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ALFRED S. BRADFORD 

The Synarchia of Roman Sparta 

The Spartan gerousia in classical times was composed of twenty-eight gérantes and 
two kings.1 I f των κη ' γερ[ όντων] in I G V 1, 16 has been restored correctly (but 
ger[onton~\ has been restored from traces of the first three letters only) and correct­
l y interpreted, there were st i l l twenty-eight gérantes as late as the time of Augustus; 
the few complete lists of gerontes, however, give the names of twenty-three mem­
bers.2 The word gerousia itself does not appear (without the aid of a restoration) in 
a Spartan inscription of imperial times; instead we sometimes find the word syn­
archia where we would expect to find gerousia.3 

K . M . T. A T K I N S O N believes that the term synarchia implies a composite body, 
which, i n fact, (she concludes), comprised the gerousia and part of the patronomia, 
which, in turn, comprised a superior board of six - the eponymous patronomos 
and five associates (called properly <the patronomi>) - and an inferior board of six, 
<the synarchoi>, further, that the five patronomi and the twenty-three gerontes 
together composed the twenty-eight member gerousia; finally, that the grammateus 
and the eponym bring the number up to the traditional th i r ty . 4 She rejects the 
suggestion that the ephors (or any board of magistrates other than the patronomi) 
could have been ex officio members of the gerousia. 

The first difficulty in accepting this reconstruction involves the nature of the 
patronomia; quite simply, w i t h the exception of the eponymous patronomos, the 
patronomia just does not appear to be important.5 I t is mentioned infrequently. We 
are certain of the names of only twenty-one men who were ordinary non-epo-

1 E.g. Plutarch, Lycurgus 6, 2. 
2 IG V 1,93,94-1 B.C.; SEG X I 564-late I A.D. ; SEG X I 585-mid I I A.D.; SEG 

X I 569 lists only twenty-one members, but there appears to be one name, at least, omitted, 
line 15: Π vacat. 

3 IG V 1, 448, or boule, IG V 1, 541. 
4 Ancient Sparta, Manchester 1949 (reprinted 1952), 142-149. With this book Κ. Μ . Τ. 

ATKINSON (Chrimes) opened up a new approach to that city's history. She was the first to 
establish beyond doubt that the Sparta of Roman times, once the structure of its society 
is understood, can tell us something about earlier Sparta. She formulated many of the 
essential questions, and, i f I often disagree with her answers, and I do, nevertheless I 
must affirm that I am following a path which she first pointed out. 

5 B. SHIMRON, The Original Task of the Spartan Patronomoi, Eranos 63, 1965, 155-158. 
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nymous patronomi® (compared to almost one hundred-eighty ephors and one 
hundred-fifty nomophylakes); the difference in the numbers, as an indication of the 
relative importance of the offices, seems too great to be due to an accident of 
survival. 

There are, to be sure, other individuals known who may have been patronomi, 
but of these, three come from an inscription without a heading and may not be 
patronomi at a l l ; 7 one, who is called ton patronomon, was probably eponym,8 as 
are two others;9 six, who held posts of special distinction (deputy to the eponym, 
epimeletes for Lycurgus) are certainly not ordinary patronomi;10 and twelve come 
from two inscriptions where, i f the term <synarchontes> is given no more weight 
than i t deserves, may not be patronomi either,11 but even i f they are, stil l we would 
be sure of the names of only thirty-three ordinary patronomi. We know the names 
of more agoranomi, bideoi, bouagoi, ephors, gerontes, nomophylakes, priests (and 
priestesses), spbaireis, and proxeni. 

The few patronomi known form too small a sample to permit conclusions to be 
drawn about the patronomia on the basis of Spartan prosopography. One inscrip­
t ion (twelve patronomi) comes (probably) from the Augustan period,12 two others 
from the early th i rd century A . D . ; 1 3 there is not enough evidence from either of 
these periods to be able to judge the status of these individuals. The fourth inscrip­
t ion is l ikely to come from the middle of the second century A . D . ; two of the ind i ­
viduals have Roman nomina and can be considered prominent; another appears to 
have been bouagos (a distinction) and to have held the office of bideos;u the others 
are unknown. Certainly the members of this particular board appear to be respec­
table men; the Roman citizens and the bouagos, at least, might be expected to have 
decent or even distinguished careers in Sparta. Tentatively, we might say, i f the 

6 IG V 1, 48; SEG X I 503, 499, 500. 
7 IG V I , 115 (SEG X I 592). 
8 IG V 1, 534, as he probably is the eponymous patronomos of IG V 1, 46. 
9 IG V I , 535, 539. 
10 IG V 1,295-275-312-280-311,541,542-158 restored by A. M . WOODWARD, 

ABSA 43,1948, 243-4 = SEG X I 631; SEG X I 542. 
11 IG V 1, 541, 544. The first offices named are hippardi and agoranomos. There could 

be a board of agoranomi honoring the epimeletes of the patronomia of Lycurgus. There 
is no evidence for a board of hipparchs, but the hipparchs were closely associated with the 
games in Sparta (IG V 1,479) and the other inscriptions honoring the epimeletes were 
erected by persons involved in the games (IG V 1, 542 and 543). I f the twelve synarchontes 
are patronomi, either there was a second election in this year or the assumption based 
on IG V 1, 48 (where there are twelve patronomi listed) that the patronomia had twelve 
members is wrong, because here we have twelve synarchontes ( = patronomi) and the 
epimeletes of the eponymous patronomos and the eponymous patronomos himself, in this 
case, Lycurgus. 

12 IG V I , 48. 
13 IG V 1, 541, 544. 
14 SEG X I 503; Nikandridas, SEG X I 605. 

\ 
\ 
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patronomia was not so important as the ephoria and the other major offices, 
nevertheless the one board for which we have evidence appears to have been filled, 
in part at least, by men who could hold the major offices. 

There are forty-five careers of officeholders extant;15 of the forty-five men, only 
four state that they were patronomi, and of these four, one certainly refers to his 
eponymous patronomia,16 another refers to his tenure of office w i t h «Lycurgus the 
god»,17 ( in itself sufficient reason to mention the post), and a th i rd appears in a 
fragmentary inscription in which [synarjchos patro[nomias] has been restored.18 

I n contrast, of four offices known to have been of some importance - gerousias, 
ephor, nomophylax, and, to a lesser extent, bideos — gerousias is mentioned in th i r ty -
seven of the careers, ephor i n twenty-six, nomophylax i n twenty-two, and bideos 
in twelve. 

The men who had their careers inscribed either held the office of patronomos or 
they did not. I f they d id hold the office of patronomos and yet did not mention 
that fact i n their careers, they could not have considered the patronomia very 
important. I f , on the other hand, they d id not hold the office, either they were not 
important enough to hold i t , which is absurd on the face of i t - i f they weren't 
important enough, who was? — or the office was not important enough for them 
to want to hold i t . 

The second difficulty in accepting the reconstruction of A T K I N S O N involves the 
definition of the words synarchoi and synarchontes and the use of them as evidence 
for an inferior board of patronomi. Synarchoi and synarchontes are never used to 
indicate a specific office. The terms mean (and are used in the meaning) <fellow-
officials>. A n agoranomos,19 a gynaikonomos,20 epimeletes,21 bideos,22 ephor,23 and 
perhaps even a grammateus boulas?* as we l l as a patronomos,,25 have synarchoi, 
usually expressed by the formula26 «Agesinikos Sokleida, epimel[e]tas i n the year 
of Damares; synarchoi: Polykles Gorgippou, etc.» 

15 IG V 1, 31-47, 65, 71 ; SEG X I 488-501. 
16 Theophrastos, SEG X I 492, cf. SEG X I 494, 496. 
17 SEG X I 500. 
18 IG V 1, 44. ATKINSON, op. cit. 152-4, points to other evidence that suggests the 

patronomia was not so very important - that it does not appear in cult lists, which she 
explains by saying that the cults were established before there was a patronomia. 

19 IG V 1, 124, 126-130. 
20 IG V 1,170; SEG X I 626, 627. 
21 IG V 1, 133-135. 
22 IG V 1, 556. 
23 IG V 1, 54, cf. 53. 
24 IG V 1,479: «The city (honors) Sex Pom(peius) Epiktas, the grammateus of the 

boule, a good and pious man, hipparch and agonothetes of the second Olympiad — his 
synarchoi paid for the memorial.» The question here is who are these synarchoi: gerontes, 
hipparchs, or agonothetaïi 

25 IG V 1, 48, 505; SEG X I 503. 
26 I G V 1,135. 
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Sometimes one individual is the subject of an honorary decree and his synarchoi 
are listed.27 Once, the ephors of one inscription are rearranged in another inscrip­
t ion so that some of them, for no discernable reason, become synarchoi.29 We can­
not, therefore, assume that the members of a board who are listed as synarchoi are 
inferior to the rest; when we encounter the phrase hoi synarchontes tes patronomias 
we must conclude that the phrase means <the fellow-officials of the patronomia>, 
not an inferior board of patronomi.20 

The th i rd difficulty i n accepting the reconstruction of A T K I N S O N involves the 
usage of the prefix syn. I n Spartan inscriptions certain individuals are described as 
synephehos ton deinos.30 The force of the prefix cannot be that several different 
elements compose one synephebe (or even a <synephebate>), but rather the synephebe 
is i n a relationship to someone other than himself. Similarly, w i t h syngynaikono-
mos,31 synpatronomos,32 and synagoranomos,33 the syn indicates an individual i n 
relation to another individual . A n d so also w i t h synarchoi, as the examples cited 
earlier show (in the formula <so-and-so and the synarchoh), somebody and the syn­
archoi compose the archontes. Thus, i f the syn of synarchia has the same force as 
the syn of synarchoi, then, as someone and the synarchoi compose the archontes, so 
something and the synarchia compose the archeia. 

This is not to say that Spartan usage of the syra-prefix must have been consistent, 
but only that the burden of proof must rest on those who would maintain that syn 
shows the synarchia to have been a composite body. 

Whether the synarchia was a composite body or not, i t was a specific poli t ical 
entity. We find that a foreigner, coming to Sparta, approached the synarchia and 
the damos;34, that Caracalla was honored through the synarchia;35 that a private 
citizen was honored by the city through the synarchia;36 that an altar was dedicated 
to Hadrian by the synarchia;37 and that individuals were presbys of the synarchia.33 

A n d yet we have no individual who states that he was a member of the synarchia, 
no inscription headed «the synarchia», and no mixed list of offices which could 
legitimately be considered the synarchia, except, perhaps, for I G V 1, 20B, which 
is a list of [gerontes] w i t h a grammateus boulas, ephors, and four nomophylakes. 

27 E.g. IG V 1, 505, 556. 
28 IG V 1, 53, 54. 
29 IG V 1, 505. 
30 E.g. IG V 1, 45,47. 
31 SEG X I 500. 
32 SEG X I 499, 500. 
33 SEG X I 499. 
34 IG V 1, 4, lines 3-5. 
35 IG V 1, 448. 
36 IG V I , 480. 
37 SEG X I I I 256. 
38 IG V 1, 37B, 480, 504, 1505; SEG X I 492, 495. 

\ 
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I G V 1, 18, 19, and 20 are concerned w i t h Spartan contests, I G V 1, 18 and 19 
w i t h the Leonidean games, I G V 1, 20 either w i t h these or w i t h the Nervanidean 
Uranian games.39 A l l three inscriptions may come from the same year, when the 
contests were established or renewed. I G V 1, 18A is headed «the gérantes». I G V 

1, 19 ends άπογράψον[ται | τού]ς νομοφύλακας. I G V 1, 20A ends ό λα-
χών των αρχόντων. Since there is a reference to the synarchia «passing judgement» 
(but otherwise undefined) in the text of I G V 1, 20A, the list of officials in I G V 
1, 20B could appear to be the synarchia, but the list seems rather to correspond to 
the archontes «from whom one w i l l be chosen.» Nomophylakes come last in the list 
of I G V 1, 20B. The last archontes named in I G V 1, 19 are nomophylakes. The 
space in I G V 1, 19 fits άπογράψον[ται δε οι γραμματείς] | [τους γέροντας και τους 
εφόρους και τού]ς νομοφύλακας, precisely the offices found in I G V 1, 20B. There 
is, then, no reason to consider this list proof that the synarchia was a composite 
body. 

We know from I G V 1, 448 that the gerontes were in the synarchia (leaving aside 
for the moment the question whether they constituted the whole of that body). 

1 Μδρκον Αύρήλιον Ά ν τ ω -
2 νεϊνον 
7 δια συναρχίας της περί Μάρ-
8 κον Τάδιον Φιλοξενίδην. 

γέροντες επί Ίουλ(ίου) Δαμ(—) 
ων πρέσβυς Μάρκος Τάδιος Φιλοξενίδης 
κτλ. 

There are several parallels. I G V 1, 78 ( + 75A = SEG X I 555): 

[νο]μοφύλακες οι περί Γ[όργιππον] 
[Γορ]γίππου οι επί πατρονό(μου) Με — 
ών πρέσβυς 
[Γόρ]γιππος Γοργίππου 
κτλ. 

I G V 1, 140 ( = SEG X I 616a): 

βίδεοι οι περί τον άξιολογώτατον Μ Αΰ 
"Ελενον < το δεύτερον επί πατρον(ό)μου 
Μ Αύρ Τειμοκλέους του < τ ο ΰ και Κλεο[ ίτ ]ου 
ών πρέσβυς Μ Αύρ "Ελενος κτλ. 
(See also I G V 1, 137) 

The parallels would have suggested, had there been no previous assumption, that 
what we call the gerousia the Spartans of imperial times called the synarchia. 

As stated earlier, we do not find the word gerousia (without restoration) i n a 
Spartan inscription of Roman times, though a single member of the board is a 
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gerousias.^Two or more members are gerontes;41 which member was presbys is usu­
ally stated in the formula «gerontes i n the year of so-and-so, of whom presbys (was) 
so-and-so»,42 but also as «presbys of gerontes»43 or «gerousias four times, presbys 
twice»44 in career-inscriptions. The last formula is similar to one found in another 
career-inscription, «bideos twice, presbys once»,45 and therefore the statement at the 
end of a th i rd career-inscription, «held the office of gerousias four times, twice 
presbys of the synarchia»,u suggests that «presbys of the synarchia» is «presbys of 
gerontes». 

Spartan inscriptions do not say much about the processes of the government, but 
the sheer volume of lists of gerontes, ephors, and nomophylakes demands that they 
be considered the three most important offices in Sparta, although, of the three, the 
nomophylakia appears to be the least important. I t is an office that is held before 
the epboria in every career we have47 and the number of inscriptions which list 
ephors and nomophylakes together, thereby implying a close association of nomo-
phylax and ephor, always list the ephors first.48 

The two most important boards of officials are the gerontes and the ephors. I f 
the synarchia is a composite body and one as important as its name would imply, 
i t should comprise the gerousia and the epboria. Its presbys would be either the 
presbys of gerontes or the presbys of ephors; in the two cases where the careers of 
presbeis of the synarchia can be traced, neither man was presbys of ephors, each was 
presbys of the synarchia twice, and one was gerousias four times, the other five.49 

Nor must we be surprised that the board of gerontes was called by a name other 
than gerousia, since i t appears in two frozen expressions as boule: grammateus 
boulas50 and ΦΣΒ = φσ(ήφισμα) β(ουλάς).51 A n d boule is found, without restora­
tion, once, when i t and the demos have chosen an individual to be epimeletes to the 
god Lycurgus in his fourth year as eponymous patronomos52 and once through 

39 Cf. IG V 1, 667. The reference in the second column on page nine of IG V I , under 
19, is wrong. N . 668 should read n. 667. 

40 SEG X I 488, 489. 
41 E.g. SEG X I 564. 
42 IG V 1, 97 (SEG X I 564), 98,100,108,109, 111, 117; SEG X I 559, 569, 585. 
43 SEG X I 489. 
44 IG V I , 101. 
45 SEG X I 495. 
48 SEG X I 492. 
47 IG V 1, 31, 32 A, 32B, 34, 36 A, 39 (bis), 71 b (lines 14-19); SEG X I 4S8. 
48 E.g. IG V 1, 51, 59, 62, 64, 65, 66, 68, 71. 
49 SEG X I 492, 495. Chares was presbys of the synarchia «for the second time.» He 

might have been presbys more often than that. And IG V 1, 448, where we know that the 
presbys of the synarchia and the presbys of gerontes were the same individual. 

50 E.g. SEG X I 585. 
51 E.g. SEG X I 564, 578, cf. L. H . JEFFERY, The Local Scripts of Archaic Greece, 

Oxford 1961,183: φσ = ψ. 
52 IG V I , 541. 

\ 
\ 
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restoration as τάς α' βου(λάς).53 This suggests to me that boule is the council i n 
session (as the bouleuterion is its meeting hall , see below), while the synarchia is the 
council i n its theoretical position in the state.54 

There is a piece of evidence, however, which seems to prove that the synarchia 
could not have been just the board of gerontes: Chares was presbys of the syn­
archia for the second time in the year of Kallikrates Rufi,5 5 presbys of gerontes and 
gerousias for the th i rd time in the year of Biadas,56 and presbys of gerontes i n the 
year of Sejanus.57 

SEG X I 585 
γέροντες επί Βιάδα, ων πρέσβυς 
Χάρης <C γεροντεύων το τρ ίτον 
Φιλουμενος Σωτηρίδα το δεύτερον 
Φιλωνίδας Ευκρινούς, Σωσικρά-
της Έπαφροδείτου, 'Ιούλιος Νέασμος, 
Νεικιππίδας Μενεμάχου, 'Ιούλιος Λύκος, 
Καλλικράτης Σωσικράτους, Σπαρτιάτης 
Σωσιδάμου, Εΰδαιμάκων Εΰκτήμονος 
κτλ. 

I G V 1,111 ( p e r S E G X I 584) 
[γέροντες] οί έπ[ί Κ ] λ α [ υ - ] 
[δίο]υ Σεΐανοΰ, ώ[ν πρέσβυς] 
[Χ]άρης < γερο[ντεύων το β'] 
Φιλουμενος Σ[ωτηρίδα] 
Φιλωνίδας Ευκρινούς 
Σωσικράτης Σώτο[υ] 
Ίού(λιος) Νέας [Σ]ωσικράτους 
Καλλικράτης {Σ[ωκ]ράτ [ους ]} 
Σπαρτιάτης Σωσιδ(ά)μου 
Εΰδαιμάκων Εΰκτή(μονος) 
κτλ. 

< is the abbreviation for the patronymic when the father and the son have the same 
name. 
IG V 1,111, line 8: Sokratous seems to have been wrongly inscribed (cf. SEG X I 585, 
line 7), then erased and the correct name, Sosikratous, added to line 7. Sotou (line 6) seems 
to be an error arising from the same circumstances. 

I f the restoration of I G V 1, 111 is correct, Chares was presbys of gerontes for 
either the first or the second time in the year of Sejanus, and either the second or 
the th i rd time, respectively, in the year of Biadas, but, i f the board of gerontes is 
the synarchia, not for the second time in either year, because he was presbys of the 
synarchia for the second time in the year of Kallikrates, but he must have been 
presbys for the second time in either the year of Sejanus or the year of Biadas; 
therefore, i f the restoration is correct and the information contained in the three 
inscriptions is not i n error, the synarchia is not the board of gerontes. 

53 IG V I , 11. 
64 A parallel case, though not exactly the same, is found in the Achaean League, A. GIO­

VANNINO Polybe et les assemblées achéennes, Μ Η 26, 1969, 14-15, where the author dif­
ferentiates the terms boule, ekklesia, and synodos; the first two are assemblies, the last a 
term meaning session. 

ss SEG X I 495. 
55 SEG X I 585. 
57 IG V I , 111. 
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When, however, we examine the restoration we find that i t depends upon the 
assumption that Sejanus preceded Biadas, which depends, in turn, upon the 
restoration of I G V 1, 111.58 The portion of the inscription which would record 
the number of times Chares and Philoumenos (who was gerousias for the second 
time in the year of Biadas) had served as gerontes is lost. The two inscriptions of 
themselves do not furnish the evidence to determine the order of the patronomi. 

T i . Claudius Sejanus and C. Avidius Biadas are known, as patronomi, from 
other inscriptions59 and both appear as patronomi i n I G V 1, 71 (careers of ephors 
and nomophylakes from the year of the patronomos Cascellius Aristoteles), where, 
unfortunately, Biadas and Sejanus do not appear in the same man's career. There 
is no direct evidence for the order of Biadas and Sejanus, though they do seem to 
fa l l in consecutive years. 

T w o dedications are made to Artemis Orthia, one (in Biadas' year) by «Ga(ius) 
Juli{u)r Philochareinor, bouagor mikkicbiddomenon» (that is, a leader of a group 
of boys of a certain age) and one (in Sejanus' year) by «Philochareinor Lysippo, 
boagor mikichiddomenon» (sic).60 The Philochareinos of the one inscription is the 
Philochareinos of the other, so, unless we are entirely mistaken about the nature of 
the office of bouagos — that is, a position held by a young man of around twenty — 
the years of Sejanus and Biadas must fa l l close together and, in fact, because of the 
coincidence of the individual gerontes of the two years, be consecutive.61 

Three of the gerontes, Spartiates Sosidamou, Eudaimakon Euktemonos, and 
Philoumenos Soterida, appear in another list ( I G V 1, 112).62 Philoumenos must 
have been gerousias for the first time in the year of Sejanus, i f Sejanus does precede 
Biadas, because Philoumenos was gerousias for the second time in the year of 
Biadas; he must have been gerousias for the th i rd time (or more) i n I G V 1, 112. 
Spartiates and Eudaimakon, likewise, would have been gerontes for the th i rd time 
(at least) in I G V 1, 112, but the three men are eighth-, fourth-, and third-to-last 
in the list. Although i t is not unknown for an individual to appear towards the end 

58 A. M . WOODWARD, ABSA 43, 1948, 236-7: «As his name [Nervinius Noetos] does 
not appear in the list of the Gerousia of the year of Biadas, he had presumably ceased 
to be a member at the end of Sejanus' year, and in his place and that of another retiring 
member Nikippidas and Julius Lykos were elected, though it is somewhat puzzling to find 
their names entered as sixth and seventh on the roll» implies the restoration of SEG X I 
584, as does ATKINSON (cf. η. 4) 469, note D, «Philoumenos Σωτηρίδα is recorded as 
holding office το δεύτερον under Biadas, but no number is given to him under Sejanus.» 

59 Sejanus:, IG V 1, 292, 293, 1586; Biadas: IG V 1, 294, SEG X I 493, 528, and perhaps 
to be restored in IG V 1, 88 by A. M . WOODWARD, ABSA 43,1948, 230 = SEG X I 553. 

00 IG V 1,294,292. 
01 ATKINSON (cf. n. 4) 95-99, re bouagos; A. M. WOODWARD, ABSA 26,1924-5,193. 

Philochareinos is a rare name. A Philodiareinos is father of Lysippos (I), IG V 1, 32 Β, 65, 
114, SEG X I 546; another Philochareinos is father of Lysippos (II) , IG V 1, 85,128,292. 

02 Although the list is not wholly preserved, the appearance of a gr{ammateus) boulas 
confirms that it is a list of gerontes. 

\ 
\ 
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of such a list wi thout recording the number of times he has held the office, i t is quite 
unusual; i t is more l ikely that the three men were gerontes in I G V 1, 112 for the 
first time and that Biadas preceded Sejanus as eponymous patronomos. 

The grammateus boulas mentioned in I G V 1, 112, M . Ulpius Aphthonetos (the 
only Aphthonetos known in this period), appears to be the man who was epony­
mous patronomos i n the latter part of the reign of Hadr ian ; since a Spartan attain­
ed the eponymous patronomia late in his career, he could hardly be expected to 
become grammateus boulas much later than (if, in fact, he hadn't held the post 
before) he had been eponym, but there are at least fifteen patronomi between 
Aphthonetos and Biadas-Sejanus, perhaps more.63 The year of I G V 1, 112, then, 
should be earlier than the years of Biadas-Sejanus (and earlier, too, perhaps, than 
the year of Aphthonetos). 

Philoumenos would have been gerousias for the first time in I G V 1, 112, for the 
second time, as recorded, in the year of Biadas, and for the th i rd time in the year 
of Sejanus. Chares, the presbys, would have been gerousias for the fourth time in 

63 IG V 1,32 A (in part): Seiteimos (eponymous patronomos during Hadrian's second 
visit to Sparta, A.D. 128/9, W. WEBER, Untersuchungen zur Geschichte des Kaisers Hadria-
nus, Leipzig 1907,188-9,278-9) - Seiteimos - Aristoboulos - Aphthonetos - Atticus -
Aristonikidas - Alkastos 
Alkastos is roughly contemporary with Spartiatikos, but perhaps earlier, because two 
individuals who are agoranomi in his year (IG V 1, 128) are nomophylakes in the year of 
Spartiatikos (IG V 1, 85). Spartiatikos precedes Eudamidas, Eudamidas Sejanus (IG V 1, 
71 b, lines 1-4), so 
Alkastos // Spartiatikos - Eudamidas - Sejanus 
Damokles follows Aphthonetos because the subject of a career-inscription which ends with 
the year of Aphthonetos, IG V 1, 34, held another office in the year of Damokles, IG V 
1, 105 + 106 ( = SEG X I 582). Damokles precedes Meniskos because a man who was 
nomophylax in his year (IG V 1, 65, SEG X I 549) was ephor in the year of Meniskos (IG 
V 1, 59, SEG X I 521) and nomophylax precedes ephor (cf. page 418 and note 47). Through 
SEG X I 494, 496, and 497 we can list in order 
(Aphthonetos - Damokles) - Meniskos - Theophrastos - Onasikleidas - (Deximachos, who 
follows Onasikleidas but does not necessarily precede) - Lycurgus - Neikias - Damares — 
Eudamidas 
Given the rapid succession of offices held in SEG X I 494 Deximachos is probably a few 
years or less after Onasikleidas. 
Eudamos follows Onasikleidas (SEG X I 490) but precedes Damares, because Damares was 
ephor in the year of Eudamos (IG V 1, 63) and he is likely to have been ephor before 
patronomos. 
Onasikleidas - Eudamos - Damares 
Neikephoros is after Seiteimos and before Meniskos (SEG X I 494); whether he is before or 
after Aphthonetos is not known, but with him we have seventeen patronomi known 
between Seiteimos (A.D. 128/9) and Biadas/Sejanus. In other words the latter two patro­
nomi can fall no earlier than 146/7, 147/8. We know, however, that [Kle]on falls in A.D. 
147/8 (IG V 1, 87, 446). Therefore he precedes Biadas/Sejanus. Thus we have at least fifteen 
patronomi between Aphthonetos and Biadas/Sejanus. There are others who may precede 
the two but can not be proven to do so. 
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the year of Sejanus (which is not impossible, since Chares held that office five times 
during his career).64 

I t is idle to speculate about the reason for the coincidence of the two lists o f 
gerontes in I G V 1, 111 and SEG X I 585, because these are the only two extant 
lists of gerontes which we have the right to assume come from successive years. I t 
had been a modern assumption, and only an assumption, that the board of gerontes 
changed its membership completely, or almost completely, every year. 

A l l that can be said safely is that some members of the board of gerontes were 
replaced,65 and since there were so few, perhaps i t is not unreasonable to suppose 
that their careers ended in that year, while the new members' careers extended 
beyond the time of Sejanus and Biadas. Neikippidas and Julius Lykos appear in 
the list of Biadas and not in the list of Sejanus (though this list is incomplete). Lykos 
is otherwise unknown; Neikippidas had been a nomophylax in the year of that 
Aphthonetos already discussed.66 C. Nervinius Noetos was gerousias in the year of 
Sejanus67 and Epaphras68 may have been. Neither appears in the list of Biadas. 
Epaphras is otherwise unknown. Noetos was ephor in the year of Cascellius Aris to­
teles, a patronomos fol lowing Biadas and Sejanus.69 These facts suggest that Noetos 
was the new member, Neikippidas the member replaced. 

The gerontes are inscribed in the same order in the two lists,70 except that N e i ­
kippidas Menemachou and Julius Lykos (line 6) of the year of Biadas do not 
appear in the year of Sejanus. They are either new members added to the list of 
Biadas or old members deleted from the list of Sejanus. I would expect new mem­
bers to be added to the end, both for convenience and because, presumably, they 
were junior to the others.71 O n these grounds, too, Sejanus seems to fol low Biadas. 

We might also compare the fragment from the end of a list of gerontes,72 

Έπαφράς 

64 SEG X I 495. 
*5 Unfortunately we do not have complete lists of other offices for the two years, but 

we do have a list of ephors for the year of Biadas (SEG X I 528) and the heading of a list 
of ephors for the year of Sejanus (IG V 1, 1586). I have examined a squeeze of IG V 1, 
1586 and there appears to be the top of an omicron or other rounded letter beneath the 
upsilon of Seianou, that is, about the seventh letter in the line. The editor shows traces 
of the tops of a lambda and omicron, or similar letters, at the beginning of the line, sug­
gesting a name like Α Θ [ Η Ν Ι ] Ω [ Ν ] or Λ Ο [ Υ Κ Ι ] 0 [ Σ ] . The first name, in any case, is not 
Eubaberiskos, the presbys of the year of Biadas, so it is likely that the board of ephors did 
change. 

68 SEG XI547. 
67 I G V 1,71b, lines 11-13. 
68 R. V. NICHOLLS, ABSA 45,1950, 296 # 52 a. 
69 IG V 1, 71 b, lines 11-13; cf. IG V 1, 69-70. 
70 Cf. SEG X I 586. 
71 See note 58, quotation of A. M . WOODWARD. 
72 NICHOLLS, op. cit. 296, # 52 a. 

\ 
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Νερβίνιος 
γρα βούλας — 

Noetos ist the only Nervinius known to us; the style of this fragment accords w i t h 
I G V 1, 111 (for instance, nomina wi thout praenomina). I t seems reasonable to 
suppose that this is a fragment of the list of gerontes of the year of Sejanus and that 
Noetos has been added to the end. 

I G V 1, 111, then, should be restored as 

[γέροντες] ot έπ[ί Κ ] λ α [ υ ] -
[δίο]υ Σεϊανοΰ, ώ[ν πρέσβυς] 
[Χ]άρης < γερο[ντεύων το δ'] 

4 Φιλουμενος Σ[ωτηρίδα το γ ' ] 
Φιλωνίδας Ευκρινούς 
Σωσικράτης Σώτο[υ] 
Ίού(λιος) Νέας [Σ]ωσικοάτους 

8 Καλλικράτης { Σ [ ω κ ] ρ ά τ [ ο υ ς ] Ι 
Σπαρτιάτης Σωσιδ(ά)μου 
Εύδαιμάκων Εΰκτή(μονος) 
'Αντώνιος Ώφελίων 

12 Ιούλιος < 
Ζεύξιππος Τυνδάρο[υς] 
Κλαύδιος Διονύσ[ιος] 
Μάρκος Νεικη [φόρου] 

16 Καλλικράτ[ης < ] 
Μνάσ[ων Λυσίππου] 
Φιλ[ωνίδας Άγίωνος] 
Φ[ιλωνίδας < ] 

20 [Φιλοκλής < ] 
[Είσιγένης Στρατονείκου] 
[Γοργ'ιων Κλεοβούλου] 
[ Ιούλιος Πρόκλος] 

24 Έπαφράς 
Νερβίνιος [Νόητος] 
γρα(μματεύς) βούλας· [Καλλικράτης < ] 

σπ[ονδοφόροι·] 

Lines 18-23 assume there were no other changes in the list. 
Lines 24-27: R. V. NICHOLLS, ABSA 45,1950, 296 # 52 a. 

As far as the evidence goes, then, Chares could have been presbys of the synarchia 
(gerousia) for the second time in the year of Kallikrates Run, for the th i rd time in 
the year of Biadas, and for the fourth time in the year of Sejanus. 
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Although there is a strong implication that the synarchia is the geromia, the evi­
dence is not strong enough, perhaps, to lead to certainty, but nevertheless, we can 
( I hope) now approach the contemporary literary evidence for the government of 
imperial Sparta without preconceptions. The best account — one paragraph - comes 
from Pausanias:73 

«The Lacedaemonians of Sparta have an agora wor th seeing and there is a bouleu* 
terion for the gerousia and archeia for the ephors and nomophylakes and those 
called bidiaioi in the agora. The gerousia is the sovereign74 council of the Lacedae­
monian politeia; the rest are archontes. The ephors and the bidiaioi number five 
each. The latter are responsible for organizing the contests i n what is called the 
Platanistas and the other contests for the ephebes; the ephors run al l the other 
important business and provide the eponym, just as at Athens one of what they 
call the nine archons is eponym.» 

The facts (which seem to be correct) about the bidiaioi (but in inscriptions bideoi 
or bidyoi) would, of course, be of interest to the tourist.75 The statement that the 
ephors provide the eponym is not true.76 Nevertheless, there is no reason to doubt 
that Pausanias was right in thinking that the most important organs of the Spartan 
government were the gerontes and the ephors and that they had their own meeting 
places. 

A second literary source, though its wor th is difficult to assess, is the letter of the 
Lacedaemonians to Apollonius of Tyana (which contains a psephisma) and A p o l ­
lonius' reply.77 The letter is headed »Lacedaemonians to Apollonius» and the pse­
phisma begins, «Psephisma of Lacedaemonians, as the gerontes decided, Tyndares 
being the proposer, i t was decreed by the ruling powers and the demos that Apol lo -

73 3, 11,2: Λακεδαιμονίων τοις Σπάρτην έ'χουσίν εστίν αγορά θέας αξία, και της τε 
γερουσίας βουλευτήριον, και τών εφόρων καί νομοφυλάκων καί καλουμένων βιδιαίων 
αρχεία έστιν επί της αγοράς, ή μεν δη γερουσία συνέδριον Λακεδαιμονίοις κυριώτατον 
της πολιτείας, οί λοιποί δέ είσιν άρχοντες· τοις δε έφόροις καί βιδιαίοις πέντε αριθμόν 
έκατέροις οΰσιν, τοις μεν τους έπί τώ Πλατανισταί καλουμένω καί άλλους τών έφηβων 
αγώνας τιθέναι καθέστηκεν, έφοροι δέ τά τε άλλα διοικοΰσι τα σπουδής μάλιστα άξια καί 
παρέχονται τον έπώνυμον, καθά δή καί Άθηναίοις τών καλουμένων εννέα επώνυμος έστιν 
είς άρχων. 

74 Κυριώτατον συνέδριον. The force of the adjective, even in Pausanias, is that the 
council is the more important part of the government. 

75 Cf. IG y 1, 676; usually the board was composed of six members, SEG X I 608-610, 
but five are recorded, SEG X I 611 (the foregoing with the spelling bidyoi, for bideoi see 
SEG X I 616 a). 

76 Though Pausanias could be saved here, i f the ephors of his time played a role in 
selecting the eponymous patronomos, but this is not what Pausanias has understood, 
because he compares the ephors to the Athenian archons. 

77 Letter 62: Λακεδαιμόνιοι Άπολλωνίω. ψήφισμα Λακεδαιμονίων, καθώς οί γέροντες 
έπέκριναν Τυνδάρεω είσηγησαμένω1 ταίν άρχαϊν εδοξε τέλεσί τε καί τω δήμω Άπολ-
λώνιον Πυθαγόρειον ήμεν πολ'ιταν . . . 63 : 'Απολλώνιος έφόροις καί Λακεδαιμονίοις (Flava 
Philostrati opera, ed. C. L. KAYSER, Volume I). 

\ 
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nius the Pythagorean be a citizen . . . » and the heading of Apollonius' reply is 
«Apollonius to ephors and Lacedaemonians.» The name Tyndares is not common in 
Sparta. A Tyndares is found in the <quaestiones convivales> of Plutarch,78 probably 
too late to be the proposer of the decree (assuming the letter to have been wri t ten 
some time between Nero and Nerva, but more l ikely earlier than later) and an­
other Tyndares, who appears to be a member of a prominent Spartan family, in the 
late first century B. C.79 The name, then, could easily appear in a document of the 
middle first century A . D . 

The Apollonius letters, Pausanias, and the inscriptions present a uniform picture 
of Sparta's government. As in the past,80 so in Roman times the gerontes and the 
ephors presided, but now the gerontes were elected annually, they were eligible for 
election at a relatively early age,81 and they could be reelected (whereas no case of 
reelection to the ephoria is known). Thus prominent Spartans could influence the 
affairs of their state most effectively by reelection to the council. The real power 
of that council increased enough that i t was legitimately called the synarchia, the 
body that, w i t h the demos (perhaps through its representatives the ephors),82 com­
posed the archeia of Sparta. 

78 8 ,1 ; 717B-720C, pointed out and discussed by C. CICHORIUS in E. NORDEN, Agno-
stos Theos, Leipzig 1913 (reprinted 1923), 342. 

79 IG V 1, 209. 
80 E.g. Aristotelis qui ferebantur librorum fragmenta, V. ROSE, Leipzig 1886, 331, # 537 

(Lex. Patm., p. 152 SAKK., gerousia = K. LATTE, Lexica Graeca Minora, Hildesheim 1965, 
162). 

81 Nomophylax is a relatively junior office. Individuals are sometimes gerousias before 
they are nomophylax: IG V 1, 32 A, 33, 39, 71 b, lines 1-3. 
Korinthas Neikephorou, synephebe of Atticus, was gerousias in the year of Julius Pan-
thales (IG V 1, 45). This Atticus appears to be Ti . Claudius M. Appius Atilius Bradua 
Regillus Atticus (PIR2 Claudius 785, cos. A.D. 185, born ca. 130?). Korinthas must be 
about the same age or younger, that is, he, too, must have been born about 130 (or later). 
Julius Panthales precedes Claudius Brasidas as eponymous patronomos (IG V 1,46). 
Claudius Brasidas was patronomos during the campaigns of L. Verus (IG V 1, 44; SEG X I 
486; J. H . OLIVER, Marcus Aurelius, Aspects of Civic and Cultural Policy in the East, 
Hesperia supplement 13, Princeton 1970, 78-80. 83), no later than A.D. 166. Korinthas 
was gerousias, then, before A.D. 166, when he was in his mid-thirties. 

82 E.g. Xenophon, Resp. Lac. 15, 7, where the ephors swear on behalf of the polis. 




