RANSOM OF THE ATHENIANS BY EPIKERDES
(Prate 31)

RAGMENT from the right side of a stele of Pentelic marble, found in the exca-
vations of the Athenian Agora on September 19, 1969, built into the wall of the

cut for the Electric Railway just north of the tracks (J 5). The roughpicked back is
preserved.

Height, 0.258 m.; width, 0.216 m.; thickness, 0.128 m.
Height of letters, 0.011 m.
Inv. No. I 7065.

The new fragment belongs with, but does not join, two other pieces from the
same inscription published as I.G., IT%, 174.* It is now possible to recover a continu-
ous text, with the gap between the upper and lower fragments bridged by the Agora
stone. The new evidence is of exceptional interest for the history of Athens in the late
fifth century B.c.

NEW TEXT OF I.G., IT?, 174
a. 405/4 a. STOIX. 29

Eadikép[dns Kvpnpvatlos]
E v e p [y é v 1 5]

[€00]€ev ™ [ Boliju kal Téu Spwe "Epex]

[Onis ém]pvr|dveve, ... .. .. éyplap[p]

5 [dreve, ..... ° ... émeordr]e, *Aleflas 405/4
[Apxe, .... ..
[eképdne 7@ Kvpmrat]ww os dvre dvdp
[} dyaBde kal pdha air]iow yeyevrnuév
[we Tos dAdvTas molir]as Tos €€ Sikeh

10 [tas 76 pn amofavév év] @ molépwe ady
[70s yap pvas ékarov] éfehovmys és ow
[mmpiav tjveyker davd | \wow *AOnvaio
[s, dv0® &v drelelas Se]douérms vmo 76 &
[0 vDv émédwre TN |avrov dpyvpio *A

.. €lme ém|awéoar 'Emr

t Studied most recently by Ian Pelirka, The Formula for the Grant of Enktesis in Attic
Inscriptions, Prague, 1966, pp. 39-41, with photographs on pl. 8. Peéirka has a bibliography on
the sculpture as well as a small but important correction in the text and, discarding some accepted
restorations, he shows that the inscription is not concerned with a grant of enktesis. I am indebted
to the director of the Agora excavations, T. Leslie Shear Jr., for permission to make this pre-
liminary publication of the new piece.
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15 [Oyraios kai dANa] €D memoinkey *Aby
[vaiwy Tov dHuov ka]l & viv émayyeld
[uevos moiet, ored |avdoat Te avr|[ov wd |
[Av BadN6 oreddvarn] ka[i] é[mawéoar k]
[al md\w] dv[Spayabias évexa kal edv]

20 [otas] Ths és "Afn[vaios éu mavri kaipd |
[v ko]l €lvar kal [adrde TuxEy dANwv dy]
[af]&v *Abymow k[ aldmep dv airiron *A]
Onvaios: dveiré[v 8¢ kai 7oV Kijpuka ]
[plooknpiéavra é[v T@d dydr T@dr adri]

25 ko pdha év dorer [8rv mpdrepov "Emuké |
pdns 6 Kvpnalo[s pvis ékarov éorjre]
vrev "Abnvaio[is és cwrnpiav dvl dv k]
al avrov éote| pdvwoav avdpayalbias]
[€]veka kal edv|otas THs és Afnraios 7]

30 [o] ¢ ymdiopa 7[86€ dvaypdipar Tov ypa]
[w]paréa s Bol[7s éu wéhew év o]
[Ae]Obvme * *Apxel . . . . €ime Ta pév dAha]
[kaBdmep 7H]e Bo[Ajt — — — — — = — — — ]

lacuna

Epikerdes the Kyrenaian had given one hundred minas to help ransom the
Athenian captives from Syracuse after the disastrous defeat of 413 B.c. His bene-
factions have found reference in a speech of Demosthenes (XX) wpos Aemrivyr, in
which Demosthenes argues against a proposed law which would deny the granting
of dré\eta to benefactors. He cites Epikerdes as a notable example of a benefactor
in past days who had received such a grant, quoting the decree once passed honoring
him and saying in part (XX, 42) : ofros yap dvijp, s 70 Ynjdiopa Todro Snhot 76 767
avr$ ypadév, Tols dhovor T8’ v Sukelig T&Y moMTdY, év TowavTy Tupopd kalbeoTnrbow,
Edwke uvas ékatov kol 700 uy TG Mpd wdvras adrovs dmofavelv aitidraros éyévero.

The decree which Demosthenes quotes has been partially preserved in this new
fragment of 1.G., IT%, 174 found in the Athenian Agora. His quotation is remarkably
close: [pdha air]iwe of line 8 corresponds to aimwrdre in Demosthenes; [70s aAévras
wolir]as tos €€ Swkel[las] of lines 9-10 corresponds to 7ols dhobot 767 év Suxehiq T@dv
molr@v in Demosthenes; and [76 un dmofavey év] 7éu molépwr of line 10 corresponds
to 700 p) — — — — dmofaveiv of Demosthenes. Even the Demosthenic verb éyévero
reflects the participle yeyernuév[wi] of lines 8-9 of the inscription. The text of the
inscription can be restored with confidence on the basis of Demosthenes’ quotation
of it.

In a measure, the parallelism between the text of the inscription and the text
of Demosthenes continues. The Demosthenic text runs as follows (XX, 42): kai
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perd tabra, Sobeioms dreletas avrd Sia Tabra mwap’ Vudv, 6pdv év TY moNéup wPd TAV
Tpidkovra pukpov amavilovra Tév dfjuov Xpnpdrey, Tdlavrov Edwkey avrds émaryyeikduevos.

The decree, in line 11, mentions the hundred minas (restored) and goes on to
mention also the grant of dré\eia which followed this benefaction. There must now
have come a lapse in time between the granting of dréheia (which implies an honorary
decree) and the later grant of a talent of silver from Epikerdes to the Athenian people.
The new epigraphical fragment from the Agora is dated in 405/4 by the name of
the archon Alexias. It was not long before the time of the Thirty, and the clause in
the text of Demosthenes which states this fact, mpo 7&dv rpidkovra uwikpdy, should not
be athetized.” The ransom of the prisoners came earlier; the granting of dré\eia and
the consequent gift of a talent came later. This last, with other unspecified benefac-
tions, was the occasion for the present decree of 405/4.

The restoration of the inscription, from line 11 to line 20, is made difficult by a
certain grammatical non sequitur. The case changes in lines 9-11 from dative to
nominative, but clearly the donation of the hundred minas was part of the first
benefaction and quite distinct from the later gift of a talent of silver, both in time
and purpose. Since the herald was to proclaim the new honor, he might well not
have rehearsed the old honor if he had not been ordered specifically to do so. This
is the purport of lines 23-29. When making the proclamation (dvewné[v]) the herald
was to make an additional preliminary proclamation ([mp]ooknpdéarra) repeating
the earlier announcement and recounting the reason for the first honors. The lan-
guage of lines 26-29 helps in the restoration of lines 11-12. The occasion for the
first honor was the ransom grant of a hundred minas. These words are to be restored
in both line 11 and line 26 on the authority of Demosthenes (loc. ¢it.). This money
was for the safe return of the prisoners to their native Athens (és ow[mmpiav] in
lines 11-12 and [é owmplov] in line 27. The fact that *Afyvaioc[s] is dative in line
27 favors the restoration of the dative in lines 12-13. By granting a hundred minas,
Epikerdes had made a significant outlay ([dvd]Awow) for the Athenians.®

This is the end of the first benefaction. The grant of dré\eia followed, but there
is no mention of this in the summation of lines 24-29 except to say that the benefaction
was rewarded with an olive crown. The second benefaction (a talent of silver, etc.)
was also to be rewarded, and this was the main business of the present decree and its

2 The text of Demosthenes at this point is notoriously difficult. For a comprehensive discussion
see G. H. Schaefer, Apparatus Criticus et Exegeticus ad Demosthenem, 111, 1826, pp. 129-130.
I follow the text as given by Henri Weil, Les Plaidoyers politiques de Démosthéne, 1, 1877, p. 35.
The Oxford text attributes to Weil the suggestion that the words mpd Tév rpiudrovra pixpdv be
athetized, and this supposed improvement was indeed introduced into the second edition of 1883.

¢ Epigraphically, the doubtful letter here could be either alpha, or delta, or lambda. The
restoration is problematical and may well not be correct. Among suggestions for the restoration
of line 12 are the following: (1) [éorjveyxe iv]a dow *Abyaloi[s], (2) [Fye iva Mrpla dow *Abyaio[s],
and (3) [}yev iva dmo]dbow *Abyvaior.
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supplement, the latter now lost except for the introductory formula (lines 32-33). An
olive crown was to be given again (wd\w) ; the Athenians in 405/4 had no gold, and
the previous benefactions were to be remembered.

I find the current restoration of 1.G., II?, 174 for lines 24-26 awkward: *E[mué-
pdn & Té adrt]ka pdha év dorer [dydve 8me 8de “Emké]pdys, and prefer the text as
given above, which I owe to a suggestion of David Lewis. The phyle in prytany had
eight letters. Kekropis is excluded by the length of the name of its secretary (I.G., I
126), but either Erechtheis or Antiochis is possible. If the prytany was Antiochis,
and if A. M. Woodward is right that Antiochis held the seventh prytany,* this
brings the decree close to the time of the Dionysia. But since 405/4 was probably
an intercalary year,’ the first day of the seventh prytany would be the 233rd day of
the year, while the first day of Elaphebolion would be the 267th day of the year. It is
thus evident that the Dionysiac festival (lines 24-25) would fall well within the
eighth, not the seventh, prytany. With both Kekropis and Antiochis eliminated, there-
fore, as possible restorations for lines 3-4 the choice devolves upon Erechtheis, and
this name may be there restored. The language of lines 24-25 implies the imminence
of the Dionysiac festival. It is instructive to compare the phraseology of lines 13 ff.,
beginning with dvf’ é&v (restored), with lines 11-12 of I.G., IT?, 1, of the same year,
Kol dvri Gv €b memovjkaaw "Abnvaios kal viv mepl OGS mowdvTouw kal éomydvrar dyadd,
where the Samians were recognized as having performed valuable services and as
still, at the time of the decree, continuing to do so.’

Bexyamin D. MERITT
AMERICAN ScrooL oF CLASSICAL STUDIES
ATHENS, GREECE

¢ Hesperia, XXV, 1956, pp. 111, 115.

5 See B. D. Meritt, T.4.P.A., XCV, 1964, p. 210. The computation of dates is here approximate.

8 The restoration in line 13 I owe to A. G. Woodhead. Both to him and to David Lewis I am
indebted for sympathetic counsel during the preparation of this report.
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1.G., II?, 174 4+ Acora INv. No. I 7065
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