Lysias was an orator in fifth century BCE Athens writing judicial speeches. This context of Lysias 3.6 (Against Simon) is that a man called Simon is prosecuting the defendant, that Lysias is representing, for injuring him in a fight that took place between them four years before this case was brought to the court. The fight was over a young man called Theodotos, a prostitute and the object of both Simon and the defendants affections.
This being a court case means that despite the fact that it offers real detail of the everyday lives of Athenian citizens, it is not the most objective source, as Lysias is being paid to make the defendant look good, so he wins the case. Court cases not evidence based, based on how those involved were perceived. E.g. when Socrates was in court most people thought he was not guilty of the charges brought against him, but voted to sentence him to death anyway because he was not well liked. In this particular extract of Lysias 3, despite its short length, the speaker both besmirches Simon and elevates the defendant through his description of the events that took place. The prosecutor’s negative actions are emphasized by Lysias detailing that he arrived at the defendants’ home at night, while drunk, broke the doors down, and entered the women’s quarters. All shameful acts even separately but the compiling of them into one sentence adds force to the defence. The fact that he entered the women’s quarters, a place that it is implied is not supposed to be accessed even by people close to the women, suggests that Simon is behaving outrageously[footnoteRef:1], something which is backed up in Lysias 3.7 when it is said that those present forcefully removed him from the house. Simons actions are juxtaposed by the description of the women he barges in on who are apparently ‘ashamed to be seen even by their kinsmen’. This is likely to have been an exaggeration as while Athenian society may have looked down on respectable women interacting with men, extending this attitude to close family members is a stretch.[footnoteRef:2] However, this exaggeration serves to make the defendant look good as he runs such a ‘well-ordered’ household that the women in his care are perfect examples of ideal Athenian women. [1:  Todd 2007: 313]  [2:  Todd 2007: 314] 

This reference to the women being ashamed to be seen by a man implies that women were hidden away. This implication is present in other ancient sources, including other pieces of Lysias’ writing. In Lysias 1 (On the Murder of Eratosthenes) a woman has to use a slave to communicate with a man she is having an affair with as it is the slave goes out in public, for example, to the market, and is able to pass on messages. Xenophon, a contemporary of Lysias, also notes that women are naturally suited to be indoors. However, even when women are indoors they must be kept separate from visiting men as female citizens were not welcome at events such as symposiums.[footnoteRef:3] It should be noted that the defendant in this case is a wealthy citizen[footnoteRef:4] and it may be due to this wealth that these women are able to go unseen by men. Women of a lower socioeconomic status would often have no choice but to go out in public. Aristophanes, in his comedies,  [3:  Blundell 1995: 135]  [4:  Todd 2007: 278] 


1. BUT there are examples of women going out:
1. On vases (Blundell: 136), collecting water (Aristophanes Lys), doing work- working in the fields, midwives – all examples of women who do go out and these would often be women with less money – providing for family.  
1. If a woman of lower status was going out, it makes the women in Lysias extract a higher status – ‘ashamed for men to look at them’ –  Lysias making defendant look good
1. Contradicts with woman going next door for a lamp- Lysias 1 (higher status woman leaving house)
1. women going to festivals, Thesmaphoria (Lysias 1), women participated in religion (Pomeroy: 75)
1. Funerals and weddings=mixed company (Blundell: 137), professional mourners (Just: 156)
1. Segregation doesn’t equal seclusion (Blundell: 136)
1. Ideal versus reality

Point 3: women have to have a man responsible for them (Sister and nieces in defendants care)


1. They are described as orphans because the FATHER is dead – no reference to the mother.  Sister’s husband is dead, therefore the nieces have to go to a male household.  Tells us that she couldn’t just live on her own with her kids when her husband died – she had to be passed to another man. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]This passage presents an idealised version of women to reflect well on the defendant, many other sources contradict this ideal etc etc


