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PREFACE

The first volume of M. N. Tod’s Selection of Greek Historical Inscriptions (following earlier
selections by E. L. Hicks and G. F. Hill: published in 1933, second edition 1946) was
superseded by the volume compiled by Russell Meiggs and David Lewis in 1969
(revised 1988). David Lewis had hoped to produce a volume to supersede Tod’s second
volume (published 1948): he first considered in 1977 what might be included, and
again in 1991—2 he consulted a number of colleagues including both of us; but after he
had finished editing Inscriptiones Graecae, 1°, he saw work on the tablets from Persepolis
as his highest priority. After his death in 1994 Rhodes, as his literary executor, mvited
Osborne to join him in persevering with the project; and this volume, which we
dedicate to the memory of David Lewis, 1s the result.

Our collection stands in the tradition of Tod and of Meiggs and Lewis in being
aimed primarily at historians, and we have retained Greek Historical Inscriptions as our
title. There 1s, of course, a sense in which all imscriptions are historical documents,
but some make a greater contribution in their own right than others to the questions
which historians are interested in asking, and it is on inscriptions of that kind that we,
like our predecessors, have concentrated. We took as our starting-point Lewis’ 1gg1—2
list of candidates for inclusion and the responses to it of ourselves and the others
whom he consulted, and we continued the process of consultation before settling on
the collection of texts assembled here. Significant new texts have been found since
Tod’s collection was published, and there have been significant new fragments and
new interpretations of some which he included; beyond that, while adhering to the
aim of presenting texts which are important not just as typical of their genre but in
their ownright, we have aimed to broaden the thematic range and to include a greater
selection of material from outside Athens. We hope that our collection will offer a way
in to all aspects of fourth-century history: political, institutional, social, economic,
and religious. We have therefore endeavoured to make our commentaries accessible
to those unfamiliar with the areas in question, and have translated all our texts. Since
inscribed stones and bronzes are physical objects, whose nature and appearance is
important for their impact, we have included a number of photographs.

All that Lewis found time to do towards this volume after his consultation of 1ggr—2
was to type into his computer a few texts and translations: we have studied these, but
for the sake of stylistic uniformity we have made our own translations of the texts in
question. More immportantly, over many years he had compiled and circulated among
students and teachers of fourth-century Greek history in Oxford notes on significant
work concerning Tod’s inscriptions subsequent to the publication of his volume, and
texts of some additional fourth-century mscriptions; and these were invaluable to us
when we embarked on our work.

One of us accepted the primary responsibility for each of the texts included here:
attentive readers may detect different styles of thinking, and of writing, but each ofus
has read and commented on all that the other has written, each of us has responded
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constructively to the comments of the other, and we accept joint responsibility for this
book in its final form. Like Meiggs and Lewis, ‘we . . . compliment one another, for
we have found a surprising measure of agreement and our few differences of opinion
have never escalated’.

Beyond that, we have many thanks to express. At the institutional level, Rhodes
thanks the University of Durham for research leave in 1998, when we were starting
work, and in 2001, when we were finishing our text; All Souls College, Oxford, for a
visiting fellowship in 1998; and Ciorpus Christi College, Oxford (which awarded him a
visiting fellowship in 1993), for continuing hospitality. Osborne thanks Ciorpus Christi
College, Oxford, where he was Tutorial Fellow in Ancient History when this work
was done; and the British Academy, for a Research Readership in 1999—2001. We
both thank the staff of the Bodleian Library and the Ashmolean — Sackler Library in
Oxford for providing almost all the publications which we needed to consult. Though
neither of us 1s now based in Oxford, almost all of this book was written there.

We should like to thank a great many individuals, but they are not to be blamed
for what we have done in response to their advice. Our list must begin with Dr S. D.
Lambert, who has been exceptionally generous with his time and expertise, and his
colleagues Dr A. P. Matthaiou and Dr G. J. Oliver, who are re-editing fourth-century
Athenian decrees for the first phase of a third edition of Inseriptiones Graecae, n, and
who generously checked readings, scrutinized our drafts, and showed us their drafts.
Others who have helped us include Mr D. J. Blackman; Dr H. Bowden; Professor
J. Buckler; Professor J. McK. Camp; Professor A. Chaniotis; Mr G. T. Cockburn;
Dr C. V. Crowther, of the Centre for the Study of Ancient Documents in Oxford,;
Dr B. Currie; Professor P. D. A. Garnsey; Professor P. Gauthier; Dr K. Hallof, of
Inscriptiones Graecae in Berlin; Dr M. H. Hansen; Professor P. Hellstrom; Dr H. King;
Mirs E. Matthews, of the Lexicon of Greek Personal Names; Professor A. Morpurgo Davies;
Mr N. Papazarkadas; Professor R. C. T. Parker; Miss J. M. Reynolds; Dr I. Ruffell;
Dr M. Sayar; Professor A. C. Scafuro; Professor S. Scullion; DrJ. Shear; Professor R.
S. Stroud; Professor D. Whitehead; Dr G. M. Williamson; and Dr P. J. Wilson.

We are indebted to those who have supplied and allowed us to reproduce
photographs and a line drawing, who are indicated in the list of llustrations. We
thank Mr J. W. Roberts and the LACTOR Committee for permission to reuse
material from Rhodes’s LACTOR volume, Greek Historical Inscriptions, 359323 Bc.
And we are grateful to the Oxford University Press for publishing this successor to its
distinguished predecessors, and to the staff of the Press and the printers for the care
which they have devoted to our book.

Durham P.JR.
Cambridge R.G.O.
December 2001

Changes in the 2007 paperback edition are limited to the correction of errors. We are
again particularly grateful to Dr S. D. Lambert.

P.JR.

R.G.O.
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REFERENCES

ANCIENT TEXTS

Most abbreviations should cause no difficulty; but the following should be noticed:

Ar. Aristophanes
Arist. Aristotle
Ath. Pol. [Aristotle], Athenaion Poltera

Where there is a choice between numbering systems, we use the following:

Aristotle, Politics books in manuscript order (as in Oxford Text); then, not chapters
and sections, but Berlin pages

Pausanias sections within chapters as in M. H. Rocha-Pereira’s Teubner
text

Plutarch, Lives sections within chapters as in Teubner and Budé texts

Strabo Ciasaubon’s pages followed by book, chapter, and section
numbers

MODERN WORKS

Numerals in bold type refer to the numbered items in this book.

Articles in periodicals are cited in sufficient detail for identification in the course
of the book. In general we use the abbreviations of L'Année philologigue, with the usual
English divergences (A7P for A7Ph, etc.; also BSA for ABS4); but the publications of
continental academies are abbreviated as Abh. Berlin, Sh. Lapzig, ete. (cf. Ann. Pisa of
the Scuola Normale Superiore), the Mitterlungen des Deutschen Archéologischen Instituts,
Athenische Abtetlung, as AM, and the titles of Greek-language periodicals are given
(abbreviated or in full) in the Greek alphabet.

Ciollections of inscriptions which we cite are listed in section 1 of the Bibliography,
and other books which we cite are listed in section 2, and except where we use
shortened titles of a kind which will cause no difficulty we indicate in the Bibliography
the abbreviations which we use.



INTRODUCTION

Nowadays inscriptions on stone or metal are used in two main contexts: on public
buildings (to announce the identity of the building, or to record the laying of the
foundation stone or the formal opening of the building), and on tombstones, war
memorials, lists of officials or benefactors and the like. In the ancient world, with no
printing or duplicating, or other modern means of communication, inscription was
used not only for these purposes but for many others as well. Public announcements
could not be made in the newspapers or delivered to individual members of the public:
either a proclamation had to be made at a meeting attended by large numbers of the
citizens, or a text would be set up in the centre of the city in the hope that members
of the public would come and read it. Temporary notices—lists of candidates for
office, proposals for new legislation and so on—were written on whitewashed boards,
and have not survived for us to read; for permanent publication bronze or wood
was sometimes used, but the normal medium was stone. For example, texts of a
city’s religious calendars, of its laws and decrees, and of its alliances with other cities;
schedules of work on a public building project, and accounts of public expenditure on
the project; inventories of precious objects in the temple treasuries or of ships in the
dockyards; epigrams commemorating a famous victory; honours voted to a native or
foreign benefactor; lists of office-holders and benefactors—all these and comparable
documents might be inscribed on stone for members of the public to see. However, by
far the largest number of inscriptions are texts set up by private individuals—mostly
dedications and funerary monuments—and these no less than public inscriptions
provide information of mmportance for historians (for private inscriptions in our
collection see 7, 30, 65, 92).

We have deliberately used the verb ‘see’ rather than ‘read’. Though in theory
the purpose of a published text is that it should be available to be read, some texts
were published in such a way that they were not easy to read, and the purpose of a
lengthy inventory of items received by one board of treasurers from its predecessors
and transmitted to its successors may have been to serve as a symbolic demonstration
that the board had done its duty as much as to furnish material for an investigator
who wanted to check that none of the items had disappeared. Nevertheless, some
other texts were laid out in ways designed to aid mtelligibility (e.g. 45, where the
lines containing the total for the year project beyond the left-hand margin of the
column); and we think it would be a mistake to make too much of the symbolic aspect
of mscription and too little of the notion that texts were published so that they could
be read.! Expressions such as “Write up . . . so that all other men also may know . .

' On the symbolic aspects of publication see, e.g., J. K. Davies and D. Harris in Ritual, Finance, Politics . . .
D. Lawis, 201—12 and 213—25; on this and on other aspects of publication see Rhodes, G&R? xlviii 2001, 3344,

136-53.
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(8mws dv oty kal of dAou dmavTes €lddot . . . avaypdifar: e.g. IG u* 228 = SIG® 227,
A. 15-16) are strictly compatible with either function.

Very large blocks of stone were sometimes used for extensive documents or series
of documents (in this collection, 22 measures about 1.9 X 0.45 X 0.14m. = 6’ 4" X
1" 6”7 X 5'%", 64 measures about 2.17 X 0.55 X 0.16 m. =7 1" X 1" 10" X 6%"), but
Greek inscriptions were not necessarily ‘monumental’. Very often the stele would be
a slab of stone no larger than a modern tombstone (71 measures 0.5 X 0.9 X 0.05m =
18" x 1'% 2" 77054 %048 % 0.08m. =1 ¢" X1'5" x g%"), and both on these and
on the larger stelai the text was usually inscribed in letters 0.005-0.01 m. = 0.2-0.4"
high.? Documents emanating from the public authorities were normally published
at public expense; but sometimes a man who had been honoured would himself pay
for the publication of his honours, and see on g5 for the suggestion that that text
of ephemeral significance was published by the Eleusinian officials. Publication was
not cheap. In Athens in the fourth century it became commeon to specify in advance
how much the state would spend on the stele: 22, a large stone (cf. above), cost 60
drachmas; g0 drachmas were allowed for the even larger 64 (cf. above) and for the
elaborate 70 (but see commentary), and also for the small 77 (cf. above); surprisingly,
only 20 drachmas were allowed for two copies of 79, though the stone containing our
surviving copy measures about 1.57 X 0.42 X 0.11m = 5’ 2" X 1 5" X 4%"” and has at
the top a sculptured relief. The stele would be set up in a public place, commonly the
acropolis (the rocky citadel) or the agora (the main square) of the city. Sometimes texts
would be inscribed not on a separate stelebut, e.g., on a building: 86 comprises the first
two of a series of texts inscribed on a temple at Priene, in Asia Minor.

Although there had been earlier attempts on a small scale, the view that for
Athens, with its unusually large body of texts, it should be possible to identify the
work of particular stone-cutters from their particular idiosyncrasies was first seriously
advanced by S. Dow, and has been followed up most thoroughly by S. V. Tracy.
In Athenian Democracy in Transition he seeks to identify cutters whose activity falls at
least partly within the period 340—290, and of the texts in our collection he assigns
31, 34, 41 (one cutter), 72, 81 (one cutter), 91, and roo to cutters. Identifications
cannot always be certain, and Tracy himself remarks that in this period ‘many of
these cutters mscribed letters which are very much alike’ (p. 2). He claims to have
been conservative in his assignments (i5:4.); some might still be challenged;® but he has
pursued investigations of this kind more thoroughly and systematically than anybody
else, and only a scholar who had been equally thorough and systematic could reject
his assignments with confidence.

Sometimesmore than one copy of a textwould be published—an alliance, naturally,
would be published in each of the cities participating; 69 was published in two (or,

* Exceptionally, 7. B, a grave stone, has letters 0.04 m. = 1’4" high; 86. 4. on a temple wall, has letters
0.052—0.057 m. = 2—2'/%" high. Some epigraphists use the Greek stel as the technical term for a comparatively
thin slab and eippus (the Latin term for a marker, particularly of'a grave or aboundary) as the technical term for
a block which is more nearly square in cross-section, but the words were not used in antiquity in accordance
with that distinction.

# Cf. the review of Athenian Democracy in Transition by M. B. Walbank, Phoen. li 1997, 79-81.
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as restored by some editors, three) places within Athens, and 79 in two places within
Athens; the dossier 40 was published in Athens, and the decrees of the individual Cean
cities were published in the city in question—and where more than one copy of a text
has been found it has become apparent that the Greeks lacked our notion of word-
for-word accuracy: instead they seem to have had the potentially dangerous belief
that, as long as the sense was correctly recorded, small differences in wording did not
matter. In spite of that, however, it was the nscribed text rather than the original text
in the archives which was in some sense the official text of a public document: thus
the Thirty in Athens in 404 ‘took down from the Areopagus’ the laws of Ephialtes and
Archestratus (4th. Pol. 35. 11), and in the prospectus of the Second Athenian League
Athens undertakes that if for cities which join ‘there happen to be unfavourable stela:
at Athens, the council currently in office shall have power to demolish them’ (22. 31-5;
cf. 39. 31-3).*

Some stelar have survived intact—unbroken and completely legible. Far more
often, however, only part of the original stele survives, some letters even on the part
that does survive are hard or impossible to read, and modern scholars have had to do
their best to reconstruct the text. Where only a few letters on the edges of a stele are
missing, restoration is easy, often inevitable; where large parts of the text are llegible
and/or missing, reconstruction is far more difficult. If the historical context to which a
document belongs can be identified, this may provide clues as to what the lost parts of
the text should have contained. If a piece of standardized documentary language can
berecognized, this can be reconstructed by comparison with other documents (though
the Greeks could not retrieve a standard clause from a data-base, and variations tend
to be found even within ‘standard’ formulaic expressions: compare, for instance, the
different forms of the Athenian probouleumatic formula in 24, 31, 33, 38, 95 §8iv,
v). If two or three lines can be reliably restored, the approximate length of the lines is
fixed, and this limits the possibilities of restoration in the rest of the document. In this
period most Athenian decrees, and some decrees of other states, were inscribed in a
style known as stoichedon (a genuine Greek word, though not used of inscriptions in any
ancient text), with the letters regularly spaced on a grid, precisely the same number
ofletters in each line, and little or no punctuation: this, though it made the stela: more
attractive as monuments, cannot have made for easy reading, but for us it has the
advantage that very often a formulaic expression can be found which allows enough
reconstruction at one point to reveal the exact number of letters to be restored in each
line. With a few exceptions, where a text is fragmentary but of sufficient importance
to deserve inclusion, we have limited ourselves in this collection to inscriptions where
a substantial stretch of continuous text survives or can be reconstructed.

Beyond that, we have tried to choose texts which are both important in themselves
and give an indication of the range available; and readers whose interests are thematic
can use our texts and commentaries to study not only the main narrative thread of
fourth-century history but such matters as political institutions and administrative
organization; religious cults and religious financing; coinage, building funds and

* Cf. Rhodes with Lewis, 5—4 with n. 4.
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regulations, trade agreements, and other economic matters. Geographically, we have
material from Athens and otherstates of the Greekmainland, from the Aegean islands,
from Macedon, Thrace, and the Cimmerian Bosporus, from western Asia Minor,
and from Cyrene (and among the Athenian texts we have one concerned with Sidon,
in Phoeniciaj—but not from the Greek states of Italy and Sicily, which produced very
few inscriptions at any date, though we include some texts from mainland Greece
concerned with Sicily. Many of our documents are inter-state treaties, or laws or
decrees of single states (especially Athens, which in the fifth and fourth centuries
inscribed public documents on a much larger scale than other states). However, our
material includes texts from bodies within a state (demes, 46, 63; gentilicial groups,
1,5, %7, 61, 87%; a contingent of ephebes, 89, cf. Athens’ ephebic oath, 88) as well as
from the state itself; from Athens we have documents issued by the poletai (36) and by
the epustatar of the dockyards (100); from Athens and from elsewhere we have such
items as commermorations of men who died in war (7, go; cf. a celebration of victory,
74); religious regulations of various kinds (1, 62, 73, 81, 97; cf. 37, 63, 84); accounts
of sacred treasurers (28), financial records of different kinds (28, 45, 60, 66, 67; cf.
100); alease of sacred land (59); arecord of donations of grain (96); accounts of people
cured of diseases at Epidaurus’ sanctuary of Asclepius (102).

II

Since many of our texts are public documents of the Athenian state, and since other
Greek states had constitutions which, whether democratic or oligarchic, were similar
in their general pattern though different in their detail and their balance, some
information on the mechanics of the fourth-century Athenian constitution will help
tomake the texts intelligible.

Since the reforms of Cleisthenes (508/7) the citizens of Athens had been organized
in ten phyla (‘tribes’). In what for some purposes was an official order, these were:

I Erechtheis VI Oeneis
IT  Aegeis VII Cecropis
III Pandionis VIII Hippothontis
IV Leontis IX Aiantis
V  Acamantis X Antiochis

Each tribe consisted of three #rittyes (‘thirds’), in different parts of Attica; and the frittyes
consisted of one or more demoi (‘demes’: local units), of which there were 139 altogether.
To be a citizen of Athens a man had to belong to a deme and to the #rtfys and the tribe
of which that deme formed a part (membership of these units was hereditary, and by
the fourth century not all Athenians lived in the deme in which they were registered).
Demes and tribes, though perhaps not #itfyes, acted as independent decision-making
bodies, and sometimes published their decrees (bodies outside this structure, such as
phratries, made and published their decisions in the same way: 5, 37, 46, 63). Beyond
that, a good deal of Athens’ governmental machinery was based on this structure.
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The body with the ultimate right of decision in most matters was the ekklesia
(“assembly’), open to all full (i.e. adult male) citizens, which had forty regular meetings
ayear and could probably have extraordinary meetings in addition (see on 64 and, for
the ekklesia kyria, 98): for certain categories of business, affecting a named individual, a
quorum of 6,000 was required. Since there are limits to what can be done by a large
body meeting infrequently, day-to-day affairs were in the hands of the boule (*council’)
of five hundred. This body comprised fifty members from each tribe; within the tribe
seats were allocated to demes approximately in proportion to their size, so that in
the fourth century several small demes had one member each but the largest deme,
Acharnae, had twenty-two. Appointment was made by lot from those who stood as
candidates; service was for one year at a time, and no man could serve for more than
two years in his life. Within the council, the fifty members from each tribe in turn
served as the prytaness (‘prytany’: standing committee) for a tenth of the year, in an
order fixed by lot; all business went to them in the first instance; each day one of their
members was chosen, again by lot, to be ¢pistates (‘chairman’), and for twenty-four
hours he and some of his colleagues were permanently on duty. In the fifth century
one of the duties of the prytany and its chairman had been to preside at meetings of the
council and assembly. By the beginning of the §70s they had been relieved of this duty,
and meetings were instead presided over by a board of proedroi—nine members of the
council, one from each tribe except the current prytany, and one of them designated
epristates, picked by lot for one day (for the change see on 22).

In the fourth century most decisions of the Athenian state (but not all: see below)
were embodied in a psephisma (‘decree’) of the assembly. Every matter on which the
assembly was to make up its mind was first discussed by the council, which drew up
the assembly’s agenda (if a new matter was first raised in the assembly, it would be
referred to the council, with instructions to bring the matter back to alater assembly:
e.g. 69). On each matter which it sent forward to the assembly the council issued
its probouleuma (‘preliminary deliberation’). Sometimes the probouleuma contained a
positive recommendation, which the assembly might ifit chose accept as it stood (e.g.
24, which contains a version of the ‘probouleumatic formula’: ‘bring them forward
to the people, and contribute the opinion of the council that the council resolves’);
on other occasions the council put a question to the assembly without making any
recommendation of its own (as in g1, where we have first the probouleuma—:contribute
the opinion of the council to the people that the council resolves that the people
shall listen . . . and deliberate as they think best—and then the resultant decree of
the assembly); sometimes the council made its own recommendation up to a point
but left certain details open (e.g. 2. 49—50, 60—1. The probouleuma was read out at the
beginning of the debate in the assembly; then—whether it had contained a positive
recommendation or not—members were free to propose alternative motions, to
propose amendments to a motion already before the assembly (if an amendment
was carried, it was published after the original motion which it modified, and
sometimes but not always the text of the original motion was modified in the light of
the amendment (see, .., on 2}, or to amend a motion by taking it over and rewriting
it (usually this can be reliably detected only in the rare cases where the original motion
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has been published with the final version, e.g. 95, but see also on 41, 64). When the
assembly approved a recommendation of the council, in a ‘probouleumatic decree’,
from the beginning of the g70s the council’s probouleumatic formula was often left in
the published version of the text (the earliest example in our collection is 24); and the
Athenians also continued using the fifth-century enactment formula which mentioned
the council. In ‘non-probouleumatic decrees’, when the assembly did not approve a
recommendation of the council (either because the council made a recommendation
which it rejected or because the council made no recommendation) the Athenians
in the fourth century took to using enactment and motion formulae which did not
mention the council (cf. below, pp. xix—xx, and Rhodes, Boule, 66—78).

The alternative to a decree of the assembly in fourth-century Athens was a nomos
(law’). At the end of the fifth century the accumulation of nearly two hundred years’
decrees since the codification of the law by Solon (594 /3) had produced a great deal of
confusion, and an attempt was then made to assemble all currently valid enactments
in an organized code oflaws. Thereafter, in principle, matters which were permanent
and of general application were to be dealt with by laws while matters which were
ephemeral and/or of particular application were, as before, to be dealt with by
decrees, and decrees were to rank below laws in importance and validity. There are
uncertainties about the application of the principle and the working of the new law-
making procedure (nomothesia). A revised code oflaws was completed in 400/599.” Any
subsequent enactment which would change or add to that code of laws should itself
have taken the form of alaw; the procedure for enacting new laws was set in motion by
the assembly but the final decision lay not with the assembly but with a special board
of nomothetar (law-enacters’); references in speeches of the fourth century suggest that
the procedure should have resembled that of a law-court, with the nomotheta sitting
in judgment on the rival merits of the current law and the new proposal; but the
surviving texts of laws (in our collection 25, 26, 79, 81. 4) have introductory material
which matches that of decrees as closely as possible (the proedroi and their chairman
in 79 are proedroi of the board of nomothetar).® In practice, although this new procedure
seems except in occasional crises to have been used on those occasions when it ought
to have been used—with the proviso that, because there were no such matters in the
new code of laws, all decisions in the area of foreign policy, even on treaties intended
to last for all time, were embodied in decrees—the record of surviving texts suggests
that it was not used very often (one matter for which it was used was modification of
the annual budget, on which see below). It presumably conferred extra importance
and solemnity on an enactment; but it was more cumbersome than the procedure
for making decrees, and the Athenians continued to take most of their decisions by
decree.”

® See Rhodes, 7HS cix 1991, 87—100, and other works cited there.

5 On nomothetai, juries, and assemblies see Rhodes, CQ? liii 2003, 124—9.

7 On the distinction between laws and decrees see M. H. Hansen, GRBS xix 1978, 315-30, XX 1979 27—
53 = Ecclesia (I), 161~76(—7), 179—205(—6), believing that the Athenians adhered to the principle; Rhodes, in
L’ educazione giuridica, V. ii. 5—26 at 1415, suggesting that a law was needed to change the code of laws. For a list
ofinscribed laws see Stroud, The Athenian Grain-Tax Law, 15-16, to which S. D. Lambert, JPE cxxxv 2001, 51-62
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By the fourth century the layout of an Athenian decree orlaw had become more or
less standardized. Not every text contains every possible element, but in a complete
text we should find the following:®

(1) The stele 1s often surmounted by a pediment or a horizontal moulding, and
sometimes has a sculptured relief, often setin an architectural frame, above and/
or below the text (70 has a relief above the text and another relief below; 79 has a
pediment and a relief above). The style and detail of the sculpture can sometimes
help to indicate the date of the inscription (cf. 88).

(1) Invocation: ‘Gods—perhaps reflecting the prayer with which proceedings in
the assemblybegan (e.g. 31, 35).° The fourletters 6 € o c are regularly spread across
the full width of the stele, and may (for instance) be inscribed on the moulding
above the main mscribed surface.

Some other states also mention (good) fortune in this position (e.g. Helisson
and Mantinea, 14; Arcadian federation, 32). When the Athenians mention good
fortune they do so in the main text of the decree (e.g. 22. 7—9).1°

(1) Heading, in largerletters (for easy identification of text):!
archon and/or secretary of the year (e.g. 11; 18; cf. 10, with the beginning of the
prescript presented in the style of a heading);
subject of decree (e.g. 6; 11).
(iv) Prescript (formal details taken from the secretary’s records):
archon of the year (since we know the names of all the archons from 481/0 to
292/1, this provides us with the most reliable means of dating a decree: for a
list of archons from 403/2 to 52372 see p. 543);
prytany: the name of the tribe and its number in the year’s sequence of
prytanies;
secretary;
date: eventually specific to the day, both within the prytany and within the
month;

chairman, who ‘put to the vote’;

enactment formula: for a decree of the assembly, either ‘resolved by the people’
or ‘resolved by the council and the people’ (for the significance of the two

formulae cf. above, and see, for mstance, 22, 41, with commentary); for a

decree of the council, ‘resolved by the council’ (for decrees of the early fourth

century which mention only the council but may be decrees of the assembly
see on 10}; for alaw, ‘resolved by the nomothetar’;

proposer, with the verb epen (literally ‘spoke”).

(77 and 94 are among those which contain all these elements.)

at 52—60, adds IG u? 417; on the procedure see Rhodes, Boule, 28, 50—2, and the alternative reconstructions of
D. M. MacDowell, 7HS xcv 1975, 62—74; Hansen, C&M xxxii 1980, 87-104, GRBS xxvi 1985, 345—71; Rhodes,
CQ? xxxv 19835, 55—60.

# Cf. Rhodes, Boule, 64—5; Rhodes with Lewis, 4—5.

? Cf. R. L. Pounder, Studies . . . S. Dow, 243-50.

" Cf.S. V. Tracy, Hesp. Ixiii 1994, 241—4.

"' For a study of varations in headings and prescripts see Henry, Prescripts.
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(v) Main text:

often beginning with an invocation of good fortune (cf. above);

motivation clause, in its fully developed form in two parts, the first beginning
‘since . ..~ and the second beginning ‘so that . . . * (no example of that in our
collection; but the first part e.g. 11, 23, the second part e.g. 4, 22);

motion formula: either ‘be it resolved/decreed by the people’ in a non-
probouleumatic decree or the probouleumatic formula in a probouleumatic
decree (cf. above and see, for instance, 22, 41, 95, with commentary);'? ‘be it
resolved/decreed by the nomothetar’ in alaw;

and then the positive proposals, commonly ending with an invitation to the
prytaneion (town hall) for envoys or the recipients of honours;

orders for the publication of the text.

(vi) Amendments:

were published after the original motion. They normally begin with:

proposer of amendment (omitted in 70);

either ‘in other respects in accordance with the council’, when whatis amended is
amotion contained in the probouleuma, or ‘in other respects in accordance with
[name of proposer]’, when it is not (see in particular on 64).

(A decree could also be amended by rewriting it [cf. above]; when the clauses of a
decree are presented in anillogical order, that hasled some scholars to suppose
that the misplaced clauses are the result of ‘concealed amendments’, for which
see on 20, 44, 64.)

Athenian administration was based on the principle that any good citizen could and
should play a modest part in the running of the state: large numbers of annual boards
were set up (mostly of ten men, one picked by lot from the candidates in each tribe),
and were given strictly limited jobs to do; all worked under the general supervision
of the council, which also had judicial powers in matters concerned with the running
of the state. In the course of the fourth century there was a move away from the fifth-
century democracy’s principle of equal participation, towards entrusting greater
powers to men of proved ability, but in matters llustrated by the texts in this collection
there was little change.

The collection of taxes was not made by state officials, but was farmed out to
contractors. The contract (like otherstate contracts, e.g. for rentals or publicworks) was
auctioned to the highest bidder or syndicate of bidders, in the presence of the council,
by the poletaz (“sellers’ Ath. Pol. 47. 1i-iv; for a document published by the poletar see 36);
the record of the contract was kept by the council; and in due course the contractors
had to pay the sum agreed (irrespective of the amount they had actually collected) to
the apodekiai (‘receivers’), again in the presence of the council (A#h. Pol. 47. v—+48. 11); if
they defaulted they would be pursued by a board of praktores (‘exacters™ e.g. law ap.

2 22, 39, and 44 have the enactment formula which mentions the council but the motion formula which
does not; cf. 4, with the non-standard motion formula ‘e it decreed by the Athenians’. It took time for the
distinction between the two kinds of formula to become established; the enactment formula mentioning the
council had previously been standard; and we prefer to rely on the motion formula and class these decrees as
non-probouleumatic (cf. Rhodes, Boule, 75—7).
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And. 1. Myst. 77-9; for an instance of default on a tax-collecting contract see Agora xix
P 26. 462—98). In the fifth century all revenue was paid into a central treasury, and all
state payments were made from that treasury—by yet another board, the folakretar
(‘ham-collectors’).”® In the fourth century the apodeklar made a merismos (‘allocation’)
to various spending authorities (first attested in 19, of 386): amongst these authorities
were the assembly, which had an expense account, ‘the people’s fund for expenditure
on decrees’ (first directly attested in 367/6: e.g. 35, but its treasurer, the ‘treasurer of
the people’, is first datably attested in 29, of 372, and the fund was probably created
¢.376), and the council, which had a similar expense account. Two other funds, over
which there was some controversy between the g50s and the g30s, were the stratiotic
(military) fund and the theoric fund: the latter was established to make grants to cover
the cost of citizens’ theatre tickets at festivals, but its activities were extended beyond
that. The year’s allocations to the spending authorities were fixed by a law and could
only be altered by alaw: in 64 the cost of crowns for the Bosporan princes is accepted
for the future as a charge on the assembly’s expense account (which will have to be
given an increased allocation for the purpose), but for the current year the apodekia:
are to provide the money ‘from {what they would otherwise allocate to) the stratiotic
fund’.

One area in which the fourth century saw an increase in professionalism was the
office of secretary. Until the g60s the principal state secretary, who kept the records
of the council and assembly, and was responsible for publishing documents when
required, was a member of the council, from a tribe other than the current prytany,
serving for one prytany (i.c. one tenth of the year) only. Between 368/7 and §65/2
there was a change: the office was detached from membership of the council, and
service was now for a whole year. Curiously, it i1s almost certain that after this
change two different titles, the old ‘secretary to the council’ and the new (but more
appropriate to the old system) ‘secretary by the prytany’ were used indiscriminately
to denote the same official.**

Each Greek state had its own calendar. Years were not counted from any real or
imagined fixed point (the Olympic records, counting from a supposed first festival in
776, could be used to correlate the systems of different states; but their four-yearly basis
was inconvenient, and the system did not pass into everyday use), but were identified
by reference to an eponymous official, usually an annual official who gave his name
to the year in which he served. In Athens the eponymous official was the archon
(though it did not become standard practice to date decrees by the archon until ¢.420),
and the year began with the first new moon after the summer solstice: thus the year
which we call 78/7 (¢. July 378-June g77: the year in which 22 and 23 were enacted)
was to the Athenians the year of Nausinicus’ archonship. In Athens, as in most states,
the year was not a solar year of ¢.565 days, but was based on lunar months, of 29 or
30 days. In an ‘ordinary’ year of 12 months there were ¢.854 days; in an ‘intercalary’
year a thirteenth month was added and there were ¢.384 days (and because of this

'* Rhodes, Boule, 102 with n. 5.
4 Cf. Rhodes, Boule, 194—8. xard mpuravelav seems to have meant ‘prytany after prytany’, not ‘for one
prytany’: Ferguson, The Athenian Secretaries, 36; A. S. Henry, Hesp. Ixxi 2002, g1—118.
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discrepancy interest was commonly reckoned by the month rather than by the year).
Decisions as to how long particular months were to be, and how many months there
were to be in a particular year, seem to have been taken on an ad hoc basis, not in
accordance with a fixed rule; and what was decided one way in Athens might be
decided differently elsewhere. Because of these irregularities it is rarely possible to
give the exact equivalents in our calendar of dates in a Greek calendar. The names of
the months at Athens were:

1 Hecatombaeon v Maemacterion ix Elaphebolion
i Metageitnion vi Posideon x  Munychion
i Boedromion vii Gamelion xi Thargelion

v Pyanopsion viii  Anthesterion xii  Scirophorion

Hecatombaeon corresponded roughly to our July, and so on. In an intercalary year
the extra month was usually a second Posideon, added after the first. Within the
month the days were counted in three decades: after ‘new moon’ (vovpunrin) came the
‘second of the rising (month)’ (Sevrépa {orauévov) and so on; in the middle decade
‘eleventh’ and ‘twelfth’ were followed by ‘third on top of ten’ (rpiry émi 8éka) and so
on; and in the last decade there was a backward count from the ‘tenth of the waning
(month) (Sexdrn ¢Oivorros) until the last day, which was designated ‘old and new’
(& kalvéa)."

The council worked to a calendar of its own, in which the year was divided into
ten prytanies, in cach of which one of the tribal contingents in the council acted as
standing committee; and there were four regular assemblies, with their own items of
business, prescribed for each prytany (cf. above, and for the regular assemblies and
their business see Ath. Pol. 43. iv—vi). Until the late fifth century the council’s year was
a solar year independent of the archontic calendar, but thereafter the council used
the archontic year as its year of office.’s As prescripts of decrees became increasingly
detailed in the course of the fourth century, dates tended to be given both by prytany
and by month (cf. on 29, 77).

The same names were used in different states for units of money, but the values
of the different currencies varied in accordance with the weights of precious metal
(usually silver) to which the names were applied in each state. The scale used in Athens

was:
6 obols = 1drachma
100 drachmas = 1mina
6ominas = 1 talent

' On the count of days in the last decade see Meritt, The Athenian Year, 38—51.

16 Onthe Athenian calendar see Samuel, Greek and Roman Chronology, 57—64. There hasbeen much controversy
over the regularity of ‘intercalary’ years (with a thirteenth month) and of ‘hollow’ 2g-day and “full’ go-day
months in the archontic calendar and of the lengths of prytanies (an ‘ordinary’ 12-month year of 354 days will
have required four prytanies of §6 days and six of 35: according to A#h. Pol. 43. ii the first four prytanies were
the long ones). For summaries with references see Rhodes, Boule, 224—g; Comm. Ath. Pol. 518—20: we believe with
B. D. Meritt against W. K. Pritchett that in an area where there must have been irregularities of various kinds
it is unwise to insist on scrupulous adherence to the pattern stated in A#. Pol. (though we do not rule out the
possibility that what A#h. Pol. states is what the laws stated).
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Sums of money were often expressed in talents, drachmas, and obols, without the
use of a mina as an intermediate unit. The word ‘stater’ is often used to denote the
standard coin of a state, irrespective of its value on a scale like the above: in Athens
(which did not use the word of its own coins) the stater was a4-drachma coin, weighing
¢.17.2 grammes (¢.0.6 oz.). For exchange rates used to convert sums in one currency
to another, see 45, 57; for measures of capacity, again different in different states, see
45.

In the second half of the fourth century, payments for attending meetings of public
bodies in Athens (juries, the council, the assembly, etc.) varied between % drachma
(for juries: not increased since the 420s) and 1% drachmas a day (4. Pol. 62. 11). At
this time an unskilled labourer could earn 1% drachmas a day, a skilled 2 or 2%
drachmas.’” A man was regarded as rich enough to be liable for such burdens as the
trierarchy or a festival liturgy if his total property was worth §— talents or more, while
liability for the property tax known as eisphora perhaps extended a little further down
the scale (cf. commentary on 21, 100), and he would have been one of the richest
Athenian citizens if his property was worth as much as 15 talents. In 41 Demosthenes
claimed that in the past few years the annual revenue of Athens had increased from
130 talents to 400 talents (Dem. x. Phil. . §7-8), whereas in 431, at the beginning of
the Peloponnesian War, her annual revenue was about 1,000 talents (X. Anab. vir. 1.
27: Thuc. 1. 13. 111 claims 6oo talents tribute from the Delian League, but the tribute
lists suggest not more than 400 talents).

111

The use of inscriptions as evidence by historians goes back to Herodotus (e.g.
inscriptions at Thermopylae, vir. 228; inscriptions commemorating the conquests of
the Egyptian king Sesostris, some of which Herodotus had seen, 1. 102-6; the story
of Nitocris’ inscriptions in Babylon, 1. 187). Thucydides used inscriptions more in
the modern academic manner (e.g. Pausanias’ arrogant inscription on the Serpent
Ciolumn at Delphi, subsequently deleted and replaced by a list of Greek states which
faint, and an inscription cited to show that Hippias was the eldest son of Pisistratus, vI.
54. vii—55. 1). In the fourth century Theopompus argued that the inscription recording
the alleged Peace of Callias between Athens and Persia was a forgery, because it used
not Athens’ local alphabet but the Ionic alphabet which Athens adopted at the end of
the fifth century (FGrf 115 F 1555 he also rejected the authenticity of our 88 §i). In
the third century Craterus (FGrH 342) made a collection of Athenian decrees; in the
second Polemon of Ilium collected epigraphic texts and was called a ‘glutton for stelas’
(stelokopas: Ath. v1. 234 D). On the use of inscriptions by Pausanias, the traveller of the
second century A.D., cf. on 102."

7 See M. M. Markle, ITI, Crux . . . G. E. M. de Ste Croix, 293—7; and cf. the detailed collection and analysis of
data in Loomis, Wages, Welfare Costs and Inflation.
" And see Habicht, Pausanias’ Guide to Ancient Greece, 64—04 ch. iii.
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In the modern world, inscriptions have long been found and recorded by explorers
and archaeologists. The first work planned explicitly as a corpus of Greek inscriptions
was A. Boeckh’s Corpus Inscriptionum Graecarum, published between 1828 and 1877.
Towards the end of the nineteenth century, responsibility for a corpus of Greek
inscriptions from Europe was accepted by the Berlin Academy, which undertook
and s still continuing publication of the work which came eventually to be known as
Inscriptiones Graecae, the first part of which appeared in 1875 (some parts have reached a
second or third edition, others have yet to appear in a first edition, and in some cases
planned volumes have been rendered unnecessary by volumes published under other
auspices). Responsibility for Asia Minor was accepted by the Vienna Academy, which
1ssued the first volume of the series Tetuli Asiae Manoris in 1go1. Other series devoted to
Asia Minor are Monumenta Asiae Minoris Antiguae, begun in 1928; and Inschrifien griechischer
Stédte von Kleinasien, begun in 1972 and proceeding very rapidly. Many inscriptions are
first published in classical and archaeological periodicals; and, when a large number
of inscriptions are found on one site, often one or more volumes of the excavation
report for the site are devoted to a corpus of the site’s inscriptions.

Every year sees the discovery of new inscriptions, and the publication of new
inscriptions, new fragments of inscriptions already known, and new contributions to
the reading and interpretation of familiar texts. Keeping up to date with the stream of
publications 1s rendered easier by chronicles of new work. Supplementum Epigraphicum
Graecum was founded by J. J. E. Hondius in 1923 with a survey of work published in
1922, continued by A. G. Woodhead, and after an interruption resumed by a team
of editors who have produced annual surveys of work published since 1976—7: this
commonly reprints new and revised texts if they have been published otherwise than
in a major corpus. For each text in our collection, the references in our introductory
rubric include publication in a major corpus and/or in SEG, which will enable
treatments in SEG to be traced through its indexes.! The Reoue des Etudes Grecques
regularly includes a Bulletin épigraphique: between volumes li 1938 and xcvii 1984
this was the work of J. & L. Robert, who were renowned for their vast knowledge and
ability to make connections, and for their trenchant opinions; from vol. ¢ 1987 this too
has been continued by a team, with different members focusing on different themes
or geographical areas.?” An epigraphical bulletin on Greek religion is published in the
periodical Kernos by A. Chaniotis. More general chronicles of classical work, which
include Greek epigraphy, are L’ Année Phulologique, begun in France with a volume for
1924—62' and again now produced by an international team; and the Bibliographische
Beilage published in the periodical Gromon (from vol. 1 1925). The periodical Lustrum
1s devoted to bibliographical surveys of work on particular classical topics (from vol.
11950).

Information on individual Greeks may be found in the Lexicon of Greek Personal

' Each volume of SEG has concordances covering the major collections; an index volume is now being
produced for each decade.

20 Plans for the continuation of the Bulletin were announced by P. Gauthier in REG xcix 1986, 117-18.

21 Only the first part, Auteurs et textes, was published of a backward projection into Dix Années de bibliographie

classique (1914—1924).
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Names (regional volumes: names with collections of references). For Athens what was
known a century ago 1s presented, with source references and Latin text, in Kirchner’s
Prosopographia Atlica; more recent, and with more discussion, but limited to those
attested as rich and paying more attention to their wealth and their families than to
their careers, i1s Davies’s Athemian Propertied Familes;? Traill’s Persons of Ancient Athens
1s an exhaustive collection of festimonia organized under short rubrics.?® For Sparta
Poralla’s Prosopographie der Lakedaimonier, of 1913, was reissued in 1985 with an appendix
by A. S. Bradford.

The best general introduction to Greek inscriptions is Woodhead, The Study of
Greek Inscriptions; Coook, Greek Inscriptions, 1s a short book written at a more popular
level; on what can be learned from different kinds of mscription see Bodel, Epigraphic
Euwidence: Ancient History from Inscriptions (which makes more use of Roman than of Greek
examples).

v

The texts in this collection are arranged in approximate chronological order, but we
have taken advantage of the fact that not all texts can be precisely dated to do some
thematic grouping.

We have not fully re-edited the Greek texts; but our texts are our own, in that we
have reconsidered the texts of our predecessors and have made changes wherever we
have thought it necessary: we have tried to verify readings where we thought it would
be profitable to do so, but not otherwise. In the introductory rubric for each text we
mark with an asterisk the edition whose text has served as the basis for ours: our critical
apparatus is selective, and we have not felt bound to provide a full history of the text
and attribute every reading or restoration to its originator, but the apparatus includes
anote on any point at which our text differs from that of the asterisked edition (except
that we have restored original spellings without comment where Tod substituted
standard spellings). Where the sign = is used, the references before and after the sign
are to editions of the same inscription, but not necessarily to editions printing exactly
the same text. Where the sign ~ is used, the edition cited before the sign gives a Greek
text, the edition cited after gives an English translation.

We number every fifth line in the Greek texts, the line corresponding with the
beginning of each of our paragraphs in the translations. Practice 1s different in some
older editions, but like most more recent editions ours uses dots and brackets in the
Greek texts in accordance with the ‘Leiden system’:

afB letters which survive in part, but not sufficiently to exclude
alternative readings

[«B] letters not now preserved which the editors believe to have been
inscribed

2 This too is now somewhat dated: a new edition isin preparation.
# Foran account of the projectand of the computer-searches whichit allowssee J. S. Traill & P. M. Wallace
Matheson, £dpos vii 1989, 55—76.
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letters inscribed in error by the cutter and deleted by the editors

letters supplied by the editors either because the cutter omitted them

orbecause the cutter inscribed other letters in error

letters supplied by the editors to fill out an abbreviation in the

inscribed text

a passage which has been erased and can [or cannot] now be read
€8 ] lost letters which cannot be restored, of the number

indicated

alacuna or space of indeterminate size

aspirate, when this is indicated by an inscribed character in the

original text

one letter-space uninscribed

(remainder of ) line uninscribed

Features peculiar to a single inscription are explained in the rubric to that

inscription

Numerals. The Athenian system of numerals was acrophonic, the symbol being taken
from the first letter of the word represented (e.g. [' = wévre = 5, H = éxardy = 100).

Some intermediate symbols were constructed by combining two others (F = 50, ' =

500). Complex numerals were produced by aggregation, the largest always appear-

ing first. The basic scheme is therefore:

|

Il

[l
[l

r

'

A
AATI
F
FATI

=1
=2
=3
=4
=5
=6
=10
=26
=66
=100
=500

= 1,000
= 5,000

= 10,000

= 50,000

The basic numerical system 1s regularly used to indicate sums of between 5 and
5,999 drachmas. Sums in talents are indicated by the symbol T and its compounds
(", &\, B, H). For sums of 1—4 drachmas the sign I (or at Tegea, see 60, <) is used; | is
used to indicate 1 obol. Halves and quarters and eighths of an obol are indicated by
the signs C (at Tegea E), T, and X. Outside Athens it is in some places the practice to

use drachmas only up to gg dr. and to indicate larger sums in minas (M, see 60).
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Since readers can see in the Greek texts how much 1s preserved, in the translations
we have not distinguished between what is preserved and what is not, except to attach
question marks to restorations about which we are seriously uncertain. While in the
translations we have not strayed unnecessarily from the word order of the Greek, we
have not felt bound to keep to it when to do so would produce unnatural or obscure
results. We have not thought it necessary invariably to use the same English word for
the same Greek word and a different English word for a different Greek word, but we
have done that except when there was good reason to do otherwise.

The rendering of Greek words and names in the roman alphabet has been a
matter of controversy for a long time: rigid adherence either to latinized forms or
to direct transliteration tends to produce some results which are widely regarded as
unacceptable, and most scholars take refuge in an awkward compromise. We have
tended, though not with complete consistency, to use English or Latinate forms for
names of persons and places and familiar words which we print in roman letters
(Athens, Corinth, Olynthus; Callistratus, Lycurgus; drachmas, talents), transliteration
for some names, including epithets of deities, and for words which we print in italic
letters (Zeus Eleutherios; eisangelia, proedrot, prytaneion).
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Law of the phratry (?) of the Labyadai,
Delphi, fifth/fourth century

Block inscribed on all four faces, broken at top, found in a late-antique wall in front of the Portico of the Athen-
ians at Delphi. Now in the Museum at Delphi. Phot. BCH xix 1895, pls. xxi—xxiv; C. Delphes, i, pls. v—viii.
Script includes F and H (eta) and aspirates indicated by B; ov sometimes represented as o with a dot in the

middle. Stoichedon 20 (4 and C), 18 (B), 19 (D).

Homolle, BCH xix 1895, 5-6g; Buck 52; C. Delphes, i g*; Koerner 46. See also V. Sebillotte, Cahiers du Centre

Gustave-Glotz viii 1997, 39—49.
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I. LAW OF TIIE PIIRATRY(?) OF TIIE LABYADAI AT DELPIII 3

A

let the oath be: ‘T will serve as officer
justly, according to the laws of the city
and those of the Labyadai, as regards
offerings of sacrificial victims and of
cakes. I'will exact money and will pub-
lish accounts justly for the Labyadai
and I will not steal nor do any harm by
anymeans or device to the property of
the Labyadai. I will make the fagoi for
next year swear the oath according as
1t is written.’

Oath: T promise by Zeus Patroios.
If T keep my oath may good things
happen to me; if I break my oath,
may evil result from evil rather than
good.’

Resolved by the Labyadai. On the
tenth of the month Boukatios, in the
archonship of Kampos, at the Assem-
bly, by 182 votes. The tago: are to
receive no cake offerings on the occa-
ston of marriages or for children, and
no sacrificial victims unless the col-
lectivity of the patria from which the
person making the offering comes
endorses the offering. If they order

31

44

anything that breaks the law let the
risk be on those who gave the order.
Sacrificial victims are to be brought
at the Apellai and those who bring
them are not to bring them, and the
lagor are not to receive them, on any
other day. If they do receive them on
a day other than the Apellai, each of
them is to pay a fine of 10 drachmas.
Whoever wishes to accuse those who
have received the sacrificial victims
should bring his accusation under the
succeeding fagor, at the assembly after
Boukatia, if the fagor who received the
victim dispute the accusation.

The sacrificial victims are to be
brought and the cakes offered in the
same year; anyone who does not
bring the sacrificial victims or offer
the cakes is to deposit a stater in each
case. In the following year he is to
bring the sacrificial victims and offer
the cakes. If he does not bring, no
deposit 1s to be accepted: either he is
to bring the victims or he is to pay 20
drachmas, or he 1s to be listed and pay
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interest. And he 1s to offer the cakes
in the following year or else pay a fine
of...

B

members of the pafria. All the Labya-
dai are to decide at . . . about the cake
offerings and at the Apellai about the
sacrificial victims, provided that not
less than 1o1 are present. They are
to vote after they have promised by
Apollo and Poseidon Phratrios and
Dionysos Patroios that they will vote
justly according to the laws of Delphi.
Everyone 1s to pray that, if he votes
justly, the gods will give him many
good things, and, if he votes unjustly,
evil. The fagoi are to accomplish this,
and if anyone asks them they are to
gather the Labyadai together. If they
donot act according to what has been
written or do not make the fago: swear
the oath, each of them is to pay a fine
of 10 drachmas for each offence.
Anyone who does not swear may not
be a fagos. If someone serves as a fagos
without swearing he is to pay a fine of
50 drachmas.

If the tagor receive the marriage or
childbirth offerings contrary towhat is
written, let each of those who received
the offerings pay 50 drachmas. If he

5l

19

does not pay he 1s to lose his rights
among the Labyadai, both in this case
and in the case of other penalties, until
he pays the fine. The person whose
cake offering or sacrificial victim they
receive contrary to what is written is
not to be a member of the Labyadai
nor share the common funds or insti-
tutions.

Ifany of the tagor makes an accusation
of doing anything contrary to what is
written, and he denies it, the fagoi in
the ...

C

making just judgements, let him pray
that the gods give many good things,
and if he breaks his oath, evil. If he is
elected but does not pass judgement,
let him pay a fine of 5 drachmas, and
let them elect another and complete
the case.

Whoever 1s responsible for the con-
viction of anyone doing something
contrary to the law is to have half
(the fine). The fagor are to bring this
to pass for the person who brought
the accusation. If they do not each of
them is to be fined double. Anyone
who owes a penalty is to lose his rights
until he pays.

This 1s the law about things to do with
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burials. Nomore than g5 drachmas to
be spent, either on articles bought or
on things from the house. The thick
shroud is to be brown. Anyone who
breaks any of these rules is to pay a
fine of 5o drachmas, unless he denies
on oath at the tomb that he spent
more.

29 One mattress is to be put underneath
and one pillow placed at the head.
The corpse is to be carried covered
up, in silence, and is not to be put
down anywhere, even at the corners
of the road, and there is to be no wail-
ing outside the house before they have
come to the tomb, and there let there
be...until the ... are brought.

39 At the tombs there is to be no lament-
ing or wailing over those who died
earlier, but everyone is to go away
homewards except members of the

household,

uncles, fathers- and brothers-in-law,

immediate paternal
descendants, and sons-in-law.

46 There is to be no groaning or wailing
at the second-day commemoration,
the tenth-day commemoration or the
annual commemoration. If anyone
transgresses any of these written rules

D
2 These are the customary feasts:
Apellai
Daidaphoria, Poitropia, those on

and Boukatia, Heraia,

the seventh and the ninth of Busios,

25

29

38

43

Eukleia, Artamitia, Laphria, Theo-
xenia, Telchinia, Dioskoureia, Mag-
alartia, and Herakleia, and if anyone
sacrifices a victim himself, and if he is
present at childbirth, and if foreigners
with him sacrifice victims and if he is
serving in the five-day office.

If any of these written rules 1s broken,
the damiorgor and all the other Labya-
dai are to exact a fine and the Fifteen
are to enforce it. If anyone disputes
the fine, he is to swear the customary
oath and be released.

If, when they hold an assembly, a
magistrate is absent, let him pay a fine
of one oboal, and if he disrupts it let
him pay a fine of one obol.

The following regulations have been
written also at Panopeus on the rock
inside. Phanotos gave this as dowry to
his daughter Boupyga: a half-sheep
and a goat from the sacrifice of twelve
victims and the skins in the sanctuary
of Pronaia and the skins for (Apollo)
Lykeios, and the beautiful calf.
Theman who offers preliminary sacri-
fice and consults the oracle, whether
in public or private capacity, is to
provide the items recorded in writing
to the Labyadai.

These are the sacrifices of the Labya-
dai: m the month Apellaios to Dio-
nysos, at the feast of the Boukatia to
Zeus Patroos and first fruits to Apollo;
and the Labyadai drink together. The
other feasts to be held in their season.
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vs AaBuddas: Tas 8’ dAdas
50 Bolvas kar tav hdpav {ay}

dyeobau.

The surviving, lower, part of this block gives us part of the regulations of a Delphic
gentilicial group. The group never identifies itself as of a particular type, and modern
identification ofit as a phratry depends upon Hesychius s.v. Laphryadai (A 436) identify-
ing that group as a phratry at Delphi. As Sebillotte has pointed out, there were many
different names for gentilicial groups in different Greek cities, and use of the name
phratry for the Labyadai may be unduly Athenocentric, but the functions that they
perform are broadly similar to those of phratries at Athens, and they include Posei-
don Phratrios among the gods by whom they swear oaths (see 5, 61; on the variety of
gods termed ‘Patroos’/‘Phratrios’ see Plato, Euthydemus 502 8—0, Lambert, Phratries,
2051L).

Gentilicial groups often traced themselves back to a single eponymous figure, in
this case Labys, said by the scholiast on Plato, Philebus 48 ¢, to have been a eunuch
temple-servant at Delphi who invented the proverb ‘Know yourself” (Chilon and
Thales were also credited with that proverb). An inscription carved into a rock above
the road from Arachova to Delphi also mentioned the Labyadai (R4 1969, 1. 47-50),
and two further versions of at least part of the regulations inscribed here survive,
one (recording what is here lines D. 10—23) from Delphi (C. Delphes 9 bis) and one
(recording what is here lines D. §1-8), recently discovered and to be published by
John Camp, from Panopeus. The other Delphi version 1s in late sixth- or early fifth-
century lettering and was presumably the text which this block replaced; the Pano-
peus version is presumably that mentioned in D. g0. What survives of the late archaic
inscription seems to be word for word the same as this mscription, but we cannot
know whether the earlier law was simply reinscribed on this block or whether this
block incorporated the earlier law into more extensive regulations. The text on the
block seems to have been at least partly up-dated in its language and orthography,
and this up-dating, together with the letter forms, suggests a late fifth-century or early
fourth-century date. The inscription provides a striking example of the common dif-
ficulty of deciding what is new in a surviving inscription and what is taken over from
earlier texts.

This text gives us a rare glimpse of a gentilicial group at work outside Attica. It
offers instructive parallels to and contrasts with not only the Attic inscription of the
Demotionidai (5), and mscriptions from Tenos and Chios (61, 87), but the sacrificial
calendars of Athenian gene and demes (compare here g7 and 63), and the late fifth-
century funeral regulations from Geos (IGx11. v 593=381G" 1218). The Labyadai clearly
constituted an important part of the Delphian citizen body: the 182 votes recorded
here (A. 22—3) are to be compared with the 454 and 355 votes recorded in two fourth-
century records of decisions by the Delphian citizen body (F. Delphes, 1. 1 194; RPh
xvil 1943, 62—86), and this law raises important issues about the relationship between
Labyadai and state.
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Sides 4 and B concern the role of the fagor, who appear to be the main officers of
the Labyadai, in particular with regard to the sacrifices and offerings which were the
mark of admission to the group. Side € opens with regulations about the settling of
disputes and proceeds with regulations about burial. Side D is concerned with the
calendar of festivals, although much on this side s obscure.

The Labyadai seem to have quite a complicated administrative structure. We do
not know how many fago: there were in office at once, but they are the executive
officers and have a very wide remit. (Although the name fagos has been taken to be
a sign of Thessalian influence, the word seems to have been widely used for magis-
trates over the whole of central Greece: see Helly, L'Etat thessalien, 27-9.) Decisions are
taken by the Labyadai as a whole at an assembly (dAla; the Delphians refer to their
assembly in this period as an agora (teleios)), which holds at least some stated meetings
and which can be summoned by a single phratry member (4. 42-3, B. 23+4). The
Labyadai record the number of votes by which a motion was passed (4. 22—3) and
have a quorum (B. g—10 cf. 99). They also apparently form a court before which cases
involving group business are heard, and which has the power to remove membership
rights and to impose fines. In addition, the mscription mentions damiorgor, a term of
disputed meaning (see Rhodes with Lewis, p. 137 and n. 17) which perhaps covers all
group officials (D. 19—20), pentamarita: (‘five-day officials’ D. 16) who appear to have
sacrificial responsibilities, and ‘the Fifteen’ (D. 22) who are here made responsible for
collecting fines. Whether these are all officials of the Labyadai is not entirely clear:
part of the oath of new members, which they swear by Apollo the god of Delphi as
well as by Poseidon Phratrios, is to vote according to the laws of Delphi (B. to—17); this
implies a close relationship between entry to the phratry and entry to political life at
Delphi, and it may be that one or more of the magistracies mentioned is Delphian
rather than Labyad.

Like many early laws, these regulations lay great stress on controlling the officers
—so much so that the admissions procedure 1s not itself clearly laid out. Indications
in the text and parallels from phratries elsewhere (Lambert, Phratries, ch. iv) suggest
that there are three points of admission to the Labyadai. Offerings of cakes (called
here daratar) are made to mark some sort of recognition by the group of children
and wives—recognition probably of boys only at birth or in their early years, and of
wives at marriage. Then at maturity boys (probably) become full members by offering
a sacrificial victim (called here apellaia). In all cases permission for the offerings to
be made has to be given at a quorate meeting (B. 5-8), and then confirmed by the
particular pairia (sub-group of the Labyadai) to which the new member will belong
(A. 25-8). The offerings are to be made within a year of the decision, and the offering
of apellaia has to happen at the festival of the Apellai (the Delphic equivalent of the
Tonian festival of the Apaturia: compare 5). The offerings can be postponed for one
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year on payment of a stater deposit (the word auudviov occurs only here), but for one
year only (4. 46-538).

Side € opens with the end of regulations about the bringing and hearing of com-
plaints which begin at the end of B. Too much is lost for it to be at all clear what is
at issue here. C'then continues with regulations about burial (on such regulations see
Engels, Funerum sepulcrorumque magnificentia, and R. Garland, BICS xxxvi 1989, 1-15).
Here the point 1s extremely clear: funeral expense and funerary display are being
strictly limited. This law 1s closely comparable both to laws mentioned in literary
sources (e.g. regulations of burial attributed to Solon at Athens, Plutarch, Solon 21.
v—vii, [Dem.] xrm. Macartatus 62, and the regulations collected by Cicero, De Leg. 1.
62-6) and to other epigraphic laws, especially those from late fifth-century Iulis on
Cieos and from third-century Gambreion (LSAM 16 = SIG® 1219): all are concerned to
limit the possibility of turning a funeral into a display of wealth and power (compare
the interesting remarks of Seaford, Reciprocity and Ritual, ch. 1i1). At Tulis no more than
three funerary vestments were allowed, and they had to be white and cost less than
300 dr. At Gambreion the clothes of the mourners are regulated: brown for women,
and brown or white for men. Here three vestments are mentioned, and although the
specification of the thick shroud perhaps implies that there might be a thin shroud
also, the spirit of the legislation appears to be that the only item visible would be the
brown shroud. The monetary limit is very low, by comparison not just to Ceos but to
the regulations in Plato’s Laws (X11. 959 D), which allow 100 dr. for a member of the
fourth class, 500 for amember of the highest class. This raises the question of whether
the sums here, as perhaps elsewhere in the inscription, where the level of fines is also
very low, were not brought up to date when the old regulations were reinscribed.
These regulations share the Ceean insistence on processing in silence, but by compari-
son with Toulis, which is interested in consumption of wine and food at the tomb and
with purification of the house of the dead, and Gambreion, which is interested in the
length of mourning, the Labyadai are notable for their interest in limiting lamentation
and in controlling exactly who can remain at the tomb. In this the closest parallel is
with Solon’s legislation (see also Plato, Lawsx11. g6o a). The various visits to the tomb
subsequent to the burial are not forbidden here, as the thirtieth-day commemoration
is at Tulis, but lamentation is banned.

Side D1is the most difficult to understand. The matter ought to be straightforward:
we have here alist of festivals giving rise to group feasts. (On sacred calendars gener-
ally see on 62.) But into this list are inserted two almost incomprehensible clauses.
The opening list gives (civic) festivals in chronological order (the Delphic year, like
the Athenian, began in midsummer). Many of them bear the name of the month
that they fall in, and this enables us to see that the distribution is not even. Five fall
in the first half of the year (one in each month except the third month, Boathoos);
no festival occurs in the seventh month, Amalios, and none in the last month, Ilaios,
but ten i the intervening four months (roughly February to May). Of the fifteen
festivals mentioned, eleven are not otherwise known at Delphi, and many cannot
even be attributed to a particular deity, but they certainly include a wide range of
deities (Hera, Artemis, the Dioscuri, Heracles, Demeter, almost certainly Dionysus)
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and several of them have titles paralleled by festivals elsewhere. With the exception of
the Apellai, the festivals seem to be festivals celebrated generally at Delphi, to which
a feast of the Labyadai is attached. But the Labyadai do not feast on the occasion of
all the city festivals: they celebrate the festival of the birth of Apollo on 7th Bysios, tra-
ditionally held to have been originally the only day of the year on which the Delphic
oracle could be consulted (Plutarch, QG 292 £—F), but do not themselves mark the
Pythia, which fell in the month Boukatios (August). (For an attempt to show that the
Labyadai celebrate a coherent annual cycle of festivals see E. Suarez de la Torre,
Kernosx 1997, 15576 at 164—7 and 175-6.)

At the end of the main list of civic festivals which are occasions for feasts (D. 2—11)
1s a list of other occasions when Labyadai sacrifice (D. 12-17). What is the point of
this list? Two mnterpretations are possible. On one, this is an addition to the list of
festivals: that is, the group also feasts whenever a member sacrifices, is present at a
birth, entertains foreigners, and so on. On the other, this is a list of invalid excuses for
not taking part in the group feasts: giving a strong sense (o xal ka, one 1s to join the
Labyadai feasts at the festival even if one is otherwise sacrificing oneself, present at a
birth, entertaining foreigners, and so on. The first interpretation renders the potential
number of group feasts very large indeed (cf. Ath. 1v. 173E on Delphi in general), and
the potential number of people turning up to a private sacrifice equally large (note
the 182 voting members at 4. 22-3); the latter presupposes that the group feasts are
occastons to which members are obliged to go. On the former interpretation the
fines for contravention of the regulations would presumably be levied on someone
who failed to make the group members welcome at a sacrifice which they were hold-
ing; on the latter interpretation the fines would be levied on a person who failed to
attend group feasts. The latter interpretation has the advantage of explaining why the
regulations immediately move to clauses about non-attendance (and misbehaviour)
at the assembly, regulations which seem to have nothing to do with religious festivals.
But despite the difficulties, we favour the view that this law obliges group members to
admit other members who wish to attend to feasts on the occasion of private sacrifices,
rather than the view that all Labyadai were obliged to attend every feast; penalizing
non-attendance at a feast would be surprising given that an officer’s non-attendance at
an assembly brings only a one obol fine (D. 26-8).

There follow provisions for enforcement (D. 17-2g). In the middle of these, refer-
ence is made to what 1s inscribed inside a rock at Panopeus and we are told about the
sacrificial animals and perquisites which Phanotos gave to his daughter Boupyga (D.
29—38). We are then told that the stated items are to be given to the Labyadai by any
individual or representative of a city who sacrifices in advance of consulting the oracle
(D. 38—43). The mscription ends with a curiously brief list of Labyad sacrifices and
feasts (D. 45—51).

Of the various problems that this sequence of items raises, one has recently been
solved: 1t is now known what was inscribed at Panopeus, since the mscription has
been found. That text, as John Camp has kindly informed us, resolves one question of
reading: the character who gave the sacrificial animal and perquisites to his daughter
1s now revealed as Phanotos, presumably the eponymous hero of Panopeus/Phano-
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teos. These gifts seem to form the basis and precedent for the offerings demanded of
oracular consultants. Scholars have doubted whether every party consulting the Del-
phic oracle can have been expected to provide animals and perquusites on this scale
to a Delphic phratry, and the identity of the giver as Phanotos offers some support to
restriction to consultants from Panopeus, suggested by Vatin (C. Delphes, pp. 8o—1).
The final list makes it clear that the Labyadai sacrifice on the occasion of the first two
feasts mentioned at D. 2—11 and specifies the deities honoured, but what the statement
that “feasts are held in their season’ adds to that earlier list is quite unclear.

The puzzles posed by D turn on precisely the area about which the inscription
1s in other ways most revealing: the relationship between this group and the city.
Civic sub-groups, as many other inscriptions in this volume will show, frequently
have mstitutional structures and concerns closely parallel to those of the city as a
whole. But here at a number of points we find ourselves not at all clear as to the limits
of Labyad authority. Is admission to the Labyadai at maturity also admission to civic
life at Delphi? Does the group have judicial rights over its members, or do Delphic
officials have a role in group regulation? Why are the Labyadai regulating funerals at
Delphi when parallel legislation elsewhere 1s issued by the whole civic body? (or 1s this

2

Athens honours loyal Samians, 403/2

Three contiguous fragments of the lower part of a stele, of which the upper part contains M&L g4 ~ Fornara
166; at the top of the stele are a relief showing Athena and Samian Hera clasping hands, and a heading relating
to the whole dossier. These fragments found between the theatre of Dionysus and the odeum of Herodes Atticus
in Athens; now in the Acropolis Museum. Phot. Kern, Inscriptiones Graccae, Taf. 19; Schede, The Acropolis of Athens,
pl. 101 (cf. pp. 114—-16); Kirchner, Inagines®, Taf. 19 Nr. 43; Meyer, Die griechischen Utkundenreliefs, Taf. 10 A 26;
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the Delphian law, adopted and reiterated by the Labyadai?) Do the Labyadai have
a privileged interest in Delphic civic festivals and the sacrificial activities that sur-
round the Delphic oracle? In the past gentilicial groups have sometimes been thought
of as pre-polis institutions, or at least as institutions which became mcreasingly side-
lined by the growth of civic mstitutions. The remscription, and perhaps revision and
expansion, of the regulations of the Labyadai, along with the parallel activities of the
Demotionidai in Attica at about the same time (5), remind us that institutions which
traced their history into the distant past, and which in some of their rituals continued
to repeat actions which had already been going on for centuries, continued to assert
their place in the life of the Greek city in the fourth century.

The mscription contains various dialectal features which mark it out from Attic,
some of which are general features of (North-)/West Greek dialect and some of which
are particular to Delphi. These include Aévre for ot (B. 44), -ovri for -ovor, infinitive
in -ev rather than -ew (4. g1 etc.), use of ka rather than dv, use of rof and rai for the
plural of the article, use of both o7 (C. g1) and mo{ (4. 14, (. 50) for mwpés, the apocope
of mapd (4. 28 etc.), the assimilation of final v and final s (4. g, 10, 57 etc.), crasis of and
to (B. 17, D. 7 etc.), a for a in pawrds (C. 24) and o for a in évrodjiwr.

Lawton, Reliefs, pl. 38 no. 71 (last three top of sele, with relief); our P1L. 1.

Attic-Tonic, mostly retaining the old e for e: and o for ov; stoichedon 57—62, often ending a line with the end of
a word or syllable.

IG u* 1; SIG* 117; Tod g7% Pouilloux, Choix, 24; M. J. Osborne, Naturalization, D 5. Trans. Harding 5
(Il. 41—55 only). See also Shipley, History of Samos, 131—5.

Sii

Resolved by the council and the people. Pandionis was the prytany; Agyrrhius of
Collytus was secretary; Euclides was archon [408/2]; Callias of Oa was chairman.
Ciephisophon proposed:

Praise the Samians because they are good men with regard to the Athenians; and
everything shall be valid which the people of Athens decreed previously for the people
of Samos. The Samians shall send to Sparta, as they themselves demand, whoever
they themselves wish; and, since in addition they ask the Athenians to join in negotiat-
ing, choose envoys in addition, and these shall join with the Samians in negotiating
whatever benefit they can, and shall deliberate in common with them. The Athenians
praise the Ephesians and the Notians because they received enthusiastically those of
the Samians who were outside. Bring the Samian embassy before the people to do
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Samos loyally supported Athens, and served as Athens’ principal base in the Aegean,
from 412 to the end of the Peloponnesian War in 404; it continued to hold out against
Sparta after the capitulation of Athens; but eventually it submitted to Lysander,
who expelled the pro-Athenian democrats (or at any rate some of them), restored
the anti-Athenian oligarchic exiles (cf. Thuc. v 21, referring to 412), and installed
a governor and a decarchy, a ruling clique of ten men (X. A. 1. 1i1. 6—7, D.S. x1v. 3.
iv—v). In 40574, before either city had surrendered to the Spartans, in the first decree
recorded on this skle (M&L g4 ~ Fornara 166) the Athenians awarded citizenship
to the Samians, promised them independence and the freedom to choose their own
form of government, and undertook to join them in negotiation with Sparta. If that
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business if they ask for anything. And also invite the Samian embassy to dinner in the
prylaneion tomorrow.

Cephisophon proposed: In other respects in accordance with the council; but the
Athenian people shall decree that there shall be valid what the people of Athens
decreed previously for the people of Samos, as the council in its probouleuma brought
before the people. And mvite the Samian embassy to dinner in the prytaneion
tomorrow.

§iil

Resolved by the council and the people. Erechtheis was the prytany; Cephisophon
of Pacania was secretary; Euclides was archon; Python from Kedoi was chairman.
Eu— proposed:

Praise Poses of Samos because he 1s a good man with regard to the Athenians; and, in
return for the benefits which he has conferred on the people, the people shall give him
a grant of five hundred drachmas for the making of a crown: the treasurers shall give
the money. Bring him before the people, and he shall find from the people whatever
benefit he can. The book of the decree the secretary of the council shall hand over to
him immediately. And invite the Samians who have come to hospitality in the pryta-
neion tomorrow.

proposed: In other respects in accordance with the council; but praise Poses of
Samos and his sons because they are good men with regard to the people of Athens.
And what the people of Athens decreed previously for the people of Samos shall be
valid; and the secretary shall write up the decree on a stone stele, and the treasurers
shall provide the money for the stele. The people shall give Poses a grant of a thousand
drachmas for his goodness towards the Athenians, and from the thousand drachmas
shall make a crown, and shall inscribe on this that the people crown him for his good-
man-ship [andragathia] and for his goodness with regard to the Athenians. Praise the
Samians also because they are good men with regard to the Athenmians. And if they
want anything from the people, the prptaneis shall bring them forward to the people
always first after the sacred business. The prytaness shall also bring forward the sons
of Poses before the people at its first session. Invite also to hospitality in the prytaneion
Poses and his sons and those of the Samians who are present.

decree was inscribed in Athens at the time, the siele was probably demolished by the
oligarchy of the Thirty.! This stele has a heading naming Cephisophon as the secre-
tary—which he was when the last of these decrees was enacted (§ui: 11. 56—7): the three
decrees were inscribed together after the enactment of the last; the relief stresses the
continuing friendship between Athens and Samos. How many Samians took up the
offer of Athenian citizenship and migrated to Athens, we do not know; Shipley sees

' For demolition by the Thirty and republication afterwards cf., e.g., Tod g8; the same was to happen at the
end of our period, when a decree for Euphron of Sicyon enacted in 323/2 was demolished by the subsequent
oligarchy and republished with a further decree in 318/17 (1G u* 448).
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Sparta’s imposition of a decarchy as a sign that the bulk of the population stayed in
Samos and needed to be controlled in the Spartan interest.

In the second decree (i.e. §i1, the first printed here) the secretary, Agyrrhius, was
one of the leading politicians in Athens in the late fifth and early fourth centuries,
inler alia being the man who mmtroduced payment for attending the assembly (Azh. Pol.
41. 111, and was the uncle of another leading politician, Callistratus (for Agyrrhius cf.
on 26; for Callistratus cf. on g1); Cephisophon, the proposer, is presumably the man
who was secretary when the last decree was enacted, and according to X. H. 11 1v. 36
was one of the envoys sent to Sparta “from the private citizens in the city’ before the
restoration of the democracy in 405 (see APF, 148). The provisions of the first decree
are reaffirmed (cf. below). The Samians whose demand is granted here will be the pro-
Athenian exiles; joint negotiation with Sparta had been promised in the first decree
(II. 24-5); the negotiation now envisaged presumably concerns the return of these
exiles to Samos, and Athenian involvement may help because of the links established
with Pausanias and others when the democracy was restored at Athens. Ephesus and
Notium, on the Asiatic mainland north-east of Samos, will have been natural places
of refuge for men driven out of Samos (A. Andrewes suggested that at the time they
were in the hands not of Lysander but of the Persian Tissaphernes: Phoen. xxv 1971,
214). The council had responded to the Samians’ requests with the probouleuma which
it sent to the assembly; the clause about access to the assembly, which has several
parallels, 1s in effect an open clause in the probouleuma, in which the council invites
the assembly to add to the benefits which it is itself recommending (cf. Rhodes, Boule,
281—3). The hospitality offered to honorands is regularly called xenia ("hospitality’)
when offered to foreigners but deipnon (*dinner’) when offered to Athenians, who are
not xenoi (cf. Rhodes, JPE lvii 1984, 193—9; and in our collection notice particularly
31, 70)—and as a result of the first decree the Samians are now Athenians. Invita-
tions for ‘tomorrow’ are almost invariable; but two fifth-century decrees invite for ‘the
customary time’ (/G 1° 11, 165), and one of 369/8 invites for ‘the third day’ i.e. the day
after tomorrow, presumably because some special observance made the usual day
mmpossible (SIG* 158 = 1. Délos 88).

The probouleuma is supplemented by an amendment, proposed in the assembly by
the same man, Cephisophon, with the formula which mdicates that the proposal
being amended was contained in the proboulewma. It was common Athenian practice
both to correct the original proposal in the light of the amendment and to publish the
amendment after the corrected proposal (M&L go ~ Fornara 160 provides a particu-
larly clear example); but in the last of these decrees, below, the original proposal is
not corrected. Here the proboulewma has been corrected: it is possible that both of the
items mentioned in the amendment had been omitted from the probouleuma (the first,
because reaffirmation of the first decree was thought unnecessary—and the Samians
may have taken advantage of the open clause to ask for it; the second out of inadvert-
ence); another possibility is that the inadvertence corrected in the second item was
not omission of the mvitation but failure to remember that the Samians ought to be
mvited to deipnon rather than xema (cf. Rhodes 1984—but see also below).

In the final decree (§ut) Gephisophon appears as secretary; Python, the chairman,
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1s the earliest known member of a family attested over seven generations (APF, 485
6); a possible proposer, both of the original motion and of the amendment (though
this is far from certain, and indeed the same man need not have proposed both), is
Eurip(pjides, a major figure of the 3gos (APF, 202—). Characteristically, we are not
told what Poses’ particular benefits to Athens were; we know nothing else about him.
Giving him ‘a grant ... for the making of a crown’ is an unparalleled formulation:
commonly honorands are awarded a crown of a specified value (e.g. 33), and from
the mid fourth century the decree sometimes specifies who is to have the crown made
(e.g. 64): see Henry, Honours and Privileges, 22—8, 34—6. A crown of 1,000 drachmas was
awarded in M&L 85 ~ Fornara 155. There is no exact parallel for an amendment’s
increasing the value of the crown, but in /G 11 225. 4 the council awards a crown of
500 drachmas on its own account and in a probouleuma mvites the assembly to award
a crown of 1,000 drachmas. “The treasurers’, who make the payments prescribed
here and in other decrees of the early fourth century, are the treasurers of Athena
and the Other Gods, from 406 to §85 a single board (cf. Rhodes, Boule, 103 n. 7). “The
book (biblion) of the decree’ will be a text written on papyrus (byblos). On this occasion,
apparently in the original proposal and certainly in the amendment, the Samians are
invited to xenia (to explain this, some have suggested that only Samians who were in
Athens by a certain date received citizenship; but perhaps here we have an oversight
which was not rectified).

The amendment extends the honours to Poses’ sons, and increases the value of the
crown. What is reaffirmed is probably what was voted to the Samians in the first and
second decrees, and this clause 1s to be read with the publication clause which follows:
this is an oblique way of ordering the publication not only of the decree for Poses but
of the whole dossier. The Samians are now granted priority access to the assembly on
subsequent occasions if they have any request (‘first after the sacred business’, which
had absolute priority: cf. Rhodes with Lewis, 14 with n. 19, 548 with n. 40). Elsewhere
hedra (‘session’) 1s used of meetings of the council rather than the assembly (e.g. M&L
85, 100, though B. D. Meritt restored Aedra of the assembly in an adventurous recon-
struction of SEG x 87 = IG 1* go): linguistic usage was fluid in the fifth century, and it
would be procedurally more appropriate if here Poses’ sons were to be brought before
the assembly, as in the original decree Poses himself was to be brought before the
assembly.

We do not know what resulted from the negotiations with Sparta; but there is
evidence of enthusiasm for Lysander among those who remained in Samos, Samos
remained under a pro-Spartan régime at least until 398/7 and probably until the
battle of Cnidus in §94, and it was recovered by Sparta for a time ¢.391 (see Shipley,

134-5).
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Sparta liberates Delos, 404 or shortly after

Two fragments of a stele found on Delos; now in the Epigraphical Museum in Athens. Phot. a+b BCH Ixxi-Ixxii
19478, 417 fig. 30; REA ciii 2001, 253 fig. 1, 254 fig. 2; # LSAG, pl. 38.

aand . 1-6 are in Laconian Doric, in ascript old-fashioned for the date (LSAG, 198); 4. 7—16 are in Attic-Ionic,
in a smaller Ionian script. Both sections stoichedon.

1G v.11564; Choix Délos 8; SIG* 1194; Tod gg; LSAG 407 no. 62 (all these & only); I Délos 87%; the promised full
publication of @ never occurred; F. Prost, REA ciii 2001, 241-60 at 253-60.

a b
fi6s. [rov] 7[euév]-
hidAe Ta T- [o]v kal O]va]-
éXe Tov Aa- [v] kol vaFé-
Kedarpov- Vv Kal TOV X-
5 wovés AaA- 5 pepdTov T-
oV KO, TAS O- v 76 0i6.
vwbékas h- éBacilevor
[6]omep kaT- Ays, Havoavias.
[a 7’] dArota épopor foav
1o [ovuBloA[al. 1o OQuwvidas,
77777 Apioroyeridas,
Apxioras,
ZoAdyas,
Dedidas.
15 év Aidotjpxey
[A]vd[pddix]os (7).
The two fragments do not join: it is not certain how far apart on the stele they were. b. 1—3 J. Tréheux,
ap. C. Vial, Délos indépendante, 92 n. 12. b. 78 added later Prost. b. 16 Tréheux, RA® xxxi—xxxii

1949, 1028 n. 11: Lewis read [A]NA[—>—]OZ, but according to I Délos the doubtful letter is 4 or 4 butnot A.

Delos and its sanctuary of Apollo (‘the god’) were under Athenian influence through-
out the duration of the Delian League: in particular, the Athenians ‘purified’ Delos
in 426/5; expelled the Delians in 422; allowed them back in 421 (Thuc. 1. 104 with S.
Hornblower’s commentary ad loc.; v. 1 cf. vir. 108. iv; v. g2. 1). This mscription must be
later than 404/ (since none of the ephors appears in the list of eponymous ephors in
X. H. 1 111. 10}, but earlier than ¢.400, when king Agis died: the Spartans after defeat-
ing Athens have sent dues (fele: offerings to which they have committed themselves in
the agreement) to Delian Apollo and presumably have acknowledged the Delians’
right to control their precincts, sacrifices, temples, and sacred monies. The inscrip-
tion begins with a Spartan text in Laconian Doric (e.g. 085 for feds; the characters
include F and B = /). fudAe is the aorist passive of {dAew: the same form is found on
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a b
God. ... of the precincts and the
2 The dues of the Spartans sacrifices and the temples and
were sent to Delos in accord- the monies of the god.
ance with the agreement 7 The kings were Agis, Pausa-
as in accordance with the nias. The ephors were
other mutual pacts [symbola]. Thyionidas, Aristogenidas,

fffff Archistas, Sologas, Phedilas.
In Delos the archon was
Androdicus.

a fifth-century lead tablet from Himera, in Sicily, where it has been interpreted as
aorist passive or aorist active (Dubois, Inscriptions grecques dialectales de Sicile, 1314 no. 1;
contr. R. Arena, JPE ciii 1994, 157-8). The note of the Spartan kings and ephors and
of the Delian archon (4. 7-18) has presumably been added by the Delians, since it is
Attic-Ionic (nothing is known about the men other than the Spartan kings: the normal
spelling of the last ephor would be Pheidilas). The Delian records include dedications
by the Spartans Lysander and Pharax (IGx1161. B. 59, 92; 87). For the further history
of Delos see 28.

The meaning of symbolainl. a. 101s discussed by Gauthier, Symébola, §80—1. Sparta is
not otherwise known to have entered into judicial conventions (cf. his pp. 85—9), and
here the reference must be to agreements concerning the sacred treasures.
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Rewards for men who had fought for democracy
at Athens, 401/0

Five fragments of a stele inscribed on both faces: (@) found on the Athenian Acropolis, now in the Epigraphical
Museum; (4 + ¢) found on Aegina, now in the Epigraphical Museum; (d) once in the Piraeus Museum, now lost;
(¢) found in the Agora. Phot. BSAxlvii 1952, pl. 27 (b + ¢); Hesp. Ixiii 1994, pl. §8 (¢). Facs. BSA 1952, 103 fig. 1 (0),
105 fig. 2 (6 + ¢), 106 fig. § (d, from a squeeze).

Attic-Tonic, the decree normally retaining the old e for ez and o for ov. Inthe decree, Il. 1—2 are in larger letters,
11. g sqq. stoichedon 87 (in the reconstruction here followed); below the decree there were four columns of names,
and on the back seven (in this reconstruction), with tribe-names in larger letters than men’s names.

1G 1? 10; SIG* 120; Tod 100 (all these @ only); IG u* 2403 (d only); D. Hereward, BSA xlvii 1952, 102-17 (full

FRONT: top
[Avoiddys éy]pappdreve
[Eevaiver]os Hpye.
[€8oler 7 Bodj kai 7édi dpawe. Trmolwytis émpurdv]eve: Avowddns éypoupdreve:
Anuédidos énleordre. Opaocif]-
s o W aes , Cpr 1w . _
[oAos elme mws dv agias ydpiras koulowrtar of £év]ot door svvkaTHAdov dmo
DuAijs 1) Tols katel[0601 ouveAdf]-
[ovro és Ty kabodov T els [lepard, mepi wev Tovrwv] éfmdicOa Admvalows var
adrols kal éxydv[ows moAirel]-
\ ~ 3 AY 3 I ’ > AY AY / 7/ \ ~ 3 ~ \
[av: kaivéuar avTos avTika pdda és Tas duAas déxayal: vouous de Tols avrols mept
adTadv Tas dpyas xp[Hodas ofs k]-
[al mepl 7dv dAAwy Abnraiwy. ” doow 8¢ HAov ToTepov], ouveudynoar 8e Tiu
waxmy T Movixlaow, rov 8¢ [I1epaid 8]-
, o ) , . fay . . sy \
[éowioar, oot 8e mapéuevoy 7d éu Ieparel dpwe 6] e al Sradlayal éyévovro, kal
émoidy Ta mpooTat|[Tépeva, T]-
/ 3 > / > A 9, 4 AY A ~ > 7/ /
[67ois évar iooTéderar olkbor Abpymow kara miv Soletoav €]yyinow kabldme[p
Albnvaiows. * 765 8¢ [—2——|

FRONT: below
col. 1 should have begun: col. w1 (perhaps Pandionzs):
[0iBe suvrariABov dmo Purijs] ——— s
col. i should have included: [———————————— Jom
[oiBe svvepaynoar Tiu] [—=2——Blvpoo
[naxmy mip Moviyiaow] [—2—]xdmy
5 [—"—«lapvores

On the reconstruction of the decree, and of the three categories of beneficiary in the list, see commentary.
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text of & + ¢, discussion of a—d); P. Krentz, Phoen. xxxiv 1980, 28g—306 (full text of decree, discussion of a—d:
heterodox); M. J. Osborne, Naturalization, D 6* (a—d); M. B. Walbank, Hesp. Ixiii 1994, 169—71 no. 2 (cf. SEGxliv
34) (¢). Trans. Austin & Vidal-Naquet 7o (the decree, and some names and descriptions); Harding 3 (¢ only). See
also D. Whitehead, LCM ix 1984, 8—10.

‘We number the columns continuously, so that the first column on the back is v. For convenience we follow
M. J. Osborne’s numbering of lines within columns, with the warning that the placing of the fragments is only
approximate: in cols. iii and iv L. 1 is the first line of which any text survives (iv. 1 being probably lower than iii.
1), butin v—viii . 1 is the first line of each column, whether preserved or not.

FRONT: top
Lysiades was secretary; Xenaenetus was archon [401/0].
Resolved by the council and the people. Hippothontis was the prytany; Lysiades was
secretary; Demophilus was chairman. Thrasybulus proposed:
So that worthy gratitude may be obtained by the foreigners who joined in returning
from Phyle or who joined with those who had returned in coming back to Piracus:
concerning these, be it decreed by the Athenians that there shall be citizenship for
them and their descendants; and distribute them immediately into the tribes tenfold;
and the officials shall use the same laws concerning them as concerning the other
Athenians.
Those who came later, joined in fighting the battle at Munichia and made the Piracus
safe, who remained with the People in Piracus when the reconciliation took place,
and were doing what they were mstructed: for these there shall be zsoteleia if they live
in Athens, in accordance with the pledge given (?), as for the Athenians. The — ——

FRONT: below
In accordance with the decree there should have  battle at Munichia.
been three lists, each organised in tribal sections. — The following fragments will have belonged to
The first list, beginning at the top of col. v, should  the second list:

have been headed: col. w1 (perhaps Pandionis (111))
The following joined in returning from —_— —
Phyle. — —
The second list, beginning wn the course of col. 1, — tanner
should have been headed: — retailer

The following joined i fighting the 5 —— nut-seller
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[—— d]Adiromds
[....]opos caryvpa
[...]wvokvrordu
[.. lppol . Jv cark

1o [Zlwkpdrns Tpamelomor
Zwaifios orvTomd)
Eppwy kdmmlos
IHpus Aayavorw
BMmrew Tpame

15 Amoddawpidns 2. . [~ ——]
LIel ]

col. 10:
[———7v]ewp
[(?) Aecwvrid]os
[—2—1] kpoppvom
[....Josdauatop
5 L0 Jopl ]
[ = JAl=——]

e ]
[(?) Amo)]Ad[8]wplos yv]a
[ ] [ Il

0 [ ]

col. vncludes (Oeners):

g0 [——Isyewp
[—"—TJaydpals ——-]
[...Joras a[-—-]
[——Jw[---]
[ ]

45 Klexpomi]3[os (2]
[——1.[.].[-=-]
[——].[..] an]—=—]
[—].].]é&uwmo

50 [—2—«]dmy
[ kepapods

[....]0ns knpv
[——1Is ox[v]T0
[——Jap

55 [ pfiobw

vi. 8 The stone has éAatoy.

&—Jos yA[——-]
15 [—*—ylewp
o JAgs xad[ked]s

[

[....]éwv dA[ed]s

[....]xos épom

[...tnmos xpuoo
20 [....]loTparos aur
[....]plas yvad
[....]lsABav
[....]os80p[———]
[...or]mos ] .. Jo[———]
[———Jvr[-—]
[— -]
[t Josdll4
[
[
[
[

8

25

] évo

——Jros mpigl -]
el
e e

30

BACK

col. viincludes (Aiantis):
Xarpédnuos yewp
Aenrivys paye
Ay iTpios Téxt
Eddoplar dpewr

5  K[n]dio[8]dwpos oiko
[Hy]noias knmop
Eraueivay dvoko
. Jwmos édaiolm)
[TA]av]«]las yewp

o [—2>—]vkapvo
[diovi]oios yewp

and, lower down (Antiochis):
[A]peoTo[———]
Aééros o[———]
Xdpwv ki[———]
Hparleldn[s ———|
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—orius
—on
..1Tmo . n

Socrates
Sosibius
Hermon
Gerys
Blepon

15 Apollonides

barley-groat-seller
saillmaker
leather-worker
sackcloth-maker/

-seller
table-maker
shoe-seller
retailer
vegetable-seller
table- —

col.
— farm-worker
LEONTIS (IV) (?)
— onion-seller
—us cartwright
— _
Apollodorus  fuller (?)

col. vincludes (Oeners (V1))

farm-worker

4.0
and, lower down
45 CECROPIS (VII) (?)
o trader
50 —— retailer
— tiler (?)
—des herald
—s leather-worker
—ar
55 ——— hired labourer

10

20

25

30

BACK
¢o

S~

—Iles
—1ion
——chus
—ippus
—istratus
—Trias
—1as
—as

—ippus

23

retailer
farm-worker
bronze-smith
fisher
wool-seller
gold- —
grain- —
fuller
incense-dealer
spear- —

barley-groat- —
ass-herd
saw- —

barley-groat- —

vt includes (Awantis (IX) )
Chaeredemus farm-worker

Leptines
Demetrius
Euphorion
Ciephisodorus
Hegesias
Epaminon
—opus
Glaucias

—n

Dionysius

butcher/cook
carpenter
muleteer
builder
gardener
ass-herd
olive-seller
farm-worker
nut- —
farm-worker

and, lower down (Antiochis (X))

Aristo—
Dexius
Charon
Heraclides

—

ki—
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g0 Emvyévms k—— -] EpexOnidos [|] (this occupres the
Navkias o[ ——-] vertical space of two lines)
Avridoros o[ ———] 6o  ABdns d[pr]o[m]
Alwaios otal———] Apioror|édns ———|
Avdpéas pop[ ] 18vms kdm[n)
45  Zwoifios oi[———] and, lower down:
DPavos opry 74 Xaipss loya
Navkias & . [———] col. vii includes (Erechtheis):
Aorvdyns plobw] Be[v]dupary[s o] x|
Aetavpidyls —-] Bulmlolplicw ylclwlp]
50  Zwrapidys [———| IHaid]xos é[p]7[om]
Zora——] [-—-] Zawodals yral 4]
Hapdidos a[———] 5 Wdpus ye[wlp
KpiBwv ox|———] "Eyepots vacat
[KJopwbiad[ns ——-] [.... Jul—"—1o
55 K[l yewp [Edx[o]Mwy o] w
o0ide [m]apéulevor 7o ] KaAas ayadu
éu Hepauet 8] fuwt] 1o Alynid[o]s|

Abnolyli[r]wy [-—-]

During the oligarchic regime of the Thirty in Athens, in 404—403, Thrasybulus with
about seventy supporters set out from Thebes and occupied Phyle, in the north-west
of Attica (X. A. 1. iv. 2); he attracted more supporters, while attempts to dislodge him
failed; when his numbers had reached about a thousand he moved to the Piracus,
occupied the hill of Munichia and defeated the oligarchs in a battle (§§r0—22); after
that he remained at the Piraeus, attracting further supporters (§824—7); and eventually
areconciliation was arranged.

References to rewards for those who had supported Thrasybulus are plentiful but
hard to fit together. For further detail on the items listed see Rhodes, Gomm. Ath. Pol.,

47477

(a) After the battle of Munichia the democrats promised isofeleia to any xenor who
would join them in the struggle (X. H. 1. iv. 25).

(6) Thrasybulus proposed, and Archinus attacked in a graphe paranomon, a measure to
give Athenian citizenship to all who ‘joined in the return from the Piracus’ (Ath.
Pol 40.11).

(¢) Thrasybulus proposed to give citizenship to the orator Lysias, and this was
approved by the assembly but successfully attacked in a graphe paranomon by
Archinus ([Plut.] X Or. 835F-8364).

(d) Two other texts allude to Archinus’ attacking Thrasybulus in a graphe paranomon
(P. Oxy. xv 1800, frs. 6—7; Aesch. mm1. Cles. 195).

(¢) By adecree of Archinus the ‘men of Phyle’ were awarded an olive crown and a
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40 Epigenes — 58/9 ERECHTHEIS (I)

Glaucias — 60 Abdes bread- —
Antidotus — Aristoteles —
Dicacus sta— Idyes retailer
Andreas porter and later there survives:

45 Sosibius Si— 74 Chaeris fig-seller
Phanus porter col. vit ncludes (still Erechthers (1))
Glaucias x— Bendiphanes  sk—
Astyages hired labourer Emporion farm-worker
Dexandrides —— Paedicus bread- —

50 Sotaerides — Sosias fuller
Sota[[—]] — 5 Psammis farm-worker
Pamphilus a— Egersis vacat
Crithon sk— —_— o
Corinthiades —— Eucolion hired labourer

55 Cinips farm-worker Callias sculptor

Then follow the heading and the beginning of the 10 AEGEIS (IT)

third list: Athenogiton ——

56—7 The following remained with the
People in Piracus.

sum of money (Aesch. mm. Cles. 187—90; Hesp. x 1941, 284—95 no. 78).

(/) By a decree of Theozotides the legitimate sons of citizens who died fighting for
the democracy became, like war-orphans, the responsibility of the state and were
given a grant of 1 obol a day (P. Hib.114, frs. a—b = Lys. fr. vi Gernet & Bizos; Hesp.
xl 1971, 280501 n0.7).

(¢) Non-citizens who died fighting for the democrats at the Piracus were given a
public funeral and ‘the same honours’ as the citizens (Lys. 11. Epit. 66)

(k) The decree in our collection, probably not enacted until 401/0, probably gives
rewards falling short of citizenship to some if not all of the beneficiaries.

(8), (¢) and (d)may all be interpreted as references to the same, general proposal (Lysias
was far more distinguished than most of the potential beneficiaries, so a general pro-
posal could easily have been remembered as a proposal for Liysias). (¢), ( /), and (g) are
three independent but compatible measures; and our text, (%), is best not identified
with (bed) or with (¢) but regarded as a fourth measure together with (¢), ( /), and (g).
We now know that there were at any rate three categories of honorand in this docu-
ment: ‘those who joined in the return from Phyle” and ‘those who joined in fighting
the battle at Munichia’, preserved in the text of the decree, and ‘those who remained
with the People in Piracus’, preserved as the heading of the list which begins in col. vi.
M. J. Osborne has reconstructed the inscription so as to include all three categories in
the decree and to have three tribally-organized lists corresponding to those categories,
with ¢.70—go names in the first list, ¢.2go in the second and ¢.560-—580 in the third. He
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supposes that those in the first category were given citizenship (nothing at all survives
of the first list); and the second and third categories were both given isoteleia, ‘equality
of obligations’ with the citizens m terms of taxation and military service (regarded
as higher than standard metic status, for which see on 21), in accordance with the
promise after the battle of Munichiamentioned in X. A. 11 iv. 25. (Engpesisin L. g of the
decree has usually been interpreted to refer to rights of inter-marriage with citizens
(engye1s the regular term for *betrothal’), but Osborne follows those who refer it to that
‘pledge’ or promise.) However, Krentz argued that all the honorands received atel-
aa (‘freedom from obligations’), and Whitehead argued that all received citizenship.
Osborne restores as the proposer of the decree Thrasybulus, who wanted generous
honours for his supporters; since the name of the archon ended -os (an alternative
reconstruction by Krentz 1s highly improbable), the only likely archon available is
that of g01/0.

Men granted citizenship would have to be assigned to a deme and to the tritlys
and tribe of which that deme formed a part. In the second and third lists, at any
rate, the men are listed by tribe but not by #itfys or deme, and (typically for non-
citizens) they are identified not by patronymic but by occupation. Since the Athe-
nian army was organized by tribes, isofelers who were to serve with the citizens in the
army will probably have needed a tribe affiliation though not a deme affiliation (but

5
Athenian phratry decrees from Decelea, 396/5 and after

A marble stele, inscribed on both faces, found at Decelea. Now on the estate of ex-King Constantine at Tatoi.
Phot. Hedrick, The Decrees of the Demotionidar, ill. 1—6; Jones, The Associations of Classical Athens, 209 fig. 7.1.

Attic-Tonic but retaining the old o for ov regularly, and e for e irregularly, in lines 1—113. Stotchedon 25 (Il. 2—12);
30 (Il 13—113) (in both cases occasionally violated after erasures, see apparatus); non-stotchedon 1l. 115—-26.

1G u? 1237; SIG* g21; Hedrick, The Decrees of the Demotionidai *; Lambert, Phratries, 285-93 T3 with g5—141; P.
J. Rhodes CQ? xIvii 1997, 10g—20. Trans. H. T. Wade-Gery, CQ xxv 1931, 131—4 (= his Essays in Greek History,
11g—22) (lines 1—114 only), Hedrick, 14-17, Lambert, 288—g1, Rhodes, 112-13. See also S. D. Lambert CQ? xlix
1999, 484—9, Le Guen-Pollet, 2.

Fuce 4
1
Awos Pparplo.
lepevs [ @eddwpos] Eddallvrid]o ] av-
éypaife ral éotyoe Ty oThAny. ”
lepediovva TdL Lepel Stddvar T-
5 ade amo 76 uelo kwAijv, mAevpdv, -

5 ’ P ’ ~
s, apyvplo lll. 7 amé 76 kopelo kwMij-

2 For the two consecutive erasures after {fepeds see commentary below.
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Whitehead disputes this); and two bearers of rare names can be identified with men
who are described as isofelers in their epitaphs: Dexandrides (vi. 49 cf. IG11? 7864 with
SEGxviii 112) and Gerys (iil. 15 cf. IG 1% 7863).

It was mmportant on such an occasion to have a public list, both to publicize the
honours and to avoid any dispute about who received what (cf. 14).

In the surviving parts of these lists, the occupations of the honorands are consis-
tently humble (whereas the metics of whom we hear in law-court speeches are often
of higher status); many of the names are unremarkable Greek names, but some, such
as Cnips (vi. 55) and Egersis (vii. 6), are unparalleled; and others, such as Abdes (vi.
60: Semitic), Gerys (iil. 18: Thracian), Idyes (vi. 62: Carian?) and Psammis (vii. 5:
Egyptian), are non-Greek, and their bearers are likely to have been slaves or freed-
men before they were made usofeless. Cf. the remark of Ath. Pol. 40. 11 that some of those
who returned from the Piracus were ‘palpably slaves’, and the remark of X. . 1. 1v.
12 that Thrasybulus’ force in the battle of Munichia included many light-armed men
from there. For comparable lists of non-citizens and their occupations see the lists
of plualar exeleutherikar, silver bowls dedicated by manumitted slaves in the late fourth
century, IG1? 155578, with D. M. Lewis, Hesp. xxviii 1959, 20888, xxxvii 1968, 368—
8o (re-editing and adding new fragments to 1554—9: cf. SEG xviii 3650, xxv 178-80).

Fuace A
§i
Of Zeus Phratrios.
2 The priest, Theodorus son of Euphantides, inscribed
and set up the stele.

4 The following are to be given as priestly dues
to the priest: from the meion a thigh, a rib, an ear, g
obols of money; from the foureion a thigh, a rib, an ear,
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a cake weighing one choinix, half a chous of wine; 1
drachma of silver.

Sii
The following was resolved by the phrateres when
Phormio was archon among the Athenians [396/5],
and when Pantacles of Oion was phratriarch.
Hierocles proposed: Those who have not yet under-
gone adjudication in accordance with the law of the
Demotionidai, the phrateres are to adjudicate about
them immediately, after swearing by Zeus Phratrios,
taking their ballot from the altar. Whoever 1s judged
to have been introduced, not being a phrater, the priest
and the phratriarch shall delete his name from the
register in the keeping of the Demotionidai and from
the copy. The man who introduced the rejected per-
son shall owe 100 drachmas sacred to Zeus Phratrios:
this sum of money shall be exacted by the priest and
the phratriarch, or they themselves shall owe it.
The adjudication is to take place in future in the year
after that in which the kowreion is sacrificed, on the
Koureotis day of the Apaturia. They shall take their
ballot from the altar. If any of those who are voted
out wishes to appeal to the Demotionidai, that shall
be permitted to him: the ozkos of the Deceleans shall
elect as advocates in their cases five men over thirty
years old, and the phratriarch and the priest shall
administer the oath to them to perform their advo-
cacy most justly and not to allow anybody who is not
a phrater to be a member of the phratry. Whomever
the Demotionidai vote out after he has appealed shall
owe 1,000 drachmas sacred to Zeus Phratrios: this
sum of money shall be exacted by the priest of the oikos
ofthe Deceleans, or he himselfshall owe it; it shall also
be permitted to any other of the phrateres who wishes to
exact it for the common treasury.
This shall apply from the archonship of Phormio. The
phratriarch is to take the vote each year on those who
have to undergo adjudication: if he does not take the

29
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vote he shall owe 500 drachmas sacred to Zeus Phra-
trios; the priest and any other who wishes shall exact
this sum of money for the cormnrmon treasury.

In future the meia and the koureia shall be taken to
Decelea to the altar. If he [sc. the phratriarch]| does
not sacrifice at the altar, he shall owe 50 drachmas
sacred to Zeus Phratrios: this sum of money shall
be exacted by the priest, or he himself shall owe it.
(lacuna)

Face B
... but if any of these things prevents it, wherever
the priest gives notice, the meia and the koureia shall
be taken there. The priest shall give notice on the
fifth day before the Dorpia on a whitewashed board of
not less than a span, at whatever place the Deceleans
frequent in the city.
This decree and the priestly dues shall be inscribed
by the priest on a stone stele in front of the altar at
Decelea at his own expense.

§iii

Nicodemus proposed: In other respects in accordance
with the previous decrees which exist concerning the
introduction of the boys and the adjudication. But the
three witnesses, who it is specified are to be provided
for the anakrisis, shall be provided from the members
of his own #hiasos to give evidence in response to the
questions and to swear by Zeus Phratrios. The wit-
nesses shall give evidence and swear while holding on
to the altar. If there are not that number in this #zasos,
they shall be provided from the other phrateres.

When the adjudication takes place, the phratriarch
shall not administer the vote about the boys to the
whole phratry until the members of the introducer’s
own thiasos have voted secretly, taking their ballot
from the altar. The phratriarch shall count the ballots

31
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of the introducer’s thiasos in the presence of the whole
phratry present at the meeting, and shall announce
which way they vote. If the members of the thiasos vote
that the candidate should be a phrater of theirs, but
the other phrateres vote him out, the members of the
thiasos shall owe 100 drachmas sacred to Zeus Phratri-
os, apart from any members of the thiasos who accuse
him or are obviously opposed to him in the adjudica-
tion. If the members of the #hiasos vote him out, but the
introducer appeals to everyone and everyone decides
that he 1s a phratry member, he shall be inscribed on
the common registers. But if everyone votes him out,
he shall owe 100 drachmas sacred to Zeus Phratrios.
If the members of the thiasos vote him out and he does
not appeal to everyone, the unfavourable vote of the
thiasos shall stand. The members of the #hzasos shall not
case aballot with the other phirateres in connection with
boys from their own thiasos.

The priest is to inscribe this decree in addition on the
stone stele.

The oath of the witnesses at the introduction of the
boys: ‘T witness that this candidate whom he is intro-
ducing 1s his own legitimate son by a wedded wife.
This 1s true, by Zeus Phratrios: if T keep my oath, may
there be many benefits for me, but if I break it, the
opposite.

Siv
Menexenus proposed: That it should be resolved by
the phrateres concerning the introduction of the boys
in other respects in accordance with the previous
decrees. But, so that the phrateresmay know those who
are going to be introduced, they shall be recorded
with the phratriarch in the first year after which the
koureton 1s brought, by name, father’s name and deme,
and by mother and her father’s name and deme; and,
when they have been recorded, the phratriarch shall
display the record at whatever place the Deceleans
frequent, and the priest shall inscribe the record on a
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Classical Athens had strict criteria for citizenship: from 451/0 onwards, only those
born of an Athenian mother and an Athenian father were citizens. But there was no
central register of births, and the effective responsibility for policing membership of
the citizen body fell upon the demes and the phratries. Every Athenian citizen had to
be recognized by his deme as fulfilling the birth and age criteria for active citizenship
(Ath. Pol. 42). Although no text explicitly states that recognition by a phratry was also
required of citizens, phratry membership is regularly included in Athenian citizenship
grants to individuals (but not to groups: Lambert, Phratries, 51—4), would-be archons
were asked about their ancestral shrines of Apollo Patroos, which was probably tan-
tamount to asking about their phratry membership (Ath. Pol. 55 i1 with Rhodes ad
loc.), and Athenians repeatedly used membership of a phratry to bolster claims to
citizenship when challenged in the courts (e.g. Dem. tvit. Euboulides 54), or disputed
phratry membership to undermine status (e.g. And. 1. Mysteries 125-6). Phratries were
themselves legally required to accept as members those who had been recognised by
phratry sub-groups (Philochorus, FGrfd 528 F g5a), which further implies that phratry
membership was something that had consequences for the city as a whole. Phra-
tries explicitly demanded that the father and mother were properly married (see lines
109111 here), though that did not mean that false infiltration into phratries was not
suspected (Isoc. v Peace 88). (On whether legitimacy was demanded for citizens see
Rhodes CQ? xxviii 1978, 8g—92, Ogden, Bastardy, ch. iv.)

Much evidence for phratries outside Athens concentrates on their cultic activities
(cf. 1, 87%). Athenians enjoyed an active religious life as members of demes (46, 63), of
gene (37), and of other religious associations; members of Athenian phratries appeared
as witnesses for one another in court, borrowed money from the phratry (36. 16—
35), held phratry meetings, and honoured each other, but our evidence for phratry
religious life centres on the phratry festival of the Apaturia and the ceremonies intro-
ducing children to the phratry at that festival (see generally Lambert, Phratries; note
also Jones, Associations, ch. vii).

This mscription, which is by far the longest and most informative Attic phratry
inscription (the only other substantial document is a lease of land by the phratry
Dyaleis, IG 11? 1241), 1s further testimony to the importance of phratry membership.
After a brief list of the perquisites due to the priest, it records a decree passed in
396/5 and two further decrees which declare themselves to be amendments to earlier
decrees, and which have no separate enactment formula. The first amendment was
perhaps passed not long after 395, for it 1s inscribed by the same hand although on a
very slightly different stoichedon grid; the second amendment was passed rather later,
and inscribed by a different hand in larger letters not in a stichedon arrangement; on
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white tablet and display it in the sanctuary of Leto.
125 The priest is to inscribe the phratry decree on the
stone stele . . .

linguistic grounds (use of ov rather than o as the genitive ending), and on the basis of
letter forms, a date after 360 has been suggested. All three decrees are concerned with
the introduction of new members to the phratry, explicitly new child members in the
second and third decrees.

The first decree (13-67) introduces immediate adjudication by (all) the members of
the phratry of those who have not previously been adjudicated ‘according to the law
of the Demotionidar’. If the majority vote against the candidate’s being a member
then his name is to be expunged from the register kept by the Demotionidai and from
the copy; whoever was responsible for introducing him is to be fined and the fine col-
lected by priest and phratriarch. The decree then lays down the future regular pro-
cedure according to which adjudication will take place in the year after the koureion.
The koureion was the ceremony at which boys, on reaching physical maturity, were
initiated into the phratry during the festival of the Apaturia, and the adjudication too
1s to take place during the Apaturia, but a year after the koureion. In the case of this
regular adjudication, appeal by a rejected candidate is allowed. The appeal 1s made
to the Demotionidai, and the oikos (‘(house’) of the Deceleans 1s to choose advocates
(synegoror) to put the phratry case against admission. The fine, in the event of an unsuc-
cessful appeal, 1s 1000 dr., to be exacted by the priest of the ozkos of the Deceleans. The
phratriarch is made responsible for holding the adjudication, and for seeing to the
sacrifice. The priest is to fine the phratriarch if he fails in either of these duties, and
it seems to be the priest’s responsibility, the details of which are lost in the lacuna at
58, to decide on an alternative site for the meia and koureia if it is not possible to hold
them at Decelea (presumably the phratry remembers being excluded from its phratry
sanctuary during the Decelean war, 413404, and so makes provision for any similar
problems in future).

The second decree enlarges on the process of adjudication itself. It refers back to
regulations, not contained in the first decree but perhaps contained in the ‘law of the
Demotionidar’, for the preliminary judgement (anafkrisis), a procedure which parallels
the anakrisisbefore trials in the dikasterion, and specifies that the three witnesses shall be
from the introducer’s own phratry sub-group (thiasos). It goes on to specify a prelimi-
nary vote by the introducer’s sub-group followed by a vote by the rest of the phratry
members (for secret voting see on 63), and then deals with the various possibilities
for disagreement between sub-group and phratry to which this procedure may give
rise. In the case of rejection by the sub-group the candidate may appeal to the whole
phratry. Whether there is further appeal possible to the Demotionidat, as in the first
decree, 1s not stated, but in the absence of contrary indication should be assumed. It
1s only after the positive vote of the whole phratry that the new member is inscribed:
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this strongly implies that it was only after the koureion, and not after the earlier meion
sacrifice, which perhaps normally happened in the first three or four years of a boy’s
life, that names were inscribed on the phratry register.

The third decree adds the provision that the names of those who are going to be
introduced be written up in advance and displayed, both by the phratriarch and by
the priest.

The decrees reveal a good deal about the organization of these phrateres. They have
one phratriarch (the Dyaleis had two), and since he is treated as a chronological refer-
ence point (II. 11-12) he presumably served for a year. The phratriarch is solely respon-
sible for conducting the scrutiny of candidates, overseeing the voting, and conducting
the sacrifices. They also have a priest who, remarkably, has to bear the cost of inscrib-
ing not only the list of his perquusites, but also atleast the first two, and most probably
all three, decrees. The name of Theodorus son of Euphantides which appears in line
2 of the inscription is the third priest’s name to be inscribed in that line, implying that
every time a decree was added to the stone, the name of the priest was updated, but
that does not necessarily mean that the priesthood was an annual office. As well as
responsibility for the mscription of the decrees, the priest is charged with deciding
the location of the sacrifices (lines 50—60) and with collecting fines. Together with the
phratriarch, he is responsible for expunging names from the phratry register, collect-
ing fines from those who introduced any who are expelled, and administering the oath
of the synegoror appointed to make the phratry case. At the point at which the priest is
charged with collecting fines from those who have appealed to the Demotionidai and
had their appeal rejected (1. 41—-2), he is named priest of the otkos of the Deceleans.

The relationship between the oikos of the Deceleans and the Demotionidai has
excited much scholarly controversy. The decrees are decrees of the phrateres, but they
do not make it clear whether ‘the phrateres’ are ‘the Demotionidai’ or ‘the othos of the
Deceleans’. The otkos of the Deceleans not only provides the priest but is the body
which elects advocates (synegoror) to argue the case against admission to the phratry
when arejected candidate appeals. The Demotionidai, on the other hand, are respon-
sible for the law under which the adjudication is carried out, keep the principal copy
of the register of phratry members, and vote on appeals. If the Demotionidai are the
phratry, what is the ozkos of the Deceleans and why does it and its priest have a special
role? If the otkos of the Deceleans is the phratry, why is it the law of the Demotionidai
that it operates under? The phratry has sub-groups known as thiaso: (mentioned many
times in the second decree); if either the Demotionidai or the otkos of the Deceleans
are themselves a phratry sub-group, how do they relate to these thiaso? Are we dealing
with a long-term arrangement, or are we seeing a phratry in the process of change,
with one group of phrateres beginning to differentiate themselves from the rest as a
prelude to splitting from the rest of the phratry altogether (so Lambert, Phratries; cf. 37
for fission in a genos).

The question of the identity of phrateres and the relationship between the Demo-
tionidai and the oikos of the Deceleans is important because of its implications for the
structure of both archaic and classical Athenian society. If the Demotionidai are the
phratry and the oos of the Deceleans are a sub-group of the phratry (so Hedrick,
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following Wilamowitz), then a particular phratry sub-group could evidently play
a dominating role within a phratry. This would imply some hierarchy within the
phratry. We would then have, within democratic Athens, the existence of phratry
sub-groups with privileged roles—roles presumably inherited from an earlier period
but crucial in determining a question that might affect a man’s citizenship. (For the
nature and role of the genos see 37.)

The form of the two names does not solve the question. The -ida: patronymic end-
ing is found in other phratries, but so is the -eis ending (as with the Dyaleis). Ozkosis not
a term used technically elsewhere at Athens (cf. MacDowell, CQ? xxxix 1989, 10—21),
but it is used of phratries elsewhere in the Greek world (Ceos, G x11. v 1061. 16 etc.).
One possibility 1s that the term otkos is used here in order to distinguish this group of
Deceleans from the members of the deme Decelea (and from members of a phratry
who belonged to the deme Decelea but not to this phratry). (It is very likely that the
priest Theodorus son of Euphantides was of the deme Decelea, but evidently some
in the phratry were not: the phratriarch is from Oion (Dekeleikon), the neighbouring
deme.)

In the end the issue rests on whether it is more plausible that the phratriarch and the
priest, who do so much together, belong to different groups or to one group, whether
it 1s more plausible that the same body hears the appeal as initially voted against the
candidate or that appeal be entrusted to some group within the phratry, and whether
1t1s more plausible that championing the phratry’s initial vote be entrusted to elected
members of the whole phratry or to men elected by some group within the phratry.
Weregard it as more plausible that phratriarch and priest come from the same group,
that the body hearing the appeal is not the whole phratry, and that advocates are
elected by the phratry as a whole; in other words, that the ozkos of the Deceleans is the
phratry (so Wade-Gery). The statement of Philochorus cited above attests to legal
interference to reinforce the opinion on a candidate’s membership credentials of a
group that was not the phratry itself, in a way exactly comparable to the role which,
on this interpretation, 1s played by the Demotionidai. The Demotionidai surely must
have cut across the thiasor rather than being one of them, and it is perhaps most plau-
sible to identify them as a genos, that is, a descent group independent of the phratry
structure and probably distinguished by a priestly function (cf. 37). We take them to
be a group known for the rigour of their own membership criteria, whose practices
the phratry as a whole chose to adopt, perhaps in the face of concern at some laxness
in the past, and to whom the phratry then entrusted the ultimate policing of their own
rules.

Why was this phratry so much concerned with membership procedures in the early
fourth century? Pericles’ citizenship law had been re-enacted with the restoration of
democracy in 405 after a period during which the law seems to have been allowed
to sleep. A number of references are made in fourth-century authors to demes
failing to observe the rules strictly (Dem. xviv. Leochares 359, LviL. Eubulides 49,
55, 59; Anaxandrides fr. 4, Harpocration (= 86) Potamos (Menander); Whitehead,
Demes, 292—5). The demise of Athens” empire had reduced the opportunities for
profiting from service as an Athenian magistrate, but the introduction of payment for
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attending the Assembly created a new source of income restricted to citizens alone.
Was there a particular issue at Decelea? According to Lysias” speech against him,
Pancleon claimed to be a citizen by virtue of being a Platacan, and when challenged
to state his deme identified it as Decelea. He turns out, so the speaker alleges, to be
unknown to the Deceleans who meet at the barber’s shop near the Stoa of the Herms.
We do not know why Pancleon chose to claim Decelea as his deme, but the likelihood
that the meeting-place of the Deceleans mentioned by Lysias (xxtm. Pancleon 2-3) is

6

Alliance between Boeotia and Athens, 395

Two fragments of a séele: (@) found on the Athenian Acropolis, now in the Epigraphical Museum; () found in the
Agora, now in the Agora Museum. Phot. (&) Hesp. viii 1939, 2.

Attic-Tonic, sometimes retaining the old e for ez and o for ov; Il. 2—g in larger letters; I1. 4 sqq. stoickedon 30.

1G 112 14; SIG? 122 (these a only); E. Schweigert, Hesp. viii 1939, 1—-3 no. 1; Tod 101; Soz. 223; Agora, xvi 34*.
Trans. Harding 14. A.

vacat
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[v ael] xpévov. vacat
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s

1. U. Koehler, IG u' 6: [fe]oi Koehler, Hermesv 1987, 1; but A. G. Woodhead (Agora, xvi) stresses that that word
is normally centred on or displayed across the full width, so that this is more probably the last line of another

text: see commentary.
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the same as is mentioned in this decree (65—4) raises the possibility that he was trying

to take advantage of the ambiguity between being a member of the deme Decelea
and a member of the oikos of the Deceleans. Decelean residence patterns are likely
to have been particularly disrupted during the latter part of the Peloponnesian War
when the Spartans established their garrison there, and that, along with the increased
attractions of citizenship in the 390s, may account for the particular timing of these
decrees.

2 Alliance of the Boeotians and Athenians for all
time.

4 Ifany one goes against the Athenians for war either
by land or by sea, the Boeotians shall go in sup-
port with all their strength as the Athenians call on
them, as far as possible; and if any one goes against
the Boeotians for war either by land or by sea, the
Athenians shall go in support with all their strength
as the Boeotians call on them, as far as possible.

i1 Andifitisdecided to add or subtract anything by the
Athenians and Boeotians in common deliberation
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In 395 the Corinthian War developed out of a dispute in which Sparta supported
Phocis and Boeotia supported Locris; Boeotia was joined by other Greek states hos-
tile to Sparta, including Athens, Corinth, and Argos (X. H. 1. v. 1—17, Hell. Oxy.
18 Bartoletti/McKechnie & Kern = 21 Chambers, D.S. xtv. 81. 1—1i1). Boeotia was
at this time a federal state, centred on Thebes (see especially Hell. Oxy. 16. 1i-1v = 19.
Hi-iv).

This 1s the copy of the alliance published in Athens: the text that survives gives
simply a subject-heading and the treaty, without the decree by which the Athenians
approved it, but if our interpretation is correct it is probable that the decree was
inscribed above the treaty (cf. below); for this pattern cf. Tod 124 ~ Harding 38, of
377; for the more usual practice, by which the heading precedes the decree, cf. Tod
108 ~ Harding 2, of 594.

The subject-heading includes the provision “for all time’, which is not included in
the surviving text of the treaty which follows: alliances made for all time rather than
for a specified period are known from the sixth century (cf. M&L 10 ~ Fornara 2g), and
at Athens from the fifth century (cf. M&L 63, 64 ~ Fornara 124, 125). The alliance is a
standard defensive alliance, in which each party undertakes to respond to the call of
the other if attacked (but it is called a symmachia: the Greeks do not always distinguish
a defensive alliance as an epimachia, as in Thuc. 1. 44. 1). Provision for amendment by

7

Athenian casualties in the Corinthian War, 594

A. The upper part of a stele found in the Outer Ceramicus; now in the National Museum (No. 754). Under an
ornate anthemwn is an epistyle, on the left-hand half of which the text is inscribed; below it there will have been
a relief, now lost. Facs. AM xiv 1889, 407; phot. M&bius, Die Ormamente des griechischen Grabstelen, Taf. g. d (right-
hand half); Bugh, 7% Horsemen of Athens, fig. 11a (text not legible).

Attic-Tonic, but twice (for diflerent kinds of ending) using the form -exs, for which see Threatte, The Grammar
of Attic Inscriptions, 1i. 183, 188; 23g—42. The final column appears to be a subsequent addition to the original
text.

S1G* 131; 1G 11? 5222%; Tod 104. Trans. Harding 1g. B.

A
o0ibe inmefs améfavoy & KopivOwr:  Mednoias, Ovyropidys, Avcifeos,  Ilavdios, Nixdpayos, év Kopwveio
pvAapyos Avripdrys, Ocdyyeros, Pdvys, Aquokéns, Aebidews, "Evénlos, Neoxdeidns.
B

detidews Avoavio Ooplios.

3> 7 > \ / 3

éyévero émi Tewodvdpo dpyovros:
dméfave ém’ EHBolido,

) ’ ~ / ¢ ,
5% KOPLVH(IJL TWY TTEVTE LTTTTEWY.
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agreement of both parties, conjecturally restored inll. 11 sqq., 1s a common feature of
inter-state documents (cf. Rhodes with Lewis, 517).

There also survives, in a similar script and with similar formulation, an alliance
between the Athenians and the Locrians (Tod 102 ~ Harding 16). In that case there
was definitely a text, very probably the Athenian decree, before the subject-heading
and the treaty. Unfortunately, the treaty is simply with the ‘Locrians’, and does not
enable us to resolve the disagreement between X. /. mr. v. § (the eastern, Opuntian
Locrians) and Hell. Oxp. 18. 11 = 21. 11, Paus. 1. g. ix (the western, Ozolian Locri-
ans): both were to fight on the anti-Spartan side in the war; but the eastern Locrians
adjoined the Boeotians, and the Boeotians would be more likely to support them in a
dispute with the Phocians (cf. J. Buckler, in Tuplin (ed.), Xenophon and His World, forth-
coming, suggesting a valley in the north-east of Phocis as the disputed territory).

The Corinthian War was ended by the Peace of Antalcidas (the King’s Peace) in
386, one consequence of which was the dissolution of the Boeotian federation with
which Athens had made this alliance. It is possible that immediately after that dissolu-
tion Thebes still considered itself to be an ally of Athens, but renounced the alliance
after the Athenian Thrasybulus of Collytus was involved in an unsuccessful plot (Lys.
xxVI. Evand. 23, Aristid. Panath. 173 Dindorf = 294 Behr, with schol. [11. 280 Dindorf],
discussed by E. Schweigert in Hesp. viil 1939).

B. A gabled stele found in the Ceramicus outside the Dipylon Gate; now in the Cieramicus Museum (P 1150).
The text is inscribed below a relief showing a cavalryman striking a fallen enemy with a spear. Phot., e.g., Bury
& Meiggs®, 340 ill. 12. 1; Sealey, History of the Greek City-States, 301; Bugh, fig. 12; Spence, The Cavalry of Classical
Greece, pl. 11; Osborne, Archaic and Classical Greek Art, 14 pl. 3.

Attic-Ionic, retaining the old o for ov; inscribed in letters 0.04 m. (= 1% in.) high.

SIG* 130; IG u? 6217%; Tod 105. Trans. Harding 19. C.

See in general Brueckner, Die Friedhof am Eridanos, 57-64 (B); E.Pfuhl, A4 1932, 1—7 (B); Clairmont, Patrios
Nomos, 21214 no. 68b (A), id., Classical Attic Tombstones, ii, no. 2.209 (B); S. Ensoli, MAL xxix 1987, 155—-329 (B);
G. Németh, ZPE civ 1994, 95—102; Osborne, Archaic and Classical Greek Art, 13-16.

A
The following cavalrymen died at Corinth: Melesias, Onetorides, Lysitheus, Pandius, Nicomachus, AtCoronea:
the phylarch Antiphanes, Theangelus, Phanes, Democles, Dexileos, Endelus, Neoclides.
B

Dexileos son of Lysanias of Thoricus. Born in
the archonship of Tisandrus [414/18]; died in
that of Eubulides [394/5], at Corinth as one of
the five cavalrymen.
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The appearance of Dexileos in 4 as well as Ballows us to date both monuments to the
same year, and we can associate with them a third monument of which a fragment
survives, alist in tribal columns of those who died ‘in Corinth and Boeotia’, including
atleast two generals (JG1® 5221 ~ Harding 19. A, cf. Clairmont, Patrios Nomos, 20912
no. 63a, noting that the texts of this and 4 are the work of the same mason), inscribed
below a relief (see below: phot. Bugh, fig. 11b; Spence, pl. 13, Osborne, 13 pl. 2). Paus.
1. 29. xi mentions the tomb of those who died ‘around Corinth’.

In the second year of the Corinthian War, 394, the Spartan regent Aristodemus
was victorious at the River Nemea, near Corinth, in the early summer (X. H. 1v. ii.
923, D.S. x1v. 83. 1-11), and then king Agesilaus, recalled from Asia, was victorious at
Cioronea, in Boeotia, in late August (X. H. 1v. 1ii. 1328, Ages. 11. 6-16, D.S. x1v. 84. 111,
Plut. Ages. 18. 1-19. v). It is likely that the battle of the Nemea was fought at the end of
395/4, that IG 1% 5201 and 4 refer to the whole campaigning season of §94, and that
Dexileos’ death ‘at Corinth’ in 394/ was not in the major battle (e.g. Beloch, GG?, 1.
1. 217-18, arguing from X. A. 1v. 1il. 1, on Agesilaus’ return, Aristid. Four 286 Dindorf
= 578 Behr, probably meaning to date the battle to §95/4), but many believe that the
major battle was fought at the beginning of §94/5 and that Dexileos did die in that
battle (argued fully by E. Aucello, Heltkon iv 1964, 31-6).

There remain uncertainties about the scope of 4, with eleven cavalrymen including
Dexileos killed ‘at Corinth’ and one at Goronea, and about the body of five cavalry-
men to which Dexileos belonged. According to Diodorus, about 2,800 on the anti-
Spartan side were killed at the Nemea and over 600 at Coronea; according to X. .
1v. 1. 17 there were 600 Athenian cavalry at the Nemea, but Németh casts doubt on
Xenophon’s figures for this battle. If in the major battles most of the fighting was
done and most of the casualties were suffered by the infantry, it i1s conceivable that
very few of the Athenian cavalry were killed in 394 and that 4 lists all the Athenian
cavalry killed in that campaigning season. Dexileos, of Thoricus, belonged to the
tribe Acamantis; it 1s possible though far from certain that the Mantitheus of Lys. xv1.
Mant. belonged to the same tribe (cf. Davies, APF, 364-5), and his tribe suffered par-
ticularly heavy losses at the Nemea, but he appears to have been fighting as a hoplite
(§815-16 cf. 13). Certainly, 4 contains no indication that it is limited to members of
one tribe, and probably it lists all the cavalrymen killed that year (cf. Pritchett, Studies

. Topography, 1. 8g; Németh). There have been various guesses about the body of
five men to which Dexileos belonged: men who cooperated in some particular exploit
(Dittenberger, SIG); an élite group, of the kind recommended in X. Hipparch. viii. 255
(Pfuhl, 4—); or, less probably, a group of officers (Brueckner, 7DAIx 1895, 204—7), or
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those of the cavalrymen killed at the Nemea who belonged to Acamantis (Bugh, dat-
ing that battle to §94/9; Németh).

The phylarchs were the commanders of the tribal cavalry regiments (Ath. Pol. 61.
v). Nothing is known about the men listed in 4 other than Dexileos; Endelus 1s the
only bearer of that name attested in Athens (LGPN, 11). Dexileos belonged to a family
which has left us a number of funerary monuments, placed with Bin a single enclosure
(see PA 3229 or IG 11* 6217 for a stemma, and cf. Brueckner, Die Friedhof am Endanos; S.
Humphreys, 7HS ¢ 1980, 119; R. Garland, BS4 Ixxvii 1982, 135-6. A 1); his brother
Lysistratus 1s mentioned in Dem. xL. Boe. Dowry 52 (a speech concerned with a family
to which the Mantitheus mentioned above possibly belonged) aslending money, and
Lysistratus’ son Lysanias s listed as his tribe’s member of a board of ten men (IG 1r?
2825).

After their involvement in the oligarchy of the Thirty 404—405 the cavalry were
under suspicion (cf. Lys. xv1. Mant., and Ath. Pol. 38. it with Rhodes ad loc.), and it has
been suggested that they took advantage of this campaign to demonstrate that they
too had fought and died for Athens (Bugh, Spence). B, uniquely, gives both Dexileos’
year of birth and his year of death, and that may have been done in order to stress that
he was too young to have been involved in the misdeeds of the oligarchy (lecture by
Ci.N. Edmondson, cited by Bugh). It may be a further indication of the politics of this
memorial that one of the five pots buried with Dexileos’ monument bears images of
the tyrannicides (E. Vermeule, 7DAT Ixxxv 1970, g4-111).

On the reliefs see Pfuhl, 1—; Robertson, History of Greek Art, 1. 369; Clairmont;
Osborne. Images of a mounted cavalryman rearing over a fallen naked enemy sol-
dier, such as are found both on Dexileos’ relief and on IG11® 5221, and closely related
scenes, appear also on other reliefs, both from public and from private memorials, in
the late fifth and early fourth centuries (Clairmont, GRBSxiii 1970, 49—58 with plates;
Spence, app. 2 nos. 12, 14, 25, 26, 27, cf. 10, 18, 23, 29). The peculiarity of Dexileos’
monument appears particularly clearly from comparison with a monument for—ylus
of Phlya executed ten or twenty years carlier (IG 1 7716; Classical Attic Tombstones, 11.
130; Spence, app. 2 no. 14): although the iconography is very similar and the stela: were
originally of much the same width, the Dexileos composition has been elongated, and,
whereas the earlier monument has two elegiac couplets neatly written in small letters
above the relief, Dexileos’ monument has its much more starkly informative inscrip-
tioninunusuallylargelettersbelow the relief. The skilful way in which Dexileos’ monu-
ment has been constructed to suit its, very prominent, site is explored by Ensoli.

See also P. Low, PCPS? xlviii 2002, 102—22.
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Erythrae honours Conon, 394

The upper right part of a stele, found in the church of the Theotokos near Erythrae; now lost. Phot. IK Erythrai
und Klazomenai, Taf. iii (squeeze).

Ionic, with iota adscript omitted in 1. 1 and at least one instance each of the old e for e and o for ov (cf. on 1.
16); sometimes 7 is used where Attic uses long a, butin 6 the Athenian spelling is taken over with the Athenian
technical term drédeia (J. Wackernagel, AM xvii 1892, 148). Stoichedon 17—20, ending each line with the end of

a word or syllable.
SIG* 126; Tod 106; IK Erythrai und Klazomenai 6%, Trans. Harding 12. D.

[€Bofev] T BovAj kai Tt
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15 [émiypvoov] kai omHoar
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[t kal [-——]

16 Dittenberger, SIG? 65: dmov dv 8¢y ‘also possible” Tod; dmov dv 86éne IK, cf. Bechtel, Die Inschrifien des
tonischen Dialekts, no. 199, but that is one letter too long.

Cionon of Athens escaped after the battle of Aegospotamiin 405, went first to Evagoras
of Salamis in Cyprus, and then entered the service of Pharnabazus, the satrap of
Hellespontine Phrygia. Erythrae, on the mainland of Asia Minor opposite Chios, had
been a member of the Delian League, but was one of the first to revolt against Athens
in 413/12 (Thuc. vimw. 5. iv — 6, 14. 11); an Erythraean is probably to be restored in the
description of Lysander’s ‘navarchs monument’ at Delphi (Paus. x. 9. ix with Rocha-
Pereira’s apparatus), and it remained allied to Sparta after the Peloponnesian War.
But when in 394, after their naval victory at Cnidus, Pharnabazus and Gonon toured
the Aegean, detaching states from Sparta and promising them autonomy, Erythrae
1s one of the states mentioned by Diodorus as having responded (X. . 1v. viil. 1-2,
D.S. x1v. 84. 1ti-1iv).
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Resolved by the council and the people.

2 Write up Conon as a benefactor and prox-
enos of the Erythraeans; and he shall have a
front seat at Erythrae and immunity [ateleia]
for all commodities, both for import and for
export, bothinwar andinpeace; and he shall
be an Erythraean if he wishes. This shall be
both for him and for his descendants.

13 Make a bronze, gilded likeness of him, and
setit up wherever Conon resolves. — ——and

Erythrae here uses a standard enactment formula but does not identify men in
office or the proposer of the decree. The honours are typical of those awarded by a
Greek state to distinguished foreigners: the rank of benefactor and proxenos (the latter
technically a representative in his own state of the interests of the other state, but in
this case, as often when combined with the former, an honorific rather than a func-
tional appointment (cf. F. Gschnitzer, RE Supp. xiii. 651—2): for a striking extension
of the idea cf. 55); a front seat in the theatre at festivals; immunity from taxation
(atelera); citizenship; the extension of the honours to his descendants. Conon is given
not immunity from taxation in general but immunity from a particular tax which was
particularly likely to impinge on him as a non-resident. Some drafters of decrees were
more skilful than others in the phrasing of their texts: here 1. 7—q offer a remarkable
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string of genitives used in different senses.

The erection of statues of leading figures seems to be a phenomenon which spread
after the Peloponnesian War, and there was perhaps competition between friends of
Sparta who honoured Lysander and friends of Athens who honoured Conon. Paus.
VI. 3. xvi mentions statues of Conon at Ephesus and Samos; and Cionon was the first
Athenian to be honoured publicly and in his lifetime with statues in Athens (Dem. xx.

9
Rebuilding of Piraeus walls, 394391

Two blocks of masonry built into the hellenistic wall at Eetionea (Piracus); 4 now lost; B now in the Piraeus
Museum. Facs. BCH xi 1887, 130—1; phot. Maier, Griechische Mauerbawinschrifien, Taf. 5 Nr. 11 (B).

Attic-Ionic, retaining the old o for ov.

SIG* 124—5; IG 11? 1656—7; Tod 107; Maier 1—2*. See in general P. Funke, JPE1iii 1983, 148-89.

A4 B
éml dwopavro dpyov- éml E9BoAldo dpyovrols].
ros, { Z)kipodopidvos amo 76 onuéo apédpue-
unvos, é[s] ra kar’ 1~ vov pexpl 76 peTdm-
wépav épya- Lety- 0 TAV TUADY TGV KaTa
5 eou 705 Aflos dyoot 5 70 Adpodioiov émi deé-
weofés P HPA- wa €&lovre PHHPFAAAA -
odnplwy - obw (ris) Aquoosbéims B-
obds : PFEF oudTio[s] adri mposa-

yayi[d] 7ov ABawy.

A. 2 Thestone has ros kipodopiivos. B.8 Maier, cf. the a[d] 77 of P. Foucart, BCHxi 1887, 131—2: there
were alternative conjectures before Maier confirmed the reading.

One of the conditions imposed on Athens at the end of the Peloponnesian War was
the destruction of the long walls and the Piracus walls (X. /. 11. 11. 1023, cf. Ath. Pol. 84.
1t with Rhodes ad loc.). In the negotiations with Sparta in 392/t one of the improve-
ments of which Andocides boasted was that Athens was again allowed to build walls
(1. Peace 1112, etc.). Our literary sources tell us that, when Conon came to Athens
in 393, he brought money from Pharnabazus and made the crews of his ships avail-

these inscriptions, dated to the last month of §95/4, shows that the Athenians, after
declaring themselves independent of Sparta by joining in the Corinthian War, were
at work on the walls even before Pharnabazus and Cionon defeated the Spartan fleet
at Crudus (dated 594/9 by Lys. x1x. Arist. 28, cf. X H.1v. 1il. 10, mentioning the eclipse
of 14 August).
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Lept. 6870, Isoc. 1x. Evag. 57, Paus. 1. 3. 1; 24. 11 with Tod 128). See in general on the
awarding of major honours to benefactors Gauthier, Les Cités grecques et leurs bienfaiteurs,
and for statues in Athens of Chabrias and of Cionon’s son Timotheus see on 22.

For Erythrae’s relations with Athens and with Persia shortly before the Peace of
Antalcidas see 17.

A B
In the archonship of Diophantus In the archonship of Eubulides
[395/4], in the month Scirophorion, [39475].
for the daily-paid work. 2 Beginning from the sign, as far as the
4 For yoke-teams bringing the stones: metopon (central pillar?) of the gates
payment 160 dr. by the Aphrodisium on the right as
7 Foriron tools: payment 55 dr. one goes out: 790 dr. Contractor

Demosthenes of Boeotia, with the
actual bringing-up of the stones.

Other texts concerned with this programme have been found, covering the years
394/9-392/1: 1G 11 1658-64 = Maier §—9, to which can be added SEG xix 145 and
xxxii 165: they are inscribed on stela: and were set up by tribal boards of teichopoior
(‘wall-builders’). Conon is a common name at Athens, and it is not likely that the
Cionon who appears as a contractor in /G 11 1658 1s the famous Conon (U. Koehler,
AM11 1878, 52-5, generally agreed; contr. J. Buckler, CPxciv 1999, 210 n. 1).

In B ‘the sign’ will be amarker set up to indicate the starting-point of the work; the
metopon perhaps a ‘central pillar’; and ‘the gates’ the Eetionea Gate (cf. Maier). “The
Aphrodisium’ may be the Aphrodisium established by Conon (Paus. 1. 1. 1ii; cf. schol.
Ar. Peace 145 = FGrH 370 F 1 and SEG xxvi 121 (revision of /G 11 1035), 45-6), planned
but not yet built, while the attribution of an Aphrodisium in the Piracus to Themis-
tocles by Ammonius FGrH 61 F 5 may simply be wrong (cf. Funke). Scirophorion
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(A. 2) was the last month of the Athenian year, and Funke has suggested that Conon
arrived shortly before that, not later than the ninth prytany of 394/3. He notes (p. 187)
that this part of the fourth-century wall did not follow the line of the fifth-century wall
but was a new wall, running further south and excluding the Kophos Limen (cf. Ham-
mond, Atlas, map 10b).

We have a mixture of daily-paid work, in 4, and piece-work, in B: cf. the varying

10
Athens honours Dionysius of Syracuse, 394/

The upper part ofa stele, with a reliefshowing Athena, with shield and snake, holding out her right hand to Sicily
(?), holding a torch. Found in the Theatre of Dionysus in Athens; now in the Epigraphical Museum. Phot. K. F.
Stroheker, Dionysios I (Wiesbaden: Steiner, 1958), Taf. v; Lawton, Religfs, pl. g no. 16; our PL. 2.

Attic-Tonic, retaining the old o for ov; Il. 1—4 in larger letters; 1. 5 sqq. stoickedon 4.

1G'1? 18; SIG? 128; Tod 108*. Trans. Harding 20.
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10 [v Tov drovvoio — ——

In the course of the fourth century there was an increase in the amount of informa-
tion provided in the headings and prescripts of Athenian decrees: this is the earliest
surviving decree which identifies the prytany not only by tribe but also by number;
in this instance, rather than having a separate heading, it presents the beginning of
the prescript in larger letters, in the style of a heading, and then continues in normal
storchedon lettering (cf. Henry, Prescripts, 245, and see Introduction, p. xix): the sixth of
the ten prytanies will have been about January-February g93.

It is striking that this decree honouring an eminent foreigner is formulated as a
decree of the council, not of the assembly. The same is true of some other Athenian
decrees of the early fourth century, including Athens’ alliance with Eretria in the
same year (Tod 103), and Hell. Oxy. 6 Bartoletti/McKechnie & Kern = g Chambers
shows that the council could try to act on its own account in the ggos; but it does not
seem credible to us that the council on its own should have made that alliance or
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methods of payment used for the building of the Erechtheum in the late fifth century
(IGT 4749 with R.H. Randall, Jr., A74*Ivii 1953, 199—210). It is appropriate tofind a
Boeotian contractor (B. 6-8), since Xenophon and Diodorus smgle out the Boeotians
among those who helped with the work (whereas in 404 they had wanted Athens to
be totally destroyed: e.g. X. H. 11. i1. 19 with Krentz ad loc.). Cf. 94, where a Platacan
contributes yoke-animals for a building project in Athens.

In the archonship of Eubulides [394/3]; in the
sixth prytany, of Pandionis; to which Plato son of
Nicochares of Phlya was secretary.

5 Resolved by the council. Cinesias proposed:

5 Concerning what Androsthenes says, praise
Dionysius the archon of Sicily and Leptines the
brother of Dionysius and Thearides the brother
of Dionysius and Polyxenus the brother-in-law of
Dionysius ———

have honoured Dionysius, without gaining the approval of the assembly: in this case
either the wrong formula has been used 1. 5 or the council honoured Dionysius and
commended him to the assembly for further benefits (cf. 2. 4950, 60—1), after which
the assembly enacted a further decree which will have been inscribed below that of
the council (cf. Rhodes, Boule, 82—5). Androsthenes was probably not amember of the
council but a man who had been in touch with Dionysius and exercised his citizen’s
right of access to the council to raise the question of honouring Dionysius, or else
raised the question at an earlier assembly, which referred it to the council (cf. Rhodes
with Lewis, 12, 27—9).

Dionysius, first heard of as a supporter of the Hermocrates of Syracuse known from
Thuc. 1v. 5805, vi—vi, seized power in 405 in the course of a war against Ciarthage
and formed marriage alliances with Hermocrates’ family; Sparta gave him some sup-
port; in the late ggos he was in a relatively strong position against Carthage, and was



H0 10, ATIIENS ITONOURS DIONYSIUS OF SYRACUSE, 394_/3

ambitious to control the toe of Italy as well as Sicily. Politically, these honours repre-
sent an attempt to win over Dionysius’ support from the Spartan to the anti-Spartan
side in Greece: according to Lys. x1x. Arist. 19—20, at the instigation of Conon (and
therefore slightly later than this decree) an Athenian embassy urged him to form a
marriage alliance with Evagoras of Salamis (cf. 11) and to support Athens against
Sparta, and did persuade him not to send ships to support Sparta. Lawton, go—1, notes
that the subject of the relief is more appropriate to an alliance than to an honorific
decree, and wonders if the complete document contained inter-state agreements of
some sort; but that does not seem very likely.

Nothing 1s known about Plato, the secretary, or Androsthenes; but the proposer
Cimesias, since the name is rare, s almost certainly the dithyrambic poet of that name,
mocked as thin and unhealthy by Aristophanes from Birds (1373-1409) to Ecclesiazusae
(329—30) and by others. He could have proposed these honours for purely political
reasons (he must have been a member of the council this year); but, since he was
a poet, since this stele was set up in the Theatre of Dionysus, and since Dionysius

11
Athens honours Evagoras of Salamis, 394/3

Three fragments ofa stele, with a relief: (@) found in the Athenian Agora, now in the Agora Museum; (5) acquired
by the Marquess of Sligo in 1810, now in the British Museum; (¢) found on the south slope of the Acropolis, now
in the Epigraphical Museum. Phot. Hesp. xIviii 1979, pls. 60—1; Lawton, Reliefs, pl. 44 no. 84 (a only).
Attic-Tonic, retaining once (. 4) the old ¢ for ez and commonly o for ov; Il. 1—2 in larger letters; Il. 3 sqq. stoi-
chedon 50.
1G u?* 20; Tod 109 (these (¢) only); D. M. Lewis & R. S. Stroud, Hesp. xlviii 1979, 180—gg*. See also P. Funke,
ZPEliii 1983, 149-80, esp. 152—61.
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3 Alavris/Aewvtis Funke (the only tribe-names of the right length). 4 FEdBoAdys Funke: see com-

mentary.



I10. ATIIENS IIONOURS DIONYSIUS OF SYRACUSE, 394_/3 hI

himself was a poet (cf. D.S. x1v. 109, XV. 6, 7. 1i, 74. i-1v), it is likely that Dionysius
had prompted the hope that Athens might win his support by entering one or more
of his compositions in a competition at Athens. One of Athens’ dramatic festivals,
the Lenaea, was celebrated in the seventh month, Gamelion, about the time of this
decree.

Dionysius 1s given the same title, archon of Sicily, in the later Athenian decrees for
him: presumably he had made it clear that this was his preferred title (cf. D. M. Lewis,
CAH?, vi. 136-8). His brothers Leptines and Thearides appear in the literary sources
as his subordinates, often as his admirals; Leptines quarrelled with him later, but died
in his service. Polyxenus, the brother of Hermocrates’ wife, married Dionysius’ sister
Theste (D.S. xmr. 6. 111): he too served Dionysius as a subordinate, but eventually
quarrelled with him and went into exile. Such use of relatives was a common feature
of tyrannies, particularly in Sicily.

Forlater relations between Athens and Dionysius, see 33, 34.

(@)
OfEvagoras of Salamis.
2 Aristocles [patronymic] [demotic] was secretary.
3 Resolved by the council and the people. [#ribe] was the prytany; Aristocles was secre-
tary; —— was archon; —— was chairman. Sophilus proposed:
5 Since Evagoras of Salamis has been a good man with regard to the people of Athens
both now and in the time past ———sent by ——— of the city ———
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Some people in Cyprus used the Greek language from at least the end of the Bronze
Age, and Gypriots claimed kinship with Greeks in their foundation myths; but Greeks
tended to regard Cyprus as a distinctly foreign place (Reyes, Archaic Gyprus, 11-13). In
the fifth century both the Persians and, intermittently, Athens and the Delian League
had laid claim to it. Evagoras, of a dynasty which claimed descent from Teucer and
Acacus of Aegina, after a period of exile established himself as ruler of Salamis under
the Persians in 411. In this inscription he is given the title basileus, ‘king’: cf. Lys. v1.
And. 28, though in Isoc. 1x. Evag. 27 etc. he is called ‘tyrant’. Not long after 411 he was
honoured by the Athenians, in a decree which refers optimistically to his services to
‘Athens, the King and the other allies” and mentions the satrap Tissaphernes (/G1° 115
=M. ]J. Osborne, Naturalization, D 3, quoting1l. 357, 39); that is probably the occasion
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(b)

1o ——— Greeks Evagoras ——— proclaim — — — contends — — — king of Salamis — — —on
behalf of Greece Greek ———shall proclaim ——— the secretary of the council ———1in
front of the image ———praise also the ——

()

26 ———prytany ———Conon ———praise ——— crown. The herald ———when the trage-
dians ——— Evagoras ———to the Athenians ———himself and his descendants — ——all
the ———write up ———

when he was awarded Athenian citizenship (Isoc. 1x. Evag. 54, cf. [Dem.] x11. Ep. Phil.
10). Conon took refuge in Salamis after the battle of Aegospotamiin 405 (X. H. 1. 1.
29, D.S. x111. 106. vi), and it was with Evagoras’ support that he became admiral of the
satrap Pharnabazus’ fleet (Isoc. 1x. Fvag. 556, cf. D.S. x1v. 39. i-11). Although the vic-
tory over Sparta at Cnidus in 394 was technically a Persian victory, Athens honoured
both Conon and Evagoras with statues afterwards (Isoc. 1x. Evag. 56—7, Paus. 1. . 11: cf.
commentary on 8), though there is no evidence that Evagoras himself visited Athens.
At Conon’s instigation the Athenians urged Dionysius of Syracuse not only to become
an ally of Athens but to form a marriage alliance with Evagoras (Lys. x1x. Arist. 201,
cf. commentary on 10).

What we have here is presumably the decree which awarded Evagoras his statue
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and other honours after Cnidus (cf. the mention of Conon in 1. 27); since fragments (5)
and (¢) appear to have been similar in content but different in grammar, it is likely that
(¢) contained a substantial amendment to the original proposal. L. 15 seems to have
claimed that (although in fact in Persian service) Evagoras was fighting as a Greek on
behalf of Greeks (cf. Isoc. 1x. Euvag. 56, 68: as a result of the batde the Greeks gained
freedom/autonomy in place of slavery); 18 and 29 sqq. both refer to the proclama-
tion of the honours; 20—1 probably referred to the publication of the text in front of
the ‘image’ of Zeus Eleutherios in the Agora, a location chosen to emphasize the view
of Evagoras as a champion of Greek freedom (cf. 22. 6372 with commentary), since
by the fourth century agalma is not used for statues of human beings and so would not
refer to the statue of Evagoras.

Subsequently Evagoras’ power in Gyprus and beyond came to be perceived by

12

Alliance between Amyntas III of Macedon
and the Chalcidians, 39os—38os

The upper part of a stele, inscribed on both faces; found at Olynthus; now in the Kunsthistorisches Museum,
Vienna. Phot. Hatzopoulos, Une Donation du roi Lysimagque, pls. xiv—xv; id., Macedonian Institutions, pls. i-ii. Facs.
AEMO vii 1883, Taf. i.

Euboean-Ionic, with some Atticisms; ending each line with the end of a word or syllable.

S1G* 185; Tod 111; Pouilloux, Choix, 25; Svt. 231; Hatzopoulos, Macedonian Institutions, no. 1*. Trans. Harding
21. See in general Beloch, GG?, 1. ii. 57-8; J. R. Ellis, Maxedovucd ix 1969, 1-8; Zahrnt, Olynth und die Chalkidier,
122—4; Hammond [& Griffith], 172—7; D. A. March, Hust. xliv 1995, 257-82.
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the Persians as rebellion, and Athens’ support for him was an embarrassment (see
especially X. H. 1v. viil. 24). Evagoras was eventually made to submit to the Persians;
he survived as ruler of Salamis until assassmated in §74/3 (D.S. xv. 47. viii); for his son
Nicocles Isocrates wrote 1X. Eyagoras as an encomium, and also two works of advice,
1. To Nicocles and 1. Nicocles; the dynasty remained in power until 3ro. On the
dynasty’s coinage, increasingly Greek in style, see Kraay, drchaic and Classical Greek
Coins, 308.

Sophilus, the proposer of this decree, was the proposer of another honorific decree
in §94/9 (IG1® 19 = M. J. Osborne, Naturalization, D 7): probably this decree belongs
to the same year, perhaps even to the same meeting (Funke), and he proposed both
as amember of the council. A Sophilus is listed among the democrats who occupied
Phyle in 404/ (SEG xxviil 45. 53), but the name is not rare.

Front
Agreement with Amyntas son of Errhidacus.

2 Agreement between Amyntas son of Errhidacus and
the Chalcidians.

3 They shall be allies of one another in respect of all
men for fifty years. If any one goes against Amyntas,
into his land for war, or against the Chalcidians, the
Chalcidians shall go to support Amyntas and Amyn-
tas the Chalcidians ———

Back
g There shall be export of pitch and of all building
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According to Diodorus, after the death of Archelaus of Macedon in 400/399, a period
of instability led to the accession of Amyntas III (x1v. 7. vi, 84. vi, 89. 11), who reigned
until 370/69 (xv. 60. 1i1). Under 393/2 he reports that Amyntas was expelled by the
Mlyrians, made a gift of land to the Olynthians, but was restored by the Thessalians;
‘some say that’ when Amyntas was expelled Argacus ruled for two years (x1v. go.
1ii-1v); under 383/2 he reports that Amyntas was defeated by the Illyrians and made
a gift of land to the Olynthians, but he recovered unexpectedly and they refused to
X. H.v. 1. 1214 Cleigenes of Acanthus tells the Spartans that Olynthus has tried to
liberate the cities of Macedon from Amyntas and is occupying various cities including
Pella, and Amyntas has been virtually expelled from the whole of Macedon. Accord-
ing to Isoc. vi. Arehid. 46 Amyntas once lost the whole of Macedon but recovered it
within three months. With Beloch, we do not think the differences between Diodorus’
two accounts are such as to make it certain that the references are to two episodes
rather than to one in the §8os, just before Sparta’s war against Olynthus (but against
see Ellis, Hammond, March).

Olynthus, immediately to the north of the western prong of Chalcidice, aspired
to be the centre of a Chalcidian state (e.g. Thuc. 1. 58. 11). The cities which it had
absorbed ought to have recovered their independence after the Peace of Antalcidas
in 386, but either they did not or Olynthus rapidly set about absorbing them once
more: for Xenophon the excuse for Sparta’s war against Olynthus was that Olynthus
was forcing neighbouring cities to sympoliteuein (‘share citizenship’: on sympoliteia cf. 14)
with it, and had taken over much of Macedon, but Acanthus and Apollonia wanted
to retain their independence and appealed to Sparta for support (cf. above). The war
lasted from 382 to 79, and ended in victory for Sparta and presumably the dissolution
of the Chalcidian state. For the Chalcidians later see 22. 101—2; 50.
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timbers, and of shipbuilding timbers except firs, what-
ever 1s not needed by the kowmon, and for the komon
there shall be export even of these, on telling Amyntas
before exporting them and paying the dues that have
been written. There shall be export and transport of
the other things on paying dues, both for the Chalci-
dians from Macedon and for the Macedonians from
the Chalcidians.

18 With the Amphipolitans, Bottiacans, Acanthians, and
Mendaeans friendship shall not be made by Amyntas
nor by the Chalcidians apart from the others; but with
a single opinion, if it is resolved by both, they shall
attach them jointly.

23 Oath of the alliance: I shall guard what has been
established by the Chalcidians; and if any one goes
against Amyntas, into his land for war, I shall go to
support Amyntas — ——

Here we have an alliance made by the state which describes itself as ‘the Chalci-
dians’ and as a komon (‘community”: a term applied both to units larger and to
units smaller than a single polis) with Amyntas of Macedon. This text was found
at Olynthus, and the first line of the heading and the first clause of the oath are
formulated from the viewpoint of the Chalcidians; but a second heading has an
impartial formulation: this is curious, but not so much so as to justify Zahrnt’s
view that this heading (along with the back) was mscribed later, after the balance
of power had changed. On the front is the beginning of a standard defensive
alliance (cf. 6), made for fifty years; on the back are clauses to the advantage of the
Chalcidians, allowing them to export even ship-building timber from Macedon as
long as they notify Amyntas and pay customs dues, and binding each party not to
make friendship with neighbour states of Olynthus (evidently outside and hostile
to the Chalcidian state) without the concurrence of the other. “Transport’ (diagoge:
1. 15-16) refers to the carriage through the territory of goods destined for a third party.
Amyntas is in control of at least part of Macedon, but agrees to terms favourable to
the Chalcidians: it seems unwise to us to guess at a precise date between Amyntas’
accession and g8g. Later in his reign Amyntas was to make an alliance with Athens
(Tod 129).

Of the hostile states, the Bottiacans lived to the north of Olynthus, but none of
the others was very near: Mende was on the western prong of Chalcidice, Acanthus
north of the eastern prong, and Amphipolis 50 miles (75 km.) north-east of Olynthus.
If Olynthus was a threat to all of these, it was indeed powerful.

Fir was the preferred timber for ship-building, and Macedon was one of the best
sources of it; pitch was important for waterproofing ships and other timber structures
(Meiggs, Trees and Timber, 118-32; 467-8). Timber for building as well as for ships is
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mentioned. The guarantee of export rights to the Chalcidians is an indication that
such rights might have been refused: Amyntas does not want his ship-building timber
to get into the hands of potential enemies. For regulations concerning trade and
customs dues, cf. the recently-discovered mscription from Pistirus, on the Hebrus
(Maritza) west of Philippopolis (Plovdiv): SEG xliii 486 = IGBulg. v (pp. xliii—xliv) 5557

13

Dedications of the Lycian dynast Arbinas,
€.590—¢.880

Found in the Letoum of Xanthus (between the city and the coast); now in the depot there.

A. A statue-base subsequently reused in a Roman portico, with Greek texts on the front (i, ii) and right (iii),
and Lycian texts on the rear and left (iv, v). Phot. CRAI 1975, 144 fig. 2 (i, ii); F. Xanthos, ix, pls. 72—9.

J. Bousquet, CRAI 1975, 138—48 (i, ii); CEG 888; F. Xanthos, ix. 149-87*.

B. A statue-base with Greek texts on the front (i, if) and a Lycian text on the left (iii). Phot. CRAI 1975, 141 fig.
1; F. Xanthos, ix, pls 74. 1 (i, ii), 76. 2 (iii).
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ter, 20—5 (original publication in French BCH cxviil 1994, 1-15, in English in Bouzek
et al. (edd.), Pustiros, 1. 205-16; collection of studies including revised text BCH cxxiii
1999, 247-371).

Among the Euboean features of the language is e for edvac (§ ete.); but in contrast
with Euboean ¢uAiyy (20) the text has Attic uids (21).

J. Bousquet, CRAI1g75, 138—48; CEG 88g; F. Xanthos, ix. 149-87%.

The texts given here are those of Bousquet in F. Xan#fws: in his original publication he reconstructed more
boldly. See in general L. Robert, CRAI 1975, 328—30, 7S 1978, 3—48; C. Herrenschmidt, REA Ixxxix 1985,
125—-35; Bryce & Zahle, The Lycians, 1. 946, 110—14; 1. Savalli, AC'lvii 1988, 103—23; Keen, Dynastic Lycia, 141—7.

A1
———Arbinas son of Gergis ——— courage —— — this likeness has
been set up as a memorial to gaze on (?) ———he ruled, mighti-
est in intelligence and power. At the beginning of his prime
he sacked in a month three cities, Xanthus and Pinara and
well-harboured Telmessus, and inspiring fear in many of the
Lycians he was a tyrant.

8 The memorial of these things he has set up by pronouncement
of the god Apollo. Having consulted Pytho, he has set me up
as a likeness of himself, whose appearance makes manifest the
might of his deeds.

i1 For he killed many, making famous his own father; he sacked
many cities, and a fine reputation throughout all the land of
Asia Arbinas has left for himself and his forebears, pre-eminent
among all in all the things that wise men know, i archery and
courage and knowing the pursuit of horses. To the end from the
beginning, Arbinas, having accomplished great deeds, to the
immortal gods you have dedicated welcome gifts.

A i
Symmachus son of Eumedes, of Pellana, blameless seer, wrought
these elegies as a gift to Arbinas with good intelligence.



60 I13. DEDICATIONS OF TIIE LYCIAN DYNAST ARBINAS

A. 1t
(A long text, in the same idiom as 4. 1 and B. 1, but too fragmentary to allow a full
reconstruction.)

A v, v
(Fragmentary Lycian texts.)

B.i
Tépyros aw vics 7w v — v v —w v ——]
Aprept Onpoddva, [— v — v —]
Eavfov kai Teleu[nooov 6 mépoas (?) Hée [livapa)
ApBivas Avkiwy [ .. k][~ =~ —]
5 épyav kadlloTwy émdler v — v ——]

€ldos kai puymy [7]pdTos v — v —]
This could be all in hexameters rather than in elegiac couplets.
B u
WGLSOTPL/BCLS‘ f’ﬂ'[v TN T NN A _]
dap’ émoinoe éN eynia (?) —]
This could be in two hexameters rather than in an elegiac couplet.
B
(A Lycian text, which has been translated: ‘[Erb]ina has dedicated it as an offering to
Ertemi, himself the son of [Kher]iga and Upent’.)

Lycia, to the east of Ciaria in south-western Asia Minor, was on the edge of the Greek
world in the fifth century, but easily accessible, and sometimes, though not regu-
larly, penetrated by the Athenians (e.g. Thuc. 1. 69); in the late fifth and early fourth
centuries, when Caria was under Persian control, it managed to remain effectively
independent of both Athens and Persia. The family with which we are concerned
here used some Iranian names (Harpagus, Arbinas), but absorbed a good deal of
Greek cultural influence: here we see it not only employing Greek poets to advertise
its achievements to a Greek-reading audience, but also worshipping Greek gods and
consulting the Delphic oracle. Sculpture influenced by Greek works is known from
Xanthus from the middle of the sixth century, and contact with the East Greek world
sems to have increased during the period when Lycia was controlled by Persia. The
earliest sculpture comes from tombs, but during the fifth century sculpture appears
also on buildings which may have had cult purposes, and is increasingly hellenized in
iconography as well as form.

The most striking of the hellenizing monuments, the so-called Nereid Monument,
dated ¢.380 (now in the British Museum) is perhaps a monument to Arbinas. A tomb
in the form of an Ionic temple on a podium which bears two sculpted friezes one above
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B.i
Being the son of Gergis — — — Artemis slayer of beasts — —— who
sacked (?) Xanthus and Telmessus and Pinara, Arbinas of the
Lycians — — — of the finest deeds he displays — — — in appearance
and soul first — ——

B.i
The trainer ———made as a gift the elegies (?) ———

the other, with a sculpted frieze at architrave level, sculpted pediments and akroteria,
and further free-standing figures standing between the columns, this monument sur-
passes in its elaboration anything constructed in any classical Greek city. The scenes
shown have clearly been determined by the Lycian responsible for commissioning the
Greek sculptures, and are not simply ‘off-the-peg” Greek temple sculptures; notable
for the parallels they offer to 4 here are the scenes of hunting on horseback and the
siege of a city, but hoplite warfare, sacrifice, sympotic feasting, the reception of elders
by a ruler and other ‘court’ scenes also appear. Although the execution varies, the
finest work, as in the so-called Nereids themselves, is of very high quality indeed. See
F. Xanthos, viii; Boardman, Greek Sculpture: The Late Classical Period, 188—92 with pls. 218.
1-16.

A similar dedication by the son of Harpagus, whose name can now be restored as
Gergis, has been known for some time (on the Xanthus stele: Greek text M&L g3,
CEG 177): these stones were found in 1962 (B) and 1973 (4). Gergis (Kheriga) the son
of Harpagus (Arppakhu) ruled ¢.440—410; he was succeeded by his brother (?) Kheréi
(not mentioned in the Greek texts, but known from his coinage and from the Lycian
texts on the Xanthus stele), who ruled ¢.410—¢.390; Arbinas (Erbina) ruled ¢.390—.580.
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Despite the extravagant claims which they make, these rulers seem to have been pow-
erful only in the western part of Lycia, adjacent to Garia, and Arbinas at the begin-
ning of his reign—when he was only twenty years old: 4. 1ii. 4-6—had to conquer
Xanthus, Telmessus, and Pinara.

This family attracted the services of atleast two Greeks, the ‘trainer” of B, and Sym-
machus of Pellana in Achaea, the composer of 4. 1-i1. For the mo#if of the poet’s gift
of his poetry to the honorand cf. Kurke, The Traffic in Praise (on Pindar), esp. 13559
ch. vi. There were ships from Pellana in the Peloponnesian fleet in 412/11, which
went to Caunus, in eastern Caria (Thuc. vir. §. i1, g9. 1i1): it is possible that that is
how Symmachus made contact with the Lycians. ‘Archery, courage and . . . the pur-
suit of horses’ (4. 1. 15) reminded Robert (CRAI 1975) of the remark of Her. 1. 136. 11
that Persian education concentrated on ‘horse-riding, archery, and telling the truth’,
and Herrenschmidt tried to develop the idea that the inspiration of these verses was
Persian. However, arele was not the same as telling the truth (we translate it here as
‘courage’), and it s generally agreed that these verses are Greek in background as
well as in language (though among the Greeks we should expect Justice’, dikawsyne,
rather than ‘archery’, toxosyne, in 4. 1. 15): in particular, the poets remembered the
Ihad (including its Lycian passages), and what is said of these dynasts matches what is
said in Greek about other monarchs (see especially Savalli). The fact that the virtues
ascribed to these rulers are rather old-fashioned Greek virtues may be due simply to
the models used, or it may be more deliberate. The language is a dialectal mixture,
with phrases remembered from Homer and other early poetry. The verses are metri-
cally correct hexameters and pentameters, with the proviso that syllables of Lycian
names can be treated as long or short in accordance with metrical need.

14

Helisson becomes a kome of Mantinea,
early fourth century

The upper part of a stele found at Mantinea; now in the museum at Tripolis. Phot. BCH cxi 1987, 168 fig. 1.
Arcadian, with —as a punctuation mark between paragraphs.
G.-J.-M.-J. Te Riele, BCH cxi 1987, 167—90% SEG xxxvii g40; IPArk. 9. See also L. Dubois, REG ci 1988,
395~ no. 621; Nielsen & Roy (edd.), Defining Ancient Arkadia.

[0ed]s. Toya [ayalfa.
[o0]vBeots Ma[vr]webo[i] kat EAwoFaoiows [{]y dpalTal
[mdlyra. édofe Tois MavTwetow kal ots EAoFaoioifs]. Tos [E]A[t]-

[o]Facios Mavrwéas Hvas Fioos kal dpoios, k[o]|wdlovrals mdv]-

2—3 [{]v dualra| wd]yra P. Gauthier ap. Dubois.
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4. 1. 42 cf. Thuc. v1. 54. v, attributing to the Pisistratid tyrants of Athens the
combination of arete and intelligence (xynesis). 4. 1. 5, 12: cf. Hom. 1. 1. 660, Tle-
polemus ‘sacked many cities (astea)’, and the Xanthus stele, M&L g3. 7-8; in the clas-
sical period that was something done by the Persians (e.g. Aesch. Pers. 65-6) rather
than the Greeks; and lists of wars fought and enemies defeated are a common fea-
ture of texts set up by near-eastern monarchs (see, for instance, the Babylonian
and Assyrian historical texts in Pritchard [ed.], AVET ?, 265-517); we donotknow what
acts of destruction lie behind these claims. 4. 1. 6: Robert remarked that Fethiye,
the port of Telmessus, 1s one of the finest harbours in the eastern Mediterranean
(#S 1978, 26-50). A. 1. 7: for rulers inspiring fear cf. Thuc. 1. g. il (Agamemnon),
V1. 55. i1t (Hippias of Athens); ‘tyrant” has not yet become the irredeemably pejorative
term which it is to be made by Plato and Aristotle, and it can be used unashamedly
of Arbinas. 4. 1. 11: ¢f. I v. 679, Odysseus ‘would have killed even more of the
Lycians’. 4. 1. 11—12: cf. Her. vir. 220. 11, ‘a great reputation (kleos) was left” for the
Spartan king Leonidas after the battle of Thermopylae. 4. 1. 14: ‘wise men’ (sophot
andres) n an old-fashioned sense, cf. e.g. Her. vir. 150. 1. 4. 1. 14: cf. I v1. 151, ‘many
men know it’. 4. 1. 17: cf. I xx. 298—9, Aeneas ‘always gives welcome gifts to the
gods’.  A.u. 1: cf. 7. 1. g2, Calchas a ‘blameless seer’.  A. iii. 20 sqq. (not included
here) contained a comparison with the heroes of the Trojan War. B.16: cf. X
Cyr. 1. 1t 1, Gyrus was ‘fairest in form and [various superlatives] in soul’.  B. 1, iii:
Artemis retains in Lycian her Greek name (Ertemi), and therophonos, “slayer of beasts’,
1s a traditional epithet of Artemis (and Apollo) in Greek poetry; whereas other gods
are assimilated to Lycian gods.

God. Good fortune.
2 Agreement between the Mantineans and the Heliswasians for all days.
3 Resolved by the Mantineans and the Heliswasians.
3 The Heliswasians shall be Mantineans, equal and alike, sharing in all the things in
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< \ 3 ~ / AY ’ \ AY 7/
Ty 6owv kat ot Mavranjs, déplo]vras Tav ydpav kal Tav w[éAw]
> 3 AY 7/ AY / 7 ~ 7
in Movrwl[é]av iv 765 vépos Tos Mavrwéwr, pwéveas rds [mé]-
Avos 7@ EAoFaciov domep éxeld] v mavra xpdvov, kopalv] éa-
oav Tos EAioFacios 7adv Mavrwéwy. — Oeapov vas €€ Edvgd[v]-
Ti kaTdmep € Tais dAais méhot. — Tas Buolas Bieobar Tas iy E-
AvodvTi kal Tas Oeapias déxkeolal ka 7a mdrpia. — 7as [8]{kas Sud-
[£]at Tos EAdwoFaoios kat Tos MavTwéas aAddAois ka Tos véuos
rév Mavrwéwr, apare Mavrwis éyévovrv of EXvoFdoior, Tén
o Yy , s 5 o ) , >
voTepor: Ta 8¢ TpoTepaoia u) wdika Nvar. — 6oa de ovvBoA[aia éTv-
3 e ’ 3 \ AY < AY ’ ~
yxavov €xovtes ol EAoFaoio avrot wo avros mapos Mavruis
éyévovTu, kipLa opéow Hrat kd T0s vépos Tos adTol Hyov 6Te é-
BAwokov in Mavrwéay. s EloFaclos mdvras dmvypdiac-
Oav by 765 émpelnras marpidde kar [a]duiay iv 8ék’ auépars dua-
3 ’ 7/ AY AR 7 3 ~ AY
v ol oTadoypddor ubAwvot. Tos 8¢ dmvypapévras dn{ewry[rk]iy Tos
> AY > / A e ~ ’ >
emuertas iu Mavrwéay kat amvypdpar Tols Oeouotodpors éf-
\ ~ ~ AY \ 7/ ’ 3 ’
¢ Nkt daguopryot, 70s 8¢ DeopoTéapos ypapavras iv Aevkuor[a]
defard oo wos 76 Bwddov: dv 8€ Tis T dmvypadévTawr u ddTo
Twa Hvor EdvoFdowov, ééeor[1]v indavar Tols Beosporodpos iv
7@ VoTepov Fér[e]u 1) Nikms édapidpyn, Tolv 8¢ in]pavfévra émbe-
/ 3 ~ I3 3 ~ T AY p 1 / 3 AY >
kevoaocla tv Tois [T]prakaciows avrol [unvos Pdevt]épw alu]av tu-
pavdi, kai d[p pev vid,] éorw Mavrivis, € 8€ ui, Tdi/ 761 Oeloi dpAéTw

6 vduos = ‘laws’ Dubois: vouss = ‘territory’ Te Riele. 18 the stone has AIIONII . |HN
23 8¢ Dubois: . . . Te Riele. 24 abroils ... Sevr]épw Te Riele: adroi, and dor]épw another possibility,
Dubois. 25 Dubois.

This 1s perhaps the earliest surviving text relating to the kind of synoikismos by which
a lesser community makes a pact of sympoliteia (‘joint citizenship’) with a greater, it is
absorbed into the greater community, and its citizens become citizens of the greater
community. Other instances include Buck 21 = Sot. 297 = IPArk. 15, revised by S.
Dusani¢, BCH cii 1978, 88346, by which Euaemon was similarly absorbed into Arca-
dian Orchomenus, perhaps ¢.378 (to be cited below as Orchomenus); OGIS 229 =
Sot. 492 = IK Magnesia ad Sipylum 1 ~ Austin 182, by which Magnesia ad Sipylum was
absorbed into Smyrna, in Asia Minor, after 243 (to be cited as Smyrna); IG1x. 152 =
SIG* 647 =Buck 56, by which Medeon was absorbed into Stiris, in Phocis, 2nd century
(to be cited as Stiris); a recently discovered agreement by which Pidasa was absorbed
into Latmus, in Asia Minor, 328-813/12, calls the arrangement a politeuma (EA xxix
1997, 13542 = SEG xIvii 1563, to be cited below as Latmus: politeumall. 52—3, 41).
Before this inscription was found, the ‘Elisphasians’ were known from a coin and
from Polyb. x1. 11. vi: Helisson was one of the Maenalian communities south-west of
Mantinea.! Mantinea was originally synoecized ¢.470 (Str. 3g7. v . 2 with S. & H.

! For the site (slightly more than half-way on a straight line from Megalopolis to Orchomenus) see I. A.
Pikoulas, h8pos xiii 1999, 97-132 at 125—6 with 113—14 maps 12, cf. in Nielsen & Roy, 262—3, 312 (but Barrington
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which the Mantineans share too, conveying their land and their polis to Mantinea to
the laws of the Mantineans, the polis of the Heliswasians remaining as it 1s for all time,
the Heliswasians being a kome of the Mantineans.

There shall be a religious delegate (thearos) from Helisson as for the other poless.

The sacrifices shall be sacrificed at Helisson and religious delegations (theariaz) shall be
received in accordance with tradition.

Lawsuits shall be pursued by the Heliswasians and the Mantineans against one
another in accordance with the laws of the Mantineans, from the time when the
Heliswasians have become Mantineans, for the future: earlier matters shall not be
justiciable.

Whatever contracts the Heliswasians happen to have had, themselves with them-
selves, before they became Mantineans shall be valid for them in accordance with the
laws which they themselves had when they were going to Mantinea.

All the Heliswasians shall be registered with the epimeletar by father in accordance with
their age, within ten days from when the stele-engravers come. Those who have been
registered shall be reported by the epimeletar to Mantinea, and shall be registered for
the thesmotoaror during the demiurgeship of Nices, and the thesmotoaroi shall write them
on whitened boards and publish them to the council-house.

If any one declares that one of those who have been registered is not a Heliswasian, it
shall be permitted to him to make an imphasis to the thesmotoaror in the year after that
in which Nices was damiorgos, and the man who is the subject of the imphasis shall have
the case tried for him before the Three Hundred in the second (?)/next (?) month after
the imphasis is made, and if he s victorious he shall be a Mantinean, but if not he shall
owe to the god(dess) ———

Hodkinson, BSAlxxvi 1981, 239—96 at 256-61); it was interested in neighbouring com-
munities in the late fifth century (Thuc. 1v. 134, etc.); it was split into its component
villages by Sparta in 385 after the Peace of Antalcidas (X. H. v. 1. 5, 7, D.S. xv.
5. 1v, 12. ii) but reunited in 370 (X. H. v1. v. §—5). Helisson will not have been one
of the original component villages, but will have most probably been absorbed into
Mantinea either shortly before 385 or shortly after 370 (T'e Riele prefers the former;
but Thiir & Tacuber in IPAr#. date this text ¢.§50—940 (?) and Orchomenus ¢.360—50):
according to Paus. viir. 27. 11, vii, it was one of the communities incorporated into the
new city of Megalopolis in the §60s, but it appears to have been independent in the
hellenistic period and many disbelieve in Pausanias’ list (e.g. T. H. Nielsen in Hansen
& Raaflaub [edd.], Studies in the Ancient Greek Polis, 85 . 16).

Ll. g-10 have figured prominently in the discussions of the Copenhagen Polis
Cientre about the significance of the words polis and kome.? We believe that what is

Atlas, map 58, has a site further to the north-west). Mantinea, Helisson, and Orchomenus are all shown in
Nielsen & Roy, map 3; the location of Euaemon is unknown.

2 See M. H. Hansen in Hansen [ed.], Sources for the Ancient Greek City State, 59, Studies in the Ancient Greek Polis,
78—4, Nielsen [ed.], Yet More Studies in the Ancient Greek Polis, 29, 35; Rhodes in Sources, g6—7; Nielsen in Studies,
85 with n. 16; id. in Hansen & Raaflaub [edd.], More Studies in the Ancient Greek Polis, 67—70; Hansen in Flensted-
Jensen [ed.], Further Studies in the Ancient Greek Polis, 196—7.
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meant here is that the Heliswasians are to convey their polis to Mantinea in such a
way that politically the polis of Helisson will become a kome (constituent village) of the
polis of Mantinea, but in other respects the polis of Helisson will remain unchanged
as a distinct community. We deliberately avoid giving a cut-and-dried answer to the
question whether Helisson was still a polis after its absorption into Mantinea. Strictly,
at the point when this agreement was made, the absorption should not yet have taken
place: whatis described in 3 as ‘resolved by the Mantineans and Heliswasians’ may in
fact have been resolved separately by the two communities.

For the ‘equal and alike’ status of the Heliswasians as Mantineans (4) cf. Orcho-
menus 4-6, Smyrna 44, Stiris 12; also the grant of Samian citizenship to Gorgus and
Minnion (go. B. 27-8). It is also an expression used in connection with colonial foun-
dations (e.g. M&L 5 ~ Fornara 18. 27-8, with A. J. Graham, 7HS1lxxx 1960, 94111 at
108): here the implication is not that all should have equal shares ofland but that new
citizens and old citizens of Mantinea should have the same legal status. Thearoz (theoror)
are commonly religious delegates; in Thuc. v. 47. ix Mantinea has #ieoro; who with the
polemarchs administer to the appropriate Mantinean officials the oath to the alliance
of 420 with Athens, Argos, and Elis; presumably each polis which was constitution-
ally a kome of Mantinea supplied one #hearos. As a distict community, Helisson was to
retain its own religious observances, and the right to receive religious delegations to
them from outside Helisson: cf. Orchomenus 6 sqq., Stiris 18—24, 51—4; the Pidasans
were guaranteed a share in all the rites of Latmus-with-Pidasa (Latmus 10-13).
P. Perlman in Hansen (ed.), Sources, 11464 at 108, concludes that ‘communities which
hadlost other aspects of their former status maintained a place in the list of invitees to
the panhellenic festivals and in the itinerary of the theoroi sent out to announce their
celebration’.

Judicial arrangements (10-16) are straightforward. Procedures for registering
Heliswasians as Mantineans and for challenging any one who falsely claims to be
a Heliswasian (16 sqq.) are likewise straightforward, but include some interesting
details: the closest parallel is Smyrna 45-52. Identifying men by their patronymic
1s common practice; their age will be needed to determine their civic rights and
obligations (including military obligations); no mention is made of indicating their

15
Grants of citizenship by the Triphylians, ¢.400—¢.g70

Seein generalon Triphylia J. Roy in Hansen (ed.), The Polis as an Urban Centre, 282—520; T. H. Nielsen in Nielsen
(ed.), Yet More Studies in the Ancient Greek Polis, 129—62.

A

A bronze plaque, with holes for pinning it to a wooden board, found in a temple at Mazi, ¢.6 km. (4 miles)
south-east of Olympia; now in the museum at Olympia. Phot. Triante, 6 yAvrrés Sidroopos Todvaod oré Md{u
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wealth, which might also be relevant in that connection. Helisson apparently does
not have resident stele-engravers (so does not set up public inscriptions often), but has
to send for them (from Mantinea?). The connection of this with registration suggests
that a permanent list of those registered was to be inscribed, probably below this
agreement: the purpose of that will have been to avoid disputes about who had been
registered (cf. 4).

Epimeletar, ‘overseers’, are found with a variety of responsibilities; Nielsen argues
that these are officials of Helisson (Hansen (ed.), Introduction to an Inventory of Polets,
159—60 1. 506), but this inscription seems to have been set up in Mantinea. Thesmotoarot
(from thesmos and fterein) are ‘guardians of the laws’, equivalent to thesmophylakes else-
where (e.g. Elis, Thuc. v. 47. ix: F. M. J. Waanders ap. Te Riele 18q). For damiorgor as
principal magistrates (Nices was presumably the eponymous damiorgos in Mantinea
in the year of the enactment) cf. Thuc. v. 47. ix (where Mantinea has a plurality of
damuorgor); also g2. Whitened boards, on which texts were written in charcoal, were a
common medium for the display of temporary notices (e.g. Ath. Pol. 47. 11).

For imphass cf. phasis and endeixis, Athenian judicial procedures initiated by ‘expos-
ing’ or ‘indicating’ men exercising rights or otherwise doing things to which they are
not entitled (e.g. Harrison, The Law of Athens, 11, 218—52; Hansen, Apagoge, Endeixis and
Ephegesis; D. M. MacDowell and Hansen, i Symposion 1990, 187—98 and 19g—201,
showing that in Athens phasis was used primarily of objects and endeixis of persons; for
imphasis at Tegea see 60. 245, and for phasis at Athens see 22, 25, 40). The Three Hun-
dred are perhaps the council of Mantinea: cf. the body of the same size in (smaller?)
Tegea, 60. A. 8. For nikan ("to be victorious’) cf. 82. 13.

Distinctive features of the Arcadian dialect to be seen here include vo in the parti-
ciple (6) and the grd person plural (18); v for o (4, 12, 16, etc.); &v for év, both normally
(22) and in place of els (3: Huap for juépa is largely poetic, but &v duara mévra is a
standard expression in Arcadian iscriptions); 76 and més for mpos (14, 21). maTpidee
(17) has not been found elsewhere; BwAjiov (21)is an Arcadian form of fovAeiov, used
in some places as equivalent of BovAevripiov. However, av 8¢ 7s (21) is Attic, where
we should expect €/ 8” dv 7is; and this inscription does not use xas instead of xat, as the
earliest Mantinean inscriptions do (/G v. 11 261, 262).
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7is H)elas, mw. 2; Tyche 1i 1987, Taf. 17; Kyrielis (ed.), Archaische und klassische griechische Plastik . .. 1985, ii. 167
eix. 5.

Elean dialect, using punctuation marks of §-6 dots in a vertical line (we use 2 dots for typographical con-
venience).

Triante, 6 yAvrros dudrkoopos, 25—33 with 1437 ; P. Siewert, Tyche ii 1987, 275—7; SEG xxxv §8g*. See also
Triante in Kyrielis (ed.), Archaische und klassische griechische Plastik, ii. 15568 at 166—8; L. Dubois, REG ci 1988,
399—401 no. 631.

édofe Toip Tpipuliowp. SoooL év TéL
/. 3 ’ I
mivaxe évmypadevrar, Maxiori-
oup Hieev. al 8 Tip cvAala Tau
, v s ,
molTelay, alte €k TeAéwy
5 amooTéMot dukalwp mo-
AiTelopévoip kal KaT
rov {véuov), doeBrirw mor Tap A-
Oavap. daipdyo dapiw-
py6, Katardw, Aynoidd-
10 pw diw pnés : Avowddas : Avyias,
MevdAwns : Ayepoveds : Didvmmos, Zvleds,
Amedis : Eraipiyos : [povéa : Pilvkos : Xdpop,

Aaipévys : Huvblwy traces
7 vépov is absent from the bronze. 9 kaTakdéw,l.e. not name but title, Siewert: but see commentary.
B

Abronze discus, probably found at Krestena, ¢.6 k. (4 miles) south-west of Olympia; now in the Louvre, Paris.
Phot. de Ridder, Les Bronzes antiques du Louvre, pl. 123; Jacobsthal, Diskoi, 29 Abb. 21 (better).

Elean dialect (cf. commentary); inscribed on one side in a clockwise spiral beginning at the circumference,
using punctuation marks of 2 or 3 dots in a vertical line (we use 2 dots for typographical convenience).

De Ridder, Les Bronzes antigues du Louvre, ii. 406g; Jacobsthal, Diskor, 2g—30 no. 2; SEG x1 3g2*.

H[GO]L\ : 6’/8(L)KCLV : ’TOL\ : TPL(}SI;)\LOL : HU)\CiSaL KCLL\ FVCiH(L)VL : KCLL\ H[l;]pr WO)\LTn[aV : KCLL\

s s . , R S v . v, () ) ’
CLT€)\€LCLV CTAVTWY  AUTOLS ¢ KL YeEveL © SGMLOPYOL . TOL GMQSL O)\‘U,LL’FTLOS(IJPOV.

Between the wka of éwrav and the mo of modryiav are sandwiched the letters I”or /] and Nor /.

Triphylia was the region on the west coast of the Peloponnese between Elis and
Messenia, bounded by the R. Alpheus on the north and the Neda on the south; it was
reduced to perioecic status by Elis in the fifth century (cf. Her. v. 148. iv, mentioning
Macistus as one of the cities), though a text of ¢.450—425 concerning Scillus suggests
that cities here could retain a degree of autonomy (1. Olympia 16: date Jeffery, LSAG,
220 no. 17; discussion Osborne, Classical Landscape with Figures, 126; Roy, 296—7). As
a result of Sparta’s war against Elis at the end of the fifth century, this region was
detached from Elis (X. H. 1. i1. 2191, mentioning Macistus; D.S. x1v. 17. iv—=xii, 34. 1).
There then appears to have been created a Triphylian state, which took the decisions
recorded in our texts; that is last mentioned when Elis objected to the common peace
treaty of autumn 371 because it guaranteed the autonomy of the Triphylians and
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A
Resolved by the Triphylians.

1 Asmany as have been inscribed on the tablet shall be Macis-
tians. If any one robs them of their citizenship, or excludes
them from offices when they are living as citizens justly
and in accordance with the law, let him be impious before
Athena.

8 Daimachus being damuorgos, Catacous, Agesidamus; in the
month Dius.

1o Lysiadas, Menalces, Agemoneus, Philippus, Syleus, Apel-
lis, Hetaerichus, Pronoa, Philycus, Charops, Daimenes,
Pythion, ———

B
Gods.
The Triphylians gave to Pyladas and Gnathon and Pyrus citizenship and immunity
from all obligations, to themselves and their issue.
Damiorgoi Olympiodorus and colleagues.

others (X. H. v1. v. 2); soon afterwards Triphylia joined the new Arcadian federation
(cf. X. H. v 1. 26), and whether within the federation there continued to exist an
entity called Triphylia is uncertain (cf. g2, where among the damiorgot are not “Triphy-
lians’ but ‘Lepreans’).

Awas found at Mazi, south-east of Olympia: probably thatis the location of Macistus
and the site of Scillus is south-west of Olympia (cf. Pritchett, Studies ... Topography, vi.
6470, 78; map in Nielsen (ed.), Yet More Studies, 150), though formerly scholars located
Macistus on the coast further south and Scillus at Mazi, while Siewert has regarded
Mazi as an isolated sanctuary site. The sculptures of the temple there are dated to the
first quarter of the fourth century, .. to the period of Triphylia’s independence (cf.
Osborne, Archaic and Classical Greek Art, 215 with fig. 129, identifying Mazi with Scillus).
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It 1s remarkable that in this decree the regional unit, the Triphylians, asserts the right
to award citizenship in one of its constitutent cities, Macistus: normally when there
1s a federation of cities (like Boeotia) as opposed to a large city composed of demes
(like Athens) the right to award citizenship rests with the individual cities (cf. Rhodes
in Hansen (ed.), Sources, g1—112 at 102—12); for another exception to that rule notice
the third-century League of Islanders (e.g. IG x1. iv 1039). A few other fragmentary
plaques have been found which may be from documents of the same kind.

B was probably found close to the site of Scillus and not far from Mazi, and must
belong to the same thirty-year period, but it awards citizenship not in a constituent
city but in Triphylia.

Neither of the texts tells us anything about the men given citizenship apart from
their bare names (most of the names are otherwise attested elsewhere in the Pelopon-
nese but not in Elis). Breads as a standard grant of citizenship to distinguished and
beneficent foreigners (cf. 8); the use of a discus for the text may point to a connection
with the Olympic games, control of which had been disputed in the war which led to
Triphylia’s independence (X. H. 1. ii. g1). 4 concerns a larger number of men who

16
Arbitration between Miletus and Myus, 491488

Two fragments of a stele, found in the council-house at Miletus: location of upper fragment unknown; lower
in the Antikensammlung, Staatliche Museen, Berlin. Phot. Sb. Berlin 1900, 112; Piccirilli, G& arbitrati interstatali
grect, 1, tav. iv (both ).

Tonic, normally using the old o for ov; stichedon 27—9.

L Priene 458; Milet, 1. i o; SIG* 134;Tod 113% Piccirilli, G& arbitrati, 36. Trans. Harding 24. See in general
Adcock & Mosley, Diplomacy in Ancient Greece, 210-14.
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live or are going to live in Macistus and may hold offices there, and may belong to the
process of setting up the independent Triphylia and its constitutent cities.

In 4 Karaxdw (1. ) is best interpreted as a proper name, with Triante (cf. another
instance of the name, I. Olympia 44. 10), so that we have a board of three damiorgo. The
month Dius 1s otherwise attested on the Greek mainland only for Aetolia (e.g. SGDI
1853), though it is widespread in and to the east of the Aegean.

Siewert compares 4 with Olympian texts and uses it to distinguish between
Olympian and (south) Triphylian dialects; but A. Striano in Rizakis (ed.), dpxaia
Ayaua kai H)ela, 18943, cf. SEG xli 400, argues against the idea of a separate Tri-
phylian sub-dialect. B is closer than 4 in language to kome: it has adrois whereas
A4 (in 1. 1-8) has the Elean features of p for final s and accusative plural ending -oup
(Le. -ous).

Sylan (‘seize’, A. 3—4: cf. on 75) with citizenship as object is a striking expression:
Dubois cites passages in tragedy where the verb is used with the genitive of patra,
‘fatherland’, and other passages in tragedy where apostellein, used in A. 4—5 to mean
‘exclude’ from office, is used of banishment from one’s country.

———Dionys— ——— —mpon Ach— ———
satrap ———were in dispute about the land in the
plain of the Maeander ———become ———dispute
———of the city — — — King and — —— Struses, so
that the Ionians’ jurors may assemble ———
lacuna

13 ————des ————medes ———son of —lon.
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For a speculative reconstruction of 1—12, exempli gratia, by Hiller von Gaertringen see SIG* or Piccirilli.

This inscription Hllustrates the involvement of Persia, and Persia’s use of Greek institu-
tions, among the Asiatic Greeks at a time when Persia was claiming but had not yet
achieved control of them. Miletus and Myus, both now inland (Myus is about 1o miles
(16 km.) north-east of Miletus), were in antiquity situated on the Latmian Gulf on the
coast of Asia Minor, into which the River Maeander flowed: they are two of the twelve
cities listed by Her. 1. 142 as sharing in the Ionians’ sanctuary of Poseidon, the Panio-
nium. At the end of the Ionian Revolt, in 494, Miletus was captured and destroyed by
the Persians; and in 493 the satrap of Lydia, Artaphernes, required the Ionian cities
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15 Of the Erythraeans:
Dicholeos son of Pedieus,

son of —anes,

son of Apollas,

Epicrates son of , Pythes son of Anacritus.

18 Ofthe Chians: Sostratus son of Clinias, Angeles
son of Hipponax, Ctesippus son of Euptolemus,
Phanon son of Hermomachus, Alexandrus son
of Hicesius.

21 Of the Clazomenians: Isthmermius son of
Theombrotus, Artemon son of Apollonius,
Athenagores son of Polyarchus, Zenis son of
Euandrus, Herogiton son of Anaxitimus.

25 Ofthe Lebedians: Nymphodorus son of Callias,
Aristippides son of

, Deiclus son of Apollo-
nius, Clinias son of Hegesion, Democrates son
of Ecdelus.

28 Of the Ephesians: Polycles son of Theodorus,
Pythoclides son of Dionysius, Euermus son of
Athenaeus, Euaeon son of Hermias, Theodor-
us son of Heraclides.

st The lawsuit having been undertaken by the
Milesians and Myesians, the witnesses having
witnessed for each party and the boundaries of
the land having been displayed, when the jurors
were about to judge the suit, the Myesians
abandoned the suit. The prodikastai wrote this
and gave it to the cities which were judging
the suit, to be a witness. When the Myesians
had abandoned the suit, Struses the satrap of
Ionia heard the Tonians’ jurors and made the
final decision that the land should belong to the
Milesians.

44 Prodikastar of the Milesians: Nymph— son of
——, Baton son of Diocl—, ———

to make treaties with one another providing for the settlement of disputes (Her. vi.
42.1). In the time of the Delian League Miletus had recovered sufficiently to be one
of the major Ionian cities in terms of tribute paid (commonly 5 tal.); Myus was one of
the cities granted to the exiled Athenian Themistocles by Persia (D.S. x1. 57. vii, Plut.
Them. 29. x1), but it appears in the tribute lists as a payer of 1 tal.

Now, at a time when Sparta was at war with the Persians on behalf of the Asiatic
Greeks but was not doing well, Miletus and Myus were sufficiently under Persian
influence to refer their dispute to King Artaxerxes I, and he delegated it to Struses,



74 16. ARBITRATION BETWEEN MILETUS AND MYUS, 391*388

presumably the man whom our literary sources call Struthas, the King’s chiliarch or
grand vizier, who between 391 and 388 was also satrap, probably of Lydia, not just of
‘Tonia’, and defeated and killed the Spartan Thibron m the Maeander valley (X. H.
V. Viil. 1719, V. 1. 6.)* Struses in turn arranged for the dispute to be heard by a jury of
fifty, comprising five men from each of the remaining states sharing in the Panionium
(the jurors from Phocaea, Teos, Colophon, Samos, and Priene will have been listed

* His authority over Ionia was what was relevant to this document: Lewis, Sparfa and Persia, 118-19 n. 75.
For Struses’ position see T. Petit, BCH cxii 1988, 307—22 at 309—12; a dillerent view S. Hornblower, CAH? vi.

77-8).

17
Athenian decree for Erythrae, shortly betore 386

Fragment of a stele found at Erythrae; now in the museum at Izmir. Phot. Belleten x1 1976, facing 570.
Attic-Tonic, with iota adscript omitted in . 5, the old o for ov in 1. 6, € for e in 1. 10; stoichedon 20.
S. Sahin, Belleten x1 1976, 565—71% SEG xxvi 1282. Trans. Harding 28A. See also K. Aikyo, Aeme xL1 1988, iii.
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For the relations of Erythrae, Pharnabazus, and Gonon after the battle of Cnidus
in 394 cf. 8. This decree must belong to the end of the period between ¢.390, when
Thrasybulus re-established an Athenian presence in the Aegean, and 386, when the
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beforel. 15). Before the jurors could vote, the representatives of Myus abandoned the
case: the prodikastar will be the advocates acting for Miletus, wh