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The road to professionalism; how Greek states supported professional forces
Introduction: 									(1000 words)
· The intention of the piece is to discuss the way in which Greek states supported professional forces, comparing the mercenary forces and specific forces of specific city states, Sparta and Thrace primarily.
· Scholarly background based in the works of Cawkwell, Osborne and Luraghi to discuss the mercenary soldier and the comparison to the other forces and their place in the ancient world.
· Brief discussion on the reasons for war in the classical period and the classical view on war as a means for peace. In addition, consider Plato’s idea of the perfect state and the three groups of the populace, considering if the military faction of this model can be considered to be more heavily weighted that those of producers and rulers[footnoteRef:1]. [1:  Plat. Rep. 1.341b] 

· Consider the notion that ground forces were the most developed form of warfare at the time and the power dynamic of the states as a result of this[footnoteRef:2] ahead of the development of naval warfare. [2:  Plutarch, Pericles 33] 

· Definition of professionalism.
Section 1: Sparta and the Spartan Hoplites					(1500 words)
· Using the model provided by the Spartan society[footnoteRef:3] this section will highlight a unique approach to militaristic societies[footnoteRef:4] in addition to their unique utilisation[footnoteRef:5] and original enslavement of the helots[footnoteRef:6]. [3:  Xenophon, Constitution of the Lacedaimonians]  [4:  Plutarch, Lycurgus]  [5:  Aristotle, Politics 2.1265b and  2.1269a s20.13]  [6:  Tyrtaeus, ‘Tyrtaeus’] 

· Focusing on the development of the soldier through their upbringing and education in the Agoge[footnoteRef:7] and into hoplite units this section will enable me to make a case for professional forces being born from constant training and exposure to combat[footnoteRef:8]. [7:  Plutarch, Agesilaus p.p3, I, L9]  [8:  Plutarch, Agesilaus p.p7, sIII, L27] 

· This section will also aim to discuss the shift in power created by the loss of the mirage, were the forces actually that good or did it just take the development of the forces of the rest of the classical world and their improvement to highlight a fractured system which was flawed and how the subsequent professional forces either circumvented these issues entirely or suffered as a result of them.
Section 2: Forces outside of Sparta						(1200 words)
· This section would aim to discuss the forces outside of the Spartan system. This section would discuss the period prior to the Sacred Band of Thebes while making the argument that Thebes was the second Greek state to have a dedicated professional force specific to that state[footnoteRef:9] after the Spartans and would aim to determine if their origins were based on the earlier discussed model of they were innovative in their creation and training[footnoteRef:10]. This section would also aim to discuss the Argive 10,000 in comparison to the Sacred Band. Furthermore, this section will attempt to determine how the state of Thebes implemented and supported this specific band of soldiers and compare it to the way in which Sparta maintained its own forces.  [9:  Diod. 12.70]  [10:  Paus. 1.25] 

Section 3: Origins of mercenaries						(1200 words)
· This section will focus on the origin of mercenaries, including their employment as bodyguards abroad before the role of a mercenary became considered an independent profession. By starting here, this section will be able to discuss the progression of the role into containing men who worked as soldiers for the better part of the lives and were unused to or unwilling to returning to civilian life, instead selling their swords to the highest paying individual, this section will include the previous discussions on the Argive 10,000 for comparison.
Section 4: issues presented by mercenary forces				(1500 words)
· This section will look at the way in which mercenaries were paid[footnoteRef:11], the main options being by a city state or by an individual with specific aims and if this was the case, whether these individuals acted on behalf of a city state or out of their own wishes[footnoteRef:12]. [11:  Aeneas Tacticus, Aineiou Poliorketika [p.p73, sxiii,L1-5]]  [12:  Aeneas Tacticus, Aineiou Poliorketika [p.p73, sxiii, L9-13]] 

· It will also discuss the prominent ethical issues presented by mercenary forces; primarily the issue of their allegiance being to money or the highest paying individual[footnoteRef:13] as opposed to the cause in which they were fighting for[footnoteRef:14]. It will also present counter discussion for instances where mercenary units would not cross lines other soldiers would[footnoteRef:15].  [13:  Plutarch, Lysander]  [14:  Demosthenes, Philippic 1 p.p83, s24-28, L2]  [15:  Plutarch, Agis 19] 

· [bookmark: _GoBack]It will discuss the way in which forces were gathered on behalf of an employer[footnoteRef:16] and the way they were employed and then deployed in the instances they were used[footnoteRef:17] as well as any further training mercenary soldiers underwent to improve employability and their ability to perform particular functions for a specific employer[footnoteRef:18]. [16:  Xenophon, Anabasis 1]  [17:  Xen. Hell. 3.1]  [18:  Xen. Hell. 6.1.4-7 and Xen. Hell. 6.4] 

· In addition, this section will attempt to discuss the question of, if the classical Greek world was constantly at war were the development of mercenary forces inevitable? 
· Furthermore, it will question whether the quality of a mercenary would be worth more than the loyalty of a conscripted soldier fighting for his homeland for a just cause using the works of Diodorus as reference as to the mercenary soldiers conduct[footnoteRef:19]. [19:  Diod. 16.63] 

Section 5: Thracian Peltasts 							(1200 words)
· This section will discuss the rise in peltast warfare, with the shift in abilities from the common soldier this increased the number of peltast soldiers selling their swords as mercenaries and this section will discuss the increased abilities of the common mercenary, by being trained to a higher standard these mercenaries were able to perform a wider variety of functions. Using the works of Pausanias to determine their place in the classical world prior to their utilisation as mercenaries[footnoteRef:20] . [20:  Paus. 1.29] 

Section 6: Naval forces							(1200 words)
· This section will focus on the development of naval warfare and the role of sailors in the development of professionalism in classical Greece[footnoteRef:21]. With specific reference to the Athenian navy[footnoteRef:22] in comparison to the other well documented fleets, this section will enable me to contrast the level of professionalism expected from the naval forces and their conduct[footnoteRef:23] in comparison to the ground forces[footnoteRef:24]. [21:  Demosthenes, On the Navy 387, 17/18]  [22:  Plutarch, Alcibiades p.p107, sXXXVI, L25]  [23:  Thuc. 2.24]  [24:  Thuc. 4.108] 

Conclusion:									(1000 words)
· Why were mercenary forces successful? How were they a more practical solution in the long term in comparison to the spartan society structure? 
· How did the rise in naval warfare affect the balance of military power in the classical world and did the quality of ground forces decline or cease improvement as a result of increased quality of naval warfare.
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