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THE AUTHENTICITY OF THUCYDIDES 3.84* 

MATTHEW R. CHRIST 
Oberlin College 

For well over a century, Thucydidean scholars have debated the authenticity of 
Chapter 84 in Book Three of the Hlistories.1 Most scholars have followed the 
scholiast in rejecting the passage as a spurious appendage to Thucydides' excur- 
sus on the Corcyraean stasis (3.82-83). Typical are the opinions voiced by 
Classen and Gomme in their major commentaries of the nineteenth and twen- 
tieth centuries respectively: Classen labels the passage "Reflexionen eines 
spriteren Moralisten iiber den Inhalt der beiden voraufgehenden Kapitel"; Gomme 
asserts "it is...[a] moderately good imitation of Thucydides-not, I think, 
written in parody, and perhaps not with intent to deceive..."2 In the most recent 
article devoted to the controversy, Fuks contends that Chapter 84 must be 
rejected "not only on grounds of transmission and language"-the traditional 
reasons for regarding it as spurious-"but also on contents."3 The "economic 

* A draft of this paper was presented at the 1989 meetings of the APA in Balti- 
more. I would like to thank S. Douglas Olson for his helpful criticisms of an ear- 
lier version of this article; A. R. Scaife for allowing me to consult his 1989 APA 
paper, "The Argument of [Thucydides] 111.84"; and the Editor of TAPA and my two 
anonymous readers for their useful comments and suggestions. 

1 Scholars who have rejected the passage as inauthentic include: J. Classen, 
Thukydides3, vol. 3, revised by J. Steup (Berlin 1892) 173-75 and 275; G. 
Jachmann, "Ein Kapitel des Thukydides," Klio 33 (1940) 235-44; 0. Luschnat, 
"Die Thukydidesscholien," Philologus 98 (1954) 35-36; A. W. Gomme, IICT vol. 
2 (Oxford 1956) 382-83; P. Huart, Le vocabulaire de l'analyse psychologique 
dans l'oeuvre de Thucydide = Etudes et Commentaires 69 (Paris 1968) 63 n. 1 and 
484 n. 1; A. Fuks, "Thucydides and the Stasis in Corcyra," AJP 92 (1971) 48-55; 
C. Schneider, Information and Absicht bei Thukydides, Hypomnemata 41 
(G6ttingen 1974) 35 n. 67; L. Edmunds, "Thucydides' Ethics as Reflected in the 
Description of Stasis," IISCP 79 (1975) 74 n. 9; C. W. Macleod, "Thucydides on 
Faction," PCPS 205 (1979) 64 n. 1; H. J. Gehrke, Stasis = Vestigia 35 (Miinchen 
1985) 368-69. Others implicitly reject the passage. See, e.g., I. A. F. Bruce, 
"The Corcyraean Civil War of 427 B.C.," Phoenix 25 (1971) 115 n. 17, and M. 
Cogan, "Mytilene, Plataea, and Corcyra," Phoenix 35 (1981) 1-2. 

Defenders of the authenticity of the chapter include: L. Straub, "Ueber Thukyd. 
III, 84," Philologus 70 (1911) 565-69; E. Schwartz, Das Geschichtswerk des 
Thukydides (Bonn 1919) 282-88; F. E. Adcock, "On Thucydides III, 17," 
Cambridge Hlistorical Journal 1 (1923-25) 321; E. Topitsch, "Die Psychologie 
der Revolution bei Thukydides (Die Frage der Echtheit von Kapitel III 84.)," WS 
60 (1942) 9-22; E. Wenzel, "Zur Echtheitsfrage von Thukydides 3, 84," WS 81 
(1968) 18-27; W. R. Connor, Thucydides (Princeton 1984) 102 n. 60. The 
above will be cited by author's name. All translations of Thucydides are adapted 
from Crawley. 

2 Classen 173 and Gomme 383. 
3 Fuks 49. 
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explanation" of stasis found in this chapter, he asserts, cannot be the work of 
Thucydides.4 Proponents of the chapter's authenticity, on the other hand, have 
won few converts. Schwartz's thesis that it is an earlier draft of the material in 
the preceding chapters has drawn widespread criticism,5 while Wenzel's more 
recent defense of the chapter on broader grounds has been dismissed as "wholly 
unconvincing."6 A close examination of the evidence, however, shows that 
Chapter 84 is in all respects Thucydidean. Neither the traditional grounds of 
transmission and language nor Fuks' new arguments on the basis of content 
justify its rejection from the Thucydidean corpus. 

Modem skepticism concerning the authenticity of Chapter 84 arises from a 
medieval scholiast's note:7 

xa cpEcktXotva o68evi T&v ?4rly7nT(ov ?50OE 0oE)KoZSi.8o) eival. 
&ac(pfi Tyap Kaoi t x) TxiO -rf ;ppgrlV?eiaT Kai eoi; t0avoip;aot 
xtOkxv ?(palvovxa bTv V?x(T?pIUt6v. 

The obelized material did not seem to any of the commentators to 
belong to Thucydides. For it is unclear, displaying much innova- 
tion both in its manner of expression and in its thought.8 

It is not clear who these earlier "commentators" were or when they were active. 
Since, however, Dionysius of Halicarnassus in the first century B.C. alludes to 
the availability of an tiyrlOt ypcggoattKT for those struggling with Thucy- 
dides' prose in his day (De Thuc. 51), it is possible that the scholiast's sources 
date back at least that far. 

Scholars have sought in vain external evidence in the transmission of the 
text to corroborate the commentators' rejection of Chapter 84 on internal aes- 
thetic and philological grounds. Many have wrongly inferred that this chapter 
did not appear in Dionysius' text of Thucydides since he fails to mention it in 
his stylistic critique of Chapters 82-83 in his On Thucydides (28-33).9 
Arguments ex silentio are always suspect, and this one is particularly so. 
Dionysius passes over not only Chapter 84 in his discussion, but also 

4 Fuks 55. 
5 See especially Jachmann 235ff. 
6 Fuks 48 n. 4. 
7 The note appears in Augustanus (F) and Laurentianus (C) with only slight 

variation. 
8 Straub (565) sensibly argues that the scholiast sets forth three reasons for the 

rejection of Chapter 84 by earlier commentators: "1. Unklarheit, 2. Neuerungen 
im Sprachgebrauch, und 3. ungew6hnliche Gedanken." Cf. Wenzel 19. The nuance 
of all the critical terms used by the scholiast is open to interpretation. 'Aoa(pf, 
for example, may refer to a lack of clarity in the chain of thought in the passage, 
as Straub (566) suggests, or to a more general "obscurity" or "obtuseness." On 
Dionysius' vague use of the term &aodp?ta in his discussion of Thucydides, see 
W. K. Pritchett, Dionysius of Ialicarnassus: On Thucydides (Berkeley 1975) 139 
n. 13. 

9 Classen (275), for example, argues that if Chapter 84 had been in Dionysius' 
text, surely he would have mentioned it, since it provides many more 
opportunities for stylistic criticism than the preceding chapters. See Pritchett 
(above, note 8) 117 n. 7, for an introduction to the dispute over the significance 
of Dionysius' omission of Chapter 84. 
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significant portions of Chapters 82-83.10 Either these passages too were absent 
from Dionysius' text of Thucydides, or Dionysius is selective in his treatment 
here and his silence about a particular passage tells us nothing about the state of 
his text. Since Dionysius himself notes at the conclusion of his analysis of 
3.82-83 that he must be selective in order that his "treatise may not exceed its 
proper length (33)," the latter conclusion is obviously to be preferred.11 

The quest for external evidence of the inauthenticity of Chapter 84 is taken 
to extreme lengths by Jachmann. Jachmann rightly is troubled by the scho- 
liast's testimony that aoucpetu led ancient commentators to obelize the chapter, 
since the same charge might be leveled against the two preceding chapters.12 
Rather than concluding, however, that the passage has been obelized unjustly, 
he asserts that a more legitimate reason must have led to its rejection in 
antiquity. Jachmann thus traces our scholiast's note back to the "wissen- 
schaftliche" edition of an authoritative Alexandrian scholar who must have 
obelized Chapter 84 since it was not included in many exemplars available to 
him.13 Even if we accept the conjecture that the note has an Alexandrian source, 
it does not follow that the original motive for obelizing Chapter 84 was textual. 
Recent work on the Homeric scholarship of the Alexandrians suggests that their 
reliance on manuscript evidence has been seriously overestimated.'4 

Since speculation concerning the textual transmission of Chapter 84 does 
little to advance the debate over its authenticity, the passage's internal charac- 
teristics deserve to be the focus of scholarly discussion. While the scholiast does 
not specify what parts of Chapter 84 led to its rejection on aesthetic and 
philological grounds, modern scholarship commonly cites three aspects of the 

10 Dionysius' most significant omission from 3.82-83 consists of the fourteen 
lines from 82.1.5-82.3.1. He also omits a phrase at 82.4.5-82.4.6, as well as 
five lines from 82.6.5-82.7.4. 

l l It is possible that Dionysius passes over Chapter 84 because the commenta- 
tors of his day regarded it as spurious. In this case, his omission of the passage 
would simply confirm what most scholars already accept, namely, that Chapter 84 
was deemed suspect by an exegetical tradition that dates back at least to 
Dionysius' time. See Topitsch 18 n. 11, and Wenzel 20. 

12 Jachmann 241. 
13 Jachmann 241-42. If Jachmann is correct, one might postulate three stages 

in the history of Chapter 84 before modem times. First, scholars in Alexandria 
obelized the chapter on textual grounds. Later, perhaps in Dionysius' time, 
commentators raised aesthetic and philological objections to the already obelized 
passage. Finally, the scholiast, conflating these two earlier stages, reports that 
the chapter was obelized by commentators and lists their reasons for rejecting it. 
The initial textual basis for obelizing Chapter 84 is thus obscured by the 
scholiast's testimony. 

14 See, for example, M. van der Valk, "The Iliad and Its Ancient Commentators: 
Some Textual Notes," GRBS 23 (1982) 293-303; "Manuscripts and Scholia: 
Some Textual Problems," GRBS 25 (1984) 39-49; and "A Few Observations on 
the Homeric Text," Mnemosyne 38 (1985) 376-78. See also W. J. Slater, 
"Aristophanes of Byzantium and Problem-Solving in the Museum," CQ 32 (1982) 
336-49. For a critique of some of Slater's arguments, however, see D. L. Blank 
and A. R. Dyck, "Aristophanes of Byzantium and Problem-Solving in the 
Museum: Notes on a Recent Reassessment," ZPE 56 (1984) 17-24. 
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passage as evidence of its inauthenticity: 1) the rough connection between it and 
the surrounding chapters; 2) its language; and 3) its general content.15 

STRUCTURE 

Critics of Chapter 84 assert that it interrupts the logical development of 
Thucydides' description of stasis. Following upon a general treatment of stasis 
in the Hellenic world, "[i]t apparently returns to the special case of Kerkyra, 
only to generalize again after the first clause; and we return again to Kerkyra in 
85.1."16 According to this view, we must choose between the false conclusion 
to the excursus marked by 6' ouv in 84.1 and the true conclusion signaled by 
ouv in 85.1. 

Even if we admit that Chapter 84 might be better integrated into its con- 
text, nothing compels us to attribute this defect to the incompetence of an inter- 
polator. Surely it is possible that Thucydides, an author known for aoacpetc 
from antiquity,17 is himself responsible for it. This possibility becomes a 
likelihood when we consider the nature of the narrative in which Chapter 84 
appears. 

Thucydides' excursus on the Corcyraean stasis is among the least structured 
and most discursive narratives in the Histories. This may be due to the fact that 
it is an unrevised draft18 or to the ineffable horror of the events that Thucydides 
was attempting to describe. In any case, the narrative develops not so much by 
structured argument as by the examination and reexamination of the forces that 
reduce civic life to chaos: 6pyT, Ttlo)pta, ro6Xtoa and Tieovetica.19 The repeti- 
tion of these key words throughout the narrative is matched at several points by 
the repetition of entire phrases: 

l(C( :I ?V ucv pflv,qnV... ev !acv yap ?Ep/nV.. 
7no;CLto)uL?VwV 0: (3.82.1) 6 0:? In6o?tio; (3.82.2) 

naoa(X T? iSa KcaxCTcTOT oUTxco arcoa i6ha wK(XcaeTr 
Oavdaxo (3.81.5) KaKcoponiaq (3.83.1)20 

Repetition and subsequent elaboration, rather than economy of expression and 
linear progression of argumentation, are clearly the norm here. The repetition of 
olv in 84.1 and 85.1 can thus hardly be viewed as an aberration in an otherwise 
concise and orderly narrative. Given the expansive nature of Thucydides' narra- 
tive at this point in the Hlistories, it should not surprise us that in 84.1 he 
"returns to the special case of Kerkyra, only to generalize again after the first 
clause." If this aspect of Chapter 84 is an aesthetic flaw, it is one shared by the 

5 Cf. Wenzel's (20-21) similar division of the challenges posed to Chapter 84. 
16 Gomme 382. Cf. Jachmann 243. 
17 See, e.g., Dionysius, De Thuc. 52. 
18 For this view, see Schwartz 287-88. 
19 These words and others based on the same stems occur nineteen times in 

3.82-85.1. For a detailed analysis of the verbal echoes within 3.82-83, see 
Macleod 58-60. 

20 For a discussion of Thucydides' use of the phrase naosa i??a in the Histories, 
see S. Flory, "nfaoa i5ea in Thucydides," AJP 109 (1988) 12-19. 
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preceding chapters. It is inconsistent only with an externally imposed standard 
and not with its Thucydidean context.21 

LANGUAGE 

Some have argued that the language of Chapter 84 betrays its late origins. 
Since some innovation in language is to be expected in any author, however, it 
is natural to ask at what point the degree of innovation in a passage indicates 
that it must be the work of a later writer. Presumably the threshhold is quite 
high for Thucydides, given his predilection for coining new words and stretching 
the meaning of old words.22 A further complication is that the low survival rate 
of other examples of fifth-century prose makes it difficult to determine when an 
apparent neologism in Thucydides is truly without precedent. 

Let us consider the most frequently cited neologism in Chapter 84 as an 
illustration of the dangers of judging the passage spurious on the basis of its 
language. More than any other part of Chapter 84, the phrase 86t naOovx; 
("passionately") has been invoked as proof of its late date. It is not until 
Aristotle, scholars maintain, that id6OoS takes on the abstract sense of 
"passion"; in Thucydides' time it should refer to a more concrete "suffering" or 
"experience."23 Such a rigid view of the use of niOo;S in the late fifth century, 
however, is unwarranted. 

Thucydides' contemporaries push nda0oo well beyond the narrow range of 
physical "experience." Sophocles, for example, in his Philoctetes (409 B.C.), 
presents the following exchange between Philoctetes and Neoptolemus: 

ct. &nopci; 6i: Toii O; i,tl kXy', (c TEKvov, T65c. 
Nc. (;X' v06' 8i TOb6? TOe toi ndOovi; Kiop. (898-99) 

Here, nt0oco must be understood as a reference to Neoptolemus' mental state of 
dctopca. A more daring extension of the meaning of na&Oo; occurs in the Ajax 
(ca. 442 B.C.) when the chorus lament the death of Ajax: 

Toi6a ot 

trXvvuxoa Ka (pacOovx' 
&vcoGTvaC(C; (o6oqppov 
EXOo 6x'' 'Arpei6at; 
oUi c otuv arO ?t. (928-32) 
Such, I see, was the nature of the hostile things against the 
Atreidai which you were groaning out during the night and the 

21 Topitsch (14-15) provides a good analysis of the arrangement of the ele- 
ments within Chapter 84. 

22 Dionysius repeatedly calls attention to this Thucydidean idiosyncrasy. See, 
e.g., De Thuc. 24 and 28, and De Dem. 10. Cf. Pritchett (above, note 8) 110 n. 
4. 

23 Proponents of this view include Classen (173-74), Gomme (382) and Huart 
(63 n. 1). It is plausible that the charge of ve?coepxpLto recorded by the scholiast 
stems from this use of na0o;. See Straub 565, Topitsch 18 n. 10, and Wenzel 21 
n. 14. While most scholars have agreed that 6it nidtovo must mean "pas- 
sionately" here, Topitsch (10-12) suggests that it should be understood as "in 
consequence of their distressful circumstances" ("infolge bedrangter Lage"). For 
this sense of 8td with the genitive, Topitsch (10 n. 3) cites Thuc. 6.10.2: 6ia 
SupO.pop&v. 
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morning light in the stubborness of your heart, with fatal 
passion.24 

It is reasonable to follow Jebb and Stanford in taking na&Oo as "passion" in 
this context.25 Its close association with the attributes of a passionate disposi- 
tion (oXicp: cf. Cobp6(ppcov and ?0OoSo06') favors such an interpretation.26 

A fragment of Democritus provides unambiguous evidence of 7a60os used 
in the sense of "passion": 

iaXpilKh p?v yap Kara AltnpOKptrov (5cgaTxos vooux; a&K??at, 

aoopirj 6i? yu:Xiv raOxiv dpalp?iTat. (D.-K. 68 B 31) 

The analogy v6ooo: obtoa :: taOo;S: v uXi makes it evident that ia9OoS signi- 
fies an infirmity of the soul, namely, passion.27 

Against such a backdrop of contemporary usage, Thucydides' use of iadOo; 
in the sense of "passion" in Chapter 84 does not appear so radical. In fact, this 
is but one of several instances in the Histories where the stem 7nia-, in close 
conjunction with the stem ?Rt0ug-, refers to an internal, emotional "experi- 
ence" or "passion." In each case, ?itt0ug- provides a gloss on nao-, making it 
clear that Thucydides is following contemporary innovators in using 7sa0- to 
describe human passion. 

The nuance of the stem tax0- in Chapter 84 is evident from its context: 

ncvicX; 8? Trfi; oo0iaq &6a x aXcXiov?; TtV?c;, p.ditoTa &' av 
6tix 7nOo6ou, ?7iic0upoBv ?eq; a & v xnXa; ?a ?tiv, nTap&a B6iKV 
ytyv KlcotI?... 

[Corcyra gave the first example] of the iniquitous resolves of 
those who desired to get rid of their accustomed poverty and in 
their passion longed to acquire their neighbors' possessions... 

The close association of 7a0OoS with ?ittOlotvt?e; and the desiderative &anak- 
XCat?iovTeg colors our understanding of it. na6OoS refers here not to a concrete 
"experience," but an emotional one that manifests itself in the passions of long- 
ing and desire. 

A similar conjunction of the stems 7iac- and eCtOULg- occurs at two other 
points in the Hlistories. At 6.13.1, Nicias urges the older Athenians in his 
audience to oppose the Sicilian expedition: 

ptrb', oicep (Xv aDTo't iC60ot?V, 8od?p(oTa; ?lvoa T(Ov aXo6vcov, 
yv6vxacT; Ot oCntOliua[i p?V ?XdlXtoTa K(XTrop0o)vlat, xpovola 6? 
7ri oTa ... 

24 The translation is W. B. Stanford's (Sophocles: Ajax [London 1963] 181). 25 See R. C. Jebb, Sophocles: Ajax (Cambridge 1896) 143 and Stanford (above, 
note 24) 181. Jebb notes the unusual use of ndaOo; here and in Soph., Ph. 899. 

26 J. C. Kamerbeek doubts "whether ndrlct can be rendered by 'passion'...instead 
of 'frame of mind"' here (The Plays of Sophocles: The Ajax [Leiden 1953] 187). 
It is noteworthy, however, that Kamerbeek's skepticism stems from the 
assumption that Thucydides 3.84 ("where 5ia nadOo); occurs possibly in the 
sense of 'with passion"') is spurious. 

27 Topitsch (17-18) was apparently the first to cite this passage in the context 
of the debate over Thucydides 3.84. Cf. the use of dt'Orila in the sense of 
"emotion" or "passion" in Gorgias' Encomium on Helen (D.-K. 82 B 11, 9). 
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and not to suffer what our young men would, namely, a hopeless 
passion for that which is absent, remembering how rarely success 
is achieved by longing and how often by forethought...28 

The close connection of the stem naQO- with the passions that appear here 
suggests that it refers to an emotional perturbation.29 The old, according to 
Nicias, must not succumb to the passions of the young i(OnEp av oaXxoi 
naOotev), i.e., 'po); and ettg.t(ia, if the city is to prosper.30 

Archidamus invokes similar words to dissuade the Lacedaimonians from 
declaring war against the Athenians: 

Kai aXo )WES noL6)v ti6 noxE.cov .et?IE1po6 ?igti, 
AaKc6ac6pivtot,, Kai c.t Vv txo;g ;v Xt a'iTj x udlKa 6p?, oaX?c 

TIE tireilpiLa ?7'U nGCt ai tiva TOO ?pyo0, Oirep av ol tcoo'to 
Za6Ootev, xij?e d&yaOov KcaLt a&o(xpak voaiGoavXa. (1.80.1) 
I have had experience of many wars in my life, Lacedaimonians, 
and I see among you men of the same age as myself who would 
neither long for war from inexperience-although many men 
would conceive just such a passion-nor from a belief in its 
advantage and its safety. 

Desire (E7t0uitO iati) for war is presented here as a passion that often grips men 
(nidootev). Once more we can observe the direct connection of the stem na0- 
to human passions in Thucydides. 

It would thus be unreasonable to reject Chapter 84 on the grounds that its 
use of 7dcOoS in the sense of "passion" must be of late date. Thucydides' con- 
temporaries provide adequate testimony to this particular usage. Thucydides 
himself makes it clear when it is this nuance of the stem nota- that he is using 
by glossing it with the stem tEit0x)t-.31 The fact that the most celebrated ne- 
ologism in Chapter 84 is plausibly Thucydidean argues for the exercise of 
extreme caution in using such evidence in the authenticity debate.32 

28 W. Arrowsmith translates: "Do not, like the young men, indulge in hopeless 
passions for distant impossibilities..." ("Aristophanes' Birds: The Fantasy Poli- 
tics of Eros," Arion n. s. 1 [1973] 143). 

29 Cf. the use of the verb tncno6v0oav in 6.88.1 to describe the feelings expe- 
rienced by the Camarinaeans after listening to the debate between Hermocrates 
and Euphemus. 

30 For the notion that "desire" is something that men "suffer," see also the 
phrase EpcortiKov idaOo; in Plato, Phaedrus 265b6 (cited by Straub 565). 

31 Does Thucydides ever deviate from this practice? L. Edmunds (Chance and 
Intelligence in Thucydides [Cambridge, Mass. 1975] 194-95 provides an interest- 
ing case in which idaOo; may be used without a gloss in the sense of "passion." 
Edmunds notes that Thucydides, at the beginning of his narrative (in Book 6) of 
the assassination of Hipparchus by Harmodius and Aristogeiton, "refers to the 
event as a whole as having come about 6t' ipo(xKtlv xuvxvzxiav (through the 
mishap of a love affair) (6.54.1). In conclusion he uses the phrase xo ndaOov; 
tx2 58-ouxio (by the mischance of the passion) (6.55.4)." 

32 Other features of the passage that have troubled scholars include: 
1) aiv (3.84.1). Gomme (383) objects to the use of the optative here: "since 

Koai oIt6oa means 'and all those deeds which,' with ;poxtokgiOri understood 
after K(Xi, the deeds should be those done in Kerkyra, and we expect iEopaoav, 
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CONTENT 

Fuks asserts that the "economic explanation" of stasis in Chapter 84 could 
only be the work of a late author who "lived in times of socio-revolutionary 
stasis."33 This explanation, he argues, is inconsistent with 1) the preceding 
chapters, 2) the Histories in general, and 3) a fifth-century context." Each of 
these assertions is false. 

1. The Description of Stasis 

Fuks contends that Chapter 84 differs significantly from the preceding chap- 
ters in its analysis of stasis: 

Economic explanation is, I suggest, conspicuous by its absence 
from Thucydides' analysis of the stasis in Corcyra and its effects 
in Chaps. 82-83. In sharp contrast, economic causes and eco- 
nomic concepts are conspicuous in Ch. 84, and the general inter- 
pretation of the stasis is different.35 

Such a distinction, however, is unjustified. Both Chapter 84 and the preceding 
chapters suggest that men participate in stasis for a variety of reasons, includ- 
ing, but not limited to, a desire to better their material condition. 

Let us consider first the explanation of stasis offered in Chapter 84: 

?v 6' oOv xtr KEpKicpa o rlX noka aDcizv npouvok.uOlri, Kai 

(A) i5Pp?1t pv &pX6O.?voI TO6 nX?oV i oox(Ppo%v)Vn t)nb ITCV dTV 
Txlcopiv ncpaopx6v tvv oaovv d&vTav6guvovoi 5pdrceiav, 

(B) n?vikx; 6?? Tr-; ?EiColdia; (&nX7a(?ciOVr?5; TIV?;, RUatoTya 6' 
iv 6ita o n6dou, ?tOiloBovVT?c; 'r&a TiV XnEg; ?c?tv, ncapa 8iKlv 
YI7V(KO1?V, 

(C) O't ? nr ?p7i t n 7lovc?O ia, &anb 'oo-O ? pda toaa k?ntVTE; 
antait6?oia 6pyfi; ntlcioov c?K(Pp6Ot?vot Cobo; g ai &tnapat- 
Tj-ToqS; ?7n?&O9t?V. 

?yvcoorv, ?ijk0Oov." The shift to the potential optative after the first clause, 
however, is consistent with the generalizing tone of the remainder of Chapter 84. 
Even if this transition from the specific case of Corcyra to the Greek world in 
general seems rough, this is not a strong argument against the passage's authen- 
ticity. For further discussion of this problem, see Wenzel 23. 

2) &ano 'iGo (3.84.1). The usual Thucydidean phrase is &arb Txo n ooi o (cf. 
1.77.3, 1.77.4, 1.99.2 etc.). Topitsch (18), however, argues that Thucydides' 
omission of the article in such phrases simply gives them a more general charac- 
ter. As evidence of this practice, he cites Thucydides' variable use of ?Kc To 'iGoxV 
and ? tio-u. 

3) ?v O (3.84.2). Classen's (174) translation of this phrase as "in welchem 
Falle" leads him to label the ensuing clause a tautology. Cf. Jachmann 243. The 
tautology disappears, however, if we follow Topitsch (13) in taking the phrase as 
"unter Umstanden, in denen." Cf. Wenzel 25. 

33 Fuks 55. 
34 Fuks 53. 
35 Fuks 53. 
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Meanwhile Corcyra gave the first example of most of the crimes 
alluded to: (A) of the reprisals exacted by the governed who had 
never experienced equitable treatment or indeed aught but inso- 
lence from their rulers-when their hour came; (B) of the 
iniquitous resolves of those who desired to get rid of their ac- 
customed poverty and in their passion longed to acquire their 
neighbors' possessions; (C) and lastly, of the savage and pitiless 
excesses into which men hastened, not out of greed-as they were 
as rich as their enemies36-but borne by their ungovernable 
passions. 

Three motives, political (A), economic (B), and personal (C) in nature are 
ascribed here to the stasiotai. Civic violence provides an opportunity for some 
to lash out against their political oppressors, for others to escape from poverty, 
and for still others to sate their personal appetites for savage excess. No indica- 
tion is given that any one of these motives is more important than the others. 
They are simply listed (gtv...85...Te) without further elaboration of their relative 
importance.37 The proportion of stasiotai motivated by economic factors is left 
vague: we are told only that some (Ttv?;) engage in civic violence to win re- 
lease from poverty. 

What Fuks has overlooked is that Thucydides provides a similar analysis of 
stasis in 3.81.4. Before commencing his general excursus on stasis, the 
historian succinctly describes the horrors of the Corcyraean revolution and the 
complex motives of its participants: 

...Kcpcx-paci op a v au(X&v xois; XPOpoi; 8oKcovxTaS; ?vat 
Ecpovcvov, 
(A') rxiv gitv aixciav 7i:t<ppov:T?; Toi; Tbv 68i1gov cKaa- 
X.)ovo tv, 

(C') &n?Oavov 56 tIvc? K:oi i6ia.; EX0pa; iv?Klca, 
(B') Kai aol Xo prlTia'Zcov oCpitov 6opctXV io0 vcv )ni bi Tv a- 
36ovxov. 
....the Corcyraeans were engaged in butchering those of their 
fellow-citizens whom they regarded as their enemies: (A') and 
although the crime imputed was that of attempting to put down the 
democracy, (C') some were slain also for private hatred, (B') others 
by their debtors because of the moneys owed to them. 

The same three motives for civic violence advanced in 3.84.1, political (A'), 
economic (B'), and personal (C') considerations, are present here. What might 
appear to be politically motivated violence, Thucydides indicates, can in some 
cases be traced back to personal enmity or indebtedness. Once again, however, 
the relative importance of economic factors is left uncertain: an unspecified 
number (6X.ot) of men died in stasis at the hands of their debtors.38 

36 I follow here Gomme's (382) translation of d&6o icoo. On the role of this 
phrase in the authenticity debate, see above, note 32. 

37 The use of ?r to introduce the third member in a list is Thucydidean. See 
Classen 174. 

38 Fuks (49), in discussing this passage, asserts that "the stasis which breaks 
out is by no means due to indebtedness. The outrage appears in his story as a 
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A comparison of 3.84.1 and 3.81.4 thus reveals no inconsistency in their 
explanation of stasis. Economic motives are neither particularly conspicuous in 
the former, nor absent in the latter. In each case, one of the three motives cited 
is economic, poverty in 3.84.1 and indebtedness in 3.81.4. In neither case is 
this motive presented as more or less important than the political and personal 
motives for stasis cited along with it.39 There would appear then to be no basis 
for attributing these two passages to different authors. 

2. The Histories 

Economic motives appear as a potential source of disorder not only in the 
description of stasis, but also throughout the Histories. Diodotus, for example, 
asserts that severe penalties will not deter men from committing offenses as 
long as nTevia fills them with daring, or eouiioct with greed (3.45.4).40 The 
vulnerability of the polls to such forces is indirectly evident in Pericles' funeral 
oration. Pericles goes to great lengths to veil the tension between rich and poor 
in his depiction of an ideal Athens.41 Poverty, he proclaims, is not a source of 
shame in Athens, nor wealth a reason for boasting (2.40.1); rich and poor alike 
share in the dangers of the battlefield (2.42.4) as well as the honors of public of- 
fice (2.37.1) There would be little point to this emphasis on the equilibrium 
between rich and poor in Athens if economic tensions were not viewed as a 
potential source of dissension within the city. If civic unity, in Thucydides' 
mind, consists in part of an equilibrium between rich and poor, it is only 
natural that in 3.84 he depict civic disunity in time of stasis as involving a rift 
between these groups. 

Further evidence of Thucydides' belief in the importance of economic mo- 
tives in stasis can be found in his brief account of civil strife in Leontini (5.4). 
There, he notes, the upper classes expelled the demos when it was discovered 
that they were planning to redivide the land (Tirv cyv...avac6otacaOt).42 
Obviously, if Thucydides can depict stasis in Leontini as arising exclusively 
from economic tensions, there is nothing implausible about his inclusion of 
economic motives as one source of stasis in 3.84. 

concomitant of the stasis raging in Corcyra, not as its motive." Thucydides, 
however, makes no such subtle distinction between concomitants of stasis and 
motives for it in either 3.81.4 or 3.84.1. Human nature is the ultimate source of 
civic violence in both Chapter 84 and the preceding chapters (cf. 3.82.2 and 
3.84.2). The variety of motives presented in 3.81.4 and 3.84.1 are simply differ- 
ent manifestations of this common nature. 

39 Such a presentation of economic motives is consistent with S. B. Smith's 
general observation that "[e]conomic facts appeared to [Thucydides] to constitute 
one-an important one, to be sure, but only one-of the springs of human ac- 
tion" ("The Economic Motive in Thucydides," HSCP 51 [1940] 301). 

40 For further discussion of the relationship between 3.45 and 3.84, see 
Topitsch 15-16. Cf. Wenzel 26. 

41 For a discussion of the tendency of the Attic funeral orations to veil tensions 
within the city, see N. Loraux, L'invention d'Athenes (Paris 1981) 31-37 and 
335-40. 

42 This important passage is mentioned briefly in G. E. M. de Ste. Croix, The 
Class Struggle in the Ancient Greek World (London 1981) 608 n. 54. Cf. Thucy- 
dides' description of stasis in Samos (8.21), where the victorious demos divide 
among themselves the land and houses of the vanquished upper classes. 
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3. Fifth-Century Views 

Thucydides is not alone among his contemporaries in acknowledging the 
possible economic roots of stasis.3 Aristophanes, for example, in his Frogs 
(405 B.C.), presents personal gain (Kcp8op6) as a motive for inciting civil strife. 
The chorus of happy initiates (359-60) banish from their number anyone who 
"rouses up stasis and fans its flames through desire for personal gain" 
(aveyeipet Kaic plEiEt Kep6o)V iioV ETl709Op)V).44 In his Heracles (ca. 417 
B.C.), Euripides develops in greater detail the idea that men might become 
stasiotai in hope of material gain. Amphitryon describes Lycus' power base in 
Thebes as follows: 

xnoxxoi; TcvqTlat, 6Opio 6i8: TO) X6ycp 
6oKo5vTa; etvaGt movLw(X%o)o; avac XE1it, 
o'l (s6Tav i rncav KaC 5t(.?oav xt6tv 
?(p' &apnayaoiat Txv it?,x;, Ta: 6' iv 86p0tO 
8oaJdvoailt <ppoota 8ita(pyo6v0' )ix' &opyia;. (588-92) 

In this passage, it is impoverished nobles who promote stasis e(p' &apnayatto 
ticv necaS;4 in Thucydides 3.84.1, it is poor men who participate in stasis so 
as r&a TCV 7tdeXO; XELV.46 While the agents differ, the economic motive for 
stasis is the same in each case. Clearly, the appearance of an "economic ex- 
planation" of stasis in Chapter 84 is consistent with a fifth-century context and 
hence Thucydidean authorship. We need not ascribe it to a late author who 
"lived in times of socio-revolutionary stasis." 

CONCLUSIONS 

Modern scholarship has failed to produce any compelling evidence, external 
or internal, of the inauthenticity of Chapter 84. The scholiast's testimony that 
ancient commentators regarded the chapter as spurious has prejudiced modern 
scholars against it. What should be regarded as a shortcoming of ancient schol- 
arship-the confident rejection of a Thucydidean passage on aesthetic and 
philological grounds-has given rise instead to a variety of unreasonable attacks 
on Chapter 84. Few genuine Thucydidean passages could survive such an 
onslaught. 

In 1911, Straub posed a question to critics of Chapter 84 that remains 
unanswered: why would anyone compose such an imitation of Thucydides and 
how would it come to be included in the text?47 The Thucydidean density of the 

43 The notion that desire for personal gain lies at the roots of stasis is a com- 
monplace with origins well before Thucydides' time. See, e.g., Solon 4 (Edmunds) 
and Theognis 39-52. For additional examples, see M. F. Williams, "Two 
Traditional Elements in Thucydides' Corcyrean Excursus," CW 79 (1985) 2 n. 6. 

44 Cf. Thucydides 3.84.2: in time of stasis, men set personal gain (To KC?p- 
8aivctv) above justice. 

45 For a defense of this passage against charges of inauthenticity, see G. W. 
Bond, Euripides: Heracles (Oxford 1981) 212-14. 

46 On the historic tension between rich and poor in late fifth-century Athens, 
see J. K. Davies, Democracy and Classical Greece (Stanford 1983) 122. 

47 Straub 566. Connor poses the same question (102 n. 60). 
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passage rules out the possibility that it is an attempt to clarify what precedes it. 
Nothing in its content suggests that it is the interpolation of a later ideologue. 

Those who reject Chapter 84 regard it as the work of a fairly sophisticated 
imitator of Thucydides who reveals himself through a variety of inconsistencies 
and anachronisms. An examination of these alleged defects, however, uncovers 
nothing un-Thucydidean. Thucydides would appear to be his own best imitator. 
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