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KLEON.

In pronouncing judgmert upon an historieal character
allowance must be made for the prejudices of contempor-
ary writers whose works are our only source of informa,
tion. Even those writers who may in genernl he regard.
ed as (rustworthy ure disposed to bestow blame or praise
upon particalar persons or measures connected with their
private interests.  Grote's opinion that Thucydides,
whose object is 10 record the truth, should on this ac.
count be accepted as authority is open to this vbjection,
{hat the historian and the demngogue are so far sepurated
both socially and politically that neither could possibly
render s just opinion of 1he other. Contrast, for instance,
the proposed massncre of the Mi'ylingans with the actua)
mussacre of the Melians a few years after.  In the former
onse the Mitylenmans had every reason for maintaining
the nlliance. Lesbos wus one of the three islands that
had been allowed to remain autonomous. Tribute was so
light us to cause no complaint. Under these circum
g'ances revolt wus an offense of the gravest Kind, The
populace, too, iad followed the lead of the oligarchs; that
they when no aid came from Spariaand their nffairs were
in & hopeless condition, should return to their alleginnce
is but & slight excuse. Lven by the confession of Di.
odotos, Kleon's opponent, they deserved io die. Thisevent
gives Thueydides his first opportunity to attack the char.
acter of Kleon. He is represented as taking ndvan.
tage of popular feeling to accuse the demos of il futed
pity, lenity and fickleness, und to hound it on to blood«
shed. On the other hand, the Medinns were not allies,
and their only erime could have been that of reaping the
benefits of the Dellun Confederacy without contributing
10 its support.  They deserved to be treated, at least, ns
prisoncrs of war; yet the city which had beeome the cen-
ter of intelligence, “ths school of Greece,” was in 1his in-
stance guilty of the most shocking bratality. The mover
of the resolution o massaere the innocent men, women,
and children must have been no aristoerat, tor . hueydi-
des does not even mention hig name!

Kleon's decrec is acknowledged 1o have been just, It
mny also have been expedient.  In nmore humine age
Cromwell justifies his severity toward the Irish rebels
by putting forth the hope that the massncre at Drogheda
may prevent the effusion of blood in future.  1f any state
could revolt with impunity, nothing less thun the drs-
memberment of the empire would result; but the punish-
ment by Athiens of the fiest great offender would intimi-
date the disaflected in other quariers,

Thucydides diseriminates carefully in his treatment of
the different public men, The stupidity of Nikins is lost
amid higprivate viriues; the licentiousness, the profanity
and he selfiishness of Alkibindes are obscured by his
splendid genius; but the smuller fuults of Kleon wre
greatly exnggernted, The reusons for the historian’s par.
tinlity are evident: Nikins, Alkibiades and Thuocey dides
are of oligarchic fumilics.  Tuey are destined by their
noble birth to hold office in the state and army. Kleon is
a novug homo, who by personal energy, talent, and audayi-
ty has guined a reputation as an “opposition” lender,
He is n dangerous cnemy Lo aristociatic officesholders.

. Hie accusations ure violeut, nerid—set forth in cloquent | ter's pussesslons, maintainkug his influence by ihe

language. Even his enemies regarded him as the most
persuasive speaker of the age, and as possessed of a rare
facully for the management of public business, A still
more potent reason for distrusting the historian's narra-
tive 1s that e was made to feel in his own person the ef-
fect of this virulent eloquence in u banishment for (wen.
ty years for mismsnagement as general. He had re.
moved his forces 1o Thasos that he might attend to his
mining projeets tere, while Brasidas unopposed was en.
tering Amphipolis, the key to the Thraceward settlements.
That Thueydides should regard with approval the dully
ness of Niking, especinlly after this display of weakuess
and self-interest on his own purt, is notat all wonderful;
but that he did not show 1he sume indulgence to Kleon
can be expluined only on perssnal grounds.

© A second opportunity for the misrepresentation of
Kleon's cliarncter was presented after the investment of
Bphakteria; but the impartial reader will ind much mors
to adwmire in the prompt discernment and heroie conduet
of the so-called demagogue than in the trickery of Niki-
as the olignrelh. Kleon may have treated the ambassa-
dors too harshily; the insolence of the Spartans met with
a kindred insolence. Perhaps he demanded too much.
To be sure the towns of the Pelopinnesos would no long-
er be profiluble 10 Athens; but the possession of the Meg-
arinn ports was essential to her supremacy. Athens had
been oblidged 1o surrender these places us a condition of
the Thirty Years ‘Truce(445 B.C.), now they shiould be given
back s a prevequisite to frrther negotintions. No Athen.
ian patriot, hnving observed the resulis, could regret the
conduet of Kleon on this ocension. That the empire was
not maintnined at the height to which Kileon restored it
was the fuult of his successor’s policy, not of lis own.

In regard to Klcon’s sppointment to the command in
Clinlkidike Thueydides is less explicit; but the probabil.
ities are that this cnse was similar 1o that in regard to
Pylos. Kleon must have culled attention to the necessity
of netion in that reglon, no one else would serve, anc he
himself was thus oblidged 1o undertnke the ecommand.
His subsequent conduet, thongh incomparably superior
o that of Nikias at Byrucuse, shows neither warlike skill
nor, in the end, courage. To the furmer he made no pres
tense; the Iatter deserted him only In the last fatal hour
when his troops were flying before the enthusiastic fore.
es of Brasidus,  Lud the Athenian troops pluced as much
confidence i their lender as he deserved, the unskilful
mavement would not have been made, a junction with
Perdikkns would probably hinve been formed and the en-
emy thus held in check,  Yeb even this defeat counted ns
a victory to the Athenians; for the death of Brusidus am-
ply repaid them for the destruetion of their own nrmy.

It s necdless to say that 1he real Kleon is not to be
faund in Aristophanes. The comic poet, besider sharing
i the opinions and prejudices of Thaeydides, bas not a
single inducement to spesk the truth,  Unlimited license
for slunder nnd eurricuture is permitied 10 his urt.  His
portraiture of other chnructers may show the hand of &
waster, but they are cq ually unreal, ‘That of Socrates o
the Clouds is not even n carricature, but suggests an et-
tirely different person.  But we may find even in Aris-
tophnues u grain of truth, The Knights bemrs witness 10
his violent fuvective, his power in the ussembly, the
courts und the council, The Kleon of the Knights is
course und low, smelling of the tnyard, stenling his mus.
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