
NOTES AND DISCUSSIONS 

THE DURATION OF A MEETING OF THE ATHENIAN ECCLESIA 

Modern historians sometimes imply, without further discussion, that a meeting 
of the Athenian ecclesia usually lasted one whole day. What evidence can be 
produced in support of this assumption? According to one source, the amount of 
business dealt with by the assembly was so enormous that an applicant to the 

people sometimes had to wait more than a year before his case came up for decision 
(ps.-Xen. Ath. Pol. 3. 1). In connection with important issues we are informed 
that many speakers addressed the people during the debate (Thuc. 1. 139. 4, 3. 36. 
6, 6. 15. 1; Xen. Hell. 1. 7. 12). From other sources we can infer that a politician 
was allowed to speak twice on the same subject,' and we do not know of any restric- 
tion on the speaking time. The waterclock seems to be a device designed for use in 
the courts in the Agora, not for assembly meetings on the Pnyx. Since Athenian 

loquacity is a commonplace (e.g., Thuc. 3. 38. 2-7, 3. 40. 2-3; Dem. 3. 14-15, etc.), 
it is tempting to think that a meeting which started early in the morning must 
usually have lasted all day and not have been closed until evening. 

But do we possess any direct evidence that bears on the duration of a meeting 
of the Athenian assembly? Numerous passages in Aristophanes, most of them from 
the Ecclesiazusae, constitute sufficient proof that a meeting was opened early in 
the morning. At Ecclesiazusae 740-41 early meetings are described as a statutory 
requirement, and it is often mentioned that citizens have to set out before dawn to 
arrive in due time (Eccl. 283-84, 291, 390-91; cf. 20-21, 84-85). Other sources 
can also be cited (Ar. Thesm. 376; Plut. Phocion 15). The only evidence to the 
contrary is the introductory scene of the Acharnians, where Dicaeopolis sits in 
splendid isolation on the Pnyx, waiting for the opening of the session and looking 
down over the Agora, which is already packed with people (Ach. 19-22). But in 
this passage Aristophanes is making much of the Athenian citizens' apathy toward 
their political institutions: the comic effect is achieved by putting Dicaeopolis 
alone on the Pnyx although a Kvpia EKKX77ala k,Orvi has been summoned. 

It is much more difficult to find evidence for the assumption that a meeting was 
not closed until the day was over. To the best of my knowledge, only two sources 
can be cited. 

(1) Xenophon Hellenica 1. 7. 7: i5ote b &va3SaXea0at ets erepav eKKX\7oaav' 6Ore T'yp 6btk& v 
Ka r Ta Xe?pas obK av Ka9e6pw,v ... This meeting took place shortly before the A paturia 
(Hell. 1. 7. 8), which were celebrated some time in the second half of Pyanopsion 
(J. D. Mikalson, The Sacred and Civil Calendar of the Athenian Year [Princeton, 

1. Euryptolemus addressed the people twice during the second ecclesia held after the battle at 
Arginusae (Xen. Hell. 1. 7. 12 and 16 ff.). Euktemon spoke twice during the ecclesia held in Ski- 
rophorion 354/353 (Dem. 24. 12 and 13). 

A law quoted by Aeschines (1. 35) contains the provision that a rhetor is liable to a maximum 
fine of fifty drachmas kav rtn Xkypn . . . bs 7repi roV abrod 6 abro's r s atrijs . . . But the document 
inserted in Aeschines' speech is probably spurious (cf. E. Drerup, "Uber die bei den attischen Red- 
nern eingelegten Urkunden," Jahrbf. class. Phil., suppl. 24 [1898]: 307-8). 

Permission to reprint a note in this section may be obtained only from the author. 
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1975], p. 79), i.e., in the beginning of November. A continuous meeting from dawn to 
dusk at this time of the year must have lasted about eleven hours (W. Kubitschek, 

Grundriss der antiken Zeitrechnung [Munich, 1928], p. 182). It would, however, be 

rash to base a generalization on this piece of evidence, since it concerns a very special 

meeting of the assembly: the first hearing of the six generals put on trial after their 
victory at Arginusae. 

(2) Demosthenes 24. 9-15, on a meeting of the assembly held in Skirophorion 354/353 

(Dem. 24. 15) or shortly before. Euktemon had moved a proposal concerning the 

collection of a debt to the state; a graphe paranomon was brought against the proposal, 
but it was upheld by the court (Dem. 24. 14). Euktemon describes the successive 

stages through which the proposal passed in the following words: aXXa 7rp3&rov jiv rOs 

3ovX0S Ka7E-yPWKvias, Etra Tro 60tzov t.iav Otzepav oXr l rTi ro6Vrots a6ro?s &vacaoaavros, 

rrp&6s 6 TOUTOtL &gKaCaT7pliotp VO,V eLS Ep,a KaLl XtXitovs 7Vlta.vwP . . . (Dem. 24. 9). This 

passage is difficult to interpret. First, tgav Olauppap ojXrv need not mean more than that 

the ecclesia spent one whole meeting on this item on the agenda. Second, Euktemon 

is undoubtedly exaggerating, for he is eager to convey the impression that everybody 

approved of his proposal. We know from Aristotle (Athz. Pol. 43. 6) that the people 

usually had to deal with a minimum of nine items; it looks suspicious that in this case 

they discussed one single item for more than twelve hours. Moreover, Euktemon 

does not explicitly state that the assembly passed his proposal, probably because it 
was indicted as unconstitutional before it was put to the vote. So he emphasizes 
instead how thoroughly the matter was discussed. I admit, however, that the passage 
is open to a literal interpretation, and that, so interpreted, it gives us a second example 
of a special meeting of the assembly where one item was discussed from dawn to dusk. 

On the other hand, numerous sources indicate that the meetings of the assembly 
were often considerably shorter. 

(3) When the first Athenian embassy to Philip, sent in the spring of 346, returned to 
Athens, Demosthenes proposed and carried a decree prescribing a meeting of the as- 
sembly on Elaphebolion 8. Aeschines criticizes Demosthenes' proposal: A,oO~vr/,... 
ypa&ete ~koekraa ... &0KK,X?rap rOtLELV TOUS rpVTaPvetS 

0 
60-y 6Tiora,.svov ToU 'EXa0qf3oXtCvPos 

//v6os, 0r' O v rt4 'AOrKXfr/Wt X Ovala Kai o 7rpoa'ycv, ev rn lepR hl.ELp, ... (Aeschin. 3. 67). 
Nothing in Aeschines' text indicates that the proagon and the sacrifice to Asclepius 
were postponed because of the ecclesia. Indeed, since the ecclesia held on Elaphebolion 
18 was the second meeting of the assembly after the Dionysia and the Pandia, it is 
most unlikely that the festival had been adjourned and held one day later than usual 
(cf. M. H. Hansen, "How Often Did the Ecclesia Meet?" GRBS 18 [1977]: 57-58). 
We must accordingly assume that one day was sufficient time for a meeting of the 
assembly, the sacrifice to Asclepius, and the proagon of the Greater Dionysia. The 
ecclesia cannot have filled more than a part of the day. 

(4) After the conclusion of the peace with Philip on Elaphebolion 19, a meeting of the 
assembly was held on Elaphebolion 25 to discuss the oaths on the peace. Demosthenes 
was one of the proeiroi, and Aeschines relates that Demosthenes put to the vote a 
proposal made by Philocrates that the oath on the peace be taken on the same day 
by the allies' representatives in Athens, the synedroi: airo6oivat e TroVs OpKOVS 

TOtS 

7rpeo*3eo'l TOZs erapa )tLXJr7rov 'v rn.e Tnr flpiAp? roVs o-vvi,povs T7&CV ovu,1A1!xwv (Aeschin. 3. 
74). We know from Aeschines' speech On the Embassy that the proposal was passed 
and put into effect: Ws 6' 7 7rapovo'a &KKXrlOa bteXOr/, E6,CtpKL O' TOVS O'vAa'Xovs OL nOV 
4tXr7raov 7rpcorfecs erv nr rparT7lyiq r4 blAerTpq (Aeschin. 2. 85). Once more, the conclu- 
sion is that the meeting of the assembly was over before the end of the day. 

(5) In 343 the Megarians applied secretly to Athens for military assistance. As a strategos, 
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Phocion arranged a meeting of the assembly and persuaded the Athenians to vote for 
his proposal to relieve the Megarians. Immediately after the ecclesia, the signal was 
given for calling up the army, and the Athenian forces set out the same day: TrV 6i 
Me-yapcw&v i'RKaXoviivo v Kp&fa, 4oflo/EOV/voS 6 IicKtiv rTOS BotLcro6s )iL) TpoaQCoflevoL 

80ada't ryIv 13oi0Oetav, iKKX?cliaav rvv'frya-yev ef'wev, Kai TrpooaayyeiXas rT. rapa Twv Meyapoiw 
roTs 'AOrvvaioLs, bs 1ckova 7avro, rT ac-X7rLyt ycr,aivas e awVs &ao' Tris &XrltK\ias jyev at6ros 
T& 6\rXa Xao6vras (Plut. Phocion 15. 1). This piece of evidence points to one more 
occasion when the ecclesia must have concluded its business within a few hours. 

(6) In 339 Philip's capture of Elatea took the Athenians by surprise. The event was 
reported to Athens in the evening; the next day the citizens assembled on the Pnyx, 
without any summons, while the council in the bouleuterion discussed the situation 
and prepared the agenda. The meeting of the assembly was not opened until the 
council had finished its session in the bouleitterion: rT 6' iaorepaitL a&ua rTj i1AiP? ol J&v 

irpvTarves r,v ovUX)v K&KaXov, eLs rTO 3ovXEvTrpwv, i iEZS 6' eLS rTvV kKKXrt7oav y ope6ecOe, 
KaL Trpv &eKEifvV XP7Lauari'aa. KaL TrpoBov\Xera as 6 SlOs s &viAO KaTOfro (Dem. 18. 169). 

(7) In addition to these four examples ([3]-[61) of ecclesiai held in the period 346-339, we 
have two descriptions in Aristophanes' comedies of meetings of the assembly. The 
Acharnians opens with an &KKXrotia Kvpla held on the Pnyx. Dicaeopolis hopes for a 
discussion of peace, but the debate instead is on the continuation of the war. In 
despair and disgust, Dicaeopolis avails himself of a simple device to stop the meeting: 
he interrupts, saying that he has felt a drop of rain. This is a sign from heaven that the 
ecclesia is inauspicious, and the prytaneis are bound to adjourn the meeting (Ach. 167- 
73). In the Ecclesiazusae, the decision to hand over the city to the women is made in 
an ecclesia packed with women who have stolen their husbands' clothes and disguised 
themselves as men. After the vote whereby the political power is transferred to the 
females, the assembly is closed. On his way home Chremes, one of the few male partici- 
pants, meets Blepyrus, who is necessarily dressed in his wife's robe. Chremes describes 
how the meeting went, and Blepyrus is surprised to hear that the ecclesia is already 
over; but the dialogue between the two men does not convey the impression that the 
meeting normally would have lasted all day: 

BX. ArTp r'oev )KeLS &rTev; Xp. i~ &KXiaorias. 

BX. 7i67 qX/XvraT 7yap; Xp. vOt AL' OpOptLov ,E4v oUv. 

[Eccl. 376-77] 

To summarize, we have four examples and two descriptions in comedy of 
ecclesiai that fill only a fraction of a day. Against the evidence presented, it may 
be objected that at least two of the examples, (5) and (6), and perhaps (3) and (4) 
as well, describe emergency meetings, where the session was curtailed because a 
prompt decision was required. Similarly, the ecclesia in the Acharnians is closed 
prematurely. And the assembly described in the Ecclesiazusae is unique. No 
generalizations can be based on emergency meetings and comic scenes. 

However, it is possible to adduce other sources to show that even regular 
meetings must have been shorter than a whole day. We know from the Constitution 
of Athens that the prytaneis summoned the council each and every day, with the 
exception of iepap &aeL/uo' o . . . rpvrcTaevorTes . . . ovv&ayovtTL Katl Trrl7v 3ouXpi KaO T6V 

6ilJOV, Ti)P iV OoV 0ov\Xv rat ic Apat, irXiV iav TLS ae0-iLos J, r6v 7 6 6i iov TtEpAKLS Tis Trpvra- 

,veas kicaa7r7s (Ath. Pol. 43. 3). The word &a tulos is almost a hapax in Greek literature. 
It does not occur again until Aelius Aristides (Orat. 50[26J. 98), in a passage 
which does not provide any clue to the exact meaning of the word. Nor is it ex- 
plained by any of the lexicographers. Since it is derived from aol?acv, it certainly 
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denotes a day on which the council was not summoned, but which days were 
&4featol? The translation offered by LSJ is "holiday," which may be on the right 
lines but is no more than a guess. Neither the assembly (Aeschin. 3. 67) nor the 
court (schol. Ar. Vesp. 663) was summoned on festival days, and we may assume 
that the council's j,UpaL a,EO-iOL included festival days. Mikalson's careful investi- 

gation of attested meeting days of the council (Athenian Year, pp. 193-97) points 
to the conclusion that the boule (like the ecclesia) did not meet on annual festival 

days but (unlike the ecclesia) was regularly summoned on monthly festival days. 
In one respect, then, the interpretation "festival days" is too comprehensive; in 
another, it is too narrow, since not only (annual) festival days, but also 7ifuepaL 
airoopa6es were presumably aoea-IuoL.2 On the other hand, there is nothing in Aris- 
totle's text to indicate that the iU'paL aioa,Aiot included the assembly's meeting 
days-quite the contrary. Two passages in the orators do in fact substantiate the 

assumption that the forty days reserved for meetings of the assembly were meeting 
days of the council as well. 

(8) In the speech Against Timarczhus Aeschines relates an event which took place in the 
archonship of Nicophemus (361/360). Timarchus was a member of the council that 
year; and, during a meeting of the assembly, he was charged with embezzlement and 
prostitution by Pamphilus of Acherdus, who proposed and carried a decree that the 
people at the end of the year bestow the usual honors on the council only if the council- 
lors forthwith excluded and punished Timarchus. After the ecclesia, when the council- 
lors returned to the bouleuterion, Timarchus was first excluded by the EKv\\XXockopia, 
but this preliminary condemnation was reversed in the subsequent vote taken by 
ballot. The change of scene from the ecclesia to the bouleuterion is described by Aeschi- 
nes as follows: juera Tara, v oS W rapriOev t) ovX\i els rO 3ov\XevTrpwv . . . (Aeschin. 1. 
112). The phrase implies that the councillors went from the Pnyx to the bouleuterion, 
and that the meeting of the council was held on the same day as the ecclesia. 

(9) In 19. 70 Demosthenes refers to the curse proclaimed in the assembly against corrupt 
and treacherous politicians. He has the text read out to the jurors, whereupon he makes 
the following comment: rav5O' Vrip Oitv, av,pes 'AO,qvaZoL, KaO' &KaoTr)v rT^v PKKX7rolia 
6 Kjpv evxeTrat vbO./c 7rpooTreraYf/aeva, Kat 6rapv 3ov\X KaOrTat, Trap' eKepI7 Tra&Xv. The 
crucial word is 7raXtv, by which Demosthenes stresses that the curse was, in some way 
or another, proclaimed twice. We miss the point if we take the passage to mean no 
more thin that the curse was read out both to the people and to the councillors. What 
Demosthenes says rather is that, on a meeting day of the ecclesia, the curse was pro- 
claimed first in the assembly and then, again, in the council. 

Comparing passages (8) and (9) with Aristotle's statement (Ath. Pol. 43. 3), 
I conclude that the councillors were regularly summoned on the meeting days 
of the ecclesia and that the hours left after the ecclesia was concluded were sufficient 
for a session of the council. 

The council probably met not only after, but also before, a meeting of the 
assembly. It is a well-known fact that the nine proedroi were picked by lot from 
among the 450 bouleutai who did not serve as prytaneis, one from each of the 

remaining phylai. The proedroi must have been chosen before the opening of the 

ecclesia, and the sortition must have been conducted in the presence of the council- 
lors. So the proedroi were appointed during a meeting of the council held either 

2. Cf. J. D. Mikalson, " 'Huepa arotpasg," AJP 96 (1975): 26-27. 
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early in the morning immediately before the ecclesia or late in the afternoon of the 
preceding day. No direct information allows us to make a choice between these 
two possibilities, but some circumstantial evidence can be produced. A study of the 
Athenian calendar seems to lend support to the view that the proedroi were ap- 
pointed late in the afternoon of the preceding day. The Athenians reckoned the 
I,/Aepa (in the sense of a twenty-four-hour period) from sunset to sunset-not from 
sunrise to sunrise, as the Egyptians did, or from midnight to midnight, as we do 
(E. Bickerman, Chronology of the Ancient World [London, 1968], pp. 13-14; 0. 
Neugebauer, A History of Ancient Mathematical Astronomy [Berlin, 1975], 3:1067 
ff.). So the iTrLtaraTr71 T7jV rpvravecov, who was in office for a twenty-four-hour period, 
was probably appointed at the beginning of the day, i.e., at sunset (G. Busolt 
and H. Swoboda, Griechische Staatskunde [Munich, 1920-26], p. 1029). Analogy 
would suggest that the proedroi were appointed during the meeting of the council 
held in the afternoon. The proedroi, however, did not serve continuously for 
twenty-four hours like the EriLTarT7s rwv irpvravlwv. Their only task was to preside 
over the meetings of the council and of the assembly held within the period. 
Moreover, several sources show that the Athenians reckoned the day from sunset 
to sunset only for calendar purposes. For all other purposes, their day began at 
sunrise (G. Bilfinger, Der biirgerliche Tag [Stuttgart, 1888], pp. 102-154). Meetings 
prolonged through the evening and the night were not rated as meetings over two 
days, and in such cases the word varEpala is unambiguously applied to the period 
starting the next morning (e.g., Dem. 57. 9-15). Similarly, the elaborate sortition 
of the jurors took place in the morning immediately before the hearing of the 
cases (Arist. Ath. Pol. 63-65). The analogy of the proedroi to the jurors is stronger 
than the analogy of the proedroi to the brToTar&TrS rTv 7rpvravecwv. The principal 
reason for using the lot was to prevent corruption (cf. Aeschin. 3. 3). Sortition 
would not have produced the desired effect if the proedroi had been appointed 
twelve to sixteen hours before the opening of the meeting over which they were 
to preside. I therefore prefer the view that the proedroi were appointed during a 
short session of the council held at sunrise, immediately before the meeting of the 
assembly. 

It may be useful to give a summary account of one of the forty meeting days of 
the assembly. At sunrise the prytaneis summoned the councillors to a short meet- 
ing, for the sole purpose of appointing the nine proedroi of the day and, among 
them, the Erto-rarri rwv rpokepwv. While this session was being held, the citizens 
ascended the Pnyx and entered the auditorium controlled by the six XnitapxoL 
(Poll. 8. 104) and the thirty 0vXXo-,eZS roV Bnuov (ibid.; IG, 2-32. 1749B). Not long 
after sunrise the councillors went from the bouleuterion to the Pnyx for the opening 
of the ecclesia. We do not know how long a meeting lasted. It is apparent from 
Aristophanes that the citizens carried food and wine with them to the Pnyx 
(Eccl. 306-8), but even a meeting of five or six hours would have been long enough 
for a snack to be welcome. Admittedly, a public action heard by the jurors filled 
a whole day (Xen. Hell. 1. 7. 28; Arist. Ath. Pol. 67; Aeschin. 3. 197; cf. Busolt- 
Swoboda, Staatskunde, p. 1161), but it is significant that the courtrooms in the 
Agora were roofed (Antiphon 5. 11). The ecclesiai were open-air meetings where the 
citizens were exposed to the rain and the sun. We know from Aristophanes that a 
session was adjourned if it began to rain (Ach. 171), and I doubt that the Athe- 
nians, during the summer, extended their meetings over the afternoon. Only on 
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special occasions, during a political crisis, did a meeting continue until it was too 
dark to survey the hands raised when the vote was taken (Xen. Hell. 1. 7. 7 and 
[perhaps] Dem. 24. 9).3 In the winter, when days were shorter, the meetings 
obviously began later, and a session of the same duration would have filled a 
greater part of the day. The principal business of the ecclesia, however, was foreign 
policy, as is evident from a survey of all decrees preserved on stone or referred to 
in the literary sources. It is a well-known fact that interstate relations were cut 
down to a minimum during the period from October to March. So the meetings of 
the assembly were probably considerably shorter between Boedromion and 
Anthesterion and may have been closed at noon or shortly afterward-just as, for 
other reasons, the summer meetings probably were.4 After the ecclesia, the council- 
lors were summoned to their daily meeting in the bouleuterion. The other citizens 
who had attended the ecclesia in the morning had time left for half a day's work, 
at least, if they resided near the Pnyx, either in Athens or in the Piraeus. 

This description of a typical meeting day must lead to a modification of two 
important statements usually made about Athenian democracy. If an ecclesia 
normally filled no more than part of the day, the number of man-days lost because 
of the democratic institutions was considerably smaller than is often assumed, 
and the subvention paid out for attendance was a full compensation for the lost 
working hours. A working day in Athens probably extended from sunrise to 
sunset.5 So it must have varied according to the season, from about nine hours in 
the winter to about fourteen hours in the summer (cf. Kubitschek, Grundriss, p. 
182). But the duration of an ecclesia probably varied, too, in accordance with the 
business at hand, which was no doubt greatly reduced from late autumn to early 
spring. An ecclesia lasting, e.g., six to seven hours in the summer and four to five 
hours in the winter filled the same fraction of a working day, and most of the 
participants, who must have been town dwellers, would have had sufficient time 
left to supplement the dole paid out for attendance with half a day's wages. On 

3. NOt fv jsaoca at Aeschin. 3. 71 does not imply (pace R. A. De Laix, Probouleusis at Athens 
[Berkeley, 1973], p. 185, n. 68) that the meeting held on Elaphebolion 18 filled the whole day until 
sunset. 

4. This assumption is supported by the epigraphical evidence. Mikalson (Athenian Year, p. 182) 
has counted all the exactly dated decrees. Dividing the year into two halves (Boedromion-Anthes- 
terion and Elaphebolion-Metageitnion), we obtain the following figures: Boedromion-Anthes- 
terion 52 decrees, Elaphebolion-Metageitnion 93 decrees. Mikalson, however, deals exclusively 
with the civil calendar, and accordingly he has no reference to decrees which record the number of 
the prytany but give no information about the day of the month. I have counted 79 fourth-century 
decrees (403-322) preserved on stone which record the number of the prytany. Following Mikalson, 
I have excluded all examples based on debatable restorations. Of these 79 decrees, 29 are passed 
within the period Pryt. 3-7, whereas no fewer than 50 can be assigned to the period Pryt. 8-2. 
Both these investigations indicate that the ecclesia passed many more decrees during the summer 
than during the winter. I admit, however, that the distribution within the two periods is remarkably 
uneven. Pryt. 8 (roughly equal to Elaphebolion) and Pryt. 10 (roughly equal to Skirophorion) are 
the two busiest periods; I have found very few examples from Pryt. 1 (roughly equal to Heka- 
tombaion). 

5. Bickerman, Chronology, p. 13, without reference to any source. I am not able to produce 
evidence concerning the classical period, but I do not doubt that some important sources for Italy, 
Palestine, and Egypt in the Roman period can be applied to fourth-century Athens. (a) In Egyptian 
apprenticeship contracts, it is regularly stated that the working day extends from sunrise to sun- 
set: a&r6o &varoXijs iXov 1txpL ovaoews BGU, 4. 1021. 13; POxy. 725. 12, 1647. 20. (b) In the parable 
of the laborers in the vineyard (Matt. 20), the last group is hired during the eleventh hour and works 
for one hour only. The hour of the ancients was one-twelfth of the day from sunrise to sunset (Ku- 
bitschek, Grundriss, p. 182), and so the working day must have been coextensive with the daylight 
hours. (c) Columella Rust. 11. 1. 17-18. 
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this theory there is no longer any foundation for the assumption made by several 
historians that the .acaos CKKXIo-Lao-rTLK only compensated the Athenian citizens 
in some measure for loss of working time,6 and we can reject the view that the 
poorer citizens even in the fourth century may have been debarred from attending 
the ecclesia. On the other hand, assuming that an ecclesia usually did not fill more 
than part of the day enables us to give a simple explanation of the higher rate for 
an KKX\'arla Kvpta. It is apparent from the Constitution of Athens (43. 3-6) that 
there were more items on the agenda for an kKKX\ria wpita than for other meetings 
of the assembly. Such a meeting was probably more time-consuming, and conse- 

quently the subvention paid for attendance had to be raised in order to provide 
full compensation for the working hours lost. 

The thesis suggested in this article is based on a study of the scanty sources. 
I conclude my argument by anticipating an a priori objection which will doubtless 
be raised against my reconstruction: that it is impossible for six thousand partici- 
pants, all of whom have the right to speak, to discuss and vote on a dozen decrees 
within a few hours. My answer is that it is possible: it happens in Switzerland 

today. In a few of the smaller cantons, magistrates are still elected and laws are 
still passed by the Landsgemeinde, which in Glarus, for example, is attended by 
about five thousand citizens who vote on all proposals by a show of hands. Every 
citizen is entitled to address the assembly, and the number of items on the agenda 
is comparable to the description found in the Constitution of Athens (43. 3-6). 
Nevertheless, such meetings last for no more than two to four hours.7 
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A STRUCTURAL AMBIGUITY IN LATIN 

In a revealing passage of the Institutiones grammaticae (ed. H. Keil, Grammatici 
Latini, vol. 3, pp. 177-78, ??139-41), Priscian offers observations on the nature 
of reciprocal conjunction which point up some interesting usages in Latin syntax. 
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