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Around the middle of May 411 BCE, a small number of Athenian oligarchs overthrew
the Athenian democracy and established the regime of the Four Hundred. Their harsh rule did
not last long, however: they fell only three months later in a domestic rebdfarthe next ten
months thereafter, a moderately oligarchic regime called the Five Thousand governed Athens.
But then, perhaps in June of 410 Bt certainly under unknown circumstancele demos
regained control of the polis and reinstalledd#shokratia

The earliest known piece of legislation promulgated by the newly reinstated democratic
regime is the decree of Demophantos. There are two basic parts to that decree. The first part
contains what might be called the "rule proper.” Theremstated that anyone who overthrows
the democracy at Athens or holds any office whikedemocracy is overthrown shiaé
consideredo bean enemy of the Athenians and thus may be killed with impunity. It further
states that the assassinated persoa[septy is to be confiscated and that only the assassin,
but also anyone who might assist in the assassination shall be deemed pure and freeldfeguilt
second part of the decree tans the text of an oath that all Atheniavesre requiredo sweartby
tribe andoy demebefore the upcoming Dionysia. Here is the text and an English translation of
that oath.

AKTEVD <Ko AOY® Ko Epym Kot YNdw Kow> Th ELOUTOL X ELpt,

v duvatog @, o¢ &V KATAALoT TNV dnpokpatiow tny’ ABM-

UNoL, KO EGV TLg &pEN TV ApX NV KATAAELVUEYNC TNG

dnpokpatiog To AoV, Ko EQV TLE TUPAVVELY EOLVOCTN

1 Tov TOPAVVOY CUYKATACTNOT. KOl EAV TLG AAAOG ATOK-

telvn, 610V ALTOV VOUL® E1Vol Ko TTPog BV Ko
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N &V 10 otpatonédw ) &AA0BL oL EvavTtiol T@ SN TA
ABnvaiwy, A0w ko AdinuL.e

Al shall kil 1, by word and deed, by vote a
anyone who overthrows the democracy at Athens, and anyone who, when
the democracy has been overthrown, holds any office thereafter, and
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anyone who sets himself up to be tyrant or helps to set up the tyrant. And
if anyone else kills him, | shall consider that man to be pure in the sight

of both gods and spirits, bacse he has killed an enemy of the Athenians,
and | will sell all the property of the dead man and give half to the killer

and not keep any back. And if anyone dies while killing or attempting to

kill any such man, | shall care both for himself aadHis children, just as

for Harmodios and Aristogeiton and their descendants. And all oaths that
have been sworn against the people of Athens, at Athens or on campaigns
or anywhere el se, | declare null and void.

Two features of théoath of Denophantos” are particularly important for the arguments
presented in this papeihefirst featureis simply the fact that "all Athenians" werequiredto
swearthe oath It is well knowvn, of course, that the Athenmrelied quite heavily on oaths for
the performance of both their public, political a@g. serving as archoahdtheir private,
interpersonal actions (e.gontracts). Andokide@yst 9) even went so far as to assert tihat
was the oath that "alone holds the city together." Howdlverpnly known possible precedent
for "all Athenians" swearing the same otibk placenearly two centuries earlierhen
according tdHerodotug1.29) "the Athenians" swore to follow Solon's laws for ten years. Itis
very important to note, howevehat the institutional organization of "the Athenians" was
radically different inthe time of Solon§94BCE) than it was in 410. Thus the decree of
Demophantosnandatedinessentially unprecedented act: thelt Athenian$ - organized
according to the Keisthenic (and thus democratic) systef tribes and demeswearthevery
same oath

Theemphatic references to tyranny and tyrant killing constitutselsend feature of the
oaththat is important for the arguments presented in this papersereferences, first of all, are
redundant The oath taker has already sworn to kill anyone who "overthrows the democracy" or
anyone who, "when the democracy has been overthrown, holds any office thereafter." Clearly,
anyone who "sets himself up to be tyranhelps to set up the tyrant" is already guilty of
overthrowing the democracyAnd, asMartin Ostwaldsuggeststhe verb "to help set up"
(cvykabictnu) implies "holding officé under the tyrannySecond, the references to tyranny
and tyrant killingarewildly anachronistic.Not only did the last Athenian tyrant fall in 510, but,
in 410- the year that all Athenians swore the oath of Demophantdigarchs, not autocrats
threatened the Athenian democracy. And it certainly follows that one doesatbtyrant killers
if there are no tyrantq.To appreciate the emphasizing effect of suchmddacy and
anachronism, consider the emphasis on wooly mammoths on a jpekidjeall mammals and to
kill all wooly mammoths In the oath of Demophantayranny and tyrant killingresimilarly
emphasized

It is clear that alAtheniansswore the oath of Demophantoan oath to kill tyrants and
reward tyrant killers in order to protect thenecently reestablishaedtemocracy Up to this
point, howeverscholars have leftvo important questionsnanswered First,how, exactly,
would the fact that all Athenians swore the oatibemophantofelp protect théthenian
democracy? Secondid the fact that all Athenians swore the oatfbemophantoactudly help
protect theAtheniandemocracy?The primary objective of thisapers to answer both of those
guestions



This paper defendéitee interrelated theses pertainingite oath of Demophantos aitsl
contribution tothe survival of the Athenian democrachefirst thesis(defended in sectiob) is
as follows:The demosnandatedhat all Athenians swear the oath acérBophantosn order to
facilitate future efforts to mobilizein response torganized attempts to oitbrow the Athenian
democracy. Thas the primary thesis of this papemnost of the paper is devoted ts defense
and thearguments in support of the second and tthie$e depend on its validityThis paper's
secondhesis(defended in sectioh) is as follows Theviolent overthrow of thenligarchic
regime known as th€hirty (403BCE) may be attributed, inonsiderablgart, to the fact that all
Athenians swore the oath of Demophantdbe secondhesisthusessentiallydemonstrates that
the odh of Demophanto$worked.” Thethird thesis(defended in sectiohl) is as follavs: The
stability of the Athenian democracy during the first three quarters of the fourth century may be
attributed, in partto the fact that the Atheniatemocrats demornstted their ability to mobilize
against coup attemp#sd thus ultimately- to the fact that alAthenians swore the oat
DemophantosThe finalthesis thus explains the long term significance of the fact that the oath
of Demophantosworked."

|
First Thesis

Thecomments presented in the followisgction(l) defendthis thesis:The demos
mandatedhat all Athenians swear the oath aéfdophantos order to facilitatduture efforts to
mobilizein response torganized attempts to overthrale Athenian democracyin order to
defend that thesis, three stiteses will be validatedThe first subthesis(defended in sub
sectioni) is as follows: A the time that the decree of Demophantos was promulgatieenian
democratsonduded that an& of tyrant killingmade possible the successful mobilization
against the regime of the Four Hundrdthe £condsubthesis(defended in sulsectionii) is as
follows: At the time that the decree of Demophantos was promulgated, Athenian democrats
soughtamears to facilitatetheir efforts to mobilizan response téuturecoup attempts. fie
third subthesis(defended in suisectioniii) is as follows: A a result of the fact that all
Athenians swore the oath of Demophantasd oath, again to kill tyras and reward tyrant
killers -, Athenian democrats would have been better able to moiliesponse to futureoup
attempts. If dlthree suktheses are validheprimarythesis should be considered adequately
defended.

(i)
First SubThesis

The commentpresentedhn thissubsection(i) defendthe following sukthesis: A the
time that the decree of Demophantos wamnulgated, Athenian democratsnduded that an
act of tyrant killingmade possible the successful mobilization against theneegf the Four
Hundred Thatis a complex subbhesis its defense requiring far amount of logical
maneuvering For the sake of both convenience and clarity, then, the presentation of the
argumenin its defensavill be divided into three discrete sems, each of which substantiates a
single point. The point substantiated in the argument's first s€a}ieas follows: the
Athenians who were both in Athens and supported democratic rule were unable to respond to the
coup of the Four Hundraditially because they had a "revolutionary coordination problem."



The point substantiated in the second sedtf the argument is as followse conspicuous
assassination of Phrynichos worked to "solve" the democrats' aforementioned revolutionary
coordiration problem and thereby made possible the successful mobilization against the regime
of the Four HundredAnd the point substantiated in the third and final section of the argument
(c) is as follovs: Athenian democrataterpreted the conspicuous asgaason of Phrynichos to

be an atof tyrant killing. If all three points anealid, the first sukthesis should be considered
adequately defended.

(@)

The movement that eventually overthrew the Athenian democracy originated (late fall
412 BCE) amagstinfluential Atheniars stationed with the Athenian fleet on the island of
Samos. Thucydides,primary sourcdor the coupand its accompanying intriguerrote that
thoseinfluential men received a message frédeibi adesthe infamousmegalomaniacal
Athenian tlenin exileand likelyresiding with Tissapherndthe Persian satrap of Sardisle
desired to return to Athens, bBpparentlytold them, but only if that citywere governed by an
oligarchy and not the "base democratiyat had exiled hinthreeyears earlier He also hinted at
the possibility ofsecuringfor Athensthe friendship and thus financial supporof
TissaphernesThe aforementioneelite Athenians at Samos, who watesadyseton
overthrowing the Athenian democradliensecrety traveledto meet with Alcibiadesn person
In that meetingAlcibiadesapparentlypromised to secure Persigven the Kingsassistance
for the Athenian'swar againsthe Spartas, but againonly if Athens washo longer governed
democratically The men no doulb delighted with the newshen returnedminus Alcibiadesjo
Samos and formed a conspirdoyoverthrow theéAthenian democracy

The members of the newly formed conspiracy, after successfully manipulating the
Atheniannaval rank and filstationedat Samos, sent Peisandéong with some other men to

Athensto work concretelyfor therecall of Alcibiades and th@verthrow of the demdgt tov

dMuov kotaAOoLg: 8.49 After he arrivedn the city, Peisandexddressethe Athenian
assemly, presenting a logicaljet ultimatelydisingenuousrgument. According to Thucydides,
he assertedi) the waragainst the Spartans threatéims very existence of thithenian state; (ii)
the Atheniangurrently do not have enough resources to defleeahselves; (iii) the Persian king
will provide suchresourcesbut only if the Athenians have a "different type of democraun !

Tov atbTov TpdIov dnuokpatovpévolg). The logical consequence of the argument, of
course, is that the Athenians shoutase not tgovern themselves democraticaliiye survival
of thepolis beingprior to the form of itgoliteia. There were vocal skeptics, but Peisander
managed to persuade the assembly as a wihablleastd the extent that the demos decided to
sendhim and ten other men to meet with Alcibia@esl Tissaphernas order to learn the
details(8.54.2)

Beforehe leftAthens to meet with Alcibiades, Peisandeganizedtheroligarchic
sympathizersesiding in Athengnto an underground network aimatloverthrowing the
democracy Specifically(andthis will be important fosubsequent argumgnThucydides wrote
(8.54.4)thathe"visitedall of thexynomosiawhich chanced previously to exist in the city for
the control of courts and officials andnexted them to unite, and by taking common counsel to
overthrow the democracy Before Peisander's initiativéhe xynomosiaweresecret club
whose members swote work togethewithin the democratic system orderto accomplish
various legal and pdical objectives The members ainexynomosiapparently did not work
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in concertwith the members of anothgynomosia After Peisanderiitiative, howeverthe
members of Athensynomosiaidid work in concert and with the goal of overthrowing the
democraticsystem.

While Peisander was in Asia Min@ikely Magnesiameeting with Alcibiades, the
members of the newly coordinated and revoluzedxynomosiaimade importantpreliminary
moves of the coup d'état. As described by Thucyditlegjmplementeda two prongegblan
The first prang - carried ouin secret wasto intimidate thgopulation. Most notably, hey
killed Androcles,'theforemostieader of the dembgtov dMUoL LAALCTA TPOECTOTA). He
was a man that rank and file demosnabuld have look to for guidance in such uncertain times.
But he was not the conspirators' only victim: Thucydides wrote that they killed adgemed
to be"inconvenierit (&vemitndeiovg). The secod prongwasto spreagolitical propaginda
Part oftheir propagandaof course, was that, if some sort of oligacalegime governed Athens,
the Athenians would receiy@ return,Pasianfinancial support But theyalsoopenlyfloated
perhaps in assembly speecleespecific proposalonly those servig in the war should be paid
by the stateand no more than 5000 methosewho can serve as hoplitaadbr financial
backers should have control of treffairs ofstate

According to Thucydides, the Athenians who &#ren in Athens and supported the
democracywere unabléo counter the intimidation and propaganda campaign carried out by the
conspirators.His descriptiorof, and explanatioffor their inability is very important for the
present argument. Thus it will be quoted in {8166).

AVTELEYE T 0DOELC ETL TV AAAWY, dEAWCE KO OPDOV TOAL

10 Evveotnkéde €1 ¢ Tig ko Avteimol, eLBVg Ek TPOTOL

TLVOG EMLTNOELOL ETEBVTKEL, KL TV dpacdvtwy obte {Htnoig
obt €1 bromtetolvto dikalwolg Eylyveto, &AX nouyiov
ELYEV O OMNUOE KOl KATATANELY Tola TNy ddote KEPAOG O

un maoywv Tt Blotov, €1 Kot orydn, EVOULLEY. KAl TO
fuveotnkog MOAL TAEOV TYOOUEVOL Elva 1) ETOYYoveY

bV NCoWVTO TAlg YYWUALG, Kol EEEVPELY abTd, AdbYaTOL

brteg dlal o HEYEDOG TN TOLEWS KA TNV AAAHAWY dyvwoiov,
obk €lyov. kata, de TabTo TOVTO Kol TPOCSOAOPHPAGOal TLvt
AYOVOKTACAVTA, MoTE AOVacon EmBovietoavta, AdOVOTOV
v  yap dyvoto v nbpev @ EPEL 1) YVOPLUOY &TLSTOV.

And no one of the others any longer spoke against them, through fear and
because it was seen that the conspiracy was widespread; and if any one
did oppose, at once in some convenieny Wwawas a dead man. And no
search was made for those who did the deed, nor if they were suspected
was any legal prosecution held; on the contrary, the populace kept quiet
and were in such consternation that he who did not suffer any violence,
even tlough he never said a word, counted that a gaagining the
conspiracy to be much more widespread than it actually was, they were
cowed in mind, and owing to the size of the city and their lack of knowledge
of one another they were unable to find the facts. For the same reason
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it was also impossible for any man that was offended to pour out his grievances
to another and thus plot to avenge himself, for he would discover any person

to whom he might speak to be either a stranger or, if an atgned faithless
(Trans Smith).

Thucydides describethe"official” overthrow of the Atheniademocracy immediately
after thepassaggust quoted There were two important, contributing events. fits¢ such
event occurred during a meeting of the assembalid, strangely, not in the Pnyx, but a few
kilometers away inthedeme of Kolonos wherein the demos ratified this motion, made by
Peisanderthere argo be all new magistrates wisball work withow pay; four hundred men
shall be chosen to rule asthsee fit; the Four Hundresthould convene the Five Thousand when
it seems advisable. Thucydides, echoing the dynamic desaniBegb, wrote that these
measures weradopted "with no one objectihgovdevog dvtetnévtoc). Thesecond
importanteventoccurred inmediately after the meeting abknas when the newly appointed
FourHundred accompanied by 120 youthmpke into the Buleerion and ordered tHsouleutai
to leave their post. Thucydidesw clearly stressing the leitmotf his narrativewrote that the
boule"quietly withdrew without making angbjectiort (i) BovAn obdev &dvtelmovca
LreENABe) and that "the citizens at large raised no disturbance but kept ©t &AAot

moAtton obdev Evewtépilov &AX hoOxalov). Thus the Athenian democracy was
overthrown for the first time in its history.

Thucydides particularly in the passage quotadengthabove- strongly suggests that
theindividuals in Athens who suppodé¢he democracy were unable to respond to the coup d'état
because¢hey hada "revolutionary coordination problem.” The generic term "coordination
problem” simply réers to a situation whereindividuals would like to participate in a particular
group advity but do not do so becauigeyare unsure whether or nather individuals willalso
participate the cost ofnaction or norparticipation that is, is lower than the cost of acting with
an insufficient number of participants. Such problems area@mnmon Something as
commonplacasmeetinga group of friend$or coffee, for example, can become a coordination
problem: ifan individualis not sue thatthe other individualswill attend,he or shenight not
make the effort to go to the coffee shdpoordination problems in revolutionary situations (like
thatconfronting the Athenians 411), however, have special characteristics and thus require a
separate analysis.

Timur Kuran's article "Now Out of Never: The Element of Surprise in the Easp&amo
Revolution of 1989" elucidates the general operative dynantfeoévolutionary coordinatio
problem Asindicated bythe titleof hisarticle, Kuraninquired intothe dramatic fall of
Communismn Europeafter four decades of stable rulde was particularly interested both
accounting for the expelfsilure to predict itxatastrophic collapse amaplaining whythat
collapse seemed so explicabliter the fact. But his theoretical insights aso ofgreat use for
an analysis of latéfth century Athensthey both clarify thelynamicdescribed by Thucydides
in the passage quoted above andount for the emergencetbatdynamic

Kuran's tleoretical analysisests on the fundamental distinction between an individual's
"private peference"and his "public preference” about the regime in power. The former
preference refers to hoan individualactuallyfeels about the regime and is, more or less,
beyond his immediate control. Thadr preference refers to howiadividual appeas to feel
about the regimand is, to aonsiderabl@egree, under his immediate control. If an individual's
private preference about the current regimeoithe same as his plic preference that is if he
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appeas to support the regime but actuallges not support ithe is engaging in what Kuran
calls "preference falsification."

Kuransuggestshat each individual makes a simple cost/benefit analysis in order to
determine the nature of his public preference concerning a réigainke desnot acually
support Specifically, each person has two payoffs to consider. The first payoff is "external” and
refers to whamembers of the ruling reginveill do to him should he publically oppose the
political status quo Thevalueof thatpayoff is, under most circumstancdsgectly tied tothe
current extent of gblic opposition to thategime:thelesserthe extent of current public
opposition, the more severely a regime will punish such opposition; the greater the extent of
current pubc opposition, the less severely a regime will punish such oppositiba.second
payoff is "internal” and refers to the psychological twie inflicts on one's self yreference
falsification The value of thgbayoff isdirectly tied to the extenbtwhichoneactuallyopposes
the current regime: the more oogposes aegime the more "ostly” the toll of acting like a
supporteiof that regime If the actual internal cost of preference falsification is lower than the
expected external cost of putdily opposing the current regime, an individual will falsify his
preference andppearto support the regime. Howevdrthe actual internal cost of preference
falsification is greater than the expected external cost of public opposition, an indwiliual
align his two preferences and publically display his opposition to the current regime. Kuran calls
the tipping point at which thatighment occurs that is, the point at which an individualll
change his public preference to match his privateepgace- his "revolutionary threshold."”

Kuran developed a simple modedalled a threshold sequenca order to explain the
relationship between the public preferences dfi@dar individuals concerning the ruling
regime and thetability of the sate Here is an example of a threshold sequence.

{10, 10, 20, 30, 30, 40, 50, 60, 80, 100}

Each of the ten numbers in that sequence represents the revolutionary threshold of orferperson
ten pecent of the entire populatiothe analysis woulthe thesame). Thus the person

represented on the feaft with a revolutionary threshold of "10" will publically display his or her
opposition to the auent regime only if one persdrasalreadydone so. If one person has not
already publically displayed happosition to the current regime, the person represented on the
far left will continue to falsify his preference and appeaupport the regime. Likewise, the
persorrepresented fourth fromeHeftwith a revolutionary threshold of "30" willpublically

display his opposition to the current regiomdy if three people or thirty percent of the

population have already done $o.

The threshold sequence presented above thus describbkgstiical status qua.€.in
equilibrium) despitehe fact thamany individuals are either greatly dissatisfied with the regime
or, if supporters, willing to participate in the early stages of a revolufibe. peson represented
on the far lefof the sequence, again, is willing to publically oppose the regiomdyfone
person (or ten percent of the population) does so first. But, according to the model, that will not
happen. Likewise the person represented in the position third from the left is willing to act if
only two people "go first." But, again, thatllwiot happen. Thus the tragic ironf/the
revolutionary coordination problermany people want to depose the regime and, if dicbgct,
they likely would succeedBut they do not acaind the unpopular regime stays in pawer

!1tis to be noted that different individuals will have higher or lower thresholds depending on all sorts of
circumstances. It ultimately comes down, one would think, to the combination of personality type and experience.
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To use the standard socdientific terminology, the individuals represented in the
threshold sequence who want to overthrow the current regime are handicapped by "pluralistic
ignorance." Individual that is, danot know the rievant political thoughtsf theirfellow
citizens. And given the regime's repressive policies, it would be virtually impossible for such
information to becomeidely known: indivicual Awould either not take the risk to find out
what individual B thinkr, if he somehow did fith out,takethe risk to tell individual C.And
even if everybodysuspeatd or even kng that the vasmajority of hisfellow citizens are
falsifying their preference, hstill would not know those citizens' revolutionary thresholds.
would not know, tht is,how many people would have to publically oppose the regime before
those citizenglsopublically oppose the regimét thuswould berational(safe)for every
individual to supposehat otheiindividuals- despite the fact that they are adamangigased to
the regime will only engage in public dissent if a large percentage of the population has already
done so.Thus ndodypublically opposes the regimeachpersorthinks that an insufficient
number of people will follow him (thus the expectedieenal cosincurred by actiois too high)

If one utilizes the concepts developed by Timur Kuran, it is relatively easy to account for
the Athenians' inability to respond to the califtatdespite the fact thatas will be made clear
later- a sgnificant majorityof the populatiorsupported the democracy. Redhht the oligarchs
implemented a twronged plan ointimidation (assassination) and propaganda ("if we have a
different form of democracy, the Persians will assist us in our effodsfeat the Spartans”).
Individual Athereforeknows that, if he demonstrates political dissent without sufficient support,
he will suffer a very high "external cost." And &lsohas some reason to believe that other
individualsmight actually supporthe change of regimand thuswill not support his public
protest- theymightactually believe that the Athenians will receive Persian assistance should
Athens be governeals an oligarchy Consequently individua, concluding that the expected
externalcost of public opposition is greater than the internal cost of preference falsification,
falsifies his preference and appears to support the regime, although he does not appaily s
it. Then individual Bemploying the sam#ought process as individl A did and noticing that
individual A appears to support the couyll falsify his preference tooThen individual Gwill
follow suit, then individual Dand so on.Thus an "ignorance cascade" woslgeep through the
Athenianpopulation resulting ifmigher and higher revolutionary thresholdsgdarticular
individuals angdconsequentlya high average number in the population's thresbedgience
Thesupporters of democraeyill then have a revolutionary coordination problem: despite the
fact that nestindividualsdo rot support the coup, nobody does anything to oppodsake
Thucydides wrote describing anddentifying the ramifications of pluralistic ignoraneethey
would be "powerless baase of the size of the city and ignorance of eacbrofddOvatol
bVteg dlal o HEYEBOG TN TOAEWS KA TNV AAANAWY &yvwoiov).

Thus the first point of the first stthesis appears to startle Athenians in Athens were
unable to respond to the coup of the Four Hundredlto a reelutionary oordination problem.
Manyindividualswanted to act in defense of their democracy, but, given the high stiattéise
uncertainty waited for others to act before they did. It is even reasonable to conclude that the
threshold sequence discussed abdvi), 10, 20, 30, 30, 40, 50, 60, 80, 10Gufficiently
models thgopulation in Athens at the timet is, of course, virtually impossible to thoroughly
defend thasuggestion Three points do, howev, suggest that thatig not unreasonable: (i) the
threshold sequence certainly accounts for the inaction of the Athenians as described in
Thucydides3.66; (ii) the threshold sequence takes into consideration the fact that pehgaps
a majority- of the Athenian thetes (thmorest Athenians aremongsthe democracy's strongest
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supporterswere stationed at Samasthe time of the coup: the average revolutionary threshold
in that sequence is "43" and, for the sake of convenience, a revolutionary thresholfiGabove
indicates support for the patal status quo; (iii) as will be demonstrated below, that threshold
sequence accounts for subsequent events inside Athens

(b)

Thucydides strongly suggeg& 72)that the regime leaders' fear of the Athenian naval
forces stationed at Samags theultimate cause for the calpse of the regime of the Four
Hundred. And they hagkason to be afraidvhen word of the coup came to Teyboulos- soon
to be general and future democratic helne had all the soldiers and sail@stioned at Samos
swearan oath (inter alia) to be a democracy and be enemies of the Four Hundred. They even
threatened to kill ambassadeent to them byhe Four Hundred (8.86) because they "overthrew
the democracy.'When the members of the Four Hundliearnedof thatdetemination a split
within their leadership emerged. Sontbe secalled moderateswanted toempowetrfive
thousand meto govern Athens in fact, not only in name as had been theupa®ethat point:

(their reason being that doing so would placate neditlye Athenians statiodeat Samos and
thereby allowAthens to both continue fighting the Spartans and maintaiarhpirg. Others
theinfluential men, as Thucydides refers to thenwanted to make peace with Spaytackly.
Theyclearly concludednat, should they ally with the Spartatiseycould both defeat the forces
at Samos and maain control of Athens (therelsaving theiown liveg. The members of this
later groupthussent ambassadors to Sparta to negotiatend to the war arfdrtified Eetionia

in order tofacilitate the entry of Spartan shipgo the Piraeus

As describedoy Thucydides, the immediate cause for the collapse of the Four Hundred
was theassassination of Phrynichca leading member of the Four Hundred and a participant in
the aforementioned embassy to Sparta. Thucydides thattebefore his return from that
diplomatic visit, convergans critical of the regime wenducted in secret and between only
a few irdividuals- and that despitthe fact that the "hard liners" were fortifyilgtioniamore
energetically and therebycreasing the probability théter city would be subjected to Spartan
rule. After noting that fact, Thucydides wrote the following9(.

But finally, Phryniches, after his return from his mission to Lacedaemon,
was stabbed ithefull market as the result of a plot by a man of the
frontier-patrol, and before he had gone far from the sectagenber

suddenly died. The assassin @&t while his accomplican Argive

fellow, was seized and put to the torture by the Four Hundred, but did
notreveal the name of anyone who instigated the deed nor anything else,
except that h&new many who were wont to come together in the houtteeof
commander of the frontigratrol and at other houses (Trans. Smith).

Significantly, Thucydides causally connects the conspicuoassisgtion oPhrynich®
with a largescaleantiregime uprising in the Piraeus. The uprising had tbaseading stagp
each of which was defined by the status and numies participants.

*Thefirst stage of the cascasascompried of "moderate” regime members.
Thucydides clearly connects thbemmencementf this stage with the assassination of
Phrynichos: then (i.e. after the assassinatiomhen no single action had been taken in
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consequence of this, Theramenes andtécrates and all the resho were of the
same way of thinking went to work more boldly&hd in another marked phrase,
Thucydidesechoing, yet upending the leitmotif of his account of the caspertshat
Theramenes concluddiat "it is not possible to keep quiehy longer. Themoderates
then actedn earnest

*Thesecondstage of the cascasascomprised othehopliteswho had been
fortifying Eetionia After Therameneset al.) broke hisilence, thee forces

again, men who had been working to advance the interests udrithiine conspirators
arrested Alexiclesa general of the oligarchiactionand "vey favorablyinclined
toward the members of the political clubsSignificantly, Thucydides wrote:

"and, most important of all, the mass of the hoplites were in sympathy with all
this."

*Thethird stage of the cascasascomprisedf everybodyelse. After the arrest

of Alexicles, chaos eruptdabthin the Piraeus anith the city. "Thereupon,”
Thucydides narratesthe hoplitesand many of the people oifrRBeus at once mounted
the fortification(i.e. Eetionig and began to tear it downThe rioters shoutedclearly
nobody was "keepinguiet' anymore- "whoever wantshe Five Thousand to rule in
place of the Four Hundred, let him set to work" Band this is key Thucydides
explicitly states that theseally meant "whoever wanteé¢ demos to rule.”

On the next day, th&thenians who opposed the regime of the Four Hunfiilgd
mobilized against the regime.h@&yfirst held an assembly in thkeaterof Dionysus. There is
noword on what they discusséukre yet they obviousy articulated aonsensusral formulated
abattle plan Theythenmarched on the city. The regime membgtsckly realizing that they
had nochance to defeatuch a large numbeif coordinated men, offered to surrender amd
over control of the cityo the Five Thousand The mobilized hoplites, concerned for the safety
of the state a Spartan fleet was setgail -, agreed to meet in the theater of Dionysos to discuss
homonoia And in alatter assemblyneeting- held in the Pnyx the Four Hundre were
formally depose@nd the Five Thousand installe@ihus wrote Thucydidesithe oligarchyand
stasiscame to an end.”

Timur Kuran's work, particularly his concepts of the "spark” and the "revolutionary
bandwagon," helps explain the remarkableeseof events described by Thucydides. Recall the
threshold sequen@nalyzedabove- a threshold that was suggested to agpyghly)to Athens
{10, 10, 20, 30, 30, 40, 50, 60, 80, 100}. was noted, that sequendescribes a stable status
guo despite fairly widespread dissatisfactiath the ruling regime Suppose, however, that the
person represented on the far left of the thresbedpliencevith the revolutionary threshold of
"10" lowered his revolutionary thshold to "0." The precipitating cause that changeould be
virtually anything:he witnessed a gross injustice carried out by the redonexample The
population'shreshold sequence would then look like this: {0, 10, 20, 30, 30, 40, 50, 60, 80,
100}. Now thatperson represented on the far {eftuld notwait for somebody to "go first"
before he publically displays his opposition to the regime; he wdtead;'go first.” And after
he acts, the person represented second from the leftaplalsifying his preference and
publically express his opposition to the regime because his revolutionary threshold ("10") has
been met. Then, the person represented third from the left will act, and so on. Thus, using
Kuran's terminology, the first perseractionwasa "spark” that ignited &evolutionary
bandwagon.
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It is reasonablyglear, then,that the Assassination Bhrynichosvas a spark that igied a
revolutionary bandwagotmatultimatelybrought dowrthe regime of the Four Hundre@&efore
that assassination, supporters of democratgspitethe fact that they constitutedmajority of
the citizen populationwere handicapped by pluralistic ignorance and thus unable to rise up en
mass against theappressors But the assassinatioadically alteredthe underlying stratgc
dynamic. Now individual Bwith revolutionary threshold of 1@aw (or heard about) what
individual Adid and thus knew what he thoughfthus heindividual B) alignedhis public and
private préerences and publicallypposed the regime. Then individua{\th a revolutionary
threshold of B), seeing what individuals A anddd and thus knowing what they think "no
longer stays quiétto quote Thucydides, and join@dthe uprisingoo. Thus a knowledge
cascade swept through the city of Athens (the Piraeusjréiager the number of individuals
who aligned their preferences and acted out publically againstgmeegthe greater the extent
to whichpeople knew that (despite earligp&arances to the contrary), others did not support
the regime and were willing to actively oppose it, if others do tashort, pluralistic ignorance
was quickly replaced by common knowledge: everybody knew that everybody knew that
everybody knew that large number of individuals did not, in fact, support the regime of the
Four Hundred and were willing to act. And the generation of that knowlezigeill be
discussed more fully belowallowed thesupporters of democracy to coordinate their effaarts
overthrow the Four Hundred.

The analysis presented above places a lot of causal weight behind "one person's" action.
It is true that that analysis is grounded in a seemingly plausible theory of collective astion
Thucydides did narrate the evemihus analyzedNevertheless, one might reasonable want to
know whetheior notthe Athenians also considered the assassination of Phrynichos to have been
such a significant event in the history of their democracy. Two facts demonstrate that the
Atheniars did think so First, as evidenced by an extant inscription dated tqMI1085), the
demos at the very first Dionysia after the restoration of the democpadyfically honored
Phrynichosassasins and their accomplicesignificantly, that is the vg Dionysia before
which all Athenians, as explicitly mandated by the decree of Demophantos, were to swear the
oath to kill tyrants and reward tyrant killerSecond, as is made clear in Lycurgus' speech
Against Leocrate@delivered in 330)the assagsation of Phrynichos was still remembered as an
importantevent eighty years after the fall of the Four Hundr&étus the second point stands
the conspicuous assassination of Phrynichos worked to "solve" the democrats' aforementioned
revolutionary coordin@#on problem and thereby made possible the successfulination
against theegimeof the Four Hundred

()

The comments presented thus far have validated two poistgpport of this paper'sirst
subthesis. The first point ighatthe Athenias who were both in Athens and supported
democratic rule were unable to respond to the coup of the Four Huntiiaty because they
had a "revolutionary coordination problem.” The segooidt is thatthe conspicuous
assassination of Phrynichea leadng figure in the regime of the Four Hundredorked to
"solve" the democrats' aforementioned revolutionary coordination problem and thereby made
possible the successful mobilization against that regime. The following comments will now
validate thdirst subthesis' tird and final supporting poinAthenian democratsonsideredhe
assassination of Phrynichito bean act of tyrant killing
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There are two complimentary reasons to conclude that Athenian democrats would have
interpreted the assassination of Phrynichos to be an act of tyrant killing. The first reason is
simplythe factthat Athenian democrats would have consideredeene ofthe Four Hundred
to bea "tyranny (and its members tyrantsAndokides' referenceMyst 75) to the period of the
Four Hundred's domination as "during the time of the tyra&mt Twv Tupdvvwy) explicitly
supports that assertioBut it is alsovery important to note thain the years immediately
precedinghe coup of the Four Hundred, Athenian demoacradiely feared thatnembers of the
elite would formaxynomosiaoverthrow the democracgnd establish &yranny:' In
AristophanesWaspgperfamed in 422) for examplethechorus of potential jurists (i.e. hard
line democratsaccuse Loathecleonseveral time in quick succession of conspiring to become
tyrant And in response, Loathecleshouts backhow you see tyranny armbnspirators
(xynomota)j everywherg (¢ &movd’ LUty tupavvic ot kot Euvwudton) andsatirizes
thefrequency with which people hurl such accusatiofsd Thucydides (6.60.13sserts that the
Athenians wersofrightened by thenutilation of the hermg415BCE) because "the whole thing
seemed to them to have been done in connection with an oligatgtaomical conspiracy”

(ko tdvtor obTolg £E30KEL EML ELVOUOCIQ OALYQPX KT KOl TUPAVVLKT).
Consequently,isce the democracy wam fact, overthrow by elites organized ixynomosiaiit
is reasonable to conclude that Athenian democxaisidered the regime of the Four Hundied
beatyranny.

The second complimentary reason to concludeAthenian democratsterpreted the
assassination of Phrighos to be an act of tyrant killing is ththe demos went to considerable
lengths to publicallgncourage all citizens to act likklarmodios and Aristogeiton in response to
a tyrannical threat Two "publicity mechanissi should be mentioned.

* Statuesof Harmodios and Aristogaih placed in the agora. The earliest statues of the
two tyrannicides were sculptured by Antenor and placed in the agoraafter the
expulsion of Hippias (510). Xerxes' forces stole both statues in 480/79. The Athenians
then placed another pair of statuesade by Kritios ad Nesiotes in the agorairca

477. And, based on latdRoman versionst is reasonably clear what those statues
looked Ike. Both wereheroically nudeanddepicted in the very moment beforeyhe
killed the tyrant The elder Aristogeiton is approaching his victim; he holds a sword in
his right handbehind him, while in his left hand he holds a scabbétid left armis fully
extended, parallel to the ground, and draped witleliemmys. The younger Harmodios
holds a swordh his right hand high above his head as though he is about to make a
downwardstrike. The iconographgf Harmodios, it is very important to notegcame

very popular in Athens

* Sitesis(i.e. free mealsin the Rytaneion for the descendants of Harmadamd
Aristogeiton. An extaninscription- dated circa 44@32- records a decrgghe
"Prytaneion Decree'dpf the demos that bestowdds veryconspicuous honor for the
oldest living descendants of the twoagnicideg(IG I° 131).

It is beyond question that, as a result of such publicity, all Athenians would have known of

Harmodios and Aristogeiton atideir daring deed. Buhe demos did not publicizbe
tyrannicicesasan end in itself. Instead, the demos sougimgpireother citizens to act like
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Harmodios and AristogeitonThdr message, clearlys that, if someondoes actike Harmodios
and Aristogeitonthey would give him such fantastic honors.too

Aristophanes' comedy thgysistrata- produced no more than three months before the
coup of the Four Hundredorovidesparticularlyvivid evidenceor the popularity of the ideal of
"acting like Harmodios and Atfisgeiton” in response @tyrannical threatAs is well known,
thecomedy's plot centers on a sex strike that women from various poleis organized in order to
compel their husbands &nd to the Peloponnesian War. Aristophanes makes clear, however, the
"tyrannical natuure of the women's objectiveotnonly do they occupy the acropolis like Hippias
- explicitly noted- but they boast of their elite stat{(638-645) and organize themselves in a
xynomosiga213-236)- just the sort of thing thatould have conjuredp the specter of tyranny.
The scene that is important for the present argument depicts the moment the male chorus leader
realizes what th women are really up to. Not surprisinglg, knows exactly what to do

AAAC ToVB  DOMraw MLy, dVdpeg, EML TLPALVVLAL.
AAX EULOV UEV 0D TUPVYEDCOVS , ETEL GLACEOUAL
Ko fidopfiow 1o ELHogo To AoLmtov fEY LHPTOL
KAOLOL,0

dyopdow T EV Tolg dTAOLG EENG’ ApLoTOoyELTONL,
®Ot 8 eothém map  abtdéY abto ydp Lol yiyveTal
TNg Beoilg ExOpdig matdEol THOOE Ypaog TNy Yvdoov.

Actually, this plot they weave against us, gentlemen, aims at tyranny!

Wel | , ntetveey 6ltlyr anni ze over me: from now on
| 6 latfrymysvordi n a myrtl e branchod and go to mar
right up beside Aristogeiton. Il 6l'l stand
I 61 | be ready to smack this -63:dforsaken o

Trans.Henderson)

In those six lines, the male chorus leadienmediately after identifying the tyrannical
threat- humorously announces his intention to act like Harmodios, Athens' beloved tyrant killer.
He announces that intentiomtwo ways. First, he proclaims "I witlarry my sword in a myrtle
branch." Those wds constitute a direct quote framskolion(drinking song) that extolledoth
Harmodios and Aristogeiton. Four such tyrannickeliaare preserved in Athenaeus'
Deipnosophista{15 695 ab). Two of those fouskoliabegin with the exact words spoken by
the male chorus leadetl will carry my sword in a myrtle branch"and then continugust like
(womep)Har modi os and Ari stogei t onswellkeownsécht hey ki
sympoticskoliawere originally capped and thus subjected to potentially innumerable
permutations. Howevebased on the facts that two of sieliapreserved in Athenaeus are so
similarto each otheandthatAristophanes quedtheir opening linesit is virtually certain that
the phrase "I will carry my sword in a myrtle branast like Harmodios and Aristogeiton when
e they killed a tyrant" wGosseqaentlyithe audieneend t hus
watching Aristophane¥Vaspswvould have compled the male chorus leader's quotatiotheir
heads and thus might have expected the actor to act "just like" the tyrannicides.

The second wathe male chorus leader announced his intention to act just like
Harmodios in response to the tyrannical #tie by declaring that he "will go to the agora” and
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stand "like this" "beside Aristogeiton.” It is virtually certain that, while speaking those lines, the
male chorus leader struck a pose in obvious imitation of the Kritios andtésestatue of
Harmodos. Three points support thaterpretation First, the male chorus leader's decision to

do what he said he would do was motivated by his concern of a tyrannical threat. Second, the
statue of Harmodios was in the agora and next to (the statue dfjgeiten. Thirdas noted

above the statuef Harmodios had a particulanyell known iconography. Thus, after

obliquely- yet obviously- announcing his intention to act "just like" Harmodios, he did, in fact,
act just like (the statue of) Harmodio&nd that literal mindedness, of course, constituted the
joke.

The comments prested above advanced two complimentary reasons in support of this,
the third point of the first suthesis: Atlenian democratsiterpreted the assassination of
Phrynichos to be an act of tyrant killing. The first reason was that democrats would have
considered the regime of the Four Hundred to be a tyranny. The second reason was that, in the
period preceding the coup of the Féiundred, tyrant killing was a very popular,

"democratically correttresponse to tyrannyThe third point thus appears adequately defefided.

*

The comments presented hretprevious gb-section defended thierst subthesis ofthis
paper's firs{and primary) thesisAt the time that the decree of Demophantos was promulgate
Athenian democratsoncluded that an act of tyrant killing made possible the successful
mobilization against the regime of the Four Hundrédorder to defend that subess, three
points were validated. The first poimkefended in paid) was as follows: fie Athenians who
were both in Athens and supported democratic rule were unable to respond to the coup of the
Four Hundrednitially because they had a "revolutionarypatination problem." The second
point [defended in patth) was as followsthe conspicuous assassination of Phrynichos worked to
"solve" the democrats' aforementioned revolutionary coordination problem and thereby made
possible the successful mobilizatiagainst the regime of the Four Hundreshd the third point
(defended in part) was as follows: Athenian democratsterpreted the public assassination of
Phrynichos to be an act nfrant killing. Thefirst subthesis should thus be considered
adequatly defended.

(if)
Second SufT hesis

It will be recalledthat this paperrst (andprimary) thesisis as follows The demos
mandatedhat all Athenians swear the oath aéfdophantos order to facilitatduture efforts to
mobilizein response torganized attempts to overthrow the Athenian democratwt thesis
obviously assumes that, at the time that the decree of Demophantos was promulgated, Athenian
democratsactively sought out a means to mobilize against future coup atteipadis
certanly a safe assumption. Bugr the sake of thoroughnesbke pointneeds to be sufficiently
demonstrated. Thus theidf comments presented in the following ssdxtion will validate this

2 One might note brity three further facts in support of the third point. First, just as two individuals killed
Hipparchos, two individuals killed Phrynichos. Second, both the famous assassination of Hipparchos and the
assassination of Phrynichos occurred in the agoranamebad daylight. Third, the assassination of Phrynichos took
place within sight of the statues of Harmodios and Aristogeiton.
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- the second subthesis: at the time that the decree of Denampbs wagpromulgated, Athenian
democratsought a means facilitatetheir efforts to mobilize againgtture organized attempt
to overthrow the democracy.

The cumulative weight of the following three points demonstrates that, at the time that
the cecree of Demophantos was promulgatetthenian democratsought a mearts facilitate
future efforts to mobilizén response torganized attempts to overthrow the democracy. The
first point is that, when the decree of Demophantos was promulgated, @ naud been
reasonable for democrats to cormguhat their domestic enemigsuld once again attempt to
overthrow the Athenian democracl.is true that there was a democratic rebellian event
that demonstrated the apparent widespread supporefalethocracy and, after the collapse of
the Four Hundred, many prominent oligarchs were killed or exiled. However, as Timur Kuran
notes, staunch supporters of an oppressive oligarchy may actually participate in a popular
revolution if they think it maysucceedso as to ppear to support the new political status quo.
And after the establishment of the new regsueh merwould claim that theylike so many
others, were falsifying their preference during pineviousperiod of oligarchic rule.

Consequetty, Athenian democratsto return to théAthenian situation could notreally know

how manyof their fellow citizensactuallypreferred oligarchy over democracy. It would thus be
prudent for democrats to assume that many Athenians were-atigsochswho would, if given

the chance, strike again. And, since the Athenians were still at war with the Spartans, it would
have been reasonable (responsible) to assume that such an opportunity would arise.

The second point in support of the secondthigsis is that democrats must have known
that the only way they could defend their regime against attempts at d'éatjs if they
mobilized a sufficient number of Athenian citizens. The democrats certainly could not expect
help from the citizens of nearby states: democratic Athens was at wananghofthose land
powers. And they could not count on the citizenatifed" or subject polis either:by 410
BCE Sparta had a considerable naval presence ohdaheanyery few of the "allied" poleibad
navies;and- quite significantly- a considerable percentage of the citizens of those poleis were
(likely) either oligarchs or anththenian Thus the fate of the Athenian democracy came down
to the number of Athenians who would be willing to defend it. If a greater numBé¢neriians
defended the democracy than attacked it, the democracy would likely survive. But if more men
attacked it thn defended it, the attackers would likely prevail.

The third point in support of the second ghbsis is that, when the decree of
Demophantos was promulgated, Athenian democrats would have known that it is very difficult
to mobilize against an orgamd attempt at a coupétat Indeed, they experienced an important
paradox of individua{rational)behaviorin revolutionary situationsiespite the fact that a
majority of individualswould like to respond, it might be rational for each individualtaot
respond. And the paradox must have been particularly perplexing consideringtbepre
democratic fervor for defending the democracy against "tyranayérvor vividly reflected in
AristophanesLysistrata. It is true thatmdividual Atheniangventually did act in defense of the
democracy. But they did so months after the chiag the Spartargained control of the polis
what the hardine oligarchs were working to achieveuch an uprisingvould have beemuch
more difficult to effect Thedemocrats thus must have considered themselves fortunate that
someone did, finally, act. And that thougimly would havereinforced their appreciation of the
difficulties involved in mobilization

The brief comments presented abalefendedhis, the £cond sukihesis of the first (and
primary) thesisat the time that the decree of Demophantos was promulgated, Athenian
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democrats sought a means to facilitate their efforts to mobilize against future organized attempts
to overthrow the democracylo validate that subhesis, it was shown, first, thiaatwould have

been reasonable for democrats to fear that tleeiresticenemies would once again try to

overthrow the democracyNext, it was shown thahe only way that the democrats could defend
their denocracy- should thosenemies stage a coufs if they mobilized a sufficient number of
Athenian citizens.And finally, it was shown thatvhen the decree of Demophantos was
promulgated, democrats would have known that it is very difficult to mobilizmsigorganized
attempts at a coupl'he second suthesis should thus be considered valid.

(iii)
Third SubThesis

The comments presented in the followswu-section defend thithird (and final)sub
thesisof the first(and primary}thesis As aresult of the fact that all Athenians swore the oath of
Demophantos and oath, again, to kill tyrants and reward tyrant killersupporters of
democracy would have been better able to mohitizesponse torganized attemptst a coup
d'état In orderto defendthat subthesisclearly, this subsection's commentwre divided into
threeparts The firstpart(a) introduces the concept of common knowledge and explains its
relationship to coordinated activity. As will become quite clear, this firstgstéablishes the
basic conceptual framework for the subsequent argument and analysis. The sedbhd part
defends thigirst step of the argument in support of the third-thdsis as a result of having
sworn the oath of Dembjantos, the Atheniargeneated common knowledge wfidespread
credible commitmento kill tyrants and reward tyrant killerdzor obvious reasons, the defense
of that stepn the argumenill require - first - an analysis of the manner by whiah Athenians
actually swore thatath. The thirgoart(c) of this section defends théecond step of the
argument in support of the third sthesis the Athenians would have been better able to solve a
revolutionary coordination problem if it was common knowledge that a majority ohiaie
are credibly committed to killing tyrants and rewarding tyrant killéi®oth steps of the
argument are valid, the third stitesis should be considered adequately defended.

(@)

Two important points developed by the modern social scientist Eli€taveprovide
important intellectual context for the argument preseimt this sub-section. The first point is
thatthe generation of common knowledge of credible commitment is virtually a necessary
condition for solvingcoordination problemsUnlike what one mighinitially suspectthere is
not common knowledge of fact X if everybody knows factNor is there common knowledge
of fact X is everybody knows that everybody knows factiétead there is common knowledge
of fact X if everybody kows that everybody knows that everybody knows fact X, and so on.
Thus there is common knowledge of widespread credible commitment to participatenryact
if everybody knows that everybody knows that everybody knows that many individuals are, in
fact,set on participating in #ion Y. Only when that full "epistemic circlgbr complete "meta
knowledge")exists notes Chwegan people coordinate.

A simple exampleffectivelydemonstratethe centralimportance of comwn knowledge
for the solution taoordination problems. Imagine that two generaisand B- for the same
army would like to join forces orderto attackanenemy. Assume too thaeither general hees
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sufficient number of soldiet® confront the enemy alonshould eithegeneral bing his

soldiers out of their defensive positions without the helfnefother general’'s soldiersshi

soldiers wouldoe defeated by the enemy. Whaen,would general Ahave to know before

ordering his troops to leave their current posiidfirst, that general B is committed to the plan

of a coordinated strikeSecond, that general B knows that(generah) is committed to the

plan. Third, that general B knows thnag @eneral A knows that general B is committed to the

plan. If this last links missing, general A would reasonable conclude that general B will assume
that general A thinks that he (general B) is not committed to the plan and thus will not act (that is
B will not act). Thus general A will not aetther, it would be too risky. Oldously, general B

must know the same three points-aigis general A.

The secondamportantpoint developed by Chwe is thiie performance of public rituals
generates common knowledge and thus may be helpful in solving various, large scale
coordinaion problems. To validate that point, Chaugalyzeseveral rituals fronseveral
different cultures European royal progresses of the-arel early modern period to tribal
dances. Buhis most extensive case stutBnters on the American Super Bowl.sknalysis of
that ritual- and, as is well known, millions of people watch that football gaveey year, often
attending Super Bowl partiexenters on the peculitactthat companies pay more money per
viewer to advertise their products on that telecast tineyywouldto advertise that product on
severalless popular telecasts. To advertise on the Super Bowl, that is, companies pay x dollars
to reach y number of pelgp But if theyadvertisedhat product on severdlfferentshows they
would pay x1 dollars and reach y+1 viewers. Chwe suggests that companies do so thenause
know thateach viever who watches their commercsaduringthe Super Bowknows that
millions of other individuals saw that same commercial at the same time. Companies pay a
premium, that is, for the generated common knowledigeit theitommercial That explains,
Chwe argues, the fact that c¢ompreactsanssetvieesd t o
that people Wi buy if they believe that other peophll also buy them during the game.

Appl eds adyv e rfortheg Matigtoskh commputehiriggrthe 1984 Super Bowl is
Chweds most pkefSineedtthattené was aompletely incompatible with its
competitors, potential buyers (quite rationally) would be hesitant to purchase it lest an
insufficient number of other individuaédsoboughtit to support the development of software
and allow for file exchangeAn individual would only buy the computer, that iEhe knew that
a sufficient number of other individuals would also buy it

The previous commentgyrounded in the work of Mhael Chwe introducedthe
concept of common knowledge, demonstrated that camkmowledge is required to solve
coordination problems, and noted that public rituals are an effective means to generate common
knowledge. As will now be seenhen one combineShwes insights withTimur Kurars
theory of revolutionary actigrihe oath bDemophantos is quickly revealed tod¢rational’)
ritual that generated common knowledge of widespread credible commitment to both kill tyrants
and reward tyrant killers that would help Athenian democrats solve a revolutionary coordination
problem andhus facilitate their efforts to mobilize in response to a abéfat

(b)
The ritual requirements articulated in the decree of Demophantos provide the primary

information upon which must rest any reconstruction of the oath ceremony here under
consderation. Two such requirememidiculatedn that decreare more or less straight
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forward. Firstthe decree explicitly states thatl'Athenians mustswear the oath. That
requirement as fantastic as it might appear to-beust betaken literaly: it is stated twice in the

decree, one time with the emphatic adjecdmavtec. Second, the oath had to be sworn

Ko® epwv teAelwv. Iepd téAELa arefull grown victims. And the prepositiorkortd
likely means that the people conducting $herificeperformed somsort ofdownward motion
during the ritual
Two ritual requirements articulated in the decreeaanbiguous bubf considerable
importanceor the reconstruction of the oath rituaothare presentederein bulletpoint form
for clarity.
* Administration kotor pviog kol katow dfpovg ("by tribes and by demes")This
requirementloes not mean that althenians sworéhe oath twiceonce with their tribe
and once with their demdRather, the members of a given tribe weaguired to swear
the oathtogetherdeme by deme. Thwshen themembers of trib&®andionis swore the
oath,for examplejt was sworn 11imes- once for eactof its 11demes. The text of the
decree doesot makeclear, howeverwhether or nothemembers of all tetribes swore
the oath togetheandat the same time
*When 1tpo Atovuciwv ("before the Dionysia’) The Dionysia was heldnnually in
the manth of Elaphebolion. The Athenian demos promulgated the decree of
Demophantos in the montti Hecabmbaion, eight months before thastival. Theext
doesnot meke clear whether or ntthe oath hado be sworn more or legsmediately
"beforé the festival osometimewithin the eight monthfollowing the promulgation of
the decreand "tefore" the festival

Julia shear has recentiytempted a&econstructiorof the ceremony by which all
Athenians swore the oath of Demophantos. Thexehaee interpretive pillars toer
reconstruction. The first pillar is that the Athenians, organized by tribe and deme, swore the oath
together in one locatioat the same timeShe presents no eviderinesupport of that pillar. Her
second interpretive pillar is that the Atheniamgre the oath on 9 Elaphebolidlikely) the day
before the first day of the Dionysia. Shear presents several, interconnected arguments in support
of that pillar. One argument lmsed on the philological ground thiatepigraphic textsmtpod
often mans "just beforé there would be timeShear argue$or the Athenians to swear the
oath on the day after the proagon (the eighth)jastdbeforethe start of the festival (the tenth).
Another argumeni support of the second pillar is groundedha(ideological)fact that
democratsought to displayheir power and unitguring the Dionysia Andthe oath of
Demophantos was, at least in part, an attempt to display the democrats' power and unity. Also,
in a hyper ideologized sengbe whole citizerbody wasconsidered to bpresentat that festival:
thus the fact that the Athenians stationed with the fleet in the northern Aegean did tio¢ take
oath would be overlooked. Anbdd final argumet in support of Shearsecond pillr is
grounded ininterpretiveefficiency: herinterpretation does not require one to assthmtanother
(now lost)documenclarified when the Athenians were t@ather to swear the oath h& third
interpretive pillar in Shear's reconstruction is that the Athenians swooatinén the Agora.
Shear presents several arguitsan support othatpillar: the Athenians customarily mustered in
the agoray tribes; the lithos upon which incoming Archons swore their oathas in the
agora; the a#tr of the Twelve Gods was theagora, thus providing a location for the sacrifice;
the statues of Harmodios and Aristogeiton were in the Agora; the stele containing the text of the
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decree of Demophantos was placed in front oBibeleterion a prominent building in the
agora; the nohwest corner of the agora might have been associated with the Dionysia.

Accordingto Shear's reconstruction, the oath cerenterg under consideratiovas
exceptionally large in scale anemarkablydramatic. As she puts(p. 158) "On the appointed
day, the Athenians would have assembled in the marketplace in their military formations as each
deme was called forward to the lithos to swear its oéttis difficult, indeedto imagine the
Athenians staging a more impressive rit@alengthy procession afl 139demestherepeated
slaughter ofacrificialvictims, and a constant drumbeat of pledges to kill subversive Athenians.
And the power and underlying message of that ceremony would have been reinfameed by
marked events #t occurred during th&ionysia a festival, according to Shear's reconstruction,
commencing the day after the oath ritu@he firsteventwas the publi@nnouncement of the
honors given by the demosttmse involved in thassassination of Phrynicho¥he evidence
for thatannouncemeritas already been givenlrhe secondnarkedevent(not noted by Shear)
was a apparentlyraditional proclamation likely made on the first day of the Dionysithat
the demos would give a talent to anyone who kithgrant. The evidence for that proclamation
is found in Aristophane8irds (10721075) In thatlargercontext, thepledge to be a
tyrannicide- a pledge sworn only a day or two eark&vould be shown to be practical,
necessary, and traditional.

Shear's reconstruction of the oattual (i.e. the ritual employed for the oath of
Demophantosis almost certainly inaccuratéhe most serious objectieran objection that is
nearly, if not completely sufficientis that the performance of the ceremasyshe reconstructs
it would simplytake toomuch time There were 139 demes in Athens. Thus, if one were to
assume that it took ten minutes for the members of a deme to precede to the given location,
organize themselves into some sort of unified whene, swear the oath, théoleoath ritual-
if run without interruptions would take nearly twenty four houts complete Secondary
objections to Shear's reconsgition might also be raised. Everiafl Athenians" (even if taken
figuratively) could have congregatedtine Agora, the ritual envisioned by Shear would have
been so chaotic anddtiiacting thatas a result, thedvantage accruday having so many people
perform thetogether would be undercuflso, one might wonder whe demogprovided in
Hecatonbaion, thetextof an oath that would not be sworn for eight montihsvould make
sense, however, for the demos to provide the text of the oath eight months before the Dionysia if
all ten tribeswere required tonake their own arrangeentsfor the performancef the ritual
before the festival

It is more reasonable to conclude that the members of each of the ten tribes organized
their own, separate oath ceremony. Fmplepoints support that conclusion. Firghder
such circumstncesthe oath ritual would not take too lotmycomplete If, for the sake othe
examplegachof the tertribeshad 13.9 demes and it took ten minutes for each deme to swear
the oath, th@athceremony would last less than two and one half hourson8éctis well
known thatthe members of each tribe were accustomed to working together to achieve certain
objectives and had their own meeting places to do so. Josiahi®fast, has recently argued
that each tribe had a theater wherein its memlmersl eneet to conduct tribal businessndAes
will be demonstrated below, such a venue would be ideal for the oath ceremony. Third, such a
decentralized oath ritual would make sense of the fact that the demos provided a text of the oath
eight months befarall of the Athenians had to swear it: the members of each tribe had to figure
out all the specificéwhen, where, how), but needed to complete the ritual before the beginning
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of the Dionysia Fourth, the deceralized oath ritual conform® the requirenentthat "all
Athenians" had to swear the oath "by tribe and by deme."

A somewhat schematic, yet rmimpletely unrealisticdepiction ofthe oath ceremony is
as follows. The membeg of agiventribe gathered together at a locat{perhaps @heater)at a
time that they had chosen beforehand. The members of the firsofiémae tribe- the order
might also have been determined in earlier tribal meetipgscedd as a group to some sort of
"stage"(or orchestra) One or more of the deme membdérant struk a perfect victim anthe
deme members, perhaps while making some sort of downwardm(and facing the audience)
swore to oath of Demophantos in unison. Upon conmgiéhe oath, the members of tligme
returnedas a group to the "audienteAnd the members of the next dethenfollowed the
samestepsas the members of the first demBhus the members of the tribe Pandionis, for
example saw and heard the oath sworntibies

It will be recalled that the comments presented in this panegpaper part "b," that is,
of the third sukthesis- attempt to validate this complex point: as a result of having sworn the
oath of Demophantos, the Athenians would have generated common knowledge of widespread
credible commitment to Kill tyrants amedward tyrant killers. The comments presented in this
part thus far havattempted to explaihow the Athenians swore the oath. The following
comments willnow defend head on both parts of tieramentioned complex poinf) as a
result of having swar the oath of Demophantdabe Athenians would have generated common
knowledge of widespread commitment to kill tyrants aswlard tyrant killers; (ii) the
commitments generated by that oath ritual would have been considered taegihje.

Three aspcts of the oath ritual would have facilitated greatly the generation of common
knowledge of widespread commitment to kill tyrants and reward tyrant killers. For clarity, each
is presented in bullgioint form.

* Each participant was in the presencehaf other participants (his fellow tribesmen) and

could see that the other paipants actually were paying attentiontb@ ceremony.

Michael Chwe points out that inward facing, circudachitecture like Kivasfrom New

Mexico and the City Hall ifrort Worth Texas helps large numbers of individuals

quickly build common knowledge from "eye contackdrthat reason, it is not unlikely

that Athenians, a people who certainly benefited from the use of such structures, swore

the oath in a theater theateilike structure. If they did, they would have maximized the
number of people an individual could see, as demonstrated by this schematic
representation

[Graphic illustratioi

* The oath was repeated several times during each tribal cereffbaymportance of
repetition for the generation of common knowledge is obvious enough: if a message is
repeated several times, everybody knows that everybody else has heard it. And, as noted
above, during each tribe's performance of the oath cere(mdreyein they swore to kill

tyrants and reward tyrant killers), its members would have heard the oath to kill tyrants
and reward tyrant killers sworn as many times as the tribe had demes.

* As suggested by the expresska® ‘1epmv teleilwv, the demesmen swearing the

oath likely moved in unison, likely some sort of downward motion (see: Plescia, Joseph.
The Oath and Perjury in Ancient Greece). It is also possible that the men also touched or
held part of the sacrificial victim. Such synchized movementif conducted
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successfully would demonstrate to both tribesmen (the "audience™) and demesmen that
each individual was fully aware of what he was ddirey paying attention)

There are also three reasons to conclude that thepugescommitment to kill tyrants
and reward tyrant killers would have been considered largely credilvkt, everybody would
have known that the demos does, in fact reward tyrant killers: as already noted, statues of
Harmodios and Aristogeiton were promantly placed in the agora; the oldest descendants of
those two tyrannicides received sitesis one hundred years after that famous act ofiliggant k
and the demoBonoednot only thetwo men who assassinatetirynichos, bualso each of their
accompices Consequently, very few Athenians would doalpiedge to also do $othe
future. Second, everybody knew thadividual Athenians did, or wod) kill a (subversive)
Athenianandor plan in that assassinatioifthe assassination of Phrynichoshe obvious and
single most conspicuous example, of course. But it is also important to appreciate the fact that,
after that assassination, hundreds of Athenidhs exact number is unknowmrmed
themselves in order to kill (if necessary) the suppséthe Four Hundredit would thus be
reasonabléo believe their pledge to do again And third,everybody would have known that
the vast majority of Athenians did not reluctantly swear the oath, but rather welcomed the
opportunity to publicize thecommitment to defend the democracy. After the fall of the Four
Hundred, democrats certainly knew that pluralistic ignoramegas Thucydides put, it
advvartol drteg dta TNy AAANAWY &yvwosioy -, prevented them from defending their
democracy.Thus most would have been eager to let their fellow citizens know what they really
think.

A simple yet important point must be mauere despite thélikely) factthateach
Athenian swore the oath with Hesllow tribesmerand not with "all Atheniaristhe cumulative
effect of the many separate, tribally organized oath rituals would have been to generate common
knowledge amongst all Athenians that evatigenianpublically committed to killing tyrants
and rewarding tyrant killers. In support of tlaasertion, onenight note, first, that the members
of each tribe would havenkbwn that the members of the other nirlges wereequiredto swear
the same oatthat they didandin likely the same way). They would have learned that from a
variety of souces: the decreaf Demophantadribal meetings; deme meetings; casual
conversatins with individual citizens. And it is also important to nibiet, at the time the
Athenians swore the oati Demophantgsmost Athenians lived within the city wallisieto the
Spartaroccupation ohearbyDecel@. It wouldthusbe virtually impossibléo be unaware of
the fact thatvell over one thouend men were engaged in a group activity. Consequently,
despite the fact that the oath was sworn by different peoplenadifterent occasions, the
ultimate effect would have been the same as if all swore the oath together at thiensame

(€)

Thefollowing comments defend this, the second step of the argument in support of the
third subthesis: the Athenians would have been better able to solve a revolutionary coordination
problem if it was common knowledge that a majority of Athes are credilylcommitted to
killing tyrants and rewarding tyrant killers. Two complimentary points validate that assertion

The first complimentary point is that, in the postulgtedtoathepistemic environment,
the average democrat would lower his persosablutionary threshold athus participate in a
resistance earlier than he otherwise would havee rationale for thadecision would be
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grounded in what he thinks others think and thus how he thinks thoss wiliérct. Tovalidate
that assertiorthe following comments wikkxamine the amount of information (typical)
democrat A would have to have before publically opposing the political status quo in the early
moments after a coup d'étdtor the sake of the argumenssamehat theregime membex-

like those in the coup of the Four Hundrdthve implemented a two pronged plan of
intimidation and disiformation

*Democrat A does not knamhether or not a majority of citizens would likentork
togetherto defend the democracyn this epistenic environment, democrat A would not
likely participate in the early stages of a resistance. The reason is that he would likely
assume that the majority of citizens support the new regindehat, consequently, few
people would follow him. He woultherefore conclude that themected external cost of
publically resisting the regime would exceed the actual internal cost of preference
falsification.

*Democrat A knows that a majority of citizens would likevdok with othergo defend
thedemocracy.In this epistemic environmerdemocratA is more likely to act earlier

than in the previous scenario, but still would not act in the early stages of the resistance.
The fundamental reason is that he does not know if the members of thatynkajow

that they are, in facpart of a majority. ThudemocratA would reasonalglsuppose that
those individualfiave concluded: (&hata majority ofother individualssupport the

regime (ii) that those othendividuals will therefore not fdbw them if they publically

join in theresistance; (iiithatthey wouldthereforesuffergreatlyfor publically opposing

the regime(iv) that it is rational to not actTherefore, democrat #vould suppose that
those other individuals would not follv him if he publically opposed the regim&hus

he- employing the same cost/benefit analysis presented in the previous seevikumnot
acteither

*Democrat Aknows that each member of the aforementioned majority knows that he is a
membeiof the majority In this epistemi@nvironmentdemocrat A is likely to act earlier
than he would in the previousenario, but still might not participate in the earlier stages
of aresistance. The fundamental reason is that he does not know if every individual of
the majority knows that the other members of the majority know that they are members
of a majority. Thus individual A would reasonably suppose that those individugés ha
concludedy(i) that theothermembers of that majorityupposehat the other

members of the majority do not know that they are part of the maj@ijtthat hose
individuals thus think that other individgal despite the fact that theye parof a

majority - will not follow themif they publically oppose the regim@ii) that they would
therefore suffer greatly for publically opposing the regime; (iv) that it is rational to not
act. Therefore, for the reason articulated in the previoussgoe he would not act

either.

*Democrat Aknows that each individual of the majority knows that every other
individual of the majority knows that all members of the majority know that they are part
of the majority. In this epistemic scenartacommon knowledge democrat A is likely to
publically participate in a resistance movement earlier than he otherwise wouldHeave.
would do so because he would reasonably conclude that a large number of individuals
would follow him However since comm@te common knowledggall the way down) is

an analytic fictiorand one can never really know what another is thinkieg a typical
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democrat would notpublically act right awayn a resistance movemefnee. lower his
threshold to 0). Bute would lower revolutionary threshdidm, say,a "40" to a "30,"

or a "20" to a "10."And other democrats would do likewis€hus a threshold sequence
that had, for example, looked like thi§l0, 20, 30, 30, 4040, 50, 60, 80, 100} would
now - after the oath ritual look like this: {10, 10, 20, 20, 30, 30, 40, 50, 70, 90}. A
latent bandwagon will have emerged.

The secondomplimentary point in support of the second step of the argument here under
consideration is thain the postulatedgstoath epistemic environmenipld democratsthose
who, before the oath, would have teadevolutionay threshold of "10* would lower their
revolutionary threshold to "0.There are twantemrelated reason® suppose thauch
individuals wouldmale that decisionThe first reason is théhat bold democratknowthat, if
they "go first" and "kill a tyrant,"they would receivein returnmoney(one half of the money
raised from the sale of the "tyr&itassetsandfame;andthey knowthat,should they die
attempting to kill the tyranthey would become even more famaarsongst the Athenians
(likely have a statue made in thaitage)andtheir children wouldbetaken care oby the state
But the promise of sugbositive incentives regardess their credibility would notenticesuch
individualsto "go first" if they thought that the resistantieey started would fail Thus the
seconccomplimentaryeasorto sugose that bold democratuld decide to go firsthose
incentives were preséed within an epistemicontext of common knowledge of widespread
credible commitmentd kill tyrants They thus would concludeas described abev that
people would follow thenfi.e. that there waa latent bandwgon). It would thus be rational to
"go first." And if a bold citizerdid do sq a citizen thatecentlylowered his revolutionary
threshold to 10 would theollow him. Then a citizen thatcentlylowered his revolutionary
threshold to 20 wodlfollow him, and so on Theresultingdynamig that is, would resemble
that describedn page X

The preceding sectigoresented a defensetbe third sukthesisof the paper's first (and
primary) thesisas a result of the fact that all Athenians swore the oath of Demophantos,
supporters oflemocracy would have been better able to mobilize against organized attempts to
overthrow the Athenian democracYyhe section wadivided into three parts. The fingart (i)
introduced the concept of common knowledge and explained its relationshigrdmeded
activity. The secongbart(ii) defended thigthefirst) step of the argument in support of the third
subthesis as a result ahaving sworn the oath of Demophantos, the Athenians generated
common knowledge of widespread credible commitmehiltoyrants and reward tyrant killers
The thirdpart(iii) defended thigthe secongl step of the argument in support of the third-sub
thesis the generated common knowledge of widespread credible commitment to both kill tyrants
and reward tyrant killerwould have helped the Athenians solve a rguabary coordination
problem The third sulihesis should thus be considered adequately defended.

*kk

The comments presented abdyedefended this paper's first (and primary) thebise
demosmandagdthat all Athenians swear the oath afidophantogn order tofacilitate future
effortsto mobilizein response torganized attempts to overthrow the Athenian democrécy
order to defend that thesis, three slbses were validated. The first ghbsis (validated in
subsection i) was as follows: At the time that the decree of Demophantos was prodhulgate
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Athenian democratsoncluded that an act of tyrant killing made possible the successful
mobilization against the regime of the Four Hundred. sdo®nd sulthesis (validated in sub
section ii) was as follows: At the time that the decree of Demophantos was promulgated,
Athenian democrats sought a means to facilitate their efforts to mobilize in response to future
coup attempts. And the third sthesis (validated in subection iii) was as follows: As a result

of the fact that all Athenians swore the oath of Demophardnd oath, again, to kill tyrants and
reward tyrant killers, Athenian democrats would have been better able to mobilize imseEspo
to future coup attempts. This paper's primary thesis should thus be considered adequately
defended.

Il
Second Thesis

Thecommants presented in the followirsgction(ll) defend this papersecond thesis:
The violentoverthrow of the Thirtf403 BCE)may be attributed, inonsiderablgart, to the fact
that all Athenians swore the oath of Demophanidsat is no doubta rathebold claim the
overthrow of the Thirtyand subsequent reestablishment of demodsacge of the most
significantevents in the engrhistory of Classical Athendndeed, it is one of the most
significant events in the entire history @frdocracyin the ancient Greek world\Nevertheless,
the thesis can be defendetind thatdefense rests on the validityo compimentary suktheses

The first complimentary suthesis is that acceptinghe argument gsented in section |
- the Athenians swore the oath of Demophantos in ordectiitatethe type ofresponsehat
did, in fact, bringdown the Thirty. It will be recdked that the Athenians swore tlogith in order
to ensure that, should a group of individuals attempt a d@tat there would be, in response, a
spark,arevolutionary bandwagon, and, finally, a largcale, coordinated respongghenian
democats, that is, wanted to be able to reprodusieould it become necessarthe sequence of
events thaked to the overthrow of theegime of the Four Hundred: spark = assassination of
Phrynichos; revolutionary bandwagon = cascaded uprising in the Pilaggscale,
coordinated action = assembly meeting in the theater of Dionysos and subsequent march on the
city. And, as jusaisserteda similar sequence of eventalbeit on a much larger leveunfolded
to bring down the thirty. The specifics ohttsequence can best be presented in budieit
form.

*Spark: The spark that set in motion teeries ofevents that ended with the
overthrow of the Thirty occurred in the winter of 404/3 when the Athenian
Thrasyboulos legerhaps as few dkirty menfrom Thebes into Attic§Xen. Hell.
2.4.2). Thatsmall forcesecured Phylea hill lying approximately 2&ilometers north of
the Athenian acropolis.The Thirtyquickly sent a force of hoplites and cavalry to
dislodge those men. hey failed: theyweredefeatedand forcedo withdraw (in a
snowstorm), receiving additional casualties inghecess

*Revolutionary Bandwagon Thrasyboulosbold advance would have been irrational
had heand his men not expectéuhat other individualsvould join them He must have
expected, that is, that his "spark” (going fisguld befollowed by a'revolutionary
bandwagoni. Andthat is, in fact, what happenedenophon, anan who served in the
cavalry(i.e. for the Thirty)assertedhat (vithin a monthor sg the number of
Thrasyboulos' forcelsad increasethore thartenfoldto 700men(2.4.5). The same
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author wrote that shortly thereaftethe rebels numbered000 (2.4.1Q) And Diodors
(14.33.1) indicates that the numbers swelled, 2890. It is unlikely that hundreds of men
joined en bloc Rather, the swelling of the rebel forces must have blearacterized by a
more or less constant influx of small numbers of men: more joined as they heard that
more wergoining. Eventually,Thrasyboulos hadnough men tanarch on the Piraeus
(NB: this is after thdattle of Acharnaean ambushvherein the rebels killed 120 of the
enemy. And there he was joinds hundreds of additional men willing to follow his
leadand overthrow th&hirty. The authoof the Ath. Pol. (38 3), after noting the rebel's
march to the Piraeus, assert&tbw the wholedemoscame to their side."

*Large-scale coordinated actionlf the rebel forcesvere to have any chance of
overthrowing the Thirty aregimedefendedy citizen hoplitesand cavalry, and a
Spartan garrisonthey would have to coordinate a variety of activitietated to

finances, supplies, personpeh a very large scale. And there is evidence that they did
so. Xenophonvrites(Hell. 2.4.25) "The later (i.e. the rebels), who were now nhumerous
and included all sorts of people, were engaged in making shields, some of wood, others
of wickerwork, and in painting therm."” The same author wrote that the rebel forces also
conductedoraging operations (2.4.26) and even brought siege esgigainst the city
(2.4.27). Andtiis perhapswhile the rebels were engaged in such aatisthat Lysias, a
metic who would soon become a famous speadenyworked to procure weaponry
(shields),funds, and mercenarie®©ther individuals likely performed similar services
But perhaps the bestidence of the rebels' effective, coordinated mobilization is their
performance on thieattlefield. There were two pitched battles. In the,first "battle of
Munychia,' theydefeatedhe Thirty's brces killing over70 of theirmen, including

Kritias, that regime's most prominent memb&hey fought their seconpitchedbattle
against dorce led by Pausanias, a Spartan Kifdne fightingwas fierce, with
Thrasyboulosforces takingmost of the casualties: 150 were killed. Nevertheless,

the rebeforces' showingessentially forcethe Spartans to withdraw their support

from theThirty andaccept democratic rule in Athens: it would be tostly to prop

up anoligarchy inthe face of an obviously coordinated and motivated majority who
opposed it.

The secondomplimentarysubthesis in support of the seconesis is that Athenian
democrat@ppear to haveausallyconnected the oathf Demophants tothe subsequent,
successful mobilization agairtste Thirty. The deénse of that suthesis rests on logical
inferences frontwo simple points. Thus, after the presentation of each point, the reasoning
wherebythat pointmight be consideed evidence in support of the second-thdsiswill be
articulatedexplicitly.

Thefirst point in support of the second sthtesis is thafAthenian democratalmost
certainly attributed the fall of the Thirty to a collective act of tyrannicMases(or fragments of
vase$ painted with anmage of Harmodios and Aristogeiton constitute the best evidence in
support of that pat. There are three such vase fragmémas date to the years 4480 No
vaseqor fragments therephire extant that bothacry the image of Harmodios and/or
Aristogeitan and date to the years circad484. Intriguingly, howeveilarmodios and
Aristogeiton appear on fiveaseghat date tairca 400- that is, right after the fall of the Thirty.
Three of those fiveasesare Panathenaic prize amphorae godelikely date to 402 they were
presumablycommissioned, that is, to commemorate the first Panathenaia held after the fall of the

25



Thirty. Following the tradibn of Panathenaic prize ampharaach of those three vases carries
a picture of Athena depicted in the act of advancing upon an enemy: her right leg leads her left
leg,in her righthandshe holds a spear in the throwing position, and indfehandshe holds a
shield covering her ugp baly. On that shield is painted an imagehsd Kritios and Nesiotes
statue group of Harmodios and Aristogeitorhe interpretatiofor, rather, one interpretationj
theentireimagethus appears to be rather straight forwdemocraticAthens (syrbolized by
the goddesathena) is protected (symbolized by #@ddessshield) bytyrant killers Giventhe
facts that thedemos commissioned the imageAthena'’s shielénd that the Panathenaia in
guestion was likely the first to occur after the fdltlee Thirty- not to mentiorthe fact that two
othervase fragmentsarrying an image of the two tyrannicides datea 400-, it is virtually
certain that democrats considered the Thitilgely called, at that time, the "Thirty Tyrantsto
have falenin a collective act of tyrannicide

The logic connecting thapparentact that Athenian democrats attributed the fall of the
Thirty to an at of collective tyrannicide tthe secondsubthesisis simple andtsaight forward.
There ardghree stepsotthe logic First, in order to facilitateneir efforts to mobilize in response
to organized attempts to overthrow the democracy, Athenians swore an @athrtalia)kill
tyrants and reward tyrant killersn averyreal sense, thegctuallyswore b become
tyrannicides a point made explicit in their pledge to treat a falspassitijust like Harmodios
and Aristogeiton. Secondafter all Athenians swore that oath, many Athenians successfully
mobilized against the Thirtgnd killed many of its supporter§ hird, the Athenian democrats
(apparentlyxoncluded that a collectivact of tyrannicide overthretine Thirty. A very possible
logical consequence is thus cleathenian democrats thought that the datlorked™
Demarats- at least partially attributed the fall othe Thirty, that is, to the fact that all
Athenians swore the oath of Demophantos

The second point in support of the secondthasis is that, after the successful
mobilization against the Thirty, Athéan democrats used a mass public ¢atta common
knowledge generating device) solve a largecale collectn action problemThat is, they used
the same tool to solve a similgpe ofproblem. The problem thegought to solvevasto secue
a postcivil war reconcilation agreement (and thpermaneny endviolent conflict between
Atheniang. Little is knownabout tle oaththeysworeto help secure the agreememhtowever,
in reference to that oath, Andokisl wrotg(Myst 90): "the oath in which #ghwhole city joined,
the oath which you all swore one and all after the reconciliat®esed on that quotation, one
may reasonably conclude that "all Athenians" swore the oath and that, as a consequence of so
doing,the oathceremony (or ceremonieggnerated common knowledge of widespread
commitment not to be vindictivelhat isanimportantelement in support of the second point.
However,in order to defend thattoint, it must be demonstrated: ffijat securing the
reconciliation agreement was allective action problem(ii) thatthat"reconciliationprobleny
could be solvethy thecommon knowledggenerated by the amnesty aath

% Further evidence potentially in support of the first point centers on honors given by the state to the descendants of
Athens famous tyrannicides, Harmodios and Aristogeiton. For the fifth century, the only securely attested honor
(i.e. listed by a fifth century source) is sitedid (° 131). But Isaeusin a speech (5.487) delivered in 389 BCE

wrote that those descenda receive sitesis, proedria, and ateleia. It is not unlikely that those additional honors were
awarded after the fall of the Thirty. If so, the increase could suggest a belief that tyrannicide "works" and thus
justified the giving of greater honorstimanks and to increase the likelihood that people would continue to do it.

And in a context after the fall of the Thirty, the act of tyrannicide that "worked" would have been the mobilization
sparked by Thrasyboulos.
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The collective action problem facing the Athenians in their efforts to secure the
reconciliation agreement must beadyzed from two perspectives. The first perspectiwlich
might be called the "macro" perspectiexamines Athenian political ach at the abstract level
of collectivitiesor factiors. There are two relevant factions: the democrats and the diggarc
That is, no doubt, an oversimplification of political reality. Botdefense of that analysis,
Atheniangle.g. the "Old Oligarch” and Demosthenesjlerstoodheir politics to belominated
by two factions and such an analysis does present theduisém opportunity to identify and
appreciate major strategic dynamics. The second perspeutiveh might be called the
"micro" perspective analyzes Atheniapolitical action from theperspective of the individual
Athenian. In order to prevent the argumegrom becoming unnecessarily complicated, only the
actions of individual democrats will be examinedletail

From a macro perspective, Athenian democrats were confronted with a type of
"prisoner's dilemma" game in their efforts to secure the rdaion agreementFor the sake of
clarity, it will be helpful toanalyze a formal presentation of the game

oligarchs
cooperate defect
cooperatg 3, 3 0, 4
Defect 4, 0 1, 1

democrats

In this idealized game, there are two "playet&oligarchs andhedemocrats. Each player can
either cooperatévork with his opponerntor defect(not work withhis opponernt Both players
make their "move"that iseitherto cooperate aio defect- at the same time. Nber player can
speak tchis opponenand does not know what move he will makehe ramification of their
collective decisions or the game's payoff structurés common knowledgelf both players
cooperate say live up to the ideals of the reconciliation and thus peacefsyist- they

receive the payoff written in the box in the upper left hand: 3 for democrats, 3 for oligarchs. If
democrats cooperate (i.e. uphold the ideals of the reconciliation agreement) but the oligarchs
defect (e.g. work to overthrow the democraegch player receives the payoffs listed in the box
in the upper right hand: f@r democrats, 4 for oligarchs. TbBgarchs thus receive their highest
payoff in that scenariolf democrats defect (e,gngage in revenge Kkillings, property
confiscationy and the oligarchs cooperate (refrain from hostile acts) both players receive the
payoffs lised in the box in the lower lefftand corner: 4 foremocratsp for oligarchs.In that
scenario, the democrats receive their highest payoftl if both playes defect (i.e. engage in
hostile, partisan attacks), they will receive the payoffs listed in the box in the lower right hand
corner.

The "problem'for the playersn the prisoner's dilemma game is that it is rational for both
players to defect despithat fact that, if both defedhey each receive a lower payoff than they
would had theyothcooperated. For example, if the democrats defect,dbnelgd end up with a
payoff of 4 if the oligarchs cooperate (4,0 lower leftheir best payof, or, if the oligarchs
defect, they would receive a payoff of 1 (1,1 lower rigliut they know that thegannot
receive a payoff of Otheir lowest payoff if they defect. And since the democrats do maivk
what the oligarchs will ddyut do know that thegi.e. the oligarchsyinderstand the payoff
structurethey will defect: it is letter to receive a payoff of-with a chance of receiving a
payoff of 4 thancooperate anteceive the "sucker's payoff" of 0. And the oligarchs employ
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that same reasoningo. Thus both players choose to defdbiat is engage in stasisind
receive their second worst payoff.

The type of prisoner's dilemma gamattbonfronted the Atheniams their efforts to
secure the postivil war reconciliationagreemenis called an iterated game. That simply means
that both players, the oligarchs and the democrats, play the game an indefinite number of times
and each player can remember how his opponent played the game in earlier rounds. The object
of the game remains the sam@aximize one's payoff (givehe opponent's choice). Bubw
there is an opportunity for each player to "rewdnd’opponenfor cooperating or "punishim
for defecting. Both players can thus "get to know" each other and establish a certain amount of
trust. And, as will be explained briefly below, there is a chancetmgteratiorwould then
become aationally selfinterested movéor both players

In a very influetial bookentitledThe Evolution of CooperatiopRRobertAxelrod
demongrated that a strategy called "Tit foafl (a strategy devised by Anatol Rapopastan
extremely effective strategy for players to follow in an iterated prisoner's dilemma game. A
player following such a strategy will begin play by cooperating and then play each of the
following (indefinite number of) roundsf the gaméoy doing what his opponent did in the
previous round: ihis opponent defected in round 10, he will defect in ralydf his opponent
cooperated in round 10, he will cooperate in round THere are importaméfinements to that
strategy for example, "Tit for &t with forgiveness" whereby a player will, very rarely,
cooperateevenafter his opponent defectdut,as Axelrodproved, a player following a tit for tat
strategy will, over the long run, receive a higher accumulated fpidngof were he to pursue a
differentstrategy. The reason for that outcomehisththat people (andates) tend to respond in
kind totheir opponents and that, in the long run, mutual cooperaétween players ofteyields
a higher payoff to each playér.

Viewed from the abstract "macro” perspective just outlined, it is relatively easy to
understand how the mass public amnesty (@ih common knowledge generatequld help
the Atheniandemocrats solve their "reconciliation problei8imply put, the performance of that
oath generated common kmiedge that, in the "first move" of the new, post civil war iterated
prisoner's dilemmganme, thedemocrats chose to cooperate. Theesybody knew that
everybody knew that everybody knew that the democrats hadratege And not only that
theypledged to continue to cooperatehe future That would havéeen an incredibly
powerful act oligarchs would have expected the democrats to engage in acts of retribution.
Noting that fact, the author of tiAgh. Pol. wrote(40. 2)that, in deciding to implement the
amnesty, the Athenians behavéudthe most completely honorable and statesmantiiener of
any people in history.The not unlikely consequence of that move would be for oligarchs
relieved by the democrats' move reciprocate (Tit for @t). Then, as explained above, the
democrats would cooperate. Over tirtiesn,both formerlywarring"players” would conclude
that defection would not be in their interest. Thus after a catastrophic collapse, the Athenians
could begin the process of "going on togetter."

From a "micro" perspective, Athenian democrats were confrontecawignydifficult
collective actiorproblen: ensuring that individual democrats would live up to the ideals of the
reconciliation agreemeiaind therebwllow the "democrats" as a group (or playerinake the
move to cooperate in theacro level, iterated prisorie dilemmagame. To appreciate the

* On the "norm of reciprocity," se@agare and Kilgour (2000), pp. 2289.
® As Xenophon wrote in hislellenica( mi d fourth century) (2.4.43): "And
together as felloveitizens and the demos abide by their oaths."
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