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Women in Ancient Greek Warfare

This scholarly review focuses on what women did in Archaic and Classical Greece during times of war. General consensus between scholar’s pre-1998 is that women in ancient greece were simply not vital enough to warfare to be researched in depth (Schaps, 1982) (Just, 1991). Pre-1998 scholars were more focused on what the women thought of the wars and the opinions they had on their men fighting in battle (Schaps, 1982)[footnoteRef:1] rather than how to define what women were doing and how it affected ancient Greek society. Many of the modern texts on war in ancient Greek times rarely mentions women’s roles, but instead focus on the attitudes males had towards women and the idea of feminising weaknesses and how they were directly affected by battles (Penrose, 2016)[footnoteRef:2]. It seems as though questions of women in warfare have been more prominent in the 21st century due to Feminism is changing the way we interpret history as well as literature (Fagan & Trundle, 2010)[footnoteRef:3] (Pomeroy, 1995, pp. 58-59)[footnoteRef:4] (David, 2016)[footnoteRef:5]. The discussions had in the modern literature are whether they were actually physically involved in war and how they were used as a psychological tool both for and against the males of their families.  [1:  D. Schaps, The Women of Greece in Wartime. Classical Philology, 77.3 (1982) pp.193-213]  [2:  W. D. Penrose, Postcolonial Amazons: Female Masculinity and Courage in Ancient Greek and Sanskrit Literature, Oxford Scholarship Online (December 2016) Accessed on 7/12/2018]  [3:  G. G. Fagan, M. Trundle, New Perspectives on Ancient Warfare (Brill, 2010)]  [4:  S. B. Pomeroy, Goddesses, Whores, Wives and Slaves (Pimlico, 1995) pp.58-59]  [5:  M. E. David, Feminism, Activism and Academe: A Personal Reflection, Women’s Review (2016) pp.983-998] 


Many sources included here use the debate of roof-tile throwing by women as a means of supporting their cities (Barry, 1996)[footnoteRef:6]. They also acknowledge women’s roles as prostitutes, motivation to do well and as the cause of some forms of hybris (Carteledge, 1998, p. 183)[footnoteRef:7]. What is being debated is how female contribution can be defined, more than if it was there or not, and expounding precisely what roles women had.  [6:  W. D. Barry, Roof Tiles and Urban Violence in the Ancient World, Greek Roman and Byzantine studies, 37 (1996) pp.54-74]  [7:  P. Carteledge, The Cambridge Illustrated History of Ancient Greece (Cambridge University Press,1998) p.183] 


Pauw discusses women did at wartime in pre-historic to modern day societies (Pauw, 1998)[footnoteRef:8]. She observes that women in Ancient Greek warfare were often physically involved in wars, as well as sometimes in roles where they could influence a military leader (such as Artemisia I advising Xerxes not to fight naval battles (Pauw, 1998, p. 61)[footnoteRef:9]). The first instance of women physically involved within the book is after a battle, instigated by Cleomenes I of Sparta, where the men of Argive lost. The women rallied together led by the poet Telesilla to defend the city and eventually ‘repelled the enemy (Pauw, 1998, p. 59)[footnoteRef:10]’. Pauw then analyses how women were used as ways to instil loyalty within a leader’s ranks. Examples of how leaders married foreign women of rank after conquests who then went on to influence their husbands and become prominent political figures are given. One was Phillip II of Macedon’s wife Audata from Illyria who raised their daughter Cynane to be a warrior, eventually following her father on the battlefield (Pauw, 1998, p. 64)[footnoteRef:11].  The book shows us that women were important figures in regards to warfare. Pauw thinks about women using their gender as a means of influencing powerful men, an idea not much considered in most scholarly texts related to the subject matter pre-1998. However, when Kamen explains how the heteroi used their sexuality to achieve freedom (Kamen, 2014), she indirectly mentions woman’s ability to achieve some sort of power (in her case freedom) by using their gender. Pauw gives us little context on the things she describes. Artemisia I was more than just an adviser to Xerxes, although this is mentioned, the book does not give us enough information on her exact role and contribution to Xerxes’s army (Carney, 2001)[footnoteRef:12]. As a book based on Women in Warfare, it seems as though Pauw has not gone in to depth on the ideas portrayed and it is a very vague outline of events which may have influenced women in ancient Greece. In order to make this book more comprehensive, Pauw needs to cover other aspects of female inclusion in warfare, for example, instead of solely focusing on the positive aspects, to also focus on other major facets such as slavery, diaspora, prostitution, and so on.  [8:  L. G. Pauw, Battle Cries and Lullabies: Women in War from Prehistory to the Present (University of Oklahoma Press,1998)]  [9:  L. G. Pauw, Battle Cries and Lullabies: Women in War from Prehistory to the Present (University of Oklahoma Press,1998) p.61]  [10:  L. G. Pauw, Battle Cries and Lullabies: Women in War from Prehistory to the Present (University of Oklahoma Press,1998) p.59]  [11:  L. G. Pauw, Battle Cries and Lullabies: Women in War from Prehistory to the Present (University of Oklahoma Press,1998) p.64]  [12:  E. D. Carney, Women and Dunasteia in Caria, The American Journal of Philology 126.1 (2001) pp.65-91
] 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Loman’s article opens with a reflection on how ‘women’s participation in warfare, as opposed to women as victims of war has received surprisingly little attention from classicists and ancient historians (Loman, 2004, p. 34)[footnoteRef:13].’ The article mentions that contemporary sources we have writing about how women dealt with war were written by their male counterparts, a similar observation to Just’s when he recalls the abundance of information on Athenian women’s ideas and ideals (Just, 1991)[footnoteRef:14]. Anyte and Nossis, Hellenistic female poets, give us an insight on how women in Ancient Greece were patriotic and ‘glorified war (Loman, 2004, p. 35)[footnoteRef:15].’ Loman uses Greek contemporary texts from Herodotus’s 8.2[footnoteRef:16] to Aristophanes’ Lysistrata[footnoteRef:17] and Plutarch’s Moralia[footnoteRef:18].  She discusses how texts relate to the male attitude towards women in regards to war, she notes that we shouldn’t be using fictional characters as a guide to the attitudes of real life women, this includes using the Amazonian women as a point of mention until more light has been shed on whether they were a myth or a reality (Loman, 2004, p. 37)[footnoteRef:19]. The Moralia indicates that the women of Sparta were trained in physical combat ‘to prepare them to defend themselves, their children and their country (Loman, 2004, p. 36)[footnoteRef:20],’ although they admittedly never went on military campaign alongside their men. Women were used as a motivation to win wars, finance wars as well as perform funeral related tasks which were associated with the religious ‘cult of the tomb (Loman, 2004, p. 40)[footnoteRef:21].’ There were also some recorded occasions where they assisted by ensuring supplies and cooking for soldiers in times of need, such as during the siege of the Plataeans during the Peloponnesian War. It is interesting how the presence of female prostitutes on and around the battle camps raised the moral of soldiers in order to make them more effective in battle. Although it is mentioned that women themselves finance wars, there have been some issues in past scholarship that points towards men often seizing control of their wives financial means or sharing it, so we cannot confidently say that a woman was freely giving when it may well have been her husband appropriating her finances (Fantham, Foley, Kampen, Pomeroy, & Shapiro, 1994, p. 73)[footnoteRef:22]. Lomans opinions are contrary to Schaps (Schaps, 1982)[footnoteRef:23]  as she argues that women were actually important to warfare (Loman, 2004, p. 54)[footnoteRef:24] but, because of her lack of specialising on a particular aspect of warfare, it can sometimes be hard to follow the base of her argument even if she uses both contemporary and modern sources. [13:  P. Loman, 'No Woman No War: Women's Participation in Ancient Greek Warfare' Greece and Rome 51.1 (2004) p.34]  [14:  R. Just, Women in Athenian Law and Life (Routledge,1991)]  [15:  P. Loman, 'No Woman No War: Women's Participation in Ancient Greek Warfare' Greece and Rome 51.1 (2004) pp.35]  [16:  Herodotus 8.2]  [17:  Aristophanes, I. R. Dee, Lysistrata (Chicago Press, 1991)]  [18:  Plutarch, F. C. Babbit, Moralia, (Harvard University Press, 2003)]  [19:  P. Loman, 'No Woman No War: Women's Participation in Ancient Greek Warfare' Greece and Rome 51.1 (2004) pp.37]  [20:  P. Loman, 'No Woman No War: Women's Participation in Ancient Greek Warfare' Greece and Rome 51.1 (2004) pp.36]  [21:  P. Loman, 'No Woman No War: Women's Participation in Ancient Greek Warfare' Greece and Rome 51.1 (2004) pp.40]  [22:  E. Fantham, H. P. Foley, N. B. Kampen, S. B. Pomeroy & H. A. Shapiro, Women in the Classical World (Oxford University Press, 1994)]  [23:  D. Schaps, The Women of Greece in Wartime. Classical Philology, 77.3 (1982) pp.193-213]  [24:  P. Loman, 'No Woman No War: Women's Participation in Ancient Greek Warfare' Greece and Rome 51.1 (2004) pp.54] 


In Wees’ general book on the myths and realities of warfare in Ancient Greece, it is mentioned how men often used their women’s honour and the invocation of hybris as a means for starting a war (Wees H. V., 2004, p. 32)[footnoteRef:25] and the fear that men experienced for their women during times of unrest (Wees H. V., 2004, p. 123)[footnoteRef:26]. Women interacting with matters of war were not favoured by their male peers but that doesn’t necessarily mean that they were not ‘relatively closely involved (Wees H. V., 2004, p. 39)[footnoteRef:27],’ even if they were often portrayed as ‘running around in a panic (Wees H. V., 2004, p. 39)[footnoteRef:28]’ when they heard the enemy by contemporary writers of the time. In practice however, the women often stepped up to help where possible as seen with Telesilla rallying the women and also when the women at Sinope dressed as men to make the army appear much larger than it truly was. Hans’s brief outlook of women in war concludes the same as those reviewed before, that women were rarely physically involved in warfare but there were some occasions where they were and these were usually in times of dire need. It also sheds a bit more light on the ideologies that men had on women getting involved, that they neither should be allowed to hear or fight battles as they may disrupt the battle field with their lack of control, this also follows with the general consensus of how men viewed women in times of war (Rousseau, 2015)[footnoteRef:29]. Kochin has similar views on how males viewed female participation in warfare and argues that ‘war is less noble if women can do it too’ as it is ‘no longer the exclusive sphere on valorized gender (Kochin, 1999)[footnoteRef:30]. Wees has compiled together a large amount of information in this book, however it seems as though he has slightly overlooked women in warfare and only touches on them sporadically whereas if you were to look up something such as Hoplites you would find a large amount of information. This book is what it is stated to be, a general guide to the key issues. However, it could be argued that, as Wees himself has mentioned, women are often used as excuses for starting wars, they are also important enough to have more information on them within the book. [25:  H. V. Wees, Greek Warfare: Myths and Realities (Bloomsbury, 2004) p.32]  [26:  H. V. Wees, Greek Warfare: Myths and Realities (Bloomsbury, 2004) p.123]  [27:  H. V. Wees, Greek Warfare: Myths and Realities (Bloomsbury, 2004) p.39]  [28:  H. V. Wees, Greek Warfare: Myths and Realities (Bloomsbury, 2004) p.39]  [29:  P. Rousseau, War, Speech and the Bow are Not Women’s Business pp.15-33 of J. Fabre-Serris, Women in War and Antiquity  (John Hopkins University Press, 2015) p.19]  [30:  M. S. Kochin, War, Class and Justice in Plato’s Republic, The Review of Metaphysics 53.2 (1999) pp.420-421] 


Gaca opens the argument by introducing the lexical terminology for ‘andropodizing’ and how it has been used wrongly in the past (Gaca, 2010)[footnoteRef:31]. She argues that andropodizing was generally used as a ‘type of premeditated and semi-lethal warfare aimed expressly against  [31:  K. L Gaca, The Andropodizing of War Captives in Greek Historical Memory, American Philological Association 140.1 (2010) pp.117-161] 

inhabitants not trained, or too old or too young, to fight back (Gaca, 2010, p. 117)[footnoteRef:32].’ This generally includes the pre-pubescent, elderly and female populace. It is also clarified that ‘andropodizing in its full sweep is the forcible removal and deportation of select sectors of a populace captured by force, not the subjugation of surviving members on site, where they were already living at the time of their defeat (Gaca, 2010, p. 119)[footnoteRef:33].’ Gaca notes that, according to recorded occasions where andropodization had occurred (such as in Thuc. 5.3.4[footnoteRef:34]), men were often slaughtered whereas women would have been taken as slaves and sometimes ‘as spear-taken concubines and wives (Gaca, 2010, p. 120)[footnoteRef:35].’ Women who were still fertile and had recently given birth were seen as the best targets for andropodization due to their proven childbearing abilities (Gaca, 2010, p. 140)[footnoteRef:36]. This is further elaborated on the chapter defining the ‘subjugation of male fighters as opposed to the andropodizing of war captives (Gaca, 2010, p. 127)[footnoteRef:37].’  The andropodization, though directly linked to the proceeds of monetary value of captives, was not the selling of the slaves, more the process which they used to subdue the peoples in question (Gaca, 2010, p. 125)[footnoteRef:38]. It is also mentioned that slaves in different poleis are given different rights, which can explain why some may have been treated differently and had different rights in different locations. The article gives us an insight into what happened to women after a war, and how they were often treated as spoils and chattel. Since andropodization is a form of warfare, one could argue that women in this context were directly involved in the war, this is something that Gaca indirectly indicates towards but which could have been touched upon more. Gaca comments on the opinions of past scholars and uses a plethora of ancient contemporary sources to clarify her points and expand on her argument of lexical differences. Though the work is focused on the andropodization of the defeated populace you could also link it to past scholarship which generally relates to using women as hybris by raping them to violate and shame their relationships with their husbands (Rawlings, 2007, p. 219). Gaca could have also discussed or mentioned the rape and andropodization of female captives in this context in her article. The article is structured in a logical way, by informing us about what andropodization is, to leading up with what we know about it from ancient texts and more recent studies in lexicography and ancient warfare, to her conclusion. She has a very strong argument, references to past research on the subject and does not assume that all of her readers will have the past knowledge to know the key facts, although it does seem as though they must have some understanding of ancient greek to be able to understand the terms in their original forms. Gaca has obviously taken a lot of information from past sources to be able to reach her conclusion and has included a vast amount of her own speculation on the matter. The article is an interesting addition to others written on andropodization and an extremely valuable resource when looking at how war affected women in times of war.  [32:  K. L Gaca, The Andropodizing of War Captives in Greek Historical Memory, American Philological Association 140.1 (2010) pp.117]  [33:  K. L Gaca, The Andropodizing of War Captives in Greek Historical Memory, American Philological Association 140.1 (2010) p.119]  [34:  Thucydides 5.3.4]  [35:  K. L Gaca, The Andropodizing of War Captives in Greek Historical Memory, American Philological Association 140.1 (2010) p.120]  [36:  K. L Gaca, The Andropodizing of War Captives in Greek Historical Memory, American Philological Association 140.1 (2010) p.140]  [37:  K. L Gaca, The Andropodizing of War Captives in Greek Historical Memory, American Philological Association 140.1 (2010) pp.127]  [38:  K. L Gaca, The Andropodizing of War Captives in Greek Historical Memory, American Philological Association 140.1 (2010) pp.125] 


Kamen explains how women were often sold into chattel slavery and prostitution after a war was lost (Kamen, 2014)[footnoteRef:39]. According to the article, women were more likely to gain freedom as heterai prostitutes as they could be freed by their clients (Kamen, 2014, p. 282)[footnoteRef:40], even though freed hetarai who have taken an enos could be threatened ‘to evoke the manumitted slaves freedom if they did not repay the money (Kamen, 2014, p. 295)’. It seems as though not all enos given to the heterai for their freedom were of monetary value, some would possibly have been sexual. Heterai also seemed to not be using their clients solely for the purpose of freedom, but saw in them friends (Wees H. V., 2009)[footnoteRef:41]. She relates this find to past articles on the subject and gives several examples in historical evidence which can further support these claims (Kamen, 2014, p. 294)[footnoteRef:42]. Lloyd mentions how soldiers often went to war knowing that their reward will include raping the defeated, both Kamen and Gaca (Lloyd & Gilliver, 2009, p. 182)[footnoteRef:43] fail to mention this and take it as a given within their scholarly works that their readers will know the background behind warfare. The book is a great contribution to works on prostitution as a means of freedom but it also can be more extensive by including more information other aspects of the subject, such as the process of them initially being forced into prostitution. [39:  D. Kamen, Sale for the Purpose of Freedom: Slave-Prostitutes and Manumission in Ancient Greece, The Classical Journal 109.3 (2014) p.281-307]  [40:  D. Kamen, Sale for the Purpose of Freedom: Slave-Prostitutes and Manumission in Ancient Greece, The Classical Journal 109.3 (2014) p.282]  [41:  Look at H. V. Wees, War and Violence in Ancient Greece (Classical Press of Wales) p.69 for more information on the happiness of slaves]  [42:  D. Kamen, Sale for the Purpose of Freedom: Slave-Prostitutes and Manumission in Ancient Greece, The Classical Journal 109.3 (2014) p.294]  [43:  A. B. Lloyd, C. Gilliver, Battle in Antiquity (Classical Press of Wales, 2009)] 


The research methods used to gain information on women in ancient Greek warfare are always based on qualitative research and, until we have more information on facts and figures, can mostly be on speculation on what we know from other aspects of Greek society at the time. As with all qualitative research outcomes, the general focus is of speculation and can therefore be interpreted in many different ways, this means that all the texts being researched as an explanation for the articles are each being adapted by the author to meet their own prejudices and ideologies. Because women in ancient greek time were generally viewed as being weak and panicky in times of war, it is hard to find contemporary texts which can be analysed to say otherwise (Wees H. V., 2004). The scholarly works reviewed here had various amounts of strengths and weaknesses, one which seemed to be an issue was either the lack or abundance of pre-knowledge that they require you to have. This can be an issue for those who either want a more general, specialised or extensive information source. Finding both relevant and in-depth sources for women in ancient Greek society is relatively effortless compared to women in warfare, this needs to be addressed and more research needs to be done. However, it seems as though the advancement in feminist analytical research is making this more of a possibility (Fagan & Trundle, 2010)[footnoteRef:44]. The general consensus between modern day scholars as opposed to pre-1998 scholars is that women did have some role in times of war during the Archaic and Classical periods, defining how important or relevant to warfare those roles were is a hard task. [44:  G. G. Fagan, M. Trundle, New Perspectives on Ancient Warfare (Brill, 2010) ] 
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