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Section A

Thucydides 2. 34-65

1

(i)

Several contrasts are made in this passage between the education systems in a broad sense
of Athens and Sparta. The openness of the city of Athens to foreigners, perhaps a reference
to the large and important metic population, is implicitly contrasted with the smaller and more
closed society of Sparta. The subsequent point about ‘devices’ versus ‘innate courage’
seems to suggest the idea of Spartan society dependent upon training contrasted with the
‘genetically’ more courageous Athenian soul. This point is developed and mirrored by a brief
description of the Spartan paidagoge as an all-encompassing form of training of the young,
as opposed to the supposed equal readiness of Athenians to meet any dangers, which can
only be explained by an innately more courageous spirit. The point is illustrated by the
implied need for the Spartans to invade Attica with all of their allies, whilst the Athenians are
usually successful in defeating foreigners with only part of their forces. This obviously ignores
the fact that the Athenians were not always successful in their raids even up to this point in
the war, as for instance against Brasidas at Methone earlier in Book 2.

Candidates might comment on the following details from the Greek text to reinforce their
points:

Awxdpégopev...

TV T€ YAQ MOALV KONV TAQEXOUEY, ... EevnAaoialg ameioyouéy

TUOTEVOVTES OV TG MAQACKELALS TO TMAEOV KAl ATIATALS 1) T AP’ 1UOV ALTWV € T €QYa
euYPUX @

KAl €V Tals madelaig ol PV Emmdvew AoKNOEL eVOVS VEOL OVTEG TO AVOQELOV HETEQXOVTAL,
NHELS 0¢ aveluévag

NHELS O¢ AVELHEVWS DALTWUEVOL OVDEV T)OOOV ETL TOUG LOOTIAAELS KIVOUVOUG XWQOVUEV.
Aakedapoviot ka0' éavtovg, ued' amdviwy d¢ &g TV YNV U@V 0TEATEVOLJL, ... AVTOL
EMEADOVTEC ... KOQATOVUEV. [8]
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(i)

(iii)

Pericles suggests that the enemy have never yet met their combined force, owing to the
need to attend to their navy and sending their land forces on multiple engagements. This
ignores the fact the Athenians under Pericles’ policy never directly engaged the
Peloponnesian land invasions, allowing them free rein, which seems to suggest a lack of
confidence of victory contrary to the implication he wishes to produce here. He goes on to
mention that enemies often boast of beating all the Athenians or only being beaten by all of
them when the opposite is the case. Candidates might consider how forceful as an argument
this comment on the nature of propaganda is. He rounds off the passage by claiming that the
Athenians avoid unnecessary hardship and a strenuous training regime yet have equal
courage as their enemies owing to their lifestyle. Candidates might consider whether this
assessment of the Athenians’ character is backed up by other passages in Book 2, e.g. the
plague.

Mention of the historical context of the passage is not required for high marks but may gain
candidates extra credit.

Candidates might comment on the following details from the Greek text to reinforce their
points:

a000a te T dLVAHEL WV OVDELS Ttw TTOAENLOG!

NV 8¢ oL HOPIW TV TTEOOUEIEWTL, KQATNOAVTEG TE TIVAS TJHWV TTAVTAS AUYOVOLY
amewodat kat viknBévteg OP' andvtwv noonodat.

Kaltot el QaOvula HAAAOV T) TOVWV peAETT ... é0€AopeV KivdLVEVELY, TeQLy Ly veTaL ULV
TOLG € HEAAOVOLV AAYELVOLS HUT) TTQOKAVELY,

Kal €6 avTa EABOVOL pT) ATOAOTEQOVS TV alel poxOBovvtwv Ppatveadat, [7]

Translate lines 19-23. Translation is marked out of 15, divided by 3.

PrAokaAovuév te yap pet evtedeiag kal pthAoocopovpey avev padakiag: (3 marks)
MAOUTW Te €QYoV HAAAOV KAl 1) AdYoL kOUTw xowHeda, (3 marks)

Kal t0 méveoBat ovX OOAOYELV TV aloXov, (2 marks)

AAAQ ) dradevyety €oyw adoytov. (1 mark)

EVLTE TOIC aVTOIS OlkelwV dpa Kal mMoATk@V EmipéAew, (3 marks)

KAl £€TEQOLS TIROG €QY X TETQAHUEVOLS T TTOALTIKA Un) €vdews yvavar (3 marks) [5]
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2

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

Translate lines 1-5. Translation is marked out of 15, divided by 3.

Tov d¢ movov tov kata Tov oAepov, (2 marks)
pn vévnrtadl te ToAvS katl o00dev pHaAAov mepryevapeda, (3 marks)
AQKEITW HEV VULV Kal Ekelva €V 0lg AAAOTE TIOAAAKILC Ve O1) amtédetEa (3 marks)
oLk 000w¢ avTov vmoTttevopevoy, (1 mark)
dMNAwow d¢ kal T0de, 6 potL dokelte oUT avTolL MwmoTe EVOLUNOT VAL OTdExoV DLV
(4 marks)
Hey£€00oug TéQL £ TNV XNV OUT' €Y &V Tolg Ttotv Adyolc: (2 marks) [5]

Candidates might comment on the balance of defensive, justificatory arguments and positive
claims to success that Pericles uses. Pericles argues that rather than just ruling their ‘allies’,
the Athenians have complete control over the sea and can exercise that control to any extent
and against any adversary including the Persian king. Whilst it is accurate to say that Athens
is the pre-eminent naval power at this time, candidates might consider to what extent the
Athenian had unlimited power and resources to project, and might consider other relevant
naval affairs in Book 2 such as the battle of Naupactus and the raid on the Piraeus. Pericles
therefore argues that houses and lands are qualitatively less important than the dominance
and preparedness of the fleet, in an attempt to say that the crops and homes lost during the
war due to the forced migrations from Attica into Athens during the Peloponnesian invasions
should be ‘made light of'. He goes on to claim that these losses can be easily restored by
freedom. Candidates might consider the impact of the plague on these arguments as well as
to what extent emotionally the Athenian populace were capable of virtually ignoring the
seizure and/or loss of their homes and crops. They might consider to what extent these
arguments reflect a different tone from Pericles’ words earlier in the book.

Candidates might comment on the following details from the Greek text to reinforce their
points:

YNG kat BaA&oong, ToL €T€Q0L VUAG TTAVTOS KUQLWTATOVS OVTAG,

£P' 600V te VOV véueoOe kal v €mi mAéov BovAnOnte

(OTE OV KATA TV TWV OKLWV KAl TNG Y1NS X0elav, v peydAwv vouiCete éotepnobay,
avtn 1 dvvauc Paivetar

oVY' €lk0G XAAETIWS PEQELY AVTWV HAAAOV 1) OV KNTUHOV Kal €YKAAAQTUOHA TTAOVTOL TTQOG
0TV voploavtag oArywonoat,

eAevOeglay ... 0adlwg Tavta avaAnpopévny, aAAwv d¢ ... EAacoovoBat, [9]

Pericles makes two major appeals in this passage to patriotism and apparent logic. He
implores the Athenians not to be worse than their fathers who created the empire. His
subsidiary point here, which links in to a point in the next chapter about the empire being at
this point too dangerous to give up, is that it is more blameworthy to give up a current
possession than to attempt and fail to gain a new one. He then tells the Athenians to hold
contempt for their opponents, the possession of which he says will, when combined with a
rational belief in their own superiority, make a combined kind of logic-driven arrogance
towards the Spartans produce and strengthen courage on the part of the Athenians.

Candidates might comment on the following details from the Greek text to reinforce their
points:

TV T€ MATEQWV UM XELOOVG KatT' apdotega Pavnvat,
(aloxov d¢ €xovtag adalgeOnNvaL 1) KTWHEVOUS ATLXT|OAL),
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LEva d¢ Tolg €X000IC OUOTE ... KAl KATAPQOVT|UATL.

KATaPEOVNOLS 0¢ OG AV KAl YVWOUN TIOTEVT) TV EvavTiwv meovxeLy, O UtV DTAQ)EL

TV TOApAY ... 1) EVVEOIS €K TOL DTTEQPEOVOG EXVOWTEQAV TTAQEXETAL

EATTOL ... yvaun 8¢ &To Twv DTTaEXOVTWY, 1S Befatotéoa 1) TEOVOLAL. [6]
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Plato, Apology 17a—24b; 30c-42b

3

(i)

Socrates is arguing that negative opinions and prejudices have been formed against him
before the charges of Meletus, Anytus and Lycon, owing to misconceptions of him
particularly influenced by Aristophanes’ play, described but not named, the Clouds. By
focusing on these earlier sources of negativity about him and using virtually direct quotation
from the play, Socrates weakens and diverts attention from the charges at issue in the court
case. This is particularly clearly done by Socrates claiming the role of prosecutor by
dramatically reading out a mocking ‘charge sheet as if (Aristophanes et al.) were accusers’.
Association of the court case with a comic playwright obviously undermines its seriousness
and force. Socrates also directly refers to the characters Strong and Weak Argument from
Aristophanes’ play, perhaps to remind the audience of a play that had not been performed for
over 20 years, and shows knowledge of details of scenes in the play, such as his own
depiction descending in a basket. He forcefully asserts that he has nothing to do with this
depiction of him and by implication with the charges upon which these prejudices rely. He
nevertheless refuses to express contempt for the (loosely defined) sophistic learning which
he describes as wrongly associated with him and jokes with Meletus about how great a
charge that would be to defend himself against — again suggesting the lesser severity in
Socrates’ own mind of the actual charges against him. Perhaps most prominently, Socrates
doesn’t directly address the charges against him in the trial due to his tactics explained
above.

Candidates might comment on the following details from the Greek text to reinforce their
points:

OLfoAr) ... dLéBaAdov ol dxfBdAAovteg

€€ apxNc tic 1 katnyoola éoTiv

N o1 kat motebwv MEANTOC pe éypdato

WOTEQ OVV KATNYOQWV

TV & TE VTIO VNG KAl OLEAVLIA

TOV NTTw AGYOV KQEITTW TOLWV

£wpate avTol €V T AQLOTOPAVOUG KWHWIIR, LWKQATN Tva

ddorovtd te degoPatelv kal AAANV TOAATV PAvapiav pAvagovvTa

AAAX YA ol ToUTV, @ &vdees AOnvalol, oVdEV HETEOTLV.

un e €yw Vo MeAntov tooavtag dikag Gpevyorpt [9]
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(ii)

(iii)

Translate lines 12—16. Translation is marked out of 15, divided by 3.

HA&QTLOAC & A VU@V TOLG TTOAAOVG axpéxopal, (2 marks)

Kal &E VHAS AAANAOLG ddATKeLY Te Kat poaletv, (2 marks)

6001 ¢HOL TWTIOTE AKNKOATE DAAEYOUEVOL--TTOAAOL D& D@V ol TolovTot elov— (3 marks)
dodlete 0OV AAANAOLS €l TTOTIOTE 1) UKQOV T Hé€YA TIKOVOE TIC VU@V €U0V TTEQL TV
toloVTwV dxAeyopévou, (4 marks)

KAl €K TOVTOL YVwoeoBe 6Tt TolavT 0Tl KAl TARAAQ TteQL €OV & oL TOAAOL Aéyovatv.
(4 marks) [5]

Socrates appears here to demonstrate admiration for the abilities of the sophists, chiefly their
ability to ‘teach/train’ young men in whatever their presumed specialities are, their ability to
successfully work in any Greek city, to persuade strangers to become their pupils, to charge
for their services and produce gratitude in their customers. Candidates might consider
whether Socrates’ strong contrast to this of his own behaviour in not charging money reflects
tacit disapproval of the sophists or not. They may consider whether Socrates’ choice of
Prodicus, Hippias and Gorgias, three contemporaries who shared an interest in rhetoric,
reflects any kind of comment on the validity or danger of rhetoric as a skill — particularly given
Socrates’ musings on the sophists’ ability to persuade their way into strange cities and his
disassociation of himself a few lines earlier from the rhetoric-professing Socrates of
Aristophanes’ Clouds. Candidates may also consider whether any Athenian xenophobic
prejudice is reflected here against the (almost entirely) foreign sophists.

Candidates might comment on the following details from the Greek text to reinforce their
points:

AAAX Y oUTE TOUTV OLDEV E0TLY,

YW MAEVELY ETLXER® AVOQWTOUS KAl XONHATA TEATTOUAL, 0VdE TOUTO AANOEG. émel
KAl TOUTO V€ HoL dokel KAAOV elvat,

el TG oldg T’ ein mawevey avOwmovg

woTe I'opylag te 6 Aeovtivog kai ITpdducog 6 Kelog kat Tnirtiag 6 HAeloc.

€KAO0TOC, M AVOQES, OLOC T €0TLV LWV €Ig EKAOTNV TV TOAEWV

TOUC VEOUG ... TOUTOVG TteibBovot

oplov ovvelval xonuata didovtag

KAl XA meooedévat. [6]
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4 (i) Translate lines 1—4. Translation is marked out of 15, divided by 3

(ii)

HeyYAAa & Eywye LUV Tekpnow Tapé opat tovTwy, (2 marks)

oV AOYoug AAA’ O Vuels Tipate, £oya. (2 marks)

axovoarte O1) poL T ovpPePNKOTa, (2 marks)

tva eldnTe 6TLovd’ av Evi LTtetkABoLpL T To dikaov deloag Odvatov, (4 marks)

) Omelicwv 0& AAAX kv dmoAoiuny. (2 marks)

€00 O& VULV PoQTIKA HEV Kal dikavika, dANON dé. (3 marks) [5]

Socrates carefully builds up a gripping account of the debate over the generals after
Arginusae. He sets the scene with his lack of official experience, thus doubly identifying with
the ‘ordinary Athenian’ perspective declaring that he had not been a holder of any official
magistracy (as most would not have) but did serve on the council (as many thousands would
have). He then moves on to the chance fact that his tribe were prutaneis at the time and then
reveals his subject matter. He strongly opposes the demos’ conduct at the time to his own by
2" person verbs and pronouns, and through hyperbaton and juxtaposition highlights the
illegality of their conduct. He continues to use words to highlight his opposition and the
danger to his life and through repeated words associated with justice shows his firm moral
stance. He depicts himself as a heroic lone figure standing against the irrational threats of
the assembly and its speakers combined.

Candidates might comment on the following details from the Greek text to reinforce their
points:

AAANV HEV XNV ovdepiav twmoTe NNEEa €V TN TOAEL, EBoVAgvOoa O¢:

KAl €Tuxev MUV 1] AT AvTtioxic moutavevovoa Ote

VUEL ... ¢BovAevoaocBe ... maowv DLV

TOUG DéKA OTEATNYOULS ... ABQOOLS KQLVELY, TAQAVOUWS,

TOT &YW HOVOS

Nvavtiony ... évavtia

KAl ETOH@V OVTWV EVOEKVUVAL PE KAL ATIAYELY TV ONTOQWY,

KL VU@V KEAELOVTWV Kal foavTwy,

HLETA TOLU VOHUOL KAL TOU OLKALOU ... [E OELV DLaAKLVOLVEVELY

N ued’ dpwv yevéoOar pn dikaia PovAevopévwv, Gpopndévia deouov 1) Odvatov. [7]
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(iii)

The impression Socrates gives of himself here is overwhelmingly positive — brave, principled,
heedless of danger or death. Socrates specifically draws attention to an incident dating from
the rule of the 30 Tyrants, to complement his description of his conduct under the democratic
government and show his resistance to all kinds of injustice and unjust regimes. Prominent
among his positive qualities are his bravery, when faced with a direct order from the
notoriously violent 30 and the realistic prospect of death, his non-conformism and
independence when refusing to comply despite the compliance of his fellow citizens to the
order, and his commitment to justice in doing so. His unstated reason for including this
incident is perhaps to create distance between himself and the rule of the 30. Candidates
may comment on the fact that at least 2 of the 30, Critias and Charmides, Plato’s uncle, were
among his known associates, although this is not necessary for a high-scoring answer. This
would again serve to show his independence from those superficially associated with him.

Candidates might comment on the following details from the Greek text to reinforce their
points:

Ol TOLAKOVTA oD PETATIEUPAUEVOL [LE TEEUTITOV AVTOV

ngooétalav ayayelv ek ZaAapivog Aéovta tov ZaAapiviov tva amodavol,

ola o1 kat &dAAoLS Eketvol TOAAOLS TTOAAX TtRoTéTaTToV,

TOTE PEVTOL €Y OV AOYW AAA™ €0y ad EvedelEauny 6Tt Epol BavdTov pév péAel,

TOU O& HNdEV Adov UNd’ &vootlov €gydleoBal, ToUTOL D& TO AV HEAEL

Eue yao €ketvn 1 agxr) ovk eE€mANEev, oUTWGS LoXLEA 0VOR, WOTE AdKOV TL EQydoacOat,
Ol HEV TETTAQES WXOVTO ElC LaAapiva Kat 1)yayov

YW O& XOUNV ATV Olkade

Kal lowg av dx tavtax attéOavov, [8]
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Section B
Does Thucydides’ writing appeal more to the intellect or to the emotions?

AO1: Candidates should show knowledge of a wide range of innovations and techniques which
Thucydides uses, and the extent to which these elicit an intellectual response, an emotional
response or are capable of producing both. These may include his dating by summers and
winters (the difficulties of not doing so are well demonstrated by Book 2 chapter 2), his dramatic
use of speeches and rhetoric and deployment of them at appropriate moments, dramatic
portrayal of certain incidents such as the depiction of the plague and the battle of Naupactus, his
careful structuring and his attention to detail.

AO3: Candidates should analyse and evaluate the ways in which Thucydides ‘pitches’ his
narrative. This may include consideration of points when he primarily uses argument and logic,
such as his dating by summers and winters and his brief history of Macedon, and points at which
he uses dramatic description very effectively, such as the plague, battle of Naupactus and raid on
the Piraeus. They might consider the use of ‘heroic’ individuals such as Brasidas, Pericles and
Phormio. Very good answers might consider questions of genre and the extent to which
Thucydides either falls into a literary genre, stands outside of them or manipulates their
conventions for his own purposes.

Discuss the structure of Thucydides Book 2.

AO1: Candidates should show knowledge of Thucydides’ specific structural choices in Book 2,
such as his dating by summers and winters, juxtaposition of Pericles’ funeral oration with his
description of the plague and Pericles’ 3™ and final speech soon after, and the way in which
certain campaigns such as between the Thebans and Plataeans and Phormio’s expedition to the
Gulf of Corinth are stretched out in the narrative to mirror their simultaneous occurrence in time.

AO3: Candidates should analyse and evaluate how effective Thucydides’ structure is and what it
contributes to his overall work. They might consider to what extent the authorial voice is intrusive
in the triptych of the funeral oration — plague — Pericles’ defence, and what this might suggest
about Thucydides’ view of the overall Athenian strategy. They might also consider how effective
chapter 65 is in foreshadowing much later events towards the end of the war like the Sicilian
expedition and the battle of Aegospotamoi, and the validity of Thucydides’ comment there about
the overall progress of the war. They might also consider the close of the book containing both an
Athenian victory at Naupactus next to a nearly disastrous defeat in the raid on the Piraeus, and
again the nature of authorial intent in this.
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7 To what extent does Socrates make a serious attempt to defend himself in Plato’s
Apology? [20]

AO1: Candidates should show a detailed knowledge of Socrates’ approach to his defence speech
and the extent to which he engages with the charges. They should mention his initial complaint of
the prejudice incurred against him by writers like Aristophanes. They should also mention his
description of Chaerophon’s visit to Delphi and Socrates’ ‘epiphany’ in realising his mission in life.
They might consider his refutation and cross-examination of Meletus, and his description of his
service to the state in standing up against tyranny, whether from the democracy or oligarchy.
They should consider his offer of free meals for life as an alternative ‘punishment’ after
conviction, and the extent to which Socrates makes any attempt to defend himself after
sentencing.

AO3: Candidates should evaluate to what extent some or any of the narratives or arguments that
Socrates deploys are sincere, e.g. the story of Chaerephon, the suggestion of free meals for life
etc.. They may analyse the analogy of craft and hand-workers knowing specific skills but not
ethical truths, and whether such knowledge can be acquired in quite the same way the correct
way to lay bricks can. They may analyse the stated role of Socrates’ ‘daimonion’ and whether it
creates an incompatibility with his professed commitment to logical discourse. They may also
consider whether Socrates’ association with 2 of the 30 Tyrants undermines his claim to ethical
purity and/or whether Athens in the aftermath of the devastating Peloponnesian War was more in
need of Socrates or social stability.

8 Do you find the Socrates of Plato’s Apology irritating? [20]

AO1: Candidates should show knowledge of the range of different tacks and emotional effects
that Plato deploys during the excerpts and may also gain credit by demonstrating knowledge of
the rest of the Apology. They should show understanding of the narrative and literary techniques
that Plato deploys throughout the Apology. They should make a judgement on what they define
as ‘irritating’.

AO3: Candidates should analyse and evaluate a number of different emotional poses from the
excerpts. They should consider to what extent and how effectively Plato uses aggressive
confrontation, such as accusing his accusers of lies, criticising the cut-throat nature of
contemporary Athenian politics, refusal to give up his interrogative lifestyle and final defiant
denunciation of his accusers after sentencing. They may also consider whether other effects are
used such as professed genuine amazement (and how genuine it is) at the message of the
Delphic oracle, disappointment at the ethically infantile position of even prominent Athenian
citizens, and perhaps whether Socrates’ initial offer of free meals for life as a suitable punishment
more obviously constitutes sarcasm or bitterness.

Candidates are likely to come to very different conclusions about whether they judge Socrates

overall to be ‘irritating’. They should gain credit for any direct references which are followed by
plausible argument and evaluation.
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