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EKKLESIA SYNKLETOS: A NOTE!

There has been a lively exchange in the literature recently between E.M.Harris ("How
Often Did the Athenian Assembly Meet?" CQ 36,1986,363-377) and M.H.Hansen ("How
Often Did the Athenian Ekklesia Meet 7 A Reply," GRBS 28,1987,35-50) concerning
whether an ekklesia synkletos was an extra meeting of the assembly or one of the regular
meetings called on very short notice. The present note makes no attempt to settle an issue so
ably argued by others, although I see no reason why in the Hellenistic period the term cannot
embrace both meanings. I wish here only to draw attention to the wording used in preambles
to describe such meetings and to point out that one long-accepted formula is incorrect.

The term synkletos occurs seven times and is restored with certainty once in our
evidence; thrice it is attached to meetings of the boule and five times to meetings of the
assembly. A simple listing of these passages in chronological order, first of the boule and
then of the ekklesia, will clarify matters.

BOULE
1. Lines 4-6 of IG II? 897 of 185/4

BovAn £u BovAevtnpimt covkAntoc ctpot[nydv] TopoyyetAdvtmv

kol 6o PovAfic xcncio [kvpla] év Tt Bedtpmt
2. Lines 3-4 of Agoral 6765 of 181/0 (Agora XV no.167)

BovAn £ BovAevtnpimt COVKANTOC CTPATNYDV TOPAYYELALVTMV

kol 6o PovAfic xicAncio kvpio év T Beditpmr
3. Lines 2-4 of IG II? 954 of (perhaps) 181/0 (M.J.Osborne, Naturalization in Athens

no.D100)

[BovAn éu] BovAevtnpim|[t cd]vkAntoc ctpotn[ydV ToporyyelAd JvTmv

k[a]t anf[o Bov]Afic éxkAncio dp[xopecion kata Ty pove[iov Tod] Beod

EKKLESIA
4. Lines 5-7 of 1G 112 838 of 226/5
gAncia év] Tt Bedtplmt coyAntoc] koo yhHecpa 6 ...cloc Bop[ikioc einev]
5. Lines 3-4 of Agoral 6103 of ca. a. 170 a. (Hesperia 36,1967,64)
[€kxAnc]io cO[ykAnToc ano BovAfic ctpatny®v mopoyyelAdvimy |
6. Lines 5-7 of IG 12 911 of 169/8
gkxAncio co[ykAntoc aro BovAfic ctpotn|ydv nopoyy[etldvimv]
7. Lines 5-6 of IG 112 945 of 168/7
gxxAncio coOykAntoc év tin Bedrpot kot yHeicpo 6 "Apic[t --]

IT am indebted to Ch.Habicht for discussions which helped materially in the genesis of this note.
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Cnuoyidnc eimev
8. Lines 39-40 of IDé€los 1507 of 144/3

gxxAncio coykAntoc €[v t]dt Oedtpon [pet]d? ctpotnydv moporyyethévtmv

Several observations follow, the principal one being that the phrase dno fovAfic is only
attested when a meeting of the boule is coupled with a meeting of the ekklesia (nos. 1-3).
Next, when the phrase does occur, it is conjoined with and comes before the word ekklesia,
ie., amo PouvAfic éxkAncilo (nos. 1-3). Lastly, when the words next to £€xkAncio
cOykAntoc are actually preserved (nos. 4, 7-8), they always indicate the meeting place. It
follows, therefore, that the formula éxkAncio cOykAntoc Gmo PBovAfic (nos. 5-6}, first
proposed by U.Koéhler in 1895 (IG I1.5 441c) and universally accepted, must be recognized
as never attested and very probably as not part of the language of Attic decrees.

IG 112 911 lines 5-7 should, therefore, be restored on the basis of another decree passed on
the same day, Agora I 164 (Hesperia 5,1936,429-430),? as:

gxkAncio. co[ykAntoc €u [erpoel ctpotn|ydv nopoyy[etddvimv]
and Agora I 6103 lines 3-4 as:

[éxkAnc]io cO[ykAntoc év Tt Bedtpor? ctpotny®dv moporyyethdviov]
Postscript

The reading of [per]d? in IDélos 1507 line 40 is impossible as Roussel the editor
recognized. The word [kvpt]o should probably be restored. If. however, xvplo. was to be
included, the cutter ought to have inscribed ékxkAncio xvpio cOykAntoc év T Oedtpmt
cTpoTNYOV ToparyyelAavtmyv. It appears that he committed an haplography; that is, after
inscribing IA of éxkAncio. his eye jumped ahead to the IA of kvpio, with the result that he

2 The preamble in Agora I 164 is unusual enough to deserve complete quotation:
Oeol

"Enl Edvixov &pyovtoc émi thic "ATToAl-
doc dmdexdmc nputaveioc ft Tepdvu-
poc BonBov Knoeiciede éypappditevey
ZK1POQOPLOVOC EVEL Kol VEQiL, EvATel
KOl E1KOCTEL THe TPVTOVELBLGC EKKAN-
clo éu IMerponel- tov Tpoédpav éneynot-
Cev vacat

vacat

vacat

£00&ev 1€l BovAel Kol T dNpUoL

It clearly begins as a full preamble, describes the meeting simply as &xkAncio éu Iewponel, and breaks
off at the place where the chairman's name should come. The cutter left three lines vacant, as though he
expected to put something in later, and picked up £80&ev.He appears, in short, to have been working from a
defective copy of the preamble.

Given this, it is uncertain how much we should make of the omission of synkletos. M.H.Hansen (GRBS
28,1987,49 n.37) takes it as proof that the word was optional. Since the cutter saeems to have known the
meeting place, I find the omission surprising, for this inscription reflects the important business for which
the meeting was called on the last day of the year, namely to hear and react to the news of the Roman victory at
Pydna. Hansen, Ibid. 49, looks at it differently.
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initially omitted xvpio.. When he reached the end of the line and discovered his omission,
rather than erase, he simply inserted xvplo as the first word of the next line. Note, in
support of this reconstruction, that this cutter was not particularly careful, for he omitted
altogether éneyneilev, the final word of line 41.

Princeton Stephen V.Tracy





