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of Zeus with mortal women.2 Uncommon (and Hesiodic) verb, identical context, 
and perfect agreement with the remains of the letters on the papyrus: all this is 
beyond coincidence. Obviously POxy. 2354. 16, when intact, was none other 
than the very verse which Maximus has preserved. 

Mention of the race of kings, 7yvoq Ku6pOiv partkXftov, many of whom are 
recorded in the Catalogue, is of course hardly surprising in a Hesiodic context. It 
was Ascraean Hesiod himself who asserted EK i At6 n paotkfie (Theog. 96). Nor is 
there the slightest reason to doubt Maximus' familiarity with the Catalogue of 
Women. That this work was still in circulation in his time we learn from the 
actual papyri, such are the dates of some of them. There exists even more telling, 
since more specific, evidence. For Maximus himself at 26. 4 (p. 312. 13-15 H.) 
explicitly reveals that he was familiar with this very poem: KaOdntep 6 ' Hoiobog, 

oopig Pev Ta y7vrq T)OV flp(cxov &rnb yuvattKcv apX6COvog, KacTaCXyov Ty vr, 
o6Crtt Ei fi E(pU KTX., clearly a reference to the Catalogue of Women. In yet 

another passage, 18. 9 (p. 230. 8-10 H.), he mentions, in a comparable context, 
kings: 'Hot68( 6i asi6ouotv ai Mooalt Tz aiXo 1 ?i yuvatKcv EpcoTazq Kai 
t&v6ppv Kai Tnoctapov EpocTaq Kai pacnttXov Kai (puTQv;t3 

In a word, here is the sixteenth verse, complete and intact, of the Hesiodic 
Catalogue of Women-onc pPcaiv(ov ia T&nptca y7voS Kup6ov 3ttpaotiov. 

R. RENEHAN 

University of California, 
Santa Barbara 

2. Zeig in v. 15 is a restoration, but the sense is not in doubt, even if the ipsissima verba may be. 
Verse 5 begins ptcoyo6cvcn 0coio[tv, and Poseidon, Ares, and Hermes are mentioned in vv. 17, 18, and 
21 respectively. Zeus was certainly named before them. See Lobel on v. 15: "The subject is Zeus, who 
must have been mentioned in this or the next verse." He was not mentioned in the next verse, as will 
appear, if it has not already. 

3. Both these passages of Maximus contain textual difficulties (which do not affect my argument), 
but the editio maior of Maximus, which has long been in preparation by G. L. Koniaris, is now so near 
completion that I can with confidence refer the reader to that work for the details. 

KAHPQZEI EK -IPOKPITQN IN FOURTH-CENTURY ATHENS 

Most students of Athenian history believe that K pi(pootq ?cK npoKpiTT0v was 
used in fifth-century Athens for the election of archons and perhaps of other 

magistrates but was abolished some time after 458/57 and was no longer used in 
the fourth century.' On the introduction of the procedure, scholars are divided. 
Some accept the information given at Athenaion Politeia 8. 1 that KXiLpoXctS EK 
ipoKpiTcov was instituted by Solon and used for all magistrates selected by lot. 
Others are skeptical and hold that KXk/poctS EK itpoKpiTov was never used 
before 487/86.2 On this view the ascription to Solon is a reflection of the contro- 
versy about the ancestral constitution. 

1. Cf., e.g., C. Hignett, A History of the Athenian Constitution (Oxford, 1952), p. 227. 
2. Cf., e.g., P. J. Rhodes, A Commentary on the Aristotelian "Athenaion Politeia"(Oxford, 1981), p. 

148 (introduced by Solon); Hignett, History, p. 227 (introduced in 487/86). 
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148 (introduced by Solon); Hignett, History, p. 227 (introduced in 487/86). 
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In a recent monograph V. L. S. Abel has collected and analyzed the evidence 
for nTp6KpplGt and has concluded that Kkqlpoyotg ?CK TtpoKpiTcov was still used in 

fourth-century Athens for all sortitive magistrates, probably even the pouXEuTai. 
To quote Abel: "The magistracies were never intended to and never did include 
all citizens in turn or even all citizens who volunteered. Candidates for office 
were always elected in the Athenian democracy from Solon to Aristotle. This 
election was called prokrisis. The allotment of the actual officials was only the 
final step of the appointment procedure."3 If she is right, the consequences are 
far-reaching and we will have to revise our view of the nature of the Athenian 
democracy in the fourth century. 

Abel has provided us with a most helpful collection of the sources and the 
literature on np6KptoYt, and her analysis is thought-provoking and often inge- 
nious. On the central issue, however, I will defend the traditional view: in fourth- 
century Athens magistrates were either elected or selected by a simple sortition 
from among candidates who volunteered. For the archons, however, the Kkrl- 
po)otS ?K npoKpiTov of the fifth century was replaced by a double sortition, and 
nomination of candidates was used only in the demes for councillors (we are 
ignorant of the procedure used). In this article I will discuss the principal sources: 
Plato Apology 35A; Isocrates 7. 22-23; Aristotle Athenaion Politeia 8. 1, 22. 5, 
62. 1; Demosthenes 57. 46; and some passages from Plato's Laws. 

I 

Plato Apology 35A7-B2 is sometimes adduced as an absolute proof that np6- 
KpGtot in the technical sense still existed in 399. The passage runs as follows: o' 
(viz. who fear death) lEPoi 6oKOUotv aioDXvrlv T no6kst nEptditTlCEv, OcTC' av 
Ttva Kai Ti)V ~:vWv 6nOkapdiv oTt oi 6ta(p;povT8c 'A0qvaiwv eiS apEfilv, oi.S 
aUTOi ;CauT6v ev TC T taiq ap(ait Kai ac atdiL atS TtptlS i pOKpivouotl, OUTOt 

yuvaitKc OI6iV 6iappouot v. According to J. Burnet, A. E. Raubitschek, and 
Abel, the necessary conclusion from this statement is that KXflpootg ?;K rtpo- 
KpiTov was still used in 399 B.C., that is, after the reestablishment of the 
democracy.4 But to evaluate the passage properly one must place it in context 
and consider not only ai apXai, but the implications for ai iakkat Ttpiai as well. 

From the lines preceding the quotation we learn that the persons referred to 
by Socrates are Athenians who, when charged with a capital offense, for fear of 
death behave in a manner unworthy of gentlemen (Ap. 35A1-7). But the persons 
put on trial are not pre-elected candidates, but rather some of the elected magis- 
trates, principally the strategoi, who always ran a serious risk of being sentenced 
to death by a 6uKacoriptov. The preferable rendering of rKpoKpivetv, therefore, is 
not "pre-elect" in a technical sense, but rather "elect, give preference to," as in, 
for example, Xenophon Anabasis 6. 1. 26 To [PEvTot o ERE 7rpoKptfnvact (p' 6l'U v 

3. Prokrisis, Beitrage zur klassischen Philologie 148 (Konigstein, 1983), p. 3. 
4. Burnet, Plato's "Euthyphro," "Apology of Socrates," and "Crito" (Oxford, 1924), p. 147; 

Raubitschek, "Prokrisis (Apologie 35A7-B2)," Politeia und Res Publica, Palingenesia, vol. 4 (Wies- 
baden, 1969), pp. 89-90; Abel, Prokrisis, p. 48. 
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adpovTa AaK6c6atPovioU av6pbg ap6vToo.5 Moreover, Socrates refers not only 
to magistracies (apXai) but also to persons entrusted with other honorable tasks 
(aikka Tt'ait), for example, officials such as envoys who were often put on trial 
and sometimes sentenced to death. Now, if nrpoKpivetv in Apology 35B2 has its 
technical meaning, one must conclude that envoys and officials other than 
magistrates were selected by a KXflpWotS ?K lEpoKpicov. But np6Kptotg was 
certainly not used in the selection of envoys and is not attested for other zttai 
bestowed by the people on Athenian citizens. So again the meaning of npoKpivEtv 
must be "select the best" rather than the technical sense, "pre-elect candidates." 
Plato Apology 35A7-B2 cannot, therefore, be adduced as evidence for KkiqpcwotS 
?K npoKpiiTcov in 399. 

II 

A passage in Isocrates' Areopagiticus strongly suggests that KXfpcWoti ?K 

7npoKpiTcwv was no longer used for electing magistrates when the speech was 
composed in about 355. In sections 19-35 Isocrates constantly contrasts the 
deplorable state of contemporary democracy with the ideal ancestral democracy 
introduced by Solon. The constitution itself is described in sections 20-27. In 
this part of the speech Isocrates makes extensive use of antithesis and constantly 
applies the figure KaT' apotv Kai 90octv ("our ancestors did not . . but did 

rather..."). The implication is always: our ancestors did not... -as we do 
today. The first, negative part of the figure expresses Isocrates' view of the 
contemporary democracy and its institutions. Selection of magistrates is described 
in sections 22-23 in the following way: 

oi yap KaT' cKEIVOV TOV Xp6VOV... OKOUV TziV iO6ktv, 06K ? &ndtavTov Tr &p&d; 

KkrpOOVTzs &kkd& TOUg; fPE3TiGTOUS Kai TO0U iKavWTaTouS Ep' EKOaTOV TCOV Ezpyov 

n1poKpivovTzs. TOtIOUTOu yap kInttov ?ooe0at Kai TOUg dXXou;, oioi nep tiv (botv oi 

Tzv npayt6-Tv nttozTaTOUVTEz . (23) CrteiTa Kai 6riOTItKoTEpaV ?v6Optov elvat TaTrlv 
TlV KaTldTaoiotv TV zv 6i TOO XayX6vEtv 7tyvo9t;v qv' ~v yvov 4yap Tz KpXrlpcoYt TlV 

TZ6Xv ppapeuoEtv Kai TnoXkaKIt k?ESO6at T zS &PXdS To6S 6otyaPXiacS T0upI OvTitg, 
?V 6i Tz(o 7IOKpiVElV Tzo) , ?7tet1K?OTauTOUS TOV 6?toV goeo0aL KUptOV tX?ocaL TOiS 
dyan)OvTaS PdktLXoTa TIV Ka0eoTCoavV nOkITriav. 

Both Rhodes and Abel take the view that npoKpivetv in section 22 has the general 
meaning "to give preference to the best" and not the technical meaning "to pre- 
elect candidates."6 On this interpretation, Isocrates' account is not incompatible 
with the view that np6oKptoSt was still used in fourth-century Athens. But 
the following observations are, in my opinion, inescapable. (a) According to 

Isocrates, the procedure used in contemporary Athens was KXkipo)at; 4 &a6dVTOv 

5. The passages in which ntpoKpivetv has the general meaning "elect the best" and not the technical 

meaning "to pre-elect" are listed and discussed by Abel, Prokrisis, pp. 9-10. In his review of Abel in 
CR 33 (1983): 344-45, D. Lewis also doubts the weight of P1. Ap. 35A-B as evidence for Kxilppootg ?K 
tIpoKpitcV. 

6. Rhodes, Commentary, p. 147; Abel, Prokrisis, pp. 10-11, 55-56. 
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(22), not KXrfpo;otg ?K npoKpiTwv. (b) The opposition KkrlpoOvT?z versus npo- 
KpivovT?c clearly indicates that npoKpivEtv here has its technical meaning, "to 
pre-elect." Accordingly, np6Kptlot is singled out as a characteristic of the 
Solonian democracy, opposed to the KkiPO)otS used in Isocrates' own day. 
(c) For a full understanding of Isocrates' description of Tp6oKpntot under the 
ancestral democracy, we must adduce the passage in the Panathenaicus where he 
returns to the problem, now associating the ancestral democracy with the period 
from Theseus to Solon: nItpi 6 TOiq acXUTOiU Xp6vouV KaOioTamoav Tni Ti' &apXc 
Tzoi 7tpoKpt09vTaCv tnO TIv T pv ?TUe6Tv Kai TzOv 86rUoTCIV (12. 145). When com- 
bined with the last clause of 7. 23 (?iv 6i TcO poKpivetV KrT.), this passage allows 
the following reconstruction: during the ancestral democracy Athenian magis- 
trates were selected by a nTp6Kptotm conducted locally in the tribes and demes 
but followed by an election conducted centrally in the ?KKkrlcoia. 

In the light of 12. 145 I suggest the following interpretation of 7. 23: "because 
of the np6Kptotu [conducted locally] of the most able [candidates], the demos [in 
the EKKXkroia] will have the power to elect those who are most loyal to the 
established constitution." So the procedure is ai'pecol ?K tpoKpiTov, which is in 
perfect harmony with what we learn about the Thesean democracy from Demos- 
thenes 59. 75: ?7E16ir 6&; OTC?ci5 (cuv6tKIoEV au Cot; Kai 6l1poKpaTiav 7'roirG?v 
Kai r n6Xti; inokudavpwmnoqS y7vTo, TrOV [?v pt3aaclta o65C v fiTTOV 6 6 so; 
r peiTo ?K 1TpoKpiToV KCaT 

' 
avpayaOiav XetpoTov6v. It is also worth noting 

that the paper constitution of 412/11 recorded in Athenaion Politeia 30 pre- 
scribed election from pre-elected candidates as the procedure for filling the most 
important boards of magistrates: aipcp0at 6tk ndavTcag TO6TOu [sc. the boards of 
magistrates recorded above] ?K nTpoKpiTCov, ?K T(rv dfei POUVSUO6VT-OV tnkXiou 

npoKpivovTac (30. 2). Obviously, aipeot ?EK TcpoKpiTcwv was taken, by some 
Athenians, to be a part of the ancestral constitution; and most important, the 
procedure was in fact applied in fourth-century Athens to the election of oc(ppo- 
voCTai: Ein&v 6s 6OKtPaCt06)Colv oi Epn00oit, oUkkUEyVTEc ot 7MaT?peg auTOv Kact 

pokdX& Op6oTavTeg caipoUVTal Tptp; ?K TO)V (puXeTCov TOV UlTep TETTapCKovtct ?Tn 

7eyov6Tcov, oVU av rfl'yvTaLi P?FTiC-iTOoU Eiv (a KCal ?ntr6?oTd6TOu) ?tlzu ?kE?IOat 
TO)V ?pflp3oV, ?K 8? TOTOV Oc 6 ?rpoqF ?Va iT(; pU)kL ?KdTr; q? pOTOV?1 CwO(ppO- 
VtlTTVf (Ath. Pol. 42. 2). Again, we are on the track of 7dTptoq o?kiT?ia-which 
is not surprising, since the C;(ppl3?ia as a whole is closely connected with the 
attempt to revive the spirit and habits of the ancestors. 

In the Areopagiticus, therefore, Isocrates must be contrasting the contem- 
porary KXripo)cy E; n dtvTv with the ancestral act'p?oit CK npoKpiT:V. The 
contemporary KX;flpcgct ? &ndvTwOv must be meant at 7. 22; the ancestral 
aitp?Gct ?K npOKpiToov emerges from the combination of 7. 23 and 12. 145. There 
may be scholars whose low opinion of Isocrates will not allow a passage from 
the Panathenaicus to be adduced to explain a passage in the Areopagiticus. But 
that does not affect the first half of my statement, which in itself is sufficient to 
disprove the view that KXflpKoYtc ?K npoKpirOv was still used when Isocrates 
composed his speech in the mid-fourth century. Furthermore, the other evidence 
for al'p?Ectg ?K npoKpiTwv (Dem. 59. 75; Arist. Ath. Pol. 30. 2 and 42. 2) sup- 
ports the view that fourth-century Athenians took double election to be the 
procedure used by the ancestors. 
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III 

Let us assume, for the sake of argument, that Kkirpc(0Ol SCK TlpoKpiTOc was 
introduced by Solon and, apart from a short period ca. 514-508,7 was upheld by 
the Athenians throughout the fifth and fourth centuries. How can the informa- 
tion given in the Athenaion Politeia about election of magistrates be reconciled 
with this view? The central passages are the following: 

8. 1 T&Cs 6' &dp&q ?0oirCo Kr1po(0Tq ?K tpoKpiTOV, OBG EKdaCTTq IpoKpivetE TOV 

(puXov. npOUKptlVV 6' Ei? tiOU cVVca apXOVTta; ?K 117Tr 6?Ka, Kai <?K> TOUTOV 
i?KXipouv' O0ev ?Tt tiactp?Vt Taig tpukatu T 6?Ka KXrlpoVv ?K6oTqV, e?T' K TO6TCOV 

KuaP?V?tv. 

22. 5 ?e60b 6? TO) 6oCT?pQ ?Tt ?E7i TE?X?ivou dPXOVTO( KUtdCPuoav TOi) ?VVC?a 

QpXovTar KaTa (putd ?CK TOV 7cpoKpt0?VTOC V UO TCV 8)lpOTtv rs7VTaKOGi0WV TOTE 
p?Te T/V TUpavvi6a npCOTov' oi 6? 7tp6-ETpov 7rEVT? iraoav aip?Toi. 

62. 1 ai 6i KXrlpo)Tai &pXai 7tp6T?epov PiV foav a i P?v [?T' ?VV?a pXoVTOcV ?K 
Tzi (puXiq 6okrlq Kkrlpol6?vat, ai 6' ?v ?O1qc?ip K P0po6[U?vat t 8tlpO0VTO E?i TObS 

68iou;' ?t?t65 8' 6 
r7XokUV oi 6ltOt, Kati MTaLU Ta K TrS tpui)q oXrTi Kr1ipoUoIt 7rfv 

Pfou??euz)T Kati ppoupCOV- To6TOUo 6' ei? ToiD F 6pouS dOo6t66aott. 

For the fourth century Abel suggests the following reconstruction: "as before, 
each deme elected two groups of candidates, one for the boule, the other for 
administrative offices. The latter equalled the deme's quota of councillors and 
was sent to the tribe as that deme's nominees for all magistracies. From the 
combined lists of nominees from all the demes in a tribe, i.e., from fifty names, 
each tribe allotted ten candidates for archon and then the archon himself. From 
the remaining nominees, presumably plus the unsuccessful candidates for the 
archonship, the tribe then allotted its representatives to the rest of the boards."8 
I have several objections to this ingenious reconstruction. 

(1) A straightforward reading of 8. 1 suggests that the Solonian Tp6oKptctg in 
the four tribes of forty candidates followed by a final sortition had now been 
replaced by a selection by lot in the ten tribes of one hundred candidates followed 
by a final sortition. It is not easy to follow the assumption that np6KptoYt in the 
tribes had been replaced by np6Kpltot in the demes (cf. 22. 5) and that the final 
sortition had been replaced by a double sortition, first of one hundred candi- 
dates, then of the archons. In Athenaion Politeia 8. 1 Aristotle outlines a double 
procedure, and there is no evidence to support the reconstruction of a triple 
procedure. 

(2) According to the reconstruction outlined above, not only the preliminary 
but also the final sortition of archons (and other magistrates) took place in the 
various tribes. But it is apparent from Demosthenes 39. 10 that councillors, 
archons, and other magistrates were appointed by a central sortition conducted 

7. The date Abel suggests for the introduction of pure election of archons (Prokrisis, pp. 24, 28) is 
not convincing. (a) If election had replaced KcXqpsotRS ?K npoKpiTcWv as late as ca. 514-510, it is 
unbelievable that it was maintained after the expulsion of the tyrants. (b) The view that election was 
introduced in the period 510-508 is explicitly contradicted by the statement in Ath. Pol. 22. 5 that 
KkXfp0ot t?K iRpoKpiTcov, in the archonship of Telesinus, was used TO6T peT&a Tv Tupavvi6a rnpoov. If 

KCXpxp00t ?6K npoKpiWcv was instituted by Solon, it must have been replaced by pure election during 
the reign of Pisistratus, as is suggested, e.g., by Rhodes, Commentary, p. 273. 

8. Prokrisis, p. 73. 
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by the polis, not by the tribes. Similarly, Aeschines 3. 13 confirms that all 
sortitive magistracies were filled by a central drawing of lots conducted by the 

0eoCso0:Tat in the Theseion. We must therefore separate the nomination of 
candidates in the tribes from the central sortition of archons. 

(3) In 55. 1 Aristotle refers back to his earlier account of how iapovtq were 

appointed: acTzat Ptv oiU ai apXat KrjpcoTai T? Kai KUptat TC)v eipr1?Evcov 

[tadvT]ov eioiV. oi 6? KakOtLtVevoIt vvEa apXOVTE? TO C[tv ? apTIqS OV Tp6Oov 

Kaic0tTavTO [F?'p]rTalt [viv] 6 KkrIpoIot KTc. Now, abrogation of tp6oKptoti is 
not explicitly mentioned either here or elsewhere in the Athenaion Politeia. Is it 
legitimate to infer that np6Kptotq still existed when the Athenaion Politeia was 
composed?9 I think not. First, Aristotle does not claim to have covered all steps 
in the development but only to have described how the ipXovVTc were appointed 
originally. Second, arguments from the silence of the Athenaion Politeia are 
always dangerous and often fallacious. Third, on the traditional interpretation of 
8. 1 Aristotle has in fact mentioned that the original KflpWoct CEK lTpoKpiTOo 
had been transformed, in his own day, into a double sortition. 

(4) It is often believed that the 500 Athenians elected by nip6Kptotg in the 
various demes (22. 5) served not only as candidates for the archonships (as 
explicitly stated by Aristotle), but also for all the other magistracies filled by 
sortition, estimated at about 150, that is, about 15 per tribe.1? Our sources, 
however, indicate that the number of other magistrates selected by lot was 
certainly not as low as 150, but probably exceeded 500," in which case we must 
discard the elaborate reconstructions of sortition of all boards of magistrates 
from among the 500 candidates elected in the demes. We should rather accept 
the information given at Athenaion Politeia 22. 5 that the 500 pre-elected in the 
demes were candidates only for the archonships, not for other boards of magis- 
trates. Furthermore, the number 500 has often been questioned and interpreted 
either as a corruption of 100 (OD for P)12 or as a confusion with the appointment 
of the pouXi.'3 In fact, other considerations suggest that the appointment of 
archons should be dissociated from the appointment of other magistrates and 
should be connected instead with the sortition of councillors. Only archons and 
councillors underwent a double 6oKt[iaoia, first in the Pouki] and then before a 

UiKaGT-rptov.14 Similarly, archons and councillors may well have been the only 
magistrates appointed by a double procedure: a nomination of candidates in the 
demes (archons in the fifth century and councillors in the fifth and fourth 
centuries) or in the tribes (archons in the fourth century), followed by a central 
sortition conducted by the polis. All other magistrates appointed by sortition 
may well have been selected by lot from among candidates who volunteered and 
presented themselves directly at the central sortition without having been pre- 
viously nominated. 

9. Abel, Prokrisis, pp. 53-54. 
10. M. Lang, "Allotment by Tokens," Historia 8 (1959): 80-89; E. S. Staveley, Greek and Roman 

Voting and Elections (London, 1972), pp. 48-50; Abel, Prokrisis, pp. 69-72. 
11. Cf. M. H. Hansen, "Seven Hundred Archai in Classical Athens," GRBS 21 (1980): 151-73. 
12. Already suggested by F. G. Kenyon in the first edition of the Ath. Pol. and accepted and 

elaborated by E. Badian, "Archons and Strategoi," Antichthon 5 (1971): 17. 
13. Cf. Rhodes, Commentary, pp. 273-74. 
14. Cf. Arist. Ath. Pol. 45. 3, 55. 2; Dem. 20. 90. 
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(5) The account given at Athenaion Politeia 62. 1 is incompatible with the 
assumption that candidates for all the boards of ten were pre-elected in the 
demes. The argument is best presented step by step. (a) Before the reform 
related in 62. 1, the sortition of some boards of magistrates was central and took 
place in the Theseion. We know from other sources that when the Athenaion 
Politeia was composed the sortition of all magistrates (including the councillors) 
was central and took place in the Theseion (Aeschin. 3. 13; Dem. 39. 10). Con- 
sequently, iK TzS (pu?if 6?rlq (Ath. Pol. 62. 1) cannot mean that the final 
sortition took place in the tribes, but only that tribal divisions were applied 
when the central sortition took place. (b) According to Athenaion Politeia 62. 1, 
the demes were still involved, in the 330s, in the appointment of poukEuTai and 
(ppoupoi. (c) Although we have no explicit evidence, I follow the universally 
accepted view and connect the demes' involvement in the appointment of 
pouk?uvTai with the nomination of candidates sent to the central sortition. 
(d) Aristotle's description in 62. 1 strongly suggests that before the reform men- 
tioned the demes played the same role in the appointment of poukurTai as they 
did in the appointment of the other boards of magistrates entrusted to the 
demes. (e) For the sake of argument, let us assume that candidates both for the 
pouXirl5 and for the other boards of magistrates were appointed in the demes by 
T7p6Kptlot. (f) It then follows that the demes, after the reform, were no longer 
responsible for the rp6oKptnot of candidates for the various boards of ten, but 
only for the rpOKpCtot of the 3oukEuTai and (ppoupoi. In conclusion, Athenaion 
Politeia 62. 1 is incompatible with the view that Tcp6KptotG in the demes was 
used after the reform for nominating candidates to the various boards of ten. 
Whether np6Kptoit was used in the selection of p3ouv?uai is an open question: 
there is no source to contradict such use and no source to support it. 

IV 

The most important circumstantial evidence for K?ilpc(ott ?EK T7poKpitcOV in 

fourth-century Athens consists of Demosthenes 57. 46-48, 62 and some passages 
from Plato's Laws. 

(1) It is true that np6Kpiotq was used in the deme Halimous for nominating 
candidates for the priesthood of Heracles as late as about 350 (Dem. 57. 46-48, 
62). But there are important reservations. (a) In Athens, procedures used in the 
election of priests were often different from and more conservative than the 
procedures adopted for the appointment of magistrates. The principle that priests 
were selected by lot from all Athenians and for one year only applied principally 
to the priesthoods introduced after Cleisthenes, whereas several ancient priest- 
hoods were, even in the fourth century, reserved for certain 7yvrl and filled by 
election with priests who served for the rest of their lives.16 Accordingly, Kkil- 
pot)Ti< K TpoKpiTcov attested for the priesthood of Heracles may simply be a 
survival in the religious sphere and cannot be used as evidence for the continued 

15. Cautiously assumed by Abel, Prokrisis, pp. 66-67, 77. 
16. For the election of priests, cf. D. E. Feaver, "Historical Development in the Priesthoods of 

Athens," YCS 15 (1957): 123-58. 
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K)fipooGtq EK 7TpoKpiTCov of magistrates. (b) The institutions and procedures 
used in demes were often different from those used by the polis. Accordingly, the 
K)flpcotG EK TpoKpiTwv attested for the deme Halimous is not evidence that the 
procedure was still used by the polis for election of magistrates. 

(2) In Plato's Laws both the voPto(P6kaKEq (753D) and the eeuvvot (946A) are 
appointed by KrPlp(ooftq ?K TEpoKpiZov. In this case as well as in many others the 
model may well have been Athens. But we cannot infer that KTifPOcGt EK 
ntpoKpiTov was still used in Athens when Plato devised the ideal city described 
in the Laws. When Plato explicitly copies Athenian institutions, he tends to go 
back to the archaic or early classical period. For example, the four property 
classes (744C) are explicitly attested for Athens (698B) and are strictly respected 
in Plato's ideal city for the election of magistrates; but in fourth-century Athens 
the property qualifications for magistracies were openly disregarded. Plato's 
regulations reflect archaic Athenian institutions, not the practices of contem- 
porary Athens. 

In conclusion, Plato Apology 35A-B is no proof that KXilp0oot ESK nTpoKpiTov 
still existed in 399, and the supporting fourth-century evidence is very weak 
(Dem. 57. 46-48, 62; P1. Leg. 753D, 946A). On the contrary, Isocrates 7. 22-23 
clearly indicates that magistrates in the mid-fourth century were appointed by 
K<flpo)Gti Ei &adav-rov, that K?ilpcotgi EiK ctpoKpixov had been abrogated by the 

polis, and that the ideal ascribed to the ancestors was a'tpEotG EK lnpoKpiT(ov. 
Athenaion Politeia 8. 1 shows that archons in the 330s were elected by a double 
sortition, first of one hundred candidates in the tribes, then of the actual archons 
by a centrally conducted sortition. Athenaion Politeia 62. 1 is compatible with 
the view that ntp6Kptlt; may have been used in the demes for prospective 
pouvEuTai; but on this assumption we are bound to infer that it was no longer 
used by the demes for other magistrates. Thus, KilpooXt EK 7npoKpiTov was a 
fifth-century procedure, introduced in 487/86 (Ath. Pol. 22. 5) and attested no 
later than 458/57 (Ath. Pol. 26. 2). Whether or not it had been introduced by 
Solon (Ath. Pol. 8. 1) but discontinued in the period ca. 545-487 is a different 
problem, which I will take up in another study.17 

MOGENS HERMAN HANSEN 
University of Copenhagen 

17. Only after my article was accepted for publication did I see P. Rhodes' short but judicious review 
of Abel in Gnomon 57 (1985): 378-79. 

CICERO'S TESTIMONY AT THE BONA DEA TRIAL 

The Bona Dea trial marked a decisive turning point in Cicero's career. Because 
of his testimony against Clodius, a feud arose between the two men which led 
directly to Cicero's exile in 58 and temporarily destroyed his political influence 
at a crucial period in the Republic's history.' Why did Cicero court Clodius' 
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1. J. P. V. D. Balsdon, "Fabula Clodiana," Historia 15 (1966): 65-73, discusses the course of the trial 
with full references to the sources. 
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