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Alcibiades 
Alcibiades was a prominent Athenian 
statesman and a genius turncoat general 
who changed sides frequently during the 
Peloponnesian War. He was one of the 
last of the Alcmaeonidae, and his 
aggressive foreign policy and anti-
Spartan ideals guided several Athenian 
wars, such as the Sicilian Expedition and 
the Athenian-supported Battle of 
Mantinea (which he himself had 
organised). Just at the start of the Sicilian 
Expedition in 415 BCE, Alcibiades was 
charged with sacrilege and was accused 
of defiling the statues of Hermes.  He 
was to be held on trial after his return 
from Syracuse. However, Alcibiades fled 
from Syracuse and defected to the 
Spartans, promising to aid them in their 
efforts against Athens. He convinced the 
Spartans to send a relief force to 
Syracuse, which led to the destruction of 
the Athenian expedition to Sicily. His 
advice also led to the fortification of 
Decelea in Attica, which forced the 
Athenians to retreat behind their Long 
Walls and rely on maritime imports. 
Under his guidance, the Spartans started numerous revolts on the Ionian coast. However, 
soon he fell out of favour with the Spartan king Agis II and defected once again. He 
received news of his planned assassination by the Spartans and fled to the Persian satrap 
Tissaphernes,  to whom he provided valuable advice regarding Persian intervention in the 
Peloponnesian War. He convinced the satrap to delay payments to Spartans in order to 
make sure that both sides (Athenians and Spartans) would be weakened in the aftermath of 
the war. Alcibiades actually wanted to use his Persian influence to restore his position in 
Athens and return to his homeland. Alcibiades used his influence in order to organise the 
revolts in Athens and Samos and the establishment of the ‘Oligarchy of the 400’ by 
promising the Athenians Persian aid. During his negotiations with the Athenians, he 
realised Tissaphernes would not support any side, and the negotiations with the Athenians 
for Persian aid were fruitless. However, the oligarchic coup was still a success in Athens 
but failed in Samos. Alcibiades was called to Samos, where he was put in charge of the 
Athenian fleet, which was rebelling against the oligarchs in Athens. Alcibiades led the 
Athenians to victory in the Battles of Abydos and Cyzicus, where the entire Spartan fleet 
was wrecked. Following his victories, he was restored to command as strategos by the re-
instituted democracy in Athens. 



Critias 
Critias was an Athenian statesman and 
politician, and a student of Socrates. As a 
person, he was known for being a skeptic 
philosopher and a poet alongside being an 
extremist oligarchian. Critias was in fact 
quite prominent as a supporter of the 
doctrine of oligarchy which he often 
followed dogmatically throughout the 
turbulence of the late 5th Century BCE. 
However much his influence was as a 
political virtuoso, when the statues of 
Hermes were mutilated before the Sicilian 
expedition, Critias was accused along with 
Alcibiades for blasphemy - the status quo 
forcing him to spend time in exile after 
such a vilifying scandal in 415BCE. 
However, this clandestine state of his 
allowed his persona to navigate through an 
extremely turbulent period for oligarchy in 
almost covert secrecy. A hand hidden from 
even the veil of darkness underneath which 
most horrendous schemes play, he was 
truly a shining knife hidden from the eyes 
of even the heavens. Amidst the oligarchic 
coup of the Four Hundred in 411BCE, his 
state, his political absentia allowed him to 
witness the grand theatre of so called 
‘democracy’ enacting besmirching deeds right before his eyes while he was the adder 
waiting for his chance. He hence returned quietly when Andocides testified in his favour. 
He was said to have been involved in the Oligarchic coup but whispers can only blow the 
winds of gossip while others build and collapse empires. He publicly aligned himself with 
the moderate Oligarchs and was indeed moderate in his acceptance of a wide range of 
dogmas. He was indeed a holistic thinker who embraced ideological maxims of even the 
Lacedaemonians in his political affairs, revelling in the sheer Oligarchian glory of the 
empirical schematics. He believed in benign disarmament…disarmament of the populace 
whom he wished to govern over while proposing an almost ‘brutish warrior-esque’ system 
of elite intelligentsia composed of the thousands of upper-classmen who would rule over the 
millions of the masses in Peloponnese. He was often at odds with his fellow moderate 
oligarchs like Theramenes who wished for a broader democratic base to oligarchy for some 
reason, despite moderating his oligarchic moderation to the best of his capacities in front of 
everyone else. His erudite nature showed through his convivial poems, boisterous elegiac 
narratives, and political treatises - clearly exhibiting his legal jurisprudence over literature. 
Slowly approaching the hearts of the masses, one must not simply forget his history of his 
exile - after all his practical self often proposed prosaic atheism…the very thought makes 
one shudder…  



King Archelaus I 

King Archelaus I began his reign as 
the King of Macedon from 413BCE. 
King Archelaus I adopted a pro-
A t h e n i a n p o l i c y a f t e r t h e 
L a c e d a e m o n i a n s b e t r a y e d 
Macedonia and King Perdiccas II  in 
the Battle of Lyncestis. He allied 
with the Athenians and provided 
them with resources. After the 
Athenian defeat at Syracuse, he 
provided them with timber and 
other resources generously in order 
to aid them and help them rebuild 
their ships; however, he was in a 
position to set the price. He and his 
children were honoured with 
Athenian titles and honorary 
citizenships. Archelaus I called on 
the Athenian general Theramenes 
to crush the revolt at Pydna. As such, the Macedonians and the Athenians were strong 
allies and often worked together to achieve common military goals. He was an innovative 
leader who initiated a sweeping tide of economic, political, infrastructural and military 
reforms through Macedon. Paving the way for cultural supremacy, he initiated the process 
of turning the Royal Court into a beacon of Peloponnese culture and heritage. His rise to 
power was riddled with controversies - an illegitimate child born of King Perdiccas II and a 
slave woman, he seized the throne in 413BCE, murdering other potential claimants - his 
uncle Alcetas II, his cousin Alexander and his seven year old half-brother. Despite this 
violent rise, he proved to be a capable, enlightened and efficient empirical agent. His 
efficiency showed in his recognition of the need to restructure the Macedonian transport 
and communication system for better mobilisation and fluidity of resources and troops. He 
was a diplomatic spearhead who forged robust trade relations with multiple foreign states. 
His provision of timber to Athens was largely responsible for the enhanced development of 
the Athenian naval forces in comparison to their Lacedaemonian rivals. He believed in the 
transformation of the public image of Macedon through establishment of cosmopolitan hubs 
to draw in attention and crowds from all across the Oikoumene to enrich their knowledge, 
culture and intelligence networks. He often engaged in cultural festivals across Macedon to 
appease the sentiments of the masses and draw their support.  



Cleophon 

Cleophon was an extremist democrat 
and a demagogue who championed an 
aggressive policy of Athenian 
conquest and domination. He refused 
to negotiate with the Lacedaemonians 
and considered winning the war to be 
his greatest priority. This vehement 
attitude of non-subservience led him 
to be a dogmatic who believed in 
justifying all means to secure 
A t h e n i a n h e g e m o n y i n t h e 
O i k o u m e n e . T h r o u g h o u t h i s 
dogmatism, he further believed in 
being a staunch opponent of oligarchy 
in the Peloponnese. Near the end of 
the battle of Cyzicus, Cleophon urged 
the Athenians to reject all peace offers 
from Sparta. He abhorred oligarchy 
and wanted to support a full-fledged 
democracy at all costs. However, his 
poor childhood and extreme ideologies 
often led to him not being taken 
seriously, and he was often mocked. 
However, like most Peloponnese 
leaders, he often translated his desire to revoke all mockery into obsession - an 
unwarranted one which led him into believing in supreme Athenian paramountcy 
throughout all Athenian endeavours; whereby he refused to reach truces with the 
Lacedaemonian solely because he believed that Athens would win in the Battle of Cyzicus - 
and so they did. However, his hardline democrat polity was susceptible to politicking blame 
games from the masses of the providently deprived people who would blame his idealistic 
optimism for Athenian failures during fiscal strains and siege of Athenian trade 
chokepoints by its opponents. Born to a Thracian mother and being a humble lyre-maker 
initially, he fought a personal battle of recognition where he wanted to earn a name in 
front of whom he called home - Athens itself. This struggle was often met with setbacks 
like movement of public opinion into ostracism against him. However, his atmosphere of 
determinism often finds a way in his motifs of being a ‘preventer of peace,’ whereby he 
shall go to any extent to secure Athenian victory over the Lacedaemonian opposition even 
if it’s at the cost of his people. 



Theramenes 

Theramenes was a well known 
Athenian general and statesman. 
He operated during the fifth 
century BCE when Athenian 
politics was highly unstable. He 
came from a politically influential 
background and his father, 
Hagnon played an important role 
in Athenian expansion and colony 
foundations. In 411 BCE, following 
the Sicilian expedition, Athens 
experienced an oligarchic coup 
which replaced its democratic ideals 
with the short-lived rule of the 
Four Hundred . Theramenes 
i n i t i a l l y t o o k p a r t i n i t s 
establishment and aligned with 
aristocratic leaders who thought 
that a more restricted political 
structure would help a state 
survive war. However, he soon 
became unhappy with the fact that 
a few radical oligarchs supported a 
smaller group of leaders and 
pursued discussions with Sparta 
which were considered dangerous 
or humi l ia t ing for Athens . 
Theramenes stayed away from such people and instead, advocated for a broader oligarchy 
which would limit democracy but still include more wealthy citizens. This led to the 
creation of the Five Thousand, a moderate regime which encompassed both oligarchic 
control as well as civil participation. This move earned him appreciation as well as criticism 
and showed his willingness to replace extreme political ideologies with practical views. 
Following these conflicts, he eventually aligned himself with democratic commanders from 
Samos and later worked with people like Thrasybulus and Thrasyllus to rebuild Athenian 
naval strength. He participated in several campaigns, such as campaigns in Euboea and 
helping Archelaus I at Pydna, although not always successfully. One of his greatest 
accomplishments was the Athenian victory at the Battle of Cyzicus (410 BCE), along with 
Alcibiades, allowing for the maintenance of control over crucial shipping lanes. He also 
assisted in the creation of a customs station at Chrysopolis. In the end, he also played a 
major role in the re-establishment of democracy in Athens. 



Callias III 

Callias III was one of the richest 
aristocrats in Athens. He was a 
descendant of Callias, a famous 
Athenian statesman and politician. 
He was also related to Pericles and 
Alcibiades, as he was related to 
the Alcmaeonid family. Being the 
heir to the massively wealthy 
Alcmaeonid family, Callias III was 
known for his avidly successful 
diplomatic missions, his military 
leadership in the Corinth and his 
squander ing o f wea l th on 
philosophers, flatterers and 
women. Born as the son of 
Hipponicus III, he derived the vast 
majority of his fortune from 
owning a myriad of slaves 
operating in the Laurion silver 
mines. Even before inheriting the 
estate of his family in 424BCE, he 
faced immense societal backlash 
due to his alleged profligacy which 
most people connoted as degeneracy. Despite his alleged degeneracy, Callias was responsible 
for forming an intellectual hub and intelligentsia network across the Athenian Empire. He 
was known for funding multiple sophists like Protagoras and Prodicus. He used his lavish 
estates to house poetic dialogue as a form of intellectual diaspora. His martial prowess was 
exhibited as a testament to his skills when he was given command of the Athenian hoplites 
and he aided Iphicrates in defeating a Spartan regiment. As per heredity, like his 
grandfather Callias II, he served as the Athenian Proxenus to the Lacedaemonians. Hence, 
aside from his fiscal authority, military capability and  intellectual enterprises, he showed 
his true worth also in diplomatic channels. His extensive wealth served as a political 
cushioning for him whereby he could draw in foreign trade and aid from Syracuse, Thrace, 
Bosphorus Kingdom, Macedonia. Hence, he had the capacity to transform the economic 
landscape of the Peloponnese. Throughout his diplomatic endeavours, he called for peace 
and stability in the Peloponnese through confidence building with the Lacedaemonians. 
Garnering his own circle of intellectual elites and the monied classes, he held a favourable 
view to maintaining his paramount status quo economically through the oligarchic 
doctrines and mobilisation of the masses to serve his purpose in labour. 



King Seuthes I 

King Seuthes I ruled over the Odrysian Empire in 
Thrace from 424BCE. He had acclimatized the 
empire to his empirical ambitions - inducing an era 
of economic surge and territorial expansions while 
bringing together the semi-autonomous Thracian 
tribes. His ascendancy was during a period of 
developing cracks of internal division, which he 
resolved through initiation of multiple confidence 
building measures within the Empire itself.  King 
Seuthes of the Odrysian Empire was an Athenian 
ally, but their relations were strained. The 
Athenians had failed to help the Odrysian Empire 
in their invasion of Macedonia, even after they 
promised to send their fleet. The war between the 
Odrysians and the Macedonians had finally ended 
because of a matrimonial alliance. He drew in his 
economic expansion through efficient extraction of 
wealth from the cities near the Aegean coast where 
he expanded his influence; amassing over 400 
talents of silver and gold annually from that 
region. King Seuthes had an alliance with the 
Macedonians and, as a result, in the early stages of 
the war (especially after the Athenians failed to 
help the Odrysians), he did not help the Athenians 
significantly. However, after King Archelaus I 
sided with the Athenians, he also started supporting the Athenians slightly and started 
leaning towards their alliance. The Odrysians also had connections with the Athenians 
through Nymphdorus of Abdera. His militaristic campaigns were characterised by the large 
armies of Getae mercenaries who operated under his purview. He led a campaign against 
the Athenian Empire in the Thracian Chersonese, conquering the city of Cardia in 411BCE. 
His centralized administration was extremely effective in his control over taxation, revenue 
collection, tribute extraction and militaristic campaigns where he displayed his military 
genius by mobilising not just his own personal forces but ‘mercenaries.’ His empire also 
exhibit controversial relations with the Athenian Empire due to skirmishes over regional 
hegemony.



King Satyrus I 

Satyrus I was among the 
most expansive kings of the 
B o s p o r a n K i n g d o m , 
particularly towards the 
l a t t e r p a r t o f t h e 
Peloponnesian War. He 
expanded the kingdom using 
conquest and diplomacy 
tactics. As such, he increased 
h i s p o w e r o v e r t h e 
indigenous tribes and city-
s tates of Greek origin 
surrounding the Cimmerian 
Bosporus and created a 
regional power dominating 
the area north of the Black 
Sea. This expansion brought 
benefits to Satyrus in terms 
of the access he gained over 
the rich farmland regions 
that could feed Greece and 
its allied states. Satyrus was 
aware that there was a need 
for grain imports by Athens 
because as a leader in matters relating to naval power and trade, it had many funds and 
even more people living within the urban centers who needed grain supplies. After the 
creation of a Spartan outpost in Decelea in 413 BC, it became increasingly hard for the 
Athenians to cultivate their land and produce their food. Because of this, the people of 
Athens could only rely on their food supplies shipped from foreign countries through ships. 
Knowing this weakness of Athens, Satyrus reached a profitable deal with Athens. The 
grain from the Bosporan Kingdom kept being sent to Athens all the time, but in return, 
Athens helped the Bosporans in establishing their connections in foreign trade, their 
reputation, and access to international trade. When in 410 BC, after the oligarchy led by 
Four Hundred was replaced in Athens with a democracy, Satyrus reached a deal with 
Athens again and provided additional rights for his ships sailing near the ports of the 
Bosporan Kingdom. These included tax exemption, good harbouring and security of 
merchants coming from Athens, and other things to develop positive business connections 
between the two cities. But this cooperation gave Satyrus significant bargaining power 
against Athens, since Athens depended on importing grains from the Black Sea to feed its 
citizens and soldiers. Thus, Satyrus I made sure that his kingdom did not remain just an 
outlying borderland state for Athens, but became a strong economic ally. 



Thrasybulus  

Thrasybulus was an Athenian strategos and a 
pro-democratic leader. After the oligarchic 
coup in Athens in 411 BCE, the sailors of 
Samos, who refused to accept the oligarchy, 
elected him as a general to liberate Athens 
from the oligarchy. He was a supporter of 
Periclean policies and advocated for Athenian 
imperialism and expansion. He was an adept 
military strategist who employed guerilla 
tactics to ensure covert success of clandestine 
operations involving even large numbers of 
allied forces. Thrasybulus also recalled 
Alcibiades to Athens and worked closely with 
him. As a general, he won several key battles 
such as the Battle of Cynossema (411 BCE), 
the Battle of Abydos (411 BCE) and the Battle 
of Cyzicus (410 BCE).  His tactics, in 
cooperation with Alcibiades, led to the 
destruction of the Lacedaemonian fleet in 
Cyzicus. He was a very prominent and 
popular orator who had great influence in the 
Athenian Agora, particularly after the 
restoration of democracy. He exhibited moderately delectable amounts of nationalism - one 
which often alarmed the agathokakological vigilance of foreign powers. Jargon aside, he 
was an utmost loyalist to what he felt as the true Athenian cause - the cause of not solely 
imperialistic endeavours but a humane approach to the common masses of the empire as 
seen in his liberative escapades at Samos. He was a trusted strategos of the empire, often 
entrusted with cardinally important missions, such as leading combative regiments, 
securing foreign levy and collecting tributes. He gained rapport with the masses as he 
established a foothold in the new ‘democratic’ regime of Athens after his endeavours in 
diminishing the opulent tyranny of the oligarchic archonship system. He was perennially 
vigilant of Bosporan trade and figments of democratic ardour in Byzantium along with his 
diplomatic strategies involving the Theban/Boeotian League.  



Pericles the Younger 

Pericles the Young was the illegitimate son 
of the great Athenian strategos and war 
leader, Pericles and his concubine Aspasia. 
His existence itself was contested in 
controversy considering his full admission 
to citizenship despite his own father’s strict 
legal jurisprudence over citizenship laws. 
With his mother being from Miletus, he 
was supposed to be considered a foreigner 
according to the legal postulates propagated 
by his father in 451BCE. His existential 
riddle was untangled with the bereavement 
of his legitimate brothers Paralus and 
Xanthippus in the perilous epidemic of 
429BCE whereby he was granted the benefit 
of an amendment to Athenian legalities in 
order to carry on his family name. While 
his brothers were plagued with diseases, he 
was plagued with social stigma due to his 
birth and lineage. Hence, ruling over the 
phratry registers, he was soon to rule over 
the hearts of the intelligentsia. Pericles the 
Younger was serving as a Hellenotamias 
(treasurer) during the timeframe of the 
committee. His competence and ardour 
enabled him to gain the favour of the 
Athenian nobility through sheer will, 
determination and commitment. He was 
rapidly gaining popularity and power, particularly because of his noble descent through his 
labour in managing the tributes from Athenian allied powers in the ‘Delian League.’ His 
prowess was seen in his fiscal enterprises often involved in coordinating militaristic 
campaigns in a strategically balanced calculation. He was notably involved in ameliorating 
the fiscal strain of the empire during a time of precarious peril following Athenian defeats 
like the Sicilian expedition. His determined militaristic financial policies often involved 
special views to arranging naval supremacy through calculated investments into 
opportunities and procurement of extensive naval benefits through the usage of the 
treasury. He was also involved in stabilising the flow of trade within the empire like in his 
struggles against the Lacedaemonian incursions in Deceleae in 413BCE which had blocked 
flow of grains from the region of the Black Sea.



Conon  

Conon, a highly capable Athenian 
Strategos whose military brilliance 
and political resilience became 
crucial to the city-state's survival 
before the 410 BCE freeze date, 
represents the more steadfast, 
defensively minded leadership of 
the late Peloponnesian War. Born 
into an affluent Athenian family 
of ancient eupatrid lineage, his 
early life is largely undocumented, 
marked conventionally by an elite 
education in rhetoric, philosophy, 
and traditional warfare that 
prepared him for high-ranking 
civic service. Conon successfully 
navigated the intense factional 
friction between radical democrats 
and oligarchic conspirators by 
maintaining a reputation focused 
strictly on naval competence and 
unwaver ing l oya l ty t o the 
Athenian state, rather than to a 
single political club. This calculated neutrality allowed him to survive the political purges of 
the era, and his eloquent, measured speeches in the Ecclesia consistently reassured a 
paranoid populace, ultimately securing his election to the board of generals during a period 
of acute leadership crises. At the core of Conon’s policy framework is the absolute 
preservation of Athenian maritime defense, specifically focusing on the systematic 
fortification of key naval bases and the meticulous maintenance of the trireme fleets. He 
fiercely prioritizes the protection of the vital grain shipping routes from the Hellespont and 
advocates for highly disciplined, strategic containment of Spartan naval expansion over 
reckless, high-risk offensive expeditions. This defensive pragmatism earned him immense 
credit for his logistical mastery, exceptional ship discipline, and his unique ability to 
preserve Athenian naval infrastructure even under severe financial constraints. However, 
his career is not without controversy; critics often attack his cautious, deliberative strategy 
as a sign of passivity or indecisiveness, arguing that his reluctance to engage in aggressive 
fleet actions occasionally forfeited tactical advantages to Sparta. Furthermore, murmurs 
regarding his close diplomatic ties with Persian satraps and regional dynasts have fueled 
suspicion among hardline democrats, who fear his external networks could eventually 
compromise Athenian autonomy. Currently holding the active rank of Strategos, Conon 
remains a vital, stabilizing anchor for Athens, embodying the disciplined military 
professionalism and cautious defensive strategy necessary to keep a besieged empire from 
total collapse.



Evagoras I of Salamis 

Evagoras I was one of the well known 
leaders who supported Athens in the 
eastern Mediterranean at the end of the 
Classical period. Evagoras belonged to 
the Teucrid dynasty of Salamis, which 
gained control by overthrowing the 
ruler supported by Phoenicians in 
Salamis while he ruled Salamis under 
the hegemony of the Achaemenid 
Empire. Thus, the coup by Evagoras 
symbolized not only the return of a 
dynasty in power but also a new era in 
the politics of Salamis with bias towards 
the Greek world, especially Athens. 
Upon ascending the throne, Evagoras 
soon turned the city-state of Salamis 
into a centre for Greek supporters. As a 
result of his encouragement, Greek 
culture dominated the city of Salamis to 
such an extent that it started to regard 
itself as a part of Hellenic culture and not a supporter of the Phoenician/Persian hegemonic 
policy. Salamis also started to gain strategic importance in the eastern Mediterranean region 
due to its location and navy. He realized the dangers involved when there were Persians 
living in Cyprus who were trying to make themselves an ally with the polis of Athens 
whose policies prevented any Persian attempts to rule over the territory. The time when 
Athens experienced stormy days was during the Peloponnesian War. There were several 
occurrences of oligarchies taking over and the return of democracy. During all those 
turbulent times, Evagoras came to the rescue of the Athenian people who were either in 
danger or had to go into exile. Salamis proved to be the place for the philosophers and 
Athenian democrats, who kept alive all the traditions and ideas of the polis of Greece. 
These philosophers and democrats included the renowned Athenian rhetorician and 
politician Andocides, who sought protection in Salamis. Nevertheless, there were also more 
realistic motives that made Evagoras help Athens. He clearly saw how the strong naval fleet 
of Athens could prove to be a significant factor in preventing the Persians from ruling the 
land. With smart diplomatic maneuvering and military tactics, Evagoras made Salamis one 
of the most powerful cities in Cyprus, demonstrating that strategic alliances and smart 
actions can help achieve both sovereignty and success.



Andocides 

Andocides, a prominent and highly 
controversial Athenian orator and 
political figure maneuvering through 
the treacherous factions prior to the 410 
BCE freeze date, represents the fragile 
position of the traditional aristocracy 
under the radical democracy. Born into 
the ancient, illustrious Eupatrid family 
of the Kerykes, his early life is broadly 
defined by an elite upbringing rooted 
in immense wealth, exclusive social 
circles, and a comprehensive education 
in rhetoric and civic duty intended to 
prepare him for oligarchic networking. 
Following his deeply compromising 
involvement in the scandalous 
mutilation of the Hermae and the 
profanation of the Eleusinian Mysteries 
on the eve of the Sicilian Expedition, 
Andocides avoided execution by 
turning informant against his own 
aristocratic peers. This desperate act of survival completely fractured his standing, forcing 
him into a series of strategic maneuvers to rebuild his influence through external trade and 
diplomatic backchannels, gradually leveraging his familial connections to regain a foothold 
in Athenian civic discourse during subsequent leadership vacuums. At the core of 
Andocides’ policy framework is the pragmatic restoration of oligarchic-leaning aristocratic 
influence balanced with a vocal advocacy for civic amnesty and domestic stability. He 
strongly prioritizes the pacification of internal factional strife and the securement of 
foreign trade relations—specifically timber and grain supplies to ensure the material survival 
of Athens, while subtly pushing for policies that protect elite properties from democratic 
confiscation. This pragmatic focus on resource acquisition has earned him credit for 
diplomatic resourcefulness and a keen ability to navigate international trade to Athens' 
benefit during severe wartime shortages. However, his career is permanently cloaked in 
immense controversy; critics and citizens alike fiercely denounce him as a treacherous 
turncoat whose past impiety and willingness to betray his closest associates prove he 
possesses no true loyalty to either the democracy or his own class. Currently holding an 
influential but highly precarious status as a wealthy elite fighting for formal political 
rehabilitation, Andocides remains a volatile, deeply untrusted figure in Athens, embodying 
the moral compromises and survival instincts of an aristocrat caught in a fractured empire.



Thrasyllus 

Thrasyllus was a prominent general 
and a pro-democratic leader. In the 
light of the oligarchic revolt and 
i n d u c e d u n r e s t d u e t o t h e 
contemporary political turbulence, the 
Samian democrats had elected him as a 
general tantamount to their version of 
a strategos because they trusted him to 
subdue the oligarchy and restore 
democracy. He played an integral role 
in o rgan i s ing the democra t i c 
resistance within the Athenian fleet at 
S amos . Th r a sy l l u s p l ay ed an 
instrumental role in the Athenian 
attempts at crushing the revolts in 
Ionia (part icular ly in Lesbos ) . 
T h r o u g h o u t h i s m i l i t a r i s t i c 
enterprises, Thrasyllus led a fleet 
a l ong s i d e t h e end e avou r s o f 
Thrasybulus, acting as a constant 
confidant and aide to such conquests. 
Such support and confidence showed in due light throughout his Hellespont campaigns, 
where he played a strategic role in the naval theatre by commanding the left wing forces in 
battles with such expertise that it culminated in the compound fracture of common efforts 
into restoration of Athenian dominance over the Aegean. Thrasyllus was a staunch 
democrat and played a very significant role in the Athenian victories at the  Battles of 
Cynossema and Abydos, where he commanded a wing of ships. His military prowess often 
showed in his capacity as a prolific sailor provident in victories over both navigation and 
opposing fleets. Hence, he treads a policy of democratic mobilisation of the people’s 
opinions to traverse through the political landscape of the Peloponnese - supporting the 
cause of Athenian hegemony not solely in an expansionist view but with a view to 
Athenian supremacy in the hearts of the people it governs over. Thus, during the coup of 
the 400, he staunchly acclimatised his policy to assisting Thrasybulus in the restoration of 
democracy against tyranny. Thrasyllus thus, was also responsible for organising public 
opinion throughout the Athenian empire against the Lacedaemonian oligarchs who were 
inherently against his very dogmatic existence aside from being stifling obstacles in the 
path of Athenian hegemony. 



Aristogenes 

Aristogenes was a rising Athenian general 
(strategos) who was steadily gaining power. His 
rising power and influence led to him being 
considered for future expeditions in Ionia. 
Aristogenes, an influential Athenian Strategos 
operating within the high-stakes political 
landscape preceding the pivotal 410 BCE freeze 
date, stands as a quintessential example of the 
pragmatic leadership that defined the later years 
of the Peloponnesian War. Born into a wealthy, 
well-connected Athenian family, his early life 
remains mostly obscured by history, noted 
broadly by a traditional aristocratic upbringing 
centered on rhetoric, philosophy, and martial 
training that primed him for civic prominence. 
Rather than falling victim to the factional 
purges of the era, Aristogenes cleverly leveraged 
his oratorical prowess in Ecclesia and secured 
crucial tribal alliances, gradually filling the 
leadership vacuums lef t by d isgraced 
commanders. His transition from an ambitious 
elite to a democratically elected general was 
cemented by a series of localized military 
successes that proved his competence to a wary populace. At the core of his policy 
framework lies an uncompromising commitment to Athenian naval hegemony and the 
aggressive stabilization of imperial revenues. Aristogenes champions the strict collection of 
tributes from the Delian League and prioritizes the security of vital maritime trade routes - 
particularly the grain pipelines running through the Hellespont - while simultaneously 
maintaining a loyal domestic power base by advocating for the economic rights of the 
thetes who man the navy. This dual focus has earned him considerable credit for logistical 
efficiency and an uncanny ability to rally public morale during severe wartime strains. 
However, his legacy is deeply entangled in controversy; critics frequently lambast him as 
an unprincipled ideologue whose shifting allegiances suggest personal ambition outweighs 
true democratic loyalty, while his ruthless, heavy-handed treatment of recalcitrant subject 
states sparks intense fear of widespread regional rebellion. Aristogenes remains a 
polarizing, vital anchor for Athens, embodying both the sharp strategic resilience and the 
morally ambiguous opportunism required to navigate a collapsing empire on the brink of a 
new decade. 



Aristocrates 

Aristocrates was an Athenian 
politician who was related to the 
moderate oligarchic faction during 
t h e l a t e r y e a r s o f t h e 
Peloponnesian War. Aristocrates 
and the moderates attempted to 
stabilizevolution of 411 BCE after 
the elected government was 
replaced by the regime of the Four 
Hundred. Although he initially 
supported the establishment of the 
oligarchy but soon became closely 
aligned with Theramenes and his 
moderate faction. The government 
of Four Hundred soon broke into a 
moderate and extremist faction. 
The extremist faction wanted the 
concentration of political power in 
the hand of a small class of elites 
and was suspected of favouring 
accommodation with Sparta. 
A r i s t o c r a t e s a l o n g w i t h 
Theramenes opposed these extreme 
p o l i c i e s a n d b e c a me v e r y 
dissatisfied with the regime. 
Aristocrates increasingly alarmed 
by the accusations that some 
leaders of the Four Hundred were 
willing to weaken Athens in order 
to secure Spartan support. Aristocrates supported many efforts that wanted the broadening 
of political participation among wealthier citizens rather than restricting authority to a 
narrow oligarchic group. He helped Theramenes and other moderates replace the Four 
Hundred Regime with the broader government of the Five Thousand. Under this new 
system a more balanced constitution which combined oligarchic leadership with greater 
inclusion of citizens who could serve in the military and contribute to the state. The 
government of the Five thousand gained support because many Athenians were exhausted 
by the political instability and military setbacks. Aristocrates and the moderates attempted 
to stabilize Athens while continuing its fight against Sparta.  



Niceratus  

Niceratus was an immensely wealthy 
Athenian aristocrat operating within the high-
stakes political landscape prior to 410 BCE, 
representing the quiet, deep-seated oligarchic 
alignment of Athens' traditional elite. 
Currently holding a highly influential status 
as a premier elite voice, Niceratus remains a 
polarizingin the Sicilian Expedition - his early 
life was defined by an opulent, conservative 
upbringing. He received an elite education 
focused on traditional values, religious piety, 
and the management of vast family estates, 
particularly the lucrative silver mines of 
Laurium, which primed him for high-society 
civic influence. His subsequent rise to power 
was achieved not through aggressive 
demagoguery or battlefield commands, but 
through the immense political legacy and 
financial capital inherited from his father. 
Niceratus systematical ly accumulated 
significant informal authority by stepping into 
leadership vacuums as a premier financial 
benefactor of the state, using his staggering 
fortune to fund public works and naval 
liturgies, which earned him a respectable, 
moderate facade among the general populace. 
At the core of Niceratus' policy framework is 
a quiet but firm support for oligarchic 
governance, deeply influenced by his father's 
political legacy. He strongly prioritizes the 
restriction of the radical democracy, 
advocating for a transition of state power into 
the hands of the wealthy, propertied class who he believes possess the necessary stability to 
govern responsibly. His policies focus on protecting elite wealth from democratic 
confiscation, establishing a fiscally conservative government, and seeking a stable, 
negotiated peace with Sparta to preserve what remains of the Athenian empire. This focus 
on aristocratic stability has earned him considerable credit among his upper-class peers as a 
reliable, traditionalist anchor during times of severe wartime strain. However, his career is 
deeply mired in brewing controversy. Radical democratic hardliners look upon him with 
intense suspicion, viewing his immense wealth and quiet, subterranean ties to oligarchic 
clubs as a direct threat to popular sovereignty. Furthermore, critics frequently whisper that 
his passive, anti-war inclinations border on defeatism, fearing his ultimate loyalties lie with 
preserving his family’s fortune rather than the democracy. Currently holding a highly 
influential status as a premier elite voice, Niceratus remains a polarizing force in Athens. 



Protomachus 

Protomachus was a steadfast and 
highly capable Athenian military 
figure operating within the tense 
theater of war prior to 410 BCE, 
representing the dependable, rising 
professional leadership within the 
board of Strategoi. Born into a 
respectable Athenian family of 
comfortable means, his early life 
remains largely unchronicled, defined 
broadly by a standard civic and martial 
upbringing that emphasized heavy 
infantry tactics, navigation, and state 
service to prepare him for democratic 
command. His subsequent rise to 
power was a steady, merit-based climb 
through the ranks of the Athenian 
military apparatus during the chaotic 
later stages of the Peloponnesian War. 
Rather than building a reputation 
through divisive political rhetoric or 
high-profile demagoguery in the 
Ecclesia, Protomachus systematically 
accumulated influence through his 
qu ie t opera t iona l competence, 
battlefield reliability, and unwavering 
adherence to the democratic constitution. This reputation for steady, unpretentious loyalty 
allowed him to navigate the severe factional purges and oligarchic conspiracies plaguing the 
city, ultimately positioning him to fill critical leadership vacuums as a trusted commander 
chosen by the popular assembly. At the core of Protomachus’ policy framework is the strict 
defense of Athenian maritime territories and the methodical, disciplined execution of naval 
campaigns. He strongly prioritized fleet cohesion, rigorous training for the rowers, and the 
stabilization of crucial Aegean strongholds, advocating for calculated tactical engagements 
rather than high-risk, impulsive gambles that could compromise Athens' remaining naval 
assets. This focus on discipline and strategic reliability has earned him considerable credit 
among democratic loyalists as a professional soldier who puts the safety of the state and his 
men above personal glory. However, his career is not entirely free from brewing 
controversy; critics from more aggressive factions occasionally lambast his cautious, 
methodical approach as lacking the bold, decisive energy required to break the Spartan war 
machine. Furthermore, his strict adherence to traditional military hierarchy draws quiet 
frustration from some radical elements who view his professional detachment with mild 
suspicion. Currently holding his active position as an influential commander, Protomachus 
remains a vital, stabilizing asset for the democracy, embodying the disciplined military 
professionalism and steadfast loyalty required to preserve a besieged empire. 



Archinus 

Archinus was an exceptionally 
shrewd and po l i t i ca l ly ag i le 
Athenian statesman operating 
within the high-stakes climate prior 
to 410 BCE, representing the nascent 
rise of the constitutional centrists. 
Born into an elite and affluent 
family from the deme of Argyle, his 
early l ife was defined by a 
traditional aristocratic upbringing 
complete with advanced training in 
l a w , r h e t o r i c , a n d c i v i c 
administration meant to prepare him 
for high-ranking leadership. His 
subsequent rise to power was a 
masterclass in calculated moderation. 
Rather than aligning himself with 
the reckless populism of the radical 
demagogues or embedding himself 
fu l ly wi th in the t r ea sonous 
o l i g a r c h i c c l u b s , A r c h i n u s 
systematically built his influence as 
a l e v e l - h e a d e d , p r a g m a t i c 
constitutionalist. By navigating the 
shifting political tides with extreme 
caution, he stepped into leadership 
vacuums as a trusted mediator, 
earning a unique reputation for 
prioritizing the rule of law over raw factional dominance. At the core of Archinus' policy 
framework is the strict preservation of a balanced democracy anchored by a rigorous 
adherence to established constitutional procedures. He strongly prioritizes the stability of 
the state's legal framework, advocating for a system where the laws, rather than the 
impulsive whims of the Assembly or the self-serving decrees of an elite junta, hold ultimate 
authority. His early political maneuvers focus heavily on building institutional resilience, 
safeguarding traditional legal checks against subversion, and quietly championing moderate 
democratic reforms that keep the state functional during immense wartime strain. This 
focus on institutional stability has earned him considerable credit among moderate citizens 
as a rare, stabilizing voice of reason in an era of growing political extremism. However, his 
career is not entirely free from brewing controversy. Hardline radical democrats look upon 
his measured, cautious approach with lingering suspicion, frequently whispering that his 
deep respect for traditional elite governance masks hidden oligarchic sympathies. 
Conversely, extreme oligarchs view his steadfast defense of democratic legalism as a barrier 
to their ambitions. Currently holding a highly respected and influential status within civic 
circles, Archinus remains a vital, stabilizing force for Athens. 



Callixenus 

Callixenus was a radical Athenian demagogue 
and politician who was capable of swaying 
public opinion easily. He had wide acclaim 
and managed to turn people against certain 
individuals. Callixenus, an intense and highly 
polarizing Athenian politician maneuvering 
through the volatile civic arenas leading up to 
the 410 BCE freeze date, represents the fierce, 
unyielding spirit of the radical democracy in 
times of existential warfare. Born into a 
wealthy and prominent Athenian family, his 
early life is broadly defined by a traditional 
aristocratic upbringing centered on advanced 
rhetoric, legal training, and political 
networking, which provided him with the 
necessary tools to command the attention of 
the sovereign Assembly. His subsequent rise 
to power was fueled by his ability to capture 
and amplify the raw, populist passions of the 
Athenian underclasses during periods of 
intense military anxiety. Rather than building 
his reputation on the battlefield as a general, 
Callixenus systematically accumulated 
immense influence as a powerful rhetor 
(orator) in Ecclesia, stepping aggressively into 
leadership vacuums by delivering fiery, 
persuasive speeches that demanded absolute 
accountability from the state's military elite. 
At the core of Callixenus’ policy framework was the radical preservation of popular 
sovereignty and the ruthless enforcement of democratic justice against perceived failures or 
treachery by the ruling class. He strongly prioritizes the absolute authority of the Assembly 
over traditional judicial checks, advocating for aggressive state measures to protect the 
rights and morale of the thetes, while pushing for a hardline, uncompromising prosecution 
of the war against Sparta. This fiercely populist focus had earned him considerable credit 
among democratic loyalists for his unwavering civic patriotism, his ability to mobilize 
public opinion during severe crises, and his role as a fierce watchdog against aristocratic 
corruption. However, his career is deeply mired in immense controversy; critics and 
moderate factions fiercely denounce him as a dangerous, fanatical demagogue who 
routinely exploits the fears of a paranoid populace to subvert established legal procedures 
and constitutional protections. Furthermore, his rivals look upon his aggressive, vindictive 
style of politics with profound dread, whispering that his willingness to bypass the rule of 
law to secure popular victories risks driving Athens into chaotic mob rule. Currently 
holding a highly influential position as a leading democratic orator, Callixenus remains a 
potent and volatile force in Athenian politics, embodying both the fierce democratic 
vigilance and the perilous, destabilizing populism of a besieged empire. 



Lysias 

Lysias was a brilliant and highly resilient 
resident alien (metic) and speechwriter 
maneuvering through the high-stakes 
political landscape prior to 410 BCE, 
representing the precarious yet vital role of 
wealthy foreign intellectuals in Athens. Born 
into an immensely wealthy Syracusan family 
that migrated to Athens at the invitation of 
Pericles, his early life was defined by an 
opulent, highly educated upbringing. He 
received a premier education in rhetoric and 
philosophy while living in the progressive 
colony of Thurii, which primed him for 
exceptional literary and civic influence upon 
his return to Athens. His subsequent rise to 
power was entirely unconventional; barred 
from holding public office or speaking in the 
Assembly due to his non-citizen status, 
Lysias systematically built immense informal 
authority through his sharp legal mind and 
his family’s massive industrial fortune. By 
operating one of the largest shield-
manufacturing factories in the state and 
embedding himself deeply within elite 
democratic intellectual circles, he stepped 
into leadership vacuums as a primary 
financial benefactor and a sought-after legal advisor during times of intense public anxiety. 
At the core of Lysias’ policy framework is a fierce, unwavering commitment to the radical 
democracy and the total protection of metic economic rights. He strongly prioritizes the 
stability of Athenian legal institutions and advocates for the aggressive mobilization of 
state resources to fight Spartan expansion, using his wealth to supply shields and fund 
democratic naval efforts. This practical, democratic focus has earned him considerable 
credit among the populace for his outstanding civic generosity, his fierce patriotism, and 
his unmatched ability to craft persuasive legal arguments for others. However, his career is 
deeply mired in brewing controversy. Conservative old-money aristocrats look upon him 
with intense suspicion, viewing his massive wealth and immense behind-the-scenes legal 
influence as a dangerous distortion of traditional citizen rule. Furthermore, critics 
frequently whisper that his passionate democratic alignment is a calculated survival 
strategy designed to shield his vulnerable foreign fortune from state confiscation. Holding a 
highly prestigious status as a premier wealthy intellectual and democratic ally, Lysias 
remained a vital force in Athens. 



Eryximachus 

Eryximachus was a highly sophisticated 
and politically connected Athenian 
physician, representing the complex 
intersection of the scientific elite and 
upper-class political networks operating 
prior to 410 BCE. Born into a prestigious 
medical dynasty as the son of the 
renowned physician Acumenus, his 
early life was defined by an affluent, 
deeply intellectual upbringing. He 
received an elite education steeped in 
the traditional Asclepiad medical arts, 
natural philosophy, and advanced 
rhetoric, which effectively primed him 
for high-society civic influence. His 
subsequent rise to power was entirely 
u n c o n v e n t i o n a l ; r a t h e r t h a n 
commanding armies as a general or 
chasing populist cheers as a demagogue 
in the Assembly, Eryx imachus 
systematically built immense informal 
authority through his professional 
p r e s t i g e and c a l cu l a t e d s o c i a l 
networking. By treating prominent 
statesmen and embedding himself 
deeply within Athens' most exclusive philosophical and political symposia, he stepped into 
leadership vacuums as an influential civic advisor and a leading voice for the intellectual 
aristocracy during times of intense public anxiety. At the core of Eryximachus’ policy 
framework was the pragmatic application of medical and natural philosophy to statecraft, 
emphasizing societal balance, harmony, and the strict preservation of civic order through 
rational moderation. He strongly prioritized the stabilization of internal Athenian 
governance by weeding out political extremes, while subtly supporting measures that 
protect the property and influence of the educated elite from the unpredictable passions of 
the radical populace. This structured, intellectual focus has earned him considerable credit 
among his peers for his medical brilliance, his articulate defense of the natural order, and 
his unique ability to offer calm, rational guidance during severe wartime stresses. 
However, his career was deeply mired in brewing controversy. Critics and democratic 
hardliners look upon him with intense suspicion, viewing his rigid, elitist theories on 
societal harmony as a deceptive intellectual justification for oligarchic rule. Furthermore, 
his close personal associations with controversial figures like Alcibiades and persistent 
whispers of his peripheral involvement in elite clubs suspected of subversion have fueled 
widespread public distrust. Holding a highly prestigious status as a premier physician and 
an influential elite voice, Eryximachus remained a formidable and polarizing force in 
Athens. 



Proxenus of Rhegium 

Rhegium was Athens’ lifeline in the West 
during the Peloponnesian War. It was 
positioned at the tip of southern Italy 
overlooking the Strait of Messina and served 
as a naval and logistical base for Athenian 
operations in Magna Graecia and Sicily. 
During the First Sicilian Expedition, 
Rhegium acted as the primary headquarters 
for the Athenian generals Laches and 
‘Charoeades’, allowing Athens to maintain 
supply lines, repair fleets, and coordinate 
diplomatic relations with allied Ionian cities. 
Its geographical location enabled the 
Athenians to project power into Sicily while 
also monitoring the movements of 
Syracusan and Peloponnesian forces. 
Although Rhegium was cautious about direct 
military involvement after the Congress at 
Gela, the city remained ideologically aligned 
with Athens. As an Ionian polis, Rhegium shared strong cultural, political, and economic 
ties with the Athenians and viewed the growing dominance of Syracuse with deep 
suspicion. The rise of Syracusan influence threatened the independence of smaller Greek 
cities in the region, many of which feared eventual control under a powerful Sicilian 
hegemon. Consequently, even after the disastrous failure of the Second Sicilian Expedition 
in 413 BCE, Rhegium continued to resist Syracusan pressure and maintained its pro-
Athenian orientation.The city’s restraint should not be mistaken for weakness or disloyalty. 
Rhegium understood the devastating consequences of open warfare and sought to balance 
survival with principle. By avoiding reckless military commitments while still supporting 
Athenian strategic interests, Rhegium demonstrated political maturity and diplomatic 
foresight. Its ports, trade networks, and naval facilities continued to provide Athens with 
influence in the western Mediterranean even during periods of severe Athenian 
decline.Thus, Rhegium’s greatest feat was its ability to preserve both its autonomy and its 
Ionian identity in the face of overwhelming regional pressures. Through careful diplomacy, 
strategic cooperation, and steadfast resistance to Syracusan domination, Rhegium cemented 
its reputation as one of Athens’ most reliable and enduring allies in the West. 



Proxenus of Naupactus 

Besides being a representation of 
Naupactus, the proxenus was 
also a spokesman for the Helot 
and Messenian communities that 
had taken refuge in Naupactus 
under Athenian protection. 
Naupactus was one of the most 
important strategic locations in 
western Greece during the time 
of the Peloponnesian War. As a 
port town on the northern side 
of the Gulf of Corinth, it acted 
as a key naval bottleneck 
through which Athens could 
exercise control over western 
Greek sea routes. With access to 
this sole port, Athens was in a 
position to greatly limit the 
maneuverability of Corinthian 
and Megaran forces within the 
gulf for the first few years of 
the war. This placed the 
P e l o p o n n e s i a n s a t a 
disadvantage in their coordination with each other in the west while giving Athens a 
greater opportunity to exert power throughout Greece. Helots and Messenians from 
Naupactus comprised some of the most fervent allies of the Athenians. These communities 
had been enslaved to the Lacedaemonians after the Spartans had conquered Messenia. 
Having either escaped or been resettled by the Athenians during earlier periods of strife, 
they looked up to Athens as an ally and liberator. This anti-Spartan sentiment influenced 
Athenian military strategy on several occasions. The Messenians of Naupactus, familiar 
with the terrain and politics of western Greece, often advised Athenian commanders during 
regional operations. Most notably, they persuaded the general Demosthenes to launch an 
expedition into Aetolia, believing local support and rapid victories were achievable. 
However, the campaign ultimately ended in failure due to difficult terrain, poor 
preparation, and fierce resistance from the Aetolian tribes. Despite this setback, the 
involvement of the Messenians demonstrated their eagerness to actively participate in the 
struggle against Sparta rather than remain passive refugees under Athenian protection. 
Thus, Naupactus became far more than a naval base. It stood as both a strategic fortress of 
Athenian power and a symbol of resistance against Spartan domination. Through their 
loyalty, military contributions, and determination to liberate their fellow Messenians, the 
Helots of Naupactus transformed the city into one of Athens’ most committed western 
strongholds. 



Chief Strategos of Stratos 

Strategos was the leading commander 
of the Acarnanians, who were 
considered the most loyal and reliable 
friends of the Athenians during the 
time of the Peloponnesian war in 
we s t e r n G r e e c e . L o ok i ng a t 
g e og r aphy , t h e Aca rnan i an s 
inhabited the western mainland of 
Greece, next to the Ionian Sea. The 
place was important in the sense that 
it made it possible for Athens to 
control the movement in western 
Greece . From Acarnania, the 
Athenians could wage wars against 
the Peloponnese, central Greece, and 
e v en B o e o t i a . Add i t i o n a l l y , 
Acarnania made it possible for the 
Athenians to organize and collect 
provisions from the mainland of 
Greece into Athens. As a result of 
po l i t i ca l reasons and mutua l 
experiences on the battlefield, 
Acarnanians remained loyal and 
suppor t ive o f the Athen ians 
throughout most of the war period. 
The Acarnanians had several rivals in 
t h e ne i ghbo r ing r eg i on s who 
endangered their existence. Besides, Acarnanians had Athens as its protector against the 
plans of Sparta and its allies like Corinth among others. Moreover, the achievements of the 
Athenian Admiral called Phormio in the Corinthian gulf were a factor behind this 
issue.After Phormio, however, it was actually his son, Asopius who carried out the fight 
for Athens in Western Greece against any opposition from their allies there. Although not 
all of his decisions were correct, through his campaign, the Acarnanians were reassured 
that Athens had not abandoned them and was still fighting for them. In exchange for this 
support, the Acarnanians gave Athens what it needed for its war effort. In addition to this, 
the fact that Acarnanians supported Athens proved very beneficial for Athens elsewhere, 
too. Specifically, the Acarnanians guaranteed the security of key Athenian naval stations in 
the Ionian sea like those in Zacynthus and Cephallenia from attacks that could be carried 
out by Sparta and Corinth. Thus ensuring that the west remained a part of Athens' ally 
system. Thus, the contribution of the Acarnanians proved much greater than just that of 
ordinary allies – they were the very base of Athens' strength in Western Greece. Having 
received protection and assistance from the likes of Phormio and Asopius, the Acarnanians 
became one of the most reliable allies of Athens beyond the Aegean world. 



Asopius 

Asopius was the son of the prominent Athenian strategos, 
Phormio, who played a pivotal role in the Battles at Rhium 
and Naupactus. Asopius carried out several campaigns, 
particularly in Laconia and Acarnania. He had a great 
rapport with Acarnania and Stratos because of his father’s 
military campaigns, which had saved them in the early 
phases of the war. Asopius was also in charge of the 
expedition that made Oenidae submit to the Athenians. 
Asopius, a capable and determined Athenian naval 
commander operating within the high-stakes military theater 
prior to the 410 BCE freeze date, represents the heavy burden 
of hereditary excellence during the Peloponnesian War. Born 
into a distinguished military family as the son of Phormio 
Athens' most celebrated early naval strategist, his early life 
is broadly defined by an elite, martial upbringing steeped in 
practical seamanship, advanced tactics, and a legacy of 
absolute dedication to the empire. His subsequent rise to 
power was accelerated by this formidable pedigree, as the 
Athenian populace, desperate for competent leadership 
during ongoing regional conflicts, actively sought out the 
lineage of their greatest commanders. Leveraging his father's 
unmatched reputation, Asopius stepped into leadership 
vacuums and secured a vital command position within the 
Athenian fleet, successfully petitioning the Assembly to 
grant him a dedicated expeditionary force to campaign in the 
strategic western waters of Greece. At the core of Asopius’ 
policy framework is the aggressive maintenance of Athenian 
naval supremacy and the systematic subjugation of rebellious 
Peloponnesian allies. He strongly prioritizes the fortification 
of critical maritime choke points, particularly around 
Acarnania and Leucas, while pushing for decisive, high-
stakes naval engagements to paralyze Spartan naval expansion and secure total dominance 
over western trade routes. This bold operational focus has earned him considerable credit 
among democratic loyalists for his personal bravery, his logistical competence, and his 
admirable attempt to replicate his father's brilliant tactical maneuvering on the open sea. 
However, his career is deeply entangled in brewing controversy; critics and rival officers 
frequently lambast him as a commander riding on the coattails of his father's ghost, 
arguing that his aggressive strategic ambitions often border on reckless impatience. 
Furthermore, his heavy-handed, uncompromising demands on local allies have sparked 
intense friction, leading some to whisper that his stubborn adherence to a rigid military 
legacy risks alienating the very regional forces Athens relies upon. Currently holding his 
active command as a naval general, Asopius remains a polarizing and vital force, 
embodying the immense expectations and lethal risks of Athens' military elite. 



Axiochus 

Axiochus was an Athenian politician 
and orator of the Alcmaeonid family. 
He was Alcibiades’s uncle and served as 
his cohort. He remained very loyal to 
Alcibiades. He had been indicted along 
with Alcibiades in the Hermes scandal 
and was forced to flee. He returned to 
Athens before the Oligarchy of the 400 
and served as Alcibiades’s major ally 
and supporter. Axiochus, a wealthy and 
highly influential Athenian aristocrat 
and political figure maneuvering 
through the volatile social landscapes 
prior to the 410 BCE freeze date, 
represents the deeply entrenched power 
of elite family networks under the 
radical democracy. Born into the 
illustrious and ancient Alcmaeonid line 
making him a close relative of the 
infamous Alcibiades his early life was 
defined by an opulent, high-society 
upbringing rooted in vast inherited wealth, philosophical education, and exclusive 
aristocratic circles designed to cultivate influence. His subsequent rise to power was 
achieved not through distinguished military commands on the battlefield, but through his 
immense familial capital, shrewd courtroom networking, and active participation in the 
civic assemblies. Axiochus systematically accumulated influence by aligning himself with 
powerful democratic leaders while maintaining deep, subterranean ties to the city’s elite 
clubs, allowing him to step into leadership vacuums as a trusted mediator during times of 
intense factional strife. At the core of Axiochus’ policy framework is the pragmatic defense 
of aristocratic property rights balanced with the stabilization of Athens' imperial finances. 
He strongly prioritizes the protection of elite wealth from excessive state confiscation, 
while simultaneously supporting the maintenance of the naval empire to ensure the 
continuous flow of trade and grain supplies that feed the domestic populace. This dual 
focus has earned him credit for diplomatic tact, generous financial contributions to the 
state, and a sophisticated ability to bridge the gap between hostile political factions during 
severe wartime crises. However, his career is deeply mired in immense controversy; critics 
and democratic hardliners frequently denounce him as an unprincipled opportunist whose 
primary loyalty lies with his family’s ambitions rather than the state. Furthermore, his close 
association with the scandalous escapades of Alcibiades and whispers of his involvement in 
private impieties have fueled intense public suspicion, causing rivals to view his moderate 
political stance as a deceptive front for oligarchic sympathies. Currently holding a highly 
influential status as a prominent statesman and wealthy elite, Axiochus remains a 
formidable and polarizing force, embodying the complex survival strategies of the Athenian 
aristocracy. 



Aristophon of Azenia 

Aristophon of Azenia was a pro-
oligarch extremist who had been sent 
by the Oligarchy of the 400 to 
negotiate a peace deal with the 
Lacedaemonians. He was one of the 
sole remnants of the extremist 
oligarch faction, since most of his 
allies had fled or had been killed. He 
survived upon his return to Athens 
because he was not directly involved 
in the oligarchy. Aristophon of 
Azenia, a remarkably resilient and 
f i e r c e ly a r t i cu l a t e A then i an 
politician maneuvering through the 
highly volatile civic landscape prior 
to the 410 BCE freeze date, 
represents the foundational rise of a 
master orator who would become one 
of the longest-serving power brokers 
in democratic history. Born into a 
wealthy and respectable family of 
the Azenia deme, his early life is broadly defined by a traditional aristocratic upbringing 
centered on rigorous legal training, statecraft, and advanced rhetoric designed to prepare 
him for high-stakes public litigation. His subsequent rise to power was achieved not 
through military command as a general, but through absolute mastery of the Athenian 
judicial and legislative systems. Aristophon systematically accumulated immense influence 
by stepping into leadership vacuums during the Peloponnesian War’s frequent political 
upheavals, utilizing his sharp legal mind to aggressively prosecute political rivals through 
the graphe paranomon (suit against unconstitutional proposals), which quickly established 
him as a feared and indispensable watchdog of the sovereign Assembly. At the core of 
Aristophon's policy framework is the unyielding preservation of the radical democracy, 
coupled with a highly defensive and fiscally cautious foreign policy. He strongly prioritizes 
the protection of Athens' domestic institutions against oligarchic subversion, while 
advocating for the stabilization of internal state revenues and the meticulous enforcement 
of civic laws to ensure the lower-class citizens retain their political dominance. This intense 
focus on constitutional vigilance has earned him considerable credit among democratic 
loyalists for his unmatched courtroom brilliance, his financial integrity, and his 
unwavering dedication to the rule of law during times of immense systemic stress. 
However, his career is deeply mired in brewing controversy; critics and moderate factions 
fiercely denounce him as a litigious, hyper-aggressive prosecutor who weaponizes the legal 
system for personal and political vengeance, routinely stifling necessary policy reforms 
through intimidation. Furthermore, his rivals look upon his growing influence with 
profound anxiety, whispering that his rigid, uncompromising traditionalism and 
willingness to indict any dissenting voice risk paralyzing Athenian diplomacy when 
flexibility is needed most. Currently holding a highly influential status as a premier 
democratic rhetor, Aristophon remains a formidable and deeply polarizing anchor for 
Athens, embodying the fierce constitutional pride and the cutthroat legalism of a besieged 
democracy.



Andron 

Andron was a moderate oligarch, along with 
Theramenes and Aristocrates, who supported 
the moderate rule of the 5000. Andron, a 
sharp and highly calculated Athenian 
politician and member of the elite class 
maneuvering through the volatile climate 
prior to the 410 BCE freeze date, epitomizes 
the ideologically fluid oligarchic conspirator 
of the late Peloponnesian War. Born into an 
affluent, well-connected Athenian family of 
high social standing, his early life is broadly 
defined by a traditional aristocratic 
upbringing centered on advanced rhetoric, 
political philosophy, and elite networking 
designed to groom him for oligarchic clubs 
(heta ire ia i ) . His r i se to power was 
characterized by quiet, subterranean 
networking and a masterful command of 
legislative mechanics rather than boisterous 
public demagoguery. Rather than seeking 
overt military command, Andron built his 
immense influence by embedding himself 
deeply within the administrative and judicial structures of the democracy, waiting for the 
perfect moment of systemic vulnerability to strike. His true ascent culminated during the 
profound political instability of the era, where he smoothly transitioned from a quiet critic 
of the radical democracy into a key intellectual and organizational architect behind the 
brewing oligarchic movement, utilizing his sharp legal mind to draft restrictive decrees that 
gradually eroded popular governance. At the core of Andron's policy framework is the 
radical consolidation of state power into the hands of a selective, wealthy elite and the 
systematic dismantling of democratic pay for public offices. He strongly prioritizes the 
restriction of the franchise to citizens capable of serving as heavy infantry at their own 
expense, arguing that Athens' survival depends on a disciplined, fiscally conservative 
oligarchy capable of securing an honorable peace or alliance with Persia. This structural 
focus has earned him considerable credit among his peers for his legal expertise, 
constitutional engineering, and his precise, calculated ability to reform complex state 
institutions during times of existential crisis. However, his career is deeply mired in 
immense controversy; democratic loyalists fiercely denounce him as a treacherous subverted 
elitist who is actively plotting to enslave the sovereign populace and betray the legacy of 
the city. Furthermore, critics accuse him of utilizing intimidation, political assassinations 
behind the scenes, and judicial manipulation to silence democratic resistance. Currently 
holding a powerful and highly dangerous position as a leading oligarchic operative on the 
verge of reshaping the constitution, Andron remains a deeply feared and polarizing figure, 
embodying the cold, anti-democratic backlash of an elite class desperate to reclaim absolute 
authority.



Heracleides of Clazomenae 

Heracleides of Clazomenae was an 
Athenian diplomat who managed to 
work out a position of power in 
King Darius II’s court. He was a 
s t a u n c h d e m o c r a t a n d l e d 
negotiations with Persia. Although 
a foreigner, he had settled in 
Athens and had gained acclaim and 
r e v e r e n c e . H e r a c l e i d e s o f 
Clazomenae, a remarkably unique 
and highly influential foreign 
political figure operating within the 
Athenian democracy prior to the 
410 BCE freeze date, represents the 
rare and powerful phenomenon of 
a non-Athenian rising to the 
pinnacle of civic influence. Born 
into an affluent and prominent 
family in the Ionian city-state of Clazomenae, his early life is broadly characterized by a 
wealthy upbringing embedded in the vibrant, cosmopolitan trade networks of the eastern 
Aegean, which granted him an elite education in diplomacy and international commerce. 
His spectacular rise to power was entirely unconventional, as he was not a native citizen 
but a resident foreigner who earned the deep gratitude of the Athenian people through his 
unwavering support during their darkest military and economic crises. By leveraging his 
extensive wealth and foreign connections to aid the state, and by aligning himself 
flawlessly with the radical democratic faction, Heracleides accomplished the extraordinary 
feat of being granted full Athenian citizenship by a decree of the Assembly. His sharp 
intellect and persuasive speaking style quickly allowed him to fill leadership vacuues, 
breaking traditional barriers to secure high-ranking civic and military responsibilities 
normally reserved for native-born elites. At the core of Heracleides' policy framework is the 
aggressive integration of Eastern Aegean allies and the systematic optimization of imperial 
revenues to fund the democracy. He fiercely champions the expansion of citizen rights for 
loyal foreign contributors and prioritizes the strict, efficient collection of tributes from the 
Delian League to ensure the continuous payment of public and naval wages to the Athenian 
thetes. This dedicated focus has earned him immense credit for his diplomatic genius, his 
ability to secure vital foreign alliances, and his deep financial generosity toward the 
democratic state. However, his rapid ascension is a lightning rod for intense controversy; 
conservative factions and old-money aristocrats fiercely lambast him as a foreign interloper 
and an untrustworthy outsider, whispering that his ultimate loyalties remain with his 
Ionian birthplace rather than Athens. Furthermore, critics frequently accuse him of 
practicing a demagogic brand of politics, using his wealth to court the favors of the lower 
classes while stoking xenophobic anxieties among his political rivals. Currently holding a 
highly influential status as a newly minted citizen-leader, Heracleides remains a fascinating 
and polarizing force in Athens, embodying the fluid, meritocratic potential and the deep-
seated structural contradictions of a desperate empire. 



Charmides 

Charmides is an influential Athenian aristocrat 
and pro oligarchic political figure who was 
prior to the freeze date of 410 BCE . He 
represented the growing frustration among the 
Athenian conservative elite with the recent 
instability and radicalism of Athenian 
democracy during the Peloponnesian war. He 
was born in a wealthy and powerful family 
closely connected with some of the most 
prominent oligarchic thinkers and politicians of 
Athens. He was raised under the influence of 
his relative Critias, a prominent and ardent 
advocate of oligarchic governance. This 
upbringing helped Charmides develop deep 
admiration for an aristocratic, disciplined social 
order. His rise to power was achieved through 
this formidable network of family ties and elite 
political clubs (hetaireiai), allowing him to 
systematically build influence as a quiet but 
determined operative within the anti-
democratic underground. Rather than seeking 
public favor through the open rhetoric of the 
Assembly, Charmides positioned himself as a 
trusted strategist among the conservative 
factions, ready to exploit the city's mounting 
military crises to subvert popular rule. At the 
core of Charmides' policy framework is the 
absolute dismantling of the radical democracy 
in favor of a highly restrictive, elite-led 
government. He strongly prioritizes the 
restriction of the civic franchise to the 
propertied class and advocates for an immediate, honorable peace with Sparta to preserve 
Athens' ancestral wealth. This focus on oligarchic stability has earned him considerable 
credit among his upper-class peers as a committed traditionalist. However, his career is 
deeply mired in controversy; democratic loyalists look upon him with intense suspicion, 
viewing his subterranean plotting and alignment with radical oligarchs like Critias as a 
treasonous threat to the state. Currently, Charmides remains a potent, destabilizing force, 
quietly waiting to steer Athens away from democratic governance.



Anytus 

Anytus was a pragmatic and influential 
Athenian political and military figure emerging 
into prominence before the 410 BCE freeze date, 
representing the rising power of the commercial 
class within the radical democracy. Born into a 
wealthy family of the nouveaux riches, his early 
life lacks the traditional landed aristocratic 
pedigree of his contemporaries, defined instead 
by a practical upbringing centered on his 
family’s highly lucrative tannery and 
shoemaking businesses. His rise to power was a 
testament to his industrious background and 
acute civic navigation during an era of extreme 
institutional instability. Rather than relying on 
t r a d i t i ona l e l i t i s t n e two rk s , Any tu s 
systematically accumulated influence through 
the commercial sectors of the Piraeus and the 
demes, earning the trust of the democratic 
populace as a level-headed, industrious 
organizer. His ascent to prominence was further 
accelerated by his ability to maintain a 
reputation for democratic loyalty while avoiding 
the immediate fallout of the constant factional 
purges, a steady maneuvering that eventually 
positioned him to enter the upper echelons of 
Athenian military leadership as a Strategos. At 
the core of Anytus’ policy framework is the 
maintenance of internal democratic stability and 
the fierce defense of domestic Athenian industry against foreign and oligarchic disruption. 
He prioritizes the preservation of constitutional democracy and strongly advocates for strict 
state control over essential resources, while supporting the economic welfare of the middle 
and lower-class citizens who power both the military and the local economy. This focus on 
practical resilience has earned him considerable credit for his organizational capabilities, his 
financial contributions to the state, and his level-headed, moderate approach to crisis 
management. Critics and rivals frequently discuss about his transactional approach to 
politics, with rumors already circulating regarding his willingness to use his immense 
personal wealth to improperly influence judicial and civic outcomes when facing political 
pressure. Furthermore, his growing, passionate hostility toward intellectual subversives and 
sophists drew sharp criticism from the city's philosophical circles, who viewed his rigid 
traditionalism as a threat to intellectual freedom. Holding a position of significant political 
influence and slated for high military command, Anytus stood as a formidable anchor for 
the democratic faction, embodying the practical tenacity and the fiercely protective 
instincts of Athens' new political elite.



Antiochus 

An t i o c hu s wa s a d a r i n g and 
controversial Athenian helmsman and 
Strategos operating within the critical 
pre-410 BCE timeframe, personifies the 
high-risk, high-reward military 
opportunism of the late Peloponnesian 
War. Born into a modest, non-
aristocratic family, his upbringing 
completely lacks the traditional elite 
hallmarks of his peers, recorded 
broad ly as a gr i t ty, mar i t ime 
upbringing centered on practical 
seamanship, navigation, and the 
rough-and-tumble life of the Piraeus 
docks. Instead, Antiochus leveraged his 
exceptional raw talents as a pilot 
(kybernetes) and caught the attention 
o f A l c i b i a d e s , s e c u r i n g h i s 
advancement through absolute personal 
loyalty and shared audacity rather than 
civic consensus. This tight association 
with Athens' most polarizing figure 
allowed him to leapfrog over senior 
officers, eventually translating his 
bravado and naval competence into a 
formal command position within the 
Aegean fleet. At the core of Antiochus’ policy framework is an uncompromising 
commitment to aggressive, fast-striking naval supremacy and the immediate disruption of 
Peloponnesian operations. He strongly advocates for offensive vigilance, prioritizing high-
stakes naval ambushes and the relentless harassment of Spartan-aligned coastal cities to 
force decisive engagements, while domestically championing the political visibility of the 
lower-class rowers who form the backbone of his crews. This bold tactical approach has 
brought him considerable credit for inspiring fierce loyalty among his sailors and executing 
rapid, unpredictable naval maneuvers that catch enemy fleets off guard. However, his 
career is deeply mired in controversy; critics frequently denounce him as a reckless, 
underqualified amateur whose elevation owes more to cronyism than merit, arguing that 
his hotheaded impulsive nature constantly risks the safety of the entire Athenian fleet. 
Furthermore, conservative factions looked upon his lack of traditional discipline and his 
propensity to engage the enemy against explicit orders with profound anxiety, fearing his 
bravado would invite a catastrophic military disaster. Holding his command, Antiochus 
remained a volatile, high-stakes gamble for Athens, embodying the aggressive desperation 
and meritocratic shifts of a democracy pushing its naval limits.



Strombichides 

Strombichides was one of the famous 
Athenian admirals of the time who 
commanded the navy on behalf of the 
democratic party during the final 
phases of the Peloponnesian War. In 
general, Strombichides was involved in 
military activities against rebellious 
allies of Athens in the eastern Aegean 
and the Hellespont, the regions in 
which Athens failed to exercise 
effective control over the rebellions. 
For example, early in his career, 
Strombichides was sent to put down 
the rebellion of the Ionian city of Teos. 
Unfortunately, he failed to accomplish 
the task as he could neither defeat the 
revolt nor stabilize the region again. 
Thus, his first experience proved that 
it was rather difficult for Athens to 
sustain loyalty of the subject allies, 
especially in remote areas where 
A t h e n s d i d n o t e n j o y n a v a l 
superiority. However, despite this 
negative outcome, Strombichides did 
not retire but participated in other 
operations as well. In particular, 
Strombichides' next military activities 
were focused on the rebellion of Chios. 
Indeed, it is worth noting that Chios 
was one of the strongest supporters of 
the empire and possessed considerable naval power, sufficient to rebel effectively against 
Athens.Through various strategies employed by him, he undermined Chian resistance, 
making it impossible for them to organize themselves and participate in any other 
opposition against the Athens. Although he did not completely suppress this rebellion, he 
managed to contain the situation and prevent full-scale undermining of the rule of Athens. 
During the year 411 BC, during an internal crisis in Athens, many Greek cities in 
Hellespont such as Abydos and Lampsacus revolted against Athens. The significance of 
these two cities lay in the fact that they had the grain route from the Black Sea which was 
crucial for Athens’ survival. The mission of regaining control over those cities fell upon 
Strombichides who managed to reclaim Lampsacus but not Abydos where his army was 
repelled.



Diomedon 

D i omedon wa s A t h en i an p r o 
democratic general during the later 
years of the Peloponnesian War. He 
played a prominent role during the 
oligarchic revolt of 411 BCE when the 
government of the Four Hundred 
seized power in Athens. In response to 
this Athenian fleet stationed at Samos 
rejected the oligarchic regime and 
declared themselves the defenders of 
democracy. Diomedon was one of the 
generals elected by the sailors of the 
fleet during this crisis. Diomedon 
became closely associated with the 
democratic faction within the navy. 
The Athenian Navy depended solely 
on working class rowers, these rowers 
were supporters of democracy as it 
gave them some political influence . 
Diomedon was very respected by these 
sailors and came to represent their 
opinions and interests. He  worked in 
tandem with other pro democratic 
leaders such as Thrasybulus and 
Thrasyllus in resisting oligarchic 
control and continuing the war 
against Sparta. He was a Strategos 
heavily responsible for securing the 
appeal to the poverty stricken masses 
who looked up to generals like him for the purpose of democracy. He believed in the spirit 
of liberative reformation while standing alongside men of common thoughts like Thrasyllus 
and Thrasybulus. Throughout his militaristic escapades he held the utmost advantage of 
being a chosen representative of the voice of the people - consequentially leading to being 
favoured by the naval fleets and the poor rowers. He often mobilised such support by 
translating them into motivation driven victories on the field as a Strategos alongside 
Thrasybulus. However, his view of so-called democracy often dilutes its meaning in the 
modern times due to his questionable views against women and the ones who did not 
possess land of their own. Hence, one might in the modern sense of the term label him as a 
gerontocratic leader leaning towards a selectively permeable democratic regime whereby he 
would enjoy the benefit of the love of the people while siphoning it himself. 
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