AraN S. HENRY

THE HORTATORY INTENTION IN ATHENIAN STATE DECREES

aus: Zeitschrift fiir Papyrologie und Epigraphik 112 (1996) 105-119

© Dr. Rudolf Habelt GmbH, Bonn






105

THE HORTATORY INTENTION IN ATHENIAN STATE DECREES*

In publishing a decree concerning the supply of grain to Athens! Michael Walbank commented briefly
on what he there described as “a variation of the formula, common between 350 and 250 B.C., whereby
the demos draws the attention of its other would-be partisans to its recognition of those who have
realized their ambition to be of service to it; this recognition, and the advertisement of it, are to be
signalized in the publication of this decree (lines 23-24) on a marble stele, presumably upon the
Akropolis”.2 Moreover, although he was inclined on the basis of the evident context and, to a lesser
extent, of the letter-forms to ascribe the decree to the period of the well-known grain shortage of the
Lykourgan era (c. 331-324), he was clearly uneasy about the formulas of the section under considera-
tion which seemed to him perhaps more appropriate to the third rather than the fourth century.3

It was not, of course, Walbank’s purpose to set forth a fully documented analysis of the so-called
“hortatory intention”,* and so he confined himself to a footnote> very briefly outlining the history of the
development of what he calls the formula Onw¢ dv €18®dc1V mavTeg KTA., vel. sim. But even the brief
details he gives there are somewhat misleading and deficient, since what we are dealing with here is not
simply variations on one single theme but several formulations, each admitting of numerous variations
of detail in terms of vocabulary and construction as well as providing on occasion wordings which
overlap with each other. My chief purpose here then will be to remedy this deficiency and to provide a
detailed account which will be of value both to the restorers of similar documents and to those who are
forced to turn to formulae in order to narrow the possible dates of undated texts. It may also serve to
ease the doubts which Walbank held about his own restoration.

But first a word about the initial sentence of Walbank’s note 14: “The formula 0nwg Gv 1ddc1v
navteg KTA., vel. sim. first occurs in IG 112, 183 (ante a. 353/2 a.); | have traced its career down to the
middle of the 3rd century B.C. (IG 112, 798, 823), but a complete list of its occurrences and variations is

* The following works are referred to by short title:
Henry, Miscellanea = A. S. Henry, ‘Miscellanea Epigraphica’, ZPE 108 (1995) 72-76 and ZPE 110 (1996) 301-305
(corrected version)
Pecirka, Enktesis = J. Pecirka, The Formula for the Grant of Enktesis in Attic Inscriptions, Prague, 1966
Rhodes, Boule = P. J. Rhodes, The Athenian Boule, Oxford, 1972
Tracy, Letter-Cutters = Stephen V. Tracy, Attic Letter-Cutters of 229 to 86 B.C., UCP, 1990
Woodhead, Agora = A. Geoffrey Woodhead, The Athenian Agora XVI The Decrees, Princeton (forthcoming, 71996). I have
been greatly privileged to have had access to this valuable and important work throughout its gestation, and I should here like
to record my deep-felt gratitude, o dv drduvnpe M g el us edvolog e kol prhiog.

I also employ the following abbreviations:
D = decree (used in referring to the citizenship decrees of Osborne’s collection: M. J. Osborne, Naturalization in Athens, vol.
I, Brussels, 1981
H = Hesperia (references to inscriptions in the form H.32.15/16.14.5-8 = Hesperia vol. 32, pp. 15/16, number 14, lines 5-8.
When citing pages of articles in Hesperia, I use the normal conventions.)
MT = B. D. Meritt and J. S. Traill, The Athenian Agora XV Inscriptions, the Athenian Councillors, Princeton, 1974
(references to inscriptions in the form MT 49.52-55 = number 49, lines 52-55)
PM = W. K. Pritchett and B. D. Meritt, The Chronology of Hellenistic Athens, Cambridge Mass., 1940
S = Supplementum Epigraphicum Graecum (references in the form S.24.119.14—-17 = SEG vol. 24, number 119, lines 14-17)
W = A. Geoffrey Woodhead, The Athenian Agora XVI (as above) (references in the form W. 194 = inscription number 194
in that collection).

1 Hesperia 49 (1980) 251-255 (SEG 30.65).
2 Art. cit., 253.

3 Walbank further acknowledges (art. cit., 255) that there is no exact parallel for the wordings of this section of his
decree as he has given them.

4 The term is Geoffrey Woodhead’s: see Henry, Miscellanea note 1.
5 Art. cit. (note 1 above), 253 note 14.
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too long to be given here.” And indeed it is. But an examination even of these few details will put us on
our guard even before we attempt to fill out the fuller picture, and will demonstrate the dangers inherent
in too superficial a citation of the evidence.

In the first place not only is /G 112 183 a doublet of /G 112 517 and now assigned the vague dating ‘s.
iv’,6 but, more importantly, the formula in question is almost entirely within a restoration.” Similarly, IG
112 7988 belongs to a somewhat different category of expression, whose basic form is “in order that it
may be a matter of emulation among . . . in the knowledge that the demos etc.”, and likewise /G 112 823
offers yet another formulation, if indeed the wording of the almost totally restored text can be accepted.

My purpose here, however, is not to carp at inadequate documentation to illustrate a point, but rather
to draw attention to the fact that the hortatory intention lends itself to a wide variety of formulations
which can be divided into sub-categories and analysed from the point of view of wording and of
chronological distribution. This I will now attempt to do.

It is fairly clear that it was indeed somewhere around the early part of the second half of the 4th
century B.C. that the fashion became established to include clauses of exhortation addressed to a variety
of audiences and inserted in a variety of positions in the overall structure of the document in question.
These clauses, while displaying many common features of form and wording, fall into three main
categories:

Category A: in which future potential benefactors are encouraged by their knowledge that the Athenian
People knows how to express its gratitude for services performed

Category B: in which stress is laid on publicising the evident fact of the Athenian People’s gratitude
Category C: in which the intention is to provide a reminder either of the service which led to the honour
or privilege bestowed or of the People’s gratitude.

A complete listing of every example would not only be inordinately lengthy but would also be
problematical since not all texts are completely preserved. I have endeavoured therefore to set out the
evidence where appropriate in a series of Tables, which will give an overview of the chronological
distribution of the various forms of the hortatory intention, as well as indicating the point of insertion of
these formulations in the overall document and the basic wording employed in each case to express the
nature of the People’s expression of its gratitude.? I have not attempted a full analysis of the various
wordings used to describe the various groups cited as beneficiaries of the People’s gratitude, since these
are very varied and often specific rather than general.

CATEGORY A

In this category there are three principal formulations, with the common factor of encouraging future
benefactors on the strength of their sure knowledge (e1d®o1, €1801ec) that the People will respond with
fitting gratitude:

1. in order that all may know that (e1d®c1 6t1) the Demos [of the Athenians]/Boulel0 . . .

6 See D. Peppas-Delmousou, AJA 69 (1965) 151 (cf. S.22.99).

7 A restoration admittedly not unreasonable but nonetheless a restoration, and therefore not entirely desirable as an
illustrative example.

8 This text has been assigned by S. V. Tracy (Hesperia 57 [1988] 320) to his ‘Cutter of IG 112 788 (c. 255-235/4)’, and
has most recently been re-edited by Michael Osborne (ZPE 78 [1989] 235-236), who assigns the document to the year of
Kleomachos, whom he places in 251/0 or, possibly, 253/2. Cf. S.39.125 (where the ZPE volume number is wrongly given as
“87”). Meritt (Hesperia 50 [1981] 82, 87) placed Kleomachos in 240/39.

9 For obvious reasons I shall confine myself here (except in a few instances where significant information is to be
gleaned from fragmentary texts) to examples whose dates and readings are open to little or no dispute. For reasons of
economy of space I have not always given the full text of examples cited under Significant Wording.

10 The subject of the &1 clause may be 6 Sfjpog, 6 Sfinog 6 *ABnvainv or & dfuog kol 1 BovAd.
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2. in order that all (the others) may strive earnestly (QiAotiu®dvton) in the knowledge that (e180teg

Sttt ...

3. in order that it may be a matter of emulation (¢p&uiAlov) to all (usually plus infinitive) in the
knowledge that (£18661/e186t0¢ 6t1)!2 . . .

Table 1 (e1d@dc1(v))

Reference!3 Point of insertion Significant wording Date
ii2223A.13-14 introducing publication pro- | éniototon xdprrog drnodidovor 343/2
visions
112276.15-18 concluding isoteleia grant Tuda 6 dfjpoc tove dvdpoc Tove [dlyloboic c.342
ii2 233b (Tod 175) 18— | concluding financial arrange- | émi]juele[tlton Sikoiog 340/39
23 ments for Tenedos
ii2423.2-5 introducing probouleumatic [ tipfoel[t adtovg 6 dAuog xolte v &&iav | 336-318
formula (PF) £kGoTO
D22 (ii% 222) 11-16 introducing citizenship award [ drodidwowv yapirag pellyldiog c. 334
D38 (ii2 448.1) 17-20) | introducing citizenship award | dnodidw]|ol xépirac tolg evepyétlong dEiac tdv | 323/2
evepyetnudlltov
D38 (ii2 448.11) 82-85 | concluding reference to | ofeton Selv Tindy kol pepviicBou Gv &v ed médnt | 318/17
epimeleia provision
i 555.9-12 introducing provision for | péuvnrat kol xépilv &modlidwoy b9’ v Gv €d | 307-303
bronze statue né0et kol Tipldn vl | [ravti] xlonlpdt dEing tdv
£0EPYECIAV
S$.24.119.14-17 concluding enktesis grant Tl tovg £v]|detcvopévoug ovtdt v e[Bvora | 301/0-295/4
kollto v aElay éxdotoug
S.28.60.83-86 introducing PF péuvnton Tdv edepyeTnodviov owtov kal xépv | 270/69
£xdotolic dnodidwotv
1i2 908.7-8 introducing PF evydllpiotoc v Srortelel 181-170
ii2 909.8—10 introducing PF g0y Gprotog OV dial[telel c. 170

We see here a chronological spread from just after the middle of the fourth century to c. 17015, and
we note that in these clauses the People’s gratitude is advertised in terms of duly granting or repaying
favours (x&pwv/yépitog amodidovat), conferring honour (tiuav), being mindful of benefactions
(uepviicBan), and continuing gratefulness (edydpiotog OV diorteAelv), or as a combination of two or
more of these: cf., e.g., D38 (ii2 448.11) 82-85 (318/17):

Onwg o e1ddot mavteg [lt[1 6 Ofjul
0 6 "ABnvaiov, £Gv Tig e (mofcet ordToOV 00 pévov adt(o]
VG TOVG TONGOVTAG GAAN KOl TOVG TOV EVEPYETOV TTOLT
Soig ofeton Selv Ty kol pepviicBor Gv & ed TédNt
We may also note that, although the hortatory intention is associated with several different types of
honour or provision, it is noticeably common introducing the probouleumatic formula.
The recipients of the People’s favours may be referred to in a variety of ways, including, e.g.
T0V¢ Ovdpag Tovg [dilylabotc 1i2276.17-18 (c. 342)

stoich. 41

1 There is also a small sub-group without e186teg (see note 23 below).
12 There is also a small sub-group without the participle (see Table 3 below).

13 From here on I omit the letters /G in making reference to texts from the Corpus. Thus references introduced by ii2 are
to be interpreted as IG iiZ.

14 There is some doubt about the reading here as compared with the certainty of €éxdcotovg in S.24.119 (see lower in
Table). If one wishes to reconcile the two one can read in ii2 423 ¢kdotov|[g §e86xBou instead of éxdiotov |[EymeicOon.

15 An even later example is the fragmentary ii2 1038.8-9 (c. 130) — for the date, see Tracy, Letter-Cutters 242 — where
the presence of the hortatory intention is assured by the words 8nwg av €1ddc1v dravtelc. The clause there rounds off an
énonvécon plus 6Te@oVOG0L provision.
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T01¢ evepyeTovoLy £10wTo|[v ko] drapévovoty nt Thig edvola|l¢ to]D dfuov D22 (ii2222)14-16
(c.334)

to1g evepyetlong D38 (ii2 448.1)19 (323/2)

T0oVg &v]|detkvopuévoug adhtdt Ty g[tvolav S.24.119.15-16 (301/0-295/4)

TV evEPYETNOAVIOV £00ToV S. 28.60.85 (270/69)

T01g £1¢ £avTOV PLAotipovpévolg ii2 908.8 (181-170)

cf. 10]1¢ £1g £ovTOV PrAoTIOVUEVOLS 112 909.10 (c. 170)

T01¢ PLAoTIHOVUE[VOLG £lg EorvTdy 1i2 1038.8-9 (c. 130)

and sundry further qualifications may be included, e.g.
a&log TV edepyec1dV ii2 555.12 (307-303)
rodlte v a&lov exdiotouglo S. 24.119.16-17 (301/0-295/4).

Table 2 (prhoTipdvron + €106tec!7)

Reference Point of insertion Significant wording Date
ii2425.9-1418 concluding enktesis grant | yélpirog dmoAl/[Myovion &iloc] tdv evepye|[crdv c. 375-350?
S.40.70 (iiZ 257+ | concluding decree, after | 6 dfijnoc xéprrog dmod[ildwotv tolg elic éavtov | c. 350
300) 7-10 provisions for publication | giAoti[uolvuévoic
ii2 360.1V.63-6519 | concluding dAAo éyodv | Tipdn kol otepavol § PovAi tovg ¢ltAotipwov- | 330/29
provision uévoug

MT 49.52-55 concluding érawvécor + | xéprrog adroig 1 BovAn | dro[dlocer tag d&iog | 328/7
OTEQOVADOOL provision gxdotor v dv edle)pyeTloncty

ii2509.7-11 concluding provision for | yapttag droAfyovior mopa tlod diuov déiag tdv [ post 307/6
publication and setting up | ed]lepyetnudtov
on acropolis

ii2 488.19-22 concluding provision to | TinIn@[fcolviton] vrd [tic PovAfic]l xoi | [tod | 303/2
grant funds for sacrifice [ Sfulov
and dedication

D75 (ii2 652) 26-29 | between enrolment and | x&lpitag dmoldyovrar &ll[Eiog tldv edepyetn- | paullo post 286/5
second vote in citizenship | pérwv
award

It would appear from the above that this is an earlier?! form of the hortatory intention, which did not
much survive the end of the fourth century. The only extant example from the third century is D75 (ii2
652) 2629, where Osborne offers the following text:

e’ \ e
onwg kot ot]

[aAAo]t erdotiudvtan dywvi[CecBaor vrep Tod dnuov]
[t00 "ABInvaimv e1ddteg 611 xa&[prrog €Eovotv katal
[Elog TldV evepyeTnuUdTOV

16 Cf, the comment in note 14 above.
17 §.21.336 (ii2 514+) 12-20 (307/6-302/1, sed vix post 306/5?) appears to have a combination of €18@c1v and

stoich. 3842

olotipudvrot. Woodhead, in his commentary on this text (see W. 112; cf. also his discussion of the date), notes: “the
encouragement to emulation of the honorand , and the proclamation of the public response to those who advise the people
well, are unusually fulsome”. In S.28.60 (H.Suppl.17.2/4) 83ff. (cf. Table 1 above) we find the wording 6nag Gv 0OV £18@o1
névieg [0l PollvAduevor @rhotipeicBon mpog thv méAy 161t kT, (This latter is the only example of 8161t rather than Jt1.)

18 For the relation between this text and ii2 64 and 293, see now S.39.69.

19 In vv. 75-77 of the same document we have, also after an &AAo dyo®6v provision, a quite unique form of the
hortatory intention: 6nwg | v kol ol GAAor £0élwot [Eroip]mlg evepyetelv v PovlAnyv kol tov df[ulolv] opdvteg | Tovg
@l otovpé[voug - - -

20 For the wording see immediately below.

21 However, certainly not as early as the end of the fifth century, as Kirchner and Hiller thought in restoring i% 113.37.
David Lewis was wise to leave this line uncompleted in i3 113.
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but I would be inclined to read xd[pitog dmoliyovion dllag, this being a well-attested wording, here
with the potential benefactors as subject. TiunOncovtan also occurs (ii2 488), and sometimes the subject
of the clause is the Boule or the Demos.22

The most noticeable feature of this formulation is that it appears to be employed with a great range
of provisions. Moreover, unlike our previous group, there is no example here introducing the
probouleumatic formula.23

Table 3 (¢pauiilov + €1d86c1/e180T01g)24

Reference Point of insertion Date
D47 (ii2 558) 11-14" introducing citizenship award c. 303/2
D74 (i 663) 33-36 concluding citizenship award 286/5
D87 (ii2 808) 22-25 concluding citizenship award 280529
H.2.156.16-17* introducing PF 275/4
H.6.445/6.2.B4-5* introducing motion formula for demos (MEFD)26 | 255/47 or 253/2227
$.39.125 (ii2 798) 22-26 | introducing PF 251/07 (or 253/27)28
PM 25 (W.217) 13-15* | introducing PF 242/1 or 241/0 or 240/392%
ii2 786.15-17 introducing PF 2¢.22530
ii2 847.33-36 introducing PF 215/14
ii2 931.10* introducing PF c.in. s. ii
ii2 984.5-8 introducing PF med. s. ii
ii2 1008.11.64—65* introducing PF 118/17
ii2 1011.11.45* introducing PF 106/531

Table 3 thus reveals evidence of this form from the end of the fourth century down to the end of the
second,3? and indicates a strong association with citizenship provisions and with the probouleumatic
formula.

The variations in wording are too extensive (and the evidence often too fragmentary) to allow
detailed analysis of every example, but various trends may be singled out for comment:

(a) £pdplAov is normally construed with an infinitive, e.g. D47 (ii2 558) 11-14 (c. 303/2):

221 also suspect that we should read $nog év rather than §nwg alone in 1.26 (there is adequate room), especially in view
of 1.14, where we find 6nwg &v ovv: cf. Henry, Miscellanea section 11, and CQ 16 [1966] 291-3). I concede, however, that it
appears that mog alone must be restored in D74 (ii2 663) 33 (286/5).

23 2 338.21-24 (333/2) 8nlwg dv kol of dAAOL of del xepotovodpevor &l toc kprivog rhotiudvat fkactot eic
tolv 8fipov, and ii2 641.23-25 (299/8) Snwg Gv dg TAelotor prhot|iudvrot xpelov mopéyecor €[]l To cuveépovto TdL
dMuwt, both of which conclude a otepavdoat provision, have no £186teg phrase. Nor does D29 (S.21.310) 40—42 (319/18)
Snag av kot ot GAA[ot névrelllc] erhotipdvron noetv [&yoBov St Gvl| Exlaloltlog dOvnran tov [Sfipov, which concludes
a grant of citizenship.

24 Those examples which lack the participle are marked with an asterisk.

25 For the date see my article in E. M. Craik ed., Owls to Athens. Essays on Classical Subjects Presented to Sir Kenneth
Dover, Oxford (1990) 179-189.

26 See Rhodes, Boule 65.

27 For the year of the archon Athenodoros, see the relevant excursus in Woodhead, Agora.

28 See note 8 above.

29 For the year of the archon Kydenor, see the relevant excursus in Woodhead, Agora.

30 For the date, see Pecirka, Enktesis 106—110, and cf. Tracy, Letter-Cutters 46.

31 Other certain, but more fragmentary, examples include D71 (ii? 721) 2-5 (295/4 or 291-286); D78 (ii? 667) 11-13
(266/5); ii2 700.18-20 (257/6?); S.26.98.27-29 (204/3); S.15.104.11.90-92 (127/6), all introducing the probouleumatic
formula. So too H.32.15/16.14.5-8 (c.170) [cf. S.21.419 and W. 285], but I suspect that the text there should be revised to
read 0]nawg ovv pdlmiddov] | [N Eraotv toig erhotipovulévorg eig tag kolvalg | [xpetog edepyetelv elddotv Slrt kTA.
(see Henry, Miscellanea section IV).

32 The fragmentary ii2 1045.2—4 is evidence for the occurrence of the form in the first century also.
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Snoc 81 v £pduiAdo(v) Nt stoich. 27
[o1 cuvayovillesBou dnpopocictm
[¢ Tt 1 T@V] PaciAéwv npootpécel
[0l Tt td]v ‘EAAMvov édevBepion

cf. e otipe[ioBon D87 (ii2 808) 23 (280s)
mvl|[&plynv tadty dpyxeltv PM 25 (W.217) 14-15 (242/1 or 241/0 or 240/39)33
gvepyete[ty ii2 786.15 (2225)
¢1hodo[Eelv] ii2931.10 (c. in. s. ii).34
It is also possible to find a formulation without an infinitive, e.g. 112 847.33-36 (215/14):
Onmg OV

ovV £eauIAAoV el To1lg PrAoTipovuévot[c]
10001y 011 x&prrag a&log koptovvra[i3S mv]
OV €VEPYETNOMGLY

(b) in the combinations which include the participle we may find either the accusative, e.g. D74 (ii2 663)
33-36 (286/5):
Smoc édp]Adov N naot gpeilog mop] stoich. 30

[éxecBan T S]um e1ddtog 0T [kouto]

[Ovton xaprrale kotalog tov evelpylelt]

[Mudtov3o
or the dative, as in ii2847.33-36 (215/14), quoted above.
(c) with regard to those examples which stand without the participle £186tag/e1ddot, the following
specific observations are perhaps worth making:
(i) in D47 (ii% 558) the lines quoted in (a) above are immediately — and, to my knowledge, uniquely —
followed by a genitive absolute, which explains why everyone should feel such a sense of emulation:

T

[lwouévolv 116 10d dipov kot aglov

[tV dmoldetcvopévov TV elg o Tp

[drynot]o ebvoroy
This effectively replaces the emphasis on what potential benefactors should know about the Athenians’
reaction to good services.

(i1) in the very fragmentary H.6.445/6.2.B4-5 (255/4? or 253/27), a decree honouring sitophylakes,
where there is clearly no room for the inclusion of the participial phrase, Margaret Crosby offered a
restoration which, at first sight, might appear suspect because, as construed by her, the hortatory
intention is expressed with an articular infinitive:

Snog Gv o]ov épdmirrolv] stoich. 50
[71 10 @hotiueloBon TpoBipamg kol Sikaiog Epylew v dpyiv [vI37
However, although the overall reconstruction can by no means be regarded as certain, this particular
aspect is unobjectionable, being paralleled by ii2798.23-25, a decree honouring an agonothetes, now re-
edited by Michael Osborne:38

33 For date see note 29 above.

34 For the rare verb ¢1A080elv in the hortatory intention in Athenian state decrees cf. S.21.452 (W.292) 15 (169/8?); ii2
1045.4 (ante med. s.i); and, in non-state documents, ii2 1304.40 (paullo post 211/10), and ii? 1227.21 (131/0).

35 For this common wording cf. also $.39.125.24-25 (251/0), &Elag kopod[vtlon yéprrog, and D74, as quoted in (b)
below.

36 Cf. also D87 (ii2 808) 24 (280s).

37 The text is repeated in W. 194, with the minor adjustment of M for &, although Woodhead concedes that, at this
period, either form is possible.

38 See note 8 above.
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¢olddlov 1 10 @uhot[i] stoich. 42
[ueloBon e180c1v 011 mapa: 100 d]uov a&éiog koptodlvt]
[on xaprrog
What is perhaps more surprising is the apparent total omission, in the dative case, of any reference to
those to whom the appeal is directed. This would be unparalleled, and could perhaps be remedied
(exempli gratia) by reading as follows:
Snog alv o]ov épduiAiolv]
[ 8oy Tolg EpEovoty grhotinmg Tabtv Epylew v dpynv [v]
This would reflect the wording of both PM 25 (W. 217) 13-15, a decree honouring agoranomoi
Smac] stoich. 38
[&v] 0OV 2eduddov [N Gracty tolg dpEovoty Thv]
[Gplymv tardtny apyeliv kota Tovg vopoug
and H.2.156.5 (W. 185) 1617 (275/4), a decree in honour of taxiarchs
Snwg &v ovv éleduilov Nt toic dpEovot] stoich. 43
VIV apynv tavtny elrhotiplmg kol dikalong dpyetv
All three examples would thus express the encouragement of emulation among officials in the
performance of their duties: cf. also the similar encouragement of kosmetai in ii2 1008.11.64—65
(118/17):
kol Tlaoy £edulhov 1 Tolg ént TordTny
Vv apxnV kobiotapévolg dikailng kol Tov adtov [Tpomov dredyety
and ii2 1011.11.45 (106/5):
Kol TaoY EeGuAhoy 1 1ol nt TadTny TV dpyxlv kodiotapévolg dikaing kol
[t]ov adtov Tpomov drekdryety
both of which likewise lack the participle €166t0c/e1866139 and are also combined with a preceding
patvavtol clause?0 introduced by Tvotl.

(d) normally the potential benefactors are the subject of the dti-clause dependent on the participle, as
can be seen yet again in ii? 847, although we find quite a different formulation in ii2 786.15-17 (?c.
225):

Smog v 0dv épdpuddov e[i] edepyeteliv ndotv 18]

o 01t kol O dfjpog xabdnep ovTd[1 TATPLOV E6TLY, Ao

ddoet TV Tpocnkovoay £kdotolig y&ptv
where the stress is laid on the favour coming from the People.

CATEGORY B

As an alternative to the various forms of Category A formulations which we have just examined there
also exists an extensive group of parallel formulations which employ either the adjective @ovepog
(personally or impersonally) or the verb paivesBou. All of these essentially express the hope that the
People’s gratitude to benefactors may be manifestly obvious to all and sundry.

1. with the adjective:

(i) impersonally: in order that it may be evident (¢ovepov) to all that the Demos/Boule and Demos of
the Athenians . . .

39 So too probably the extremely fragmentary ii2 931.10 (c. in. s. ii).
40 See Table 7 below, together with note 75.

41 For a discussion of conjunctions introducing final clauses in Athenian inscriptions see Henry, CQ 16 (1966) 291—
293.
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Table 4 (pavepdv)
Reference | Point of insertion Significant wording Date
ii2505.41-43 | introducing PF ¢niotaton xéprrog anodidoévallt xlataiog tolg @rAotipovuévolg | 302/1
eilc] éalvtldlv
ii2 657.50-52 | introducing PF énillototan yéprrag dmodidévor tlolg evepyétong dbillag dv dv | 283/2
£0EPYETHOMGLY
S.25.89.19-23 | introducing PF et Tovlg Sikaimg Epyovtog Tag py oG Kol Kotd | Tovg vopovg 282/1

We may note
(a) the infrequency of this type#2
(b) that each example (except D84) introduces the probouleumatic formula
(c) the parallelism in significant wording between this type and many of the examples in Table 1.
Before concluding this section we may also compare i21028.93-96 (101/100):
onwg o[v]
ooV 1) BovAn kal 6 SHuog paivavtor tiudvitleg todg dElovg @V dpxdviov kol ylivintor ¢ol
VEPOV 0TL TG TO1g KaADG Kol eVoePdg dvaotpageloty £otiv Tiundfivor koltaéil
0OG TOV TETPOYUEVOV
Here the personal construction with aivevtot is coupled with a somewhat different impersonal

eavepov: ‘. . . and it may be evident that it is possible for those who conduct themselves in an
honourable and pious manner to be honoured in a way worthy of their deeds’.
(ii) personally:

Here too there are very few examples*3 and sufficiently heterogeneous as to warrant full and
individual citation.
Several examples convey the same idea as the impersonal type, e.g.
(a) D83 (ii2717) 6-8 (c. 286-262):
Snog Gv ovv kol 6 dfjul
[og palvepog el ydpriag dlElog dmodidodg tdv eig tovr]
[ov evelpyecidv
Here ga]vepdg is the guarantee of the presence of the personal construction, and the overall restoration
must be basically correct. The clause is inserted immediately before the probouleumatic formula.44
(b) 112791 (W. 213) 24-25 (245/4 or 244/3)45, a decree calling for voluntary contributions to a defence
fund:
omog av eavepla] drnactv N erAot|iwio tdv fovAopévav edepyetety T[ov] dfjulo]v
Although this belongs in this group it is very much sui generis. One cannot do better than quote the
words of Woodhead:46 “The ‘hortatory intention’ is here attached to the publication of the decree and
list as a permanent and visible record of the patriotism and generosity of the contributors, rather than to
the more usual aim of encouraging future emulation or publicising the gratitude of the demos, and it is
well tailored to the particular circumstances.” Its actual point of insertion is immediately after the
provision for erecting the stone in the Agora.

42 D84 (ii2 805) 5-9 (286-262) is clearly another example but too fragmentary for there to be sufficient certainty over
the wording. The point of insertion there is at the conclusion of a grant of citizenship.

43 D75 (ii2 652) 14-15 (paullo post 286/5), introducing the probouleumatic formula, is not to be restored with pov[epol
ooty kai ol "ABnvoiot]. The reasons are given in Henry, Miscellanea section II, where I suggest the reading gai[vovtot kol
N PouAn kol 6 dfjnoc.

44 Whether or not ii2 845.9—11(paullo post 249?) also introducing the probouleumatic formula, is similarly an example
of 0 dfipog eavepde, the article in tovg ’ABnvoiovg in v. 10 is impossible (see Henry, CQ 66 [1966] 295-296). For the date
of this document see S. V. Tracy, Hesperia 57 (1988) 320 (cf. S.38.97).

45 For the year of Diomedon, see the relevant excursus in Woodhead, Agora.

46 Commentary on vv. 24-25 of W. 213.
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(c) S.21.435.9-10 (187/6), introducing publication details:
fvor 8¢ 1o dedoypéva eildvBporal | tdL Sfpwt gavepd Tao €1
Although the expression is clearly personal, there can be no certainty about the restoration at the end of
1. 9.
(d) S.19.108 (ii2 1006) 88-90 (122/1) a long-winded ephebic document:
Tlva 00V kol 1 BovAn [kai] 6 Sfipog pove
pol yivov[tlor tipnldviteg kotailng Tovg erAayafodvag T[dv koountdv Kol
apyovtog dikaime kol kota To[v]g vououg kai dmode[ik]vopévoug Thv
e1g €avtovg evvlotav], yivovton 8¢ kali] aAlor {ndotal Td[v adtdv]
The point of insertion is immediately before the probouleumatic formula, and here the second clause
urges parallel emulation from others.
(e) ii21072.11-12 (inter 91/2 et 97/8), a very late example, concluding a decree authorising the erection
of a statue for Antonios Oxylos:
Snwg Gy T0VTOV TPOTTOUEVOV
M ¢ ToAeme erlavOponio Tolg kalolg kKayobolc TV AvEpdY VIAPYOVET PUVEPOL
TOGL YElvNTOL.

2. with the verb @aivesOaur: in order that the Boule and/or Demos may be clearly seen to . .. (+
participle).

As will be seen below, this is by far the commonest form of the hortatory intention. It can be subdivided
into 3 formulations:

(i) Demos alone:

Table 5 (6 dfjuog paivnton)

Reference Point of insertion Significant wording Date
D86 (ii2 716) 6-8 introducing PF Sropdv 16 dedopévog tlipbe s. iv/iii
ii2672.10-11 introducing MFD TV Tovg Tp[Og Ealutov PLAoTIHOVUEVOLG 279/8247
ii2 682.64—66 introducing PF TV Tov¢ dryolbovc | BvSpoc kol dlove uviung 259/848
ii2 776.20-22 introducing commen- | tipu[®v] ToVg nepl mAe[ioTtov motovpévollug v el | 263/2 or 259/8

dation and crown to[vc] Beove evoéBlerav or 256/549
ii2 844.1.20-22 introducing MFD IOV ToVG Gmodetkvupévoug fiv Exovcty alilpecty u | 229/8
TOVTL KOpdL
S.25.106.25-27 introducing PF &M TOVTL Kop@L LeUVNUEVOS QovTon TV EKTEVRG | 226/5
| Toc ypetac adtd0 mapeoynuévov
S.29.116.23-25 introducing PF TIUOV 214/13
$.25.112.3851 introducing PF TV T0v¢ dryolfovg divdpaic 196/5
D106 (ii? 922) 24 | introducing PF Tud[v c. 190-165
ii2891.8-1092 introducing MFD xéprrag] &&lag dmodidovg tolg elg Eowtdv @iho- | 188/7
TILOVUEVOLC
D108 (ii2981) 2-3 | introducing PF Tudv Tovg d&lov[c Svtac c. 15093

47 See S.38.74.
48 See Henry, Chiron 22 (1992) 25-33.
49 For the year of the archon Alkibiades, see Meritt, art. cit. (note 8 above), 88, 93 and Osborne, art. cit. (note 8 above),

228, 237.

50 For the problem of the indirect reflexive, see the Appendix and cf. note 67 below.

51 Although restored, the clause is almost certainly immediately joined (vv. 39—41) with a 8noc &v eldwouy clause

encouraging emulation in others. On this *doubled’ form, see W. 261, commentary on vv. 38—41.

52 There is also a Yréuvnuo formulation later at vv. 17-18 (see Table 8 below).
53 This is the mid-point of the datable activity of the ‘Cutter of Agora I 6006’; see Tracy, Letter-Cutters 149.
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D107 (ii2 853)18-20 | concluding publication | Tipév to[dc &vSpag tode dmodet]lkvopévouve v | c. 150 vel posteadt
provisions [e]¥vorav
ii2945.16-17 introducing PF Tiudv tlovg dnoldeukcvupévoug] T mpog avtolv | 168/7
gbv]oov
S.38.112 (ii2 937)| introducing PF T[pdv Tobg dryaBovg] dvdpog c. 1357
37-38

It is noteworthy that, with very few exceptions, these examples introduce either the probouleumatic
formula or the motion formula for the ecclesia.

Mention should perhaps also be made here of the extremely fragmentary D119 (S.16.73+) 7 (c.202—
192?), where the opening words of the hortatory intention are restored by Osborne3> as follows:

[eig atprov: Smag & &v odv kol 6 dfipog dell pepvnuévog eaivnron t@v [v]

But this cannot be correct: we need either 8¢ or ovv but not both.56 Since it is most unlikely that the
clause is to be appended to the immediately preceding invitation to dine in the Prytaneion, we should
regard this as an instance of the hortatory intention introducing a grant of citizenship3’7 with the simple
connective 8¢.58

(i1) Boule alone:
Table 6 (1 BovAn poivnTon)

Reference Point of insertion Significant wording Date
1i2487.10-12 introducing motion formula [ &&lav xépilv] éxdotmi{c} d[rno]|d1dodca tddV mepiio- [ 304/3
for boule (MFB)>Y TUnpévev
MT 261.49-51 | introducing MFB dmovénovooll tdy xol[0fKkovra EnaivovOl 143/2962
S.22.110 (ii?| concluding commendation | tip[@dcal] 80/79264
1039) 12-1393 | and crown provisions
ibid. 4344 concluding provision to erect | Tiu[®loo Tovg dryobovg tdv | [dv1dpdv 80/79?
stele with names and decrees
ibid. 58-59 introducing MFB anodgyopévn v tdv ElenPolv dpetiv kol npog ta [ 80/79?
kloJA& prhotipioy
ibid. 66-68 concluding decree Tudolo tovg] amo tfig tpdtng [MAlukiog T@lv] | [véw]v | 80/79?
£mid186vTog £ovtovg £nl o kdAMota 1OV [Emitndev-
uéc]roo[v65

54 Osborne, Naturalization in Athens, vol. 11, Brussels, 1982, p.193, is inclined to place this text, also the work of
Tracy’s ‘Cutter of Agora I 6006, late in the cutter’s career.

55 In this he is followed by Woodhead (see W.239), although the latter determines a slightly wider text of c. 54—57
letters on the basis of the relatively well preserved vv. 10-13. In the editio princeps (H.26.58.13) Benjamin Meritt did not
make this error. (We may note that he was working with an entirely different layout and with no knowledge of fragment b.)

56 Cf. similar criticism of the reading at D89 (ii2 570) 10 (s. iii pars prima?) in Henry, Miscellanea section III.

57 The overall reconstruction of this difficult text need not detain us here. For the question of the reflexive pronoun in v.
8 see the Appendix below.

58 In D40 (ii2 438) 7 there should be no semi-colon, rather a comma, before Smog Gv.
59 See Rhodes, Boule 65.

60 For dmovépovoo cf. MT 254.52 (104/3), and cf. following footnote.

61 528.95.15-16 (c.30) guarantees the restoration.

62 See Habicht, Hesperia 57 (1988) 238-239.

63 This is a long ephebic document. The examples at vv. 12—13 and 43—44 occur at the end of a section of the document.
So too in the case of ii2 1043.15-16 and 58—59 below.

64 See S.38.117.

65 The text continues yivlovrat 8¢ kod Etepor {[nlAwtal 1d[v] | [opoilev. CFf. ii2 1042.d.18-19 (c. 40/39). ii2 1043.58—
60 (37/6?) has the slightly different word order t@v dpoiov {nAwrtod.
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ii2 1041.7-8 after publication provisions [ npdvotov motovpévn thic tdv EeNPov dywnyfc 45/4?
S.23.77.19-20 | concluding decree Aoty mpdvolav mowovpévn | tfig mpodg v Beov | 37 vel paullo
gvoefetog post
ii21043.15-16 | concluding commendation | teipdoo 37/6?
and crown provisions
ibid.58-59 concluding publication | tiudca [tolvg dmd tfig mpdtng NAkicg TV véwv émdi- | 37/62
provision Sévrog Elo|tove émi 10, kdAAoTa TdY EnitIndevudtov
S.28.95.15-16 | introducing MFB t01lg PLAayéBlmg kol peyohouepds dvollotpepouévorg [ c.30
amovépovoo tOv kabnkolvto Ernaivoy
MT 293.19-20 | concluding prytany document | 1)v tpociikovcoy mpdvolo motovuévn c.20

It is to be noted that these formulations occur mainly in ephebic and prytany documents, and there either
introduce the motion formula for the boule or conclude sections of, or the whole of, each decree.

(ii1) Boule and Demos

Table 7 (1) BovAn kol 6 dfjuog eaivntot/eaivavtond)

Reference | Point of insertion Significant wording Date
S.14.64 1920 introducing PF padvnlton Tdv tove ypetog odtd®’ mapeyouévoue 271/0
ii2 677.7-8 introducing MFB®8 | gaiviron Stapul|driov [tolg edepyéranc] toc xépiroc c.250
ii2788.15-18 introducing PF Qoivavtor xopy | dnodiddviec toic LAOTILOVUEVOLC 235/4
ii2 785.20-22 introducing PF aivnron Tiwd[v Tove evepyélltoc kol ydprroc d&ioc dmod[18010¢ 196/569
ii2 992.6-8 introducing PF gailllvmlvror Tiudvrec kol @rhogpoviovuevol ¢.17070
ii2956.22-247! | introducing PF LvnUovedovieg @ovevIoL TdV £l £0vTtovg eliotluovuévav kol | 161/0
£roipwg d186vtov eiftfg tag émpelelog

S.21.469.17-19 | introducing PF poivovrot kTh. /2 129/8

ii2 1006.1.37-38 | introducing PF gaivavion’3 tipldvliteg Tovg Glove kol melapyxodvltag Toic te | 122/1
véuowe kA 74

ii2 1008.11.63-65 | introducing PF eloiveavion tovg dvactpagéviag é[v] | [tlolg dpyols koAde kol [ 118/17
émd movtde Tod Pedtiotlov Tic kablnkovone twfc dEodv[tec’d

ii21009.1 10-12 | introducing PF olaivlevior tiudvieg tovg meopyodvralcl tolg e vopolg xal || 116/15
[tolg yIneicuacwy

ibid.I1.45-47 introducing PF eaivovtot tovg dy[alfolvg tldv dvdpdv xal [kaddc] kol dukaing [ 116/15
Alvaotpellpouévoue tiudvrec talc [kabnlko[Hoaic] dwpeaic

66 Both singular and plural occur. Moreover, the participle, when singular, is regularly masculine. Cf. Woodhead
(commentary on v. 19 of W. 187 [= S.14.64]: “Boule and demos (together the ‘administration’) are counted as a singular

collective noun.”

67 For the problem of the indirect reflexive, see Appendix, and cf. note 50 above.
68 Probably in error for the PF.

69 For the date of the archon Charikles, see the relevant excursus in Woodhead, Agora. Woodhead rejects attempts to
place Charikles in 184/3 (see Tracy, Letter-Cutters 73 and 142 note 5).

70 See Tracy, op. cit., 101 and 262.

71 The wording of ii2 958.18-21 (153/2?) is identical. For the date of this latter text, see Habicht, Hesperia 57 (1988)

240.

72 The full wording is goivavtat od pévov drarnpodvieg T nétpio, GAAL kod tposernfo]Eov{tes) | Tég te Buciag
Kol TOG TG KoAdg Kol edoefdg, Tva kol mopd 1oV Bedlv] | ktnowviot tag kotalog yapttoc.

73 Contrast vv. 88-90 (see S.19.108 [p. 113 above]): awvelpol yivav[tlat tiuldv]teg kTA.

741 have refrained from giving here the full wording of some of these longwinded ephebic texts.

75 The formulation is continued with an gpduiddov clause (vv. 64—65). ii2 1008 and 1011 are very similar (cf. Table 3

and p. 111 above).
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ii21011.1.22-23 | introducing PF poivovtol Tu@vTes Tovg metBapyodviag tolg te vopols kot | 106/5
YNQIGUOCLY KoL T KOGUNTEL

ibid.11.43-45 introducing PF ealvavial Tovg dvestpopupéviovg] &v tolg dpyals koAdg kol o | 106/5
novtog Tod BeAtictov kol ddwpodokntog Tfig Tpoonkovong | Tiufig
GE100viec 70

ii2 1028.1. 4244 | introducing PF eaivovial Tidvteg Tovg ntlebalpyodviag toig te vopoig xalfil | [ 101/100
yneiouacty £k The tp®dTne NAlkiog

ibid.I1.93-96 introducing PF poivovrat Tiudvltlec Tode dEiove Tdv dpydviov 77 101/100

This formulation, which seems to be confined to introducing the probouleumatic formula, appears not to
ante-date the first half of the third century. However, it is certainly employed beyond the end of the
second century, fragmentary examples occurring throughout the first century.”8

CATEGORY C

1. in order that there may be a record/reminder (vnouvnue) of . . .

Table 8 (Vméuvnuo)’®

Reference Point of insertion Significant wording Date
H.9.104/5.20.21-23 | concluding commendation | dmépvnpar €1 tiic emueleiog ald]ltdv 302/1
and crown provisions
ii2 653.50-52 introducing publication | dnéuvnuo M thg oikeld|[trog xloi tdv Swpeidv @V | 285/4
provisions (PP) npootifepévav ad|[tdr nplog Talc vropyovcaig
S.28.60.104—105 introducing PP vrouvnuo [8]liopéver 1dv neplotiunuévov eic Tov 8fuov | 270/69
ii2891.17-1880 introducing PP vrépuvnue vrdpynt 1oV yelyelyovotov | [abtdr vro tod | 188/7
dMuov eravBpar]ov
D100 (ii2 954b) 19— | introducing PP vropvnue vrélpyer thg yeyovetag mopal | [tod 8Muov | 181/0 (or
20 Tufig 190/89 or
169/8)81
ii2908.17-1882 introducing PP Omouvnue vrdpyxel avtdL mepl thic mpodg | tov [Slfjuov [ 181-170
ghvolog
ii2 909.19-20 introducing PP Vrdluvnuo Vrdpyel ovTd Tepl TH Tpog TOV dfjuov edvotog | ¢.170

This is clearly a favoured formulation from the early third century on for the introduction of the final
publication provisions of decrees.

In conclusion, therefore, let us return to our starting-point viz. Michael Walbank’s decree
honouring, inter alios, persons involved in the purchase of grain. Walbank wished to place this
document in the era of Lykourgos and the well-known grain shortage. He was satisfied that the letter
forms were compatible with a date either in the late fourth century or in the early third, but had some
concern that the formulae he restored fitted better in the third century rather than the fourth.

76 Cf. preceding note.
77 The formulation continues with kol y[{ivnton eallvepdv 811 kTA. Cf. p. 110 above.
8 Cf., e.g., ii2 1029.26-27 (96/5); S.111.31-33 (45/4).

79 For the correction of the reading at D89 (ii2 570) 10—11 (?pars prima s. iii), where we cannot have both §¢ and ovv,
see Henry, Miscellanea section III.

80 There is a prior hortatory intention in vv. 8~10 of the same text.
81 For a discussion of the date of this document, see W. 276.

82 There is also a hortatory intention in vv. 7-8 of the same document, introducing the probouleumatic formula (8nwg
av [0y eiddoy dmavteg 8Tt kTA.). The same is true for vv. 8—10 of ii2 909. (See Table 1 above).
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It would seem inescapable that Walbank’s restorations must be accepted, except, perhaps, that we
might choose to see a reflexive, rather than a non-reflexive, at the end of v.21.83 The text would then run
as follows (vv. 20-23):

Snag av e]liddoy ndvte stoich. 23
[¢ 611 6 dfjpog totlg xpelov ot
[ mopeyopévorlg éniotaton
[x&p1v amodidovor
It concludes an émouvécoi+cte@ovdoal provision, which, as we have seen, is by no means
unparalleled.

Moreover, the variety and chronological spread of the forms and wordings which we have
considered above leave little doubt about the suitability of Professor Walbank’s restorations even in the
last third of the fourth century.

Monash University/St Andrews University Alan S. Henry

APPENDIX
The indirect reflexive

In examining the body of evidence for the hortatory intention I have become aware that, in those
examples where the Demos (or the Boule and Demos) is represented as showing its gratitude to those
who are zealous in its interests (@1lotipeloBor) or confer benefits on it (edepyetetv) or display goodwill
towards it (ebvola), there is some variation — and inconsistency — on the part of editors in deciding as
between £€avtov, 00TOV or adTOV when restoration is required, and between o0t- and a0t- where the
stone actually preserves the letters AYT.

The constraints of a stoichedon layout would virtually confirm, where appropriate, the restoration of
the longer form with &-. But where 1 space less is available or when the text is non-stoichedon, how can
we decide whether to restore av1- or ovt-? Similarly, in cases where the letters AYT actually stand on
the stone, are we to interpret them as o0t- or a0T-?

Certainty is doubtless unachievable, since, en principe, both the reflexive and the non-reflexive
pronouns can be used as indirect reflexives. Moreover, in the material here under consideration, there is
no example where a preceding aspirated consonant would ensure that ot-must be read. How then are
we to proceed?

I suggest that a thorough examination of the available evidence will demonstrate that, whereas there
are many examples of €avt- on the stone, there is no instance where we are obliged to interpret AYT- as
o0T- or to restore the non-reflexive form.

1. Extant examples of the reflexive form £ovt-:84

(a) prhotiuetcBon eic: this is a very common expression, e.g.
T01g €1¢ £VTOV PIAOTLULOVUEVOLG
S.40.70 (ii%2 257+300) 9-10 (c.350); D71 (ii%2 721) 3 (295/4 or 291/0-286); 1i2891.9 (188/7);
1i2908.8 (181-170); 1i2909.10 (c.170)

83 See Appendix below.

84 For reasons of economy of space I have not troubled in 1 to cite exact transcriptions of each example. The reader is
assured, however, that in each case the reflexive is certain.
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TO1C PLAOTLULOVUEVOLG E1G E0VTOV
112505.43 (302/1)
TOV £1¢ £0VTOVC PLAOTILOVUEVOV
1i2956.23-24 (c.161/0); ii2958.19-20 (153/2).
(b) evepyetelv: e.g.
T01g eVePYETOVOLY E0rvTOV D22 (ii2 222) 1415 (c.334); D74 (ii2 805) 9-10 (286-262)
T01¢ £Vepyetelv £ovtov fovlopévoig S.19.80 (ii2 835) 16 (paullo post 229/8)
OV edepyeTNodviov ovtov S.28.60.85 (270/69)
(c) edvoro:
TNV TPOG £0VTOV ebvota 1i2945.17 (168/7)
MV £lg ontov ebvotav S.19.108 (ii2 1006) 89-90 (122/1)

2. Examples where the letters AYT- are extant on the stone:

(a) interpreted as o0T-:

(i) S.30.65.21-22 (c.331-324?): Walbank (H.49.251/2.1) read totlg xpelav adt|[d mopexopévotlc.

(ii) S.24.119.15-16 (inter 301/300 et 295/4): Petirka followed Meritt (H.13.242/3.7) in reading tovg
¢v]|deucvopévoug oot v g[tvoray. In this they are followed by Woodhead (W. 164).

(iii) S.14.64.20 (271/0): Dinsmoor (H.23.228/90.182) read tov¢ xpelog adTdL TOPEXOUEVOLS. SO
too Woodhead (W. 187).

(iv) S.25.106.26-27 (226/5): Meritt (H.4.525/7.39) read tdv éxktevdc | TOC YXpelog adTOL
nopeoynuévov. So too Woodhead (W. 224).

(b) interpreted as oT- :

In W. 239 (DI119; S.16.73) 7-8 (f. s. iii)83we find t@dv [év] | tolg mpdtepov xpovloig
evepyeB]é[vimv e]ig avtov. Osborne concedes that edepyetnOévtov would fit the available space, but
rejects the possibility because the traces which Woodhead interprets as epsilon, Osborne sees as sigma.
He might also have remarked that ebepyetely is never found as a passive deponent, nor is it construed
with ei¢ + accusative. What one would expect here would be gilotipovpévmv, and this is perhaps what
we should read (@rhotipovulé[vav).

3. Examples of restoration:86

(a) 112269 (=515) 11-12 (352-336) is restored to1g @rAoti|/[povuévolg eig £avtdv . . .J. Although the
text is cut stoichedon 30 there is clearly no compulsion to read the reflexive form in the lacuna. It may
well, however, be the correct restoration.

(b) D31 (ii2 392+586; S.26.83) 67 (321/0 — 319/18). Here Osborne follows Chara Karapa-Molisani in
restoring 1o1¢] @rAo[tipov|uévolg mpog avltolv. In view of the examples in 1(a) above it would be
equally possible — and perhaps even preferable — to read, in this stoichedon text, £1g éorv]td[v.

(c) In D77 (H.9.353.48) 3 (286/5 vel paullo post) we find tovg evel[pyetollovilog abtdv. Here a form
with only four letters is virtually guaranteed by the stoichedon layout, although, in the line in question,
the letters PTETO are crowded into four letter-spaces.87 Schweigert, the original editor, Osborne and
Woodhead (W. 173) all read the contracted reflexive.

85 1 prefer to print Woodhead’s text here, rather than Osborne’s. Woodhead points out that the text must be defined as
non-stoichedon c. 54-57, slightly wider than Osborne’s c. 51-54. While refraining from a full restoration of v. 8, Osborne
too prints €ilg aOTOV.

86 This is not an exhaustive list.

87 Osborne also detected a shallow rasura at this point.
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(d) In D83 (ii2 717) 7-8 (286-262), stoichedon 41-43, Osborne follows the Corpus in reading T®v €ig
got]|[ov evelpyecidv.

(e) ii2672.10-11 (279/8), stoichedon 67, offers toic nplog £alutov erlotiuovuévorc.

(f) In ii2 836.12 (c.224/3), non-stoichedon 35-40, we find 1ol edepy[etovoLy 0OTOV.

(g) In D106 (ii2 922) 3—4 (c.190-165) Osborne follows the Corpus in reading, in this non-stoichedon
text with a wide variety of length of line, tovg napeyouévoug] | [xpelag odltdr. In ii2 Addenda p. 668
we see that Wilhelm (AE [1912] 248) had proposed tov¢ yvnoing mapeyxoutl|[voug avltdt, but
Osborne rejects this as ‘less well suited to the available space’. The phrase is also unparalleled. For our
purposes here, however, the interest lies in Wilhelm’s choice of the reflexive, on which Osborne does
not comment.

(h) ii2966.13 (c. 150)88 is restored, again by Wilhelm, to read tfig £i¢ [Eovtov @rAoTipiag. The text is
non-stoichedon.

(i) In D109.6 (c. 140) Osborne follows Tracy, the original editor (H.48.178.2), in reading [to1g €ig
£00TOV @rAoTIHo]upévolg in this non-stoichedon text.

(j) In ii21038.9 (c.130), another non-stoichedon document, we find Toig @rAotipnovpé[voig eig EorvTtov.

This survey thus reveals a sizeable sample of examples of €éovt- extant on the stone, a tendency on
the part of editors to interpret the letters AYT as o0t- rather than ovt-, and an inconsistency of approach
in the sphere of restoration as regards the choice of the aspirated or unaspirated form. In view of the
large number of indisputable instances of €¢ovt-, my own inclination would be to read the reflexive
pronoun in every case.

88 The date given is the mid-point in the range of the work attributed by Tracy to the Cutter of Agora I 6006 (see Tracy,
Letter-Cutters 146—162).



