“Explain the role of the Persian Empire during the Great Peloponnesian War (431- 404BCE).”
In this essay I will be examining the role of the Persian Empire during the Great Peloponnesian War. I believe that what we can learn from Persia is less to do with direct military conflict and more to do with political negotiations from their interactions with Sparta. Throughout their involvement we can observe the changing style of negotiation as spheres of influence evolve. Persia’s economic prowess is also something I will be exploring as it is a key factor to their negotiations. In order to explore these factors I will largely examining the three treaties that are presented in the eighth book of Thucydides’ History of the Peloponnesian War. However first it is important to understand at what caused Persia to illicit aid from the Spartans and as a result join the war.
Up until the Decelean or Ionian War Persia did not play a role in the Great Peloponnesian War; it was the fault of the Athenians who supported the rebels, Pissuthnes and Amorges, in the Persian Empire which broke the tactic between the Achaemenid King Darius II Nothus and the Delian league. Unfortunately records do not account for the initial cause of the rebellion however what we do know is that at the end of the Archidamian war (421 B.C.) a man named Pissuthnes hired a group of mercenaries to accompany him to Lydia (an ancient polis in western Turkey). Pissuthnes was the Satrap (governor of the state) of Lydia, upon discovering this amassing force in one of his provinces the King sent Tissaphernes, a nobleman of Persia, with the objective of stirring a rebellion within the mercenaries. Tissaphemes was successful in his task and a now defenceless Pissuthnes was shortly after arrested and then executed.  This however was not the end of the rebellion in the Persian Empire as Amorges son of Pissuthnes continued the rebellion in Caria (south west ancient Turkey). He along with a separate group of mercenaries seized control of the port of Iasus, a port at which Athenian ships regularly docked. This is how Amorges was able to receive support from the Athenian officer Lycon, the same man who had supported his father. After his success at capturing Pissuthnes Tissaphemes was sent again to stop Amorges, this time however due to the combination of the Athenian fleet’s constant presence in Iasus that caused Tissaphemes to offer support to the Spartans in the Peloponnesian War in exchange for them  to capture Amorges; which after a treaty was written they did. So it was the Athenians decision to support Amorges which eventually lead to their downfall, as without it Persia would have never supported Sparta.
Now that we have ascertained the cause of Persia’s involvement we now begin to asses and understand their motives behind the treaties they created. There were three treaties that were agreed upon by the Spartans, the King of Persia and Tissaphernes. The first treaty was written in 412 B.C. The first treaty consists of three key points: “Whatever country or cities the King has, or the King's ancestors had, shall be the king's”[footnoteRef:2]. This could be an attempt by Persia to exert their dominance over Sparta and an attempt to regain lost land. But given that the other clauses of the treaty cover the needs of the Persians and the Spartans it is unsurprising that the Spartans did not accept this treaty.
The second part of the treaty is the one that actually dictates what role Persia will play in the war “war with the Athenians shall be carried on jointly by the King and by the Spartans and their allies”.[footnoteRef:3] This section of the treaty is much vaguer than in future versions, it is important to pay attention to the wording of this as it can be inferred from this that Persia will directly contribute to the war with Persian troops and ships. This is due to the need to offer an incentive to Sparta for them to help however as we will see in future versions of the treaty the conditions become far more financially incentivised after Sparta arrests Amorges .

The third point is obviously referring to Amorges controlling the port of Iasus which is as we know from the previous paragraph is the cause of Persia’s involvement in the Persian War “If any revolt from the King, they shall be the enemies of the Spartans and their allies”[footnoteRef:4]. In practice this is the only part of the treaty that is actually pertinent to the Persians immediate needs, the rest is additional gain. What this could suggest is that what Persia is in fact doing is trying to secure their position as an ancient super power; but also we should take note of their aggressive style of negotiation in this treaty as we will see they take a far more passive approach in future treaties.
 [2:  Livius.org]  [3:  Livius.org]  [4:  Livius.org] 

The second treaty was written in the winter of 412/411 after the Spartans rejected the first. It was in this same winter that Sparta sailed to Iasus. This greatly affected the treaty that was produced the second time around as after Sparta set sail Persia would no longer need the support of the Spartans so they could no longer make grand demands  which we can see when we can compare the first treaty “Whatever country or cities the King has, or the King's ancestors had, shall be the king's” which is no longer present and instead became  “Neither the Spartans nor the allies of the Spartans shall make war against or otherwise injure any country or cities that belong to King Darius”[footnoteRef:5]. This as previously said demonstrates the more passive approach that Persia is taking to the treaty. The next sign that Persia no longer wants to commit troops or ships and take a more passive role in the war is in the second point which states “If the Spartans or their allies should require any assistance from the King, or the King from the Spartans or their allies, whatever they both agree upon they shall be right in doing”[footnoteRef:6]. This idea is further supported by the change that was made to point 2 in the first treaty which previously stated that it would not be lawful to make peace with the Athenians unless both sides agreed to it; this showed Persia’s willingness to play an active role in the war. Whereas in the second amended version of the treaty it implies that Persia wants to take a more passive role, although the difference is subtle by no longer making it unlawful it allows Sparta to make peace at anytime which would benefit the Persians “Both shall carry on jointly the war against the Athenians and their allies: and if they make peace, both shall do so jointly.”[footnoteRef:7] The third and final treaty was written in the spring of 411BC, post arrest of Amorges. The first clause of the treaty is very much of the same nature as the in the first treaty however it is now contained to just countries in Asia in order to satisfy both countries needs; the Spartans they no longer would have to relinquish a majority control of Greece to the Persians which went against the Spartans whole purpose of campaign was to liberate Greece and Persia maintains a foothold in Asia, “The country of the King in Asia shall be the King's, and the King shall treat his own country as he pleases.”[footnoteRef:8] This is an example of Persia’s diplomatic skills. 
The following clause is the one which dictates Persia’s actual role in the Great Peloponnesian War which is that of support, financially and militaristically. Even though Persia would be committing some of its feel it was in its interest to supply it as quickly as possible as after the Kings fleet did arrive any ships further financed for by Persia would have to be repaid for after the war, a loan essentially “If, however, they choose to receive the pay from Tissaphernes, Tissaphernes shall furnish it: and the Spartans and their allies shall repay him at the end of the war.”[footnoteRef:9] This was not the end of the Persian ingenuity however as in the final clause of the treaty they gave themselves direct control of the course of the war. This would allow the Persians control of the role that they would play throughout the remainder of the war “according as Tissaphernes and the Spartans and their allies shall think best.”[footnoteRef:10] [5:  Livius.org]  [6:  Livius.org]  [7:  Livius.org]  [8:  Livius.org]  [9:  Livius.org]  [10:  Livius.org] 

Throughout the interactions between Persia and Sparta it is clear that Persia is always in control of negotiations and as a result was always to some extent in control of the role that they would play. For the Spartans Persia’s support was a pivotal influence in their eventual victory which demonstrates the significance of the role that they played and the influence of financial backing upon conflict. As because of the vital support that Persia provided, Sparta and its allies were able to beat Athens in open naval combat.
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