SOME COMMENTS ON THUCYDIDES 1.20-23

Quite often, language framed and chained to learned conventions and
norms of grammar proved and proves burdensome and restricting to
historians." Thus even the ancient historian was prevented from
communicating dearly with his readers. New thoughts and notions were
especially liable to become the source of an unintended lack of clarity.

The thoughts, and notions and criticisms which Thucydides put before
his reader in Book 1, chapters 20-23, were mostly new to the prevailing
conventions. Thucydides had to deal with these difficulties in formulating
new views on historyl; his deliberations and formulations embody the
method he developed and adopted2
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A conceptional analysis of these four3 chapters may enable us,
therefore, to obtain a more precise picture of Thucydides’ historical
judgement and method.

The Evidence of the Past

Thucydides uses several expressions to describe the evidence of the
past. Though these phrases lack terminological differentiation at first
glance, a closer examination of their meaning, as well as of their varied
uses throughout the iotopiai, helps to disclose that Thucydides was not
playing with synonyms but rather distinguishing between e.g. T@ apxaol,
“what had happened in the past” while past is to be understood as a
quality, and T0 maAaia, “the ancient events” dating from a definite past,
as points of a linear sequence of time. Thucydides could easily have
repeated the same word had he not had intended to underline
differences of meaning. Thucydides described the evidence of the past as
a fabric of deeds £pya, and thoughts, whether spoken Aoyol, or mute; as
being of antiquity, as being beyond human guidance, and as comprising
occurences which man provoked and deeds he had done, as well as
events which acted upon men permanently.

The Rules of Reality

Thucydides thought it necessary and, indeed, as a precondition to
historical writing that he formulate and adopt rules of reality. These
constant and unchanging rules dealt primarily with the limitations of
man’s achievements qua human being. Thucydides demonstrated these
limitations tellingly when he notes that men, even when trying
wholeheartedly to tell the truth o0 talta €Aeyov, “do not recount the
same thing”. It is the nature of man (katd 10 dvBpwmivov) which should
be regarded as an invariable given factor within the historical process.
Similar circumstances are, therefore, apt to produce historical
similarities, @ mapamnAfjola, repeated occurrences (toiodtol) have to be
taken into account yet be seen as unlimited as to time, place or obliging
necessity. However, the expected and foreseen (T peAAovta) are not
lesser factors in shaping historical realities, although no such questions

3 Cf. Grosskinsky 12: “Dagegen kann Kap. 23 ohne Schaden ausserhalb unserer
Betrachtung bleiben”.
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as “when”, mote, and “again”, ai61¢ may be answered in anticipation.
These were to Thucydides the self-evident proofs for the existence of
general rules of reality.

The Method

The method Thucydides had developed for his work was, therefore,
wholly set out, and was based on these expressive distinctions. However,
one should note the controls and warnings he added to the implements
of historical investigation as the epoch-making part of his new method.
Thucydides warned himself, and his reader as well, against errors made
in innocence and inadvertence, apoiptia, as well as those due to
over-trusting the evidence such as it be. He notes that the more
attractive, 10 mpooaywydtepay, is not necessarily the more reliable, and,
that human inclinations and preferrings, €0vola, can cause missing the
point no less than the fabulous, 10 pu-Bwdec. Similarly the loss of the
proportions of reality (1.21.2) impedes the search for historical truth
equally with selective memory, pvnun, and that which seems most
fitting to the occasion, t& d¢ovta. Thucydides does not pretend to avoid
the inevitable subjectivity of the writer, &¢ é00kouv pol. He is conscious
of the limits of historical investigation as a whole, while alert to the
possibility of analyzing components of a problem.

The abundance of objects of investigation, T& moAAd, makes scholarly
work more than difficult, yet Thucydides is aware that the collected
evidence on the historian’s desk is not necessarily the best and most
exhaustive. Thus, even within the limits of honest analysis, there will
always remain that which is “incapable of disproof”, t& dve&eAeykta, as
well as that which one cannot prove. The utmost human effort, doov
ouvatov, limited by definition is not enough to overcome the insuperable
difficulties (xaAemov) of historical research. He is wholly aware of the
arbitrariness of the “sufficient”, dmoxpwviwg, as well as the feebleness
of generalizing tendencies.

History

Once the past had been examined by this new bilateral method,
despite the intrinsic difficulties due to the passage of time, (10) UTo
xpovou, i.e. by the method based on general rules of reality as stated by
Thucydides, these clarified facts, 10 cageq¢, became what Thucydides
appreciated as history.
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This is the past, saved from oblivion and manifested, fj dfAwaoic,
whose aim is the truth — 1 aAfj&ela — beyond any doubt about what
happened, T@v yevouevwv 10 oa@eC. Yet, history is nevertheless more
than an inquisitive occupation for Thucydides; there is in history that
which is the useful to men, weeAiya, and a “possession for all time”,
KTijuo €¢ aiei.

Through examining the methodical nomenclature used by Thucydides

Evidence of the Past Rules of Reality
20.1;21.1 moAat®: t@ maloiol 20.3 apvnotoupeva:
20.1 T0¢ AKOAC T8 apvnotovpeva
22.1 auto¢ nKouoa 22.1 peANOVTEG
23.3 okoTun akou5 22.4 16V peAdoviwv: TO PEAAOVTA
20.1 1@V MPBO7ETEVNUEVWV: 22.4 mote: (T0) MOTE

Ta mpB7e-yevnueva 22.4 a(Bi1g: (t0) audig
21.1 o 6inA-Bov: O di1/nA6BVE 22.4 kato 10 AvBpdmIvov7
21.1 1) dkpoagcel: 21.1 tol00TO
22.4 akpoaolv: ) GKPoaaic 22.4 10l10UTWV: TOlOUTO
21.2 16 apyxaia 22.4 mapamANCIWV: TO TOPATANCIA
21.2 1@V Ep7 WV: 23.5 Ta¢ aitiag
22.2 ta eprai 23.6 aitio: ai aitio18
22.3 10i¢ epyolg: 23.5 tag dlagopdag: ai dagopal
23.1 ®ep7wv: 1A €pTa 23.5 TRV GAn'6ECTATNY TPOPATIV:
22.1 N07w: \oyoi n aAnBectdIn mMpoQacic9
22.1 16V AexPeviwv: Tl AexBevtoi 23.6 au<tykdooa: f Ava7KID

22.2 T®V aANB®C AexBeviwv:
Ta GAn6&®C Aexbevia
22.2 1@V mpaxPeviwv:
Ta mpaxbevia
22.2 eime&eAB®V: TO eme€eA-Bov
22.4 1@V 7evopevwy: Td 7ev0M-eva
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in these four chapters in accordance with its intrinsic classification,
derived from the conceptualizing system proposed, one can distinguish
clearly the Thucydidean definition of history as a scientific discipline.

The Conceptual Setting

The following terms indicate his conceptual setting as it appears in the
chapters under consideration.

The METHOD

Implements Controls and Warnings
20.1 nupov 20.1 xoAema
20.1 nupnao'éat: n ebpeaig 22.1 xaAemov: 10 XoAemovh
20.1 TEKPNPIW 20.1 mioteboat:
21.1 1@V TEKPNPlwV: TO tekunplovi 21.1 miotebwv: (10) miotedoal
20.1 dBacavictwg: (10) Bacavilewv® 20.1 énLyopla: (to) Emix®dplov
20.3 n I{ntnoig 20.3 mMOAAG Kai GAAQ:
23.5 {nmnoat: n InInoig 21.1 18 mMOAAOL: TO TOAAG
21.1 R7noayevoq 20.3 atalainwpog: 10 AtaAainwpovb
23.5 N70upat: (t0) n7noapevov 20.3 1d £t0OLpa
21.1 TV EMQAVESTATOV ONUEIWV: 21.1 olX Guaptdvol: duapTia
T8 em@avesTata onuela 21.1 10 mMpoca7w7?dtePov'7?
22.1 TV akpipelav: 21.1 dve&eleykta: ta GvefeleykTaB
22.2 GkpiBeta: n akpifelaB 21.1 Omo xpovou: (10) Gmo Xpovou
22.1 gpol AMAYTEAOLCDIV: 21.1 10 pU-6(MdEG
(n) ClLircLyyeXia 21.1 omoxp®viwg: (10) amoxpwviwcd
22.1 1@V MApoOvVIwv: 22.1 ®¢ 8’Gv €dOKOUV polL:
18 mapovta 22.2 008’ WC €U0l EDOKEL:
22.1 Jlopvnuoveuooa: (t0) ®¢ époi edokelD
(to) drapvnupovevoaly 22.1 ta dsovtad

22.1 &vpmaong 7veoMtiZ: "Yvounu2
22.2 €K TOU TOPOTUXOVTOC:
10 TOpPATUYOV
22.2 6oov duvatovB
22.3 ¢mimovwc: (10) émLmovov
22.3 euvoiag: n guvoia
22.3 pvnunc: f pvnun2
22.4 ay®dviopa: 10 A7 GVICHA
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HISTORY

20.3 o0k Tiuliog otovral:

(oi, 10) OplWC olovTal
20.3 tii¢ aAnBeiac: n aAfjifela
21.2 dndwoet: () dnAwalg
22.4 TO pfj puBwdEC
22.4 10 cogeg okomeivd
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Thus the evidence of the past — having been scrutinized by the
well-balanced method devised by Thucydides — is transformed into

scientific history.
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