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Abstract
Carlos Rene Villafane Silva

ThePerioikoi: a Social, Economic and Military &y of the Other Lacedaemonians

Following recent advances in the study of pleeioikoi of Laconia, especially those focusing

on their political status arttieir respectiveoleis | offer the first fulllength study of the
perioikoi, in order to highlight their relevance and positive contribution to the
Lacedaemonian state. This work acts both as a-stimne piece and a supplement to existing
seminal studis in the fields of Spartan and helot studies. It looks at Sparta and Laconia from
a perioikic point of view, with éocus on the role of thegerioikoias a people and as fellow
Lacedaemonians. Limited to the classical period, this study examines argkaralyhe
appearances @facedaemoniaperioikoiin textual sources and in material culture with the

aim of shedding more light on what has always been an obscure group.

This study begins with the difficulties posed by both ancient sources and modern
scholarship. Since textual evidence for feFioikoiis scarce, there have been few studies
devoted to them, whereas studies of Spartans and the helots have become ever more common
over recent decades. However, when we begin to explore wipetiogoi were, in the
general sense of the word, and what it meant tollamedaemoniathen we can appreciate
that thesgoerioikoi were a complex group because of their status as Lacedaemonians,
something which differentiated them from otlperioikoiin the Greekvorld. As
Lacedaemonians, they interacted with the many groups that inhabited Laconia, especially the
helots, and shared the same objectives as the Spartans when it came to controlling and
keeping watch over the helots. Furthermore, they enjoyed a poyfakand cordial
relationship with the Spartans. Most importantly, however, we find that, as fellow
Lacedaemonians, they enjoyed exceptional freedom wperating in the Lacedaemonian
army. As individuals they could hold higfanking positions, commandIders, and even be
trusted with missions that could change the course of action in war; and as collective groups
they could fight in strictly elite units. The Spartans knew they could rely on the skills of the
perioikoi as soldiers. The fact theacedaermnianperioikoirebelled extremely rarely is
testament to their loyalty not just to Sparta but to Laconia as well.

This study shows that theerioikoi of Laconia were not a psychologically,
economically or socially subdued group. They enjoyed all tleelfnns and advantages of
being Lacedaemoniams their own rightand by working alongside one of the most powerful
city-states of classical Greece, Sparta. It also shows that Laconia was more than just Sparta
and the cities that surrounded it. The commnok between Sparta and therioikoiwas their
shared identity as Lacedaemonians. The Peloponnesian War, as we know it today, was fought
between Sparta and Athens, but in antiquity it was viewed as Athens against the
Lacedaemonians. That is why there existd_acedaemoan amy, Lacedaemonian religion,
and a Lacedaemonian culture
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Introduction

The aim of this thesis is to investigate ffeioikoi of Laconia and make a better
determination of the sort of ra¢hey played in Spartan and Lacedaemonian sodteiyill
primarily focus on the perioikoi ofdconia, and even though Messenian perioikoi will be
mentioned and sometimes analysed, this thesis will not be an investigation of Messenian
perioikoi. This is, in part, due to the fact that the majority of ancient evidence available
concerns perioikodf Laconia Although there will be some reference to Hellenistic material,
its scope is essentially limited to the classical period, when both Sparta and Laconia
flourished and became one of the most powerful forces of ancient Greece. Tpeidh®i

are matly visible in sources pertaining to the classical period is not accidental, and shows
that as fellow Lacedaemonians they flourished socially, economically and (especially) in a
military environment alongside the Spartans.

The thesis has two main focusebhe first is the social and economic characteristics
of theperioikoi. In examining this issue it seeks to dispel some modern misconceptions about
the perioikoi by addressing such questions as the range of economic activities in which
perioikoi (as freeLacedaemonians) might have engaged and the nature of their interaction
with the other main groups in Laconia, the Spartans and the helots. The second focus is on
the military dimension of the topic. Most references topdgoikoi appear in military
cortexts, and this thesis therefore devotes considerable attention to their role as fellow
members with the Spartans of the Lacedaemonian army. It explores all aspects of the army
with theperioikoiin mind and addresses a number of important questions sukh atatus
of individual perioikoiin the military hierarchy, the nature of perioikic military training, the
earliest date for the use périoikoiin the Lacedaemonian army, the way in which perioikic
and Spartan troops were integrated in a singleifigtforce, and the reliability of their
contribution to the military defence of Lacedaemonian interests.

Compared to the Spartans and the helots, there has been comparatively little research
done on theerioikoi of Laconia.Early Germanscholarsuch aBenedictus Niese, Franz
Hampl,and Fritz Gschnitzer, and later scholars sudR.a@k. Ridley, Paul Cartledge, Jean
Ducat, Mogens Herman Hansen, Jonathan Hall, and Graham Shipley in particular have all
made notable contributions to the study offieeoikoi. But the great majority of these
studies have focused either on the political status gfeheikoior on the geographical

identification of their respectiveoleis More specifically, such studies have been concerned



with perioikic dependency on the &pans (starting from the presumption thatpgkedoikoi

were an inferior group ruled by their Spartan masters) or with the task of identifying possible
perioikic settlements and deciding whether these pelesor not. While these questions

are importaty not least to this thesis, there has been nddaljth study on thperioikoias a
people which properly addresses their role in the Lacedaemonian state.

This study, in a way, is a prolonged thought experiment. It starts from the premise that
theperioikoi were an important component of the Lacedaemonian state and seeks to discover
what happens if one takes that premise seriously. One of the points of a study of this sort is to
make oneself see that we can use the same data in different ways imodféetexts. A
particular piece of evidence may seem obviously to belong to one particular perspective (e.g.
the Spartan one). The question is what happens if we make ourselves look at it from a
different perspective (e.g. perioikic). It may turn out thate is more to be seen in the body
of material available to us (literary, epigraphic and arcloagzal) than we normally reaks
not so much because theme specific hitherto unrecogeis references tperioikoito be
discovered (though some suggess of this sort will be made) as because a change of
perspective alters the contours of the landscape. Because this is a thought experiment its
methodology is inevitably at times speculative; and, because the salient database remains
very limited, it mustlso repeatedly revisit a limited nunnlé individuals and episodeBut
the contention is that the process can produce a coherent image of the perioikic world.

In short: what distinguishes this enterprise from the existing state of scholarship is
thatit looks at Sparta and Laconia from a perioikic point of view. Recent scholarship has
articulated some important truths about peeioikoi, but this has generally happened in
discourses whose focus is elsewhere. The point of this enterprise is to giepdhi®ibeing
peripheral and put them centre stage.

The first chapter identifies and defines
(invented) term are the problems we face when studyingeheikoi. Specifically, it
acknowledges the problems wilkamining theperioikoi both in ancient sources and in
modern scholarship. In regard to ancient sources, this chapter highlights the key implications
of our having so few clear allusions to therioikoi. Our literary sources on Sparta and
Laconia are eirely external and were written by people who sometimes had preconceived
ideas about Sparta being a strange place (i.e. suffered the effects of the Spartan mirage). The
consequent focus on Sparta tended to excludpeheikoi. This, in turn, had an effeon

how theperioikoi have been studied in the last century. The latter part of this chapter



examines how the scholars today viewpleeoikoiand how modern scholarship still carries
the common misconception that gherioikoi were inferior to and subgés of the Spartans.

In the second chapter the teparioikos in the general sense of the word, is analysed
and examined. It is compared with other words that contain the same root and its use of other
groups in the Greek world is discussed, in ordeimtt dut how far such groups were similar
to or different fromLacedaemoniaperioikoi. After looking at the linguistic meaning of the
word perioikosin relation to the Greek world, this chapter proceeds to examirpethekoi
of Laconia in terms of theltacedaemonian background. It discusses the issues of identity
and their status as free Lacedaemonians in order to find out how integrgbed diiei were
with the Spartans and Lacedaemonian society as a whole. The next focus of this chapter is on
the geographical distribution of theerioikoiand theirpoleis After a brief survey of the data
gathered by Graham Shipley in tH#eCP, we look at perioikig@oleisfrom a military and
defensive point of view. In other words, the chapter analyses the madbastal, and inland
strategic importance of thperioikoiand how it contributed to the defence of Laconia from
internal and external attacks. The last main section of this chapter explores the task of
identifying theperioikoiin both ancient written seces and material evidence. It asks how
and where we can find thpeerioikoias a collective group and as sporadically appearing
individuals and then explores archaeological and epigraphical items of possible perioikic
provenance in order to determine wlestthey could have belonged to or be describing
perioikoi.

Moving away from issues ofedinitions and identification,l@pter3 looks at the
helots from a perioikic point of view, and explores howghkgoikoi interacted with the
helots. First, it examirgethe other social groups of Laconia, such as#uelamodeisand
then moves on to analyse the helots separately. The whtineperioikic-helot relationship
is assessed and examined from the perspective thagtiogoi were above the helots in the
social hierarchy of Laconia. It examines the h@letioikosinteraction from a military point
of view, asks whether thgerioikoi might have ownetheir ownhelots, and explores the
strong possibility that thperioikoi acted as supervisors and overseéithe helots. At stake
here is the extent to which the benefits of being a free Lacedaemonian included exploitation
of the helots. Finally, this chapter investigates those occasions on pemiotkoi rebelled
against the Spartans in conjunction with tel¢Other episodes of perioikic rebellion are
dealt with later.)

Chapter 4noves in the opposite direction and analyses the professional and personal

relationships between tiperioikoi and the Spartans. It shows how, as fellow
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Lacedaemonians, they intetad locally, at religious festivals and games, and abroad, in
military campaigns. It looks specifically at perioikic religious evidence in order to see how
Spartads religious pendikeirMess immortadlyy this chaptpraleod wi t h
visualises theperioikoifrom a strictly Spartan point of view with the aim of shedding light on
Spart ads at tperoikal leandlysew the fahwus passage in Herodotus in which
Demaratus speaks about the Spartans angetti@koi and, more gemally, investigates the
symbiotic relationship between the two groups. In the final section we return to the subject of
disloyalperioikoi. This time, however, conspiracy with helots is not the issue and the main
focus is on the Theban invasion of Lacomigguably the only context in which there was a
genuine Laconian perioikic rebellion against the Spartans. The psychological impact that the
Theban attack would have had on bothgbgoikoiand the Spartans made this an
exceptional episode, and the clemoes on to ask whether, all things considered, we should
be surprised to see so few perioikic rebellions taking place.

Finally, chapterss and6 deal with the military dimension. Since the bulk of perioikic
evidence is found in military contexts, we caiely say that thperioikoi played a major
role in the Lacedaemonian army. The military aspect of perioikic life features prominently
throughout this thesis, but it is in the final two chapteastheir link to the army is fully
explored. Chaptes deals with perioikic presence in the army; it discusses both individual
(named)perioikoi and the different perioikic contingents that appear in or sources (e.g. the
five thousandogadesat Plataea and theloi kagathoiwho accompanied Agesipolis). An
analysis of namegberioikoiis made in order to find out (i) whether the military roles played
by theseperioikoiwerediverse or uniform, (ii) whether perioikic soldiers could climb up the
military hierarchy, (iii) whether their military missions were sigrafnt or trivial, and (iv)
whether perioikic soldiers could command other troops. As for collective groups of perioikic
troops, these will be analysed with the sole purpose of establishing whether they were strictly
made up of elite or wealtherioikoi. This type of analysis will help us understand the nature
of perioikic participation in the army.

Chapters, on the other hand, is aegaluation of perioikic participation in the army.
It analyses all aspects of military life in the Lacedaemonian armytfierperspective that
the perioikoi were indistinguishable from the Spartans by virtue of being Lacedaemonians. In
order to understand this indistinguishability fully, the notion that the Spartans were a superior
warrior race will be challenged. Questiondl @iso be asked concerning the extent of
perioikic military training and the nature of their equipment: did their training take place at

Sparta or in their respective perioilioleis and did the fact that they were indistinguishable

4



from the Spartans ean that they wore the same military dress on campaigns? This chapter

then moves on to examine the reliability of pgeioikoi as fighters. Using specific examples,

it argues against the theory that ffezioikoi were ineffectiva and even inferior soldiers.

In the penultimate section of this chapter, an attempt will be made to determine whether or

not theperioikoireceived the same funerary honours as the Spartans. This will be done using

as case study then polemo{ 6 i n war 6) i n sughout JadoniaoRinally,thisund t h
thesis will reassess the view that thatpgkeoikoionly became fully integrated with the

Spartans in the Lacedaemonian ammngund the time ahe Peloponnesian War and argue

that the integration had already happened byithe of the Persian Wars.



Chapter 1. 6The Perioikic Probler

What i s O0Othe perioikic probl emd?
This chapter focuses on O0the perioikic probl
studies. The 06per iketbdalltee difficutigs tha aniée fronsstudyma t | |
theperioikoi of Laconia. This includes the misconceptions about them in modern scholarship,
the failed attempts at identifying who they were, their role in Laconia and Messenia, and the
lack of evidenceHowever, since it is such a specific subject, it is important to attempt to
define briefly who theperioikoi were and their importance, or lack thereof, both in ancient
times and in modern scholarship. Tgexioikoiwere just one ofariousgroups of peple
wholived in Laconia and were closely relatiedSparta ands citizen body The word
"Ujyaesees |literally means 6those who dwel |l a
throughout the Greek word to describe other marginalized communitidéaadutside and
around gpolis.! The best known and most frequently mentioned exampperadikoi were
those that lived in Laconiaa group normally nowadays regarded as the free inhabitants of
Laconia who were subordinates but not subjects of Sgdréy. had no say in matteof
Spartan foreign policy but nevertheless were autonomous argbselfning, unlike the
helots, who were slaves of the Spartans and had no power whatsoever.

It is safe to say that these definitions do not offer much ingightwhat are
unarguably the most obscure and elusive inhabitants of Laconia. The thahwe cannot
expect much from the ancient sources since they tend to mention them only in passing; when
they do mention thperioikoi, it is usually in a restrictecbntext (i.e. for military purposes).
As a matter of fact, sources fregase,ntd yt airsm
embraces both Spartiates gratioikoi. The existence of this term is both a help and a
hindrance On the one hand, it ispgoblem that th@erioikoi are elided into another group,
because we would like to see them for themselves. On the other hand, it is helpful because it
does mean that every ti3smesawewe enaidg hatb obuet rtehaed
perioikoi. Thisis just one of the reasons why studythig group has proved to be
challenging fomodern scholarshipndwhy less has been done on the subject than one might
expect This is, of cour se, pshallie dischissirtgthis maitp er i o

1 For anexamination othe termperioikoi andnon-Laconianperioikoi see chapter 2.
2For similar definitions seeefintidinO6F.U; aesasdd and Paul
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at length in the course of this chapter. It will be divided into two parts: (i) the problems we

encounter in the ancient sources and (ii) the problems in modern scholarship.

Problems with ancient sources
Ancient sources cannot be blamed for the wayhrch references to theerioikoi have
reached us todayshallargue in this thesis that the fact that preeioikoi are not much
mentioned is not due to their absence in military conflicts, as is believed®bdaig the
fact that they are Lacedaenians, just as the Spartawsre* It was easier to mention the
Lacedaemonians, as the sources did the majority of the time, than mention the Spartiates and
the perioikoi separately. Scholars today have failed to grasp this conngadidly because
they bo readily rely on théew obvious and explicit examples that we have ofptbeoikoi.
Theyare apto deny any perioikic presence or participation in an ancient passage just
because sources do not oftese the wordéperioiko®o rperidikoid . pErfoikoi are there
in the sources, we just need to look carefully and thoroughly in order to find $tidlnone
cannot deny that theerioikoi are hard to identify in our sources. There are two main reasons
for this. First,even those ancient sources thantionthe perioikoi explicitly tendto do san
passingTheir appearance in a text rarely involves an extensive narrative about their
activities Secondly, the contexts in which they are mentioned are mostly limited to military
ones

Irrespective of thebstacles we face when searching for themp#hrmikoi are
nonetheless important. The fact that they are people who live in the margins does not mean
they did not play a significant role in Gree
famouscontrast between Spartan supremacy and Sparthitecturds an accurate portrayal
of Sparta.

For | suppose if Lacedaemon were to become desolate, and the temples
and the foundations of the public buildings were left, that as time went on
there would be strong disposition with posterity to refuse to accept her
fame as a true exponent of her power. And yet they occup¥iftve of
Peloponnese and lead the whole, not to speak of their numerous allies
without. Still, as the city is neither built in a cpeact form nor adorned

with magnificent temples and public edifices, but composed of villages
after the old fashion of Hellas, there would be an impression of
inadequacy.

(Thuc.1.10.2)

3 See Lazenby 198 who strongly argues that if tiperioikoi are not mentined in aspecific battle it is probably
because they are not present.
4This will be discussed comprehensively in chapter 2.
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Ironically, the same can be said of ghexioikoi. Justas Thucydidesays there ia mismatch
between the visualffect of Sparta and its actual importance, so there is a mismatch between
the small explicit impact of thgerioikoiin our sources and their actual importance. If we
were to assess the matter on the basighlestare hardly mentioned in the sources, we
should conclude that they were of little importance to the Spartan military and economic
machine.

Yet, when we analyse them closehe discoverthis not to be the case. Therioikoi
occupied a large part die¢ Peloponnese, were part of the most successful army in ancient
Greece, and Spartads supremacy would have be
isthatwhi | e schol ars agree with Tthactyyibpadae sd6 st a
they do ot seem to apply the same sentiment tgpréoikoi. This is partly because of their
cameo appearances in the sources that have reached us today. Nonetheless, they do not figure
prominently in our sources not because they are mysteriously absent frotuhleecause
of their relationship to Sparta. This relationship has its advantages (for them at leakglias |
discuss later on) and disadvantages. The most obvious one, which surprisingly often escapes
scholars today, is that they grerioikoiin Lacania. By that | mean that their history,
activitiesanddayto-day life were always going to be linked with SpaBat almost
everythingthat weknow of Sparta comes from outside sources. Therefore, if what has
reached us of Spartan history is very limjtdgen we should expect to receive even more
limited evidence of thperioikoi. Theperioikoiwere not Spartans, and their home was not
Sparta, yet their daily life, not to mention their economic and military one, most definitely
revolved around Sparta.

Another significant problem with our ancient sources has to do with the military
aspect of th@erioikoi. Around ninety pecent of references to tiperioikoi are related to
warfare in one way or another. The problem is that when it comes to descritlieg ta
wars, ancient sources notoriously give us very few détaiey are good at describing in
detail the buildup, anticipation and aftermaths of battles, but when it comes to describing the
battle itself they often fall short. That is why therioikoi, to no surprise, are the ones who
often become victims of poor war reporting. One good example of this is the battle of Plataea.
Arguably this was one of the most i mportant
the battle itself is too shotd appreciate what really happen8g.far aghe perioikoiare
concernedwe know that five thousaraf themfought at Plataea because Herodotus says so

5 For the problems akconstructig ancient battlesee Whatley 1964.
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(9.11), but at the end of the battiéhen he is describing the tombs and burials of the,dead
does not mention tha. He mentions the tomb of the Spartans and even that of the Helots
(9.85), but there is no mention whatsoever of the tomb gfe¢heikoi. Herodotus
specifically uses the ter@ U j W@t the general termU o U U U 9 whipts veosldblave
included theperioikoi. There is no question thiae is talking about a specifically Spartan
tomb. Sowhere are the perioikic war dead buried? It is a question that will never be
answered. One can think of many theories, that Herodotus failed to mérera (likely), or
that not a single e r i ofith& fovgfthousand died (highly unlikely) because of their position
in the battle (which we do not know). The truth is that this example is a perfect representat
of the o6perioikic probl eméb.
Another major, but often overlooked, problem radd with the Spartan mirage.
Because most of our sources for Sparta wereSpartans, over the years from the beginning
of the classical period to the time of Plutarch a certain image had been building up with a
view of the Spartans that was oftenexagget ed or si mply not true. F
Apophthegmata Laconiascely exemplifieghe point. These Spartan sayings have often
been used to describe what Spartan life was like and, more worryingly, they have also been
used as evidence for the Sparta of thesital period. However, these saygrage not
classicalHodkinson saystha@t é r ecent st udi es have c¢cdearly de
Spartan origin and the fictitious, psedidld st or i c al nature off these |
Themere existence ofcertamn ecdot es (from the Hellenistic
to assemble them into a single collection (during Roman times) makes a pdytistntarg
mirageimbued impactThe Spartan mirage made the Spartans moreithdilistic, more
militaristic and definitely more segregatéidan they really weteThis is probably one of the
reasons why thperioikoido not figure much in our sources. They have been marginalized by
the Spartan mirage amendered almost invisiblevhen in reality they interacted thithe
Spartans much more than our sour@elsnowledged
Finally, when it comes to archaeology we encounter similar problkrokaeological
investigation of theerioikoi or perioikic settlements is very scarcehere is a cleaabsence

8 Hodkinson 200b, 254.

"Shipley 2006b, 72 has suggested that in terms of archaeol ogy
work [archaeological], particularly if it included excavation of perioikic towns,ld/belp us to identify local

di fferences in materi al culturebo. He admits, however,
has been the poor relation in Peloponnesian archaeol o

theBritish School at Athens is the creation of a Sparta Study Centre, but already in 2015 this is still to be seen.
Nigel Kennell in his 2010 monograph has-tgpdate information on archaeology being done on certain perioikic
settlements (i.e. Geronthrai).



of archaeologidaemainsconcerninghe perioikoi due to either the problem of associating

any existing material culture with tiperioikoi or because archaeological excavations at
perioikic settlements in Laconia have been virtually existent.This is a clear problem
because the lack of both textual and archaeological material makes the task of studying the

perioikoi of Laconia very arduous.

Historiography and scholarly context
This section addresses the odédperioikic proble
context,andlooks at someommon misconceptioraboutthe perioikoi. There has been a
substantial growth in Spartan studies over the past three décEeshas benefited the
Spartans themselves and the helots, but ngigheikoi. while focusing ontie two ends of
the status spectrum and the perennially interesting question of their interaoststholars
have lossight of the group in the middfeWhat | wish to address now is the modern
misconceptions that have arisen out of this lack of evielenc

The most common misconception has to do with the economic role jpétiogoiin
Lacedaemonianociety. The traditional view present throughout most of the nineteenth and
twentieth century is that theperioikoiwere exclusively traders and craften devoted only
to industry and trad¥. This traditional focus has overshadowed the-aconomic roles of
the perioikoi, most notably their military rol&he reason for this picture of tperioikoias
simple craftsmen draderswas probably that schenis were too quick to assume that
Spartans did not engage in manual labesgpecially if they had the helots and plegioikoi
to do it for themWhat is clear is that we should metadily assuméhat the Spartans never
engaged in any type of manual lab@nd that they left &ll in the hands of thperioikoi and
the helots. In the third quarter of the twentieth century one can notice a shift of scholarly
thinking regarding perioikic occupations. Shipley acknowledges Cartledge as one of the first
scholas to break from this tradition, but others before him, such as Forrest, Larsen and

Ridley were already dissatisfied with such viéwk.is now more widely accepted that the

8 Literature on Sparta is extenejwout see PorallB985;MacDowell 1986; Cartledge 19&ihd2002; Powell

1989; Powell and Hodkinson 1994; Cartledge and Spawforth 2002; Whitby 2002; Powell and Hodkinson 2002;
Figueira 2004; Ducat 20@6Hodkinson 20008 ard 200%; Hodkinson and Powell 2006 a@809; Powell and
Hodkinson 2010; Kennell 2010. On the helots, see Roobaert 1977; Ducat 1990; Whitby 1994; Luraghi and
Alcock 2003; Hunt 2006; Cartledge 2011.

9 Shipley1992, 212.

10 For the traditional view of thperioikoi as tradersrad craftsmen see Gro1884; Toynbee 1913; Glotz 1938;
Chrimes 1949; Michell 1952; Bolkestein 1958; Ehrenberg 1960; Cooke 1962; FinleySE¥68lso Appendix

B for the list of perioikic professions according to modern scholarship.

11 shipley 1992. See alsBorrest 1968; Larsen 1970; Ridley 19Thrtledge 2002
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perioikoi were not restricted to trading or diaf), but that they also practd farming,
fishing, herding, and were sdiifficient. Some have even gone so far as to suggest that they
may have owned helots and chattel slaves, which is a theory | completely agraedmitth
explore further in chapter*3 Additionally, it is now aso believed thatomeperioikoi could
have been wealthy and aristocrafidhis range of perioikic occupations is, of course, not
exhaustive, which is whydhallsugget further new ones in this thesis.
Another common misconception has to do with thetimahip between thperioikoi
and Sparta. For long scholars have portrayegéhneikoi as a shjugated and subdued
populaton Dougl as MacDowel | , pedakoiweresubjacastodhe c | ai r
Spartiatesd, that orhmeyyniwenarryesgleirved edt anpme g
Spartat* A. J. Holladay frequently referred to the Spartans as the masterspeafribigoi and
claimed the | atter existed in a o6polsition of
would not be surising if they were even compared to the helots.rBoite recent
scholarshighas disprovednany of these earlyisconceptiong-or example, it was
traditionally supposed that tiperioikoi were bound to Sparta by treaBut recent research
has shown thahis is not trueThe commonly accepted view now is that preeioikoi were
not allies but part of Lacon&.This is one of the reasons why this thesis argues that the
perioikoi enjoyed a good relationship with the Spartans. They always fought alorfgside t
and in very few cases do we actually see them revolting against the Spartans, unlike the
helots wharebelledagainst their masters on many occasidihere is no reason to believe
that there existed a dangerous animosity betweepettieikoi and theSpartang®
Inherited miscongations stillaffecthowtheperioikoiar e portrayed in to
schol arship. Peter Hunt, for example, says t
the fact that every frorank fighter was an officer of some sort amltainly a Spartan rather
than a soldier from theerioikoio r  h &1 mp b D c i tassertioriskhe falseddsa of
perioikoi as inferiors; in addition, his assertion assumes tpatiaikoscould not hold

important positions in the Ladaemonia@rmy, but, as wehallsee in chapter 5, this is not

12 Cartledge 2002; Shipley 2006See also chapter 3 for a detaidedhlysis of slave ownership by therioikoi.
B Forrest 1968, 3(Ridley 1974;Shipley 1997 Cartledge2002; Galego 2005These wealthyerioikoi are
most of the time assumed to be the only perioikéabers of the Lacedaemoniamg. But in fact, as wehall
see n chapter 5, the Lacedaemoniamg was more diverse than previously thought.

4 MacDowell 1986, 278.

S Holladay 1977, 12B.

16 Shipley 2006, 67.

7 Talbeat 1989, 278; Hunt 1998, 65 and2006, 213.

18| shalldiscusghe Spartiateperioikic relationship indetail inchapter 4.

19 Hunt 2007, 130.
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the case. If one looks at specific examplepeasfoikoiin the La@daemonia@rmy, one

quickly realigsthat they could occupy vital positions. The negative undertones of the early
studies mentioned ale somehow still find their way into recent arguments such as that of
Hunt.

Even though the extensive studies recently done on the Spartans and the helots have
touched on who thperioikoiwere, the fact is that not enough has been done exclusively and
purposely on theerioikoi as atopic in their own rightThe subject has only recently begun
to interesimodernscholars, andhere isas yeto single study that covers the whole history
of theperioiko., Shi pl ey c¢l| ai ms SgadatandCakaiatblowmlttthee 6 s b ook
perioikoié b ac k i nt o ?°kcanaot day | coenplétedy lagre@ with Shipley because
even though Cartledge dedicates a chapter to the helopeaaikoi, the truth is heloes not
actually say very much about thenonically, the eal starting point ighe articlein which
Shipley makeshis statement about Cartledder Perioikos the discovery of Classical
L ak oni ad modsrnstudy ¢hat iitiempss tto identify who therioikoi were,discuss
their treatment in modern litgure, ancevaluateheir place in Laconian society.

Since Shipleyds groundbreaking 1992 artic
directly with theperioikoi?! The mainjndeed theonly, debate that has placed theioikoi
at the centre of attewin overrecentyears involves the political status of the perioikic
communitiesSomeargue that perioikic communities can be regarded asttes in their
own right which were at the same time dependent on SParteaereas thers believe that
perioikiccommunities could not have been esyatesbecauseheidea of citizenship,
implicit in designation of a community agalis, was not appropriat® such small
communities and villages.This has generally been rejected, and there is now a consensus in
favour of the former viewClassical authors used the wqrdlis to describe those settlements
that were indeed citgtates and, since perikic communities were callegbleis they too
werecity-statesThe problem is not classifying perioikic settlertseaspoleis whichis what

they were but explaining what the Lacedaemonian state3¥as.

20 Shipley1992, 214.

21 See Shipley 1997, 2002, 2G)4nd2006b; Hall 2000; Hansen 2004; Eremin 2002; Mertens 2002; Gallego
2005; Wallner 2008; Ducat 2008 aRd10.

22 For the view of perioikic communities as autonomous city stateShipkey 1997 and Hall 2000.

23 For this view of perioikic settlements as villagekomaij not city states see Mertens 2002 and Eremin 2002.
24 Hansen 2004 agrees with the Shipley/Hall model antksve direct response to Merséargument. Ducat
2010, 187, 203 also agrees with the Shipley/Hall model but emphasizes that scholavscoessitb term wih

the term Lacedaemonian stafn the Lacedaemonian state see Ducat 20h0 ultimately disagrees with

Hal | 6 s v i 4agedacmanian citize@shipor a discussion of Lacedaemonian citizenship see p. 24
below.
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Theperioikoi have, thus, now come to the attention of scholarsoBetmay ask why
it took so long for this to happemhe answer is that trearlierhistoriographyo f 6t h e
perioi kic problembé was | ess s u @erieiloisifica | and n
1985 is completely differeritom that writtenbefore that daté Before c. 1985, articles,
monographs and studies focusing only onpiagoikoi were virtwally nonexistent® Shipley
says that the problem originates in the o6stu
U K & These textbooks either mention fherioikoi briefly orignore them altogethe®©n top
of that, scholars even Spartan specisisi did not contribute much to the study of the
perioikoi, regardless of their vital role in Spartan society, simply because they were more
interested in the Spartans, and pleeioikoi perhaps disrupted their walrganized view of
Laconia.The problemis that neglect of thperioikoi or (worse) inaccurate statements about
them continue to have an impathe issue operioikic economic activity provides a clear
example Even though Forrest, Ridley and Cartledge had reiterated thpétlogkoi were not
exclusively traders or craftsmeshipley observed that in 1992 this had stilt become the
standard view?® | strongly believe thahosewho are interested in Spartan histaryststudy
theperioikoi alongside the Spartansis simplyimpossible to 8y you are an expertin
Spartan studies withodbing so Theirimportance irSpartan history ias fundamental as
that of the helots
Shipley wrote this article more than twen
perioikoi have changed, even hiww, judging from his more recent articles on the
perioikoi.?® Smaller, yet informative studies have been done opetieikoi since the mid
nineties whictdo already take fograntedthat theperioikoi were not just traders or
craftsmenBut work onthe perioikoi still lagsfar behindthaton the Spartans and even the
helots. Even some recent articles explicitly aboup#rgoikoi still follow another traditional

25t is important toacknowledge earliwentieth centry German authors, as mentioned in the Introduction, who

wrote implicitly and explicitly on th@erioikoi, such as Niese 1889, -B5Niese P06 (who builds on Niese

1889); Hampl 1937and | at er Gs c hni t,which fousessomthpermikoiinl6®B 8 wor k

26 Hampl 1937 and Ridley 1974 explicitly wrote about plegioikoiof LaconiaL ar senés 1970 6éperi oi
in OCD? alsodeserves credit for being one of the first to offen@e complete and accurate view of th

perioikoi. See also n.2above.

27 Shipley 1992, 212.

%2%Shipley 1992, 221. This, he says, can clearly be see
postwar books on Sparta are outdated when it comes to their view pétiogkoi and hat it is these books

which students and nespecialists consult because they are always available.

29 For example, in his 1992 article Shipley believed that the Spartans restricted the economic growth of the

perioikoi, whereas in his 2006 article he adnhieno longeradheres to thatiew.
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but outdated view of theerioikoi, viz. Lacedaemonianreny that theperioikoiwere not
integrated into Spartan troops until after start of thePeloponnesian War even latef®

Wecan now begin to understand how Ot he pe
present in todayo6s schol arperibikoipgrealWap e cl assi c
overlooked is when scholars make reference th.doedaemonianreny. AImost everyone
today, with a few exceptien, r ef er t o rimy 06a,s ytehte nooSaphaerrtea ni na
called that way. Instead, it should be calledltheedaemonianrany,®! which is completely
accurate since the term Lacedaemonian included both Spartgerawikioi, and the
Lacedaemonianreny most certainly included theerioikoi.

In conclusion: a brief examination bbw theperioikoi are represented ancient
sourceeandmoder n schol arship hi @onkdreptbdbygthesanciemer i o i
sources and still perpetuated in somedena scholarshipBut thanks tahe work ofscholars
such as Graham Shipley, Mogens Herman Hansen and Paul Cartledge we startbow
breakawayfrom traditional vievs andlook at theperioikoi from their own perspective and as
a group that was asiportantto the Lacedaemonian state the Spartans themselvéke
ground has been laid, but furtreralysis and a closer look at thed®nce in our sourceas
required,and thatis what this thesis doe§Vhereass h i p bvergllfosushas beemn
perioikic poleisand settlementshe focus here will ben theperioikoithemselves and on
Lacedaemonian society from a perioikic point awi

The main objective of this thesis is not just to debunk all the myths and
misconceptions that surround therioikoi, but to assert their integral role in the complete
panorama of historical LaconiaoiFlong overlooked, uacknowledgedmisunderstoodand
relegated to footnotet)ey contributed as much as the Spartans and the helkbies success
of the Lacedamonian state (not least through its military aanyl deserva comparable

degree of careful study.

30 For the view that perioikic troops were incorporated much later than the Peloponnesian War see Hawkins
2011, who builds on Lazenby 198/ chapter 6 | propose that this is afietiched and outdated view. Instead, |
make the case that the-salled integration occurred much earlier than believed, ag &athe Persian Wars.

31 Henceforh referred to as Lacedaemoniamgt.
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Chapter 2. ThePerioikoi

Inthei r st chapter, &éthe perioikic problembé was
perioikoi are represented in our sources and how modern scholarship addresses and interprets
ancient views on thperioikoi. The perioikoi of Laconia are one of the mastsive groups of
the classical Greek worlahd they are mostly encountered in cameo appearances in sources
whoseprincipal interests lie elsewhe@nly a handful of texts (all from Thucydides and
Xenophon) refer to individual nameerioikoi.!
This chaper begins with a close analysis of the tgrenioikos Being aperioikos in
the general sense of the word, was one thing, but being a Lapamiaikoswas a
completely different matter altogether. Thus, pleeioikoi from other parts of the Greek
world will also be discussed briefly and compared Widtedaemoniaperioikoi. This
chapter also goes beyond the Spartan perspective and analyses what it meant to be a Laconian
if you were gperioikos In addition,it placesthe perioikoi geographically, emplsgsing not so
much wherehey lived,but theimportance ofvherethey lived. In the last section ofeh
chapter, an attempt will be made to identify pregioikoi in both written sources and in
material evidence in order to locate those with a possibieilgerbackground. It is easy to
identify aperioikosor a perioikic group if the source mentions therswash? either by using
the term or by linking the people in question to a placeviieatan identify agerioikic3
Scholars tend to discuss only te@erioikoiwho are described as such, seldom looking
beyond those obvious examples. However, aslvedi see later on, most of the time it is
impossible to say for certain whether a particular individual waeriaikosi andalso
impossible to say thathwas not. Every Spartan was a Lacedaemonian but not all
Lacedaemonians were Spartans. The other Lacedaemonians by default and by elimination

werenone other than theerioikoi.

The term "Ujyaesesaed: in Laconia and beyond
The problems with thperioikoi start with the terminology itself. Thewoitl } a e s 26 d i s a

bland and generic term; it is not a special term the way heldthislot canbe identified ag

1 One such case is Dexippus, who also appears in Dioddiac, Sic. 13.85, 87, 88, 93, 96.

2 Dexippus,XenAn.5.1.15; 6.1.3; 6.6 (passim); Eudicus, Xeiell. 5.4.39; Phrynis, Thu@.6.4; Diniades,

Thuc.8.22.1. See also figure 4 belowll Af these cases will be anagg later on in this chapter.

3 The most ugto-date record of perioikic settleats,poleis territories, etc. can be found in Hansen and Nielsen

2004. For the purpose of this thesj2804daand?200¢4b t he chapte
respectivelyby Shipley are used.
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member othe slave classf the Lacedaemoniarssmply by theuse of the word8 U} ae s a @ d
on the other hand, is not a special, interesting or linguistically peculiar teisna
combination of two words, otthre gheposittienbyU
exclus ve word; it is itself part of a | inguist
same rootpik- (dwell), asapoikoi epoikoj paroikoi, andmetoikod® As illustrated in figure 2

below, these definitiong@ not too different altogetheA persoror a community could have

easily belonged to several of those groups at any given time. Judging purely from the

definitions alone, the wordgserioikoi andparoikoi could have similar meaning&gain, we

know that theperioikoi served aspoikoiat leaston one specific occasion, when Thucydides

(3.92.5) says that both Spartans pedoikoiwere sent to found the colony of Heraclea. Here
Thucydides unequivocally mentions therioikoi separately from the Spartamet leaving

any doubt astowho particigad i n t he f o u nade (heg Uagff ([IMiksmdlc | ea (

U} 96 a é&Be3a,0Yadlbre 3 ¥3) .

Name Definition
Perioikoi dwelling round, neighbours, neighbouring countries
Apoikoi colonists, settlers, away from home, abroad
Epoikoi settlers, sojournerstrangers, aliens, colonists, neighbours
Paroikoi dwelling beside or near, neighbouring, neighbours, foreign, aliens
Metoikoi settlers from abroad, al residents in a foreign city

Figure 2 Group belonging toik- root.

Cartl edge @& wadperivikoisbore bmth & pulely descriptive
topographical sense and a derived political r i d i ¢ @hlat isprebatdyevby. ancient
sources usually usqxerioikoito describe peripheral or neighbouring communities that lived
in the outskirts of apecific placé.Nonetheless, what is particularly interesting about this
term is that it was available both for entirely generic use and for repeated use in certain

specific circumstances. On the one hand, we have passages in which an author just uses

4 For the term helasee Ducat 1990,-72.

5Gygax1991, 116 sees it as a purely technical term.

6 Cartledge 2010, 213.

7 Ibid.

8 Most notably in Herodotus: 1.166.1; 1.173.3; 1.175.1; 3.159.2; 4.31.2; 4.90.1; 7.201.1. All of these are
passages in which the author simply uses a phrase invgeingjkoi to mean vaguely the people of a region.
The important point is that the word is used to refer to neighbours, and has nothing to do pétipikei of
Laconia.
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perioikoi as a convenient word to mean neighboumsrder notto have tospecify who the
neighbours are. On the other hand, we have particular places where for one reason or another
one is inclined to think that the term has a more embedded usage. Thisas¢hwith the
perioikoi of Crete, Lycia, Argos, Elis, and Thessaly, for which we can observe a pattern
where the term is used more than once. Even though this study is only concerned with the
perioikoi of Laconia, we still need to acknowledge, albeietbyi the existence of other
perioikoi beyond Laconia.

Each perioikic community was different. The best teXyuattestedexample of
periokkoiout si de Laconia comes f r operiokoiliAsstottet | eds d
(Pol. 127 1b) sdCetar arganizhatart is o théhsame lines as that of Sparta. In
Sparta the land is tilled byJjtahses oHsesl)odt.s Saurrdp |
Aristotle compares Cretgperioikoi with the Helots, which implies that the status and
condition of the former was more in tune with that of the latter. What is even more bizarre is
that Aristotle makes no mention bhcedaemoniaperioikoi even when he continues with
his comparisonAn alternative interpretation of the passage might be thatofie
deliberatelymakes no mention dhe perioikoi of Laconia because he is simpljkiag about
the tilling of theland. In other words, that tlexploitativeside of agriculture and theughest
manual labour is done by the helots and nop#r@ikoi. This is perhaps why he compares
the helots to Cretaperioikoi, because the latter, being classified as a slave class even though
they are callegberioikoi, do the kind of work that the helots do and not the kind of work that
Lacedaemoniaperioikoi do. Aristotle, knowing that.acedaemoniaperioikoi were not
slaves, but rather far from it, probably refused to involve them in any discusserf of
slaveclasses.acob Lar sen sugges tPalitcsuhsaets & é(J} Aarai ssateost |t
designate a class that corresponds to the helots of Sparta and so seems to imply that Crete had
no class corr espondt°fhis sders tabk the c8sp, aaot leastrbecauser | 0 e
Aristotle explicitly says that the Cretgerioikoi did not take part in foreign affairs
(Pol.1272b), wherealsacedaemoniaperioikoi did participate in national and international
military campaigns and could be said to have a more direckroi n Spartads fore
Unfortunately, when it comes bther perioikic groups, the limited available evidence
hinders any attempt to piece together their lives and livelihood. For instance, we know

Thessaliarperioikoi existed, but we know virtually nothing about thé&hxXenophon refers to

® For Cretarperioikoisee Larsen 1936; Willets 1955; Wallace 2010.
10 arsen 1936, 11.
11 For Thessaliarperioikoi see Helly 1995 and Morgan 2003.
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the Thessalian sudgts agperioikoi (Hell.6.1.19)Mor gan ar gues that a ofo
existed 6between the communi pariaksiwtmf t he Thes
s ur r oun ¢?da the ohlething we can safely say about them is that they lived in
scattereccommunities and lived side by side the Thessalian tribes. Further afield we find
traces of Lyciarperioikoi. These are atypical because they are mostly attested in the Xanthus
Trilingual Stele, whichdates to 337/338 The view taken by scholars such agy&y is that,
judging from the epigraphical evidence, what sets theseikoi apart from others is that
they were citizens just as the Xanthians, and they were also active in decadonmy
processes? But these views are specinaand can only be exicted from the inscriptional
evidence. Perhaps unsurprisingly, what we can say for certain about pgciaikoi,
according to Gygax, isnly that they were inhabitants that dwelled around the ipaiis.*®
Regardless of the scarcity of evidence, we cd®ast make an approximate comparison
between the existingerioikoi of ancient Greece. What these examples all have in common is
that they have nothing in common except for the fact that they are patieikoiand that
these groups lived around a magettlement or city.
Even perioikic groups closer to home, such as Elean and Argi@koi, were
different fromLacedaemoniaperioikoi. When it comes to the Eleg@erioikoi, we also know
very little 18 Their existence is acknowledged by a passage ilmptean where he says that
after the Peloponnesian War, the Spartans ordered the Eleans to giperibéipi
autonomy Hell.3.2.23). Eleamerioikoi apparently had a fractious relationship with Elis.
According to Roy, Elis was unable to control thagrioikoi because the perioikic territory
was extensive. He s perisikoiwlaat frlagit edcomindolr ea
breaking point during t peeoikoweere readyt® defestfromSpar t a
El ean t ohe differerdce¥rom the Laconiarsituationare already visibleThe
Spartiateperioikic relationship was at the opposéted of thespectrumfrom fragile andat
breaking point. Theerioikoi and the Spartiates enjoyed a positive relationship on a more
personal level than onveould enjoy with an ally, for examplé As will be discussed in other
chapters, an enemy would prefer to burn a perioikic settlement than offer it terms of surrender

2 Morgan 2003, 12.

13 For a study of Lyciaperioikoi see Gygax 199Warrle 1977 and 1978 has published third century texts that
include the worgerioikoi.

14 Gygax 1991, 120.

15 Gygax 1991, 119.

16 Cf. Roy 1997, 298.

17 1bid.

8t also goes without saying thiat my reconstructiothe $artans did not control Lacedaemonjzrioikoi

nor did they evefeelthe need to.
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and submission because they knew any attempt to wipeth@koi over would be futile.
Finally, the case of the Argiveerioikoi deserves mention becautthey wereslaves, they
wereagaincompletely differenfrom Lacedaemoniaperioikoi. Of course, it is difficult to
know for certainif they were actual slaveAnthony Andrewes saysthatwh er eas f or Sy
and Elis there is evidence from the cl assica
battle of Sepeia, and there is nfAdlrekdgiowi ng i n
the 1970s Tomlinson shows the complexity of tiseiés but it is more probable that the term
perioikoi, in regards to thérgive casedenotes a combination of serf and slave class, similar
tothe Cretancaseeven t hough Andrewes is sceptical ab
any specific implicatiormbout the status of those toavhi t i s 2Cdrgnptheiavaithide,
evidence we can infer that Argiyerioikoi wereeitherslavesor serfswho lived around
Argos before the Battle of Sepeia (494They were freed after the battle and incorporated
into the mainpolis, but were finally driven from Argos by the now growp children of the
previous citizeng?
The brief survey above shows the dilensraad contradictiospresented by the term
perioikoi. In Laconia the term refers to its free inhabitants wkee neither Spartans nor
Helots. For other parts of the Greek world, however, it is a different story altogether. Greek
authors seem to use the term more freely; and it is used to describe serfs, slaves, and free
people. This does not happen in LacoGeeek authors at least are in cemsus when
referring to Lacedaemonigrerioikoi;, they know they are neither slaves nor Spartans but
they also know.acedaemoniaperioikoi are free peopléeYet this is no consolation for the
fact that, in terms of languagthey get the same treatment from ancient sources as other
perioikoi throughout the Greek worltéecause there is no specific term, word or expression
for them. No matter how different, how freeimportantthey are in comparison to the rest,
they are 8ll justperioikoi. In analygng this term we realesthat we are dealing with a word

that is not intrinsically appropriate to any place or time; it is suitable in any context in which

19 Andrewes 1990, 174. For Argiyeerioikoi see also Willets 195%orrest 1960Tomlinson 192, 97-9.
20 Andrewes 1990, 171.

21 For the battle of Seeiasee Hendriks 1980.

22 Hdt.6.183.12; Arist.Pol.1303a68.
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people use the Greek languad&ve know what the word means, but now meed to break
down the technical barrier in order to understand who thesedaemoniaperioikoi were?*

The crucial point here is that being labelpstioikoi does not make them less
important than théelots or even the Spartalssh i p| ey sthoggh eesate stuck WitA |
the name, we should not be hoodwinked by thi
forgetting that théerioikoih ad a | i f e and 2®®Narhatten hoe obsctiretheh e i r ¢
perioikic ethnos is, if it indeed can be caltbdt,scholars today fail to recogmeishat the
perioikoi of Laconia are the most wekhown and attested in the Greek world. What makes
Lacedaemoniaperioikoi unique and interesting is the fact that irrespective of being called
perioikoi by outsiders, iside the intricate circle of Lacedaemonian society, they alsce
Lacedaemonians and Laconiaish er e i s no reason to believe t
term for &éthe ot her pferoike BvandftXenophan,whodwasnm@ie s i mp
familiar with Sparta than probably any outsider, uses the term regularéjphould not
automatically assume that so did the Spartans. However knowledgeable Xenophon was when
it came to Spartan matters, he was still an outsider and Spastém-day practices and
cugoms were nohecessarily adopted lym. Also, we must remember that there is not a
single case in our sources of a Spartan or Spartans referring-8padan Lacedaemonians
asperioikosor perioikoi. They did not need to use a technical term to reféneir

neighbours because tperioikoiwere more than neighbours, they were Lacedaemonians.

Being a (perioikic) Lacedaemonian

Being Lacedaemoniagave theperioikoi an identity that, apart from the Spartans, no other
Greek had. It made them differemtdait made them belong to the biggest territory occupied
by a singlepolisin all of Greecei.e. the territory comprisingaconia and Messenia.

Jonathan Hall mentions a Lacedaemonian identity that was shared by both Spartiates and
perioikoi, it was this dentity that bound Sparta and the perioikic communities togé&ther.

This identity stemmed from the simple notion thathbSpartans angerioikoi were

BA general sear chnthefTLGtproduced surprising ré$yltsiis terms of its usage throughout

time, ranging from the classical period to the Roman périodluding the writings of Patristic or Early Church

Fathers.

24 The absence of a pdiarly Spartan technical term for themnistable especi ally given the s
predilectionfor pre®rving odd Spartan terminologyerhapshis silence shows that the Spartans did not need a

term for themthey wereconscious that these @ae were fellowLacedaemonians.

25 Shipley1992, 225.

26 Hall 2000, 88.

20



Laconian/Lacedaemoniar$Therefore, in order to understand who plegioikoi were and

the origin of thisshared identity, it is important to understand what it meant to be a

LacedaemoniarThe purpose of this section is to show how they were part of Laconia and

not the &édother sdé woohgyassumgdhi a (as it i s often
One thing we know for certain abdbe perioikoiis that they were both Laconian and

Lacedaemoni an. Xenophon, when describing Dex

“Uj) aeMos.31.(15). This is the orperipko®@xampl e of

Fortunately, out of alburvivingclassical sources, Xenbpn is the most versed in all things

Spartan. Throughout his adult life Associateavith Spartans antbught with Spaans

Therefore, if anyone knew abdiécedaemoniaperioikoiit would have been him. By

describing Dexippus as a Laconian, Xenopharcisowledging the fact that Dexippus was a

free inhabitant of Laconiafter all, the terms ¥ a8 €aild have been simplyalloquial

short form or alternativepf s U 8 U i U #%Dgxippus was a mercenary and one of the Ten

Thousand, therefore he would have enjoyedstradiberties and privileges as the Spartans

who were part of the Ten Thoush Even though the majority of the time our sources

describe th@erioikoias ~ Uy aesaes and not by their respe

Asine, etc.), this description of Dexippus at least tells us that they knew thapedoikoi

were Lacmian, just as the Spartans were. Bdiagedaemoniameant that you belonged to

the same regioasthe Spartans. As far as we can tell,éhé other major inhabitants of

Laconia were theerioikoi. We know that th@erioikoi were free and that thgoles

enjoyed local autonomous authority with the exception of foreign policy, which was

controlled by Sparta. Even though {ierioikoiwere not citizens of Spartdthey enjoyed

the freedom of any regular Greek citizen because they were citizens of speictree

poleis®® Scholars argue today that therioikoi did not enjoy any political freedom in

Sparta®! but why would they if they were not Spartans? Spartans controlled perioikic foreign

policy but as far as we know this only extended to military papoAs far as we know

Spartans did not hold permanent political offices in perioikic territdfies.

2’Figueira 2009, 223 also argues for an o6identity of p
28 According to theLSJs Y @ means a Laconian or Lacedaemonian, akin to calling a Lacedaemonian or

Laconian womarg Y o U, svkicl is the term ancient authors preferred for Lacedaemonian women.

22They did not need to be Spartan citizens because they were not Spartans.

30 Cf. Austn and VidatNaquet 1977, 85.

31 See for examplean Wees 2004, 45 and more recently, Kennell 2010, 88.

20ne coul d ar gue t%partan dffitiat serk v Spartaoniiam andufl bdsis) mentioned by

Thucydides (4.53.2s anexception. Nonetheees , we do not know enough about th
case thahis position was political or permanent. We only know they were sent annually but for what reasons

and for how long remains a mystery. The 7Tgddjelaadd v
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Therefore, we can establish that gfezioikoi were free. The only requirement was
their participation in the armed forces; but that was part of heaoglaemoniapand the
Spartans were also required to take part in the army. As mentioned in the first chapter, the
Lacedaemoniamrmy wasnevercalled the Spartarray. The reason for this twofold: first,
because it was made up of both Spartangandikoi and not by Spartans alorf&econd,
because its implicit purpose wast to spell out who belonged to it, but to show the
geographical entity the army belonged to, and therefore to show the territory it was meant to
protect.We should refer to it as theacedaemonianreny because it was just that, the army of
the Lacedaemonians, and the Lacedaemonians were the inhabitants of a much larger territory
calleds U a yw®%Therefore, the main purpose of thecedaemonianrany was the
protection of Laconia, whichf course included both Sparta and its perioikic neighbours.
Being Laconian meant beirmglled upto fight for your country, which in the case of the
perioikoiwas Laconia. Thas why calling it the Spartarray is wrong, because it is not
made up strity by Spartans, it does not belong to Sparta alone, and finally because its
purpose is not to protect Sparta alone but the whole of Laconia.

This goes back to the whole notion of being Laconian. Many factors geribbéoi
apart from every notspartann Laconia. First, their sheer number; asshallsee in the next
section below, theerioikoi lived throughout the whole of Laconia, north, south, east, and
west; they were everywhere in Laconia except Sparta. The fact that Herodotus (9.11.3)
mentions fve thousandbgadesat Plataea means that there were many more perioikic
soldiers to choose froft.Second].acedaemoniaperioikoi enjoyed a unique style of
freedom seldom seen elsewhere in the Greek world. They were free but had to answer
Sp ar t a éesever thdy Werewbeded for military campaigns. They were also required to
attend the funerals of Spartan kings (Hdt.6.58.2), but this is to be expected since Spartan
kings were kings of the Lacedaemonians and not kings of the Spartans alone. Thisahould n
be seen as an example of gerioikoi being subjects of the Spartans because it would have
been a requirement for the Spartans as well to attend the funerals of their kings. It is also now
believed that they were not bound to Sparta by tr&aiynd finally, what makes thperioikoi

3 See XerHell.6.5.24 who uses the worgl U @ ve ha@onia was said to be exceedingly difficult to edter

The English word fos U 8 ¥wissLaconia, which is the word uséttoughout this workAlthough, it must be

noted that &-anagienbinventodn it English fopmo Isvbuld like to thank Professor Graham

Shipley for pointing out this observatidfor a discussion on the wosdU o ¥eandd_aconia see Shipléys

definition in Cavanaglket al. 2002,1n.1, whi ch exp!l| ai ns idpbdeclassiéal theeeguiaa me 6L ac
ancient name for Sparta's territory, whether A or W c
34 These will be discussed moredetailin chapter 5.

35 Shipley 2006, 67.
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stand out from the rest of the r@partan inhabitants is their remarkable contribution to the
Lacedaemonianreny. Throughout the classical period we have sporadic examples of Helots,
allies, mercenaries, and-&elotsfighting in the Lacedaemoniamnay, but theperioikoi are
the only ones with a continuous presence from the Persian Wars to the disaster of Leuctra.

All the examples above are what makebkeoikoi stand out in Laconia and what
makes them uniquigy comparisomwith the rest of the inhabitants of Laconia.
Lacedaemoniaperioikoi were known to ancient sources as Lacos@ Lacedaemonians
they were part of the Lacedaemonfmy and described alongside the Spartans as
Lacedaemonians and this cements their stasbacedaemoniang hey are an entity that,
alongside the Spartans, made the whole of Lacedaemon warkiefint | y. The LSJ ¢
s o U U Wsthexapital of Laconia but also as Laconia itself. Therefore there is no doubt
that theperioikoiwere Laconian in every sense of the word. They did not belong to the
Spartan state, as Ridley once mentiotfdaljt they were part of the Lacedaemonian state,
where even though Sparta always took centre stagpethmkoiwere nonetheless free
inhabitants and members of sucktate. They should therefore be considered citizens of
Laconia or citizens of the Lacedaemonsgah at e . Hall speaks of a OLa
held by Spartiates and tperioikoi.’ In a sense one could say that it was a type of dual
citizenship; gerioikoscould hold Lakedaimoniantzenship but also citizenshigf his own
polis.38

Many schdars tend to focus on the fact that thexioikoi were not Spartan citizens, as
mentioned abov& andclaimt hat t hi s s omehorwa mka dei ttihzezem sHés ew
compared to the SpartaffsBut it has nothing to do withotbeing Spartan citizens because
theperioikoiwere not Spartans. Spartans were citizens of Sparta, Prasians would have been
citizens of Prasiaiand the same with those fronytkera, and the rest of the perioikic
poleis*! By being citizens of their owpoleis both Spartiates argkrioikoi automatically
attained nembership of the Lacedaemonidats. That is what made them Laconians and

Lacedaemonians above everything else. It is true that some cities were more influential than

¥Ridley 1974, 281 refers totthemthe ankeée emodstSpmay st@ar is
7 Hall 2000, 80.
%8Ducat2010,18% oes not agr ee wi-ladeda¢hmnian ditzenship and doesfnot beliepea n

that there is a 6single Lacedaemonian societybo.
39 Powell 2001, 251.
40 Austin and VidalNaquet 1977 8 5. | n C adefinitioa degsay$d that ti@i®dkoié c an b e

considered at best hatfr seconeclassc i t i zens of &Hauteh 991, 338who coraplareso  V
Laconianperioikoiwith the Gibeonites and Canaanites of ancient Israelré&8&es to theperioikoias second
class citizens as well.

41 Shipley 2006, 58 lists the perioikic settlements that were definipeieis
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others, but that is true of any state; it does not necessadn that some weesfranchised
and some disenfranchised simply because they belonged to a particular cpigridh®i
should not be seen as disenfranchised, or as setasglicitizens simply because Sparta
made the important decisioffsSparta wa@ charge of major affairs because it served as a
guastcapital, but it wastgl part of the Lacedaemoniamase.A modern state can be a nation
or a territoryunder one government. If we anadySparta and the Lacedaemonitatesthen
we can find paralls with modern examples of statés.order to undrstand what the
Lacedaemoniantate was and how it may have operated it is perhaps worth compdadng it
themodern United States of America (USA). The USA as a territory is comprised of fifty
states, butoreign policy is carried out by its capital Washington D.C. States such as
California, for example, belong to and are citizens of the USA, but they cannot dictate foreign
policy ontheir own. Yet, that does not mean that they are seedads citizens anferior to
those in Washington D.(his just means that the inhabitants are both citizens of the USA
and, in their case, residents of their respective states. Therefore, we can definitely find
parallels in Lacedaemonian society, where, as | have alreadioned, perioikipoleis
belonged both to the Lacedaemoniaats and to their own individu@bleis thus possessing
a panLacedaemonian citizenship, whethedicial, formal or cultural,and a citizenship of
their ownpoleis Therefore, we cadefinitely visualise tie existence of a Lacedaemonian
state, which was made up of Spaftah e ¢ aadphe peaidikigpoleis Another view is
that a perioikigoliswas a dependepblis( = e 8 é ¢ @; andl that this automatically
meant inferiority to Sparta. However, this was probably not the case. Dependency does not
mean subjection or inferiority. Hansen says
poleis existed in many differeshapes and sizésd*® There are many ways in which
perioikic poleismay have depended on Sparta withoegative implications: just as the states
of the USAdependon their capital and their government to make good decisions (foreign
matters, military, eamomic) on behalf of everyoneo too theperioikoi depended on Sparta
to make decisions that affected the whole of LacareawWhen to go to war).

To conclude so far, what the Spartans pedoikoi have in common is that they are
bothcitizens of the bcedaemoniarntate, which shows that they are in the same position.
That some members or citizens would have been more advantaged than others had nothing to

do with being from Sparta or any perioilgoleis Shipley rightly says that seeing

42 This is the view taken by Hall 2000, -B®.
“Hansen 1997, 2 n 6 d e p e n dex Alto Gechnitzeril858 anerlan 1996.
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L a c e d a epolsstateaand polist owndé strengthens O0the pictu

Lakedai moni penagkoibetormgedwihthecséime footing as Spartiatad*?

Placing theperioikoi geographically

Now that we have established how gegioikoifitted into Laconia and were, in effect,

citizens of Laconia (not of Spartd)is important to pinpoint their exact location in relation

to the gegraphy of Laconia (see figure 1abpve Shi pl eyb6s studies of t
and the works of the CPC have trulysmed up the world of thgerioikoiin relation to their

geopolitical space and their habitati3iThese studies have successfully placegtrikoi
geographically to a degree that we can know pinpoint the exact location of many, if not most,
perioikic settlement$® For example, we know nothat there were at least fifthree

perioikic settlement&’ Shipley acknowledges thhecause of the nature of ttextual and

epigraphical evidence available, we know much more about those that were situtted

coasts of Laconi#However, various questions arise froc
assembled data. Why do coastal perioikic settlements figure more prominently in ancient
sources? What similarities and differences exist between a perioikic city imeBouaconia

and one from Nortltasten Laconia, for example? What purpose did they serve, if any?

The purpose of this section is to make sense of the importance of having so many
perioikic settlements located in such a diverse landszsipgconia. Thanks o0 Shi pl ey 6's
pioneering systematic study of perioikic settlements, we can now begin to understand the
importance of these settlements and trace their geographic relevance in relation to Sparta and
the Lacedaemonianiate. The common trait that binds alltbése scattered settlements
together is their strategic position in Laconia. We need to go beyond just knowing where they
lived. Rather, we should uncover and highlight the advantages of having so many perioikic
settlements strategically dispersed thraugH.aconia. A quick glance at a physical map of
Laconia (see figure Below) reveals just how important perioikic cities are to the protection

and defence of Laconia. They can be found in the coast between mountains and the sea (e.g.

4 Shipley, 1997,205ee Ducat 2008, 82, who disagrees and argues

nbexi stait pas de ¢cit® de Lac®d®monee, dont | es P®ri
exclus; il n'y avait qu'unrsemble de cités associées a Sparte, privées d'une partie importante de leur
souverainet®, et dont ils ®taient | es citoyens?aod.

45 See Shipley, 1997, 20842004h and 20086.

46 Earlierscholars also deserve credit fing the fundamentaindpioneering stuigson the topography of
Laconia. ler example seeCurtius 18512; Niese 1906; Wace and Hasluck 198 MHope Simpson and
Waterhouse 1960 and 1961; Pritchett 2885and in Messenia, Valmin 1929.

47 Data obtained from Shipley 2084

48 Shipley 2006, 58.
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Prasiai and Kyphantainside the Gulf of Laconia (e.g. Gytheion), inland but still relatively

close to the sea (e.g. Las), overlooking Messenia (e.g. Aigys, Leuktra and Kromnos), in
northernmost Laconia (e.g. Sellasia) and deep in mountainous regions (e.g. Marios). What we

can gather from Shipley and the iGBn@dneref i ndi ng
than others, of courgeserved a strategic purpoisethe protection of Laconia from external

(i.e. other Greeboleig and internal (i.e. helots) enemies. Essentittigperioikoi were the
peripherawatchmero f t he Spartans and the d&édgatekeeper
have mentioned this strategic importance, none have thoroughly examined what this meant

both for the Spartans and therioikoi*® It is important, therefore, to analyse the significance

and potentiabf each settlemeniblis posed not only for Laconian security but for every type

of Laconian activity: military, economical, or soci@hiswill now be discussed in detalil.

sl

Figure 3. Physicahap of Laconia

The military possibilities of perioikic territory are plentiful. Any imminent threat of
attack coming from the Aegean or the Mediterranean would be defestdyy theperioikoi
living in coastapoleis If the Spartans were careful asmart in war, and they were, it is
probable that they would have had trained perioikic runners stationed in many of these

coastapoleis The Spartans neede anddosther groupintle ear s 0«

4 Mertens 2002, 294 and Powell 2010, 105 nwmthe strategic importance of/aera in passing; Cartledge
2001 also briefly mentions the importance of perioikic territories in regard to conflicts; Shipldy, 8806
mentions that perioikic settlements in Mesiawould havehaal 6 pol i ci ng felos.cti ond over
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southern Peloponnese was better equippeld this than thperioikoi. The inhabitants of
Kythera, Tainaron, Epidauros Limera, Gytheion, and the rest of the coastal cities would have
includedexpert seafarers and fisherm&his being save would expectoastalperioikoito
have a major role inllt h e S prnaantimetbusnéss. It is no surprise that landlocked
Sparta had its dockyards perioikic (I stress) Gytheion. XenophoH ¢ll.6.5.32) mentions
that the Spartans had their dockyards at Gytheion. Thucydides (1.108.5) describes how the
Athenians under Tolmides burnt the dockyaofishe Lacedaemoniangl(3 Ut j a3 3 U
s Uoa Ul U9 presurnablyg at Gytheiorf.Elsewhere Thucydides (4.16.1) relates how the
Spartans should bring to Ryderstandablath8partasst h e r
were not the best seafarers or the best at naval warfare, but the truth is that they did not need
to be, because they had therioikoi to maintain their dockyards and to take care of
everything seaelated>! One of the handfubf namedperioikoiis theperioikosDiniades,
whom Thucydides describes the commander of a fleet (8.22.5)1t would not be
surprising if theperioikoi were considered to be thea ¢ e d a e mo nexpensin ravamy 6 s
warfare. One could even go further anygesthat theperioikoi might have trained Spartans
in maritime affairs, especially when it came to w&ciprocaimilitary training could have
served as quid pro qudbetween Spartans apeérioikoi; on the one hand the former teaches
the latter how to be a heawuyfantry oldier, and on the other hand the latter teaches the
former how tobea mariner. Judging from their coastal positions in Laconia alone, we can
infer that theperioikoiincludedexperts in naval matterahether in peace (fishing or trade)
or war. Sourceshowever, further support this theory. Thucydides tells us that a whole fleet
was under Diniades, while the land army marched alongside the shore under Eualas, a
Spartan. This passage alone tells usititividual perioikoiweremore than capable of
leadirg a whole fleet.

In theAnabasis Xenophon tells us that Dexippus was put in charge of addted
warship in order to colled¢tansportshipsfor the rest of the armigutthatinsteadhetook the
ship himself and sailed awayt ofthe Black Sea (5.15). Dexippus is often characterisasl
amercenary, but he wasparioikosfirst and the fact that he can take charge of a single ship
and use it for his owpurposeshows that he was a skilled seafarer. One can add that not

only weresomeperioikoi seafaers but wouldindoubtedlyhave been shipbuilders as well.

50 Pausanias (1.27.5) alludes to the same episode and specifically says that Tolmides burneeygrdslatk
Gytheion.

51 On Lacedaemonian dockyards sedkRar 1994.0n dockyards and shipsheidsgenerakee Blackman and
Rankov 2014.

52 Diniades will be discussed further in chapt¢rand 5.
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Lawrence Tritle says that triremes were fragile and therefore would have needed secure
harbours® Gytheion would have provided the very best security for the warships of the
Lacedaemonians. Gyth&iavas not on the east coast of Laconia, where it would have been
too open from attacks from the Aegebstead, it was comfortably located in the Gulf of
Laconia, where it would have been shielded from the Aegean, from b#uewaad from
surprise attack Moreover, in case of emergenitye Spartans couklurelyreach Gytheion
quickly, as it was situatedsome 40 km to the south of Spé@taHere theperioikoi could
maintain and build ships comfortably. As a matter of fact, Xenophon tells us how Alsibiade
directed his course straight to Gytheion in order to take a look at the thirty triremes which he
heard the Lacedaemonians were making ready thiele1.4.11). Since he says
OLacedaemoni ansd we petiakaithérenirf coommand lofggaringthee r e wer
ships,thoughthere were probablgisoSpartans overseeing this task. The consensus among
well-informedscholars is that thegerioikoi includednot merely traders and merchants, but
alsominers, craftsmen, farmers, fishermen, manufacturerkdtiths, among other
things > Therefore, if they practiced a whole range of professitheseis everyreason to
believethat coastaperioikoi would have been in charge of building the triremes and
maintaining the Lacedaemonian n&fy.

The Spartans abeweveryone else appreciated how crucial perioikic cities were to
their economy and especially to their war effort. Afpet example is the island ofykhera.
The earliest reference to its importance can be found in Herodotus (#33Bdmaratus
explicitly tells Xerxesthat he should send a fleet tgtkera becausé he captures jtall of
Laconia will be neutralized. He tells Xerxes the story of how Chilon, the-settury
Spartan sage, once remarked that thet&psiwere better off with Whera beeath the sea
than above it. This passagl®ne shows the jewel that wagtKera in the Lacedaemonian
crown?’ Even though Herodotus does mo¢ntion theperioikoi, we know Kithera was
perioikic because Thucydides specifically says that it wapeheikoiwho lived there
(4.53.2). But what is interesting is how Thucydides $hgsthe Spartans truly valued
Kyt her a. He says the Spartans 6took great ca

53 Tritle 2006, 215.

54 Shipley, 2004a, 5609.

55 Cf. Grote 1884; Toynbee 1913;d®t 1938; Chrimes 1949; Michell 1952; Bolkestein 1958; Ehrenberg 1960;

Cooke 1962Forrest 1968; Finley 1968; Larsefi7D; Ridley 1974; Shipley 1992 a2606b; Cartledge 2001

56 For scholars who specifically mention therioikoi as wood workers see Glotz 1938 (wood industries) and

Michell 1952 (crafters of objects of wood).

5"How andWells 1912, 7.235.2 alspicked up on the importance of/thera when commenting on this

passage: O06The value of Cythera as a naval base of ope

28



ships from Egypt and Libya and also served as prote@tioLaconia from attack by pirates
from the sed which is its one vulnerable point, since the whole of Laconia juts out into
Sicilian and t h3®. Waenere ookat the geagyi@phiC gositorsof 2
Kytheraon a map one can immediately unstand why the Spartans valued thissiibre

island so much® Thucydides himself says it had a dual purpase: port for merchants

coming from Egypt and Libya, and asatsof stronghold for Laconia. ythera was so
important to Sparta that Thucydidesghasises how Sparé one periodegularly sent a
garrison of heavy infantry to the island. Having a garrison present at the island might seem
obvious, given the economic importance of the island anddbate can infer from

Thucydidesjt was often aacked by pirates; but there could also be other reasons for this.

Maybe the garrison was sent to relieve perioikic soldiers already stationed in the island or as

reinforcements.
Ironically, during the Theban invasion of Laconia, when the enemy cameteom

north am not from the sea, ¥hera was seen as the farthest one could go to escape from the

chaos; and the Spartans exploited this. PI

secretly sent his children away to Cythera, so full of fear wadNges32.1).Plutarch makes

it sound as if Wthera was the safest place at that particular momeithwdalso another

reason why Kthera was so important to the Spartans. Both Thucydides and Plutarch give us

a glimpseof the strategic importance ofykhera during the classical period. Perioikic
inhabitants of the island therefore had a role to play both economically and in the protection

of Laconia. To add soenmystery to the uniqueness oftkera, Thucydides (4.53.2)

ut

mentions how the Spartans annyalls ent an of fi cer called o6t he

( Tgdd) Thisoffiggriwas sent to Whera from Sparta, but unfortunately Thucydides
does not elaborate any further than this. This is the only instance where we find the Greek
term for this officer:te 7gddj) etuasadd. Therefore, it 1is
7 g dd} ewas thellighits of his authorityand why he was being sent tgtkera on an
annual basis. We can only infer that he was some soxtev§eerlt is also unclear whether

he was sent toversee local itheran laws, to revise current laws (like tlmmothetaat

Athens), or to oversdecal criminal courts®® On the other hand, given the military and

58 Another notable example can be found in Xenoptell(4.8.78), where in 93 Pharnabazus and Conon
installed a governor after landing on the island. This shows the pattern often taken by foreign invaders during
the classical period of using the island as a headquarters before attacking the mainland.

59 Cf. MacDowell 1986, 2$80.

50 On thenomothetasee Hansen 1991; Blackwell 2003; Harris 2006. On another note, the obvious linguistic
parallel is the office oHellanodikai(principal judges at the Olympic Games) at Olympia, but since we know so
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strategic importance of Kythera, an alternative interpretation is that thd'tgri d } d U a @ q
hasmilitary connotatios: there is no reason to rule out that he might have been a military
commander, like a harmost. Perhaghse tothe uniqueness dfythera, in this casé s @oes
not necessarily imply judicial function, but a military one, or mlmation of the two

Beingon the coast was not the only advantage that perioikic cities had; having so
many perioikic cities scattered around meant that Laconia was truly a connected place.
Shipley says that theerioikkoi6 may hav e ¢ on tinhedtherbag detwark d mai n
whi chéunited the various parts of Lakoni ke w
gave practical e Foeuoatelytvohav® pvalenteafroaqs inwaconi .
between Sparta and perioikic citf®sXenophon, for eample, attests to the existence of a
wagon road from Sparta to Aulon when writing about the conspiracy of Cinadon. In the
passage, the ephors say that they would send three wagons, so that they would not have to
bring back the prisoners on fobi€ll.3.3.9. Xenophon also mentions a road from Sparta to
Gytheion taken by the invading Thebans in the fourth centlei}.6.5.32); elsewhere he
mentions a wageroad to Kromnos, another peika city (Hell.7.4.22). Pausanias also
mentions a road in Laconia thains from Pellana to Gytheion, which is notable because here
we have mention of a road fronfamer perioikic city to another (3.21-8). Theperioikoi,
even more so than the Spartans, would have been familiar with all roads leading to Laconia,
leading ot of Laconia, and especially all those roads from perioikic cities that lead to and
from Sparta. An interesting exampleseich a roadan be found in Xenophohléll.7.2.23),
a passagwhich furtherillustratesthe knowledge thperioikoi had ofcommunicéions within
Laconia He says thaturing the Theban invasion, the Phliasians needed to get to Sparta as
quickly as possible because they were the last to arrive to Prasiai, and the rest of the allies,
led by a Spartan officer, had gone ahead to SpawdaidPwas definitely a perioikic citgo
the guidethey hired therevassurelya perioikos®3andby hiringsuch aguide the Phliasians
were able tgyet to Sparta without being detectadhichshows that the guide knew every

possibleroute obviousand hidlen.

little about the Spartan judge attgra any attempt to compare these two would be futile. OHa¢Hanodikaj

see Christesen 2007.

61 Shipley 20086, 69.

62t is worth mentioning the various modern studies on ancient roads in Laconia, especially Pikoulas 2012. For
reviews @ this book, se&hipley 2014 and Roy 2014.

53 Prasiai is one of the eight coastal perioikic settlements théf@Rlists as definitely being a perioikjmlis.

Also cf. Shipley 2006, 58.
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Thus, we can say for certain that already by the classical period, a network of roads
existed in Laconia which connected many ofitscfifdsn hi s r evi ewThef Pi ko
RoadNetwork of Lakonike Roy concl udes wi t hSpartdngneedge st i on
many r%orhecass@aed is that Laconia, not just Sparta, needed so many roads simply
because it depended on the Spartans anglttheikoito keep the Lacedaemonidiate
functioning properly; and to do so they needed roads in ordetei@ct with each other more
easily on a daily basis. So, it should realtt come as a surprise that Laconia had so many
roads.

Finally, another major strategieatureof Sparta and Laconiaasthe cities of
Pellana, Sellasia and Oios. These were trehernmost perioikic cities of Laconiathe
direction of Spartads nearest foandwagen nei ghb
particularly important because they controlladdaccess to Laconighey werein effect,
the gateway to Laconiandthey had as important a role as the coastal citipsaitecting the
region from external threaPellana, in particular, may be considered crucial because it sits in
the Eurotas valley and in order to reach Sparta from the north, in all probabilitgray bad
to go through Pellana first. I n addition, Se
may have played an important role in providing reinforcemerellana andeceiving
reinforcements from SpartéLife would definitelyhavebeen busyt these perioikic cities,
whether for better or for wors@/e know that Sellasia was sacked and burned to the ground
during the Theban invasion of Laconia in 370 (k&il.6.5.27)and that Oios played a role
in the same campaigh.5624-26). Perioikic cties all around Laconia served different
purposes, their unique and scattered geographic locations allowed them to assume different
roles both for the economy of the whole of Laconia and for military purposes. These perioikic
cities acted as gateways todoaia, as ports between the Peloponnese and places such as
Egypt, and also controlled access both from the Mediterranean and the Aegean. It is no
surprise thataconiawas hard to enter and to conquer, since to reach Sparta from North,

South, East, and Weany invader had to go through perioikic territory; and tipes@ikoi

64 Perhaps unsurprisingly, there is no way of knowing boly whomthese roads &re maintained. There is a

short passage in Hdt.6.57.4 which says that Lacedaemc
roadsd. As the kings ruled over all of Laconia we hayv
perioikic territory. Pikoula 2012, quoted in Shipley 2014, also alludes to this passage and notes that this

responsibility fell on the kings due to thize of the taskf maintaining this network of roads.

65Roy 2014, 491.

56 Shipley 2006, 62, 6970, says the easst way to access Sparta was from Arcadia, and that Pellana and

Sell asia controlled this access. He also notes that ¢
foreigners approaching from the north, even for peace
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had no problem either getting word to Sparta or getting to Sparta themselves as quickly and

effectively as possible.

Identifying the perioikoi

Textual evidence

Identifying the peom called@erioikoibin ancient Greek sources is a laborious task which
needs to be done patiently, carefully and with precision. It is not enough to look at those
examples where the wodderioikoid  perioikoappears. We need to look for those
instarces where an individual is being described as Laconian, Lacedaemonian and from a
specific place in Laconia (e.g. Gytheion Prasiai). After all, there is only a handful of
examples where theerioikoi of Laconia are mentioned, and even fewer examples of
individualperioikoib ei ng | abel l ed thus. We must not for
standard term used by authors to refer to Spartans; and the same can be saierioikbe
There are more instances of Spartans being labelled as Lacedaemamaas $partans. The
key to understanding how tiperioikoiare represented in our sources lies not just with the
termperioikkoibut wi th the term 6Lacedaemoni anbéd.
Two questions always arise when one studiepénmikoi. who were theerioikoi?
And in what contexts do they appear in our sources? The basic answer to the last question is
that theperioikoi mostly appear in two contexts: military and geographical. As discussed in
chapters 5 and 6, the military contexiriach the most commareason why thewre
mentioned. In terms of the geographical contextp@r@ikoi (not as individuals but their
cities) figure in the texts of Pausanias @skudeSkylax®’ For example, there are occasions
in Pausanias where he mentions a place as being a perioikioutingntinues with his
description without offering any type of insight into their culture or character (e.g-6.2.5
The same canbesaidof Pseiglk y| axd6s description of Lacedace
with cities (46): bebkdfthe Leakedaimenioiglaledaimongansy ot her
And in the interior is Sparta, and many ot he
Lacedaemon, whereas the others are all perioikic; and this is what makes his description
unique. Pseud® k y | a x @rsthesnultipkcity ©fpoleisis remarkable. When reading his

description of Lacedaemon, one gets a sense that it is a place replete wiffi \&ities. one

57 For the ext and translation of Pseudkylax, | use Shipley 201 %trabo also mentions tiperioikoi, but he

will be discussed in chapter 4.

% nterestingly, this passage is comparable to Homer 6s
(0d.19.172175). | would like to thank Professor Christopher Tuplin for suggesting this comparison.
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compares the authorés description of Lacedae
latter trere is no suggestion of saying there is anything in Attica that resenyis except

Athens and a few places the coast (57). This description of Lacedaemon creates an

accidental impression that Sparta is somehow an afterthought, which of coulbsetizated

as an accident due t o t*ealysingthds@gedgsphical x at i on
works is useful for understanding this aspect of the perioikic settlements, but if we really

want to understand them as a people then we need to look hbgsedyeographical

descriptions.

Leaving aside the abstract representations of collective geographical descriptions, we
can now move on to analyse therioikoias peoples. The sporadic appearance of the
perioikoiin written sources has led scholars teipret thiscomparativesilence as proof that
they are different from the Spartans. This perceived difference (which, | stress, didllyot
exist) has led many scholars to seegthgoikoias being the subjects of the Spart&@But
one should not ietrpret cameo appearances as evidence of inferiority. We first need to ask
ourselves why our sources are mostly silutthe perioikoi. This is not becaudbese
sources did not know who tlperioikoi were or because they were oblivious of their
existercte. Far from it, Greek writers such as Thucydides and Xenophon knew more about the
perioikoithan scholars today give them credit for. | believe this is one of the reasons why
they figure so little in our sources, because Greek writers did not at tiniaguwlsh
perioikoi from Spartans. In the external ideology of what Sparta was supposed to be and how
she operated, Sparta is always depicted as the main operator of Laconian affairs. It is
therefore no surprise that Greek writers always talk abeuSpaansand not about the
perioikoi separately. Thperioikoiwere not the ones who dictated foreign policy in Laconia,
thiswas the job offte Spartans. This does not, on the other hand, make them different from
the Spartan®?erhap®ur sources did not watthat much about theerioikoi because they
must have believed that many contexts the distinction was not significabtcept in cases
where theperioikoi arespecifically identified as suclve have no true way of distinguishing
betweerperioikoiandSpartans. As wehallsee in chapter 6, in battle they were
indistinguishable anthere is no reason to think thatdaily life the situation was much
different: they probably did not evelnessn markedlydifferentfashion The only difference
is that hey were not Spartans because they didalmng toSparta, just as thepartans did
not live in Gytheionand therefore were not Gytheians. They were both Lacedaemonians, and

®Shipley 2011, 123 says, O6the selection of towns ref/l
70 Cartledge2002, ad Shipley 1992 ané006b.
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if we treat Laconia as a Lacedaemonian state, with the main power being Bytzaithits
citizens being Lacedaemonians, there is no reastradbthecitizeninhabitants asdlifferent
from each other.

Theperioikoilived side by side with the Spartans; they fought together, they attended
each ot her 0s ’Yanddtengedthe fanerbleof KingsWHdt.6s58.2), and most
probably went on hunting expeditions together. The advantage of having them described as
perioikoiis that because that term is so technical and general, maybe sources use it to
describe notSpartan Lacgaemonians. It is important to remember that most of the time,
when theperioikoiare mentioned it is in a contexhich also includeSpartans, anih which
the Spartans are the main focus of attention. As mentioned above we do have the example of
Dexippws whois described as a Laconiperioikos One could change this to
6Lacedaemoni an6é and would mean the same, but
unknown reasons. All Spartans were Lacedaemonians but not all Lacedaemonians were
Spartans. The same cam $aidof theperioikoi from Geronthraifor example; they were
Lacedaemonians but not all lestaemonians were from GeronthrfBne only stark difference
between Lacedaemonians is their geographical location in Laconia, but nothing else. Sparta
was indeedsuperior but she was only superior in the sense that she dictated foreign policy
and we can confidently infefpoked out for the interest of Laconia, not just Sparta. Every
country has a main hub, a capital, if you will, and Sparta could be compareditehin the
sense that it is the centre of Lacedaemon as a country or region.

One group which was definitely not Lacedaemonian was the helots. They are
completely different from thperioikoi;, we know much more about them, they have their
own name, with is not attested anywhere else in the Greek world, and sources knew that
they were different. In fact they had their own identity, a Messenian identity, which is both
ideologically and geographically different from a Laconian idertifyhe Helots were
different from the Spartans and our sources usually like to emphasize this difference: they
were Messenians, they were slaves/serfs, and they were prone to rebelling. Even though they
do not figure as prominently as the Spartans in our sources, in aiwagadier to identify
them because they were not Spartans, but most importantly, they were not Lacedaemonians.
One can identify a sense of otherniesthe case othe Helots, but the same cannot be said of

theperioikoi. Helots were different and lookelifferent, they wore rough clothes and a

"t See Cartledge 2002, 1665.
2 See Lurabi 2008 and Lurghi and Alcock 2003.
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mandatory O0speci al uni f or -skin capst Bven thopghwef ani ma
have no such information for perioikic dress we would need only to look at how
Lacedaemonians dressed, in order to find an ateicture of how perioikoswould have
dressed. In other words, whatever evidence we have of Spartan dress (Laconian shoes,
military red cloaks, shields bearing a lambda for Lacedaemon, instead of a sigma for Sparta)
could definitely be applied to thgerioikoi. The reasonve have more information on the
Helots than on thperioikoiis because sources knew that the Helots were different and thus
had to describe them separately.

Ancient Greek sour ces n e pedakoinordotheg of t he
write about how different they were from the Spartans, or from any other people for that
matter. Not even Herodotus, who is known for emphasizing the peculiarities of other peoples,
wrote about th@erioikoiin that sense. At first glance, it may &g that Herodotus did not
know much about theerioikoi, but | doubt this is true, bearing in mind thatgives us
information about them that nobody else ddesknew about the numbers they contributed
in Plataea (9.11.3and he even knew that tperioikoi attended the funeral of kings (6.58.2).
Therefore it is not enough to say that Herodotus, or any other Greek source, did not know
about theperioikoiand that is why they did not write as much about them as theybdia
the Spartans. Sources knévat they were also Lacedaemonians and therefore similar to the
Spartans. The only source that hints atgbeoikoi being socially different and inferior to the
Spartans is Isocrates (12.181) when he ment.
without trial as many as they pleased, but i
prompted by thehetoricalcontext’

As we have seen, there is no singjlece oftextual evidence that portrays the
perioikoi as being different from the Spamtain almost all respects. As will be discussed in
detail below, the evidence from tea polemoinscriptions found at Laconia (not just Sparta
but at perioikic places as well) gives us a glimpse of the equality and togetherness that existed
among theperioikoi and the Spartans. The fact that commemoratiomeneiawere
ascribed to Spartarandperioikoi alike shows that they wetruly indistinguishable from
each other. What we do find in Laconia is diversity, which is completely different from
difference. Theperioikoi were not different from the Spartans, but that is not to say that there

was no diversity in Laconia. The amount of diversity betweendheusperioikic

7 David 198, 12-3.
74 SeeCartledge 2002, 154ansen 2004, 165hipley 2006b, 68This passage from Isocrates will be discussed
in chapter 4.
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settlements and Sparta is what made Laconia prosper. As mentioned above, the Gpaeta
soldiers by trade, but thgerioikoi could be fishermen, sailors, and soldiers as \aall, so

they contributed to the diversity in LaconBut this is somethingve can deduce from a

careful analysis of our sources and smmethinghey explicity tell usis. Sothe reason why

it is so difficult to identify theperioikoiin our sources is not because they were so different
thatthesources chose to omit them. Quite the oppotiey are so similar to the Spartans

that sources simply preferrednteention the Spartans or Lacedaemonians because they knew
that this also included thzerioikoi.

Having analysed thperioikoi primarily as a groupf unnamed peop)®ne can now
move on to analyse those instances of napeeaikoi thatappear in our soaes. In the
whole Greek corpus we only have four individuatso are bothmentioned by name arséid
to beperioikic (see figure 4 below). Unfortunately, three of them are only mentioned once
(i.e. Eudicus, Phrynis and Diniades), whereas Dexippus is medtimumerous times and
across different sources. Even thoughonby have these four examples, when one analyses
them closely one realises that each of them is linguistically unique.

Eudicus (XerHell.5.4.39) is described as one of gezioikoi( 3 ~ U} sselb)o ¥ 3
involved in Agesilausdéd war against Thebes in
Eudicus is one of the mampgrioikoi present at that particular time and moment. In addition,
semiconsciously embedded in this formulation is a s#raeheperioikoi are rather a big set
within Agesilausods force and tirmnedatebgiteaar t i at es
Xenophon mentions two Spartiates: Cleas and Epicydidas. Here Xenophon is being as
specific as he can be; he mentions Sats$ andgerioikoi separately, without using the word
0 L a c e da e Xeoaplioa avidedtly wanted to be very clear alvaud had died after the
Theban assaulthough why this should be so it is impossible to say. Elsewhételianica

perioikoi are onlymentioned collectively and anonymously.

Named perioikos Reference Profession

XenAnb5.1.15: 6.1.3;: 6.6

Dexippus (passim Diod.Sic.13.85, 87,| Soldier/mercenary
88, 93, 96
Eudicus XenHell.5.4.39 Cavalryman
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Phrynig® Thuc.8.6.4 Soldierspy

Diniades Thuc.8.22.1 Commander of a fleet

Figure 4. Namegberioikoiin written sources.

Phrynis{3 i} Us 4&¢3) (Thuc.8.6.4) and Diniades
(Thuc.8.22.1), on the other hand, are mentiomigdl perioikosin the singular. Thucydides
alludes to both as named individuals and not as part of a collective grogpsasvwith
Eudicus in Xenophorin the case of Diniaddbe contextesembles that in Xenophamthat
Diniades like Eudicusjs mentioned alongside a Spartiate ¢ UU Wick Yo U d
- Uj; Us¥Udigs, ds 3 s ¥ U Uafd thatln both cases vie)are dealiiiy
military eventsin Xenophorthe individualanvolvedare cavalrynen here the Spartiate is a
commander of the land forces while Diniades commands the fleet. The only difference is that
Xenophon describes fallen soldiers, whereas Thucydides is meealyjoning who is in
charge of the forces. We cannot know whether or not there is a link between the military
context and the style of mentioning them separately but what we can say for certain is that
both Thucydides and Xenophon knew that these chasasteperioikoi.
Phrynis is not mentioned alongside a Spartiate but, interestingly erntbagigntext
does use the terimacedaemonian®. Thucydides says that the Lacedaemonians sent Phrynis,
aperioikos to assess the situation at Chidst much else an be said of this example in
terms of identifying aerioikosexcept for the curious fact that Thucydides usepkinase
s3lU) W) aese683, something Mmbudourdes not seen any
Of all the four examples, one could say that Dexippus is the one that stands out in
terms of the linguistic terms used to descri
individual perioikoiin Greek sources. He is described by nasag] to bea perioikos and
not only aperioikosbut a Laconiamperioikos(s Y@ ¥ 3 U ") asanensianed above,
something peculiar to this case. He is also mentioned numerous times not{esiophon,

but by Diodorus as well, and in a different context altogether from the eventsAsfdbasis

S Perhaps it is worth noting that Phrynis is a very unusual name. According to the tatadjat the. GPN,

Phrynis is both a male and female name, it is only attested once in Laconia (our example),thad &ss

handful of times in Eubai Thessaly and South Italy. The only place where it seems to be a common name is in
Sicily, particularlyin Tauromenion.

76 We cannot rule out that the principal point of calling hipesioikosmight be to say that he was not a

Spartiate.
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Perhaps what is most peculiar in the case of Dexippus is that in Xenophon he is described as
a Laconiarperioikosbut in Diodorus he is always dedmdsimply as a Lacedaemonian
(py 39~ §ds WWU ¥, thélatter mayer uses the warerioikosor perioikoi. This
promptsthe question:itve di d not have ,Xoeldweprnowthadbs evi denc
Di odor us dwadaperoikespl besanswer must be nscholars woulaertainlyhave
assumed thathewasa Spareamdl woul d have classified him a:c
perioikoibwho are described simply as Lacedaemonians and not as Spartip&oikoi.
Thisexamplelllustrates the fadhatexternal sources were liablegeeperioikoi as
Lacedaemonianand to label them accordingly
The trouble is that, in the absence of the sort of information provided by Xenophon
about Dexippushe task of identifyingperioikoiamongst the numerous peotabelledby
Greek sources jusis Lacedaemonians is very diffictitNor is it only Lacedaemonians.
Xenophon has the habit o§ing the ternLaconian as well. We have seen that Dexippus is
described as Laconian, but other individuals are also desaniliieid way For example,
Demara us i s referred to (@pYec 0P¥ Bagomtseyl.8)he Lacoa
Cheirisophus @¥8s¢ubelg¥d@BPanand Clearchus a
Lacorheamd cae §(2.531)% hhaese three characters are undoubtedly Spartiates,
but Xenophon, for reasons knownly to himself, prefers tocall them LaconianBut these
are not the only case®/e also have Leonymus, a Lacon{anU s ¥ ) svleo fought and
died bravely (4.1.18), Nicandés Y a ¥ )3 vehd interestingly enough the one that killed
Dexippus(5.1.15), and Charminus andlinicus(s Ya)y 3 t wo Laconians from
army (7.6.1).
It is unclear whethe€harminus and Polynicuse Spartanghey are never described
in such termsandit is not impossible thafhibronthoughta pair ofperioikoiwere adequate
to deal with he situatiori the acquisition of a mercenary force from Seuthes for use in a new
war against Tissapherneéenophon is certainly capabdd labellingperioikoi simply as
Laconian: that is clear not only from the case of Dexippus (where he uses both labels
togethe) butalso that of NeonXenophonregularlydescribes Neon, a soldier in
Cheirisophu8contingent, as being an Asine@hy ¥ 3 0 s 8 J®Asine is an attested

perioikic settlement? and scholars today agree that Neon wpsraikos® Yet, elsewhere

" The notion that certain individuals described as Lacedaemonians/Laconians could be perioikic instead of
Spartiates willbe discussed inhapter 6 with regard to tHeacedaemonianreny.

8 XenAn5.3.4; 5.6.36; 6.4.11; 7.1.40; 7.2.1. These are all the instances Neon is described as an Asinean.
7 Shipley2004a, 2004b an2006, 59.
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in theAnabasig7.2.29)heis described as a Laconi&nwhateverXenopho® s r eason f or
doing this®?it is another remindehat the status of Charminus and Polynicus should not be
taken for granted. The question cannot perhaps be resolvetidnértainlyimportant to
appreciate that both possibilities exibte inclination many will feel to identify them as
Spartiates siply begs questions about the potential rolegasfoikoiin Spartan official
businessand me of the purposes of the present study is preciséhyiie historiansnotto
begsuchquestios.

Instances o&n individual being called Laconiag (v a Jsagerelativelyisolated
(Xenophon magimply havehada purely personalendency towards thlerm) andwe hear
farmoreaboutgr oups of peopl e dsald CeidU bfishisaceniEage mo ni a n
Theproblenist hat t he ter ns & Ua de Bisuses sograry tindes that it
is difficult to distinguish between Spartan gretioikol. (One can appreciate this by
observi ng t hacedaemontzifot eitherdSpartadgr qpérioikodrarely, if ever,
produces a result that lookdd.) Therefore, it is difficult to identify possibleerioikoi
among these caseBut it is certainly notalwaysimpossible, because cases wherthere is
nofirm reasorno classifyd L a ¢ e d a easpenoika onentustadmitthat there is néirm
evidence that they were Spartiates either.

Yet scholars haveended to approach the evidertigeassuming thatacedaemonian
is an alternative for Spartiate, not fuoth Spartiateandperioikos While this is true in some
obvious cases, there are many cagiesre we cannot say for certain that sources are referring
only to Spartans, and there are cases where they are most probably referring to a combination
of both Spartiate angerioikoi. | believe the latter to be true for the majority of the cases.
NoreenHu mb|l e noti ces t he s hi fLakedaimorin Baliteai Sh@ | ogy i
says that O6the term Lakedai moni oi is favoure
seemed to have preferr ed®BothldumbleandProftpgeeet i at e s

that this happens because Xenophon at this point starts to include the other Lacedaemonians

801n n. 6 to the Penguin edition of thnabasis Cawkwell admits that Neon wagarioikosbecause Asine was

6one of the surrounding towns of Spartadé (1972, 248).
81 Interestingly, there is a small debate concerning the real provenance of Neon because of the fact that there

was one Asine in Lacoaiand another Asine in Messenia. For the belief that Neon was from Laconian Asine see

Roy 1967, 303; Lendle 1995, 350; Stronk 1995, 89; Lee 2007, 60. For the belief that he came from Messenian

Asine see Cartledge 1987, 320; Shipley 1997,&u#004b, 559

2Shipley 1997, 209 thinks there might be a reason beh
occurs, interestingly, at the only point where he is being named in a passage of direct speech, perhaps because
Xenophon represents himself addragsh Thracian envoy to whom a local ethnic from within Lakedaimon

mi ght be obscurebd.

83 Humble 2006, 222.
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as well, meaning theerioikoi.®* When one attempts to identify tperioikoiin written

sources, one rea#is that they are visible in diverse watygreare(i) namedperioikoi, (ii)

perioikoi described by their city of origin, (iiperioikoi described collectively as a group,

and (iv)perioikoidescribed as Laconian or Lacedaemonians. The common thread is that they
are almost always described in a cohtgiich alsoincludes the Spartans. This is not because
they were dependent on the Spartans, but because they lived and functioned alongside the
Spartans. The perioikic communities and settlements and its peoglaisvagts been part of
Laconia. We can owlattempt to identify th@erioikoi once we come to the realiton that

they were Lacedaemonians; it is only then that we can begin to come to terms with the fact

that there are mongerioikoiin our sources than we have been taught to believe.

Materid evidence

The other main problem we encounter with plegioikoiis the material evidence, or lack
thereof, left behind by them. It is bad enough that the Spartans did not leave any writing or
structural remains behind as the Athenians did, but witpeheikoi it is even worse, simply
because the majority of the time they are just mentioned in passing and not in great detail.
Shipley says that Omost inscriptions from ou
R o ma®tTo make matters worse ghimited amount of material remains we do have can
only be identified as perioikic through a process of association or elimination, and not
because we know it for a fact. We can oiéyglucehat an archaeological object belonged to
the perioikoiand not ® Spartans if (i) it is found in an identified perioikic settlement, (ii) if it
names a perioikic settlememt (iii) if it uses the terrhacedaemoniamstead of Spartiate or
Spartan. To date, there is no inscription, relief, stele or other archaeotugj@etl with the
word ¢perioiko®  perioikoid Just identifying where theerioikoilived is a problem in
itself. We know there wenmmore tharfifty -threeperioikic settlements, but we simply do not
know all their name® Furthermore, many of the settients for which we have names
attested, cannot be physically located.
There is also the matter of inscriptions and reliefs. It may be possible to identify the
perioikoithrough this visual medium, especially if the evidence is found in perioikic territory
For example, a late fiftror fourthc e nt ury st el e simply bearing t

found in what isnow firmly identifiedperioikic Sellasia (see figures 5a and 5b below).

84 Projetti 1987.
85 Shipley 2006, 56.
86 See n41 and n. 4Aabove.
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Starting from the assumption that the stele is classical and fronoiigetity, it is possibé,
though obviously not conclusivelig identify Hybrion as gerioikos®’ Even though this
idea has not been entertained before, it has been suggested that he could have been
commemorated as a fallen soldier, which leads meeta¢ixt category of inscriptioff8.

Figures 5a and 5b. Graxgele of Hybrion.

We have a decent number of funerary inscripti@teting tothose who died in war.

Commonly known today as tle® polemo(in war) inscriptions, these escattered all over
Laconia and usually i nc/la de 8Schomns ao@geen a me
that this is a Laconian practice found nowhere else in the Greek Raese inscriptions

have been found not only in Sparta, but in nearby locations as well, wheeritiikoi lived,

such as Sellasia and Geronthfsicording to Pritchett:

The only Lakonian funerary inscriptions in the Corpus associated with war
(IG V. 1. 702710, 918, 921, 1124, 1125, 1320, 1591) are a series in the
form of nomen”3U3es ae wilthe most parhsenall

stelai and are find scattered over a wide area of Lakonia: Sparta,
Magoula, Amyklai, Geronthrai, Sellasia, and Georgitsion. The provenance

87 Another interpretation might be that he was neither a Spartanpgesicikos buta helot.
88 Details of the inscription can be found on http://www.csad.ox.ac.uk/Laconia/lnscription02.html. The

description of the inscription reads: OHybrion is an
killed in battle, and women dygnin childbirth, were named on gravestones, so this man could be a casualty of
war fare, perhaps one of the known cd®paingné5i addke @il

social class he belonged remains unknown; Spatrtiates who dettisnwere allegedly commemorated with a
gravestone (Plut. Lyc. 27.1), and the battlefield of Sellasia is close by, but the lettering may be Classical. His
name is oddly derogatory and the carving, to all appearances, not that of a professiowaitietter 6 .

89 The inscriptions in the context of honour amongpasoikoi will be discussed in chapter 6.

% | ow 2006, 961.
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of some is not known. They date from the fifth to the end of the third

century!
Most of the places Pritchett mentions are in fastgkic settlements. @e has to be careful
when analysg these inscriptions with theerioikoiin mind because, as mentioned above,
we have no definite way of distinguishing betweenioikoi and Spartan®: There is some
hope, however, and it comes iretform of inscription IG V, 1 1124 (see figure 6 below). Out
of all theen polemoinscriptions this one is definitely the most illuminating. First, it is from
Geronthrai, an important perioikic city due to its proximity to Sparta, which has also given us
more perioikic inscriptions than any other. Second, it names the specific battle where Eualkes
T the soldier commemorated in the inscriptiodied. | take it that Eualkes wagarioikos
but as mentioned earlier, there is no true way of knowing. Thesipti®n has been
mentioned and studied by scholars such as John Lazenby, Paul Cartledge, Polly Low, and
especially Nicholas Sekund&One group of scholars firmly believes that Eualkes was a
perioikos while the other is not so sure. For example, Carledgs ay s t hat &éhe [ EL
periolkosc o mme mor at ed exact |y a%.azenby, dn¢he dtherchand,e en a
says t htlethatudalhalssurhpgon, since the inscription comes from perioecic
Geronthrai, is that Eualkes wapearioikasé he may have been a Spartiate, whose estate, for
exampl e, | ay ®hevaloes drentertain thempassibdity of him being a
periolkos She says that oO0the body of Eual kes of
at Tegea, at the same time asrhemorial is perpetuating his own memory, and the status of
his family B%amvksmore neutralcsbemeithed confirms nor denies that
Eualkes could have beemparioikos So, was he perioikosor not? It is my belief that there
are slightlymore chances of him beingparioikos not only because the inscription was
found in Geronthrai, but because thexioikoi fought alongside the Spartans on many
occasions, and | have no doubt that they would have been worthy of having their own
funerary nscriptions. They were, after all, part of the édaemoniamrmy andmayhave

been honoured with such honorary inscriptions and in the same way as the Spartans were.

91 Pritchett 1985, 244. Pritchett only mentions eighteen inscriptions, while Low 2006, 86 says that there are
twenty-four known and twety published.

92 The issue of indistinguishability between the Spartans anplettieikoi will be discussed at length in chapter
6.

93 Lazenby 1985; Castdge 2002; Low 2006; Sekunda 2011

94 Cartledge2002, 220, 268.

% Lazenbyl1985, 15, 42, 85.

% Low 2006,101.
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Figure 6. Gravestone of Eualkes, Geronthrai c. 418.

Nonetheless, inscription 1124gsents another problem which has nothing to do with
the debate of whether Eualkes wagseaoikosor not but with the battle of Mantinea itself.

Sekunda is far more concerned with the dating of the battle than with the classification of
Eualkes’’ However he starts from the premise that Eualkes wpsraikosbecause he

wants to accommodatkat battle of Mantinea in a period where {herioikoi were already
incorporated in the Ladaemonia@army. Sekunda does not believe Lazenby when he says
EualkesmayaAve been a Spartiate because for Sekun
this type were restricted to Spartiates alone, as opposed to all Lakedaimpeinilsoi as

wel | as °SSelumda doesna dwéll on the delmieutwhether or not Ealkes was
aperioikos Instead, he already assumes Eualkes was one, and from there tries to figure out in
which battle he would have taken part ggedoikos This is an example of a successful

outcome when analysing evidence with pleeioikoiin mind. Therefore, it is important to

identify all material evidence that could possibly be of perioikic nature and from there

analyse it from a perioikic point of view.

This brings one to the next examples, two hero reliefs from Laconia. Hero reliefs can
alsobeseen throughout Laconia, and they wusually
snakes, all which represent the heroized deatie relief in figure 7 below is of interest
because it was found in Charuda near Areopolis in the Mani peninsula which is anl afea
perioikic settlements. Sekunda illustrates this relief and says it deetso&os without
giving any sort of explanation or reasons why he believes that. In his own words, he describes
it as a O0stel e fr om a stbalfefthe fifttAcerguoypsbolvingsa, dat i n
youngperioikosw a r r1{° ®ekudda automatically assumes it waedoikosby association
given that the relief was not from Sparta but from a perioikic settlement. The earliest

97 Sekunda 201,1719.Discussedalso below in Chapter 6, 65
98 Sekunda 201,1721.

99 See Salapata 1997 and Hibler 1993.

100 Sekunda 1998, 59.
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publications of this relief do not m&on anything about it representingerioikos!®! They

describe the relief in detail but never mention the possibility of it bepegiaikosi though

they do not assert thiatis a Spartiate either. The artistic details have always been more

importantt han t he actual content of the scene: 0A
hero stands, with his shield on hit%Agamr m and
there is no mention of thgerioikoswhen there is a strong case to argueittddes indeed

depict aperioikos First, it does not come from Sparta but from Charuda, an area that by the

time of this relief (it is Archaic, if we are to believe these original publications) was occupied

by perioikoi. Second, theerioikoi participatel in many Spartan campaigns and being
OLacedaemoni ansé they would have been commen
Therefore, it is completely possible that they fought and died valiantly in lzatteyere

worthy of having a hero relief erected initheonour.

Figure 7. Hero relief from Charuda.

The next hero relief (see figure 8 below) is not a typical hero relief and comes from an
already familiar place; it is from Geronthrhke the inscription of Eualkes. This relief,
however, has noeceived much scholarly attention since it was published back in 1904, and
even in those same publications, again, there is never any mention of it portraying a

perioikos!? The descriptions are very short and focus again on the artistic representations.

101 Schrgder 1904, 486 andPaton 1904, 360.
102 paton 1904, 360.
103Schrgder 1904, 42 andPaton 1904, 360.
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Forexample, the one frodJAd es cr i bes it as foll ows: OA ver
Gerakion (Geronthrae), showing the hero seated and approached by two nude adorers. A
snake drinks from the hero's bowl 6. sUml i ke t
modern publications, which to me is surprising because inestunusual hero religivery

different from the Charuda onaihd the fact that is from Geronthrai makes it even more

alluring and worth investigatindts provenance makesabmpktely possible for this relief to

be depicting gerioikosinstead of a Spartamdeed the case is arguably stronger than with

the one from Charuda, since Geronthrai is a more familiar perioikic city and as | mentioned

earlier it has given us moperioikic inscriptions, includingen polemoinscriptions (IG V. 1

1125), than any other perioikic city.

Figure 8. Hero relief from Geronthrai.

These hero reliefs and the Eualkes inscription show us that the problem of identifying
perioikic peoples extends the archaeological record as well. In the case of the hero reliefs,
many hypotheses and theories, albeit circumstantial and speculative, can be made: the fact
that they were found in perioikic settlements hints at a the possibility for these reliefs to b
depictingperioikoi, being made bperioikoi, or even being given as gifts to therioikoi

(from the Spartans?). Today, we have to be open to the possibility that not all life in the
southern Peloponnese revolved around Sparta. Laconian and Lacedaeddentity was far

stronger and evepresent than an individual Spartan or perioikic identity.
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