
VAN KLE ARMAS 

Wa ora Gur ,@ \ 

THE TYRANNY OF KIEINIAS AT KROTON 

Al 

Dionysios of Halikarnassos, Ant. Rom. 20,7 (from the 

excerpts de virtutibus et vitiis in the Codex Peirescianus = 

Turonensis 980). 
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(Dionysios goes on to describe how the Lord of Syracuse 

attacked the Rhegines at the behest of Epizephyrian Lokroi, 

defeated a combined army of Ttaliote Greeks and took two 

of their poleis by storm. Continning his operations in Sou- 

theru Italy, he proceeded to the transplantation of the popu- 
lation of Hipponion and to the conquest of Rhegion und Kro- 

ton, both of which held for twelve! years), 

1 On this figure see note 40 below. 
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a. 
T
h
e
 
m
s
 
has 

taig 
nókeot. 

R
e
i
s
k
e
 
r
e
a
d
 

7%; 
n
é
e
s
:
 
un- 

necessarily, 
for 

&patesiv 
with 

accusative 
a
n
d
 
dative 

is 
quite 

acceptable. 
W
h
a
t
 

is 
out 

of 
place 

is 
a 

reference 
at 

this 
point 

to 
cities 

in 
the 

plural. 
A
 

careful 
scrutiny 

of 
the 

passage 
re- 

veals 
that 

within 
the 

f
r
a
m
e
w
o
r
k
 
of 

a 
general 

thesis 
to 

the 
ef- 

fect 
that 

tyrannis 
w
a
s
 
the 

raination 
of 

M
a
g
n
a
 
Craecia, 

Dio- 

nysios 
of 

Halikarnassos 
w
a
s
 
contrasting 

the 
depredations 

of 

local 
Italiote 

tyrants 
to 

individual 
poleis 

with 
the 

(compara- 

tively) 
universal 

(andoarg 
taig 

médeotv) 
h
a
v
o
c
 
w
r
o
u
g
h
t
 
by 

the 
Siceliote 

Dyonisios, 
zi 
a
c
e
 
w
o
u
l
d
 
be 

appropriate 
e- 

n
o
u
g
h
 
to 

the 
context, 

b
u
t
 

toîg 
m
o
A
t
t
a
r
g
 

has 
the 

a
d
d
e
d
 
at- 

traction 
of 

yelding 
a 

g
o
o
d
 
contrast 

with 
the 

combination 
of 

p
u
y
a
s
a
s
 
a
n
d
 
o
b
u
s
.
 
Tais 

n
é
e
s
 
will 

h
a
v
e
 
b
e
e
n
 
the 

contri- 

bution 
of 

a 
copyist 

w
h
o
s
e
 
eye 

w
a
s
 

caught 
by 

double 
appea- 

r
a
n
c
e
 
of 

the 
t
w
o
 
w
o
r
d
s
 
a 

f
e
w
 

lines 
b
e
l
o
w
.
 

b. 
Reiske 

substituted 
zatiktne 

for 
the 

zazéderre 
of 

the 

m
s
.
 

It 
is 

just 
possible, 

h
o
w
e
v
e
r
,
 
that 

there 
is 

a 
c
o
n
a
t
i
v
e
 
force 

to 
the 

imperfect. 

e. 
Valesius 

inserted 
4
7
à
 
before 

zoómwvy, 
This 

is 
quite 

un- 

necessary 
if 

tostmy 
== 

Tarbvrwv?, 
A
 

result 
of 

the 
addition 

is 
the 

i
m
p
a
r
t
i
n
g
 
of 

a 
definite 

chronological 
twist, 

lacking 
o
n
 

the 
m
s
 
reading, 

to 
the 

first 
three 

sentences 
of 

the 
extract. 

A
 
2 

In 
1940, 

after 
s
u
m
m
a
r
i
s
i
n
g
 
Dionysios’ 

account 
of 

Klei- 

nias’ 
revolution 

at 
Kroton, 

K. 
v
o
n
 
Fritz 

concluded 
that 

« sin- 

ce 
the 

historian 
immediately 

afterwards 
speaks 

of 
Anaxilas 

(496-476), 
it 

w
o
u
l
d
 
s
e
e
m
 
that 

h
e
 
c
o
n
s
i
d
e
r
e
d
 
Kleinias 

as 
his 

c
o
n
t
e
m
p
o
r
a
r
y
 ni. 

S
o
m
e
 
t
w
o
 
decades 

later 
von 

Fritz 
h
a
d
 
c
o
m
e
 
to 

m
o
d
i
f
y
 

? 
S
e
e
 
Liddell-Scott-Jones, 

G
r
e
e
k
 
English 

Lexicon, 
s.v. 

oútoe, 
C. 

HI. 

U
K
.
 
von 

Fritz, 
P
y
t
h
a
g
o
r
e
a
n
 
Politics 

in 
S
o
u
t
h
e
r
n
 
Italy 

(
h
e
n
c
e
f
o
r
w
a
r
d
 

reterred 
to 

as 
P
P
S
D
,
 
N
e
w
 
York, 

1940, 
p. 

68. 

See 
also 

p. 
90. 

this 
view, 

although 
not 

siguificantly. 
Again 

after 
a 

synopsis 
of 

the 
contents 

of 
the 

Dionysios 
extract 

he 
w
e
n
t
 
o
n
 
to 

argue 
«
d
a
 
unmittelbar 

d
a
n
a
c
h
 
die 

E
r
o
b
e
r
u
n
g
 
v
o
n
 
R
h
e
g
i
o
n
 
durch 

Anaxilas 
v
o
n
 
M
e
s
s
e
n
e
 
e
r
w
ä
h
n
t
 
wird, 

die 
im 

|. 
494 

stattfand, 
so 

liegt 
die 

Folgerung 
nahe, 

dass 
die 

Herrschaft 
des 

Kleinias 
in 

Zeit 
unmittelbar 

vorher... 
fallen 

m
ü
s
s
e
 »! 

In 
1942 

E. 
L. 

Minar 
observed 

that 
Kleinias’ 

tyranny 
is 

dated 
approximately 

b
y
 
the 

reference 
to 

Anaxilas 
in 

Diony- 
sios’ 

next 
sentence. 

« 
H
o
w
e
v
e
r
»
,
 
h
e
 
continued, 

«it 
w
o
u
l
d
 

be 
u
n
w
a
r
r
a
n
t
e
d
 
to 

a
s
s
u
m
e
 
that 

it 
m
u
s
t
 
fali 

in 
the 

year 
in 

w
h
i
c
h
 
Anaxilas 

seized 
p
o
w
e
r
,
 
#
9
4
 
B, 

GC, 
5
,
 
In 

a 
chronological 

table 
at 

the 
e
n
d
 
of 

Minars 
h
o
o
k
®
 
the 

entry 
« Clinias 

tyrant 
in 

Croton? » 
appears 

against 
the 

year 
494, 

T
h
e
 translation 

of 
the 

Dionysios 
excerpt 

cited 
by 

M
i
n
a
r
 

is 
based 

on 
a 

text 
that 

incorporated 
Valesius d

a
d
 
in 

the 
third 

sentence. 
It 

s
e
e
m
s
 
e
v
i
d
e
n
t
 
that 

v
o
n
 
Fritz 

also 
a
c
c
e
p
t
e
d
 
this 

conjecture. 

A
s
 
far 

as 
| 
a
m
 
aware, 

a 
date 

b
e
t
w
e
e
n
 

&. 
5
0
0
 
a
n
d
 
c. 

494 
for 

the 
inception 

of 
Kleinias’ 

tyranny 
has 

not 
been 

challenged 
since 

its 
espousal 

by 
M
i
n
a
r
 
a
n
d
 
von 

Fritz, 
and 

there 
is 

every 
reason 

for 
supposing 

that 
it 

has 
b
e
c
o
m
e
 

a 
datum, 

even 
a 

d
o
g
.
 

B 
1 

C
o
r
p
u
s
 
P
a
r
o
e
m
i
o
g
r
a
p
h
o
r
u
m
 
G
r
a
e
c
o
r
u
m
 

I; 
Appendicis 

Cen- 
turia 

II. 
46. 

xúprvas 
Y
a
v
a
r
ı
s
"
 
K
a
t
v
i
a
s
 
Ev 

K
e
é
t
w
y
:
 
tugay y

 

G
U
E
V
A
G
A
M
E
V
O
:
 
Mesh 

T
s
 
doyî,:; 

dvrjpwra 
thy 

W
a
v
e
 
4 

Bs 
dvei- 

* 
KR. 

v
o
n
 
Fritz, 

s.v. 
Pythagoreer, 

Paulys 
Real-Eucyclopiidie 

der 
Klas- 

sischen 
Altertumswissenschaft, 

B
a
n
d
 
X
X
I
V
,
 
col. 

214, 
3 
E
.
L
.
 
Minar, 

Early 
P
y
t
h
a
g
o
r
e
a
n
 

Politics 
in 

Practice 
a
n
d
 
T
h
e
o
r
y
 

(
h
e
n
e
c
f
o
r
w
a
r
d
 
referred 

to 
as 

F
P
P
)
,
 
Baltimore 

1942, 
p. 

72. 
“EPP, p. 

139. 
7 
EPP, 

p. 
72. 
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n
e
v
 
m
y
 
zijpivoc 

a
b
r
o
v
 
A
v
a
n
d
v
e
t
 
d
d
v
a
t
o
s
.
 
È
 
È 

jo 
veaviauer 

È
T
É
O
T
R
O
A
V
 
vpappatiéiov 

dvaër 

w
y
 
tolto 

a
v
e
y
i
v
w
g
m
e
v
 
Or’ 

a
b
i
m
v
 
dvypéda. 

a. 
T
h
u
s
 
the 

manuscripts. 
Schiller # 

« corrected » 
the 

na- 

m
e
 
to 

K
ä
s
ı
v
l
a
z
.
 

b. 
T
h
e
r
e
 

is 
no 

g
o
o
d
 
reason 

for 
e
m
e
n
d
i
n
g
 
to 

douglas, 

a
n
d
 
no 

reason 
at 

all 
for 

suspeeling 
s
o
m
e
 
m
o
r
e
 
drastic 

cor- 
, 

ruption. 
T
h
u
c
y
d
i
d
e
s
 
appears 

to 
use M

4
5
 

a
n
d
 
O
a
u
p
i
a
 
inter- 

puoi 
changeably * 

According 
to 

Stephanos 
of 

Byzantion 
in 

his 
en- 

try 
on 

M
o
d
e
s
t
,
 
Méverar 

zar 
H
o
p
l
a
 
vat 

Mongrov!". 

B
2
 

V
o
n
 
Fritz 

a
n
d
 
M
i
n
a
r
 
give 

no 
hint 

of 
acquaintance 

with 
the 

gloss 
o
n
 
z
i
g
i
v
e
g
 
d
a
v
a
t
o
:
.
 
Yet 

as 
l
o
n
g
 
a
g
o
 
us 

1
8
9
8
 
Schil- 

ler 
h
a
d
 
d
r
a
w
n
 
attention 

to 
it 

a
n
d
 
c
o
m
e
 
to 

the 
inevitable 

con- 

clusion 
that 

Kainias 
a
n
d
 
the 

Kleinias 
of 

the 
Dionysios 

of 
T
a
-
 

likarnassos 
extract 

w
e
r
e
 
o
n
e
 
a
n
d
 

the 
s
a
m
e
 
p
e
r
s
o
n
!
 
T
w
o
 

m
a
i
n
 
questions 

arise, 
W
a
s
 
the 

K
r
o
t
o
n
i
a
t
e
 
tyrant’s 

n
a
m
e
 
Kai- 

vias 
or 

Kleinias 
and 

w
h
e
n
 
did 

he 
rule? 

In 
the 

following 
sec- 

tions 
C
 
a
n
d
 
D
 

1 
deal 

respectively 
with 

these 
problems 

of 

n
o
m
e
n
c
l
a
t
u
r
e
 
a
n
d
 
c
h
r
o
n
o
l
o
g
y
,
 C
 

Schiller 
opted 

for 
Kleinias 

despite 
the 

fact 
that 

both 

of 
the 

m
s
s
 
containing 

the 
gloss 

on 
xfgivos 

davates 
give 

the 

n
a
m
e
 
as 

Kainias, 
A
l
m
o
s
t
 
certainly 

his 
instinct 

w
a
s
 
right. 

8 
Schiller, 

D
e
 
r
e
b
u
s
 
T
h
u
r
i
o
r
u
m
,
 
G
o
t
t
i
n
g
e
n
 
1
8
3
8
,
 
p. 

2
2
.
 

9 
C
o
m
p
a
r
e
 
6
.
6
1
.
6
 
(
T
h
o
u
r
i
v
i
)
 
a
n
d
 
6
1
0
4
2
 
(
T
h
o
u
r
i
a
)
.
 

In 
t
h
e
 

fatter 

ussage 
it 

s
u
s
t
 
surely 

b
e
 
the 

city 
not 

the 
territory 

to 
w
i
c
h
 
G
y
l
i
p
p
o
s
 

inakes 
approaches. 

At 
7
3
5
.
1
 

the 
territory 

of 
T
h
o
u
r
i
o
i
/
T
h
o
u
r
i
a
 

is 
N
 

Q
o
u
p
i
a
g
 
yh. 

. 

0
 
F
o
r
 
this 

v
a
r
i
a
n
t
 
sec, 

for 
e
x
a
m
p
l
e
,
 
D
i
e
d
o
r
o
s
 
S
i
c
u
l
u
s
 

12.10.6. 

I
 
S
e
e
 
n
o
t
e
 
8
 
a
b
o
v
e
.
 

2
 
S
e
e
 
n
o
t
e
 
8
 
a
b
o
v
e
.
 

W
h
i
l
e
 
there 

is 
no 

obvious 
reason 

for 
a 

transition 
from 

K
a
r
v
i
a
s
 
to 

K
A
e
s
v
i
a
z
,
 
the 

latter 
m
i
g
h
t
 
w
e
l
l
 
h
a
v
e
 
b
e
e
n
 
corrupt- 

ed 
to 

a 
n
a
m
e
 
appropriate 

for 
the 

creator 
of 

a 
n
e
w
 
political 

order, 

Closely 
analogous, 

but 
m
o
r
e
 
drastic. 

is 
the 

nomencla- 
ture 

of 
the 

tyrant 
of 

Hyele 
responsible 

for 
the 

arrest 
a
n
d
 

death 
of 

the 
presocratic 

philosopher 
Zeno. 

At 
Plutarch, 

adv. 
Kolot. 

32 
(11264)! 

Zeno’s 
tormentor 

is 
D
e
m
y
l
o
s
 
a
n
d
 

I 
have 

argued 
e
l
s
e
w
h
e
r
e
 | 
that 

didrachms 
of 

Hyele 
of 

suitable 
date 

b
e
a
r
i
n
g
 
the 

l
e
g
e
n
d
 
A
l
 
o
n
 
the 

reverse 
in 

addition 
to 

the 
eth- 

nie 
of 

the 
obverse, 

put 
this 

version 
of 

the 
tyrant’s 

n
a
m
e
 

b
e
y
o
n
d
 
reasonable 

doubt. 
Elsewhere ! 

w
e
 

find 
the 

variant 
Néxpyos. 

D
 

F
r
o
m
 
w
h
a
t
 
w
e
 
can 

glean 
at 

second 
or 

third 
h
a
n
d
 
of 

the 
a
c
c
o
n
n
t
s
 
of 

A
r
i
s
t
o
x
e
n
o
s
 6
 
a
n
d
,
 
m
o
r
e
 

important, 
T
i
m
a
i
o
s
 © 

13 
T
h
e
 
correct 

n
a
m
e
,
 
as 

well 
as 

Nearchos, 
is 

also 
recorded 

at 
Cle- 

m
e
n
t
,
 
S
t
r
o
m
.
 
4.57. 

1
2
 

I
 
S
e
e
 
N
e
w
 
Z
e
a
l
a
n
d
 
N
u
m
i
s
m
a
t
i
c
 
f
o
u
r
n
a
 

a
n
d
 
A
p
e
i
r
o
n
 
2 

(1968), 
pp. 

18-20. 

>
 
See 

D
i
o
d
o
r
o
s
 
10.182: 

Valerius 
M
a
x
i
m
u
s
 
3
 
ext. 

3: 
Plulostratos, 

vit. 
A
p
o
l
l
o
n
,
 
T
y
a
n
.
 
7.2: 

D
i
o
g
e
n
e
s
 
L
a
e
r
t
i
o
s
 
9
.
2
6
:
 
a
n
d
 
t
h
e
 
S
u
d
a
 

lexicon, 

s.v. Z
e
n
o
n
 Telentagorou. 

D
i
o
g
e
n
e
s
 a
n
d
 the 

S
u
d
a
 
lexicographer, w

h
o
 derive 

f
r
o
m
 
the 

s
a
m
e
 
source, 

give 
a 

third 
variant, 

D
i
o
m
e
d
o
n
,
 

ot 
the 

tyrant's 
n
a
m
e
.
 
A
t
 
Tertullian, 

A
p
o
l
o
g
e
t
i
c
.
 
5
0
 
a
n
d
 
N
e
m
e
s
i
a
n
u
s
 
3
0
 
t
h
e
 
p
e
r
s
e
c
u
t
o
r
 

b
e
e
o
m
e
s
 
Dionysios. 

16 
O
n
 
the 

extensive 
F
I
8
 

Wehrli 
(
=
T
a
m
b
l
i
c
h
u
s
,
 

Vita 
Pythagorica 

248-251) 
a
n
d
 
another 

Aristoxenean 
traces 

see 
especially 

v
o
n
 
Fritz, 

PPSI, 
chapters 

I 
a
n
d
 
If. 

ii 
(1968), 

p
p
.
 
1
1
3
-
1
1
6
 

7
 
T
h
e
 
k
e
y
 
pas 

ages 
are 

Polybios 
2.39 

a
n
d
 
the 

long 
excerpt 

from 
Apollonios 

of 
T
y
a
n
a
’
s
 

dite 
of 

Pythagoras 
at 

Lamblichos, 
V
P
 
254-264, 

V
o
n
 
F
r
i
t
z
 
(
P
P
S
I
,
 

p. 
5
5
)
 

is 
n
o
t
 
c
o
n
v
i
n
c
e
d
 
t
h
a
t
 
T
i
m
a
i
o
s
 
w
a
s
 
A
p
e
l
l
o
n
i
o
s
’
 

sole 
s
o
u
r
c
e
.
 
F
o
l
l
o
w
i
n
g
 
A
.
 
D
e
l
a
t
t
e
 
(
R
e
v
.
 
d
e
 

Viustr. 
p
u
b
l
.
 
e
n
 
B
e
l
g
e
 
5
2
 

11909], 
pp. 

9
0
4
 
a
n
d
 
W
.
 
B
e
r
t
e
r
m
a
n
n
 
(
D
e
 
Tamblichi 

Vitae 
Pythagoricae 

Fontibus, 
Diss 

K
ö
n
i
g
s
b
e
r
g
 
1913, 

pp. 
37 

{hd 
M
i
n
a
r
 
(EPP. 

pp. 
3-1 

1
9
 

is 
less 

hesitant 
but 

considers 
that 

Tamblichos 
m
a
y
 
h
a
v
e
 
been 

careless 
in 

his 



of 
the 

vicissitudes 
of 

the 
early 

Pythugorcans 
n
 
M
a
g
n
a
 
Grac- 

cia, 
there 

e
m
e
r
g
e
s
 
a 

tolerably 
detailed 

a
n
d
 
reasonably 

cohe- 
rent 

picture 
of 

political 
developments 

at 
Kroton 

from 
the 

last 
d
e
c
a
d
e
 
of 

the 
sixth 

century 
until 

a 
f
e
w
 
years 

before 
the 

middle 
of 

the 
fifth, 

Shortly 
after 

the 
destruction 

of 
Sybaris 

in 
5
1
1
/
1
0
"
,
 
the 

city’s 
d
o
m
i
n
a
n
t
 
Pythagorean 

hetaireia 
w
a
s
 
seriously 

a
n
d
 

ef- 
fectively 

challenged 
b
y
 
rival 

groups 
h
e
a
d
e
d
 
by 

Kylon ®
 
a
n
d
 

Ninon. 
Pythagorean 

himself 
w
i
t
h
d
r
e
w
 
before 

dissension 
c
a
m
e
 

to 
a 

head. 
Then, 

in 
rapid 

succession, 
there 

foliowed 
a 

period 
of 

a
n
t
i
-
P
y
t
h
a
g
o
r
e
n
 

agitation 
a
n
d
 

populist 
h
a
r
a
n
g
u
e
s
;
 

at- 

t
e
m
p
t
e
d
 
m
o
b
 
violence 

against 
the 

hetairoi; 
a
l
n
o
g
a
t
i
o
n
 
b
y
 
the 

d
e
m
o
s
 

of 
allegedly 

repressive 
Pythagorean 

legislation; 
the 

death 
in 

battle 
with 

his 
fellow 

eitiziens 
of 

the 
Pythagorean 

D
a
m
a
k
e
d
e
s
 
w
h
o
 
w
a
s
 
accused 

of 
aiming 

at 
tvranuy; 

a
n
d
 

fi 
nally, 

bringing 
o
n
e
 
series 

of 
upheavals 

to 
an 

end, 
arbitration 

b
y
 
Taras, 

Metapontion 
a
n
d
 
Kaulonia, 

w
h
i
c
h
 
led 

to 
the 

ba- 
nishment 

from 
Kroton 

of 
intransigeants 

of 
all 

affiliations ®
 

A
m
o
n
g
 
those 

w
h
o
 
w
e
r
e
 
permitted, 

or 
w
h
o
 
chose, 

to 
r
e
m
a
i
n
 

in 
the 

city 
w
e
r
e
 
Deinarchos 

a
n
d
 
other 

m
o
d
e
r
a
t
e
 
Pythago- 

use 
of 

A
p
o
l
l
o
n
i
o
s
 
transcription. 

M
o
r
e
 
recently, 

at 
pp. 

1
4
7
-
1
4
9
 
of 

his 
article 

« Pythagoras 
ul 

S
a
m
o
s
 
(
C
Q
.
 
ns. 

7
=
0
.
s
.
 
S
O
 
[1956], 

pp. 
135-156) 

J.S. 
Morrison 

has 
cautiously 

u
p
h
e
l
d
 
an 

exclusive 
derivation 

of 
Apollonios’ 

account 
f
r
o
m
 
T
i
m
a
i
o
s
 
a
n
d
 
rightly 

b
r
a
n
d
e
d
 
as 

illusory 
a 
g
a
p
 
in 

the 
nar- 

tative 
a
n
d
 
s
o
m
e
 
confusions 

for 
w
h
i
c
h
 
M
i
n
a
r
 

is 
inclined 

to 
blaine 

l
a
m
-
 

blichos. 

Ik 
D
i
o
d
o
r
o
s
 
11.90.3. 

W
 
A
n
 
erstwhile 

P
y
t
h
a
g
o
r
e
a
n
 
ejeeted 

f
r
o
m
 
the 

b
r
o
t
h
e
r
h
o
o
d
 
o
n
 
the 

initiative 
of 

P
y
t
h
a
g
o
r
a
s
 
h
i
m
s
e
l
f
 
(
A
r
i
s
t
o
x
e
n
o
s
,
 
F
.
1
8
)
 
A
c
c
o
r
d
i
n
g
 
to 

l
a
m
-
 

blichos, 
V
P
.
 
7
4
 
K
y
l
o
n
 
w
a
s
 
E
E
a
p
y
o
g
 
L
u
B
a
p
i
t
o
v
 
at 

the 
time 

of 
this 

hu- 
miliation. 

I 
suggest 

that 
w
e
a
l
t
h
y
 
a
n
d
 
aristocratic 

(Aristoxenos, 
loc. 

cit.) 
h
e
 
h
a
d
 
b
e
e
n
 
given 

official 
responsibility 

for 
the 

welfare 
of 

the 
5
0
0
 

Sybarite 
exiles 

w
h
o
s
e
 
reception 

at 
K
r
o
t
o
n
 
o
n
 
Pythagoras’ 

advice 
preci- 

pitated 
the 

w
a
r
 
that 

c
u
l
m
i
n
a
t
e
d
 
in 

Sybaris’ 
ruin 

(see 
D
i
o
d
o
r
o
s
 
12.9.2-41. 

>» 
F
o
r
 

all 
these 

d
e
v
e
l
o
p
m
e
n
t
s
 
ser 

Tanblichos, 
V
P
.
 
255-262. 

O
n
 
Deinarchus, 

w
h
o
s
e
 
role 

m
u
s
t
 
to 

s
o
m
e
 
extent 

be 
inferred, 

se 
f
a
n
b
l
i
c
h
o
s
,
 
V
P
.
 
2
5
7
 
a
i
l
 
2
6
3
.
 
A
s
 
M
o
r
r
i
s
o
n
 
(op. 

cit, 
p. 

149) 
o
b
s
e
r
v
e
s
 
t
h
e
 

10 

| | ij 

reans 
w
h
o
 
had 

apparently 
dissociated 

themselves 
from 

the 
ich 

colleagues 
as 

D
e
m
o
k
e
d
e
s
.
 
U
n
d
e
r
 
their 

di- 
rection 

the 
Pythagorean 

association 
w
e
n
t
 
a 

long 
w
a
y
 
towards 

excesses 
of 

or 
even 

achieved 
the 

recovery 
of 

its 
h
e
g
e
m
o
n
y
 

at 
Kroton 

and, 
through 

local 
branches 

of the 
order 

established 
in 

other 
poleis 

of 
the 

arca, 
gradually 

succeeded 
in 

extending 
its 

in- 
fluence 

throughout 
M
a
g
n
a
 
Graecia, 

This 
r
e
n
e
w
e
d
 
ascendan- 

cy 
of 

the 
Pythogoreans, 

w
h
i
c
h
 
the 

partisan 
Aristoxenos 2

 
s
a
w
 

as 
a 

kind 
of 

golden 
age, 

w
a
s
 
abruptly 

shattered 
in 

454 
or 

453%. 
At 

Kroton 
a
n
d
 
elsewhere 

their 
meeting 

houses 
w
e
r
e
 

b
u
r
n
e
d
 
d
o
w
n
 
a
n
d
 
the 

leading 
hetairoi, 

Deinarchos 
a
m
o
n
g
 

t
h
e
n
?
)
 
lost 

their 
lives. 

T
h
e
 
aftermath 

w
a
s
 
niurder, 

stasis 
a
n
d
 

every 
kind 

of 
disturbance 

a
m
o
n
g
 
the 

Italiote 
Greek 

c
o
m
m
a
-
 

nities ®, 
A
s
 
far 

as 
w
e
 
are 

able 
to 

discern, 
there 

w
a
s
 
not 

a 
hint 

in 
Aristoxenos 

a
n
d
 
Timaios, 

nor 
in 

other 
writers, 

such 
as 

Dikaiarchos 
a
n
d
 
N
e
a
n
t
h
e
s
 ®
 
w
h
o
 
dealt 

with 
the 

s
a
m
e
 

«
o
t
h
e
r
 peril 

» 
of 

the 
latter 

passage 
is 

obviusly 
the 

4
5
4
/
3
 
uprising 

against 
the Pythagoreans. 

Since 
F, 

the 
hest ms, 

has 
A
e
r
v
a
p
x
o
u
 at 2

5
7
 
a
n
d
 
not 

the 
A
e
y
d
y
o
v
 
of 

t
h
e
 
inferior 

C
,
 
I 
c
a
n
n
o
t
 
u
n
d
e
r
s
t
a
n
d
 
M
i
n
a
r
'
s
 
n
o
t
e
 
3
5
 
o
n
 
p. 

6
1
 

ot 
E
P
P
.
 
Puzzling 

is 
the 

listing 
of 

D
e
i
n
a
r
c
h
o
s
 
as 

a 
Parios 

in 
the 

general 
a
t
a
l
o
g
u
e
 
of 

P
y
t
h
a
g
o
r
e
a
n
s
 

at 
lamblichos, 

V
P
.
 
267. 

T
o
g
e
t
h
e
r
 
with 

h
i
m
 

a
p
p
e
a
r
 
A
l
k
i
m
a
c
h
o
s
 
a
n
d
 
M
e
t
o
n
,
 
w
h
o
 

like 
D
e
i
n
a
r
c
h
o
s
 
a
n
d
 
D
a
m
o
k
e
d
e
s
 

figure 
as 

m
e
m
b
e
r
s
 
o
f
 
t
h
e
 
K
r
o
t
o
n
i
a
t
e
 
c
o
u
n
c
i
l
 

at 
2
5
7
.
 
T
h
e
r
e
 
a
r
e
 
t
h
r
e
e
 

possible explanation 
: 

1. 
the text of 

the 
catalogue 

is 
profoundly 

disturbed; 
2. 

like 
P
y
t
h
a
g
o
r
a
s
 
all 

three 
w
e
r
e
 
i
m
m
i
g
r
a
n
t
s
 
to 

Kroton; 
3. 

confusion 
w
a
s
 

g
e
n
e
r
a
t
e
d
 
b
y
 
t
h
e
 
fact 

that 
all 

t
h
r
e
e
 
w
e
r
e
 
m
e
m
b
e
r
s
 
of 

a
 
K
r
o
t
o
n
i
a
t
e
 
d
e
m
e
 

(or 
s
o
m
e
 
other 

unit 
of 

the 
citizen 

b
o
d
y
)
 
n
a
m
e
d
 
Paros. 

22 
S
e
e
 
A
r
i
s
t
o
x
e
n
o
s
,
 
F
.
1
8
.
 

23 
See 

the 
entry 

for 
Ol. 

81.3 
in 

the 
A
r
m
e
n
i
a
n
 
version 

of 
Kusebius 

together 
with 

the 
c
o
m
m
e
n
t
s
 
of 

M
i
n
a
r
 
at 

E
P
P
,
 
pp. 

77 
Il 

24 
S
e
e
 
n
o
t
e
 
1
9
 
a
b
o
v
e
.
 

2
 
F
o
r
 
Timaios’ 

account 
of 

the 
upheavals 

see 
especially 

Polybios 

2
 
F
o
r
 
features 

of 
the 

accounts 
of 

these 
t
w
o
 
writers 

see 
respectively 

Porphyrios, 
Vita 

Pythagorica 
5
6
-
5
7
 

= Dikaiarchos, 
F
F
 3
4
 
a
n
d
 
35a 

Wehrli, 
L
a
c
e
t
i
o
s
 
8
4
0
2
 
D
i
k
a
i
a
r
c
h
o
s
,
 
3
5
h
 
W
e
h
r
l
i
 

it 
is 

difficult 
to 

f
o
l
l
o
w
 
M
o
r
r
i
s
o
n
 
(op. 

cit. 
p. 

L
A
T
 
n
o
t
e
 
3
,
 
in 

m
a
k
i
n
g
 

a
n
d
 
55. 

In 
v
i
e
w
 
of 

D
i
o
g
e
a
 

anthes 

11



events, 
of 

a 
Krotoniate 

tyranny 
b
e
t
w
e
e
n
 
the 

fall 
of 

Sybaris 

in 
511/10 

and 
the 

great 
uprising 

against 
the 

Pythagoreans 
of 

454/3. 
A
n
d
 
vet 

such 
activities 

as 
the 

liberation 
of 

slaves, 
the 

indiscriminate 
granting 

of 
politeia 

to 
other 

cities’ 
exiles 

a
n
d
 
refugees 

and, 
especially, 

the 
e
x
e
c
u
t
i
o
n
 
a
u
d
 
b
a
n
i
s
h
m
e
n
t
 

of 
the 

énigavéotarct 
could 

not 
but 

have 
brougth 

Kieinias 
into 

direct 
conflict 

with 
the 

Pythagoreans 
around 

w
h
o
s
e
 
for- 

tunes 
our 

other 
sources’ 

accounts 
revolve. 

S
a
d
d
l
e
d
 
with 

their 
deduction 

from 
Dionysios 

that 
Kleinias 

w
a
s
 
active 

in 
or close 

to 
454, 

v
o
n
 
Fritz” 

a
n
d
 
M
i
n
a
r
 #
 
w
e
r
e
 
compelled 

to 
regard 

his 
rule 

as 
a 

very 
transitory 

episode. 
A
 
similar 

expedient 
w
o
u
l
d
 
be 

the 
inevitable 

consequence 
of 

attempting 
to 

in- 
trade 

h
i
m
 
a
n
y
w
h
e
r
e
 
else 

in 
the 

half 
century 

plus 
b
e
t
w
e
e
n
 

the 
stated 

termini. 
B
u
t
 
t
h
e
n
 
a 

p
a
r
a
d
o
x
,
 
for 

if 
Kleinias 

r
e
g
i
m
e
 

very truly such 
a 
Heeting a

n
d
 
ephemeral 

affair, 
w
h
a
t
 
possessed 

Dionysios 
to 

cite 
it 

alongside 
the 

durable 
a
n
d
 
influential 

A- 
naxila 

dynasty 
at 

R
h
e
g
i
o
n
 
as 

a 
star 

e
x
a
m
p
l
e
 
of 

the 
catastro- 

phic 
effects 

of tyrannis 
o
n
 
polis of 

M
a
g
n
a
 Graecia? 

W
e
r
e
 
Dionysios 

our 
sole 

informant 
concerning 

Kleinias. 
then, 

in 
the 

ligth 
of 

the 
a
b
o
v
e
 
considerations, 

one 
might 

justifiably 
feel 

constrained 
to 

explore 
the 

possibility 
of 

set- 
ting 

his 
tyramıyzearlier 

than 
511/10. 

This 
expedieut, 

however, 
runs 

into 
direct 

conflict 
with 

Timaios’ 
a
s
s
e
r
t
i
o
n
 # 
that 

until 
the 

departure 
of 

Pythagoras. 
shortly 

after 
the 

fall 
of 

Sybaris, 
Kroton 

h
a
d
 
continued 

to 
enjoy 

the 
form 

of 
g
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
 
esta- 

blished 
w
h
e
n
 
the 

city 
w
a
s
 
founded. 

All 
difheulties 

are 
far 

rather 
than 

Dikaiarchos 
responsible 

for 
all 

the 
material 

f
r
o
m
 
Q
e
p
e
x
d
b
n
v
 

at 
Porphyrios, 

V
P
 
5
6
 
to 

S
v
a
p
e
l
v
a
v
r
a
 at 57. 

Despite 
Minar’s 

(
E
P
P
,
 
pp. 

65- 
68) 

insistence 
to 

the 
contrary 

there 
s
e
e
m
s
 
to 

be 
no 

avoiding 
the 

couclu- 
ston 

that 
like 

N
e
a
n
t
h
e
s
 
(see 

E
P
P
,
 
p. 

68) 
Dikaiurchos 

e
n
d
e
d
 
u
p
 
confusing 

the 
anti-Pythayorean 

disturbances 
that 

followed 
the 

fall 
of 

Sybaris 
with 

t
h
o
s
e
 
that 

e
r
u
p
t
e
d
 
t
o
w
a
r
d
s
 
t
h
e
 
m
i
d
d
l
e
 
of 

t
h
e
 

fifth 
c
e
n
t
u
r
y
,
 

= 
PPSI, 

p. 90. 
=
 
E
P
P
,
 
pp. 

Th 
a
n
d
 
73. 

#
 
S
e
e
 
T
a
m
b
l
i
c
h
o
s
,
 
V
P
.
 
2
5
5
.
 

m
o
r
e
 
tidily 

a
n
d
 
satisfactorily 

resolved 
as 

soon 
as 

w
e
 
accept 

the 
evidence 

of the 
glossator 

that 
the 

death 
at 

least 
of 

Klei- 
nius 

w
a
s
 
subsequent 

to 
the 

inception 
of 

Thouria 
in 

4
4
/
3
 ™, 

a
n
d
 
r
e
c
o
g
n
i
s
e
 
that 

o
n
c
e
 
a
n
 
2
x
4
 
that 

Valesius 
intruded 

into 
the 

Dionysios 
excerpt 

is 
d
i
s
c
a
r
d
e
d
,
 
there 

is 
no 

longer 
any 

objective 
reason 

for insiting 
that 

its 
first 

three 
sentences 

h
a
v
e
 

chronological 
import. 

It 
n
o
w
 
b
e
c
o
m
e
s
 
possible 

to 
set 

Klei- 
nias 

rule 
entirely 

within 
the 

m
o
r
e
 
than 

usually 
ill-doeumen- 

ted 
period 

of 
Krotoniate 

history 
b
e
t
w
e
e
n
 
the 

anti-Pythago- 
rean 

holocaust 
of 

454 
3 

a
n
d
 
the 

first 
invasion 

of 
Southern 

Italy 
b
y
 
Dionysios 

of 
Syracuse 

in 
390 9

8
%
,
 

If 
there 

is 
any 

significance 
in 

the 
order, 

Kroton 
then 

Rhegion, 
of 

the 
t
w
o
 

Italiote 
exemplars 

of 
Dionysios” 

thesis 
concerning 

the 
effects 

of 
tyrannis 

in 
M
a
g
n
a
 
Graccia, 

it 
is 

that 
in 

his 
o
p
i
n
i
o
n
 

Klei- 
nias' 

r
e
g
i
m
e
 
w
a
s
 
e
v
e
n
 
m
o
r
e
 
pernicious 

a
n
d
 
injurious 

t
h
a
n
 

its 
Anaxila 

counterpart. 
T
h
e
s
e
 
relatively 

imprecise 
conclusions 

granted, 
can 

w
e
 

g
o
 
o
n
 
to 

e
n
c
o
m
p
a
s
s
 
Kleinias’ 

t
y
r
a
n
n
y
 
w
i
t
h
i
n
 
s
o
m
e
w
h
a
t
 
nar- 

r
o
w
e
r
 
dates? 

A
 

first, 
a
n
d
 
m
a
j
o
r
 
step, 

is 
constituted 

b
y
 
recognition 

of 

®
 
O
n
 
the 

final 
neo-Sybaris 

on 
the 

original 
site 

a
n
d
 
the 

early 
yeu 

of 
its 

successor 
T
h
o
u
r
i
a
 
ser 

e 
pecially 

Vo 
E
h
r
e
n
b
e
r
g
,
 

AQP 
5
9
 
(1948), 

pp. 
1
4
9
-
1
7
0
 
a
n
d
 
C
.
M
.
 
Kraay, 

N
u
m
i
s
m
a
t
i
c
 
Chronicle 

1958, 
pp. 

24-29. 
In 

m
y
 
v
i
e
w
 
t
h
e
 

lite 
a
r
y
 
a
n
d
 
n
u
m
i
s
m
a
t
i
c
 
i
n
d
i
c
a
t
i
o
n
s
 
t
o
g
e
t
h
e
r
 
a
r
e
 
hest 

satisfied 
b
y
 
t
h
e
 
f
o
l
l
o
w
i
n
g
 
t
i
m
e
-
t
a
b
l
e
 
of 

e
v
e
n
t
s
:
 
4
4
6
/
5
 
- 
f
o
u
n
d
a
t
i
o
n
 
o
f
 
t
h
e
 

last 
n
e
o
-
S
y
b
a
r
i
s
 
o
n
 
t
h
e
 
site of 

t
h
e
 original 

f
o
u
n
d
a
t
i
o
n
;
 
4
4
4
/
5
3
 
- 
p
a
n
h
e
l
l
e
n
i
c
 

reinforcement 
a
n
d
 
(minimal 

o
n
 
the 

present 
state 

of 
the 

archaelogical 
e
v
i
d
e
n
c
e
)
 
resiting 

o
f
 
t
h
e
 
s
e
t
t
l
e
m
e
n
t
 
w
h
o
s
e
 
n
a
m
e
 
is 

c
h
a
n
g
e
d
 
to 

T
h
o
u
r
i
a
,
’
 

T
h
o
n
r
i
o
i
/
T
h
o
n
r
i
o
n
 
(see 

at 
BI 

above); 
e. 

4
4
0
 

- 
after 

c
o
m
m
u
n
a
l
 
feuding 

the 
r
e
m
a
i
n
i
n
g
 
Sybarites 

w
i
t
h
d
r
a
w
 
f
r
o
m
 
T
h
o
u
r
i
a
 
to 

a 
site 

o
n
 
the 

Traeis 
river. 

T
h
e
 
p
r
i
m
a
r
y
 
ancient 

account 
is 

that 
in 

Diadoros 
(see 

12,9 
ff). 

A
s
 
not 

infrequently, 
his 

c
h
r
o
n
o
l
o
g
y
 

is 
deficient 

a
n
d
 
the 

precise 
s
e
q
u
e
n
c
e
 

of 
events 

b
e
c
o
m
e
s
 
confused 

d
u
e
 
to 

the 
a
u
t
h
o
r
s
 

oseillation 
b
e
t
w
e
e
n
 
à 

strictly 
annalistie 

a
r
r
a
n
g
e
m
e
n
t
 
a
n
d
 
a
d
 
h
o
c
 
x
a
t
a
 
YÉVOS 

s
u
m
m
a
t
i
o
n
.
 

3
 
S
e
e
 
Al 

above. 
32 

D
i
o
d
o
r
o
s
 
1
4
.
1
0
3
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1
,



the 
improbability 

of 
a 

radical 
tyranny 

at 
Kroton 

a
n
y
w
h
e
r
e
 

in 
the 

years 
f
r
o
m
 
c. 

+
4
0
 
to 

390/89, 
the 

l
o
w
e
r
 
theoretical 

ter- 

m
i
n
u
s
.
 

A
 
f
e
w
 
years 

at 
the 

m
o
s
t
 
after 

Thouria’s 
e
m
e
r
g
e
n
c
e
,
 
w
h
a
t
 

survived 
of 

its 
Sybarite 

element 
after 

c
o
m
m
u
n
a
l
 
feuding 

lett 

the city 
and 

founded 
the 

so-called 
Sybaris-on-Traeis #, 

A
g
a
m
 

shortly 
after 

its 
crystallisation 

Thouria 
concluded 

a 
treaty 

of 

friendship 
with 

Kroton ®, 
T
h
e
r
e
 

can 
b
e
 
little 

d
o
u
b
t
 
that 

both 

the 
transplantation 

or 
m
i
g
r
a
t
i
o
n
 
a
n
d
 
the 

a
c
c
o
m
m
o
d
a
t
i
o
n
 
w
e
-
 

re 
results 

of 
the 

diplomatic 
activity 

in 
M
a
g
n
a
 
Graecia 

of 
an 

Achaian 
e
m
b
a
s
s
y
 
from 

old 
Hellas. 

This 
w
a
s
 
s
u
m
m
o
n
e
d
 
to 

the 
region, 

so 
Timaios 

informs 
us®, 

in 
the 

w
a
k
e
 
of 

the 
pe- 

ried 
of turmoil 

ushered 
in 

there 
b
y
 
the 

anti 
Pythagorean 

out- 

breaks 
of 

454/3, 
for 

the 
purpose 

of 
resolving 

the 
Italiote 

po- 

leis’ 
troubles. 

A
 
further 

consequence, 
manifesied 

after 
its 

de- 

parture, 
of 

the 
mission's 

g
o
o
d
 
offices #

 
w
a
s
 
the 

f
o
r
m
a
t
i
o
n
 
b
y
 

Kroton, 
Kaulonia 

a
n
d
 
Sybaris-on-Traeis 7 of 

an 
A
c
h
a
i
a
n
 
lea- 

g
u
e
 
analogous 

to 
that 

of 
the 

Peleponnesian 
motherland 

a
n
d
 

3 
S
e
e
 
n
o
t
e
 
2
8
 
a
b
o
v
e
.
 

® 
D
i
o
d
o
r
o
s
 
12,11.3 

bearing 
in 

m
i
n
d
 
the 

final 
sentence 

of 
note 

28. 

35 
S
e
e
 
Polybios 

2
.
3
9
.
 

3% 
Its 

only 
signal 

failure 
s
e
e
m
s
 
to 

h
a
v
e
 
b
e
e
n
 

in 
achieving 

accord 

b
e
t
w
e
e
n
 
T
h
o
u
r
i
a
 
a
n
d
 
T
a
r
a
s
.
 
A
c
c
o
r
d
i
n
g
 
to 

D
i
o
d
o
r
o
s
 
(
1
2
.
2
3
.
2
)
 
w
a
r
 
b
e
t
w
e
e
n
 

the 
t
w
o
 
poleis 

b
r
o
k
e
 
out 

in 
444/3, 

but 
this 

m
a
y
 
b
e
 
too 

early. 
W
h
a
t
e
v
e
r
 

t
h
e
 
precise 

d
a
t
e
 o
f
 
their 

c
o
m
m
e
n
c
e
m
e
n
t
,
 
hostilities 

b
e
t
w
e
e
n
 
t
h
e
 
t
w
o
 
poleis 

did 
not 

finally 
tail 

off 
until 

their 
joint 

foundation 
of 

Herakleia, 
p
r
o
b
a
b
l
y
 

in 
4
3
3
7
2
 
(
D
i
o
d
o
r
o
s
 

1
2
.
3
6
.
4
 
t
o
g
e
t
h
e
r
 
w
i
t
h
 

S
t
r
a
b
o
 
6
.
1
.
1
4
 
[
2
6
4
)
.
 
T
h
e
 

m
a
r
t
a
n
 

apoikia’s 
original 

intransigence 
will 

h
a
v
e
 
b
e
e
n
 
d
e
t
e
r
m
i
n
e
d
 
b
y
 

A
t
h
e
n
s
’
 
role 

in 
T
h
o
u
r
i
a
’
s
 
c
r
e
a
t
i
o
n
 
a
n
d
 
t
h
e
 
p
r
o
-
A
t
h
e
n
i
a
n
 
bias 

(
w
h
i
c
h
 

in 

9
1
7
 
w
 

of 
the 

A
c
h
a
i
a
n
 
league. 

3% 
Hardly, 

as 
v
o
n
 
Fritz 

(PPST, 
pp. 

7
2
 
ff.) 

w
o
u
l
d
 
h
a
v
e
 
it 

o
n
 
the 

basis 

of 
Diodoros 

12.11.3 
(
w
h
e
r
e
 
there 

is 
n
o
 
m
e
n
t
i
o
n
 
of 

Kanlonia), 
Thouria. 

O
n
l
y
 
about 

one-tenth 
of 

the 
Thourioi, 

the 
m
e
m
b
r
e
s
 
of 

the 
p
h
y
l
e
 
Achais 

(see 
D
i
o
d
o
r
o
s
 
1
2
.
1
1
3
 
w
h
e
r
e
 
t
h
e
 
o
t
h
e
r
 
n
i
n
e
 
tribes, 

as 
A
t
h
e
n
a
i
s
,
 
E
u
b
o
i
s
,
 

Nesiotis, 
Boiotia, 

A
m
p
h
i
k
t
y
o
n
i
s
,
 
Doris, 

A
r
k
a
s
,
 
A
c
h
a
i
s
 
a
n
d
 
Eleia, 

a
r
e
 
also 

4
 

to 
p
r
o
v
o
k
e
 
direct 

S
p
a
r
t
a
n
 
i
n
t
e
r
v
e
n
t
i
o
n
;
 
s
e
e
 
T
h
u
c
y
d
i
d
e
s
 
6.82.1) 

listed) 
w
e
r
e
 
of 

A
c
h
a
i
a
n
 
origin. 

14 

their 
adoption 

of 
appropriate 

individual 
constitutions. 

It 
w
a
s
 

only 
the 

despotism 
of 

Dionysios 
of 

Syracuse, 
the 

Sikeliote 
historian 

adds, 
a
n
d
 
the 

w
a
x
i
n
g
 
p
o
w
e
r
 
of 

the 
native 

peoples 
of 

M
a
g
n
a
 
Graecia 

that 
enforced 

the 
reluctant 

a
b
a
n
d
o
n
m
e
n
t
 

of 
these 

institution, 
A
l
t
h
o
u
g
h
 
eventually 

reduced 
to 

a 
m
e
m
-
 

bership 
of 

t
w
o
 
after 

the 
fifth 

century 
Bruttian 

conquest 
of 

Sybaris-on-Traeis #, 
the’ league, 

then, 
together 

with 
the 

con- 
comitant 

A
c
h
a
i
a
n
 
style 

individual 
polities 

continued 
in 

exi- 
stence 

until 
Dionysios’ 

transplantation 
of 

the 
Kauloniates 

in 
3
8
9
/
8
*
 
a
n
d
 
his 

occupation 
of 

Kroton 
not 

long 
after ©. 

38 
T
h
e
 
exact 

date 
of 

the 
destruction 

is 
not 

k
n
o
w
n
.
 
T
h
e
 
w
o
r
d
i
n
g
 
of 

D
i
o
d
o
r
o
s
 

12.22.) 
s
u
g
g
e
s
t
s
 
that 

t
h
e
 
f
o
u
n
d
a
t
i
o
n
 
s
u
r
v
i
v
e
d
 
for 

o
n
l
y
 
a 

f
e
w
 

years 

C
h
r
o
n
i
c
l
e
 
1
9
5
8
,
 
p
p
.
 
2
0
-
3
2
)
 
p
o
i
n
t
s
 
t
h
e
 
s
a
m
e
 
w
a
y
.
 

39 
Diodoros 

14.105.3. 

%
 
T
h
e
 
implication 

of 
the 

latter 
part 

of 
D
i
o
n
v
s
i
 

20.7 
is 

that 
K
r
o
t
o
n
 
fell 

to 
Dionysios 

of 
Syracuse 

after the 
tyrant's 

trans- 
plantation 

of 
the 

Hipponiates 
a
n
d
 
before 

his 
capture 

of 
Rhegion. 

Dio- 
dorus 

(14.107.2) 
sets 

the 
b
r
e
a
k
i
n
g
 
u
p
 
of 

H
i
p
p
o
n
i
o
n
 
early 

in 
388/7, 

not 
long 

after 
the 

similar 
fate 

of 
K
a
n
l
o
n
i
a
 
t
o
w
a
r
d
s
 
the 

e
n
d
 
of 

380/8. 
T
h
e
 

s
a
m
e
 
a
u
t
h
o
r
 
(
L
E
L
L
I
)
 
d
a
t
e
s
 
t
h
e
 
fall 

of 
R
h
e
g
i
o
n
,
 
after 

a
 

siege 
of 

o
v
e
r
 

t
e
n
 
m
o
n
t
h
s
,
 
to 

t
h
e
 
first 

m
o
n
t
h
s
 
of 

3
8
7
/
6
.
 
D
i
s
c
o
n
c
e
r
t
i
n
g
l
y
,
 
D
i
o
d
o
r
o
s
 
fails 

to 
i
n
c
l
u
d
e
 
t
h
e
 
c
a
p
t
u
r
e
 
o
f
 
K
r
o
t
o
n
 
a
m
o
n
g
 
t
h
e
 
e
v
e
n
t
s
 
of 

either 
3
8
8
/
7
 
or 

3
8
7
/
6
.
 
T
h
e
 
lapse 

could 
well 

be 
due, 

h
o
w
e
v
e
r
,
 
to 

his 
manifest 

preoccu- 
pation 

with 
the 

epie 
contest 

b
e
t
w
e
e
n
 
Dionysios 

a
n
d
 
Phyton. 

D
u
r
i
n
g
 
the 

investment 
of 

R
h
e
g
i
o
n
 
the 

f
o
r
m
e
r
 
m
i
g
h
t
 
well 

h
a
v
e
 
essayed 

a 
shock 

c
o
u
p
 

d
e
 
m
a
i
n
 
against 

a 
state 

which, 
t
h
o
u
g
h
 
formally 

neutral 
after 

the 
Ttaliote 

disaster 
at 

the 
Eleporos 

river 
in 

late 
3
8
9
/
8
 
(Diodoros 

14.104), 
w
o
u
l
d
 

h
a
v
e
 b
e
e
n
 
p
r
o
f
o
u
n
d
l
y
 s
y
m
p
a
t
h
e
t
i
c
 to 

the 
beleaguered. 

L
i
v
y
 
(24.3.8) 

recalls 
that 

Dionysios’ 
attack 

w
a
s
 
a 

treacherous 
o
n
e
 
a
n
d
 
that 

the 
issue 

w
 

d
e
c
i
d
e
d
 
b
y
 
a 

surprise 
assault 

in 
w
h
i
c
h
 
a 
b
o
d
y
 
of 

troops 
scaled 

the 
clilfs 

b
e
l
o
w
 
Kroton’s 

s
u
p
p
o
s
e
d
l
y
 
i
m
p
r
e
g
n
a
b
l
e
 
akropolis. 

S
ü
ß
e
r
 
at 

D.11.20.7 
as 

t
h
e
 
n
u
m
b
e
r
 
of 

y
e
a
r
s
 
o
f
 
D
i
o
n
y
s
i
o
s
’
 
o
c
c
u
p
a
t
i
o
n
 
o
f
 
K
r
o
t
o
n
 
a
n
d
 
R
h
e
g
i
o
n
 

is 
not 

necessarily 
w
r
o
n
g
,
 
for 

Dionysios 
m
a
y
 
h
a
v
e
 
temporarily 

lost 
control 

of 
t
h
e
m
 

in 
3
8
3
/
2
 

(see 
D
i
o
d
o
r
o
s
 
1
5
.
1
5
2
)
 
a
n
d
 
the 

years 
i
m
m
e
d
i
a
t
e
l
y
 

following. 
If 

his 
s
w
a
y
 
w
a
s
 
uninterrupted 

then 
w
e
 
m
u
s
t
 
suppose, 

for 

D
I
E
S
 
text 

1
9
 
w
a
s
 

T
h
e
 
m
m
i
s
m
a
t
i
e
 
e
v
i
d
e
n
c
e
 

(lor 
w
h
i
c
h
 

s
e
e
 

K
r
a
a
y
,
 

Numrismatie 

of 
Halikarnassos, 

e
x
a
m
p
l
e
,
 
that 

at 
s
o
m
e
 
stage 

in 
the 

transmission 
of 

c
o
r
r
u
p
t
e
d
 
to 

IB,



Kleinias’ 
tyranny 

cannot 
be 

a
c
c
o
m
o
d
a
t
e
d
 
within 

the 
du- 

ration 
of 

a 
c
o
u
f
e
d
e
r
a
t
i
o
n
 
w
h
o
s
e
 
institutions 

w
e
r
e
 
quite 

in- 

compatible 
with 

repressive 
dictatorship, 

nor 
1s 

a
n
 
autocratic 

ruler 
likely 

to 
have 

tolerated, 
let 

alone 
sought, 

outside 
in- 

tervention 
in his 

polis’ 
affairs 

such 
as 

that 
of 

the 
Achaians 

in 

Southern 
Italy 

c. 
440. 

T
h
e
 
period 

ce. 
440-390/89 

thus 
exclu- 

ded, 
only 

the 
years 

immediately 
after 

Thonria’s 
inauguration 

provide 
a 

context 
for 

the 
tyrant’s 

death. 

It 
follows 

that 
Kleinias 

coup 
d'etat 

was 
staged 

prior 
to 

far 
Thouria’s 

creation, 
for 

a 
m
a
x
i
m
u
m
 
of 

a
b
o
u
t
 
f
o
u
r
 
years 

is 

too 
short 

a 
period 

for 
his 

rule 
given 

the 
implications 

of 
the 

reference 
to 

it 
b
y
 
Dionysios 

of 
Halikarnassos. 

If, 
as 

seems 

inevitable, 
w
e
 
a
l
l
o
w
 
close 

to 
a 

d
e
c
a
d
e
 
at 

least, 
Kleinias’ 

ac- 

cession 
to 

p
o
w
e
r
 
m
u
s
t
 

fall 
in 

the 
450%. 

Within 
this 

decade 

454/3 
is 

a 
solid 

terminus 
ante 

q
u
e
m
 
since 

the 
anti-Pythago- 

rean 
outbreak 

at 
Kroton 

in 
that 

year 
is 

n
o
w
h
e
r
e
 
linked 

with 

a 
tyrant 

a
n
d
 
according 

to 
Timaios 

w
a
s
 
inspired 

b
y
 
o
n
e
 
Li- 

tates 
or 

Litages *. 
Ideal 

years 
for 

the 
establishment 

of 
tyran- 

nis 
w
o
u
l
d
 
b
e
 
late 

4
5
3
/
2
 
or 

452/1. 
In 

the 
s
u
m
m
e
r
 
of 

4
5
3
 
or 

the 
spring 

of 
452 

Sybaris 
w
a
s
 
refounded 

? 
T
h
e
 
timing 

w
a
s
 

hardly 
fortuitous. 

T
h
e
 

displaced 
Sybarites 

took 
advantage 

of 
their 

inveterate 
enemy’s 

preoccupation 
with 

the 
stasis 

w
h
i
c
h
 
h
a
d
 
c
o
m
m
e
n
c
e
d
 
with 

an 
attak 

on 
D
e
m
a
r
c
h
o
s
 
and 

his 

hetairoi. 
P
o
w
e
r
l
e
s
s
 
to 

r
e
s
p
o
n
d
 
to 

e
x
t
e
r
n
a
l
 
crises 

d
u
e
 
to 

h
e
r
 

internal 
dissension 

K
r
o
t
o
n
 
w
a
s
 
ripe 

for 
authoritarian 

rule. 

O
u
c
e
 
in 

the 
saddle 

Kleinias, 
perhaps 

a 
s
t
r
a
t
e
g
o
s
 
or 

its 
local 

equivalent 
before 

his 
assumption 

of 
s
u
p
r
e
m
e
 
power, 

proceeded 
to 

strengthen 
his 

following 
b
y
 
w
a
y
 
of 

wholesale 

N
 
I
a
m
b
l
i
c
h
o
s
,
 
V
P
.
 
2
6
3
.
 

2
 
Diodoros 

11.903. 

4
 
A
t
 
Hesychios, 

s.v. 
P
h
o
r
m
i
o
n
,
 
a 

bearer 
of 

that 
n
a
m
e
 

is 
described 

as 
g
r
a
a
r
n
y
ó
s
 
of 

the 
Krotoniates. 

This, 
h
o
w
e
v
e
r
,
 

is 
scarcely 

probative. 

A
c
c
o
r
d
i
n
g
 
to 

t
h
e
 
S
u
d
a
 
L
e
x
i
c
o
n
 

(s.v. 
P
h
o
r
m
i
o
n
)
 
a
 
P
h
o
r
m
i
o
n
 

of 
K
r
o
t
o
n
 

w
a
s
 
w
o
u
n
d
e
d
 
at 

the 
battle 

of 
the 

Sagra 
river 

(fought 
in 

5
8
0
 
or 

576; 
for 

full 
d
i
s
c
u
s
s
i
o
n
 
of 

t
h
e
 
d
a
t
e
 
s
e
e
 
P
h
o
e
n
i
x
 
2
0
 
[
1
9
6
6
]
,
 
p
p
.
 
2
9
4
-
3
0
1
)
.
 

16 

grants 
of 

citizenship 
to 

m
a
n
u
m
i
t
t
e
d
 
slaves 

and 
to 

fugitives 
a
n
d
 
exiles 

from 
other 

poleis. 
Influential 

opponents 
w
e
r
e
 

kil- 
led 

or 
banished. 

B
y
 
4
4
8
"
,
 
after 

this 
initial 

contribution 
w
 

the 
troubles 

of 
M
a
g
n
a
 
Grecia, 

Kleinias 
w
a
s
 
sulliciently 

strong 
to attack a

n
d
 destroy the n

e
w
 Sybaris, Within t

w
o
 years another 

h
a
d
 taken 

its place *. Perhaps deterred b
y
 fear of Atheus from 

precipitous 
action 

against 
this 

penultimate 
incarnation 

of 
the 

perennial 
foe, 

the 
tryant 

w
a
s
 
preventively 

struck 
d
o
w
n
 
by 

as- 
sussins 

despatched 
from 

its 
successor. 

In 
extenuation 

of 
the 

m
u
r
d
e
r
 
an 

oracle 
w
a
s
 c
o
n
c
o
c
t
e
d
 
implying 

divine 
sanction. 

T
h
e
 
i
m
m
e
d
i
a
t
e
 
c
o
n
s
e
q
u
e
n
c
e
 
of 

Kleinias 
death, 

close 
to 

440, 
w
a
s
 
an 

attempt 
by 

Thouria 
to 

exploit 
militarily 

her 
nei- 

g
h
b
o
u
r
s
 
resulting 

internal 
turmoil. 

T
h
e
 

first 
m
o
v
e
 
m
a
y
 
have 

b
e
e
n
 
a
n
 
a
t
t
a
c
k
.
 
c
o
n
d
u
c
t
e
d
 
b
y
 
K
l
e
a
n
d
r
i
d
u
s
#
,
 
o
n
 
T
e
r
i
n
a
.
 

Kroton’s 
sub-colony 

on 
the 

Tyrrhenian 
side 

of 
the 

isthmus 
of 

Catanzaro, 
Hard-pressed 

the 
Krotoniates 

endeavoured 
to 

close 
political 

ranks, 
T
h
r
o
u
g
h
 
m
a
i
n
l
a
n
d
 
A
c
h
a
i
a
n
 
intermedia- 

ries, 
surviving 

Pythagoreans 
w
e
r
e
 
recalled 

from 
exile 

to 
par- 

ticipate, 
a
n
d
 
in 

s
o
m
e
 

cases 
perish, 

in 
the 

conflict +, 
Shortly 

after 
their 

return, 
the 

Achaians 
w
e
r
e
 
requested, 

no 
doubt 

on 
the 

initiative 
of 

Kroton 
w
h
i
c
h
 
h
a
d
 
so 

recently 
benefited 

from 
their 

services, 
to 

b
e
c
o
m
e
 
general 

arbiters 
of 

the 
turbulent 

affairs 
of 

M
a
g
n
a
 
Gracciu. 

+
 
S
e
e
 
D
i
u
d
o
r
o
s
 
1
2
.
1
0
1
 

n
o
 
reason 

for 
expelling 

f
r
o
m
 
the 

text 
mévte 

E
t
r
a
 
Sotepev 

ved 
Zsstépou 

Jovorxtapsd 
a
n
d
 

En’ 
a
p
y
e
v
t
e
s
 

E
 
A
i
v
n
a
r
 
K
a
k
d
u
d
y
o
u
 
a
u
v
p
a
i
s
®
r
.
 

I 
d
o
 
not 

share 
Kraay’s 

v
i
e
w
 
that 

K
r
o
t
o
n
 
tolerated 

the 
existence 

of 
a 

neo-Sybaris 
in 

the 
period 

c. 
500-470: 

see 
a
p
p
e
n
d
i
x
 

1. 

5
 
S
e
e
 
note 

2
8
 
above. 

“© 
F
o
r
 
w
h
i
c
h
 
see 

Polyainos 
2.10.1. 

7” 
T
h
o
u
r
i
a
’
s
 
c
o
m
m
a
n
d
e
r
 
(see 

S
t
r
a
b
o
 
6
.
1
.
1
4
 
[
2
6
4
]
 
=
A
n
t
i
o
c
h
o
s
,
 
F
C
H
 

5
5
5
 
F
 
11) 

in 
her 

early 
w
a
r
 
with 

T
a
r
a
s
 
(see 

note 
3
4
 
above) 

Kleandridas, 
a 

disgraced 
Spartiate, 

w
a
s
 
au 

original 
settler 

of 
T
h
o
u
r
i
a
 
(see 

Plutarch, 
Perikles 

22.4 
a
n
d
 
Nikias 

2
4
.
4
=
T
i
m
a
i
o
s
,
 
F
G
H
 
5
6
6
 
F100). 

#
 
[
a
m
b
l
i
c
h
o
s
,
 
V
P
.
 
2
6
3
.
 
2
6
4
.
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E. 

It would be satisfyng to be able to point to some fea- 

ture of Kroton’s coinage of the decade c. 450-440 which could 

be brought into connection with Kleinias’ tyranny. This. ho- 

wever, is not possible. 

After a brief experiment ® with the double-relief tech- 

nique ® €. 475-470, Kroton reverted to the issue of the dum- 

py? incuse staters with crane sub-symbol which had be- 

come her staple coinage by 480. The tripod/erane combina- 

tion was persevered with until, and briefly survived, her li- 

val abandonment of the incuse fabric #. There can be little 

42 Iuspired, not doubt, by Poseidonia’s and Kaulonia’s (final) abandon- 

ment of the incuse fabric at this time: see Kraay NC 1959, pp. 59 fl. 

40 The coins concerned are staters struck on extremely squat flans 

with a tripod unaccompanied by sub-symbols on both obverse and re- 

verse: in addition to the ethnic alongside the tripod some of the observes 

have the letters ay or ya (not at or ta: the single barred letter ninst 

be gamma since three-barred ieta continued in munismatic use among 

the Achaian apoikiai of Magna Graecia well into the second half of 

the fifth century - sce LS. Jeffery, The Local Scripts of Archaic Greece. 

pp. 248-249), either progressive or retrograde in exergue. The surest 

indication of their position within (compare Kraay, NC 1959, p. 62 note 2) 

the dumpy (ee the following note) ineuse tripod/crane series is the 

treatment of the tripod. In some cases there are three circular handles, 

in others a single cirewar handle beetwen two straight projections, ‘The 

earlier dumpy incuse tripod/erane staters, like the analogous medium 

Gee again the following note) incuse pieces that preceded them have 

a three-handled tripod. Later on in the series the one-handled variety 

tukes over. j 

3 For distinction and definition of three successive phases («spread» 

- with flan diameter above 25 mms «medium» - with flan diameter 

of 24-22 mums « dumpy » - whit flan diameter of 21 mm. or less) of the 

incuse coinages of Magna Gracia, and for a rough chronology ot their 

succession see Kraay, NC 1959, pp. 59 ft. 

52 The earliest batch of Kroton’s second issue of double-relief sta- 

ters is represented by SNG Oxford-Ashmolean Museum, No. 1499. Tripod 

and crane appear on the observe. The reverse has an unaccompanied 

18 

doubt that this occurred later than 440. The crucial eviden- 

ce is provided by two hoards, Noe 277 (133 coins) and Noe 

506 (24 coins), found in Southern Italy in 1927. Both contain 

Thuriote didrachms which indicate a burial date well after 

440, Of the 51 coins of Kroton in Noe 277 only two are not 

incuse and these belong to the early double relief group of 

475/470. All three Krotoniate staters in Noe 506 are incuse *, 

The coexistence of political upheaval and numismatic 

conservatism is not, of course, remarkable. After rapid stabi- 

lisation # the format of Athens’ « owls » with the head of 

Athena unwreathed remained unchanged through the final 

years of the Peisistratid tyranny, the 511/10-509/8 oligarchy, 

the « dominatio » of Isagoras, and almost three decades of 

Kleisthenie democracy 5. 

tripod within a relief border, obviously modelled on its ineuse analogue, 

af roughly concentric dashes: within the exerque appears the letter a. 

“ A similar picture emerges from Metapontion (which unlike Kroton 

did not indulge in early experiments with the double-relief technique. 

Of 11 Metapoutine staters in Noe 277, LO are incuse and singule double 

relief specimen is N. 310 which shares au obverse die with the incusi. 

Of the pair of Metapontine staters in Noe 506 one is incuse and the 

other N. 210, 

At Within Seltmars group 11. 

5 On the ehrouology of the carly owls ser especially Kraay NC 

1956, pp. 43-68 and NC 1962, pp. 417-423 and my own observations 
at Ant. Class. 38 (1969), pp. 175-180. 
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A
P
P
E
N
D
I
X
 

1 

At 
Diodoros 

11.90.3-4 w
e
 
are 

informed 
that 

in 
the 

archon 
vear 

of 
Lysikrates 

(453/2, 
fifty-eight 

years 
after 

the 
destruc- 

tion 
of 

Sybaris 
b
y
 
the 

m
e
n
 
of 

Kroton, 
a 
m
a
n
 
n
a
m
e
d
 
Thessa- 

los 
gathered 

together 
the 

surviving 
Sybarites 

a
n
d
 

88 
d
a
y
s
 

n
o
s
 
t
i
v
 
M
i
p
a
g
t
y
.
 
S
i
n
c
e
 
the 

settlers 
possesser 

a 
fertile 

land 
they 

rapidly 
prospered, 

a
t
u
s
y
é
v
r
e
s
 
di 
T
v
 
nédtv 

Etn 
Ohiya 

n
ä
h
i
v
 
ê
l
é
n
e
z
o
v
 
x
 
1%: 

N
u
B
a
p
e
w
s
.
 
D
i
o
d
o
r
o
s
 
t
h
e
n
 
p
r
o
m
i
s
e
s
 
to 

give 
m
o
r
e
 
detail 

about 
the 

catastrophe 
in 

the 
following 

book. 
The 

promise 
is 

honoured, 
in 

a 
fashion, 

at 
12.16.1-2. 

A
s
 
a 

pre- 
lude 

to 
an 

account 
of 

the 
inception 

a
n
d
 
the 

institutions „of 
Thouria, 

Diodoros 
s
u
m
m
a
r
i
l
y
 

recapitulates 
the 

c
h
e
q
u
e
r
e
d
 

history 
of 

its 
predecessor. 

T
h
e
 
refoundation 

of 
453/2 

is 
re- 

called 
and 

then he 
continues: 

zat 
per’ 

éAtyov 
ond 

K
p
o
t
w
v
i
a
-
 

t
v
 
aléneosv 

névre 
Etesiv 

Savesov 
T
D
 
Seutépov 

GUVOLALO|Lod 
K
a
k
 
zede 

Gmexetpéveus 
xatoous. 

This 
statement, 

w
h
i
c
h
 
goes 

back 
probably 

to 
Timaios, 

possibly 
to 

Ephoros, 
is 

obviously 
i
n
c
o
m
p
a
t
i
b
l
e
 
w
i
t
h
 
the 

v
i
e
w
 
of 

C
.
 
M
.
 
K
r
a
a
y
!
 
that 

ce. 
500, 

a- 
bout 

a 
d
e
c
a
d
e
 
after 

the 
total 

a
n
d
 
literal 

obliterating ? of 
the 

original 
polis, 

Kroton 
permitted 

the 
accretiou 

or 
foundation 

of 
a 

n
e
o
-
S
y
b
a
r
i
s
 

(« 
Sbyaris 

Ho») 
w
h
i
c
h
 
minted. 

staters, 
trio- 

bols 
a
n
d
 
obols 

a
n
d
 
survived 

until 
g. 

470. 
E 
a
m
 
unable 

to 
ac- 

cept 
the 

existence 
of 

such 
an 

entity 
a
n
d
 
offer 

the 
following 

observations 
b
y
 
w
a
y
 
of 

justification 
a
n
d
 
defence 

of 
this 

ne- 
gative 

position, 
1. 

H
a
v
i
n
g
 
described 

the 
fall 

a
n
d
 
sack 

of 
Miletos, 

the 
final act 

in 
the 

Ionian 
revolt 

against Persia 
instigated 

by 
A- 

1 
N
u
m
i
s
m
a
t
i
c
 
Chronicle 

1958, 
pp. 

14-16. 
U
p
 
to 

a 
point 

his 
v
i
e
w
 

is 
anticipated 

by, 
for 

example, 
M
i
n
a
r
 
at 

E
P
P
,
 
pp. 

36-37. 
2 

See 
H
e
r
o
d
o
t
o
s
 
5.44-45 

a
n
d
 
D
i
o
d
o
r
u
s
 
12.10.1. 

2
0
 

ristagoras, 
H
e
r
o
d
o
t
o
s
?
 
notes 

that 
the 

m
e
n
 

of 
Sybaris 

w
h
o
 

dwelt 
in 

L
a
o
s
*
 
a
n
d
 
Skidros? 

after 
the 

loss 
of 

their 
city 

did 
not 

reciprocate 
the 

gesture 
of 

the 
Milesians 

in 
response 

to 
the 

extirpation 
of 

Sybaris. 
T
h
e
 
Milesians, 

he 
hastens 

to 
ex- 

plain, 
h
a
d
 
s
h
a
v
e
d
 
their 

heads 
a
n
d
 
g
o
n
e
 
into 

d
e
e
p
 
m
o
u
r
n
i
n
g
 

because of the 
friendship 

b
e
t
w
e
e
n
 
the 

t
w
o
 
poleis. 

T
h
e
 
logical 

deduction 
is that 

c. 
494 there 

w
e
r
e
 
n
o
 
Sybarites 

in 
the 

Syba- 
ritis 

a
n
d
 
thus 

no 
Sybaris 

IL 
2. 

In 
the 

archon 
year 

of 
P
h
a
i
d
o
n
 
(476/5) 

Sybarites 
be- 

sieged 
b
y
 
the 

Krotoniates 
sought 

the 
aid 

of 
Hieron 

of 
Sy- 

racuse. 
T
h
e
 
tyrant 

promptly 
gathered 

an 
expeditionary 

force 
and 

instructed 
his 

brother 
Polyzelos 

to 
cross 

with 
it 

into 
Southern 

Italy, 
Suspecting 

that 
Hieron, 

resentiul 
of 

his 
popu- 

larity, 
w
a
s
 
deviously 

e
n
d
e
a
v
o
u
r
i
n
g
 
to 

e
n
c
o
m
p
a
s
s
 

his 
exile 

or 
even 

death, 
Polyzelos 

refused 
to 

embark. 
T
h
u
s
 
Diodoros 

11.48.3-5. 
According 

to 
scholion 

b
*
 
to 

Pindar, 
O
l
y
m
p
i
a
n
 
2.29 

(15) 
w
h
i
c
h
 
in 

all 
probability 

is 
based 

on 
the 

s
a
m
e
 
source, 

Hieron 
is 

represented 
as 

attempting 
to 

despatch 
Polyzelos 

els 
dvotntapov 

Nupdagews. 
If 

Sybaris 
w
a
s
 
in 

need 
of 

refoun- 
dation 

at 
the 

time 
of 

the 
appeal 

to 
Hieron, 

there 
can 

have 
been 

n
o
 
Sybaris 

IL 
in 

existence 
in 

476/5. 
T
h
e
 
appellants 

w
e
r
e
 

the 
Sybarites 

resident 
at 

L
a
o
s
 
a
n
d
 
Skidros. 

Kroton’s 
attacks 

w
e
r
e
 
no 

doubt 
motivated 

by 
the 

threat, 
actual 

or 
potential, 

w
h
i
c
h
 
the 

exiles. 
together 

with 
the 

Lainoi 
a
n
d
 

Skidranoı, 
presented 

to 
her 

control 
of 

overland 
portages 

b
e
t
w
e
e
n
 
the 

lonian 
a
n
d
 
Tyrrhenian 

seas. 
F
r
o
m
 
Hieron’s 

point 
of 

view 
the 

refoundation 
of 

Sybaris 
w
o
u
l
d
 
have 

served 
to 

relieve 

3 
H
e
r
o
d
o
t
o
s
 
6.21. 

+ 
Situated 

o
n
 
the 

western 
coast 

of 
S
o
u
t
h
e
r
n
 
Italy 

close 
to 

the 
m
o
u
t
h
 

of 
the 

river 
L
a
o
;
 
see 

Strabo 
6.1.1.(253; 

a
n
d
 

J. 
Bérard, 

L
a
 
Colonisation 

G
r
e
c
q
u
e
,
 

Paris 
1957, 

p. 
147. 

5 
A
l
m
o
s
t
 
certainly 

situated 
close 

ta 
Laos, 

p
e
r
h
a
p
s
 
in 

the 
vicinity 

of 

Belvedere 
Marittima, 

see 
Bérard, 

op. 
cit. 

pp. 
146-147. 

6 
1 
d
o
 
not 

share 
the 

v
i
e
w
 
of, 

for 
example, 

I. 
Giaceri 

(Storia 
della 

M
a
g
n
a
 
Grecia 2, 

Vol. 
ii, 

p. 
231) 

a
n
d
 
F. 

J
a
c
o
b
y
 
(
C
o
m
m
e
n
t
a
r
y
 
o
n
 
Timaios, 

F
C
H
 
5
6
6
 
F
 
93) 

that 
there 

w
a
s
 
a 

rival 
tradition 

to 
the 

effect 
that 

Po- 

lyzelos 
deferred 

to 
his 

brother 
a
n
d
 
b
r
o
u
g
h
t
 
t
h
e
 
w
a
r
 
in 

Southern 
Italy 

to 
the 

required 
conclusion. 

T
h
e
 
author 

of 
Scholion 

d
 
has 

c
o
n
f
u
s
e
d
 
the 

declined 
c
a
m
p
a
i
g
n
 
w
i
t
h
 
Polyzelos’ 

successfully 
u
n
d
e
r
t
a
k
e
n
 
o
n
e
 
(on 

w
h
i
c
h
 

see 
scholion 

c) 
against 

Syracuse’s 
n
o
n
-
G
r
e
e
k
 
perioikoi. 

O
n
 
this 

occasion 

t
o
o
 
H
i
e
r
o
n
 
a
l
l
e
g
e
d
l
y
 
g
a
v
e
 
his 

b
r
o
t
h
e
r
 
t
h
e
 
c
o
m
m
a
n
d
 
w
i
t
h
 
ulterior 

m
o
t
i
v
e



Krotoniate 
pressure 

on 
Epizephyriau 

Lokroi, 
a
n
 
Italiote 

sa- 
tellite 

of 
the 

Deinomenidai*, 
a
n
d
 
to 

ensure 
the 

goodwill 
of 

the 
strategically 

placed 
Laos 

a
n
d
 
Skidros 

in 
his 

confronta- 
t
i
o
n
 ® 
with 

Carthage’s 
Etruscan 

allies. 
5. 

T
h
e
 
three 

destructions 
of 

Sybaris 
referred 

to 
in 

an 
e
r
e
 

oracle 
cited 

at 
Plutarch, 

d
e
 

ser. 
n
u
m
.
 
vind, 

12 
(557 

©) 
are 

those 
of 

Sybaris 
proper 

in 
511/10 

a
n
d
 
449/58 

a
n
d
 
that 

of 
Sy- 

baris-on-Tracis 
s
o
m
e
 
years 

after 
c. 

440°. 
1, 

Coins 
that 

Kruuy ®
 
regards 

as 
issues 

of 
Sybaris 

IT 
are 

to 
be 

reallocated 
as 

follows: 
u. 

Staters, 
all 

struck 
F
r
o
m
 
a 

single 
o
b
v
e
r
s
e
 

die, 
b
e
a
-
 

ring 
the 

n
a
m
e
 
a
n
d
 
tripod 

of 
Kroton 

on 
the 

obverse, 
and 

the 
n
a
m
e
 
a
n
d
 
bull 

of 
Sybaris 

incuse 
on 

the 
reverse 

are 
a 

victory 
issue 

of 
K
r
o
t
o
n
 ". 

b. 
Triobols 

a
n
d
 
obols 

w
i
t
h
 
bull 

(of 
s
o
m
e
w
h
a
t
 
m
a
t
u
r
e
r
 

style than 
that 

of the 
bulk 

of the Sybarite staters 
a
n
d
 
d
r
a
c
h
m
s
 

and 
of 

the 
earlier 

obols 
with 

reverse 
M
Y
 
observe 

a
n
d
 
a
m
-
 

phora 
a
n
d
 
acorn 

reverse 
respectively 

represent 
mass 

issues 
of 

the 
tyrant 

T
e
l
y
s
 
for 

military 
p
u
r
p
o
s
e
s
 

in 
the 

p
e
r
i
o
d
 
i
m
m
e
-
 

See, 
for example, 

Pindar, 
Pythian 

2.18-29 together 
with 

the 
scholia. 

® 
W
h
i
c
h
 
c
u
l
m
i
n
a
t
e
d
 
in 

the 
battle 

of 
K
y
m
a
i
 

in 
474. 

* 
See 

note 
3
8
 
to 

the 
m
a
i
n
 
text. 

- 
18 

See 
N
C
 
1958, 

pp. 
14-16 

a
n
d
 
32-36. 

So 
too 

the 
staters 

w
i
t
h
 
the 

n
a
m
e
 
a
n
d
 
tripod 

of 
K
r
o
t
o
n
 
on 

the 
obverse 

a
n
d
 
o
n
 
the 

reverse 
the 

bull 
of 

Sybaris 
facing 

either 
right 

or 
left 

within 
an 

inense 
f
r
a
m
e
 
a
n
d
 
the 

legend 
MMavBo. 

A
t
 
least 

five 
obverse 

dies 
are 

coupled 
with 

five 
or 

six 
reverses 

in 
various 

combinations. 
HayvSo(gia: 

has 
hitherto b

e
e
n
 
taken 

for 
the 

c
o
m
m
u
n
i
t
y
 
Pandosia 

o
n
 
A
k
h
e
r
o
u
 
(sce 

Bé- 
rard, 

Colonisation, 
pp. 

148-149) 
w
h
i
c
h
 
coined 

in 
the 

s
e
c
o
n
d
 
half 

of 
the 

fitth 
century. 

But 
is 

it 
inconceivable 

that 
the 

Krotoniates, 
influenced 

as 
they 

w
e
r
e
 
at the 

time 
b
y
 
Pythagoras’ puritanical 

prescriptions, 
labelled the 

ranquished 
Sybaris 

(not 
entirely 

u
n
r
e
a
s
o
n
a
b
l
y
 
to 

j
u
d
g
e
 
b
y
 
the 

tenor 
of 

the 
logoi 

Sybaritikoi 
as 

«harlot » 
(for 

this 
application 

of 
r
a
v
S
o
g
i
a
 
see 

A
n
a
k
r
e
o
n
,
 
F
 
122 

E
d
m
o
n
d
s
 
a
n
d
 
C
o
m
.
 
Adesp. 

F
 
1
3
5
2
 
K
o
c
k
)
?
 
R
e
c
o
u
r
s
e
 

to the 
incuse 

f
r
a
m
e
 
reverse w

a
s
 
n
o
 
d
o
u
b
t
 
dictated 

b
y
 
technical 

difliculties 
(
s
u
r
m
o
u
n
t
a
b
l
e
 with 

a 
reverse 

type 
such 

as 
a 

fiving 
eagle) 

in 
coupling 

the 
tripod 

obverse 
with 

a 
straight 

ball 
incuse. 

T
h
e
 
K
r
o
t
o
n
/
P
a
n
d
o
s
i
a
 
stater 

V
i
e
n
n
a
 
5.597 

shares 
a 
c
o
m
m
o
n
 
obverse 

with 
the 

u
n
i
q
u
e
 
tripod/helmet 

(typifying 
spoils 

of 
the 

Sybaris 
w
a
r
 
offered 

as 
prizes 

at 
a 

victory 
athletic 

contest?) 
incuse 

stater 
Berlin 

3
7
0
/
1
8
7
5
.
 
This 

is 
surely 

proof 
of 

minting 
ut 

Kraton. 

diately 
before 

a
n
d
 
including 

511/10. 
H
e
n
c
e
 
the 

coarseness 
of 

design 
a
n
d
 
crudity 

of 
technique 

often 
in 

evidence 
. 
Also 

to 
be 

reassigned 
to 

Sybaris 
1 

are 
three 

incuse 
staters, 

all 
struck 

from 
the 

s
a
m
e
 
pair 

of 
dies, 

on 
which, 

as 
o
n
 
the 

a
m
p
h
o
r
a
 
triobols 

a
n
d
 
a
c
o
r
n
 
obols, 

the 
bull 

is 
r
e
n
d
e
r
e
d
 

in 
an 

tmusually 
sophisticated 

manner. 
T
h
e
 
width 

of 
the 

Hans 
(e. 

3
0
m
m
)
 
of 

these 
pieces 

is 
quite 

inconsistent 
with 

a 
date 

later 
than 

511/10. 
But 

that 
year 

Kroton 
w
a
s
 
striking 

staters, 
for e

x
a
m
p
l
e
 
the 

victory 
coins, 

on 
reduced 

(24-22 
m
m
.
)
 
Hans © 

a
n
d
 
there 

are 
extaut 

a 
few 

staters 
®, 

for 
independent 

reasons 
clearly 

late 
in 

the 
series, 

of 
Sybaris 

I 
itself 

of 
similar 

dimen- 
SIONS, 

d. 
M
o
s
t
 
troublesome 

are 
the 

tripod/buil. 
Sybaris/Laos 

staters 
discussed 

at 
considerable 

length 
b
y
 
Kraay 

in 
1958". 

Their 
authenticity 

w
a
s
 
confirmed 

b
y
 
the 

subsequent 
appea- 

rance 
of 

a 
Further s

p
e
c
i
m
e
n
 
in 

a 
hoard 5, 

O
n
 
the 

observe 
the 

tripod 
of 

Kroton 
is 

a
c
o
m
p
a
n
i
e
d
 
by 

an 
octopus 

sub-symbol 
a
n
d
 
the 

ethnic 
M
Y
 
retrograde. 

O
u
 
the 

reverse 
w
i
t
h
i
n
 
a
n
 

in- 
cuse 

border 
of 

radiating 
lines 

appear 
the 

Sybarite 
bull 

in 
relief 

together 
w
i
t
h
 
the 

ethnic 
A
A
F
 
retrograde. 

T
h
e
 
closest 

parallel 
is 

offered 
h
y
 
the 

Krotoniate 
vietory 

staters 
of 511/10, 

but 
the 

absence 
of 

direct 
reference 

to 
Kroton 

a
n
d
 
heterodox 

a
n
d
 
uncouth 

features 
of 

the 
types 

a
n
d
 
fabric 

s
e
e
m
 
to 

gua- 
rantee 

an 
origin 

elsewhere. 
T
h
e
s
e
 
pieces 

are 
best 

regarded. 
I 

suggest, 
as 

a
n
 
o
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 
of 

L
a
o
s
 
shortly 

after 
the 

arrival 
there 

of 
displaced 

Sybarites. 
Lainoi 

a
n
d
 
refugees 

from 
the 

metropolis 
(hence 

the 
appearance 

of 
the 

Sybarite 
ethuic 

ou 
the 

obverse 
rather 

than 
the 

reverse) 
sought 

to 
cusure 

the 
survival 

of 
the 

subcolony 
by 

timely, 
but 

purely 
tactical 

to 
j
u
d
g
e
 b
y
 the situation 

in 4176/5, 
a
c
k
n
o
w
l
e
d
g
e
m
e
n
t
 of Krotoniute 

h
e
g
e
m
o
n
y
.
 

12 
T
h
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is 
«
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e
d
i
u
m
»
 
incuse; 

see 
note 

51 
to 

the 
m
a
i
n
 
test. 

B
 
F
o
r
 
example, 

the 
m
e
d
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u
m
 
ineuse 

V
i
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a
 
4,599 
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i
c
h
 

TE 
discussed. 

a
n
d
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i
s
g
u
i
d
e
d
i
y
 
a
t
t
r
i
b
u
t
e
d
 
to 

K
r
a
a
y
'
s
 
S
y
b
a
r
i
s
 
IL, 

at 
New 

Z
e
a
l
a
n
d
 
N
a
m
-
 

ismatic 
Journal 

(12.iv 
(1969), 

pp. 
148-151. 

A
b
o
v
e
 
the 

bull, 
again 

ab- 

n
o
r
m
a
l
l
y
 
sophisticated, 

of 
the 

o
b
v
e
r
s
e
 

is 
a 

deuticulate 
leaf. 

Is 
it 

m
e
a
n
t
 

for 
a 

leaf 
of 

the 
t
i
c
 
(fenugreek; 

o
n
e
 
of 

the 
Trigonella 

Family) 
a
n
d
 

thus 
a 

canting 
device 

of 
the 

tyrant 
Telys? 

11 
NC. 

1958, pp. 
32-36, 

'
 
Kraay: 

private 
c
o
m
m
u
n
i
c
a
t
i
o
n
.
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full 

relief 
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