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SLOBODAN DUSANIC

The Goxiov TV oixtorionv and Fourth-century Cyrene

As is well known, the document discussed in the present article was cited in the
sequel to a fourth-century Cyrenean decree;! the texts of both are reproduced here
in the form given by R. MEIGGS and D. LEwis, A Selection of Greek Historical In-
scriptions, Oxford 1969, no. 5:2

Oeds. TOxa dyadd
Adpic Batuxkeds fute: meol Gv Aéyovri Tol Onoaio[t]
KAevddpag Evduxdeds, dnwg & moig dpddTar wat 6 S[a]-
pog edtuyi 6 Kvpavaiov, drodopev toig Onpaiots t-
5 du mohitfiay xotd T ndrola, TG of TEdyovoL Emotnoav-
10, ot e Kvodvay xa[td]uEay Ofpoade xal ol év Ofoo [ué]-
vovteg, xodmg "Andrlov Edwxe Bértm xal Toig Onelat]-
o1g toig xatowiEact Kvodvav edtuysv duuévovtag to[is]
opniotg, T of medyovol Emoroavto adrol ot adTog, Gra

* A short version of this paper was read at the Seventh International Congress of
Greek and Latin Epigraphy at Constantza.

1 T have not seen the stone, which is preserved in the Museum of Cyrene. The main
editions are: G. OLIverio, RFIC 56, 1928, 222-232, T. X-XII (SEG 9, 3); F. CHAMOUX, Cy-
réne sous la monarchie des Battiades, Paris 1953, 105f.; MEicGs — Lewis, GHI 5;
S.FERrRI, Abh. Ak.Berlin, Phil.-hist. KI. 1925, no.S$,19-24, T.112 (editio princeps).—Cf. U.
VON WILAMOWITZ-MOELLENDORFF, ib. 38-40; A. FERRABINO, RFIC 56, 1928, 250-254; S.
FErRI, Historia 3,1929,289-396; S. A. ZEBELEV, C.R.Ac. URSS 1929,429; Ap. WILHELM,
Griechische Inschriften rechtlichen Inhalts, Athenae 1951,5-7; A. J. GRaHAM, JHS 80, 1960,
94-111; L. H. JEFFERY, Historia 10, 1961, 139-147; J. SEIBERT, Metropolis und Apoikie,
Diss. Wiirzburg 1963, 9-67; A. J. GrRaHAM, Colony and Mother City in Ancient Greece,
Manchester 1964, 27. 40. 224-226; J. H. OLIVER, Greek, Roman and Byzantine Studies 7,
1966, 25-29; V. P. YAILENKO, Vestnik drevnei istorii 1973, no. 2, 43-57. 68; W. GAWANT-
KA, Isopolitie, Miinchen 1975, 101-111. — Some minor contributions, which are not of
immediate interest for the historical problems analyzed here, are omitted from this list.

2 Cf.ib. 6f.: «Our text, like other recent texts, depends heavily on Oliverio, RF LVI
(1928) 224 £., but since he read letters not seen by others before or since, some caution is
necessary. We have had the benefit of notes by P. M. Fraser and have underlined readings
of importance which depend solely on Oliverio; these should probably rank higher than
mere restorations (cf. Fraser, Berytus, XII, 1956-8, 120 ff.).» — Following that in MEIGGS’
and Lewis’ GHI no. S, my apparatus criticus is reduced to the variants of importance; for
the earlier history of the text see OLIVERIO’s edition.
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Slobodan Du3anié

Tav drowrlav dréotedlov xotd Tav EnitaEwy 1 "And[A]-
hovog 10 *Apgyayéta: dyodds Ty, dedoydur Tin ddpw(i],
xozoapeivol Onoaiolg toap mohitiay xai 8y Kvodvay »[a]-
T6 adtd moieioBon 82 mdvrag Onoaiovg Tog Emdnuéfov]-
tag &y Kvpdvay 1ov adtov oxov Spmeg Tol dAlol mot-
& QErWOOV” %ol xaTACTANEY EG PUALY %ol dToav Eg De
évvija Erannag. xatayedgey 8¢ 160e 10 Yhgiopa v oTd[av]
huydivav, deuev tav otdhay &g 1o logdv neTEdLOV TO
*Andrdovos 1@ ITvdio, xatayedeey xal t0 Sgxiov &5 tav otdh[av],
10 ol oixtotHipeg &mowoavTo xatamheboavreg Advavde [ov]-
w Bdétrow Ofjpadey Kupdvavde. 16 %o dvéddopa to dén ég tlov A]-
dov § & Tay xataypopdy, of EmioTévreg &ni 105 dmoldyogs [«o]-
wedodwv dnod v *Andllwvog meogddwv- vacat

“Opnov TV  olxloThHoWV.
[£]100Ee tdu &xxdnolon: énel Andllov avtoudtiev Blat]-
Tt xal Oneatols drol[=iEa] Kvgdvav, 6giotov doxel Onloai]-
[o]ig dmomépmey &g Tav [A]dav Bérvop wev doxavétalv]
[t]e »al Booidfia, Eraigovg 82 tods Onoaiovg mAév: &xl td toafu x]-
ab T bpotol wAEV xatd TOV olxov, viov 88 Eva notuA[£]-
veobal. TOSAEEAQ [—c. 7-] #ai Tovg f)pdvras =al v [8A]-
M ov Bnoainy éksvﬁ_é% [8 %o M), mAév. of pév 8¢ na natéx[wv]-
TL TV olnloiay of drorxot, TV olxelwv 1oy varamiéov[ta]
totegov eig Aoy nol molriog xol Twaw medéy[ev]
xal yig 1ds GdeondTw dmohayxdvev: ai 8¢ no un xot[€x]-

@vTL Tdv oixoiav unde of Oneaioi wv duvdvrar Emuxov[oé]-
v, GAAG Gvaryran Gy OdvTL Ty &l mévte, éx Thic vas dmiufev]
adiémg Onoavde &rl v adTdy yoHuota 2ol Huew moAdT-
ag. 6 0 no un M ey dmootelhoioag thc mohog, davd[or]-
nog tévran %ol Td oRuoTa Eotm adtod dandaio. 6 Ot d-
0dexduevos 1 &dMtwv 1 matno viov 1| ddelpeds Gdeh-

peov wowoeital drep 6 uy Aéwv mhév. &nl Tovtols Sonia &~
otoavto ot te avtel wévovteg xal ol ahéovreg olxiEovre-

g ol Godg Enotfoavto Tog Tadta taefedvrag nal ur éu-
pévovrag § Tiv & Aol olxedvrov §) TOV adrel pev-
dvrwv. wnoivog mhdooavteg xohoo0g vaTénaloy Ena-
oedpevor whvtes ovvevdbvree xal dvdpeg wul yuvoix-

£ wal moideg nal mondloxor tou wh duuévovro Todtolg

101 Ooniolg GALG mapfedvra xatakeifeadal viv xal xa-
100V (omeQ TOG ®OA00OG, Xol adTOV %al yovov %ol 3o7)-
pota, Tolg 8 uuévolay tolTols Tolg Hoxiolg xal Toig
méoron #h APiov x[al] tloig wé]vorot v Ofoon ey mord-
a zol dyoda zot ad[tols xat yd]vors.
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2 fin. {nol) plerique. 11 [t® év Aehgoic] FERRI. 12 xotoveipar WILAMOWITZ. 20 Ofipade
edd., corr. FRASER. 28-30 xurak[é]’yem‘}ai t[e dnd TOV WV dndviwv] Tovg NPdvTag,
7ol TOV [(’i).[?»](ov Oneaiwv ghevdégog, [8 xa Afi], mhév OLIVERIO; xnatah[é]lyeodon
T[® olznw &xdotw, mAdv 2] tovg NPdvrag WILHELM; xatal[é]|yeodar t@[v 8¢ dotdv
whev (vel megroinwv) Exatdv] Tovg NP®dVTAg %ol T@v [EA[A?]ov Oneainv Eheviigog Exatov
ahév JEFFERY (cf. Bull. ép. 1962, 364); xatul[é]!'\{am‘}m @ [oirw éxdotw, Exatov adlrols,
NBdvTag, xol tdv [Er|A]ov Oneoiwy Ehevdégog [8 %o Mit] hév OLIVER (cf. Bull. ép. 1967,
677). All these restorations conflict with FRASER’s reading of 1.29 med.,? and must be set
aside, like YAILENKO’s suggestion tog 8¢ 2h[evdégoc vidg] zal Tovg MPdVTAS %ol TGOV
[xo’)]g]mv Onoaiwv revdégog [vdoag] mhév, which i.a. does not take into account the
rest of a round letter seen by FRASER after A (2A[#évrag vidg]? A. G. WOODHEAD, apud
YAILENKO). Perhaps tog 8¢ &vo[ixedvrag) (see below, text to notes 89-91). 30 d¢ del.
SEIBERT. 33 &d[&]otew WILAMOWITZ. 35 &y d®vti, SEIBERT, replacing the comma which is
generally put after néve.

The authenticity of the 8oxiwov, denied by its first editors and commentators, has
been defended, with some qualifications, by several scholars (A. J. GRaHAM, L. J.
JEFFERY, J. SEIBERT, V. P. YAILENKO) and accepted in such an authoritative publi-
cation as MEIGGSs — LeEwis, Greek Historical Inscriptions.? The editors of the se-
lection, commenting upon that matter, stated that «we are faced with a problem
of distinguishing between authenticity of form and authenticity of content
similar to that we meet in the Decree of Themistocles». Their conclusion that
the content of the horkion is genuine and the form partially modified through
«a long and complex moulding» of the original seventh-century document well
summarizes the prevailing attitude as to this most interesting text.> Our under-
standing of the horkion undoubtedly owes much to the analyses which sought
to establish its genuineness — especially to GRAHAM’s fine study of 1960 — but the
thesis of its being apocryphal still remains uncontroverted.

Though it is difficult, when discussing the authenticity of a text, to separate

3 Professor P. M. FRASER has been so kind as to examine for me his squeeze of the
inscription. He has found that «the space betweenTo= and TOYS is about 15 letters» and,
the middle of the line being «quite illegible» on the squeeze, that the letters as printed
in MEIGGS and LEWwIs cannot be improved on (cf. below, note 91).

4 Op. cit., pp. 8f.

5 See, beside the works of GRAHAM, JEFFERY, SEIBERT (who accepts as genuine the lines
26-31, 34-44, 49-51), OLIVER, YAILENKO (who accepts only the lines 26-30, 37-40), and
GAWANTKA, cited in my note 1, also H. VoLkMANN, Der Kleine Pauly 3 (1969) 410; A. J.
GRAHAM —B. H. WARMINGTON, Oxfd. Class. Dict.2 (1970) 307; R. WERNER, Chiron 1, 1971,
63 n. 149; R. J. Lirt™MAN, The Greek Experiment, London 1974, 60, et al. — An important
exception is H.BENGTSON’s Griechische Geschichte,® Miinchen 1977, 99f. with n.8
(«nicht authentisch»).
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the formal aspect from that relating to its content,® it would not be impossible,
perhaps, to accept the seventh-century origin of the horkion, notwithstanding
some later traits in its style” and vocabulary® and two of its factual anachronisms,
Kugdvay (1. 25) and Bérron (Il. 24 f., cf. 26); instead of these latter, the original
document would have given, certainly, Libya® and, probably, Aristoteles (or
even Grinnus)!® as emphasized by A. FErrapiNo and F. voN HILLER,!! and re-
peated by many others. For, some modernizing of the decree’s language could
be expected to have taken place in the times preceding its reproduction in the
fourth century,!? and, on the other hand, the historically scrupulous precision
as to the destination of the colony and the name of its oecist may not have been
considered indispensable.!® The institutions and circumstances alluded to in the
text, however, present quite a different case.

Admittedly, an analysis of the realities reflected in the horkion is made rather
complex by the virtual absence of comparative documentary material dating
from the latter part of the seventh century,’ the epoch of the founding of
Cyrene (c. 630 B. C.).1% But our knowledge of the archaic Greek society and,
more specifically, the Dorian one, is sufficient to show that several elements in
the content of the document are incompatible with a seventh-century situation,
viz. (1) dwxdnola, 1. 24, (2) éxl ta loalt z]ol Tdr ouwoiay, 11.27f., (3) the quali-
fication v [&AL]ov Onoaimv hevdégog, 1. 29f., (4) mohtiog. .. medéy[ev],
1. 32, (5) the clause on the ¥w mévte, 1. 33-37, (6) xonuata Eotw... daudoua,
1. 38, and (7) the éoai, 11. 40 ff.1¢ Except for (3) and (6) all of these were pointed
out in the previous research,!” though the scholars who are inclined to dismiss

¢ Against the notion of «relative authenticity» (which, in the present case, correlates
with SEIBERT’s distinction between the «Echtheit» and «Authentizitit» of a document
[op. cit., 231]) see e. g. J. et L. ROBERT, Bull. ép. 1969, 243.

7 Which is, generally, more developed than it is expected in a seventh-century in-
scription. See below, IIL

8 Notably, the formulae with [¥]00Ee (1. 24), &nei (1. 25) and 6gioTov doxel (1. 26), and
the words d8éonotog (l. 34) and davé[oi]uog (1. 38), are unlikely to have been in usage be-
fore the fourth century. Cf. GRAHAM, loc. cit., 103-109; SEIBERT, op. cit., 24 ff.

9 Cf. Hdt. 4, 153. 156.

10 Cf, Pind. Pyth. 5, 87; Hdt. 4, 150. 155.

11 FERRABINO, loc. cit., 250; v. HILLER, RE § A (1934) 2292 f.

12 GRAHAM, loc. cit., 110, adduces the Great Rhetra as an «illuminating parallel» in that
connection. '

13 Cf. for the analogous simplification Hdt. 4, 153 (Battus) and 156,2 (Battus and Cy-
rene). )

14 Cf. GRAHAM, loc. cit., 95 («the obvious and normal arguments from analogy are de-
nied to scholars»), 103.

15 CHAMOUX, op. cit., 120 ff. (p. 124: «aux environs de 631 av. J.-C.»; the first departure
of the colonists fell c. 639).

16 T omit the points whose authenticity cannot as yet be refuted with certainty (such
as the provision of 1l. 37f.: $avd[oi]pog Tévrar).

17 See for (1) WiLaMowITz, loc. cit., 39, and SEIBERT, op. cit., 26 ff.; for (2), the reserves
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the whole of the document as a forgery have never subjected it to systematic
criticism. Their opponents, on the other hand, have found the doubts as to the
genuineness of the points just listed either unnecessary or irrelevant to the kernel
of the problem, being allegedly concerned with those parts of the text which
belong to a later re-edition of the Theraean decree, not its original redaction.18
A brief reconsideration of these questions cannot be avoided, therefore.

(1) It is impossible to adhere to the popular view that the sanction formula
69’ EFade moh of the Dreros inscription (roughly contemgporary with the founda-
tion of Cyrene)'® provides a satisfactory parallel for the horkion’s [£]80Ee Tdr
dwndnotoy, a parallel which opens up the possibility of admitting, if not proving,
the authenticity of 1. 24 of the Cyrenean document. The polis of the Dreros law
naturally means the whole community, of which the assembly represented
neither the only nor the most important organ. The idea of identifying the
noh with tols Apnoloiws as representing the assembly of the citizens?? is anachro-
nistic; such a degree of political cohesion could not have been attained as yet in
archaic Greece,?! and the seventh-century Theraeans must have been a compound
wherein the assembly had, beside and above itself, the king?? and a council of
some sort.?? This may be seen rather clearly from the Lycurgan Rhetra, which
speaks first of the tribal units of the community, next of its gerousia and the
kings, and then only of the apella.2*

(2) As GrRaHAM has already put it, the phrase on fair and equal terms® «raises
the questions whether this equality is in place in a colonial expedition of the
seventh century and whether this formula would have been used to express it».
That scholar inclines to the affirmative answer on both the questions, though he
frankly admits that there is «no evidence from early colonies which shows that
lots were equal». In my opinion, evidence of that kind is quite unlikely to appear

of GraxAM, loc. cit., 108; for (4), SEIBERT, op. cit., 38—43, and YAILENKO, loc. cit., 51f.;
for (5), SEIBERT, op. cit., 45-49, and YAILENKO, loc. cit., 52; for (7), the critical remarks by
A.D. Nock, Archiv f. Religionswiss. 24, 1926, 172 f., GAWANTKA, op. cit., 102 ff., and SEi-
BERT, Op. cit., 511f.

18 See GRAHAM, loc. cit., 104 f. (on [1]), 106 ([4]), 108 ([2]), 109 ([7]); SEIBERT, op. cit.,
35 £. ([2]); MEIGGS — LEWIS, op. cit., p. 8 ([5] and [7]); YAILENKO, loc. cit., 55 ff. ([3]), 57
(12D)-

19 Mrices-LeEwis, GHI 2, 11. 1f.

20 GrRAHAM, loc. cit., 105, referring to P. DEMARGNE — H. vAN EFFENTERRE, BCH 61,
1937, 342.

21 Cf. V. EHRENBERG, Polis und Imperium, Ziirich-Stuttgart 1965, 98f.; M. WORRLE,
Gnomon 1967, 521.

22 CHAMOUX, op. cit., 110, stresses justly the absence of a reference to the Theraean
ruler in the context.

23 Tb. 214.

24 Plut. Lyc. 6. Cf. EHRENBERG, op. cit., 170f.

25 Jts earliest attestation known so far is Inscr. Cret. 4,72, 1. 2 (c. 450 B. C.).
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in any pre-democratic polis (and both Thera and Cyrene must have been vir-
tually such until the later sixth century if not longer26) for the lots of at least
the king?” and the nobles?® must have been greater than the other lots and, on
the social level, some of the differences existing in the mother city should have
been retained, like those between the éotol and meplowol in the case of Thera and
Cyrene.??

(3) The anachronism of the expression t@v [dAA]wv Onoatwv ghevdégog might
seem to concern the terminology of the document more than its institutional
essence if it did not go together with other anachronisms of a political character
(cf. below, IT) dealt with under my entries (1), (2) and (6). Namely, the mention
of the «ree Theraeans> implies the occurrence of some <unfree Theraeans>; that
notion, whether referring to the slaves or the serfs would have sounded con-
tradictory in the seventh century as the unfree could not have been labelled
Theraeans at all, regardless of the place where they lived. The expression probably
alluded to the Theraean perioeci (cf. the restoration of 1. 29 offered here, II) and
even they, strictly taken, were not Theraeans; no wonder that Herodotus calls
the (descendants of the) Theraean astoi and (of) the inhabitants of their perioecis
simply @nopaiot xai mepiowxo.3

(4) The concept of molrelo is abstract enough to be hardly compatible with
the archaic society. We should not regard its being attested for the first time in
Herodotus (9, 34) as a mere chance?! — one would otherwise expect to find it,
perhaps, in Solon’s poems — for its birth or, better, its evolution toward the ab-
stract meaning of <citizenship> obviously had something to do with the age of the
sophists.32 There is, in the epigraphical field, a clear sign of the modernity of that
notion:3® Greek formulae for the award of citizenship had read elvar adtov
’Admvoiov (or another ethnic) — a variant term has been givay odtdv morizny — down

26 Cf. Aristot. Pol. 4, 3, p. 1290 b12.

%7 For the Battiad tepévn (comparable to the teuévn of the Spartan kings) see Hdt. 4,
161.

28 Corresponding to the Spartans centred at gerousia (EHRENBERG, op. cit., 213); that
these possessed more than simple kleroi is a natural assumption (ib. 181). — Cf. the occur-
rence of gamoroi in (early) Syracuse (Hdt. 7, 155), another Dorian colony.

» See the next note. — In some colonies (e. g. Leontini), the social discrimination pro-
voked political struggles and the rise of tyranny not later than the beginning of the sixth
century. ‘

30 4,161 (cf. JeFFERY, loc. cit., 142f., for a conclusive interpretation of that contro-
versial passage). — An analogous distinction may be observed between the Spartiatai and
their perioikoi (EHRENBERG, op. cit., 188 f. 216 £.).

31 Thus GRAHAM, loc. cit., 106.

32 Cf. F. JacoBy, FGrHist 328 F 119 comm. (p. 474 with n. 49).

33 Duly pointed out by SEIBERT, op. cit., 41. That scholar also reminds us that it would
be illogical for an oligarchical metropolis to plan a colony whose citizens would all have a
share in the tyadl.



The 8gniov T@v olnothowv and Fourih-century Cyrene 61

to a rather late date (in the thirties or twenties of the third century, for
Athens) when it was superseded by the 8800801 adtdL mohiteiov.?4

(5) To judge from the sacral character of the Theraeans undertaking of c. 639 as
described by Herodotus3s — something close to a ver sacrum expedition3® — it is
difficult to believe that any possibility of the colonists’ return was foreseen.3?
The rough reaction of the metropolis to their actual attempt to do so (shortly
after their first arrival in Libya) seems to corroborate such a conclusion.3® No
satisfactory parallel for the clause in the lines 33 ff. of the horkion may be found
in the Eastern Locrians’ law relative to the Locrian settlement at Naupactus (?),3?
for the latter, issued under more favourable conditions and at a later date, posits
no time limit for the return of the éxiFowxoi. In fact, the term of five years
prescribed in 1. 35, suspect in itself, seems to have been tendentiously chosen to
justify the Theraean refusal mentioned by Herodotus, 4, 156, to accept their colo-
nists after the initial failure.#! The same conciliatory tendency appears in 1l. 34 f.,
undt of @noailol wwv duvdvrar Emnov[gélv, where some help of the mother city
to the future Cyreneans is promised, which, in reality, has neither been recorded
nor is likely to have taken place under the circumstances.*?

(6) There is a reason to contest the authenticity of the confiscation formula
too.#3 It remains uncertain whether the adjective doudoiog could have been em-
ployed at such an early date to denote something belonging to the whole polis
— for instance, we do not know whether the Spartan damos was held a broad
enough notion to include the Spartan gerousia or not** — but it is beyond any

34 M. ]J. OSBORNE, BSA 67,1972, 144-157.

35 The detail on the representation by families (4,153: &dehgedv 1e &’ &dehgeod
[emended &dehgpedv by LEGRAND, &{vt)’ &dehpsold by WILHELM]) is especially charac-
teristic in this respect.

36 Cf.P. RoussiL, REG 49, 1936, p. XLII; YAILENKO, loc. cit., 54. Though the custom
has something typically Italian, there is no need to doubt (with W.EisenHuT, RE 8 A, -
1955, 911 £.) the existence of its Greek counterpart.

37 Be it noted that the unusual ai pév 8¢ »o (instead of oi pév xa), 1. 30, suggests that
the lines 30-31 must have represented a secondary insertion made with a (cursory) re-
ference to the parallel clause in 1. 33f. (SEIBERT, op. cit., 44). That circumstance, if not
fatal for the hypothesis of authenticity of 1l. 33f., tends to lower our confidence in the
scrupulosity of the redactor, rather than the engraver, of the document.

38 Hdt. 4, 156. Cf. FERR], loc. cit., 20 with n. 2; YAILENKO, loc. cit., 68.

30 Adduced by MEiGGs and LEwis ad loc.

4 Tb. no. 20 («[?] 500-475 B. C.»), 1L 6 f.

4 As justly assumed by YAILENKoO, loc. cit. Cf. SEIBERT, op. cit., 48, for the emphatic
adrétwg; GAWANTKA, op. cit., 104 f.

42 Cf. FErnry, loc. cit., 20 with n. 2.

43 Cf. SEIBERT, op. cit., 50 n.1: «An dieser Bestimmung ist nicht zu zweifeln, obwohl
diese Formel erst in spiterer Zeit vorkommt: IG12 10,32. . .»

44 See e.g. EHRENBERG, op.cit,, 211ff. The special relation (visible i.a. through the
wording of the Rhetra and its rider) between the Spartan Council and the damos was
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doubt that it did not cover the sacred property: & fepd and té dnudoww were
constant complements. Now, with regard to the importance of the affair in
question and to its religious colouring, one would expect the confiscated goods,
partially*® or wholly,* to be promised to a god.4” In a similar context, the Pappa-
dakis bronze prescribes, it is true, only yeéuata dapevdodov;*® however, that
document does not provide a useful analogy for the horkion’s line 38, being
some three generations later than the enterprise of c. 639 and originating from
a state which was already at an advanced stage of the evolution of an aristocracy
into a democracy.*® In a monarchical polis like Thera of the seventh century the
process of secularization of the priestly sector of the community and its lands
must have been particularly slow;5® in the Locrian settlement, on the contrary,
the general belief that the sacred domains should be at the disposal of the entire
population had become so strong! that the Pappadakis bronze could regulate
the division and something like a sale of the teuévn among the settlers of the
“YMa and Avonagio.??

(7) J. SEIBERT’s discussion®® of the lines 40 ff. has shown, beyond any doubt
to me, that the ceremony of cursing described there purported to represent the
«oath> spoken of in 1. 23 and passim.5* It contains two points at least revealing
its apocryphal character’s: the participation of women and girls, who otherwise
had nothing to do with an oath sanctioning a political agreement,’® and the
magical act «altogether different from the symbolical acts which often accom-

maintained thanks primarily to the Council’s close link to the kings and its (originally) re-
ligious character (cf. EHRENBERG, The Greek State?, London 1969, 61f£.).

4 Cf. e. g. MEIGGS-LEWIS, op. cit., no.49 (Athenian colony at Brea, c.445B.C.), 1L
24f.

4 Cf.e. g.ib. no.32 (Halicarnassian law concerning the disputed property, [?] 465-
450 B.C.), 1. 35 f.

47 See in general G.BusoLt, Griechische Staatskunde, I, Miinchen 1920, 522f.

48 MEIGGS-LEWIS, op. cit., no. 13 ([?] 525-500 B. C.), 1. 12.

49 Cf.ib. p. 25.

50 Cf. the competence for the teuévn, royal and those of temples, of the Cyrenean king,
Hdt. 4, 161.

51 Perhaps as a result of the otevoxwoto in the infertile territory of Locris.

52 L1 1-3 (cf. MEIGGS-LEWIS, op. cit., p. 25). The problem of the sale alluded to in rider
B has been dealt with in another paper of mine, BCH 1978 (forthcoming).

5 Op. cit., S11f.

5 The alternative translation of the horkion by «agreement» (GRAHAM, loc. cit., 103 f.;
MEIGGS-LEWIS, op. cit., p. 7) must be abandoned (SEIBERT, op. cit., 62 ff; YAILENKO, loc.
cit., 44); it was provoked by the unjustified belief that the inscription contains «no oath
recorded as such».

5 Not to speak of its language and the form of its redaction, cf. GRAHAM, loc. cit., 109,
and MEIGGS-LEWIS, op. cit., p. 8. See below, IIL

56 SEIBERT, op. cit., 52 f.; cf. GAWANTKA, op. cit., 105 n. 31.
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pany an oath».57 In fact, though the burning of wax images was rather practised
in the Greece of the fourth century B. C., to become a wide-spread phenomenon
in later times, it seems that such magic was not Greek in its origin; its early popu-
larity in Egypt®® suggests an Egyptian custom adopted by the Cyreneans and
other Greeks (mainly through Cyrene?) in the post-archaic epoch only.
According to the foregoing analysis, the entire horkion displays anachronisms
and inaccuracies which make it an apocryphal document as a whole. In fact, the
partisans of the hypothesis of authenticity had very little to quote in support of
their views. The substance of the decree could have been constructed, easily
enough, from Herodotus 4, 150 ff.5® The elements not to be found in Herodotus
are either manifest forgeries ([1], [2], [3], 1l. 30-37 with [4] - [61,8°[7]) which do
not archaize much, with the exception of the magic of the arai, or borrowings
from also popular authors, Pindar®® and Homer (?).92 The only detail to contain
an improvement upon the Herodotean version, dgyovéta[v tle »oi Bocdije, 1l
26 f., corresponding to the Ionic fyspubva xal Baciréo of Herodotus (4, 153),3
has no probative force as the usage doxayétug <the leader of a colonial ex-

57 Nock, loc. cit.

38 R.BULL - E. MOSER, RE Suppl. 13 (1973) 1361 f.

% 4,153 in the first place. The virtual agreement between the two texts has been de-
monstrated by GRAHAM, loc. cit., 111, and SEIBERT, op. cit., 64 ff.; on the discordant points
adduced by them as proving allegedly the reliability of the document (cf. SEIBERT, op.
cit., 64 f.: «Aber die Tatsache, dafl Herodots Dekret die Bestimmung iiber die Freiwilligen
nicht enthilt, viel kiirzer ist als das §gxwov und zudem die Bestimmung der Wahl durch
Los enthilt, macht es... unwahrscheinlich, daff unser 8pxiov nach Herodot verfaflt
wurde») see below. — The problem, much debated previously, of whether it reflects the
Theraean (Hdt. 4,150-153) or Cyrenean (Hdt. 4,153-156, 2) tradition of the foundation of
the colony must be set aside if we condemn the whole of the horkion as a fourth-century
forgery. On the other hand, I agree with SEIBERT, op. cit., 61-63, that the usage of the
plural 8gxa and the singular 8gxiov in the inscription was intended to be distinctive,
with the singular meaning the «oath of the (future) Cyreneans»; this last circumstance
accords with the thesis that we are dealing with an apocryphal text addressed to the Cy-
reneans.

0 The lines 32f. paraphrase, very probably, another passage of Herodotus (4, 145.4),
cf. SEIBERT, op. cit., 43; YAILENKO, loc. cit., 51.

61 AdtoudniEev (L. 24), cf. adtondte %eréde (Pind. Pyth. 4, 107). See H. W. PARKE, JHS
82,1962, 146.

62 “Etaigovg (l. 27). GRAHAM, loc. cit., 108 f., rightly prefers to see in these the Homeric
étaigol «the band of close companions of a lord» rather than «the members of the hetai-
reiai» (cf. SEIBERT, op. cit., 35; MEIGGS-LEWIS, op. cit., p. 7, seem to adopt the latter alter-
native). Though the matter is far from certain, it is more attractive to attribute some of
the <aeolisms> of the inscription and, especially, the Toiou of 1. 49, to the influence of the
epic than to regard them (with WiLamowitz, loc. cit., 39) as a feature of the (composite)
Cyrenean dialect. Cf. G. DEvoTo, RFIC 56, 1928, 379-381 ([on the «gruppo #s» in
Cyrenean] «I’<eolismo» letterario ¢ una concezione ormai superata»). 383. 403.

63 See GRAHAM, loc. cit., 108 (against WiLamMowITZ, loc. cit., 39).
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pedition> was of the commonest.% On the other hand, the document’s omission
of the Herodotean méhg Aaydvro (loc. cit.), the emphasis on the oixog (l. 28)%5
and the provision for volunteers (Il. 29 {.) cannot indicate an informant both
reliable and independent of the account of the father of history since these cha-
racteristics must have been due to a political tendency perceptible throughout
the horkion. That tendency definitely proves that we are dealing with a forged
document, and gives a clue to divining its authors and its context, historical
and theoretical ¢

8 For the other Cyrenean inscriptions mentioning Apollo Archagetas and Battos Archa-
getas see SEG 9,7 (1. 26); 72 (1. 22). Cf. Pind. Pyth. 5, 60. 93.

% GRAHAM, loc. cit., 98 f. and 111, suggests that the horkion’s xaté TOv oixov represents
merely a different formulation for the Herodotean &dshgedv te 4’ Gdehgeol méumery
(above, n. 35). However, the equation holds only partially. GRAHAM has noted (loc. cit., 98
n. 14) that the wording of 1. 28 med. is somewhat unusual, rejected OLIVERIO’s and CHa-
MOUX’s translations and proposed tentatively his own, «according to house (family)»
(the meaning of naté listed in LS]s. IV), which is too vague. One expects, naturally, a
distributive #até; the singular (which induced GrauAaM to abandon the translation «by
family») and the article show us that the oixzog is used here generically, «by the house-
hold». That usage, contrasting with the normal xat’ oizovg, emphasized that no simple
households were in question but those forming a unit in the tribal system and entitling
their members to certain rights. See below, notes 85 and 91.

% No consent has been reached so far as to the precise date, source and circumstances
of the publication of the horkion (see below, III). Several possibilities have been proposed
or envisaged by several scholars but criticized ably by GRAHAM, loc. cit., 100 ff.: a modified
reedition (c. 400 B. C.), due to Apollo’s priest in Cyrene, of the original document (SEI-
BERT, op.cit., 60f. n.1.65-67, who notes [cf. p.21] that it is uncertain whether our
marble stele was really made of white marble, as prescribed by 1I. 16 f. If not, he allows
for two explanations: (1), «daf gleichzeitig mehrere Kopien angefertigt wurden und nur
bei einer die Bestimmung eingehalten wurde, wihrend uns eine andere iiberkommen ist»,
and (2), «dafS diese Inschrift in spiterer Zeit nochmals abgeschrieben wurde [our copy]».
SEIBERT prefers the latter alternative; however, in view of the propaganda purpose of the
horkion the former seems more attractive); a fourth century copy from a Cyrenean chro-
nicle (JEFFERY, loc. cit., 142; cf. CHAMOUX, op. cit., 111) or a construction from a local ktisis
epic (cf. JEFFERY, loc. cit., 142); a fourth-century excerpt from a Theran narrative source
of VI-V century, based upon the original document which was adapted to support the
Theraeans’ economic «interests in their rich step-daughter Cyrene» (YAILENKO, loc. cit.,
521. 68); a political forgery comparable to the xtioic Mayvnotag, IvM 20 (WILAMOWITZ,
loc. cit.); an act of ¢.331B. C. to be connected with the agreement (cf. Diod. 17,49, 2 £)
between Alexander and Cyrene (ZEBELEV, loc. cit.). — GAWANTKA, who concludes con-
vincingly that «die Auffassung, wenigstens ein Kolonialverhiltnis sei eine latente Isopoli-
tie. .., nicht unmittelbar oder mittelbar bis in die grofle Kolonisationsepoche zuriick-
reichte, sondern eine Konstruktion darstellt, die erst im 4. Jahrhundert entstanden ist»,
sees in our inscription «ein[en] ganz normale[n] (kaum im Bereich der Realpolitik anzu-
siedelnde[n]) Fall von Isopolitie . . ., die dazu dienen sollte, in leicht romantischer Weise an
die Vergangenheit der Griindungszeit anzukniipfen, nimlich so als ob bisher nichts ge-
schehen wire und man miteinander (Thera and the colonists) auf bestem Fufle stiinde»
(op. cit., 107 ., note 111). Cf. below, nn. 86, 147.
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I

The internal conflicts of the Cyreneans in the earlier fourth century are in-
adequately known. There are, though, two pieces of information which throw
some light on that matter. Aristotle’s Politics> records an aristocratic coup
d’état against a radical democracy in Cyrene.®” No date is given there but the
event must have fallen after — in all probability, not immediately after — the in-
stitution of the Cyrenean democracy c. 440 B. C. The coup is usually put now
at ¢. 401 B. C. (cf. Diod. 14, 34, 4-6),8 though a date in the fourth century can-
not be excluded. Another note in the Politics, attesting to a reform of the
Cyrenean political structure in the Cleisthenic sense,®® may also allude to an
extremely democratic régime in fourth-century Cyrene;?® however, it seems
more likely that it describes the same change of 440 B. C.”* Notwithstanding the
chronological uncertainties, the two Aristotelian notes are of interest for the
fourth-century history of Cyrene in so far as the social difficulties mentioned
therein, interrelated as they were,” must have lasted throughout that century:
the tension between the oligarchs and democrats, and the political monopoly of
the exclusive tribal units, or their aspirations to it. The position of these units,
namely, reflected the specific history of the city’s population, with its layers of
unequal merits and civic rights (original settlers from Thera, astoi and perioikoi;
several strata of the epioikoi; descendants from marriages with the natives).”
The relevance of both the problems is illustrated by the civil war of the late
320’s, in which Cyrenean differences of wealth as well as of origin were in play.”!

87 6,4, p. 1319 b 11ff.: eiddact pév olv oi dnuaywyol ravaoxcvdtey otitw, del pévror
wooohapfdvery péxor dv dmegreivn td mAfidoc tdV yvwelnwy xal T@V péowv, xai todTou
wn wéoa moofaiverv: dnepfdAiovieg yao draxtotéoav te mowoiiot ThHv moliteiay, xal Tovg
yvooipnovg mdg TO yahendg Umopévery TV dnuoxpatiav magoEldvovor udrhov, dme
ouvéfn Tiis oTdoews ailtiov yevéodau el Kuonvnv.

% R. WEIL, Aristote et histoire. Essai sur la «Politique», Paris 1960, 287.

0 6,4, p. 1319 b 19f.: ¥t 82 »al T TOLOTTO XOTACREVACUATE XQAOLUE QIS TV dnpo-
zgatiav THv TowwdTny, oig Khewodévng e *Advnow Exoncuto Povhduevos adEfoar T
dnuoxgatiav, xai megl Kvofvny ol 1ov dfjpov xadiotévies. guhal te yao Eregor mowmtéan
ahelovg xal poatoiat, xal td Tdv dlwv leodv cuvaxntéov eig dAlya %ol ®owvd, xal mévro
gopiotéov drmwg Gv dtu uwbhota avapsyddor mhvres GAAfhois, oi 8¢ cuvhdelon dio-
Cevyddow ail mebdTeQov.

70 BrRoHOLM, RE 12 (1924) 162.

1 WEIL, op. cit., 287 with n. 205.

72 An exaggerated increase of the civic body was probably among the reasons for the
stasis mentioned at 1319 b 17, cf. ib. 6-11.

73 The status and mutual relations of these categories of the Cyrenean population had
become a political problem rather eatly, for the most part by the middle of the sixth cen-
tury (Hdt. 4, 161, cf. CaaMOUX, op. cit., 138 ff. 221 ff.; JEFFERY, loc. cit., 142 [cf. above,
n. 23]). .

7 Diod. 18,19f.; FGrHist 156 F 9, 17 f.; FGrHist 239 F 11 etc. Cf. F. TAGER, Hermes 64,
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It came to an end through the intervention, in 322 (?) B.C., of Ptolemy I,
whose Sidyoauua, issued immediately after, gave the Cyreneans a constitution
of compromise.” Replacing a full oligarchy, the new régime was very mode-
rately oligarchical; furthermore, it extended the citizenship to include the pre-
vious zmudrtar of the Cyreneans and even the sons of Cyreneans and Libic
women.”®

Now, it is natural to assume that the political leaders in fourth-century Cy-
rene — as elsewhere, notably in Athens — tended to make some use of the early
history of their city to popularize their programmes. A fragment from the
ABural fotopiar of Menecles of Barka (I century B. C.), explaining the colonial
enterprise of Aristoteles-Battus as a result of political struggles in Thera, not of
the circumstances described by Herodotus, confirms this,”” though the birth of
Menecles’ version cannot be ascribed with complete certainty to the epoch we
are concerned with.” Actually, our inscription shows that the political propa-
ganda in Cyrene had dealt with the story of the foundation of the city much
earlier than Menecles — palaeographically, it belongs to the first half or the
middle of the fourth century?™ — and helps us to understand the conditions un-
der which the Herodotean xtioig account had to be reshaped in two directions
at least, represented by the borkion and the ultimate source of Menecles’ frag-
ment 6 respectively. In the light of what was said in the previous paragraph,
those conditions must have been such as to demand, in the opinion of the author
of the horkion, a political régime both moderately democratic and favourable
to the unity of the several strata of the Cyrenean population.

The democratic inspiration of the forger — and one should not forget that
he was in the service of a democratic régime (1. 11) — found its clearest expression in
the anachronism &ni téu tooft ®x]al T 6uotor (2). Referring only to the éxxn-
oto, the formula of sanction has the same meaning approximately (1), for the
assembly was generally held to be the democratic organ xat’ £Eoxv.®* It is pos-

1929, 453-455; J. SE1BERT, Untersuchungen zur Geschichte Ptolemaios’ I, Miinchen 1969,
91-95. 108-110.

75 SEG 9,1 (on the date, controversial for a long time [below, n. 102], see A. LARONDE,
REG 85, 1972, pp. XIII£); cf. P. M. FRASER, Berytus 12, 1956-8, 120-128.

% SEG9,1,11. 2 ff. 6 ff.

77 FGrHist 270 F 6 (with comm.). Obviously a modernization, cf. BRonoLMm, RE 12, 158,
and YAILENKO, loc. cit., 54 (for a different view see CHAMOUX, op. cit., 112 ff.).

78 YAILENKO, loc. cit., 54, dates it, without arguments or probability, to the Hellenistic
period. ‘

7 The attribution by FERRI, OLIVERIO and CHAMOUX; according to some (cf. GRAHAM,
loc. cit., 100 with n. 22) even a date in Alexander the Great’s reign must be allowed for.
In a letter, Professor P. M. FRASER has kindly informed me that «the middle of the fourth
century seems to be about right> and that «the later fourth century seems excluded».

80 Aristot. Pol. 4, 14, p. 1298 a 13. 30. Cf. e. g. BUSOLT, op. cit., 311 ff. The occurrence of
an ekklesia in fourth-century Thera (IG XII 3, Suppl. 1289, L. §) is rightly attributed to a
democratic régime adhering to the Athenian Maritime League (cf. below, nn. 134, 144).
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sible that the term ypfjpoto ... dopdow (6), improbable in the seventh century,
had also had propaganda value, though an untendentious anachronism should
not be ruled out. On the other hand, the forger’s political moderation has left
less visible traces only. His silence as to the method of appointment of the colo-
nists (by lot, according to Herodotus, who was obviously right) would have
been due to his disinclination for that trait of radical democracy.8! An analogous
tendency may be sought in the formulation of 1. 28, where the xotd OV oixov,
in a rather strange construction,8® replaces the Herodotean &dehqedv ve &’
&dehpeot®® and smooths the omission of the number of Battus’ men, a number
which was probably mentioned in the original decree.8% Though the matter can-
not be ascertained, it seems that the xotd tov oixov was intended to defend,
given the authority and the character of the document, the aristocratic families
and their cults endangered by the consequences of the Cyrenean revolution spo-
ken of in Aristotle’s <Politics> (supra, note 69).85

Second, the elements aiming at the cohesion of the free population of different
origins. One of them is quite obviously the grant of equal citizenship to the
Theraeans, which was of immediate benefit to those resident in Cyrene at the mo-
ment of passing of Damis’ decree (1.4 ff.);8¢ though not attested,®” the presence

81 Cf. Aristot. Pol. 4, 9, p. 1294 b 8. See also BusoLT, op. cit., 315. 367. 468 {.

82 See above, note 65, and below, note 85.

83 Above, note 35. Cf. OLIVER, loc. cit., 28f.

84 QLIVER, loc. cit., 25 f.

85 Obviously, these oixoL may be labelled as aristocratic (oligarchic) only from the per-
spective of the fourth century; in the seventh, the distinction had to be simpler: the
members of the Theraean tribal system (of which the oixog represented the smallest unit,
cf. for a similar structure R. F. WiLLETTS, The Law Code of Gortyn, Berlin 1967, 11 f.)
were citizens, others not, even if personally free. In Crete, that distinction gave rise to
the term and category of dnézaigol, who seem to have included or matched the mepiowor
(WILLETTS, op.cit., 12f., cf. WORRLE, loc. cit., 520). Judging from the generic usage of
the oixog in 1. 28 (cf. above, n. 65), the author of the horkion should have had some know-
ledge of the social importance of the ancient <amilies,, which must have contributed,
through the specific history of the Cyrenean population, to the inequalities characteristic
of the fourth century. With regard to the similarity or identity of status between the
perioikoi and those not belonging to the «families>, the forger was able, it seems, to imply
an (historically defective) antithesis, which is both social and lingual: the members of the
oinor (= &yo[wéovteg] [?], 1. 29) versus the other free Theraeans (Il. 29.f) (= regrowéovteg
[unexpressed, see below, n.91]). — On the other hand, one may hardly doubt that the
measure recorded by Aristotle (above, n. 69) was intended to destroy the aristocratic gene/
hetaireiai (cf. SEIBERT, op. cit., 20f. n. 1); even fractions of clans will have been affected,
because of their importance for the genos and the patra as a whole. However, it is not
probable that the author of the horkion wished to save the social privileges of such
families>; rather, by defending them from maltreatment and expulsions, he endeavoured
to keep them in their country (see below, n. 113).

86 FERRABINO, loc. cit., 252, argued on the basis of 1. 13 f. (@ngaiovg Tovg Zmdnuéfovltag
¢y Kvgdvar) that isopolity was given only to the Theraeans living in Cyrene (similarly
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of some Theraean metics there is almost indubitable. Its importance for the foreign
policy of Cyrene will be discussed later; that it was the forger’s reason for con-
structing the whole horkion, and the lines 30-33 in particular, has been widely
recognized. The next element is contained in the clause on volunteers (3), absent
from Herodotus, which implies that the free inhabitants of Thera who did not
belong to the olxol — megioxor most probably®® — were not only called Theraeans
but were also entitled to participate in the expedition &xi tdu toon ol tdL duoiat.
That the first part of the phrase beginning in 7og 8¢ (I.29) concerned those
chosen xotd tov oizov (l. 28) as distinct from the <other free Theraeans> (1. 29 £.)
is almost beyond doubt;® it is to be expected that a paraphrase for the ons
from the oixov stood there,® perhaps 705 8¢ &vo[ixedvrag].”* The anachro-
nistic lines 29f. may have consequently had a twofold effect on popular opinion
as to the social relations of early Cyrene: to show, contrary to the version pre-
served now in Menecles, that no social discrimination or dissent underlay the
choice of Aristoteles’ companions c. 639, and to suggest, by means of implication
from the anachronisms (2) and (3), that the Cyrenean differences in political
status between the original settlers and epoikoi, as well as between the astoi
and perioikoi among the former, had had no historical justification.®?

It follows from what had just been said that the horkion was conceived as a
forgery with a political aim, of a nature analogous to, but more complicated
than, for instance, the constitution attributed to Draco in the ’Adnvaiwv moht-
teta 4.9 Political forgeries engraved in stone were no rarity in the fourth cen-

MEIGGs-LEWIS, op. cit., p. 7) but the expression quoted obviously alludes to the embassy
sent by the Theraeans to Cyrene (below, n. 131). GAWANTKA, op. cit., 106 ff. n. 33, excludes
justly the possibility of a fresh and large immigration from Thera. Cf. my notes 66 and 147.

87 Cf. below, n. 131.

88 See above, text to n. 30.

8 Cf. YAILENKO, loc. cit., 47.

9 The author of the horkion understandably preferred to use synonyms and paraphra-
ses rather than technical terms. See e. g. the lines 31, 41f., 43, 49f. for his variations for
oi &mowxor and the lines 34, 41, 43 £., 50 for his variations for ot Ongaiot.

9 The participle, obviously given a meaning more specific than that it usually has, con-
trasts with the weglowedvrag (= megioinovg; for the form cf. e. g. Grownotvreg~UmdFowxot,
WILLETTS, op. cit., 13 n. 52, and the expressions like oi tov Kaidov (2v Kowdoi) Fouriovteg,
J. A. O.LarseN, RE 19 [1937] 828), unexpressed in the sequel of the phrase but matching
the tendentious T@v [EAA]wv Bnoaiov Ehevdégog (Il 29 £, cf. above, notes 65 and 85). This
highly conjectural restoration implies a slight change in Professor P. M. FRASER’s reading
(v instead of A) of 1. 29 med. and in his estimate of the length of its lacuna (8 letters with
a iota, instead of about 7) respectively.

92 In reality, the Theraean oligarchy was led precisely by oi Stapégovreg xat’ edyéveiav
%ol wEdTOL naTaoxOVTES TAS dmowiag, dMyor vreg moAAdv (Aristot. Pol. 4,4, p. 1290 b
11£).

9 Not only Aristotle’s Polity> but also a casual reference in the pseudoplatonic
Axiochus (p.365 d) indicate that Draco’s Constitution> was not unknown in the Academy.
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tury and otherwise;%* nevertheless, the present one, extraordinary as it is, calls
for more comment. Appended to a decision of the damos (l. 11), it could not
have been published by the oligarchy presumably established c. 401 B. C. nor by
that of the <Thousand> mentioned (1. 35) in the Ptolemaic diagramma of 322/1.
Chronologically, the horkion’s régime must have taken place somewhere between
the two and — a not unrcasonable supposition — it might be identified
with the democracy overthrown by the yiAwou.?® There are details to indicate
that several elements in the liberal constitution of the diagramma were inherited
from the democracy preceding the polity of the <Thousand>; notably, the bra-
chylogy of the diagramma’s 1. 6, moM[revpuo & Eorw] of wpuol, with no further
explanation of such a politeuma, is best understood if referring to a régime al-
ready well-known to the Cyreneans.? That assumption would throw light upon
certain points of concordance between the diagramma and our document,®” of
which their common usage, unattested elsewhere, of fdavdowog diable to the
death penalty>,® is perhaps the most striking. What is more, it also provides a
plausible explanation of the occurrence of the political term and institution of
the <Thousand> in Cyrene in (approximately) the second half of the fourth cen-
tury. Otherwise rare, and unknown to Cyrene in the early period, this term -
applied to a body lying between an assembly and a council — has clearly theoretic
connotation.?® As such, the <Thousand> of the Cyrenean oligarchy are far more
likely to have been created in reaction to a democratic institution of similarly
theoretic design — the wigiol precisely — than to have been born from the Cyre-
nean aristocratic tradition with the Spartan aid, as was presumably the case with
the régime of 401 B. C. In other words, we have good reasons to suppose that
the main organ of the democracy which ruled in Cyrene in the first half and/or
the middle of the fourth century, and which produced the horkion, was called

9 See e.g. GRAHAM, loc. cit., 100f.; Rivista stor. dell’antichita 1,1971,197-217; R.
ETIENNE — M. PIERART, BCH 99, 1975, 67 ff.

95 Cf. TAGER, loc. cit.,, 453f.; H. SCHAEFER, Probleme der alten Geschichte, Gottingen
1963, 425 with n. 4.

9% The solution considered but, mistakenly, abandoned by G. pE SancTis, RFIC 4, 1926,
148f., and A. PAGLIARO, Studi in onore di A. Calderini et R. Paribeni, I, Milano 1956, 102;
see also TAGER, loc. cit., 440. Cf. 1l. 15 (@ 8¢ mpdtwL Erer mohtevéodwouy &x TdY mEo-
tegov Tunud[tw{v)] and 37 (rgbtegot vopor).

97 In the constitution of the diagramima the use of the lot in the elections was re-
stricted to the bodies of the least importance, 1500 dikastai (Il. 36 £.) and 500 bouleutai
(1. 16); members of all other bodies and magistratures had to be appointed by other me-
thods, which recalls the omission of Herodotus’ médAe Aoyxdvta from the horkion. If that
point may be ascribed to many a polity of non-radical type, the status of women in
both the documents (Il. 45 f. of the horkion, 11. 8. 10 of the diagramma [cf. M. CArY, JHS
48,1928, 2251.]) seems to have been quite uncommonly elevated.

98 Cf. GRAHAM, loc. cit., 106.

9 SCHAEFER, oOp. Cit., 414 ff. 425.
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ol ubpror;1% the reformed régime of 322/1 should have taken over from it not
only some constitutional elements but also the actual name of its politeuma.

The concept of the ubgiov originated evidently from an Athenian circle of
state theoreticians.’® Their influence on Cyrenean affairs could have been only
indirect, according to those scholars who prefer to date the diagramma c.250
B. C. and see in it a result of the Cyrenean activity of the Megalopolitans Demo-
phanes and Ecdemus:1°2 the Arcadian <Ten Thousand, who allegedly served
these two as the model for the assembly of the diagramma, had been designed in
the Academy in the 80’s or 70’s of the fourth century.1®> However, as the late
fourth-century dating of Ptolemy’s document seems conclusive, the possibility
of a direct Athenian influence imposes itself. This has been already noticed by
H. ScHAEFER, whose remarks on the subject implied that Plato’s school was in
question, without saying so explicitly.’* Many concurring indications to be
studied in the next chapter — the Platonic origin of the Arcadian <Ten Thousand>
included — suggest that the Academy was the spiritual mother of both the pvpuor
régimes in fourth-century Cyrene.

11

The results of the foregoing research entitle us to see in the horkion a product
of the political teaching and practice of Plato’s Academy. That conclusion pro-
vides the best basis for interpreting the forgery, intelligent and sophisticated as
it is.105

First, Plato approved of the political ¢’ dyod@® peidoc.1%¢ As in our case, the
aoble fictiom, concerning the very early history of a state or a people, was to

190 The organ sanctioning Damis’ proposal (ll. 1, 11), it is true, is not named ol pigiot
here, but this seems to show that the horkion was published at a time immediately pre-
ceding the reform of the probably radical democracy into the constitution of the Ten
Thousand> (cf. below, text to n. 124 and nn. 118, 143).

101 There are also other elements of Athenian provenance in the constitution of the
diagramma, cf. e. g. CARY, loc. cit., 238; SCHAEFER, op. cit., 426.

12 E g Dg Sancrs, loc. cit., 148 ff. (cf. id., RFIC 6, 1928, 240ff.; 8,1930,261ff.; 12,
1934, 47 ff.); OLIVERIO, loc. cit., 213 ff.; more recently, PAGLIARO, loc.cit,, 101, and G.
CaroviLLa, Aegyptus 43, 1963 ,141ff. That low dating was soon abandoned by the
majority of scholars, cf. TH. LENSCHAU, Burs. Jb. 244, 1934, 93 {.

103 §. Duanié, The Arcadian League of the Fourth Century, Beograd 1970, 342-344.

104 Op. cit., 426 (cf. p. 424). See also TAGER, loc. cit., 440.

105 The following lines deal with more important features of the document attributable
to its Platonic inspiration. Minor points or those whose Platonic origin remains disputable
(e. g. the coincidence between 1l. 16f. &v otdAr[av] Aoydivay [cf. above, n. 66] and the pre-
cepts given in the Laws 12, p. 956 a) are omitted.

106 Rep.3,p.389b1,414bf.; 5, p. 459 cf.; Leg. 2, p. 663 d.
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aid the untrained minds among its sons to keep the cohesion of the reformed
community.107

Second, as the myths in Plato’s own dialogues show, the diction> must be
effective through both poetic language and suggestive images; to make its impact
on the reader more profound and more lasting, the philosopher tended to place
it after his logical argumentation. The arai of our document,!%® and poetical
words or unusual forms distributed in crucial places of the whole text,1%® are in
complete accord with this. In my opinion, the Platonic inspiration could explain
also the inscription’s mixture, if there is such,!1® of Theraecan and Cyrenean dia-
lectal characteristics: an analogous procedure, probably intended to support the
<useful belief> in the close relationship of the two poleis concerned, was applied
to the redaction of an Elean law written under Platonic influence too.!1t

Third, the political ideas expressed or implied by the horkion accord with
those of the Republicc and Laws», especially the latter:112 the document re-

107 E. g. the myth of autochthony, Rep. 3, p. 414 de (the autochthony seems to have
become, thanks to the advice of Plato’s pupil Aristonymus, the watchword of the Arca-
dian League, DUSANICG, op. cit.,, 344); cf. the parable on three Dorian kingdoms in the
Peloponnese, Leg. 3, p. 684 e ff. Our case conforms closely to what Plato said of the law-
giver and the véuou dxtvnrou (Leg. 7, p. 798 b).

108 Exceptionally, Plato approved of curses (Leg. 9, p. 871 b; 11, p. 931 b—d); both the
cases, especially the former (a molitux® G@d), resemble ours rather closely. Besides, he
mentions once the magic with the «wax manikins» (Leg. 11, p. 933 a f.). Be it noted that
Sophron, greatly admired by Plato, was the first (?) to shape the curse into a literary genre
{Tal yuvaixes ol tav Ye6v pavtl 8Eehav).

109 B g olxwothoov (L. 23, cf. SEIBERT, op. cit., 24 ff.), égiotév (l. 25, cf. WiLaMowrTZ,
loc. cit., 39; FERRABINO, loc. cit., 251; GRAHAM, loc. cit., 108), &deométwm (1. 33, cf. GRAHAM,
loc. cit., 106, who comments appropriately that «the first record of the word adéomoTog
is in the high-flown language of a Platonic myth [Rep. 617 €] . . .»), édiéag (1. 36, cf. Gra-
HAM, loc. cit., 106; SEIBERT, op. cit., 48: «es besteht gar kein Anlaf}, diese Sicherheit beson-
ders hervorzuheben»); see also above, n. 62. Of course, in Plato’s own texts such stylistic
devices were used for the sake not only of literary but also of psychological (momTint) =
onrooun) = dnunyoeia, Gorg., p.502; cf. for the two kinds of persuasion Statesm.,
p- 304 cf.) effects. The sporadic usage of extraordinary words or forms in the horkion
may be compared to Plato’s usage of intentional anachronisms in his writings: both lay
special emphasis on the context.

110 Tt has been asserted by WiLaMowitzZ, loc. cit., 38 f., but doubted by FERRABINO, loc.
cit,, 251, and others. A thorough analysis of the horkion’s language still remains to be
undertaken (cf. GRAHAM, loc. cit., 99 n. 18. 109; DEvoTo, loc. cit., 365 ff. [p. 394: «iscri-
zione eterogeneas]).

11 S, Dusanié, Zbornik Filozofskog fakulteta u Beogradu (Recueil de travaux de la
Faculté de philosophie de Belgrade) X1/1, 1970, 62. 63 £.

12 Plato must have had a partial concept of the Laws in 361/0 or 367/6 (Ep. 3, p. 316 4,
cf. A. E. TAYLOR, Plato. The Man and His Work?2, London 1960, 465; E. BARKER, Greek
Political Theory, London 1918, 338), probably even earlier than that (DuSanié, The Ar-
cadian League, 344f.).
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flects a régime both democratic and moderate!!3 — admittedly, Plato was against
the elections by lot in principle —,114 striving for the unity of the state!®s and, it
seems, the preservation of the social and religious role of the family.!?¢ In this
respect, the participation of women in the arai is perhaps the horkion’s most
remarkable feature displaying Platonic influence.11?

There remains the problem of the date and the historical circumstances under
which our document was published. We know that Plato had been sent an in-
vitation to be the Cyrenean legislator but that he found himself obliged to de-
cline it because of Cyrenean prosperity.1!® This fact has been usually discarded
as a fable,'’ though without adequate arguments. Such invitations, especially by
states in crisis or in the process of formation, were addressed more than once to
the philosopher!?® and, in the case of Thasos at least, he refused them for essen-

13 Cf. Plutarch’s testimony from the «Vita Luculli> quoted below, note 118 (dfjuog,
nohiteia odpoav). On the qualified democracy of the city of the Magnetes see Leg. 3,
p- 693 de; 6 p. 756 e; cf. e. g. M. PIERART, Platon et la Cité grecque, Bruxelles 1974, 99 f.
469ff. Through the legislations of three disciples of Plato, the constitutions of the Ar-
cadian League, Elis and, probably, Pyrrha, also became democratic (Dusanié, The Arca-
dian League, 344). — No doubt, the Platonic lawgiver in Cyrene had to display moderation
of a practical order as well, in his attitude to political refugees (the provisions of the
Elean document referred to above, note 111, are instructive in this respect) and the oppo-
nents to the new régime in general (see Ep.7, p.350 d-f, and 8, passim; cf. K. v. FriTZ,
Platon in Sizilien und das Problem der Philosophenherrschaft, Berlin 1968, 131f£.).

114 DIERART, Op. cit., 99 f. 294f. 470f.

15 Cf. Rep. 4, p. 423; S, p. 462 (social); Leg. 4, p. 708 (ethnical). In Plato’s opinion, the
unity of a state need not be endangered by the state’s being a member of a sympolity or
a federation (see Du$anié, The Arcadian League, 343£.).

116 Cf. Leg. 11, p. 923 ff. and passim, and the Elean decree mentioned above, notes 111,
113. In Plato’s conception, the preservation of the family was closely associated, on the
one hand, with the economic balance of the agrarian state, and on the other, with its cult
obligations (PIERART, op. cit., 71-74).

117 On the status and role of women in the state of the {Laws> see PIERART, op. cit.
75-77.

118 Plut. Ad princ. iner. 1, p.779 d: Hhdrwva Kvgnvaior mougexdhovv vouovs te yoo-
Yéuevov adroig dmolmeiv xol doxoouficor Thv mohireiav, 6 8¢ wagnTHoUTO PNOUG XOAETOV
eivar Kupnvaiolg vopodeteiv olitwg edtuxololy: «vdév yae oltw yaigov xal Teaxd
nal ddoagutov «bg dvig Epw edmoayiag doxovong dmhaufavéuevog (Euripides, frag. 786
Nauck);id. Lucull. 2, p. 497, 15 ff.: Asouévov vao, d¢ Eoxev, nwg te vouovg yodym »al
1oV dfjuov adTov elg Thmov TIvh xatacThoy toltetas chpgovos, Egn xaherov eivar Kvon-
vatorg olitwg edtugolor vowodeteiv (cf. above, n. 113); Ael. VH 12, 30: &g tocodtov 8¢
&oa Kuonvaiol touefic Emxeihay, dote Mhérwvo mogexdlovy, iva adtols yévntol vouo-
Béng tov 8¢ dnaBudoal paot Sud tnv € dgdupiav adTdv.

119 Most recently by A. S. R1GINos, Platonica, Leiden 1976, 191-193 (no. 142). The hy-
percriticism has not been shared by some, e.g. J. P. THRIGE, Res Cyrenensium?, Roma
1940, 223f.; P. FRIEDLANDER, Platon, I3, Berlin 1964, 108; G. R. MOrRROW, Plato’s Cretan
City, Princeton 1960, 8.

120 The locus classicus is Plut. Adv. Col. 32, p. 1126 c. Cf.P.-M. ScrunL, REG 59/60,.
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tially the same reason.!2! There is no cogent motive to question the veracity of
the tradition on the Cyrenean appeal to Plato,!22 the more so as he must have
had connections of friendship with some Cyrenean notables.!28 Further, the
horkion as discussed in the present article lends considerable support to that
tradition; be it noted that the 8nwg & méhg doddTow in its line 3 indicates that
the document appeared in a difficult situation.!?* Plato’s refusal need not mean
that his counsel was definitely denied to the citizens of that outpost of Helle-
nism in the barbarous South,!25 for he may have sent the Cyreneans a pupil of
his!2® or received a leader of theirs to instruct him.!??

One last point has to be elucidated. An analysis of the interventions Plato
and his followers undertook in the affaires of Greek cities reveals that they were
as a rule in the service of a Pan-Athenian policy as pursued by a number of

1946/7, 46 ff., and the works cited in my notes 103, 111 and 128.

121 Ep. 11, p.359 a. The doubts as to the authenticity of the letter are unjustified, see
J. PouiLLoux, Recherches sur Ihistoire et les cultes de Thasos, I, Paris 1954, 222-223 (with
n. 1), 237, and: Akten des VI. Int. Kong. fiir Griech. und Lat. Epigraphik — Miinchen
1972, 1973, 363 f.; F. SarLviat, Etudes classiques 2, 1967, 43 ff. SAaLviAaT (loc. cit., 54 n. 48
and passim) follows the traditional reference of the Eleventh Epistle to the foundation
of Crenides (Philippi), not to the reform of Thasos itself. The latter possibility, argued for
conclusively by J.PouiLroux, is preferable in view of both the Platonic traces in the
Thasian institutions and Plato’s own words at the close of the letter (the dvio xakédc te
xol dyadds saves an already existent city); oixlotng (Ep.11,p. 359 a),in Plato’s terminology,
may denote a reformer (e. g. Rep. 2, p. 379 a, cf. 8, p. 547¢ [ oixeiv]) and not only an oecist.

122 Though preserving, in the main, those biographical details on Plato which were
drawn from the tradition(s) favourable to the philosopher, both Plutarch and Aelian give
also some Platonic anecdotes of hostile tendency (RIGINOS, op. cit., 208. 210). Aelian’s data
on Plato’s refusal to legislate in Megalepolis (as well as Plutarch’s on Aristonymus’ nomo-
thesy in Arcadia) are trustworthy too (Du$anté, The Arcadian League, 343 £.).

123 At least with Theodorus the mathematician (Tht., p. 147 d — 148 b; Xen. Mem. 4, 2,
10; Diog. Laert. 3, 6) and Anniceris, his saviour in 388 (there is no proper ground for
rejecting [with e. g. RIGINOS, op. cit., 86 ff.] the historicity of the episode of Plato’s ran-
som in Aegina [cf. G.C.FiELD, Plato and His Contemporaries?, London 1967, 17f.];
after all, the rare name of Anniceris really points to Cyrene). Even the tradition of
Plato’s visit to Egypt and Cyrene c.390 B. C. need not be fictitious (FIELD, op. cit., 13;
contra, RIGINOS, op. cit., 64 £.). — On the mention of Epicerdes in Demosthenes’ «Contra
Leptinem> see Dusanié, Recueil de travaux de la Faculté de philosophie de Belgrade
(forthcoming).

124 SEIBERT (op. cit., 16) identifies the mwoéAic with Thera, noth Cyrene; it is obvious, how-
ever, that the possessive genitive Kvgavaiov (1. 4), though formally linked to the d[@]unog
only, qualifies also the mohic.

125 On Plato’s Panhellenism see e.g. Rep.S5, p.469bff.; Ep.7,p.332eff.336a. Cf.
BARKER, op. cit., 307 ff.

126 As in the cases of Arcadia, Elis and Pyrrha (above, n. 113); cf. Ep. 11, p. 358 d (So-
crates the Younger).

127 Cf. Ep. 11, p. 358 d (Laodamas himself).
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Athens’ conservative statesmen.128 Of these, Timotheus and Chabrias were the most
prominent; a testimony which has been generally overlooked presents the
two men as Plato’s relatives and supporters in public matters.!?® To be sure, that
coincidence between the foreign relations of the legislators from the Academy
and Athens’ political interests must be ultimately put down to Plato’s Athenian
patriotism, regardless of its qualification.’3® On the other hand, our inscription,
which records a Theraean embassy'® to Cyrene and grants full citizen rights to all
the Theraeans — not only those living in Battus’ city —, has a bearing on the current
foreign policy of Cyrene in a way which has for long attracted scholarly atten-
tion.’22 If no both satisfactory and complete explanation of that aspect has been
found, A.FERRABINO’s conjecture deserves to be mentioned. According to it,
the horkion indicates that the Cyreneans approached Thera in order to approach
Athens through the mediation of their metropolis,!33 a member of the Second
Confederacy since 376/5.13% Though generally discarded, FERRABINO’s combi-
nation has the advantage of fitting in with the data on Plato’s connection with
the Athenian generals and politicians. It is also attractive from other points of
view.185 A forgery dealing with the origin of Cyrene may have been desirable to
some Cyreneans as a pious means to alleviate the internal problems of the city
but a part of the latter required, to judge from the formulation of 1l. 2-3, nwg
& mohig dpddTan ot & S[a]uog edtuyit & Kupovalwy, the concrete help of a foreign
factor, benevolent to Cyrenean democracy. Thera alone, unimportant as it was
in the fourth century, could not have represented that factor; Athens, the tra-

128 S, DuSANIé, L’ Académie de Platon et la Koing eirené athénienne de 371 av. J.-C. (to
appear).

120 Vita Aristot. Marciana 12: xal 8tv 0098 elndg 7v *Agiototédn Eévov Svta Tolto
Sdtvaodar mowely xotd IIAdtwvos mokitov Tuyxbvoviog xotl péya dvvapévou dia Xafpolav
xnal Twédeov tovg *Adfvnor otoutnyfoavrag xol #atd yévog abtd mpoonxovrug (cf.
0. GiGoN’s edition, p. 41). For the additional evidence on Chabrias’ relations with Plato
see Plut. Adv. Col. 32, p. 1126 ¢ and Diog. Laert. 3,23 f. (cf. J. K. Davies, Athenian Pro-
pertied Families, Oxford 1971, 561; unnecessary reserves in RIGINOS, op. cit., 153£.).

130 On it, Ep. 7, p. 336 d; 5, p. 322 b. Cf. MORROW, op cit., 89 ff.

131 Cf. SEIBERT, op. cit., 13-15; GAWANTKA, op. cit., 109 f. It is difficult to say whether
Khevdduos figures here as the head of the Theraean embassy (FERRI, loc. cit., 19; MEIGGS —
LEWIS, op. cit.,, p.7) or, less plausibly, as a Cyrenean speaking in the assembly for the
Theraean metics of Cyrene (FERRABINO, loc. cit., 252); according to a communication by
Professor O. MAssoN, his name and the patronymic are not typical enough to be ascribed
with certainty to the Theraean or Cyrenean onomastics.

132 FeRRi, loc. éit., 23f.; GRAHAM, loc. cit., 100; SEIBERT, op. cit., 67; YAILENKO, loc. cit.,
52. Cf. the note 66, above.

133 FERRABINO, loc. cit., 253 f. The Italian scholar tentatively dated that action (and the
publication of the horkion) c.373 B. C,, linking it with Iphicrates’ return (via Cyrene?)
from Egypt to Greece.

134 J E. CoLEMAN — D. W. BRADEEN, Hesperia 36, 1967, 102-104.

135 FERRABINO, loc. cit., 253 f., remarked that his conclusion «& confermata dall’assoluta
mancanza nella nostra epigrafe di ogni accenno a Sparta come a madrepatria di Thera».
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ditional protector of democratic régimes, certainly could. Athens, like Thera,
will have found an economic interest in that intervention — one thinks primarily
of Cyrenean cereals!®® — but the two states may have had secondary motives too:
Thera — its care for the (unattested) metics of Theraean origin in Cyrene; Athens
— its ambitions, political and cultural, of a great power. For its part, Cyrene prob-
ably needed the support of the Maritime League not only to preserve its demo-
cratic constitution but also to intensify its commerce in the League’s sphere.!3?
It is even possible that the Cyrenean grant of the isopolity to a member of the
Confederation rendered the Cyrenean admission®8 to that organization simpler
in the formal respect, or less offensive to a mighty neighbour, Persia or Egypt.
The whole episode may perhaps be dated rather precisely. Of the two main
friends of Plato among the Athenian potentates, Chabrias appears the more
likely candidate for the mediation between Cyrene and Athenian political and
philosophical circles. Except for a short-lived generalship in Artaxerxes II’'s army
in the Egyptian war (c.372),!3° Timotheus does not seem to have entertained
close connections wiht the Theracans or inhabitants of Cyrene and the neigh-
bouring countries. Chabrias’ case is different. He was fond of living in Egypt,14°
for which he had fought as early as the 380°s,4! and that fondness must have
brought him into contact with Cyrene.!% His activity in the southern Cyclades
of 363/2 (?), by which he defended the Athenian interests of a political and eco-
nomic order, especially in Naxos and Ceos, and initiated judicial reforms there 43

138 Cf. Top, GHI 2, 196 (ll. 5, 17). See CHAMOUX, op. cit., 241-243.

137 Chabrias’ Egyptian mission of ¢. 360 (note 145, below) may have been a further rea-
son, for the Cyreneans, to accept his and the Athenian help (cf. FERRABINO, loc. cit., 254;
below, note 142).

138 In the quality of not a complete member (cf. A. G. WoODHEAD, AJA 61, 1957, 373)?

189 Ps. Demosth. 49, 25. 28. 30. 60. Though a combination with Timotheus in the Cyre-
nean affair we are dealing with remains implausible (i. a. it is hard to believe that a demo-
cratic régime in Cyrene, unlike an oligarchical one, would be willing to collaborate with
Persia), it should be noted that two, perhaps three Academicians intervening c. 371 in the
Greek cities outside Athens were connected to Timotheus (my note 128).

140 FGrHist 115 F 105; Corn. Nepos 12, 3, 4.

141 Djod. 15, 19, 2; Demosth. 20, 76, et alii. Cf. above, note 123, for a possible con-
nection between Chabrias and Epicerdes’ family.

142 The Cyreneans were linked to Egypt by many links, notably by that of the Ammo-
nium in Siwa (CHAMOUX, op. cit., 239{.); also, their city seems to have been regarded by
the Greeks as a convenient station on the way leading from the Nile to Greece (cf. FERRA-
BINO, loc. cit., 254). Cf. below, n. 145.

43 JGII2179 and Topb, GHI 2, 142 (cf. 162), with the commentaries. Cf. U. KOHLER,
MDAI(A) 2, 1877, 146 ff.; F. H. MARSHALL, The Second Athenian Confederacy, Cambridge
1905, 96 f.; H.BENGTSON, Staatsvertrige, II, nos. 289,320 and 321 (with a too late dating
of the last two items); M. J. OsBORNE, Eranos 72, 1974, 170-174 (esp. 174 n. 15). — Con-
trary to Aristophon (cf. Hyper. 4, 28), Chabrias seems to have proceeded on that occasion
as a duehhantig (cf. IG 112 1979 c, L. 4) rather than a punisher. The same tendency may be
surmised behind the Cyrenean changes.
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touched also the island of Thera.!44 At the same time approximately, Chabrias
was a member of an Athenian theoria sent to the shrine of Ammon in the Li-
byan desert.!® His attention must have remained concentrated on the South
during the following years, to judge from his services, military as well as finan-
cial, offered to Tachos c. 360 B. C.146 Chabrias’ contact with Cyrene, resulting in
a change of the Cyrenean political attitude!¥’ and, through the authority and
wisdom of Plato’s Academy, of the Cyrenean constitution, must therefore have
taken place in 363, 362 or early 361.148 The 8onwov tdv oixiotigwv will have
been engraved on that occasion.

144 Cf. IGI2 179, 1. 9. 11. See also above, text and n. 80.

145 Cf. A. M. WOODWARD, BSA 57, 1962, 5-13 (on SEG 21, 241 and 562 [esp. . 37]).

16 Diod. 15, 92, 3; Plut. Ages. 37; Ps. Aristot. Oecon. 2,2, p. 1350 b 33 ff. (cf. Ep. WiLL,
REA 62, 1960, 254-275) et al. Agesilaus® simultaneous presence in Egypt must have been
politically immaterial for Cyrene; Sparta’s foreign ambitions after Mantinea and the
Koine Eirene of 362 became quite modest, judging i.a. by her abstinence from the al-
liance Staatsvertrdge, II, no. 290.

147 The new pro-Athenian orientation of Cyrene, directly or indirectly connected with
the events discussed here, seems to be reflected in IG 112176 («Cyrenaeorum quorundam
honores»; 370°s-350’s?). It is even possible that the model for the Theraean-Cyrenean
isopolity was found by Chabrias himself, in the Corinthian union with Argos of 392-386
B. C. (GrirrFITH, Historia 1, 1950, 236-256), which must have been well known to him as
the Athenian general in Corinthiad in the early 380’s; cf. above, nn. 66, 86.

148 The year 361/0, during which Plato was absent from Athens, seems excluded. Nei-
ther do the early 350°s seem a suitable context for the Athenian intervention (albeit in-
direct) in Cyrene, since both the prestige and interest of Athens in the South began to de-
cline then.



