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Ihe Athenianﬁﬁssessmenc of 495 8.0,By Benjamin Dean Meritt and Aljen
Brown West. Pp.xiv. + 112;17 lext-Figures;2 Plates.(University of Mich-

iéan Spudies:bumanistic Series,vol.xxxiii.) University of Michigan Pres%
fin Arbor, 1934.

Iwo generations 220 Lhe historian Georse Grote pronounced the following

verdict(in 3 footnote(tvol.iv.p.4g4,of hi%fhiscory of Greece.4th edn.,

1872). 'how it Athens had doubled her tribute upon all the allies, just
pefore that expedibion’(of Brasidas inte Thrace):Thucydides could not ks
have oritted o mention it.? Nevertheless,this saying has long since besn
proved vo rest on an unwarranted assumption,s#es@sks [or the 'douvoling’ qfl
the tribute is an established ract, and the Achenian decree of 425 which
osmbodied this resolution is a wall-known document, in spite of the diftfi-
culties and obscurities which‘besat it, ths monodraph dsvoted to it by
Professors Meritt and West,and rscently published by the University of
Michisan Press,proves in every respect worthy of its theme. lhey bring

to their vask the qualifications already familiar Crom their previous
publications in the field of Attic epigraphy,whether writpen separately
or in conjunction, and in the pressnt work oobth in the hanaling and the
presentation of the macerial they never fall bslow the consistently hidh
standard which we have come te expect Lrom iLhem,a standard’in fact,which
they have largsly created for thesmselvses,

Of the ¢rsat marble stele,measuring approximately nine fest high and
four @eet wide,on which nnel‘documenc Was endraved the surviving portion
amounting to lsss than a bthird of the original is oroken into 43 pisces
of various sizes,some of which have been suecessfully joined together.
One is now in the Metropolitan Mussum 3t HNew Yock,the rest are in the
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Epigiphxcal Vuseum at Achens,excapt for small portions oroken off Lrom
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two eser [ragments since bheir first discovery. though the original pos-
ition of several of the pleces is deuermined&y the preservation of the
marsin at some point, and of some others by an actual or textual, contact
with pieces so figxad,there were still many only vaguely 'located, and one
srou’p of Five pisces wheeh rscent sdiicors had rejected fram the stele al-
tosether. The aubthorsr rirst vask was therefor%to find the exact position
for these unplaced Eragments,if humanly possible,oefore proceeding to a
cestoration of the text. lhe measure of their success is revealed in Gheir
pook,and it musi have surpassed their sxpectations. ihey contirm,in the
¢ipst place, the conclusions of proviious editors that the lines of the de -
ecrees which occupy ui.g-eo (11.1-? ars taksn up oy headings)had seventy
letters each,but in the text,of which they ofter 2 coxplete restofation
excepi»for a few names,chey have shown that €srbtain restorations hitherto
secepted without qualms ars untenaole,for various reasons.in some places
more exact decipherment of worn oj%ragmentary letters,in others the disco.
vary of unsuspected joims,or again the recognition of indications as ©o
the position ol [ragments atforded by the study of their linss of breakade
all play a pare in contributing to 2 new and incomparably more satistaci-
ory version of the textl. ihe reviséd preambls now shows that che Prytanis.
ing tripe bad ssven levters 1n it3 name (A&vngorﬂtung), that the Secret-
ary's name had siX letoers,ending in-QO%ér-!ov,and that of the ggisbates
soven letters(as against six,five and rnine respectively as given in the
kditio Minor of bthe Corpus (Zlg?i.e3). in 1.4,in place of Uhe erroneous
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space for seven letters before the words %x tay as a result of shirting this
fragment ons space to the right.lhe presence jor a ssven-letier cribe(@iavrfs
or Asovu’s)in 1.3,whereas in|1.34 and 1.54 . the tribal namss oontainf six 4
letters only,raises a fresh diftficulty of interpretation,which is fully and
frankly discussed on pp.32 ([,

the lower portion of the stele,containing the lisis of tributary snateégnd
the assessment of each,proves to have bsen drawn up in foor columns,each
120 lines in length,according to M.-#.s computacions. Allowance,however,has
to be made for the space occupied oy headinsgs and totalﬁgnd for a certain
amount of space lsft aninscribsd after some of th2 droups,with the result-sl
that the total number of states is estimatsd at abouvt 400-a far hisher fig-
uce than the maximum derived (rom the guota-lists,bul even Curther below the
thousand sugsested playtully by AristOpnanes(ﬁgigg,707),whjon some histori-
ans have tenled to tzke toa seriously. in arriving at their total some ad-
mirable reconsirucition has been accomplisned by the authors,of which a good
/

Nos.25,26,27

example is furnished oy the droup of rive frasments (L,u,v,u,
36,28). thess wers-rejected r‘ifst by Bannier,follcwing whom the editor of
{;ggi.ascribei them to the second assessment-list ({;3?1.64),buc M, =il have
restored them to the earlisr stele,having found that No.38 joins No.aé?y
contact abova, and by ths clear svidence of a conbtinuous (racture-iine is
to be closely associated with No.37 bslow. Vurther,the contents of No.2B
prove not to contain the (ragmentary remains of a clause relating Lo assess.
ment, as hitherto odelieved,bout names of states in the lonian-Carian géroup,
and it falls inbo place in column l.The dsbated cragment No.34(=1.8.i.543)

containing the total of 25@ + lalsnts for the ballespontine tribute is also
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re-assigned to the stele,and plays an important part in the evidence lor the
grand tecoal éz/ﬁhe foot'nxynhaﬂ%$al. bgually important is the newly identi=-
fisd frasmsnt No.gg’with the total of 310 + talents for the lThracian tribute
and the heading of the list of tuxine cities,lor,in conjunction with Ghe
total furnished by the almost complste island-lisb(g§.163'T.)we now havaé;i-
dencs for thres of the four main groups,pointing to an increase of over 109%
and warranting the conclusion that the fourth (lonian-Carianywas increased
in similar ratio;in it,morsover occur more names of newly assessed states
than elsewhsere-sxcept perhaps in the Buxine droup.Allowing for this increase
in the lonian-Carian tribute the total cannot oe kept delow 1000 ralencs,and
when account is taksn of cthe two smaller groups,inta?at nékes'and Uéxej £x
o Eﬁxye{vo,fov which the editors sudgest totals of 50 and 175 lalents resp-
esctively, nc dcubt can remain that the srand total must be restored to read '
@éko +, and not[ﬁeo + as nas been almost univecrsally prererred-Proressorkolbe

bhex
of fFreiburs iwomedes ‘che sole champion of the highsr [idure.
o have ssbtablished this unsxpscted result iswg?gigge least of the services
that Prcfessors Maribb'and #est have rendered in~this book . I1f bthey do not |
dwell on its historical bearings it is not for want of reakising its import-
ance,bul because it would involve treatment disproportionate to the égﬁle of
the present monograph. Lheir task,which vhsy have admirably fulfilled,has
been to present bhe evidenmce and clear away much error and misconception;and
it they can Cind time to undertakﬁ%he task, fer which no-one is bstter gual-
gisd,of pabddshing a historical commentary emoracing the whole rande of the

gquota-lists,and the other assessment-recordas 1n addition to bhat for 425 B.C
J

we shall all be 2ven mwore deeply in their debdb.

A. .M. We0DWARD.
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