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Throughout his biographies, Plutarch makes frequent passing references to his 
sources. He cites predecessors in order to confirm an opinion, to show that the 
evidence is contradictory, or to rebut the arguments of earlier writers. In doing 
so, he reveals himself to be widely read, which is perhaps part of his purpose, 
for he names historians of all centuries in both Greek and Latin, poets in all 
genres, authors of memoirs, geographers, and philosophers, as well as 
grammarians and rhetoricians. 

If frequency of citation indicates the depth of his dependence, Plutarch 
makes much greater use of these literary sources than he does of documentary 
evidence such as inscriptions. He does occasionally, however, draw on such 
materials, as he makes clear in the opening of his biography of Nicias, when he 
claims that he has gathered evidence not often exploited by others. He argues 
that sources such as votive offerings or ancient inscriptions provide insights 
into character not otherwise available. Plutarch's primary interest in this 
material is how it can reveal the character and nature-ij0o Ka' Tp6Tros-of 
his subject (1.5):1 

Ta ia(cpEUyOVTa TOU5S 1TOXXOuS, Ujp' ETEpcoV 8' EiplIEva 
crrop&arqv i Trpo6 avaOilaaotv f qrpiolpaoiv EupqlEava ITraTXatos 
-rETrEipaatl ouvayayElV, oU TrfV axpTroTov 6Opoico v ioTopiav, 
&XXa TtV wrpoS KaTav6orlov i0OouS Ka T'tp6orrou -rapaiSols. 

I have tried to collect texts, found either on votive offerings or in 
ancient decrees, which have escaped most authors and which are cited 

*I would like to thank Timothy W. Boyd, Gregory Nagy, Andrew Wolpert, and Deborah 
Beck, as well as Marilyn Skinner and the two anonymous readers of TAPA, for helping me to 
improve this paper. Ron Stroud, in a talk he gave at Harvard, inadvertently prompted me to 
explore this topic. 

IFor Plutarch's interest in character (TO6 18o5), see his opening remarks in the biographies 
of Alexander (ch. 1) and Aemilius Paulus (ch. 1). See also Stadter 1988, Pelling 1988. 
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by some only rarely. I have not put together a narrative without purpose, 
but present it for the understanding of character and way of life. 

Plutarch may also emphasize his use of this material in order to bring something 
new to his biography of Nicias, since he opens with an acknowledgement of 

Thucydides' brilliance in the portrayal of that Athenian.2 

Although Plutarch recognizes certain advantages of documentary sources, 
he also understands their limitations. He argues that it is especially difficult to 
be accurate about the chronology of the earliest eras, in part because documents 
have been lost or destroyed, because of possible forgery, and because previous 
scholarly work on these early years has not always been of a very high quality.3 
In his biography of Numa, for example, Plutarch observes (1.6): 

TOU pUEV oiv XpovouS EcaKPpI3coaat XaXE-rrov LOTI, Ka'l UahXIOTa TOGU 
EK TCOV 'OXuuITTovtKcjv &vayol.Evouv, jov TIV &vaypacpiv 6OW 
cpaoiv 'lTrTrtav EK5oOvat TOV 'HAXEov, &wrr' ou08Evo6 6pcbpuEVOv 
CvayKaiou 1TpObS TiOTIV. 

It is difficult to be accurate about the dates, especially those arising 
from the list of Olympic victors, of whom they say Hippias of Elis 
published a list, but there is no trustworthiness inherent in his work. 

Variations of this lament over chronology can be found in Plutarch's 

biographies of Lycurgus (1) and Solon (27.1).4 

Plutarch's criticism of documentary evidence and his infrequent use of it 

are typical of ancient authors, with only a very few exceptions. This attitude 

may reflect either that ancient historians generally did not regard such sources 

2Stadter 1988: 286 discusses the preface to Plutarch's Nicias. 
3Momigliano is, I think, too optimistic in his assessment of Greek historians' evaluation of 

their sources when he says (281): "Methods had existed since the fifth century B.C.-that is, 
since the beginning of historiography in Greece-of getting correct information about the 
remote past. These methods were critical, in the sense that the user, after reflection and study, 
was satisfied as to their reliability." As Finley 202, building on another essay by Momigliano, 
more pessimistically, but more accurately, observes, Greek historians "failed to develop 
techniques of source criticism or ways of dealing satisfactorily with derivative authorities." 

4Such problems do not, however, prevent Plutarch and others from filling the void, as 
Plutarch says in the next sentence of his biography of Numa (1.7): 'a 8 rrapOElXrqpaPEv &tia 

Xoyou rrEpi Nopa, &tIEI.lEV aPXlv oiKEiaV Xao6vTES ("whatever we have found worthy 
of note concerning Numa we shall go through, starting at a suitable point"). Finley 203 
remarks: "ancient writers, like historians ever since, could not tolerate a void and they filled it 
one way or another, ultimately by pure invention." 
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of much value or that they were difficult to obtain. The truth probably lies in 
both possibilities: the surviving evidence suggests that historians did not often 
seek out inscriptions and, even if they did, the stones they sought might not 
have been preserved. Not unexpectedly, inscriptions on metal tablets or on 
valuable votives did not survive when sanctuaries came under attack and were 
looted.5 Some inscriptions on stelae, indeed, even stated the conditions under 
which they were to be destroyed or other inscriptions were to be taken down.6 
Nicely finished stelae and other such stones made good building materials, 
especially in times of crisis,7 and might not have had much chance of surviving 
intact during wars, depending on the size of the stone and whether it was in a 
sanctuary and thus understood to be consecrated to a god, as, for example, the 
Athenian tribute lists. If there was a copy in an archive, that might be available 
to someone interested; similarly, someone might simply quote from an earlier 
scholar's transcription of the document. 

In his remarks on his documentary and literary sources, Plutarch presents 
himself as one who has done his homework, who has left no stone unturned in 
his research. From his references to researchers like Hippias of Elis, however, 
Plutarch seems to have done most of his research indoors while some of his 
predecessors-or their assistants-worked outside and did, indeed, stumble 
over their evidence.8 Only rarely, as in his life of Nicias, does he even suggest 
that he has seen an inscription. More typically, he shows in his citations that he 

5See, for example, Herodotus' description of the destruction carried out or intended by the 
Persians throughout Greece: the temple of Apollo at Abae (8.33); the Athenian acropolis 
(8.53.2); and the troops instructed by Xerxes to loot specific objects from Delphi (8.35). 
Apellicon of Teos was remembered as a different sort of looter: he was said to have collected 
the libraries of philosophers such as Aristotle and the originals of inscriptions in the Metroon 
of Athens and in the collections of other cities (Ath. 5.214d-e). 

6See, for example, the decree about silver coinage in Athens, 375/4 B.C.E. (lines 55-56): El 
SE Ti pQ1picptoa yEypa-TrTai TTO EoT'iXrI Trra[pa T]-/6vBE TOV v6otov, Ka0EXTco 6 
ypaCpaTEuS T'r5 3oX[?s] ("if any decree is inscribed on a stele which contradicts this law, 
the clerk of the Boule is to tear it down"); see Stroud 1974. Compare IG 13.106.21-23, 
instructions to erase part of a text on a stele on the Athenian Acropolis, or Tod no. 123.31-35, 
the charter of the Second Athenian Confederacy. 

7See, for example, the defensive wall built in Athens in 479 B.C.E. largely from 
tombstones and other blocks, as described by Thucydides (1.90.3, 93.1) and confirmed by 
archaeology; also the wall built in 338 B.C.E., as presented in speeches by Lycurgus (Against 
Leocrates 44) and Aeschines (Against Ctesiphon 236). 

8See Frost; Wardman; Pelling 1979 discusses Plutarch's approach to biography and uses of 
sources for his Roman lives. 
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is dependent on earlier scholars for documentary evidence. Twice, at least, 
Plutarch draws on the elusive Craterus of Macedon as a source of inscriptions. 

Craterus and the Archives of Athens 

Most important among those who used inscriptions, though little recognized by 
historians ancient or modem, was Craterus of Macedon (FGH 342). His work, 
which gathered together public inscriptions from Athens with some sort of 

commentary linking them, was later referred to as TrEp rq(lptlpaTcov, TCOV 

YqTr iLCYaTcov, or ouvaycoyi TCOjV TqlcptolaiTCOV. There is a debate whether 
he should be identified with either of two Macedonians prominent in 
Alexander's circle: Craterus I (c. 370?-321 B.C.E.) was one of Alexander's 

generals and successors who died early in the fight for power, but not before he 
left a son, born to Phila, daughter of Antipater. This son, Craterus II (321-c. 
255 B.C.E.), became a talented general who was loyal to his slightly younger 
half-brother, Antigonus Gonatas, and served him as ruler of Corinth and 
Euboea. If Craterus II is the collector of the ouvaycoyil TCOV TrijpolCPaTCOV, 

as is generally accepted by scholars,9 his antiquarian interests may have been 

inspired by Aristotle, and perhaps the Macedonian was part of the philosopher's 
circle during the years Aristotle spent as tutor to Alexander the Great. 

In the title ouvaycoytl TCOV TIrl(cpLaTcov both the nature of Craterus' 

work and the link between it and Plutarch become clear, as Plutarch declared 
his efforts to gather together-ouvayayECv-documents useful to his 

biographical purposes (Nic. 1.5). The intellectual bond between the two authors 
becomes even clearer from the fact that the longest fragments of Craterus' work 

survive precisely because Plutarch quotes them. But there is, however, an 

important difference between the two: Craterus himself or an assistant probably 
gathered the documents in situ or from Athenian archives, while Plutarch 

researched in the more comfortable setting of a library, abstracting material 

assembled by Craterus and others over the centuries.'0 

The value of Craterus' work to Plutarch is revealed in the two instances in 

which the biographer cites Craterus because he runs into difficulties from either 

a lack of evidence or conflicting evidence. In his biography of Cimon, Plutarch 

narrates events as though the Peace of Callias were genuine and undisputed, 
then interrupts the tale briefly to discuss this controversy. He gives 

9Jacoby 1923- does not agree; see FGH IIIb.94-95. On these figures, see Hammond and 
Griffith 396, 402; Hammond and Walbank 250, 270-74, 288-89, 300. 

l0See Plu. Dem. 2.1-2 on the difficulties of obtaining materials in a small town. 
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Callisthenes' view that the peace was not the result of a formal document but 
rather something developed in practice and he also refers to the belief that the 
Athenians built an altar to Peace in commemoration and voted honors to 
Callias, the negotiator. Plutarch introduces into this discussion the authority of 
Craterus' work (Cim. 13.5 [= FGH 342 F13]): Ev 8E TrolS qrpioCaatov a 

ouvTlyays KpaTEpos avTtypacpa OUVrOlKCOV cbS yEvopIvcOV KaTaTETaKTat 

("in the decrees Craterus collected, there are copies of treaties arranged as 

though they were enacted"). His remarks show that the presence of the 
document in Craterus' collection meant that Plutarch believed the treaty had 
been formally concluded and his presentation of events underlines that view. 
For unexplained reasons, perhaps because he simply trusts Craterus, Plutarch 
either does not believe that the document might have been forged or he does not 
consider that possibility. 1 

In contrast, the lack of documentation in Craterus' collection about 
Aristides' final days prompts Plutarch to dismiss a version of events told 
by Craterus himself. Plutarch begins his description of Aristides' last years by 
summarizing two conflicting versions (Arist. 26.1 [= FGH 342 F12]): oi 
tEV... paoiv...oi 5'... ("some say..., but others..."). Then Plutarch narrates a 

third version, prefacing it with this statement (26.1): KpaTEpos 5' 6 MaKeS8ov 
TOtaUTo Ta va T-Ep't TriS TEXEUTfri TOOU avSpb EIprIKE ("Craterus the 
Macedonian has told some such story about the man's end"). After this 
summary of Craterus' version, Plutarch evaluates it and uses Craterus' own 
practices to condemn his narrative (26.4 [= F12]): 

TOUTCOV 8' oU6Ev Eyypapov 6 KparEpOS TEKIipl1OV TrCapOXrTKEV, 
OUTE iKTrV OiTE yfl(pqtaj, KaiTrEp E?iCO)c0 ETILE1Kc Y ypadqEiv TX 
TotaUTa Kai TrapaTi0Eo6a TOUS iOTopouVTas. 

Of these things Craterus has offered no written evidence, neither a court 
judgment nor a decree, although he customarily and properly records 
such things and sets forth his written sources. 

I Plutarch is well aware that documents may be forged, as he shows in his remarks that 
open the biography of Numa (1.1-2). He does not, however, suggest that the so-called 
Congress Decree, which he paraphrases in Per. 17, may be a forgery. Seager 1969 argues on 
the basis of language and historical context that the decree may be forged, but others, such as 
Cobet 1873: 112-14, Meiggs 1972: 512-15, and Stadter 1989: 201-9, suggest that Pericles 
has found a genuine document, perhaps in a collection of Pericles' decrees (see Per. 8.7) or in 
Craterus' collection, although Plutarch does not cite that historian here. Meiggs 1972: 514 
also suggests in passing that Craterus could have come across this decree in the Metroon 
archives. See n. 18 below on the Metroon. 
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Plutarch's criticism of Craterus in this instance suggests what he expected to 
find in that source-not only a narrative of events, but also documentary 
evidence to support that interpretation. 

The other surviving ancient scholars who excerpted Craterus fall into two 

categories. Those commenting on Athenian orators and comedians used his 
collection to elucidate historical references (e.g., FGH 342 F14-16), while 

grammarians and lexicographers drew from it exotic names and examples of 

early Attic linguistic habits or vocabulary (e.g., F2). Typical of such excerpts 
are two cited by Stephanus: 

Fl: AcopoS- Tr6olXs OtViKnl5... EoT Kai Kapias Acopos wo6XA, 1vV 

ouyKaTaXEyEI Tals TrOXEOlv Trai KaptKait KpaTEpObS v TC r rEp'i 

TrlcpiodaTcov r "KaptKO6 p6pos" ACopoS, aonrlXlTal." 

F2: Kapilvq' rr6orX Muoias...To ESVIKOv KapnvaTio, cbs KpaTEpO6 
r -TEp'i yrTcpiOLaT&v " FrpuvEiT (?), TTrTavatol, KapnlvaCto." 

Fl: Dorus: a city of Phoenicia...there is also Dorus, a city of Caria, 
which Craterus catalogues together with the Carian cities in the third 
book of TrEpi TrllcpLaolTcov "Carian tribute: Dorus, Phaselitae." 

F2: Carene: a city of Mysia...the ethnic Carenian, as Craterus, Book 3 
of TTEp'i rnIq)lptOdTco "Gruneis (?), Pitaneans, Carenians." 

Although many of these names seem to have come from Craterus' copies of the 
Athenian tribute lists, none of the surviving Greek historians exploited Craterus 
as a source about fifth century Athens itself. The fragments of the so-called 
tribute lists culled from Craterus, however, were invaluable to the modem 
editors of these important financial and political documents. Thus, for example, 
only from Craterus are Acopos (F1) and the Kaprvaiot (F2) known to have 
been assessed.12 

From all the surviving citations, it seems that Craterus organized his 

collection of Athenian tribute lists and laws in nine books, for the most part 

12See Meritt et al. 1939: 203-4; 1950: 9-10, 22-28; Meiggs 1972: 420-21. As Tar 243 

remarks, Craterus "produced a work both of great value in itself and astoundingly modem in 

conception." Meiggs 1966, in his opening sentence, provides an example of this modem 
attitude: "The study of Athenian history in the fifth century, and particularly in the period 
between the Persian and Peloponnesian Wars, derives much of its flesh and blood from 

inscriptions, but most inscriptions lose their full value if they cannot be dated." 
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chronologically, with the latest inscription from the end of the fifth century.13 
The sources do not mention how Craterus obtained the documents he collected, 
working two centuries after they were inscribed, but it is possible that he or an 
assistant copied some from stelae and others from various Athenian archives.14 
Historians who believe that Craterus must have depended solely on archives 
cite the destruction of Athens at the end of the fifth century as a reason, arguing 
that in those violent years many inscriptions must have been destroyed. Yet the 
evidence suggests a more complex picture. 

The tribute lists, perhaps the center of Craterus' work, were displayed 
somewhere on the Athenian acropolis and recorded 1/60 of the tribute that was 
dedicated as first-fruits to Athena. Both the monumental size of the stones and 
their divine protection perhaps helped them survive for Craterus to inspect.15 
Other inscriptions of interest to Craterus might have been destroyed; for copies 
of some, he perhaps turned to archives, but for others, he might have been able 
to consult stelae which were re-inscribed for political reasons. The most 
complete is a renewal of a grant of proxeny given some time before the thirty 
tyrants ruled Athens. The relevant part of the stone, inscribed after 403/2 
B.C.E., states (IG 22.6.11-16 [= Tod 98]):16 

13Meritt et al. 1950: 91-92 argue that fragments from both the first and last assessments of 
tribute were included by Craterus, but so little of any tribute list is preserved in Craterus that it 
is difficult to be convinced by their argument. Nor is the date of the final assessment agreed 
upon by all: see Jacoby 1923-; Chambers; Meritt et al. 1950: 91-92. 

14See below on Aristotle, who may have depended on Callisthenes and others to do some of 
his collecting, and also the practices of the Peripatetics. The epithet oTrlXoK-ras---"stele 
picker"-given to Polemon may reflect the fact that he himself, rather than any assistant, 
actually poked around in sanctuaries and cities for inscriptions (Ath. 6.234d). 

15As Pritchett 1971: 118-19 observes, the lapis primus weighed some four tons and was ca. 
3.7 x 1.11 x 0.37m in size, so it might have been a freestanding monument. See also Miles 229. 

16The other surviving inscriptions are not nearly so well preserved as this and must be 
restored to a great extent, but, so far as one can tell, they all preserve grants of proxeny. They 
are most easily studied in Walbank. In addition to the one quoted (no. 61 in Walbank), see 
also nos. 26, 66, 72, and 79. The appendix to no. 63 has a slightly different formulation: 

[...ETrEITl B8 i' v 6 iiTrTro5 aUT]- 
5 [O6 ]dV0lnrTrTo [-rrp6oEvo; , TTV 8E Trpo[EVi]- 

[av] oi TptdKo[vTa Ka0EXov, avaypadal] 
[T]o6v ypaclaT[Ea TflS PoXIS El Tro6XEt v] 
[o]TrirXi XtiO[vrlil Tpo[Evo5 KacX EUEpy]- 
[E]Tas 'A6rTvai[cov... 

...Since his grandfather, Xanthippus, was a proxenus and the Thirty cancelled his 
proxeny, the secretary of the Boule is to inscribe on a stone stele on the acropolis that 
he is a proxenus and benefactor of the Athenians. 
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MTElbl5 Ka0QlpE9r0 
l OTIrlXn [e]Trn TOOV TplaKOVT- 
a ev i,l i[v a]uTOiS ri Trpo~Ev- 
ia, avaypad[ai] T'rv 'OTrXqrv 
Toy ypaHpa[T]Ea TfS 3oXnIS 
TEaXEo ToTS EupuvTTvXo 

Since the stele on which their proxeny was [inscribed] was destroyed 
during the time of the Thirty, the secretary of the Boule is to inscribe a 
stele at the expense of Eurypylus. 

The cancellation of the proxeny grant has either been accomplished or 

accompanied by the destruction of the stone, just as its re-inscription signifies 
its reactivation. Although these stelae are in some sense copies of earlier 

decrees, they are neither identical to the earlier inscriptions, nor are they 
forgeries. They thus provide a partial parallel for documents like the decree of 
Themistocles, known only from a fourth century B.C.E. inscription with 
anachronistic features. Ancient attitudes toward copies and word-for-word 

transcription seem to have been very different from modem ones. 

The political upheavals in Athens at the end of the fifth century may have 

prompted the city to develop a more formal system of archives than had 

previously existed.17 Up until that time, various fifth-century officials preserved 
records of matters they dealt with in their terms of office. Thus we might 
imagine that some sort of list of victors in drama contests was kept in the Stoa 

Basileios, the office of the archon basileus who was in charge of these contests. 

Similarly, priests and other officials of sanctuaries kept records of votive 

offerings and financial transactions involving the funds dedicated to the god, as 
various inscriptions reveal. At the end of the century, Athenians may have been 

prompted to organize these probably somewhat casual record-keeping 
procedures and even to establish formally a main archive in the building that 
came to be known as the Metroon.'8 This development in record keeping was 

The only such inscription not included in Walbank's study was published by Schweigert as 
no. 30. 

17On the development of archives in Athens see Boegehold 1972 and 1990; Sickinger; W. 
C. West; Thomas. Posner has written a survey of archives in the ancient Mediterranean, but 
his chapter on Greece (91-117) portrays city and sanctuary archives and officials 
anachronistically. I would like to thank John Camp and T. Leslie Shear, Jr., for discussing the 

question of the destruction in fifth century B.C.E. Athens with me. 
18See Wycherley 150-60 for the Metroon. In 406/5 B.C.E., the two bodies responsible for 

sanctuaries on the acropolis, the Treasurers of Athena and the Treasurers of the Other Gods, 
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accompanied by a sporadic revision of the law code. Although the nature of that 
revision is debated, the efforts of those involved seem to have made some more 
aware of the documents inscribed around the city and their potential as sources 
of information about the past.19 Along with these events in Athens, during the 
second half of the century an interest in the more recent past developed among 
the intellectuals of Greece, together with a desire to establish a chronology for 
it, as attested in the works of figures like Hellanicus, Hippias of Elis, 
Herodotus, and Thucydides. To these new interests perhaps belongs the 
inscription of the archon list.20 

Historians like Craterus, then, could have consulted either a stele or 
studied a document stored in an archive; but Craterus' collection of inscriptions 
was not much used and little imitated in antiquity, to judge by the surviving 
fragments and lack of references to him in later sources. One of the few who 
may have taken the same approach as Craterus was the little-known Melanthius 
(FGH 326), identified as the author of an Atthis and rrEpi TcOV ev 'EXEuoTvt 

PUoTTrpicov, but nothing more is known of him, not even the century in which 

were amalgamated into a single body. See Harris 11-22 for a brief history of those 
responsible for the valuables on the Athenian acropolis. 

19Most of the evidence for these events, especially the work of Nicomachus, comes from a 
hostile source, Lysias. The latter attacks Nicomachus for his methods, the length of time he 
held the office, his openness to bribery, his parentage, etc., in short, on any conceivable 
grounds, which should make us very wary in our interpretation of the speech. See Todd; 
Rhodes 1991; Robertson. 

20For the evidence for the inscription of archon lists, see Cadoux. Plommer argues that the 
first trustworthy date on the list is the Great Panathenaea of 514 B.C.E. A list of archons could 
not have been constructed solely from the headings of decrees, since that information was not 
regularly included at first. See Stroud 1978 for a discussion about the documents available to 
ancient historians of Athens, although I think he may be a bit optimistic about both the 
quantity of such documents and the uses to which they were put at an early age, especially 
the list of archons. When Socrates asks Hippias what the Spartans want to hear him perform, 
Hippias replies (P1. Hp. Ma. 285d6-el): TrEp'i TrOV yEVc)V, C'O COKpaTE?, TCoV TE ipccOV 
KaC TC)OV &vOpb-rroTv, Kai TCV KCaTOIKiOECOV, cS TO apXaiov EKTiooroaav ai Trr6oXs, 
KaC ouXXr3rlJ qv Trdra TlS apxatoXoyias fiSroTa aKpocovTra ("Socrates, they most like 
to hear about the generations both of heroes and of men, and also of colonization, when cities 
were established in the past; in short, about all archaeology"). Socrates then remarks that it is 
just as well that the Spartans do not enjoy hearing him list the Athenian archons beginning 
with Solon, but Hippias asserts he can do fifty names easily, though he has only heard them 
once. Perhaps this interest in the foundation of cities and the chronology of events lies behind 
the kind of research Craterus and others afterward undertook. Hellanicus, for example, wrote a 
work or works called KTioElIS EOv(v Ka' TrroXEcV (FGH 4 F70), or TrEp;t EBvcv (F69), or 
EOvCov 6voiCaociat (F67), and perhaps a separate work, Trrpi Xiou KTICOECO (F71). 
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he lived.21 In the scholia on Aristophanes Birds 1073, Diagoras of Melos is 
identified as one whom the Athenians charged with impiety and offered a 
reward for his capture or death. First Craterus is cited for the decree passed by 
Athens (1073b)--Ka6earEp KpaTEpos ioTopET. Then the scholion states (1073c):22 

MEXavOto S BEv r V Tr) TEpi tuCOTnpicoV wTpOcpEpTai TfS XaXKf1S 
'rTXrlS avTriypa(pov, Ev i p EirEKripUaV Kai aUITOv Kai TOU' 

EK&STO6vTas 6' XAalavE, Ev fi yEypalTTat Kai TaUTa' "Eav &E TIS 
axroKTEiv-O Atay6pav TOV Mi'Aov, Xapc3avEltv pyupiou 
TrXavTov eTO v 6S TIS I.oVTa aya6yn, XaCp36velv uro." 

In his -rEp'i PIuoTrpicov, Melanthius offers a copy of the bronze stele 
on which they condemned both him and those from Pellane who 
surrendered. On this stele it is also inscribed: "If anyone should kill 
Diagoras the Melian, he shall have a talent of silver; if anyone should 
bring him in alive, he shall have two talents." 

As Dunbar notes in her commentary on the play, although both Craterus and 
Melanthius seem to know the stele and even quote from it, the scholion does not 

preserve any indication of the date the decree was passed, assuming that either 
source recorded it.23 

The documents gathered by both Melanthius and Craterus are 

characterized as avT-ypa(pa by those who cite them.24 Orators often refer to 

avTlyparpc-"copies"-of two different kinds of documents. In cases 

concerning inheritance and similar financial matters, these avTiypacpa are 

very often of wills (e.g., Lys. 32.7; D. 45 passim). In speeches on public 
matters, orators cite cVTriypacpa of public documents inscribed on stelae. 

Demosthenes, for example, in his attack on Leptines, has prl(pqi.taTa- 
"decrees"-read aloud (20.35), then comments (20.36): TOUTCOV 5' aTIdaVTCo 

oTiXas aVT1ypd(cpous eoTTlCoaO' i1IS KaIKEVOS, T.IV V EV Ev Boco'6pc, TTIV 
8' Ev TTElpalEt, TT1V 5' Ecp' 

' IEpc ("of all these [decrees] you and that man have 

erected stelae as copies, one in the Bosporus, another in the Piraeus, and a third 

at Hierum"). Later in his speech, in a variant on the formulaic &KrOK6raT' EK 

21Pearson 91 notes that there are several Athenians named Melanthius who appear in 
inscriptions of the fifth and fourth centuries B.C.E., some of whom serve as priests, "but 
without external evidence it is idle to attempt an identification." 

221 have quoted these as they are printed in Holwerda's edition of the Aristophanes scholia. 

Jacoby 1923- gives somewhat different texts in FGH 326 F3a-b. 
23Dunbar ad loc. 
24See, for example, Plu. Cim. 13.5 and FGH326 F3b. 
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TCOV pr)(ptipaTcT V ("you have heard from the decrees" [20.36]), Demosthenes 

concludes the reading of a law (v6poos) by saying (20.128):25 &KOUETE TCOV 

aVTlypa&pcov TT1S OTriXrs, c avSpES 'AOrivaToi ("listen to copies of the 

stele, Athenians").26 Public documents themselves might also refer to 

avTiypa(pa, as the ylqcpltoa preserved by Andocides does (1.79): Ka't Ei 

vrTiypaqcpv TrOU EOTI, TrapEXEIV TOUjS OEOOOE'TaS Kai TaX &aXXaS apXad 
("and if there are any copies anywhere, the lawgivers and the other officials are 
to provide them").27 A mid-fourth-century B.C.E. inscription concerning the 
Chalkotheke directs the secretary of the Boule to carry out this task (IG 

22.120.22-24): 

...OTrolaaaOat 'E TOy ypap4aTEa T[lS] 
[P3]ouXfi5 avTiypacpa EK TCOV OT'rXCov T'a &vayEypapipEva [wE]- 
p't TCOV EV Trli XaXKOO91KEI. 

The secretary of the Boule is to make copies of the inscriptions from 
stelae around the Chalkotheke. 

Thus, references by Plutarch and others to av-Typa(pa found in Craterus are 
consistent with other uses of the term. 

25See also D. 58.18. Either the xavtypa(pEuS ("clerk") or ypaplaTEus ("secretary") was 
perhaps the official who provided the stonemason with a copy of the document to inscribe. 
Tracy 234-36 concludes that at a typical assembly meeting two or three measures would be 
passed and require inscribing. He suggests that the secretary probably sought out masons for 
the work soon after, but would not give several measures to just one cutter, since that would 
delay the inscription of all documents other than the first. Tracy does not see any evidence of 
masons who acted as official or semi-official inscribers of documents (227). Presumably the 
same system was used in earlier centuries. 

26Thomas shows how, during the fourth century B.C.E., orators in both courts and 
assemblies made greater use of documents as sources of arguments or rhetorical devices (83- 
93). Aeschines in particular drew on inscriptions in novel ways, prompting Demosthenes to 
attack him for this more than once (69-71, 88). Curiously, although orators drew on 
documents to a somewhat greater extent, historians did not follow their example very far, but 
continued instead to cite speeches, as Finley 205-8 discusses. 

27On this decree and the way it refers to documents, see Boegehold 1990. He suggests (162): 
The decree of Patrokleides is a landmark in a way. At Athens the uses of 
documentation have increased to a point where they require and impose order. 
Athenians now name documents with due attention to their kind, for tablets, stelai, 
wooden planks, and the like, need to be identified. And the reason for this 
scrupulousness-we can imagine-is that the collecting, storing, and publication of 
records of one sort or another has become complicated and therefore necessarily 
systematic: someone must pay attention to the order in which these functions are 
carried out. 
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Historians like Craterus, then, could have consulted either a stele or 
studied a document stored in an Athenian archive. In turn, later historians such 
as Plutarch occasionally used authors like Craterus. We cannot always be sure 
where figures like Craterus read documents, but sometimes the researcher 
declares that he has seen a monument or makes a remark about letter shapes28 or 
the material on which the document is inscribed or the location of the 

inscription which suggests, at the least, that he has seen the original.29 It seems 
that while citizens and public officials were largely indifferent to the presence 
of such monuments, except, for example, when they needed them in lawsuits or 
were serving as &vaypacpeL to revise the laws, from the end of the fifth 

century researchers gradually began to use epigraphical evidence. This 
increased during the fourth century with the investigations of Aristotle and his 

successors into traditions at sanctuaries, constitutions of Greek cities, and the 

customs of foreigners. Scholars at Alexandria, later travellers, and antiquarians 

depend to varying extents on inscriptions as sources.30 

Ancient Historians from Acusilaus to Philochorus 

Near the beginning of his essay On Thucydides Dionysius of Halicarassus puts 
the Athenian historian of the Peloponnesian War into context. Dionysius lists 

some dozen predecessors of Thucydides-of whom only Hecataeus, Acusilaus, 

Charon, Hellanicus, and Xanthus are anything more than names-then 

28See below on Theopompus and Panaetius (Plu. Arist. 1.6). See also Harp. s.v. 'EplaT: 
...?cp' v6OS & aUTCrv ErTyEypaTrTat ypdapaaoiv &pxaioit...("'Herms'...on one of them 
there is inscribed in ancient letters..."). 

29We do not have to take at face value statements of autopsy, but some who have written on 
this have been excessively hesitant to accept authors' statements. Habicht provides ample 
evidence to support Pausanias' descriptions and quotations of monuments; on Pausanias' use 
of inscriptions, see 64-94, 149-51. See also the controversy over Herodotus' statements as 
debated by Fehling, S. West, and Pritchett 1993. See below for a discussion of Thucydides' 
use of inscriptions. 

30See, for example, Turner 106. There is also the anecdote told of Apellicon of Teos (see 
above, n. 5). An unexpected result may have been documents like the inscription known as the 
Chronicle of Lindos, which was compiled from various sources. As the introductory lines 
from this inscription state, many of the offerings and dedicatory inscriptions to Lindian 
Athena have been destroyed t i TOV XpOvov (A.4)-"through time"-and it is the task of 
the compilers to gather information about these ancient offerings, then to inscribe a list of 
them on a stele (A.5-12). The inscription cites its sources, including Gorgon, Gorgosthenes, 
and Hierobulus (B.3-8, 12-14, for example). See Blinkenberg; also Chaniotis 52-57. 
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characterizes their methodology. He declares that they shared a single 
purpose (ch. 5):31 

0oait 5EEoCoovTo rrapa TOCi eiTnxcapiots pvrliat KcaTr EOBvr TE Kai 
KaTx Tr1XEIS, El T' EV iEpois E? T' ?V PEPrAXoit aTTOKEIIEVal YPpai, 
TauTra E?iS TTiV KOIVfiV TTraVTCOV yVC)OlV E'EVEyKEIV, di(a 
TrapEXaT3ov, rUT1E TtpoOTlEVTES aUTcXit TI lriTTE aqxatpouvTES 

Whatever records were preserved by the locals, both within tribes and 
within cities, whether the documents were stored in sacred or public 
places-these, such as the [researchers] received, they brought to the 
public attention of all, neither adding anything to them nor taking 
anything away. 

While Dionysius' remarks do not seem to us to reflect accurately the 
methodology of Thucydides' predecessors, they do provide a useful starting 
point for this survey of historians before Craterus and their citation of sources. 

Beginning, in a small way, in the fifth century B.C.E., those interested in certain 
kinds of research, particularly historical, used inscriptions, although they never 
exploited them in the same way that modem scholars do. This developing use of 
inscriptions seems to have followed a similarly developing awareness of the 
value of inscribing documents on the part of cities, sanctuaries, and individuals. 
Use of inscriptions by historians became increasingly important throughout 
the fourth century B.C.E. with the wide-ranging work of Aristotle and 
his successors. 

Acusilaus of Argos is perhaps the earliest surviving figure to provide any 
information about his sources, though he is not first on Dionysius of 
Halicarnassus' list.32 According to the Suda, Acusilaus compiled his yEvEaXoyiat 
from bronze tablets dug up by his father in their garden (FGH 2 T1): 

'AKouoCiaoS- Kad3a uio6' 'ApyETo5 6aro KEpK6o rTro6XEco5 ouorl5 
Ai'iSos TrrXTioov. 1OTOPIKO6 Tip?ECoJTaTOS. EypaCE SE 
yEVEcaRoyia' EK SE'XTCOV XaXKCOV, aS A6yoS EUpEiv TOV TraTETpa 
aUcToU 6pUpavrd Tiva r6rTOv Tfl OiKi[a aCUTOU. 

Acusilaus-son of Cabas-Argive, from the city Cercas, very near 
Aulis-oldest historian. He wrote genealogies from bronze tablets that, 

31In ch. 7 Dionysius summarizes this analysis of Thucydides' predecessors. See also Str. 
1.2.6 (C 17-18), where he gives a brief survey of historical writing in Greek. 

32Josephus places Acusilaus shortly before the Persian Wars, but offers no reason for this 
dating (Ap. 1.13 [= FGH 2 T3]). 
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according to the story, his father found when he was digging someplace 
in his house. 

No more description than this remains of these bronze tablets, which seem 

suspiciously convenient as a source for Acusilaus. That they were bronze is 

significant, suggesting at once a reason for their survival and a link with the 

past, as bronze was understood by the Greeks to be the metal of heroes.33 

A pair of historians identified by Dionysius of Halicamassus as 

predecessors of Thucydides (ch. 5) devoted themselves, at least in part, to the 
collection of names and their organization into lists. Charon of Lampsacus 
compiled a Spartan king list (FGH 262 T1) and Hellanicus produced lists of 

priestesses at the Argive Heraion (FGH 4 F74-84) and of victors at the musical 

competitions of the Camea (F85-86). There was also a list of eponymous 
archons in Athens inscribed on stone at some time between 435 and 415 B.C.E., 
perhaps used by Hellanicus to organize his history of Athens (FGH 323a), 
although Thucydides criticizes him for his inaccuracy in dating events of the 
Pentecontaetia (1.97.2): 3paXEcoS TE KaC Troi XP6VOIS OUK aKpl(j3c ESTrETLVroOT1 

("he records dates both briefly and inaccurately").34 Hippias of Elis, not on 

Dionysius' list, gathered names of Olympic victors in the stadion, but his work 
did not inspire confidence, according to Plutarch (Num. 1.6).35 

Although Dionysius of Halicarassus praises Herodotus for the scope of 
his work, both geographically and chronologically, as well as his style (ch. 5),36 
he does not comment on his sources. Herodotus often refers to votive offerings 
and monuments, but cites or quotes any inscriptions on them only occasionally. 
When he does, with a very few notable exceptions, he does not say that he has 

33See, for example, Plu. Alex. 17.4, where Alexander receives a prophecy by way of a 
bronze tablet washed up from a spring near Lycia; on this bronze tablet were ancient letters 
(56XTov...XaXKiv, TuTrOus Exouoav apxaicov ypapidrlTov). See also Plu. Thes. 36.2, 
Paus. 3.3.7-8, and [Arist.] Mir. ausc. 133. 

341G 22.4960, inscribed at the beginning of the fourth century B.C.E., is a chronicle of the 
Asklepieion dated by eponymous archons. See Stroud 1978: 32-35; Thomas 287-88; Jacoby 
1949: 171-76. Jeffery 60 includes among early Laconian inscriptions two name lists found at 
Sparta and two at Geronthrae (nos. 44-47 in Laconian catalogue; pp. 195, 201). She dates 
them to perhaps the second half of the sixth century B.C.E. and speculates that, if they are 
indeed lists of victors in athletic events, there may have been similar documents for the 
Carnea, which Hellanicus could have used. 

35Quoted above, p. 2. 
36Compare Strabo's rather more critical remarks about Herodotus (11.6.3 [C507-8], 

12.3.21 [C550]). 

56 



Craterus and the Use of Inscriptions 

read the inscription himself nor does he make any remarks about its lettering or 
condition to suggest that he has actually seen it. He refers to the dolphin 
dedicated by Arion (1.24.8), for example, but neither mentions any inscription 
nor says anything to show he has seen it, although later authors who refer to this 
votive quote both a hymn and an epigram.37 When Herodotus lists the votives 

given by Croesus to Delphi, he notes in passing a controversy over an 

inscription on a gold perirrhanterion that identifies it as a Spartan gift. 
Herodotus disagrees and even asserts that he knows the Delphian who forged 
the inscription, though he refuses to name him (1.51.3-4). Nonetheless, nothing 
Herodotus says implies that he has seen the votive itself.38 

Very occasionally, Herodotus does assert that his discussion of an 
inscription is based on his own observation. Twice he describes stelae erected 

by Sesostris as victory monuments, giving not only the inscription but also a 

description of the carved reliefs, which vary depending on whether the town 

yielded voluntarily to Sesostris or only after fighting (2.102.4-5). About a stele 
in Palestine he declares (2.106.1): ?v E T' TraXaiOTcrivvn pvpinr auTOS copcov 

oucroaS [oCTiXas] Kal Ta ypaprdaTa Ta Eiprlpueva eveovra Kal yuvalKoS 
aiSoTa ("in Palestinian Syria, I myself saw the stelae, the letters said to be on 
them, and the female genitalia").39 These remarks occur in a section of his text 
that is punctuated by Herodotus' comments on his sources: he opens his 
treatment of the Egyptian rulers by stating that instead of depending on his own 
experience, as he has until this point (pe'xpl P'v TOUTOU 6Ol TE !xip Kait 

37Pausanias describes what is to be seen at Taenarum, including a statue of Arion on a 
bronze dolphin (3.25.7). Aelian (HA 12.45) cites the story as evidence that dolphins are by 
nature lovers of music, then quotes an epigram on the statue and a hymn to Poseidon, both of 
which he attributes to Arion. Dio Chrysostom tells the story of Arion, but with some different 
details (37.1-4). The composition of these verses may suggest both an interest in the 
monument and the desire to preserve the story, known only in oral tradition. It may also be 
possible that they are a later creation to explain the statue. 

380ther objects mentioned by Herodotus include the statue of Aristeas with his name 
inscribed (4.15.4), the columns of Darius with inscriptions in Assyrian and Greek (4.87.1; see 
also 4.91.1), the picture and verse inscription dedicated by Mandrocles to Hera (4.88), and the 
boundary stone of Croesus (7.30.2). 

39S. West 300 argues that the monument which Herodotus describes can be identified with 
the Karabel reliefs, "though no serious scholar appears to have found on them anything like 
female ai5oia"; Fehling 134-36 makes the same unwarranted assumption (see 135 n. 6). It 
seems to me incorrect to assume that something Herodotus describes is to be identified with 
these surviving reliefs on so little evidence, then to base criticism of Herodotus' methodology 
on that identification. 
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yvcoJrT Kai i-OTopirI TaUTa XAyouoaa EOT [2.99.1]), he now depends on what 
he has learned from the priests (2.99.2, 100.1, 102.2, 107.1, 142.1). 

I do not doubt that Herodotus saw something on the stele in Syria, but am 
not convinced that he interpreted it according to our expectations, since some of 
his other interpretations of non-Greek monuments seem farfetched (1.93.3, 
187)40 and he does not seem to have read any language other than Greek. 
Nevertheless, he does, rightly or wrongly, identify foreign scripts as Aiyu?rTta 

(2.125.6), either ipa or SrILOTIKa (2.36.4, 106.4), and 'Aooiupia (4.87.1-2). 
He seems often to depend on priests or other sources,41 but only once does he 

specifically mention a translator, in his description of Cheops' pyramid and the 
costs of its construction (2.125.6): Ka'l cos ?[? EU [El vfioOat Ta 6 EptrlVEuS 

pOt ETTXlEy6O EvoS TCX ypaIppaTa E?plrE, EcaK6ota Kat XiXia Ta'avTa 

6pyupiou TETEXEOeal ("as I well remember what the translator reading to me 

said, that they [the vegetables for the workmen] cost 1600 talents of silver"). 
Although we can only speculate on the reliability of such sources, the remarks 
of another traveller, Pausanias, some centuries later cast doubt on their expertise.42 

In his discussion of the origins of writing in Greece, Herodotus asserts in 

unequivocal terms that he has seen tripods at the Ismenion and that the shape of 
the "Cadmean letters" inscribed on them resembles that of Ionian characters (5.59): 

EiBov 5E Ka' aQUTO' Kailrta ypappaTa ?v TrS ipOc TOU 
'ATr6oXcovoS TOU 'loaliviou EV EO3rnoi TOcat BoICOTCOV Trr' TrpiTroat 
Tplit EyKEKOXapciEva, TX( T-rroX a 6ola EovTa TOToi 'IovtKOTo1. 

I myself saw the Cadmean writing in the temple of Ismenian Apollo in 
Boeotian Thebes; they were inscribed on three tripods and most were 
similar to letters in the Ionic alphabet. 

40See also his naive remarks about names in Persian and Greek (1.139) and festival names 
(1.148.2). He states that Greeks write from left to right, without mentioning boustrophedon 
inscriptions or those which are written right to left (2.36.4), but this may be because he is 
distinguishing between current practices of Egyptians and Greeks. In this same passage, he 
states that Egyptians have two forms of writing, rather than three. 

41Herodotus refers to priests as sources some forty times throughout his discussion of 

Egypt and also at Tyre (2.44.2). Three times he names his sources: Archias the Spartan, whom 
he met in Pitane (3.55.2); Tymnes, employed by the Scythian king Ariapeithes, with 
whom Herodotus speaks in Olbia (4.76.6); and Thersander of Orchomenus (9.16.1). See Plu. 
Mor. 394d-409d for a description of information given by guides at Delphi. 

42See, for example, Paus. 2.23.6, 6.26.1-2. Habicht 145-6 discusses his attitude toward 
local guides and antiquarians. 
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Whatever it is which Herodotus in fact saw-and again I accept his statement 
that he saw something-he made a judgment about it based on his perception of 
the letter shapes.43 

In his essay On Thucydides, Dionysius of Halicamassus praises 
Thucydides for his choice of subject and use of evidence and distinguishes him 
from his predecessors, including Herodotus, on both grounds. Dionysius says 
that Thucydides did not depend on casual witnesses (EK TCOV ETrrTUXOVTcOV 

CKouoaPTcOv [ch. 6]) for his material, but drew on his own experience and that 
of the best informed witnesses (Trapa TC)V aplOTa yliVooK6VTCOV [ch. 6]). 
Dionysius also quotes Thucydides' famous words (1.22) about his own sources 
and purpose (ch. 7).44 We might expect that Thucydides would make even more 
use of inscriptions than did his predecessors, but he does not. He cites a tomb 
inscription once, quotes from a votive, and uses three pieces of epigraphical 
evidence, including another epitaph, but otherwise refers only to treaties as 
inscriptions and does not make much of them as evidence. We can be even less 
sure than we are with Herodotus that Thucydides examined the inscriptions he 
does mention, because nothing in his account must be understood to mean that 
he saw the stones himself. 

Treaties are cited by speakers in the text and Thucydides himself quotes 
treaties at length, though only in a section of his work considered by some to be 
unrevised.45 In the one case where a surviving stone (IG 13.83) contains one of 

43If his statement that the tripods are inside the temple of Apollo (Ev TCO ipcp TOO 
'ATroXXcovo5) is accurate, they might not have been easily examined, given the lack of light 
in such buildings, for example. Herodotus' remark about the "Cadmean letters" has a parallel 
in one of the earliest offerings catalogued in the Lindos Chronicle (B.15-17): KaS6aos 
XE3fTra Xa[X]KEOV (POivIKIKOTs ypad.tla-/ol ETrtyEypappEvov, cb iToopE TTloAxu.a-/Aos 
Ev Tra Ai TQV ioToptav ("Cadmus [dedicated] a bronze lebes inscribed with Phoenician 
letters, as Polyzalus records in Book 4 of his investigations"). S. West 290-93 takes 
Herodotus to task for many reasons, including his purpose in this discussion and what she sees 
as his many failures-to consider the possibility of forgery, to comment on the lack of change 
in Greek over the centuries, and to do further research in Tyre-but these criticisms illustrate 
West's assumptions, not Herodotus'. Fehling's biases are similarly revealed when he begins 
his discussion of this passage by remarking (138), "there is no clearer case of falsification 
than this." In his analysis, Pritchett 1993: 116-21, 162 remarks on the role of temples as 
preservers of the past, with their collections of dedications, both genuine and not. 

44As Finley 207 observes, "Thucydides notoriously failed to make any reference to 
documents in his statement of method." 

45The Corcyraeans, for example, argue before the Athenians that their treaty with Sparta 
will not be voided if the Athenians allow them to join the Delian League (1.35), while the 
Corinthians in their reply argue strenuously that the spirit, if not the letter, of the treaty would 
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the treaties quoted by the historian (5.47), we can see slight differences in 
wording and forms in the two texts.46 Thucydides also notes a significant 
addition to the Athenian inscription of their treaty with Sparta, after the Argives 
complained that the Spartans had violated its terms (5.56.3): 'A0rlvaiTo SE 

'AAKtt3CaiOU TTEioaCVTOS TT1 peV AaKCOVIKRi OTf)XT1 uTrEypacJav OT OUK 

EVElpEvav oi AaKESatlp6vtot ToTs opKOti ("When Alcibiades persuaded them, 
the Athenians inscribed at the bottom of the Laconian stele that the Spartans 
had not maintained their oaths"). This anecdote does not depend on 

Thucydides' having examined the stone, but it is possible that he did, especially 
since he quotes the clause of the treaty that specifies the placement of the 

inscription in Athens on the acropolis beside Athena-TTiv [OTiXrlv] 8E EV 
'AOivaCiS v TT6OAEt Trap' 'AOrlv ("the [stele] in Athens on the acropolis beside 
Athena" [5.23.5]). This Athenian action shows that the city did not wish to 

nullify the treaty completely, for otherwise it might have had the stele removed, 
and also means that the Athenians' copy was no longer identical to other copies, 
if, indeed, it ever had been.47 

In his other infrequent citations of monuments or inscriptions, Thucydides 
does not state in so many words that he has seen them himself, though some of 
his remarks may be interpreted in that way. In his digression on the Pisistratids, 
which contains his most concentrated citation of inscriptions, Thucydides 
describes the sanctuary of the Pythion dedicated by Pisistratus, grandson of the 

tyrant, and quotes the elegiac couplet inscribed on it, with this introductory 
observation (6.54.7): TOOU 

' EV TluOiou ETI Ka' vUO 81iXov EOTtV a&U5poTs 

ypadppaol XEyov TrdE ("and even now with unclear letters it is apparent that 

[the inscription] on the Pythium says this"). What does Thucydides mean when 
he characterizes the letters of the inscription as axu5Spa? Pausanias' description 
of a victor's statue at Olympia may provide a parallel. Pausanias observes that 

be violated if that were to happen (1.40.2). Treaties are quoted in 4.118; 5.18-19, 23-24, 47, 
77, 79. Gomme, at the end of his note on 5.47, suggests that Thucydides intended to edit these 
long quotations out of his text but did not do so. Hornblower 89 seems to disagree, suggesting 
that Thucydides quotes treaty documents "not just because a written treaty was the 
culmination of numerous small acts of diplomacy, but because the text of a treaty or 
agreement was itself an important and influential fact, provoking arguments like those 
between Sparta and her allies after the peace of 421." 

46Does this mean that Thucydides is working from a draft copy of the treaty, a copy in the 
archives, a copy belonging to one of the subscribers other than Athens-or that he simply is 
not quoting it precisely? As Gomme observes on 5.47, there does not seem to have been an 
insistence on exact transcriptions of such documents. 

47Gomme et al. compare Ar. Lys. 513 with 5.56.3. See also Plu. Ages. 28.2-3. 
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the statue of Eutelidas, victorious in both boys' wrestling and pancration in 628 
B.C.E., has suffered from the effects of time (6.15.8): EOCTI 85E TE EiKCOV 

apXaia T-o EuTEX(Sa, Ka' Tx ET'i TCA) 3aOpcp ypQdIaTra Ta!uspa u rr6 
TOO Xp6vou ("there is also an ancient statue of Eutelidas and the letters on 
the base have become unclear because of age"). Thucydides may be making the 
same point about the inscription put up by Pisistratus, though it is also possible, 
as some have suggested, that the letters have lost the red paint that would have 
made the cuttings much more visible.48 

Although it is unusual for Thucydides to cite inscriptions, much less quote 
them, he does not make much of this evidence but continues his argument with 
a discussion about the relative ages of Pisistratus' sons (6.55.1) and then cites a 
new source, the stele on the acropolis about the wrongdoing of the tyrants (ri EV 
T-r 'A6r0va(ccv aKpo-rr6XEl Ta0Eloa [6.55.1]). His argument is based on 
likelihood-most probably, according to him, the eldest son would marry 
first-and on two pieces of information from the stele (6.55.1-2): 

Ev 5 [oTriXrl] OEooaXoU i.EV oO' 
' 

OU lTTrapXou OU&ES TraTI 
yEypaTrral, 'ITrliou SE TrVTE, di OaUTC_ EK Muppivns T'r KaXXAou 
TOOU YTIrEPOXiOU OuyaTpOb EyEVOVTO- EiKOS yap iv TOV 

TrpEo3PUTaTOV TrpCTOV yTOal. Kal EV Ti. aCTi OTriXrl TrpcoTos 
yEyparTTatl PETa TOV rraTEpa.... 

On the stele no son of Thessalus nor Hipparchus is inscribed, but there 
are five of Hippias, who were born by Myrrhine, daughter of Callias, 
son of Hyperochides. For it is likely that the eldest married first. And 
on this same stele he is inscribed first after his father... 

Thucydides' language, the repetition of yEypaTrTrat, and his reference to the 

placement of the stele on the acropolis suggest, but no more than that, that he 
has seen the inscription. 

Thucydides closes this historical digression by reminding his reader of 
Pisistratid ties with the Persian king Darius: Hippias married his daughter, 
Archedice, to the son of the tyrant of Lampsacus, because that family was 

48See Tod no. 8; Meiggs and Lewis no. 11; Jeffery 75. Some epigraphists have been 
troubled not only by the clarity of the inscription when it was excavated but also by the 
seemingly late date of the letter forms. Meiggs and Lewis are not worried by the apparent 
lateness of the forms and suggest (20) "that Pisistratus chose a craftsman who was ahead of 
most of his contemporaries." Cf. Winters on the difficulties and dangers of dating by letter 
form. See also Pausanias' description of Odysseus' journey to the Underworld as painted by 
Polygnotus at Delphi (10.28.1). 
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connected to Darius. Thucydides quotes without comment the verse epitaph on 
the grave of Archedice in Lampsacus (6.59.3).49 Presumably, he cites it as proof 
of his assertion about the link between the Athenian tyrant and Persian king, but 
he does not offer any commentary on the epitaph itself nor does he explain how 
he knows the inscription. 

The only other place in his narrative where Thucydides uses inscriptions is 
in his biography of the Spartan king Pausanias. In describing his downfall, 
Thucydides tells the story of the inscription, erasure, and re-inscription of the 

serpent column in Delphi (1.132.2-3), but does not offer his own interpretation 
of events and does not suggest that he has seen the monument.50 Thucydides 
then cites an inscription in his tale about Pausanias' death. He reports that, 
commanded by an oracle from Delphi, the Spartans reburied Pausanias where 
he had died, then remarks (1.134.4): KaC vuv KElTCIa EV TC, TrpOTEPEViOpaTI, B 

ypaq)i coTrial t rlXoiOl ("and now he is buried in the front of the temenos, 
which the stelae with an inscription reveal"). This statement suggests, but no 
more than that, that Thucydides had seen the stelae.51 

After Thucydides, two fourth-century historians, Theopompus of Chios 
and the Athenian Philochorus, seem to have made some use of inscriptions, 
though the evidence is fragmentary and thus difficult to interpret. Theopompus 

49Aristotle identifies the epitaph as composed by Simonides (Rh. 1367b20-21). 
50See Meiggs and Lewis no. 27. Herodotus does not even refer to this story of Pausanias' 

couplet and its erasure, though he does mention both the column (9.81.1) and the downfall of 
Pausanias (8.3.2). Plutarch praises Thucydides in contrast to Herodotus when he remarks that 
Thucydides does not have the Athenians charge the Corinthians with treason or desertion 
during the battle of Salamis (cf. Th. 1.73.2-74.4) and states that it would have been a foolish 
argument for the Athenians to use when they could see Corinth's name engraved in third place 
on the serpent column (de Her. mal. 39 [= Mor. 870e]): i'v Tpirr v uEV Ebpv JIETa 

AaKE8atCloviou5 Kai pET' aUTous EyxapaTTOPEvlrv TOi5 1rTO TCOV Bapp6jpcov 
&vaoeraotv ("they saw them inscribed in third place after the Spartans and after themselves 
on the votives from the barbarians"). This suggests that Plutarch has seen the column at 
Delphi, which would not be surprising. 

51Six centuries later, in his tour of Sparta, the traveller Pausanias sees two tombs opposite 
the theater, one of the king Pausanias and the other of Leonidas (3.14.1). As with the stele on 
the Athenian acropolis denoting the crimes of the Pisistratids, we may wonder why Sparta has 

preserved the memory of a king who behaved in so un-Spartan a manner, but one clue is 
contained in the traveller Pausanias' observation that the tomb of Leonidas is nearby: in their 

public space, Spartans have visible reminders of behavior to emulate and to avoid. Compare 
Pausanias' description of the Zanes set up at Olympia with the fines paid by athletes 
convicted of wrongdoing in the games (5.21.2-8, 15) and the statues erected by victors (Book 
6 passim). 
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(FGH 115)52 bases part of his argument about the historicity of the Peace of 
Callias on the lettering of the inscription. He believes that it is a forgery foisted 
on the Greeks by the Athenians (F153) and, if the surviving fragments of his 
argument are correctly summarized by the excerptors, he may have based at 
least part of his case on having seen the stone itself (F 154): 

O)E6TTOHTros ' ?V TT KE TCOV OltXTTTrlIKjcV EKEUcopbO09al53 aEyEl 
Tra lTpOS TOV pd3ppapov Ovv6OrKaS, aS ou TOiS 'ATTIKOtS 
ypadclaolv EOTr)lXTEuOOaI, cXX&c TOTS TCOV 'Icbvcov. 

Theopompus says in the twenty-fifth book of the Philippica that the 
treaties with the barbarian were forged-they were inscribed not in the 
Attic alphabet but in the Ionic. 

Theopompus seems to have argued against the authenticity of the inscription, 
and therefore the Peace of Callias, on the grounds that it was carved in the Attic 
epichoric alphabet rather than the Ionic. Theopompus also observes (F 155): 

TOUi Bi 'Aerlvaious ETrEIoE XPiaOcat TOTS TCOV 'Icbvcov ypdraaOiv 
'ApxTvos [8' 'AOnvaciolt] ETit aPXOVTO Et EKXEi8ou [403/2 B.C.E.]... 
TrEpi aE TOU TrEiOavTos IOTOpEtl E61TOuTro;. 

Archinus persuaded the Athenians to use the Ionic alphabet in the year 
Euclides was archon....Theopompus records his persuasion. 

In Theopompus' view, this chronological impossibility meant that the stone was 
a forgery. 

Although Theopompus does not say so in the surviving fragments, we 
must assume, I think, that he was describing a stone he had seen in Athens, 
rather than referring to a copy of a document he found in a collection of texts or 
in another author. He believes he is able to distinguish between the Attic and 
Ionic alphabets and is correct that the Ionic alphabet was only officially adopted 
in Athens in 403/2 B.C.E., but either overlooks the existence of documents 
carved in Ionic letters before that date or does not know that there were any.54 

520n Theopompus, see Connor; Flower. 
53See Connor 91-92 for a discussion of the range of meanings of this word; "forged" may 

be somewhat misleading. 
54See also Plutarch's argument over whether the Aristides identified as choregus on some 

tripods in the sanctuary of Dionysus is the same as the famous political leader. Plutarch argues 
against the identification, using as part of his argument this observation (Arist. 1.6): cb; 
iEyxEI Tx ypallaaTa, TfrS ET' EUKAXEiTSV ovTa ypaplC aTIKfsI ("as the lettering in the 
alphabet after Euclides proves"). On this opening chapter in the life of Aristides, see below. 
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Nor does he take into consideration the possibility that the inscription he saw 
was a later recopying of the treaty earlier inscribed. Although Theopompus 
seems to have had some knowledge about Athenian public inscriptions and 
employed them in his historical arguments, he does not appear to have had a 

complete understanding about the inscription of documents in that city.55 

It is even more difficult to decide from the surviving fragments of his 
works whether the Athenian historian Philochorus (c. 320-260 B.C.E. [FGH 
328]) used inscriptions. Among the titles preserved for him in the Suda (T1), for 
instance, is rTEpi TCOV 'AOilvriotv &apaVTcoV &rr6o co)KpaTi8ou Ka'i PEXpt 

'ATroXXocbpou, from which we may infer that Philochorus extended to 318 
B.C.E. someone else's earlier work on archons which ended with Socratides in 
374/3 B.C.E., but nothing suggests he gathered the names from inscriptions. 
Other suggestive titles in the list include ETrtypatlpaTa 'ATTtKd, TEp't TCOV 

'AOrlvrlot aycbvcov, and 'OXuiivrtl8aas, but nothing other than titles survives 
for these works, so there is no way to determine whether he gathered the 
material from inscriptions.56 

More likely to have come from seeing an inscription are Philochorus' 
comments about the choregic monument erected by an Athenian above the 
theatre of Dionysus (F58)- 

AioXpalio5 'Avayupaotos 6VEtrqKE TOv TTrEp TOU OEaTpou 

TpiTroSa KaTapyupc)oas, VEVIKTJnKC TCO TrpoTEpov ETEI 

Xoprqy?cv Tralto, KaC ErTEypapEv ETir Tr'v KaTaTO.lTV57 TS TrETpa, . 

For the use of the Ionic alphabet in Athens during the fifth century B.C.E., see Threatte 26- 
51. As he states (27), "the Ionic alphabet had long been familiar at Athens before 403 B.C., as 
numerous instances of its use in public and private texts testify." 

55It is also possible that the choice to use the Ionic alphabet for a public document may 
reflect political affiliation: the accounting of the treasurers of Athena in 411 B.C.E., during 
the reign of the Four Hundred, was in the Ionic alphabet (IG 13.373), but was inscribed in the 
Attic in the following year (IG 13.375), after the fall of the Four Hundred. This has prompted 
Threatte to suggest that the government of the Four Hundred may have introduced the Ionic 
alphabet into Athens in 411 B.C.E. (29, 30). F285 may also reflect Theopompus' use of an 
inscription from Corinth, but he may have taken the epigram from a literary source. 

56Jacoby 1949: 170 assumes that Philochorus did collect inscriptions for the ETrryp6p- 
gaTa 'ATTtIK. It is entirely possible that the piece on Athenian contests was an excerpt of 
Philochorus' 'ATrOi and not a separate work. An epigram quoted by Harpocration (F40) is 
identified as coming from the 'ArTis, but Philochorus could have gathered this from a 
literary source. 

57KacXTccroPl is the term for the rock face high on the south slope of the acropolis above the 
Theatre of Dionysus. It had been smoothed out during Lycurgus' reconstruction of the theatre. 
See Travlos 562. 
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Aeschraeus of Anagyrus dedicated the tripod (which he had 
silverplated) above the theater when he won in the previous year as 
choregus of boys and he inscribed on the katatome of rock. 

or the remarks preserved in a manuscript of Philodemus which suggest 
Philochorus quoted an inscription put on a votive statue (F59). Also possibly 
derived from an inscription is this statement from an unknown work of 

Philochorus, quoted in the scholia to Aristophanes' Birds 766:58 

E?Tx 
' 

av TI OUITrET6paOXC os TOIS EpiOKO1Trit5al 6 lTTEiolu, 
OiTiVES-cb0 (DtX6Xoopos (rproI-ETrt Xappiou OavaTov TE 

KaTEyvcjooqla aV KaYi Ta 6v6OIaTa aUTCAv cEOrrrT1TEuOr Kai 
E6qrEU0r oaV, Ka' TrC KTEivaVTI KaT' av8pa EKnpuxOqr TarXavTov. 

The son of Peisias may have been part of the Hermocopidae who-as 
Philochorus says-were sentenced to death during the archonship of 
Chabrias, and their names were inscribed on a stele, and their 
possessions were sold at public auction, and a talent was proclaimed to 
the killer of any of them. 

There is nothing more than the implication, however, that Philochorus may 
have seen the inscription. He is quoted in the scholia to Aristophanes' Plutus 
1146 about the decree which was part of the reconciliation of Athens at the end 
of the civil war (F143), but again there is only a possibility that Philochorus 
worked from primary sources, since he neither states that he examined the 
stones nor identifies any author from whom he might have taken documents. 

Aristotle's Use of Inscriptions 

Although today we celebrate Aristotle as a polymath, we do not generally pay 
much attention to his antiquarian interests or the kind of evidence he used in 
exploring them.59 But the lists of Aristotle's works in Diogenes Laertius (5.22- 
27) and elsewhere suggest that some of the philosopher's historical interests 
prompted him to do fieldwork (or have it done for him) at Olympia, Delphi, 
Athens, and many other Greek cities, and to use inscriptions as sources. These 
works include 'OXul-rtriOKat, -TUOtoVTKai, TTUOIOVIKCOV EXEyXoI, vTKat 

58I have quoted this scholion as it is given in Holwerda's edition (766a). Jacoby 1923- 
prints a somewhat different text as FGH 328 F134. 

59George Huxley is an exception; see Huxley 1973 and 1979. See also Chroust's 
assessment of the importance of historical materials for Aristotle (1.242-43); During. 
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AtovuoiaKar[,60 TrEpI TpaycpScLo, iSaoKaXiat, TroXiTELa Tr6roEcov SOTV 
Eo0UOalt pE, KaT' i51av SrpmoKpaTlKa'1 Ka't 6XyapXlKal' Kal aploTOKpaTlKal 

Kal TupavvIKat and TrEpi TCOV o6XcovoS a&o6cov.61 Many of these were 

complex collections of documents culled from archives and public inscriptions, 
while others were lists of names arranged in chronological order. For these lists 
of victors in athletic, musical, and drama contests, the information had to be 

gathered from votives and buildings in the cities or sanctuaries themselves- 

Olympia, Delphi, and Athens-whether by Aristotle himself or by some 
assistant, unless someone else had already done the preliminary collecting. If 
that had previously been done, then Aristotle might only have had to update or 
revise the collection before putting it to other uses, if he desired to. 

Whether Aristotle ever visited Delphi is not stated in any surviving 
evidence, but he clearly took an interest in the sanctuary. His earliest 
connection may have occurred in 342/1 B.C.E. when, after the death of his 
father-in-law, Hermias, the tyrant of Atarneus, Aristotle dedicated at Delphi a 
statue and composed a hymn in his honor.62 Diogenes Laertius, who quotes both 
the dedicatory inscription and the hymn (5.4, 6-8), also comments that the 
dedication may have led to Aristotle's being charged with &oE3pEta and that 
the hymn prompted Theocritus of Chios to mock the philosopher (5.11). No 
later visitor, including Pausanias, refers to this statue, which may have been 

destroyed either by the Delphians themselves after Alexander the Great's death 
or in another period of destruction for the sanctuary.63 

Various sources record that Aristotle drew up a list of victors in the 

Pythian games. Plutarch, typically, mentions in passing that Aristotle compiled 
one-KaI 'ApICToTAXriS EV Ti TOCj r'uioviKCOV avaypaqpi OXcovi TiV 

yvoi.nrlv avaTtTEiS ("and Aristotle in the collection of Pythian victors offered 

60According to Hesychius, the title of this work was VtKCjV AtovUuoaKcrV aCOTIKCoV 

KaO' Aqvaicov. 
61The last work does not appear in Diogenes Laertius' list, but is in the Vita Menagiana 

catalogue of Aristotle's books. See Stroud 1979: 14. On Aristotle and these works, see 
Chroust; During. Not much of these works survives: there are scattered fragments only from 
the TuOIovTKai (frr. 615-17) and bSiaoKaXiat (frr. 618-30); a lengthy fragment from the 
Athenian constitutional history alone; and a reference only perhaps to the 'OXulTrTovTKat. 

62Diogenes Laertius preserves many derogatory tales about Hermias (5.3-4, 11), which 
may reflect the confused politics of this era as cities changed their policies toward Macedonia, 
as well as differing attitudes toward Aristotle. See Chroust's analysis: 1.38-44, 173-74. 

63See Wormell; Edmunds 383-86 on Aristotle's hymn to &pETi'; Bowra. 
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his judgment about Solon" [Sol. 11.1 = fr. 615])-but says no more than that.64 
Otherwise, in the literary evidence, Aristotle's work survives in only two other 
brief citations, in Hesychius (...av avaypaxpEl KClX 'AptOTOTEX-'r VEVIKTfKOTa 
["whom also Aristotle catalogues as a victor"]) and in a scholion to Pindar, 
Isthmian 2 (= fr. 617 Rose): aXX& Kai llTTla T'V EiKOOT'rv TETapTrlV 
vrutcai a, cbs 'ApiOToTiXAiS avaypariEt ("but also the Pythian games, the 
twenty-fourth Pythiad, as Aristotle catalogues"). 

This scanty literary evidence can be expanded by two fragmentary 
inscriptions from Delphi to give a greater sense of Aristotle's undertaking. In 
the first, he and his relative Callisthenes, who also wrote on the First Sacred 
War, are thanked for their efforts in compiling a list of Pythian victors (Fouilles 
de Delphes 3.1.400 = Sy113.275):65 

['ApioTOTXnSr NIKO-] 

[a&dXou Tayipirln] 

[K'i Ka XXotaevqS A-] 
5 [aPcoTiuou 'OXvtlo-] 

[S ou]vE[Tafav TrivaK-] 

[a] TCoV a[Tr6 rvuXlOa VEV-] 

IKT1K[6T]CoV Ta [TTlU0a] 

Kai TCOV E a&p[XfiS TO-] 
10 v aycova KaTcaoK[Eua]- 

oCvrTCaov, rcEatv'[oat] 

'AptoTOTXTrV Ka[' K]- 

aX[AlX]ov0Ev Ka' [OT-] 

Eqpavcooat ava[OETv]- 

64Later in the same chapter, Plutarch observes (Sol. 11.2): EV TE TOi5 TCOV ALEXpcoV 
uTroj,vluaov 'AXKuaicov, ou '6Xcov, 'AOqvaicov OTpaTriyoS avayEypaTrTal ("in the 
records of the Delphians, Alcmaeon, not Solon, is catalogued as general of the Athenians"). 
Jacoby 1949: 356 n. 22 states that Plutarch has taken this from Aristotle (see also 281 n. 47) 
and he may have, although there is no explicit evidence. See also Mosshammer. 

65This fragment was found in a well in 1896 near house 291, approximately thirty feet west 
of the temple and near the southwest corner of the precinct. Complete only on the left side, it 
was inscribed in stoichedon, with fifteen letters per line. Its opening was restored, exempli 
gratia, by the excavator, Th. Homolle. If the stoichedon pattern is consistently maintained, 
then line 7, as restored, is one letter too long, although the restoration would date the starting 
point of the tablet to the reorganization of the Pythian games after the First Sacred War. Miller 
suggests that a[(p' 'liTTTTou] may be the correct restoration (150). See Tod no. 187; Bosworth. 
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15 at 6E TOV Ttiv[aKa TO-] 

0S5 Tapil[aS EV TCOI IE-] 

[pCo]i PE[TayEypa-I-]- 
VO[V EIS oTfTXaS... 

Since Aristotle, son of Nicomachus and of the town Stagira, and 
Callisthenes, son of Damotimus and of the town Olynthus, compiled a 
tablet of victors at the Pythian games from the time of Gylidas and of 
those who oversaw the festival from its beginning, commend and offer 
a crown to Aristotle and Callisthenes. The financial officers are to put 
up a tablet in the temple with the inscription on stelae... 

If the very fragmentary opening is restored at all accurately, the two are thanked 

with a crown and an inscription for producing a list of victors at the Pythian 

games and of the festival's organizers from its earliest days. 

The second surviving inscription records payment AEtvoltaXco[t] TC)J 

nUi0OViKCbV avaypacpfs, KEXEuodVTcOV / [T]Cov iEpopvlp6vcovv, pva b5uo 

("to Dinomachus for the catalogue of Pythian victors, as the priests ordered, two 

mnas" [Fouilles de Delphes 3.5.58 =Syll3.252]); the size of the payment 

suggests that this monument must have been very large.66 The fragmentary state 

of the inscription and uncertainty in Delphic chronology prohibit dating it 

precisely, but it must have been done at some time in the four or five years prior 
to 327 B.C.E., when Callisthenes died in disgrace on the expedition with 
Alexander the Great.67 

In the lists of his works, Aristotle's rTuOLoviKat seems to have a parallel in 

'OAuuvrrTov1Kat, although no fragment of the latter survives. Thus, for instance, 
we cannot know whether Aristotle relied on Hippias of Elis' list of victors in the 

Olympic stadion or whether they both drew on some combination of oral 

66See Bousquet. For a possible reconstruction of the monument, see Miller 149-50. 
67Some time after this stele was erected, perhaps as early as the anti-Macedonian reaction 

in Phocis to the news of Alexander's death in 323 B.C.E., the inscription was broken up and 
this fragment ended up in the well where it was found. The Delphians may even have voted to 
take away Aristotle's honors, as this remark in a letter from Aristotle to Antipater, if genuine, 
shows (Ael. VH 14.1): UTrEp TC'V ?v AEXqpoTS Y ql>tOEVTcov plo Kai cV a'qpnprlpai vUv 
OUTC5 E<XCa cbJS IliTE POI ocp6opa [lEXElV UTTrp aOUTCOV [lITE OI P1qBEV PEXEtV 

("concerning the honors voted me in Delphi and of which I have been deprived, now I can say 
that neither are they much of a concern to me nor are they of no interest at all to me"). For 
discussions of chronology, see Spoerri and the references he cites. Tod suggests that Aristotle 
may have done some of the work at Delphi in 343 B.C.E., since ca. 342/1 he honored Hermias 
of Atareus with a statue and epigram at the site (no. 187). 
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tradition and written documents in their work at Olympia. Plutarch, however, 
may refer to this work in his life of Lycurgus. He opens the biography with a 
discussion about the difficulties in establishing any sort of chronology for the 
Spartan lawgiver and observes that some, including Aristotle, credit Lycurgus 
and Iphitus with the Olympic truce (Lyc. 1.2): c'v ECTI Ka'c 'AptoTOTEXriS 6 

pitX6oopos, TEKpUTipLOV TrpocpEpOV TOV 'O)CTupTiaol i( t KOV, EV C) TOUVOIa 
TOU AUKoUpyou itaocaO ETat KaTayEypaIppJEov ("among whom there is 
also Aristotle the philosopher, who offers as evidence the disk at Olympia on 
which is preserved the inscribed name of Lycurgus"). Plutarch does not state 
that he is citing Aristotle's 'OAkpTrloviKal, but Plutarch's phrasing, especially 
his word TEK[jIptlOV, suggests that Aristotle was interested in establishing a 

chronology either of the Olympic games or of Lycurgus' life and that he did use 
epigraphical evidence in his work.68 

At both Olympia and Delphi, Aristotle perhaps drew on the statues and 
inscriptions commemorating the athletes who were victorious or, at Olympia, 
convicted of cheating. Most of these monuments are known today not from 
Aristotle's work but only because Pausanias wrote detailed descriptions of the 
sanctuaries. He devotes most of Books 5 and 6 to a catalogue of monuments in 
the Altis at Olympia: generally, he describes the statues and summarizes the 
inscriptions, adding information from other sources, though occasionally he 
does quote an epigram (eg, 6.4.6, 8.2, 10.7).69 His description of Delphi in Book 
10 is much briefer, because he has already covered the athletes worthy of note 
in his section on Olympia, as he explains (10.9.1-2). Indeed, in describing 
monuments at Olympia, Pausanias often adds that an athlete was also victorious 
at Delphi (or Nemea or the Isthmus), though he does not always state whether 
that information came from the inscription or from another source (e.g., 6.10.3). 

Pausanias, who lived some five centuries after Aristotle, never cites the 
philosopher as a source or predecessor of sorts, but may nonetheless be 

68This disk is probably referred to in two other sources. Pausanias describes briefly many 
votive offerings, including 6 'I(piTou &iOKo0 inscribed with the truce proclaimed at Olympic 
festivals (5.20.1): TauT-rrl [Tiv EKEXEIPiaV] OUK ES EuO0U eXE yEypaP.Ewvnv, aXX\a E 
KUKAOU oaXfipa TTEpiEioiV ETIT TCO si[OKCp Ta ypadIpaTa ("it does not have the truce 
inscribed in a straight line, but the letters go around the disk in the shape of a circle"). 
Pausanias earlier refers to an inscription that perhaps concerns Iphitus, though he does not 
characterize it as a disk (5.4.5-6). Phlegon, a freedman of Hadrian, who composed some sort 
of chronicle of Olympiads from their beginning through 140 C.E. (FGH 257 F1), may also 
refer to this votive. See Jeffery 59, 217. 

69See how he explains his focus at 6.1.1-2. 
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indebted to him at a couple of points. At the beginning of his tour of the Apollo 
sanctuary at Delphi, Pausanias summarizes the history of competitions and 
victors (10.7.2-8). His account opens with only vague chronological 
references-ivTIPOVEUoUOt (10.7.2, twice), AXyETat (10.7.2, 3), and cpaoi 
(10.7.3)-but then his presentation switches, becoming much more annalistic in 

style and content (10.7.4-5): 

Tr E ' TEaOapaKOOTIS 'OXulTrldrio Ka'i 6yT6rI, iTv rXauKiaS 6 
KpoTCovtarTTs EVIKrloE, TauTrlS ETEI TpiTCOp a0Xa EOEoav oi 
'A)(tKTU'OVES KtlapcpJiaS ,IEV Ka9a Ka'i E pPXfiS, Trpoco0Eoav BS 
Kai auXcpoias a?ycAvtola Kai auAXcv 6vrlyopEusrnoav &E VlKCOVTES 

KEcaXXAiv TE toS XalTrolt KtOapcpi[g, Kai aUAcp6oS 'ApKKS 
'EXE,U3pOTOS, 2aKSaS SBE 'ApyE'toS ET'r ToIS auXoit- aVEiXETO BS 
6 CaKKaSa OUTOS Kai XXaAs Buo TaS EcpeEnrS TaurT'S rTTuOitaas. 
EeEoav SE Kari OXara T6TE &6XTJTaiS TTrpjTov, Ta TE iV 'OXuI1TTig 
TrTXhl TEOpi-Tr-To Kal auTol voPIOOETrloavTEs 5oXixou Kai bSau'Xou 
Traio'lv Eivai Sp6opov. 

In the third year of the forty-eighth Olympiad, which Glaucias the 
Crotoniate won, the Amphictyons held contests for harp playing just as 
always from the beginning, but they added competitions for aulos 
playing and singing to the aulos. Proclaimed as victors were...from 
Cephallene for the harp, Echembrotus from Arcadia for singing to the 
aulos, and Sacadas of Argos for his aulos playing. This Sacadas carried 
away prizes for the next two Pythiads. At that time they also 
established for the first time contests for athletes, just as at Olympia, 
except for the four-horse chariot, and the Delphian officials added for 
boys foot-races of the long and the double course. 

It is just possible that one source of Pausanias' information in this summary 
history is the inscription engraved at Delphi as a result of Aristotle and 
Callisthenes' work. Pausanias' brief narrative of the founding and refounding of 
the games at Olympia similarly opens with references to oral tradition-oi Ta 

apcxatTaTa cx vrTIlOVEVOVTes (5.7.6), cpaaiv (5.7.7)-then changes into 

citations of Olympiads, years, and victors (5.8.6-), but no inscription or any 
other kind of evidence survives to suggest that Aristotle's work lies behind 
Pausanias' chronological survey of Olympia. If Aristotle's 'OXuVuTriOVTKat has 

left any traces either in Pausanias or in the sanctuary of Olympia itself, then it 

may only be apparent in monuments put up or re-inscribed long after the victors 

they commemorate.70 

70See Pausanias 6.7.8, 10.9, 13.2, 13.6, 13.10, 14.12. 
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Ancient sources indicate that Aristotle lived in Athens for long periods of 
time at least twice (367/6-347, 335/4-323 B.C.E.), so it is easily possible that 
he was able to collect information for his work on Athenian drama contests.71 
But the chronological relationship between his research and the inscribed 
6StSaKaXiat (IG 2 .2318-23) is unclear: it is uncertain whether the inscriptions 
were erected after his work (whether independently or as a result) or whether 
they came before.72 Part of the problem is that so few fragments survive of any 
of these Aristotelian texts: there are no fragments from either the vTKal 
AlovuotaKai or the TTEpi TpaycpStCov, while just a few scraps remain of his 
StscaoKaXila (frr. 618-30 Rose).73 The twelve surviving fragments of 
Aristotle's taoKacxaiat clearly show the interests of those who excerpted 
them, as many identify poets and public figures or discuss titles of plays by 
authors of the fifth and early fourth centuries B.C.E. This focus makes it 
difficult to recover any sense of Aristotle's work, its breadth and arrangement, 
or what other information he included. If IG 22.2318-23 were available to 
Aristotle, his research must have been relatively easy; if they were not, then he 
faced greater challenges. 

If we assume that Aristotle did not have inscriptions like IG 22.2318 to 
draw upon, what was available to him as evidence? Some sort of official 
Athenian archive seems to have existed, though it is not clear how possible it 
would have been for someone to undertake research in it.74 We may imagine 
Aristotle collecting names and dates from the choregic monuments erected by 
Athenians victorious in the many drama festivals or from documents kept 
by officials in charge of the festivals. Unfortunately, three of the four choregic 

710n the chronology of Aristotle in Athens, see Chroust I, chs. 7, 11-12. 
72See Pickard-Cambridge. He cites all the choregic and didaskalic inscriptions known at 

that time and believes that Aristotle's work must be kept separate from the inscriptions 
(70, 103-25). 

73Rose lists some fragments as coming from Aristotle's 8t1aoKaXiat (frr. 618, 620-23, 
626-27), but in them Aristotle is not specified and the source is identified only as 
MStaoKariat, in contrast to the other fragments which use phrasing like 'ApIoTOTEXrlS EV 
TaiS taSaoKaXiaLS ("Aristotle in his didaskaliae" [fr. 619, 624, 629]) or cbG 'AplOTOTXoTAr 
5t5aoKaXiaL ("as Aristotle, didaskaliae" [fr. 628]). Cf. fr. 630: ...pTrliv 'ApiOTOTEXrlS OT- 
ouiv&uo ESO0E XOpnyETV Ta AlovUoia TOIS Tpaycp8oS Ka't KC.pio130o ("Aristotle says 
that it seems there were two choregoi for the Dionysia in tragedies and comedies"). 

74Thomas 81-82 observes: "Athens was extending the use of the written word and its 
preservation during the first half of the fourth century. The two elements are facets of the 
same phenomenon. Sophisticated use of the documents once they are kept as 'records' seems 
to become evident in the mid-fourth century." A parallel development was the use of 
inscriptions by orators to develop their arguments. 
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monuments which survive today post-date either the time at which Aristotle is 
understood to have been in Athens or his death in 322 B.C.E.: the monument of 
Nikias (IG 22.3055) and that of Thrasyllus (IG 22.3056) are both 320/19 B.C.E., 
and that of Thrasykles is 271/70 B.C.E. (IG 22.3083). The earliest surviving 
monument, that of Lysicrates, is 335/4 B.C.E. (IG 22.3042), the very year in 
which Aristotle returned to Athens. All four choregic monuments are securely 
dated because their inscriptions refer to the eponymous archon under whom the 

victory was won. We know from Pausanias' description of the street of 
the tripods (1.20.1-2), however, that other such monuments existed for later 
visitors to see, though we do not know their dates.75 

The elaborate choregic monuments from the end of the fourth century 
B.C.E. were not the only inscribed record of drama contests. At least one archon 
basileus at the beginning of the century commemorated his year in office by 
erecting a herm with this inscription (Agora 1.7168):76 

'OvfioTrrrro5 AirTo KrlcpIotEi p3aOIXE1'S aVEOrlKE[v] 
o[fi]? 'OVvqoliTrTro 3(aoIXEOVTO5 XOpTJYoVTE; EVIKCOV 

KCOPCIOSCLV Trpaycott6)v 

ICOtlKpaTTrl EXOp'iYE XaXKO1TCbX1q EITpaOT6VtKOS EXOp1EyE ETpaTcoVOS 

NlKoXdaprT E5iiaOKE MEyaKXi8E(Sr EiBaGKE 

Onesippus son of Aetius from Cephissa, as king-archon, dedicated [this]. 
These men, when Onesippus was king-archon, as choregoi were victorious: 

comedies tragedies 
Sosicrates the bronze-dealer was choregus Stratonicus son of Strato was choregus 
Nicochares was the poet Megaclides was the poet 

Aristotle might well have seen this inscription and others like it as he gathered 
information for his 5t5aoKaXtai, but there would have been at least one 

difficulty in using it: he would have had to correlate the name of the archon 

75Plutarch also refers to choregic monuments that he believes can be accurately dated: in 
his discussion about Aristides' wealth, he joins a seemingly long debate about the 
identification of an Aristides who was a victorious choregus and dedicated some tripods. 
Plutarch says that the tripods stood even in his own time (Kal KaO' lpas [Arist. 1.3]). He then 

supports the arguments of Panaetius about who this Aristides was, as opposed to those of 
Demetrius of Phaleron (1.8-9). Plutarch also mentions a choregic monument of Nicias which 
he believes still stood in his own day-Ka9' ilua (Nic. 3.3). 

76See Shear (the inscription is on pp. 256-57); Camp; Edmonson; Develin 225. Edmonson 
discusses in detail the oddities of this inscription, including the naming of the choregoi and 
the date of the dedication. 
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basileus to that of the archon eponymous who gave his name to the year. How 
might he have done this?77 

Other Aristotelian works do not offer many clues as to his possible 
sources. Only in a brief comment in the Politics does Aristotle use evidence that 
he would have had to draw from such inscriptions. Discussing the place of 
music in education, he remarks about the popularity of the aulos and refers in 
passing to a tablet dedicated by a choregus (1341a33-36): 

Kai yap EV AaKECailovi TSl XopTlyos aUTor T-OiXqlE TC Xop(C, Kai 
'TEpi 'AOiva OfUTCOS ETrEXxCpiaoEV C)OTE OXE8OV oi ToXAoi TOCV 

EAEU6EpcoV IIETETXOV aUTrls' lX ov E E K TOU TrivaKoS Ov axvEOrKE 

Opao-trTroS 'EKcavT(-ri Xopny?roas. 

For in Lacedaemon some choregus himself played the aulos for 
the chorus and this became so popular around Athens that almost the 
majority of freemen did this; this is clear from the tablet which 
Thrasippus dedicated when he was choregus for Ecphantides. 

But Aristotle never cites choregic monuments in the surviving pages of the Poetics. 

The other relevant titles of Aristotle-v6otoi OUOOITIKOI, TrOXITETaC 

Tr6XEcov, and TrEpi TCOV 6oXcovo a&x6vovv78-show his interest in the 
constitutional history of Greek city-states, although little survives of these 
today.79 Aristotle's approach to this subject and the value he placed on 
epigraphical evidence, either what he and his colleagues collected for 
themselves or what they found in previous work, may be illustrated by his 
research into the laws of Solon. But for Aristotle the assembly of such evidence 
was only one step in a larger project, as he makes clear in his conclusion to the 
Nicomachean Ethics, which sets up his work in the Politics. Aristotle declares 
(EN 1181b17-20): EITa EK TCOjV OuvryupEvcov TToXLTE1COV OEcopfiaal TaX Trota 

77The earliest surviving list of all the archons for each year (IG 22.1706) was inscribed at 
the end of the third century B.C.E. The remaining fragments begin with the year 229/8 B.C.E. 
and list the archon eponymous, the basileus, the polemarchus, and then the six thesmothetai, 
always in that order, for some twenty-two years. The list seems to extend no further into the 
past than 230/29 B.C.E. See Dow; Cadoux; Bradeen; Plommer; Develin. 

78Plutarch may be drawing on this work when he quotes from Solon's laws and cites their 
locations on the axones (Sol. 19.4) or when he cites Aristotle for the name KUpEt5S (Sol. 
25.1), though the latter remark may refer toAth. 7.1. See Stroud 1979: 13. 

79Aristotle refers frequently throughout the Politics to the constitutions and laws of many 
Greek cities, including, for example, Sparta and Crete (1263b40-64al), Locri and Leucas 
(1266b19-24), Epidamnus (1267b17-19), and Cyme (1269al-3). See also his remarks at Rh. 
1360a18-37 and Pol. 1260b27-36. 
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OCYC)E Kal El T OE Ki (PE TS KC TX TTOia EKaCOTCa TCAOV TToXlTEI).V, Kai' 
taTI TivaS ai-riaS ai lEV KaXCos ati E TouCavTiov TroXlTEuovTaCl ("then from 

the collected constitutions to see what sorts of things preserve or destroy cities 
and what sorts of constitutions are in each and on account of what reasons 
cities are well governed or the opposite"). Unfortunately, Aristotle never 
explains how those constitutions were gathered.80 

Certain clues about his sources remain embedded in the 'A0rlvaicov 
TroATETia. In his analysis of Athenian constitutional history, Aristotle dates 
events both by archons and by relationship to other events. Typical are his 
references to events in 478/7 B.C.E. (Ath. 23.5)-- TEI TplTC [IETX T1V EV 

aXaaiIvi vau[caXiav ETr'i TtiooE0vovu apXovTOS ("in the third year after 
the sea battle off Salamis when Timosthenes was archon"), or to events in 453/2 
B.C.E. (Ath. 26.3)-ETEI 8E TTPTT-rTCP IPETX TaCTa a Err't AUOcKpaTous apXOVTOS 

("in the fifth year after these things when Lysicrates was archon"). His earliest 
citation of an archon to date an event is tentatively assigned to the year 621/0 
B.C.E. (Ath.. 4.1). He does the same for a few events in the sixth century (Ath. 
13.1, 13.4, 14.1, 17.1, 19.6, 21.1), then dates events consistently by archon, 
sometimes in conjunction with other events, some sixteen times, throughout the 
fifth century.81 Four of the archons named by Aristotle, all of whom appear in 
the early part of the history, are not known from any other source. This may 
suggest that Aristotle was working from primary documents, perhaps also an 
archon list.82 

Aristotle seems to have been using primary documents or Atthidographies 
based, at least in part, on such documents. He comments that the early Athenian 
law against tyranny was very mild, then perhaps quotes part of it (Ath. 16.10): 
v6doiS yap aUTOCtS V 08E'- Eoalia TaO8E 'AOrlvalcOv EOT Kcat iraTparp' EaV 

TLVES TupaVVETV ETraVioTcOVTat [[ETTr TupavviSt]] rl OuyKa01OTn Tfv 

TupavviSa, TaTIlovV Eival Ka'l auTv Kat yEvoS ("for this is their law: these 
are customary laws of Athens and also ancestral; whenever anyone attempts to 

80Note the verb-ouvrlypEvcvv-which we have seen before in the title of Craterus' work 
and in Plutarch. I discuss below what evidence there is for Aristotle's collecting of materials. 

81There is only one event in the second half of the 'Arlvaicov -rroXrTETa given a date, by 
reference to the eponymous archon (329/8 B.C.E. [54.7]). Rhodes 1993 ad loc. regards the 
date as a later addition to the text. 

82Aristaechmus (621/0? [4.1]), Hermocreon (501/0? [22.2]), Telesinus (487/6 [22.5]), 
Hypsichides (481/0 [22.8]). See Cadoux and Plommer. Develin incorporates Aristotle's 
evidence in his annual listing of Athenian officials but offers no discussion of 
Aristotle's scholarship. 
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establish a tyranny or aids a tyranny, he is to be disenfranchised, both he and his 
family"). Using very similar language, he paraphrases a law which established 
the Four Hundred in Athens (Ath. 29.2): i'v SE TO pqlcplopac TOU TTvu0ocbpov 
TOit6VE- TOV 8ripov EXEo0at pET&X TC7V TrpoOrapx6vTcov 8EKaC Trpo- 
POVXCOV a&XXouS E'KOYI EK TCO)V jTrEp TETTaCpKOVTC ETTI yEyOVOTOV 

("this was the decree of Pythodorus: together with the ten probouloi, the demos 
is to choose twenty others from those beyond the age of forty"). In his 
discussion about this law, he identifies Pythodorus as from the deme 
Anaphlystus (29.1), so perhaps Aristotle has seen an inscription of the law, whether 
in an archive or in the city, that has this information as part of its heading.83 

Aristotle's discussion of the Solonian divisions of Athenian classes 
provides us with an opportunity to examine his use of sources. In explaining the 
class of those able to provide three hundred bushels, he explicates thus (Ath. 7.4): 

cbs 5' EVto (paot TOUS iTTTrOTPO(pEiv SuvaPuvoU. orluEiov bE 
qEpouoi T TE ovoja TO' TE'outa, cs; av ar6 TOU TrpdayIaTro 
KEI[EVOV, Kai Ta avaeraTra TCOV apXaicov' 

As some say, they are able to maintain a horse. They offer as evidence 
both the name of the class as being derived from the fact and the votive 
offerings of the ancients. 

Aristotle's phrasing shows that he is drawing on unnamed sources-Evto--and 
he cites as well what they use as evidence (orlTEtov BE (pEpovat). But 
immediately after this he continues (Ath. 7.4): 

av(aKEITCa yap EV aKpOTrroXEl EiKCOV AlqpiXou, Eq p ET lmyEypaw- 
Tat TrdSE 

AinRXou 'AVOEI[COV TriV5' &VEOnKE OEOis 
Or1TIKOU CXVTi TEXOUS iTTTra' aElta6pEVOs. 

Kai 'TapEOTrKEV iTrTToS EKp iapTvupcv, cbO T7TV irT'n"n6a 
TOUTO oTlatuiouotv. 

For there stands on the acropolis a statue of Diphilus, on which are 
inscribed these verses: 

83Although Ostwald 1955: 106-8 and MacDowell 28-29 disagree about some of the details 
of Aristotle's language in Ath. 16.10 and 29.2, they recognize in these passages Athenian legal 
language as abstracted by Aristotle. See also Ostwald 1986: 8 n. 19. Aristotle also records that 
the Thirty removed the laws of Ephialtes and Archestratus about the council of the Areopagus 
from the Areopagus hill (35.2). In the second half of the 'ABqvaicov TroXlTEia he refers to 
various kinds of inscriptions: ephebe lists (53.4); eponymoi (53.7); public records (54.3, 54.8). 
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Diphilus' son Anthemion dedicated this to the gods, 
when he exchanged the status of thete for that of knight. 

And the horse stands beside [him] as evidence that they interpret this as 
the class of cavalry. 

He identifies a statue of a man with a horse, inscribed with a pair of pentameter 
verses and placed on the Athenian acropolis. But which man? Aristotle's 

introductory sentence suggests Diphilus, but the verse says Anthemion, son of 

Diphilus. Perhaps the phrase EiKC.V AlipXou is an easy slip of a copyist created 

by seeing Ait(pXou as the first word in the inscription.84 Aristotle's sources and, 
perhaps, Aristotle himself sought out this statue and inscription on the acropolis. 

Can we determine, however, whether Aristotle worked either with the 

inscriptions themselves or drew on previous research for the 'ABrvaicov 
TrooAITIa and the other city-state constitutions? There is nothing conclusive on 
one side or the other. He does not say that he has himself seen the statue of 
Anthemion on the Athenian acropolis, though he does use the verb avaKEITaI 
when introducing his description of it. I would suggest that this at least implies 
that Aristotle has seen the statue, although Rhodes argues "the present 
avdKEtTai does not guarantee that AP has checked the evidence, but we may 
presume that a statue which was standing when his source wrote was still 

standing when he wrote."85 Nor does his quotation and paraphrase of laws 

require that Aristotle worked from the inscriptions themselves; similarly, 
nothing credits Aristotle specifically with using inscriptions in his work at 

Delphi, Olympia, or on the dramatic contests in Athens, although much 

suggests that he did. 

If Aristotle did use epigraphical evidence in his various antiquarian 
projects or studies of the constitutional history of Greek city states, he might to 
some extent have depended on others to gather the information for him. One of 
his circle, Clytus, for example, is recorded as compiler or author of a work, 
TTEpI MLtXiTOu, which may have been a source for Aristotle's comparative 
1TToXlTEaL.86 Alexander the Great's expedition to the east may also have been 

84Rhodes 1993 ad loc. also notes that "editors' suspicion has been aroused by the pair of 
pentameters," which are rarer than elegiac couplets. But examples of pentameters do exist. 

85Rhodes 1993 ad loc. 
86See Jacoby 1949: 359 n. 30. Athenaeus refers to Clytus as 6 'ApIoToTrEAXiK6 ("the 

Aristotelian" [12.540c]), 6 MtXlotos, 'ApiToTE'Xou5 BE a0rnT-ri ("the Milesian, 
Aristotle's pupil" [14.655b]), and 6 TrEpirraTnTTlKOS q(X6oo0po0 ("the Peripatetic 
philosopher" [14.655e]), and quotes from his work on Miletus. Arrian tells and dismisses a 
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another source for many of Aristotle's projects, though the evidence is very 
fragmentary. Callisthenes, who accompanied Alexander as official historian 
until his execution, was recorded in a remark by Porphyry as having sent 
Aristotle astronomical observations of vast antiquity from Babylon (FGH 124 
T3).87 We may imagine Callisthenes forwarding other materials to his relative, 
if they perhaps had worked in tandem at Delphi. Theophrastus, an intellectual 
heir to Aristotle in many ways, also seems to know of observations made about 

plants in the sea by some on Alexander's expedition to India (HP 4.7.3). Strabo 
refers to Patrocles' claim that those who travelled with Alexander acquired a 

superficial knowledge about many things, while Alexander himself carried out 
detailed investigations (&Kpt3cooat), but Strabo does not remark that any of 
these projects were initiated by or forwarded to Aristotle (2.1.6 [= C69]).88 

Perhaps most tantalizing is this anecdote recorded of Heraclides of Pontus, 
a contemporary of Aristotle who seems to have known both him and Plato when 
he lived in Athens. According to Proclus (Tim. 28c):89 

'HpaKAXEi{8r yo0v 6 ITOVTtK6OS (cpOV OTI TCOV XolpiRou T6TE 
EUSOKIOOV'VTCOV 1TT\XTCOV Ta 'AVTIIItXOU TrPOUTilTOE Kat aUTOV 
ETTELOE TOV HpaKXEi8Tv EiS KoXo(pcva EXO6vTa T Tr OtlrlaTa 
ouXX\Eal TOU &vop6s. 

Heraclides of Pontus says that although the works of Choerilus were 
then very popular, Plato preferred those of Antimachus and he 
persuaded Heraclides who was going to Colophon to collect the works 
of that man. 

If there is any truth to this story, then we might imagine it as a rare surviving 
example of something which may have been fairly routine in the ancient world. 

story preserved in Aristus and Asclepiades that Alexander the Great in the last year of his life 
was visited by, among others, Roman envoys and that the Macedonian not only predicted their 
future greatness but also investigated their governmental system (T"nEp' TOU TroXlTEulaTro 
a,ia 8ta-rruvavo6uEvov-"at the same time [he] investigated the form of government" 
[An. 7.15.5]). 

87Bosworth suggests that this could be an inference mistakenly drawn from Arist. Cael. 
292a7-9 (410-11). 

88Plutarch, in a chapter on Aristotle's effect on Alexander, notes that the philosopher 
prompted his interests in medicine, philosophy, and books, and that when Alexander while on 
campaign in Asia Minor ran out of reading material, he had Harpalus send more. But Plutarch 
does not mention that Alexander sent anything back to Aristotle and even describes in this 
chapter the loosening of bonds between the two men (Alex. ch. 8). 

89For the fragments of Heraclides, see Wehrli 1953. 
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A friend or connection travelling to another city might be asked to undertake 
some small commission.90 

Aristotle's Successors 

Aristotle's successors, the Peripatetics, pursued many of his historical and 

anthropological interests and developed some of their own.91 In addition to his 
relative Callisthenes, two men in particular, Theophrastus and Demetrius of 
Phaleron, continued Aristotle's research into the constitutional and legal history 
of Greek cities, although very little of their work in these areas survives. Of 

Theophrastus' work (see the list in Diogenes Laertius 5.42-50), two titles in 

particular stand out as revealing interests in common with Aristotle: v6Ooi, a 
collection in eighteen books of the laws and traditions of Greek cities; and 

iKacxicolaTa, a similar collection of legal decisions.92 From the surviving 
fragments of the former, it is apparent that Theophrastus could have drawn on 
the same mass of material that Aristotle used in his constitutions of Greek 

cities, but arranged it very differently. Where Theophrastus organized the 
evidence by subject, so that all of the laws on property, for example, were 

gathered together in one place, Aristotle organized it by city, so that these same 
laws would be scattered throughout, presented in the context of the city which 
used them.93 

Demetrius of Phaleron was a much more flamboyant public figure who 

appeared before Athenians in a variety of guises. His legislative work in Athens 
seems to have been informed by an historical perspective, if Diogenes Laertius 
is right in attributing the no longer extant works TrEpi Tfls 'AOrlvro 
voPoOEoiaS and TrEpi TCOV AOIvrol i TTOXITElCOV to him (5.80).94 He is also 

credited with a list of archons-axpXovTcov avaypacpr!-which does not 

90See above, n. 5 on Apellicon of Teos, a Peripatetic, who collected Aristotle's library and 
ancient inscriptions. See also Starr 1987, esp. 216-19, for a discussion of how Romans 
obtained copies of earlier works. 

91See Podlecki. 
92See Keaney and Bloch 1940a. 
93Another of Aristotle's successors, Heraclides of Pontus (who may have been asked by 

Plato to gather the poems of Antimachus [see above]), excerpted his collection of Greek 
constitutions. Of Heraclides' work, EK TCOV 'HpaKXEisoV TrEpi TroAXTEibV, fragments from 

forty of the constitutions survive. For a text, translation, and brief discussion, see Dilts. See 
also Gottschalk; Bloch 1940b. 

94See Dow and Travis for a discussion about the relationship between Demetrius' 

philosophical and historical interests and his work on Athenian laws. They argue that the title 
voloOeTTrri should be restored on IG 2 .1201.11, a decree of an Athenian deme honoring 
Demetrius (153-56). See also Stroud 1979: 14. 
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survive, but is mentioned twice in passing by Diogenes Laertius (1.22, 2.7),95 
again in the Life of Thucydides 32 (=FGH 228 F1-3), and perhaps used by 
Plutarch in his life of Aristides (1.8-9, 5.9-10). 

Plutarch preserves a sense of Demetrius' approach to historical questions 
in the opening to his life of Aristides. The biographer remarks that writers 
disagree about Aristides' wealth and status, and cites three pieces of evidence 
used by Demetrius in a volume called EcoKpaTT;S: Demetrius points to 
Aristides' service as archon eponymous, his ostracism, and choregic tripods 
dedicated as votive offerings in the sanctuary of Dionysus. Plutarch, who 
believes that Aristides was not wealthy, works to invalidate each of these three, 
devoting most of his attention to the tripods. About them, he observes (Arist. 
1.3): di Kai Ka6' riCas EOEiKVUVTO, TOtaUTXiV ETrypaqcpiv StarocSovTE 

"'AVTtOXiS EViKa, 'Aplo-TEi{SrS EXopriyE, 'ApXEOTpaTOs Ef6i5aOKE" ("these 

[tripods] were on display even in our time and they preserve this inscription: 
'the tribe Antiochis was victorious, Aristides was choregus, Archestratus was 
the poet"'). Plutarch then uses an argument against Demetrius-namely that 
Demetrius incorrectly identified the Aristides who dedicated the tripods as the 
son of Lysimachus-with which he credits Panaetius. Panaetius seems to have 
depended on a list of victorious choregoi to make his case and also to have built 
his argument, falsely perhaps, on the Ionic lettering of the inscription. Plutarch 
adds a further point about the identification of the two choregoi named 
Aristides victorious in the fifth century (Arist. 1.6): aXXa TOV Piv XEvoq)iou 
TraTpOS, TOV 5E Xpovcp TroAXX vEcxTEpov, cbS EXEyXEl Ta ypdappara, T'iS 

eET' EUKXEASTjV oVTa ypaCppaTlKfiS, KCa TTpOOyEypaC,pEVOS 6 

'ApXEoCTpaTOo , OV EV ToiS Mr5iKOTi ou5EiS, EV 8E TOitS EXoTrovvfoltaKOtS 
ouXvol xopcov tdctaKarov avaypacpovau ("but the one's father is 

Xenophilus and the other is younger by many years, as the letters, being in the 

alphabet which is post-Euclides, prove, as does the last-written Archestratus, 
whom no one catalogues as poet of choruses in the Persian Wars, but many do 
in the Peloponnesian War"). The biographer wholeheartedly endorses 
Panaetius' argument about the tripods, then turns his attention to Aristides' 
service as archon and his ostracism. Plutarch uses Demetrius' own work against 

95Although Diogenes Laertius does not include this list in his catalogue of Demetrius' 
works (5.80-81); see also 2.44. For a collection of all the surviving fragments of Demetrius of 
Phaleron's works, see Wehrli 1949. 
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him when he remarks that Demetrius himself dated Aristides' archonship to 
after the battle of Plataea (Arist. 1.8).96 

And here I return to my starting point, Craterus of Macedon, for it is 

possible that he, also interested in history and the evidence available to examine 
historical questions, should be included in this Aristotelian circle, although only 
suggestion links him with the philosopher and his followers. If Craterus was, 
indeed, either part of Aristotle's school or influenced by his work, then he 

applied the philosopher's interest in inscriptions to Athenian political history, 
perhaps focusing on the development and finances of the Delian League. 

Conclusion 

During the fifth century B.C.E., some cities and sanctuaries began to display 
more documents in public places. At the end of that century and during the 

fourth, historians and philosophers developed an interest in Greece's immediate 

past, rather than its far distant history. They asked the kinds of questions about 
their immediate past that could be answered in part by inscriptions. Men like 

Hippias of Elis, for example, realized that inscriptions provided a means to date 
events more precisely than Herodotus' Tp[Tn 8'E yEVE L pETa Mivcov 

TEXEvTrfoavTa ("in the third generation after Minos' death" [7.171.1; see also 
3.48.1, 4.105.1]) or Thucydides' ETrlKOOTC E-TEIt ETC 'Iliou aXcriv ("in the 

sixtieth year after Troy was taken" [1.12.3]). These researchers collected 
information from the headings of public decrees, sacred documents, victory 
monuments, and statue bases which enabled them to construct lists of names in 
a chronological order. Other writers then used these lists of priests, priestesses, 
victors, and officeholders as a structuring device for their narratives of the past; 
Hellanicus' Atthis may have been an early example. Some scholars, Craterus 
most famously, may have devoted themselves to collecting such documents, 
while others, such as Aristotle, do not seem to have been satisfied with only 
gathering them, but then used the information to study comparative or historical 

topics. With the establishment of the Mouseion in Alexandria, scholars 
continued to refine chronographical systems (e.g., Eratosthenes, Apollodorus), 
to resolve chronological questions about past peoples and events (e.g., the date 
of the Trojan War, the dates of poets), and to use such evidence in more literary 
studies (e.g., Euripides, Pindar). Centuries later, in the Roman empire, two near 

contemporaries, at work in very different genres, benefitted from this scholarly 
tradition. Plutarch wrote his biographies based on reading he did in libraries, 

96See Develin 57 for a brief discussion about the identification of Aristides. 
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though he used inscriptions taken from secondary sources only occasionally for 
small matters of interpretation. Pausanias wrote his guide to the antiquities of 
Greece, visiting the sites himself and quoting or summarizing inscriptions he 
found there. 
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