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The article to be reviewed is ‘Conscription of Hoplites in Classical Athens’ (2001) by Matthew R. Christ.[footnoteRef:1] The article is about the change in methodology in conscripting hoplites in Athens somewhere between 386-366 BC.[footnoteRef:2] The article argues that there were two reasonings for why the Athenians changed their conscription system (military and ideology).[footnoteRef:3] The reply is to be a positive reply to support Christ’s arguments made throughout his article with some necessary criticism or areas for future enhancement within the article. This reply will discuss the debate in chronology, the methodology of the change of the conscription systems.     [1:  Christ 2001]  [2:  Christ 2001: 409]  [3:  Christ 2001: 416-420] 

Christ is not a military historian, therefore, Christ has a different approach to military affairs in comparison to a purely military orientated historian, for example, Victor Davis Hanson.[footnoteRef:4] However, as a social and legal historian, Christ’s ability to understand the social and legal consequences of conscription, its reform and draft evasion on society is invaluable.[footnoteRef:5] Christ additionally is one of the few scholars who deal with conscription of hoplites as a single entity instead of the typical use of conscription as evidence for societal changes. Therefore, Christ is very much at the forefront of scholarly changes towards the treatment of conscription within the Ancient world, especially in Athens.   [4:  Hoover Institution, 2018.]  [5:  Indiana University, 2018. pdf ] 

Conscription is typically used as evidence within scholarly debates to prove or disprove the egalitarian nature of Athenian society after the introduction of the Age Group system. However, conscription is also used in debates surrounding military effectiveness and the professional versus amateur soldiering debate.[footnoteRef:6] Conscription is also used as evidence for changes within social and military spheres of government. Furthermore, the conscription of hoplites in Ancient Athens is used as evidence for the idea for social division between citizen and non-citizen alongside the place of conscripts within volunteer majority forces, for example, the Sicilian Expedition (415 BC).[footnoteRef:7] [6:  Bardunias & Ray 2016: 67-70]  [7:  Christ 2001: 402 & Thuc. 6.31.3] 

Christ’s position is that conscription of Athenian citizens to serve as Hoplites was a common occurrence because of the near-perpetual warfare that was being conducted in Ancient Greece and when not, enough volunteers enlisted conscription was enforced. The specific conscription of hoplites suggests that Athenian society was wealthy enough to afford the cost of mass recruitment of heavy infantry even in unfavourable circumstances, for example, the plague of 427 BC.[footnoteRef:8]    [8:  Thuc. 3.87] 

Between 386-366 BC the Athenians changed their methodology for conscription from the Katalogos System to an Age Groups system.[footnoteRef:9] The Katalogos System involved the use of a tribal-based system comprising of ten tribes to recruit hoplites from.[footnoteRef:10] The hoplites would then be selected by generals in the following four stages (compilation of lists, notification of conscripts, granting exemptions and muster) all based on the Cleisthenic Reforms (508-507 BC) around the tribal system.[footnoteRef:11] Whereas the Age Groups System required permanent listings of eligible conscripts divided by age group.[footnoteRef:12] This change in favour of the age-group based conscription system allowed for a more rapid recruitment of conscripts as well as varying levels of experience within recruits in comparison to the Katalogos system.[footnoteRef:13] It is unclear if the tribal basis remained with the change in conscription systems.   [9:  Christ 2001: 416]  [10:  Hdt. 6.111.1]  [11:  Christ 2001: 399]  [12:  Bakewell 2008: 156]  [13:  Christ 2001: 410] 

Christ also argues that conscription in Athens is controversial (not unlike modern times) and that ‘scholars address conscription infrequently and then only briefly as it pertains to other subjects, especially Athenian demography’.[footnoteRef:14] The controversy with the Athenian conscription system was that the Katalogos system could be implemented unfairly and that older conscripts could be called-up more frequently than their younger counterparts because older conscripts probably had more combat experience.[footnoteRef:15] However, the removal of Athenian manpower by conscription impacted heavily on Athenian agriculture and food supply as warfare was starting to move away from seasonal campaigns the lack of manpower to harvest crops was detrimental to Athenian food supply and logistics.[footnoteRef:16]      [14:  Christ 2001: 398 ]  [15:  Christ 2001: 410]  [16:  Hanson 1993: 4-5] 

Conscription generally is controversial because its principle is to force a man into military service without necessarily considering individual circumstances and opinions. Therefore, it is commonplace to see with the introduction of conscription that there is a comparable rise in draft evasion by either legal or illegal means.[footnoteRef:17] Additionally, the implementation of a conscription system can be abused to create a division within society. In the case of Athenian society, the divide between Citizen and Non-Citizen because Citizens were more likely to serve as hoplites because they had the money and equipment to do so but not necessarily the training whereas, non-Citizens were more likely to be the light troops such as archers and slingers. Furthermore, the potential for abuse of the conscription system by well-connected citizens to avoid service by lucrative means could be a factor in why the conscription system changes from Katalogos to Age Groups.[footnoteRef:18]  [17:  Christ 2004: 33]  [18:  Christ 2004: 34] 

Conscription is a ‘niche’ area of study within the ancient world. This is because there is a distinct lack of literary sources and modern scholarship that mention conscription or deal with conscription as an individual entity. Instead, conscription is typically treated as a means of interlinking aspects of Athenian society.[footnoteRef:19] The lack of literary sources that mention conscription could be because the author’s work would be drawn towards the political and military aspects of a campaign and not towards the recruitment of hoplites. Furthermore, the common occurrence of conscription by the Athenians probably meant that the authors would be wasting time and effort discussing an aspect of Athenian society that was presumably common knowledge within the literate population. [19:  Christ 2001: 398] 

However, Christ gives less attention to the conscription of sailors and cavalrymen. This is an issue because his ability to consider conscription in its entirety diminishes the level of importance that other groups of soldiers receive alongside Christ’s ability to consider that ‘eighty percent of Athens’ male citizens were enrolled in the citizen-militia’.[footnoteRef:20] Furthermore, the over-emphasis of Hoplite warfare portrays an opinion that only Hoplites were conscripted while cavalry and sailors were either conscripted rarely or were solely volunteers.[footnoteRef:21] However, his over-emphasis of hoplite warfare could be because of the lack of sources dealing with the other aspects of the Athenian military. Furthermore, the elite and the literate within Athenian society probably were all hoplites, therefore, any exploits would be given to hoplites as opposed to light troops. Based on the idea that hoplites are the elite of society they, therefore, receive the most attention from the literary sources, this then creates a division within Athenian society between the citizen and non-citizen with the citizens receiving more attention in comparison to the non-citizen.[footnoteRef:22]   [20:  Beukema 1941: 22]  [21:  Hornblower 2011: 34-35]  [22:  Hornblower 2011: 34-35] 

As Christ’s footnote about non-hoplite conscription notes only scholarship, his lack of engagement with ancient sources concerning non-hoplite recruitment is concerning.[footnoteRef:23] This links into the division of society by citizen and non-citizen basis alongside the divide within the citizenry of wealth and status. Additionally, the argument that different aspects of the Athenian military were recruited differently is given credibility because armies and navies have differing requirements and priorities.[footnoteRef:24]       [23:  Christ 2001: 398 & Thuc. 1.31.1, 7.14.2]  [24:  Bakewell 2008: 146] 

David Pritchard argues that the Katalogos system ‘which Cleisthenes developed effectively integrated Athens and its countryside for the first time was the city’s first-ever mechanism for mass mobilisation and the standard way for raising hoplites until the second quarter of the fourth century’.[footnoteRef:25] Therefore, Pritchard suggests that the system had its drawbacks but was effective and conscripts were successfully recruited when necessary under this system.[footnoteRef:26] Christ counters by stating that ‘the process of conscription was set in motion whenever the Assembly voted in favour of a military campaign’.[footnoteRef:27] This meant that there was political oversight of a military campaign and justification of a war. This justification then relates to the increase or decrease of draft evasion depending on individual opinions. However, for the Katalogos system to work properly and to its fullest the Assembly would have to vote ‘well in advance of the summer campaign season to launch an expedition, this left the generals sufficient time to conscript troops’.[footnoteRef:28] [25:  Pritchard 2010: 3]  [26:  Bakewell 2006: 91]  [27:  Christ 2001: 399]  [28:  Christ 2001: 408 & Thuc. 6.26.1] 

Christ argues that there were two reasonings (military and ideological) for why Athens changed her conscription system between 386-366 BC. Christ, however, argues that they may have been more conscription systems used by Classical Athens but they remain unknown to modern scholarship for a variety of reasons, which range from lack of literary sources, archaeology, inscriptions among others.[footnoteRef:29] Debra Hamel argues that ‘generals may have had a hand in the conscription of hoplites but not necessarily with cavalry or marines’.[footnoteRef:30] Hamel therefore, suggests that different sections of the Athenian military were conscripted differently. Geoffrey Bakewell suggests that the Athenians ‘found themselves fighting farther afield, and engaged in a new sort of warfare whose constitutive elements, the trireme fleet and the siege, required large numbers of troops for long periods of time’.[footnoteRef:31] Therefore, suggesting that the Athenians had to adopt conscription due to their campaigns lasting longer and outside of the locality of Athens. [29:  Christ 2001: 398]  [30:  Hamel 1998: 24]  [31:  Bakewell 2006: 91-92] 

The notion that it was a military reason why Athens changed its method of conscription from Katalogos system to the Age Group system is credible. This is because between the rough dates of 386-366 BC Athens was trying to re-assert itself as an empire in the period of Theban Hegemony (371-362 BC). Alongside, the aftermath of the Boeotian (378-372 BC) and Corinthian (395-387 BC) Wars which drew Athenian attention to military conquests.[footnoteRef:32] This was because after the defeat of Athens by Sparta in the Second Peloponnesian War (431-404 BC) Athens had to re-assert itself as a ‘world’ power by creating the Second Athenian League.[footnoteRef:33] Furthermore, the disadvantages of the Katalogos system were being recognised by the Athenian military and politicians because of the Katalogos system’s inability to react quickly to developing situations and its inability to offer various levels of combat experience within recruits.[footnoteRef:34]  [32:  Diod. XIV-XV, Xen. Hell. IV-VII & Rhodes 2010: 239-260]  [33:  Rhodes 2010: 261-278]  [34:  Christ 2001: 408-409] 

The argument that it was ideological reasonings behind why Athens changed its conscription systems was because Athens was operating a direct democratic system for its citizenry. Therefore, this change in direction created a desire for reform at all levels of society.[footnoteRef:35] Christ argues that the lack of fairness because of its arbitrary selection of hoplites the Katalogos conscription system was forced to change to an Age Group system.[footnoteRef:36] Christ hypothesises that ‘the new arrangement was manifestly fair in ensuring that individuals of the same age would serve simultaneously’.[footnoteRef:37] Additionally, that ‘it was also fair in providing a mechanism that younger men, who were more able to serve, would be called up more than their elders’.[footnoteRef:38] These ideological considerations that Christ states could be applied to any application of conscription in any given era where conscription is in operation as a means of military recruitment.[footnoteRef:39] Therefore, Christ is paraphrasing modern arguments for conscription reform or abolishment and setting them within an ancient historical setting, consequently, the reliability of his article is in question because of his imposition of modern ideas on an ancient civilisation.  [35:  Aesch. 2.133]  [36:  Christ 2001: 418-419 & Thuc. 2.13.7]  [37:  Christ 2001: 418]  [38:  Christ 2001: 419]  [39:  Christ 2001: 418-420] 

Christ connects the ideological and military reasonings behind why the Athenians changed their conscription system. His connecting of the reasons does support the validity of the article in terms of fully understanding how the conscription system changed. However, Christ omits the mercenary explosion and the rise of professionalism within the ancient Greek militaries, for example, the Theban Sacred Band.[footnoteRef:40] The rise of professionalism and the mercenary explosion both impact on conscription because they both demonstrate the necessity of having professional armies as opposed to seasonal campaigns which diminish the need for a permanent conscription system. The mercenary explosion created a desire among poleis to delegate fighting to professional hired soldiers, for example, with Phocis after it conquered Delphi in 356 BC provoking the Third Sacred War (356-346 BC) created a desire for permanent standing mercenary armies leaving local populations to focus purely on economic priorities.[footnoteRef:41]   [40:  Bardunias & Ray 2016: 74-75]  [41:  Rhodes 2010: 236] 

The rise of egalitarianism and the differentiation between citizen and non-citizen was important in why the Athenian conscription system was overhauled.[footnoteRef:42] The rise of egalitarianism created a desire for more equality throughout Athenian citizenry which included the army despite Athens being pre-dominantly a naval power.[footnoteRef:43] Christ argues that ‘Athenian arrangements for conscription are thus significant for our understanding not only of military institutions but also of democratic citizenship’.[footnoteRef:44] With the overhaul of the conscription system, the divide between citizen and non-citizen remained, however, it was significantly shrunk because the Age Group system provided a means of non-differentiation of wealth. With the introduction of professional and mercenary armies, the wealth qualifications for service were removed and the competence of serving soldiers was the basis of recruitment alongside financial incentives.[footnoteRef:45]   [42:  Hornblower 2011: 34-35]  [43:  Thuc. 3.16.1-4]  [44:  Christ 2001: 398]  [45:  Plt. Phoc. 13.3] 

Christ’s follow up article titled ‘Draft Evasion Onstage and Offstage in Classical Athens’ is a ‘companion’ to the article being reviewed.[footnoteRef:46] The article outlines how Athenians could have avoided being conscripted and how much of a problem draft evasion was within Athenian Society, alongside the representations of conscription within Greek tragedy that relate to compulsory military service.[footnoteRef:47] Christ’s approach to draft evasion is primarily based on Greek Tragedies. The approach of draft dodging via tragedy is the primary method of analysing how draft dodgers were represented in Athenian society because the historical narratives have different priorities in comparison to playwrights. Christ’s use of plays, tragedies and other fictional literature creates a debate over how accurate are the representations portrayed by the plays as well as the issue of translations over accuracy and personal interpretation which is prevalent with all studies of classical society. [46:  Christ 2004]  [47:  Christ 2004: 33] 

Throughout both of his articles on conscription and draft dodging in Classical Athens do have a relatability to modern arguments surrounding conscription and draft evasion whether this is a deliberate or accidental occurrence it is unclear. But Christ repeatedly states that ‘modern scholarship rarely and infrequently addresses draft evasion and conscription in any given detail unless it relates to another aspect of Athenian culture or society’.[footnoteRef:48] Christ is, therefore, trying to give more attention to the conscription and draft evasion aspects of Greek warfare which he sees as being under-researched or being under-emphasised by modern scholars. [48:  Christ 2004: 33 & Christ 2001: 398] 

Christ uses Herodotus, Thucydides and Diodorus Siculus as evidence for conscription by Katalogos prior to 386 BC in the Delian and Second Peloponnesian Wars and that conscription was used to reinforce volunteer forces like the Sicilian Expedition (415 BC).[footnoteRef:49] These sources allow him to gain a variety of opinions across multiple chronologies and the authors are of different backgrounds. The primary literary sources for the adoption of an Age Group conscription system are Aristotle and Demosthenes.[footnoteRef:50] It is clear from the sources that there was a change in methodology for implementing conscription (somewhere between 386-366 BC) in Classical Athens. However, as conscription was a common occurrence throughout the ancient world the presumption made by the ancient sources is that their readers would already have a working knowledge of conscription and that it was unnecessary to waste time explaining the workings of conscription and the changes that conscription went through methodologically. [49:  Hdt. IX, Thuc. VI, Diod. XII-XIII & Christ 2001: 399]  [50:  Aristot. Pol. & Dem. III.] 

A future potential development for Christ’s article would be more consideration towards Xenophon’s authoritative works especially the Hellenika.[footnoteRef:51] Christ’s omission of Xenophon’s literary works (except for the Memorabilia) impacts upon his article because Xenophon’s Hellenika is one of the historical authorities for the years 411-362 BC which is when Christ is arguing the Athenian Conscription system changed (386-366 BC).[footnoteRef:52] The omission limits Christ’s ability to consider the surrounding events between 386-366 BC, however, Xenophon makes no direct references to Athenian conscription throughout the Hellenika.[footnoteRef:53] Furthermore, the omission of Diodorus Book XV covering 386-361 BC to provide historical context would be another area for future consideration which also does not directly mention Athenian conscription of Hoplites but does give the historical context of why Athens needed to reform her conscription system.[footnoteRef:54] [51:  Xen. Hell.]  [52:  Christ 2001: 403]  [53:  Xen. Hell. 7.4.10 & Xen. Mem.]  [54:  Diod. XV] 
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