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ABSTRACT 

In this dissertation Athenian honorary inscriptions, 

granted during the fifth and fourth centuries down to the 

death of Alexander the Great, are analyzed. Ij,'ne evidence 

includes grants of citizenship, proxenia, epimeleia, 

enktesis, ateleia, and isotelsia to deserving foreigners. 

During the fifth century, Athens used thess grants, 

6 

particularly the proxenia, as one means to keep her 

predominant position in Greece. other honors were also 

used for this purpose, such as the offer of protection, and 

to some degree citizenship honors. In their domestic 

affairs, Athenians used enktesis, ateleia, and isoteleia as 

rewards, especially for resident aliens. 

According to the epigraphic evidence, the ateleia and 

isoteleia decrees show no increase during the fourth 

century, while the greatest number of proxeny decrees were 

passed from 353 to 323 B.C. Although honorary decrees 

were awarded liberally during this time, there was no 

steady increase from the fifth century down to 323 B.C. 

During the_period from 399 to 354, the number of extant 

honorary decrees is rather small. 

Particular attention is paid to an analysis of the 

development of each honor, the identification of the 

individuals involved, and their relation to the 

Athenian people. 

--_ .... _ .... _.---



PREFACE 

Greek orators bewailed the political situation and the 

loss of morals in Athenian society. One of their 

criticisms was directed against the decline in the value of 

honorary decrees. Aeschines (3.178) declared that "the 

name virtue used to be itself an honor, but now the custom 

has completely faded out." Demosthenes also repeatedly 

described the declining quality of men being honored as 

well as the increasing number of individuals receiving 

privileges. In his speech against Aristokrates, he 

compared his contemporary situation with that of earlier 

times saying, 

Thus they [forefathers] distributed rewards within the 
city righteously and to the public advantage. We do 
it the wrong way •.•• The truth is that in those days 
to be made a citi2en of Athens was an honor so 
precious in the eyes of the world, men were ready to 
render to you memorable services. Today, it is so 
worthless that not a few men who have already achieved 
it have wrought worse mischief to you than your 
declared enemies ••• All your honors have been dragged 
through the mire and made contemptible by those 
execrable and god-forsaken politicians.1 

In this study, I have explored whether these comments 

were made on the basis of oratorial zeal for persuasion, or 

if they are supported by epigraphic evidence. In the final 

conclusion, I have attempted to explain why, based on 

extant inscriptions, a decline in quality and an increase 

in quantity of honored individuals is indeed observable. 

IDem. 23.199-201, translated by J.H. Vince (London, 
1964) • 

-_ .. _--- .. _- --- - - .---_._- - _ .. _._--. - ---------- -------_._--_. ---
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My approach has been to seek an understanding of 

honorary decrees passed by the Athenian ekklesia during the 

fifth century down to the death of Alexander the Great. 

This involves an analysis of the development of each honor, 

changes in the formula, as well as changes in the grant 

itself. It further requires, whenever possible, the 

identification of the individual foreigners receiving 

privileges and the stated reasons for the honor. 

A large number of scholarly studies is available for 

studying specific decrees, and there are several book

length epigraphic works on particular honors, such as 

enktesis or proxenia. However, each of these works is 

concerned either with only one specific inscription, or 

with one pa~ticular type of honorary grant. Among the most 

important works discussing decrees that confer privileges 

are M.B. Walbank's Athenian Proxenies Qf the Fifth century 

B.C., J. Pecirka's ~ Formula ~ thg Grant Qf Enktesis in 

Attic Inscriptions, M.J. Osborne's Naturalization in 

Athens, A. Billheimer's Naturalization in Athenian ~ and 

Practice, as well as numerous epigraphic articles by A. 

Wilhelm, B.D. Meritt, and M.B. Walbank. However, none of 

these studies offers an overview of all honorary decrees~ 

and most epigraphic studies discuss questions concerning 

the restoration of the inscription, but do not relate the 

grants to their historical context. 

- .. - ._----._---
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My approach has been to study the whole series of 

inscriptions conferring honors to foreigners, with 

particular attention paid to the identification of the 

individuals who received the honors and their relation to 

the Athenian people. Further, I have attempted to trace 

the d.evelopment of each type of privilege, based on the 

extant inscriptions. 

I have divided this study into chapters discussing 

each type of honorary grant. The main part in each section 

constitutes the individual grants. Whenever possible, I 

have included the reasons for the grant, the historical 

circumstances, the identification of the honorands, and I 

have discussed epigraphic questions pertaining to the 

individual decrees. 

I wish to thank my mentor, Professor Roger de Laix of 

the University of Arizona, for his patience and his 

encouragement to continue this work as well as his numerous 

suggestions in improving the text. 

. - -.... _ ..... _--_. - ------ --------- . 
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CHAPTER 1 

CITIZENSHIP DECREES 

citizenship, by birth or honorary grant, was an 

important factor in Athenian domestic and foreign policies 

and sometimes reflect the political struggles at Athens. 

The tyrant Peisistratus, as well as Kleisthenes and others 

used citizenship decrees for their C~Ti political purposes. 

Peisistratus admitted many Athenians to the citizenship 

rolls, strengthening his position, while Kleisthenes as 

well as others, changed the citizenship laws to serve the 

interests of the dominant political faction. Leaders such 

as Peisistratus and Kleisthenes permanently altered the 

composition of the Athenian citizen body.1 

In pre-Solonian times, citizenship rights were 

probably tied to land ownership. It was not until after 

Solon's reforms that the landless were admitted to the 

ekkklesia and thereby assigned to a phratry and, 

furthermore, that the connection between land ownership and 

citizenship was abolished. 2 The Peisistratids greatly 

increased the citizenship rolls by admitting the landless 

1Arist. EQI. 1275b36; Ath. £Ql. 13.5; 21.2,4; 29.3; 
Donald Kagan, "The Enfranchisement of Aliens by 
Cleisthenes," Historia 12 (1963): 41-46: James H. Oliver, 
"Reforms of Cleisthenes," Historia 9 (1960): 503-507. 

2c. Hignett, A History Qf ~ Athenian Constitution 
(Oxford, 1975) 79, 84, 117. 

-_.-'--'--'--'._-' -_.-.-- . --.'---'- --- .. ------ --------_._.--_ .. -._----
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as full citizens. The reason for Peisistratus' action was 

to keep the support of the members of the lower classes who 

had helped him gain power and who saw in the tyrant a 

protection against the dominance of the aristocracy.3 

The second important change in the citizenship laws 

occurred with the rule of Kleisthenes. In the 6th. fQl. 

(21.2) it is noted that Kleisthen~s enrolled many new 

citizens by reforming the divisions of the phyle. The 

reason for Kleisthenes' action, according to Aristotle was 

so that the new citizens could not be distinguished from 

the old. Kleisthenes also enabled the children of alien 

mothers to be Athenian citizens. This policy was intended 

as a reward for their support against Kleisthenes' rivals. 4 

Although citizenship qualifications might not have 

been the major issues in the reforms of either Peisistratus 

or Kleisthenes, both leaders permanently changed the 

requirements for citizenship by birth. Peisistratus and 

Kleisthenes included in the citizenship rolls those 

Athenians who were formerly ineligible to participate fully 

in political decision making in Athens. Despite several 

attempts at a later time to repeal these policies, for 

3Ath • EQl. 13.5; 16.9. Hignett 125; Robert J. Bonner 
and Gertrude Smith, ~ Administration Qf Justice ~ 
Homer tQ Aristotle, vol. 1, reprinted from the 1938 ed. 
(New York, 1970) 181ff. 

4Eberhard Ruschenbusch, Athenische Innenpolitik im 
Funften Jahrhundert (Bamberg, 1979) 5; Hignett 133f; Kagan 
41-46. 



example during the rule of the Thirty, none were 

permanently successful. 

12 

The year 450, when Perikles limited ci~izenship to 

children of Athenian parents, marks the next stage in the 

development of citizenship laws. The motives for Perik1es' 

actions are not clear. Aristotle (Ath. fQl. 26.3-4; 42.1) 

notes that it was because of the great number of Athenian 

citizens. Some modern authors5 simi1ari1y speculate that 

because of the large number of aliens, Athenians wished to 

curtail intermarriages to preserve their racial purity. 

Although too many foreigners might have been a source of 

resentment in Athens, ideas of preserving racial purity is 

an explanation colored by nineteenth and twentieth-century 

attitudes. Ruschenbusch6 argues that marriages between 

Athenian men and non-Athenian women happened relatively 

infrequently and that the reason for the law was to keep 

Athenian women from marrying meticsr During the campaign 

in Egypt Athens lost about forty percent (8000) thetes. As 

a result of this catastrophic defeat intermarriages 

between Athenian women and metics was seen as a problem. 

Ruschenbusch concludes that foreign policies, such as the 

military loss, dictated internal changes. Another possible 

reason for the changes in the citizenship law may have been 

5Hignett 346; J.W. Jones, ~ ~ gng Legal Theory Qf 
~ Greeks (Oxford, 1956) 67. 

6Ruschenbusch 83ff • 

...... _._ .. _ ..... --_ .. - - _._------ ._--_ .. _._--- .. -.-.---.-
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the concern about the number of participating citizens. At 

a later time, Athenian authors such as Plato and Aristotle 

discussed the question of the ideal number of citizens and 

how many people are necessary to best conduct governmental 

affairs. It may well be that even at an earlier date, 

leaders anticipated this problem and attempted to set 

limits to citizenship participation. 

One trend indicates that changes in the laws 

concerning citizenship by birth resulted from internal 

political struggle, while others, such as the periklean 

law, resulted from pressures in foreign affairs. Yet 

another trend manifests itself. As Athenian power grew, 

citizenship became less restrictive. However, by the time 

of Perikles citizenship was again limited. Solon had 

admitted certain foreigners to citizenship but it was still 

reserved for a relatively small group. As Athenian power 

expanded, citizenship laws were relaxed and an increasing 

number of people received these rights and thereby access 

to the meetings of the ekklesia. When Athenian power was 

at its height, a concern set in to limit the nunLber of 

Athenians conducting foreign affairs and the trend for 

liberalizing qualifications for citizenship ended with 

Perikles. The radical restrictions, such as the limitation 

of citizens to 5000 with the oligarchic revolution in 411 

and during the reign of The Thirty, when only 3000 

Athenians were citizens? were short-lived interludes and 

- .. -... - .... -.---- --_._ .... -.--- - ._------- ---_ .. _-_ ... _- ... -
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can be traced directly to the mode of government. As soon 

as the oligarchs were overthrown, Athenians again enjoyed 

the citizenship rights as they had been in effect during 

the time of Perikles. Conversely, the liberalization which 

took place after the Sicilian expedition, when the sons of 

alien mothers were admitted to citizenship, was also only a 

temporary relaxation. At the end of the war, during the 

archonship of Eukleides, citizenship was again restricted 

to children born to Athenian mothers and fathers. This law 

remained in effect to at least 328/7. 7 

Just as the prerequisites for citizenship by birth 

underwent an evolutionary process of change, so did the 

legal requirements for the honorary grants of citizenship 

to foreigners. Several distinct changes can be identified. 

First, the formula necessary to make foreigner legal 

citizens of Athens, shows three phases. Secondly, the 

position of the descendants of the new citizens was 

regularized, and lastly, a dokimasia was introduced which 

was an additional legal method of controlling citizenship 

grants. 

FOrmulae ~ Citizenship Grants 

In the formula for citizenship grants, three phases 

can be identified. The earliest decrees contain only two 

7A.th. EQl.. 42.1. 

-. -.- - -.- ... --------- ... - .. -.. -- .. 
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sections expressed in slightly differing forms. The first 

part is the statement, proposed by an individual, 

suggesting that a certain foreigner should be granted 

citizenship. This statement is generally expressed as 

The second part allows the honored 

person to choose his phyle, deme, and phratry and is 

usually stated as ~()cX 'fcx <:re'Yt. I- O(ucov rvAqs k~l: 

'fpO(r.f~OCS ~5 &'11 i'~oc."\ '1 CC{L.. The decrees which fall into this 

category date from the late fifth century to 369/8. 8 Thus, 

the oldest citizenship decrees include the statement of an 

individual and enrolment instructions. These two features 

were the only ones necessary to become an Athenian citizen. 

Because these formulae are not complicated legal 

structures, citizenship could even be conferred in an 

amendruent to a probouleuma as is the case in IG 12110 and 

IG 11219. 

The decree of 369/8 (IG 112103), honoring Dionysios of 

Syracuse and his sons is the first known inscription which 

indicates that a procl!dural change has taken place. At 

this time, a second vote was necessary, which became a 

regular requirement until the late third century. After 

casting an affirmative vote on a citizenship decree, the 

prytaneis were instructed to introduce leglislation in the 

next meeting of the ekklesia to ratify the initial proposal 

8 2 2 IG I 110, 113, IG II 10, 17, 19. 



by taking a second vote. Only then was the citizenship 

legal. 9 

16 

The formula for the second vote was regularly, although not 

exclusively "CeuS 6't: ir.{Jv"Cb<Vf:(,5 c)OVVOi(, iC.6fi... o(vCOI/ -C,v 'f1'f0V 
, , 1. ~ / 

f.1.5 TCfwr:1" f::kK"1 (J" (., IX'V. The introduction of the second vote 

shows that an attempt for a tighter control of these 

decrees was made. However, the honorand was still free to 

choose the phyle, deme, and phratry in which he wished to 

enrol. The first of these decrees is the above mentioned 

honor to Dionysios. The last decree in this category is a 

re-affirmation of a citizenship grant to Archippos of 

Thasos and is dated to 334/3 (IG 112336 I). 

The second major change in the formula appears in the 

decree honoring Peisithides of Delos (1G 112222). This is 

the first extant example which limits the choice of 

phratry.l0 The phrase generally used is cEil O~ VO,u.o(., ,tiY0<ltJ"LII. 
I 

This decree is dated in the Inscriptiones to 344/3. 

9Later examples are IG 112109, 207, 226, 228, 237, 
336; Oem. 59.89; M~J~ Qsborne, N~tllral;2ation in Athens, 
vols. 3 and 4 (Brussel, 1983) 161; M.J. Osborne, "Attic 
Citizenship Decrees. A Note," AftSA 67 (1972): 131; Ulrich 
Kahrstedt, Studien zym offentlichen Recht Athens 
(stuttgart-Berlin, 1934) 80. Georg Busolt and Heinrich 
Swoboda, Griechische Staatskunde, vol. 2, reprint of the 
1926 ed. (Munchen, 1972) 946; A. Wilhelm, 6th. Mitt 0 ~9 
(1914) 282ff. 

100ther decrees belonging in this category are IG 
112336 (II and III), 222, 405, 448, 374, 541, 369 (frgmt), 
297 (restored), 301 (frgmt), 436 (but lacks clause of 
second vote). 

-------_ .. _. _ .... -_ .. - - --------------.-.--- ... -
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osborne11 however postulates that because of the 

restriction limiting the choice of phratry, which was 

introduced in 334/3, the date of this decree should also be 

334/3. Furthermore the lettering of the decree is quite 

similar to that of IG 112335 (334/3) and the wording of the 

restriction clause is identical to that in the decree 

honoring Amyntor, the son of oemetrios (IG 112405, 334/3, 

prytany 9). Another decree, granting honors to Archippos 

of Thasos, contains this restriction and is also dated to 

334/3 (IG II2336, II and III). In this decree the 

limitation reads -;d ~ II" !bv ot I/~)AO(" ~7t.cX r~t {; 60 U Q'"(.. V .12 

Although this restriction remains in effect, after 319/8 it 

is stated as 
, \. , 

~t. Ct( "CO II v~.j..lOI/. 

In summary, the three periods of change in the formula 

for citizenship decrees are (1) from the late fifth century 

to 369/8 when only the statement and enrolment clause was 

necessary, (2) from 369/8 to 334/3 when a second vote was 

necessary, and (3) from 334/3 to 319/8 when the choice of 

phratry was limited. within each period certain required 

steps were necessary to legalize a citizenship grant. 

Besides these basic features concerning the formula, the 

decrees could also include additions such as other honors 

110sborne, Naturalization vol. 1 #017. 

12osborne #023. I.~. 112336, II and III is a 
reaffirmation of I.G. II 336, (Osborne #017). According 
to Osborne (#D22), the phrase h3S been squeezed in as an 
insertion because it had been erroneously omitted. 

-_ .. _. _ .. _-------_ .... _ .. _--- ...... -.- .. - ...... -- .•. - .. -.-. 
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conferred at the same time, the reasons fOL the honors, or 

the persons responsible for payment of the inscription. 

Dokimasia gng Graphe Paranomon 

The most effective way of controlling citizenship 

grants was the araDhe paranomon -- a suit brought by a 

citizen on the ground that the motion proposed by the 

ekklesia was invalid in form or contrary to existing law. 

The person could raise his objection by a sworn statement 

that he intends to bring a graphe paranomon against the 

proposer. 13 The use of the graphe paranomon is well 

attested in the literature. For example, Peitholas of 

Thessaly and Apollonides of Olynthia who, after having 

received citizenship, were deprived of the honor by the 

court because they proved to be unworthy (Oem. 59.90-91; 

Lys. 13.70). The graphe paranomon was a means to control 

the citizenship grants irrespective of any changes in the 

grant formula. The right to challenge a citizenship grant 

was not a part of the honor itself and was, therefore, not 

inscribed in the decree. Similarily: the ineligibility to 

hold the office of archon or priesthood were restrictions 

placed on new citizens which do not appear in the document 

granting citizenship (Oem. 59.92). 

13Hignett 211ff; Bonner and smith 296f; Mogens H. 
Hansen, ~ Athenian Ecclesia. A Collection Qi Articles 
(Copenhagen, 1983) 170-176; Osborne, Naturalization 159; 
Osborne, ~ 138; Busolt-Swoboda 4~8. 

- _._. __ ._--_ .. ------ - -------------_._._---_ .. _-----_._--_._.- -- _.----_ ..•. __ ._ .. _-
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From the middle of the fourth century, the grapbe 

paranomon was at times replaced by a dokimasia, or judicial 

scrutiny, performed by 501 members of the ekklesia and led 

by the thesmothetai. 14 This dokimasia, like the grapbe 

paranomon was a means of control in the granting of 

citizenship. However, unlike the grapbe paranomon the 

scrutiny clause does appear in the inscriptions. The first 

decree which includes a restored dokimasia clause a-v C[OIJ 

-r.~v r? Cf OV €LS r; ~I/ Ti.p:':""C? v' £~~~Q"~C(L" KC(~ "GO'llj eeG)J-09~'c.:><s 
E~rJ(rG~0 L~;rc~ l,1 V J()~~,,u::)(<r~iXvJ (11.22-24) is a 

reaffirmation of the grant to Archippos of Thasos (IG 

112336, I). However, Osborne argues that the dokimasia 

phrase should not be included in this decree because "the 

first attested instance is in 318 11 (1G 112398) and he 

continues that "this appears to have been an innovation of 

the democratic regime of that year. illS 

There are several problems concerning the first 

appearance of a dokimasia clause. Since the phrase is 

wholly restored the date of the grant to Archippos cannot 

be used as a point of reference. Another decree containg 

the clause is the decree rewarding the Plataeans with 

14Albert Billheimer, Naturalization in Athenian ~ 
and practice, Diss. Princeton U., 1922, 14: Osborne, ~ 
130; Busolt-Swoboda 946. 

150sborne, AaSA 77; Osborne, Naturalization, vol. 2, 
101ff • 

. .. _._- -_ ... _ ... --.---.- ._-----------_._--_ ... __ .. - .. __ •... _ .. - . _ .... __ .--.' --_ .. 
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citizenship. In his speech Against Meaera, Demosthenes 

(59.105) states, tI~7Ce(..~O\ 1:0S cfo~(..rOlo-e€:vcoc..s /xVOIYfO<'f?oJc1i(., 

t:.11 (f'C1"n ALe ~ v tl II This grant is an extraordinary case 

because it is a group grant rather than an individual 

grant. In the case of the Plataeans, the grant 

specifically mentions that a law court shall screen the 

quality of those people receiving citizenship and shall 

check that each person is actually a Plataean and a friend 

of Athens. Although this decree is a special case, the 

provisions in it establish the use of a dokimasia in 

citizenship grants. 16 Another decree of 318/7 (IG II2 398) 

contains a partially restored dokimasia clause, II~ Z;~v' fi:P::'C1" 
~K~A1C"~Ot.V K"~fOIJ5 9e:lT'p.- o8t:c(J(S cf~K.'-?-~~O<'- 1:1" rc~t..c<::-CO\" 

g"COJ.V iCt'~}OV ~pc:v\rcd..1.. JI...f.OI\O'""C 1r~ 01,,5 ,tI (11. 2-6). It .. . 
is the earliest decree in which the clause can be verified 

with some certainty. However, the addition appears only in 

this decree and is discontinued immediately thereafter. 

This fact led Osborne to surmise that the dokimasia clause 

was an innovation of the short lived democracy at this 

time. 

The available evidence is too scanty to date the 

appearance of the dokimasia clause with any certainty. 

During the fourth century the clause was used sparodically, 

16Kahrstedt 81 states that the dokimasia in the grant 
to the Plataeans and the later dokimasia clause are 
unrelated. 

""--"" -----"----



as a tool to control citizenship grants. Furthermore, 

there is no evidence to suggest that the dokimasia, after 

its introduction, was used regularly. Rather, when 

Athenians wanted greater control the clause was used, at 

other times the graphe paranomon sufficed. 

~ Position Qf Descendgnts 

21 

The position of the honrands' descendants is not well 

established. According to Busolt, the children were 

citizens if they were either minors at the time of the 

grant, or if they were born after the conferral of the 

grant. Grown children needed an additional clause, usually 

stated as t(~ rOL5 E-~r6VOl,,5 .17 During the earliest phase 

of citizenship decrees, the phrase appears in different 

places in the text. However, with the trend to regularize 

the overall wording of the decrees, the same trend 

concerning the status of the children of the new citizens 

can be seen. 

During the first phase of citizenship decrees (late 

fifth century to 369/8) the children of the honorands are 

only at times specifically mentioned, which indicates that 

the grant was not automatically inherited. 18 During the 

17SUsolt-swoboda 228, note 4. 

18The decrees i~ which the children are menti9ned are 
IG I 2113, 160; IG II 10, 17, 19. The decree IG I 160 is 
according to osborne, AaSA 146 a questionable citizenship 
decree. However, M.G. Walbank, Athenian Proxenies Qf ~ 

--------------_._- --
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second and third phase of citizenship decrees (369/8-334/3 

and 334/3-319/8) the descendants of the new citizens are 

always mentioned. Again, this indicates that even at the 

later date, the children were not included automatically, 

although they were regularly added. 

The decrees do not clarify if the position of the wife 

played any significant role in the status of the children. 

After the reforms of Perikles both parents had to be 

Athenians for the children to become full citizenso Thus, 

the decrees which do include the descendants, confer 

citizenship on the descendants with the same restrictions 

that applied to the honorand himself they were not 

eligible for the office of archon or for holding any 

priesthood. Demosthenes (59.92) notes that lithe 

descendants are allowed by the people to share in all civic 

rights ••• if they are born from an Athenian woman who was 

betrothed according to the laws." The last part of this 

statement would mean that the honor and had to be married to 

an Athenian woman so that his children would become 

citizens, unless the citizenship decree superceded the law 

which Demosthenes refers to. 

While the consistent inclusion of the children after 

369/8 indicates that Athenians attempted to regularize the 

status of the descendants, the extant decrees are not 

Fjfth century B.~. (Toronto, 1978) says that it is 
virtually certain that it included a citizenship grant. 

--- .. -.--- _._. 
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numerous enough to definitely warrant such a conclusion. 

Furthermore, although the legal position of these children 

included the same restrictions that applied to the honorand 

himself, the decree was never seen as an automatically 

hereditary right of the descendants. 19 

Legislative Procedure 

Citzenship decrees were probouletuic, brought before 

the ekklesia by the prytaneis. However, the proposal of 

enrolment was made by an individual Athenian. 20 

Several modern authors argue that the meetings 

conferring citizenship needed a quorum of six thousand and 

by the time a second vote became necessary the quorum was 

needed in the next ensuing assembly.21 Modern authors who 

hold this view base their opinion on passages by Aristotle 

(43.5), Plutarch (Arist.7.8), and Demosthenes (59.89-91). 

The latter says "it does not permit the grant to become 

valid unless in the next assembly more than six thousand 

Athenians confirm it by a secret ballot." Other modern 

authors, notably Hansen and Rhodes dispute the theory that 

19However, Osborne states that once the children were 
regularly included, it made citizenship explicitly 
hereditary. Akten d. VI Int'l Congress, 1973, p. 434. 

20Susolt-swoboda 227; Aeschines (3.85) describes 
Demosthenes' proposal to enroll Kallias and Taurosthenes, 
sons of Mnesarchus of Chalkis. 

21susolt-swoboda 987; Hignett 236 • 
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six thousand needed to be present on the basis of the 

number of people who would have to attend the meetings of 

the ekklesia. 22 

The voting on citizenship decrees was done according 

to phyle and decisions were rendered by the use of secret 

ballot ( 'f 1 'f 0 Cf 0 f ~(A) rather than by show of hands e 23 

24 

The officer in charge during the fifth century and 

early fourth century was the grammateus. According to 

Aristotle24 the rprj.rf'rJ.-r.e~j l:~5 ~OlJA'1S was an elected 

official, responsible for the dccumentse He kept the 

decrees which have been passed, checked the transcripts, 

and attended the meetings of the boule. sandys25 comments 

that the grammateus' full title was 

Vp~;;.~-c €V5 iijs f!;ovA15 with the shortened form of YptXfjt-O(r:~iiS 

"t.~S (301.iA15 or tf~O(C6~S Ko<'i:~ ''fiJl:()I..Vt:LO(I/. Rhodes26 agrees 

with sandys that by the middle of the fourth century the 

two forms were used interchangeably. However, before that 

22Hansen 1-23; P. J. Rhodes, ~ Athenian Boule 
(Oxford, 1972) 55, 227. 

0\., 
~JXen; ~. 1.7.9; Busolt-Swoboda 454. 

24Ath.~. 54.3; For a discussion of the general 
duties of a grammateus see Roger de Laix, Probouleusis ~ 
Athens (Berkeley, 1973) 167ff. 

25John E. Sandys, Aristotle's constitution Qf Athens, 
2nd rev. ed. (London, 1912) 209f. 

26Rhodes 135ff says that the last year for which a 
secretary serving for one prytany only is attested in 
368/7. 
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time the title YPrJ.jA,.fJ.."CE;VS r:qs {!lovA. ~S was a distinct 

title and an office held by the most famous and reliable 

men. The officials were selected to hold this office and 

their names were recorded and inscribed in grants of 

citizenship. 27 By 363/2 the office became annual, the 

officers were selected by lot, and they were not meJruoers of 

the boule. 28 

Ind~-y:tdual Crants Q1: citizenship 

Alexander (Perdikkas) of Macedonia (before 480) 

Demosthenes (23.199-200) relates that Perdikkas 

reigned in Macedonia at the time of the Persian invasion 

and helped the Greek cause by destroying the Persians on 

their retreat from Plataea. Because of this, Perdikkas was 

granted Athenian citizenship. Demosthenes provides 

conflicting information, since in his speech Qn 

Organization (13.23), he claims that Perdikkas received 

only ateleia. Herodotus, on the other hand, describes the 

king of Macedonia at the time of the Persian invasion as a 

protector and benefactor to the Athenians who was sent by 

the Persian commander Mardonius to make a spearate treaty 

with Athens. Herodotus correctly states that the king of 

27 Ath. Pol. 54.3. 

28Rhodes 135. 

--.,- ... -- _ ... _-_ .. ------ . --_ .. - -_._---------_ ..• _ .. _-- ......... _._-- .. - -_ ... _ ... _ ... _- .. -..•.. 



~acedonia at this time was Alexander, son of Amyntas. 29 

Therefore it was Alexander and not Perdikkas who was 

granted citizenship. Alexander was already an Athenian 

proxenos and was chosen by the Persians for the peace 

mission because of his friendship with Athens. Walbank 

stipulates that Demosthenes made an error due to lack of 

records. 30 

Menon of Pharsalcs in Thessaly (476) 

26 

Menon was granted citizenship in 4760 According to 

Demosthenes, Menon gave Athens twelve talents for the war 

at Eion near Amphipolis and had reinforced the Athenian 

army with three hundred of his own mounted serfs. For this 

monetary and military aid, Menon was honored with a 

citizenship decree. 31 

After 'the fall of Amyntas, king of Macedonia, the 

Persians created a new satrapy, Thrace. Eion became a part 

of this satrapy. The services which Menon rendered were 

29Hdt • 8.136ff; Hermann Bengtson, Griechische 
Geschichte (Munchen, 1969) 565 dates Alexander I from 495 
to 450, Perdikkas II from 450 to 413. 

30Walbank 65ff. 

31 Dem. 23.199. In 13.24, Demosthenes refers only to a 
grant of ateleia. 

-~. -.. -~ ... ~.------- ---_ .. _-----



connected with the recapture of the area by Kimon who was 

sent by the Delian Leaque. 32 

Polygnotus of Thasos, Pluto ~. 4.7, (463-461) 

Polygnotus came to Athens after the victory at Eion. 

27 

He was part of a group of artists commissioned by 

Peisianax, the broth~r-in-law of Kimon, to beautify several 

buildings in Athens. 33 The grant of citizenship is 

probably to be dated between 463 and 461 because Kimon was 

ostracized in 461. 34 

Karystion of Samos (about 440) 

According to the scholia to Aristophanes (~. 283), 

Karystion informed the Athenians of the plans of some 

Samians, directed against Athens. The oligarchs of Samos 

opposed the democrats, overthrew the Athenian garrison and 

their democratic supporters, and proclaimed open revolt 

against Athens. Before these actions, they had secured 

help from the Persians and a Phoenecian fleet was ready to 

sail for Samos. In addition, these Samians had also 

requested aid from the Peloponnesian League. However, the 

32Hdt • 7.107; Bengtson 140f, 194. According to 
Bengtson, the date was 475. However, J.D. Smart ~ 87 
(1967) 136ff, places these events in 470/69. 

33Bengtson 203. 

34Billheimer 31. 
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League decided to remain neutral. Athens acted quickly on 

the information of Karystion and in 440 sent a fleet under 

Perikles' command to put down the revolt. Because of the 

vital informat~on passed on to the Athenians, Karystion was 

honored with Athenian citizenship.35 

Sadokos, son of Sitalkes, Thuc. 2.29.5, (about 431) 

Sadokos became a citizen because of the efforts of 

Nymphodoros, an Athenian proxenos. Athens wanted an 

alliance with sitalkes and Perdikkas and in 431 asked 

Nymphodoros to come to Athens. Nymphodoros possessed great 

influence with Sitalkes, since Nymphodoros' sister was 

married to sitalkes. Nymphodoros promised the Athenians to 

bring the war in Thrace to an end and to reconcile 

Perdikkas with the Athenians. Most likely, as a sign of 

good will on the part of the Athenians, they granted 

citizenship to sitalkes' son, Sadokos. 36 

Thrasybolos of Kalydon, Apollodoros of Megara, I.G. 12 110 

(410/09) 

Lysias (13.71) in his speech against Agoratos 

describes how Thrasybolos and Apollodoros plotted to kill 

Phrynikos, a member of the Four Hundred, while the intended 

35Busolt 544 with note 7. 

36see however Walbank who argues that Sadokos was 
Nymphodoros' son. Walbank 167ff. 
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victim was walking toward the market place. Lysias further 

states that both assassins fled. This version is at 

variance with Thucydides' (8.92) who relates that the 

assassin Thrasybolos escaped, but his accomplice, tlan 

Argive manti was seized and put to torture by the Four 

Hundred. 

In his speech, Lysias exhibits the decree granting 

citizenship to Apollodoros. This decree was attacked by a 

graphe paranomon because the judges were accused of 

accepting a bribe. The result must have been favorable for 

Apollodoros since Lysias states in another passage (7.4) 

that Apollodoros was allowed to keep the property which was 

given to him for his service. Despite these references it 

is not certain that Apollodoros was indeed the accomplice 

of Thrasybolos, because others came forth claiming to have 

aided the fall of the Four Hundred and several men 

illegally added their names on the stele already inscribed. 

One of those was Agoratos who was attacked by Lysias. 37 

Evagoras, King of Salamis on Cyprus,1.G. 12223 (410/09) 

Evagoras established himself in about 410 as king in 

Salamis, the capital of Cyprus. He had friendly relations 

with Athens and was eager to attract Greek settlers. 

37Georg Busolt, Griechische Geschichte, vol. 3.2 
reprint of the 1904 ed. Gotha (Hildesheim, 1967) 1503, 
note 5. 

__ 00-- ,,000__ . 
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Because of this he sent shipments of grain for which he was 

honored with citizenship by the Athenian demos. 38 

The good relations between the two cities continued. 

In 405 Konon, the Athenian general, fled to Cyprus after 

his defeat by Lysander at Aegospotami. The time Kenon 

stayed in Cyprus was perhaps instrumental in reinforcing 

relationships between Cyprus and Athens, as well as between 

Athens and Persia. In 394 Konon and Pharnabazus, who 

controlled the Phoenician fleet, expelled the Spartans 

along the coastal cities of Asia Minor. 39 Furthermore, 

durinq the time Andocides was in exile in Cyprus, he was 

instrumental in securing the corn supply to Athens. 40 

Korinthos of [-----] , I.G. 12160, (about 430) 

His services may have been military in nature, but 

cannot be determined from the inscription. 41 

Sthorys of Thasos, I.G. 1I217 (394/3) 

sthorys was a seer and honored with citizenship 

because he aided Konon and Pharnabazus, the Phoenecian 

commander in the battle of Knidos. In this battle the 

38rsocr. 9.51; Andoc. 1.4; 2.20. 

39Raphael Sealey, A History Qf the Greek ~ States 
~. 700-338 B.~. (Berkeley, 1976) 392. 

4°Andoc. 1.4; 2.20-21. 

41Billheimer 34 • 

. --. -_._------------ ._--------- ..• -----
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peloponnesian fleet was defeated, which marks the beginning 

of the overthrow of spartan predominance in the Aegean. 

The inscription does not list the services which sthorys 

rendered but he may have provided money for military 

operations relating to the battle of Knidos. 

Pasion and Apollodoros, son of Pasion, 

Demo 45.85; 53.18; 59.2, (390-370) 

Apollodoros, in his suit against stephanus enumerates 

some of his father's services to Athens. Pasion had 

supplied shields, served as trierarch, and equipped and 

manned ships at his own expense. He was a well known 

banker living in Athens as a metic before becoming a 

citizen. He no doubt received citizenship honors because 

of these monetary and service contributions to the state. 

Archippos and Hipparchos of Thasos, I.G. 1I225, (387/6) 

Archippos and Hipparchos were brothers. The reason 

for their citizenship grant cannot be determined. However, 

it may relate to services connected with restoring an 

alliance between Athens and Thasos. In 389 the fleet 

commanded by Thrasyboulos was victorious in the northern 

Aegean. Thrasyboulos recaptured Thasos, along with areas 

such as Samothrace, Chersonesos, Byzantion, and Khalkedon. 

Kotys, King of Thrace, Oem. 23.118-119, (382-360) 

.. _--_._-------------
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Kotys was assassinaf~GJ. in 360. 42 The citizenship 

grant must have been between his accession to the throne in 

382 and some time before his death. Demosthenes states 

that Kotys, after having received citizenship, became a 

wicked and unprincipled man, who was doing serious injury 

to Athens. Therefore, his assassins, Python and his 

brother Herakleides of Ainos, received citizenship as a 

reward for Kotys' death. 

Iphikrates, the Athenian commander served under Kotys 

for some time and perhaps secured territorial concessions 

from Kotys for Athens. The citizenship grant to Kotys may 

have been from that time. 43 

Python and Herakleides of Ainos 

See under Kotys 

Dionysios I, King of Syracuse and his two sons, I.G. 112103 

(369/8) 

There are several indications that from about 370 on 

Dionysios reconciled his relations with Athens. He sent a 

letter to Athens offering to help in the rebuilding of the 

Temple of Apollo in Delphi which had been destroyed by an 

earthquake. He also offered his help in establishing peace 

42sealey 448. 

43sillheimer 42. 
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between Sparta and Athens on the one hand, and Thebes on 

the other. Representatives of the cities had assembled in 

368 to consider a peace. 44 The reason for Dionysios' 

response to Greek affairs of the mainland may have been his 

own involvement with carthage. In 382, the Greek cities in 

Sicily, Selinus, Herkleia, Minoa, and Thermai came under 

Punic control. 45 In 368 Dionysios was unsuccessful in his 

attempt to recapture those cities. Therefore, he sought to 

promote mutual support among the Greek states, which might 

become useful to him in his fight against Carthage. 

Astykrates of Delphi, I.G. 112109, (363/2) 

Astykrates led an opposition in a meeting of the 

Amphyctionic Council because he and his supporters feared 

that Thebes would use the League for its own ends. 

Astykrates was banished from the Council and fled to Athens 

where he was made an Athenian citizen. Between 371 and 362 

Thebes had achieved hegemony in Greece which resulted in an 

alliance between Athens and Sparta. Thus, a leader against 

Thebes such as Astykrates was welcome in Athens and amply 

rewarded for his opposition to an Athenian adversary. 

44 Xen. ~. 7.1.27. 

45Bengtson 290. 

-_ ... _ .•.. - .-
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Phormion, a freedman of Pasion, Oem. 46.13: 45.72ff: 36.56, 

(361/0) 

Phormion became a citizen under the archonship of 

Nikophemos. Prior to his citizenship, Phormion had been a 

slave in the possession of Pasion, who taught him to write 

and the art of the banking businesse Consequently, 

Phormion became wealthy and gained his freedom. He was 

involved in the grain trade in the Hellespont region and 

may have helped alleviate the grain shortage of 362/1. 

Because of these contributions, he received citizenship. 

Leukon, King of the Bosporos and his two sons Spartokos and 

Paerisades, Oem. 20.30-32, (before 355) 

Demosthenes, in his speech against Leptines (20.30-32) 

enumerates Leukon's services to Athens and describes Leukon 

as a "perpetual benefactor in a matter especially vital to 

our city." Leukon, who controlled the Black Sea trade, 

granted exemption from dues to merchants conveying grain to 

Athens. For this reason, the Athenian people awarded him 

their citizenshin as well as other honors. such as a aolden -_. - -- .. ..-
crown, exemption from public services, and exemption from 

payment of custom at the Peiraeus. 46 Since Demosthenes' 

speech was given in 355 and Leukon was ruler between 393 

and 353, he must have received the honors between 393 and 

46 Oem. 20.35. 
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355. His two sons were granted citizenship in 347/6 

(I.G.II2212). They, like their father, granted exemptions 

concerning the grain trade. It was these services that 

earned them the honor, not just the fact that they were the 

sons of Leukon. 

Charidemos of Oreus in Euboea, Kersobleptes of Thrace, 

Euderkes, Dem. 23.141, 203, (about 357) 

Demosthenes charges that Charidemos received 

citizenship on account of Kersobleptes (23.141). In 

another instance, the orator states that while Kersobleptes 

received honors (which included citizenship), two other 

names were attached to the decree, one was Charidemos the 

other Euderkes "but nobody in the whole world knows who he 

is." (23.203). Demosthenes implies that Charidemos and 

Euderkes received citizenship although neither has done 

anything for Athens which would warrant such honors. 

However, Demosthenes' accusation must be viewed with 

caution since the speech, composed for Euthykles, was 

written because Euthykles had brought a graphe paranomon 

against Aristokrates and Aristokrates had proposed that 

Charidemos should be inviolable. 

It is known that Charidemos was in the service of 

Kersobleptes. Kersobleptes was the son of king Kotys of 

Thrace who had received citizenship but then turned against 

Athens, and who was murdered by Python and Herakleides in 
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360. After Kotys' death, his son was able to hold on to 

the easternmost part of his father's kingdom. Athens began 

negotiations with Kerso~leptes to secure the Chersonese. 

The negotiations eventually led to a treaty with Chares and 

included the area which Kersobleptes ruled. In these 

negotiations, Charidemos was instrumental in securing the 

treaty. 47 It was for this reason that he, together with 

Kersobleptes received citizenship as well as a golden crown 

and a vote of thanks. 48 Because of the vital strategic and 

economic importance of the Chersonese, Athens saw the need 

to reverse the situation which had existed before the death 

of Kotys. 

Orontes, Persian satrap of Mysia, I.G. 112207, (349/8) 

Orontes received citizenship because of his friendly 

attitude towards Athens as well as because of his military 

and economic support. Athens realized that the danger came 

from Philip of Macedonia and not from Persia. In 350, 

Philip began the siege of Olynthus (two years later, 

olynthus fell into the hands of Philip). Athens attempted 

to save Olynthus by sending help under the command of 

Chares and by receiving the support of orontes. 49 

47sealey 449. 

48oem • 23.213; 18.116. 

49Bengtson 317, with note 2. H.W. Parke, Proceed. Qf 
~ RQyal Irish ~., XLIII, Sec. C, Hr. 12, 1936. 
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Phormion and Karphinas of Akarnania, I.G. 112237, (338/7) 

This decree is a renewal of a citizenship grant made 

to Phormion, the grandfather of (the younger) Phormion and 

Karphinas. One reason for the decree was the longstanding 

friendship between Athens and Akarnaniac According to 

Thucydides (2.68) the alliance between Athens and Akarnania 

was first established after Phormion took Argos (in 

Akarnania) and reduced Ambrakiots to slavery. The 

Amphilodians and Akarnanians then settled together there. 

The decree of 338/7 was renewed because both Phormion 

and Karphinas aided Athens against Philip of Macedonia. In 

340, following Philip's aggression against Perinthos, 

Athens was able to form a Hellenic alliance. Among the 

members was Akarnania. In addition, the battle of 

Chaeroneia was fought only half a year before the date of 

the decree. Although Akarnania did not officially 

participate, after the battle of Chaeroneia, Philip subdued 

Akarnania and Athenian supporters were banished. 50 

Phormion and Karphinas went to Athens and received 

citizenship. 

Amphis of Andros, I.G. 112347, (332/1) 

50Bengtson 322, n. 5; 314; Sealey 487. 

-----_._- -- -- - ------ -- ----- -- ------------------... _-------._- ---- -. _._.-.- .. --_ .... _-_. 



38 

Amphis was a comic poet who received a crown of ivy as 

well as proxenia and euergesia. According to Osborne it is 

probable that he also received citizenship.51 Billheimer 

stipulates that a citizenship grant is possible because the 

crown of ivy indicates that his citizenship grant was due 

to services relating to his poetry. Since these services 

were considered evidence of andragathia, a citizenship 

grant is likely.52 However, it should be noted that 

Athenians never gave citizenship honors together with 

proxenia/euergesia. 53 The only reason this assumption 

could be made would be if the proxenia grant was given at 

an earlier date and some new services, at a later time, 

warranted a grant of citizenship. In this instance however 

the proxenia grant would have been given at the same time 

as the citizenship grant. Therefore, it is highly unlikely 

that Amphis received Athenian citizenship. 

Two persons, one from Epidamnos and one from Apollonia, 

I.G. 112350, (331/0) 

The two persons received citizenship because of the 

good will they showed Athenian ambassadors. 54 

510sborne, ~ 158. 

52Billheimer 84. 

53Billheimer 101. Billheimer mentions that the two 
grants were never given together. 

54Billheimer 52. 
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Euphron of Sikyon, I.G. 112448, (323/2) 

Euphron was a leader of the national party in Sikyon. 

He had been banished from Sikyon but returned and helped 

drive out the Macedonians. Under his leadership, sikyon 

joined the Athenians in the war against Antipater. Because 

of these efforts, Euphron received Athenian citizenship.55 

Block Grants Qf citizenship 

The Plataeans, Thuc.3.53-55; Oem. 59.100ff, (428/7) 

In 428/7, after a long siege, the Plataeans were 

forced to surrender. The Spartans had promised the 

Plataeans that no one would be punished unjustly after 

defeat. However, once the Plataeans gave up their city, 

justice for each Plataean depended upon what good service 

he had rendered to the Lakedaemonians and their allies in 

the present war. In response, the Plataeans appointed as 

their spokesmen Astymachos and Lakon, who was a pro xenos of 

the Lakedaemonians. These two men recounted the past 

relationship between Sparta and Plataea. At first they 

told about the deeds of the Plataeans during the Persian 

Wars. The representatives reminded the Spartans that in 

519, when the Thebans threatened the Plataeans, they asked 

Sparta for help but Sparta suggested that they turn to 

55Billheimer 54. 
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Athens. Athens then not only helped the Plataeans against 

Thebes but also offered the Plataeans Athenian 

citizenship. 56 

Before the surrender, some Plataeans had planned an 

escape. Theaenetos, a soothsayer and Eupompides, one of 

the generals, made the attempt with other Plataeans and 212 

Plataeans were able to reach Athens safely. They were 

granted citizenship in 428/7. Demosthenes (59.104) like 

Thucydides recounts the first Plataean request of aid 

against the Thebans as well as the spartan siege of 

Plataea. He states the reason for the grant saying 

" ••• observe in what way you granted the right to share 

citizenship with you to men who had thus signally 

manifested their good will toward your people, and who 

sacrificed all their possessions and their children and 

their wives." 

This good will towards Athens was shown first in 519 

when the Plataeans were threatened by the Thebans, then 

again during the Persian invasion. In 490, Plataea came to 

the aid of Athens at Marathon,57 and in 480 when Xerxes 

invaded, Plataeans fought with valor against the Medes. 58 

56Thuc. 3.53-55. 

57Hdt. 6.111; Oem. 59.94. 

58Hdt. 9.29; Oem. 59.95 • 

. ... -_.... .. - .. - - .---- .. -------



Finally, the Plataeans supported Athens in the 

Peloponnesian War until their own fall in 427. 

The Samian Decree, I.G. 112 1, (405/4) 
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When Lysander captured Athenian controlled cities in 

the Aegean, most cities were willing to join him. He 

installed spartan harmosts and local oligarchs. Samos 

alone refused to join Lysander, which refusal was honored 

by Athens with a citizenship grant to all Samians. The 

explicit reason given for the grant is that the Samians had 

been rendering good services, past and present. 

The past services which the decree refers to are 

connected with the earlier part of the peloponnesian War. 

Despite the loss of autonomy after the samian revolt (441-

439), the Samians became dependable allies of Athens. Even 

after the Sicilian disaster, Samos, unlike other cities, 

did not revolt against Athens. In fact, in 412, Samian 

democrats revolted against the oligarchs in their city and 

reinstituted democracy.59 The Athenian fleet which was 

anchored in the harbor was influenced by the events in 

Samos. When news about the Four Hundred reached the 

Athenian fleet, Thrasyboulos a trierach and Thrasyllos a 

hoplite, bound all soldiers by an oath swearing that they 

would maintain democracy and live in harmony, that they 

59 Thuc. 8.21. 

--------------._----.;- -,- -~,-, .. ----'~- ----- '-~-'--'-'---'~-'-----'--
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would continue the war against the Peloponnesians, and that 

they would not make overtures of peace with the Four 

Hundred. The same oath was taken by all Samians of 

military age, thus binding together the supporters of 

democracy. The soldiers then elected new strategoi among 

them Thrasyboulos and Thrasyllos.60 Most likely the 

mention of the past services of the Samians refers to the 

support of democracy the Samians had rendered. Thucydides 

(8.73) says that Samos was lIan island to which alone it was 

due that the empire had held together up to this point.n 

For the heroes of Phyle, I.G. 11210, (401/0) 

This decree honors the metics who joined Thrasyboulos 

in Phyle against the Thirty.61 Some modern authors 

question the fact this decree contains a citizenship 

grant; while others accept it as such. 62 Aristotle (40.2) 

mentions the citizenship grant and says that "Archinos 

indicted as unconstitutional the decree of Thrasyboulos 

admitting to citizenship all those who had come back 

together from Peiraeus, some of whom were clearly slaves." 

60 Thuc. 8.73f. 

61Aristotle (Atn.EQl. 40.2) says they came from 
Piraeus. However, Phyle is more likely because by the time 
Thrasybulus was in Piraeus, the supporters numbered about 
one thousand, while in Phyle there were only about seventy. 

62opposed are Billheimer 1Sf: for a citizenship grant 
are Osborne, ABSA 157; Busolt, staatskunde 226; Hignett 
297. 

--- ._----- -- -----------------------------------
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According to Hignett, citizenship was probably granted to 

those metics who followed Thrasyboulos before or during the 

march to Peiraeus, which would have granted citizenship to 

less than two hundred metics. Hignett further speculates 

that the decree was proposed by Archinos. Although the 

proposer does not appear on the inscription, Aeschines 

mentions the decree and -identifies the proposer. 63 

Busolt on the other hand speculates that those metics who 

joined Thrasyboulos in Phyle received citizenship while 

those who joined in Munichia received isoteleia, epigamia, 

and enktesis. 64 

Since the names of the people inscribed are non

Athenian names ordered by phyle it seems likely that the 

decree is a citizenship grant. other evidence supports 

this position. Aristotle clearly mentions that these 

people received citizenship, Aeschines in his speech 

against ctesiphon (3.187) mentions that the honor for the 

"band from Phyle" was inscribed in the Metroon, and that 

the author of the honors was Archinos of Kreole. In 

addition, a similar grant of citizenship exists which 

involves the metics and foreigners who, in 406, 

63Hignett 297: Aeschin. 3.187. 

64BUsolt-swoboda, staatskunde 918. 

_ ...... --.. ------.. -.-.-.--.-... -~-----------



volunteered to man the ships. 

citizenship as a reward. 65 

They were promised 

The reason for the honors must have been the support 

for democracy given by the metics. 

C.onclusion 

44 

Citizenship grants were a useful tool in Athenian 

foreign policy. During the Athenian Empire and the 

Pelponnesian War, these grants generally achieved their 

purpose, that iS 6 Athenians granted the honor after the 

person had served Athens in an important way. Later, these 

grants were used increasingly as a means to procure such 

aid. 

In Solonian times, citizenship was closely related to 

family, cult, and regional ties. Because of this 

relationship Solon provided for the acquisition of 

citizenship only when a person lost these ties, that is, 

when he was either an exile or had permanently moved his 

household to Athens. The change from Solon's provision 

requiring residence in Athens to the possibility of having 

two citizenships must have happened soon after Solon's 

time, since the first observable evidence of this change 

appears in the grant to the Plataeans in 519/8 B.C. By 

that time, Athenian citizenship could be acquired in 

65BUsolt-Swoboda, Staatskunde 945 • 
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exchange for certain acts beneficial to Athens. The 

criteria had become andragathia towards the Athenian demos 

rather than the status of being an exile or permanent 

settler in Athens. In decrees where the reason for the 

grant is stated, everyone lists the andragathia of the 

honor and as the cause for the grant. 

The earliest grants of citizenship exemplify what 

Athenians considered andragathia. For example, Alexander 

(or Perdikkas) helped Athens against the persians, or Menon 

aided the Athenian war efforts at Eion. The offer of 

Athenian citizenship was seen as an indication of gratitude 

after the services were performed. Furthermore, Athenians 

expected that the men receiving the honor would remain 

loyal friends of Athens in the future. Thus, citizenship 

grants served a twofold function, one was expressed 

appreciation for past services, the other conveyed the 

expectation of future friendship. Athens was thus able to 

use honorary grants, including citizenship grants to 

control her empire, particularly before and during the 

peloponnesian War. Thucydides (1.77.1-4) emphasizes that 

Athens depended on relatively little force, instead she 

relied on honoring individuals with proxenia, ateleia, or 

even citizenship. In this way, Athens was able to keep the 

support of other cities. It was during this time that 

Athenian policy worked well. Athens granted honors, 

especially citizenship honors judiciously. 

---.. - ... --...... - .. -.. _ ............... _._ .. 
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However, some time after the Peloponnesian War, the 

reasons for granting citizenship began to change. 

Increasingly, these honors were granted in the hope of 

receiving aid rather than after the support had been given. 

One result of this change was the continuous devaluation of 

the honor. This decline, in turn, increased the 

possibility of fraudulently obtaining citizenship. For 

example, Charidemos' grant was attacked because, according 

to Demosthenes (23.141) Charidemos had done nothing to 

warrant such honors. Another example may be the grant to 

Kotys, king of Thrace, who had actually turned against 

Athens: moreover, even his assassins were subsequently 

honored with citizenship.66 In the literature, this change 

is well attested. Demosthenes (23.126,200,203) bemoans the 

fact that citizenship awards are given to undeserving 

individuals who do not respect the laws and institutions of 

Athens. 

The reasons for this change are not easily 

identifiable. One may be the loss of the Empire. After 

the defeat in the peloponnesian War, Athenian citizenship 

may have ceased to be an enviable honor. As a result 

Athenians became more liberal in granting this honor in the 

hope of receiving favors in return. Furthermore, in the 

380's or 370's, Athens attempted to resume her imperial 

66Dem• 23.118-119. 

----.. - --_ .. _---.-_ ... __ ._. _.'---'-- - ._---_._---------_._------_ .. __ .. 
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role. The earliest indication of these renewed aspirations 

is a decree dated 387/6 which limits financial obligations 

by citizens of Klazomenai to Athens. 67 The Athenians used 

citizenship grants to gain support in areas vital to 

Athenian interests. Such grants reflect the expectation of 

support rather than the result of support. 

Most important, however, may be the general decline in 

Athenian attitudes, which set in after the disaster of the 

plague during the Peloponnesian War. Thucydides 

(2.53;3.82-83) noted the deterioration of civic and moral 

values. Hignett analyzes this phenomenon most succinctly. 

He points out that as long as the chosen leaders, such as 

Perikles, held the strategia, they could also be held 

accountable for the policies which they advocated in the 

ekklesia. However, once the people followed the 

recommendations of leaders who were merely the most 

persuasive orators and who did not hold an office, no one 

could be held responsible for the ensuing policies. Thus, 

the people of Athens, blinded by the skills of the orators, 

often supported ill-considered actions. Hignett concludes 

that "the divorce between influence and responsibility was 

••• one of the principal causes for the decline of 

Athens.,,68 This conclusion can be extended to include 

67sealey 395f. 

68Hignett 262ff. 

. -_._--- -_ .. _-- _. -_._- .. ----.------- -----------_. ---- -_ .. _.- .- . -_ .... -_ .. _ .. _- ---_ ... 
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citizenship decrees. After the war, citizenship decrees 

were not carefully considered honors, but rather given in 

the hope of receiving some privileges from the honored 

party. Thus, the true meaning of citizenship grants, which 

had reflected the supreme honor Athens could bestow on a 

benefactor; was debasedo The grant became just one of many 

honors Athens granted to lure support for her city. 
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CHAPTER 2 

PROXENY DECREES 

Proxenos was a title given to a foreigner who had 

gained the official friendship of Athens. Although the 

award was honorific, the proxenos often enjoyed practical 

privileges, such as protection by the state, the right to 

buy a house and/or land, or exemption from taxes. In his 

own community, he was expected to support Athens and assist 

visiting Athenians in their personal affairs and business 

endeavors. 1 

The origin of the term proxenos is unknown, but the 

custom may have developed from the Homeric concept of 

xenos. 2 In pre-clasical times, a xenos held a personal and 

sacred relationship between guest and host. To harm one's 

guest (or host) was an impious crime which is illustrated 

in many Greek legends. 3 The most famous of these, where 

lMichael B. Walbank, Athenian Proxenies Qf ~ Fifth 
Century a.c. (Toronto, 1978) 2ff: Russell Meiggs, ~ 
Athenian Empire (Oxford, 1972) 215-219: Raphael Sealey, A 
History Qf the Greek Qity States 700-338 a.c. (Berkeley, 
1976) 305; Ulrich Kahrstedt, Studien zym offentlichen Recht 
Athens (stuttgart-Berlin, 1934) 288ff: Georg Busolt and 
Heinrich Swoboda, Griechische staatskunde, unveranderter 
Nachdruck der 1926 erschienenen dritten Auflage (Munchen, 
1972) 1246ff. 

2M•B• Wallace, "Early Greek Proxenoi," Phoenix 24 
(1970): 190: Adolf Wilhelm. Akademieschriften ~ 
grjechischen Inschriftenkunde ~-122l (Leipzig, 1974) 
656. 

3wallace 189f. 

--_ ... '- ... _._ .. _ .. -_..... . .-.......... . -- ... _._----- -_ .. _ ... -_ ..... . 
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this trust was violated is related in the Iliad (3.50-55: 

6.55,290), describing Paris' abuse of Menelaos' 

hospitality. 

The earliest recorded document that uses the term 

proxenos is not an Athenian grant but a Corcyrean grave 

epigram. 4 

Of Tlasias' son Menekrates is this the memorial 
an Olianthian by race, and this the People made for him. 
For he was the cherished Proxenos of the People. But in 

the sea 
he was lost, and a public grief [ ___ ] 
Praximenes came on his behalf from this fatherland 
and built, together with the People, this monument 5 

to his brother 

M.B. Wallace suggests that the epitaph is a document 

stressing the independence of the Corcyrean people after 

the fall of the cypselids. 6 Menekrates who is mentioned as 

proxenos must have held some kind of official relationship 

with Corcyra. What his actual function was cannot be 

determined but his proxenia was probably not an official 

grant as the honor was known in later years. There are 

several other non-Athenian proxenies similar to the 

4wallace 190: R. Lattimore, ~ 47 (1952): 101-104. 

5Translated by Charles W. Fornara, Translated 
pocuments Qf Greece gng ~. Archaic Times t2 ~ ~ Qf 
tb& Peloponnesian ~ (cambridge, 1983) 18. 

6Wallace 190 suggests a date of 582 B.C. However, 
Meiggs and Lewis in A Selection 2f Greek Historical 
Inscriptions (Oxford, 1969) 4f date the document between 625 
and 600 B.C. 

- - - -------------- ------- ----



epitaph, such as a proxenia Elis conferred on a Spartan, 

dating to the the first half of the sixth century.7 

The first evidence of a proxenia involving Athens, 

although not an Athenian grant, appears in Thucydides 

(5.43.2; 6.89.2). The historian records that Alcibiades 

became annoyed when the Spartans overlooked him in their 
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negotiations, "not showing him the respect that was due to 

him on account of the old proxeny that once existed in his 

family. II Alcibiades' grandfather had renounced the proxeny 

which indicates that it had existed for several generations 

before Alcibiades. This proxeny can be dated to the late 

sixth century or very early fifth century.8 

Herodotos (8.136-143) writes about the first known 

Athenian proxenia granted before 480. The son of Amyntas, 

Alexandros, who served in the Persian army received the 

honor. He came to Athens urging the citizens to conclude a 

separate peace with Persia. The Persians sent Alexandros 

because he "was a proxenos and benefactor to the 

Athenians. II Demosthenes (23.200; 13.24) also mentions that 

Alexandros had received Athenian honors. However, 

inconsistencies between Herodotos' and Demosthenes' account 

have led some modern authors, notably M.B. Walbank to doubt 

7~ II, 1180a. 

8wallace 197 prefers a date at the end of the sixth 
century, about 510. E. Vanderpool, liThe ostracism of the 
Elder Alkibiades," Hesperia 21 (1952): 1-8 proposes the 
birthdate of 535 B.C. of Alcibiades' great grandfather. 
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that Herodotos cites an actual decree. 9 Demosthenes refers 

to the king who had received Athenian citizenship as 

Perdikkas, and in another speech (13.24) the orator states 

that the Athenians did not vote the king citizenship, but 

only granted him immunity from taxes. Demosthenes does not 

mention a proxeny grant in either speech. 

Another Athenian proxenos is also known only through 

literary sources and dated to before Xerxes' invasion 

(about 481).10 Demosthenes and Deinarchos cite an gtimjg 

decree which deprived Arthmios of Zeleia and his family of 

his privileges and which declared him an enemy of Athens 

and the territories controlled by Athens. The reason for 

the decree against Arthmios was that he brought Persian 

gold to the Peloponnesos. However, only Aeschines mentions 

that Arthmios had been an Athenian proxenos. 

The fact that Arthmios was declared atimos suggests 

that he had received certain privileges which might have 

been the proxenia as Aeschines says. However, other types 

of privileges which Athenians conferred, such as the right 

to buy property (enktesi~), or exemption from taxes 

(ateleia), could have been rescinded. On the other hand, 

there is no good evidence to reject Aeschines' statement. 

An early proxeny relationship between Zeleia, located on 

9walbank 63ffo 

10Dem • 9.41-43: 19.271-272; Aeschi.n •. 1.258; Dein. 
2.24-25; Krateros, FGH 342; Pluto ~. 6.2. 

--------------_._--'- .. ,""- --
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the route to the Black Sea area, and Athens is quite 

possible. This region had been one of Athens' early 

concerns. Furthermore, there is evidence of a proxeny 

relationship between Athens and Pythagoras of Selymbria 

(Salybria) from before 480 B.C. (1G 121034) and a later one 

between Athens and Apollodoros of selymbria in 408/7 B.C. 

(1G 12116). Like Zeleia, Selymbria is situated on the 

Black Sea route and both proxeny decrees are from before 

the Persian Wars. The Athenians gave Pythagoras, who died 

at Athens, a public burial because of the "proxenial arete" 

of himself and his forefathers. The plural forms used in 

the gravestone inscription suggests that at least the 

father, but perhaps also the grandfather had been proxenoi 

of Athens. 

One additional proxeny decree is recorded by 1socrates 

(15.166) who claims that the poet Pindar was granted the 

proxenia together with a monetary award of ten thousand 

drachma. Pindar was honored, according to Isocrates, 

because he alluded to the Athenians as "the bullwark of 

Greece." The claim of the orator seems propagandistic and 

the monetary award excessively high to be credible. 

FOrmula 2f Proxenia Decrees 

The style of the earliest decrees conferring proxenia 

is usually very simple. Immediately following the prescript 

and the name of the proposer of the decree, the content is 



) - " introduced, using the word ~,c...o\l .. V6Q'Z1(L. In some 

inscriptions, a short statement is included giving the 

reasons for the honor. 11 A decree (IG I 228a) honoring 

Acheloion of Tanagra and his sons lists the honors first, 

followed by the reasons why the men received proxenia. A 

th~rd type contains first the prescript, then the reasons 
} ("' / 

for the grant using the term 6- 7C6(... cJ 1 ' and lastly the 

actual honors. The first proxeny decree of this type 

honors Apollonophanes of Kolophon (IG 1259). 
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By the end of the fifth century, the proxeny decrees 

follow a regular pattern, although not without exceptions. 

First, the sanction formula :fd05€;V c11.. fouA11.. l<oCL C~(. J1t-""L 
or lJc$<i:'l (; 1" f'ouA.VJ L or ¥.fo5 f: v -C~c.. d7)AW(" is 

followed by the names of the presiding phyle, secretary of 

the phyle, president of the ekklesia, eponymous archon, and 

the name of the proposer of the decree. Secondly, the 

reasons for the honors are listed and introduced byd~c~i • 
) ,/ 

Thirdly, the honors are requested, introduced bY6~c...v~~~~: 

and finally, the decree ends with instructions concerning 

payment and inscription of the decree. If the person is 

invited to-dinner at the prytaneion, the invitation is 

usually stated at the end of the decree. 12 

11wilhelm Larfeld, Griechische Epigraphik, 3rd ed. 
(M
2
Unchen, 1914) 355ff.The first example is IG 1223 with 1G 

I 30. Other examples are 1G 11219, 27. 

12Examples of this type are IG 12105, 118, 125: 
1G 1128, 13, 29: Larfeld 355ff. 

------ ._-_._---_ .... _ .. 



Indiyidua1 Grants13 

Parianos of Issa and his sons Athenodoros and Ikesios 

I.G. 1223 and I.G. 1230 (450/49) 

M.B. Wa1bank, C.P. Loughran and A.E. Raubitscheck 

agree that the two fragments belong to the same decree: 

however, there is some dispute concerning the names and 

home city of the honorands. Loughran and Raubitscheck 

state that line 3 contains the name of the city, Parion, 

while the names in lines 4 and 5 belong to the honorands. 

Wa1bank on the other hand identifies the honorand as 

Parionos since there is enough evidence to suggest that 

personal names have been derived from the ethnic origin. 

55 

The other two names (11.4 and 5) are those of Parianos' 

sons. In line 16, the city of Issa on the island of Lesbos 

is mentioned, which led Wa1bank to assume that the 

honorands came from that city, while Loughran and 

Raubitscheck interpreted this line as being merely a 

reference to the city.14 

13proxeny decrees where neither the honorand's name 
nor origin is known are listed in Table I, questionable 
proxeny decrees are listed in Table II, 101ff. 

14wa1bank 89: C.P. Loughran and A.E. Raubitscheck, 
"Three Attic Proxeny Decrees,u Hesperia 16 (194~): 79-81. 
H.B. Mattingly in liThe Athenian Proxeny Decree I 30 and 
23," Phoenix 29 (1975): 284-286 agrees with Loughran and 
Raubitscheck. 

---.- .. - --_. ---_. -_._._.- -- -_.- - ---.---------------~-.-.. -.- - ... - ---.--.,.-... - '-"-
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The honorands were proxenoi and according to Walbank 

may have received the right of access to the boule and 

ekklesia. 15 other persons are praised for their help in 

ferrying troops to or from Lesbos and they are given access 

to the court of the polemarch. Because of the clause 

referring to the ships, Walbank's theory that the honorands 

are from Issa rather than Perian is more convincing than 

Loughran's and Raubitscheck's. 

Lesbos, like Samos and Chios, was one of the few 

islands or cities which had kept its fleet. All other 

allies of Athens had surrendered their ships to Athens by 

the time of the Thirty Years Peace and made a monetary 

contribution instead. 16 Between 449 and 447 there was 

dissatisfaction among the allies with the Athenian rule, 

which made Athenian presence in some coastal areas of Asia 

Minor necessary. The honorands may have helped Athens in 

her deployment of her troops.17 

A man from Delphi (1), I.G. 1227 (ca. 450/49) 

A man, probably from Delphi, as well as his brothers 

and father are named proxenoi and euergetai. They also 

received protection throughout the Empire. The reasons for 

15walbank 97. 

16 Thuc. 1.19. 

17sealey 287ff. 

--_ ... - .. --
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the honors are not known. However, the circumstances most 

likely relate to Athenian interest in securing support in 

Central Greece because of her expansionist policies at that 

time. 18 

Acheloion and sons of Boeotia, !=G= !228a (446/5) 

Acheloion and his sons received hereditary proxenia 

and euergesia. Furthermore, they are admitted to the court 

of the polemarch if they suffer a civil wrong. The cities 

of the Athenian allies are made responsible for the safety 

of the honorands and a compensation of five talents is to 

be paid by the city in case an honorand is murdered. 19 

At the time of the decree, Athens attempted to keep 

the cities of Boeotia under her control. After the victory 

of Myronides at Oenophyta, Athens was able to break the 

Boeotian Confederacy and gain control over Boeotia. By 

446, most cities were indeed democratic but a large number 

of men, who had been expelled from Boeotia because of their 

anti-Athenian sentiments, fostered opposition in other 

cities. One way to keep Athenian support in Boeotia was 

18A• Wilhelm, ~. AKgg. ~ 217 5 (1939): 25-28. 
Meiggs 425ff discusses the argument made by Mattingly that 
the decree should be dated to the 420's. M~ttinglY's 
t~eory is based on the similarities of IG I 27 and IG 
I 143. Although the points brought up by Mattingly are 
striking, there is not enough evidence to drastically 
revise the date. 

19cf • pecrees Containing Protection gng Epimeleia 
Clauses, 111. 

--_. __ .. _._- ... --
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the granting of honors to individuals who would be in a 

position to strengthen pro-Athenian sentiments at home. 

Although the reason for the honors to Acheloion and his 

sons are not stated, they may have been involved in keeping 

democratic faction strong. 20 

Four Thespians, I.G. 1236 (before 446) 

Four Thespians are honored with hereditary proxenia 

and euergesia and are invited to dinner at the prytaneion. 

The names of the honorands can be restored as Thalykides, 

Korragides, Menestratos, and Athenaios. The time of the 

grant cannot be determined accurately but C.P. Loughran and 

A.E. Raubitscheck date the inscription to 446, after the 

battle of Koroneia, while M.B. Walbank prefers the date 

458, after the battle of Tanagra. M.B. Walbank bases his 

opinion on the fact that at the time after Tanagra, foreign 

masons were employed in Athens and in the present decree 

the letter form as well as the publication formula are 

unusual. 21 

Aristonos and sons of Larisa, I.G. 1255 (431/0) 

Besides proxenia and euergesia, Aristonos and his sons 

received protection in Athens or in any allied state and if 

20Meiggs 176. 

21Loughran and Raubitscheck 78-79; Walbank 89. 

------.-.- ----___________ .0_. ____ -.0 ___ .00 __ ._ .0 
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harmed, the polemarch is to summon the wrongdoer who has to 

appear before the polemarch's court within five days. 

Thucydides (2.22.2-3) mentions that polymedes and 

Aristonos were the Larisian leaders of an auxiliary force 

sent by the Thessalians to help Athens. The occasion was 

the Spartan advance into Acharnai; just north of AthenSe 

Although Perikles refused to engage in a battle with the 

spartans, he sent out detachments of cavalry as well as the 

above mentioned auxiliary force of the Thessalians. A part 

of this force was from Larisao The proxeny may have been 

granted in response to this help, although the decree does 

not mention the reason for the honor. 

Leonides and sons of Halikarnassos, I.G. 1256 (440-425) 

The honor and and his sons received proxenia as well as 

protection by the boule and prytaneis. Although the reason 

for the honors is not known, the context relates to the 

Athenian governors set up in Asia Minor. One of their 

duties was to protect the friends of Athens. 22 

Apollonophanes of Kolophon, I.G. 1259 (427/6) 

The heading of this decree names Apollonophanes a 

pro xenos and euergetes. In the rider of the decree, 

Apollonophanes is praised for his service to the people and 

22Meiggs 213. 



soldiers of Athens and asked to keep watch over those 

guarding the harbor area (Dios Hieron) of Kolophon. The 

services referred to are probably military in nature or 

some kind of protective help. 
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Thucydides (3.34) describes the events surrounding 

Kolophon. Many citizens of Kolophon had settled in Notium: 

the harbor of Kolophon because the Persians had taken the 

city after they were called in to settle a dispute among 

the factions in Kolophon. Those who had settled in Notium 

again fell out with one another and one party, now in 

exile, called on Paches to help them. Paches was in the 

area because he pursued the Peloponnesian fleet but decided 

to turn back when he realized that he could not overtake 

them. Paches summoned Hippias, the Arcadian commander, who 

then delivered Notium to the Kolophonians. Afterwards, the 

Athenians sent a commission and recolonized Notium and 

brought together Kolophonians from the different cities. 

Apollonophanes was probably involved in these affairs and 

asked to watch over the Athenian interests once Athens had 

established her presence in the city. 

Four Sicilians, I.G. 1262 (435-420) 

The honorands are praised for their services and named 

proxenoi and euergetai. The services mentioned could be in 

connection with the first Sicilian expedition by Laches and 

Charoiades in 427. At that time, the Leontines and their 
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allies asked Athens to send ships to help them against 

Syracuse. Thucydides (3.86) relates that Athens complied 

because they wished to prevent grain shipments from Sicily 

'. reaching the Peloponnesians. However, M. Walbank does not 

rule out that this decree could relate to the second 

Sicilian expedition led by Alcibiades, Lamachos, and Nikias 

in 4150 23 

Potamodoros and sons of Orchomenos l I.G. 1270 and I.G. 

12103 (424/3 and 412/1) 

Although the earlier decree (IG 1270) does not 

contain a reference to a proxeny grant, it is known from 

the later grant (IG 1 2103) that Potamodoros and his son 

Eurytion were proxenoi. 24 The honorands, while in exile, 

were part of a plot against the oligarchic government in 

Orchomenos. 

Grabos (?) of Illyria (?), I.G. 1272 (435-420) 

Three men, either a father and two sons, or three 

brothers are named proxenoi. They also received protection 

throughout the Athenian Empire. One of the honorands' 

name, Grabos, in line 6 is partially restored and could 

also be Arabos or Karabos. However, as first Hiller v. 

23walbank 213. 

24cf • Ateleia. 163. 

------------_.-------_._-----------------.- ... _----. '-' ----- -. "'- .-•. -_. 
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Gaertringen has pointed out, the name Grabos is also known 

from an inscription dated 356/5 (IG 112127) which concluded 

a treaty between Athens and the Thracians Ketriporis, 

Lyppeos, and Grabos of Illyria. This Grabos may have been 

a grandson of the one honored with proxenia in this 

inscription. 25 

The reason for the honor could relate to the events in 

423/2 described by Thucydides (4.124.4-4.125.1). The 

Illyrians betrayed their support of Perdikkas (and 

Brasidas) and went over to Arrabaios, which resulted in the 

retreat of both, Perdikkas and Brasidas. Grabos perhaps 

helped the Athenian cause by bringing over the Illyrians to 

the side of Arrabaios. 

Asteas of Aleia, I.G. 1282 (421/0) 

Asteas is praised and awarded proxenia and euergesia 

because of the public and private assistance he gave to 

visitors. The decree is firmly dated by the archon 

formula. 26 The honor was proposed by Thrasykles who was 

one of the Athenians swearing to the terms of peace between 

Athens and the Lakedaimonians (Thuc. 19.2). The historical 

context of the grant most likely relates to the 

25Hiller von Gaertringen. ~ d. preuss. AKgg. (1921): 
437. This restoration is accepted by A. Wilhelm, Att.Urk. 
IV (1939): 39-41, and M. Walbank 234f. 

26A•S• Henry, "Dating of 5th century Attic 
Inscriptions," ~ 11 (1978): 75-108. 

------ -----_._- - ---------------_._---------------- -.- ---------_ .. - ...• --- . __ .. -_.- .. ---._------
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negotiations that took place before concluding the Peace of 

Nikias. In these dealings, Asteas must have played an 

important role on behalf of the Athenians. The decree 

concludes that Asteas is to receive honors just like 

Polystratos of Phleios. 

Polystratos of Phleios, I.G. 1283 (421/0) 

Polystratos is known from the above grant to Asteas 

(IG 1 282). Like Asteas, Polystratos was honored because of 

his help to the Athenian embassy conducting negotiations 

concerning the Peace of Nikias. 27 

2 [_], I. G. I 85 ( ca • 420 ) 

Only the end of the decree together with a rider 

survives. In the rider, a person and perhaps his two sons 

are granted proxenia and are invited to dinner. The grant 

ends with the publication formula which states that the 

decree is to be inscribed on a stele on the Akropolis and 

may also be recorded on a sanis in the Bouleuterion lias are 

other decrees" (11.9-11).28 This publication formula, if 

restored correctly, refers to the practice that records of 

decrees were kept in the Bouleuterion. However, since the 

27Cf • Enktesis 129. 

28Restored by B.D. Merritt, ZE£ 25 (1977): 289-295. 

~. _.--.... _._-_ ... - ... - .. - ... --------------.~-.- ...... --..... __ .. - .. -....... _._ .. 
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clause is restored, it is not proof that this was actually 

common practice. 

Lykon of Achaia, I.G. 1293 (425-410) 

Lykon is praised and granted proxenia and euergesia. 

In addition, he is permitted to sail and trade from Achaia 

to all places which the Athenians control. The final 

clause could be either a restriction of trade privileges to 

the "qulf" area, or a restriction which excludes this area. 

H.G. Mattingly argues that it is the Gulf of Pagasai which 

is referred to, while M. Walbank agrees with A. Wi.lhelm who 

believes that it is the Gulf of corinth. H.B. Mattingly 

bases his assumption on the evidence that Athens had 

occupied Pteleon in order to blockade Herakleia Trachinia 

(Thuc. 5.18.7). However, in this case, the gulf in 

question would be the Gulf of Malia and not Pagasai. M. 

Walbank on the other hand argues that the Gulf of Corinth 

was blockaded several times and was by far the more 

important area. 29 Athenians would be more apt to refer to 

this important area in general terms as "the gulf" rather 

than to the less well known qulfs of either Pagasai or 

Malia. 

29H•B• Mattingly, "Ancient societies and 
Institutions," Studies presented to Victor Ehrenberg on his 
75th birthday (1966) 214: Walbank 280ff: Adolf Wilhelm, 
"Attische Psephisma," Hermes (1889): 113. 

--- .. - .,--- .. -
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There is another complication associated with this 

decree because a grant exists (IG I 3175) which has 

virtually the identical content as the decree honoring 

Lykon. Walbank concludes that another person, also from 

Achaia, must have received the identical honors as Lykon. 

However, it is difficult to assume that the Athenians would 

have inscribed two separate stelae for identical honors to 

men coming from the same area. Usually, the decree would 

name both honorands on the same stele. Another possibility 

is that two stelae were inscribed for the same person and 

both inscriptions were set up on the Acropolis. This too, 

is highly unlikely. 

Eurytion and his father of Orchomenos, I.G. 12103 (412/1) 

Eurytion and his father Potamodoros are granted 

ateleia and the prytaneis are instructed to take of their 

affairs. The persons honored are the same as in IG 1270. 30 

Archelaos of Macedonia, I.G. r 2105 (407/6) 

This grant contains two parts. Following the 

preamble, the decree states the arrangements to be made for 

the building of ships in Macedonia. Penalties are stated 

for slow work, and rewards are offered for fast completion. 

The ships are to be used to carry the army across to Ionia. 

30cf • Ateleia 163f; cf. 61. 
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The second part praises King Archelaos for his assistance 

(he had supplied timber and building sites) and awards him 

the honor of proxenia and euergesia. 

R. Meiggs and D. Lewis follow Meritt's suggestion that 

the decree provides for the building of triremes, which 

were then sent as quickly as possible from Macedonia to 

Ionia. Meritt restored the name of the proposer as 

Alcibiades, which "illustrates his boldness and 

originality. ,,31 

After the loss of the Athenian fleet at Syracuse, 

Athens had only small detachments of triremes. in 406 

Konon was blockaded in Mytilene and only a large number of 

ships could change the situation. Xenophon (~. 1.6.24) 

relates that when the Athenians heard that Konon was under 

a blockade, they voted to send 110 ships. within thirty 

days the ships were manned and sent out. Meiggs speculates 

that the above decree relates to these events. The 

Athenians were able to send such a large number'o~ ships 

because of the arrangements made with Archelaos. 

Furthermore, in an earlier instance, in 411, Andocides was 

able to secure ships from Archelaos for the Athenian fleet 

at Samos, and Perdikkas, Archelaos ' predecessor, included 

in his treaty with Athens that he will supply oars (IG 

1271, 11. 22f). 

31Meritt, "Class. stud. presented to Edward Capps," 
246-50 in R. Meiggs and D. Lewis 277ff. 

-... -.. _ .. -_._._------- -----.. _._. __ .... _-.- .. _-- ... - ---.. -.......•. -.-.--
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Thrasyboulos of Kalydon and Associates, I.G. 12110 (410/09) 

Thrasyboulos received citizenship and a golden crown 

worth 1000 drachmai, while his associates (seven men) were 

honored with enktesis, epimeleia, and euergesia. The 

honors were granted because of the assassination of 

Phrynikos. 32 

Apollodoros, son of Empedos and other Selymbrians, 

I.G. I2116 (408/7) 

The Selymbrians are asked by Alcibiades to pay for the 

cost of the stele which contains the treaty made between 

Athens and Selymbria. The first part of the inscription 

spells out the settlement between the two cities after 

Selymbria had revolted from Athens in 410. The Selymbrians 

had refused to admit Alcibiades, but contributed money. 

When Alcibiades captured the city, he persuaded the 

Selymbrians to accept an Athenian garrison. 33 

The second part, proposed by Alcibiades in 407, orders 

the publication of the decree and honors Apollodoros by 

taking his name off the list of hostages. In lines 42-43, 

another person is honored with proxenia, and in lines 44-45 

Apollodoros received the proxenia which his father had held 

32Cf • Citizenship 28. 

33xen • ~. 1.1.21; 1.3.10. 

- ------ - ------------ ----.. _-- ------ ----
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before. Finally, Apollodoros and the Selymbrian envoys are 

invited to dinner. 

Another family of Selymbria is known to have held the 

proxenia. The decree honoring Pythagoras (IG 121034) dated 

betweem 460 and 450 implies, because of the plural form, 

that more than one generation was involved, mainly the 

grandfather of Pythagoras (before 480), Dionysios, the 

father of Pythagoras (460-450), and Pythagoras. 

The location of Selymbria is one of the reasons for 

its importance to Athens. The city could serve as a buffer 

between Athens and the Odrysian Empire, and is situated in 

a strategic location on the northern shore of the 

propontis, along the sea route from Byzantion/Khalkedon to 

Lampsakos, Sestos, and Abydos into the Aegean Sea. 

Oiniades the Palaiskiathian, I.G. 12118 (408/7) 

Oiniades is named proxenos and euergetes, which is 

extended to his children. He is praised for his services 

and the good treatment he gave to visiting Athenians. An 

epimeleia clause follows as well as an invitation to 

dinner. The last lines (11. 28-31) make it clear that 

Oiniades is from Old Skiathos. 

The frequent visitors referred to in the decree may 

have been merchants who used the island and the city of 

Skiathos as a trading point or stopover, since Skiathos is 

--'-'-'-- ._ ..... _.- ._ ..... _._._ ... _._ .. 



located just north of Euboea, at the entrance to the Gulf 

of Pagasai. 

Polybos of Gortyn (?), I.G. 12125 (405/4) 
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Polybos received the proxenia because of his services 

to Athens. The exact nature of these services is not 

spelled out. For the home city of the honorand, Walbank 

suggests one of two cities, either Gortys in Arcadia, or 

Gortyn on the island of Greece. Thucydides (2.85.5-6) 

mentions another person, Nikias from Gortyn on Crete, who 

received the proxenia in ca. 430. This fact led Walbank to 

suggest that Nikias and Polybos were related, which could 

have been part of the reason why Polybos was honored. 34 

However, Gortynia on the AXios River in Macedonia, which is 

not considered by Walbank, cannot be ruled out as the home 

city of the honorand. Proxeny decrees were granted to men 

in this area, for example, the grant to Archelaos of 

Macedonia (IG I 2105), which makes this city also a 

possibility. 

The sons of Phiades of Abydos (?), I.G.I2143 (445-435) 

The name of the principal honorand of this decree has 

been restored by M. Walbank, A. Wilhelm, and R. Meiggs as 

being Iphiades of Abydos. The family of the honorand had 

34walbank 474. 

----------------------------------
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become a large and powerful clan in Abydos. According to 

Walbank, an Iphiades was a faction leader in the mid fourth 

century and was probably involved with the capture of 

Pari on and Sestos. The family was still prominent in the 

third century. However, another decree (IG II249) exists 

which honors several members of two other families of 

Abydos with proxenia and euergesia. The family members 

involved in both decrees could have been related, with the 

earlier decree (IG I 2143) honoring ancestors of the later 

one (IG II249). While Walbank does not believe that Athens 

would have conferred Proxenia and euergesia to two 

different families of the same city, or to several members 

of the same family (in this case there are as many as six 

men involved), Wilhelm states that the main function in 

exercizing the proxenia was the responsibility of the head 

of the family, thus it would be possible that several 

members of the same family could be proxenoi. 35 

Furthermore, there are examples where Athens granted 

proxenies to two different families of the same city, such 

as to the families of Selymbria, to four citizens of 
-

Larisa, or to families in Abydos. 36 

35walbank 120; Wilhelm, Att. ~. 4 28-31; Meiggs 
425f. 

36 cf. 69, 77. 

----- ----------_._._---_._. --.-.-.'-'- - ._------------_ .•. _--_ .. _ .. _ ... _-_ .. _ ... __ .. -._._ ..... -_._. 
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Although there is considerable uncertainty about the 

date of the decree, the grant relates to Athenian movement 

in the Hellespont region. 

Proxenidos, son of Proxenos of Knidos, I.G. 12144 (416/5) 

This decree is the latest in a sequence of grants 

honoring three generations, Proxenidos, his father 

Proxenos, and his grandfather. 37 

sotimos of Herakleia, I.G. 12145 (430-415) 

In the heading, Sotimos and his descendants are 

granted proxenia and euergesia. Of the decree itself, only 

the first two lines of the preamble remain. The identity 

of the city Herakleia is not known since, based on the 

assessed tribute, the name was a common one. Walbank 

suggests either Herakleia on the Euxine, or Herakleion in 

Pieria. 38 

Proxenos of [ ___ ], I.G. 12146 (ca. 410) 

Very little of the decree remains except that Proxenos 

and his sons are named proxenoi and euergetai. The grant 

breaks off at the beginning of an epimeleia clause. The 

home city of the honorand is disputed. Hiller believed 

37cf • Ateleia 169. 

38walbank 256f. 

-- - ------------- ------ ------ ---



72 

that he was a citizen of Chaleion, while Woodhead thought 

that the honorand was from Chalke. Walbank does not rule 

out a relationship with proxenidos, son of Proxenos honored 

in IG 12144. 39 

Pythagoras of Selymbria, I.G. 121034 (460-450) 

This is not a decree but a grave monument for 

Pythagoras, who died in Athens while he was a proxenos. 

The inscribed epitaph states that he was buried at public 

expense because of his own and his forefathers' arete as 

proxenoi. 40 The monument further identifies him as the son 

of Dionysios. 

It is known that the grandfather of Pythagoras 

received proxenia and euergesia before 480 and that 

Dionysios, the father of Pythagoras received the honor 

about 4.70. In the later fifth century (408) another set of 

proxeny decrees is granted to Apollodoros (IG 12116) and 

earlier to his father Empedos. In the decree honoring 

Apollodoros, he is granted the proxeny that his father 

Empedos has held. The fact that the decree honoring 

Apollodoros does not name the earlier proxenoi, Pythagoras 

together with his father and grandfather, indicates that 

perhaps two separate families were involved and that 

39Hiller, in Walbank 290ff: A. G. Woodhead,nGreek 
Inscriptions," Hesperia 17 (1948): 57-58. 

40cf • 66f. 

_ ... - - -- ._-------------------------_ ... -
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pythagoras, who died in Athens, might not have had a son to 

carryon the proxeny tradition. 

Selymbria, located just west of Byzantion on the 

northern shore of the Propontis, was under Persian control 

down to 480. Thus, the earliest proxenia, granted to the 

grandfather of Pythagoras may have been in connection with 

Athens' fight against Persia. The later proxeny honors may 

have been also related to Athenian problems with Persia. 

For example, pythagoras might have been of help in Athens' 

attempt (ca. 460) to come to an agreement with Persia. The 

grants in the later fifth century, however, are most likely 

a result of Athens' need of wheat supply and thus the 

control of the sea route to the Pontus area. Furthermore, 

Athens needed a favorable relationship with the Odrysian 

kingdom. According to Meiggs, one of the most striking 

changes in the Athenian assessment of tribute was in this 

area which shares borders with the odrysian kingdom. In 

434 and 432 Selymbria's tribute was reduced from six 

talents to 900 drachmai. 41 

Artemon, father of [ ___ ] of lasos (?), I.G. 1I23 (403/2) 

Artemon and his children are honored with proxenia and 

euergesia. Iasos, located on Asia Minor between the cities 

of Miletus and Halikarnassos, first appears in the tribute 

41Meiggs 249 • 

.. 
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list in 449. 42 Iasos was probably one of those cities in 

the area which traded extensively with Athens, because 

Thucydides (8.28.3) relates that when the peloponnesians 

sacked Iasos in 412, they found plenty of money because the 

city was rich from of old. Although the decree does not 

specify Artemon's services, it is likely that he helped 

Athenian merchants when they visited the city. 

Five sons of Apemantos of Thasos (?), I.G. 1I26 (403/2) 

One of the sons, Eurypylos, petitioned on behalf of 

himself and his brothers, to republish the proxeny which 

they had held previously. The original stele was destroyed 

by the Thirty. The petition is granted and Eurypylos is 

invited to dinner. Neither the original date of the 

proxenia nor the homeland of the honorands is known, 

although Thasos has been suggested. This argument, 

however, rests on several hypotheses which cannot be 

proven, yet they are not impossible. 43 

Herakleides of Klazomenai, I.G. 1I28 (403/2) 

42Meiggs 552. 

43Walbank 327. 

-_ ... _ .... _-
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Herakleides received proxenia and euergesia as well as 

other honors because of his help to negotiate a treaty with 

Darius in 424/3. 44 

[_], I.G. 1129 (after 403/2) 

The decree contains provisions to reinscribe a 

proxenia grant which had been abrogated by The Thirty. The 

original proxenia was granted in the late fifth century.45 

Pythophanes of [ ___ ], I.G. II212 (411/10 and 399/8) 

This inscription contains three decrees, and is 

securely dated by the archon formula of the third decree 

(1.29f). The second decree contains the provision for 

inscribing of the first decree. The home city of the 

honorand is not clear. Meiggs and Lewis suggested 

Phaistos, while Walbank believes that it is Karystos. 46 

Pythophanes is already a proxenos and euergetes and the 

decree which was previously voted for him was to be 

inscribed on a stele (11.10-12). He also received 

protection over all territory which is ruled by Athens. 47 

44Cf • Enktesis 132f; Ateleia 170. 

45walbank 406. 

46walbank 389; Meiqgs and Lewis 249f. 

47cf • Protection gng Epimeleia Clauses 114. 

--.. - ~ .. -~ 
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sthorys of Thasos, I.G. 11217 (394/3) 

This decree, favoring the seer Sthorys, contains two 

parts, the first is a clarification of the decree initiated 

by the boule, and the second par~ contains a grant of 

citizenship. The honors make it clear that Sthorys has 

been a longtime friend of the Athenians and refers to his 

ancestors who had been proxenoi and euergetai (11. 5-6). By 

the time when Sthorys was honored with citizenship he 

received some kind of official salary. According to M.J. 

Osborne the honorand made certain prophecies which together 

with earlier "good will towards Athens" formed the reason 

for the grant of citizenship.48 The decree does not 

mention whether he was himself an Athenian proxenos, but 

the plural implies that at least two generations had 

received this honor. Because of the fact that his father 

and grandfather were proxenoi, Sthorys himself was most 

likely a proxenos before he received the grant of 

citizenship. 49 

Phil[ ___ ]es of Rhodes, I.G. 1I219 (394/3) 

The honor and is praised and awarded proxenia and 

euergesia. His descendants are included in the honor. He 

also received protection by the strategos, prytaneis, and 

48M•J • Osborne, Naturalization in Athens (Brussel, 
1982) 47. 

49cf • Citizenship 29f. 
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boule. In an amendment to the decree, he is again praised, 

invited to dinner, and received Athenian citizenship. 

Since it is incompatible to receive both proxenia and 

citizenship at the same time, the a~~ndment to the decree 

must have b~en viewed as superceding the first part~ The 

reason for the honors is not stated, however, the honorand 

could have been involved in several instances which 

benefitted Athens. He could have helped the democrats in 

Rhodes gain power in 395, who in turn supported Athenian 

policies. Some democrats may have wanted a close 

relationship with Athens to forestall any attempts by the 

oligarchs to regain power. Since Phil[ ___ ]es was in Athens 

at the time of the decree, he could have been there with 

Konon and thus, his services could have been related to 

Konon's campaign. 50 

[_], I.G. 1I222 (390/89) 

A man is granted proxenia and euergesia, protection by 

the boule and strategoi, and he is invited to dinner. 

Although neither the home city, nor name of the honorand is 

known, there is mention of Sitalkes (1. 7), which might 

bring the honorand in relation to Thrasyboulos' mission in 

390. Xenophon (~., 4.8.25-26) relates that Thrasyboulos 

brought about a reconciliation between Amedokos, the 

50osborne 44f; Wilhelm, Att. ~. 5 103. 

------ ._._--- .. -- .'---- .. _. 



odrysian king, and Seuthes. The former name might be 

mentioned in line 4 in the present decree. Thrasyboulos 

then went on to Byzantion. The actual aid however which 

the person rendered cannot be determined. 

[_] of Chios, I.G. 1I223 (388/7) 
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Because of the condition of the decree, the nature of 

the grant is not known. A man from Chios was awarded 

proxenia and euergesia. Another decree honoring citizens 

of Chios is dated to the mid fourth century (IG 1I2252). 

The two honorands may be related because several times 

Athens granted honors to members of the same family. 

Kallippos of Gyrton (Thessaly), I.G. 1I227 (416/5) 

Kallippos and his sons are praised for their services 

and granted proxenia and euergesia. Line 23 may mention a 

second honorand, Eukratides, son of Hipp[ ___ ]. The decree 

does not state the nature of the service. Gyrton sent 

cavalry to aid Athens in 431 but was not otherwise involved 

in the Peloponnesian war. 51 Since Athenian interest in 

the area was not great after tne Peace of Nikias, there is 

no clue as to the reason for the honor. 

Phanokritos of Parianos, I.G. 1I229 (390-389) 

51 Thuc. 2.22.3 • 
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In the first part of the decree, the boule proposes a 

reward and honors Phanokritos with euergesia. An 

amendment, added by the ekklesia and proposed by Kepha1os, 

grants proxenia and euergesia. This honor is extended to 

Phanokritos' children and the honorand is invited to 

dinner: The reason for the honor is alluded to (ll~ 12-15)a 

Apparently Phanokritos had given information to the 

Athenian generals, which might have led to the capture of 

enemy ships. However, the historical event to which this 

decree refers is not known. It may relate to Antalkidas' 

maneuvers near Abydos, where Antalkidas was able to take 

eight ships under the command of Thrasyboulos. 52 

Archonides and Demon of the Sikels in Sicily, I.G. 1I232 

(435-415), reinscribed in 384/4. 

Archonides is granted proxenia and euergesia and in an 

amendment, his brother Demon and their children, are 

granted everything that had been granted Archonides. They 

are also protected by the boule and strategoi from 

imprisonment and arrest. The decree is dated by the archon 

formula to 385/4, however, the protection clause (11.9-14) 

signifies that the text includes an earlier decree honoring 

these men. Thucydides (7.1.4) relates that Archonides had 

been king of a Sikel tribe and ~ friend of the Athenians. 

52 Xen. Hell. 5.1.25-26. 

--- .. - ..•... -- .-
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After his death, however, the sikels went over to Syracuse. 

According to Diodoros (14.16) Archonides ruled over 

Herbita, but when he was exiled by Dionysios of Syracuse in 

403, he founded a new city. Walbank suggests that 

Archonides of this decree was actually the son or grandson 

of the exiled king, who had been proxenos and well disposed 

towards Athens. 53 

Four citizens of Larisa, I.G. 1I239 (379/8) 

Nikokrat~s, Aretaios, Aristippos, and [Cho]ragi[d]es 

are honored with proxenia and euergesia. There is no clue 

as to the reason for the honor, although an earlier decree 

(IG 1255), favoring Aristonos and sons of Larisa may have 

some connection with the present decree. However, there 

are instances where Athenians granted proxenia to different 

families of the same city, for example to families of 

Abydos (IG 12143 and IG 1I249), or Thasos (IG II26,17). 

Thus, a relationship in this case is not necessarily 

present. 

citizens of Abydos, I.G. 1I249 (ca. 400) 

Members of two families and their children are honored 

with proxenia and euergesia. One group is Mestor and 

Prokles, sons of Leomestoros, the other is Aristeides, 

53walbank 357; Wilhelm, Att. ~. 1 (1911): 167-179. 

------- •.. --
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Demophanes, and Satyros, sons of Diagoras. It is not clear 

whether any of the present honorands are related to the 

sons of Iphiades, honored between 445 and 435 (IG 12143). 

In the earlier decree there is considerable space on the 

left side of the stele, which makes it difficult to 

identify the names of the honorands, and which does not 

rule out some kind of relationship with the two groups in 

this decree. 

Grandsons of Xanthippos of [ ___ ], I.G. II252 (ca.387/7) 

A grandson of Xanthippos is praised and he and his two 

brothers are granted proxenia and euergesia. The 

grandfather of the brothers had been honored with the same 

grants but they were annulled by The Thirty. Because of 

this, the brothers are now granted the honors. The reason 

for the revival cannot be determined. 

Philytos of [ ___ ], I.G. 11253 (ca. 387/6) 

Philytos may have received proxenia or was already a 

proxenos at the time of this decree, because he received 

the right to be heard by the polemarch. 54 

Echembrotos of Kleonai, I.G. 1I263 (ca. 378/7) 

54cf • Enktesis 133; Ateleia 172f. 
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Echembrotos received proxenia and euergesia "like his 

father" (1.10). Thus, his father's proxeny must be in the 

late fifth century or early fourth. The context of the 

decree is not known. There are two cities by the name of 

Kleonai, one on the Chalcidian Peninsula, the other south 

of Corinth in Arcadia. 

[ ___ ] of Kaphya in Arcadia, I.G. II266 (early 4th Cent.) 

A person of Kaphya sought to re-inscribe a proxeny 

grant which was destroyed by The Thirty. 

Philinos of Byzantion, I.G. 1I276 (ca. 378/7) 

Philinos is praised and he and his children are 

granted proxenia and euergesia. The honorand is not known 

from other sources. He could have received the honor 

because of political aid, such as supporting Byzantion's 

membership in the Second Athenian Sea League, or he could 

have helped Athens economically. 

Koroibos, a Lakedaemonian, I.G. 1I2106 (368/7) 

The decree favoring Koroibos was passed in the same 

year and under the same archon (Nausigenos) as the decree 

recording the alliance between Athens and Dionysios I. 

Koroibos and his children are named proxenoi and euergetai. 

The reason for the honor is related to the alliance 

agreed upon in 368/7 between Athens and Sparta. Thebes, 

-- --- -- _._---------_ .. _-_.-_ .. _-_ .. -_ ...... _ ..... -.. _ .... - .• " 
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together with the Arcadians and other cities, invaded 

Sparta in 371/0. When the Athenians heard of the events, 

the boule convened the ekklesia to hear the spartan 

ambassadors, who were in Athens at the time. The invasion 

by Thebes resulted in the alliance between Sparta and 

Athens. 55 It is likely that Koroibos was involved in 

bringing about this agreement. 

Lachares, son of Chares of Apollonia, I.G. 112130 (ca. 355) 

Lachares and his descendants are granted proxenia and 

the honorand received the right to buy property. Lachares 

helped the Athenians in their fight for Methone. The 

decree states that the honor and brought something into the 

city.56 

Philiskos, son of Lykon of Sestios, I.G. 112133 (ca. 355) 

Philiskos and his sons are rewarded with proxenia and 

euergesia. Philiskos also received protection by the boule 

and strategoi and he is invited to dinner. 

Philiskos helped the Athenians by passing on 

information about Byzantion (11.9-11). In 357, several 

Athenian allies, Chios, Rhodes, and Chos withdrew from the 

Sea League. They were then joined by Byzantion. At Chios, 

55 Xen. Hall. 6.5.33ff. 

56cf • Enktesis 135f. 
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the Athenians, led by Chares, were defeated, which led to 

more cities joining the rebels. When they raided several 

islands and began a siege of Samos, Athens responded by 

sending re-inforcement and sailing north to Byzantion, 

rather than attacking the rebel cities. This led the 

rebellious cities to abandon the siege of Samos and instead 

follow the Athenians to Byzantion. Despite a storm, Chares 

engaged in a sea battle near Embata which was lost by the 

Athenians. 57 Philiskos' services are most likely connected 

with these events. 

Apollonides of Halikarnassos, I.G. 1I2136 (354/3) 

Apollonides received proxenia and access to the 

ekklesia. The nature of his services is not known, 

however, Demosthenes (35.33ff) refers to the honorand in 

his speech against Lakritos. Apollonides is called upon as 

a witness in a dispute concerning a merchantship that was 

shipwrecked. Therefore, Apollonides was probably honored 

either because of monetary aid to Athens, or, what is more 

likely, because of help he gave to Athenian merchants. 

Straton, King of sidon, I.G. 1I2141 (376-360) 

Straton and his descendants are granted proxenia and 

the honorand is invited to dinner. A rider exempts the 

57sealey 439. 
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sidonians doing business in Athens from the eisphora tax, 

the metic, and choregoi taxes. Straton helped Athenian 

envoys who were negotiating with the king of Persia. The 

time of the embassy, led by Timagoras, took place after the 

embassy of 368. 58 

Timaphenidas of Ainos, I.G. 1I2152 (ca. 353/2) 

Timaphenidas and his children are granted proxenia and 

access to the boule. The reason for the honor is not 

stated. Ainos, situated at the mouth of the Hebros River, 

became a part of the eastern kingdom of Thrace ruled by 

Kersebleptes. Athens attempted to secure the Chersonese by 

making an agreement with Kersebleptes in 357. The above 

grant could relate to these political maneuvers. 59 

Poimenidas and [ ___ ] of Megalopolis, I.G. 1I2161 (353/2) 

Poimenidas and another person are granted proxenia and 

invited to dinner. 

In 363, the Arcadian League split with one side, 

including Tegea and Megalopolis supporting the Theban 

alliance, the other, led by Mantinea, appealing to Athens 

and Sparta. In 362, Epaminondas led the Boeotian 

expedition, which included Megalopolis to the Peloponnesos 

58cf • Ateleia 175. 

59sealey 449. 
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where he met the forces from Mantinea, which included 

Athens. After the battle of Mantinea, the Greek cities 

concluded a common peace (362/1).60 Whether the honorand 

86 

was involved, on the side of Athens, in any of these events 

cannot be known. He could also have played a role in 353/2 

when Sparta proposed a general re-adjustment of territory 

based on ancient rights. Her purpose was to get back 

Messenia. Spartan war preparations alarmed the 

Megalopolitans and they appealed to Athens for support. 

Demosthenes in his speech For the Peonle of Meaalopolis 

pleaded with the Athenians to agree to the support, because 

otherwise the Megaloplitans would seek help from Thebes 

(16.21). Demosthenes reasoned that if Sparta would defeat 

the Megalopolitans even with Theban help, then Sparta would 

become a formidable power, if not, then Thebes would become 

too powerful. (16.4-5). Although the Athenians rejected 

Demosthenes' arguments, the honorand could have been a 

member of the embassy sent to Athens. 

Diokles and [ ___ ]ippos of Katana, I.G. II2162 (353/2) 

Diokles and another man together with their 

descendants are granted proxenia, the right to buy 

property, and are granted protection by the boule, 

prytaneis, and strategoi. 

60sealey 434f; Hermann Bengston, Griechische 
Geschichte (Munchen, 1969) 284ff. 
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Epikerdes of Kyrene, I.G. 1I2174 (405/4) 

Although no reference is made to a proxenia grant, it 

is likely that Epikerdes was already a proxenos when he 

gave monetary aid to help the Athenians captured in Sicily 

and later when he aided Athens financially in her war 

effort. 61 

Hali[ ___ ], Zeuximachon, Heniochos, father of [ ___ ], 

I.G. 1I2176 (353/2) 

The reason for the honors is not known. The honored 

men could be related to Epikerdes, or a different family 

could be involved. 

Family of Pyrros and Lykomedos of skyros, I.G. 112180 

(353/2) 

The descendants of pyrros and Lykomedo~ received 

proxenia and euergesia in addition to other honors. The 

honorands perhaps helped Athens in her struggle against 

Philip II with either military aid or grain shipments. 62 

Poseidanios of [ ___ ], I.G. 112181 (353/2) 

61Cf • Ateleia 176f. 

62cf • Enktesis 137f. 
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Poseidanios and his children received proxenia and 

euergesia. His father and grandfather had been proxenoi, 

however, the home city of the honor and cannot be restored 

and he is otherwise not known. 

King [ ___ ] of Pelagonia, I.G. 112190 (353/2) 

88 

A king of Pelagonia was honored with proxenia and 

euergesia. This honor was extended to his children. There 

is no clue in the inscription of the reason for the honor, 

however, it is possible that the honorand helped Athens in 

securing favorable relations with Kesebleptes, or helped 

Athens against Philip II. Pelagonia is located in the 

northern part of Macedonia and since Philip II was actively 

expanding his dominance at that time, it is possible that 

the honored king aided the Athenians against the 

Macedonian. Later, in 351, Philip II did expel some kings 

in Thrace. 63 

Protis of Thasos, I.G. 112193 (353/2) 

Protis is honored with proxenia and invited to dinner. 

Again, the reason for the honor is not known, but it may be 

similar to the reasons for honoring the king of Pelagonia. 

63sealey 449 • 
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Demokrates, son of Euboios of Lampsakos, I.G. II2205 

(351/0) 

Demokrates is honored with proxenia and euergesia. 

89 

The reason for the honor is not stated. Demokrates, like 

Protis and the king of Pe1agonia, may have been involved on 

the Athenian side against Philip II, or Demokrates may have 

played a role in Athenian trade with Lampsakos. 

Theagenes, son of Xenokles of Naukratis, I.G. II2206 

(349/8) 

Theagenes is praised for his services, especially 

because of the way he and his forefathers took care of 

Athenians arriving in Naukratis, and granted proxenia and 

euergesia to himself and his children. Theagenes also 

received the right to buy property, protection by the 

strategoi and boule, access to the boule and ekklesia, and 

finally he is invited to dinner. 64 

Ape1les, son of Zopyros of Byzantion, I.G. 112235 (340/39) 

Apelles is praised for his services to the Athenian 

people and he and his children are honored with proxenia 

and euergesia, as well as protection by the strategoi, 

boule, and prytaneis. The decree contains a reference 

about information given to the Athenian generals. This 

64Cf • Enktesis 138. 
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help most likely refers to the events of the siege of 

Byzantion by Philip II in 340. Before Philip's attempt to 

take Byzantion, he had captured a large number of merchant 

ships anchored in Hieron and bound for Athens with grain. 

with these acts, Philip wanted to force Athens to stop 

opposing him. However, Athens, with the help of other 

states, such as Chios, Kos, and Rhodes, fit out ships to 

help Byzantion and frustrated Philip's designs. 

Furthermore, there is a decree dated to just before 336/5 

(IG 1I2273) which praises the people of Byzantion. A 

relationship between these two decrees could exist. 

Drakontides i son of Amphoteros and Hegesias, son of 

stesagoros of Andros, I.G. 1I2238 (338/7) 

Both honorands are granted an olive wreath and they 

and their descendants are named proxenoi and euergetai. 

They also received access to the boule and ekklesia and are 

invited to dinner. The reason for the honor cannot be 

determined. 

[ ___ ] of Macedonia, I.G. 1I2240 (337/6) 

The honored man received proxenia and euergesia, which 

is extended to his children. He also received protection 

by the boule, strategoi, and ekklesia. The decree states 

that the person is a member of Philip's court and that he 

befriended Athens. It seems that he intervened on Athens' 



behalf, however, the kind of help which he gave is not 

stated. 

Damoxenos (?) son of Philodamos of Tarentum, I.G. 112248 

(343/2) 

The honor and received proxenia and access to the 

boule. According to Wilhelm, his name could also be 

Timoxenos or Harmoxenos. The reason for the honor is not 

known. 65 

TWo citizens of Chios, I.G. 112252 (mid 4th cent.) 
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Two men from Chios are praised and received an olive 

wreath. In addition, they and their children are granted 

proxenia and euergesia, as well as protection by the boule, 

prytaneis, and strategoi. When Chios and other cities 

seceded from the Sea League, Athens attempted to force the 

states to remain in the League by sending ships. In the 

following struggle, Athens was defeated, which led to an 

even greater number of states to secede from the League. 

The two citizens may have helped Athens in her attempt to 

keep the League. There could also be a relationship 

between the two men honored in this decree and the decree 

favoring a man from Chios in 388/7 (IG 11223). 

65A• Wilhelm, "Attische psephismen," Hermes (1889): 
122. 
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[ ___ ] of Akarnania (?), I.G. 112267 (mid 4th Cent.) 

This is a very fragmented decree, of which only the 

word proxenia remains. There is a possibility that the 

person could be from Akarnania, but Wilhelm states that it 

could also be read as Akanthos. 66 

Kleomis, son of Apollodoros of Methymna, I.G. 112284 

(336/5) 

Kleomis and his descendants are granted proxenia and 

euergesia. The decree praises Kleomis because of the help 

he gave concerning the pirates. Piracy had been a problem, 

for example, in the peace of Philokrates (346) between 

Philip II and Athens, the agreement contained a clause 

specifically dealing with piracy.67 

[ ___ ] of Phaselis, I.G. 112285 (336/5) 

An unknown man and his children received proxenia and 

euergesia. The honorand was also granted the right to buy 

property. 68 

[_], I.G. 112308 (336/5) 

66 'lh 1 ' 'h 2 A. W~ e m, ~n K~rc ner, I.G. II , p. 121. 

67F•R• Wuest, Philip II Y2n Makedonien Ynd 
Griechenland (Munchen, 1938) 178ff. 

68cf • Enktesis 136. 
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The decree grants proxenia and euergesia to an unknown 

person and his children. A grant of enktesis may also be 

involved. Wilhelm argues that this fragment belongs to 

I.G. 112371, which is disputed by Pecirka because of the 

difference in the stoichedon pattern. 69 The grant of 

enktesis contains an unusual clause stating that the 

honor and shall receive enktesis just like other proxenoi. 

Lykos, son of Aristokleidos of Pydna, I.G. 112339 (333/2) 

Lykos and his descendants received proxenia and 

euergesia. The decree states that the honorand received 

Athenians kindly. Pydna, along with other cities on the 

Chalcidian peninsula, had been captured by Timotheus in 

365. However, by 354 the city was in the hands of Philip 

II. Although the decree does not specify in what capacity 

the Athenians came to Pydna, the inscription most likely 

relates to merchants doing business in the city. 

Apses, son of [ ___ ], and [ ___ ] son of Apses of Tyre, 

I.G. 112342 (332/1) 

69Jan Pecirka, liThe Formula for the Grant of Enktesis 
in Attic Inscriptions," ~ Universitatis Carolinae 15 
(1966): 58f; A. Wilehlm, SB. AKgg. ~ (1942): 159-160 • 
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Apses and his son were honored with proxenia and 

euergesia as well as enktesis because of grain shipments to 

Athens. 70 

Apollonides, son of Demetrios of Sidon, I.G. 112343 (332/1) 

Apollonides received the same honors as Apses and his 

son. In this inscription, however, the reason for the honor 

is not stated. 71 

Theophantos of [---] , I.G. 112344 and 112368 

(332/1 and 323/2) 

The first part of the inscription, dated to 332/1 

contains a proxenia grant to Theophantos. Neither the 

origin of the honorand, nor the reason for the decree is 

known 6 It only states that Theophantos is well-disposed 

towards the Athenian people. The sacond part is another 

grant of which only the sanction formula remains. 

Amphis of Andria, I.G. 112347 (332/1) 

Amphis, the comic poet, received a wreath of ivy as 

well as proxenia. Both Billheimer and Osborne believe that 

the honorand also received Athenian citizenship.72 

70cf • Enktesis 143f. 

71cf • Enktesis 145. 

72cf • Citizenship 36f. 
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[_] of Eretria, I.G. 112257 (327/6) 

The name of the honorand cannot be determined, nor is 

it known whether his home city is Eretria on Euboea or 

Eretria in Achaia. The honor and is named proxenos, the 

sanction formula follows, but then the inscription breaks 

off. 

Herakleides of Salamis, I.G. 112360 (325/4) 

Herakleides is granted a golden wreath, proxenia which 

is extended to his descendants, enktesis, and equality with 

Athenians in the payment of taxes and military service. He 

is praised for his services because he was the first of the 

merchants who delivered grain. 73 

Lapyris, son of Kallias of Kleonia, I.G. 112365 (323/2) 

On the front side of the inscription, only the 

sanction formula can be satisfactorily restored, which 

names Lapyris a proxenos. On the obverse side, he is again 

named proxenos and invited to dinner. Line 14 names him 

again proxenos and refers to the proxeny of his 

forebearers. It may be that Lapyris was related to 

Echembrotos, who is honored in I.G. 11263. Echembrotos had 

received proxenia "like his father". 

73cf • Enktesis 146. 
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Euenor, son of Euepios of Argos, I.G. II2373 (322/1) 

The inscription contains two decrees in favor of 

Euenor. The older decree, the date of which is not known, 

grants Euenor proxenia and euergesia, while the second 

decree grants him enktesis. It is known that Euenor 

eventually received citizenship because of his services as 

a physician to the Athenians. 

Praxiades of Kos, I.G. 1I2416 (330/29) 

Praxiades is honored with proxenia because of his help 

in shipping grain to Athens and because he is well-disposed 

towards the Athenian people. This decree is one of a 

series of decrees which honors merchants because of their 

help in bringing grain to the city, for example, the decree 

honoring Apses of Tyre (IG 1I2342), or Herakleides of 

Salamis (IG 1I2360).74 

And[_] of [_], I.G. 1395 (415/4) 

This document is securely dated by the archon formula, 

however, tne origin of the honorand is not known. Line 5, 

which contains the name of the honor and does not have 

enough space for the name of the honorand's origin. Walbank 

74For a list of honorary decrees because of grain 
shipments, cf. Enktesis 149, n.44. 



suggests that the identification may have been in the 

heading which is lost. 75 

Krison and his brothers, of [ ___ ], I.G. 13155 (440-430) 
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Krison, his brothers, and another man are honored with 

proxenia and euergesia. The stele breaks off where it is 

stated that the strategoi and boule are to swear something. 

Conclusion 

The most numerous and well documented honorary decrees 

are the proxeny grants. While literary sources indicate 

that Athenians first granted proxenia during the Persian 

Wars, the epigraphic evidence dates at the earliest from 

the middle of the fifth century. From that time on, these 

honorary grants became an integral part of Athenian 

policies. 

A grant of proxenia was an honor which showed the 

appreciation of the Athenian people for help which had 

already been given. Any continued aid was seen, at best, 

as a moral or personal duty. Not one inscription states 

that the honor and has a legal obligation to continue the 

past services. However, a practical reward for a proxenos 

existed when he came to Athens, either on a long or short 

term basis. In those cases, the proxenos received the 

75walbank 369. 

------- .. --- .. 
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right to be heard by the court of the polemarch (6th. fQl. 

58.2) and he received the general status of a metic. 76 

other honors, such as ateleia or enktesis were not 

automatically included in a proxenia grant, even though 

there is a decree (IG 112308) to an unknown person which 

states that the honorand is granted proxenia and enktesis 

"like other proxenoi." This is an unusual clause and 

should not be construed to mean that proxenia, by 

definition, included other honors. Rather this grant 

uses other decrees, which conferred proxenia and enktesis, 

as examples and states that this particular honorand should 

be granted both honors, like other proxenoi before him. 

The men honored with proxenia were generally prominent 

citizens in their own state. Since a proxenos was expected 

to help Athens or her citizens, an individual with either 

political or financial prominence was in a better position 

to do so than one without such social status. conversely, 

the foreign connection of a proxenos was important to the 

individual because it increased his political status at 

home. 77 

R. Meiggs has shown that during the fifth century 

Athens used the proxeny decree to further her imperial 

76Kahrstedt 288f; U. von Wilamowitz-Mollendorf, 
ItDemotika der Metoeken," Hermes (1887): 240. 

77s . Perlman, itA Note on the Political Implications 
of Proxenia in the Fourth century B.C.," CQ (1958): 185-
191. 
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policies. For example, in the political struggle in 

Corcyra in 427, the Corcyreans wanted to rejoin corinth, 

but pithias, a member of the boule at the time, and a would 

be proxenos of Athens, led the anti-corinthian faction in 

support of Athens. Another example mentioned by R. Meiggs 

is Nymphodoros of Abdera, who was used to gain an alliance 

between Athens and sitalkes of Thrace, even though 

Nymphodoros at one point had been declared a public enemy 

of Athens. But since he became useful to the Athenians, 

they named him proxenos. 78 

Several inscriptions grant proxeny honors for reasons 

other than military expansion or economic aid. For 

example, Oiniades the Palaiskiathian (IG 1 2118) was 

honored because of the good treatment he gave visiting 

~thenians, Amphis of Andria was named proxenos because of 

his status as a comic poet (IG 112347), or Euenor of Argos 

(IG 112373) received a proxeny grant because of his 

services as a physician. However, these proxeny decrees 

must be seen as exceptions, since a large number of proxeny 

decrees from the time before and after the Peloponnesian 

War support Meiggs' theory. Most proxenies, where the 

reason for the honor is known, relate to one of the five 

following categories, 1. Athenian imperial expansion,79 2. 

78Meiggs 215-219. 

79 2 IG I
2

23and30, 27, 28a, 55, 56, 59, 62, 72, 116, 143, 
1034, IG II 27. 
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securing influence in individual cities,SO 3. conducting 

peace negotiations,Sl 3. economic help (grain shipments) or 

military help (outfitting of ships),S2 and 5. republished 

decrees. S3 

Since a proxenos, by the nature of the title, was 

basically related to foreign affairs, it should not be 

surprising that most honore were for either military or 

economic aid. Before the end of the Pe10ponnesian War, the 

proxeny titles may be seen as part of Athens' aggressive 

foreign policy. The later decrees reflect a more defensive 

attitude, mainly to keep the sea routes open, which were 

necessary for Athens' economic survival. To be successful 

in this goal, Athens used means, such as direct military 

intervention, but also the support of democratically minded 

citizens of other states. And when it became clear that 

Philip II threatened to dominate the Greek cities, Athens 

used her proxenoi to counteract Mace~!)nian expansion. 

SOIG 1 270, 103; 2 IG II 22, 29, 32, 130, 133, 152, 161, 
lS0, 190, 205, 235, 252. 

81 IG 12 82, 83; IG 1I2S, 106, 141, 240. 

82IG 1 293, 105; IG 1I23, 19, 136, 174, 339, 342, 360, 
416. 

83 IG 1I26, 9, 52, 66 • 
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Table I 

Proxeny Decrees Where the Honorand, origin, and/or 

Circumstances of the Grant are not Known 

I~G. 
I 33 

l06a 
154 
157 

lI22 
5 

23 
48 
51 
54 
57 
64 
65 
69 
77 
78 
79 
80 
82 
83 
86 
95 

117 
129 
132 
172 
182 
183 
184 
187 
188 
214 
250 
265 
269 
271 
272 
278 
286 
287 
288 
289 

Date 
449-446 

Name Origin 

ca .. 409 
440-425 
440-415 

2 pol.exiles 
2 men 

Arist[ __ ] 403/2 
403/2 
388/7 
409/8 

sons of Theozotides 

387/6 
387/6 
387/6 

early 4th C. 
early 4th C. 
early 4th C. 

378/7 
378/7 
378/7 
378/7 
378/7 
421/0 

Ak[_] 

Charikleidos 

Komaios 
Melenthios 

Epichares 
Oliades 

378/7 
377/6 
361/0 
356/5 

Apollonides,son of Amyntos 
Protomachos 
Zopyros 

Chios 

Delphi 

Samos 

355/4 
353/2 
353/2 
353/2 
353/2 

Democharis,son of Nymphaios -

353/2 
353/2 
347/6 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 

Apollodoros and [ ___ ] 

Tim[_] 

Euphorbos or Sophorbos 

Ktesikrates (?) 

Echedamos and [ ___ ] 

- _.- ----_.- -_. -- -----.- --- ----------
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290 
323 
324 
331 
406 
419 
422 
4?5 
426 

1 356 
121 
171 
172 

I.G. 

1 243 
61 

119 
121 

336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
335/4 
332/1 
336/5 

ante 318 
post 336/5 
post 336/5 
440-425 
410-405 
425-405 
435-405 

Decrees 

Date 

ca.445 
ca.430 
408/7 
408/7 

122,156 430-405 

147 435-405 
148 430-405 
150 430-405 
152 425-400 
158 ca.430 
159 420-405 
177 450-430 
2~6 440-420 

II 38 435-405 
71 426/5 
73 415-405 

173 ca.353 

3
202 410-403 

I 57 435-400 
70 430-420 

122 413-405 
169 430-415 
183 post 445 
225 420-405 
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Sotratos 
P[ ___ ] son of Diophantos 
[ ___ ] son of Thyion 

Table II 

Which are Probably Proxeny Grants 

Name origin 

Antiochides and Andria 
Phanosthenes 

Timanax 

Dorkis and wife Dorian state (?) 

Salamis (?) 

[ ___ ] and sons 
Achilleus and Philippos 



CHAPTER 3 

DECREES CONTAINING PROTECTION AND 

EPIMELEIA CLAUSES 

A great number of honorary decrees, particularly 

proxeny decrees, include a clause which protects the 
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honor and from harm, and/or an epimeleia clause which orders 

public officials to safeguard the honorand. These two 

honors, which are granted in addition to the main honor, 

appear either alone or as a combination of both. The 

decrees safeguarding the person from harm can be divided 

into two sections. One stipulates the punishment if the 

honorand is murdered (IG I 2154, 11.10-12), while the other 

lists the consequences if anyone is unjust to the honorand 

(IG I 2153, 11.12-13). 

There are relatively few decrees which contain the 

protection clause without the additional epimeleia formula. 

Of those, only five are from the fourth century, while all 

others are from the fifth century.1 In addition there 

appears to be a lapse in the continuity in granting this 

honor. Several decrees can be dated to the late fifth 

century,2 while the first fourth century decree is from 

390/89 (IG II224). Although the simple explanation may be 

1cf. Table I, 114. 

2IG I2 144 (416/5), SEG X,50 (435-400), ~ X,120 
(420-405). 
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the incomplete nature of the evidence, it is interesting to 

note that this break is also observable in the decrees 

combining the protection with the empimeleia clause. There 

are no known decrees containing this combination between 

403/2 (IG 1125) and 378/7 (IG 11286). To a lesser degree 

this is also true for decrees granting honors which are 

combined with the epimeleia clause only.3 One reason may 

be because of the difference in the two clauses. Epimeleia 

is not a grant for protection if harmed or killed, but it 

instructs public officials to watch over the needs of the 

honorand. During the fifth century, when Athens was 

building her empire and continuing into the time of the 

Peloponnesian War, when she attempted to retain her 

predominance, friends of Athens were in more immediate, 

physical danger than at a later time. Thus, after the 

defeat of Athens, there was little compelling reason to 

protect her supporters from bodily harm. 4 

In the decrees which grant both protection from harm 

and epimeleia, the latter clause appears directly before or 

after the protection clause. The formula includes 

instructions that either the boule, prytaneis, strategoi, 

3~ne decree (IG 11212) is fro~ 399/8, one from 394/3 
(I~ II 19), one from 390/89 (IG II ~2), one from 387/6 (IG 
II 53), and three from 378/7 (IG II 77, 78, 79)0 

4 cf. 107ff. 



or all three shall take care of the honorand. 5 The great 

majority of decrees contain the epimeleia clause only, 

although in several instances this may be due to the 

imperfect nature of the inscription. 6 In addition, most 

decrees containing the epimeleia clause are proxeny 

decrees! while only eight decrees grant epimeleia with 

other honors, such as an invitation to dinner in the 

prytaneion, or enktesis. 7 

Six decrees contain a modified epimeleia clause 
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granting the honorand the right of access to the court of 

the polemarch. The oldest of these is from 450/49 honoring 

Parianos of Issa and his sons Athenodoros and Ikesios 

(IG I2 23). Another decree (IG I2 153) grants access to 

the court of the polemarch without the customary deposit, 

while in three other decrees the statement, "just like 

other proxenoi," is added to the honorand's right of access 

to the court of the polemarch (IG I2 152; IG 1I2 13, 265). 

Seven decrees grant citizenship with either protection 

or epimeleia as well as other honors. The oldest of those, 

honoring Thrasyboulos (IG 12 110) contains two parts. In 

the first, Thrasyboulos is granted citizenship while in the 

5cf • Table II, 114. 

6cf • Table III,115. Decrees which contain the 
epimeleia2clause only but coulg include a protection clayse 
are: IG I 83, 103, 105; IG II 146, 173, 195, 324; IG I 
169; ~ X, 54; ~ XVI,10; SEG XXI,57; 

7IG I2 106; IG 1I2 110, 146, 151, 173, 195, 264, 274. 
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second part, Thrasyboulos' followers are are granted 

epimeleia as well as enktesis. Another decree (1G 12 113) 

honors Euagoras and his children with citizenship and 

protection by the boule, prytaneis, and strategoi. This 

decree specifically mentions the children for both honors -

- citizenship and epimeleia. The third known citizenship 

decree which includes a protection clause honors Dionysios 

of Syracuse and his sons Dionysios and Hermokritos (1G I2 

103). Besides receiving citizenship, the men are praised 

and given crowns, access to the boule and demos, and 

protection by the strategoi and prytaneis. While 

citizenship is granted to Dionysios and his descendants, 

the latter are not specifically mentioned concerning 

protection of the honorands. A decree dated to the mid 

340's (1G 12 222) honors Peisitheides of Delos with 

citizenship. This grant specifically states that if anyone 

kills Peisitheides that person will be considered not only 

an enemy of the Athenian people, but the city which harbors 

the killer shall also be an enemy of Athens (11. 31ff.). 

This type of protection is unusual and may indicate the 

important services Peisitheides had given Athens. 

Peisitheides received not only the extraordinary honors of 

citizenship and special protection but, even more unusual, 

a payment of one drachma a day, paid in monthly 

installments. Another decree (IG 1I2 226) honoring Arybbas 

the expelled king of the Molossi, re-affirms his right of 
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citizenship. This honor was probably based on the 

friendship between Arybbas' father and grandfather who were 

educated in Athens. 8 In addition to citizenship, Arybbas 

is granted access to the boule and demos as well as 

epimeleia and he is invited to dinner. 

The last two decrees which grant citizenship together 

with protection honor groups of people. One (IG 112 228) 

is for the people of Elaious, the other (IG 112 237) for 

Phormion and his associates of Akarnania. The envoys of 

Elaious are granted citizenship, epimeleia, and protection 

while they are in Athens. They are also invited to dinner. 

The decree rewarding Phormion and others from Akarnania is 

a confirmation of Phormion's and Karphinas' citizenship to 

which they were entitled because of the citizenship 

received by Phormion's grandfather. The associates must be 

exiles since their privileges are only valid while they are 

living in Athens as exiles from Akarnania. They also 

received enktesis of house, ateleia from the metic tax, and 

epimeleia by the boule and strategoi. 9 

There are only five extant decrees which grant 
-

protection without any other honors. 10 However, this is 

8E• L. Hicks and G.F. Hill, Greek Historical 
Inscriptions (Oxford, 1901) 287. 

9cf • Citizenship, 36 concerning the circumstances of 
these honors. 

10IG 12 56, 147, 159: IG 112 275, 292. 

---_._- --.--- - --- --- - -- --------------~---.. ----.-...... -'--"'-"'---' .. - ......... - ... __ .-._--_.--_ .. 
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most likely true because of the poor condition of the 

decrees. For example, the decree passed between 440 and 435 

honoring Leonides of Halikarnassos and his sons (IG I2 56) 

is probably a proxeny decree. Only the end of the first 

part survives which states that Leonides and his sons are 

granted protection throughout the empire. The second part 

decrees that if Leonides is killed compensation shall be 

paid as if he were an Athenian. 11 Leonides is also praised 

for his services. The decree contains a reference to the 

Athenian governors in Asia Minor which suggests the date of 

the grant. These governors, who were distributed 

throughout the empire, were already well established by the 

time of the Coinage Decree and the Klinias Decree. Among 

their duties was the protection of friends of Athens who 

had been granted proxeny status. 12 However, the reason and 

circumstances of Leonides' honors are not known. 

Another example of a grant which contains protection 

and/or epimeleia only is a decree honoring an unknown man 

(IG I2 147, 435-405). Again, only the end of the decree is 

preserved which includes the protection and epimeleia 

clause instructing the Athenian governor and the generals 

to care for the honorand. 

1IFor a discussion of this phrase cf. 108. 

12Russell Meiggs, ~ Athenian Empire (Oxford, 1972) 
213 .. 

-- ----------- ----- - ---- - ---------------
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The third decree, dated between 420 and 405 honors 

Dorkis and his wife (1G 12 159). The inscription can be 

only partially restored. It protects Dorkis and his wife 

and according to Walbank, might contain a reference to the 

generals and some kind of payment. The name of the 

honorand is a Doric name and Walbank suggests that Dorkis 

may have gone into exile when the island of Melos refused 

allegiance to Athens in 416/5. 13 

The remaining two decrees (1G 112 275, 292) are from 

336/5 and in both cases only the last part and publication 

formula remains. One (IG 112 275) grants protection by the 

strategoi and archons to the people of the Chersonese. 

Demosthenes (18.93) in his oration gg Corona refers to a 

decree passed by the Chersonesites in honor of the 

Athenians who had helped to rescue the inhabitants of 

Sestos and other towns from Philip. The decree passed by 

the Athenians may have been in response to the honors 

granted to the Athenians by the Chersonesites. The other 

decree (1G 112 292) grants protection by the strategoi and 

boule to an unknown person. 

In all five decrees only the last parts of the 

inscriptions survive. since the protection and epimeleia 

clauses generally follow the major honor, such as proxenia, 

it is reasonable to assume that these decrees are actually 

13M•G• Walbank, Athenian Proxenies Qf ~ ~tth 
century a.~. (Toronto, 1978) 361. 

_ ... --_._._-_. ------.--.--------------~--.~--.-.- ... --... ---.----. ........ •. _. 



proxenia grants, particularly because epimeleia and/or 

protection is often granted to proxenoi. 

Conclusion 
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The large number of protection clauses, particularly 

those involving proxeny decrees, indicates that persons who 

befriended Athens were at some personal risk because of 

this relationship. Although most protection clauses are 

general in nature, stating that Athenian officials and the 

public shall see to it that no harm comes to the honorand, 

there are several instances where the decrees are more 

specific. 14 For example, the decree honoring Archonides and 

Demon of the Sikles in Sicily (1G 112 32) states that if 

anyone should kill or injure the honorands in any of the 

cities ruled by Athens, compensation is to be paid as if 

the victim is an Athenian (11. 10-15). Another decree (IG 

12 28a), honoring Acheloion and his sons, stipulates that 

the city where Acheloion lives is liable for his security 

and must surrender Acheloion's murderers if he is 

murdered. 15 In addition, this decree states that if 

14cf • Table VI, 116. 

15Wilhelm. sa. Akgg. ~ 217 5 (1939) 227. 

_. -- - _ ... _------------
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Acheloion is harmed, the vengeance shall be five talents, 

just as if an Athenian is harmed. Again, a decree honoring 

an unknown person (IG II2 38) specifies that if anyone 

harms the honorand, the compensation shall be on the same 

scale as if an Athenian is killed anywhere abroad. 

Similarly, ~ X, 50 grants this type of protection to an 

unknown person. 

There are decrees which vary in the type of protection 

offered. A decree honoring a man from Delphi (IG I2 27) 

protects the honor and and states that compensation shall be 

paid on the scale decreed for proxenoi. This clause led 

Wilhelm to believe that there is a decree which extends 

protection to all proxenoi. 16 However, Meiggs has pointed 

out that the decree (IG I2 56) honoring Leonidas of 

Halikarnassos contains two parts. Since only the second 

protects Leonidas' life, a grant of proxenia does not 

automatically carry with it a protection assurance. 17 Yet, 

it can be argued that some kind of protection may have been 

included with proxenia but that a distinction was made 

between protection which stipulated "compensation on the 

scale decreed for proxenoi n as in IG I2 27, and protection 

lion the scale as for an Athenian" as in the decree honoring 

Leonidas (IG I2 56). 

16wilhelm 25ff. 

17Russell Meiggs, "A Note on Athenian Imperialism," 
~. ~. 63 (1949) 9-12. 

------------------------ - ------ -- ---------------
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Another differentiation is evident in how a person is 

killed. The extended protection clause is sometimes stated 
, I ' ,/ 

simply as killing (G Xv i:L5 a ~o /:::1; c. Vod •. )18 and in 

others as violent killing (~dv c<-S ~7tO~cgVot<'" (3L'ktou 

Gdl/d< -co (... ) .19 Meiggs has suggested that there might be a 

relationship between the dates of the decrees and a change 

in the formula from killing to violent killing. 20 The 

dates of the decrees do not show a change in policy. The 

fifth century decrees containing the clause "if anyone 

should kill" date from 448/7 to the end of the fifth 

century, while the clause containing "violent killing" 

first appears in 440/39 (IG 12 154) and continues through 

the fifth century. However more decrees containing the 

latter than the former clause are extant. 

There are twelve other decrees which grant some kind 

of special protection. In five of these the names and/or 

home cities of the honorands are not known. IG 12 72 (440-

415) grants protection on the scale imposed as if an 

Athenian is harmed and is extended to any place which the 

Athenians govern. 1G 12 154 honors two unknown men. This 

decree has been dated by wilhelm to the time of the 

Sicilian expedition and it specifies that protection is 

18IG 12 27, 28a, 56: IG 112 24, 222. 

191G 12 72, 144, 154; 1G 112 8, 32, 38, 73; IG 13 28b; 
~ X, 50, SEG X, 120. 

20Meiggs, "A Note" 11. 

---'--'-'-- .... 
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extended not only if the honorands are killed but also if 

they are "tied up" or "led away" (1. 11).21 Thus the idea 

of protection from serious bodily harm is extended to 

include arrest and detention. Similarly, a decree (1G 112 

73) dated between 415 and 405 contains a clause which 

includes protection against imprisonment throughout the 

empire. There is only one fifth century decree which is 

not a proxeny decree but which does contain the clause that 

compensation shall be granted on the scale decreed by the 

Athenians (1G 13 28b). However, since the inscription is 

in an incomplete condition but does contain honors 

generally associated with proxenia, it is probably safe to 

assume that it actually is a proxeny decree with the 

appropriate part of the grant missing. 

Several decrees, which contain an extended protection 

clause and the name or home city of the honorand are 

extant. One decree, honoring Herakleides of Klazomenei (1G 

112 8) may include such an addition, but the inscription 

breaks off at the point where the scale of compensation 

would have been discussed (1. 23). Another inscription (1G 

112 12) actually contains two decrees. The first is dated 

to 411 the second, beginning on line 30 and dated to 399/8, 

was passed by the Oligarchy. The decree grants Pythophanes 

inviolability of himeslf and his property "both when he 

21Meiggs, "A Note" 12. 

-----------



114 

comes and goes." This was decreed "for all territory over 

which the Athenians hold sway for all the family of 

Pythophanes in the same way" (11. 19-24).22 

A decree (IG II2 32) honoring Archonides and Demon of 

the Sikles is dated by Kirchner to 384/423 yet, Walbank24 

argues that this decree must be from the fifth century 

because of the protection clause which grants compensation 

on the scale as if an Athenian was harmed and it specifies 

that the honorands are also protected from arrest and 

imprisonment. The formula of this clause is like that in 

IG I2 154 honoring two unknown men (440-425) and like that 

in IG I2 73 of 415-405. 

There are however two decrees which do not fall in the 

fifth century but contain the extended protection clause. 

One (IG II2 222) honors Peisitheides of Delos (344/2) and 

the other (IG II2 226) honors Arybbas, king of the Molossi 

(343/2). Both of these decrees do not grant proxenia but 

citizenship or confirm the honorand's citizenship. 

It has been noted by Meiggs25 that during the 440's 

when Athens consolidated her hold on the allies, Athenians 

22Translated by Charles Fornara, in Translated 
Documents 2f Greece gog ~, Archaic Times to the End Qf 
~ Peloponnesian ~ (Cambridge, 1983) 147. 

23cf • 107. 

24walbank 354ff. 

25Meiggs, Empire 172ff; Meigqs, itA Note" 9-12. 

--------- ------------- - ------ -- --------------- ---------------- -- - ----------------- -._--



became alarmed by the danger faced by her citizens in the 

areas of the empire. To combat this trend, Athens even 

imposed a fine of five talents if an Athenian was killed 

anywhere in Athenian territory. One decree (IG I2 28a) 
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honoring Acheloion specifically mentions five talents, 

while other decrees26 are more general stating that the 

scale of compensation will be just as if an Athenian was 

killed, presumably also five talents. In addition, Meiggs 

points out a passage in Aristophanes' Peace (11. 164-172) 

which cites a fine of five talents if something should 

happen to Trygaeus. In this play, Trygaeus says, 

For if I through your folly shall tumble today, 
And my enterprise shall fail to succeed in, 
Five talents the city of Chios shall pay, 
On account of your breach--of good breeding. 27 

If Athenians were perceived as unsafe, a proxenos, known to 

be a friend of Athens could also be seen as running a high 

risk of injury or harm. Certainly, therefore, the reason 

why most protection grants are given to proxenoi is because 

of thE! unpopularity of Athenian "empire building. 1I 

Although only six grants are available which include a 

specified protection formula as well as the name and/or 

origin of the honorand, these decrees support the notion 

that Athenians and/or their friends were seen to be in 

26IG 12 56, 72, 154: IG II2 32, 38; IG I3 28b: ~ 
X,50. 

27Translated by B.B. Rogers in Complete Plays Qf 
Aristophanes, Moses Hadas, ed. (New York, 1962) 191. 

---"'-'-"--
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danger. For example, all decrees are from the second half 

of the fifth century. Furthermore, both the decree honoring 

a man from Delphi(IG 12 27) and the one honoring Acheloion 

of Boeotia (IG 12 28a) are dated to the time of Athenian 

involvement in central Greece. Sparta had taken over the 

temple at Delphi and given it back to the Delphians, but as 

soon as the Spartans retired, the Athenians intervened and 

returned the temple to Phocian control. 28 

In Boeotia, Athens in 446 had broken the confederacy 

which sent a large number of oligarchs into exile. 

However, the exiled parties had gained support from like

minded Locrians and Euboeans, ambushed and defeated the 

Athenian army. Although the oligarchs of Boeotia came back 

into power, anti-Athenian sentiment was prevalent in the 

region and supporters of Athens could very well feel 

threatened in their safety.29 Again, Athenian policy in 

Asia Minor, particularly towards Miletus shows that 

dissatisfaction among the coastal cities was great. Two 

decrees containing the extended protection clause, one 

honoring Leonidas of Halikarnassos (IG 12 56) and one 

honoring Herakleides of Klazomenai (IG 112 8) are from this 

region. According to Meiggs30 several cities close to 

28Thuc • 1.112. 

29Meiggs, Empire 175; Donald Kagan, ~ Qutbreak Q! 
the Peloponnesian ~ (Ithaca, 1969) 123. 

30Meiggs, Empire 162. 

---- ------- .. ---
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Miletus paid their tribute late and Kolophon openly Medized 

soon after the beginning of the Peloponnesian War. 

The evidence from these inscriptions indicates that 

the friends of Athens were indeed in danger and needed 

special protection. However, this evidence does not 

necessarily prove that Athenian control was unpopular, it 

only points out that one section of the population, mainly 

the oligarchic one, felt Athenian predominance oppressive. 

Table - I 

Protection Clauses Only 

I.G. Date Name City 

1227 450/49 ? Delphi 
28a ca. 446 Acheloion Boeotia 
43 ca. 445 ? ? 

144 416/5 Proxenidos Knidos 
153 ca. 450 ? ? 
1~4 450-425 two men ? 

II 8 424/3 Herakleides Klazomenai 
24 390/89 Archippos,Hipparchos Thasos 
32 5th C. Archonides, Demon Sicily 
38 435-405 ? ? 
73 415-405 ? ? 

103 369/8 Dionysios, sons Syracuse 
222 344/3 Peisitheides Delos 
226 343/2 Arybbas Molossos 

1328b 435-425 ? ? 
SEG X, 50 435-400 ? ? 
SEG X,120 420-405 ? ? 

_ .. _._._.-----_ .. _._ .. - -.-- - . _ •. _---------~-_. __ .-.,--.... -- ... --."-'"'~' '-"-' -- ,--------.. __ .,_. __ .-_ ...... -



Table - II 

Epimeleia and Protection Clauses 

I.G. 

1228b 
56 
61 

Date 

440-420 
440-425 
ca. 430 

72 440-415 
118 408/7 
147 435-405 
149 430-415 

Paion,Thracian 

Chersonese(?) 
158 ca. 430 
159 420-405 

1125 403/2 
86 378/7 

133 355/4 
184 353/2 
218 346/5 

245 
252 
275 
287 
292 
426 
435 

1 3171 
SEG X, 149 
SEG XVI,10 

352-337 
ca. 350 
ca. 336 
ca. 336 
ca. 336 
post 336 
post 336 
425-405 
410-405 
post 445 

Name 

? 
Leonidas 
one man and two 

sons(?) 
? 

Oiniades 
? 

Euphemos (?) 

? 
Dorkis and wife 
sons of Theozotides 

? 
Philiskos 

? 
Dioskourides and 

brothers 
exiles 

? 
? 
? 
? . 
? 

exiles 
? 
? 
? 

Table - III 

Epimeleia Clauses only 

I.G. 
1 259 

70 
83 

103 
105 
106 

106a 

Date 
427/6 
424/3 
421/0 
412/1 
407/6 
411-408 

ca. 409 

Name 
Apollonophanes 
Potamodoros, sons 
Polystratos 
Erytion, father 
Archelas 
Polykles, Peiraieos, 

Aristobolos 
? 

118 

City 

? 
Halikarnassos 
Chalcidian 

Peninsula 
? 

Skiat.hos 
? 

? 
Melos (?) 

? 
? 

sestos 
? 

Abderos (?) 

Boeotia 
Chios 

? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 

City 
Kolophon 
Orchomenos 
Phleios 
Orchomenos 
Macedon 
Hellespont 

? 
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110 410/09 Thrasyboulos and Kalydonia 
associates 

113 410/09 Euagoras Salamis in 
Kypros 

122 430-405 Antiochides and Andria 
Phanosthenes 

146 ca. 410 Proxenos and sons ? 
148 430-405 ? ? 
150 430-405 ? ? 
177 430-405 ? ? 

II212 411/0 Pythophanes Phaistos (?) 
19 394/3 Phil R.'1odos 
22 390/89 ? ? 
48 409/08 ? ? 
53 387/6 Philytos ? 
77 378/7 Komaios ? 
78 378/7 Melanthios KalJ.ion 
79 378/7 ? ? 

110 363/2 Menelaos Pelagonia 
146 ca. 361 ? ? 
151 ca. .,r:~ ? ? ."." .; 

162 ca. 353 Diokles and __ ippos Katana 
173 ca. 353 ? ? 
176 ca. 353 three men (?) Kyrene 
195 ca. 353 Aristokrates ? 
206 349/8 Theagenes, son of Naukratis 

Xenokles 
228 ca. 341 envoys and citizens Elaious 
235 340/39 Apelles Byzantion 
237 338/7 Phormion, Karphinas Akarnania 
240 337/6 friend of Athens court of 

Philip 
250 336/5 ? ? 
264 336/5 Iatrokles ? 
274 ca. 336 ? Sestos 
288 ca. 336 ? ? 
324 ca. 336 ? ? 
373 322/1 Euenor, son of Euepios Argos 

I 3169 430-415 ? ? 
SEG X, 54 440-430 Krison, brothers ? 
SEG XXI, 57 413-405 ? ? 

-- ... -- .. _-



Table-IV 

proxeny Decrees with Epimeleia 
and/or Protection Clauses 

I.G. 

1223 
27 
28a 
59 
61 

70 
72 
83 

103 
105 
106a 
118 
122 

Date 

450/49 
448/9 
ca. 446 
427/6 
ca. 430 

424/3 
440-415 
421/0 
412/1 
407/6 
409/8 
408/07 
430-405 

144 416/5 
146 ca. 410 
149 430-415 

Paion,Thracian 

Chersonese(?) 
154 

II 25 
8 

12 
13 
19 
22 
32 
53 
77 
78 
79 
86 

133 
162 
176 
184 
206 

235 
240 

440-425 
403/2 
424/3 
411/0 
399/8 
394/3 
390/89 
5th C. 
387/6 
378/7 
378/7 
378/7 
378/7 
355/4 
353/2 
353/2 
353/2 
349/8 

340/39 
337/6 

Name 

Parianos and sons 
? 

Acheloion, sons 
Apcllonophanes 

? 

Potamodoros, sons 
? 

Polystratos 
Erytion, father 
Archelas 
exiles 
Oiniades 
Antiochides and 

Phanosthenes 
Proxenides 
Proxenos 
Euphemos (?) 

? 
sons of Theozotides 
HE":r.akleides 
Pythophanes 
Aristean 
Phil ---

? 
Archonides, Demon 
Philytos 
Komaios 
Melanthios 

? 
? 

Philiskos 
Diokles and __ ippos 
three men (?) 

? 
Theagenes, son of 

Xenokles 
Apelles 
friend of Athens 

-_ .. _ .. _ ..... _ .... --_ .. _- _ .. -... - ..... ------- ---- .. -- ..• --.- ...... . 

City. 

Issa 
Delphi 
Boeotia 
Kolophon 
Chalcidian 
Peninsula 
Orchomenos 

? 
Phleios 
Orchomenos 
Macedonia 

? 
Skiatl'los 
Andria 

Knidos 
? 

? 
? 
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Klazomenai 
Phaistos (?) 
Achaion 
Rhodos 

? 
Sicily 

? 
? 

Kallion 
? 
? 

Sestos 
Katana 
Kyrene 

? 
Naukratis 

Byzantion 
court of 
Philip 



250 ca. 336 ? ? 
252 ca. 350 ? Chios 
265 ca. 336 ? ? 
288 ca. 336 ? ? 
324 ca. 336 ? ? 
373 322/1 Euenor, son of Euepios Argos 
426 post 336 ? ? 

SEG X, 54 440-430 Krison, brothers ? 
SEG X,140 410-405 ? ? 

I.G. 

1228b 
43 
55 

Table - V 

possible Proxeny Decrees with Protection and 
Epimeleia Clauses 

Date Name City 

440-420 ? ? 
ca. 445 ? ? 
431/0 Ariston, sons Larisa 
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56 440-425 Leonidas Halikarnassos 
106 411-408 Polykles, Peiraieos, Hellespont 

Aristobulos 
147 435-405 ? ? 
148 430-405 ? ? 
150 430-405 ? ? 
152 446-405 Timanax ? 
153 ca. 450 ? ? 
158 ca. 430 ? ? 
159 420-405 Dorkis and wife Melos (?) 
177 450-430 ? ? 

1I224 390/89 Archippos,Hipparchos Thasos 
38 435-405 ? ? 
48 409/08 ? ? 
73 415-405 ? ? 

110 363/2 Menelaos pelagonia 
146 ca. 361 ? ? 
151 353/2 ? ? 
173 -353/2 ? ? 
195 ca. 353 Aristokrates ? 
264 ca. 336 Iatrokles ? 
~87 ca. 336 ? ? 

I 28b 435-425 ? ? 
169 430-415 ? ? 
171 425-405 ? ? 

SEG X, 50 435-400 ? ? 
SEG X,120 420-405 ? ? 
SEG XVI,10 post 445 ? ? 
SEG XXI,57 413-405 ? Ionia 

-_. - ---
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Table - VI 

Decrees with Extended Protection Clauses 

I.G. Date Name City 

1227 450/49 ? Delphi 
28a ca. 446 Acheloion, sons Boeotia 
43 ca. 445 ? ? 
56 440-425 Leonidas Halikarnassos 
72 440-415 ? ? 

144 416/5 proxenidos Knidos 
154 440-425 ? ? 

1128 424/3 Herakleides Klazomenai 
12 411/0 Pythophanes Phaistos (?) 
24 390/89 Archippos, Hipparchos Thasos 
32 5th c. Archonides, Demon sicily 
38 435-405 ? ? 
73 415-405 ? ? 

222 344/3 Peisitheides Delos 
226 343/2 Arybbas Molossos 

I 328b 435-425 ? ? 
SEG X, 50 435-400 ? ? 
SEG X,120 420-405 ? ? 

-_.--_ ..... _-



CHAPTER 4 

ENKTESlS DECREES 
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Enktesis was an honor which allowed foreigners to own 

property in Athens and its surrounding areas. Enktesis, 

introduced in the last part of the fifth century, includes 

a concept of private land ownership which developed from 

specific legal restrictions concerning the sale of family 

land to a point where these limitations could no longer be 

maintained. This change was not only the result of the 

crisis of the Peloponnesian War and the plague, but also 

the result of economic and social changes which left a 

permanent mark in Athenian society. The decline of the 

traditional idea of land tenure was related to the decline 

of an economic system in which the only source of wealth 

was land ownership. During the Peloponnesian War the 

result of the changes in this system was accelerated and 

became permanent. While M.l. Finley believes that land 

became alienable as a result of Solon's reforms, J.V.A. 

Fine argues that land in Attica was not alienable until, or 

shortly before, the peloponnesian War. The reason for this 

change lies in the devastations brought on by the war. 

During this time, the Athenian countryside had to be 

evacuated frequently, the fields were continuously 

plundered by the Peloponnesian army, and the loss of lives 

due to the war and especially the plague was enormous. 

------ -.-- ... - .. --



other factors which contributed to the changing attitudes 

towards land ownership were the selling of confiscated 

property, and the grants of enktesis and citizenship. 

Beginning with the Peloponnesian War restrictions 

concerning the sale of family land had weakened. 

Therefore, land, or part of it, became available not only 

for Athenian citizens, but also for non-citizens who 

received the right to acquire property in Athens. 1 

Most known examples of enktesis granted to an 

individual refer specifically to the right to own house 

and/or land. 2 However, there are three examples where 
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enktesis was granted for religious purposes. Probably the 

oldest known is a grant from about 429/8 to Thracians to 

build a temple in honor of the goddess Bendis (IG II21283). 

In 333/2 traders of Kition were granted permission to build 

a temple in honor of Aphrodite and in the same decree a 

previous grant is mentioned which permitted Egyptians to 

1J • V•A• Fine, "Horoi. Studies in Mortgage, Real 
Security, and Land Tenure in Ancient Athens," Hesperia, 
Supple 9 (1951): 199f, 202f, 206; M.I. Finley, Studies in 
Lgng gng Credit in Ancient Athens 2QQ-200 B.C. (New 
Brunswick, -N.J., 1954) 4; N.G.L. Hammond, "Land Tenure in 
Attica and Solon's Seisachtheia," !lHS. 81 (1961): 76-98: J. 
Pecirka, "Land Tenure and the Right of Enktesis in 
Athens," ~ Beitrage ~ Geschichte ~ alten ~ I 
(1964) 242, 254; J. Pulloux, rev. of Horoi, by J.V.A. 
Fine, ~ 21 (1952): 514. 

2see however J. McK.Camp, "Greek Inscriptions," 
Hesperia XLIII (1974): 314-324. Sopatros of Akragas was 
granted proxenia together with enktesis. In this grant, 
enktesis is mentioned generally, without specifying whether 
it was for house or land. 



125 

build a temple to the goddess Isis (IG 112337). All other 

grants are given to individuals or groups of exiles. In 

addition, all grants of enktesis are combined with other 

honors, such as proxenia, or ateleia. 

Formula gf Enktesis 

The formula for the grant of enktesis was generally 

, or if either only a 
I / )J t.:: 

house or land was involved it was O('~L."'5 G p:.C'~ iJLv' or tV5 

respectively. Of the preserved inscricptions to the middle 

of the fourth century there is only one example where the 

formula differs (IG II2110). It is a grant to Agoratos, 

Komon, simos, and Philinos, and three other men whose names 

are not preserved. The partially restored formula reads 

1§r'-L€crg" ~:/),Il.ep 'Ae~l/a~0(5 [!txi. Y6TL.ccr~ V ICccZ O(,Kl.CX5 and has 

no parallel in other grants. From the time of this decree 

to a grant honoring [ ___ ]son of Thyion (IG 112425) in the 

second quarter of the fourth century the formula does not 

vary. Then the formula regularly includes i:::ot'~ 7:0 \J 1/ ~o \I 

except in two decrees. 3 

The data of the introduction of the clause is highly 

uncertain. One decree which can be dated with certainty 

and which includes K.«''C~ COl) v'~ov is a grant to 

- -----.-.-... --.. ------.---------------.~----.-.--... --.- ... ....... ""--' 
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Herakleides, son of Charikleides from the year 325/4 (IG 

II2360). It may be noted here that the phrase K~Z~~oV~~ov 

appears in citizenship decrees from about 334/3 on. A 

correlation between citizenship and enktesis decrees may 

exist because IG II2425 can be dated between 350 and 325 on 

the basis of the lettering. 4 This fact may be one instance 

where Athenians tried to regularize honorary decrees. 

Earlier attempts to systematize can been concerning the 

requirements in citizenship decrees as well as the 

treatment of descendants in these grants. However, IG 

II2425, honoring [ ___ ]son of Thyion, can possibly be dated 

earlier and may therefore represent an earlier example of a 

decree containing this clause. Yet, the clause was not 

used consistently even after its first appearance in the 

extant examples. 
", , 

According to Busolt, K:xto< "CO" .}',)<C'I/ indicates that a 

maximum value has been set for which a metic could buy 

property. However, the actual maximum monetary value 

stipulated in the enktesis grants does not appear until the 

third century. Others, such as Kohler5 stipulate that the 

term limits the grant in some way, although there is no 

general agreement what this limit is. Wilhelm on the other 

4For a discussion of the date, cf. J. pecirka, "Land 
Tenure" 77. 

5Ulrich Kohler, Athenische Mitteil1ungen 8 (1883): 
220. 
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hand believes that the phrase refers to certain procedures 

necessary to make the grant legal, similar to the steps 

involved in citizenship decrees or in the grants of 

honorary wreaths. 6 

Individual Grants 

Polystratos of Phleios, I.G.I2 83, (421/0): I.G.I38l. 

The identity of the person as well as the date of the 

inscription is known from another decree, the proxenia 

grant to Asteas of Aleia (1G 1 282,421/0)0 In the decree 

honoring Asteas the proxeny of polystratos is mentioned as 

an example. In the same decree Polystratos is stated to 

have come from Phleios. Both men, Asteas of Aleia and 

Polystratos of Phleios were honored because of their 

services to Athenian embassies conducting negotiations 

concerning the Peace of Nikias. According to Walbank, the 

special provisions found in the decree for Polystratos may 

be due to the proximity of Phleios to Corinth. Corinth was 

against the peace, and Polystratos may have been exiled 

from Phleios because of the help he gave to the Athenians. 7 

6A• Wilhelm, "Attische Psephismen," Hermes (1889): 
331. 

7M•G• Walbank, Athenian Proxenies Qf ~ Fifth century 
B.~. (Toronto, 1978) 276. 



128 

The decree for Polystratos contains a praise clause 

plus a grant of proxenia and euergesia, followed by an 

offer of security. The grant of enktesis is attached in a 

rider to the decree. 

Three Exiles from the Hellespont (Polykles, peraieos, and 

Aristoboulos), I.G.I3I06, (411-408) 

The three men were honored because of their help in 

restoring the Athenian position in the Hellespont. It is 

not clear whether they were proxenoi or whether they hoped 

to gain this honor. They were granted exemption from the 

metic tax and both Wilhelm and Pecirka suggest that they 

were granted enktesis. 8 Although Pecirka agrees that the 

grant of enktesis is entirely possible, he questions the 

parallel grants which Wilhelm used to support his argument. 

wilhelm used examples from the middle of the fourth century 

or even later, and in these decrees the right pertained to 

a house only. Pecirka notes that there is no parallel 

example granting temporary enktesis of house and land as in 

the present decree. However, Pecirka does not take into 

consideration the grant to Sopatros of Akragos which is 

also an unusual grant. In this decree, enktesis is granted 

without specifying whether it is for house, land, or both. 9 

8Wilhelm 431; Pecirka 16. 

gcf. 125, n. 2. 

--------------- ----- -- --



wilhelm's conjectures therefore should not be dismissed 

for lack of similar examples. 
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The decree also contains a protection clause and the 

generals in Athens are instructed to conduct the three men 

to the Hellespont area to join the generals there and work 

in the best interest of Athens. 

Honors to two men, I.G. 12l06a, (411/0); I.G.I3l07, (409/8) 

This inscription honors two men who were most likely 

political exiles, living in Athens. According to walbank10 

the two men did not perform any recent services because the 

decree stipulates that the honorands must bear the cost of 

inscribing the stele. It is not clear whether the men were 

granted more than one honor. The only certain honor is the 

grant of ateleia. According to Pecirka the grant of 

enktesis is improbable. The honorands were most likely 

proxenoi who had come to Athens at the end of the 

Peloponnesian War and were rewarded with ateleia for past 

services to the Athenian people. 11 

Thrasyboulos and others, I.G. 12110, (410/09); I.G.I3l02. 

This decree is for Thrasyboulos and others who were 

honored because of their help in assassinating Phrynikos. 

10Walbank ·483. 

11pecirka 18. 
153-154. 

Also wilhelm, Jahreshefte 21-22 (1923): 

---"'-'" --



The decree contains two parts, the first part grants 

citizenship to Thrasyboulos, while the others (seven 

people) were named benefactors and received the right of 

owning land and house. Lysias, in his speech against 

Agoratos disputes that Agoratos aided Thrasyboulos and 

attacks the honor and of bribing the proposer to add his 

name to the list of benefactors in the decree. 12 
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The career of Agoratos is not clear. It is possible, 

as Lysias states, that he had his name added illegally on 

the above decree. He acted as an informer for The Thirty 

and was later banished by them, while the victims of 

Agoratos' schemes were put to death. Following these 

events, Agoratos attempted to join Thrasyboulos in Phyle y 

but was rebuffed. Under the restored democracy, he was 

accused of the murder of Dionysodoros, one of the victims 

of The Thirty.13 

Herakleides of Klazomenai, I.G.II28, (403/2); I.G.I3227, 

(424/3). 

There is considerable disagreement whether the decree 

refers to Herakleides of Byzantion or of Klazomenai. 

Walbank believes that Herakleides was from Klazomenai· 14 

12Lys • 13. 25-31; 13.71ff. 

13W•R•M• Lamb, LYsias (London, 1976) 278ff. 

14Walbank 261ff; Also Koehler, Hermes 27 (1892): 68-
78; Raubitschek, ~ 5 (1964): 155-157; stockton, Historia 

---- .. -.--- - -. - --
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He bases his conclusion mainly o~ epigraphic evidence as 

well as on the preserved name of the secretary, Neokleides. 

In addition, the king, referred to in line 16 must be the 

King of Persia. Furthermore, if lithe Klazomenian" is added 

on the missing part of the stone, the number of letters fit 

exactly in the available space. 15 The inscription is a 

fourth century copy of a fifth century decree and if 

Herakleides was indeed from Klazomenai the decree can be 

dated to 424/3. 

H~rakleides was honored for helping an Athenian 

embassy to negotiate a treaty with King Darius in 424/3. 

This treaty was the result of a previous attempt by the 

Athenians to come to an agreement with Artaxerxes, the son 

of Xerxes. Thucydides (4.50) relates the events 

surrounding the first attempt at making a treaty with the 

Persians. A Persian envoy was sent by the King to find out 

what Sparta's policy was. Apparently every previously sent 

envoy returned to the King with a different message. The 

Athenian Aristeides, son of Archippos arrested this latest 

envoy sent by Artaxerxes and after reading the King's 

message to-Sparta, the Athenians decided to send their own 

ambassadors to negotiate a treaty. However, when the 

Athenians heard of the death of Artaxerxes (425) they 

8 (1959): 75-79 who says that the decree refers to the king 
of Thrace, Seuthes or Medokos; Mattingly, ~ 22 (1972): 80. 

15Meiggs 134f. 

.. - .... ---.---- -_ ... _._._.-



132 

returned to Athens. Thus, nothing came of the first 

attempt by Athens to come to an agreement with Persia. A 

second embassy was sent after the Persian situation seemed 

settled, with Darius securely in command. It was this 

second attempt for which Herak1eides was honored. The grant 

included enktesis of land and house, ateleia, and a harm 

clause which offered compensation in case he were murdered 

just as if he were an Athenian. Herak1eides of K1azomenai 

also had been elected general and was responsible for 

raising the pay for attendance in the assembly. Several 

modern commentators assume that he was granted citizenship 

in the fourth century although the inscription does not 

contain a citizenship grant. 16 

Philytos of [ ___ ], I.G.II253, (387/6) 

In this decree, the assembly granted Phi1ytos 

epime1eia, enktesis for a house, ate1eia, and the right to 

have cases tried by the po1emarch. The grant of ate1eia and 

possibly enktesis includes the descendants, however, the 

latter only if the "tc=..;(~ .. in the decree refers to both 

honors. Furthermore, Phi1ytos must have been a proxenos 

because he received the right to be heard by the po1emarch. 

16Walbank 267; Meiggs 135; H.T. Wade-Gery, Essays in 
Greek History (Oxford, 1958) 207-211: M.J. Osborne, "Attic 
Citizenship Decrees. A Note,n AaSA 67 (1972): 158 agrees 
that he received citizenship if the person involved is 
indeed Herakleides of Klazomenai; Pecirka 25. 

---------- - ------_ .. -



A metic would have had that right automatically. The 

native city of Philytos cannot be reconstructed, nor the 

reasons for his honors. 

[_], I.G. 1I280, (ca. 378/7) 
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The beginning of this decree as well as the statement 

of the reason for the honor is lost. The origin of 

Epichares is also unknown. According to Pecirka the 

services appear to have been described by a conventional 

formula. The honorand was granted the hereditary title of 

proxenos and euergetes and in a rider he received enktesis 

of house and land. 17 

[_], I.G.II283, (378/7) 

Neither the name nor the city of the honored person is 

known. The fragment is a decree which granted proxenia and 

euergesia, as well as enktesis of land and house and 

isoteleia. Because of the fragmentary nature of the 

inscription, the reason for the honor remains also unknown. 

Schubert18 concluded that the honorand must have resided in 

Attica because isoteleia was never granted to anyone not 

living in Attica. 

17pecirka 30. 

18J • G. Schubert, ~ Proxenia Attica (1881) 10f. 

-----.- -.---



134 

[_], I.G.II286, (378/7) 

The person honored received enktesis of a house. The 

decree mentions the father who had received privileges 

(proxenia), but does not mention the children of the 

honorand. 

Lachares, son of Chares of Apollonia (Illyria), I.G.II2130, 

(ca. 355/4) 

Lachares was granted proxenia as well as the right to 

buy a house. His descendants are mentioned concerning the 

proxenia decree, however not in regard to the grant of 

enktesis. The reason for the honor is that Lachares helped 

in the fight for Methone (11. 10-12), a city important to 

Philip II because its capture secured him access to the 

coast. Although Philip II was not able to take Methone 

until 354: the Athenians had feared this takeover already 

in 355. In that year, the town must have been attacked by 

Philip II since the decree states that Lachares brought 

something into the city. When the city did surrender,the 

terms allowed the people of Methone to leave taking one 

cloak each. 19 

It is unclear whether Lachares was from Apollonia in 

the Pontus region, or from Illyria, or from Apollonia on 

the Chalcidian Peninsula. The latter is a possibility 

19Hermann Bengston, Griechische Geschichte (Munchen, 
1969) 312. 

-------------
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because of the proximity to Methone, however the Pontus 

region had long been an important region to Athens and was 

therefore also a likely choice. Lachares was a supporter 

of Athens and considering the enktesis grant he was 

probably forced to leave his city after Philip II took over 

the region. 

[-], 2 I.G. II 132, (355/4) 

Two decrees are inscribed on this stele. The first 

honors a man for services to Athens. It is not known who 

the person was or what kind of services he performed. He, 

as well as his descendants were named proxenoi. 

Furthermore, the honorand himself received enktesis of 

house and land, while his descendants were not included in 

the latter grant. Finally, he was invited to the 

prytaneion. Of the second decree, all that remains is the 

preamble. The date of the decree has been established 

based on the secretary's name in the preamble. 20 

2 [ ___ ], I.G. II 162, fgmt. a and b, (353/2) 

The two fragments do not belong together. Fragment a 

honors Diokles with proxenia. Fragment b grants enktesis 

20pecirka 38: J. Pecirka, liThe Inscriptions IG 112130-
133 and the Prytany Calendar of 355/4," Listy l.il. (1964): 
313. 

----------.-.--- .- ..... -.. _ ...... __ ... __ . 
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of land and house to unknown persons. The reason or 

services to Athens are not known. 

Descendants of Pyrrhos and Lykomedos and their relative 

Isodemos, I.G. 112180, (353/2) 

This decree grants proxenos and euergetes status to 

the descendants of Pyrrhos and Lykomedos together with 

their relative Isodemos. The honorands also received 

enktesis of land and house, as well as ateleia. The home 

city of the honorands is not clear. Kirchner follows 

Wilamowitz's suggestion that they came from Skyros, and 

Wilamowitz connects Pyrrhos and Lykomedos with the 

legendary Achilleus. 21 Pecirka too follows this 

suggestion, albeit somewhat hesistantly,22 while Wilhelm 

states that several possible names fit the lacuna. The 

relationship could be a brother, nephew of Lykomedos, or a 

son in law of Lykomedos. Any of these cases would qualify 

the person as a descendant. 23 

The reason for the grant is not known. skyros had 

been captured by Kimon in 475 and remained under Athenian 

21u1rich von wilamowitz-Moellendorff, Aristoteles YDd 
Athen I, Nachdruck der 1. Auflage, 1893 (Berlin, 1966) 157, 
note 61. 

22pecirka 42. 

23AG Wilhelm, ~ AkaQ. ~ 217 (1939): 31-32. 

--------.- .... --... - -_ ... -._._.- ---_ .. _----- -_ .. _. _._-
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influence throughout the Peloponnesian War. In 393, with 

Konon's help, the island was one of the cleruchies (the 

other two were Lemnos and Imbros) re-united with Athens. 

Since Philip II was actively seeking control and was 

successful in subduing Greek cities between 356 and 346 it 

may well be that the "descendants" helped Athens in her 

struggle against Philip II either with military aid or 

grain shipments. Skyros, as a cleruchy, had been an 

important factor in sending necessary supplies to Athens. 24 

2 [_], I.G. II 184, (ca. 353/2) 

Neither the honorand's name nor home city can be 

discerned from the extant parts of the inscription. All 

that can be known is that someone was named proxenos and 

euergetes and was granted enktesis of land and house. 

According to Pecirka, it is possible that only the 

privilege of buying a house was concerned. 25 

Theogenes, son of Xenokles of Naukratis, I.G.II2206, 

(349/8) 

Theogenes was honored for the way he and his 

forefathers took care of Athenians arriving in Naukratis. 

For these services he and his descendants were granted 

24Bengston 194, 267. 

25pecirka 45 • 

.. . . ..... -.-------



proxenia and euergesia, as well as enktesis of house and 

the protection of the strategoi and council. The 

descendants are not mentioned concerning the last two 

honors. 
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Natikratis in Egypt was a settlement founded for 

purposes of trade. Herodotus (2.178) mentions that it had 

been founded by Greeks from many different cities. Athens 

had traded extensively with Natikratis and before the 

Persian invasion in 525 Naukratis was at the height of its 

prosperity. That trade was greatly reduced during the 

Persian domination, but following the Persian War, 

Naukratis gained some of its former prominence and trade 

with Athens again increased. 26 Kraay relates that the 

Athenian tetradrachm was produced on a large scale from 

circa 450 on until the conquest by Alexander. 27 

The services referred to are probably connected with 

the trade between Athens and Naukratis. Although the 

Athenians were most interested in grain supply from the 

region they also imported some linen and papyrus. 28 It is 

clear from the inscription that Theogenes did not live in 

Athens, which might seem to render the honor of enktesis 

26Meiggs 267. 

27colin M. Kraay, Archaic gng Classical Greek Coins 
(Berkeley, 1976) 294ff. 

28John Boardman, ~ Greeks Overseas, new and enlarged 
ed. (London, 1980) 129ff. 
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superfluous. However, enktesis may have been granted to 

enable him to buy a house in Athens to facilitate his trade 

connections while he was in the city. 

Phormio and Karphinas and other Akarnanians, I.G. 112237, 

(338/7)29 

The first part of this decree confirms the grant of 

citizenship and awards Phormio and Karphinas a golden 

crown. The second part praises all the Akarnians involved 

and gives them the right to own a house in Attic territory 

as long as they are exiles. 

[_), I. G. 112265, (336/5) 

Nothing is known about the person honored or what his 

home city was. Besides a grant of enktesis for house and 

land he was also granted ateleia, the right to trial by the 

polemarch, and finally, he was invited to the prytaneion. 

It is possible but not certain that he was alos honored 

with a proxenia. The reason for the honors is also not 

known. 

Bion of Tenos, I.G. 112279, (336/5) 

Although the honorand's name and home city is 

inscribed, nothing is known about the person or the reason 

29For the identity of the persons involved as well as 
the reasons for the honors, cf. Citizenship Decrees 36. 
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for his honors. He received enktesis of land and house and 

was invited to the prytaneion. .~ According to Pecirka, the 

extant part of the decree might be a rider because the 

ending is known but does not contain instructions 

concerning the publication of the decree. 30 

[ ___ ]son of [ ___ Juon of Phaselis, I.G. 1I2285, (336/5) 

An unknown man of Phaselis was honored with proxenia 

and euergesia. This honor included his descendants, while 

the grant of enktesis for house and land does not. The 

relationship between Athens and Phaselis dates to the 

battle of the Eurymedon River (469) when Kimon was able to 

free the people of Phaselis. The result was that the 

Phaselians revolted against the Persian king. The Chians 

who were with Kimon were instrumental in securing the entry 

of Phaselis into the Delian League. A lasting association 

between Athens and Phaselis resulted. A decree (IG I 2l6) 

from about 465 allowed the people of Phaselis to use the 

polemarch's court in Athens. Although de st. Croix's 

interpretaion of the decree is highly unusual, Meiggs 

agrees that the general tone of this decree confers a 

privilege rather than "high handed imperialism.,,31 Again 

30pecirka 54. 

31 G.E.M. de st. Croix, QQ (1961): 100-108~ Meiggs 247; 
For a different view cf. Wade-Gery 180-200 who does not 
share this assessment. 

-... - .... _._. ---------



in 430, Athens sent a small force to stop pirates from 

interfering in trade from Phaselis and Phoenecia to 

Athens. 

Considering the past history of the relationship 

between Athens and Phaselis, it is possible that the 

present decree reflects that economic concern. It was 
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probably for purposes of trade that the person was granted 

the honors. 

2 [_], I.G. II 287, (about 336/5) 

The name of the honor and and reason for the grant has 

been lost. He was granted proxenia and euergesia to 

himself and his descendants. Furthermore, he received 

equality with Athenians in taxes as well as military 

service. He and his descendants were granted enktesis of 

house and land as well as protection by the boule and 

strategoi. Nothing else is known about the person or his 

home city. 

[ ___ ], I.G. 1I2289, (ca. 336/5) and I.G. 1I2 305, (336/5) 

Nothing is known of either honorands. Both decrees 

honor an unknown person with proxenia, euergesia and 

enktesis • 

... -. -...-- ... __ ._------_._----.•.... - ........ -
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Citizens of Kition, I.G. 1I2337, (333/2) 

This inscription contains two decrees. Lines 2-25 is 

a decree of the first prytany. Beqinninq with line 26 is 

another decree of the second prytany, which allows traders 

of Kition (Cyprus) who had settled in Piraeus to build a 

sanctuary in honor of Aphrodite. The proposal was made by 

the politician Lykourgos and the honor was granted for this 

religious purpose only. The reason why this could be 

allowed is stated in the decree, mainly because a precedent 

had been set in a qrant which had been made to the 

Egyptians to honor the goddess Isis. The decree does not 

contain the time when the Eqyptians received this honor. 

It is only known that it was some time before the present 

one, but still in recent memory.32 

Apses, son of [ ___ ] and [ ___ ]son of Apses of Tyre, 

I.G. 1I2342, (332/1) 

The decree honors Apses and his father, the son of 

Apses of Tyre. Some modern authors believe that the date 

of the grant must be 332 or earlier, relating the date to 

the fall of Tyre in August of 332, while others speculate 

32Cf. 126. 



that the honorands could have resided as merchants in 

Athens which could change the dating of the decree. 33 

The honorands received commendation, a golden crown, 

and the hereditary title of proxenos and euergetes. In 

addition, they received enktesis of house and land. This 

decree is the first known example of an enktesis grant 
, ... I' 34 

containing the phrase Ko(<:oc CD v" li~pf!}1/ • 
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The two men were honored for their deliveries ot grain 

to Athens. The grant is one in a series of decrees which 

honors grain merchants and is indicative of the grain 

shortage in Athens which began about 332/1. 35 Athens, like 

other Greek states, initiated a new effort to establish 

relations with grain exporting areas. In 325, Athens even 

established a new colony in Atria for the purpose of grain 

shipments. 36 The present decree shows how important these 

shipments were since the honorands did nothing else that 

could be considered worthy of distinction, such as offer 

grain at low prices, or promise further shipments. 

33For the date of the fall of Tyre, Bengston 342: for 
the different opinions concerning the date of the decree 
see Pecirka 62. 

34For a discussion of this phrase cf. 127f •• 

35M• Rostovtzeff, SEHUW I, Ger. ed. (Darmstadt, 1955) 
74: B.D. Meritt, Athenian ~ (Berkeley, 1961) 89. 

36F• Heichelheim, BE, Supple VI (1935) col. 849. 



Apollonides, son of Demetrios of sidon, 

(332/1) 

2 I.G.II 343, 
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This decree states that Apollonides is honored because 

of the services he rendered to the Athenians. However, the 

decree does not contain the kind of service Apollonides 

performed. The assembly voted that he be publicly 

commended~ receive a golden crc~T&, as well as hereditary 

proxenia and euergesia. Apollonides further is granted 
" , / enktesis of house and land II Kolto( ,,011 vroll • II 

Because of the proxenia and enktesis grant, it is 

likely that Appolonides did not reside in Athens. His 

services were most likely in the form of help to the 

Athenian merchants and shippers in Sidon. Trade between 

Sidon and Athens had existed throughout Athenian history. 

Since sidon accepted Greek (Alexander's) rule after the 

Persian defeat at Issus, it is plausible that Apollonides 

was honored because of aid in relation to trade. Although 

grain shipments are not mentioned, the date of the grant 

suggests that the decree is another one relating to the 

grain trade. 

Eudemos, son of Philourgos of Plataea, I.G.II2351 and 

Fragment 112624, (330/29) 

Eudemos was honored by the Athenian people with an 

olive crown, hereditary title of euergetes, enktesis of 

land and house, plus equality with Athenians in military 

-_ ... - ----- ._. 
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service and in payment of eisphora. According to Pecirka 

the latter two honors almost granted him isoteleia, but 

Wilamowitz believes that the honors amounted to a de facto 

isoteleia. 37 

Eudemos contributed to the building of the Panathenaic 

stadium. This was one of the public projects initiated by 

Lykourgos, who persuaded Eudemos to provide 1000 yoke of 

draft animals for the work of leveling the ravine and 

bringing in the stone for the retaining wall. 38 

Herakleides, son of Charikleides of Salamis (Cyprus), 

I.G. II2360, (325/4) 

Herakleides was commended for his services to the 

Athenian people and received a golden crown, the title of 

proxenos and euergetes, as well as enktesis of house and 

land II ~"C~ L:"DV \I ~fC-o v • II 

He was honored because of his deliveries of grain. In 

330 he delivered 3000 medimnoi of grain at five drachma. 

Later, in 328, he donated 3000 drachma for the purchase of 

grain. 39 This decree is another one relating to the grain 

shortage in Athens. 

37pecirka 68-70: Ulrich von Wilamowitz-Moellendorff, 
"Demotika der Metoeken," Hermes 22 (1887): 245, note 3. 

38F•W• Mitchel, Lykourqan Athens; 338-322 
(Cinncinnati, 1970) 34. 

39F • Heichelheim, "Sitos," RE Supple YI. (1935) 
co1.850. 



Euenor, son of Euepios of Argos (Akarnania) 

I.G. 1I2373, (a)_ (b) (322/1) 
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This inscriptions contains two decrees in honor of 

Euenor. The older one grants Euenor, a physician, proxenia 

and euergesia. The later decree, from the ninth prytany in 

322/1, honors Euenor with an olive crown, enktesis of house 

and land, and the protection of the boule and strategoi. 

At a later time, between 318 and 307, Euenor received 

Athenian citizenship (IG 1I2374). 

On the basis of the number of inscriptions honoring 

Euenor, it can be concluded that he resided in Athens over 

a prolonged period of time, before eventually receiving 

citizenship. The honors granted to Euenor were in relation 

to his health services. During a discussion in the assembly 

concerning these services, Diophantos (11. 21ff) proposed 

that Euenor should receive the above mentioned honors. The 

proposal was then accepted by the assembly. 

[_], I.G. 1I2422, (before 319/8) 

The date of this inscription cannot be ascertained with 

certainty. Some authors have suggested that because the 

symproedroi are not mentioned, the decree must be before 



319/18. 40 Others state that because of the lack of 

information it is unlikely, but not impossible that the 

decree is later than 319/8. 41 

[ ___ ]son of Thyion, I.G. 1I2425, (post 336/5) 
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The person was honored with a golden crown, the title 

of proxenos and euergetes, as well as enktesis of house and 

land. Wilamowitz has suggested that the honorand was from 

Thespiai because Thyion was a Boeotian name. However, 

nothing else can be known with certainty due to the 

condition of the inscription. 42 

2 [---] , I.G. II 426, (post 336/5) 

The reasons for the grant as well as the entire 

preamble is lost. The decree is a grant to an unknown man 

of unknown origin. He received a crown, hereditary 

proxenia and euergesia, the protection of the strategoi, 

the right of priority of hearing before the boule and 

ekklesia, as well as enktesis of house and land. Finally, 

he was invited to dinner at the prytaneion. 

40S• Dow, "The Preambles of Athenian Decrees 
containing Lists of Symproedroi," Hesperia 32 (1963): 335-
365. 

41pecirka 76. 

42wilamowitz in Pecirka 77. 

___ 0--- ._0__ .. _. 
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Sopatros of Akragas, Hesperia 43 (1974): 314-324, (331-324) 

Lykourgos proposed this decree which named Sopratos 

and his descendants proxenos and euergets. Furthermore, he 

was granted enktesis and finally invited to dinner and 

received a seat of honor at the Dionysia. This grant of 

enktesis is unique for two reasons. First, it does not 

specify whether enktesis was for either house or land, or 

both. Secondly, the boule put the decree before the 

ekklesia without a proposed draft. The wording was made by 

Lykourgos during the meeting of the assembly, which might 

account for the generalized reference to enktesis. 

Sopratos was one of several men who were honored 

because of Lykourgos' proposal. 43 The decree is also one 

of several which honors men involved in supplying Athens 

with grain. 44 This decree, like the one for Eudemos (IG 

112351) indicates Lykourgos' policies to achieve economic 

and financial recovery in Athens. During the enforced 

peace under Alexander's domination, Lykourgos initiated 

policies such as modernization of Athenian defenses, or a 

program of public works to reduce unemployment. A part of 

this reform program was the realization that Athens needed 

430ther decrees proposed by Lykourgos are IG 112 
328,333,337,345,351,452,1672. 

2 44The decrees granting honors for 95ain supply are IG 
II 212 (346), SEG IX 2 (330-326), IG II 360 (325/4), 283 
(336/5), 342 (332/1), 363 (324/3), 398 (320/19), 400 
(320/19,401 (321/0),416 (ca.330), 407 (330-326), 408 (ca. 
330), 409 (ca. 330), 1628 (ca. 328), 423 (post 336). 
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a steady and secure supply of grain, especially during the 

time when Greece was faced with a grain shortage and 

famine. 45 Sopratos, as the first known Sicilian supplier, 

may have been part of a policy to look towards Sicily for 

the import of grain rather than the traditional Black Sea 

area. 

Conclusion 

In Athenian history, land or real property could, in 

general, be owned only by citizens of Athens. Even after 

social and economic changes had occurred, enabling 

foreigners to purchase land or house, it was still not easy 

to do so and required a special honorary decree. 46 Even 

with such a grant ownership could still be restricted. 

Several decrees limit the right to purchase property to a 

house,47 while others grant the honor for a limited time 

only,48 and still others for a specific purpose only, such 

as the building of a temple. 49 

45Mitchel 28-52. 

46cf • 125. 

47 2 IG II 53,86,130,206,237. 

48 IG 112237. 

49IG 112337,425,1283. 

-----------------------------------------------"--.~----,.--------- ------ .. -_ ...... --,-
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Enktesis was never granted by itself but was always 

coupled with other grants, most often with proxenia, 

followed by isoteleia, and ateleia. The type of 

combination of honors indicates the status of the person 

honored, which, according to Kahrstedt50 was a grant 

typically given to a foreigner living in Athens, that is, 

one with metic status. However, three decrees do not 

support this thesis. 51 In IG II253, Philytos is a proxenos 

receiving enktesis as well as protection of the polemarch. 

Had he been a metic, he would have been under the 

polemarch's protection automatically. IG II2351 concerns a 

person from Plataea. This decree may be an exceptional 

case because the Plataeans enjoyed a special position in 

Athens. A third decree which grants enktesis and the right 

to trial by the polemarch is IG II2265. Most of the 

content is lost although it is implied that the honorand 

was a proxenos. 

The combination of metic, proxenos, and enktesis 

constitutes a basic contradiction. 52 For a person residing 

in Athens with metic status, the grant of enktesis would 

obviously be a desirable objective. However, to combine 

50Ulrich Kahrstedt, staatsgebl~ Ynd Staatsangehoerige 
in Athen. Studien ~ oeffentlichen Recht Athens, ~ I, 
Neudruck der Ausgabe 1943 (Berlin, 1969) 10. 

51IG II253, 265, 351. 

52Francotte, Mel.Droit.pub. Gr. 216ff; Hommel, BE XV 
1948, in Kahrstedt 289, note 2. 

------- --_._---- .. - - ... --



151 

these two with proxenia is not logical. A proxenos' 

position was one of a friend of Athens furthering Athenian 

interest in his home city. Such a position precludes metic 

status since a metic lived in Athens permanently. The 

contradiction is similar to that of a proxenos being 

granted citizenship. However, Kahrstedt53 concludes that 

metic status was a part of the honor of becoming an 

Athenian proxenos while all other honors, such as ateleia, 

isoteleia, or enktesis had to be granted separately. 

Often, the additional honors were voted in an amendment or 

a rider of the original probouleuma, suggesting the grant 

of proxenia to the assembly. Thus, a proxenos 

automatically received the legal status of a metic while he 

was in Athens, even if his residence was of a temporary 

nature, such as conducting business as was the case of 

Apollonides (IG II2343). The residency could also be over 

an extended period of time when a proxenos was forced to 

leave his own city for political reasons, such as the grant 

to two men (IG I 2l06a), or the decree in honor of Phormio 

and Karphinas (IG II2237), or for Euenor (IG II 2373). 

In spite of the three decrees mentioned above, 

Kahrstedt's thesis is a persuasive one. Since a 

comparatively great number of decrees exist which combine 

53Kahrstedt 288 • 

.. _.-. ---_ ... __ .. -_._- - --------------~ 
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proxenia with enktesis, some policy must have existed that 

harmonized the two, seemingly ccntradictory grants. 

Unlike citizenship decrees, enktesis grants were 

immediately effective and did not require any special 

action once the decree was passed by the ekklesia. 

Furthermore, the formula of the grants changed little, 
,... I" 

except when the clause" 1<.,,(;01,. CoV I/O,JAOV II was added and 

again, when a dokimasia was introduceG in the last quarter 

of the fourth century. The date of this clause in the 

enktesis decrees coincides with the clause being added in 

other honorary decrees, such as proxenia or citizenship 

decrees. 54 

54J • H• Lipsius, ~ attische Recht Ynd 
Rechtsyerfahren, (Leipzig, 1908) 285; cf. Citizenship 
Decrees 17. 

-------.---.-- ... -.---.- .---------------~ 
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CHAPTER 5 

ATELEIA DECREES 

Ateleia was an honor which exempted foreigners as well 

as Athenian citizens from certain taxes. This immunity 

from taxation could be in the form of direct taxes, special 

public services, or liturgies, particularily liturgies 

involving monetary responsibilities, such as the choregia, 

gymnasiarchia, trierarchia, or proeisphora. 

The grant was either based on a nomos or on a decree 

passed by the ekklesia. 1 In the former case, ateleia was 

related to a specific office or a specific public duty. 

For example, the members of the boule were exempt from 

military service, the archons from the general liturgies as 

well as the trierarchy, and no one was required to give 

more than one liturgy simultaneously. However, no one 

could receive ateleia from the eisphora tax, extraordinary 

taxes for purposes of war, or from taxes for sacrifices. 2 

The type of ateleia conferred by an ekklesiastic 

decree was in honor of individuals who performed some 

special service for Athens. Although it could be granted 

to either citizens or non-citizens, exemption from specific 

1Georg Busolt and Heinrich Swoboda, Griechische 
Staatskunde, 2 vols. Unveranderter Nachdruck der 1920 ed. 
(Munchen, 1963) 952. 

2Dem • 20.18; 20.27; 21.155; Ath. iQl. 56.3. 

----------------------------- - -----------------
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taxes was most often given to foreigners. These foreigners 

could be either permanent resident aliens (metics), or 

people who were in Athens temporarily but who held metic 

status, such as proxenoi. 

Even though a person received exemption from taxes, he 

was generally not excused from paying the eisphora tax, the 

extraordinary taxes for purposes of war, or the tax for 

sacrifices. However, an extant inscription (IG II2141) 

specifically excludes the honorands, the Sidonians, from 

the eisphora tax, as well as the metic and choregic taxes. 

The greatest number of inscriptions3 granting 

ateleia does not contain any specific exemption but 

rather a general one. The phrase used is similar to the 

one in the decree concerning the Chalcidians (IG I 239), 

which states "and those who have been granted ateleia by 

the Athenians." A second group of decrees specifically 

exempts the honorand from the metic tax, .. ;z:iAE,(.,<x1I 'Co 
/ 4 

,}A.€l:Ot..I< 1.-0." Since a proxenos automatically acquired the 

status of a metic while he was in Athens, the decrees which 

mention ateleia in general and those which mention 

exemption from the metic tax specifically were most 

likely used synonomously. Third, ateleia was granted 

specifically mentioning one particular tax, such as 

3IG 12 39,103,153; IG II2 33,48,53,86, 109, 174, 
180,195,265. 

4IG I2 106,106a: IG II2 61,211,237,245. 

------- ---"-"--"--' .--.----... - ... _-_._---- "--' 
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garrison duty and/or military service. 5 A fourth group of 

decrees relates the grant of ateleia to those of previously 

honored men, such as other euergetes (IG 1270), or proxenoi 

(IG 1128), or, as restored by Walbank, "like that granted 

to Athenians. u6 In the decree granting proxenia and 

euergesia to two unknown men (1G 12154), exemption from the 

metic tax was combined with exemption from garrison duty 

and military duty, as well as the right to trade anywhere 

in the Empire. And lastly, a decree to an unknown honorand 
2 ) ~ I ~ (1G II 286) contains the phrase .. ~r;6AGLO(v iWVi:GOI/." 

Because of the poor condition of the inscription it is 

difficult to determine whether panton refers to the metic 

tax or to all taxes. 

Most often, ateleia was granted in combination with 

the grant of a proxeny.7 The remaining known decrees 

contain various combinations, such as ateleia with enktesis 

or epimeleia, one contains a grant of citizenship (IG 112 

109), while another reaffirms the grant of citizenship 

(IG 112237). 

Ateleia appears as early as the sixth century in a 

decree from Delphi. The Delphians granted the honor to 

5IG 12 61 fgt.c,169 fgt.b,179 fgt.a: IG 13 28b. 

6M•G• Walbank, Athenian Proxenies ~ ~ Fifth 
century a.~. (Toronto, 1978) 395ff: IG I , 183. 

7prox~ny decrees: IG 13 159: IG 12 70,103, 106a, 144, 
154: IG II 8 j 53, 86, 141, 1~0, 265, 286. Pos~ible proxeny 
decrees: IG I 183, 28b; IG I 106, 153; IG II 174. 

--"--"-- ... 
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Croesus and the Lydians. 8 One of the oldest known Attic 

inscription concerns the Chalcidians and dates to 446/5 (IG 

1 239). This decree raises two major questions. First, 

the circumstances of the events leading to the decree are 

disputed and secondly, the people inVOlved to whom the tax 

exemption was granted are not easily identifiable. 

D.Whitehead believes that only those received ateleia who 

already paid taxes to Athens, while C.W. Fornara states 

that it was a reward for becoming partisans of Athens 

during the rebellione 9 Two other decrees date to the 

middle of the fifth century. One (IG 1 2153) is to an 

unknown person and grants ateleia as well as the right to 

be heard by the polemarch without a payment of deposit. 

The date, is between 440 and 430 and acco~'ding to Walbank 

it is the oldest Attic decree conferring ateleia. 10 The 

other decree (IG 1 2154) which dates to the same period is a 

grant to two unknown men who, in addition to proxenia and 

euergesia, received ateleia from the metic tax as well as 

exemption from garrison and military duty. In addition, 

they received proxenia and euergesia, protection from 

injury, and the right to trade anywhere in the Empire. 

8 Hdt. 1.54. 

9D• Whitehead, "IG 
Athenian Impe2ialism,1I 
Fornara, "IGI 39.52-57 
Empire," ~ X (1977): 

10Walbank 146ff. 

1239. Aliens in Chalcis and 
ZEI XXI (1976): 251-259; c.w. 
and the popularity of the Athenian 
39-55. 
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Because of the condition of both of these decrees it is 

not possible to establish with certainty which is the older 

one. However, from the existing evidence it can be 

concluded that ateleia was well established by the middle 

of the fifth century. The last three known grants appear 

in the year of Philip II's death (336/5). In all three 

decrees the honorands and reasons for the honors are not 

known. 11 Since there are no extant Athenian ateleia 

inscriptions after 336/5 it is possible that by that time 

ateleia in Athens was completely replaced by the grant of 

isoteleia. However, ateleia or a form of ateleia continued 

to exist elsewhere, for example, in the Roman Empire, 

ateleia was known as immunitas. 

Individual Grants 

[--], 
3 I.G. I 28b, (ca. 435-425) 

The honor and as well as his descendants received 

ateleia from military service, except when their services 

were needed for the defense of the homeland. In addition, 

the honor and himself received the right for compensation in 

case he was murdered just as if he were an Athenian, and he 

was granted access to the ekklesia. The name of the 

ll IG 112 265, 270, 286. 

- --------------- --- --_._-----------



honorand or circumstances of the grant cannot be 

determined. 

[--], 
3 SEG XVI 10, I.G. I 183, (post 445) 
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According to Walbank's restoration12 the person 

received the right to own a house. He was also granted 

ateleia like that granted to Athenians, and it is possible 

that he received proxenia. The name and home city of the 

honorand is not known. 

concerning the Athenian Regulations for Chalkis, 

I.G. 1239; I.G. 1340, (ca. 446/5) 

This inscription contains two parts. The first, made 

on a motion of Diognetos, stipulates the relationship 

between the Athenians and Cha1kidians. A second part, 

introduced by Antik1es, contains an ateleia clause stating 

that "aliens, living in Chalkis, unless they already, while 

inhabiting there, pay taxes to Athens or enjoy ateleia 

granted by the Athenian people, shall pay taxes to 

Chalkis.,,13 

12wa1bank 397. 

13Trans1ation by E.L. Hicks and G.F. Hill, Greek 
Historical Inscriptions (Oxford, 1901) 66f; M. Tod, A 
Selection Qf Greek Historical Inscriptions, vol.l, (Oxford, 
1946) 86; C.W. Fornara, Translated ~uments Qf Greece gng 
~. Archaic Times t2 t~ EnQ Qf ~ peloponnesian ~ 
(cambridge, 1983) 113. 



159 

Although most modern authors agree on the general 

translation of the text, they disagree on the 

identification of the people referred to as naliens." 

Whitehead and Vinogradow believe that it means that Chalkis 

can request taxes from all metics even from those who have 

been granted ateleia by the Athenianso 14 Others take this 

decree as proof of the existence of an Athenian cleruchy in 

Chalkis, while still others doubt that such a cleruchy 

existed. 15 The latter claim that Athenians would not have 

called their own citizens "xenoi 11.16 Fornara combines 

these opinions and states that the foreigners referred to 

are Athenians living in Chalkis, but he does not think that 

there was a cleruchy. Instead, he believes that after the 

rebellion, the Athenians seized the opportunity to make 

their citizens in Chalkis tax exempt. 17 This resulted in 

diminished revenues for Chalkis. The Athenians, recognizing 

this loss sustained by the Chalkidians, reduced tribute 

payment from five to three talents. This reduction is 

however too small to prove that Athens had established a 

cleruchy in Chalkis. The "aliensn , therefore, can be 

either Athenian citizens or citizens of other states. 

180. 

14Whitehead 251-259; vinogradow in Fornara, ~ n. 3. 

15ML III, 297. 

16Russel Meiggs, ~ Athenian Empire (Oxford, 1972) 

17Fornara, ~ 40ff. 

--- .. - .---.- ...• 



Those residents who pay taxes to Athens or who have 

received ateleia shall be exempt, but all other aliens 

shall pay taxes to Chalkis as do the Chalkidians. 
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The decree in general reflects Athenian policies after 

the rebellion of Euboea has been put down by Pericles in 

446/5. While the terms of the decree are not ruthless, the 

Chalkidians are nevertheless punished severely. For 

example, in the first part of the decree, the oath which 

had to be sworn by the Chalkidians includes a clause that 

if anyone stirs up a revolt, the person is required to 

inform the Athenians. Furthermore, certain cases, such as 

those involving exile, death, or loss of rights, have to be 

brought before the court in Athens. Thus, the Chalkidians 

were punished, yet, they were not denied a fair trial. 

[----] , I.G. 1 261, fgt. c; 1 2169, fgt. b; 

1 2179, f gt • a ; I. G • 1 3159, ( ca • 430 ) 

The three fragments have been generally recognized as 

belonging to the same decree. Although most scholars, such 

as Walbank and Wilhelm, agree that the inscription refers 

to at least three or four men, there has been considerable 

difficulty in identifying them. Wilhelm assumed, on the 

basis of the readable letters, that lines 5-7 must have 

contained the names and origins of the people honored= He 

further surmised that because these men were honored in the 

same decree, yet, were from different cities, they must 

--- ------
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have performed the same services for Athens, perhaps 

related to war. 18 Walbank considered this suggestion but 

states that there is no other example which grants proxenia 

to several men from different cities in a single decree. 

To solve this problem Walbank suggested that lines 5-7 

might gir'e the name of two sons of one :man, and one son of 

another, but all from the same state. 19 Meritt however, 

favors Wilhelm's assumption that the men came from 

different states. Meritt suggested that all three men came 

from the Chaldician peninsula, from the cities of Aineia 

and Phegous. He based this theory on the tribute payments 

and/or records of assessment as well as to the events in 

these cities in 430. 20 

Based on the condition of the decree it is impossible 

to prove or disprove these assumptions. However, the 

combination of honors does suggest that the men received 

proxenia and euergesia, together with ateleia from garrison 

duty and military service. They were also protected 

against harm by the generals and the boule and they 

received access to the boule. Furthermore, the prytaneis 

are instructed to introduce them before all other business 

18A• Wilhelm, SB AKgg. Hign 217 (1940) 41ff. 

19walbank 193ff. 

20B•D• Meritt, "Notes on Attic Decrees," Hesperia 10 
(1941): 335. 

. - ._ ... _------ ---.-.---



to the boule and ekklesia should the honorands need 

anything. 
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Potamodoros of Orchomenos and his son, I.G. 1270; I.G.I373 

and I.G.I2103; I.G.I397, (424/3 and 412) 

Both decrees honored Potamodoros and his son Eurytion 

of Orchomenos. However, in IG 1270, other men, perhaps two 

or three, are also involved and are mentioned in a second 

rider. One of them is known as Pythilles. 

Although the proxenia and euergesia do not appear in 

the earlier decree it is known from the later decree (I.G. 

12103) that both Potamodoros and Eurytion were proxenoi and 

that their forefathers had been proxenoi. In the earlier 

decree, besides receiving proxenia and euergesia, the 

honorands also received ateleia which is specified as the 

kind other proxenoi receive. They were also granted access 

to the boule and ekklesia. In the first rider to the 

decree, Potamodoros was to receive 500 drachma g and again, 

the honorand is granted access to the boule and ekklesia. 

In addition, if anyone owed Potamodoros or Eurytion 

anything, they could find recourse with the generals who 

would get the debt paid. In the second rider, two or three 

men received 500 drachma. 

In the decree dated to 412 eIG 12103) Potamodoros and 

Eurytion are once again granted ateleia and the prytaneis 

are instructed to take care of their affairs. The affairs 

-------_._-_. _ .. -... -- -- -- ._ ... _ .. ----------- .-.-- .- ..... --.. -' 



or duties might be in connection with the earlier 

stipulation that the honorands should have access to the 

boule and ekklesia and that the generals should help them 

if they need anything. 
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The date of the older decree is uncertain. It may 

have been published shortly before IG 12103 or, as Meritt 

suggests, the decree was put forward by someone unknown to 

us and taken over by the present proposer, Hermodoros. 21 

Both decrees were proposed by the same person, which 

suggests that they were passed relatively closely in time. 

Potamodoros and Eurytion were not in Athens when the first 

decree was passed, but they were definitely present when 

the second decree was passed (lines 26-28).22 Thus, the 

first decree could have been passed either immediately 

before, or immediately following, the battle of Delion. 

Walbank believes that the decree was passed after the 

battle and the Athenian defeat since the measures in the 

decree seem to aim at giving assistance to the exiles. 23 

Potamodoros and his son were praised for their 

services to Athens. In IG 12103 the wording is more 

specific than in IG 1270, stating that the two men are 

praised because of their services to the army and city of 

21Meritt 324. 

22Meritt 321. 

23walbank 252. 

""".""""---- - _._---_ .. _------------_._---..•. _--... " -- ........ _. -... . 
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Athens and because of their public and private assistance 

to the people of Athens. Thucydides (4.76) describes the 

events in Boeotia, relating that a party from Orchomenos 

was to hand over Chaeronea. He further states that the 

exiled party from Orchomenos was particularly active in the 

plot and hired toops from the peloponnesoso The plan was 

for Athens to take Delion and open the countryside for 

others who were opposed to the existing government. Since 

the Athenians would support the rebels, the government 

would be unable to deploy a force against Athens, which 

fact would then open the area for Athenian control. The 

party Thucydides refers to is likely to have been 

Potamodoros and his son, as well as the other men in~~lved. 

When Athens was defeated, these men were welcomed in the 

city and received the above honors and help from the 

Athenian people. 

Polykles, Peiraieos, Aristoboulos of the Hellespont 

I.G. 12106~ I.G. 1 3106, (411-408) 

Altho~gh it is known that the three men came from the 

Hellespont region, their home city is not certain. It 

could be either Sestos, Abydos, or Kyzikos. According to 

Walbank, sestos was an Athenian base, Abydos was a Spartan 

base at that time, and Kyzikos had revolted in 411.24 

24walbank 431. 

----------------.---
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Besides being praised for their past and present 

services to Athens and her army, the three men were granted 

exemption from the metic tax, the generals were asked to 

watch over the interest of the honorands, and the decree 

ends with an invitation to dinner. In line 20, the 

generals in Athens are instructed to send the three men to 

the Hellespont to join the generals there. Furthermore, 

the treasurers are instructed to erase what has been 

written about a certain Timanthes. F. Mitchel speculates 

that because of the unusual grammar, this last clause was a 

later addition, perhaps made as a favor to the honorands. 

The fact that this Timanthes appears without stating his 

home city suggests that he was a metic. 25 According to 

Walbank, the circumstances of the decree might have 

involved financial matters because the instructions are 

given to the treasurers of Athena. 26 

The reasons for the honors are not spelled out. They 

must, however, have been connected with the Athenian 

attempt to regain her influence in the Hellespont area. It 

is known that in late 410, Thrasyllos' fleet met 

Alkibiades i at sestos. 27 They fortified Lampsakos and 

moved against Abydos. Although Abydos was not taken by the 

25F • Mitchel, IITimanthes the Metic and the 
Hermokopiday,lI ~. w. III (1980): 43. 

26walbank 432. 

27 U"",11 Xen. ~. 1.2.13 • 

. ---.-.-"-- ... 
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generals at that time, by the winter of 409/8 they did 

succeed in gaining control over the waterways and the major 

cities, such as Byzantion. 28 It is likely that the three 

honorands were involved in these military maneuvers. 

Two political exiles, I.G. 12106a; leGe 13107, (cao 409) 

The people involved in this grant were political 

exiles which is known from the phrase ~GA~AtJg6z;wv E.t::.6~J 

]cO A c w V • Besides ateleia from the metic tax, they were 

not only granted protection by the boule, prytaneis and 

the generals, but also the same privileges as those who had 

come to Athens before them from the cities of the empire. 

The two men involved have not performed any recent 

services, but seem to have traded in on an existing 

proxenos status. 

The time was at the end of the War, when the spartans 

forced many Athenians to return to Athens. Xenophon writes 

(~. 2.1.32) that when Byzantion submitted to Lysander, 

he allowed the Athenian garrison to leave and sent any 

other Athenians back to Athens, but allowed them to go 

nowhere else. Those people who had betrayed Byzantion to 

Alcibiades fled and eventually came to Athens also. This 

situation was true for other cities as well. The two 

28Georg Busolt, Griechische Geschichte ~ ~ 
Schlacht ~ Chaeroneia, 3 vols. Nachdruck der zweiten 
vermehrten Auflage Gotha 1893 (Hildesheim, 1967) 1551ff. 
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exiles seem to have arrived in Athens later than others, 

since the decree refers to others who had already received 

those benefits. 

Proxenidos, son of Proxenos of Knidos, I.G.I2144; 

I.G. 1391 (416/5) 

This decree from the middle of the fifth century 

honors Proxenidos, whose grandfather had received 

proxeni&. Another decree (IG 12146) dated between 430 and 

405 is a grant to Proxenos who is the father of 

Proxenidos. The sequence of three generations of men 

honored in these decrees suggests a hereditary proxenia. 29 

Proxenidos is praised for his services and because 

received proxenia and euergesia not because of his 

father's deeds but because of his own service to Athens. 

He also received protection if harmed, just as if he were 

an Athenian and in case of civil injury he will had the 

right to be heard by the polemarch without payment of a 

deposit. Furthermore, he is granted ateleia. This grant 

(lines 31-34) is translated by Meritt as II [proxenidos] was 

free from all other taxes to Athens, but was not put in the 

invidious position of having an exemption from his share of 

the Knidian tribute •••• From all other levies he was to be 

29walbank 287ff. 



exempt. n30 Meritt points out that the names of the 

secretary and prytany are the same as in the decree 

honoring Kallippos of Gyrton in Thessaly (IG 1I227). 

Because of Meritt's observation, Walbank speculates that 

the date of the decree is about 416/5. 31 
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The services for which Proxenidos was honored as well 

as the circumstances of these services are not stated. 

[ ], I.G. 12153; I.G. 1324 (ca. 450) 

This grant is in honor of a person whose name and 

origin is unknown. According to Walbank it is likely that 

he also received a proxeny grant, mainly because the 

combination of honors is typical of proxeny grants. 32 The 

decree contains a harm clause, the privilege to be heard 

by the polemarch without payment of a deposit, and the 

ateleia clause. The grant of ateleia is a general one 

without specifying any type of exemption and constitutes 

one of the oldest known ateleia honors. 

This decree granted proxeny and euergesia status to 

two unknown men. In addition, the honorands received 

30B•D• Meritt, "Notes on Attic Decrees," Hesperia 8 
(1939): 69. 

31walbank 349. 

32walbank 146. 
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protection if harmed, ateleia from the metic tax, and the 

right to trade anywhere in the Empire. The honorands are 

praised for their services to the Athenian army and people 

and for their fair dealings. Since their names and home 

cities are not known, the circumstances of the honors 

cannot be reconstructed: however, they must have been 

merchants who came to Athens frequently since the decree 

mentions trade as well as exemption from the metic tax. 

Herakleides of Klazomenai, I.G. 1I28: I.G. 13227 (424/3)33 

Herakleides, was granted proxeny and euergesia, 

enktesis of land and house, and protection in case he was 

harmed, compensation being just as if he were an Athenian. 

He also received ateleia just like other proxenoi. The 

decree begins with a praise clause and in a rider refers to 

an embassy which came from Persia to Athens. Herakleides 

is praised for his services relating to this embassy. 

Exiles from Thasos, I.G. 1I233 (ca. 385 or 403/2) 

Naumachos and Ekphantos were leaders of the Thasians 

and most likely honored in the missing parts of the 

inscription. On the left column of the list of men at the 

end of the decree, the name Amyntor, son of Apemantos 

appears in line 26. He is the oldest of the five sons of 

33For the identity of the honorand, cf. Enktesis 130. 
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Apemantos who had received a proxenia prior to the fall of 

The Thirty. This decree, honoring Apemantos, was 

republished soon after 403/2, that is, after the fall of 

The Thirty, following a petition made by the second son of 

Apemantos, Eurypylos (1G 1126). 

There are two major possibilities concerning the date 

and therefore the circumstances about the present decree. 

In 1893, Wilhelm suggested that Ekphantos and the other 

Thasians fled from Thasos during the intervention of 

Lysander and came to Athens in 404/3. However, in 

wilhelm's later discussion, he does not rule out the 

suggestion made by Ch. Picard that Thrasyboulos could have 

taken Thasos a second time, mainly during his campaign in 

389. In this case, the decree could have been passed during 

the time of the King's Peace. According to Whilhelm, this 

is entirely possible. 34 However, in his speech against 

Leptines, Demosthenes (20.59) states lithe men [Ekphantos 

and supporters] ••• handed over Thasos to you by expelling 

the armed garrison of the Lakedaemonians and admitting 

Thrasyboulos." Thucydides (5.81.1) also relates that the 

Mantineians made an agreement and relinquished their 

sovereignty to the Lakedaimonians. Furthermore, the 

inscription mentions a grant of ateleia given to the 

34A• Wilhelm, Eranos yindob. (1893): 241f£: A. 
Wilhelm, sa. Akgg. Hign 220 (1942): 3ffi Ch. 
Pica~d DCH (1921): 146, note 2 in Wilhelm, SB. AKgg. ~ 
(1942): 7. 



Mantineians after the city was compelled to surrender in 

418/7. The statements made by Demosthenes and Thucydides 
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suggest the earlier date, although several modern authors, 

including Walbank, assume the later date of ca. 385. 35 The 

honorands received ateleia because of the part they played 

in furthering Athenian interest in Thasos. 

An unknown person received the right to buy a house as 

well as the grant of ateleia. Both of these honors 

included the descendants. The honorand alone received 

protection by the boule and strategoi, the status of a 

benefactor, and finally, he was invited to dinnero The 

circumstances of these honors cannot be specified due to 

the condition of the inscription. 

Philytos of[ ____ ], 2 I.G. II 53 (387/7) 

Besides other honors, Philytos received ateleia. The 

grant of ateleia is not specified, but since he was most 

likely a proxenos, it was an exemption that was commonly 

conferred to proxenoi, that is, from the metic tax. 36 

A [ ____ 1 and his descendants, I.G. 11261 (ca. 378) 

35walbank 327. 

36cf • Enktesis 132. 

--.. _- .-- -- -.-. 
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All that is known from this decree is that A[ ____ l and 

his descendants received ateleia from the metic tax. 

[ __ ] I.G. 1I286 (ca. 378/7) 

The name and origin of the person honored is not 

known. He is praised for the services that he as well as 

his father performed for Athens. For these services he and 

his children were granted proxenia. The honorand himself 

is also granted enktesis of land and house, protection by 

the boule and prytaneis, and he is granted access to the 

boule. According to Pecirka, lines 13-16 include an ateleia 

grant together with enktesis, and a statement that these 

honors are like those other proxenoi have received. The 

ateleia grant is not certain nor is the rest of this phrase 

(lines 13-16). However, Pecirka's suggestion is likely 

because the earlier readings incorrectly mentioned the 

father in line 16, which was based on an incorrect 

restoration of the decree. 37 

Astykrates and Citizens of Delphi, I.G. 1I2109 (ca. 363) 

This decree honors Astykrates and other citizens of 

Delphi who had led the opposition against Thebes. In the 

first part of the decree the Delphians were granted 

ateleia, access to the boule and ekklesia, and finally were 

37pecirka 34f. 

---... ----------.. -.-.. -.- --------------, 



173 

invited to dinner. It further states that the reason for 

the honor is that Astykrates and his associates have been 

exiled from Delphi illegally. A rider follows, proposed by 

Kratinos in which Astykrates is granted citizenship, 

protection by the boule, and freedom from taxes while he is 

in Athens. Astykrates' followers are granted isoteleia. 

Astykrates is also known from other sources. pomtow 

points out that Astykrates held extensive property in 

Delphi, twice as much as all his followers combined. Upon 

his first banishment, there was an attempt to destroy the 

inscribed records containing Astykrates' wealth, because 

during his exile, his property was confiscated and sold at 

auction. 38 However, his first exile was short since 

Philomelos of Phokis seized Delphi in 356 and expelled all 

anti-Phokians which in turn enabled Astykrates to return to 

Delphi. Yet he was again banished in 346 and most likely 

returned to Athens. Osborne speculates that he was probably 

in Athens until Alexander's Exile Decree in 324 when he 

once again returned to Delphi. 39 However, Pomtow points 

out evidence from the property lists that the first exiles, 

such as Manon, returned in 332. 40 Therefore, Astykrates 

38H• Pomtow, "Neues zur delphischen statis vom Jahre 
363 v. Chr.," lU.i.Q. VI (1906): 400-405. 

39M•J • Osborne, Naturalization in Athens, vol. 2 
(Brussel, 1982) 60. 

40pomtow 405. 
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could have returned somewhat earlier than the date 

suggested by Osborne. 

From the evidence of the present decree as well as the 

property lists from Delphi, the time of Astykrates' 

residence in Athens can be fairly well established. His 

first exile was from 363 to 356, and again from 346 to 332 

or a little thereafter. His exact services and the form of 

his opposition to Thebes is not clear. Because of his 

wealth and influence he could have supported the Athenian 

cause in Delphi politically, as well as supported Athens 

financially. 

Straton, King of Sidon, I.G. II2141 (post 376) 

In the preamble, which is lost, the king of Sidon was 

most likely praised for his services and the help he gave 

to the Athenian envoys. As a reward, Straton and his 

children received proxenia. Furthermore, Sidonians who 

were in Athens for business either long or short term, 

received immunity from the eisphora, the metic, and the 

choregoi taxes. 

On the basis of epigraphic evidence, the inscription 

could have been granted any time during the reign of 

straton, that is between 376 and 362. The question 

therefore is which Athenian envoys enjoyed the help of 

straton. Several modern authors, such as Schaefer, 

Judeich and Tod have argued that it is the embassy of 368 



described by Xenophon in his He11enika (7.1.33-38).41 

However, as Moysey has pointed out, the outcome of that 

embassy would have hardly warranted a decree honoring 

straton for his services. 42 Athens was requested to 

withdraw her fleet, while Thebes gained a complete 

diplomatic victory in these negotiations. Indeed, the 

Athenians were so angry about these results that one of 

their envoys, Timagoras, was put to death upon his 
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return. 43 Because of these circumstances it is highly 

unlikely that the above mentioned embassy was the one in 

question. It is more likely that it was a later one, when 

Athens had recovered from this loss and after the Persian 

king had recognized the Athenian claim to Amphipolis and 

the Chersonese. 44 

Epikerdes of Kyrene, I.G. 1I2174; I.G. 13125 (405/4) 

From the preserved text it is known that Epikerdes 

received a crown and was called euergetes. Furthermore, it 

is clear that he received other honors. According to 

41The -opinions of these authors are discussed by R.A. 
Moysey, "The Date of the strato of Sidon Decree (IG 1I2 
141)," &£AH (1976): 182-189. 

42Moysey 185. 

43 U ..... 1' Xen. ~. 7.1.37. 

44For a discussion on the evidence, see R. Sealey, A 
History Qf tb§ Greek ~ states 700-338 a.~. (Berkeley, 
1976) 429ff with note 3 and 437. 



Wilhelm's restoration, he received ateleia as well as 

enktesis. 45 The latter is disputed by Pecirka because 

176 

there is no known formula for an enktesis grant that would 

fit the available spaces. Walbank argues that even though 

there is no mention of a proxeny grant, Epikerdes was 

probably already a proxenos at the time he performed these 

services. 46 In his speech against Leptines, Demosthenes 

(20.41-42) uses Epikerdes as an example for the kinds of 

services people had performed for Athens and what the 

rewards had been in relation to these services. The orator 

states that Epikerdes received ateleia and was declared a 

benefactor at the city Dionysia. Epikerdes had given one 

hundred minai to help the Athenians who had been captured 

in Sicily and he was thus instrumental in saving some 

Athenians from starvation and death. Later, he gave the 

city a talent of silver as a good will gift for the war 

effort. For the first service he received ateleia, for the 

second he was named benefactor. The date 405/4 is secured 

by ~he archon formula. 47 

Family of pyrros and Lykomedos of Skyros, I.G.II2180 

(353/2) 

45pecirka 41. 

46walbank 488. 

47S • D. Meritt, "Ransom of the Athenians by 
Epikerdes," Hesperia 39 (1970): 111-114 • 
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The descendants of Pyrros and Lykomedos received among 

other honors ateleia. The decree does not state what kind 

of ateleia was invovled. 48 

Honors for Aristokrates (?), I.G. 1I2195 (353/2) 

since the honorand's name is almost wholly restored, 

neither the home city of the person nor the circumstances 

of his honors can be known. The decree confers protection 

by both the boule and strategoi as well as access to the 

boule and ekklesia. In addition, the person received 

ateleia. 

Honors for the Olynthians, I.G. 1I2211 (348/7) 

According to the restoration by wilhelm, the 

olynthians received immunity from the metic tax. 

Wilamowitz however points out that Harpokration refers to 

the Olynthians as having received isoteleia, which seems 

more likely in view of the fact that ateleia alone would be 

a small compensation 

(12 drachmae a year).49 

with Athenian help, olynthos had defied Philip II, but 

fell to the Macedonian by treachery. The city was 

destroyed by Philip and those who had aided Athens no doubt 

48For a discussion on this decree cf. Enktesis 132f. 

49U•v • wilamowitz-Moellendorf, "Lesefruchte," Hermes 
37 (1902): 311. 

- - - ------------
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fled to Athens and received either ateleia, or what is more 

likely, isoteleia. 50 

Phormion, Karphinas and other Akarnanians, I.G. 112237 

(338) 

The honorands received ateleia from the metic tax as 

well as other honors. 51 

Exiles from Boeotia, I.G. 112245 (352-337) 

The exiles from Boeotia received immunity from the 

metic tax and were invited to dinner. The people who fled 

could have been supporters of Athens against Philip II. 

However, the circumstances of the services cannot be 

reconstructed from the available evidence. 

[ __ ] I.G. 112265 (336/5) 

Besides other honors, the person received also 

ateleia. Because of the condition of the inscription, 

nothing else is known of the honorand. 52 

[ __ ] 1.G. 112270 (336/5) 

50 Oem. 19.266f. 

51For the identity and reasons of the honors, cf. 
Citizenship Decrees 36, and Enktesis Decrees 139. 

52cf • Enktesis 139. 

--- .. - .•.. -- . 
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Again, an unknown person received proxenia as well as 

ateleia. The kind of exemption awarded is not specified. 

2 I.G. II 286 (336/5) 

The honorand received proxenia and euergesia as well 

as immunity from all taxes. Neither the name nor the home 

city of the honorand is known. 

Conclusion 

Ateleia was an honor granted relatively infrequently 

and was typically included with other grants, especially 

proxenia. When a proxenoi was in Athens, even temporarily, 

he was considered a metic and therefore responsible for 

taxes levied on resident aliens, unless the proxenos was 

specifically released from such taxes by a grant of 

ateleia. However, even though a proxenos was responsible 

for paying the metic tax, he was not liable for other taxes 

paid by permanent residents. Thus, a grant of ateleia 

relieved a proxencs from payment of any taxes while he was 

in Athens. This was economically beneficial especially to 

those proxenoi who came to Athens frequently. 

For an alien living permanently in Athens, ateleia was 

advantageous since a metic was responsible for payment of 

the metic tax as well as other taxes, such as the eisphora 

tax. Many metics owned property and slaves, were often 

wealthy, and therefore paid large sums in taxes and 

--.. -.---.. - .... 
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sometimes even liturgies. 53 Thus, exemption from the metic 

tax was of great economic benefit to a permanent resident. 

In addition to the economic effect, the grant of ateleia 

also changed his social position. A resident alien who was 

granted tax exemption became a ~ facto isoteles, that is, 

equal with Athenian citizens concerning taxation. The 

result was that his social position in society was between 

an Athenian citizen and an alien. This practical economic 

equality might explain why there are no extant ateleia 

decrees after 336/5. From the time of Philip II on, only 

inscriptions granting isoteleia are known. 54 

However, ateleia from the metic tax did not 

automatically include other taxes, such as the eisphora 

tax. These exemptions were specifically mentioned. Of all 

the extant ateleia grants, only seven state a specific tax 

exemption. Two decrees grant exemption from military duty 

(IG I 328b, IG 1261), one decree, favoring the king of Sidon 

(IG 112141) exempts the Sidonians from the eisphora, the 

choregoi, and metic taxes and two decrees (IG 12144, IG 

II228b) grant immunity from all taxes. Two additional 
-

decrees grant ateleia "like other proxenoi". This clause 

probably refers to the metic tax rather than any separate 

tax exemption granted to proxenoi only. 

53Victor Ehrenberg, ~ People Qf Aristophanes, 
reprinted from the 1943 edo (London, 1974) 150. 

54cf • 158; Kahrstedt 295. 

-_._--_ .. _._ .. _- .. 
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In general, ateleia can be seen as an additional sign 

of good will on the part of the Athenians, given in 

conjunction with other honors. Since the city depended on 

the taxes paid by citizens as well as metics, this honor 

was granted less frequently than those honors which did not 

include a monetary reward. 

---- ----------_ .. - - .. _--- .-. --...... -....... - _. __ .. 



CHAPTER 6 

ISOTELEIA DECREES 

Isoteleia was granted to residents of Athens who had 

already acquired the status of a metic. These metics 

received additional honors which made them equal to 
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Athenian citizens in military service and tax obligations, 

while exempting them from the metic tax. 1 Furthermore, 

these isoteleis had the right to appear before the 

polemarch and conduct their official business without the 

intermediary of a prostates. 2 Because of these privileges, 

the recipients of isoteleia held a status between that of a 

citizen and a resident alien. 

The oldest known inscription granting isoteleia is 

from 401/0 and honors some of the men who fought with 

Thrasyboulos (IG II210). Between that date and 336/5, 

Athenians granted either ateleia or isoteleia, with ateleia 

still being more numerous than isoteleia. However, after 

336/5 there are no further known grants of ateleia and 

isoteleia ~eems to have replaced ateleia completely. 

1Ulrich Kahrstedt, Staatsgebiet und Staatsanaehoerige 
in Athen. studien ~ oeffentlichen Recht Athens, Teil I, 
Neudruck der Ausgabe 1943 (Berlin, 1969) 294: Georg Busolt, 
Griechische Staatskunde, vol. 1, unveranderter Nachdruck 
der 1920 ed. (Munchen, 1963) 299. 

2J • H. Lipsius, Pas attische Recht Ynd 
Rechtsverfahren, vol. 1 (Leipzig, 1905) 65, note 49, 792: 
Busolt 299, 986: Ath. £Ql., 58.2: Lys. 23.2. 

------------- - -.. ------ - --_._--------------
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Isoteleia was not granted by using a specific formula, 

however, in some cases the honor is specified or further 

described. For example, the decree of 363/2 honoring 

Astykrates (IG 112109) grants isoteleia "just like 

Athenians,1I while the decree for Asklepiodoros dated to 

336/5 (IG 112276) mentions isoteleia IIjust like other 

isoteleis," and the decrees IG II2287,351, and 360 modify 

isoteleia by sp~cifying whi.ch taxes are involved, mainly 

the eisphora tax, extraordinary taxes, and military 

service. It is therefore somewhat unclear what isoteleia 

specifically entailed, especially since IG II2 287 mentions 

all three taxes while IG 1I2 351 and 360 include only the 

eisphora tax and military service. 

One inscription from 338/7 (IG 112237) rewarding 

Phormio and others grants ateleia together with equality in 

the eisphora tax. This is the only decree which combines 

ateleia with a part of isoteleia. The date is very close 

to that of the last known grant of ateleia (336/5) and may 

indicate the gradual change from ateleia to isoteleia. 

Individual Grants 

Honors for those who fought at Phyle, I.G. II210 (401/0) 

This decree, as interpreted by von prott3 was 

introduced by Archinos and used by Aischines (3.187) as an 

3H• von Prott, "Das Psephisma des Archinos," 6th. 
Mitt. 25 (1900) 34-39 • 

..... -. - ... . . .. .. ... .._-_._-------------•.. _._ .. ---- '" .. __ .... _-......... ---., "-- .. ' .......•. _-.. ----_ .... -



example of Athenian prudence in honoring deserving people 

who had distinguished themselves for the Athenian cause. 

However, the honors which Aischines mentions, mainly the 
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sum of 1000 drachma and an honorary wreath, are not extant. 

This together with the fact that this decree does not deal 

with citizens but exclusively with non-citizens led Korte4 

to conclude that it is not the same decree as the reference 

by Aischines, but a related one designed to honor non-

citizens in the same way as citizens had been honored for 

their fight for the return of democracy. Furthermore, on 

the obverse side of the stele is a list of names which 

include the professions or trade of the honorands. On the 

basis of this list, Korte further concluded that these men 

were honored with citizenship. In 1921, Kolbe5 added to 

Korte's interpretation by dividing the honorands into two 

groups, one was granted citizenship, the other was rewarded 

with other honors. The second group consists of those men 

who had joined the fighters at Munichia. Most likeley, 

these men received isoteleia since Xenophon (Hgll. 2.4.25) 

relates that Thrasyboulos promised isoteleia to the metics 

who joined the group in Peiraieus. M.J. Osborne agrees with 

Korte stating that there was more than one group. Osborne 

4A• Koerte, "Zu dem Ehrendekret fuer die 
Phylekaempfer," Atho Mitt. 25 (1900) 392ff. 

5W• Kolbe, "Das Ehrendekret fuer die Retter der 
Demokratie," Kli.Q. 17 (1921) 242-248 • 

... - -_ .. - . --.---- - .-_._-------------
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divides the honorands into three groups, those who joined 

at Phyle and received citizenship, the second that joined 

in Munichia, and the third that joined in Peiraieus. The 

latter two groups received the same privileges, and since 

they were assigned to tribes, the honor must have been 

isoteleia. Furthermore, two of the identifiable names, 

Da~andrides and Gerys, a vegetable seller; appear later as 

isoteleis. 6 

The reason for the honors is clear. Those who fought 

for the restoration of democracy received recognition for 

their bravery. This issue had been on the public mind 

since the restoration which can be seen in Archinos' 

attempt to honor citizens involved in the struggle. 

Furthermore, in 403, Thrasyboulos moved to honor all non

citizens, which included even slaves. However, this 

attempt was thwarted by a graphe paranomon introduced by 

Archinos. Archinos remained victorious for the time being, 

reflecting the conservative attitude in extending 

citizenship.? With the passing of the present decree, a 

compromise seems to have taken place with citizenship being 

granted to-those who joined the fight from the beginning, 

and isoteleia granted to those who joined later. 

6M•J • osborne, Naturalization in Athens, vol. 2 
(Brussel, 1981-1983) 26ff. However, D. Krentz in 
"Foreigners Against the Thirty, 1G 11210," Phoenix 34 
(1980) 298-306 argues that no citizenship was conferred. 

? Ath. ~. 40.2. 

-------- ---------.. -------------~-
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Exiles, 2 I.G. II 37, (ca. 383) 

This decree refers to Lakedaemonian exiles. Some 

received ateleia, while other received isoteleia. The 

inscription refers to relief measures for the exiles. 

The reason for the honors is not clear, but it could 

have been in relation to the Spartan siege of Thebes, when 

the Spartans wanted the Thebans to join Sparta in their 

expedition against Olynthos. Some Thebans fled to Athens 

and found asylum there. 8 

2 [ _____ ], I.G. II 83 (378/7); SEG X,91, XXIV,10 (421/0) 

The opening of the decree as well as the name of the 

honorand are lost. According to the restoration by 

Kirchner, the Athenian assembly granted hereditary proxenia 

and euergesia, isoteleia, and enktesis. The honored person 

must have lived in Athens, since isoteleia was only granted 

to resident aliens. 

Astykrates and citizens of Delphi, I.G. 112 109 (ca. 363) 

The decree honors Astykrates and Delphians. The 

rider, proposed by Kratinos, honors the followers of 

Astykrates with isoteleia. 9 

8R• Sealey; A ~istory Qf ~ Greek ~ States 700-338 
B.~. (Berkeley, 1976) 406. 

9cf • Ateleia Decrees 172. 

--_ ... _ .. -
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Euphorbos (or Sophorbos) of [ ___ ], I.G. 1I2214 (347/6) 

Kirchner has restored this inscription to include the 

honor of enktesis as well as isoteleia and proxenia with 

euergesia. Because of the condition of the decree it is 

not possible to decide, whether the person has actually 

received these honors. 

Phormio, Karphinas and other Akarnians, I.G. 1I2237 (338/7) 

These men were honored because of their military 

service to Athens. 10 In the first part of the decree 

(11. 6-22) Phormio's citizenship is confirmed. In the 

second part, beginning with line 22, the Akarnians are 

granted enktesis, protection of the boule and strategoi, 

ateleia, and equality with Athenians concerning the 

eisphora tax. This decree is an example of the gradual 

change from ateleia to isoteleia. The Akarnians received 

more than ateleia, but less than isoteleia. 

Asklepiodoros of [ ___ ], I.G. 1I2276 (ca. 336/5) 

Asklepiodoros is praised and honored with an olive 

wreath, he is invided to dinner, and he and his descendan.ts 

received isoteleia. Asklepiodoros won the gratitude of the 

Athenians because of his help concerning the triremes. 

10cf • Citizenship Decrees 36. 

---_._._ .. _ .. -._. ------------~-.-.. ~-, .. -... ~,.- .. -........ - .....•. 



since the home town of Asklepiodoros is not known, the 

circumstances of the decree cannot be determined. 

[ ], I.G. 112287 (ca. 336/5)11 

The name of the honor and and the reasons for the 

honors have been lost. The man was granted proxenia and 

euergesia, enktesis, and isoteleia. In this decree, the 

grant of isoteleia is explicitly stated as "equality with 

Athenian citizens in taxes, normal and extraordinary, and 

equality in military service" (lines 3-7). 

[ ], I.G. 112288 (336/5) 
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The name and origin of the person honored is not 

known. He received proxenia and euergesia, isoteleia, 

protection by the boule and strategoi, and finally, he was 

invited to dinner. 

Eudemos, son of Philurgos of Plataea, I.G. 112351 and 

Fragment 112624 (330/29) 

Eudemos was honored because of the contributions he 

made to the building of the Panathenaic stadium. 12 Lines 

30-32 refer to special privileges, mainly that Eudemos will 

be equal with the Athenians in military service and the 

11Cf • Enktesis Decrees 137. 

12Enktesis Decrees 141. 

----_. __ .--------- ---_. ------ - --_._------------
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payment of the eisphora tax. This grant is close to an 

isoteleia grant, however, there is no reference to "normal 

and extraordinary taxes" as is the case in I.G. 1I2287. 

Herakleides of salamis, I.G. 1I2360, (325/4) 

Herakleides, like Eudemos, was honored with equality 

in military service and the eisphora tax. However, the 

honor fell short of complete isoteleia. This quasi

isoteleia is part of other honol,·s Herakleides received 

because of his help during the grain shortage in Athens. 13 

Conclusion 

From the fifth century down to the death of Alexander 

the Great, there are few extant isoteleia grants, with only 

two dating from the fifth century. According to the 

available inscriptional evidence, Athenians did not 

increase the number of isoteleia grants during the second 

half of the fourth century, as they did in the case of some 

other honors. 

Since isoteleia is a form of tax exemption, the 

individual honored did not pay metic taxes, the small 

number of decrees and the lack of increase during the 

second half of the fourth century may me due to the need 

for revenues during that period. Even though Athens had 

13Enktesis Decrees 145 • 

.. - -.... _.----- ------- ----- - _.- . --
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organized the Second Athenian Sea League, there is little 

epigraphic evidence that the members contributed a 

reasonable amount of revenues. While this may be due to 

the loss of inscriptions, there is also little infoL~ation 

from the literary sources. The tribute levied by the 

Delian League was often considered burdensome and therefore 

became an issue which was noted by Greek commentators. 

However, this is not t:he case concerning the Second 

Athenian Sea League. Income from the League was not a 

regular annual tribute and could not be depended on as a 

source of revenues. This lack of additional income was 

probably a factor why Athenians granted isoteleia honors 

very sparingly. 

---- ---- - ---------------------
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CONCLUSION 

Athenians used honorary decrees for foreign and 

domestic purposes. In their foreign affairs, they bestowed 

these decrees either to keep or establish Athenian 

influence and connections with other cities. In their 

domestic affairs they gave rewards to influential 

foreigners living either permanently or temporarily in 

Athens. The former involved mainly grants of proxenia and 

euergesia, epimeleia, and to some degree citizenship, the 

latter involved metics as well as foreigners who came to 

Athens frequently and who could benefit from privileges 

such as enktesis or ateleia. 

Throughout the fifth century, Athenians conferred 

these privileges from a basis of power, which she had 

developed through her control of the seas. One way to 

keep that control was through garrisons which protected and 

aided loyal democrats and through officials who oversaw 

Athenian policies. 1 In turn, Athenians remained loyal to 

their supporters. When, for example, those who had helped 

Alcibiades-were forced to flee their city, they were 

welcomed in Athens and became Athenians. 2 Another way of 

control was through political means. One of these was to 

1Russell Meiggs, ~ Athenian Empire (Oxford, 1972) 
206ff. 

2xen. ~. 1.3.18-19; 2.2.1. 
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select and honor individuals in other cities making them 

loyal to Athens. These individuals were the proxenoi. 

Since proxenoi were influential men in their own cities, 

they were particularly useful to Athens in passing on 

information or in helping Athens monetarily or 

economically. Thucydides (3.2.3) describes how the 

Athenian proxenos in Mytilene warned Athens about the 

imminent revolt of Mytilene. An inscription which honors 

Philiskos of sestios (IG 112133) states that he passed on 

information to Athens about Byzantion. Another decree 

honors Apelles of Byzantion (IG 112235) who gave 

information to an Athenian general. Since the Athenian 

proxenoi were usually (although not exclusively) democrats, 

they themselves had an interest in keeping Athenian 

influence in their city. Without such help, democratic 

governments were often at great risk of being overthrown by 

oligarchs. When such an event did occur the Athenian 

proxenoi often found their way to Athens and were welcomed 

there. Several inscriptions indicate that the honored 

person was in Athens when he received the grant. The 

proxenos Pythagoras of Selymbria eIG 121034) was buried in 

Athens, or Phormion and Kariphana of Akarnania (IG 112237) 

went to Athens after he had helped Athens against Philip II 

of Macedon and was consequently banished by Philip. A 

further indication of the importance of the proxenoi is 

that often these men were granted protection together with 

---------------- -----------
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the proxenia. These decrees indicate that a person 

befriending Athens was seen to be at personal risk and that 

their loyalties could be questioned. In addition, proxenoi 

often received enktesis, ateleia, and/or isoteleia which 

was economically beneficial for a proxenos who visited 

Athens frequently. These additional honors drew the 

proxenoi into a close relationship with Athens which was 

not terminated lightly. 

Besides the proxenia grant, citizenship honors were 

also used to bolster foreign policies. Several 

citizenship grants were given to men who had no intention 

of living in Athens and exercize their citizenship rights. 

For example, Sadokos, the son of sitalkes (Thuc. 2.29.5) 

received citizenship because Nymphodoros helped bring the 

war in Thrace to an end. Evagoras, the king of Salamis on 

Cyprus (IG I 2113) was honored because of his grain 

shipments to Athens, but he did not come to live in Athens. 

Such citizenship grants became a tool in Athenian foreign 

policy. 

In their domestic affairs, Athenians used honors, such 

as ateleia or enktesis, as well as citizenship grants as 

rewards for services. The citizens encouraged foreigners 

to settle in the city and gave them a definite social 

status, as well as the ability to go to court in Athens 

through the prostatai. Metics were important in business, 

--- . -- .. -- -.- -
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trade, and even served as hoplites. 3 Although the number 

of metics and their importance concerning Athenian growth 

of power is difficult to judge, there are several 

references that testify to the importance of the metics. 

For example, Diodoros (11.43.3) explained Themistokles' 

policy of attracting foreigners to come to the city, and 

Aristophanes (Acharn. 508) described the metics as the 

city's bran. Despite difficulties, it is certain that 

economic growth was considerable due to Athenian expansion 

of power, and that the metics were an important factor in 

that process. Athenians were aware of the benefits the 

metics brought and rewarded individuals with exemptions 

from fees, the right to buy property, and/or equality with 

Athenians concerning taxes. Those were the honors most 

important to resident aliens. However, the number of 

extant decrees of this type is relatively small, 

particularly in the case of ateleia and isoteleia. 

Although this may be due to the loss of inscriptional 

evidence, the chances of loss of proxeny decrees is as high 

and therefore the relationship between the numbers of 

decrees remains somewhat equal. 

During the whole period in question, the fifth century 

down to 323/2, there are only 27 extant ateleia decrees, 11 

isoteleia, and 31 enktesis decrees. Of the enktesis 

3Meiggs 263f. 

-_. - ._-_ ... - . _. --.'-- - ._._--------
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decrees, most (20) were granted after 353/2 and only five 

in the late fifth century. Of the ateleia decrees, 14 were 

granted in the fifth century and 8 from 353/2 on. In 

addition, 7 isoteleia decrees were granted during this 

period. combining the ateleia and isoteleia grants, they 

show no increase during the fourth century 0 One reason for 

the relative equal distribution may be that since 

exemptions meant less taxes for the city, Athenians 

attempted to keep their revenues as high as possible. In 

356, Leptines proposed a new law (nomos) abolishing any 

form of ateleia. However, this was successfully attacked 

by Demosthenes (20.44) because the law would have made all 

previous grants invalid. The attempt to pass this law 

indicates that Athenians were concerned about their sources 

of revenues. 

When all honorary decrees are considered, the smallest 

number of decrees were conferred from the end of the fifth 

century to 354. Of all (351) extant honorary decrees, 101 

(29 percent) were granted during the fifth century, 68 (19 

percent) from 399 to 354, and 182 (52 percent) from 353 to 

323. This distribution is similar if only proxeny decrees 

are considered. Of 159 extant proxeny decrees 36 (23 per 

cent) are from 399 to 354, while 55 (35 percent) were 

granted between 353 and 323. However, of the 25 extant 

citizenship decrees, 9 (36 percent) were granted in the 

earlier period, and only 5 (20 percent) in the later 
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period. One would expect that at a time when Athens founded 

the Second Athenian Sea League, and successfully pushed her 

claim to Amphipolis and the Chersonese, as well as 

reasserting her dominance in the Aegean Sea, she would 

grant proxenia to induce support and loyalty in other 

cities. According to the available epigraphic evidence, 

this seems not to have been the case. 

During the fifth century, when Athenians expanded 

their power and influence, honorary decrees were granted to 

enhance that status. While Atilenz honored individuals 

comparatively frequently, the grants were nevertheless 

given with Athens' political and military purpose in mind. 

After the defeat in the Peloponnesian War, Athens reacted 

with less activity abroad and even when she attempted to 

reassert her dominance, she did not resort to the same 

tools that had served her well during the fifth century. 

However, during the middle of the fourth century, honorary 

decrees increased greatly. A little over half of all 

extant decrees were granted during a thirty year period. 

The reason was not only that Athenians as well as the 

recipients of the grants placed little value on the honors, 

but also that the power in Greece began to shift in favor 

of Philip II of Macedonia. Athens attempted to halt this 

change and perhaps saw honorary decrees as one tool in this 

endeavor. 

.---.--- .. ------ ... -



16 
23 

27 
28a 
28b 
31 
32 
33 
36 

39 
43 
47 
55 
56 
58 
59 
61 

62 
67 
68,69 
70 
72 
77 
82 
83 
85 
93 
95 
101 
103 
105 
106 

106a 
110 

113 
116 
118 
119 
121 

APPENDIX A 
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465 
450/49 

450/49 
446/5 
440-420 
449-446 
446-432 
449-446 
451-447 

446/5 
445/4 
449-446 
431/0 
440-425 
428/7 
427/6 
430 

435-420 
415-410 
414 
424/3 
440-515 
431-422 
421/0 
421/0 
420 
425-410 
418/7 
412/1 
412/1 
407/6 
411-408 

409/8 
410/09 

410/09 
408/7 
408/7 
407/6 
408/7 

citizens of 
Parianos, Athenodoros, 
Ikesios 

? 
Acheloion 

? 
? 
? 
? 

Athenaios,Korragides, 
Thalykides,Menestratos 

citizens of 
? 
? 

Ariston,sons 
Leonidas, sons 

? 
Apollonophanes 
three men 

several men 
Telemachos and two men 
several men 
Potamodoros, son 
several men 

? 
Asteas 
Polystratos 

? 
Lykon 

? 
? 

Erytion and father 
Archelas 
Polykles, Peiraieos, 

Aristoboulos 
two political exiles 
Thrasyboulos and seven 

men 
Euagoras 
Apollodoros and others 
Oiniades 

? 
? 

Phaselis 
Issa 

Delphi ? 
Boeotia 

? 
? 
? 
? 

Thespiai 

Chalkis 
? 
? 

Larisa 
Halikarnassos 

? 
Kolophon 
Chalcidian 

Peninsula ? 
Sicily 

? 
Boeotia 
Orchomenos 

? 
? 

Aleon 
Phleios 

? 
Achaia 

? 
Samos 
Orchomenos 
Macedonia 
Hellespont 

? 
Kalydon 

Salamis,cyprus 
selymbria 
Old Skiathos 

? 
? 

_ ... _------- --- .-- "."-_.,.- ... -.- ........ _._ .... _ .... - '-'--
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122,156 
125 
136 
143 
144 
145 
146 
147 
148 
150 
152 
153 
154 
157 
158 
159 
160 
171 
177 
1034 

IG 1I2 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
12 
13 
17 
18 
19 
20 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
29 
31 
32 
33 
37 
38 

430-405 
405/4 
446-405 
443-404 
416/5 
424/3 
446-405 
435-405 
430-415 
430-405 
446-405 
446-405 
440-425 
440-415 
430 
420-405 
446-405 
410 
450-430 
460-450 

Antiochides,Phanosthenes 
Polypos 

? 
Iphiades 
Proxenidos 
Sotimos,sons 
Proxenos,sons 

? 
? 
? 

Timanax 
? 

two men, sons 
? 
? 

Dorkis and wife 
? 
? 

two men ? 
Pythagoras 

405/4 citizens of 
403/2 ? 
403/2 ? 
403/2 ? 
403/2 Theozotidos,sons 
403/2 Apemantos 
403/2 ? 
424/3 Herakleides 
post 403/2 ? 
401/0 several men 
411,399 Pythophanes 
399/8 Aristean 
394/3 Sthorys 
3~4/3 ~i~nysios 
394/3 Phil[_] 
393/2 Euagoras 
390/89 ? 
388/7 ? 
387,390 Archippos, Hipparchos 
387/6 Archippos, Hipparchos 
394-387 Iphitos 
416/5 Kalllippos 
387/6 Phanokritos 
386/5 Hebryzelmidos 
385/4 Archonides,Demon 
385 or 403 exiles 
383 exiles 
435-405 ? 

- --.---- - .-.-----------~ 

198 

Andria 
Gortyna (Gortys) 

? 
Abydos 
Knidos 
Herakleia 
Chalke ? 

? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 

Dorian state ? 
? 
? 
? 

Selymbria 

Samos 
? 
? 
? 
? 

Thasos ? 
? 

Klazomenai 
? 
? 

Phaistos 
Achaion 
Thasos 
Syracuse 
Rhodos 
Salamis 

? 
? 

Thasos 
Thasos 
Pharsalos 
Gyrton 
Parianos 
Odrysia 
Sicily 
Thasos 

? 
? 



39 379/8 
48 409/8 
49 400/399 
51 387/6 
52 387/7 
53 387/6 
54 387/6 
55 ( a) , (b) 387/6 
56 387/6 
57 387/6 
58 378/7 
60 420-405 
61 378/7 
62 378/7 
63 378/7 
64 early 4th c. 
65 early 4th c. 
66 early 4th c. 
69 early 4th c. 
70 378/7 
71 426/5 
72 378/7 
73 415-405 
74 378/7 
75 410-407 
76 378/7 
77 378/7 
78 378/7 
79 378/7 
80 378/7 
81 378/7 
82 378/7 
83 378/7 
85 378/7 
86 378/7 
95 377/6 
101 373/2 
103 369/8 
106 368/7 
107 368/7 
108 366/5 
109 363/2 
110 363/2 
117 361/0 
118 361/0 
119 360/59 
121 357/6 
128 356/5 
129 356/5 
130 355/4 
131 355/4 

four men 
? 

citizens of 
Ak[_l 
grandsons of xanthippes 
Philytos 

? 
? 
? 
? 
? 

Xanthippos 
A[_J 

? 
Echembrotos 

? 
Charikleidos 

? 
? 

three men 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 

Philinos 
Komaios 
Melenthios 

? 
Epichares 

? 
Oliades 

? 
? 
? 

Larisa 
? 

Abydos 
Delphi 

? 
? 
? 

Potideia 
? 
? 
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Eresos (Lesbos) 
? 

Sikles 
Olenos 
Kleonai 
Samos 

? 
Kaphya (Arcadia) 

? 
? 

Salamis ? 
? 
? 
? 
? 

Byzantion 
? 
? 
? 
? 

Megara 
? 
? 
? 
? 

Apollonides,son of 
Alcestas 
Dionysios 
Koroibos 

Amyntos ? 

several men 
? 

Astykrates and others 
Menelaos 
Protomachos 

? 
several men 

? 
two men 
Zopyros 

Lachares,son of Chares 
? 

Syracuse 
Syracuse 
Lakedaemonia 
Mytilene 

? 
Delphi 
Pelagonia 

? 
Potideia 
Tachos (Egypt) 

? 
Neopolis 

? 
Apollonia 

? 
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132 355/4? ? 
133 355/4 Philiskos,son of Lykon Sestios 
134 354/3? ? 
135 354/3? ? 
136 354/3 Apollonides Halikarnassos 
138 353/2 Mennias ? ? 
139 353/2? ? 
141 376-60 straton Sidon 
142 mid 4th c.? Halikarnassos 
145 403/2,368-353 Eukles, Philokles ? 
146 361/0? ? 
151 353/2? ? 
152 353/2 Timaphenidas Ainos 
161 353/2 Poimenidas and [ ___ ] Megalopolis 
162 353/2 Diokles and [ ___ ]ippos Katana 
168 353/2? ? 
172 353/2 Democharis,son of Nymphaios ? 
173 353/2? ? 
174 405/4 Epikerdes Kyrene 
176 353/2 Hali[ ___ ],Zeuximachon, ? 

Heniochos, father of [ ___ ] 
177 353/2? Aetolia 
180 353/2 family of pyrros and Skyros 

Lykomedos 
181 353/2 Poseidanios ? 
182 353/2 Apollodoros and [ ___ ] ? 
183 353/2? ? 
184 353/2? ? 
185 353/2? ? 
187 353/2? ? 
188 353/2? ? 
189 353/2? ? 
190 353/2 King of Pelagonia 
191 353/2? ? 
193 353/2 Protis Thasos 
195 353/2 Aristokrates ? ? 
197 353/2? ? 
199 353/2? ? 
202 410-403 ? ? 
205 351/0 Demokrates,son of Euboios Lampsakos 
206 349/8 Theagenes,son of Xenokles Naukratis 
207 349/8 Orontes,Persian satrap 
208 349/8 Echinaios ? 
211 348/7 citizens of olynthos 
212 347/6 sons of Leukon Bosporos 
214 347/6 Euphrobos ? 
218 346/5 Dioskourides,brothers Abderos? 
219 345/4? ? 
221 344/3? ? 
222 344/3 Peisitheides Delos 
224 343/2? ? 
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Arybbas,king of the Molossoi 226 
228 

343/2 
341/0 several envoys Elaious (Thrace) 

? 
233 
235 
237 
238 

239 
240 
241 
242 
243 
245 
246 
248 

340/39 
340/39 
338/7 
338/7 

337/6 
337/6 
337/6 
337/6 
337/6 
352-336 
350/49 
343/2 

Aratos and citizens of 
Apelles 

Phormian and Karphinas 
Drakontides, son of 
Amphoteros and Hegesias, 
son of stesagoros 

Tenedos 
Byzantion 
Akarnania 
Andros 

Alchimachos,Antipatros Mac~d~nia 
official at court of Philip II 

? ? 
? 

Kalliteles 
exiles 

? 
Damoxenos,son of Philo

damos 

? 
? 

Boeotia 
? 

Tarentum 

250 336/5? ? 
251 336/5? ? 
252 mid 4th c. two men Chios 
253 336/5? ? 
254 336/5? ? 
255 336/5? ? 
256 336/5? ? 
257 336/5? ? 
263 336/5? ? 
264 336/5 Iatrokles ? 
265 336/5? ? 
266 336/5? Astakos 
267 336/5? Akarnania 
269 336/5? ? 
270 336/5? ? 
271 336/5 Ktesikrates ? ? 
272 336/5? ? 
274 336/5? Sestos 
275 336/5? Chersonesos 
276 336/5 Asklepiodoros ? 
278 336/5 Echedamos and [ ___ ] ? 
279 336/5 Bion Tenos 
282 336/5? ? 
284 336/5 Kleomis,son of Apollodoros Meth~~a 
285 336/5 son of [ ___ ] Phaselis 
286 336/5? ? 
287 336/5? ? 
288 336/5? ? 
289 336/5? ? 
290 336/5? ? 
292 336/5? ? 
293 336/5? ? 
297 336/5? ? 
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301 
302 
303 
306 
307 
308 
323 
324 
328 
331 
332 
335 
336 
337 
339 

342 

343 

344 
345 
346 
347 
348 
350 
351 

352 
353 
357 
359 
360 
362 
363 
364 
365 
366 
368 
369 
373 
405 
406 
409 
416 
419 
420 
421 
422 
423 
425 

336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
336/5 
335/4 
335/4 
334/3 
334/3 
333/2 
333/2 

332/1 

332/1 

332/1 
332/1 
332/1 
332/1 
331/0 
331/0 
330/29 

330/29 
329/8 
327/6 
326/5 
325/4 
324/3 
324/3 
324/3 
323/2 
323/2 

332/1,323/2 
323/2 
322/1 

335-330 
332/1 
330/29 
330/29 
336/5 
336/5 

ante 318/7 
ante 318/7 
post 336/5 
post 336/5 

? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 

Archippos 
citizens of 

Lykos, son of 
Aristokleidos 

Apses, son of [ ___ ], 
[ ___ ] son of Apses 
Pollonides, son of 

Demetrios 
Theophantos 

? 
? 

Amphis 
? 

? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 
? 

Kiton 
Pydna 

Tyros 

Sidon 

? 
? 
? 

Andria 
? 
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two men 
Eudemos, son of 

Philurgos 

Epidamnos, Apollonia 
Plataiai 

? 
? 
? 
? 

Herakleides 
? 

Dionysios 
? 

Lapyris, son of Kallias 
? 

Theophantos 
? 

Euenos, son of Euepios 
Amyntoros 

? 
? 

Praxiades 
sotratos 

? 
sotairos 

P[ ___ ] son of Diophantos 
? 

[ ___ ] son of Thyion 

? 
? 
? 
? 

Salamis 
? 
? 
? 

Kleonia 
? 
? 
? 

Argos 
? 
? 
? 

Kos 
? 
? 

Amphipolis 
? 
? 
? 

-- ----------
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426 post 336/5 ? ? 
429 post 336/5 ? ? 
430 post 336/5 ? ? 
434 post 336/5 ? ? 
435 post 336/5 ? ? 
438 post 336/5 ? ? 
448 323/2 Euphron Sikyon 
511 370-334 ? ? 
541 ante 303 ? ? 

IG 1 3 

28b 435-425 ? ? 
56 440-425 ? ? 
57 435-400 ? ? 
70 430-420 [-] and sons Achilleus ? 

and Philippos 
95 415/4 ? ? 
121 410-405 ? ? 
122 413-405 ? Ionia 
155 440-430 Krison and brothers ? 
157 440-410 ? ? 
169 430-415 ? ? 
171 425-405 ? ? 
172 435-405 ? ? 
176 420-405 ? ? 
183 post 445 ? ? 
225 420-405 two men ? ? 

SEG II 8 
4th c. ? ? 

SEG XVI 51 
340/39 ? ? 

SEG XVI 52 
339/8 ? ? 

SEG XIX 54· 
4th c. ? Halikarnassos 

SEG XXI 288 
327/6 ? ? 

SEG XXI 290 
324/3 ? ? 

SEG XXV 30 
425-405 ? ? 

SEG XXVIII 48 
394/3 ? ? 



APPENDIX B 

LITERARY REFERENCES TO HONORARY DECREES 

Aeschin. 3.258 
ante 481/0 Arthmios, son of Pythonax Zeleia 

Arist. Pol. 1304a. 9-10 
428/7 Dexandros and others Mytilene 

Athen. 13.603 e-f 
440/39 Hermesilaos Chios 

Herod. 8.136 
ante 480 Alexandros, son of Amyntas Macedonia 

Polemon, fgmt. 89 
414/3 Artas, dynast of Messapia 

Thuco 2.29.5 
431/0 Nymphodoros Abdera 

Thuc. 2.85. 5-6 
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430/29 Nikias Gortyna (crete) 

Thuc. 8.92.8 
412/1 Thoukydides Pharsalos 

---------------~--- .... -- .- ._-_ ........ - .... -. 



Aeschines 

3.85 
3.178 
3.187 
3.258 

Andocides 

1.4 
1.87 
2.20-21 

Aristophanes 

Arch. 19-22 
Peace 164-172 
Vesp. 283 

Atheneion Politeia 

16.9 
26.3-4 
40.2 
42.1 
43.3-5 
54.3 
56.3 
58.2 
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ANCIENT AUTHORS CITED 

Demosthenes 

9.41-43 
13.23-24 
16.4-5 
16.21 
18.93 
18.116 
19.271-272 
20.18 
20.27 
20.30-32 
20.35 
21.155 
23.118-119 
23.126 
23.141 
23.199-201 
23.203 
23.213 
35.33-35 
45.85 
53.18 
59.89-91 
59.92 
59.94-95 
59.100-103 
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Herodotus 

1.54 
6.111 
7.107 
8.136-143 
9.29 

!socrates 

9.51 
15.166 

Lysias 

7.4 
13.70-72 
23.2 

Plutarch 

Arist. 7.8 
cim. 4.7 
Them. 6.2 

Thucydides 

1.19 
1.112 
1.771-774 
2.22 
2.29 
2.53 
2.68 
2.85 
3.34 
3.53-55 
3.82-83 
3.86 
4.124-125 
5.18 
5.43 
6.89 
7.1 
8.21 
8.28 
8.73 
8.92 

Xenophon 

Hell. 1.1.21 
1,2.13 
1.3.10 
1.3.18 
1.6.24 
1.7.9 
2.2.1 
4.8.25-26 
5.1.25-26 
7.1.27 
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