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THRACIAN OR ATHENIAN?
THE COMPLICATED IDENTITY OF MENESTHEUS, SON OF
IPHICRATES, IN
Nep. Iph. 3, 4

Francesco Ginelli
University of Verona

francesco.ginelli@univr.it

Abstract
In the final chapter of Iphicrates’ biography, Cornelius Nepos relates that Menestheus,
son of Iphicrates by the daughter of Cotys, king of the Thracians, when he was asked
whether he valued more of his father or his mother, suddenly answered that he praised
his mother more, because the former had made him a Thracian, but the latter an
Athenian. The aim of the paper is to clarify the meaning of this bizarre and apparently
incoherent anecdote: firstly, by examining the various and problematic cultural
identities of Iphicrates; then, by a closer analysis of Nepos’ text and Menestheus’
words.
Key-Words
Menestheus, Iphicrates, Cornelius Nepos, Mother, Identity

In the final chapter of Iphicrates’ biography, Cornelius Nepos records an anecdote
about Menestheus, the protagonist’s son:
“Menesthea filium reliquit ex Thressa natum, Coti regis filia. Is cum
interrogaretur, utrum pluris, patrem matremne, faceret, «matrem» inquit. Id cum

omnibus mirum videretur, at ille «merito» inquit «facio: nam pater, quantum in
. . . 1
se fuit, Threcem me genuit, contra ea mater Atheniensem».”

This episode seems to be preserved apparently only by Nepos:> the absence of any
precise parallels and the oddity of the message made the excerpt quite difficult to

explain at first. This paper aims to comprehend the meaning of Menestheus’ words

' Nep. Iph. 3.4. The Latin text is that of the most recent critical edition: WINSTEDT (°1971); GUILLEMIN
(*1970); MALCOVATI (*1964); MARSHALL (*1985).

> In Nep. Iph. 3, 2 Nepos quoted Theopompus as source, but it is not clear whether the Roman
biographer used the Greek historians only for Iphicrates’ portrait or, on the contrary, for the whole Life.
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and to clarify a chapter that has often been overlooked by the most recent editors and
interpreters of Nepos® biographies.” Two different paths will be followed throughout
this analysis: the first focused on the figure, sometimes enigmatic, of Iphicrates, the

second based on a more precise reading of the chapter.

1. The identity of Iphicrates: Athens, Thrace, and Macedonia

In order to comprehend Menestheus’ words, it is firstly necessary to study the
complicated identity of his father. Iphicrates was born in Athens around 413 BC,’
apparently from a modest family.” After playing a role during the Corinthian War,”
Iphicrates became a commander of the Athenian expedition sent to Egypt to support
Pharnabazus II.” There are no records about the ten years between the peace of
Antalcidas and this latter military expedition. According to historians,® during this
period Iphicrates could have secured an alliance with the royal family of Thrace.’

However, the sources do differ about the identity of Iphicrates’ wife: as shown before,

3 NIPPERDEY (1949), ANTHON (1858), and MONGINOT (1868) omitted to analyze the text. No notes also
in AGNES (1977) and WIRTH (1994).

* The date of birth could be inferred from Iust. 6.5.2-5 and Oros. hist. 3.1.21: they record that, after the
Spartan victory at Coronea in 394, the Athenians sent the twenty-year-old Iphicrates to support the
Boeotians with an army. Nevertheless this was not Iphicrates’ “baptism of fire”. According to Plut.
Mor. 186f, Iphicrates’ first important military action was during a sea battle, when he saved an enemy
pulling him out of the water. Because the first attested military command of Iphicrates seemed to be the
one after Coronea, historians think that the sea battle recorded by Plutarch was the battle of Cnidus of
394; cf. DAVIES (1971, 249); Bianco (1997, 181).

5 According to Plut. Mor. 186f-187a, he was the son of a shoemaker, named Timotheus, as remembered
by Paus. 9.14.6. Aristotle in RA. 1.7.32; 1.9.31 and 2.23.8 reports that Iphicrates claimed to have
reached important political positions from humble origins. This tradition, held to be true by DAVIES
(1971, 248), was scaled down by Bianco (1997, 180 n. 7), who, quoting D. 21.62 (where there is a
reference to Iphicrates’ prosperity), sustains that Iphicrates’ family, although not noble, has the
possibility to firstly introduce a son to a military career, then to the political world.

® He fought both in the Peloponnesus (from 393 to 390) and in the Hellespont (from 389 to the peace of
Antalcidas in 387/6). For a summary of his military actions, cf. the precise chronology of BIANCO
(1997, 181-87). About the armistice known as “Peace of Antalcidas” or “King’s peace”, cf. LEVI
(1955); AUCELLO (1955); BADIAN (1991); SCHMIDT (1993).

7 Regarding the size of this military expedition, cf. LLOYD (2006, 348-49); for a portrait of Pharnabazus
II, cf. the entry by LENSCHAU (1938).

¥ DAVIES (1971, 249); KALLET (1983, 242 and 245); BIANCO (1997, 186-88).

? Xenophon in An. 4.8.26 records that, during Thrasybulus’ expedition to the Hellespont in 390, Thrace
seemed divided between Amadocus I (regarding Amadocus, cf. the entry by Judeich (1894)), king of
the Odrysians (on this nation, cf. JORDANOV (1996); ARCHIBALD (1998)), and Seuthes II, the governor
of the coastal regions. In 383/2 the kingdom seemed united under the control of Cotys I, who
succeeded his father in that same year. At the end of the Corinthian War, Iphicrates was still in the
Hellespont without any official role. For this reason he could have searched (and found) a military
employment in the bordering regions, in particular in Thrace. Bianco (1997, 187) affirms that
Iphicrates could have played a part in the Thracian war, firstly in favour of Seuthes, then of Cotys,
helping the two kings to prevail over the Odrysian dynasty. In exchange of this military support, Cotys
could have offered him an alliance with a promise of marriage and the possession of a coastal city,
probably Drys (cf. Theop. FGrHist 115 F 161 = Harpocr. s.v. Apdc. On Drys, cf. LOUKOPOULOU
(2004, 878); BIANCO (1997, 187-88)).
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Nepos sustains that the Athenian got married with a daughter of Cotys; the same
information is recorded also by Seneca Con. 6.5 and Athenacus 4.131a.'® This
historical tradition, considered trustworthy by Kirchner (1901, 512) and Parke (1970,
56), has been rejected as a chronological mistake by Davies (1971, 249), Harris
(1989, 267, n. 15), and Bianco (1997, 187-88, n. 28). In fact, the genealogy proposed
by Nepos is in contrast with Demosthenes 23.129, where Iphicrates is called kndeotig
of Cotys: even though this word is used to determine both the brother-in-law and the
father-in-law,'" in Demosthenes’ extract the family relation between Iphicrates and
Cotys is compared to that between the Thracian king Cersobleptes and Charidemus:
this last one was married to one of Cersobleptes’ sisters.'” Furthermore, in the same
speech Demosthenes asserted that Cotys, in the year of his death (360 BC), seemed to
have had very young sons."> Without any new sources this problem will not have a
definitive answer: the only certain fact is that Iphicrates’ wife was a member of the
Thracian royal family. The date of the marriage is also uncertain. Thanks to Isocrates
15.129, we can understand that Menestheus should have been elected otpatnyoc
approximately in 356/5 with his father Iphicrates and his father-in-law Timotheus'*
during the battle of Embata.'” Supposing that the Athenian strategy could have been
entrusted after the 30™ birthday,'® the birth of Menestheus should have been dated at
least in 385/6."” For this reason, the marriage alliance between Iphicrates and the
Thracian royal family could have taken place approximately around that same year.
On that occasion Cotys could perhaps also have received the honour of the Athenian
citizenship recorded by Demosthenes 23.118."® Probably during his stay in Thrace,

Iphicrates could have done business with the close reign of Macedonia. Aeschines

' This extract is followed by a long fragment from Anaxandrides’ Protesilaus, frg. 42 Kassel-Austin,
where the Thracian marriage festivity of Iphicrates is ironically described.

"' Cf. the entry in LSJ, 946.

12 Cf. D. 23.129: “¢y®d okond Kotov, 61t kndeotic v Toucpdret tov adtdv tpomov dvrep Xoptdiuo
Kepoopréntng”. About this Thracian King, cf. the entry by KAHRSTEDT (1921); about Charidemus, cf.
the note by KIRCHNER (1899).

B Cf. D. 23.163: “tov pév yap Kotov, eb mowdv, dvia y° £0pdv duiv koi movnpdv moktivvucty o
[0V, 6 8& KepooPAéntnc 6 vovi Bacthedmv netpakdritov v koi mévtec oi oD Kétvoc moidec”.

' Nep. Timoth. 3.1. Cf. Too (2008, 157).

'> One of the last episodes of the Social War, cf. D.S. 16.21.2-4; Nep. Timoth. 3.1-5; Polyaen. strat.
3.9.29; St. Byz. s.v. "Eupatov.

'® Cf. PicCIRILLI (1988), especially, about Menestheus, pp. 183-84.

'7 Cf. also DAVIES (1971, 249-50); BIANCO (1997, 188, n. 29).

'8 Demosthenes recorded that the Athenians granted the Athenian citizenship to Cotys when the king’s
politics was very close to that of Athens: “lote ydp Snmov mavteg, & Evdpeg Abnvoiot, Tod0’ OLOiLG
éuol, 6t tov Kétov mot’ ékeivov €momoacbe moAitnv, dMAov ™G Kat' E€Keivov TOV ypovov gHVOLV
Mnyooduevor”.
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2.28 wrote that Iphicrates was adopted by king Amyntas and that their friendship was
behind the alliance between Amyntas and Athens.'” Because of this particular
relationship the Athenians decided to send Iphicrates to Macedonia between 368 and
365/4. He had to conquer Amphipolis and to resolve the dynastic war that was
dividing the kingdom after Amyntas III’s death in 370/69.° However, the
unsuccessful capture of Amphipolis seemed to have ruined the relationship between
Iphicrates and his native land. In fact, the general was substituted by Timotheus in
365/4.2' After this change in command, Iphicrates came back to Cotys’ court in 364.
According to Demosthenes’ Against Aristocrates, the Athenian general, during this
second stay in Thrace, became commander of Cotys’ navy. He also seemed to have
fought a sea battle against the Athenian otpatnyoi.”* Thereafter, Iphicrates refused to
attack several Athenian strongholds, so he was exiled first to Antissa, then to Drys. In
spite of many doubts about Demosthenes’ records,” it is quite certain that the
Athenians forgave Iphicrates’ thorny past. In fact, they elected him as otpatnydg in
357 during the Social War.

After this summary we can understand that the identity of Iphicrates was not so
clearly and distinctly defined: he was an Athenian by birth, married to a Thracian
princess and adopted by a Macedonian king. This strange portrait probably led to the
accusation of Eevia made against him by Timotheus and recorded by the Pseudo-

Demosthenic speech Against Timotheus for Debts.** Timotheus had doubts about the

' These are the words of Queen Eurydice to Iphicrates according to Aeschines: “cinev [scil. Eurydice]
Ot ‘Apovrog 0 Totp TV Todiov Tovtov, 6t £, viov énomocatod ot, T 6¢ ABnvainv Tolel oikeing
&ypnoato”.

2 The alliance between Iphicrates and Amyntas has to be dated before this latter military expedition.
From 377 to 374 Iphicrates was fighting in Egypt, from 373 to 371 in the waters around Corcyra, and
during 369 against Epaminondas in the Peloponnesus. So it is probable that the meeting of Iphicrates
and Amyntas happened between 384/3 and 377/6, when Iphicrates was at Cotys’ palace.

2l Cf. D. 23.149. The interpretation of this extract is quite difficult: without any new sources, it is
impossible to understand whether Iphicrates was discharged or substituted. BiANCO (1997, 199, n. 66)
makes a summary of the hypotheses.

22 D. 23.130: “Buog étoiumoev [scil. Iphicrates] vnep tdv Kotoog mpaypdrav évavtio toic DUETEPOLG
GTPOTNYOIG VOLUO)ETY, Kol Ttepl TAElOVOg €MOMGOTO TV €Keivov catpiav §| TG VITUPYOVCAS E0VTHD
ap” VULV TIHaG”.

» REHDANTZ (1845, 149), HOCK (1891, 98), and PRITCHETT (1974, 65-66) sustain that the sea battle of
Iphicrates against Athens had never taken place. Conversely HARRIS (1989) thinks that Demosthenes
was right.

#* Ps.-D. 49.72-73. This accusation has to be dated before the marriage between Menestheus and
Timotheus’ daughter. On Menestheus as a personification of the tension inherent in Atheno-Thracian
connection cf. SEARS (2013: 118-120).
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validity of Iphicrates’ Athenian citizenship.”> Davies (1971, 250) supposed that the
anecdote recorded by Nepos in Iph. 3.4 was probably connected to this particular
moment of Iphicrates’ life. According to Aristotle Rhet. 1399a35-39,%° Menestheus
was forced to take on a Agitovpyia, even if he was too young, under the threat to lose
his Athenian citizenship.?’ Nevertheless, Davies’ hypothesis, surely persuasive, does
not explain the literary meaning of Menestheus’ words. Maybe we could also suppose
that Iphicrates, relative of Cotys and commander of his fleet, seemed to be closer to
Thrace than to Athens. However, his wife, married to an Athenian general and
daughter of a Thracian king that had obtained the Athenian citizenship, could
probably have appeared closer to Athens. But even this hypothesis is not completely

persuasive. So we have to find a different explanation for that anecdote.

2. The identity of Menestheus through the analysis of Nepos’ text: the role of
Menestheus’ mother
A different interpretation of Menestheus’ words could come from a new and more
precise analysis of Nepos’ extract. The Roman biographer records that, when
Menestheus was asked which parent he respected the most, he answered “his mother™:
“«matrem» inquit. Id cum omnibus mirum videretur, at ille «merito» inquit «facio»”.
The justification follows immediately: “«Nam pater, quantum in se fuit, Threcem me
genuit, contra ea mater Atheniensem»”. Menestheus’ words seem quite paradoxical at
first sight. In which way could the Athenian Iphicrates have given birth to a Thracian
child? Why did his wife, a Thracian princess, have an Athenian child? This paradox is
probably only an illusion. Menestheus’ answer is based, in fact, on a sharp and
intelligent wordplay, a stylistic feature quite common in aphorisms. Menestheus
asserts that he praised his mother more: the merit for his Athenian citizenship
belonged to her, because she married an Athenian man, whereas Iphicrates chose a
Thracian wife. She generated a son (me genuit) with an Athenian man and she had the

capability to grow a foetus until his birth.

% Timotheus probably wanted to take revenge against the accusations of ineptitude made by Iphicrates
and Callistratus in 374/3, during the preparation of the military expedition against Egypt. After these
charges, Timotheus was replaced by Iphicrates.

% Arist. Rhet. 1399a35-39: “Alhoc éx oD owot?»oyov tadta ovpPaivery, 010v 0 Towpdng, tov viov
avTod, vedtepov Svia Thg nhkiag, dti péyag v Aertovpyelv avaykaloviov, ginev 611 £l TOOG pEydAovg
TV Taidwv vopag vopilovst, ToLG pKpoLG TRV AvopdV Taidag ival yneodvron”.

*7 Iphicrates’ distance from Athens, who was probably worried to be accused of betrayal, was another
problem for Menestheus. Cf. HARRIS (1989, 264-65).
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Menestheus’ reasoning seems to remind us of a famous extract from Aeschylus’
Eumenides. During the trial in Athens against Orestes for the killing of his mother
Clytemnestra, the Erinyes accused Agamemnon’s son not only to be a murderer, but

also a matricide. They asserted that he spread his own blood on the ground:

Chor.

652 A Tyop O eevYEWT TODd VIePIIKEIS Opa:
653 70 uNTpoC aip’ dponpov dkyéog médot

654 Enert’ &v Apyel ddpat oikfoet motpdg™

Apollo replied to the Erinyes that they were wrong because “mother” is not who
gives birth to a son, but someone who feeds a son in her womb. The person who gives
life is the father: a mother is only a guardian of the foetus while in the womb. After

the birth, the child will be given back to the father.

Apol.

657 Kol To0T0 A€M, Kol ndd™ g dpOdg Epdd-
658 oUK £0TL UNTNP 1 KEKANUEVT TEKVOL

659 TOKEVG, TPOPOG OE KOLLATOG VEOGTOPOV*
660 Tiktel & 6 Opdickwv, §j 0° dnep EEvor EEvn

661 gowoev Epvoc, olot | PAGyML OgdC.

In his Cambridge edition of Eumenides, Sommerstein properly and rightly
demonstrates the weakness of Apollo’s arguments (SOMMERSTEIN 1989, 206-08):
“This particular theory, too, was a minority view even among natural philosophers,
most of whom held that both male and female contributed ‘seed’ essential to the
process of generation [...]; and from the ordinary person’s point of view, it was in
conflict with the observable fact that physical and mental characteristics may be
inherited from either parent or both, as Hermione inherited her beauty from Helen
[...] and Parthenopacus his from Atalanta” (SOMMERSTEIN 1989, 208).*° Sommerstein
finds similar physical theories in a passage of the Aristotelian treaty Ilepi {@wv
vevéaewc (de generatione animalium):

“Daoci yop ol p&v 10ig oméppacty sivor todTV TV évavtiooty vovc, olov

Ava&ayopag kol Etepol TAOV LGIOAOYWV-YivesOai te Yap €k 10D dppevog TO
omépua, 1O 8¢ Ofidv Tapéyet oV tomov [...]7°

% The Greek text is that of WEST (1991).

%% More observations in PORTULAS (2001). About the law and religious implications of Apollo’s words,
cf. Puccr (1996, 149-50); MILLER (2009, 157-58), who provides parallels with Hegel's philosophy;
NEGRI (2009, 15-16).

30 Arist. GA 763b31-33. The text is that of Louis (1961).
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This is not the most suitable place to analyze the physical and philosophical
theories of this extract (LESKY 1951, 54; LLOYD 1983, 86-111; BINDI 1999, 177).>' Even if
these odd theories have been dated back to Egyptian medicine by Peretti (1956),”
Aeschylus’ Eumenides could have improved their fame in the middle of the 5"
century>> and, maybe, also in the next years. In fact, we find them also in other
authors like Euripides®™ or Diodorus Siculus.” Iphicrates was born just after the
generation of Aeschylus. Menestheus, as shown before, lived approximately in the
same years as Aristotle. During a debate about citizenship, it is possible that
Iphicrates’ son could have taken advantage of those natural theories from an ironic
point of view. However, the evidence still lacks.

The main point is that Menestheus is aware that his father has decided not to
marry an Athenian woman, but that he has preferred to marry a Thracian princess. In
this way, Menestheus can clearly sustain that he appreciates his mother more because
she married an Athenian man: by doing so, she gave Menestheus life and the
possibility to become Athenian like his father. By means of her, Iphicrates’ son
obtained his Athenian identity: she was the vehicle of his Athenian citizenship.’

Menestheus’ identity is therefore contained in his words and in his language.
Under this perspective, the anecdote recorded by Nepos shows several analogies with
the one stated by Athenaeus on the account of Timotheus, Conon’s son. According to
the tradition followed by the author of the Acirvocogiorai, Timotheus was born by a
Thracian hetaira.’” One day, when he was mocked for his humble origins, Timotheus
proudly answered that he had no shame about his mother, on the contrary he was
grateful to her, because she gave him the gift of life. Bianco (1997, 187, n. 29) thinks
that Nepos misinterpreted this tradition (later recorded by Athenaeus), wrongly

3! See also PORTULAS (2001). On the role of women about reproduction in classical Greek science, see
DEAN-JONES (1994, 148-224); on Aristotle, cf. especially pp. 176-200.

2 According to Censorinus, Anaxagoras, Alcmaecon and Empedocles sustained that a woman
contributes seeds to the embryo just like a man, cf. DEAN-JONES (1994, 148-53). See also PERETTI
(1956, 249-59).

3 Aeschylus’ Eumenides was performed in 458 B.C.

* Eur. Or. 552 and frg. 1064.

3 D.S. 1.80.4. Other parallels in PERETTI (1956, 241-43).

% Cf. VAN STAVAREN (1734, 303-04, n. 5), a dated edition, but that still provides useful and precious
information: “Sensus iste: pater quantum in se fuit, Thracem potius quam Atheniensem ideo genuit,
quia ¢ barbaris exorem duxit: mater, autem, non ex suo sanguine Thracem, sed ex Atheniensis viri
complexu Atheniensem gignere studuit. Perstringit patris cum barbara matrimonium: cuius solius fit ea
culpa, non matris, si quid hic indignum moribus Graecorum aut opprobrio: obnoxium objiciebatur enim
Iphicrati, quod matrem haberet”.

37 Ath. 13.577b: “0 8¢ Tuo0eog kol GKOTTOEVOS TOTE &TL TOLDTNG €1 UNTPOG «Kai yapty Y avTH»,
onotv, «oida, 811 81’ avtiv Kovmvoc gipi viogy”.
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assigning Timotheus’ words to Menestheus. On the contrary Gambato (2001, 1466, n.
1) sustains that these two episodes are not connected. Despite the reference to the
Thracian nationality of the mother in both anecdotes, these two are quite different: I)
Menestheus said that he appreciated his mother more than his father, whereas
Timotheus answered that he was not embarrassed to be the son of an hetaira; II)
Nepos’ anecdote refers to family and citizenship, whereas that of Athenaeus concerns
humble origins; III) Menestheus’ mother is a Thracian princess, Timotheus’ mother is
an hetaira. If Nepos had misunderstood the same anecdote followed by Athenaeus, he
should have substituted the name of Timotheus with that of Menestheus and the
identity of the mother (not a princess, but an hetaira). There are too many differences
for a simple misunderstanding. It is more persuasive to think that Nepos followed an
independent source different from that of Athenaeus.

Another difficulty is to understand when the anecdote recorded by Nepos has to
be dated. Athenaeus®® sustains that in the 403/2 during the archonship of Euclid, the
orator Aristophon of Azenia proposed a law to reform the citizenship: only who was
born by Athenian parents could have been considered an Athenian citizen (it seems a
renovation of Pericles' law on citizenship approved in the 451/450°%). This new law
probably created quite a few problems in the political system of Athens. In fact, a
scholium of Aeschines’ speech Against Timarchus reminds us that Eumelos the
Peripatetic,40 in his third book about ancient comedy, recorded that Nikomenes, a
politician not yet known, proposed an attenuation of Aristophon’ law. This regulation
stated that who was born from a non-Athenian parent before Euclid’s archonship
could have been considered Athenian. However, who was born after that archonship
needed both Athenian parents to be considered a citizen.* We do not know how long
Nikomenes’ law was in power, but maybe it could have had a sort of influence on
Menestheus’ political life. Due to the marriage with a Thracian woman, Iphicrates
might have represented a problem for his son’s citizenship in a specific period in

Athens’ history.* These problems were surely (and ultimately) solved because

¥ Ath. 13.577b: “Apiotopdv 8’ 6 pritop, 6 TOV VOpoV gioeveykay én’ Evikeidov dpyovtog dc v ui &5
dothic yévntou vobov givar, o)t dmedsiydn’”.

3% On this law and the new role of the women in Athens cf. OSBORNE (1997).

%0 FGrHist 77 F 2: “Edunioc 6 Tepuratntikdg év @ tpito Iepi tiig apyaiog kopomdiog enoi Nucopévn
Tva yhotopa 86car undéva tdv pet’ Edrkdeidnv dpyovro petéxev Tiig mOAE®G, v U GUE® TOVG
yovéag dotovg Emdeitntat, Tovg 8¢ Tpd Evrdeidov dveletdotmg dpeicOan”.

1 Cf. the note of STRONK (2016). See also GAMBATO (2001, 1466, n. 3).

2 Cf. DAVIES (1971, 250).
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Menestheus participated fully in Athenian political life*’: his sharp answer, recorded
by Nepos, could probably reflect a discussion about his identity, citizenship, and

origins.

Conclusion

There are no doubts about Menestheus’ identity. He was an Athenian citizen who held
public and military positions. Nevertheless, the historians did not seem to be
interested in the origins of this anecdote. From Nepos’ text we can clearly understand
that the interest of the readers was not in Iphicrates’ or Menestheus’ status in Athens,
but instead it focused on Menestheus’ witticism and his ability to joke with words.
The Roman biographer could have read the episode in rhetorical manuals (that often
gathers curious anecdotes or impressive sentences useful for the training of young
orators) or in a collection of aphorisms and famous sentences, similar to the Baciiéwv
amo@Oéypata kol otpatny®v (mor. 59) and the Amogbéypnato Aakwvikd (mor. 60)
attributed to Plutarch, in which the memory of the historical date is less important
than the interest for the sharp and intelligent sentence. The lack of other sources
concerning this episode shows that Nepos followed a less known source, maybe very
close to scholastic and rhetorical texts for students of rhetoric. The uniqueness of this
source gives Nepos’ biography a main role in the reconstruction of Iphicrates’ and,

above all, Menestheus’ identity.
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