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EPHORUS(?) ON THE SPARTAN CONSTITUTION 

Herodotus 1.67-8 tells of how Sparta gained the upper hand over Tegea, in the third 
quarter of the sixth century B.C., after locating and retrieving what were believed (or 
claimed) to be the bones of Orestes. The individual responsible for the discovery, 
Lichas, 1 is described as 'one of the Spartans called agathoergoi' (rwv &.ya8o£pywv 
KaA£op.£vwv ETTapnrrr£wv: 1.67.5), and the term is immediately explained as follows: 

the agathoergoi [literally good-service men] are the five oldest citizens who leave the hippeis 
each year; this year after leaving the hippeis is one of constant missions for them, wherever 
required, on the Spartan state's behalf. 

ol SE O.ya8o£pyol £lac. -rWv d.C1'TWv, Egc.6v-res EK -rWv lTT1T€wv al£l ol 1Tp£a{JVTaTot, 1TEVT£ £-reos 
€K&.O"Tov· -roVs 8et -roV-rov T0v €vtavT6v, T0v av Egtwcn EK TWV l1T1TEwv, E7TapTLTJTEwv TijJ KOLVip 8ta
1TEtJ.1TOtJ.€vov<; 1.1.� �,\tvVEtV .i,\,\ov<; i1.Mv.2 

Besides Herodotus, no other classical writer is known for certain to have mentioned 
these Spartan agathoergoi; instead, the word was taken up by lexicographers and 
scholiasts. Some of them simply respond to the Herodotus passage ( for example, 
Hesychius, Lexicon a 251: ol EK TCVV lTTTT€wv egt6VT£S 7T£VT£ �Kacrrov �TOVS, Ws 
'Hp6ao-ros lcrropEi), but others give or include a sumary gloss which is notably differ­
ent from anything that Herodotus either says or implies. Whereas in Herodotus five 
ex-hippeis become the year's agathoergoi as, it seems, an automatic consequence 
of their age and seniority, this alternative strand of explanation asserts that the 
agathoergoi were selected on merit, alp£-rol Ka-rd./ Ka-r' &.vapaya8tav. Thus, for 
example, Timaeus, Lexicon Platonicum a 971a15 (on which see further below), 
and Photius, Lexicon a 79. And more significantly still, for present purposes, two 
lexica add something further: 

Eudemus, llepl M�EWV PTJTOpudlJV (Niese) folio 2b.13: &:yaOoepyol alpe-rol KaTa av1ipaya0lav �K 
TWv  

�uda
_ 
a 11� (Adler): ayaOoepyol· alpe-rol Ka-r' av1ipaya0lav. 

EK TWV  

Adler, as indicated, punctuated (and paragraphed) this Suda entry after &.vapaya8tav. 
She also, in the section of her apparatus there concerned with sources and parallels, 
called the words EK -rwv "Etp6pwv a 'locus dubius'.3 Substantively speaking, too, that 
adjective applies. In Hdt. 1.67.5 the agathoergoi come from the hippeis, not from 
the ephors; and the notion of selecting five men from five others4 is of course 
fatuous in itself. 

So far so good in a negative vein, but is there anything positive to be extracted from 
this material? I wish to suggest that there is. 

1 He is PB no. 491 (otherwise unattested, but surely an ancestor of the well-known no. 492, 
L. son of Arkesilas). 

2 I have left the term hippeis untranslated; though it literally means horsemen, one only 
encounters them serving on foot, as royal bodyguards, and, more generally, as an elite corps 
of hoplite infantrymen. See sununarily W. W. How and J. Wells, A Commentary on 
Herodotus (Oxford, 1912), 1.91. 

3 Adler' s capitalization of 'Etp/Jpwv is not significant in itself; she does the same, for no dis­
cernible reason, under e 3955 (lleptK,\r,s -rovs 'Etp/Jpovs -rwv l:TTap-rta-rwv <mtJ.TTelaas K-r,\), but is 
happy with lower case elsewhere. 

4 On the recurring number five in Spartan constitutional arrangements, see generally P. A. 
Cartledge, Agesilaos and the Crisis of Sparta (London, 1987), 431. 
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First, it seems probable that at least one other classical writer besides Herodotus 
had occasion to mention the agathoergoi --and declared that they were chosen on 
the basis of 'manliness' (andragathia). This is not, to reiterate, what Herodotus 
says, but it might nevertheless have been true by the fourth century. So Plato, 
perhaps? Timaeus' Lexicon was Platonicum, after all. Unfortunately, Timaeus' 
word-search, while it certainly maintained a heavy concentration on Plato, did not 
absolutely confine itself to Plato; rather, other authors too are cited under Plato-gen­
erated entries, and (crucially) there are also occasional entries where the word or 
phrase in question does not occur in the extant works of Plato at all. 5 And a further 
complication is the difficulty of establishing whether Timaeus, who belongs anywhere 
between the second and the fifth century A.D., comes before or after Eudemus, who 
has been tentatively dated to the second century--and who in any case encompassed a 
wider range of authors than the title li£p1 >.Eg£wv prrroptKwv would wart. 

It is therefore impossible to say whether the words lK rwv l<p6pwv were added by 
Eudemus to an original alp£ro1 Kar' av8paya8lav in Timaeus or were suppressed/ 
ignored by Timaeus as he quarried Eudemus. Nevertheless, if one adheres to the sub­
stantive point that, even after any possible change of appointment-criteria (from mere 
seniority to individual merit),6 the agathoergoi simply did not come, and could not 
legitimately be described as coming, 'from the ephors', that phrase must either be 
jettisoned as the worst kind of uninformed ignorance or else turned into something 
that does make sense. One possibility for the latter would be inro rwv l'P6pwv, selec­
tion by the ephors, but I should like to canvass another, which builds on Adler's view 
that the phrase is grammatically separate from what has gone before it: lK rwv  
'from the (histories) of Ephorus'.7 

If this suggestion be entertained, we have here a tiny 'fragment' of Ephorus over­
looked by Jacoby ( for FGrH 70) and his predecessors. Had Ephorus, like Herodotus, 
mentioned the agathoergoi in connection with the bones of Orestes episode and dif­
fered there-in his (?)sixth book8--ven tacitly from Herodotus' statement on how 
they were appointed, the resulting disagreement would be likely to have left some 
trace in the record. Without such a trace, it becomes more probable that the 
Ephoran passage occurred somewhere else, indeterminable, and attracted lexico­
graphic attention for the phrase alp£TOL Kar' av8paya8lav (or Other WOrds tO that 
effect).9 But whether this could, in consequence, be treated as serious evidence for 

5 To quantify 'occasional': a rapid check of the first hundred entries turns up five others that 
belong in this category; see 97lb18 (ayvwl'-6vws), 972bl9 (ayxwfLaAos), 973a7 (algwvEvEa8a<), 
974a4 (aAt?Te8ov), 974b27 (111'-vva). (I exclude 971b18, aylav- TOV 1JyoVfLEV6v TWOS, which is 
surely corrupt; compare Hesychius, Lexicon a 696, IJ.yovra· .fJyovfLEvov.) Theoretically they 
could of course come from lost works of Plato, but it is at least equally likely that other material 
has crept in. 

6 For andragathia in a Spartan context, see e.g. Hdt. 5.39.1 and 42.1; Xen. Lac. 4.2, Ages. 
9.6, 10.2; Plut. Lye. 14.3, Agis Cleom. 16.5. 

7 The idiom is too commonplace to require extensive parallels, but see e.g. FGrH 10 T17 
�phorus }rimself: from Po!'Phyry �� Euseb!us, Pr�ep:Ev� 10.3); Kal rl yap 'E<p6pov �.Swv eK 
rwv .da,l'-axov KaL Ka.\A,a8EVovs Ka< �vagLfLEVOVS avra<s AEgernv EGTLV KrA;. 

8 G. L. Barber, The Historian Ephorus ( Cambridge, 1935), 30-1 gives a general survey of 
the likely coverage of Book 6. 

9 For instances ofTimaeus' Lexicon generating glosses from the primary passage in question, 
see a 971b7, ay<dpovaav· WS lEpELaV 7TEpLEPXOfLEV7JV, from Resp. 3810 (ws lEpELav ayElpovaav); a 
973b20, aKralvELV' yavpdiv Kal ard.KTWS 7T7]8iv, from Leg. 612C, 5rav aKTaLVWI17/ �avro rd.x<GTa, 
rhaKTWS a� 7T1J8�. 
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procedural change, post Herodotus, 10 in respect of the hippeis and the agathoergoi is a 
question I leave for contemplation by experts in that area. 
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ANTIPATER AFTER THE LAMIAN WAR: NEW READINGS IN VAT. GR. 73 
(DEXIPPUS FR. 33)* 

When the Greeks of the imperial em looked back to the golden age of their nation, it 
was mainly to the period between the Persian wars and Alexander that they looked. 
Although he caused the dissemination of Greek culture to a previously unknown 
extent, the Macedonian king, by putting an end to the freedom of the Greek poleis, 
at the same time marked the end of Hellas in its classical form. Accordingly, only 
two Greek historical monogmphs of the imperial period are known to deal with the 
events following his death. 1 The two works by Arrian and Dexippus containing Ta 
!J-€Ta J4Mgavilpov are both lost except for some excerpts. The former's wor� has 
been sumarized by Photius in the Bibliotheca, so that we know its geneml 
design. It seems that he started with the division of the huge empire immediately 
after Alexander died in 323. In Photius' (not necessarily very reliable)3 account 
five of the ten books are largely filled by the Lamian War and other uprisings in 
Thmce and Cappadocia. Some further quotations in the Suda add nothing substantial 
to our knowledge of the work. The second work, that of Dexippus of Athens,4 is also 
mentioned by Photius, who again lists the commanders of the Macedonian army and 
their share of the empire immediately after Alexander's death (F 8, with minor 
deviations from Arrian). Photius does not recount anything more, but states that the 
rest is in agreement (avp,rf>wva) with Arrian's treatment. However, we have a 
number of fragments of this text in the Excerpta de sententiis, commissioned by 
Constantine VII of Byzantium (906-9) and tmnsmitted in a palimpsest in the 
Vatican Libmry (Vat. gr. 73). 

It has been almost a hundred years since Boissevain published the first (and still the 
only) edition of the text that meets modem standards. 5 He was able to give a far better 
text than the one Mai had published in the editio princeps of 1828.6 However, por­
tions of the History after Alexander were on folia that have not been preserved. 

10 A theoretical alternative is that the procedure Herodotus describes is plain wrong, i.e. that 
it was selection KaT' &.v8paya8Cav all along; but in that event we could have expected the sort of 
stem correction, of Herodotean misconceptions about Sparta, famously meted out by 
Thucydides ( 1.20.3: the kings' votes and the Pitanate lochos). 

* I would like to express my thanks to the editors of CQ and Professor Pelling for their sug­
gestions, and the Franz-Marie-Christinen Foundation Regensburg for a grant for my trip to 

Rome. 
1 There is one other possible work on the successors, an abstract of which has been preserved 

(FGrH 155, the ' Heidelberger Epitome'). The period of its composition is, however, unknown. 
Other authors writing on this topic ( Hieronymus of Cardia, Nymphis of Heracleia) lived in the 
fourth and third centuries B.C. 

2 References are to the edition of A. G. Roos and G. Wirth (Leipzig, 1968). 
3 P.A. Brunt, 'On historical fragments and epitomes', CQ n.s. 30 ( 1980), 477-94. 
4 The fragment numbers follow FGrH 100. 
5 Ursul Boissevain, Excerpta historica iussu imp. Constantini Porphyrogeniti confecta. 4: 

Excerpta de sententiis (Berlin, 1906). 
6 Angelo Mai, Scriptorum veterum nova collectio e Vaticanis codicibus 2 (Rome, 1828). 




