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ON THE INSCRIBED BASE for a statue of Caracalla, erected at Sparta prob- 
ably to celebrate his attainment of the title Caesar in 196 A.D., there ap- 
pears an institution called the synarchia.1 Of the known public institutions 
of Roman Sparta, the synarchia is least understood. Paucity of evidence is 
the main stumbling block, since we have the names of no members other 
than its chairmen (presbeis).2 On the other hand, the synarchia's com- 
petence seems to have been wide-ranging-it was involved in honouring a 
gymnasiarch; it dedicated an altar to Hadrian; it was empowered in a decree 
to pass judgement on appeals in disputes arising from an athletic contest; 
and a number of its chairmen paid expenses for the erection of honorific 
statue bases.3 

The presence of a chairman indicates that the synarchia was collegiate, 
as were the other major magistracies of Roman Sparta.4 Since the word 
synarchia was the usual Greek term for a college of magistrates, and since 
synarchontes or synarchoi were attached to various later Spartan mag- 
istrates, Boeckh was moved to conclude that synarchia was used in this 
general meaning at Sparta to refer to any of the many collegiate magis- 
tracies: in his opinion, a synarchia should consist of synarchontes.5 By 
1925, the British excavations had discovered enough epigraphical evidence 
to show that the synarchia was a single, specific institution, which, as A. M. 
Woodward argued, comprised the six men called synarchoi who assisted 

The following works will be cited by author's name alone: A. Aymard, Les Assemblies 
de la Confederation achaienne (Bordeaux 1938, Bibliotheque des universites du Midi 21); 
A. S. Bradford, "The Synarchia of Roman Sparta," Chiron 10 (1980) 413-425; P. Cart- 
ledge and A. Spawforth, Hellenistic and Roman Sparta: A Tale of Two Cities (London 
1989); K. M. T. Chrimes, Ancient Sparta. A Re-examination of the Evidence (Man- 
chester 1949); A. Furtw'angler and U. Kron, "Das Siegel der Stadt Demetrias," AthMitt 
93 (1978) 133-160; W. Larfeld, Griechische Epigraphik3 (Munich 1914, Handbuch der 
klassischen Altertumswissenschaft 1.5); H. Swoboda, Die griechischen Volksbeschliisse: 
Epigraphische Untersuchungen (Leipzig 1890). 

1IG V.1 448. For the history and institutions of Sparta in the Roman period, see 
Cartledge and Spawforth (144-145, 257, n. 20), who essentially agree with the interpre- 
tation proposed here. 

2IG V.1 37, 480, 504, 1505; SEG XI 492, 495. 
3Gymnasiarch: IG V.1 480; Hadrian: SEG XIII 256. Chairmen: IG V.1 37b, 448, 

480, 504, 1505; SEG XI 492, 495. 
4Ephors: IG V.1 49-77; SEG XI 510-533. Nomophylakes: IG V.1 78-91; SEG XI 

534-556. Bidyoi: IG V.1 136-140; SEG XI 604-617. Gerontes: IG V.1 92/3-122; SEG 
XI 558-592. 

5A. Boeckh, CIG 1, p. 610. 
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the so-called six-member "college" of patronomoi-Sparta's eponymous 
magistrates.6 In turn, K. M. T. Chrimes concluded that the 23-member 
gerousia and the five so-called "lesser" or "non-eponymous" patronomoi to- 
gether formed the synarchia-a solution with the twin benefits of making 
the size of the synarchia equal the full complement of the Classical gerousia 
and accounting for a late epigraphical reference to 28 gerontes.7 Neither 
of these two solutions can be entertained seriously now. On the one hand, 
the patronomoi were not the only magistrates to have synarchoi, and the 
synarchoi themselves were clearly not as important as the synarchia. On 
the other hand, the "lesser" patronomoi are illusory, and the supporting 
evidence for a 28-member gerousia in the Roman period results from an 
incorrect transcription.8 

Most recently, A. S. Bradford has preferred simply to equate the synar- 
chia with the gerousia. In his view, the gerousia met in session as the 
boule, but at other times was known as the synarchia, which denoted its 
"theoretical position" in the state.9 A complex and confusing scenario is 
thus envisioned, with the gerousia going under two different official names, 
neither of which was the traditional one. Although Bradford seeks justifica- 
tion on the grounds that the word gerousia does not occur "without the aid 
of a restoration" in any Spartan inscription of Roman date, gerousia does 
survive almost complete in one document; lists of members of the gerousia 
are headed by the word gerontes; and gerousias is used in careers to denote 
a term in the gerousia.10 All of this makes it inevitable that the gerousia 
kept its ancient appellation under the Romans. 

Both these later attempts share the contention that the synarchia and the 
gerousia are essentially the same, since Bradford and Chrimes put no small 
weight on the inscribed base mentioned above. The inscription on that 
base records that one man, M. Tadius Philoxenides, was simultaneously 
chairman of the synarchia and of the gerousia. This seemingly implies that 
the two bodies were identical, nudging Chrimes and Bradford toward their 
common conclusion.11 

The inscription actually tells us something quite different: 

6A. M. Woodward, "Excavations at Sparta 1924-1925: The Inscriptions," BSA 26 
(1923-25) 159-239, at 186. 

7Chrimes 146, 149. 
80n the patronomate, see N. Kennell, "The Size of the Spartan Patronomate," ZPE 

85 (1991) 131-137. The idea that the gerousia still had 28 members in Roman times, 
in spite of other epigraphical evidence to the contrary, rests on A. Wilhelm's erroneous 
restoration of the last line of IG V.1 16. For a corrected text, see N. Kennell, "IG V,1, 
16 and the Gerousia of Roman Sparta," Hesperia 61 (1992) 193-202. 

9Bradford 419. 
'lBradford 413. SEG XI 486, lines 14-15: [ TrpoaS1y]/ T 'yepou[cnac;]. Lists of the 

gerousia: IG V.1 92-122; SEG XI 558-592. Careers: e.g., IG V.1 32a; SEG XI 480. 
"1Chrimes 149; Bradford 417. 
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MapKov A'6piXtov 'Avxo- 
veivov Kaioapa ArocKpa- 
Topo; Kaioapoq AouKoxO 
?exCtiopu eo-upou Eoae- 

5 pong; rIepTivaKco; Eepaoaro 
'ApaplKoB 'A5i<a>Pqvr o vlKo U6v 
8ia cruvapXica; qS rCepi Map- 
KOV Ta8iov OIXo~evi6nv' 
7ypovxe r icx 'Iolo(tio) Aaot[ - - ] 

10 Wbv ipeopZu; M&pKOS Ta68io; tXiotevi'q8, 
AapCa&ptoro 'AvpiowvoS; xT y' 

rIozos; .tXovetKiSa 

As is normal in this type of inscription, the name of the honorand is in 
the accusative. The name of the person or body honouring him (here, the 

gerontes) is in the nominative; the verb, when present, is a form of either 
dvaTxri0pt or avioa'uRt, though in this case it is omitted entirely. If another 
body or person was charged with the actual erection of the statue or stele, 
this was usually expressed by Sta followed by the agent's name in the gen- 
itive. For example, at Taenarum in southern Laconia, Julia Domna was 
honoured by the city 6t' cp6pov; at Tarsus, the guild of porters honoured 
their benefactor 6ta ypajlarXcov. This usage appears also in non-honorific 
contexts: at Athens, the ephebes sought a favour from the Areopagus 5th 
KoaCTrlO); at Aphrodisias, a man provided in his will for the erection of a 
statue 8ta X'rv Earn(ob) nai5cov. At Sparta itself this usage also occurs: the 
city honoured Tiberius Claudius Harmonicus 6at oavapXia;.12 If the gerou- 
sia had been identical with the synarchia, the Sta formula would have been 
otiose. The inscription thus makes a clear distinction between the gerousia 
as the body initiating the action and the synarchia as the body charged 
with effecting it. That the same man was chairman of both indicates a 
close connection between the two institutions, not that they were one and 
the same. 

Since Sparta's inscriptions can yield no further information in isolation, 
analogies and parallels from other cities need to be found. The search is 
not an arduous one-synarchiai abounded outside Sparta, usually in cities 
founded in the Hellenistic or Roman periods, and quite often documents 

12Taenarum: SEG XXXIII 199. Tarsus: SEG XXVII 947. Athens: IG II2 3737. 

Aphrodisias: C. Roueche and K. Erim, "Sculptors from Aphrodisias: Some New In- 

scriptions," BSR NS 37 (1982) 102-115, at 103, no. 2. Sparta: IG V.1 480. On this us- 

age, G. Daux, "L'Onomastique romaine d'expression grecque," in L'Onomastique latine 

(Paris 1977, Colloques interationaux du Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique 
564) 415. A slightly different usage is treated by C. P. Jones, "Some New Inscriptions 
from Bubon," IstMitt 27-28 (1977-78) 290-291. 
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were dated by a city's synarchia.13 Especially in the cities of the Pelopon- 
nese, where, with the exception of Sparta, the institution's name invariably 
takes the plural form, synarchiai were common and were perhaps the most 
obvious constitutional legacy of membership in the Achaean League.14 So 
characteristic of the League were synarchiai that even outside the Pelopon- 
nese, at Megara and Aegosthena, both former member states, it was the 
synarchiai that submitted the results of their deliberations to the council 
and people.15 The synarchiai of the Achaean League itself were among the 
most important bodies of the federal government, being composed of the 
League's general, the board of damiourgoi, and probably the hipparch and 
navarch.'6 It is natural, and indeed inevitable, to draw from this the conclu- 
sion that Sparta's synarchia had survived from the constitutional arrange- 
ment that obtained during the city's unhappy membership in the Achaean 
League.17 The Peloponnesian synarchiai provide further aid, for evidence 
both literary and epigraphical makes it clear that their function was to pre- 
pare business for consideration by their councils: to use the technical term, 
they were probouleutic. 

Evidence from further afield is of more help in determining which offi- 
cials actually comprised the Spartan synarchia. Heinrich Swoboda showed 
a century ago that the synarchia of Hellenistic times was usually a com- 
bined college of all, or at least the highest, magistrates of a state.s1 Deme- 
trias in Thessaly provides a good example of such a synarchia. Using de- 
crees of the late second century B.C., previously attributed to the Magne- 
sian League, Gerhard Kip was able to determine the composition of the 
Demetrian synarchia.19 The movers of one decree (IG IX.2 1108) were the 
priest of Zeus Acraeus, the General of the League, and seven magistrates of 
Demetrias called i1 oavapX{a; those of the second (IG IX.2 1109) were the 
same League officials, but in place of the seven members of the synarchia 

13Nicopolis ad Istrum: IGR I 568, 580; Philippolis: IGR I 713; Odessus: IGR I 1439; 
Ancyra: CIG III 4048; Tlus: I. Levy, "Etudes sur la vie municipale de 1'Asie Mineure 
sous les Antonins: seconde serie," REG 12 (1899) 255-289, at 268, n. 1. 

14Swoboda 139-142; id., "Studien zu den griechischen Biinden II," Klio 12 (1912) 
17-50, at 44. 

15Megara: IG VII 15, ouvapXiaxt poepou%e-6uavTo iconi e Troi; aixv&naa[S; Kai axv]/ 3poukav 
Kai bov 8aLov. Aegosthena: IG VII 223, vcrvapXi[at npo]/e3poevacravTo o{i & rv pouX[av]/ KxcC 
Tov 8&laOV. 

16Aymard 357; J. A. O. Larsen, Greek Federal States (Oxford 1968) 222. 
17Sparta was a member of the Achaean League after 192 and was subject to an 

Achaean-style constitution from 188 to 146 B.c. On the dates, see N. Kennell, The Public 
Institutions of Roman Sparta (Diss., Toronto 1985) 13-19; Cartledge and Spawforth 84, 
198. 

18Swoboda 142. 
'9G. Kip, Thessalische Studien. Beitriige zur politischen Geographie, Geschichte und 

Verfassung der thessalischen Landschaften (Diss., Halle 1910) 93-97. 
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three generals and four nomophylakes appear. Kip identified the generals 
and nomophylakes as the component colleges of the seven-member joint 
board of the Demetrian synarchia. 

The identification gains considerable support from the text of 1109, in 
which the generals and nomophylakes are always mentioned in common as 
jointly charged with some duty.20 In one passage, reference is made to the 
"seal of the generals and nomophylakes;" this should probably be recognized 
as the city's official public seal.21 As the two boards had joint use of the 
seal of Demetrias and as the combined total of the two boards was the same 
as that of the synarchia, there can be no reasonable doubt that they were 
the Demetrian synarchia. The synarchia of Demetrias was a probouleutic 
body, as is evident from its role in the moving of the two decrees. In 
addition, the text of IG IX.2 1109 shows that it also had executive power. 
Its control of the public seal reveals its high position; it was the synarchia 
that corresponded officially with other states.22 

Given that Demetrias provides a valid parallel, the Spartan synarchia 
was probably a joint board as well, with an analogous position and powers. 
The synarchia's component colleges, then, ought to be magistrates who, like 
the generals and nomophylakes of Demetrias, were involved in the legislative 
process and who are cited together on inscriptions. 

Of Roman Sparta's rather taciturn epigraphical corpus, official cata- 
logues of annual magistrates and the inscribed records of careers have the 
most to say under scrutiny. On the walls of the city's theatre and on stones 
erected all over the city, the best people left records of the enthusiastic 
performance of their civic duties. A simple calculation can reveal much 
about the offices thought most worthwhile to record. From a total of 158 
catalogues whose contents can be fairly well determined, the overwhelming 
majority (120) comprises registers of ephors, nomophylakes, and members 
of the gerousia. 

As well, Spartans most often mention terms as ephor, nomophylax, or 
gerousias in the curricula vitarum they had inscribed for public display. Of 
the 47 Spartans whose careers survive, 30 were members at least once of the 
now annually-elected gerousia, 20 were ephors at least once, and 26 were 
nomophylakes. The next most frequently-cited office was that of bidyos 
(mentioned 12 times), then secretary of the boule (nine times), diabetes 

20IG IX2 1109, col. I, lines 20, 23-24, 30, 43-44, 65; col. II, lines 72-73, 85-86, 92-93. 
21IG IX2 1109, col. I, lines 43-44, Kaao cpaYpccyoraoca v Tr te T&v aopary&v Kai vo?o- 

(pl)Xnoov appcryi{t; Furtwangler and Kron 147. On public seals in general, see G. S. Don- 
tas, "'ApXzcxt 'EqvtKcai Ala6ouxt ppcyip5e8," ArchEph (1955) 1-21. 

22Furtwangler and Kron 147; cf. IG V.2 367 (a letter from Demetrias to Cletor in Ar- 
cadia), line 25 Aq [Llpieop]v ot [or]pawvtyoi KCai ox vo.oq0p6X[aCES] KX[ertop]{u)v roS; 5[.i ioi)p]yot; 
ic[ai X&@; &6tit %aipeiv.] 
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(seven times), while tenure of the patronomate is referred to only once.23 
Of the other offices, just one appears more than five times, the vast majority 
not more than four times. 

The frequency of the offices of ephor, nomophylax, and gerousias in these 
documents undoubtedly reflects their constitutional significance. Pausanias 
is informative on this point:24 

AaKe6at{ovtiov roit; Ezap'mv Exouotv antv &yopa 0ea; &aia, Kai rip re yepouoiaS 
pouVeun'ptov Kai Or tv ecpopov Kai volotpoaUKcov Kai KaXoupca evov P3tataiov apXeta 
oarv ti f^S dayopa&. 3 lev oh yepovaia ouve6piov AaKce5aitovioi; icuptKcarov il; 
roXcIretaq, oi XotCoi 8e eiotv &apov'te; .... Toit; pev [sc., P3t6aioti] 'ro &Ait TO r a- 
raviot? cakoulg'evq Kcai &aXouS; Tr)v cpipov a&ycvaS; riOtvat KacOrvrcev, Epopot &5e a 
CE a ioa icoal 'r 5 a7nO-)8; Xtaa r 5a &ata. 

The Lacedaemonians inhabiting Sparta have a marketplace worth seeing. As well, 
the council chamber of the gerousia and the offices of the ephors, nomophylakes, 
and the so-called bidiaioi are in the marketplace. The gerousia is the supreme 
council of state for the Lacedaemonians, the others are magistrates .... <The 
bidiaioi> are in charge of holding the contests in the so-called Platanistas and 
the other ephebic games; the ephors administer the other matters of greatest 
importance." 

It was natural for the principal organs of Spartan government to have their 
offices together in the agora. Of the archontes we know, thanks to Pau- 
sanias, that the bidyoi (bidiaioi) were in charge of the ephebic contests 
and were thus to be distinguished from the ephors, who managed the most 
important affairs of state. 

Returning to the inscriptions, it is evident from the surviving lists that 
the ephors and nomophylakes fulfill at least one criterion for a synarchia. 
In addition to the 54 extant catalogues of ephors and nomophylakes, there 
are 20 combined lists of the two colleges.25 This is significant, since only 
one other inscription contains a combined list of magistrates other than 

23Careers: IG V.1 31-47, 65 (in a list of nomophylakes), 71 (in a list of nomophylakes); 
SEG XI 488-501. To this number must be added (pace Bradford 415) two inscriptions- 
IG V.1 254 and 359. They have been erroneously separated from the careers; one 

(359) classed under Varia and the other, by reason of its being a votive to Artemis, 
under Dedicationes in the corpus. The dedicatory nature of the other careers has been 
overlooked but several were explicitly dedicated to a divinity or quasi-divinity, e.g., IG 
V.1 39, 0eo!; SEG XI 492, eoi; e6XaptaTrptov; 500, jV icupi{a xarpiSl. 

24Paus. 3.11.2. 
25Ephors: IG V.1 53, 63, 70, 73; SEG XI 510-513, 515-517, 528, 530. Nomophylakes: 

IG V.1 71, 79, 80, 84-88; SEG XI 536-545, 546a-b, 547b, 548-550, 554. Ephors and 
nomophylakes combined: IG V.1 [50] (= SEG XI 505), 51, 52, [57] (= SEG XI 508), 59 
(= SEG XI 521a, 548), [60], [61], 62, 64, 65 (= SEG XI 523), [66] (= SEG XI 524), 68, 
69, 71, 72, [90]; SEG XI [532], [552]. Only those stones where enough text survives to 
determine whether or not they were combined lists have been counted. 
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the ephors and nomophylakes.26 Furthermore, amongst the admittedly ex- 
iguous evidence for legislative activity at Roman Sparta the ephors appear 
coupled with the nomophylakes, both bodies acting with the gerousia. A 
fragmentary decree (IG V.1 20) regulating the conduct of an athletic fes- 
tival ends with the names of the members of the gerousia, the secretary of 
the boule, followed by the ephors and the nomophylakes, all of whom had 
collectively passed the legislation. Under Hadrian, the same three bodies 
jointly dedicated statues of Zeus Boulaeus and Hestia Boulaea, two deities 
commonly worshipped in a prytaneion or bouleuterion by members of a 
city's council.27 The involvement of the ephors and nomophylakes in ded- 

icating statues of these gods points to their participation in the principal 
activity of bouleutai, making laws. Finally, the status of the ephors and 
nomophylakes is indicated by the fact that, like the gerontes, they were the 
only magistrates whose titles appear on the autonomous Spartan coinage 
of the first century B.C.28 

Certain official assistants also seem to have divided their services among 
these same three bodies. Spondophoroi in varying numbers, along with an 
official called the nomodeiktes, are listed in catalogues of ephors, nomophy- 
lakes, and gerontes, but appear nowhere else.29 The young Spartan spon- 
dophoroi, who were occasionally attached to the same colleges in which 
their fathers were serving, probably attended to the sacrifices and other 
rituals customarily performed before the meetings of legislative bodies.30 
The nomodeiktes' duty, it appears, was to ensure that motions approved 

26 IG V.1 137. 
27IG V.1 62. Even if, as A. M. Woodward, "Inscriptiones Graecae, V.1: Some Af- 

terthoughts," BSA 43 (1948) 209-259, at 226, believed, lines 14 ff., which contain a ref- 
erence to the gerousia, were not connected with the rest of the inscription, the important 
association of ephors, nomophylakes, and the bouleutic deities still stands. On Zeus and 
Hestia Boulaea as patrons of prytaneis see IEphesos 4.1058-1087 (passim); G. Kaw- 
erau and A. Rehm, Das Delphinion in Milet: Milet 1.3 (Berlin 1914) 37, lines 42-46; 
C. Michel, Recueil d'inscriptions grecques (Paris 1900) 23a, lines 14-16; IG 12.3 1392, 
1393. On the Spartan prytaneion, see N. Kennell, "Where was Sparta's Prytaneion?," 
AJA 91 (1987) 421-422. 

28S. Grunauer-von Hoerschelmann, Die Miinzprigung der Lakedaimonier (Berlin 
1978, AMUGS 7) 52-55. 

29Spondophoroi (spondopoioi): IG V.1 112, 116, 162 (= SEG XI 581), SEG XI 587 

(gerontes); IG V.1 53a, 167 (ephors); IG V.1 64, 68, 71a, 89; SEG XI 540 (ephors and 

nomophylakes); SEG XI 548 (= IG V.1 59) (nomophylakes). SEG XI 550 is restored 
as a list of nomophylakes with spondophoroi, but, since the top part of the stone is 
missing, a list of ephors may well have preceded it. See A. M. Woodward, "Excavations 
at Sparta, 1924-1928: The Inscriptions," BSA 29 (1927-28) 2-56, at 23. Nomodeiktes: 
SEG XI 515, 517, 534, 537, 558, 563, 564, 569; G. Souris, "A New List of the Gerousia 
of Roman Sparta," ZPE 41 (1981) 171-174, at 171. 

30On spondophoroi in general, see Lucian, Syr. D. 42. On prayers and sacrifices at 

legislative meetings see the examples given by Larfeld (399-402). 
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by such bodies conformed to legal precedent.31 Clinching evidence of a de- 
liberative role for the ephors and nomophylakes is provided by IG V.1 60, 
an incomplete joint list of ephors and nomophylakes which concludes with 
the name of the secretary of the boule. If the secretary of Sparta's council 
sometimes worked with the two colleges, then both must have played some 
part in the passage of legislation. 

The evidence adduced so far indicates that the ephors and nomophylakes 
were closely associated with each other and with Sparta's deliberative body, 
the gerousia; they took part in the passage of legislation, shared officials, 
and joined with the gerousia to honour the gods of the boule. More men said 
they had served as ephor, nomophylax, or member of the gerousia than any 
other post. Although close relations did obtain between these three bodies, 
the lack of a combined catalogue of them all forbids us to consider all three 
bodies as components of the synarchia. Finally, since the inscription on 
the base of Caracalla's statue has also indicated that the synarchia and the 
gerousia were distinct from each other, the only possible conclusion to be 
drawn is that the ephors and nomophylakes formed the Spartan synarchia. 

Returning briefly to Caracalla's statue base, now that the composition 
of the synarchia is known and its ancestry in a similarly-named Achaean 
institution has been revealed, it is possible to explain why Marcus Tadius 
Philoxenides is simultaneously chairman of the gerousia and of the synar- 
chia. The chairman of the Achaean League's synarchiai, the general of the 
League, was also chairman of the Achaian synedrion.32 Thus, Philoxenides 
was ex officio head of the synarchia, the gerousia's probouleutic board, by 
virtue of his chairmanship of the gerousia. 

The exact jurisdiction and competence of the synarchia are more elusive. 
A probouleutic function can be assumed by analogy with homonymous in- 
stitutions in other states. Sparta herself provides confirmation: one of only 
two texts surviving from the four decades when Sparta had an Achaean- 
style constitution forced on her (188-146 B.C.), IG V.1 4 is a decree grant- 
ing proxeny to an Ambraciote named Damion.33 In this text, the synar- 
chia makes its debut at Sparta, here called synarchiai in accordance with 
Achaean usage. Damion, who petitioned for the honour himself, approached 
the synarchiai first and then the damos.34 The order in which the bodies are 
approached should reflect the synarchiai's jurisdiction over the preparation 
of the agenda.35 

31IG V.1 1390, line 114; IGR IV 468; POxy 27.2476, line 21; Plut. Ti. Gracch. 9.1. 
32Aymard 358-359; Swoboda 138. 
330n these dates see above, n. 17. 
34IG V.1 4, lines 1-4, n6Oo8ov oovnoaapvou Aa{i&covoS/ oir 9eocKp{o0u 'Alp5pacKlra nep[/ 

Cpo4ev{i caxo i CEO06voS kc{/ re X? ouvapxtaS Kicat rOY v 5i/v. 
35For a parallel in Athenian practice, see P. J. Rhodes, The Athenian Boule (Oxford 

1972) 54-55. 
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As restored by A. Wilhelm, the synarchiai appear in a fragmentary head- 
ing of a decree (IG V.1 1370) from the town of Pherae, an erstwhile Spar- 
tan possession that continued to emulate Spartan practices even in the first 
century B.C.36 With one necessary change, the formula may be rendered as 
follows:37 [yv4l]a [rav] o[)]uvapXt&v, KaOxa Kai or y?povreS; neKpelvav. 

Using this as a model, the surviving headings of Spartan decrees can be 
similarly supplemented. The restored texts, while not particularly decisive 
evidence, do at least conform to the notion that the synarchia at Sparta 
was a probouleutic body.38 The plural form's appearance at Pherae suggests 
that the Spartans themselves retained the original name ossified in decree 
headings. There can be no reasonable doubt that the synarchiai of IG V.1 
4 and the later synarchia were the same institution.39 

In order to discover any duties beyond probouleusis the net must be 
cast wider. Once again Achaean parallels can be of help. Polybius, who 
provides the bulk of the evidence on the Achaean League's institutions, 
uses the proper title of the Achaean synarchiai only four times; as a rule, 
he refers to them as the archontes.40 This latter term occurs in the member 
states as well, often in conjunction with synedroi, a term for the members 
of each city's synedrion or boule.41 That the archontes in these cities were 
the same as the synarchiai can be surmised from the duties they performed. 
At Andania, the archontes passed decrees in conjunction with the synedroi, 
while at Argos, an oracle was ordered inscribed "according to the vote of 
the archontes and synedroi;" the archontes' high position, like that of the 
synarchiai, is shown by their inclusion in the headings of letters addressed 
to Peloponnesian cities.42 

36A. Wilhelm, "Zu den Inschriften aus Magnesia am Maeander," OJh 4 (1901) 
Beiblatt 22-34, at 26. On Pherae, see Cartledge and Spawforth 144-145. 

37Wilhelm: [86'j]a. However, it was normal practice in the Hellenistic and Roman 
periods for probouleutic committees as a whole to put motions (yv&cml) to legislative 
bodies; e.g. SEG XXXIII 1038 (Cyme), lines 2-3, 9o,ev tn fP3oq, yvCi!q oGpaTmy&iv Kca 
qp-udp/Xcov Kcai &ov aCuvipov; Swoboda 59-61; Larfeld 346-347; I. Levy, "Etudes sur la vie 
municipale de l'Asie Mineure sous les Antonins: Premiere serie," REG 8 (1895) 201-250, 
at 211. 

38W. Peek, Inschriften aus dem Asklepieion von Epidauros (Berlin 1969, AbhLeip 
Phil.-hist. Kl. 60.2) 29-31 (IG IV2 86), [yvCpva <)vapX]jav, KaO;S Kcal ol yepovTe; e CKpeiav 
(Peek: [&yyla cmvapX]t&v); IG V.1 11, [yvdCoa rav aovapXiav Kcca& Kcai oi ye7po]vTeq tiecpeivav 
(corpus: [ - - -caa Kal oi y4po]v?re; t6Kxpetvav); IG V.1 18a, [yvcola T&v ovapt&av K a0&] Kal 
oi TypovTe[4; nKpeivav] (corpus: [- - - Kaa] Kcal oi yepovw[5 7iKcpeivav]). 

39Cartledge and Spawforth 145. 
40Polyb. 4.4.3.1; 27.2.11.1; 38.13.4.4; 38.13.5; G. Busolt and H. Swoboda, Griechische 

Staatskunde 2 (Munich 1926, Handbuch der Altertumswissenschaft 4.1.1) 1566, n. 2. 
41IG V.1 1432, line 23 (Messenia); IG IV, 758 (Troezen); IG IV.12 65, 66 (Epidaurus); 

IG VII 190 (Pagae); SEG XXII 266 (Argos). For synedroi as a synonym for bouleutai, 
see Livy 45.32.1-2, senatores quos synhedros vocant. 

42Andania: SIG3 736, lines 57-58, ol. &p%ovw/ES Kia oti auv?pot 8oypxcorotoei{o0oorv. Ar- 
gos: SIG3 735, lines 19-22, Kara To vdWqpiaga X&Xv &pXo6vov Kai ovvi/Spcov. Elis: SIG3 683, 
lines 30 (letter from the Milesians), xotS ap%iouat 'HXetcov Kalcat tots cuvpoi;. 
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THE SPARTAN SYNARCHIA 

Pausanias described the gerousia as Sparta's synedrion, while the ephors 
and nomophylakes were her archontes. The two terms are found in Spartan 
epigraphy as well. The archontes called upon the rich to share the burdens 
of the state at a time of crisis in the first century B.C. When the festival 
of the Leonideia was revived, the archontes were to ratify decisions of the 
damos on the proceeds of fines exacted from rule-breakers. At another 
time, one of the archontes was to rule in the matter of the gymnasiarch's 
and xystarch's fulfillment of their obligations. In an imperial letter, there 
are two fragmentary references to synedroi.43 Apparently, the colleges of 
the Spartan synarchia were sometimes simply called archontes, like their 
counterparts in nearby cities. 

Principal among the duties of the synarchia was that of preparing and 
introducing motions for debate. As several decrees record, it also acted as an 
executive body, carrying out the orders of the gerousia or boule.44 In IG V.1 
20, the synarchia was given the power to decide on competitors' eligibility 
for the games, and later in the same inscription one of the synarchia, chosen 
by lot, was to ensure that gymnastic officials fulfilled their obligations. In 
IG V.1 18b, the synarchia was to ratify a decision of the damos. All three 
instances have a common denominator: the synarchia's role was to decide 
on the propriety of actions undertaken by some other person or body. This 
can be viewed as an extension of the synarchia's probouleutic function, in 
virtue of which it approved or rejected motions put to it for debate with 
the gerousia. 

The executive aspect of the synarchia is most easily seen in the two bases 
which recount their erection "by means of" the synarchia. The synarchia 
erected the statue of Caracalla on behalf of the gerousia and that of the 
gymnasiarch Ti. Claudius Harmonicus (IG V.1 480) on behalf of "the city" 
(probably the synarchia, gerousia and damos combined). One final piece of 
evidence clearly indicates that the synarchia could act independently on its 
own. In IG V.1 11, the synarchia is described as having "called upon the 
rich ... to make various contributions and to take part in the affairs of the 
state" in an emergency in the first century B.C.45 Evidently, the synarchia 
could make proclamations directly to the people; whether it could also exact 
penalties for non-compliance with its wishes cannot be determined. 
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43IG V.1 11, 18b, 20, 21. 
440n the Spartan boule, see Cartledge and Spawforth 148. 
45IG V.1 11, lines 6-10, oi &pXovtE; . ..... [napelcdeaav r]oiu eKalpoivoa av 86tap6po^t 

t&v/ [noX1aLv .Sowvai T'a 8i.]qpo[p]a icaL crvencXapoaOa Tr&v ,co[t/v&v xpay,a&Tcov]. 
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