthodox position of mercenary arms in a recent article, and
then still more recently received rebuttal from McKechnie.®!
This question, along with many others that are under
assessment by scholars of Greek antiquity, has kept alive
discussion of Greek mercenaries and the context of Greek

society from which they came.

What is a Mercenary
The obscure terminology employed by the Greeks for
mercenaries does not aid the historian who wishes to study the

subject. Chapter two below notes that the terms used for

McKechnie 1989, 80-5.

51 Whitehead 1991, 105-113; McKechnie 1993, 297-305.
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mercenaries by the Greeks also had other meanings. Wage-
earner, ijuryman, or guest-friend or foreigner can all be
translated from the Greek word most commonly used for the
mercenary. The two chief modern English scholars of Greek
mercenaries agree that the professional quality of the Greek
mercenary was crucial. Parke notes that ‘'[t]he mercenary was
a professional and ultimately the professional ousted the
amateur from all important warfare.’> Griffith claims that
‘...the professional soldiers of the ancient world were

mercenaries. '’

It is surely not a tight enough definition
simply to claim that a mercenary was a professional. Andre
Aymard sought more rigid critieria. To him being a
professional was not enough:
Tout mercenaire est soldat de métier...mais la
proposition ne droit pas se retourner. Car un
soldat de métier peut servir... dans 1l’armée de son
pays ou de son souverain.
In assessing the mercenaries of the classical Greek world this
point must be borne in mind. It should be recalled that many
Athenian rowers and soldiers were paid for their work by the
state. This may have occurred as early as the Persian wars.
Similarly Spartan soldiers were professionals in all but name.

They were clearly not mercenaries and, at the same time, would

have been offended to have thought that they earned a monetary

52 Parke 1933, 1.

53 Griffith 1935, 1.

Aymard 1967, 487.
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wage.
Aymard goes still further in seeking an accurate
definition:
le mercenaire, en se liant par contrat envers
son employeur, accepte l’eventuel sacrifice de sa
vie sans é&tre juridiquement obligé ni
sentimentalement incité & courir un tel risque. Ni
patre, ni chef, ni cause a quoi il se devoue: il
sert dans une armée qui, chamaraderie et esprit de
corps & part, lui demeure étrangére.®
In concentrating on both obligation and sentiment Aymard
raises the notion that a mercenary had to have no conscience
about the cause(s) for which he fought. By implication the
mercenary cannot, therefore, be judged by the commentators,
but by the man’s own standards of himself. It is feelings
that are subjective only to the soldier or mercenary himself
and not any absolute criterion upon which a man can, and
cannot, be called a mercenary.
One dictionary definition of a ‘mercenary’ highlights the
professional aspect of the term.
A person who works merely for money or other
material reward; a hireling...A person who receives
payment for his or her services; spec. a
professional soldier serving a foreign power.%
In 1977 the Geneva Protocol was published to supplement

the Geneva Conventions of 1949. It was produced because of

changes which had taken place in the character of modern

35 Aymard 1967, 487.

The New Shorter Oxford English Dictionary 1993. s.v. Mercenary.
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warfare. One such change was the prevalence of mercenaries.
Article 47 defines a mercenary. According to this document a
mercenary is any person who:

(a) is specially recruited locally or abroad in
order to fight in an armed conflict;

(b) does in fact, take a direct part in the
hostilities;

(c) is motivated to take part in the hostilities by
the desire for private gain and, in fact, is
promised, by or on behalf of a party to the
conflict, material compensation substantially in
excess of that promised or paid to combatants of
similar ranks and functions in the armed forces of

that party;
(d) is neither a national of a party to the
conflict nor a resident of territory

controlled by a party to the conflict;

(e) is not a member of the armed forces of a party

to the conflict; and

(f) has not been sent by a state which is not a

party to the conflict on official duty as a member

of its armed forces.™®

The receipt of remuneration and of foreign service in a
military capacity, as well as employment, all appear to be
crucial in understanding the phenomenon of mercenary service.
Employment is the most rigorous point in analysing the
mercenary. Someone employed to serve a nation, state,
sovereign, or political institution other than that of which
he is a citizen or even a resident is a mercenary. He can
have at the time of employment no stake in the state or the

nation which employed him beyond remuneration for his

services. This takes Aymard’s views of obligation and

57 Roberts and Guelff 1982, 387.

58 Roberts and Guelff 1982, 414,
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sentiment one step further. Foreigners, for example the
metics who fought for the Athenian polis, had a stake in the
society for which they fought. That stake might have been
either industry or family. They were not mercenaries, even
though they were not citizens of the state for which they
fought. This would have remained true even if they had been
paid.

The Geneva Protocol definition, combined with the
dictionary term, serves well to demonstrate what a mercenary
is. An employer and employment were of key concern, combined
with regular remuneration and careless service abroad. Like
the metic, the wmercenaries of the Greek world must be
distinguished from raiders (leistai) and pirates (peirates) .®
These were not men specifically employed by any state or
sovereign, but might have been independently eking out
livelihoods by stealing property from settled communities or
travellers. In similar fashion privateers, who often were
employed specifically to raid specific regions, were also not
mercenaries.® Like the raiders and pirates they were not
remunerated regularly. Their rewards came from the booty that
they could steal from their victims. It is, however, quite
likely that many mercenaries resorted to the life of a raider

or a privateer at one time or another in their careers. At

McKechnie 1989, 101-41. McKechnie makes the observation that leistai were land based and peirates were sea based raiders
at 106.

Jackson 1973, 241-53.
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this point they ceased to be mercenaries at least for that
moment. Indeed many mercenaries would have ceased to have
been such once their employment ended.® Notably Cyrus’
mercenaries were no longer mercenaries after his death. On
their march back to the sea they were more akin to raiders
than to mercenaries. Griffith notes that the profession of
piracy (and no doubt he would also mean here leisteia) ‘had
much in common with the mercenary calling’ and attracted
similar types of people.® A relationship between employment
and remuneration is what makes the mercenary what he is; the
Greeks recognised the importance of this in the fact that they
named their soldiers of fortune something other than simply
soldiers or raiders. This thesis is concerned with men who
found military employment abroad - what the Greeks called
apodemia - outside of the community - and were, at least in
theory paid for this service essentially outside of the city-
state from which they came. It will demonstrate that
mercenary service was both an acceptable and even respectable

form of employment for many in a changing Greek world.

The Image
The figure of the mercenary conjures up a number of

images in the contemporary mind. The romantic soldier of

Griffith 1935, 310-1; McKechnie 1989, 92.

Griffith 1935, 262.
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fortune can be juxtaposed with the contemporary, politically
defunct, and notorious symbol of imperialism. Two hundred
years of modern nationalism have discredited entirely the
concept of soldiering independently of patriotic service.®
In fact for much of this time western nationals have been
prohibited from serving in the armies of foreign powers
without the sanction of the state. The U.S.A. was the first
country to successfully prosecute a man for ‘disturbing the
peace by privateering.’ The U.S. government contended that it
was a crime that is not found on a statute.® As a result,
overseas service without permission became a common-law crime.
The Americans followed with their own Foreign Enlistment Act
in 1795, which was the first of its kind, an act that was
stiffened and made permanent in 1818.% The Immigration and
Nationality Act, section 349, provides for the removal of
American nationality from a person enlisting to serve
overseas.

The British, while not legislating against foreign
-service before the Americans, appear to have been the first to
put barriers against their nationals serving abroad. In 1561

Elizabeth I produced a Royal Proclamation forbidding sailors

6 Burchett 1977, 179, notes that the French Revolution and the American War of Independence were the catalysts for a major
change in attitude towards the mercenary. Mockler 1985, 4-5, cites the fact that the British used German and native ‘mercenaries’ as the primary

agents to suppress the colonists, and this explains American distaste for mercenary service, even for themselves.

6 Wharton 1970, 49-89. The case is the United States vs. Henfield, 1793.

65 Section 959 of the U.S. Code, title 18, under the heading, ‘Enlistment in Foreign Service.’
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from accompanying Scottish expeditions against the
Portuguese.® She went on to prohibit recruitment for service
against any country with which England was at peace.
Subsequently parliament enacted legislation prohibiting
service against the crown in the 18th century. By the early
19th century Britain had agreed in a treaty with Spain to
prevent British nationals from helping insurgents in South
America. Britain’s desire to remain neutral and the pressures
from European and American nations on the British government
to prevent their nationals serving in the wars that they were
fighting, primarily the Federal Government of the United
States, increased the need for Britain to create stiff legal
boundaries on British subjects from serving abroad. This
culminated in the British Foreign Enlistment Act of 1870 at
the outbreak of the Franco-Prussian War. It prohibits British
subjects both from mercenary service and from mercenary
recruitment.

The Canadians have their own Foreign Enlistment Act,
passed in 1937. It is very similar to that of the British
government. Belgium makes foreign enlistment illegal in their
Code Penal.®” 0ddly, Sweden does not prohibit enlistment
overseas, but does prohibit recruitment on Swedish territory

provided that the Monarch give permission for such service.

Holdsworth 1922, V1.308.

67 Dalloz 1968-9, Article 135, loi 15 Juin, 1951, article 99.
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Alone of western nations are the French. They still maintain
a standing mercenary army and as a result have the most
lenient 1legal and ideological attitude towards mercenary
service.® This is peculiar given that they were among the
first of all nations to explore modern nationalism during and
after the French revolution.

The notoriety of the mercenary is perhaps responsible for
the enduring fascination that accompanies a lack of public
respect. Contemporary perceptions have to a large extent been
formed by the popular treatment of the theme in works such as
The Dogs of War and The Wild Geese.® Despite the tinge of
romanticism which these books display, the figure of the
mercenary is not a good one. In recent years mercenaries have
not distinguished their profession with service for honourable
causes.” Governments have used mercenaries to fight
undercover and illicit wars across their borders and to prop
up regimes which have a less than spotless record.”
Ideologies of citizenship and nationalism and the appalling

behaviour of the mercenaries themselves alone do not create

68 Mockler 1985, 13. The French Foreign Legion regularly receives the loudest cheers in the Bastille Day Processions. The
French Code Penal, Article 85, prohibits recruitment for overseas service on French soil, but does not seem to have any reference that prevents
French nationals enlisting for such service. No Frenchman has ever been charged with this offence despite occasions, notably in the mid-1970s,
when they could have been.

69 Forsyth 1974; Camney 1977; Geraghty 1983. The first two here were made into films bearing the same titles.

0 Burchett 1977, 209, makes the point well that the war in Angola in particular *shattered once and for all the myth of the
‘Soldier of Fortune® with its catalogue of sadism and butchery, racism and stupidity, military incompetence and vainglory, lies and cheating and plain
unmistakable cowardice and desertion of mates.’

n Best exemplified by Rhodesia whose declining manpower, struggle to maintain white supremacy, and the war against the

communist regime in Angola relied heavily on a pool of ‘white’ mercenaries from western Europe.
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the complete picture of the mercenary. Historiography has
played its role to create the mercenaries’ tarnished image.
Books carrying titles like The Whores of War underline the
seedy side of mercenary service. This image dates back to
antiquity.”™

The ambiguity of the figure of the mercenary is evident
in Greek ideology and conception. Antiquity plays its role in
bringing to the modern world the image of the foreigner,
fighting for pay in a foreign land. In theory the Greek city-
state was a body of free men who lived within a defined
territory whose mutual goals were independence (autarcheia)
and freedom (eleutheria). This group formed the political
body that, at the very least, ratified that state’s decisions
in an assembly (ecclesia). Membership in this community was
theoretically justified by fighting on the battlefield as a
defender of the state’s land (chora).” This was made
possible for an individual possessing enough resources to
provision himself with arms and armour, or as at fifth century
Athens by rowing in the fleet, for which the thetes needed
nothing but bodiliy strength. A professional and standing
military, therefore, ran contrary to the ideal of the citizen
and the city-state. It flouted the amateur nature of the

farmer-cum-soldier. As warfare became the province of men in

2 Burtchett 1977.

B See Hom. Il. XI1.310-21, for the integral relationship of social and economic status to the battlefield; for another example
see Hdt. 1.30, who notes the story of Tellus, the world’s ‘happiest man’ who died in battle for his city-state.
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the state who held neither land nor citizenship, the citizen
lost his independence in the state because in order to protect
his freedom he came to rely on the services and the skills of
others. Worse than this, the employed professional may not
even have been a member of the community.

Other factors made the mercenary into a pariah.
Mercenaries had a relationship with the estabishment and
maintenance of tyranny. Tyranny, while seemingly benign in
the sixth century, became anathema in democratic Athens in the
fifth.” Tyrants were perceived to rule their states through
armed force and by disarming the citizen population. This

armed force was usually, but not always, provided by

outsiders. Herodotus recognised this relationship in his
Histories.” The career of Pisistratus is particularly
illustrative.’ The citizens in previously democratic

Syracuse recognised this situation and the role that hired
arms played in their ‘subjugation.’ For example Diodorus
makes Theodorus claim that,

[Dionysius I] has taken the property of the private
citizens together with their lives and pays a wage
to servants to secure the enslavement of their
masters...for the Acropolis which is guarded by the
weapons of slaves is a hostile redoubt in our city;
the multitude of mercenaries (misthophoroi) has
been gathered to hold the Syracusans in slavery

74 Andrewes 1963, 22-3.

I Hdt. V.55, 65, 71, 91, 94, VI35, 102, 103, 107, 123, VIL.

76 Hdt. 1.61.3.
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(douleia) .”

The Athenians took this position to the extreme. Their
police force was made up of public slaves who were not even
Greeks in order to prevent hired men from providing the basis
for a coup. The fourth century writer Aeneas Tacticus
recognised the dangers of having a group of mercenaries within
the city walls. His treatise is full of advice against
allowing such men too much freedom of movement, association or
numbers.”™ It illustrates well potential political attitudes
towards mercenaries.

The Greeks had no specific word for the man who served a
foreign power for pay as modern languages do.” The terms
that were most commonly employed for such men were either
euphemisms or interchangeable with things that had nothing to
do with military service; for example misthophoros might just
as easily refer to a jury-man as to a mercenary and xenos to
a foreigner or guest.® The ancient Greek terminology leads
to the conclusion that the Greeks perceived of their

mercenaries in an ambiguous fashion.

g Diod. XIV.65.2-3

8 Aen. Tact. X.7, 9, XI1.2; Whitehead 1991, 110.

» The Latin word mercenarius is the root for the French term ‘mercenaire’ and the English ‘mercenary’ and can refer to one
who serves a foreign power which is independent of the state of which he is a citizen for remuneration. The German word ‘soldner’ comes from
the Late Latin solidarius, itself from the Latin solidus a term for a solid gold coin. This refers to the fact that the man was paid for service as was
the wage-earning misthophoros of the Greek states.

80 See ch.li, 53-65, and Parke 1933, 231. Words like epikouros (helper), misthophoros (wage-earner), misthotos (hireling),
doryphoros (spear-earner) and xenos (foreigner) could all be applied to persons other than mercenaries in antiquity.
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The earliest sources do not mention mercenaries
specifically. Homer refers to guest-friends (xenoi) and
certainly never treats his heroes as anything less than
aristocratic or their motives as anything other than noble
‘'obligation. Homer’s aristocrats served one another militarily
as part of networks of guest-friendship (xenia) and family
alliance.® There is never any suggestion in the Iliad that
those chiefs who accompanied Agamemnon did so as mercenary
captains. Clearly the poems demonstrate that one individual
represented the interests of many men who came with him across
the sea. These men seem to have been connected by tribe
(phyle and obe) and by nation (ethnos). The poets of the
Lyric age give glimpses into overseas service, and there is
some suggestion that Archilochus was himself a mercenary,
along with the ‘unknown Cretan,’ Hybrias.®
All of the Greek evidence which specifically deals with
mercenaries, however, dates from the fifth century and later.
This chronological dimension is important for the image of the
mercenary. Post tyrannical and therefore democratic Athens
provided the context for the production of the literature upon
which the mercenary’s image was and must be constructed.
Herodotus mentions mercenaries sparingly. His evidence is

crucial for the early tyrannies, but he 1is at least

81 Finley 1954, 106-14; Murray 1980, 48. See ch.Ill, 155-161, and ch.VI, 296-301.

For such overseas’ service see Parke 1933, 4, and for Archilochus specifically see Dieht II, frags. 1, 2, 3, 6, 13, 40, 60.
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sympathetic to a group of Arcadians who join Xerxes ‘because
they had nothing.’® Thucydides rarely mentions mercenaries,
and his attitude towards them is neutral. The hatred that
Mantineans, who served for both sides at Syracuse, had for
each other, and were ‘persuaded by pay,’ is of more interest
to him than the fact that they are essentially mercenaries.¥

The diversity of evidence in the fourth century, and the
related fact that mercenary service appears to have been more
common, provide the historian with more perspectives of the
hired foreign soldier. At first glance the orators appear to
condemn mercenary service and those who performed it.
Demosthenes describes such men as wretched (athlioi) and
lacking resources (aporoi).¥ His tone in one speech condemns
individuals for apparently mercenary behaviour.® He is (not
surprisingly) rude about Philip II’'s mercenaries.¥ Isocrates
has similar things to say about the nature of the mercenary
and its dangers to the polis.® He is also disparaging of the

perfidy that hired men demonstrate in the performance of their

Hdt. VIH.26.
84 Thuc. VIL57.
8 Dem. V.46, XI1.27.
86 Dem. XIX.287. In this speech be gives Epicrates the name of Cyrebius - Offal - for being a misthotos of Chabrias.
& Dem. 11.15-17. See also Theopompus FGrH 115 frag. 225 for the appauling behaviour of Philip’s foreign companions and
friends.
88

Isoc. V.96, 121, IV.168.
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military duties.® Plato ostensibly condemns mercenary
service.® Aristotle thought that professional soldiers were
less likely to die fighting bravely than citizen militias.®
This evidence combined with the ideal of the city state would
seem to show that the mercenary was not perceived favourably.
But was this really the case in the Greek world before 322
B.C.?

It has been noted that warfare had a direct relationship
to citizenship in the Greek city states. There was certainly
nothing which was considered bad about military service. The
case that mercenary service was acceptable begins with
Xenophon. The works of Xenophon illustrate that mercenary
service was not undertaken for the purposes of pay alone or
that those who took service were social outcasts and
criminals. His positive assessment of the army of Jason of
Pherae indicates his opinion of the quality and value of the
well-trained and well-led mercenary army.” Xenophon had been
a mercenary commander himself. Perhaps for obvious reasons he
does not portray the men with whom he served in a bad light.

In fact he is often positive about both their status and their

motivation. As the reader of this work will note, his
8 Isoc. VIIL.44.
% Pl Leg. 697 c.

91 Arist. Nic. Eth. TIL8.9.

Xen. Hell. VI.1.5.
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Anabasis 1is invaluable and his proximity to the 1lives and
careers of the men he led makes him the most utilised of all
sources of evidence. His biases, however, need to be taken in
hand. Many scholars point out that he had no interest
portraying the men on the campaign as wretched, miserable or
driven to service.® It is not known when he wrote the work,
but it should be remembered that it could have been the
nostalgic memories of an old man.

Xenophon was not alone in his assessment of the
honourable nature of mercenary service. Legal speeches from
Athens provide a wealth of information about the interaction
of the mercenary and his home. Plenty of such examples
demonstrate that there was nothing shameful in serving
overseas in the fourth century, particularly Isaeus’ Menecles,
written for two young men who fought with Iphicrates in Thrace
in the mid-380s B.C.% The speech On the Estate of
Nicostratus, also written by Isaeus, illustrates that the
deceased served the last eleven years of his life overseas.®
Neither speech attempts to hide the fact that these men were
mercenaries. The speech Astyphilus demonstrates that the

speaker considered it prudent to note that he took service

3 Parke 1933, 29; Griffith 1935, 3; McKcchnic 1989, 80.
94 Isae. IL.
9

Isae. IV.
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abroad only when Athens was not at war.® It is clear that
little else prevented him from such service. The very fact
that his overseas service is mentioned in the speech at all
would suggest that popular opinion saw nothing at all wrong
with such service. In a similar vein, the ease with which
Athenians found service with foreign dignitaries during
hiatuses in their state service and the predominance of such
service during the fourth century demonstrates a certain
respectability of foreign service.” Only Sparta seems to
have viewed mercenary service with 1less flexibilty.
Spartiates had to gain permission from the ephors before

leaving Laconia.®

Sparta seems unique among Greek states in
this respect. No doubt the reason lay more with their
obsession with their diminishing numbers and the need to keep
all the Spartiates in service for the state than with
hostility to foreign service. Peloponnesians took pride in
the fact that men came to hire them abroad. Lycomedes is made
to note this point by Xenophon.®

The forensic speech writers, and more importantly the

juries for which they wrote, did not perceive of mercenary

service itself as a bad thing. A second 1look at the
% Isae. IX.
97

See Chapter VI, 273-286.

%8 Isoc. XI.18.

Xen. Hell. VI1.1.23.
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philosophers helps to bear this point out. Plato’s
disparaging statements regarding mercenary service with the
Persians in his Laws refer to Greeks in the service of
barbarians against other Greeks (whom he calls friends -
philoi) . The fourth century philosopher Chrysippus claimed
that if the sage could not reign himself, he could ‘dwell with
a king and go campaigning with a king.’!”" The Stoic’s views
of service abroad and the ideal of the philosopher-king both
come close to the modern definition of mercenary. Even the
most condemnatory references, found in the speeches of both
Demosthenes and Isocrates, were not necessarily against the
mercenary himself, but against those things which undermined
the ideal of their city-state. Despite the references to
poverty and the wretchedness of the wanderer, their ultimate
concerns were not with the mercenary phenomenon but with the
plight of their city-state and in some ways the Greek world
generally. Mercenary service was, after all, one of many
concerns which they had. Isocrates opposed the expense
associated with Athenians payment for mercenaries.!” He also
opposed the character of the men hired by his state to serve,

but he did not condemn the service itself.!® He applauded

100 Pl Leg. 697 e.
101 Plut. Mor. 1043 c.
102 Isoc. VIIL.46.

103

Isoc. VIIL.79.
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the citizen hoplite.™ The foreign service was not what
Isocrates feared, but the fact that these men wandered outside
of their state for want of their daily bread and that they
gathered together in such great numbers that they created a
threat to the settled communities of the Greek world.!®
Demosthenes agreed with this position.!® He at least was
also realistic enough to recognise the necessity of the
mercenary’s existence in the armies of his state, particularly
armies that had to serve overseas.!?” Aeneas Tacticus,
paranoid as he was regarding outsiders, makes no real effort
to prevent his readers from hiring mercenaries in the first
place. Indeed, mercenaries appear in his treatise as an
accepted part of the siege preparations for defenders and
attackers alike.

Wage-earning was viewed as dishonourable by the elites in
antiquity. Wage-earning meant a loss of independence and an
acknowledgement of lower status. When Demosthenes refers to
Nicias as the hireling - misthotos - of Chabrias he does not
mean to incite shame for the overseas service which the two

men had done in Egypt, but from the notion that one man was

104

Isoc. VIIL48.
105 Isoc. IV.168.
106 Dem. Ep. 9.9.10.
107

Dem. V.28-9.
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hired for pay by the other.!®

Again in the case of Homer'’s
aristocrats there was certainly no shame in the gifts and
alliance between Achilles and Agamemnon which ensured the
former’s loyalty to the latter. Both men would have been
horrified if these gifts had been likened to a wage. In
modern western societies the opposite is true. Wage-earning
and professionalism are not viewed as bad, but payment for
foreign service is. It was not the service for the foreign
powers that was at fault in antiquity, witness Plato and
Chrysippus, but the wage-earning.

Towards the end of the period considered by this thesis
Alexander’s Corinthian League outlawed Greeks from serving the
Great King during his Persian invasion. Alexander punished
the Greeks who took such service.!” He was not, however,
punishing them for being mercenaries. He was not even
punishing them for serving with the Great King. He was
punishing them for deliberately serving against him. Thus, he
punished only those men who had become mercenaries after the
war had begun. He hired into his army the remnants of Darius’
50,000 who surrendered to him in 330 B.C. without punishment
and under the same terms under which they had served the

King." He himself employed countless mercenaries in his

108 Dem. XIX.287.

109 Arr. Anab. 1.16.6; Plut. Mor. 181 a, Alex. XVI.

110 Arr. Anab. 111.23.8, 24 4.
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Asian campaigns.

As this work notes, a change can be detected during the
reigns of Philip and Alexander in the nature of military
service. These commanders won their battles with Macedonian
professionals. All scholars agree that mercenaries played a
large role in Alexander’s campaigns. Parke notes that that
role was limited primarily to separate expeditions, garrison
duties and founding colonies.!!! Griffith notes that
mercenary service in the age of Alexander was ‘no longer a
bare livelihood; it had become an adventure and a short cut to

fortune. ' 112

By the later fourth century, the professional
soldier had replaced the amateur as the major contestant on
the battlefield, just as the kingdom had replaced the polis as
the primary feature of Greek - or Hellenistic - political
life. Parke identifies this point etymologically.® 1In the
period before 322 B.C. the citizen soldier was called a
stratiotes and the mercenary needed to be identified by a
different and special term. After the Lamian war it is the
citizen who needs the special term and the professional, more
often than not a mercenary, who is referred to as simply a

soldier - stratiotes or pezos. Thus professional warfare had

become the norm and gained respectability as other areas of

m Parke 1933, 192-5.

12 Griffith 1935, 21.

u3 Parke 1933, 209.
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life became specialised and professional. This latter trend
is notable throughout the fourth century. The citizen amateur
was a thing of the past.

The wars of the successors did little to enhance the
reputation of the professional soldier and therefore the
mercenary. Historians identify a number of reasons why this
was the case. The destruction of the enemy became detrimental
to the mercenaries’ future employment. Such destruction might
bring an end to a campaign, and this would mean the end of
service and therefore of payment. Professional soldiers must
have hoped for lucrative and safe postings, like garrison
duties, rather than arduous campaigns against distant
opponents. The ease with which mercenaries might be induced
to change sides, as happened to Eumenes at Gabiene, or to turn
and flee while facing superior odds also proved detrimental to
their image in the Hellenistic world.!" Finally the baggage
train (aposkeue) of the armies of the successors became the
end rather than the means of warfare.!™ There can be little
doubt that these post-Alexandrian images influenced later
historians who wrote about mercenaries. This influence must
have contributed to the climate in which the historians who
wrote under the shadow of the growing power of Rome considered

the problems of Greek history.

114 Diod. XIX.40.

s Parke 1933, 207; Griffith 1935, 50-1.



50

Roman Republican citizens were amateurs like their Greek
predecessors. The Romans had the aristocratic anti wage-
earning ethos of the Greeks. Cato’s work on agriculture

16  1n spite

begins with a condemnation of working for merces.
of the fact that Romans are never found serving as mercenaries
themselves, they still had the word for mercenary -
mercenarius - and they used such mercenaries in their
campaigns. In some senses the auxilia were mercenaries with
long term contracts. The absence of Romans serving foreign
commanders is attributable to the success of Roman Republican
arms, the regularity with which Rome went to war in the
period, and the plunder that could be taken following Roman
standards. Each gave Romans no reason to seek service
elsewhere. Greeks writing under Roman power, notably Diodorus
Siculus and his successor Plutarch, both moralise about the
disreputable nature of mercenaries and mercenary service.!V
By this time Rome had established an empire with an army of
professionals. These professionals were drawn from the Roman
citizen body and from Roman subjects and allies. The concept
that military service for money went along with one’s
citizenship was well established by Plutarch’s day.

The perjorative view of Greek mercenaries illustrated in

the Greek sources from the Roman period comes from a number of

116 Cato, Agr. L.1.

17 For examples sce Diod. XV.61.1-3 and Plut. Ages. XXXVI-XXXVIL.
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perspectives. Romans viewed the Greeks as a defeated people
by the first century B.C. The philhellenism demonstrated by
Flamininus in the early second century B.C. had soured. Roman
perceptions of Greek infidelities and ‘squabbling’ had

resulted in bloody and violent upheavals on the Greek

mainland. The Greek philosophers and teachers of rhetoric
offended Roman conservative opinion. Romans saw Greeks as
seemingly non-patriotic. They had plenty of historical

illustrations to draw upon. The activities of pragmatic Greek
generals in their internecine wars of the fourth century
showed rapacious individuals aiming at private gain. The
complex international diplomacy of the Roman congquests in
which all of the larger powers of the Greek world, at least
from a Roman perspective, acted with little consistency or
loyalty demonstrated ‘Greek faith.’ It comes as 1little
surprise that the Greek mercenary was viewed in a poor light.
Whether as soldier of fortune or as careless adventurer, the
ambiguous image of the mercenary has its roots in classical

antiquity.
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WHO WERE GREEK MERCENARIES

52
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INTRODUCTION

Gisgo (in 341 B.C.) sailed across with a fleet of
seventy ships. His force also included a force of
Greek mercenaries; the Carthaginians had never
before hired Greek soldiers, but by now they had
come to admire them as irresistible troops and by
far the most warlike anywhere.

Plutarch, Timoleon, XXX.

The foregoing chapter has discussed the importance of
mercenaries in the general circumstance of Greek history and
historiography. What follows is an examination of who these
Greek mercenaries were. Important in this analysis are the
regions and cities from which they came; the positions they
held, political as well as economic, in their respective
societies; the kind of troops that they were, hoplites,
peltasts or specialist light troops; veterans or new recruits;
old men or young. All of this will develop a clear picture of
the integral relationship between what might be termed
mercenary service and the eastern Mediterranean in the middle

of the first millenium B.C.

MERCENARY TERMS
The Greek word for a soldier was stratiotes. 1In the last
chapter the neutrality of this term was noted. The term
carried no meaning in the text, nor did it define the type of
soldier on the battlefield. In order to be more specific the
Greeks defined types of soldiers by the kind of equipment that

they employed; hoplites, archers, and peltasts are all
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examples. When it came to describing mercenaries the nouns
employed also might denote a relationship between the soldier
and either his equipment or, more tellingly, his employer.

A common and early term for a mercenary and one that
illustrates the point of relationship to a man’s equipment or
livelihood is doryphoros, or more literally spear-bearer.!
This seems to have been a standard word for a bodyguard, but
it clearly defined the relationship that the man’s spear had
to his livelihood. The doryphoros, as the term denotes, was
not necessarily a mercenary. As was often the case doryphoroi
could be hired locally to defend the body of a tyrant of the
city-state from which they came.? It might just as easily be
translated as a professional spearman.

Epikouros, literally helper or assistant, is not a
specific term used of a mercenary. Parke describes it as an
‘euphemism’ to disguise the pejorative nature of the soldier
who received remuneration for service.® Homer appears to have
used the term to refer to an ally.* Epikouros is the most
common word used for Greek mercenaries in the Archaic period.

‘I shall be called an epikouros like a Carian!’ the poet

RE. vol. V, 1579 s.v. doryphoros; LSJ 144.

2 Ephorus, FGrH frag. 179; Thuc. VI.15.3; Arist. Ath. Pol. XVII1.3 and 4. Ar. Eq. 448. Xen. Hiero, V1.5, for doryphoroi
as Dionysius’ bodyguards specifically.

3 Parke 1933, 13. Parke does not cite Plutarch, but could easily have done so, as Plut. Sol. XV. 2-3 notes that the Athenians

used euphemisms to cover up the ‘ugliness’ of things with ‘auspicious and kindly terms.’

4 Lavelle 1989, 36.
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Archilochus sings in the seventh century.’ Hermippus cites a
proverb in which ‘epikouroi from Arcadia’ are listed as
Athenian imports.S Herodotus uses this term all but
exclusively to describe mercenaries.’” Thucydides uses this
word more than any other to describe mercenaries. It should
be noted that the majority of its use comes in the first four
books of his history.® The term epikouros all but disappears
in the histories written after the later fifth century B.C.
Xenophon is a case in point. He uses the term only twice in
the Anabasis, a work devoted to mercenaries.’ On both of
these occasions the word is used not as a noun, but as a verb,
and not to describe the profession of a soldier, but to
describe aid given to soldiers suffering from medical
disorders. Xenophon’s Hellenica is no different. On only one
occasion is the term used as a noun for mercenaries.!® On all
other occasions it serves as a word denoting aid, succour or

assistance.! Arrian uses epikouros only as a reference to

Dicehl, 40.

Hermippus. frag. 63 (Kock. 1, 243).

Hdt. 1.64.2, 154.4, 1.152.14, 163.2-3, 168.12, 1M1.4.2, II.11.3, 11.12, 45.14, 54.6, 145.15, 146.13-19, V1.39.14,
VII.189.3.

Thuc. 1.115.4,11.33.1, 70.3, 79.3, 111.18.1, 34.2, 73, 85.3, IV .46.2, 129.3, 130.3, 131.3, V1.55.3, 58.2, VII1.25.2, 28 4,
38.3.

Xen. An. IV.5.13, V.8.21.

10 Xen. Hell. VIL.1.23

1 Xen. Hell. IV.6.3, 83, V183, 5.40, 47, VIL4.6.
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aid received rather than to a type of soldier.?
A term which appears to refer to mercenaries in the later

3 This word could denote a

fifth century B.C. is xenos.!
foreigner or a stranger. It usually referred to a Greek from
another city-state. It might also refer to a guest-friend, a
foreigner bound to a family and household not by ties of
blood, but by bonds of hospitality and reciprocity. P.
Gauthier has recently argued that in inscriptions dealing with
the Delian league the Athenians of the mid-fifth century B.C.

4 In spite of this

referred to their subject-allies as xenoi.!
the Athenian historian Xenophon used the term exclusively of
the mercenaries who served with him under Cyrus the Younger in
the attempted coup of 401 B.C. All of the 13,000 Greeks who
fought at Cunaxa cannot have been the guest friends of Cyrus!
Like epikouros there is a certain euphemistic quality to the
term xenos. How much better was it to be a guest friend of
the Great King’s brother than a hired helper?

The xenikon, a term derived from xenos was used to denote
a body of mercenaries. This term found particular favour in
the fourth century when used to denote the group of

mercenaries hired by the Athenians for service in the

Corinthian war at the isthmus itself. They found fame under

2 Arr. Anab. V1.5.4.

13 RE. vol. 9a, pt. 2, 14423, s.v. xenos.

14 Gauthier 1971, 44-79; Finley 1954, 104-5. Finley notes the “confused symbolic’ of all dealings with strangers in the Greek
world and the resultant ambiguity of the terms that were used.
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Iphicrates and became known as the xenikon in Corinth.®
Xenik[as] is used only once in the Anabasis, but extensively
in the Hellenica. It is only once found in Arrian.'6
The term epikouros does not survive into the fourth
century as a word for a mercenary. Xenos is used often by
Aeneas the Tactician writing in the middle of the fourth
century.V Nevertheless, these terms are increasingly
replaced in the sources by a word first used by Thucydides for
mercenaries, but which was also used for any men who drew
regular pay from any source and for any service -
misthophoros.”® After Thucydides’ time and through the fourth
century misthophoros became the most common term for the
mercenary. Xenophon used it extensively in his Hellenica.
Those hired for money or persuaded to serve for pay -
misthotai and mistho peisantes - appear in both Herodotus and
Thucydides.?® The orators also use terms like hireling -
misthotos - to denigrate their political opponents.?

Diodorus’ Histories span the period (and beyond) discussd

15 Ar. Plt. 173; Parke 1933, 49-54,

16 Arr. Ana. 111.23.

17 Aen. Tact. X.21, XI1.2, XIIL1, 3, XVIIL14.

18 Thuc. 1.35.4, 1111093, VL.43.1, VIL57.3, 9, VILS8.3.

19 Xen. Hell. 1.4.30, I11.1.23, IV.2.5, 4.9, 14,

20 Hdt. 1.61.3; Thuc. 1.60, IV.80.5.

21 Dem. XIX.287.
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by this thesis. Diodorus wrote long after the fourth century
and was clearly influenced in his choice of terms by
subsequent phenomena. He uses the term misthophoros almost
exclusively, even though he must have followed the earlier
Greek historians who did not use such a word. An example
would be his choice of misthophoroi over xenoi in discussing
those accompanying Xenophon on the Anabasis of 401 B.C.%
When he does use xenos, it appears with the notation that such
men were paid.®? Arrian also wrote long after the events he
describes. He too uses misthophoros prolifically, although
not exclusively. Arrian uses xenos in conjunction with
misthophoros - foreign wage-earners. It is a phrase found
only twice before in the Greek texts, in a speech delivered by
Demosthenes in 351 B.C. and by Aeneas Tacticus.®*® It is a
term which is remarkable in its similarity to the meaning of
a modern mercenary, for it incorporates elements of both
foreign service and professional remuneration.

It seems that a succession of terms was applied to the
Greek mercenary from the seventh to the fourth century B.C.?
Specifically there was a development from the euphemistic

assistant or epikouros to the more practical and specific wage

z Diod. XIV.19.3.
B Diod. XV1.28.2.
2%
Dem. V.28; Aen. Tact. XIL2.
25

Parke 1933, 20-21. Parke notes this transition briefly by citing the replacement of helper with ‘wage-earning peltast.”
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earner - misthophoros. Xenos appears only to have served
without qualification as a generic term for Xenophon in his
Anabasis and might perhaps be seen as a euphemism in itself,
a point that should not be lost when assessing the reasons for
the change of terminology.

The reasons for the transition begin with the meaning of
epikouros. The verbal form means to give aid, to help and to
protect. It neither has a military connotation, nor does it
define any specific relationship, whether between individuals,
national or financial. When Herodotus uses the term he has to
use qualifications to denote a relationship between the
epikouros and another person. Thus on two occasions he has to
note that epikouroi were paid.?

Thucydides, unlike Herodotus, was familiar with and used
the term wage-earner.? He 1leaves himself free to use
epikouros in other ways. Thus, when he uses the term, it
appears to represent allies rather than mercenaries.® He is
still not totally converted to the term wage-earner, because
on one occasion epikouroi are also misthosamenoi - hired for
pay.? Thucydides’ literary successors abandoned epikouros as

a noun. Xenophon illustrates this better than others in his

26 Hdt. 1.154.4, IT1.45.14; this point is made by Lavelle 1989, 36.

27 Thuc. 1.35.4, 111.109.2, V1.43, VIL57, VIL 58.

% Thuc. 1.115.4. He uses the word to denote aid 132.1, 5, 33.1. He also juxtaposes the term with misthophoros, 1.35.4,

2 Thuc. IV.52.2.
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Hellenica and Anabasis. The orators use epikouros in the

sense of help and assistance, in defense, legally, medically

or for friendship.¥® Only once is it used as a term to denote
military assistance from auxiliaries.3

The most striking illustration of epikouros for mercenary

service is given by Plato. He calls the second tier of social

status in his Republic, the silver tier, epikouroi.32 It
makes clear that these men were neither to be paid nor to come
from outside of the state. He has ﬁo use the term in
conjunction with ‘hired’ to imply a separate meaning.® The
word had developed and was not able to represent the mercenary
soldier. 1In the Nicomachian Ethics Aristotle used the term
epikouria for the concept of assistance rather than mercenary
service.*

Misthophoros literally means a wage-earner and is derived
from the word misthos - wage. This wage could be paid in
land, favours or coin.¥ Coins in the Greek world were

relatively new in the late fifth century, and the payment of

30 Iscc. IV. 168, XI. 22, Ep. 9.79; Dem. XX1.99, 205, IL.50, LVIIL61.
i Isoc. XIX. 38.

2 PL Resp. 415 2.

33 PL. Resp. 419 a 10.

u

Arist. Nic. Eth. VIIL.13.11, 14.2, 4.

3 See RE. vol. XV, 2078-95. Misthos literally means wage. Misthos was paid to members of Athenian juries and to public
workers, generally in obols or drachmas. See ch.IV.170-173.
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regular wages in coin would also have been novel.* A wage-
earner need not have been a military man, but anyone in
receipt of regular wages. In the Athens of the late fifth
century this could be anyone on state business: a juryman, a
public temple-builder, a Delian League commissioner, a
soldier, or a sailor.¥ The growth of the Athenian league
meant a growth in the number of people earning regular wages

from the Athenian state.®

The sources demonstrate a steady
development of misthos paid to Athenian citizens throughout
the fifth century. At the same time there would no doubt have
been a growth in the acceptance of the term misthophoros. Its
use appears therefore in Thucydides who was writing in 431
B.C. and later, but not in Herodotus whose subject matter, at
least, pre-dates 479 B.C.¥ Humphries has tried to
demonstrate that the Great Peloponnesian War may have acted as
a catalyst in the movement of Athenian citizen farmers away
from incomes derived from their land towards state income -
misthophoria - generated by the Athenian empire.® If this

thesis is correct, it would certainly support the position

that the term misthophoros appears in the sources at the right

36 The appearance of coins in Attica is ascribed by some to the early sixth century and by others to a much later date. The
debate hinges around whether a passage in Plutarch, Sol., can be believed or not. Those who follow the numismatic evidence favour a later date,
about 520-10 B.C. Aristotle, Pol. 1274 a 9, claims that state pay was a relatively recent development in his day.

37 Parke 1933, 231. Parke cites Lysias, XXVIL1 and 2. See also Burke 1992, 215, n.63.

38 Humphries 1979, 14-16; Burke 1992, 2167, n.73.

» Thuc. I11.17.4 used it of remuneration of Athenians besieging Potideia in 428 B.C.

Humphries 1979, 14, 16-7, 24.
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time and supersedes other terms for mercenaries through the
fourth century.

Another reason for the growth of the term misthophoros
was military rather than economic. The development of year-
round campaigning during the Peloponnesian Wars of the latter
half of the fifth century B.C. forced the state to require
professionals. Thucydides plainly means regular wages when he
uses the term misthophorlan] . Xenophon uses this word in
the same way.? Both writers are pivotal in the transition of
terminology from assistant to wage-earner. It is obvious that
regular wages and professional service go hand in hand. It is
safe to conclude that professionalisation of military service
in the period around 401 B.C. created the need for clearer
terminology in the Greek world.

At the same time that misthophoros was becoming the
accepted term for mercenaries in the Greek world there is
evidence of an explosion in the numbers of Greeks in overseas
service in the eastern Mediterranean. This explosion may also
explain the use of less euphemistic terms than ‘helpers’ and
‘guest-friends.’ Such great numbers of men prepared to lay
down their lives at the prospect of regular wages cannot have
warranted such imprecise terminology.

A final point dealing with the notion of remuneration and

4 Thue. 1.35.1, V1.24.3.

a2 Xen. An. V.6.23, 26, VI.1.16, VIL.1.3.
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the implied relationship between individuals that this
conjures up needs discussion. The concept of a wage carried
with it a pejorative connotation in antiquity. It implied
income earned from labouring for another person and was not
honourable for a free-man. It denied a free man both
eleutheria and autarcheia. In this sense the orators use
words that derive from wage or hire frequently. Misthotos is
a good example of this and is used with derogatory venom
against Demosthenes’ opponents.® The reverse is true in
Isaeus’ speech On The Estate of Menecles.* Here the speaker
mentions only that he took service with Iphicrates. The full
sense of the juxtaposition is well illustrated. The Iliad’s
warriors followed other men to Troy to take service in the
same way. The term misthophoros was perjorative. Terms like
xenos and epikouros disguised the real relationship between
the mercenary and his employer. Xenophon, therefore,
describes all the Greeks serving with him on the anabasis
either as xenoi or simply as soldiers or hoplites. He
reserves the term misthoporos for the mercenaries who fought
against them on the campaign.® Despite this he notes that

his men - xenoi - were paid misthos. He disguised their real

43 Dem. XIX. 287.

Isze. II. 6.

45
misthophoroi.

Xen. An. IV.3.4, 4,18, VI1.8.15. See also Xen. An. 1.4.3, for 400 Greeks who deserted Abrocomas described as
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nature with another euphemism.% He does nothing of the sort
for others and uses the more perjorative term throughout his
Hellenica.

Historians have long argued over the meaning of the terms
used by Arrian for Alexander’s mercenaries. Arrian uses both
xenoi and misthophoroi. Berve believes that when Arrian uses
the term xenoi in any context, he means the original
mercenaries who came from Greece with Alexander and xenoi-
misthophoroi refers to such men.¥ Parke doubted the truth of
this and Griffith challenged it, claiming that while it was
logical until the battle of Gaugamela, it did not hold up to
scrutiny for the Macedonian battle line described by Arrian at
Gaugamela.® He went further to suggest that it was an overly
elaborate way of making a military distinction. Griffith has
demonstrated that Berve 1is incorrect. Arrian mentions
misthophoroi too early and uses both terms indiscriminately.?®
What is interesting is that xenoi misthophoroi are separated
from the Greek misthophoroi at the battle of Gaugamela.® Was
there meant to be a difference between Greek wage-earners and

foreign wage-earners in Arrian’s source? It is possible that

46 Xen. An. 12.11-12.

4 Berve 1926, 144.

48 Parke 1933, 188-90; Griffith 1935, 16, 29; Arr. Anab. II1.9.4, 12.2, 13.34.
9 Arr. Anab. 5.1, 9.1.

50

Arr. Anab. 111.9.4.
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Arrian sought for a more accurate term than the professional
soldier to describe Alexander’s mercenaries.

The trend in terminology away from euphemisms coincides
with developments in the Greek world which removed the soldier
from those who farmed the land. There followed a period of
transition in the later fifth century B.C. and then the
eventual professionalisation and specialisation of the Greek
world in the fourth century. This created a world in which
all soldiers were professionals, and accordingly the sources
makes it all but impossible to distinguish the citizen soldier
from the mercenary and the purely professional soldier. This
transition can be traced etymologically from the helper and
assistant to the wage-earner on the battlefields of the

eastern Mediterranean.

PROVENANCE

Greek mercenaries came from all the regions of the Greek
world. In the section which follows, the Greek world has been
divided into seven geographically related, but artificial
areas. The first and foremost of these is the Peloponnese.
This region provided by far the largest number of mercenaries
that the sources record in the period from 500-322 B.C.; the
most prominent part of the Peloponese in the sources is
Arcadia. The next most prolific area is central Greece; this
includes Attica, Boeotia, Aetolia (prominent as a mercenary

supplier in the third century B.C., but not nearly so
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important in the fourth), Thessaly and Phocis. The Greek
islands form the third area, notable for Crete’s provision of
specialist troops and for the proximity of islands like Rhodes
and Cyprus to Persia and Egypt. Asia Minor is the fourth
region. The first Greek mercenaries hailed from this region,
but there are surprisingly few found in service after the rise
of the Persian empire. The western parts of the Greek world,
Sicily and Italy, are the fifth region. A collection of
states under the heading of the north form the sixth region,
this represents the northern Aegean and includes the area from
Chalcidice to the Chersonesus. The last area represents the

city-states of Africa; Cyrene and those in Egypt.

THE PELOPONNESE

By far the largest number of Greek mercenaries in the
sources originated from the Greek mainland, principally from
the Peloponnese. The first Peloponnesians who were persuaded
by pay on the mainland appear in Herodotus, when a group of
Arcadians approached the Great King Xerxes after the battle of
Thermopylae because they had nothing.’ Thucydides notes that
Arcadians were persuaded by pay into service.® The
Corinthians sent out a force of volunteers from Corinth itself

along with men persuaded by pay from the rest of the

2 Hdt. VIIL26.

52 Thuc. 1.60.
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Peloponnese.”® In 424 B.C. Brasidas had Peloponnesians who
were persuaded by pay.* The people of Mende received aid
from Peloponnesians who were there to ‘aid them.’%® Finally
the Spartans employed the epikouroi of the Persian Amorges.
There is a strong implication that the Spartans hired these
men because they were Peloponnesians.®
Peloponnesians formed the nucleus of the army of Cyrus
the Younger. Cyrus was determined to hire men from the
Peloponnese ‘of the best sort’ from the outset.’” At least
6,700 of the 13,000 man army gathered by Cyrus came from this
region. Many of these came with Cyrus’ xenoi on the Greek
mainland and seven hundred with the Spartan general
Chirisophus.® Peloponnesians made up a sizable proportion of
the participants known by name on this campaign described by
Xenophon. Of fifteen named generals twelve were from the
Peloponnese. Fifteen of twenty eight captains were also from
this region and of the thirteen known enlisted men there were
seven from the Peloponnese.

Peloponnesians also served Dionysius I the tyrant of

53

Thuc. IV.129.3
4 Thuc. IV.80.5.
33 Thuc. IV.123, 132.
56 Thuc. VIIL28.4.
51 Xen. 4n. 116

38 Xen. An. 1.3.3.
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Syracuse throughout his career in Sicily. Dionysius hired
mercenaries from the Lacedaimonians in the Peloponnese.® On
a number of occasions Dionysius sent men with ample funds to
recruit mercenaries in the Peloponnese.® The Peloponnesians
under the tyrant may have numbered in excess of 20-30,000 at

any one time.®

Clearly Sicily was a region that was ripe for
mercenaries. Dionysius’ primary reason for hiring great
numbers of mercenaries from the Peloponnese was to wage a
defensive war against the Carthaginians on the island. 1In
response to Dionysius’ success the Carthaginians also sent to
‘Europe’ to recruit mercenaries.® It was not until after the
Crimisus did were they convinced to hire in the Peloponnese.
Alexander also sent to the Peloponnese to collect soldiers.®
The fact that Peloponnesians served in his mercenary forces is
well attested.®

The most numerous of Peloponnesians who served in the

fifth and fourth centuries were those from Arcadia.

Inscriptions demonstrate that Arcadians had relations with

59

Diod. XIV.44.12.

& Diod. XIV.58.1.

61 Diod. XV.17.3; Parke 1933, 68. Parke bases this figure on Diod. XV1.47.7.
62 Diod. XIV.47.3.

6 Diod. XVI.81.4; Plut. Tim. XXX.

64 Arr. Anab. 1.24.2, 11.20.5.

65

Arr. Anab. 1.17.8.
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foreign dynasts in the fifth century.® It has been noted
that by the later fifth century the Arcadians had become
proverbial mercenaries.’ Xenophon makes Lycomedes say that
whenever anyone wants to hire mercenaries they hire Arcadians
because they were both the most numerous of Greek peoples and
the most warlike.® This point is illustrated by a faction in
Notium which called in epikouroi from Arcadia.® The
mercenary traditions of Arcadians can be identified
specifically in the Persian wars.”” Mantineans served with
both sides at Syracuse.” Misthophoroi of Arcadia were
engaged by the Corinthians in the Great war.”

The fifth century traditions were given full expression
by the great numbers of Arcadians who served with Xenophon and
Cyrus in 401 B.C. Arcadia provided more hoplites than any
other single region on the anabasis. The city-states of
Parrhasia, Stymphalus, Methydrium, Mantinea, Epitalia,

Orchomenus and Lusi were all represented.” Xenophon says

66 Tod 93, for reference to seven Arcadians slain in a day by a Lycian dynast. The commentator accepts that they were in
Persian service. SEG XXXVII 676, for an epitaph to Pantias of Tegea whom the commentator concludes served with Leucon the ruler of
Panticapacum. See also Hicks and Hill 136, for an honorary decree set up by Arcadian mercenaries to Leucon.

67 Hermippus, frag 63 (Kock. 1.243). Hermippus wrote as early as 430 B.C.

68 Xen. Hell. VIL.1.23.
® Thue. 1342,

7 Hdt. VIIL27.

n Thue. VIL19, VIL57.
7 Thuc. VILS8.

73

Xen. 4An. VI1.4.18.
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that more than half the army were Arcadians and Achaeans.™
J. Roy estimates that there were some 4,000 Arcadian hoplites
with the army.” Of all those whom Xenophon names on the
anabasis two thirds are from Arcadia. Notably only four of
the fifteen strategoi were Arcadians. The disproportionate
nature of this figure combined with the small number of
captains named is worthy of discussion.

Clearly some of Cyrus’ soldiers, and therefore some
Arcadians, had served with him as garrison troops before.
Xenias, from Parrhasia in Arcadia, commanded the mercenary

6  Arcadians

force in the Ionian cities under Cyrus’ auspices.
served as both hoplites and peltasts; the 1latter were
commanded by Aischines the Acarnanian.” Arexion the Arcadian
accompanied the expedition as a soothsayer.”

After 399 B.C. Arcadians as a group distinct £from
Peloponnesians are not heard of again in the sources. Many of
them must have stayed with the remnants of Cyrus’ army in
Spartan service in Asia Minor during Agesilaus’ campaigns.

There is a question mark over whether they found service as

mercenaries after the foundation of the Arcadian league in 369

74 Xen. An. V1.2.10.

7 Roy 1967, 308,

76 Xen. dn. 12.1.

Xen. An. IV .8.18.

8 Xen. An. V14.13
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B.C. They are not specifically mentioned as serving with the
great mercenary commanders of the fourth century B.C., notably
the Phocians and Philip in the 350s and 340s or Alexander and
Darius III in the 330s B.C. It is possible that a nationalism
‘engendered by the new Arcadian league and the 10,000 strong
assembly-cum-army that it heralded made Arcadians stay in the
Peloponnese and not leave to seek service elsewhere. There is
one exception which dates to the mid-fourth century B.C. from
Thrace and refers to Arcadians in service overseas, but it is
not certain that they were mercenaries.”

Apart from the Arcadians other specific groups from the
Peloponnese served as mercenaries. The largest group of
soldiers present on the anabasis after the Arcadians were
those from Achaea. Roy estimates perhaps 2,000 went on the
expedition.® The named Achaeans are numerically well
represented amongst the senior staff, but not one enlisted man
is named by Xenophon. This is hardly surprising, as Xenophon
has a propensity to name officers rather than men. Like
Arcadians, Achaeans are not mentioned again as serving as
mercenaries until Diodorus lists the troops of Alexander at
Gaugamela.¥ Diodorus is clear that all the mercenaries who

fought with Alexander in the battle were Achaians. This is

» Dittenberg. SIG 1.3.209. See also Tod 93, for seven Arcadians in overseas service.

Roy 1967, 308.

81 Diod. XVILS7.4.
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difficult to substantiate and Griffith seems to have the
answer in suggesting that there was an error made in copying
the text.® It remains, however, difficult to believe that
Achaeans did not serve overseas between the 390s and 331 B.C.
It is equally difficult to explain why Achaeans would have
ceased to serve overseas. The Achaean league did not appear
until after the time of Alexander the Great, and inscriptions
from this period demonstrate that Achaeans still served as
mercenaries.

Lacedaemonians who were also Spartiates did not serve as
mercenaries.® Spartan kings and officers, however, developed
a tradition of overseas service. Due to the limited human
resources of Sparta they found themselves increasingly in
command of allies and mercenaries through the fifth and fourth
centuries. Spartan law prevented Spartiates from serving
outside of Laconia without the permission of the Ephors.¥%

Apart from the generals about whom there is more known,
Xenophon mentions two Laconians serving with the Ten
Thousand.® The latter, Dexippus, was a perioikos, but the
former’s status is not defined. Another Laconian at the court

of the Thracian Seuthes killed Dexippus. Xenophon clearly

8 Griffith 1935, 17, following Diod. XVII.57.4 and Arr. Angb. I11.12.2. The confusion lies with the words archoioi used
by Arrian and Achaioi by Diodorus as Griffith considers the possibility that a misreading occurred at some point in antiquity.

8 Xen. An. 1.4.3, notes that Chirisophus was sent to Cyrus in an official capacity.
u Isoc. XI. 18.
85

Xen. 4An. IV.1.18, V.1.15.
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wished to distinguish these men from the other Lacedaemonians
who were on the expedition who seem to be or to once have been
Spartiates. Clearchus was a Lacedaemonian exile. The other
Spartans on the expedition were exiles like Dracontius.®

After the success of Gylippus, Spartans appear in Sicily
in the 1later fifth and through the fourth centuries as
adventurers hoping to set themselves up as tyrants. Pharax
and Gaesylus are good examples of this.¥ They have to be
seen as individuals more ‘on the make’ than on mercenary
service. The rule that prevented Spartans from leaving
Laconia without permission of the Ephors must have curtailed
the number Spartans overseas. Dionysius I  hired
‘Lacedaemonians, ' but these must be Peloponnesians rather than
Spartan citizens.® By the mid-fourth century the mounting
problems confronting the Spartan state in the Peloponnese must
have eventually prevented Spartiates from exercising influence
abroad.

Egypt and Sparta had a special relationship. Plutarch
insists that Agesilaus was acting as a mercenary in Egypt on
his campaigns there.® He must have taken Peloponnesians with

him who were mercenaries serving for pay. Diodorus describes

Xen. An. IV.8.26.
8 Plut. Dion, 48-9 for Gaesylus. Plut. Tim. 11 for Pharax. Gaesylus hoped to emulate Gyllipus.
8 Diod. XIV.44.2 for an example of the use of Lacedacmonians when he means Peloponnesian or even Greeks, see also Diod.
XIV.22.34.
8

Plut. Ages. XXXVI.
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Lamius the Spartan serving in the revolt of Nectanebo.¥®
Finally Polyaenus preserves the name of Gastron, a Spartan
commander in Egypt, but gives no date.” Parke implies that
this man continued in service after the departure of
Agesilaus.” If Gastron remained in Egypt to fight in a
private capacity he may have been a mercenary.

Messenia, to the west of Laconia, provided mercenaries
for Dionysius I. A force of 3,000 escaped the Spartans and
fled to Sicily in 399 B.C., and a further group went to Cyrene
and joined the forces of exiles there.® Only one Messenian
is named in the sources, Aristomenes who served with
Dionysius.® The Messenians found in service were men who had
fled the Spartans and had nowhere else to go. After the
destruction of the Spartan land empire Messenians are not
mentioned in mercenary service abroad again. As with their
northern neighbours the Arcadians, they were left with an
independence and a tradition to defend against further Spartan
intervention after 369 B.C.

Corinthians served Agesilaus in Asia Minor.® The only

Diod. XV.48.2.
9

Polyaenus, Straz. 11.16.1.
2 Parke 1933, 112,
%3 Diod. XIV.34.3.
s Polyaenus, Straz, 11.31.
9

Plut. Ages. 21.
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named Corinthian mercenary, however, is found on an
inscription from Egypt dated to 362/1 B.C.% It is to be
noted that not one Corinthian is attested in any of the major
campaigns of the fourth century. Corinthians attended Dion,
Timoleon and were members of Philip’s and Alexander’s
hetaireia.”

Other Peloponnesians specifically mentioned in the
sources include four who are named from Elis. Two of these
Eleans served with Cyrus.® The third, Alcias, led one
hundred and fifty Eleans for Alexander into Asia.® The
fourth was Psaumis who appeared in Sicily early in the fifth
century to found the city of Camarina.'® A Tegean served in
Leucon’s kingdom in the early fourth century,!” and one each
is attested from Sicyon, Megara and Asine.!® Finally,

Xenophon mentions a group of Aenianians in service with

Cyrus. !0

% CIG IIN. 4702; Hicks and Hill 122,

g Diod. XV1.73 and Plut. Tim. 29, refer to Demaratus of Corinth who found service with several prominent figures in his
lifetime.

98

Xen. An. 11.2.20, V1.4.9-10.

» Arr. Anab. 1.29.4

100 Pindar, Ol. V; Diod. XI.71.5-6; Demand 1993, 55.

lo1 SEG XXXVII, 676 is an epitaph of Pantias, a Tegean, in the service of Leucon I of Thrace (38949 BC).

102 Xen. An. 1.4.6, for Pasion the Megarian. 111.4.47, for Soteridas of Sicyon. V.3.4, for Neon of Asine.

103

Xen. An. VI.1.7.
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The citizens of Argos are singularly under-represented
among the major Peloponnesian states in service abroad. Only
one Argive exile is noted by the sources.® It might be
worth noting that 1,000 Argives helped Pisistratus to win the
battle of Pallene and establish his tyranny at Athens in the
middle of the sixth century.!® No doubt the internecine wars
with Sparta left Argive citizens with onerous obligations in
defense of their land and the deaths of 6,000 Argives at the
hands of Cleomenes in 494 B.C. must have left them with little
superfluous population to become mercenaries either from need

or desire in the fifth century.

CENTRAL GREECE
By far the most prolific numbers of mercenaries from
central Greece came from Attica. Almost a fifth of all named
mercenaries came from Attica prior to 322 B.C. Most Athenian
‘mercenaries’ were commanders. These were the great generals

of international politics in the fourth century: Xenophon,

Iphicrates, Chares, Chabrias and Leosthenes. Ordinary
Athenians also £fought abroad. The vast majority of the
information was written by Athenians. Historians 1like

Xenophon were more likely to remember men from Athens who took

service abroad, and the orators are almost exclusive in their

104 Xen An. IV.2.13.

105 Hdt. 1.61.3. Parke 1933, 7, thinks they need not have been mercenaries as they all came from Argos.
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Atheno-centricity. In the fourth century Athenians used
mercenaries extensively. The sources are prone to vagueness;
when they note the peltasts of the Athenians they could easily
mean Athenians who were peltasts or (perhaps more accurately)
peltasts in the pay of Athenians. If the former were the case
and Athenians were serving as peltasts under the likes of
Iphicrates, then the numbers of Athenian mercenaries would be
drastically augmented.!%®
Before 401 B.C. Athenians did not appear as mercenaries
for anyone. No doubt it would be naive to suggest any reason
other than the combination of the imperial demands of the
state and the ability of the state to employ all of its
citizens in one capacity or another. Xenophon records eight
Athenians serving with Cyrus in 401 B.C. While this is a high
percentage of named individuals, ZXenophon may well have
remembered his fellow Athenians more readily. An Arcadian
hoplite is made to say that Athens provided no men for the
campaign.!” He might have meant that Athens provided no
contingents of men for the campaign. It appears that the
majority of Athenians present were either captains or
generals; only one attested man, Ariston, is not qualified as

an officer.108

106 Parke 1933, 48-57.

107 Xen. An. V1.2.10.

108 Xen. An. V.6.14. Nussbaum 1959, 21, believes that this man was an officer as he was sent as an ambassador of the army.
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Athenians are not found serving as groups or regiments
throughout the fourth century. Aeschines describes Atrometus
who fled the tyranny of The Thirty taking service in Asia.!®

110 Diodorus records

Dion took an Athenian to Syracuse.
individuals serving in Egypt and Persia.!!! Athenians in
Egypt are further attested by an inscription. A votive
monument to an Egyptian deity in the Delta lists the names of
men who had a relationship to an Egyptian pharaoh (probably
Tachos) in the fourth century." Half of the ten men named
on this document were Athenians. Commentators propose that
they served with Chabrias in the Delta in the 360s, but it is
equally possible that they played a role in his earlier
campaigns between 386 and 383 B.C.

Athenians also fought against Alexander at the Granicus,

113

and these must have served as a group. An Athenian embassy

asked Alexander for the release of Athenian survivors.

Charidemus, granted Athenian citizenship, began and ended his

4

career as a mercenary.'™ He died in Persian service after he

109 Aesch. 11.147.

110 Plut. Dion, 54, Tim. 11.

m Diod. XV.48.2; Isoc. Ep. 8.8.

112 CIG 11. 4702; Hicks and Hill 122. Hicks and Hill's commentary dates the inscription either in the 380s or the 360s.

13 Arr. Anab. 1.15.

14 F. Landucci Gattinoni, ‘I mercenari nella politica ateniesi dell” eti di Alessandro. I. Soldati e ufficiali mercenari ateniesi
al servizio della persia,” Ancient Society 25 1994, 33-61 has a general discussion of the themes of the mercenary’s interaction with Athenian politics.
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fled from Alexander.!® Pausanias records that Apollodorus,
an Athenian mercenary who had served Arsites the Satrap of
Hellespontine Phrygia, was buried in the Ceramicus.!’® His
place of burial confirms he was a citizen.

Forensic and political speeches circumstantially
illustrate the lives of ordinary Athenians who served others.
The two brothers in Isaeus II are well known examples.!! A
man called Nicostratus died overseas after eleven years of
service.® Astyphilus served ‘wherever else he heard of an
army being collected he went abroad holding command,’ and it
cannot be doubted that these latter were mercenary armies.!!
Demosthenes accuses two men - the ‘disgusting Nicias’ and
Epicrates - of being ‘the hirelings of Chabrias’ in service in
Egypt.”® Those who served Meidias received similar scorn.!#

It is interesting to note that the Athenians used
mercenaries extensively in the fourth century.'? 1Isocrates

expressed concern over the spectacle of Athenian citizen

115 Arr, Anab. 1.10.6.

116 Paus. 1.29.10.

17 Isaze. 1. 6. The speaker is the son of Eponymus.

18 Isae. IV.

119 Ise. IX. 14. This speech can be dated to 371-366 B.C. That Astyphilus was a mercenary is implied by his taking service
wherever and whenever he could.

120 Dem. XIX. 287.

121 Dem. XXI.139.

12 See generally Ober 1985 and specifically Munn 1993, 6 n.7, 28, 48-9, 55-7, 177-9.
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rowers watching professional infantrymen do their fighting for
them.'” There were Athenians who did fight, however, as the
brothers of 1Isaeus II and the survivors of Granicus
illustrate. Despite a reputation for complacency towards
military service which the Athenians had in the fourth
century, they are still found serving all over the
Mediterranean from the 380s to the 330s B.C. Even to the end
of the Lamian war men 1like Leosthenes provided military
experience founded in military and (possibly) Persian service.
If Worthington is correct his family had also experience of
mercenary service.!®

Thebans and Boeotians first appear in service with Cyrus
in 401 B.C. Xenophon lists three men from Boeotia, including
his friend Proxenus who was a general.'” Later in the fourth
century Theban power increased on the mainland. As a result
of this the Persian King asked the Thebans, as he was wont to
do of all Greek states in the fourth century, to send a
general and 5,000 men.” These men may well have been
Thebans, although the removal of their Theban commander for a

Persian replacement may suggest that they were not.?” A

123 Isoc. VIIL48.

124 Worthington 1987, 489-91, following /G I 1631 which reveals a Leosthenes active in Athenian politics. See also Diod.
XVIL111.12.

125

Xen. An. 1.1.11. Proxenus enlisted 1,000 men, it is not known how many were Boeotians; I1.1.26, V.6.19, 21, 25.

126 Diod. XV1.34; Dem. XXIIL183.

127 Parke 1933, 124.
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Boeotian appears on a votive inscription found in Egypt.!®
Diodorus mentions Lacrates who was a Theban commander besieged
at Pelusium during Artaxerxes’ invasion of Egypt.'” Clearly
therefore they fought on both sides at some point in the
conflict.
In the century following Alexander’s death Aetolia became
a traditional source of mercenaries. Aetolians appear
fleetingly before 322 B.C. Like many states they must have
produced a number not found in the sources. Thucydides notes
Aetolians hired to fight at Syracuse in 414 B.C.P® 1In the
middle of the fourth century Elis received a thousand elite
troops from the Aetolians.™  Arrian mentions Lycides an
Aetolian commanding mercenaries for Alexander to garrison
Egypt.  Finally, an Aetolian commanded the remnants of
Darius III's Greeks in the wilderness around the Caspian
Sea.!®
The Phocians gained infamy in the Third Sacred War by
their employment of large numbers of mercenaries ‘of the worst

sort.’ Nevertheless, apart from those who became mercenaries

128 CIG 111 4702; Hicks and Hill 122.
129 Diod. XV.49.1.

130 Thuc. VILS7.

131 Diod. XIV.15.1-2.

132 AT, Anab. 111.5.3; Parke 1933, 181.

133 Parke 1933, 185; Berve 1926, no. 230; Arr. Angb. I11.21.4; Curt. Ruf. V.9.15.
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after the war, only one Phocian mercenary is ever named,
Patron. Like Glaucus, he was a commander of the Greeks who
remained loyal to Darius until his death.®

Known Greek mercenaries from northern central Greece,
with only one exception, are found only with Cyrus. A
thousand hoplites arrived with Menon from Thessaly.!’®' He
brought with him five hundred peltasts from northern Greece:
Dolopians, Aenianians and Olynthians. Only two other

Thessalians are mentioned on the expedition.!*

Thessaly was
famous for its cavalry. There is nothing to show that
Thessalians served as mercenary cavalry, although they were a
crucial part of Philip’s alliances and Alexander’s invasion
army. Thessalian autocrats, on the other hand, were great
employers of mercenaries. Jason of Pherae was noted as having
the most powerful army on the mainland during his brief

133 Some of these men must have been Thessalians.

reign.
Pelopidas was able to hire men in Thessaly. West of Thessaly
were Acarnania and Ambracia. The latter provided one man who

served with Cyrus.™ Bianor the Acarnanian fought for the

134 Parke 1933, 185, Berve 1926, no. 612; Arr. Anab. 1I1.21.4; Curt. Ruf. V.9.15.
131 Xen. An. 1.2.6.

132 Xen. An. 1.1.10, V.8.23.

133 Xen. Hell. VL15.

134

Xen. 4n. V.6.16, V1.4.13.
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Great King against Alexander and escaped from Issus.™ Men
from the western coast of the Greek mainland joined both

136

Demosthenes and later Timoleon. Dion also found men

willing to serve him on his route to Sicily."

THE ISLANDS
The islands both in the Aegean and in the eastern
Mediterranean provided mercenaries from the end of the fifth
century through to the campaigns of Alexander. Islanders
served the Athenians as part of their naval empire, and there
are several instances of commanders in the fourth century,
particularly naval commanders, going to the islands to raise

3  Tn the classical and Hellenistic

the necessary manpower.
periods the island of Crete provided specialist mercenaries in
great numbers. Cretans were noted as archers. Rhodes was
another provider of specialist forces: namely slingers.

As an illustration of the importance of a reputation for
specialist mercenaries, Crete appears to have been the most

prolific of the islands in the provision of mercenaries. The

first attested Cretan mercenaries served in Egypt in the early

135 Arr. Anab. 11132,

136 Plut. Tim. XXX.

137 Diod. XV.31.7.

138 Xen. Hell. V1.2.11-12, Dem. L.24, XL.36.
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part of the fifth century B.C.™  Cretans may also have
served with Amyrtaeus in the later fifth century.® Cretans

fought for both sides at Syracuse 1in the 1late €£fifth

141

century. Clearchus had two hundred Cretan archers in his
service for Cyrus.¥ Cretans served here also as
hoplites. A Cretan is found serving with Agesilaus in Asia

Minor, perhaps a man who had served with Cyrus.  The
sources do not illustrate Cretans as mercenaries again until
Alexander invaded Asia. Here they formed a contingent of
archers in the Macedonian army.® Nearchus, a friend of the
Macedonian King was a Cretan who also led mercenaries for
146

him. A Cretan named Mnasicles, an experienced soldier,

deserted to the citizens of Cyrene.¥
Geographically Rhodes was perfectly placed for service in

both Egypt and Asia. Rhodians served with Cyrus. Xenophon

139 SEG XXVII, 1708 and 1709. These are graffiti found in the temple of Ramses I, dated to the early fifth century; Masson
1976, 305-6, no. 1, 307-8, 00.2.

140 Pedrizet and Lefebvre 1919, nos. 405 and 445. The authors note that it is possible these men were Boeotians, but given
the script and the date they conclude that they were probably Cretans.

141 Thuc. VIL57.

142 Xen. An. 1.2.9, 11.3.12, IV.2.28, 8.27. They were commanded by a Cretan.

143

Xen An. V.2.29
144 Xen. Hell. VIL5.10.

145 Arr. Angb. 1.8.4, 11.9.3, IIL5.6; Diod. XVIL57.4.
146

Arr. Anab. H1.7.2.

147 Diod. XVIL20.1,
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implies that the Rhodian hoplites carried slings as well.!®
Individual Rhodians are found serving in Egypt.'¥® They also
attained great power looking after the interests of the Great
King.™  The most famous of the Rhodian mercenaries who
achieved such status was Memnon whose family worked for the
Persians primarily against Macedon. His older brother
Mentor fought against the Persians before his Persian
service.™ Rhodians are also found in Macedonian service.!®

Cyprus was also in a good geographical position for
overseas service to eastern kingdoms. A number of names of
mercenaries from Cyprus have been discovered from a temple
wall in Karnak.™ Other Cypriots must have found service in
the east although no one is cited. The other islands all
provided small numbers of named mercenaries. The only named
mercenary from the islands in Spartan service was Symmachus of

Thasos. ! He followed in the tradition of the famous

148 Xen. An. I1.3.16, 5.8.

149 CIG 1. 4702; Hicks and Hill 122. Amyrtacus the Rhodian is the most prominent name on the stele.

150 Xen. Hell. L5.1.

151 Dem. XXIIL187; Arr. Anab. 1.15.3, 20.3.

152 Arr. Anab. 1132,

153 Ar. Anab. TI1.5.2; Parke 1933, 191; Berve 1926, o, 35.
154

SEG XXXI 1549-1555 for Grafitti found on the walls of the chapel of Achotis which date to the first quarter of the 4th
century B.C. See also Masson 1981, 229, 374,

155 Polyaenus, Strat. 11.1.27.
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Archilochus, resident but not native of Thasos and self-
confessed mercenary. Temnos provided one man on the
Anabasis.'” One Chian and one Samian are also found with
Cyrus.” Cleinius the Coan was a commander of mercenaries of

Nectanebo. %8

THE WEST

The Sicilian mercenary, 1like the Arcadian, was
proverbial.!'®® Coincidentally tyranny was a recurring
phenomenon for the cities of Sicily. There was clearly a
relationship between tyranny and mercenary service. The
tyrants of Sicily provided ready made employers for Sicilian
Greeks at the beginning and again at the end of the fifth
century. The largest Sicilian city, Syracuse, produced two
named members of the Anabasis, one of whom commanded three
hundred hoplites.!® These men may well have been part of the
Syracusan contingent sent to fight the Athenians in the Aegean
in the latter stages of the Peloponnesian war.!®® No other

mercenaries from the island are mentioned anywhere. This

156 Xen. An. IV.4.15.

157 Xen. An. IV.1.27, 6.20, the Samian, 1.7.5, the Chian.

158 Diod. XV.48.5.

159 Parke 1933, 13; Zenobius, V.88. Remarkably only a few are known.

160 Xen. 4n. 1.2.9, 10.14.

161 Xen. Hell. 1.1.18, 1.26, 27.
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could have been the result of local needs for fighting men
throughout the chaotic fourth century. Notably, however, the
greatest Sicilian tyrant, Dionysius I, employed most
extensively from Italy and the Peloponnese.!®

More surprising than the Greeks from Syracuse serving
with Cyrus are the Greeks from Italy found on this
campaign.!® It suggests the <cohesiveness of the
Mediterranean and may say much for the fame of the Great
King’s brother. Half a century later a Thurian nicknamed the
exile hunter served Philip II.'™ Less surprisingly, Greeks
from cities in Italy served in Sicily, and Nypsius the

Neapolitan commanded the second Dionysius’ fleet.!®

THE NORTH
The northern parts of the Aegean bordered the loose
federations of Thrace. The Thracians fought as specialist
light troops. The Greeks of this region adapted their warfare
to compete with the Thracian light troops. 1In turn both the
Thracians and the Greeks of this region provided the Greeks of
the mainland with specialist forces. It should come as no

surprise therefore that the commander of the Greek peltasts

162

Plut. Tim. XXX.
163 Xen. An. V.1.1, for a Thurian and VI1.4.7, for a Locrian.
164 Plut. Dem. 28,
165

Plut. Dion, 41; Diod. XV.18.1.
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was Episthenes, one of two men from Amphipolis.!® TwWO
Dardanians fought on the anabasis as well.!¥ Alexander left
an Olynthian in Egypt with mercenaries.!®® Clearchus of

Heraclea served as a mercenary in his youth.!®

ASIA MINOR
Herodotus recalled that 30,000 Ionians and Carians served
Psamettichus.!™ After the establishment of the Persian
empire only a small number of Greeks from Asia Minor are
evidenced in the sources. Xenophon identified a Milesian

buccaneer .

Milesian exiles served with Cyrus; he was most
certainly their patron.!™ Mysians £from north-eastern
Anatolia accompanied the expedition.! Ctesias mentions
Milesians with Arsites in the late fifth century, but these

174

may have been allies. It is remarkable considering the

proximity of the region to the greater kingdoms of the Near

166 Xen. An. 1.10.7. Note that Olynthians served Clearchus as peltasts because Clearchus spent some time in Thracian lands.
167 Xen. An. L1.47, V.6.19, 21, VIL2.1, 5.4.

168 Arr. Angb. T11.5.2; Parke 1933, 191.

169 Polyaemus, Straz. 1130,

170 Hat. I1.163.

m Xen. Hell. 11.1.30. This man is described as a leisten.

172 Xen. An. 1.1.11,2.2.

173 Xen. An. V.2.29.

174 Ctes. L.
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East that so few Greeks of Asia Minor are found in sexvice.

The next chapter will attempt to provide an answer.

AFRICA
The Greeks of Africa provide only three names, all in
Egyptian service, and all from the same inscription, although
each from a different part of that continent. The reason for
this may be the same as the one that explains the paucity of

mercenaries from Asia Minor.!”

Service for the Egyptian
monarchs was both a legacy of their residence and an
accessible opportunity. It is hard to believe that the
monarchs did not avail themselves of these men in their own
country. Isolation from the Greek world cannot have been a
factor for such a limited number of Greeks in service. Even

Cyrene can be found employing mercenaries from the later fifth

century to the time of Alexander the Great.

CONCLUSIONS
The mainland provided the wvast majority of mercenaries
according to the sources in the later fifth and fourth
centuries. The regions on the perimeter of the Greek world by
this time provided very few. This is remarkable. It is even
more remarkable because Ionians were among the first

mercenaries and Sicilian mercenaries were proverbial. The

175 CIG Il 4702; and Hicks and Hill 122.
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mainland was the furthest point from tyrants in the west and
monarchs in the east. Such solitary rulers were the main
providers of employment for mercenaries. There is an irony
that states which were politically opposed to both the concept
of tyranny and more especially oriental monarchy themselves
provided the majority of mercenaries by the fourth century.
This is a problem that will need discussion in the chapter

which follows.

RELATIONSHIP TO SOCIETY

This section discusses the status of men who served as
mercenaries. Status might be defined by the social or
economic background from which a mercenary came. It might
also reflect the political status, exile or citizen, that the
mercenary had at the time of service. Some mercenaries were
exiles. Not all mercenaries were displaced in this manner,
and some returned home after one short campaign, while others
stayed away for many years in spite of their ability to return
and despite the fact that they owned land at home. These men
and their situation will all need attention.

To be outside of the community implied a low status in
Greek society regardless of the era. Homer mentions the
hiketes who must beg for food, Tyrtaeus cites the tragedy of
the displaced exile in penury outside of his community, and

Isocrates was concerned about the wanderers - planomenoi - in
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Asia Minor.'” Not all mercenaries were true exiles or
outsiders, but they were by definition outside their own
communities.

Mercenaries also came from all strata of Greek society.
The generals who began campaigns with mercenary forces came
from higher social and economic levels than the men whom they
led. This was not always the case in the field. There are
examples of men who elected their leaders for their abilities
rather than for their social stautus. Conon illustrates both
factors in one man according to Isocrates. He was a well born
Athenian who came to the generals of the Great King with only
his experience, for he was an exile and lacking resources.
They hired him for his abilities, but his status would have
helped.!” Captains formed a group in the hierarchy mid-way
between general and recruit.!” Their social status probably
reflected this intermediary role.

The sources rarely illustrate a mercenary’s status. In
the earliest period nothing can be discerned for the rank and
file. The groups of men who followed the Peloponnesian nobles
to Sicily no doubt came as part of tribal units. The only

named men that are discernible in these early mexrcenary

176 Finley 1954, 56-65; Tyrt. X.1-5; Isoc. V.121.

177 Isoc. V.61-2.

178 See ch.VI, 255.



92
endeavours were the aristocrats who were friends of Gelon.!”
Their names appear on a stele commemorating a chariot victory
in the Olympic games. In the Greek world nothing could be
more aristocratic than a connection to horses.

Xenophon’s  Anabasis provides the most detailed
information on mercenaries and mercenary life. Xenophon
himself did not lack resources. He had a shield bearer with
him on that campaign.!® The other generals were also well
born. Clearchus at one time had been (and Chirisophus was) a

8 philesius

Spartiate.!® Proxenus was a wealthy Boeotian.!
and Xanthicles were condemned to pay twenty minae and
Sophaenetus ten minae.”™ These costs they could no doubt
afford from their private wealth or else they would not have
been sentenced to bear the amounts. Some of the men were
Laconian perioikoi.'® One man on the anabasis was even an
ex-slave.!® Xenophon notes that the men had no other

resources than their arms and their valour. He is surely only

referring to the resources which they could draw upon at that

179 Pind. OL. VI; Paus. V.27.1.

180

Xen. 4n. IV.2.21.
181 Xen. An. 119, 43.
182 Xen. An. L1.11, 1L2.16.
183 Xen. An. V.8.1.
184 Xen. An. V.1.15.
185

Xen. An. IV.8.4.
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moment of the campaign and not their personal fortunes.
Incidentally, the reference occurs during the bleakest moment
which the Greeks faced on the expedition.!®

In a crucial passage Xenophon refers to the character and
status of the men who served with him for Cyrus.® He says
that

most of the soldiers had sailed from Greece to
undertake this service for pay, not because their
means were scanty, but because they knew by report
of the noble character of Cyrus; some brought other
men with them, some had even spent money on the
expedition while still another group had abandoned
fathers and mothers or had left children behind
with the idea of getting money to bring back to
them... Being men of this sort they longed to
return in safety to Greece.

Here, then, is an image of men who were not from the
lowest strata of society at all. According to Xenophon these
were men who had left homes and perhaps even farms behind
them. The men’s desire to return home to Greece could mean
that they had something to return home to. This passage,
however, has sparked controversy. Some argue that Xenophon is
nostalgically recalling his own past and at the same time
eulogising the ruffians he served with on campaign. They cite
the fact that Xenophon’s own suggestion for the foundation of
a city in Asia Minor had just been rejected by the men and

that he was therefore keen to demonstrate the men’s ambition

to return home to the Greek mainland from honourable motives.

186 Xen. An. 1L1.12.

187 Xen. An. V148,
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Isocrates’ opinions support this.!® He says that the men who
served Cyrus were...

...not picked men, but men who, owing to stress of

c%rgumstance, were unable to 1live in their own

cities.
In another speech he calls them failures.® This image is
rhetorical. It should be noted that Isocrates wished to draw
attention to the success that these failures had achieved
against the Persians. A similar image is recalled by
Alexander’s speech before the battle of Issus.¥®

The vast majority of the men on the anabasis were
hoplites.” Chapter five below discusses the provision of
equipment. This is an important question for the status of
mercenaries. It should not be assumed that if the men
provided their own equipment they were of a higher status than
simply the vagabonds and landless wanderers driven by poverty
into mercenary service because they could afford at the very
least the trappings of hoplite equipment. They may well have
come from the hoplite classes, whatever that meant in the

later fifth and fourth centuries. By the later fifth century,

however, the hoplite’s equipment and hoplite status may have

188

Isoc. IV. 146.
189 Isoc. V.90.
10 Arr. Anab. 11.7.8.

191 Xen. An. 1.2.9. Xenophon is explicit on this point.
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had little relationship.!®
The fact that most of the hoplites on the expedition were
from Arcadia and Achaea may also suggest that the men were
poor rather than wealthy. Neither of these regions is noted
for its wealth in antiquity. Nevertheless they rejected
Xenophon'’'s offer to build a city in Asia, and this might
suggest that they were unwilling to stay away from Greece.
Many, however, must have ‘become accustomed to a life of a
soldier’ and joined with the Spartans in Asia in 399 B.C.'®
The Peloponnesians under Dionysius I did not reject offers of
land and citizenship in Sicily at about the same time as the
remnants of Cyrus’ army joined Thibron in Asia.!® These men
need not have come from areas with little to which to return,
but they may genuinely have found life more agreeable as a
soldier, with regular pay and plunder. The point of status
remains unclear. Xenophon’s men rejected the offer of a city
because, as Xenophon claims, they were keen to return home.
It still remains unproven whether if they had anything to
return home to.
The men who followed Cyrus were clearly both the rich and

the poor.!™ The orators provide much of the evidence for the

192 Burke 1992, 220-2. Equipment is discussed at length at 213-32 below.
193 Xen. An. VIL8.24.

194 Diod. XIV.78.2-3.

195

Xen. An. 11.6.20.
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rest of the fourth century. Isocrates’ disparaging statements
about Xenophon'’'s mercenaries reflect his general attitude
towards them. He highlighted their poverty in 380 B.C.¥ 1In
346 B.C. he noted that the Athenians employed wvagabonds,
‘deserters and fugitives.!” 1In one speech he is sympathetic
to such men who were ‘wanderers from want of their daily
bread’ but here juxtaposed his concerns that such desperation

%  Demosthenes echoes

was a danger to every one in Asia.!
Isocratic disdain for the general circumstance of mercenary
service. He describes mercenaries as both athlioi - wretched
- and aporoi - lacking resources and notes their poverty.!”
Whenever the satraps disbanded their armies Asia Minor was
overrun by displaced Greeks supporting themselves by
plunder.®®

The general attitudes of the orators regarding the
poverty of mercenaries are not borne out by specific examples
of men who served overseas. Forensic speeches illustrate the
lives of men who were neither generals nor those who conform

to the generalisations of political oratory. The two brothers

in Isaeus II were able to give twenty minae as dowries to each

196

Isoc. IV.168.
197 Isoc. VIIL44.
158 Isoc. V.121.
199 Dem. IV.46, XI1.27; Parke 1933, 229. Note also that Parke calls to mind their prevailing peruiry following Dem. XIV.31.
200

Diod. XVIIL.111.1.
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of their two sisters.? This money was provided before the
two men went off to serve with Iphicrates in Thrace. Schaps’
conclusions that the dowry represented as much as eighteen per
cent of the family estate would lead to the assumption that
they came from a reasonably sized estate in Attica.?®
Nicostratus died abroad leaving the not inconsiderable estate
of two talents.’ He died as an Athenian in good standing as
his testament was worthy of a trial at Athens.

The status of mercenaries at home no doubt influenced the
way in which they approached their mercenary status abroad.
Socrates warned Xenophon that service with Cyrus might
jeopardise his position in Athens.? The men who had served
with Cyrus and Xenophon and who subsequently took service with
the Spartans illustrate that for them at 1least mercenary
service was becoming more of an end than a means.? Men like
Nicostratus stayed abroad for considerable periods of time.
Others obviously went abroad only briefly, such as the brother
in Isaeus II and Astyphilus who served both the Athenian state

and with other armies as well. Both these men clearly

201 Isze. 113, 5.

22 Schaps 1979, 74-81, for a discussion of the dowry, 75, for the figure of eighteen percent. This would put their estate at
a value of about 200 minae or five talents; no small sum.

203 Ise. IV.

204 Xen. An. IL1.5.

205 The fact that many of them stayed on in the service of the Spartans makes Xenophon's statement at An. V1.4.8 regarding
the Cyreans’ desire to get back to their homes and families seem dubious, but Roy 1967, 319, rightly equates Xenophon’s use of the term ‘home”
with the Aegean basin and not literally their home city-states.
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maintained close ties to their native state. The men who had
fought with the Phocians in the Sacred War had no intention of
returning to their homes after their defeat. They are found
campaigning all over the Mediterranean.2?® The same would
appear true of those who escaped Issus and found themselves in
Greece serving under Agis.? The ultimate examples of this
were the mercenaries who followed Alexander into the east.
Many of these never returned, although, if Diodorus is to be
believed, they desired to see the sea again.?®

Many mercenaries were exiles. Exiles were a problem of
the fourth century. The fourth century .saw an increase in
exilings along with an increase in the destruction of
cities.?® With exile came loss of property at home along

with any status.??

Mercenary service provided one of the few
avenues for income outside the polis. It created the
opportunity for connections to be made abroad that might
enable reinstatement at home. Exiles were themselves

employers of mercenaries, and as early as the Peloponnesian

War they were hiring mercenaries to help reinstate themselves

206 Diod. XV.61.4.

207 Diod. XVIL.48.1.

208 Arr. Angb. V.21.5; Diod XVIIL7; Griffith 1935, 34-36; Parke 1933, 209-10.
209

McKechnie 1989, 101-160.

210 Dem. XVIIL48. Iscc. V.
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in their home cities.? Milesian exiles fought with Cyrus in
return for promises from the prince that he would assist in
their rehabilitation at Miletus.?? Four of the named
mercenaries with Cyrus were exiles.?® Exiles from Corinth
‘served with Agesilaus in Asia.?" 3,000 Messenians were
driven from the Peloponnese and took service in Sicily.?®
Many of those who fought with Darius against Alexander were

6 Some

exiles.