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PREFACE

In order to include in this volume the discourses of
Isocrates which deal more particularly with the
domestic and the foreign policy of Athens and with
his own life and work in relation thereto, I have
departed from the conventional order and grouped
together the Peace, the Areopagiticus, Against the
Sophists, the Antidosts and the Panathenaicus. For
convenience, the conventional numbering is given in
brackets.

Miss Maud E. Craig, Assistant Professor of Classics
in the University of Colorado, who assisted greatly
in the preparation of the first volume, has helped
even more in the preparation of the second. Her
painstaking care in going over the manuseript, in
verifying references, and in reading proof deserves
more than this acknowledgement.

GEORGE NORLIN
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I. ON THE PEACE



INTRODUCTION

It is questionable whether the title On the Peace,
which is used in most modern editions, following the
two manuscripts ' and E ¢ and Dionysius of Hali-
carnassus, is more appropriate to the matter of the
discourse than the title On the Confederacy,b which is

iven in the other manuscripts and in Aristotle’s

hetoric iii. 17.

In any case, the discourse is only in a very limited
sense an argument for a particular treaty of peace
to end the wretched Social War which Athens was
waging against her former allies, the Chians, the
Coans, the Rhodians, and the Byzantines, who had
withdrawn from the Second Athenian Confederacy
and were now fighting for their independence. The
Athenians were themselves weary of the war, and
Isocrates seems to assume that some sort of peace
is to be patched up.¢ Eubulus, leader of the peace
party, had apparently already drawn up the articles

@ See General Introd. p. xlvi, Isocrates, Vol. 1., L.C.L.

5’0 ZEYMMAXIKOZ. The word ocumpayia means any
alliance, no matter how limited or temporary, but denoted
a'so a voluntary federation of allied states under a recognized
leadership, such as the Confederacy of Delos, formed in
478 B.C., and the Second Confederacy or League, formed in
378 B.C., both under the leadership of Athens.

¢ In fact, he speaks as if the peace were already an
accomplished fact. See 15.
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ON THE PEACE

of a treaty ® conceding independence to the re-
calcitrant allies, and it only remained for the General
Assembly to act upon them. But Isocrates is not
interested in this proposed pact; it does not go to
the root of the matter, being merely a palliative—
an expedient to end one war only to make room for
another.? He is seeking a permanent cure for the
troubles into which Athens has fallen, and he finds
it only in a radical reversal of her policy of aggres-
sion.® He proposes, therefore, that she make a
lasting peace ‘‘ not only with Chios, Cos, Rhodes, and
Byzantium, but with all the world.” ¢ This is a high-
sounding phrase, but he means nothing less. Athens
must come to her senses, throw away her dream of
empire, and recognize once for all the right of each
Hellenic state to be free and independent. Not only
that, she must be alert and active in the champion-
ship of that right and, by the exercise of moral
supremacy, win back the good will of the Hellenes
and so regain the leadership which she lost by the
exercise of military power.

In urging this, he has in mind the position which
Athens once held among the Hellenic states ; he is
thinking of the Confederacy of Delos as it was in
the beginning—a voluntary federation of free states
with a common purpose and a chosen leadership—
before Athens turned it into an empire maintained
by force. It is the ideal of the Panegyricus over
again *—an ideal more precious now in contrast with
the evils of imperialism more clearly seen and more
vividly set forth in the light of recent history. When

s See 16, note. b See 25.
¢ See 132 ff, ¢ See 16.
¢ See Paneg. 80, 81, Isocrates, Vol. L., L.C.L.



ISOCRATES

he wrote the Panegyricus, he had before him the
disasters which overtook, first, the Athenian Empire
and, after it, the Empire of Sparta. Since that time,
the Theban supremacy, gained at the battle of
Leuctra in 871 B.c., had taken the same “ mad”
course and suffered a similar fate.# Moreover, Athens
had in the meantime repeated the mistakes which
brought about the dissolution of the Confederacy of
Delos. The Second Confederacy, formed in 378 ».c.,
had started out with bright hopes. It seemed that
the lessons of former experience had been laid to
heart, but these were soon forgotten. The same
coercive measures were taken to extend and hold
together the Leaguel? Chares, in particular, the
leading general of Athens, who had no mind for
moral scruples, bullied the allies and treated them
as subject states;® and orators—above all Aristo-
phon—were not lacking at home to dangle before
the people the alluring baits of empire. The results
were the revolt of the allies, the Social War, and the
state of demoralization in Athens which is described
in this discourse and in the Areopagiticus.

The hopeful exuberance of the Panegyricus is absent
from the discourse On the Peace. There is no sugges-
tion here of a union of all Hellas in a crusade against
Persia, although that dream is still in the background
of the author’s mind.# Twenty-five years of discon-
certing experience have had their effect. Itis enough
for Isocrates now to urge Athens to set her own house
in order and to take the lead in a consistent policy

¢ See Philip 53, Isocrates, Vol. I., L.C.L,
% See General Introd. p. xxxvii, Vol. L., L.C.L.
¢ See Diodorus xv. 95.
¢ See Epist. ix., Vol. I1L,, L.C.L.



ON THE PEACE

of peace, resorting to war only to defend the prin-
ciple that the states of Hellas have the right to be
free. For this purpose it is, he thinks, a waste of
time to talk of a new treaty of peace. Athens is
already pledged to a treaty ® which guarantees the
independence of the Greek cities and forbids aggres-
sion. This part of the Treaty has been and is a dead
letter : ¥ all that is necessary is to put it into effect.
Nothing more clearly than this shows the change in
the mind of Isocrates. The covenants of the *“ Peace
of Antalcidas,” which are denounced with bitter
eloquence in the Panegyricus,® are here termed the
“most just and the most expedient ” ¢ which can
be expected under the present circumstances.

This discourse was probably written in 355 B.C.
Chios, Cos, Rhodes, and Byzantium revolted from the
Athenian Confederacy in 357. The peace which
conceded their independence was signed in 855. The
internal evidence of the oration indicates that it was
composed while the negotiations were pending.®

The author of the Greek ““ hypothesis " states that
when the question of peace or war was brought before
the General Assembly, Isocrates arose and gave this
address. This he infers from the speech itself, which
has the form and the atmosphere appropriate to such
an occasion. It is certain, however, that Isocrates
did not deliver it, and it is likely that he composed
it as a political pamphlet to be circulated among a
reading public./

o The *“Peace of Antalcidas.” See Paneg. 115, note a,
VYol. 1. p. 192; and this discourse 16,

t See Paneg. 115. ¢ See Paneg. 115 ff.

4 See On the Peace 16,

* See Jebb, Attic Orators ii. p. 183.
! See General Introd. p. xxx, Isocrates, Vol. I., L.C.L.
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sterh.  “Amavres pév eldfaow of mapidvres &vBdde Tabra

v [199] péyiora ddorew elvar kal pdliora omovdis déwa

Th) wéAer, mepi dv dv adroi péMwor ovuBoviedoew-

ob iy dAX €l kal mepl dMwy TwEV mpayudrwy

1ppoge Toadra wpoeumely, Sokel pot mpémew kal

mepl 1OV viv mapdvtwy évreblber movjoacfor TV

2 Gpxijv. 7Kkoper yap Ekrdnodoovres mepl modéuov

Kal eprns, & peylomny éxer Svvapw & 7 Blw

T 1AV avbpdmwy, kol mepl dv dvdyky Tovs

opfds PovAevouévovs duewov TdY dAwy mpdTTEW.

70 pév odv uéyefos, mép dv ovveAnAvbouev,
TnAkoiTY €oTIv.

3 ‘Opd & Duds odx é loov Tdv Aeydvrwv T

dxpéacw molovuévovs, dAAG Tols uév mpooéyovras

Tov volv, Tdv § 008 v dwmy drexouévous.

xal Bavpaorov oddév moielre: kal ydp Tov dAAov

xpovov eldfare mdvras Tovs dAdovs eéxBdArew,

mA Tods auvayopedovras Tals Uuerépais embu-

o Cf. a similar statement in Demosth. Against Timocr. 4.
® This expression is used in a similar connexion in
Antid. 22.
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THE ORATIONS OF ISOCRATES

I. ON THE PEACE

Avr those who come before you on this platform are
accustomed to assert that the subjects upon which
they are themselves about to advise you are most im-
portant and most worthy of serious consideration by
the state.® Nevertheless, if it was ever appropriate to
preface the discussion of any other subject with such
wards, it seems to me fitting also to begin with them
in speaking upon the subject now before us. For
we are assembled here to deliberate about War
and Peace, which exercise the greatest power over
the life of man, and regarding which those who are
correctly advised must of necessity fare better than
the rest of the world. Such, then, is the magnitude of
the question which we have come together to decide.

I observe, however, that you do not hear with
equal favour the speakers who address you, but that,
while you give your attention to some, in the case
of others you do not even suffer their voice to be
heard.? And it is not surprising that you do this;
for in the past you have formed the habit of driving
all the orators from the platform ¢ except those who

¢ Plutarch (Phocion 9) states that this happened in the
case of Phocion.
7



ISOCRATES
4[:.!.’0.!.5. 0 kai Sucalws dv Tis Buiv EmiTioELey,
o7t ouveildtes moMods Kal weydlovs olkovs Bmd
TV AKOAGK’EvéerP ’dvacn'ci—rovg yeyermuévouvs, xai
poobvres éml Ti WBiwv Tods Tavry éxovras THv
TEXVTY, €mL TV Kowdy ov) dpolws Sidkerale mpos
abrovs, aMd karipyopodvres T@v mpostepévar xal
Xapovtawy Tols Tolo¥rols alrol daiveale palov
Tovrous 13-¢0~r€150weg 7) Tols dMots molirais.
I‘{ac Yap 7oL memoulKkare Tods pritopas pelerdy
Kai ’tﬁl;)\oaogﬁe’fv’oﬁ 76 péMovra 14 méAer owvoloew,
A’ onws dpéokovras vpuiv Adyovs épodow. &4’
oUs Kat viv 70 mAijfos adrdv épplnkev. mao yap
T davepdy or paov Noboeobe Tols mapa-
~ [ T \ 1 h] -~ HE——
kohoBow Opds émi TOv modepov F Tols mepl s
8 elpijvns ovuPovdedovow. ol pév yap mpoodokiav
éumowfiow s Kal Tas KTHoEs Tas €v Tals mOAeoL
ropovueda, ral Ty Svvapw dvalnpduela mdAw,
v "z‘rpéreeov e"rvyxdvo;fev’ é’z(ow:eg- ’of §' oﬁSéE
Towolroy Umotelvovow, dAX’ s novxiaY €xew et
kal py) peyddwv émbupely mapa 76 Sikatov, dAa
[160] orépyew Tois mapodow, & yademdrarov mdvrwy

5

* This term is used of estates in 117. Here it is used of
both families and their estates. Cf. 88.

% By the casualties and expenses of war.

¢ Demagogic leaders of the war party, later termed
sycophants, See 121 ff.

4 As head of the Confederacy of Delos, which de-
veloped into the Athenian Empire, During the period of
supremacy, which lasted from the close of the Persian Wars
to the end of the Peloponnesian War, Athens frequently
disciplined recalcitrant confederate states by expelling their
citizens and settling Athenians on their lands. Such settle-
ments were called cleruchies. When Athens formed the



ON THE PEACE, 46

support your desires. Wherefore one may justly
take you to task because, while you know well
that many great houses ® have been ruined? by
flatterers ¢ and while in your private affairs you
abhor those who practise this art, in your public
affairs you are not so minded towards them ; on the
contrary, while you denounce those who welcome
and enjoy the society of such men, you yourselves
make it manifest that you place greater confidence
in them than in the rest of your fellow-citizens.
Indeed, you have caused the orators to practise
and study, not what will be advantageous to the
state, but how they may discourse in a manner
pleasing to you. And it is to this kind of discourse
that the majority of them have resorted also at the
present time, since it has become plain to all that
you will be better pleased with those who summon
you to war than with those who counsel peace ; for
the former put into our minds the expectation both
of regaining our possessions in the several states and
of recovering the power which we formerly enjoyed,?
while the latter hold forth no such hope, insisting
rather that we must have peace and not crave great
possessions contrary to justice,® but be content with
those we have 7—and that for the great majority of

new naval confederacy in 378 B.c. it was expressly stipulated
by her allies and agreed to by Athens that such abuse of
power should not be repeated. But the jingoistic orators
advocated nothing less than the restoration of the former
empire with all its powers and practices.

¢ The state which seizes and holds foreign possessions is
a robber. Isocrates throughout this discourse proposes to
make the moral code within the state the basis of her foreign
policy.

7 A proverbial tag. Cf. To Demonicus 29, Isocrates, Vol.
I, L.C.L.
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-~ / - L] I4 k) [ o \ b}
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/ 4 3 A ~ -~
Toxdvrwy  ouvuPefovdevidTwy, dAda TV Oedv
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’ 4 4 3 A} s €
BovAedeabar (mepiepyor ydp) aMa mparrew ws
]y , L 5 = ’ \ ’
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NI \ ’ 2 2 € ’ A
edévar 76 ovuPnaduevov, dAN’ s Odfn pév
xpwpévous, & Tu dv TUxT B¢ yevnaduevov dyvooivras,!
oUrw Savoeiafar wepi adrdv.
~ ~ 3 >
9 Qv Suels ovdérepov Tuyydvere moobrTes, GAA
s oldvre Tapaywdésrata Sudxewole. ouvveAnAd-
Bare pév yip. s déov duds éf amdvrwy TV
e 0’ 3 AI 0 A IA o 8’ "8
pnlévrwy éxAéfaclar 76 BédrioTov, womep & Moy
- k]
cadds €ldéres & mpaxréov éoriv, ovk éBéAer
drovew mATy TV Tpos Mdoviy Snuiyopolvrwy,
~ ~ -~ 1
10 xalTo. wpoofikey vuds, eimep HPBovAeable {nretv To
~ -~ -~ 14
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1 dyvooivras add, by Ritschl.

@ This somewhat wordy passage in which the orator
becomes the philosopher reflects a fundamental idea of his
pedagogy : There can be no exact science or knowledge
of what to do in all contingencies and relations of life ; the
best that we can do is to develop sound, not infallible, judge-
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ON THE PEACE, 7-10

mankind is of all things the most difficult. For we
are so dependent on our hopes and so insatiate in
seizing what seems to be our advantage that not
even those who possess the greatest fortunes are
willing to rest satisfied with them but are always
grasping after more and so risking the loss of what
they have. Wherefore we may well be anxious lest
on the present occasion also we may be subject to
this madness. For some of us appear to me to be
over-zealously bent on war, as though having heard,
not from haphazard counsellors, but from the gods,
'that we are destined to succeed in all our campaigns
and to prevail easily over our foes.

But people of intelligence, when dealing with
matters about which they have knowledge, ought
not to take counsel—for this is superfluous—but to
act as men who are already resolved what to do,
whereas, in dealing with matters about which they
take counsel, they ought not to think that they have
exact knowledge of what the result will be, but to
be minded towards these contingencies as men who
indeed exercise their best judgement, but are not
sure what the future may hold in store.s

You, however, do neither the one thing nor the
other, but are in the utmost confusion of mind. For
you have come together as if it were your business
to select the best course from all that are proposed ;
nevertheless, as though you had clear knowledge of
what must be done, you are not willing to listen to
any except those who speak for your pleasure. And
yet, if you really desired to find out what is advan-
tageous to the state, you ought to give your attention

ment in dealing with them. See General Introd. p. xxvii,
Isocrates, Vol. I., L.C.L., and A=ntid. 184, note.
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Tals Dperépais yvdpais mpoaéyew Tov voby 7 Tols
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adToDS KOWOUS dm;')o're'pocg dxpoatas wapciaxocev,
12 @av‘u,agw 8¢ TV Te 7rp€o',3v7'epwv el ,u.'r):ce'n =
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Tis €lpiyns oddéy mmore kaxov émdfouev, Bid
8¢ Tods ﬁa&'ws 7oV mwoAepov afpovp,e'vovs 'rro)v\a?g
7]87} Ka'. [LE')/aAG.Lg UU}L¢OPO.L$ 7T€pL€77€O'O[L€v wv
ny.ecg o0depiay 'rrowv;neea p,va'av a’ e’rotp.ws‘
ExopLev, ;mSev els -rov;mpooﬂev Nuv adrols mpdr-
TOVTES, Tanpecg mAnpody Kal xp'q,u.d-rwu elodopas
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s Cf. Antid. 21 ; Demosth. On the Crown 6.
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