STUDIES IN
HERODOTUS



Published @ 2017 Trieste Publishing Pty Ltd

ISBN 9780649223831

Studies in Herodotus by A. G. Laird

Except for use in any review, the reproduction or utilisation of this work in whole or in part in
any form by any electronic, mechanical or other means, now known or hereafter invented,
including xerography, photocopying and recording, or in any information storage or retrieval
system, is forbidden without the permission of the publisher, Trieste Publishing Pty Ltd, PO Box
1576 Collingwood, Victoria 3066 Australia.

All rights reserved.

Edited by Trieste Publishing Pty Ltd.
Cover @ 2017

This book is sold subject to the condition that it shall not, by way of trade or otherwise, be lent,
re-sold, hired out, or otherwise circulated without the publisher's prior consent in any form or
binding or cover other than that in which it is published and without a similar condition
including this condition being imposed on the subsequent purchaser.

www.triestepublishing.com



A. G. LAIRD

STUDIES IN
HERODOTUS

ﬁTrieste






opert eiesne
i e

STUDIES IN

HERODOTUS

Bv A. G. LAIRD

OF THE UNIVRRSITY OF WISOONBIN

MADISON, WISCONSIN

1904



G.p a%l Ataov

I. The Inscription on the Serpent-Column of
Delphi, and its Counterpart at Olympia.

I1. Herodotus, and the Greek Forces at Salamis
and Plataea.

I11. The Battle of Salamis,
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THE INSCRIPTION ON THE SERPENT-COLUMN, OF
DELPHI' AND ITS COUNTERPART AT OLYMPEA: i« "/

No satisfactory explanation has yet been given of the order
in which the Greek states stand upon the celebrated monument
dedicated at Delphi from the spoils of the battle of Platea.” As
is well known, the monwment eonsisted of a golden tripod, stand-
ing upon & bronze column of thres intertwining serpents. The
inscription begins upon the thirteenth coil from the base, and
the names stand in a single column, thres npon each coil, with
the exception of the fourth and seventh, npon which there are
four, and the third, which haa but two. The names of the

*Roehl, 1. G, A., 70; Roberts, Greek Epigraphy, No. 259, Cauer, Delec-
tus? 12; Dittenberger, 8. [. §.°' 7; Hlcks, Greek Histor. Inseripa., 12;
Fabricius, Jahrb, 4. k. d. arch, Inst, 1 (1B86). p. 178.

The Inscription, as restorsd by Fabrielus, runs as follows:

TolBe Tiv EAadoio 25 Eaduadds
wdhagon 1 Tpofduo:
moaldjeay 16 Epputovets Srupes
Fadedio
Aarebasadinos Tepivfior Horabadra:
b 'Afarain M Aaraues
Koplsuon Bermudis Acmdbos
80 Famucropeds
Teyeiras Mucareic Kifios
Sorvavio 20 Ko Bidbnoc
Alyvidra Mo
Trjvax *A prpasaiires
10 Meyopeis Aewpaiira
"Erbarpion ' Nifio
"Epxoudvios "Eperpuds
"Hdt. IX. 81
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4 BTUDIES IN HERODOTUS,

Tenians and Siphnians, which stand fourth upon the seventh
and fourth eoils respectively, are very badly written,* and it id
admitted that they are later insertions,

The difticulties in the arrangement of namks may perhape
" best ba indicated by atating the chief theories that have been ad-

L Ev‘-nnced in explanation, and the overwhelming objections to them.

i L. Feigk® says: “In diesem waren deutlich zwei Gruppen
' idet-Festlandstaaten und Inselstanten gesondert, deren jede mit
den unbedeutendsten Michten (Mykenfer—Kythnier, Siph-
nier) schloss, und denen beiden gleichsami als Anhang die den
iibrigen gegeniiber in einer Ausnahmestellung befindlichen Am-
brakioten und Lepreaten angefiigt waren.” But in Frick’s first
group of Mainland states we find Aegina, among his Island
states the Eleans, Potidieans, snd Anactorians. Further, there
i8 no good reason for the exeeptional position of the Ambraciots
and Lepreats. :

2. Rewlinson® saya: “With regard to the order of the names
in the inseription, we may remark, thet, while it is to some ex-
tent irregular, it is not wholly so. In the earlier part the guid-
ing principle is that of the greater importance, which may be
traced as fer as the seventh or eighth name After this
the prevailing ides is the geographic one. First the Pelopon-
nesian states are given; then those of central Greece; then the
eastern islanders; finally the outlying stetes towards the west.
The irregularities are diffeelt to account for: perhaps they
arise chiefly from additions (made at one or cther extremity of
a line) of states omitted at first, Mwards at the commence-
ment of line 7, Horeduirar at the close of line 10, and Kifnor,
Zipwoy, at the close of line 11, are perhaps such additions.”
Besides the diffienlties admitted by Rewlinson, it may be pointed
out that the Elesns and Lepreate are Peloponnesian and not
“outlying states towards the west"” strictly speaking.

*Fabriclus, 1. c., p. 183.
"Jahrb. f. kl. Phil, 8 (1862), p. 461.
"Hiatory of Herodotus, 1V, p, 400,
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3. von Domaszewski' holds that the three most important
states, Lacedsmmion, Athens, and Corinth, stand at the head ; the
rest clearly fall into three groups, the first of which, Tegea to
Tiryns, includes the states of the Peloponnesian League, the
third group, from Potidea to Ambracia, containg the Corinthian
colonies, and the secomd group is composed of the states under
the lendership of Athens. He holds the Teniens, Siphnians,
and Cythnians to be later insertions; the first three names had
suggested the apportionment of three to each coil, and the lest
four {Leucadians, Anactorians, Ambraciots, and Lepreatse) had
been divided, two to a il Thae Lepreats, he believes, stand
at the end becanse they did not belong to any of the three groups.
This theory is certainly ingenious, but it is not difficult to pick
holes in it. Why should the Mycenisns and Eleans belong to
the Athenian League, or the Thespians for that matter! Fab-
ricius,’ too, asserts that there is no reason for assuming the later
insertion of the Oythnians, so why should they stand between
the Anactorians and the Ambraciots?

It must be admitted that the first seven names, at least, have
this position on aceount of their importance; that from the Epi-
daurians to the Tirynthians we have an unbreken series of Pelo-
ponnesian states, and from the Ceans to the Styrians an un-
broken series of Island states. Bt all attempts at explana-
tion have left us eompletely in the derk abont the following
points. (1) Why do the Plateana and Thespians stand be-
tween the Tirynthians and Myeenians, two cities so closely con-
nected geographically, and greuped together by Herodotus® as
furnishing at Platea a combined force of 400 hoplites? (2)
Why are the Eleans so strangely placed? The sugpestion* that
they falsified the reeord by snbetitnting their own name for
that of the Pales (who, according to Herodotus, were present

'Heidelberger Jahrbiicher, 1881, p, 181, 1 clte from Bitzler's sum-
mary in Jahresb. f. Altertumswiss. 83. p. 81.

*Loe, cif., p. 183, footnote,

*IX. 28. 16.

‘Grote, Hist. of Greece, [V. p. 266,
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at Plates} is the only one that appreaches a solution from the
geographical point of view, and even then we can not see why .
the Potideens should eome betwsen the Paleans and the An-
actorians. [(3) Why do the Oythnisns (assuming the Siphni-
ans to be a later insertion) separate the Ambraciots from the
Anactorianat  (4) Why are not the Lepreatss (as well as the
Eleans) placed among the Peloponnesians ¢

From the spoils of Platsea there was also erected a monument
at Olympia, a bronze Zeus' of ten eubits, and upon the base of
this, too, the Greek states were inscribed. The original of this
inseription has not been preserved, but Pansanias® has given us
the list of names. The problem of the Delphian inseription is
by no means made easier by a comparison with Pausanias’ ree-
ord, for, while the first seventeen names at Olympia are the same
a3 the first at Delphi, with the omission of the Thespians, and
in the same order, except that the Tegeans are in the seventh
instead of the fourth place, in the remaining portions the two
lists are 4 mass of strange variations and startling eorrespond-
ences.

Frick® offered a correction of the text of Pausanias by filling
in the four missing names (Thespians, Eretrians, Leucadians

YHat, 1X. 81. 6,

"V. 33 Kol afris us wpds dparov Erorrpaparr dyadpd dore Adde. roire
rérparran pdv  wpis  dvioyorra  wuoy, dvifwer & ElMuar  doo
Maraiow fpayiravroe dorrin MapBowby re wal Mgbor.  elod & wal
Fyyeypoppivar ward rou Bdlflpoy ri Sefuh ol permoyoiom wodis Tob fpyov,
Aarebupdmoe pdy wpiiroy, perd 8 atrals "Abyvalor, rpifroe 8t yeypappéior kal
rérapros Kopifiof re cal Zwcudwoy, méumro H Alyosira, perd 8t Alyonpras
Meyupels wai "Erdatpos, 'Aprdduy 8 Tepeiral re xni 'Opyopfno, érl 8
abrols Soos Bhoivra wal Tooudve xut Epmdre olxotow, dx 8 xidpas s
‘Apyeias Tiivbeos, Tharmels & povos Bowriw ol “Apydar ol
Mucfvas Syovres, wpoiirae 88 Koo wmi Myheo, "ApBpasidrae S &
dwelpoy s Bermpuridos, Topeal re wul Aemprfirar, Aempeiiros pév Tiw
dx vis Tududdas wovor, de 8 Alyolov xel rity EveddBor of Trhuoe pdvar dAAG
wxl Néfun wol Edfwor, dwo 8t Effolas Brupds, perd 8 rodrovs "HAids xal
TlorBadras wal ' Avaxrdpon, rovevraion 8¢ Xalwdds of it 7§ Bipiry.

1Loc. oit, p. 464,
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and Siphniana), and cleverly shifting the order of the words,
80 85 to agree with the Delphian inseription, but, when the order
on the preserved inscription itself is so nnintelligible, it is dan-
gerous to correct texts to correspond with it. von Domaszewskd
here offers another ingenious suggestion, viz., that the names on
the Olympian monument were arranged in three columns of
nine, nine, and ten;' that there was not sufficient rcom in the
third column, and so the last two names (the Ambraciots and
Lepreatm) were placed between the second and third eolumnas;
and that the name of the Chalcidians, being perhaps not under
stood at first by the copyist from whom Pausanias’ record comes,
was, when deeiphered, placed at the end. Apart from the very
unsatisfactory attempt to explain the position of the Chalcidians,
it might be asked why there was not room in the third column
for nine names, as well as in the first and second ; in that case
only the Lepreate would be left for insertion between the seo-
ond and third eolumns. But, aside from all this, von Domas-
zewski's explanation of the Olympian inseription only brings us
back again to the difficulties in the Delphian.

Is it possible to find any explanation of the order of names
in Pausanias’ list, treating it by iteelf, and paying no attention
to the actually preserved monument of Delphi? It may be
stated as a certainty that, on a base supporting a statue of ten
cubits, thirty-one {or twenty-seven) names wounld not be written
in one vertical column. Ie it not possible, or rather, is it not
probable, that these columns (whether three or more) were ar
ranged with some attention to an intelligible grouping of the
states, and nod, as in von Domaszewski’s suggestion, to be read -
through the first solumn, then the second, and so forth, so as
to get; the same result as in the single column at Delphi?  If this
latter view were correct, the ®hadowy, at the head of the sec-

iBitsler’s summary does oot atate which states these {wenty-sight are.
If they are the same 03 D.'s assumed twenty-eight for the original form
of the Delphian inscription (4. €. cmitting the Tenians, Cythnlans, and
Biphniens), how did two of these get into the Clympian liat, and what
became of the Thespians, Eretriagns, and Leucadians In the copy of
Pausanias?



