2. Xenophon, Hellenika, 1.1.23-26:
 [23] Meanwhile a letter dispatched to Lacedaemon by Hippocrates, vice-admiral under Mindarus, was intercepted and taken to Athens; it ran as follows: “The ships are gone. Mindarus is dead. The men are starving. We know not what to do”. [24] Pharnabazus, however, urged the whole Peloponnesian army and their allies not to be discouraged over a matter of ship-timber—for he said there was plenty of that in the King's land—so long as their bodies were safe; and he not only gave to each man a cloak and subsistence for two months, but he also armed the sailors and set them as guards over his own coastline. [25] Furthermore, calling together the generals and ship-captains from the various states, he bade them build triremes at Antandrus to equal the number which they had severally lost, giving them money for the purpose, and telling them to get timber from Mount Ida. [26] And while the ship-building was going on, the Syracusans helped the Antandrians to finish a portion of their wall, and in the garrison-duty made themselves most popular. For this reason the Syracusans now enjoy at Antandrus the privileges of benefactors and citizens. As for Pharnabazus, after making these arrangements he went at once to the relief of Calchedon.

Here I analyse section twenty-three to twenty-six of book one, chapter one of Xenophon’s Hellenika. The Hellenika is a narrative history of the end of the Peloponnesian war.  I breakdown the text into who is mentioned, what their role is in the text and finally, I evaluate how valuable the text is to a historian in its wider context. This extract takes place in 410 BCE and depicts the interception of a correspondence from Hippocrates to Lacedaemon, otherwise known as Sparta. Xenophon was a military leader himself who notably led the Ten Thousand safely to Pergamum (Buxton 2016), an impressive feat of leadership for which he was known. As a military historian his work often deconstructs what it means to be a good leader (Marincola 2016). Xenophon is an uncommon example of an ancient historian being a contemporary of the events he was writing about.			Xenophon does not tell his readers how an important military correspondence is intercepted, only that it is. He gives no information on who was transporting said letter or who it was supposed to be delivered to. All that Xenophon tells his audience is that a letter from Hippocrates that was supposed to reach Sparta was intercepted and taken to Athens. The letter contains three key bits of information; “The ships are gone. Mindarus is dead. The men are starving” (Xenophon 1.1.23). It makes little sense that such delicate information in a time of war wouldn’t be protected in some fashion. In her thesis Enigma: Secret Communication in Greco-Roman Warfare Diepenbroek discusses the various ways in which people in the ancient world would kept messages hidden. These include: hiding the message in a dead hare and dressing the messenger as a huntsman, or tattooing the message onto the head of a slave, leaving time for their hair to grow, then the recipient would shave the slave’s head to reveal the message. Dipenbroek illuminates how historians such as Herodotus described messages hidden on objects in his histories (Dipenbroek). Xenophon either thought that the logistical nature of how messages were delivered and or intercepted did not fit into his narrative structure or he simply did not know.   				Hodkinson states that Mindarus died defending his fleet of ships from a surprise attack by the Athenian fleet. This took place in 410 BCE shortly after the recapture of Cyzicus. The Athenians drove Mindarus’ ships into harbour, grounding them (Hodkinson 2005). This would have allowed for the Athenians to take out the enemy navy with the swift use of fire as opposed to ramming them one by one on the water.	Mindarus’ death would have been felt in the chain of command because of his high status as an admiral. 	Xenophon is driving home to the reader the need for assistance and good leadership.			Pharnabazus was a Persian satrap of Dascylium, northwest Turkey. A satrap would have been a governor, a protector of the kingdom. His duties would have covered everything from collecting tribute, commanding troops, to diplomatic relations (Wiesehöfer 2006). Pharnabazus offers solutions and sets up a command chain to see the job through. It is Pharnabazus who provides food and clothes to the soldiers, Pharnabazus who organises a defence for the coast, and it is Pharnabazus who instructs the rebuilding of triremes. Xenophon puts emphasis on him as a caring and practical commander. Pharnabazus personally rallies the troops; informing them that ships can be rebuilt, wood can be sourced, but most importantly they have lived to fight another day. Xenophon has Pharnabazus say “So long as their bodies were safe” (Xen Hel 1.1.24). It is unclear from this section alone if he is giving false hope or optimism to his underlings, however Marincola suggests that Xenophon does not shy away from depicting leaders in a manipulating manner regardless of if this is to raise morale or take advantage of them (Marincola 2016). He provides food and clothing, showing personal care for each soldier, reinforcing a bond of trust between general and subordinate. Once the morale of his men has been buoyed, Pharnabazus moves onto the practical work that needs to be done. He sends generals and captains to Antandrus to rebuild ships, instructing them on where to get wood at mount Ida and providing money for the task. Finally, he provides weapons to the sailors to guard the coast while rebuilding takes place. Flower points out that Xenophon leaves the reader to draw their own moral conclusions on political structures and struggles. However, Xenophon is clearer on the qualities he perceives make a good military leader (Flower 2016). 				This text talks about the forming of allies in times of need. In assisting the Antandrus fortify a wall the Syracusans found an ally. ‘The Syracusans now enjoy at Antandrus the privileges of benefactors and citizens’(Xen Hel 1.126). 					Xenophon writes history with a narrative tone. This narrative style allows the reader to get invested in the lives of historical figures giving a sense of ease when learning facts and figures. Cicero, however, criticises Xenophon for this exact thing in his letter to his brother, Quintus. ‘Such a one was Cyrus as described by Xenophon, not according to historical truth but as the pattern of a just ruler’ (Cic Let Quin 1.23). Cicero critiques Xenophon on the emphasis he places on describing the behaviours of historical figures for the purpose of showing the reader the characteristics needed to be a good leader rather than focusing on the historical facts.											This source gives great historical detail on the values upheld and celebrated in Xenophon’s lifetime. It emphasises how command of soldiers in a military campaign should be maintained carefully by a general such as Pharnabazus but lacks in verifying the logistics of messages being intercepted in war time.  									
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