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One argument, however, against the delay in helping
Athens having anything to do with the revolt is this; why
should the Spartans have made excuses about the moon instead
of simply telling the Athenians that they were fighting the
Messenians and therefore could not help them? If it be argued
that they wanted to conceal the revolt, why did Aristagoras
know all about it in 4982 (v 49 8). The excuse shows that the
reason was something that they did want to conceal and were
ashamed to admit. And if the delay was caused by a revolt,
why was it only delay that was caused? We should have ex-
pected either an outright refusal or a small force sent at
once3?). If the Gymnopaidia during which Damaratos fled
was the same as the Karneia which was the excuse for not
helping at Marathon, the reason is more likely to have been
the crisis caused by the flight. This would have been an in-
telligible reason for the delay of the Spartans.

The chief argument against it, apart from the uncertainty
of the synchronism, is that we should have expected Hero-
dotos to connect the two events if they were connected in fact.
It is, however, not impossible that he should have missed the
connection between the delay at Marathon and the flight of
Damaratos if he had obtained his information for these events
from different sources; for a similar lack of connection we
may compare vi 23 and vii 164. If we do not accept this, other
reasons for the delay may be suggested; perhaps the Spartans
were waiting to see whether the Athenians were worth helping
or whether they would medize (as they nearly did). This, how-
ever, seems less likely. But, whatever the reason was, the flight
did cause a crisis, and we must now see why.

 Damaratos said, according to Herodotos, that he wanted
to consult the Oracle 33). Herodotos thinks that he was lying
(vi 70) but when we consider the circumstances of his deposi-
tion, it becomes likely that he meant what he said. He had
been deposed when the Oracle had said that, owing to his false
claim to the throne, he was the sinner marked out by the star

32) We should also consider the difficulty Damaratos would have had
in reaching Elis if the revolt had been in such as critical state as to hold
up help for Athens.

33) If he said this, it disproves the supposition that oracles were
at this time only given once a year, in February. Cf. Plutarch Qu. Gr. 9,
and Halliday’s Commentary, Amandry La Mantique p.81, Parke CQ.
1943 19.
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and Kleomenes was not, so he would naturally want to have
that oracle contradicted. Moreover, if he could prove that
there had been a flaw in the previous consultation, (for in-
stance, a bribe from Kleomenes) he might not actually have to
consult the Oracle at all. If Parke is right about the procedure
of the deposition, he could automatically assume that if he
were not the king whom the gods wanted to depose, then Kleo-
menes was 34). This seems to be what actually happened after-
wards. (vi 66 3, vi 74) 35).

This was probably why he went; why he chose to go just
then we cannot claim to know. The reasons Herodotos gives
can hardly be described as adequate. But we can see that this
would cause a crisis in Sparta 36) for it might have meant the
deposition of Kleomenes and Latychidas and the return of
Damaratos in triumph.

Kleomenes had, therefore, to do two things. He must
prevent Damaratos from reaching the Oracle, and he must see

34) That is why we should assume, though Herodotos does not actu-
ally say so, that the flight took place before the deposition of Kleomenes.
It would be strange indeed if Damaratos did not claim reinstatement when
the oracle that had deposed him was solemnly declared invalid, and then
did so some other time. If he did, we must assume that it was immediatly
after Kleomenes’ deposition, of which he was taking advantage, and that
it was Kleomenes’ friends who pursued him to Persia to prevent his reaching
the Oracle and being reinstated. This would have been difficult at a time
when Damaratos’ party were winning, and it is simpler to suppose that the
flight took place before the deposition of Kleomenes. If it were con-
temporary with the Delphic volte-face he would want to consult the new
Pythia, if (as is likely) earlier, he would be more likely to want to prove
a flaw in the previous consultation. It is not made clear that vi 74 is the
beginning of the digression that ends at vi 93, but it is hard to see where
else it can begin; 85 is possible but less likely.

35) Damaratos may have gone to Elis first because he wanted to
consult the Oracle at Olympia as well, cf. Plut. Agis 11, Parke Delphic
Oracle 222, Parke and Wormell pp. 84 and 209. Classical Quarterly xxxix
1945 106. If Oracles at Delphoi were given on the seventh of the month
he would have nearly a month to get there for a consultation (Cf. Meritt
p- 79). Nobody says explicitly that oracles were given on the seventh of
the month except for the early time when they were given on the seventh
of Bysios only (Plutarch Q«. Gr. 9) but the number seven was particulary
sacred to Apollo (Plutarch de E 17. 392 f, Halliday loc. cit.).

36) The crisis could conceivably have been the struggle about the
deposition of Damaratos himself, (Cf. RE III A. 2. 1385) but this is not
likely, and involves an unnecessary assumption of a mistake in the narrative
of Herodotos, which puts the deposition before Marathon.
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that he was so deeply committed to the Persian side that he
would never be permitted to return to Sparta again. When
Herodotos says (vi 70) that pursuers were sent who came up
with Damaratos at Zakynthos, and that after some negotia-
tions they let him go and that he then went to Persia, the
probability is that Kleomenes sent them, and that they only
let Damaratos go on condition that he went to Persia and
stayed there. That meant that even if the Oracle reversed its
decision and deposed Kleomenes, Latychidas, his partisan,
would remain on the Eurypontid throne, while Kleomenes
would be succeeded by Leonidas37).

As far as we can conjecture, the opponents of Kleomenes
consisted mainly of those who did not want Sparta to be de-
feated by the Persians but distrusted the “entangling alliances”
beyond the Peloponnese by which alone such a defeat could be
avoided. But there were also men like Damaratos who would
go to any length to oppose Kleomenes, and who would be
willing to rule as Persian nominees. We know little about Leo-
nidas except his heroic death, but he must have either belonged
to the first group or been a partisan of Kleomenes. Since he
married Kleomenes’ daughter, apparently before his own ac-
cession (vii 205) he was probably his partisan. In any case, his
patriotism was above reproach, whereas Kleomenes had reason
to think that that of Damaratos was not. Therefore Damara-
tos must be driven out before he succeeded in persuading any
of the other opponents of Kleomenes to follow him, and driven
to Persia, so that if Kleomenes were subsequently deposed his
policy, however much it were damped down, could not be
reversed. In most modern states the whole procedure would be
thought fantastically non-violent.

This was Kleomenes’ motive, whenever the incident oc-
curred, and if it was contemporary with Marathon we now
see why Phidippides was told to wait for the full moon. The
Ephors would not want to promise help to Athens if they did

37) Plutarch Agesilaos 1. 2. implies that the successor was decided before
the king’s death, and Epedpog meant “heir” (Hdt. v 41). But Herodotos sug-
gests (v 42, vii 205) that it was decided after the king’s death, perhaps
this was when there was some doubt. In Leonidas’ case the doubt may have
been due to a possible claim from Dorieus’ son; if such existed, Leonidas
forstalled it by his marriage; Hdt. vii 205.
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not know who would be on the throne in a few days® time.
This would also explain why they postponed the decision in-
stead of refusing outright or sending a small force at once,
and why they did not admit the real reason for the postpone-
ment.

Whether or not it was contemporary with Marathon,
Kleomenes’ manoevre was a success. When the Oracle did
change its policy and reverse its decision (vi 66 3) and when
Kleomenes was deposed and brought to a miserable end (vi 74)
Damaratos was not restored, Latychidas and Leonidas were
the two kings, and, though their compromizing policy towards
Aigina later may show a damping-down of Kleomenes® policy,
it was not reversed 3%). Enough of his work had survived to
save Sparta, and thus to save Greece. Kleomenes was like
Miltiades in Athens, he could not save himself but he just suc-
ceeded in saving his city, and when the crisis came in 480
there were Leonidas, Latychidas, and the Athenians ready to
face it. Herodotos almost fails to understand the struggle of
Miltiades, and quite fails to understand that of Kleomenes,
because in each case he sympathized with the party who op-
posed them, Damaratos and the Alkmeonidai. Since Miltiades
met the Persians in battle he is given something like his due,
but Kleomenes is not, though he was the liberator of Athens
from the Peisistratids, the victor of Sepeia, and the king who
risked and lost his kingdom to drive the traitor from his city.

Caterham, Surrey Daphne Hereward
(England)

38) E. g. Latychidas was not surrendered to the Aiginetans when
they demanded him, and Sparta did not defend Aigina against Athens
when open war broke out between them. It may or may not have been a
damping-down of Kleomenes’ policy when Latychidas demanded the re-
turn of the hostages from Athens; are we sure that Kleomenes would have
left the. Aiginetan hostages in Athens after Marathon? Besides his official
mission Latychidas may have been sent to find out whether the Athenians,
who had just been condemning Miltiades, were to be trusted before the
Spartans helped them.





