Reply to “to what extent did Spartan military failures and success affect the Peloponnesian League and their allies view of the Spartans”

In his wiki section Major argues that Sparta’s position as the leaders of the Peloponnesian league is entirely dependent on the military victories which Sparta achieved and therefore when met with military failures, such as that at Sphacteria, Sparta’s position was in question. I will argue that this is a very simplistic reading and that the issue of Sparta’s leadership of the Peloponnesian league is far more complicated. This reply will argue that cultural ties, diplomacy and tradition were the main reasons why Sparta held power in the Peloponnesian league.
Firstly Major states that Sparta’s position as the head of the Peloponnesian league was at points in doubt however I would disagree as Sparta’s position as the head of the Peloponnesian league never appears to be contested however their position as the dominant power in the Peloponnese was threatened. Spartan Hegemony of the Peloponnesian league seems to have been accepted as is shown by the fact that the poleis which did have issues with Sparta such as Elis and Mantinea left the league and allied with Argos and later Athens, this is possibly because the Peloponnesian league was a series of poleis which had alliances with Sparta.
I agree with Major that military success and failure did have an effect on how the Spartans were viewed by their allies especially after the disasters at Pylos and Sphacteria however I feel that military success only played a minor part in this and there were many other factors which were involved in the perception of Sparta.
Firstly, Carpreedy states that by the time of the 430s Sparta had established alliances with each of its allies individually[footnoteRef:1] this is an example of how Sparta used diplomatic skill to implement themselves as leaders of the Peloponnese. However diplomacy did not only help Sparta to maintain their leadership, if done badly it could be quite detrimental to negatively impact Sparta’s power over the Peloponnesian league for example Carpreedy argues that one of the reasons that Mantinea rebelled against Sparta was that Sparta started getting too involved in the affairs of another ally, Elis and this caused the Mantineans to feel that their independence was threatened by Sparta[footnoteRef:2]. Not only did this cause Mantinea to leave the Peloponnesian league but it also meant that Elis also left their alliance with Sparta to ally with the Argives[footnoteRef:3] this will have caused issues for Sparta as although the Argives were neutral at this point, they were hostile to and were long standing enemies and rivals of Sparta and furthermore the truce which had prevented the Argives from siding against Sparta was about to expire meaning that war with  Argos was highly likely. [1:  Carpreedy 2014]  [2:  Carpreedy 2014
 Thuc 5.46]  [3:  Carpreedy 2008] 

Furthermore it was not just Spartan diplomacy which impacted their power and control over the Peloponnese but diplomatic moves of others, particularly Athens for example Thucydides reports that during the peace of Nicias the Athenians secured an alliance with Mantinea and Elis, who had been Spartan allies in the war before the peace, as well as with Argos who is a traditional enemy of Sparta but had been previously prevented from joining the Peloponnesian war due to a truce. This clever diplomacy on Athens’ part weakened Spartan influence in the Peloponnese and this therefore shows how diplomacy was fundamental in securing the power and influence of Sparta in the Peloponnese.  
Another factor in how the Spartans maintained power and influence in the Peloponnese is how they present themselves The Spartans presented themselves as the liberators of the Greeks[footnoteRef:4] against the Athenian empire, this will have been very useful and helpful for securing their reputation amongst their allies. Especially since Greece had not long experienced invasions by Persia, another empire and had successfully “defended their freedom” therefore in Greece there will have most likely been a feeling at this time that they must defend their freedom and Autonomy from empires. However this portayl of themselves as “liberators” backfired when it came to the peace of Nikias as due to the fact that it returned to the status quo it looked like Sparta had lost the war, furthermore the peace of Nikias caused Sparta to loose favour among her allies because Sparta was the one named as being able to negotiate terms which, Hornblower argues, left the allies feeling inferior to Sparta and almost like subjects, causing them to question whether Sparta were the liberators or weather they were just another empire and that this therefore lead to more issues with Elis and Mantinea. [4:  Hornblower 2011] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]In conclusion although Spartan military success appears to have had an effect on Spartan power and influence in the Peloponnese however diplomatic decisions made by both Sparta and others had more of an effect on Sparta’s Peloponnesian supremacy. As well as how sparta presented themselves, all these factors combined go to show that Spartan leadership of the Peloponnesian league was secured by a complicated series of factors including but not limited to military success.
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