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1. Introduction

Most people know that in antiquity, as in our day, the
Olympics were celebrated every four years. Most classi-
cists know that in antiquity the Olympics were not the
only major athletic festival in existence, but formed a part
of the famous periodos (“tour”, “circuit”), a series of four
athletic festivals which were scheduled with an eye to
each other in such a way that every year saw one or two
celebrations of games in this most prestigious group of

festivals.!

Most Pindarists know that even the four famous athletic
festivals of the periodos — those at Olympia, at Delphi, at
Nemea, and on the Isthmos of Korinthos — were only the
tip of a large athletic iceberg: in the victory catalogues of
his epinician odes, Pindar refers, in addition to the four
big festivals of the periodos, to more than twenty athletic
festivals at which his customers had been victorious pri-
or to the victory celebrated by the ode, which is almost
always a victory in one of the festivals of the periodos.>
Clearly, then, the ancient Olympics were far from being
the only athletic and equestrian festival celebrated in an-
cient Greece. In the following, I shall discuss just how

many athletic festivals we can reasonably assume were

actually celebrated in Classical Greece — and ask why this

matters, as I believe it does.

2.  The epigram commemorating
Nikolaidas of Korinthos

I shall begin by considering a well-known athletic epi-

gram which is of great interest in the present connection,

Olympiad year Festival Date
75.1 Olympic 480 BC
752 Nemean 479 BC
75.2 Isthmian 478 BC
75.3 Pythian 478 BC
75.4 Nemean 477 BC
75.4 Isthmian 476 BC
76.1 Olympic 476 BC

Fig. 1. The periodos of the 7sth Olympiad (after Golden
1998, 10-1 )

This essay is based on a lecture given at The Danish Institute at Athens on December 8, 2010 and at the Centre for Spartan and Peloponnesian

Studies at the Department of Classics, University of Nottingham on 15 March, 2011. I thank Dr Rune Frederiksen, Director of the Danish Institute

at Athens, for the invitation to give the lecture at Athens, and for his hospitality during my sojourn at the Institute; and Dr Jim Roy for the invi-
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1 The formation of the periodos is discussed by Funke 200s.

2 The basic treatment of Pindar’s victory catalogues is still Kramer 1970; a brief treatment is offered by Gerber 2002, 71-8.

3 Most of the empirical material on which the following is based is presented in detail in my forthcoming publication: “The proliferation of athletic

and equestrian competitions in late-Archaic and Classical Hellas and the prestige of a Nemean victory), to which I should be understood to refer

throughout the essay.
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the epigram celebrating the victories of the Korinthian
sprinter and pentathlete+ Nikolaidas:s

AvOnkev 106 dyaiua Kopivbiog, domep Evika
&v Aehpoig mote, Nukoradoc,

kai [avadnvaiolg otepdvovc AaPe, mévt” én” aéOloig
EENG ape1popelg Eaiov:

ToOud & &v {ubéq Tpig émoyepm e1dev ELOVTA 5
o Iovtopédovroc GOAa

koi Nepéa tpig Eviknoev kol TeTpaxic dxpao
[Tehévg, 600 8™ &v Avkaio,

koi Teyéa kol &v Alyiva kpotepd T Emdavpm
Kol ONPa Meyapwv te daum, 10

&v 8¢ DAelodvTr 6Tadi® OE TO TAVTA KPATNGOG
noepavev peydrav Kopvhov.s

Nikolaidas is not otherwise known, and the epigram is
unusual in having been transmitted by manuscript and not
as aninscription.” It is attributed to Simonides and though
it is probably not by him, it is commonly accepted that it
must date to the late 6 or to the st century BC® and was
copied from the base of a commemorative statue erected
perhaps at Delphi,® a much more prestigious location for
such a monument than Korinthos itself.

The epigram contains a number of interesting lit-
erary features which are worthy of note. The first two

verses implicitly claim that Nikolaidas will be spoken of
by future generations on account of his Pythian victory:
“This monument a Korinthian erected, who won at Del-
phi once, Nikolaidas”. By his use of “pote” — “once” — the
author of the epigram takes the perspective of a future
reader,” and a future reader would, by reading the poem
aloud to himself and others, prove the poem’s implicit
claim to kleos to be true when he read the word “pote”
aloud; and that claim to kleos is followed immediately
by the name of the athlete, who is, accordingly, made
to live on the lips of future generations. Furthermore,
the first three verses are, like many an opening in Pin-
dar, cast more or less in the form of a herald’s procla-
mation of victory, which was from the point of view of
the athlete the most euphoric moment of a competition,
the very moment which marked and created his victo-
ry, since they give his name (NwoAd30c), the name of
his polis (KopivO10g) as well as of the sites at which (€v
Agl@Oig ... kai [Tavadnvaiolg) and the discipline in
which (névt’ én’ 4é0Mo1g) he had won (évika).m Fi-
nally, it may be noted that the last verse states that the
victories of Nikolaidas “were a joy unto the mighty city
of Korinthos” (nd@pavev peydhav Kopivhov): it is a
reasonably common idea in victory epigrams, as well as
in Pindar," that an athlete shares the symbolic capital of
his victory with his home city.

13

At least three other athletes of the late Archaic and Classical period were outstanding both as pentathletes and as sprinters: (1) Phayllos of Kroton
won the pentathlon and the stadion at Delphi (Paus. 10.9.2); (2) Xenophon of Korinthos won the same disciplines at Olympia (Pind. Ol. 13.29-31),
on the same day (Schol. in Pind. Ol. 13.1a (Drachmann): kot v a0ty fuépav), a “first and only”, on which see more below, p. 14-5; (3) Eupo-
lemos of Elis won the stadion at Olympia in 306 BC and the pentathlon twice at Delphi and once at Nemea (Paus. 6.3.7); on Eupolemos’ Olympic
victory of 396 BC, see Crowther 1997 and Romano 2007.

Text after Mar6ti 1990. On the metre, see Page 2008, 262. On the epigram in general, see Blinkenberg 1919; Ebert 1972, no. 26; Page 2008, no. 43.
“This monument a Korinthian erected who won at Delphi once, Nikolaidas; and at the Panathenaia he took as prizes in the pentathlon countless
amphoras of oil. At the sacred Isthmos the shore saw him gain the prizes of the Lord of the Sea thrice in a row. At Nemea he won thrice and four
times at high Pellene; twice on Mt Lykaion, and at Tegea, on Aigina and at strong Epidauros, at Thebes and among the people of Megara; and one
victory at Phleious. All these victories in the stadion were a joy unto the mighty city of Korinthos”. All translations are my own unless otherwise
indicated.

Anthologia Palatina XIIL1g.

Ebert 1972, 93: “Da im Epigramm ungefihr dieselben Feste wie z.B. bei Pindar Ol. VII 83ff. und Nem. X 44fF. erwihnt sind ... diirfte Nikoladas ins
5. Jh. v. Chr. geh6ren”; Mar6ti 1990, 133: “Vermutlich ist der in das s. Jahrhundert v. Chr. datierbare Text von einer Steininschrift aus Korinth abge-
schrieben worden”; Page 2008, 268: “The epigram is certainly inscriptional, and the heading ‘by Simonides’ may be an indication that it is relatively
old, one of the numerous athlete-inscriptions of the late archaic and classical periods”.

Merkelbach 1987, 294: “[S]icherlich von einem Stein kopiert”; Page 2008 ad v.1 108" &yoApa: “[P]resumably a statue of Nikolaidas”

Ebert 1972, no. 26 comm. ad loc.: “moté zeigt, dafl das Denkmal fiir die Betrachtung auch durch spitere Geschlechter berechnet ist”.

On the herald’s proclamation of victory, see Wolicki 2002, esp. 75-6: “As a rule it was composed of the following elements: 1. ‘Personal data’ of the
winner: his proper name, the name of his father and his ethnic background; 2. A suitable form of the verb vik@v; 3. The description of a competi-
tion which he won”.

Said & Trédé-Boulmer 1984.

See Ebert 1972, nos. 12, 19, 27, 35, 36, 39; see also Nielsen 2002, 204-10 and Nielsen 2007, 88-98.



This epigram clearly makes as much as possible of
Nikolaidas’ victories, and though he was apparently never
an Olympionikes, his career is in fact quite impressive as
described in the victory catalogue of the epigram, its
most notable feature: Nikolaidas won at twelve different
festivals, among which were three festivals belonging to
the prestigious periodos. However, the nine non-periodic
festivals at which Nikolaidas won are more significant
in the present context. These festivals were all staged
by poleis situated within reasonably easy travelling dis-
tance from Korinthos, and it is rather striking that this
description fits no less than nine athletic festivals, since it
suggests, in a general way, that most poleis near Korinthos
celebrated religious festivals which included athletic com-
petitions. None of these nine non-periodic festivals, it
should be noted, were put on by Korinthos itself, and
this observation is not as unimportant as it may at first
seem, for it means that the poleis which arranged these
athletic competitions allowed athletes from foreign poleis
to participate in them. It is, of course, well known that at
Olympia “every Greek who so wished” (6 BovAdpevog
1@V ‘EAMvev) was allowed to compete,'+ and that we
know of Olympic victors from no less than sixty-five
different poleis in the Classical period.s It should, how-
ever, be remembered that this extremely international
profile of the Olympics was at least in part the result of
a conscious decision by Elis to attract athletes from all
over the far-flung Hellenic world by setting up a complex
system of epangelia by which it announced upcoming
celebrations of the Olympics throughout the Hellenic
world, and that the invited cities regularly sent official
delegations to Olympia in response to Elis” invitation

to participate in the festival of Zeus. It seems a reason-

14 Nielsen 2007, 18-21.

15 Nielsen 2007, 60-1.
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able assumption that poleis such as Tegea, Aigina, and
Epidauros — mentioned together in verse 9 — must have
had some way of announcing their festivals outside the
polis itself. Even if these were less ambitious systems
than that of Elis, they will still have created at least some
official diplomatic interaction between the poleis organis-
ing athletic festivals and the poleis invited to participate.
Sometimes the epangelic system became just as complex
as the Olympic system, as in the case of Epidauros, which
set up an elaborate epangelic system in the 4t century
BC.” However, the Epidaurian festival of the Asklapieia
existed at least from the second half of the 6% century
and attracted foreign athletes right from that point in
time.® It is, accordingly, not very likely that the festival
was not internationally announced in one way or an-
other in the 6™ and s centuries, when it is known to
have been visited by athletes from at least Aigina, Argos,
Korinthos, and Rhodos, as well as by the rhapsode Ion
of Ephesos.>°

Finally, it should be noted that the festival at Phleious
is attested only by the epigram commemorating Nikolai-
das - by coincidence, in other words:* had this epigram
not survived, it would not have been known that the
city of Phleious staged an athletic festival which attract-
ed non-citizen competitors; and what this suggests is,
of course, that there must have existed athletic festivals
which have left no mark in our records at all,»> though
there is no way of quantifying this Dunkelziffer. The
Nikolaidas epigram, in conclusion, testifies to the exist-
ence in the late 6t or st century of at least nine athletic
testivals outside the prestigious periodos, at least one of
which is of great obscurity.

16 On the Olympic epangelia by Elis, see Perlman 2000, 63-6 and Nielsen 2007, 62-8.

17 Perlman 2000, 67-97.

18 Cf. Pind. Nem. 5.50-2 with Séve 1993, 305; Perlman 2000, 67 n. 2 (“s30 BC at the latest”).
19 Aigina: Pind. Nem. 3.84; Isthm. 8.68. Argos: CEG 11 814 (Séve 1993, 328 no. 22). Korinthos: Nikolaidas (Séve 1993, 328 no. 25). Rhodos: Syll3 82

(Seve 1993, 327 no. 14).
20 Pl Ion 530b (Séve 1993, 328 no. 19).

22

From Xen. Hell. 4.2.16 it appears that Phleious proclaimed an ekecheiria in the 4™ century, but the passage does not reveal for which festival this
truce was proclaimed; it cannot, of course, be excluded that it was proclaimed for the festival at which Nikolaidas won his victory; the CPC Invento-
ry sv. Phleious (no. 355) 614 notes cults of Ganymede and Hera at Phleious.

As an example of an athletic festival which is not attested in the Archaic or Classical period we may mention the festival at Arkadian Mantinea in
honour of the patron divinity Poseidon Hippios, which is known only from the Hellenistic period (IG IV 1 629) but presumably was much older
(Jost 1985, 133).

13
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Inv.no.> Site
221 Thebes
22§ Megara
240 Pellene
297 Tegea
- Mt Lykaion
348 Epidauros
355 Phleious
358 Aigina
361 Athens

Fig. 2. Sites of non-periodic athletic festivals attested by
the career of Nikolaidas of Korinthos

3. The epigram celebrating Theogenes
of Thasos

Another epigram of the utmost importance in the present
context is one celebrating perhaps the greatest athlete of
antiquity, the famous Theogenes of Thasos, which is pre-
served on a sculptural base at Delphi. It is beyond doubt
that Theogenes’ impressive career fell in the first half of
the st century: his first Olympic victory was achieved in
480 BC,># the year of the naval battle at Salamis, and his
commemorative statue at Olympia was a work by Glaukias
of Aigina,* who was active in the late Archaic and early
Classical period.>s The epigram celebrating him, however,
dates to the early 4% century and probably belongs to a
restoration of an earlier monument carried out by the polis
of Thasos; accordingly, the epigram was in all probability
commissioned by Thasos.>” It reads as follows:?$

O[®brote Tolov Epuoe O]dacoc, TioEEvov viE,
kaim oAy ] E[AMN]vov [n]ke[Tot]ov [Enaw]ovEyeig
KapTEPiog ovyap Tig OAvumion EoTe@ovdOn
@O[T0]¢ [av]np UYL TOYKPOTIOL TE KPATAV.
ool 8¢ kai £u [TubdVL TpLdV oTEQaVH[ V] dKovitt 5
£¢ 10 828 Ovnrog dviyp odic Epete Etepoc:
gwvéa 8 Tob[ ] adwv vikon déka, dig yop Gboev
KfpLé &y KOKAWL podvov émybovimv
TUYURG TAYKPOTIOL TE EMVIKIOV LT TOVTOL
évaxtd’ év Nepéal, @edyevec. al o€ 1ot 10
vikot Tpig e £KaTOV Kai yikton, 0008 6€ QL
TOYURL VIKNOTjval Ekoct kol 3O £TdV.29

The epigram is a conspicuous example of a polis high-
lighting and taking its share of the glory generated by
the athletic victories of one of its sons. It employs most
of the methods of creating surplus-value, that is, ways of
enhancing the prestige of a victory, which were pointed

out by Pleket (1975, 79):

Victory in itself was not enough. There is a tendency to add,
so to speak, a ‘surplus-value’ I shall not give a long list of these
‘surplus-values’ here; I have in mind athletes who won éucoviti
(i.e. without having to fight, because all opponents withdrew
before the beginning of the games out of fear of the superstar)
and ant®dtog (without having fallen on one’s knee; a surplus
value for wrestlers, who had won when they had thrown their
opponents on the floor three times) or who achieved a series
of victories on one day or for the first time; in the latter case he
could be first of all human beings or first of his fellow-citizens or
first of his fellow-provincials.>°

Thus, the present epigram states that no other man won

both the boxing and the pankration at Olympia (00 yép

23 The reference is to the serial numbers in the CPC Inventory. This and the following figures employ the geographical order adopted in the CPC In-

ventory.
24 Moretti 1957, no. 201.
25 Paus. 6.11.9.
26  For Glaukias of Aigina, see RE VII, 1400 and Pollitt 1990, 39-41.
27 Ebert1972, 122.
28 Text: Ebert 1972, no. 37.

29 “Never, son of Timoxenos, did Thasos produce your equal, and of the Hellenes you enjoy by far the greatest reputation for sturdy endurance. For

no one was crowned at Olympia for victory in boxing and pankration, one and the same man. Of your three Pythian crowns one was won without

dust. This no other mortal man achieved. At nine Isthmiads you won ten victories, for twice on the same day did the herald announce you in the

circle of spectators for victory in boxing and pankration, a singular achievement among men of the earth. Nine victories did you win at Nemea,

Theogenes. Your own efforts produced 1,300 victories and, I proclaim, for twenty-two years you were undefeated in boxing.”

30  See further Tod 1949; Ramba 1990; Young 1996 and Young 2004, 30-2; and Brunet 2010.



116 Olopmion £6te@avddn ... ®O[t0]g [av]np), a first
and only, as it in fact was at the time. Furthermore, one
of the three Pythian victories was won dxoviti, without
dust = without opposition, again a first and only, as spelled
out in verse six: “This no other mortal man achieved”
(0 8¢ Bvnrog dvnp obtig Epeke Etepog). Finally, at the
Isthmian Games Theogenes won both the boxing and
pankration “on the same day” (fjuott T@VOTML), again a
first and only (podvov émybovimv). Clearly, Thasos is at
pains to squeeze the last drop of glory out of Theogenes’
career: the city obviously took great pride in its famous
son.

However, the most remarkable detail of the epigram
is the fact that Theogenes is credited with 1,300 victo-
ries during a career lasting more than twenty years (vv.
10-2). Considering the obvious fact that the epigram is
a triumphant celebration of Theogenes by his home po-
lis it might perhaps be suspected that this is an inflated
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number of victories. However, two other sources give
similar numbers for the victories achieved by Theogenes:
according to Plutarch, Theogenes won 1,200 victories;
and according to Pausanias the number of his victories
ran to 1,400.3> Now, since they do not give the exact same
number as the epigram and since they do not agree with
each other, Plutarch and Pausanias probably derive their
numbers from two different sources independent of the
epigram and so may be taken to confirm, in a general way,
that the number given by the epigram is of the right order
of size, and I shall for the present purposes accept that
the number of victories won by Theogenes ran to 1,300.
It goes without saying that these cannot all have been
won at the festivals of the periodos, and this is confirmed
by the prose catalogue of his victories appended to the
epigram, which meticulously lists every periodic victory
of Theogenes:3

Ozvyévne Typoévov Gaotog viknoev TGoE

O opma wHg TOpoi mOg
‘OMOpma ToryKpaTiov TOpol nvg
TTv0oi wH& ‘TOpot nvg
ITvBot mH& ‘TOpot g
ITv0ot wOE dxoviti TOpot nvg
‘T0pol mH& Kol ToyKpATIOV
[10]pol wHh& T AT
‘TOpol mo& TOpaot

‘T0p0T 7O &3+

Népea 0§

Népea 0§ Népea 0§
Népea md§ ‘Exatoppoia
Népea 0§ dOA OV
Népea 0§ &v Apyet
Népea 0§

Népea 0§

Népea 0§

31 Plut. Prae. ger. reip. 15.7: ... MOVG Ko 310K06100G 6TEPEVOVG, BV GLPPETOV &V Tig TiyRoarto TovGg TheioToug (cf. Pleket 1975, 60 and Brunet

2003, 224).

32 Paus. 6.11.5: TOVG 8¢ GOUTOVTOG GTEPAVOVG TETPAKOGIOVG TE EGYE KOl YIAMOVG.

33 Text after Ebert 1972, no. 27.

34 Theogenes, son of Timoxenos, of Thasos won these victories

Olympia, boxing Isthmos, boxing

Olympia, pankration Isthmos, boxing
Delphi, boxing Isthmos, boxing
Delphi, boxing Isthmos, boxing
Delphi, boxing, akoniti Isthmos, boxing
Isthmos, boxing and pankration
at the same

Isthmiad

Isthmos, boxing
Isthmos, boxing

Isthmos, boxing

Nemea, boxing

Nemea, boxing

Nemea, boxing

Nemea, boxing

Nemea, boxing
Hekatomboia

Nemea, boxing dolichos

at Argos

Nemea, boxing
Nemea, boxing

Nemea, boxing

15
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Theogenes, then, won ‘only’ twenty-four victories at the
festivals of the periodos. Accordingly, he must have won
some 1,276 victories at festivals outside the periodos. Only
two of these festivals can be identified and only a single
one with certainty. (1) One victory was won at the Hek-
atomboia at Argos, as appears from the prose catalogue
appended to the epigram (col. IV.3-5). This is the only
non-periodic victory recorded on the monument in hon-
our of Theogenes, and it is probably included because
it was his most remarkable and prestigious victory in a
contest outside the periodos and was won in an unusual
discipline, the dolichos (long distance running). (2) The-
ogenes won another victory in the same discipline at an
unnamed festival in Thessaly, according to Pausanias,’
presumably celebrated in honour of Achilleus.3¢

It cannot be entirely excluded that Theogenes won
some of his remaining 1,274 victories in contests which
were staged only once, to mark victory in war, the burial
of a great man, or some other important event. Contests
of this kind are not unknown: In 326 BC, Alexander the
Great marked the victory at R. Hydaspes by athletic com-
petitions;*” the Ten Thousand Kyreioi celebrated their
arrival at the coast of the Black Sea by a joyful athletic
festival;3® and Roller has devoted an excellent study to
funeral contests held to mark the burials of great men
in the historical period.* She counted ten examples of
such funeral games in the Archaic period but only a single
one for the Classical period, and though a recently found
inscription from Sicily adds a second example,+ by the

Classical period funeral games for individuals were clearly
a highly unusual phenomenon,+ which seems to have
become a Macedonian peculiarity.+> In comparison with
athletic contests incorporated into the religious festivals
of city-states, such ad hoc competitions are rather poorly
attested and it seems unlikely that victories in such com-
petitions can constitute any significant part of Theogenes’
1,276 non-periodic victories. Accordingly, the assumption
should be that to gain 1,276 non-periodic victories The-
ogenes must have been victorious at numerous contests
incorporated in the standard way into religious festivals,
such as the Hekatomboia, and the presumption must be
that he won his victories at the same festivals, or at the
same kind of festival, as Nikolaidas of Korinthos, of whom
Theogenes was in all probability a contemporary.

If we grant Theogenes an active career of 25 years, he
must, to gain 1,276 non-periodic victories, have won on
average 51 victories a year or approximately one every
week. This scenario would mean the existence of 51 ath-
letic festivals outside the periodos in the first half of the
sth century, if these festivals were celebrated every year.
But most religious festivals incorporating athletic com-
petitions were staged only every two or four years, and so
the number of festivals needed for Theogenes to win his
victories must be multiplied by a factor ranging between
two and four, which would imply the existence of perhaps
as many as 200 athletic festivals. Theogenes’ speciality
was obviously boxing, in which he won 22 victories in the

contests of the periodos (cf. the prose appendix) and was

35 Paus. 6.11.5: &v ©Oig 8¢ Tf] OGCUADY TLYUTG HEV T) TOYKPATIOL TOPTIKE TV GTOVINV, EPPOVTILE 6€ OTTMG Kol £l SPOLL® EUPOVIG EV

“"EXAncw £in, kol oG £6eABOVTOG £G TOV SOAMYOV EKPATNCEV.

36 Paus. 6.11.5: v 8¢ 01 TpOC AxiAAéa Epoi Sokeiv O prlotipmpua, &v Tatpidt 10D dKicToL TdV KOAOLUEVOV pdmVY dvelécsOot Spopov vikny, on

which see Jacquemin 2002, 172 ad loc. Cf. Harris 1964, 116; Stamatopoulou 2007, 334.

37 Arr. Anab. 5.201: AReEGvOpm O€ Emerdn) ol amobavovTeg v T Ly KEKOGUNVTO T TPETOVTL KOGH®, O O¢ Tolg Og0ig T voplopeva Emvikio
£0vg, Kol AydV ETOLETTO OVTA YOUVIKOG Kol koG awtod £mi Tf) OxOn Tod Y ddomov, tvanep 10 mpdtov S1EPN Gpa Td oTpatd; cf. 2.24.6 with

CEG 879; 4.4.1; 6.28.3; 7.14.1 (cf. Diod. Sic. 17.72.1). See also: Slowikowski 1989, 72; Romano 1990, 75; Adams 2003, 210-12; Kyle 2007, 238-9.

38 Xen. An. 4.8.25-8, on which see Golden 1998, 1-4 and Kyle 2007, 231.
39 Roller 1981.
40 SEG XLIX 1286.

41 Roller 1981, 6: “[ T]his kind of funerary contest ceased to be held during the fifth century B.C.

42

Roller 1981, 10. Note, however, that king Euagoras I of Salamis was buried with extensive funeral contests by his son Nikokles (Isoc. Euagoras 9.1).
Though both Euagoras and Nikokles were in fact Greeks, they are both described in modern scholarship as “philhellenes” (Costa 1974, 45; Maier
1994, 317) ; Euagoras came to power in Salamis by unseating a Phoenician usurper, he waged war against the Persians for ten years (391-381 BC) and
an Athenian decree honours him as a champion of Greek liberty (Rhodes & Osborne, GHI no. 11.16-7 with comm. at 54; cf. Hunt 2010, 82 n. 59); it
may, then, very well be correct that these funeral contests were a studied emulation of epic depictions of funeral contests designed to emphasise the
Greek identity of the Salaminian royal house (Roller 1981, 10). Alexander the Great, too, seems to have had the Iliadic funeral contests of Patroklos
in mind when he staged “the most magnificent contests ever” (Arr. Anab. 7.14.19) to mark the burial of Hephaistion. By the 4t century, such osten-

tatious funeral contests are peripheral royal phenomena and not a part of mainstream Greek culture.



undefeated for 22 years (vv. 11-2 of the epigram). However,
he was also an accomplished fighter in the pankration, as
is clear from the fact that he won both an Olympic (v. 4)
and an Isthmian victory (v. 9) in this “terrible event’, as
Xenophanes called it.+ If we assume that Theogenes regu-
larly entered and won both the boxing and the pankration,
he need only have entered two festivals a month, and we
can reduce the number of festivals needed to win 1,276
victories to somewhere between 50 and 100. It is a reason-
able conclusion that the career of Theogenes presupposes
the existence of approximately a hundred athletic festivals
which did not belong to the great periodos, which must
have admitted non-citizens competitors, and which must
have been internationally announced in some way. Of
these, eleven can be identified by the evidence pertaining

to the careers of Nikolaidas and Theogenes.++

Inv.no. Site
347 Argos
— Thessaly

Fig. 3. Sites of non-periodic athletic festivals attested by
the career of Theogenes of Thasos

4. Non-periodic athletic festivals
attested by or inferred from other
evidence

4.1 Epinician poetry
However, a survey of the literary, numismatic, epigraphi-
cal, and archaeological evidence relevant here adds several

43 Xenophanes fr. 2.5 (West): 10 dewvov Gebrov 8 naykpdatiov Karéovoty.
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other sites of athletic competitions to these eleven. The
most precious evidence is provided by epinician poetry
and associated scholia. As indicated above, the victory
catalogues of Pindar’s epinician odes refer to more than
twenty athletic festivals outside the periodos, and in addi-
tion to Pindar we have fragments of Simonides and Bak-
chylides. This extremely valuable evidence is, however,
not always easy to interpret in detail as a few examples
will show. In his Thirteenth Olympian Ode, Pindar refers
to victories won by Korinthian athletes and witnessed by
“tai v’ Aftvag vyihdeov kadrirhovtot | toleg” (OL
13.111-2) .4 It is here implied that at least two poleis near Mt
Etna staged contests, but it is not clear which these were;
the usual assumption is that the reference is to Aitna and
Syracuse,*¢ though at least Leontinoi and Messana would
seem to be candidates as well. Whichever cities arranged
these festivals, it should be noted that they must have
been open to non-citizens and that Korinthian nobles
thought it worthwhile to travel for them.

Of course, fragments are even harder to interpret.
A fragment of an ode by Simonides for the great run-
ner Astylos of Kroton reads as follows: “tig 61 t@®v vdv
T0668" 1| TETAAOIGL POPTOV | T} OTEPAVOLGL POSOV
AvedNcOTo, | VIKAG<OIG> &V AyMVL TEPIKTIOVMV? ™4
The phrase &v dy®vt nepiktiovov (“in a contest of the
neighbours”) probably refers to a local contest at which
Astylos was victorious,* though the drift of the fragment,
in fact, suggests that Astylos was victorious several times
or in several contexts. The fragment, then, suggests the
existence of one or more festivals with running competi-
tions open to non-citizens among Astylos’ neighbours,s
but it is not clear who these neighbours were. Astylos

44 On Theogenes’ career, see also Ebert 1972, 120; Pleket 1975, 60, 81; Pleket 1998, 154; Pleket 2000, 642; Pleket 2001, 177; Brunet 2003, 224.

45 “[T]he splendidly rich cities under Aitna’s lofty crest” (trans. Race 1997a).

46 Kramer 1970, 55; Gerber 2002, 72.
47 Emended from vikog.

48 Simonides fr. 506 (Campbell): “Who among men of this day has so often crowned himself with leaves of myrtle or garlands of roses after winning

in a contest of the neigbours?” (trans. Campbell 1991). For a discussion of this fragment, see Molyneux 1992, esp. 215-8. On Astylos of Kroton, see

Nielsen 2007, 91-2.

49 So also Molyneux 1992, 215-6. Mann 2001, 301-2 argues, on the assumption that periktiones is a poetic equivalent of amphiktiones, that the reference

here is to Pythian victories, but as pointed out by Molyneux (Molyneux 1992, 215-6) “[ T ]here is no evidence that Pindar felt dpgictioveg alone

(and a fortiori mepiktioveg alone) to refer especially to the Delphic Amphictyons or to suggest especially the Pythian games; we may therefore as-

sume that the same was true of Simonides”. Campbell (1991) in his Loeb edition translates v Gy@vi mepiktiOvev as indicated in the text and adds

the explanatory note “Le. in local games”. Pindar uses periktiones twice in his epinicians, at Nem. 11.19 and Isthm. 7.64; in both passages the word is

best interpreted to refer to “men from the surrounding districts” (Bury 1892, 151; cf. 1890, 223); Race (1997b) in his Loeb edition translates “from the

neighboring peoples” (Nem. 11.19) and “the men who lived around him” (Isthm. 7.64).

50 Cf. Molyneux 1992, 215: “[S]Juch games were probably open to strangers as well as local entrants”.
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was a native of Kroton in Southern Italy, but he may at
one point have become a citizen of Syracuse, and it is,
accordingly, not clear where we should locate the festivals
suggested by this fragment, since both Southern Italy and
Sicily are real possibilities.

Neither the passage of Pindar nor the fragment of
Simonides enables us to locate the festivals they mention
with any accuracy. Their evidence is, nonetheless, still
valuable since details on western Greek athletic festivals

are few indeed. However, these epinician references do in

a general way suggest that there must have been a well-de-
veloped athletic life in the Greek west, an assumption
which is also corroborated by the massive involvement
of the elites and athletes of these areas with the contests
on the Hellenic mainland.s*

On the basis of the preserved epinician poetry we
may, with varying degrees of certainty, add 28 agonistic
festivals at 19 different sites to the 11 festival sites identi-
fied on the basis of the sources relating to the careers of

Nikolaidas and Theogenes.

Inv.no. Site Source Kramer 1970
8 Aitna Ol 13111 55
47 Syracuse Ol 13111 55
— Magna Graecia (2) Simon. fr. 506 -
213 Orchomenos Isthm. 1.56 48
— Onchestos Isthm. 133 46
— Boiotia (2) Ol 7.84 52, 60
227 Korinthos Ol 13.40 41
228 Sikyon Ol 13.109 54
— Achaia (2) Nem. 10.47 50
276 Kleitor Nem. 10.47 40
345 Sparta (2) Nem. 10.49-53 56
358 Aigina (2)s Schol. Pyth. 8.91, 113 27
361 Athens (2)s3 0l. 9.89, 99 31-3
370 Eretria Ol 13112 38
386 Opous Ol 9112 47
— Thessaly Bakchyl. 14 61
440 Phylake Isthm. 1.59 51
— Rhodos Ol 7.77-80 53
1028 Kyrene (4) Pyth. 97-103 42

Fig. 4. Sites of non-periodic athletic festivals attested by epincian poetry (in brackets the number of festivals if more than one)

51 On athletics in the Greek west, see Todisco 1997.

52 Inaddition to the Aiakeia at which I assume Nikolaidas was victorious.

53 At Eleusis and at Marathon, i.e. different from the Panathenaia at which Nikolaidas was victorious.



In this way, 39 non-periodic festivals at 30 differ-
ent sites known or assumed with a very high degree of
probability to have existed in the st century BC may be
identified, most if not all of which must have allowed
non-citizen entrants.

4.2 Athletic festivals attested by other types of
evidence

39 non-periodic athletic festivals is an impressive num-
ber in itself, but it must be remembered that it has been
generated exclusively from prosopographical evidence,
i.e., these festivals can be identified only because they
were visited by superstars such as Theogenes and high
aristocracy such as the Diagorids of Rhodos.s+ Accord-
ingly, the presumption must be that a survey of other
kinds of evidence will produce evidence of (many) other
agonistic festivals.

(a) Numismatic evidence. Numismatic evidence is
particularly difficult to handle in this connection. At
Metapontion in Southern Italy competitions in honour
of the river divinity Acheloos are attested by mid-st cen-
tury BC coins inscribed AXEAOIO AE®GAON .5 To my
knowledge, it has never been denied that this coinage is
evidence of competitions at Metapontion, but, clearly,
the coins themselves do not clarify whether these were
athletic competitions; since the Greeks could turn almost
anything into a competition,’ it cannot be considered
certain that Metapontion put on athletic competitions,

though it is of course in itself more than likely.

The famous coin from s™-century Kos depicted in Fig. 5
has been interpreted as evidence for “prestigious local
games” and if that is a valid interpretation, the type itself
reveals that the competitions must have been athletic.
The reference may perhaps be to the contests in honour
of Apollo Triopios staged by the Dorian hexapolis and
known from Herodotos (1.144),5 but it should be obvious
that the evidence provided by the coin is too general to

allow any conclusion on this matter. Numismatic evi-

54 On the Diagorids of Rhodos, see Hornblower 2004, 134-43.
55 See Rutter 2001, no. 1491; Rutter 1997, 49; Nielsen 1996, s8.
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Fig. 5. s-century tridrachm of Kos depicting a diskobolos
(after Aegean of the coins 89)

dence, then, is usually too vague to allow us to establish
the existence of athletic competitions at a given polis with
complete confidence and here I merely note that various
agonistic competitions have been inferred for at least 14
poleis on the basis of numismatic evidence of the 5™ and
4t centuries.

(b) Archaeological evidence. The most important ar-
chaeological evidence for the question under scrutiny
is remains of or attestations of gymnasia and stadia. If
the existence of a stadium is taken to be evidence of the
existence of athletic competitions, it is worth noting that
we have evidence of late Archaic or Classical stadia at at
least 12 poleis. Gymnasia are perhaps a less certain indica-
tion of the existence of competitions, as opposed to the
gymnastic lifestyle, but it may still be noted that the CPC
Inventory notes remains of pre-Hellenistic gymnasia at 17

different poleis.

56 Burkert 1985, 105: “The number of things which the Greeks can turn into a contest is astounding: sport and physical beauty, handicraft and art, song

and dance, theatre and disputation”; contests in painting and drawing are known from Delphi and Korinthos (Donderer 1996); cf. Kyle 1998, 117.

57 Smith 2007, 121 Fig, 22.
58  Aegean of the coins 89.
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Inv.no. Site References
47 Syracuse Rutter 1997, 157; Pleket 2001, 168
61 Metapontion Rutter 1997, 49; 2001, no. 1491
71 Taras Klose & Stumpf 1996, nos. 150-1; Brauer 1974-75s, 7
400 Krannon Stamatopoulou 2007, 335 n. 163; Klose & Stumpf 1996, 89
401 Larisa Stamatopoulou 2007, 335 1. 163; Klose & Stumpf 1996, nos. 166-8
409 Pelinna Stamatopoulou 2007, 335 n. 163; Klose & Stumpf 1996, 89
412 Pharkadon Stamatopoulou 2007, 335 n. 163; Klose & Stumpf 1996, 89
414 Pherai Stamatopoulou 2007, 335 n. 163; Klose & Stumpf 1996, 89
415 Skotoussa Stamatopoulou 2007, 335 n. 163; Klose & Stumpf 1996, 89
417 Trikka Stamatopoulou 2007, 335 n. 163; Klose & Stumpf 1996, 89
497 Kos Smith 2007, 121 Fig. 22; Aegean of the coins 89
553 Amphipolis Klose & Stumpf 1996, no. 70
640 Abdera May 1966, 208-9; Klose & Stumpf 1996, no. 17
747 Kyzikos Klose & Stumpf 1996, no. 73

Fig. 6. Sites of agonistic competitions inferred from numismatic evidence

(c) Epigraphical and literary evidence. Though the archae-
ological evidence is valuable in giving a general impression
ofthe extent of the athletic culture, epigraphical and literary
evidence is more important in the present context, though
we encounter difficulties ofinterpretation even here. What-
ever the etymology and early meaning of the Greek term
Gycdvwas,# by the Classical period it was the standard term
employed to refer to competitive contests, as demonstrat-
ed by Ellsworth,° who points out that it is clear from Hero-
dotos (9.33-6) that even in ambiguous contexts st-century
Greeks would commonly understand agon to refer to ath-
letic contests.® Herodotos here relates a story about the
mantis Teisamenos of Elis who had received from Pythia an
oracle to the effect that he would “win the five greatest con-
tests” (Gy®@vag ToLG peyiotoug avaiproecdot Tévte).
Teisamenos — mistakenly (Gpoptdv 10D ypnoTpiov) —

59  On this, see Scanlon 1983.
60 Ellsworth 1976, 229-30.
61 Ellsworth 1976, 229 n. 7.

interpreted the oracle as referring to athletic victories (®g
AvapnoOEVOS YouVIKoUG Gy@vog) and devoted himself
(mpooeiye yopvaoiotot) to the mevtaedlov in which he
reached the finals at the Olympics only to be defeated by
Hieronymos of Andros, possibly in 484 BC.%* The Lake-
daimonians, however, realised that the reference was not
to athletic contests but to “contests of Ares” (LaOOvTeC
0VK £ YOLVIKOUG AL €6 apniovg dydvag EPOV TO
Tewwapevod povtiov) and made Teisamenos a Spartan
citizen, in which capacity (yevopevog Zmaptiqg) he
proceeded to function as mantis at five major military vic-
tories of the Lakedaimonians (listed in Hdt. 9.35.2). This
story demonstrates that even a mantic expert could be
represented as taking agones to refer to athletics,% even in
this ambigous oracular context; of course, it also demon-

strates that on occasion the term could refer to military

62 Flower & Marincola 2002, 168 ad 9.33.2; Hieronymos is Moretti 1957, no. 173.

63 See further Flower 2008, 40-2 who points out (42) that the story was probably designed to enhance the stature of Teisamenos.

64 E.g. Antiph. 6.21.
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Inv.no. Site Evidence for Reference

74 Thourioi gymnasium Pl Leg. 636b with CPC Inv. s.

141 Zakynthos stadium Plut. Dio 23.4

177 Delphi gymnasium Bommelaer 1991, 72-9

221 Thebes stadium Symeonoglou 1985, 108-9, 140
gymnasium Symeonoglou 1985, 140, cat. nos. 65, 169

227 Korinthos stadium Romano 1993, 43

251 Elis gymnasium Xen. Hell. 3.2.27

347 Argos stadium Pariente et al. 1998, 216, 218-9
gymnasium Pariente ef al. 1998, 213-4, 218

349 Halieis stadium Romano 1993, 36

357 Troizen stadium Welter 1941, 35-8; Jameson et al. 1994, 83

358 Aigina stadium Krinzinger 1968

361 Athens gymnasia Kyle 1993, 64-92

370 Eretria stadium Altherr-Charon & Lasserre 1981, 33
gymnasium CPC Inv. s.

473 Minoa gymnasium Marangou 1987, 255

534 Dion stadium Pandermalis 1999, 76, 80-1

542 Mieza gymnasium Allamani-Souri & Misaelidou 1995, 203-12

553 Ampbhipolis gymnasium Lazaridis 1988; 1989

559 Akanthos gymnasium Macedonians 1994, 76 pl. 9

665 Kardia gymnasium Plut. Eum. 1

674 Byzantion stadium IByz. 42 with CPC Inv. s.
gymnasium Arist. Oec. 1346b19

690 Olbia gymnasium CPC Inv. s.

844 Ephesos gymnasia Xen. Ages. 1.25, Hell. 1.25

861 Priene stadium Kyle 1993, 61 n. 27

913 Mylasa gymnasium ILMylasa 21.9, 12

1000 Rhodos stadium Valavanis 1999, esp. 99 with Fig. 4
gymnasium Vitruv. De arch. 6 intr. 1

Fig. 7. Sites with stadium or gymnasium

contests though it took a community of martial experts to

realise this. Moreover, it is well known that the term was

also employed to refer to forensic contests.®+ Accordingly,

even if the standard meaning of agon was by the Classical
period “athletic contest” it does on occasion carry anoth-

er — possibly an older — meaning and the occurrence of the

21
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term in, e.g., an inscription cannot be taken with full cer-
tainty to be evidence for the existence of athletic contests
(gymnikoi agones) at a given site. One example will suffice:
At Teos a “full gymnic program” has been assumed for the
testival of the Anthesteria.’s The assumption is based on a
passage in the famous early s™-century imprecations of
the city, in which occurs the passage ka6npévov T@y®vog
AvBeompiolow kai HpoakAéoiow kol Aiowotv: “when
the agon is assembled at the Anthesteria and the Herakleia
and the Dia”% Clearly, three central festivals are referred to
here, but whether they included “a full gymnic program”,
or contests at all, must depend on the interpretation of
TOYOVOG. Tod (1948, 30) took it to refer to “the people as-
sembled to witness a contest”, a perfectly possible meaning
attested already in epic.” Ellsworth (1976, 232), however,
is convinced that the reference here is in fact to athletic

To be sure, kaOnpévov indicates that dy@dvog designates people
gathered together. The question is, for what purpose are they
gathered? The inscription limits dy®vog to the Anthesteria,
Heracleia, and Dia; very little is known about these festivals.
When one considers that at this time (1) religious festivals and
athletic contests were closely associated, and (2) one of the
most common meanings of y(hv was ‘games, contest(s)) it is

reasonable to conclude that these festivals included contests.

Ellsworth’s conclusion is probably correct; but certainty is
impossible and the existence of athletic contests at Teos
must remain an assumption, though it would not at all
be surprising to find athletic competitions incorporated
into festivals in honour of Zeus and Herakles.

In other, more special, cases the existence of athletic

contests can be inferred with greater confidence. Classical

contests: poleis often granted an honorandus proedria — an honorary
Inv.no. Site Source Phrase
177 Delphi IDelphes 1.146 npoedpia &p oL Tolg Aymdvolg oig 6 moMg TiOnTL
370 Eretria Meiggs & Lewis 1988: TPoedPin & TOG AydVOG
no. 82.8
502 Myrina IGXIL8 2 npoedpia &v 10ig dydov Toig dnuoterécty
507 Naxos SEG XXXIII 676 npo[edpia &v] 10i¢ dydov
526 Thasos Pouilloux 1954, 371 Poedpin £¢ TOVG AydVOG
Nno. 141.14
534 Dion SEG XLVI 739 [mpo]edpia &v T0ig [yupvik]oig dydot
844 Ephesos L.Ephesos 1389 npoedpin €v 101G AydoV
845 Erythrai SEG XXXI 969.11 npoedpin €v 101G AydoLV
848 Kolophon AJP 1935, 379-80 no. 4.8 [mploedpia év toig dydo[v]
861 Priene LPriene 58-9 npoed[pia] év 10l dydot
864 Samos IG XIL6 38.22-3 npoedpia &v 1o[i]¢ dydoty oic v 1) mOA[1¢] dymt ndicy
891 Tasos Llasos 60 npoedpin &v 101G AydoLV
997 Lindos LLindos 15 [nt]poedp[ia év Toig dydot]

Fig. 8. Poleis granting proedria en tois agosin

65 Scanlon 2002, 290.
66 Meiggs & Lewis 1988: 30B.31-4.
67 Ellsworth 1976, 232 and Laser 1987, 11-3.



seat in the front row — when they voted honorific decrees.
The term proedria is not infrequently specified by the addi-
tion ofa phrase like £v 101G Gy®dotv or £ig TOVG dydvag (“at
the competitions”). Poleis granting the privilege of proedria
en tois agosin presumably arranged more than one agonistic
festival and it seems a reasonable assumption that at least
one of these will have been athletic or equestrian. At least
13 different poleis voted the honour of proedria en tois agosin

in the sth and 4t centuries:

But inscriptions, of course, often refer to sites of compe-
titions in a straightforward way, and a good example of
this is provided by a 4%-century catalogue of victories
won by one Prateas and his son Aischylos from Argos,

who were both wrestlers:¢8

[patéac Aloyvrov

mohav AvKaia,

"I0pa, Nepéato.

nap’ “Hpoy, Moavabavona,
Nepéaa, Nepéata,

£ Mawvddot, ITH0w &v Aghpoic
T

Aioyvroc [patéa

Nepéo woiov.®

Most of the festivals at which Prateas and Aischylos were
victorious are well known, but the festival at the Arkadian
city of Mainalos — or perhaps on Mount Mainalon - is
attested only here amongst Classical sources.

Another excellent group of evidence is constituted by
inscribed artefacts which originally served as prizes, as for
example a vessel originating from Boiotian Thespiai and
inscribed [ ... H]epakAéoc &¢ Ocomiag (“].... of/from
H]erakles at Thespiai”), where in front of the preserved

68 SEG XVII 158; date: Amandry 1980, 220.
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text some word such as 0LV or Topé must originally
have stood.”° Clearly, competitions in honour of Her-
akles existed at Thespiai and it seems a safe assumption
that they were athletic.” Going through the epigraphical
corpus I have identified a further 16 sites at which athletic
competitions were certainly or probably held. From the
literary evidence six more sites can be added.” Adding
up all the sites identified in the way described here, we
reach the conclusion that some 82 sites were in the st
and 4 centuries with varying degrees of probability and
certainty the location of athletic and/or equestrian com-
petitions. I do not claim to have identified every athletic
festival there was and personally I believe that the real
number of poleis arranging athletic festivals was a good
deal higher than 82. It is also worth noting that some cit-
ies, most notably Athens, Aigina, Syracuse, Sparta, and
Kyrene, incorporated athletic contests into more than one
festival and so the number of athletic festivals is higher
than the number of poleis staging athletic contests.
Even more interesting is the fact that no less than
15 sites outside the periodos are known, or strongly pre-
sumed, to have put on athletic festivals as early as the
6™ century BC. One of these 6%-century festivals may
profitably be singled out for comment: the festival in
honour of Miltiades the Elder in his capacity of oecist of
Chersonesos. Herodotos (6.38.1) relates that ever since
the death of Miltiades — c. 52473 — “the people of the Cher-
sonese have offered in his honour the sacrifices common-
ly due to the Founder of a state, with chariot-races and
athletic competitions in which nobody from Lampsakos
is allowed to compete”7+ The last remark — that nobody
from Lampsakos was allowed to compete in these con-
tests — suggests that they were in fact open to citizens of
other poleis in the area, as pointed out by Lionel Scott.”s
Even such local competitions, then, may regularly have

69 “Prateas, son of Aischylos, won the wrestling at the festival of the Lykaia, the Isthmia, the Nemeaia [sc. at the Nemean Games], at the festival of

Hera, at the Panathenaia, the Nemeaia, the Nemeaia, at Mainalos [or: on Mt. Mainalon], at the Pythia at Delphi, the Isthmia. Aischylos, son of Pra-

teas, won the wrestling at Nemea.”

70 Vocotopoulou 1975, 752; SEG XXX 541; SEG XXXVII 387; cf. Johnston 1977, 157 and Amandry 1980, 211-2 n. 4.IL

71 On Herakles at Thespiai, see Schachter 1986, 31-6.
72 Details in Nielsen forthcoming (Proliferation).
73 Isaac 1986, 171.

74 kol ol tehevtioavtt Xepoovnoitat 0Hovot MG VOGS 0IKIGTH, Kot GydVe ITMKOV T€ Kol YOUVIKOV ETGTAGY, £V T@ ACUyoKvVAY 00deVL

&yylyveton dywvilesOar (trans. de Sélincourt 1993).
75 Scott 2005, 176.
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been open to outside competitors already in the Archaic
period, as the competitions at Epidauros demonstrably
were.

Adding the festivals attested in the 6% century to those
attested for the Classical period we reach the tentative
conclusion that some 87 sites were or may well have been
the location of athletic competitions in the late 6 century
and the Classical period (see Fig. 9 below), and that is as
close as we can reasonably expect to get to a verification of
the assumption made above on the basis of the career of
Theogenes that there must have been at least somewhere
around a hundred athletic festivals in the Classical peri-
od, though such a survey is by necessity of a somewhat

impressionistic nature.

5. The significance of the athletic
culture and of its extent

It is clear that the identification of 87 sites with athletic
competitions rests on a number of sometimes unverifiable
assumptions, but it seems not unreasonable to assume
that this number must be of the right order of size and
perhaps even a minimum figure. This large number may
be quite surprising, but it may still be asked what the
significance of this great extent of the athletic culture is:
does it matter? In the following, I shall attempt to outline
an answer to this question, though it goes without saying
that I cannot here do more than suggest the importance
of the athletic culture in a selective and even vague sketch.

It seems rather clear that the Greeks took the tradi-
tional athletic festival to be something distinctively Greek,
something which distinguished Greeks from Barbarians;
in other words, athletics constituted an ethnic boundary

marker separating the Greeks from their neighbours.”® In

this connection reference is commonly made to the ethnic
exclusiveness of the Olympics. In fact, the rule for admis-
sion to the Olympics was formulated, not as a ban on Bar-
barians, but as an invitation to non-Eleian athletes, since
it allowed 6 BovAdpevoc @V EAAMvov to compete.”” In
this respect, the Olympics simply resembled most other
athletic festivals, which as a rule permitted non-citizens
to compete, as should be clear from the discussion above.
But it is also clear that the Olympic stipulation could on
occasion be interpreted as a ban on Barbarian participa-
tion, as is clear from Herodotos’ story about King Alex-
ander I of Macedon: according to Herodotos (5.22), the
other competitors protested against Alexander’s partici-
pation on the grounds that the Olympics were not open
to Barbarians, and in this connection it does not much
matter whether this story — which ends by affirming the
Hellenic identity of King Alexander - is a propagandistic
fabrication since it had at least to resemble reality in order
to be persuasive.”®

The idea that athletics distinguish Greeks from Bar-
barians is found in other texts than Herodotos, as e.g. in
Demosthenes’ First Philippic (40) where Demosthenes
compares the way in which the Athenians react to the
moves of king Philip IT of Macedon to the way in which
an inexperienced Barbarian boxer would meet the attacks
of an accomplished boxer, who of course must be taken

to be a Greek. Demosthenes says:

You carry on your war with Philip exactly as a Barbarian boxes.
The Barbarian, when struck, always clutches the place. Hit him
on the other side, and there go his hands. He neither knows nor
cares how to parry a blow or how to watch his adversary. So
you, if you hear of Philip in the Chersonese, vote an expedition

there; if at Thermopylai, you vote one there.”

76 'This point has, of course, often been made in modern research on Greek culture, e.g. by Golden 1998, 4-5: “Athletic exercise and competition

marked Greeks off from their neighbours, and the great Greek festivals of athletic and equestrian competition excluded non-Greek outsiders, bar-

baroi”; by Hansen 2000, 144: “[ T]o have competitions in sports was a distinguishing mark of Greek civilisation, something in which the Greeks

differed from all their neighbours”; and by Kyle 2007, 80: “That Homeric epics and the Olympic sanctuary — things shared and respected by all

Greeks — both included athletic contests, as well as religious rituals and a traditional value system, meant that later Greeks regarded athletic games

as part of their ethnicity, as proof of being Greek’”. See also Nielsen 2007, 12-28.

77 Hdt. 2160 and 5.22 with Nielsen 2007, 18-21. See also Nielsen 2014.

78 On Herodotos’ story of Alexander at Olympia, see Badian 1982, 34-5; Borza 1982, 10-1, Borza 1990, 110-4; Roos 1985; Scaife 1989, 133-4; Adams 2003,

205-8; Kertész 2005; Hall 2002, 154-6; Mitchell 2007, 45.

79 0V0&V &’ dmoleinete, domep ol PapPapot TuKTEHOVSLY, 0VTM TOAEUETV PIMATE. KOl Yap EKEIVmV O TANYELS del TG TANYRG ExeTan, KAV
ETépmoe Totdln Tig, Ekelo” eloiv ai yeipeg mpoPiirecOon &’ fi BAémety dvavtiov obT 0idev oBT’ 80€Aet. kai DUELS, dv &v Xeppoviiom
m0Onode Oilmnov, Ekeloe Bondeiv yneileobe, Gv &v ITvhag, keloe KTA. (trans. Vince 1930).



The underlying idea here is that a Greek knows boxing,
whereas a Barbarian does not, and that of course is part
of the more general idea that athletics distinguish Greeks
from non-Greeks. The real sting of the comparison is sure-
ly that it is the Athenians who are cast in the role of an un-
sophisticated Barbarian boxer, whereas Philip — a Barbar-
ian to Demosthenes —% is assigned the role of an elegant
Greek fighter. That one was definitely intended to hurt!

A passage in Plato suggests that at least some Greeks
considered the role played by athletics in Greek society
to be a function of the Greek way of life and thus again
something distinctively Greek. In the Symposion (182b),
Plato has Pausanias state that among “the Barbarians”
pederastic relationships, philosophy, and philogymnastia
(“fondness for gymnastics”) are considered aischron, “a
bad thing”# It should follow e contrario that philogym-
nastia was not considered a bad thing among the Greeks,
and it is interesting to note that the reason given for Bar-
barian dislike of philogymnastia is their political consti-
tutions: 010 Tpavvidag, “because of their dictatorial
governments’, from which it ought to follow that there
is a connection between athletics and the Greek way of
life. Again, such a statement is part of the more general
idea that athletics distinguish Greeks from non-Greeks.

Now, it is not true, as for instance Thucydides well
knew,® that “the Barbarians” did not practice various
forms of athletics — even boxing, actually — but even so
the Greek practice of athletics was constructed as an ethnic
boundary marker and if the Greek athletic culture was in
fact as extensive a phenomenon as I have suggested above,
then we are in a better position to appreciate on what ba-
sis the Greek notion was founded and acknowledge that
it did in fact have a solid base in the social and religious
life of the Greeks. This is one important reason why the
study of athletics matters.

But there are other reasons just as important. One

reason, which was well understood by the Greeks them-

80 Dem. 9.31; cf. 3.24; cf. Badian 1982, 42. See further Hunt 2010, 77-84.
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selves, is that athletics made a perfect setting for the
pursuit of fame — kleos. The locus classicus is a passage
from the Odyssey in the context of the athletic games
put on by king Alkinoos to entertain the anonymous
stranger who is Odysseus. When encouraging Odysseus
to participate in the contests the young Phaeacian prince
Laodamas says: “There is no greater glory — kleos — for
a man so long as he lives than that which he achieves
by his own hands and his feet”$ There may perhaps be
some poetic exaggeration involved in this statement,’+
but the sentiment is not unique to this passage. One of
the things constituting real kleos is that a man’s name
and his achievements are remembered and spoken of by
future generations. I pointed out above that the initial
verses of the Nikolaidas epigram are composed in such
a way that the implication is that the Pythian victory of
Nikolaidas constitutes a claim to fame and in such a way
as to force future readers to make that claim come true by
the elegant juxtaposition of pote and the athlete’s name.
This epigram is, of course, not alone among post-Homer-
ic sources in promoting athletic achievement as a claim
to fame. Not surprisingly, the idea is found in Pindar,
whose job it was to perpetuate the glory created by vic-
tory. The most general statement of the idea is found in
the opening of the Fifth Isthmian Ode in honour of the
pankration-fighter Phylakidas of Aigina. The passage reads

as follows:

and in athletic competitions a man gains
the glory (kleos) he desires, when thick crowns
wreathe his hair after winning victory with his hands

or the swiftness of his feet.3s

In addition to this gnomic sort of remark we find state-
ments to the effect that particular victories brought kleos
to the victor. Thus, in the opening of the Eighth Olympian
Ode Pindar states that an Olympic victory brings eternal

81 101G yap PapPapoig didt Tag Topavvidag aicypov 0T [sc. paederastic relations] ¢ kai 1] ye phocogia kai 1 @rhoyvpvaoTio.
82 1.6.5: £11 8¢ ko &v Toic PapPapoig EoTiv o1 ViV, Kai pdoTa Toig Actovoic, muypfic kod méAng dOha tifeton, koi S1e{opévol ToUTo Spdaty.

83 Hom. Od. 8.147-48: 00 p&v yop peiCov khéog avépog, Sepa kev Tiow, | 1 & L tooeiv te P&y kai yepoiv fjorv.

84 Cf. Heubeck et al. 1988 ad loc.: “Laodamas speaks ad hominem and ad tempus. Homeric apet), the foundation of kA€0g, embraces excellence in

Bovir as well as morepog (for which the sports are a peacetime substitute), though the martial arts are the more important”.

85 Isth. 5:7-10: €V T dyoviolg 6€0Ao1G1 moBevov | kKAEog Empaev, Gviy’ aOpoot GTéEPavol | xepai vikdoovt dvédnoay EBgipav | 1 ToyvTdT

1od@®V (trl. Race 1997b).
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glory — péya kAéog aiel - to the victor, the implication
being that mega kleos is what the young Alkimedon of Ai-
gina has earned for himself.3¢ Similarly, the First Olympian
Ode claims that the kleos of Hieron of Syracuse shines
brightly at Olympia on account of the victory won by his
famous horse Pherenikos.®”

The same idea — that athletic victory generates kleos —
is found in epigrams accompanying sculptures set up to
commemorate victory. A rather fragmentary 4-century
epigram from Olympia says of an unidentified runner
that “twice has he gained kleos at the foot of Parnassos”;38
and another, commemorating an equestrian victory at
Olympia by one Xenombrotos of Kos, states that “Hel-
las sings his imperishable kleos in remembrance of his
horsemanship”® Finally, a 4th-century epigram from
Delphi says the following of the equestrian victor, Ar-
chon of Pella: “Twice, oh happy Archon, did you receive
a wreath of beautiful kleos when you were victorious by
your horsemanship at the Isthmos and at Delphi”o° The
Greeks, then, developed two highly complex artistic gen-
res to commemorate victory, epinikian ode and inscribed
sculpture, two wonderful and extremely expensive ways
of creating and perpetuating the fame of agonistic victory.
That fame, clearly, must have been central to what athletes
thought they were doing, and athletics must have con-
stituted one of the primary arenas in which individuals
pursued their fame; and since obsession with fame is one
of the most fundamental characteristics of Greek culture,
we have here one more reason why athletics matter — and
the sheer extent of the athletic culture emphasises just
how much it really matters.

I pointed out in my discussion of the epigram cele-
brating Theogenes that it was just that: a celebration of
the athlete by his polis of origin, and the clear implication

86 O 8.10-1: péya Tot KAEOG el | @TvL 6OV yépag Eomet” dyhadv.

87 Ol 1.23-4: Mumer 8¢ ol kAéog | &v eddvopt Avdod [Télomog dmoticiq.

88 Ebert 1972, no. 48.7: 8ig 0¢ Um0 Ilapvaccoio pépet KAEOG.

is that the city of Thasos took the enormous success of
Theogenes to reflect on itself, or in other words, that the
city took his victories to be its own victories. That a city
rejoices in the victories of its athletes is also clear from
the Nikolaidas epigram, which states that his victories
were a joy unto the mighty city of Korinthos. Though an
athletic victory was won by an individual, it was standard
to construe victories as being also victories of the home
city of the athlete. Thus, a Lysianic speaker can say that
when his father was crowned as equestrian victor at the
Isthmos and at Nemea, the polis of the Athenians was
“proclaimed by the herald” (tijv O knpoyHijvar).
This was not an entirely unreasonable thing to claim,
since the herald’s proclamation of the victor contained
his city-ethnic and so in this way the polis of the victor
was in fact proclaimed.®> However, the thought often
drifts to the metaphorical statement that during the vic-
tory ceremony the victor crowned his polis, as in a late
4%h-century decree from Ephesos honouring a Nemean
boy victor, Athenodoros, who, though he was in fact
a metic, had himself proclaimed as an Ephesian at the
victory ceremony: “Since Athenodoros, son of Semon,
an isoteles living in Ephesos, has won the boys’ boxing at
Nemea and by having been proclaimed as an Ephesian
has crowned our polis”, let it then be resolved that he be
made an Ephesian citizen and receive various honours.”
The idea is fairly common, and there can be no doubt
that the home poleis of victorious athletes shared in the
glory created by their victories.>+ In short, such victories
enhanced the fame of the home cities, as is clearly stat-
ed by both Xenophon and Isokrates.9s In other words,
athletics constituted an arena in which poleis competed
with each other for fame and honour, in much the same

way as the athletes themselves did, and that is one more

89 Ebert 1972, no. 49.5-6: [00 kAg0g] ‘EALAC | BpBrrov deide[1] pvopéva inmochvog.
90 Ebert 1972, no. 46.1-2: ‘Q pdxap evkieiog Apyov oté[pavov Sig £6¢50] | Tobua vikioag ITo016 te inn[octvon]” — Cf. Xenophanes fr. 2

(West) 6: dotoiotv k€l kudpdTEpOC TPOGOPIV.

o1 Lysias 19.63: Tpdg 8¢ Tovtotg &Elov évivumdfjvar oiav evo elyev 6 mathp. doa yap £ @V dvaykaiov éredduncey avaliokew mévro,

eavnoetot totodto 60ev kai tf) TOher T Epedhey £cecbat. avtika Gte inmevey, 00 LOVOV IOV EKTNGATO AAUTPOVS AL Kol GOANTOG
<oig> éviknoey Tobpol kai Nepéq, Hote TV oA knpuydival Kol adTov 6Tepovmdival.

92 On the herald’s proclamation of victory, see note 11 above.

93 LEphesos 1415.2-4: £€ne 181 AONvOdwpog Zipovog icotelng Ay kot kool kdv] év Eeéomt veviknkev té Népea naidag moxtny [koi o]
yyekeig E@éoiog éotepavake Ty moly, [£80Ee]v it BovAfjt kol Tt Sfp®L KTA.



reason why athletics matter to the ancient historian, since
it must be considered a fundamental characteristic of the
interaction between poleis in the Greek city-state culture.

As is well known, poleis celebrated their victors in var-
ious and often extravagant ways. Cash payments for vic-
tory in the periodos are known from for instance Athens,
Sybaris,*6 and Ephesos,” and mentioned already by Xen-
ophanes,?® who also mentions such honours as proedria
and public entertainment, known also from Athens in
the form of entertainment in the prytaneion, the symbolic
centre of the polis.>> On occasion, such honorific gestures
were highly extravagant, as in 412 BC, when Exainetos of
Akragas was escorted into the city by 300 chariots drawn
by white horses when he returned home after his sec-
ond Olympic victory in the stadion.”>® Now, since athletic
victories were construed as victories of the poleis of the
athletes, what a polis was celebrating by such honorific
gestures was in fact itself, and in this way athletics will
have helped promote a sense of civic cohesion, another
good reason why athletics matter and why the extent of
the athletic culture is not a question of mere antiquarian
interest.

The last point to which I want to draw attention is that
athletic festivals must have created a good deal of interac-
tion among the Greek poleis and their citizens and must
have sent large numbers of individuals out on the roads
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and seas, travelling to athletic destinations. In my discus-
sion I have repeatedly emphasised the fact that most if
not all athletic festivals were open to athletes from other
poleis than the one arranging the festival:

Nikolaidas of Korinthos competed at Thebes and
Athens; Korinthians competed on Sicily; athletes from
Aigina competed at Epidauros; Theogenes of Thasos
competed in Thessaly and at Argos; and the great boxer
Diagoras of Rhodos competed not only at all the con-
tests of the periodos but also in Arkadia and Boiotia as
well as at Athens, Argos, Thebes, Pellene, Aigina, and
Megara.** Clearly, Diagoras must have travelled a lot as
must Theogenes of Thasos and many others. How did
they know where to go? In the cases of the festivals of
the periodos as well as in the cases of Epidauros*®> and
tiny Lousoi in Arkadia'*s we know that the polis arranging
an athletic festival announced upcoming celebrations
internationally by epangelic systems. The many other
poleis who arranged athletic festivals probably did so
too in one way or another, not least in order to attract
high-profile athletes. They need not all have done so
on a Panhellenic scale, as Epidauros did, but may have
restricted the announcement for instance to a regional
level, as Chersonesos probably did if it announced its
games for the oecist Miltiades outside the city itself, but
even so the simple business of announcing upcoming

94 A few examples more: Bousquet 1959, 186: [vikav Aa]ud[pe]to[¢(?) 0" eideto] Mubiado, | [muypayxéov naildov [60]ev otepavoce []
odaray | [mpdTog Mes]odvay, [a]vtévo[pov] matpida. — SEG XXXV 12s: ITpd[t]og 68" £ [Aciag Epuncia]va& F'ovéwng moig | dntdg

elhe ToANG GOAOY OAoumIGS | eicova 8” Eooey matpig, fiv oTepovdcag | dBaviTov yapitog BvnTog Edv ETuxev. — Simonides no. 30 (Page

2008): 1OV Ohvpmovikay ... 8¢ tatépov dyaddv §ote@ivmoe moAv. — Demosthenes 58.66: Emiydpng pév 6 mdmmog 6 pog Olvpmioot

VIKN 606 080G 6TASI0V 6TEQPAVMOE TNV TOAY. — Theotimos (FGrHist 834) fr. 1: TEUTEL PEV €iG TOG TOVIYOPELS (nmovg GOANGOVTOSG ...
viknoog 8¢ to [0 kol thv E0vtod TaTpida £6TEPAVMOE KTA. See further Robert 1967, 21-8.

95 Xen. Mem. 3.7.1: Xappionv 8¢ tov [havkmvog 0pdv a&toroyov pev dvdpa dvto Kot ToAAD SuVATOTEPOV TAOV T TOALTIKA TOTE TPATTOVIMY,

OKkvodVTOL 82 TPOGIEVOL T) U Kol TdV Tiig TOAEnC Tpayudtmy émueleicOar, Einé oy, £on, & Xapuidn, &l tig ikavog dv todg otepovitag

Gy®vog VIKAY kol 510 ToDTo avtog Te Tidobot kol v motpida v T EALGST evdokinmtépay moteiv un Békot dyovilesbar, moldv tva

TobTOV VOpilolg dv Tov &vdpa. etvar; Afjdov 811, Epn, pokokdy T& Koi Seldv. — Isokrates 16.32: Op@dV THV &V OMOUTIQ TOVIYVPLY HTTO TAVTOV

avhphrev dyoropivny kol Bavpalopévny, kai ovg "EAAnvag €nidei&v év avti) motovpévoug Thovtov Kol PdUNG Kot Totdedcems, Kol To0g

T’ aOAnTag thAovpévoug kai Tag TOLEG OVOLLOGTAS YIYVOUEVOS TAG TMV VIKOVTOV. See also Ebert 1972, no. 46.3-4: {nhodtat 8¢ matip KAgivog
kAo iveka moudoc] | ITéEAa te deipvaoctov motpic £[Aodoa kAEog].

96 Athens and Sybaris: Nielsen 2007, 9s.

97  LEphesos 1515.10-2: TOV 8¢ 0i[ kov6-]| oV dmododvar Abnvoddpamt 16 €k Tod vopov tet[a-]|[ypn]évov apydpiov sig Tov oTéQavov:

98 Xenophanes fr. 2.9 (West): 3dpov & oi keyunhov gin.

99 Nielsen 2007, 52. On the prytaneion as the symbolic centre of the polis: Miller 1978, 13 (cf. Hansen & Fischer-Hansen 1994, 31).

100 Diod. Sic. 13.82.7: kol katd TV TpoTépav 8¢ Tavtng Olvpmidde, devtépav £mi toig éveviikovta, viknoavtog E&uvétov Akpayovtivov,

KATHYoyov o0ToV €i¢ THV TOAMY £¢ APULATOG CUVETOUTEVOV &’ 0OTd XWPIG TOV GAA®V cuvmpideg Tplokoctat Aevk®dV inmev. On the signifi-

cance of chariot processions, see Sinos 1998, 75-78.
101 On the career of Diagoras of Rhodes, see Pind. OL. 7.80-7.
102 Perlman 2000, 67-97.

103 Perlman 2000, 158-60.
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celebrations must have sent a good deal of official del-
egations out to make announcements in foreign poleis
and this must have created extensive official interaction
among city-states. Official delegations and private in-
dividuals will have travelled to athletic destinations to
watch the rituals and the contests as representatives of
their home poleis or for their own pleasure. Not every
single local festival would have resembled the Olympics
in this respect, but some would, such as for example the
Asklapieia, the Hekatomboia, and the Panathenaia. Oth-
ers such as the festival at Thespiai in Boiotia probably
created such interaction on a more modest level, but
what matters here is not the individual festivals but the
large number of festivals which must all have created at
least some interaction. Such interaction will have eased
the establishment of private intercity networks; it will
have helped spread news, rumours, and new ideas in,
for instance, politics and other intellectual spheres. In
short: it will have contributed to the sense of intercity
cohesion among the Greeks, and that is one more, and
perhaps the most important, reason why athletics should
really matter to classicists.

Moreover, this function of athletic festivals was one
which was well understood at least by Greek intellectuals,
as appears clearly from two well-known passages in Lysias
and Isokrates. Thus, the orator Lysias in his Olympikos,
delivered at Olympia in 388 BC, ascribes to Herakles, the
mythical founder of the Olympics, the wish to promote
friendship (philia) among the Greeks as his motive for
founding the festival;°+ and the Athenian intellectual
Isokrates in his Panegyrikos, a literary essay in the style
of an Olympic oration, has a longer and more general

reflection on the benefits of panegyreis as such:

Now the founders of our great festivals are justly praised for
handing down to us a custom by which, having proclaimed
a truce and resolved our pending quarrels, we come together

in one place, where, as we make our prayers and sacrifices in

common, we are reminded of the kinship which exists among
us and are made to feel more kindly towards each other for the

future, reviving our old friendships and establishing new ties.s

It is tempting to brush such passages aside as mere rhet-
oric but that temptation should be resisted. Rhetoric
has to be persuasive: but the great extent of the athletic
culture in Greece, which I have attempted to illustrate in
this essay, should make us realise, once again, that such
ideas may in fact have a solid foundation in the social and
religious life of the Greeks and that though they may be
ideals, they may well be ideals with a good admixture

of reality.

6. Conclusion

Let me end by summarising the argument of this essay.
In antiquity, the Olympics and the three other festivals
of the prestigious periodos constituted only the tip of an
enormous athletic iceberg. The career of the otherwise
unknown Korinthian sprinter and pentathlete Nikolai-
das proves the existence in the late 6% or st century of
nine athletic festivals outside the periodos which allowed
athletes from foreign poleis to compete. The career of the
great Theogenes of Thasos proves the existence of two
other athletic festivals and presupposes the existence
of some 50 to 100 others, which must all have allowed a
non-citizen athlete to compete. On the basis of preserved
epinician poetry and associated scholia it is possible to
identify another 28 agonistic festivals, and in this way
we can identify 39 athletic festivals outside the periodos
celebrated in the s century and admitting foreign com-
petitors. A survey of other types of evidence allows the
tentative conclusion that at least some 87 cities arranged
athletic festivals in the late Archaic and Classical periods;
15 of these existed already in the 6% century and admitted
non-citizen competitors. The Greek athletic culture, in

conclusion, was an extensive phenomenon.

104 Lysias 33.2: yfjoato yap tov €vOade crroyov apynv yevioesbat toig "EAANGL Tig Tpog dAANAovG @iLiog.

105 Isokrates Paneg. 43: T®Vv t0ivuv T0G TOVNYVPEIS KATAGTNGAVTIMY Sikaiwg Emavovpévav &t totodtov E0og Npiv mopédocay Hote
OTEIGOUEVOVG Kol TAG EYOPaG TOG EvESTNKLING SLOAVGAUEVOLS GUVELDETY €l TADTOV, Kol HETE ToDT gVY0G Kot BuGing KOs TomGopévong
avopvnodijvat pev the ovyyeveiag TG TpoOg GAMAOVG VTOPYOVGNG, EVUEVESTEPMG & €IG TOV AOTOV YpOVoV dratedijvar Tpog NUAS v ToVG,
Kai Tég te Toandg Eeviag avavedoacdar kol kovdg £1épag momoachot KTA. (trans. Norlin 1928). — Cf. PL Leg. 950e where the four festivals of

the periodos are referred to as gipnvikois cuvovsiong.



If we go on to ask what the significance of this fact is,
afirst answer is that the very extent of the athletic culture
should make us realise that some of the highly rhetorical
Greek ideas about athletics were not created out of thin
air, but had a solid basis in social life. Thus, it was not
a completely ridiculous idea that athletics constituted
an ethnic boundary marker separating the Greeks from
their neighbours, and there must have been a good deal
of reality in the idea that athletic festivals provided a per-
fect context for peaceful and friendly networking, at least
among the elite. A second reason why athletics matter
is the fact that athletics constituted one of the primary
arenas in which individuals as well as their home poleis
pursued that glory and fame which in many ways was
one of the most basic values in Greek culture. A third
reason why athletics matter to the ancient historian is
the fact that the often extravagant celebration of victory
was in fact also a celebration of the polis of the victor and
must have contributed to the social cohesion of cities.
Furthermore, athletics must have created a good deal
of interaction among poleis, among athletes, and among
spectators, and in this way athletics constituted one of
the glues, as it were, of the Greek city-state culture — and
here the great extent of the athletic culture is of course

of immense significance.
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Finally, two more reasons why athletics matter may
briefly be added. One is that athletic festivals were clearly
wonderful opportunities for recreation, as Thucydides has
Perikles say in his funeral oration;*°¢ the Hellenistic his-
torian Diodorus Siculus even highlights such festivals as
among the ingredients that make up human happiness.©°?
Another reason is that athletics must be considered the
clearest expression of, perhaps even a celebration of, one
of the most central social principles in Greek culture, the
principle that competition is useful.°® There are, then,
several good reasons why athletics are important to the
ancient historian, and the enormous extent of the athletic
culture should serve to emphasise just how important
these reasons really are.
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106 Thuc. 2.38.1: TOV TOVOV TAEloTOG Avaravrag Tf yvodun éropiodpueda, dydot pév ve kai Buoiog dietnoiowg (“Further, we provide plenty of

means for the mind to refresh itself from business. We celebrate games and sacrifices all the year round” (trans. Crawley 1996)).

107 Diod. sic. 12.26.4: 810mep morepkn pev kai a&io pviung tpaéig ovdepio cuvetehéodn koTd T00TOVG TOVG XPOVOUG, EipIvn O pia

ovvetehéoln, kol movnydpelg koi dydveg kod Oedv Buoio kai T8Aka Té pdg eddatpoviav dvikovia tapd ity énendrolev (“Consequent-

ly, during this period no military action worthy of mention took place, and universal peace prevailed; while festivals, games, sacrificial feast-days

in honor of the gods, and all other elements that go to make a happy life flourished everywhere” (trans. Green 2006)). - Cf. Eur. Autolykos fr.

282.13-15: TOV EAMvav vopov, | ol tdvd” Ekatt chAkoyov motodpevor | Tipdo” dypeiovg Ndovag dartog xaptv (“the custom of the Greeks who

assemble to watch athletes and thus honor useless pleasures in order to have an excuse for a feast” (trans. Miller 1991)).

108 Spivey 2004, 15; Cartledge 2006, 207-9, esp. 207 where Cartledge singles out as one of the fundamental characteristics of ancient Greek culture “a

devotion to competition in all its forms, almost for its own sake”. Cf. Burckhardt 1999 [1898-1902], 160-213.
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(8. Aitna)
47. Syracuse 4
56. Kroton

(- Magna Graecia 2)
(61. Metapontion)

70. Sybaris

(71. Taras)

(74. Thourioi)
114. Anaktorion
— Kephallenia
(141. Zakynthos)
177. Delphi

(198. Akraiphia)
— Boiotia (2)
210. Koroneia
211. Lebadeia

— Onchestos

213. Orchomenos
214. Oropos

221. Thebes

222. Thespiai
225. Megara

227. Korinthos

— Mainalos

— Mt Lykaion
291. Pheneos 2
297. Tegea

322. Thouria
332. Geronthrai
345. Sparta 10+
347. Argos 2
348. Epidauros
(349. Halieis)
355. Phleious
(357. Troizen)
358. Aigina 3
361. Athens 9
363. Salamis
370. Eretria 2
386. Opous

— Aiaiia

(400. Krannon)
(401. Larisa)
(409. Pelinna)
(412. Pharkadon)
(414. Pherai)

507. Naxos

(509. Paros)

(525. Tenos)

526. Thasos

534. Dion

(542. Mieza)

553. Amphipolis 2
(559. Akanthos)
598. Poteidaia
(640. Abdera)
661. Chersonesos
(665s. Kardia)
(674. Byzantion)
690. Olbia

(747. Kyzikos)
792. Skepsis

— Troad (2)

844. Ephesos
84s. Erythrai
848. Kolophon
861. Priene

864. Samos

(868. Teos 3)

891. lasos

(913. Mylasa)
997. Lindos

— Rhodos

228. Sikyon (415. Skotoussa)
— Achaia (2) — Thessaly 3
240. Pellene (417. Trikka)
(251. Elis) (473. Minoa)
276. Kleitor 478. Delos

279. Lousoi (499. Kos)

— Dorian hexapolis
1028. Kyrene 4

Fig. 9. Sites identified as the location of athletic festivals

() indicate assumptions; numbers indicate the number of festivals attested for each site if above one — bold indicates fes-

tivals attested for the 6" century. If not presented above, the details of each site may be found in Nielsen forthcoming

(Proliferation).
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Berlin 1906.

SEG = Supplementum Epigraphicum Graecum, Leiden & Boston
1923-.
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