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Conventions

Terminology

The conundrum: Although the institutions and terminologies describing
and underlying the sale of sex in ancient Greece and in modern societies
differ considerably, comprehensibility mandates that authors writing in

” o«

English employ terms cognizable to their readers. Our “escorts,” “com-

” o«

panions,” “hookers,” “whores,” and “mistresses” are not equipollent with
the pornoi,-ai, hetairai,-oi, pallakai, gynaikes, and kitharistrides of ancient
Athens. All of these terms, embedded in cultural contexts, carry their
own individualized (often highly variable) denotations and connotations.
Accordingly, I eschew the absolute retention of original Greek terms and
instead adopt a hybrid practice: where feasible, I use Hellenic vocabulary;
where appropriate, I explain Greek terms; where necessary, I have tried
to use the English word closest in meaning and suggestion to describe
a Greek practice or practitioner. But readers should always remember
that in reality the Athenians had no “courtesans” or “prostitutes” or “sex
workers”—and that the choice of terminology in English is at best a rough
approximation to the Hellenic original.' Similarly, modern terms such as
“heterosexuality,” “homosexuality,” and “bisexuality” (and many others)
are inherently problematic when applied anachronistically to Athenian
phenomena.? The transposition of ancient usage into modern vocabulary
(or of modern coinages into Athenian life) can optimally convey no more
than the “imitated” pronunciation offered by phrase books to travelers in
foreign lands attempting to communicate in the local language.

1. Other solutions are possible, but no more satisfactory. Thus Glazebrook
(2006b: 135) “avoid(s) using ‘courtesan’” for hetaira (because of its “inappropriate connota-
tions”), preferring “sexual companion” (which generates its own transcultural difficulties).

2. The use of modern terminology is merely “a convenient shorthand” for ancient practices
not “covering the same semantic range as the modern concept” (Hubbard 2003: 1).



X Conventions

The “Fourth Century B.C.E.”

I have sought to derive themes and conclusions solely from Athenian evi-
dence that happens to fall largely within the modern denotation of “fourth
century B.C.E.” (albeit expansively construed, as explained in the “intro-
duction, ‘Later Literature,” pp. 18-20"). Yet phenomena attributed to the
“fourth century” often originated a few years before the chronological start
of the “fourth century,” or otherwise do not exactly correspond to this mod-
ern numerology. (Unless otherwise indicated or clear from the context, all
chronological references in this volume are to be understood as “B.c.E.”)
References to other periods and places are intended essentially for clarifi-
cation or for their perceived intrinsic interest, sometimes as confirmation
of conclusions drawn from Athenian material, but never as independent
proof by analogy concerning Athenian practices otherwise unknown.

Money

Most monetary values in this book are expressed as ancient Athenian
drachmas.> We should not, however, attempt to relate the value of this
Athenian silver coinage to the unstable modern values of equivalent physi-
cal amounts of precious metals.* In my opinion, the best (although not
entirely satisfactory) choice is to understand the drachma in the context
of its purchasing power at Athens (approximately a day's labor by a not
unskilled individual; see E. Cohen 1992: 22, n.92)—although even this
conversion must be adjusted for variations in labor costs and purchasing
power in individual modern countries.’

3. The Athenian drachma was divided into six obols. One hundred drachmas equaled a mna;
6,000 drachmas equaled a talent.

4. A talent of silver, equivalent to 6,000 drachmas, weighed approximately 688 ounces
(about 26 kilograms or slightly more than 57 pounds). Between 1970 and 1990, the market
value of silver ranged from about $2 per ounce to a momentary high (in 1980) of $48.70 per
ounce (New York Times, Jan. 6, 1991, 3.11). On April 25, 201, the spot market price of silver
reached a record $49.82 (INO.com [FOREX: Metals]). Even at prices approaching $50 per
ounce, however, the composition of a single drachma would represent a metallic value of
only about $5.50.

5. Economists acknowledge the difficulty of establishing meaningful exchange equivalen-
cies for freely traded modern monies. In theory, “absolute purchasing power parity” should
prevail where exchange ratios are being set by market forces. (The formulaic expression
is P/P* = E, where E represents the exchange rate (domestic currency units per foreign
unit), P the domestic price index, and P* the foreign price index. In actual practice, wide
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Textual Matters

Unless otherwise indicated, all translations and paraphrases of ancient
sources are my own. Greek authors who are edited in Oxford Classical Text
editions are generally quoted from that series; for other Greek authors, the
text usually is that of the Budé edition. Unless the distinction is relevant
to my discussion, I do not differentiate between speeches or other works
properly bearing the name of an ancient author, and those of doubtful
attribution.®

My manuscript was delivered to Oxford University Press in late 2014,
and it has accordingly been impossible to consider systematically second-
ary literature that has appeared thereafter.

and fluctuating variations predominate, for reasons much disputed. See Bain and Howells
2003: 289—94; Walsh 2003: 269—321; Handa 2000: 518-19, 557-61.

6. Thus, I generally cite as “Demosthenes” those speeches traditionally included in the
Demosthenic corpus, as “Aristotle” those works similarly included in the Aristotelian cor-
pus, and as “Loukianos” the Erétes so attributed traditionally.
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Introduction

PROSTITUTION COMPRISES (A) A SET OF
DESIRES,BELIEFS,AND PRACTICESTHAT, UNDER
PATRIARCHY, HAVE BEEN GENDER-BIASED,
EXTREMELY DISCRIMINATORY TO AND OF
WOMEN, AND

(B) AN EXCHANGE RELATIONSHIP IN WHICH
SEX IS OFFERED FOR SALE—PROSTITUTION’S
SEX-ECONOMIC DIMENSION. THESE TWO

DIMENSIONS CAN BE DISENTANGLED . ..

—LYNN CHANCER, Toward a Sociological Feminist Theory of
Prostitutes and Prostitution (1998)

IN OTHER POLEIS SEXUAL CONVENTIONS ARE

EASY TO UNDERSTAND AND WELL-DEFINED,

BUT AT ATHENS THEY ARE POIKILOS (COMPLEX,
INTRICATE, MANY-HUED).

—PLATO SYMPOSIUM 182A7—9'

GREEK HISTORY HAS long eschewed the mundane details of Athenian com-
merce and labor: “So long as classics is dominated by the concerns of lib-
eral humanism, economic questions will be marginal” (Morris 2001: 14).?
The standard volume on many aspects of Athenian business endeav-
ors (Boeckh’s Die Staatshaushaltung der Athener) was written in 1817° Not

1. 0 mepl TOV €pwTa VOUOG €v uev taig dAAaig moAeot vofoal padiog, amAdg yap dptotal O
§’évB4de kai év Aakedaipovt mowkilog.

2. Similarly Cartledge 2002: 12: classicists have persisted in “an avoidance of pure (or mere)
economiic history.” Cf. Will 1954; Stroud 1998: 27—28; Morris and Manning 2005: 26-27.

3. When its forthcoming English translation is issued, Bresson 2007/2008 (French) is
likely, finally, to supersede Boeckh 1817 as an introductory handbook.



2 ATHENIAN PROSTITUTION

surprisingly, then, business factors have been virtually ignored in the cas-
cade of valuable recent studies directed to cultural, anthropological, sexual,
or gender aspects of the purchase of Athenian sex.* My focus is different.
I discuss the Athenian sex worker® in the context of the economic structure
of fourth-century Athens® and examine the societal and professional values
(“business ethics”) influencing this métier. And because Athenian prostitu-
tion was a trade functioning within a “slave society” of towering cultural
accomplishment, I pay attention both to the element of compulsion imma-
nent in an economy dependent on unfree labor’ and to Athenian prostitu-
tion’s social contours and implications, its place in the Athenian imaginaire.®

4. Important insights, emanating from a variety of useful methodologies and approaches, are
contained in a plenitude of recent work on Greek prostitution: see, for example, McGinn 2014;
Kennedy 2014: 68-96; Glazebrook and Henry, eds. 2011; Lanni 2010; Faraone and McClure,
eds. 2006; Davidson 2007 (Chapter 16) and 1997; McClure 2003b; Kurke 1999b. This sud-
den “flurry” of work on prostitution (Golden 2003: 5, n. 12) contrasts with the twentieth cen-
tury’s “general neglect of this area of ancient studies” (Davidson 1997: xviii). Modern studies
have seen a similar explosion of interest in prostitution: Chancer 1998: 183; Chapkis 1997.

«e

5. In the modern world, “‘sex work’ and ‘sex worker’ have become the accepted value-free
terms for [prostitution],” but some ancient historians purposely “avoid the terms because
they . .. imply that prostitution is just a job and the prostitute free to choose his or her
profession” (Glazebrook and Henry 2011: 13, 1. 1). See also McGinn 2014: 85.

6. This attention to structure and performance, and to Athenian economic, legal, and social
“institutions,” is consistent with the transformative New Institutional Economics, which
emphasizes institutions in the sense of “background constraints” or “rules of the games”
(Frier and Kehoe 2007: 13—14) and suggests that “the task of economic history [is] to explain
the structure and performance of economies through time” (North 1981: 3). See Morris,
Saller, and Scheidel 2007.

7. Despite the ubiquitous presence of unfree individuals in virtually all human communi-
ties prior to the nineteenth century (Klees 1998: 1-18), Attika constitutes one of the world’s
few attested true “slave economies”—those in which the contribution of a huge number of
unfree persons to the totality of wealth production is so substantial that a society’s overall
production, distribution, and consumption is highly dependent on slave labor. On the sig-
nificance of unfree labor at Athens, see Nafissi 2004: 395-99; E. Cohen 2000: 130-31; Fisher
1993b: 3; Garlan 1988: 201-203; Marx 1970-72: 111.332, 384-85, 594—95 (cf. Mazza 1978).

8. Now an important focus for much historical writing, the French l'imaginaire (originally
popularized by Sartre and Lacan) originated in French psychoanalysis (where it has func-
tioned as a flexible rendering of Freud’s “fantasy”). Transposed into social theory as the
equivalent of “social imaginary,” it has come to mean, when applied to Athenian history,
“the city’s ‘self-image,” how it sees itself in fantasy, with a large element of idealization and
wish fulfillment” (Loraux [1984] 1993: 3 [Translator’s Note]). See also Castoriadis 2002: 15-37;
1975. For recent studies focused on Athenian prostitution and Athenian self-image, see
Glazebrook 2006Db (ideology of womanhood) and Lape 2006 (“psychology of prostitution”
and “democratic reproduction”). Cf. Lape 2004: 76-80; McClure 2003b: 3—9 (prostitute as
“fetish” = “illusion”).
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Although modern scholars tend to treat male prostitution at Athens
as a subfield of the study of male homosexuality’ and to isolate Athenian
female prostitution within the field of women’s studies,” in this book
[ treat prostitution as a commercial function in which both men and
women provided sex for compensation—and often under compul-
sion. Athenian pottery is replete with portrayals that have been identi-
fied as brothel scenes.™ Men and women working in these bordellos
are alike described as kathémenoi (-ai) epi ton oikématén—“ensconced
in a brothel,” or (literally) “sitting in a cubicle.”” This graphic
description corresponds to the physical layout of Athenian houses of
prostitution—which seem to have consisted either of a single large (and
sometimes even labyrinthine) edifice containing a number of rooms
(oikémata) that could be entered from the interior of the building,” or
of a line of small chambers (oikémata), each accessible directly from the

9. Gay Studies has appropriated Athenian male prostitution as a significant element in
“the erotics of male culture in ancient Greece” (Halperin 1995: 3), and has used those
“erotics” as an important basis for “the social construction of homosexuality” (Mohr
1992: 222).

10. Thus Pomeroy’s pioneering work on “Women in Classical Antiquity” is titled
Goddesses, Whores, Wives and Slaves (1975) and a “Suggested Undergraduate Syllabus for
‘Women in Classical Antiquity’” (Pomeroy 1984) features a unit on female prostitutes.
A similar segregation prevails in studies of Roman prostitution. McGinn explicitly limits
his extensive survey to “female prostitution” (1998: 3), and Stumpp 1998, although entitled
“Prostitution in der romischen Antike,” in fact deals almost entirely with female sexual
commerce.

1. See, for example, Hydria, Leningrad Painter, Chicago 1911.456, ARV? 572.88; Bell-krater,
Dinos Painter, London BM F65, ARV? 1154.35; Cup, Makron, Paris Louvre G 143, ARV?
469.148; Cup, Ambrosios Painter, Munich Private Collection (Immerwahr 1984: Pls. 2-3);
Cup, Euaion Painter, Berlin Schloss Charlottenburg 31426, ARV? 795.100, Beazley Add. 142;
Hydria, Harrow Painter, Maplewood, Noble Coll., ARV? 2776.70. On the difficulty of inter-
preting visual portrayals on ceramic ware, see pp. 20—24.

12. TOUG (T4G) émi TOV olknudtwv (kabnuévag). As a servile pursuit, “sitting in a brothel”
was no less contemptible than working in a shoemaking operation or in a retail shop
(PL. Khrm. 163b5-8). (For Athenian deprecation of “employment,” see chapter 2.) As a term
for servile prostitution, “sitting in a brothel” was applied by the Greeks even to foreign—and
fantastic—situations. Thus Herodotos describes episodes where Egyptian pharaohs (pur-
portedly to catch a thief or to increase royal revenues) placed their own daughters in a brothel
cubicle (oikéma) (see 2.121e2, 1206).

13. Some brothels seem to have contained a sizeable entrance hall and even large interior
courtyards (cf. Building “Z” in the Kerameikos, discussed in chapter 2, n. 98 and accom-
panying text). Comic fragments suggest that these open areas may have been used for the
presentation of female prostitutes to potential customers (see Xenarkh. Fr. 4 [K-A]; Euboulos
Frs. 67 and 82 [K-A]).
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street. (The word oikéma [plural oikémata] denoted both the “individual
chamber” or “hut” where a prostitute “sat” and [by metonymy] the larger
prostitutional complex with its individual quarters.”) Although both the
unified and the linear establishments were familiarly known by many
other names—porneia, matryleia, khamaitypeia, ergastéria, synoikiai,
démosiai oikiai, tegé, kinétéria, etc.—the term “sitting in an oikéma” is
used consistently to describe the plight of both male and female work-
ers relegated to the abject circumstance and slavish conditions of these
brothels. Aiskhinés claims that there could be no doubt concerning the
prostitutional calling of the men who “sat in the oikémata,” practicing
“the trade” “under compulsion.”® Thus Phaidon of Elis “was compelled”
to work as a male prostitute in a brothel (oikéma) before his liberation
by the Sokratic circle and his subsequent immersion “like a free man”
(eleutherids) into philosophy.” Arkhestratos, a male “domestic compan-
ion” (symbidtés) of one of the sons of Periklés, is said to have labored
under circumstances similar to those of “the women working in the
brothels (oikémata).”® Isaios describes how one such woman, Alké, “sat
in an oikéma for years” (that is, was a brothel prostitute), before becom-
ing the manager of a multi-unit house (synoikia) in the Kerameikos sec-
tion of central Athens, and ultimately coming to live with Euktémoén, a
wealthy Athenian who owned a number of buildings in which women
operated brothels.”” Conditions in these oikémata were so abject that the

14. This openness explains why female prostitutes are attested as visible to potential cus-
tomers passing by on the street and as able even to “snare” persons walking along the
road. Cf. Fauth 1967: 359-60: “‘das Hinauslehnen aus dem Fenster’ zu einer hetirenhaften
Praxis erotischer Anlockung gehérte.” For various testimonia, especially passages from
Aristophanés (e.g., Thes. 797-99, Ekklés. 878-82) confirming this pattern, see Graham
1998a: 23-27.

15. The individual chambers and less grandiose houses were known as t& pukpd oikfpata
(Athén. 220d). Representations of the interiors of brothels are frequently identified on
Athenian pottery: see, for example, Meyer 1988; Pls. 2 and 3 of Immerwahr 1984.

16. 6pdate Tovtovsl TOVG &Ml TAV OikNUATWV Kabnuévoug Todg dpoloyovpévws v mpaky
TPATTOVTAG. . . . € O1) TI¢ DG Eporto Tovg OO@ TopevopEVOLG Ti VOV 00TOG O dvBpwmog mpatTet,
e0BDG &v elmorte Tod €pyov tobvopa (Aiskh. 1.74).

17. ®aidwv HAelog . . . ivaykdobn otival én’ oikfuatog dAAa 10 BVplov mpooTiOeig peteiye
Swkpdtovg, €wg avtov AvtpwoacBar tovg mept AAkiPadny | Kpitwva mpodtpeye: kai
TovvTeDBev éNebepiwg épthooddet (Diog. Laert. 2.105).

18. Athén. 220d: TovTtwV yap TOV pév Apxeatpatov ¢noiv eival oupfuwtiv Tod mapamhiota taig
&l TOV Kp®OV oiknuatwyv épyalopévov.

19. Abtn 8¢ 1 ANk @vnBeioa moAG pév €t kabfoto €v olknpaty, {0 8¢ mpeoPutépa odoa
amd pév Tod oiknpatog dviotatal . . . émpeheiobat ¢ év Kepapek®d ouvvoikiag (Isai. 6.19—20).
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Athenians reportedly executed Euthymakhos for placing an Olynthian
woman in an oikéma.?® Antiphon 1 deals with the fatal outcome of a wom-
an’s desperate efforts to avoid being forced into a brothel (porneion).”

At first glance, the relative abundance of surviving evidence for com-
mercial sex at Athens suggests that an economic analysis of Athenian
prostitution is highly feasible. Prostitution is the gravamen of a number
of surviving court speeches (and fragments)—and is often alluded to in
others—and is the occupation practiced by numerous characters in surviv-
ing comedies (and extracts therefrom). Venal sex is often encountered in
many other genres of Greek literature, and purchased eros is tantalizingly
present in material remains, including inscriptions, pottery, and architec-
tural vestiges. These sources seem to provide, for an ancient subject, an
unusually rich trove of “factual” material. Or do they?

For decades, scholars have differed concerning the evidentiary value
of the multitudinous ancient material on Athenian prostitution and its
practitioners—the apparently brutally exploited brothel slaves (pornai)
and the seemingly exalted courtesans (hetairai, sing. hetaira). Some
commentators have uncritically accepted, or reluctantly acquiesced in,
the “plent(itude) of evidence for the hetaira’s political, historical, social,
cultural and religious centrality” (Davidson 2004b: 173). But for other
scholars, the hetaira is “a socially marginal figure” recreated as a cultural
icon by the “representational modes and textual strategies” of male com-
mentators in antiquity.?? In turn, some recent commentators have been
decrying the “hyper-skepticism” of those who “at times” tend totally to
disregard surviving testimonia (McGinn 2011: 266). Other scholars have
suggested that “more work needs to be done not only on the cultural
construction of the prostitute but also on the social and economic his-
tory of prostitution” (Glazebrook and Henry 2o11: 3). This book is offered
as such a contribution to social and economic history, intended to dem-
onstrate that attention to economic factors and social context can often

@OLT@V Yap 6 EvKTHHWY . . . KataAmmdv kol Thv yovaika kol todg maidag kai thv oikiav fjv dket. . . .
Suptaro ékel (Isai. 6. 21).

20. VPELG. . . anekteivate . .. EbOOpayov 8¢, Swott v  OlvvBiav madioknv €otnoev
én’oiknpatog (Dein. 1.23). See Fisher 1995: 69—70; E. Cohen 2000:163-04.

21. On the personal status of this “concubine,” see Heitsch 1984: 22—23.

22. McClure 2003b: 2—3. McClure faults the naiveté of scholars like Havelock (1995: 42—49)
and Dimakis (1988: 53: “Celles-ci (hetaires) étaient presque les seules femmes libres dis-
posant d’'une culture plus étendue et capables de discuter sur des sujets de niveau supérieur”).
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illuminate—without extirpating—evidence that on its face may seem
implausible or repugnant.

Two major evidentiary obstacles, however, do impede an economic
analysis of commercial sex at Athens: (a) the lack of statistical and
archival data and (b) the potential misdirection inherent in the two
principal classes of surviving evidence—comedic material (which
seeks laughs rather than the transmission of reliable information)
and forensic testimonia (which seek persuasion rather than factual
truth). The deficiencies of humor and rhetoric as source material are
exacerbated by the complicated—and often conflicting—emotional
reactions, in both the modern West and in ancient Athens, to money,
sex, and their exchange, sometimes through coercion.?® Although we
may prefer “functionalist” doctrines that stress the “social solidarity,”
“structural equilibrium,” or “cultural uniformity” of societies,* a striv-
ing for theoretical consistency too often, in my opinion, obliterates
the discontinuities, contradictions, and unintegrated deviations inher-
ent in complex and dynamic civilizations®—inconsistencies that will
not be purposefully suppressed in this book. The Athenians were well
aware of the complexities and irregularities of their civilization, espe-
cially as to erotic mores: “In other poleis sexual conventions are easy to
understand and well-defined, but at Athens they are poikilos” (complex,
intricate, many-hued).” Economically, Athens was a thriving entre-
preneurial megalopolis—in fact, in the fourth century the dominant
commercial center of the eastern Mediterranean”—but she neverthe-
less harbored a conservative tradition that objected to all profit-making

23. On the increasing attention to emotional factors in economic analysis, see Berezin
2005; Loewenstein 2000; Elster 1998. For the importance of affect in social scientific stud-
ies generally, see Turner 2000; Barbalet, ed., 2002.

24. See Leach’s early criticism (1965: 7) of British anthropologists’ adherence to functional
ideology. Cf. Holmwood 2005: 103; D. Cohen 1995: 9—13.

25. For the social and economic dissonance to be expected in vital, multiplex societies, see
Keiser 1986; Rueschemeyer 1984: 134; Bourdieu 19777: 98. Dougherty properly urges us “to
read the multiplicity of narratives that represent Athenians as Athenians in such a way that
we preserve their contradictions” (1996: 251). Similarly Fisher 2001: 34.

26. PL. Symp. 182a7—9: ¢ mepl 1OV Epwta vOpog év piv taig &Maig moeot vofjoal padiog,
AmA@G yap dptotat- O §’€vBade kai év Aakedaipovt otkilog, below, pp. 11-12.

27. See Migeotte 2009: 132; Picard 2008b: 159. Cf. Oliver 2007: 15-41; Moreno 2007: 3-33,
323-34; Bissa 2009:169—91.
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endeavors,” including those relating to sex. Xenophon, for example,
finds the commercialization of eros no less disgusting than charging
for education.? But Athens was not monolithic, and such views had to
coexist with the reality of the “monetised and money-using economy
of fourth-century Athens,”** of a “city (that) lived entirely by cash trans-
actions” (Humphreys 1978: 148),* producing a culture “fraught with
ambivalence, ambiguity and conflict,”*? in which legislative disincen-
tives to “citizen” prostitution paralleled the open and lawful purchase
of sex from “citizen” prostitutes.’® Athenian commercial life was rife
with the “multiplicity of narratives” (Dougherty 1996: 251) that bring
consistency to few institutions at Athens—or in the modern world.

In fact, the modern world still struggles to understand, even to
define,** contemporary prostitution, and does so without reliable statisti-
cal or archival material, and with a plethora of contradictory emotionally
charged orientations and conflicting agendas. Western antagonism to the
sale of sex, long grounded in religious and moral beliefs, has been some-
what attenuated by the emergence of secular liberal societies but has
been concomitantly intensified by feminist analyses and by the increas-
ing (or at least increasingly more publicized) coercive aspects of com-
mercial sex. Despite greater public awareness of the existence of male
prostitutes (and of female customers for both female and male providers

28. “[TThe trade of Athens, its monetary commercialism, its naval policy, and its democratic
tendencies . . . were hated by the oligarchic parties of Athens” (Popper 1950: 173, with regard
to the fifth century).

29. Apom. 1.6.13: maQ’ Apiv vopiletar THv dpav kal TV codiav dpoiwg pév kaov, opoing 8¢
aioypov SwatiBecBat eivat. THv Te yap dpav v pév Ti¢ dpyvpiov TwAf) 1@ Povlopévw, TOpvoV
avToOV dmokaodoty, £&v 8¢ Tig, v &v yv@ kahov te kdyaBov épactiv Gvta, TodToV $pilov Eaut®d
notfiTaL, owdpova vopilopev. kai v codiav woavtwe. . . . For the equation of scholars and
courtesans, see Athén. 567-573b. For the causes and some manifestations of aristocratic
disdain for commerce, including prostitution, see pp. 25-27.

30. Shipton 2000: 14. See also Shipton 1997; Gofas 1994; Kanellopoulos 1987: 19—22;
Theokharés 1983: 100-14.

31. On the increasing monetization of Athens during the classical period, especially in the
fourth century, see Schaps 2004, 2008; Shipton 2000 (esp. 5-14), 2001; Davies 2001; Picard
2008b: 147-51.

32. D. Cohen 1991a: 21. Cf. Larmour et al. 1998: 27.

33. For the implications of legislation restricting the political activity of those citizens who
were or had been male prostitutes, see chapter 3.

34. See pp. 82-83.
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of sex),* prostitution in the modern world remains largely a phenom-
enon in which female prostitutes, working within male-dominated busi-
ness structures, service male customers.*® This configuration conforms
to what is generally believed to have been “a persistent pattern through
much of history” in which women have been the “providers of sexual
labor” and men “the group deriving profits and power” (Kempadoo
1998: 5). Not surprisingly, then, many recent critiques of prostitution
insist on the commodification of female sexuality as the cause of the
persistence of prostitution: on this premise, the commercial exploita-
tion of women’s sexuality is a byproduct of the perpetuation of patri-
archal regimes, and the persistence of prostitution is a symptom of
severe social malaise.”” Much feminist theorizing and feminist activ-
ity have accordingly been devoted to efforts to eradicate prostitution.*
Concurrently, however, and in counterpoint, recent years have seen the
growth of prostitutes’ rights organizations,*® originated by and composed
almost entirely of women. This movement insists that the provision of
sexual services should be free from governmental strictures and juridical
harassment, and that the practitioners of a trade in which women tradi-
tionally have been able to earn exceptionally high income should enjoy

35. MacKinnon 2005: 437, 1. 1; Zelizer 2005: 31-32; Pisano 2002: 114—28; Weitzer 2000a: 2;
Whitaker 1999; Longo and Parker 1992; Pheterson 1996: 27; Chapkis 1997: 6—7; Pruit and
Lafont 1995; Bishop and Robinson 1998: vii; von Zoticus 1997. According to one survey,
almost 40 percent of single women tourists to certain locations in the Caribbean had
engaged in sex with local men whom they had paid directly or indirectly (Davidson and
Taylor 2004: 338). About 5 percent of foreign women visiting Kenya are said to be “sex-
ual tourists” coming to purchase the sexual services of men (New York Times, February 14,
2002, p. A12).

36. See the various studies in Kempadoo and Doezema 1998, and in Delacoste and
Alexander 1998. Cf. Edlund and Korn 2002:184-87.

37. See, for example, McGinn 2004: 5 (“prostitution as a fundamental component of the
enduring institution of patriarchy”); Bromberg 1998: 310-11; Chancer 1998: 181 (“numerous
historical and anthropological accounts depict prostitution as originating coercively, in social
groups already patriarchally organized”); Overall 1992 (prostitution “a manifestation of cap-
italistic patriarchy”). Similarly, see Bishop and Robinson 1998: 241; Weisberg 1996: 242;
Hoigard and Finstad 1992; Harsin 1985; Rubin 1975.

38. See MacKinnon 2005: 1987; Bishop and Robinson 1998: 221 (prostitution “institutional-
izes the alienated sexuality constructed by current economic and social forces”). Cf. Wynter
1998; Barry 1995, 1984; Russell 1993; Davis and Stasz 1990; Heyl 1979b.

39. See, for example, the websites of the Prostitutes’ Education Network (www.bayswan.
org/penet.htm) and of the Sex Workers Outreach Program (www.swop-usa.org). Cf. Askola
2007: 25-27; Bindman 1997; McClintock 1993; Jenness 1993. For organizations outside the
United States, see Kempadoo and Doezema 1998: 167—225.
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the same legal benefits and protections as those provided to other work-
ers. These groups have been vocally resentful of what they see as conde-
scendingly “maternalistic” and “colonialistic” attempts by economically
secure feminists of Western European origin seeking to deprive “sex
workers”*—overwhelmingly “sisters of color” and/or otherwise impov-
erished women*—of the legal rights, and social and economic benefits,
available to those engaged in other (lawful) occupations.” Opposing the
claim that prostitution is inherently harmful to its practitioners, who
supposedly “suffer degradation by being treated as sexual commodities”
(Shrage 1989: 347), these activists reject the attachment of moralistic
cultural interpretations to commercial sexual acts.” Instead they insist
that ‘ “sex work” actually falls within the category of “emotional labor"—
vocations that include caring for the disabled and the handicapped, for
the young and the aged, and occupations such as teaching, airline cabin
service, psychotherapy, and even acting.* Overall, they argue, “emotional
labor” seems not to be inherently harmful to its practitioners, who are
generally able to separate their private emotions from their occupational
duties and “summon and contain emotion within the commercial trans-
action” (Chapkis 1997: 76). Likewise, it is argued that persons engaged
in sexual labor “are able to distinguish intimacy and love from the sexual
act itself.”® By the closing years of the twentieth century, such views
had gained considerable acceptance among feminists and others, while
the human rights group Amnesty International has recently charac-
terized the sale of sex as a basic human right and has called for total

40. For the origins and growing prevalence of this term, see L. Bell, ed. 1987; McClintock
1993; S. Bell 1994; Leigh 1997; Montgomery 1998: 150, n. 4.

41. See Mohanty 1991: 56; Wijers 1998; Porter and Bonilla 2000. Cf. Mohanty 1997. The
Collective in Defense of Prostitutes’ Rights estimates that the majority of Spain’s prostitutes
are immigrants (New York Times: January 18, 2004). Only 20 percent of prostitutes in the
United Kingdom are British (The Economist, September 4, 2004). For Holland and Germany,
chapter 5, nn. 3 and 4.

42. See Carmen and Moody 1985; Collins 1990: 164; Shrage 1994: 142.

43. Cf. Reynolds 1986: 195-96: “Rehabilitating prostitutes is not a reasonable direction for
public policy, since most prostitutes are willing and often eager participants.”

44. See Pheterson 1989; Troung 1990; Highleyman 1997: 152; Chapkis 2000.

45. Kempadoo 1998: 5. Cf. Brewis and Linstead 2004; Montgomery 1998; Pheterson 1996;
Overall 1992; 716, 718 (dissenting: “sex work differs in a crucial way from other forms of
women’s labor . . . (which) would still be socially necessary in a postcapitalist, postpatriar-

chal world”).
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decriminalization of prostitution.” (At the same time, many “academic
feminists” continue to insist that commercial sex should not be legalized
under any conditions and that prostitutional arrangements should not
be recognized as legitimate contracts of employment.¥)

Finally, and yet more recently, intense worldwide antagonism to prosti-
tution has been generated by globalization’s fostering of cross-border traf-
ficking in human beings, especially women and children, under brutally
coercive conditions. An earlier “globalization”—the expansion of Hellenic
civilization and trade into distant portions of the ancient world—likewise
fostered mobility in commercial sex. Most scholars, in fact, see Athenian
prostitution as “the special preserve of foreigners.”* Retinues of prosti-
tutes reportedly accompanied armies on their far-flung journeys through
Hellas and neighboring lands;* officers often were accompanied by more
than one hetaira.*® Thus, Kharés, the Athenian general who spent much of
his career outside Athens (largely in the northern Aegean), traveled about
on campaigns with variegated groups of prostitutes, supposedly dedicat-
ing to erotic expenditures a portion of his military budget.’® Monuments
to Pythioniké, a hetaira who among others serviced the Macedonian gen-
eral Harpalos, reportedly stood in Athens—and hundreds of kilometers
distant in Babylon!®* Stratén, the king of Sidon, is said to have made
use of courtesans from “the whole of Hellas,” including Ionia and the

46. See New York Times, November 4, 2001, August 2, 2015; Griffin 2001; San Francisco
Bay Guardian, January 18, 2004; Nussbaum 1998, 1999; Bell 1994; Sullivan 1994. Cf.
Jeffreys 1997: 2: “In the last two decades the ideas of many feminists about prostitution have
changed.”

47. Pateman 2006, 1988; Carter and Giobbe 20006; Spector 2006: 422, n. 5.

“e

48. Dover [1978]1989: 34. The “ ‘untouchability” of those members of “the privileged citizen
class” and their right to “throw their weight around to intimidate metics and slaves” suppos-
edly precluded for politai the demeaning dependence inherent in functioning as prostitutes
(Winkler 1990b: 49). Cf. chapter 3, n. 22.

49. See, for example, Xen. Anab. 4.3.19, 5.4.33. Alexis of Samos noted the women who
accompanied Periklés (Athén. 572f): étaipat . . . ai ovvakolovBroacat Iepikhel dte EmoMopke
TV Zapov.

50. See Garlan 1975: 135; Cox 2003: 8.

51. FGrHist us. F213 (Theopompos of Chios = Athén. 532¢): Xdpntog . . . . 8¢ ye mepujyeto
0TpaTeLOHEVOG avANTPidag kal Teldg étaipag, kai T@V Xpnudtwv T@V eiopepopévwv eig TOV
TONepoV T& pév eig tavtny v Ppv dvihioke. See Flower 1994: 126—28.

52. Poseidonios FGrH 87 F 14 (= Athén. 594e); Theopomp. FGrH u5 F 254 (= Athén. 595b-c).
Cf. pp. 3031
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Peloponnesos.”® Commercial sex flourished at the recurring Hellenic fes-
tivals and games, at which crowds of visitors gathered for sport, enlight-
enment, pleasure, and tourism (Scanlon 2002: 226-27), and to which
operators of sexual businesses (pornoboskoi) led “herds of women fol-
lowing the seasons and the festivals” (Davidson 1997: 92). Neaira, for
example, resident in Attika for decades and long accepted as a citizen,
had “worked the circuit of the entire (Hellenic) world,” allegedly whor-
ing “over all the Peloponnesos, in Thessaly and Magnesia, in Chios and
through most of Ionia.”** Sinépé supposedly came from Thrace to work
as a whore on Aigina, but ultimately “moved her practice of prostitution”
to Athens.* Pythioniké is said to have worked as a hetaira in Korinth, and
in Athens.*

But both for the modern world and for ancient Hellas, dependable
statistical documentation of coerced sexual travel is nonexistent, and
anecdotal information (often generated by partisan sources) is often unre-
liable.” Consider, for example, the disputed frequency of voluntary versus
forced recruitment of aliens to present-day sexual service: opponents of
prostitution insistently claim that coercion is rampant,*® but proponents
of the legitimization of “sex work” find trafficking generally to be merely
“facilitated migration” of willing employees.** In the absence of numerical
evidence, wild speculation abounds: between 2001 and 20053, for example,
in a variety of communications, the US State Department reported the
number of individuals trafficked to the United States annually “for sexual
exploitation” to be as low as 14,500 and as high as 50,000 (Shafer 2000).
But a senior State Department adviser on trafficking told the New York

53. FGrHist u5 Fug (Theopompos of Chios = Athén. 5531b): 6 8¢ Ztpdtwv . . . petenépneto
ToOANGG 88 povoovpyode € Twviag, Etépag 8¢ nawdiokag €€ anaong tig EANadoc.

54. Dem. 59.108: év ITelomovviiow uév maor, év Oettalia 6¢ kol Mayvnoiq petd Zigov 00
Aagroaiov kai v Tovig Tf) Mheiotn petd Zwtddov tod Kontodg dkolovboivoa, pobwbeioa. . . .
Y megiodov eipyaopévny. Kapparis (1999: 400) finds this enumeration of work locations
“perfectly credible” (but cf. Carey’s skepticism [1992: 141]).

55. Athénaios 595a: Zwvwmng g Opdttng tijg €€ Alyivng Abrvale peteveykapévng Tiv
mopveiav.

56. Paus. 1.37.5: étapodoav 8¢ &v te ABfvaug kal év KopivOw.
57. For the twenty-first century, Vermeulen 2010: 107-108; Stefanizzi 2010; Askola 2007:1-3.

58. See Kara 2009: 4-37; Gerdes, ed. 2006: 107-09, 164-65, 175; MacKinnon 2005: 157-58;
Leidholdt 2003: 175-80.

59. Doezma 2001; Network of Sexwork Projects 2002.
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Times in 2004 that “we’re not finding victims in the United States because
we're not looking for them.”*® One expert estimates at 1.2 million the num-
ber of “young women and children who were deceived, abducted, seduced,
or sold by families to be prostituted across the globe” (Kara 2009: 2);
another commentator denies the accuracy of even far lower numbers,
claiming that “most women volunteer for the trip westward because of
the money they can make” and that “anti-trafficking activists use exagger-
ated sex slavery stories to get international media coverage of their cause”
(McAleer 2006: 42).

The difficulty of ascertaining the “reality” of modern prostitution
presages the greater difficulty of investigating commercial sex in an
ancient society whose actual functioning we cannot adequately perceive,
and whose social and economic institutions are only imperfectly known.
For Athenian prostitution, statistics and archival material do not exist;
literary testimonia and references are often, at best, uncontextualized,
and sometimes even purposefully misleading; interpretation of relevant
material remains, preserved in relative abundance, presents complex
challenges.* And yet, in contrast to other trades at Athens, for which
information is often almost entirely absent,* prostitution is relatively
well-attested—in some regards (because commercial sex was lawful at
Athens) better attested, mirabile dictu, than certain aspects of modern
prostitution.

Lack of Statistics and Archival Material

We know of no effort, in the whole of classical antiquity, to assemble,
classify, and tabulate numerical data in a systematic fashion so as to pres-
ent significant information about a specific ancient subject.®® The “igno-
minious truth” is that “there are no ancient statistics.”** Accordingly, we

6o. New York Times Magazine, January 25, 2004.
61. See pp. 20—24.
62. Wrenhaven 2009: 368; Labarre 1998: 795.

63. On this absence of statistics in the ancient Mediterranean world, see Picard,
2008a: 27-30; Morris and Manning 2005: 133-34; Cohen 1992: 27.

64. Jones, Introduction to his inaugural lecture (1948). Cf. the similar observation by
Momigliano in his own inaugural lecture (1952).
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have no reliable information concerning even the number of Athenian
citizens, or their quantity relative to that of slaves and free aliens (metics)
resident at Athens.®® And so, as with many aspects of modern prostitu-
tion (pp. 11-12), a statistical approach to Athenian prostitution is not pos-
sible. But an ancient investigator would have had access to material that
the criminalization of modern commercial sex precludes. The Athenian
state annually delivered precise data and detailed information on indi-
vidual sex-workers to the private tax-collectors who actually extracted the
tax imposed on prostitutes: according to Aiskhinés, there was no need
to speculate (eikazein); the number and composition of Athenian sex-
workers was known with precision (akribds).*® This information, however,
has not survived. Although the Athenians did maintain an archive in the
Métro6n,” where such materials might have been kept,®® its contents
are not extant. Because of these losses, we cannot today determine, for
example, the relative number of prostitutes of each sex, the frequency of
purchased erotic encounters with male rather than female prostitutes, the
relative ratios of free versus enslaved prostitutes, or the numbers of those
working under compulsion.®

65. For surveys of the widely divergent modern estimates of the number of adult male
citizens at Athens during the fourth and fifth centuries, see Scheidel 1998: 197-98; Oliver
2007: 79-83. Cf. Gomme 1933: 26, 29; Ehrenberg 1969: 31; Ruschenbusch 1979: 146;
1981: 112; Hansen 1985b: 67-69; Oliver 1995: 9—38. Uncertainty concerning the composition
of the population: Scheidel 2007: 45; Jones 2008: 34; Whitby 1998: 109—114.

66. kab’ €kaotov éviavtov 1 PovAi) TwAEL TO TOPVIKOV TENOG Kal TOVG TPLapEvoug TO TENOG
ovKk eikdlety, AAN akpLp@g eidéval Todg TadTy Xpwpévoug T épyacia. (Aiskh. 1.119). See further,
chapter 5, pp. u7-u8ff. On the process of “tax farming” at Athens, see Athenian Grain-Tax
Law (374/3)(esp.) 27-30 (Stroud 1998); Aristot. Ath. Pol. 47.2; Andok. 1.73, 133—-36; Aristoph.
Sphék. 657—59. Cf. Faraguna 2010; Migeotte 2001.

67. Sickinger 1999: 93-195; Thomas 1989: 68-83.

68. Even in the fourth century, however, the items on deposit in the Athenian archive(s)
(or elsewhere) were necessarily limited: there was no land register (Gabrielsen 1986: 113,
n. 40; Christ 1990: 158), no list of politai (Davidson 1997: 215; Biscardi 1991: 140 and 1970),
only rudimentary financial accounts (Finley 1982), although in the postclassical period, eco-
nomic matters appear to have been more extensively and more sophisticatedly memorial-
ized (Sickinger 1999: 69—70, 125—27).

69. This lacuna has not deterred scholars from speculation: “Male sex-workers were,
I think, nowhere near as numerous as their female counterparts” (Davidson 1997: 77);
“Female (prostitutes) greatly outnumbered males” (Skinner 2005: 98); “[the] majority of
prostitutes in the ancient world” were working under compulsion (Glazebrook and Henry
2011 13, 1. 2).
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Forensic, Comic, and Other Literary Sources

The study of Athenian prostitution is greatly facilitated, however, by the
abundance of relevant information that is preserved in literary sources,
especially in the “situation comedies” of Menander and other comedic
sources, and in the multitude of law-court presentations—long recognized
as providing “the best image of contemporary society””°—that deal with or
allude to aspects of meretricious arrangements (especially the speeches
entitled Aiskhinés 1, Demosthenes 59, Lysias 3, and Lysias 4). In addition,
material remains from Athens (ceramic representations, inscriptions pre-
served on stone, floor plans, and other architectural remnants) provide
further potential insights. But again, the interpretation of this material
presents substantial evidentiary challenges.

Forensic Material

Although Athenian forensic speeches are rhetorical contrivances that vir-
tually always present evidence tendentiously (and often dishonestly), the
presuppositions underlying litigants’ claims are generally reliable: since
forensic presentations were made to panels composed of hundreds of
jurors—with persuasion being the speaker’s dominant motive”—the
presence of a general phenomenon may be confirmed by a claim that pre-
supposes such a phenomenon, even if we cannot establish (or strongly
doubt) the truth of the speaker’s specific factual assertion.”> An assertion
dependent on premises blatantly inconceivable would be inherently unper-
suasive. When Simén insists that he has entered into a formal commercial
contract with Theodotos providing for the exchange of sex for money (Lysias
3.22), we may be unable to confirm the truth or falsity of Simén’s conten-
tion, but we can be sure that such arrangements were not implausible in

70. Garlan 1988:16. Cf. Mossé [1962] 1979: 179-215.

71. Although some scholars view Athenian private litigation as largely “theatre” (Humphreys
2007) or as a venue for the venting of elite social animosities (D. Cohen 1995: 70, 82), with
litigants sometimes seeking actually to lose their cases (E. Cohen [forthcoming (b)]; Todd
2011: 138, 1994: 131, n. 180), I view Athenian litigation as essentially the effort of real people
to prevail in real conflicts by persuading a majority of jurors to vote in their favor (cf. Harris
2013: 12-13). In my opinion, therefore, the proffering of absurd or transparently untrue
underlying factual assumptions would have been devastatingly negative to a proponent’s
case—and would likely be avoided in a forensic presentation.

72. Cf. E. Cohen 199ob: 178, 186-90; Millett 2000: 25-26, 1991: 2; Todd 199o0.
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fourth-century Athens. When Apollodéros claims that Nikareté presented
as her own offspring the child prostitutes whom she owned, because the
“highest prices” might be obtained from customers desiring to have sex
with young girls whom they believed to be the free offspring of the woman
providing the children’s services,” we may be unable to evaluate the true
personal status of these prostitutes, or to confirm Nikareté’s actual busi-
ness practices, but we can safely conclude that pricing of sexual services
did in fact vary in accordance with a prostitute’s perceived status and a
customer’s psychological predispositions. When a number of Athenian
political leaders are accused, in a number of individual speeches, of hav-
ing prostituted themselves in their youth, again we cannot determine the
likely truth of any individual accusation or even exclude the possibility that
all such surviving charges are false (or true). But we may reasonably infer
that Athenian audiences would not categorically rule out such charges as
inherently implausible (just as modern Western political audiences might
not find inherently implausible the recurrent charges of sexual misconduct
leveled against European and American political leaders).

Comic Sources

In contrast to scholars’ long acceptance of material from forensic speeches
as valuable for an understanding of Attic society, comedy has only recently
been gaining recognition as a useful source of information on the actu-
alities of Athenian life. Although the fourth-century plays of Menander
and his contemporaries constitute a genre centered (unlike earlier comic
works”™) on the private lives of individuals, nineteenth-century scholars
made almost no historical use of this so-called New Comedy, whose value
as source material they deprecated.”” In part this disregard reflected the

73. Dem. 59.18-19: Emta yap tavtag moaudiokag ék  ukp@dv  moudiwv  EKTHOoATO
Nikapétn . . . mpoetmodoa §’ avtag oOvopatt Buyatépag, v’ @ peyiotoug obodg mpdrtotto Tog
Bovhopévoug mAnotdlery avtaig wg EhevBépaig odoag. . . .

74. Yet even fifth-century comedy—despite its frequent engagement with public policy and
its indulgence in wild fantasy—can be fruitfully mined for factual information relating to
social history (Buis 2014: 322): see MacDowell’s discussions of allegations of politicians’ for-
eign origin (1993: 359—1) and of charges of cowardice against public figures (1995: 24—206).
In fact, “both domestic and political themes and subjects were already in the (comic) reper-
tory when our attestation begins ca. 440” (Henderson 2014: 181).

75. See, for example, Mahaffy: “[W]hen we come to inquire from [Menander] and from the
New Comedy what they have to tell us about their age, the outcome is miserably small. . . . It
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relative paucity of surviving material (which increased exponentially dur-
ing the twentieth century as a result of fresh papyrological publications);
in part it reflected the traditional academic fascination with Athens as a
paragon of high culture (inhibiting interest in surviving literature that was
perceived as low-brow popular pap’).

Through the twentieth century, however, the continuing discovery and
elucidation of comic plays and fragments made scholars increasingly aware
of the valuable information on contemporary life contained in this mate-
rial. Concurrently, a shift in academic interests has generated renewed
attention to the social dimensions—romantic attachments, class conflict,
gender issues—that form the subject matter of Attic New Comedy. Despite
the distortions inherent in the authors’ pursuit of love and of laughs, the
assumptions—of contexts and relationships—underlying fourth-century
comedy provide insight concerning Athenian social practices. In particu-
lar, scholars have recurrently demonstrated how Menander’s comedies
(in which prostitutes often appear”) provide considerable information
about Athenian life, offering even highly specific details about the laws
of property and succession.” For example, the marriage alliances in the
Dyskolos—although fashioned to meet the exigencies of humorous scheme
and artifice—replicate contemporary marital and inheritance practices.”
The structure (and even the amounts) of dowries in Menander’s work are
consistent with arrangements epigraphically and historically attested.®

is usual to lament the irreparable loss of the plays of Menander, but it may be doubted
whether history would gain from a further knowledge of him” (1896: 125).

76. “Seductions and unwanted children, coincidences and recognitions of long-lost daugh-
ters, irate fathers and impertinent slaves . . . New Comedy.” Tarn [1927] 1952: 273.

77. No less than thirty-seven hetairai appear by name in comedies dated from 380 to 320
(Henderson 2014: 192). On Menander’s treatment of such prostitutes, see Brown 1990: 254;
Henry 1985.

78. See Buis 2014: 334-37; Cox 2002: 391; Hunter 1994: 85, 217, n. 26; Patterson
1998: 191-2.05.

79. See Zagagi 1995: 94-113. Some scholars have summarily rejected as mere “comedy”
Menander’s portrayal of marriage between members of relatively wealthy and relatively poor
families (Rosivach 2001: 133). But Cox 2002 has demonstrated that epigraphic evidence sup-
ports the occurrence of marriages between men and women of sharply differing economic
situations. Cf. Hoffmann 1986.

80. See Golden 1990: 174-76; Casson 1976: 53—59; Gomme and Sandbach 1973: 298.
Finley earlier, and falsely, assumed the size of Menandrian dowries to be excessive ([1951]

1985: 26667, n. 29).
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Similarly the portrayal of the hetaira Khrysis in Woman of Samos reveals
the extent to which free Athenian residents might preserve their indepen-
dence even while providing for themselves through the provision of sex
to others—and confirms further aspects of the business of prostitution
known through more prosaic sources (see section “Selling ‘Free’ Love” in
chapter 2). Although Menandrian plots may be unrepresentative of the
actual daily lives of the overwhelming majority of the population of Attika
(who presumably did not spend a considerable portion of their time at din-
ner parties celebrating the happy conclusion of social and familial strife),
“what Menander offers us through his comic lens is an image of the life
of the society as a whole and its central human relationships,”" an image
that informs the pages of my book.

Despite the discovery of fresh papyrological texts of Athenian comic
writing, much of Greek New Comedy is still known primarily from the work
of the Latin comic authors Plautus and Terence (Nesselrath 2014: 672—73).
Their palliatae (“plays in Greek garb”) are adaptations from Hellenic origi-
nals, generally preserving the essence of the plots, contexts, characters,
and institutions of the earlier Greek plays. Since female prostitutes and
their customers, families, and associates are not infrequently at or near
the epicenter of action and characterization,® and brothels are frequently
featured on the stage (often in close proximity to aristocratic households),*
these Roman palliatae, the only complete Latin comedies to have survived
from antiquity, are invaluable sources for the study of Athenian prostitu-
tion. But as products and adaptations—not translations—of a distinct (and
non-Hellenic) society, these works must be used with focused care: the
separation of Greek and Roman elements has been a preoccupation of
scholars active in this field and will affect my investigation, especially in
chapters 6 and 7%

Linguistic considerations, especially those inherent in the Latin lan-
guage, present a further challenge. For example, the Roman term meretrix,
a female provider of commercial sex, does not encompass (or convey) the
nuanced characteristics of the Greek porné and the Greek hetaira, female

81. Patterson 1998: 195. See also Zagagi 1995: 113.
82. See, for example, Plaut. Cistellaria; Ter. Andria, Eunuchus, Heauton Timoroumenos.
83. See, for example, Plautus’s Menaechmi, Mostellaria and Pseudolus.

84. On the proper use of Roman comic material as evidence for Athenian legal and social
practices see Scafuro 1997: 16-19; Paoli 1976: 76—77. See also McCarthy 2000: 5; Paoli 1951.
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providers of commercial sex in a civilization and language inherently bino-
mial (see chapter 1, pp. 31-38). Roman society offered no division of sexual
workers comparable to that of Greek society, and no duality of nomencla-
ture and structure. Yet in Latin “adaptations” of the prostitute-laden works
of Greek New Comedy® the single word meretrix had to convey to Roman
audiences the subtle and variant significations of the two Hellenic terms.*

Closely related to comedy is the mimiamb, a genre mixing iambic
poetry (traditional verse of realistic passion) with the “mime” (bawdy pop-
ular entertainment in prose). In Mimes 1 and 2, recovered from the sands
of Egypt and first published in 1891, Hérédas provides striking pictures of
those in control of commercial sex—a procuress, a brothel-keeper—and
the sexual workers whom they used and coveted. Here again—although
the content is presumably fictitious—the context, allusions, background,
and coloration necessarily reflect actual practices and institutions. Yet, like
the Atticists of later antiquity, Hérddas is not writing exclusively of the first
half of the third century and of the Hellenistic culture in which he lived.
Instead, he recreates a world of Hellenic tradition manifested through
stock characters—*“sometimes female panderers or adulterers, sometimes
a man arriving for drunken sexual revelry with his love.”*

“Later” Literature

Virtually all the forensic and comedic evidence discussed above dates from
the fourth century B.c.E. (and the years immediately before and after the
fourth century), and this book accordingly chronicles conditions prevail-
ing during this classical period—and not necessarily at other times. Some
fourth-century evidence, however, is preserved in the works of authors
who lived long after the classical period of Athens—most significantly in
the Hetairikoi Dialogoi (“Courtesans’ Dialogues”) of Loukianos, and in the
Deipnosophistai (“Scholars at Dinner”) of Athénaios, both of whom were

85. On the ubiquity of prostitutes as characters in fourth-century Comedy, see Henderson
2014: 186, 191-93; Lape 2004: 161, n. 772.

86. See Halporn 1993: 201-202. Despite the dominant ubiquity of meretrix, Latin offered,
in fact, numerous nuanced terms for people who engaged in sex for compensation: Adams
1983 enumerates some fifty such Latin words. Cf. Foxhall 2013: 103; James 2006: 225-28;
McClure 2006: 7-8.

87. moté uév yuvaikag kai potodg kai pactpomovg, mote 8¢ dvdpa pebvovta kai émi kdpOV
napayvopevov mpodg Tiv épwpévny (Athén. 621c5-y) (Translation: I. Cunningham, 1993: 204).
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active roughly half a millennium after the fourth century, writing in Greek
at the acme of the Roman Empire.®® While Athénaios preserves the ipsis-
sima verba of earlier authors, Loukianos consciously seeks to recreate, lin-
guistically and historically, the world of classical Athens. His Courtesans’
Dialogues “look back to fourth-century comedy” (Davidson 1997: 332),
offering a setting “vaguely Hellenistic” (Jones 1986: 158). Working from
classical sources now lost, Loukianos offers allusions, historical settings,
values, and contexts that recreate, in shadow and mist, the world earlier
adumbrated by Menander®—and he provides modern scholars with valu-
able material to test or expand the evidence of the fourth-century sources.”
As with fourth-century comedy itself, we learn most from the framework
of relationships and the social assumptions that underlie Loukianos’s
comic portrayals and amorous exaggerations.

A similar effort to recreate the fourth century, “borrowing from New
Comedy and from the authors of the classical period,”*' was undertaken
by Alkiphrén, an author of the second or third century c.E., whose
writing provides striking parallels with the Courtesans’ Dialogues of
Loukianos. Alkiphrén’s Courtesans’ Letters (Epistolai Hetairikai), ficti-
tious correspondence largely attributed to famed prostitutes of classical
Athens, offers details of amour and commerce in a cultivated style pat-
terned after the classical Greek of centuries earlier.

Athénaios’s work—consisting of literary excerpts and other cita-
tions inserted into the framework of a banquet attended by a large
number of learned guests—preserves thousands of citations, espe-
cially from fourth-century Middle and Late Comedy, thus poten-
tially providing our largest single repository of information about
aspects of daily life in fourth-century Athens.”? The guests at the
banquet discourse learnedly on many subjects, but their tales of

88. Loukianos: fl. 160-80 c.E.: see Pellizer and Sirugo 1995: 37-41; Haley 2002: 289.
Athénaios: fl. ¢. 200 c.E.: see Zecchini 1939.

89. In the Courtesans’ Dialogues, “types and situations are plainly drawn, for the most part,
from New Comedy” (Robinson 1979: 1), and its “world is essentially the same as that of New
Comedy” (Rosivach 1998: 145). See Branham 1989: 128. For Loukianos’s familiarity with,
and frequent citation of, Menander, see Schmid 1959: 157-58; Jones 1986: 151. For his deep
knowledge of classical literature, see Helm 1927: 1766; Householder 1941 (pace Anderson
1976 and 1978, whose “argumentation is thin” [Jones 1986: 150, n. 9]).

90. See generally Reardon 1971: esp. 179; Bompaire 1958, 1975; Delz 1950, 1960.
91. Benner and Fobes 1949: 5. See also Trapp 1996, s.v. Alciphron.

92. See Sidwell 2000: 137; McClure 2003a: 260-61.
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famous courtesans (13.555 ff.), buttressed by a vast collection of quota-
tions from Athenian literature, are a potentially invaluable exegesis of
commercial sex in classical Athens. Athénaios, Alkiphrén, Loukianos,
and other later authors, however, present a fresh historiographical chal-
lenge: throughout this book I have therefore endeavored to note both
possible conflicts between these sources and material directly preserved
from the fourth century, to interpret these citations in context, and to
record suggestions made by others concerning the unreliability of such
later testimonia.®

A further challenge arises from the overrepresentation of “literary”
material in the corpus of surviving evidence. Authors of imaginative works
are by definition creators of fiction, not chroniclers of facts. A fortiori, a
collection—like that of Athénaios—encompassing multiple citations from
multiple authors is a compendium of fictitious inventiveness that must
be read with attention to context. As contemporary critical theory teaches,
uncontextualized interpretations may propagate superficiality and inac-
curacy.” Yet—as with law court presentations, where the literal truth of
a litigant’s specific factual assertions generally are beyond our evalua-
tion, but the speaker’s presuppositions may provide sound evidence (see
pp- 14-15)—the implicit assumptions and overt allusions of comedy and
vignette frequently illuminate historical institutions and behavior. These
assumptions and allusions often provide insight into actual practices—
although the comic dimension and cultural context usually underlie, and
often distort, even a seemingly straightforward surface.

Material Remains

Material remains are an important—but difficult—source of information
concerning Athenian prostitution. Archaeologists claim to have identified
“red-light districts” in Athens, and have even unearthed ground plans of
buildings believed to have been brothels, within which artifacts supposedly

93. For Athénaios, historiographical factors have been assayed with a thoroughness not yet
attained for Alkiphrén, Loukianos, and other later authors on whom I rely: see Chapters 5
through 17 of Braund and Wilkins, eds., 2000. Regarding the subjectivity often shown by
modern historians in accepting or rejecting specific items of evidence relating to earlier
periods but preserved in the writings of later antiquity, especially on legal questions, see
D. Cohen 1990: esp. 293. Cf. Wolff 1975.

94. Cf. Glazebrook and Henry 201: 6—7; McClure 2003b: 2; Dalby 1996: 176—77; Flower
1994: 7.
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relating to prostitution have been found.”” Many representations on
ceramic material (“pottery”) have been identified as meretricious scenes.”
Evaluating such evidence, however, is methodologically challenging.”” For
instance, modern illustrations of prostitutes, selected from Attic vases,
offer multitudinous portrayals of female sex workers, but supposedly none
of males *—a manifestation, in my opinion, of a practice whereby “critics
tend to assume that the women in sexually explicit heterosexual scenes
are prostitutes,” while explicit portrayals of male homosexual relations are
termed “courtship scenes.” * Identification of Athenian locations for com-
mercial sex is likewise subject to preconception: brothels seem to have
occupied all or part of structures that might have served numerous other
purposes when not used as bordellos (Aiskhinés 1.124); many prostitutes
worked in individual chambers that seem often not to have been part of
larger complexes devoted to commercial sex (see pp. 3-5).

In fact, much of Athenian visual iconography (the interpretation of
ceramic representations on surviving Attic vases and fragments)—and
accordingly much of the profuse information on prostitution believed to be
offered by pottery—rests, to greater or lesser extent, on two now-contested
bases: the assumption that because of the alleged seclusion at Athens of
“respectable” women, females portrayed on ceramic material were unlikely
to be free women, and certainly not the wives and daughters of Athenian
citizens; and the assumption that ceramic representation depicts actual
life in a manner directly cognizable by modern scholars. Because of the
belief that respectable women were invisible, “the resulting descriptions
of visual imagery suggest that any woman receiving a gift is a prostitute of
some sort and not a potential or actual wife” (Rabinowitz 2011: 128). Yet the
underlying concept of the invisibility of respectable women at Athens is
itself questionable.'” Moreover, although art historians and archaeologists

95. See Knigge 2005; Glazebook 2011: 39—46; see also chapter 2, p. 52.
96. Lear and Cantarella 2008: 137—38; Lewis 2002:196; Ferrari 2002:178, 300 (nn. 89, 90).

97. Consider the heated dispute regarding the woman on an alabastron (Ethn. Mus., Athens,
1239) that arguably depicts a youth leading a customer to a prostitute (Robert 1919: 125-29).
On this controversy, see Schnapp 1986; Meyer 1988. Cf. Immerwahr 1984.

98. Rabinowitz 2002: 161, n. 101; Shapiro 1992

99. Rabinowitz 2002:111;154, n. 32. Cf. Lear and Cantarella 2008: 80; Rodenwalt1932; Beasley
1947: 195-244. Keuls does identify a scene on a cup by Douris (ARV 437, 114: Metropolitan
Museum of Art, N. Y,, 52.11.4) as “men negotiating the price of sex with a boy.”

100. See D. Cohen 1996; Sourvinou-Inwood 1995: 111-18; Reeder 1995: 22-23.
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had long tended to see scenes adorning Attic vases as reflections of
reality—illustrations of actual Athenian life—these pictures are now
often construed as mere deco or, alternatively, as pictures of life suffused
within the Athenian imaginaire, systems of signs and symbols requiring
decoding—but on either interpretation not transparently direct illustra-
tions of actual life.” Even extreme expounders of such interpretations con-
cede, however, that ceramic portrayals may nonetheless reveal mundane
reality—furniture, clothing, physical activity—whose banality may result
in its going unrecorded in literary sources, despite its importance for the
modern reconstruction of ancient life. In actual practice, however, schol-
ars often use vase-paintings as at least a partial reflection of an underly-
ing historical reality—albeit a reality somewhat obscured by iconographic
alterations—an approach reflecting “a belief that visual media are, at least
when representational, inherently more realistic than literary genres”
(Lear and Cantarella 2008: 24). In this book, I follow a moderate position,
emphasizing careful analysis of surviving images: “as tempting as it is to
interpret scenes of women in a literal way, especially in the absence of other
evidence, one must be cautious” (Bundrick 2008: 284).

)«

Consider sex-workers’ “social status.” Visual iconography is often
said to confirm the universally low juridical and civic status of prosti-
tutes. Scholars accordingly have tended to attribute slave status to all
persons identified as whores in scenes on Athenian pottery—and a for-
tiori to deny ceramic presence to courtesans of elegance and wealth.
Female prostitutes of high status and accomplishment are never seen
on pottery—either because they do not exist or because the so-called
megalomisthoi (“high-earning” prostitutes) are increasingly denigrated
by modern commentators as “nothing more than the product of (lust-
ful) imaginings of older (male, heterosexual?) scholars” (Davidson 2005:
182). Yet the interpretative removal of free hetairai from ceramic scenes
is almost always tautological—arising from a priori assumptions that a
decent woman would not be appearing on ceramic representations and
that a prostitute (merely because of his or her sexual function) must
necessarily be a slave. In fact, “in most cases it is impossible to identify
clear expressions of citizen, non-citizen or slave status, direct or sym-
bolic” (Lewis 2002: 8), or even to distinguish hetairai from (other) free

101. See Lissarrague 199o: 1-12; Bérard et al. 1989; Schmitt, Pantel, and Thelamon 1983;
Zinserling 1977.
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women in erotic or commercial settings.'” Broader studies (especially
Peschel 1987) have shown the unreliability of the stereotypical modern
bases—nudity, hairstyle, purses, garter amulets, the presence of inscribed
names—for identifying Athenian prostitutes on ceramic work.!®® Literary
evidence suggests that this absence of clear indications of status on pot-
tery merely replicates the actual homogeneous appearance of the various
residents of Attika, making it difficult to distinguish, by dress or by physi-
cal characteristic alone, free persons from slaves, citizens from aliens.
Although some modern scholars have sought to find in sepulchral art and
obtuse literary allusions markers of attire differentiating slaves from free
persons,'™ the author of the satiric Constitution of the Athenians insists
that at Athens no difference in dress or physical appearance distinguishes
citizen, foreigner, or slave,'® an egalitarianism confirmed—and decried—
by Plato."® Court presentations routinely posit a similarity of appearance
among local inhabitants. During a raid on a citizen’s farm, for example,
by persons seeking to enforce a judgment, the debtor’s son was carried
off: he was assumed to be a slave (Demosthenes 47.61). The maltreatment

102. Llewellyn-Jones 2003: 140, 151, n. 76; Miller 1997: 165 ff.; Bazant 1987: 37; Kilmer 1993.
Yet some literary scholars, seeking to explain away a pictorial record in conflict with aca-
demic preconceptions, insist that the absence on pottery of clear differentiation between
hetaira and citizen is itself a sophisticated subversion of the true, and blatant, distinctions
found in real life (see Beard 1991).

103. Pursesofferagood example. While Lewis questions the prevailing belief that the presence
of a purse in male/female scenes is an indication of a prostitutional theme (2002:194-99),
Stewart finds the mere absence of a purse ipso facto sufficient reason to dismiss the possibil-
ity of prostitution (1997: 157). Cf. Ferrari 2002: 16; von Reden 1995: 206-209.

104. Dalby 2002 finds in literary materials a suggestion that courtesans wore more elabo-
rate clothing (and of finer quality) than other female residents of Attika. But he concedes that
in general “their dress was like that of other women” (2002: 119). Bibler claims that “female
slaves on grave-stelai are usually depicted wearing a characteristic long-sleeved dress or ‘kan-
dys,” which seems to have been a kind of ‘slave garment’” (2001, n. 5 and related text). Cf.
Bibler 1998: 20-32. But other specialists disagree: “slave figures dress in the same way as
the (free) women with whom they appear” (Lewis 2002: 140). Rihll (2011: 50) finds slaves
“generally indistinguishable” from citizens “in appearance and, apparently, in demeanour.”
Davies 1994 sees the iconography of grave stélai as suggestive of the “solidarity” of women
and their slaves.

105. Xen. Ath. Pol. 1.10: &l vopog v Tov Sodhov 016 Tod éhevbépov TOTEGOAL. . . . TOANAKLG &V
oindeig elvat t1ov ABnvaiov Sodhov énatalev &v- ¢00fiTd Te yap o0dev PeAtinv 6 Sfpog adTtobL f
oi SovAot kai of pétotkot, kol Ta €idn ovdev Peltiovg eioiv. Similarly: Sommerstein 2009: 136.

106. Rep. 563b:. . . oi éwvnuévol kai ai éwvnpévat pndév frrov éedBepot OOl TOV TPLapévoy.
&v yovau€l 8¢ mpog &vSpag kai &vpdot mpdg yuvaikag Son 1) icovopia kai éNevBepia yiyvetal . . .
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of a free woman, described at Demosthenes 47.58-59, demonstrates the
difficulty of differentiating female slaves from other women. We even
hear of a young man who was sent into a neighbor’s garden to pluck
flowers in the hope that, mistaking the intruder for a slave, the neighbor
might strike or bind him and thus become subject to damages for hybris
(Demosthenes 53.16).

Visual iconography, however, does not always confirm literary reports
or scholarly preconception. In some contexts, it may challenge written tes-
timonia or may even suggest fruitful areas of exploration not obvious from
other sources. In short, in my opinion, material remains do constitute
valuable evidence for Athenian prostitution, but visual iconography and
architectonic identification must always be employed only in the context
of, and with the aid of, all other relevant material.
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Aphrodite’s Workers

in Democratic Athens

AT ATHENS TRADITIONAL aristocratic ethics idealized leisurely dedica-
tion to cultural and social activities, condemned all commerce as inher-
ently servile, and insisted that farming alone provided a proper economic
arena for the “free man” (anér eleutheros).! Xenophon decried the pres-
ence in the Athenian Assembly of clothes-cleaners, leather-workers,
construction workers, blacksmiths, traders, and men involved in retail
activity.? For Plato, “market people” (agoraioi anthrdpoi) were “defective
men” (phauloi) who pursued monetary profit because they were inca-
pable of more acceptable cultural and political pursuits.® Aristotle and
Xenophon explicitly group the “commercial crowd” (agoraios okhlos) with
slaves and servants.* Xenophon decried the commercialization of sex.
Since Greeks tended to construe work not merely as an economic func-
tion but also as a mechanism of self-definition,® by aristocratic standards
men involved in nonagrarian, so-called banausic callings—production or

1. Xen. Oik. 5.1; Eur. Or. 917—22, Hiket.; Pl. Nom. 889d; Men. Fr. 338 (Korte/Thierfelder 1953);
Aristoph. Eir. passim, Akh. 32—36. See Hanson 1995: 214-19.

2. Todg yvagéag avt@v fj ToVG OKTVTEAG T} TOVG TEKTOVAG 1] TOVG Xahkéag fj ToVG yewpyovs fj
TodG €UnOPOLG 1 TOUG €V Tf) dyopd peTaBaANOpEVOVS . . . €K Ydp TOVTWV AAvTwY 1) éKKAnoia
ovviotatat (Apom. 3.7.6). Plato agrees: Opoiwg pév téktwyv, dpoiwg 8¢ xaAkeds, OKVTOTOHOG,
gumopog, vavkAnpog . . . (Prétag. 319d). Cf. Humphreys 1978: 148.

3. PL Rep. 371c. Cf. PL. Prétag. 3477¢; Polit. 289e.

4. See Aristot. Pol. 1291b14-30, 1289b26-34; Xen. Hell. 6.2.23.

5. Apom.1.6.13. See introduction, pp. 6—7 and n. 29.

6. See von Reden 1992; Loraux 1995: 44—58; Vernant 19771: 2.17. Cf. Schwimmer 1979.
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trading of goods, labor for monetary compensation, even professional act-
ing or musical performances—were unworthy of “citizenship,”” and many
oligarchic states wisely and absolutely (according to Aristotle) prohibited
citizens (politai) from engaging actively in business.® Even at Athens, the
right of laboring men, even practitioners of a skilled trade, to be citizens
and to participate actively in public affairs was justified primarily on the
basis that engagement in such occupations was a matter not of choice but
of economic necessity.’ But, in Aristotle’s opinion, political instability was
an inherent result of the extension of political rights to persons engaged in
trade and commerce: possessors of wealth would naturally object to shar-
ing power with persons lacking assets sufficient to shield themselves from
having to work for a living."® When antidemocratic forces briefly seized
power at Athens in 413, their Constitution of the Five Thousand explicitly
limited political participation to the 5,000 Athenians who were “best” in
body and wealth." By traditional standards, those engaged in trade and
business would have been judged “worst” in body and wealth: aristocratic
doctrine insisted that banausic activity deformed the body'; one should
thus pity the impoverished person forced by financial necessity into such
pursuits.” Aristotle’s conclusion is explicit: “The best community will not
make a working man a citizen.”"

This pervasive aristocratic contempt for productive labor is fre-
quently disturbing to modern observers who themselves are often

7. On the virulent opposition to banausia, see, e.g., Arist. Pol. 1337b18-22;1258b25-27, 33-39;
1260a41-b2; 1277a32-by; 1277b33-1278a13; 1341b8-18. Cf. Kamen 2013: 99; Welskopf 1980;
Balot 2001: 22—43; Humphreys 1978, esp. 148—49.

8. XpnuatiteoBar. Cf. Ober 1991: 125.

9. Aiskhin. 1.27: 6 vopoB¢tng Stappndny dnédeitev obg xpn Snunyopeiv kai odg o el Aéyety
&v 1@ SMpw. Kai ovk dnekavvet and 100 Pruatog, & Tig . . . téxvny Tva épydletan Emkovp@v T
avaykaiq Tpodij . . . Cf. Thouk. 2.37, 40.

10. Pol. 1316b1—5: oi mo\d Omepéxovteg Taig ovoiaug od Sikatov ofovtal elvat {oov petéyev
TG MOAews TOOG KekTUEVOLG UNOEV TOTG KeKTNUEVOLG ¢V TTOMAIG Te OMyap)iaug ovk EEeott
xpnuatiCeoBal, AAA vopol gioty of kwAvOVTES.

1. Aristot. Ath. Pol. 29.5: Tijv §” d\\nv nolteiav émrpéyat taoav ABnvaiwy toig Suvatwrtdrolg
Kal TOIG oWHaoty Kai Toig Xpfpaoty Antovpyelv pf Elattov fj mevtakioxihio. . . . Thouk.
8.65.3: olite pebektéov T@V Mpaypdtwy mMAéoowy f mevTakioxiAiols, kol TovToLG of &v pdAioTa
Tolg Te Xprpact kol Toi¢ owpacty ddelelv oloi Te dOLv.

12. Pavavootatal § év aic té owpata Awp@dvtal pdhiota (Aristot. Pol. 1258b37).
13. Isai. 5.39; Dem. 57.45.

14. Pol. 1278a8: 1) 8¢ Bektio) mONG ov motoet Pavavoov ToliTny.
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highly admiring of the aesthetic accomplishments of Athenian ceramic
workers and other artistic producers of what were for the Greeks often
merely utilitarian products. Modern veneration of Athenian trades
not surprisingly does not extend to prostitution, but for the Greeks
the provision of sex for compensation was not differentiated structur-
ally or linguistically from other métiers. Thus, brothels were ergastéria
(“work-houses”)”; prostitution was alluded to dispassionately as an erga-
sia (“business”),'® sometimes even as a tekhné (a profession requiring a
high degree of skill).”

As a mercantile activity, however, prostitution was not untouched
by Athenian antagonism toward commercial and manual pursuits, and
numerous negative allusions toward prostitutes and prostitution are
found in Greek sources—often implicitly, sometimes explicitly. However,
a detailed study of the terminology of Greek prostitution finds that for
prostitution “terms that imply moral shame are not widely attested before
the second to third century ce” (Kapparis 201 228), a half-millennium
and more after the classical period. Many other commercial activities did
not fare as well: pursuits today not evoking negativity were often deni-
grated in classical Athens. Bankers were denounced as “most pestifer-
ous.”® Selling ribbons or serving as a wet-nurse evoked contempt®—as
did auctioneering, cooking, inn-keeping, tax collecting, brothel-keeping,
and gambling.®® Employment as an actor evoked contempt similar to
that engendered by operating a primary school.? Any form of hired day-
labor, even agricultural work requiring personal effort, was seen by some

15. Although the Greeks had numerous other terms for prostitutional locations, ergastérion
is the earliest attested word for brothel (Kapparis 20u: 226) and seems to have been the
official term: places of prostitution were so designated in legal texts and contexts (see, e.g.,
Dem. 59.67; Lys. 10.19; Plut. Sol. 23.1—«cf. Johnstone 2002). Cf. Alkiphr. 3.27 and Fr. 4;
Aiskhin. 1.124.

16. Venal sex as an ergasia: Hdt. 2.135; Dem. 18.129. For ergasia as the general term for a
profit-making business, see E. Cohen 1992: 11, n. 1.

17. For prostitution as a tekhné, see Dem. 59.18.
18. Tovg tpanelitac: £€0vog TovToL yap 0vdév éotv §wléatepov. (Antiphanés Fr. 157 [K-A)).
19. Dem. 57.29, 35.

20. Theophr. Khar. 6.2-10: 6 8¢ dmovevonuévog. .. dewodg 8¢ kal mavdokedoal kai
nopvoPookioal kal TEAWVAoAL . . . KNPOTTELY, HAYELPEVELY, KUPEVELY.

21. See the ridicule heaped on Aiskhinés for his involvement in these activities: Dem. 19.70,

2406, 249.
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as offensively inappropriate for an Athenian woman.”? Some citizens so
disdained Athenians working in retail trade that “sitting in a brothel was
no more despicable to the elite than working in the agora” (Glazebrook
2011: 35)—a contempt so virulent that a law had been passed prohibiting
insults targeting business activity in the market (agora) by male or female
citizens.?® Aristotle’s contemporary, Hérakleidés Pontikos, found the pur-
suit of leisure and pleasure and the avoidance of manual labor to be the
essential separator of “free men” from slaves and persons of low birth.*

But beyond attitudes toward work, prostitution as the “business of sex,”
melding money and eroticism, further evoked negativity from segments
of Greek opinion uncomfortable with carnality tout court. Some of Plato’s
writings, vividly expressing antagonism toward all forms of physical
eroticism,” are often cited as evidence of pervasive Athenian antagonism
toward purchased sex: Krenkel, for example, in an encyclopedia article on
prostitution in Greece and Rome, notes that “prostitution . . . according to
Plato (Laws 841a—€) jeopardized familial ties, public health, morality and
the birth of offspring required for maintaining the community.”* Even
courtesans at the apex of commercial sex are denigrated as “socially mar-
ginal” (McClure 2003b: 3). Male citizens who had taken money for sex
were deprived of the opportunity to participate in certain political and civil
activities (see chapter 3). For modern scholars, virtually without exception,
Athenian prostitution is assumed or judged to have been the object of
Athenian antagonism or contempt.”

22. Dem. 57.45: moAA& Sovhikd kal Tametva mpaypata todg élevBépoug 1) mevia Praleton
TOLETV . . . ToAAad kot TitBai kai EptBot kai TpuynTpLaL yeyovaoty. . . .

23. Dem. 57.30: Todg vopovg of keAebovaty Evoxov eival Tfj kaknyopia TOV Ty €pyaciav Ty &v
Tf] &yopd fi T@V ToMT@V fj T@V ToATidwv dverdifovtd Tivi. See Wallace 1994b: 116.

24. Peri Hédonés (quoted in Athen. 512bg-0): éoti yap 10 pév fjdecbar kol 10 TpLPAV
ENevBépwv . . . 0 8 Tovelv SovAwv kai Tamewvdv. See Wehrli 1969, fr. 55.

25. See Plato Rep. 458d—461b, Nomoi 840d-841e; Aristot. Pol.1334b29-1335b37,1335b38-1336a2.

26. 1988:1293. Plato in Laws 841a—e actually censures every manifestation of nonmarital sex
as damaging to public welfare. He does, however, posit “purchased” sex as the least harmful
alternative to marriage, provided that it occurs clandestinely (] 10 pév 1@v dpeévwy maunav
apehoiped’ &v, 10 8¢ yuvakdv, €l TIG oLYYiyvoltd Tt . . . @VNTaiG eite GANW OTWODV TEOTIW
KTnTaig, pi) AavBavev &vdpag te kai yovaikag madoag: 841d5—e2). See Morrow [1960]1993: 441.

27. McGinn 2014: 84. See, for example, Wrenhaven 2009: 381-84; Glazebrook 2006b
(courtesans “socially marginal”); Herter [1960] 2003: 108; Kapparis 1999: 5; Sissa 1999: 153;
Rosivach 1998: 115, 139; Pierce 1997: 166; Davidson 1997: 89; Brock 1994: 338, 341; D. Cohen
1991a: 179; Henry 1986.



Aphrodité’s Workers in Democratic Athens 29

Yet ancient sources also adumbrate another view, in which work in gen-
eral is admired (see chapter 2, pp. 41—42), and the sale of sex is presented
alluringly. In fact, at Athens prostitution was lawful,”® pervasive,” and, if
practiced in compliance with Athenian work ethics, commensurable with
other means of earning a living (see chapter 2, pp. 39—44). In a state that
accorded legal recognition to “whatever arrangements a party has willingly
agreed upon with another’—a state which never did restrict “victimless
sexual conduct”**—written arrangements for the sale of sex were com-
monplace, and complex contracts for erotic services were so widespread
that the phrase “whoring under contract” had become idiomatic in local
discourse.* Trumpeted by comic poets as a democratic and ethically desir-
able alternative to other forms of nonmarital sex,** prostitution gained
social legitimacy from its association with the goddess Aphrodité,* for
whom prostitutes “clearly functioned as mediators, their sexual skills a
sort of ‘technology’ that canalized her potent force” (Thornton 1997: 152).
Aphrodité was even believed to aid courtesans in securing wealthy clients.**

28. See chapter 5, n. 1and related text.

29. Xen. Apom. 2.2.4 (prostitutes available everywhere: t1@v ye appodiciwv éveka . . . TovTOV
ye @V dnolvodvtwv peotal pév ai 6o, peota 8¢ ta oiknuara). Cf. Theopompos of Chios
(FGrH us5 F213 = Athén. 532¢): 6 dfjpog 6 T@v Abnvaiwy . . . adtol TodTov TOV TpdmOV £lwy,
dOTe TOVG HEV VEOUG £V TOiG avAnTpidiols kai mapd Taig £taipaig Statpifetv. . . .

30. Wallace 1997: 151—52 and ff.; Lape 2006: 139—41. For occasional limitations on other per-
sonal freedoms, however, see Wallace 1993, 1994a, 1994b, and 1996 (cf. Rahe 1992: 196;

Sissa 1999: 154-55).
31. The significance of these “consensual contracts” is the subject of chapter 4.

32. See Euboulos Frs. 67 and 82 (K-A); Philémoén Fr. 3 (K-A).

33. “Hetairai in ancient Athens prayed and made offerings to their patron deity Aphrodité,
just as wives and pregnant women worshipped Hera and Artemis respectively” (Neils
2000: 216). See Thornton 1997: 152. At Korinth, supplicants to Aphrodité actively sought
prostitutes’ help: Athén. 13.573¢c. On the perceived power of Aphrodité in human affairs (“les
puissances de I'amour en Grece antique”), see Calame 1996: 1—20.

34. Athén. 588c. Opinion is divided concerning the presence of “sacred prostitutes”
at some of the goddess’ cult sites. Budin 2008, 2006 denies that there is any credi-
ble classical evidence for the practice of temple prostitution. Cf. Budin 2003a: 148-53,
2004: 102-103; Pirenne-Delforge 1994: 112-13. Contra: Davidson 2004b: 172—73; Dillon
2002: 199-202; Glinster 2000: 27-31; Legras 1997: 250—58, who (at p. 250, n. 5) pro-
vides references to earlier literature. See Beard and Henderson 1997. Archaeologists have
even identified possible sites for sacred prostitution in Greece (Merenda: Kakavoyianni
and Dovinou 2003: 34-35; Piraeus: Steinhauer 2003: 42—43). For the “Hellenization” of
Aphrodité and her loss or minimization of some of her Near Eastern characteristics, see
Budin 2003b: 273-82.
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Within Attika, the shrine of Aphrodité Pandémos, near the Akropolis,*
was said to have been built from the proceeds of one of Solén’s innova-
tions, the state’s purchase and employment of female slaves as prostitutes.
Despite the doubtful historicity of this tale,* the laudatory connection of
democracy’s founder with the foundation of brothels does provide star-
tling insight into a fourth-century Athens that treated prostitution as
a “‘democratic’ reform” (Kurke 1999: 199), “as an intrinsic element of
the democracy” (Halperin 1990: 100). And through its “tax on prostitu-
tion” (pornikon telos), Athens was an active accessory to the sexual labors
of its residents.” Female prostitutes may even have been welcome at the
Thesmophoria,*® religious rites of high exclusivity,** and appear to have
participated prominently in the sacred Adénia festival.® The city’s god-
dess, Athéna, titular deity of crafts, listed prostitutes among her benefac-
tors (Harris 1995: 144—49), and a monument honoring a famed courtesan

35. For the temple of Aphrodité Pandémos (located immediately below that of Athéna Niké
at the Propylaia), see Paus. 1.22.3; Beschi 1967-68; for Aphrodité’s temple on the Sacred Way,
see Travlos 1937; 1.G. II? 4570, 4574-85.

36. Athén. 13.569d-f = Philémén Fr. 3 (K-A), Nikandros of Kolophén FGrH 271/2 F
9. Some scholars flatly dismiss the report as ahistorical (Rosivach 1995; Frost 2002; Henry
2000:505-5006); others accept it (Herter 1960 [1985]: 73 and Pellizer and Sirugo1995: 9); most
seem to find the connection plausible but unproven, sometimes suggesting that municipal
brothels may have existed at a later time but might have been anachronistically attributed to
Solén (cf. Lape 2004: 77; Hartmann 2002: 248-49). Henry (2011: 31) insists that “we should
not discount the possibility of a ‘municipal brothel’ in sixth-century Athens. . .. Solén may
well have provided female sex slaves for Athens’ finest youth.”

37. Pausanias 1.23.2. Andreadés ([1928] 1992: 358) terms Athens’ fiscal involvement “scan-
dalous” (oxavdal@dn). See also Lentakis 1998: 130-54; Pirenne-Delfore 1994: 117. Athenian
sources treat this involvement as unexceptional: see Aiskh. 1.119. On this prostitutional tax at
Athens and elsewhere in Greece, see chapter 5, nn. 8 and 11.

38. Sakurai 2008: 42—43; Brumfield 1981: 84-88; Dahl 1976: 96. See Men. Epitrep. 749-50;
Aristoph. Thes. 293-94; Louk. 80.2.1; Isai. 3.80.

39. Participation in these ceremonies (from which men were excluded) was based on house-
hold affiliation: Burkert 198s5: 242 and nn. 7, 8 thereto. Some scholars (following Aristoph.
Thes. 329-31: Teléws & ékkAnotdoatpev *ABnvaiwv edyeveic yovaikeg) have concluded that
participation was limited explicitly to politides: women “legitimately married to an Athenian
citizen in full possession of his political rights” (Just 1989: 24). In accord: Detienne 1977: 78.
Other scholars, following Isaios 6.49-50, see the festival as open to “women of the commu-
nity” (Pomeroy 1975: 78; cf. Fantham et al. 1994: 87)—variant positions that are reconcilable
if the terms astai and politides are distinguished: see E. Cohen 2000: Chapter 2.

40. Diphilos Fr. 42, 39 (K-A); 49 (K-A); Alkiphr. 4.14.8. For the important involvement of
prostitutes in this festival, see Detienne 1977; Parker 1996: 194; Thornton 1997: 152. See also
Winkler 1990:198—200 and (for detailed consideration of the Adénia festival) Attalah 1966.
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stood on the Athenian Akropolis next to a statue of Aphrodité.# On the
Sacred Way from Eleusis to Athens, an enormous fourth-century dedi-
cation to the prostitute Pythioniké commanded for centuries the pres-
tigious position where one could first glimpse the Parthenon and the
Akropolis—an imposing memorial in a choice location on the most hal-
lowed of Attic thoroughfares (a site and construction, as an ancient com-
mentator observed, truly worthy of a Miltiadés, or a Periklés, or a Kimoén).*
Throughout the city, sites for prostitution appear to have been subject to
no locational bias: brothels “appear mixed in with other businesses and
residential buildings” (Glazebrook 2o01: 53).

This dichotomy in Athenian testimonia about commercial sex is con-
sistent with the bifurcated view of prostitution embedded in the very lan-
guage of ancient Athens, comprising two principal clusters of ancient
Greek words relating to “prostitution,” those cognate to pernanai (“sell”)
and those cognate to hetairein (“be a companion”), verbs that in turn yield
the nouns hetairos(-a) and pornos(é), male and female “prostitutes.” These
two terms encompass what in modern Western societies is a single, albeit
intractably undefinable, concept of “prostitution.”* This Greek binomi-
alism reflects the Hellenic tendency to understand and to organize phe-
nomena not (as we do) through definitional focus on a specific subject
in isolation, but through contrast, preferably through antithesis.” Where

41. Similarly at Sparta, the famous hetaira Kottina had dedicated a statue of herself that
stood proximate to that of Athéna Khalkioikos (Athén. 574c—d). On monuments to prosti-
tutes in Greek sanctuaries, see Keesling 2006.

42. Dikaiarkhos FGrH 2. 266 (= Athén. 594f-595a): ddikvodpevog katd Ty &’ EXevoivog
v lepdv 680V kakovpévny . . . KataoTag o0 &v ¢pavi] TO Tp@tov O TG ABnvag adpopipevog
vews kol TO TOAopa, Syetat Tapd Ty 680V adTiy @kodounuévov pvijpa olov ody Etepov 008
oOVEYYUG 008€V 0Tt TQ peyébel. ToDTO 88 TO pev Tp@TOV, . . . fj Miktiadov ¢rioetev &v oapdg
fj Tlepuchéovg f Kipwvog. Poseidonios FGrH 87 F 14 (=Athén. 594e): Apnalog . . . épacheig
TTvBovikng mMoAN& eig avTiv Katavdlwoev étaipav odoav- kai dmobavovon molvtélavtov
pvnueiov kateokevaoev. Cf. Paus. 1.37.5: pvijpa mavtwv 6méca “‘EXAnoi éotv apyaia Béag
udAtota dov.

43. But ancient Greek (even within its constricted surviving attestations) contained a vast
multitude of words, at least 200, at different registers of usage, relating to venal sexual
exchange. See Kapparis 2011.

44. For the etymology of pernanai, see Benveniste 1969:1.133,1973: 112; Chantraine [1968-70]
1999: 888 (mopvn “franchement different [et plus péjorative] de étaipa”). For hetairein, see
Chantraine [1968-70]1999: 380-81.

45. On this dualistic opposition so central to Hellenic culture that it has been said to have
“dominated Greek thought” (Garner 1987: 76), see Lloyd [1966] 1987: 15-85; E. Cohen
1992: 46-52, 191-94.
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modern Western thought generally posits a broad spectrum of possibilities
and seeks to differentiate a multitude of slightly varying entities,* ancient
Greek assumed not a medley of separate forms, but only a counterpoised
opposition, complementary alternatives occupying in mutual tension
the entire relevant cognitive universe. For modern thinkers, opposites
are mutually exclusive; for the Greeks, antitheses were complementary
(and thus tended to be inclusive). Greek commercial institutions accord-
ingly tend to derive their meaning from their binomial interrelationships
with their putative opposites.” Thus, interest (tokos, literally “yield”) is
either “maritime” (nautikos) or “landed” (eggeios): there is no alternative.”
Where Anglo-American law sets “real property” and “personal property”
at different points on a spectrum that allows for items sharing certain
characteristics of both (“fixtures”), for the Greeks all property is either
“visible” (phanera ousia) or “invisible” (aphanés ousia)®: even the differen-
tiation between realty and personalty tends to be expressed through this
antithesis.”® And so it is not surprising that every manifestation of com-
mercial sex tended to be encompassed within a binomial antithesis.
Modern scholars have generally recognized the fundamental impor-
tance of this dualism to an understanding of Greek prostitution,
but—instead of seeking to identify the counterpoised opposition under-
lying this dichotomy—have tended to interpret these terms “as marking
different degrees on a continuum” (Miner 2003: 21), ignoring the business
context within which prostitution occurred and the cognitive processes
of antithesis through which Athenians interpreted and described this
(and every other) activity. To differentiate hetaira from porné, discursive

46. For the modern tendency “to divide each difficulty into as many parts as necessary the
better to solve it,” extolled by Descartes, see Lévi-Strauss and Eribon 1991: 112.

47. Differing contexts yield differing antitheses. As Davidson notes, “The Greeks often
talked about the world in binary terms as polarized extremes . . . (but) the terms of the oppo-
sition might change all the time. . . .” (1997: xxv).

48. By modern Western criteria, attributions to one or the other category frequently seem
arbitrary. A loan secured by land may be characterized as a “maritime” loan because its
traits as a whole seem to a speaker to fit the “maritime” grouping rather than the “landed”
category. See E. Cohen 1990a; Lipsius [1909-15] 1966: 721; Harrison 1968-71, 1.228, n. 3;
Korver 1934: 125 ff.

49. Modern scholars have again been entirely unsuccessful in abstract efforts to find dis-
tinct qualities inherent in specific objects which would render them predictably either “invis-
ible” or “visible.” See Gabrielsen 1986: esp. 101, n. 7; Bongenaar 1933: 234-39; Koutorga
1859: 6-11, Schodorf1905: 9o ff;; Weiss 1923: 173, 464, 491; Schuhl 1953.

50. Harp. s.v.: ddpavi|g odoia kai davepd; Lys. Fr. 79; Dem. 5.8.
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analysis literally evokes a conceptual continuum “constituted along the
axis of gift- vs. commodity-exchange, identified with the hetaira and the
porné respectively.”! Conventional philologists have sought to separate
the hetairos (-a) from the pornos (-€)°? by identifying, impressionistically,
characteristics seemingly common to one term or the other. The result
has been the joining, not the separation, of the two functions—literally
the creation of a progression focused on “the overlap of their function
(exchange of sex for something of value).”>* Some scholars argue that “in
general” promiscuity is the key to this continuum: a pornos is a man “who
constantly sells his body to different men, whereas a hetairos has a more
long-term relationship with one partner” (MacDowell 2000: 14); a hetaira
engaged in relationships that were “not merely occasional.”* For other
commentators, “emotional attitude” supposedly identifies a pornos (-€) as
“a common prostitute” while a hetairos (-a) is “nearer to ‘mistress’ than
to ‘prostitute.” " But for most analysts, not promiscuity or affection, but
“status” has been the linking characteristic: social position is believed to
differentiate the high-class hétairos (-a) from the street or brothel pornos
(-é)—through gradations of status mediating the many variations in actual
practice.’

51. Kurke 1999b: 179 (paraphrasing Davidson). Cf. Kurke 1997: 145; Davidson 1994: 14142,
1997: 117—27; Reinsberg 1989: 80-86. Proponents of a cultural approach have constructed,
even for the archaic period, elaborate, albeit varying, explanations for the origin and differ-
entiation of the two terms. For example, Reinsberg (1989: 161) believes that hetaira as “cour-
tesan” appeared in the early sixth century in response to the growth of maritime commerce,
which provided surplus wealth to substantial numbers of itinerant traders, a view advanced
earlier by Schneider (1913: col. 1332). But Kurke (1997:111) deems it “no accident that the cat-
egory of the hetaira appears roughly contemporaneously with the adoption of coinage by the
Greek cities.” Cf., however, von Reden’s important insistence (1997) that the polis developed
only after coinage had already come into general usage in Greece.

52. The Greek terms for male prostitute—pornos (plural pornoi) and hetairos (plural hetai-
roi)—are paralleled by porné (plural pornai) and hetaira (plural hetairai), Greek for female
prostitutes. Menander puns on the similarity of name and task for both male and female
prostitutes (hetairoi and hetairai): Men. Parakatathéké (K.-A. 287 = Athén. 571e): menowkat’
£pyov ovY ETadpwV Yap . . . | LA AU AN ETaup@v - TadTd §” Svta ypdppata | TV Tpocaydpevoty
ob 0¢p6dp’ ebonuov motel. (M . . . étap@v added by Zedelius [following Casaubon]).

53. Miner 2003: 21. Cf. Calame 1989: 103-104; Gomme and Sandbach 1973: 30; Herter
1957: 181-82.

54. Cantarella 1987: 50. Cf. Brown 1990: 263, n. 38; Dover 1984: 147.
55. Dover [1978]1989: 20—21. Cf. Lentakis 1999:162.

56. Cf. Hauschild 1933: 7—9; Herter 1957: 1154, 118182, and Herter 1960 [1985]: 83; Peschel
1987: 19—20; Harvey 1988: 249; Calame 1989: 103-104.
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All these interpretations, however, flounder on a common difficulty:
actual usage seems to demonstrate a conflation, rather than a distinction,
in the employment of the terms. Comic writers fuse the two categories.
Diphilos portrays a hetaira sumptuously celebrating the Adonia festival
“with other pornai,” thus explicitly describing a single woman in a single
sentence as both hetaira and porné. Anaxilas similarly describes the same
women indiscriminately as both hetairai and pornai, while Aristophanés in
the Ploutos interchanges hetairai and pornoi.*® The philosopher Kynoulkos
illustrates his allusion to the hetairides of Aspasia by quoting Aristophanés’s
reference to the pornai of Aspasia (Athénaios 569f-570a). Athenian leg-
islation prohibiting male prostitutes’ participation in political life treats
the terms as a couplet, applying the law explicitly, but without differentia-
tion, to both pornoi and hetairoi.>® In court presentations, a single person is
sometimes referred to indiscriminately in a single forensic speech by both
words.® A good example of this interchangeability is the characterization
of Neaira (and of her daughter Phané) throughout Demosthenes 59 where
Apollodéros oscillates “between treating Neaira as a classy and expensive
hetaira and as a common prostitute.”® In his speech against Timarkhos,
Aiskhinés employs a similar fluidity of terminology: dealing with legisla-
tion precluding certain political activity by those who have acted as either
pornoi or hetairoi, Aiskhinés acknowledges explicitly that Timarkhos could
be characterized as either (§§50—51)—but expresses reluctance even to use
the term pornos® and entirely refrains from designating Timarkhos as
hetairos. In contrast, other speakers sometimes employ the word hetaira to
encompass all aspects of female prostitution (from the most dependently

57. ToOALTeA®G Addvia | &dyoug étaipa ped Etépwv mopvdv- (Fr. 42 [K-A], lines 39—40).

58. Anax. Fr. 22 [K.-A], lines 1, 22, 31 (hetairai at the beginning and end, but in the middle
pornai). Aristoph. Plout. 149-55 describes Corinthian hetairai and pornoi as acting in exactly
the same fashion (kai 1dg v’ £raipag ¢paoct tag Koptvbiag . . . kai Tovg ye moidag $paot tadtd
T0DTO Spav . . . TOLG TOPVOLG).

59. fj memopvevpévog fj Etatpnkag (Aiskhin. 1.29). Cf. Dem. 19.233.
6o. See Dem. 48.53, 56; Aiskhin. 1 passim. Cf. Dem. 22.56.

61. Fisher 2001: 185. Similarly: Gilhuly 2009:44, 1999: 23; Carey 1992: 140—41; Kapparis
1999: 408-409. Miner argues that the seemingly “remarkable level of inconsistency”
(Davidson 1997: 73) in prostitutional terminology here is actually “an integral part of
(Apollodoros’s) rhetorical strategy” (Miner 2003: 20).

62. See especially Aiskhin. 1.37-38, 4041, 45, 51-52, 74—76.
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debased to the most independently magnificent),* while the word porné
is occasionally used to describe a woman clearly in a long-term relation-
ship.* Even advocates of a clear differentiation between hetaira and porné
concede that, in practice, “the distinction” between the two terms “is not
always sharp” (MacDowell 2000: 14), “the boundaries between these roles”
“not precise . . . not clearly defined” (Miner 2003: 20, 35). Dover, in his
detailed study of “popular morality,” concludes that for the Greeks, “sub-
mission in gratitude for gifts, services or help is not so different in kind
from submission in return for an agreed fee” (Dover [1974] 1984: 152). For
this reason, perhaps, the hetaira of discursive poetics is sometimes a cha-
meleon: “The pressure and anxieties of the male participants occasionally
refashion her as a porné” (Kurke 1997: 145-40), and in certain contexts
“hetaira and porné (become) interchangeable terms.”®

This interchangeability in usage has caused some scholars to call for
yet more research to resolve these contradictions.®® Others have increas-
ingly despaired of identifying meaningful distinctions between the two
terms and have proclaimed the uselessness of impressionistic or semiotic
searches for objectively distinguishing characteristics inherent in the spe-
cific terms.” Less equivocally, certain social historians (for whom hetaira
and porné are two words covering a single form of exploitation®) eschew all

63. See, e.g., Dem. 59.122, where the term “encompasses all forms of prostitution . . . from
expensive courtesans to common prostitutes established in brothels” (Kapparis 1999: 422—23).

64. See Lysias 4.19; Dem. 59.30.

65. 1997: 219, n. 110, speaking of their relation to “the sacralized public space identified with
the Basilinna.”

66. Miner, who has analyzed the use of these words only in Demosthenes 59, envisions a
future research program focusing in detail on their employment in other orators, especially
Aiskhinés (2003: 20, n. 3). A decade earlier, Brown was already lamenting the absence of a
systematic exploration of prostitutional nomenclature (1990: 248).

67. Kapparis 201: 223 (“despite a long debate the results remain inconclusive”); McClure
2003: 266 (“the word [hetaira] is used later, and interchangeably, with porne”). Cf. Kapparis
1999: 408; Davidson 1997: 74; Flemming 1999: 47 (regarding Greek-speaking areas of the
Roman Empire).

68. For these observers, all women in Attika, other than “wives” or “potential wives,”
supposedly constitute a single group “open to free sexual exploitation” (Just 1989: 5, 141).
Similarly: Brown 1990: 248-49; Keuls 1985: 15354, 199—202; Henry 1992: 262, 2000: 504.
Some savants, following Hesiod (Works and Days 373-75), even deem marriage the func-
tional equivalent of prostitution, and therefore term the hetaira an “ersatzfrau” (Reinsberg
1989: 87), indistinguishable in her nullity from a wife. Davidson 1997: 125: “Hetaeras are
closer to wives than (to) prostitutes.” Cf. Davidson 1997: 132—33; Henry 1986: 147 (pace
Ogden 1996: 102).
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real distinction between the terms, as do some commentators of a symbolic
orientation (for whom “imaginary history” is more real than “historical
reality”®’). Both of these schools summarily reject the abundant testimonia
purporting to describe how glamorous and brilliant hetairai, wealthy and
independent, occupied a prepossessing position in Athenian life, and (like
Periklés’s Aspasia) sometimes even made important contributions to Attic
civilization and politics.”® Read literally, such accounts present the hetaira
“as the first ‘liberated woman,” a desirable, refined companion” (McClure
2003b: 2), a sharp contrast to the slave pornai laboring in brothels (see
the section “Weaving a Web of Dependence” in chapter 2). But for both
the school of exploitation and that of symbolism, these passages are not
to be read literally. For the former, the recurring allusions to sophisticated
and successful hetairai, and the stories illustrating their wit and prosper-
ity, are deleterious myth and false romanticization: the “refined hetaira”
is “a fabrication of the male mind” (Keuls 1985: 199). For the latter, the
hetaira is “a socially marginal figure” recreated as a cultural icon by the
“representational modes and textual strategies” of male commentators
in antiquity (McClure 2003b: 3). No consideration is given to recurrent
forensic assertions that male hetairoi sometimes occupied positions of
high state importance.” Evidence for highlypaid, socially significant hetai-
rai is scorned as “superficial and uncontextualized reading . . . that can-
not be taken as an accurate assessment of the lives of actual courtesans,
nor even of the Greek literary tradition” (McClure 2003b: 2). The actual
content of surviving manuscripts is considered mere “facticity” obscuring
“the discursive structures of our texts” (Kurke 1999: 23). Thus, separated
from her fictive cultural pretensions, her putative independence exposed
as a mere false manifestation of the Athenian male imaginaire, her wealth
a manifestation of her true poverty (see McGinn 2004: 52—53), the intellec-
tually capable and highly paid hetaira emerges as indistinguishable from
the contemptible porné.

69. Kurke 1999: 23; 2002: 88.

70. See, for example, Pl. Men. 236bs; Xen. Oik. 3.4 ff;; Plut. Per. 24; Alkiphr. 4.19;
Athén. Book 13. For further evidence and context, see the section “Selling ‘Free’ Love” in
chapter 2; Davidson 2004; Pirenne-Delforge 1994: 283, n. 49; Brulé 2001: 230-31; Garrison
2000: 294: n. 28; Mossé 1983: 63-66; Dimakis 1988; Reinsberg 1993: 80-86; Helbig
1873: 195; Henry 1985 passim.

71. For the alleged political prominence of some male prostitutes, see chapter 3, pp. 70-72.
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But an investigation of commercial factors—the conditions and values
governing sexual labor—offers an alternative approach to understand-
ing these two terms, one through which we need not conflate (at least in
business contexts) the terms hetairos,-a and pornos, €. The Athenian work
ethics discussed in chapter 2 confirm and explain, in an economic con-
text, the theoretical antithesis distinguishing the terms hetairos, -a and
pornos, -€. Conforming to society’s expectations of a free person, the hetai-
ros, -a functioned independently, that is, not under the control of another
person. A pornos, -¢ labored under servile conditions. Porné and its cog-
nates therefore tended to be derogatory,’? and hetaira, euphemistic®>—an
“urbane” distinction in usage explicitly attributed to the Athenians by later
Greek commentators.”* Accordingly, Antiphanés in Hydria denominates
hetaira as a term inherently “fine” (kalon), although sometimes tarnished
by the actual behavior of some of its practitioners.”” Menander in the
Parakatathéké illustrates the euphemistic sense of hetaira by punning on
the similarity in sound between the words for male and for female courte-
sans (which are identical in the genitive case [hetairdn] except for a differ-
ence in the syllable emphasized in the masculine and feminine forms).”®
Similarly Dionysios of Halikarnassos notes that the term hetaira had come
to be applied euphemistically to those formerly referred to as “sex-workers”
(tais mistharnousais taphrodisia).” But this euphemism carried economic
significance. According to the speaker in Demosthenes 57, from servile
(doulika) activity “many Athenian women (astai) rose from poverty to

72. “the more disgraceful and slanderous of the two terms” (Miner 2003: 20, n. 3).

73. See Pirenne-Delforge 1994: 283, n. 49 (“exalted” or “high-class” not an inappropriate
characterization of hetaira); McClure 2003b: 13 (“the term [hetaira] by definition functions
as a euphemism”).

74. Plut. Solon 15.2—3: A 8’00v oi vedtepol Todg Abnvaiovg Aéyovot TG TOV TPAyHATWY
Svoyepeiag Ovopaot xpnotoig kai pthavBpwmolg émkaldnrovrag doteiwg vmokopileabat, Tag
u&v mopvag Etaipag, Tovg 8¢ popovg ovvtdgels K.T.\. kalodvTag.

75. dvtwg étaipag. Al pugv d\at tobvopa | BAdmTovat Toig TpomoLg yap Svtwg dv kaov. Fr. 210
(K-A). Cf. Brown 1990: 248.

76. Mévavdpog év Tlapakatadnkn and t@v étapdv todg étaipovg StaotéMwv ¢not-
nenomkat’ Epyov ovx Etaipwv ydp, pilat, | pa A AN Etap@v- Tadtd 8’ dvta ypappata | Thv
TPOCAYOPEVALY 00 0QOSp” eboxnuov ToLel.

77. Ant. 1.84.4: v Aovnav- Eott 8¢ tovTo EAAvikov Te kai dpyaiov émi Taig pobapvoioalg
Tadpodiola Tibépevov, ai vov edmpeneoTtépa KA OEL £TAlpaL TPOCAYOPEVOVTAL.
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riches” (Translation: Bers 2003).”® Myrtilos characterizes “true compan-
ions” (hetairdn) as able to provide affection without taking inappropriate
economic advantage.” Anaxilas similarly distinguishes porné from hetaira
precisely on monetary grounds: unlike the porné, a hetaira is in a position
to generate kharis by providing her services without charge (when she con-
siders the situation appropriate).*® Kharis, the undertaking and dispens-
ing of reciprocal obligations and favors, is often seen to lie at the heart of
free Athenian culture.®' In chapter 2, therefore, I consider in detail—from
an economic perspective—how hetairai sought (and often were able), to
conform to Athenian free work ethics, unlike pornai.

78. §45: moAN& Sovhikd kal Tamevd mpaypata Tovg éAevBépoug 1y mevia Praletat motelv. . . .
dotal yovaikeg, moAdai § éx mevijTwy mhodaotat vov.

79. Athén. 571¢: epl T@V SvTwg ETap®@v TOV Adyov memoinpat, Tovtéotv T@V dpthiav ddolov
OUVTNPELV Suvapévawv.

8o. gav 8¢ T1¢ petping Exovoa Xpnudtwy | Toig Seopévolg TV@V DTTOLPYT TPOS XApLy, | €k ThG
étapiag étaipa tobvopa, | mpoonyopevdn. Kai od viv odx @ Aéyeig | mopvng, étaipag 8’eig
Epwta Tuyxavels | EnAvbwg (Neottis: Fr. 21 [K-A)).

81. See the section “In Conflict: Purchased Sex and Elite Homoerotic Culture” in chapter 3.
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Prostitution as a Liberal Profession

AT ATHENS A working individual might seek recognition as a practitio-
ner of a “liberal profession” (eleutherios tekhné, “an occupation appropri-
ate for a free person”).! For the Athenians, the social acceptability and
moral standing of human labor was largely determined by the conditions
under which work was performed. Pursued in a context characteristic of
servile endeavor, prostitution—like all forms of slave labor—was con-
temptible. Pursued under conditions appropriate to nonservile endeavor,
prostitution—Ilike all forms of free labor—was not violative of Athenian
work ethics. Thus Plato finds retail selling, craftsmanship, and prosti-
tution all reprehensible if performed under someone else’s control, but
honorable (kalon) when undertaken on one’s own behalf.? Medicine was
often practiced by slaves, but dung-collection was supervised by free
persons functioning as state officials.® Athenian work ethics, in short,
focused on the structure of vocational relationships, not on the typology or
nature of the labor undertaken—although a strand of opinion considered

1. é\evBépiog (-a) Téxvn: Plu. Mor. 122D. (On the characteristics of tekhnai [“professions”], see
E. Cohen 1992: 62—64.) Although the English use of “liberal” as “suitable for free persons”
(“liberal profession,” “liberal education”) is derived from the Latin liberalis, the Athenians
employed eleutherios (and its cognates) in the same sense. See, for example, Xen. Apom. 2.7.4
(éhevBepiwg memaudevpevovg). Cf. Xen. Apom. 2.84; Pl. Nomoi 823e; Aristot. Pol. 1338a32. In
contrast, “prostitution appropriate to slaves” was 1} T@v Topv@v épyacia (Dem. 59.113).

2. 008evi v dveldog gaval eivat GKLTOTOHODVTL fj TAPLXOTWAODVTL fj €1 oiKNpaTtog Kabnuévw
GAAQ . . . kol Toinpa pgv yiyveoBat Gvetdog évidte, Gtav uf| petd Tod kakod yiyvnrat. . . . @avat
8¢ ye xpn kal oikela pova ta totadta fyeloBat avtov, Té 8¢ PAaPepa mavta AANOTPLA- . . . TOV T&
adTod mpatTovTa T0DTOV cWwPpova Kakeiv.(Khrm. 163b6-8, c1-8).

3. Dung-collectors: Aristot. Ath.Pol. 50.2 (&otvvopot Séka- kal 8w TV KOTPOAdYwV undeig
£v106 t otadiwv Tod Teixous kataPalel kompov émpelodvtal). Doctors as slaves:see n. 77 and

P- 49.
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disreputable, ipso facto, all “banausic” and/or “parasitic’ labor* (that
is, virtually all undertakings other than agriculture, public service, cul-
tural activities, and nonmercenary military duty: see chapter 1, pp. 1—4).
“Sitting in a brothel was no more despicable to the elite than working
in the agora” (Glazebrook 2011 35). For the residents of Attika, however,
the carnal aspect of prostitution presented issues beyond those of work
ethics: facets of elite male social society would have been threatened by
a male citizen’s sexual submission in a commercial or quasi-commercial
context; a female citizen’s functioning as a prostitute complicated, at the
least, the transmission of Athenian citizenship through the union of two
citizens (see chapter 3, pp. 76—77, 83—-88) In short, because of the erotic
dimension inherent in the provision of sex, prostitution at Athens could
never be merely a “job like any other” (Foxhall 2013: 101). Its position in
the Athenian economy and in Athenian society must be analyzed and
understood not anachronistically, but in the context of Athenian values
and of the Athenian economy.

Athenian Work Ethics

For free Athenians, a pervasive moral tenet was “the obligation to main-
tain an independence of occupation .. and at all costs to avoid seeming
to work in a ‘slavish’ way for another.” In Aristotle’s words, “The nature
of the free man prevents his living under the control of another”*—
“living for another” is inherently “slavish” (doulikon).” Plato praises the
man working for himself and censures as inherently immoral “doing
the tasks of others.”® Isokratés equates hired employment (théteia)

4. A calling might be perceived as inherently servile. In Xenophon’s Symposion (3.10, 4.56),
for example, mastropeia (“the trade of procurer”: Loeb translation) as portrayed is termed
“dishonorable” (48o&w obon téxvn). Mastropeia, however, tended to be synonymous with or
confused with proagégeia, which was actually unlawful in certain contexts: see chapter 5, pp.
18-23.

5. Fisher 1998a: 7o. Similarly: Cartledge 1993: 148—49; Fisher 1993.

6. Aristot. Rhet. 1367a33: €éhevbépov yap 10 uf) pdg dAhov {fjv. Jameson 1997: 100 notes free

persons’ “reluctance to admit to the need of working for someone else.” Cf. Humphreys
[1983] 1993:10; Finley 1981: 122.

7. n. E. n24b26-n25a1: dvaykaiov . . . pdg dAhov uf SvvacBat (v 6N’ fj @ilov: Sovhikdv
yap. Cf. Metaph. 982b25—26: &vBpwmog, pauév, EAedBepog 6 avTod Eveka kai pi &Aov dv.

8. Khrm. 163¢3-8: t& yap kal@g Te kal @@eipws motovpeva Epya éxdlet, . . . @avar 8¢ ye Xpi|
Kai oikela pova T totadta fyeioal avtov, ta 8¢ PraPepd mavta AANOTPLA: . . . TOV T& adTOD
TPATTOVTA TODTOV 0WPPOVA KAAETV.
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with slavery.’ Isaios laments the free men, and Demosthenes the free
women, compelled by a “lack of necessities” to labor for pay: free peo-
ple “should be pitied” if economic necessity forces them into “slavish”
(doulika) employment.”® Pollux, paraphrasing fourth-century sources,
characterizes as servile a free person who works for wages." In fact,
receipt of a salary (misthophoria) was the hallmark of a slave. When the
Athenian state required coin-testers and mint-workers for continuing
service, legislation explicitly provided for the payment of misthophoriai
to the skilled public slaves (démosioi) who provided these services on a
regular basis (and for their punishment in the event of absenteeism).?
Even lucrative managerial positions were disdained by free persons:
most supervisors accordingly were slaves,” even on large estates where
high compensation had to be offered to motivate unfree but highly
skilled individuals." Thus, in Xenophon’s Memorabilia (§2.8), Sokratés
proposes permanent employment as an estate supervisor to Euthéros,
an impoverished free man. Such stewards, Sokratés notes, were well
compensated (§6) for even routine services ({§3). But Euthéros curtly
rejects the suggestion: managing an employer’s property was only
appropriate for a slave ({4).

In a society permeated by the demeaning use of nonfree labor," antago-
nism to work under a master should not be confused with antipathy to

9. 14.48: Tiva yap fpdc oleabe yvauny Exety 0p@vTag . . . TOAOUG PV pukp@dv Eveka supfolaiwy
Sovhevovtag, d\ovg 8 émi Onreiav iovtag; Cf. Aristot. Rhet. 1367a30-32: éAevbépov yap
onpeiov: ovdev motelv €pyov OnNTIkoV.

10. Isaios 5.39: 8t &vdelav T@v émtndeiwv. Dem. 57.45: ToOAAG SovAikd Kai Tametva pdyparta
Todg éhevBépoug 1) mevia Praletat motelv, ¢ “oig EAeotvt’ &v . . . moAal kai TitBal kai £piBot
Kal TpLYNTpLAL YEYOVASLY DTO TOV TAG MOAEWG KAT' EKEIVOUG TOVG XPOVOUG OLUPOPDY AoTal
yvvaikeg. On misthétoi, see Martini 1997: 49.

1. 3.82: mehdrat 8¢ kai Ofteg ENevBépwv €oTiv dvopata S meviav €’ dpyvpiw SovAevdvtwy.
Similarly: Aristot. Ath. Pol. 2.2, Pol. 1337b20-21 (6 8¢ a0 ToUTO TPATTWV 81" GANOVG TTOANAKIG
OnTikov kai SovAkdv So&etev &v mpdtTewy), 1341b1o-15. Some of this feeling carried over into
the Roman period. See Chrysippus (ap. Sen., De ben. 3.22.1 = Stoicorum Veterum Fragmenta
3, f. 351): servus est perpetuus mercennarius.

12. S.E.G. 26.72, lines 49-55. See Figueira 1998: 536—47; Alessandri 1984; Stumpf1986. Cf.
L.G. 12 1492.137; L.G. 112 1388.61-62.

13. As employees, unfree labor fell into two categories: “management slaves” (epitropoi) and
workers (ergatai): SobAwv 8¢ €idn dvo, énitpornog kai épydtng. Oik. 1344a26-27. (attributed to
Aristotle).

14. See Xen. Oik. 12.3; 1.16-17.

15. For Attika as a “slave economy,” see introduction, p. 2, n. 7.
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labor itself.® Even Plato (who condemned all commerce as inherently
servile) approvingly quotes Hésiod's judgment that work itself “is no dis-
grace.”” In the Funeral Oration, often cited as a quintessential statement
of Athenian values,” Periklés insists that “we place the real disgrace of
poverty not in owning to the fact but in declining the struggle against it,”
as a result of which “our ordinary citizens (are) occupied with the pursuits
of industry” (Crawley translation).” Athenian law—like that of certain
modern Communist nations before 199o—even seems to have forbidden
“idleness” (argia), which Demosthenes contrasts with “working” (ergazest-
hai).?® A law attributed to Solén required a male parent to teach his son a
trade (tekhné): otherwise the offspring need not support his father in old
age.”! In fact, numerous Athenians are known to have been self-employed
in a great variety of activities. Many followed entrepreneurial pursuits,*
and many others pursued numerous specialized callings, including pros-
titution.” In about half of all politai (perhaps 10,000 citizens) pursued
nonagricultural work in hundreds of individual métiers.?

16. For the distinction, and an analysis of its historical basis, see Wood 1988: 126—45, esp.
139. Some Athenians, however, did tend to view work as essentially the obligation of unfree
persons: see chapter 1, pp. 27-28 and n. 24; Vernant 1983a.

17. Khrm. 163bg—5: éuabov yap nap’ Howodov, 66 &en Epyov 8’ ovdev elvat Sverdog. Plato valo-
rized agricultural pursuits: see Nomoi 889d, Rep. 371c, Protag. 347¢, Polit. 289e.

18. “Perhaps the strongest statement ever made” of Athenian principles (Popper 1950: 182);
“the privileged locust of democratic theory” (Loraux [1981] 1986: 173); “the most instructive”
presentation (Jones [1957] 1978: 42). See also Hussey 1985: 123—25; 11; Flashar 1969.

19. Thouk. 2.40.1-2: kai 10 mévesBar ovy OpoNOYelV TVi aioxpdv, dAAG iy Stapedyey Epyw
aioyov . . . . €vi Te TOiG avTOIG oikeiwv dpa Kai TOATIKOV Emuélela, kal £Tépolg TPoOG Epya
tetpappévols. On textual issues raised by the phrase étépoig mpog Epya tetpappévolg, see
Gomme 1956: IL.121; on possible interpretations of Thouk. 40.1-2, see Rusten 198s.

20. Dem. 57.32: éoTikai éTepog ept TG dpyiag VORoG, @ adtdg Evoxog dv ipudg Todg pyalopévoug
StaPérAeis. Cf. Lysias Fr. u (Gernet—Bizos) Gernet 1926: 240 proffers “absence de travail” as
the meaning of argia. Although the detailed provisions of this statute are unknown, Harrison
1968, 1971: 1.80 conjectures that “its main raison d’étre was protection of the rights of the fam-
ily,” presumably against dissipation of the estate through “idleness.”

21. Plut. Sol. 22.1: vopov Eypayev, vid tpépey matépa ufj Sidalapevov téxvny Emdvaykeg pi
elvat. Cf. Pl. Krit. 5od.

22. See Thompson 1983; Garnsey, ed., 1980. For the significance of such activities in the
ancient world: Goody 1986: 177-84; Silver 1995: 53-79.

23. Cf. Schaps 2004: 150-59. For the male and female “citizens” alleged to have been pros-
titutes, see chapter 3, pp. 70—74.

24. Harris 2002: 70; 20006: 145 (“the number of people working in nonagricultural occupa-
tions was so large that it was probably more than half of the population of Attica”). For the
variety of female occupations at Athens, see Foxhall 2013: 100.
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Confounding modern expectations, the same labor functions might
be performed indiscriminately by slave workers or by free “foreign
residents” (metics) or by “citizens” (politai).”* (In fact, the shoes for the
public slaves working at Eleusis were made by a cobbler who was a
polités!®®) In the Athenian navy, politai, metics, and slaves served as
crew members without differentiation of status or work assignment: a
master and his slave even appear often to have been rowers on the
same trireme.” Free and unfree women are attested as retail workers
in markets,”® while free women worked alongside domestic slaves at
many tasks.” Yet the willingness of Athenian “citizens” to do the same
work as foreigners or slaves was accompanied by a scrupulous effort
to avoid even the appearance of being “employed” at a job. Service out-
side the Athenian household by free persons was usually for a single
specific task or for a limited period of time and seldom exclusive to a
single employer: we typically encounter Athenian businessmen work-
ing on their own for a variety of customers, or agents undertaking a
limited task for an individual client.** Even slaves attempted to avoid
the appearance of “slavish employment”: the Athenian institution of
“servants living independently” (douloi khoris oikountes) permitted
unfree persons to conduct their own businesses, establish their own
households, and sometimes even to own their own slaves’—with little

25. R. Osborne 1995: 30; Hopper 1979: 140; Finley 1981: 99; Ehrenberg 1962: 162, 183,
185; Loomis 1998: 236-39. This concurrence is especially well-attested in the construction
trades: Randall 1953; Burford 19772; E. Cohen 2000: 13435, 187.

26. L. G. II?1672.190. Cf. I. G. II216772.70-1.

27. Seel. G. 1’1032 and Thouk. 7.13.2, which together confirm that “slaves regularly formed a
substantial proportion of the rowers on Athenian triremes, and their masters included fellow
oarsmen” (Graham 1998: 110). See Graham 1992; Welwei 1974; Burke 1992: 218 (discussion
of Isokratés 8.48).

28. The phialai exeleutherikai inscriptions (n. 100) record the manumission of formerly
enslaved female retailworkers (Wrenhaven 2009: 381). For free women working in public
markets, see Dem. 57 and 59 and chapter 6, p. 136.

29. See, for example, Iskhomakhos’s spouse at Xen. Oik. 7.6. The wife’s role, however, was
often essentially managerial: see E. Cohen 2000: 37-38.

30. Note the maritime entrepreneur who introduces a client to the bank of Hérakleidés in
Dem. 33.7; Agyrrhios who serves Pasién as a representative in litigational matters (Isok.
17.31-32; cf. Stroud 1998: 22, Strauss 1987: 142); Arkhestratos who provided the bond for
Pasi6n (Isok. 17.43); Stephanos’s relationship with the banker Aristolokhos at Dem. 45.64.

31. See 1.G. II? 1570. 78-79, with regard to [. . .Jleidés (whose name has been incompletely
preserved); Athén. 595a, for prostitutes owned by other prostitutes, themselves enslaved
(TTvbrovikn . . . fj Bakyidog pu&v fiv SovAn tig adAntpidog, ekeivn 8¢ Zwvamnng tig Opdrtng Tig
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contact, and most importantly, virtually without supervision from their
owners.* The presence, or absence, of supervision and control was
thus a critical, perhaps the central, factor in Athenian evaluation of
work situations. Sexual labor was no exception.

Weaving a Web of Dependence

Athenian aversion to the dependence inherent in salaried employment
meant that providing sex in brothels was appropriate only for slaves. In
fact, numerous opportunities for self-employment of free persons in craft
or trade,® and the wide availability of remuneration for public pursuits,*
left only slaves (and family members) as potential employees for the many
Athenian businesses (workshops, stores, brothels, banks, and numerous
other ergasiai*®) that needed the labor of individuals over a continuing
period of time.*® “Nowhere in the sources do we hear of private establish-
ments employing a staff of hired workers as their normal operation” (Finley
1981: 262-63, n. 6). Athenians assumed, correctly, that persons performing
repetitive functions in a commercial context—whether bank functionaries®

& Alyivng peteveykapévng v mopveiav: dote yiveoBau pf pévov tpidovdov . . .). (McClure
dismisses this report “since slaves could not own property” [2003: 75]). For the mecha-
nisms by which slaves could effectively acquire (“own”) assets, see E. Cohen 2000: 145-54;
Hervagault and Mactoux 1974; Perotti 1974. For the banking oikoi of slaves and former
slaves, see E. Cohen 1992: Chapter 4. Ownership of slaves by persons themselves enslaved
is not unique to Athens: under Roman practice, for example, slaves routinely owned other
slaves—sometimes in large numbers (Watson 1987: 95).

32. See chapter 7, pp. 172—75.
33. See p. 42.

34. The Athenian state offered paid service in the armed forces, and compensation for fre-
quent jury duty and assembly meetings; for “incapacitated” politai of limited means, there
were outright public grants (Aristot. Ath. Pol. 49.4). Cf. Lysias 24, in which an Athenian
unable to work easily at his own business but too poor to buy a slave doesn’t even consider
the possibility of hiring a free man to work for him: instead he seeks public assistance (§6).

35. Epyaocia (“operation”) is literally the income resulting from business endeavors, for
example, the earnings of a slave (Hyper. Ath. 22: ¢av épyaciav ebpn O oikétng) or even
“money-making” itself (Aristot. E.N. 160a16: npog épyaciav xpnudtwv). But by extension
the Athenians came to use it to describe businesses as varied as banking (Dem. 36.6, 11, 13,
29) and prostitution (Hdt. 2.135; Dem. 18.129).

36. For the complex commercialization of the overall fourth-century Athenian economy, see pp.
86, nn. 90-92, and p. 155, 1. 1; for the systemization of manufacturing, see Acton 2014: 248-88.

37. Bank workers were assumed to be enslaved: see, for example, Dem. 49.51 (tig 0
napalafdv TOV OIKETOV TOV HUETEPWY;).
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or sexual workers—were likely to be slaves.*® At Kolonos Agoraios, the site
of Athens’ incipient version of a labor market,* douloi constituted virtually
all of those standing for hire.*

Most slaves, however, worked “at home,” that is, within the household
(oikos), with which virtually all persons at Athens, both free and unfree,
were affiliated.” The members of a particular oikos formed, in Aristotle’s
words, a “natural association for everyday purposes.” Slaves are explic-
itly included by Aristotle as members of the oikos, along with husband,
wife, and children.® As an entity encompassing the physical attributes
of a residence, the complement of members now (and/or in some cases
previously) living in that residence, and the assets and business activities
relating to those members,* the oikos was the physical location of virtually

38. A few free persons—motivated by abject circumstance or financial incentives—might
occasionally have accepted paid employment (see n. 10 and accompanying text).

39. Marx believed that the formation of a labor market necessarily meant the introduction of
“wage slavery,” a precursor to classical capitalism (1970-72: L.1y0; cf. Lane 1991: 310-11). But
this proposition is not confirmed by the continued dominance of the Athenian economy by
household-based businesses primarily utilizing household members.

40. Pherekratés Fr. 142 (K-A). See Fuks 1951: 171-73; Garlan 1980: 8-9; Schaps 2004: 153-55.
Cf. Hemelrijk [1925] 1979: 140; Biscardi 1989. The prime ancient Greek term for “slave” was
doulos (masc. plur. douloi, fem. sing. doulé, fem. plur. doulai). For the complex terminology
of slavery, and the wide variety of terms in use in classical Greece, see Zelnick-Abramovitz
2005: 27-39.

41. Aristot. Pol. 1253b6-7: mp@ta 8¢ kai eAdxioTa pépn oikiag SeamdTng Kot SoVAOG, Kal OIS
Kol &\oyog, kal atp kal Tékva. See Pol. 1253bg—7: oikia 8¢ Télelog €k SovAwv kai EAevBépwy.
In a ceremony analogous to that which greeted the entry of a bride, a newly purchased slave
was welcomed into the oikos with an outpouring of figs, dates, and other delicacies intended
to portend a “sweet and pleasant” future. See Lex. Seguer. (Bekker) 269.9. Cf. Aristoph.
Plout. 768 and schol.; Dem. 45.74; Pollux 3.77; Harpokratién and Suidas, s.v.kataybopara.
(Acceptance of slaves as inferior members of a family has been characteristic of many socie-
ties [see for example, precolonial slavery in West Africa: Miers and Kopytoff 1977: 11]).

42. Pol.1252b12—-14: /] p&v 00V eig Taoav fiuépav cLVETTNKLIA KOWVWVia KATd QUOLY OIKOG EGTLY.
See 1253b4: oikia 8¢ Téhelog ¢k SovAwV kai ElevBépwv.

43. Pol.1253b4—7. In fact, the slave, as a member of the oikos, was frequently referred to as an
oiketés. Inclusion of unfree persons as members of the master’s family is not an exceptional
phenomenon in ancient societies: see Schumacher 2001: Chapter 3.

44. Although “the different senses of the word” can be studied separately (as MacDowell
[1989] does)—and in context a particular aspect may be emphasized (as with the physical
premises in Antiph. 2d.8)—the unique signification of the term lies in its denotation of an
entity. For each of the separate notations of physical place, the human beings associated with
that place and assets of value belonging to those persons, Greek offers a plenitude of alterna-
tive terms, most particularly oikia for the physical house, kléros for the assets, and agkhisteia
for a circle of related persons.
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all retail establishments, workshops, and craft and trade activities.® Even
the permanent physical premises of an Athenian bank (trapeza) were usu-
ally coextensive with the personal residence of the trapeza’s proprietor.*
As a result, at Athens, “‘firm’ and private household” were, in Moses
Finley’s words, “one and the same,”” and so, for those slaves working
in brothels, their oikos was likely to be both their place of work and their
residence.”® Aiskhinés actually describes a single house that was used in
turn as a business place and home by a doctor, smith, fuller, carpenter,
and as a brothel.®

Substantial ancient evidence shows that “the prostitution of
slaves was paradigmatically based in brothels” (porneia)® and that
pornai—in contrast to the predominantly free hetairai chronicled in the
literary tradition®—were predominantly slaves (doulai). Aiskhinés makes
explicit the contrast between free hetairoi and slave pornoi when he urges
Timarkhos, charged with prostitution, to respond to the accusations
not as a pornos, but as a free man.*? Aristophanés, in the Ekklésiazousai,
explicitly contrasts the chorus of free citizen-women to the pornai who
are slaves (doulai), and comically proposes to have the free women here-
after service free men, relegating the pornai doulai to sleeping with unfree
males.” Demosthenes warns that if Athenian juries do not uphold laws
relating to citizenship, the work of pornai will fall to the daughters of
“citizens,” but that hetairai will be indistinguishable from (other) free

45. See Dem. 47.56; Men. Sam. 234—36; Pollux 1.80. See also Nevett 1999: 66-67, 88;
Jameson 2002:168-69; E. Cohen 2000: 42—43.

46. See Dem. 49.22, 52.8, 52.14.

47. [1953] 1981: 69. Cf. Plécido 1997. Identity of firm and household appears to have been
widespread in antiquity: for the ancient Near East, see Silver 1995: 50-54; for Rome,
Kirschenbaum 1987: 122-23.

48. Kapparis1999: 228 (“prostitutes working in brothels lived on the premises”). Cf. Bettalli
1985; Jameson 1990: 185; Pesando 1987: 47-55.

49. 1124. Cf. Hérédas 2.36 (Cunningham 1971: 88).
50. Flemming 1999: 43. Cf. Davidson 1997: 90—-99; Kapparis 1999: 228-29.
51. See pp. 59 ff.

52. & 8¢ meibel oe Anuoobévng Aéyev, o0k dvpog ot éhevBépou, dANA TTOpvoL TEPL TAV
oMWY Stagepopévou (1.123).

53. Ekklés. 717—24: (IIp.) Enerta tag mopvag katanadoat fovlopa | drnafandoag. BA. tva ti; Tlp.
SijAov Tovtoyi- | tva T@V véwv Exwoty adtatl Tag dKpdg. | kal T ye Sovlag ovxi el koopovpévag |
MV 1@V EhevBepwv vgapmalery Kompry, | aAa mapd toig SovAotot kotpdobat povov k.T.A.
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women.>* Menander sets the porné in direct antithesis to a free woman.
The abject slave whore of Epitrepontes, working for a pornoboskos who has
hired her out for 12 drachmas, is a porné.>® In the Woman from Samos,
the confident sex-mate of the wealthy Démeas is a free hetaira.>® For
Menander there is a natural conflict between the free woman and the
slave porné: the slave is more manipulative and in her knavery knows no
shame.” Héro6das likewise assumes that pornai are slaves: to protect his
pornai, Battaros invokes a law dealing with doulai.®® In fact, the words
porné and doulé occur together so commonly that a study by the Italian
scholar Citti has concluded that mention of the term porné in ancient
Greek necessarily evokes the mental image of a doulé: the two words form

” o«

“una coppia nominale,” “a verbal coupling.”® Thus the defendant in Lysias
4, seeking to have a woman give evidence under torture, refers to her
not merely as a “slave”® but as a “slave porné” (in Greek doulé porné).*

In fact, her characterization as a “doulé” is based only on the defendant’s

54. Dem. 59.113: . .. pomtnAaxioBévtog 8¢ ToD vopov . . . i) puév T@v mopvav Epyaocia fikel eig Tag
TOV TOAMT@V Buyatépag . . . 10 8¢ T@V élevBépwv yovak@v déiwpa eig Tag taipag, &v ddetav
NaPwot tod ggeivar avtaic madomoteiobat d¢ &v BovAwvTal kol TEAETOV Kai iepdv Kol TRV
petéxey T@v év tf) moAet. Cf. Gilhuly 2009: 1, 56.

55. Cf. lines 136-37 (mopvoPookd Swdeka TAg Nuépag Spaxuag Sidwot); 430-31 (¢até ',
ikeTedw o€, Kai pr| pot kakd mapéxet’); 646 (maddplov €k mopvNg).

56. Cf. lines 30-31 (Zapiag étaipag eic é<m>0vpiav Tva | EXBelv éxeivov); 748-49 (X0 8¢’
é\evBépav yuvaika Aappavelg faktnpiav kai Suwketg). On Khrysis’s self-assured decision mak-
ing, see, for example, lines 137—45.

57. Epitrep. Fr.7: xakenov, Tlapgiln, |EhevBépat yuvaiki mpdg mopvny pudxn- | mheiova kakovpyet,
mAeiov’old’, aioybvetat | 008év, kohakevel paAhov.

58. Mime 2: 30, 36-37, 46—438: éy®d §]¢ no[p]vag éx Topov . . . 008¢ T@V mopvéwv Pint Aapwv
olxwkev: . .. v &’ é\evBepdg Tig aikiont SovAny . . . Tiig dikng o Tiunua Stmhodv teleitw.

59. 1997: 92. Citti sees the two terms as virtually synonymous: “Uno dei due termini com-
portasse l'altro” (1997: 95). See Marzi 1979: 29.

6o. Only unfree persons were putatively subject to examination under torture in private
disputes. But—despite much surviving rhetorical posturing—no slave is known to have
actually given testimony under torture in private disputes. Todd 1990: 33-34 summa-
rizes: “On forty-two occasions in the orators we find the challenge, either ‘torture my slaves
for evidence’ or ‘let me torture yours.” Forty times this challenge was flatly rejected; twice
(Isoc. 17.15-16, Dem. 37.42) it was accepted but not carried through.” See Kamen 2013: 13-14.
Various explanations have been proffered for this phenomenon: see Thiir 1977; Gagarin
1996, 2001; Mirhady 1996, 2000; Allen 2000: 365-66, n. 14.

61 Lys. 4.19: &yavoxtd §°, @ PovAr, &l S mOpvnv kol SovAnv dvBpwmov Tept TV peyioTwy
eig kivduvov kaBéotnka.
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characterization of her as a porné: the plaintiff insists that she is free,*
and no evidence (other than her characterization as a doulé) suggests that
she is enslaved. Theopompos, the fourth-century historian, emphasizes
the linkage between the two terms in describing a certain Pythioniké,
a slave who had belonged to three separate owners, and was therefore
“thrice a doulé and thrice a porné” (tri-doulon kai tri-pornon).®* A scholiast
explains a passage in Demosthenes by offering the example of “douloi
and sons of pornai.”* Libanios, in a rhetorical critique, brands Aiskhinés
as an individual born of a father who was a doulos and a mother who was
a porné.® And, as one might expect, the fullest examples of this verbal
combination are to be found in patristic works.®

Within their brothels, Athenian prostitutes—like other slaves—would
have received instruction in the provision of sexual services. Athenian
society functioned through an enormous network of hundreds of distinct
occupations, most unrelated to agriculture.” To maintain this diverse spe-
cialization, in the many fields requiring knowledge and skill (tekhnai)®—
handicraft, catering, and medicine, for example—douloi and doulai nor-
mally received substantial training,” vocational education that free per-
sons often lacked.” Slaves working in trapezai were taught the intricacies

62. §12: gnotv avtiv éhevbépav elvat. f14: avtny eAevbépav éoknmteto elvat.
63. i povov tpidoviov, AN kai Tpimopvov avtv (Athén. 595a = FGrHist u15 F 253).

64. Elo &v ékeva Aéywy, drep dnat@v a6 elogopag 6 AvSpotiov Ehotdopeito, Sovdovg ka@v
Kkal ¢k topv@v. Y L (Dilts 1986: 274, Scholion 69).

65. Libanios 8.301-302 (Foerster): Bavpaotodv ovdev el yeyovg ék Sovlov atpdg Kai TovTov
movnpod Kai TopvNg UNTpOG K. T. A.

66. John Chrysostom, In Joannem PG 59.165.23; De Mansuetudine PG 63.554.12.

67. For a survey of “the extensive horizontal specialization in the Athenian economy” and
the resultant profusion of discrete labor functions, see Harris 2002.

68. Xen. Oik. 1.1: dpa ye 1 oikovopia ¢motHung Tvog dvopa 0Ty, domep 1 latpikh Kal 1y
XoAkevTikn Kai 1} tektovikn; 'H kai domep todtwv T@V TeXv@v k. T. A. Cf. Pollux 4.7, 22. On
prostitution as a tekhné, see Dem. 59.18.

69. Xen. Oik.7.41,12.4; Aristot. Oik.1344a27—29 and passim. Training of artisans and caterers: see,
for example, Dem. 45.71 (toUToV € GLVEPN pdyelpov 1 Tvog GG Téxvng Snpuovpydv mpiacBat, Tiy
100 SeonoTov TEXVIY &v pabav k. T. A.). Medicine: Klees 1998: 96-100; Sigerist 1970: 74.

70. Contrasts the vocationally useless “liberal education” of free persons with slaves’ train-
ing in tekhnai (crafts or trades requiring knowledge and skill: Xen. Oik. 1.1; Pollux 4.7.22):
his female relatives lack the knowledge and skills of slaves (6 pgv yap texvitag tpéget, £y®
&’ éNevBeping memaidevpévovs: Apom. 2.7.4).
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of finance and accounting.” Operators of meretricious businesses (mastro-
poi) were expected to teach their sex-workers skills that would generate
substantial monies,” and in fact slaves working as prostitutes are known
to have received specialized training, sometimes starting in childhood,”
including lessons in dance.” Yet even the best educated and most highly
skilled douloi often performed multiple tasks. Slaves who were skilled
frequently combined the provision of entertainment with the practice of
prostitution.”” Domestic servants often worked at both household tasks
and commercial pursuits.”® Thus slaves working as doctors or as doc-
tors’ assistants are known to have devoted part of their time to household
duties.” (Aiskhinés, charging Timarkhos with betraying his free status by
acting in a slavish fashion, specifically accuses him of combining work as
a prostitute with a purported pursuit of training in medicine.”®)

This pattern of multiple tasking provides the context for a division
of labor in which some female slaves worked as both prostitutes and
wool-workers.” Brothel prostitution and wool-working, even at supervisory

71. Dem. 45.72 (with regard to the great trapezités Phormién, who entered banking as a
slave): éneldn) 8’6 matip 6 fuétepog tpamelitng dv ékthoat’ avtdv Kol ypappat’ énaidevoev
kol T téxvny é8idakev . . . . The douloi Xendn, Euphron, Euphraios, and Kallistratos—while
still enslaved—as principals operated the largest bank in Athens, that of Pasion (see chapter
7, P-173).

72. Xen. Symp. 4.59—60: 6 ayafog HaoTpomndg Td cuppépovTa eig TO dpéokely Siddokot &v . . . €l
T1§ To0vTOoVG SOvauto ¢€epydleabat @v mpootatoin, Sikaiwg &v péya @povoin émi Tf TéXVN Kal
Sikaiwg &v oAbV pedov happavor.

73. See, for example, Dem. 59.18: Nikapétr . . . Sewviy 8¢ kai Suvapévn @uoty pikpdv madiov
oLVISETV ebmpen], kal Tadta €motapévn Opéyar kal madedoar Eumeipwg, TEXVNV TAOTHV
kateokevaopévn. Kapparis comments: “She knew how to educate them to become commer-
cially successful courtesans” (1999: 207). See Alkiphron 4 passim; Louk. Hetair. Dialek. 4.3,
10.4. Cf. Vanoyeke 1990: 33-35.

74. Instruction in dance is a frequent motif on Attic pottery, often interpreted as an integral
aspect of the training of young prostitutes. See Delavaud-Roux 1993: 131-32. Cf. Aristoph.
Thes. 1177-98.

75. See chapter 77, pp. 163-164.

76. Garlan 1988: 62: “Domestic slaves devoted part of their time” to the production of
goods: “slaves were, in most cases, simply general ‘dogsbodies.’” Cf. Jameson 2002:168-70.

77. Garlan 1988: 68. Cf. Kudlien 1968; Joly 1969.

78. Aiskhin. 1.40: ékaBnto év Iepatel éni Tod EvBudikov iatpeiov, mpogdoel pév tig téxvng
uabntig, T 6’ dAndeia mwAEY abTOV TPONPNUEVOS . . . .

79. In the modern world, prostitution is often a part-time pursuit: “In few cases are women
and men engaged full-time . .. sex work is commonly just one of the multiple activities



50 ATHENIAN PROSTITUTION

levels, were major Athenian industries in which women’s roles were domi-
nant. Female pornai, believed to be far more numerous than male por-
noi,® typically worked as prostitutes under a senior woman who “knew
how to run her business...and how to keep the women under strict
control.”® Similarly wool-working—*“the characteristic area of feminine
expertise normally cited by ancient authors”®—was entirely dependent on
female labor.®* Although many free women were skilled in this craft, and
often supervised or even worked along with their slaves,? the actual pro-
duction and servicing of textiles were almost entirely the work of unfree
women.® Aristotle, in defending slavery as natural and necessary, focuses
on this tekhné and its slave workers: so long as shuttles could not spin by
themselves, owners would have need for slaves.® Even under the sting of
unwonted poverty, the Athenian Aristarkhos only reluctantly put his free
female dependents to work producing wool, and even then he himself

employed for generating income” (Kempadoo 1998: 3—-4). Prostitutes often work addition-
ally in retail trade, office occupations, domestic service, and in street activities such as
shoe-shining. Cf. Azize et al. 1996; Senior 1992; Kane 1993; Bolles 1992.

8o. Davidson 1997: 77. But for the impossibility of determining actual ratios of male and
female sex workers at Athens, see introduction, pp. 12—13.

81. Kapparis 1999: 207. Cf. Carey 1992: 94. For female mastropoi, see chapter 6,
Pp. 140—42.

82. Brock 1994; 338. Cf. Wrenhaven 2009: 371: “(W)eaving was the primary task of women
in ancient Greece.” See Pl. Alk. 126e, Lysis 208d—e, Nomoi 8o5e-806a; Xen. Apom. 3.9.11,
Lak. Pol.1.3.

83. “Una delle attivita di competenza esclusiva delle donne” (Faraguna 1999a: 70). Cf. Lewis
2002: 62-65. Market trade seems to have been centered in the ipatiéonwlig &yopa (Pollux
7.78): see Wycherley 1957: 200, no. 663 and 187-88, no. 614. Clothing for slaves seems to
have been an important retail product: Bettalli 1982: 264, 271-72.

84. Aristoph. Batr.1349-51, Lys. 519—20, 536-37, 728-30, Neph. 53—55; PL. Rep. 455¢; Xen. Oik.
7.6, 21, 36; Plut. Mor. 830c (citing Kratés the Cynic). Cf. the older woman looking on while
two younger women fold finished cloth (stamnos attributed to the Copenhagen painter)
and the weighing of wool by two women under the supervision of their seated mistress
(black-figure lekythos by the Amasis painter): Lewis 2002: 62—63.

8s. Dyeing: Eup. Fr. 434 (K-A), Aristoph. Ekkl. 215; Weaving: SEG 18.36 B2; Linen-working:
Aiskhin. 1.97, Alexis Fr. 36 (K-A); Sewing: I.G. 117 1556.28, Antiphanés Akestria Fr. 21-24,
Jordan 198s5: n. 72. Wool-working: Scenes on Attic vases: Webster 1972: Chapters 16 and 17.
The best treatment of “'importanza della mandopera servile nella manifattura tessile” is
Faraguna 1999a: 72—79. Cf. Jameson 1977/78: 134, n. 63; Tod 1950: 10-11.

86. &i yap ndvvato ékaotov TOV dpyavwv kehevabiv fj poalsavopevov anotelelv o adtod
gpyov . . . obtwg ai kepkideg éképrilov avtal . . . 008V &v Edet . . . obTe Toig SeomdTaLg SovAwY

(Pol. 1253b33-1254a1).
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refused personally to be involved in the labor.”” With good reason: because
wool-working was identified as a strictly female activity, a man so engaged
was ipso facto marked as effeminate.®

Reflecting such factors as slaves’ personal characteristics, owners’
economic situation, and numerous other elements of chance and oppor-
tunity, the actual work assignments of unfree persons would have var-
ied greatly. Many pornai would likely have had no involvement in textile
work, and many wool workers, no involvement in commercial sex¥—but
substantial evidence suggests that numerous female slaves functioned
both as wool workers and as brothel prostitutes.”® This combination of
tasks was in fact consonant with the traditional Athenian association of
wool-working and feminine sexuality: “the connection between a girl’s
attaining sexual maturity (and) acquiring the prerequisite skill in wool-
working” (Sebesta 2002: 126) was exemplified by the important Athenian
rite of the arrhéphoroi, for example, in which selected young girls nearing
puberty were secluded on the Akropolis, taught the wool-working skills
needed to weave the elaborate peplos presented each year to Athena, and
then sent on a journey to a temple of Aphrodité carrying baskets of sexual
significance—biscuits shaped like phalluses and snakes!”! In turn, Athéna
(as goddess of female crafts) joined Aphrodité in receiving the real-life
offerings of Athenian prostitutes®—and was portrayed in literature as
the recipient of dedications by wool-workers who were also working or
hoped to work as prostitutes. Attic pottery arguably reinforced the linkage
between wool-working and sexual commerce through its frequent presen-
tations of Aphrodité’s gestures of spinning and of her elaborate headdress
and embroidered bust ornament (Fischer 2013).

87. Xen. Apom. 2.7.12: Altidvtat adtdV HOvov T@V €V Tfj oikia dpyov odiewv.

88. Cf. Midas (Athén. 516b), Sardanapalos (Diod. Sik. 2.23), Kallon (Diod. Sik. 32.11). Robert
identifies as a slave the male figure interacting with women engaged in textile work depicted
on an epinetron from Attika (Athens, Ethn. Mus. 2179; Robert 1892: PI. 13, contrary to Sutton
1981: 224-25). Acton points out, however, the existence of specialist male tailors and “cel-
ebrated male weavers” (2014: 154-55).

89. Sutton 2004: 335: “Not all spinning women on vases are prostitutes.”

90. Rodenwaldt 1932; Keuls 1983; Neils 2000; Acton 2014: 157—58. Davidson summa-
rizes: “A large group of women . . . were forced (or chose)” to work at both pursuits (1997: 89).

91. Aristoph. Lys. 641-47, Harp. s.v.appngopeiv, Suda s.v.appneopia, Etym. Magn. 149.14—23.
Cf. Reeder 1995: 248—49; Loraux [1984] 1993: 164, n. 74; Calame 1977: 1: 68 and 238-39.

92. Parthenon dedications to Athéna from hetairai: Harris 1995: 244—49. Aphrodité as
patron goddess of prostitutes, chapter 1, pp. 29-31.
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Surviving Athenian vases offer a number of scenes linking female
erotic and textile labor, including depictions of young men bringing gifts
or money-bags to women working with wool®® and scenes of women with
names appropriate to prostitutes (Aphrodisia and Obolé) putting aside
their wool while male customers approach or wait.* A water-jar depicts a
naked woman spinning wool before a clothed seated woman, “clearly the
madam who forces her pornai to work during the off hours.”® Strikingly, a
number of ceramic vessels portray woven work baskets “of the type often
depicted in wool-working scenes” hanging on brothel walls, again “strongly
suggest(ing”) the connection between wool-working and commercial
sex.” So pervasive is the fusion on Greek vases of wool-work and monetary
eroticism that for many art historians, “spinning and textile activity have
become synonymous with prostitution.”” And beyond ceramic represen-
tation, material culture provides the evidence of more than one hundred
loom-weights found (along with hundreds of drinking vessels) in virtually
every room in the classical levels of a labyrinthine building that has been
identified as a porneion®**—physical evidence of “courtesans who attended
both to the loom and to the guests” (Knigge [1988] 1991: 93).

93. See, for example, ARV? 1013 (Robert 1919: 125-29); ARV? 557.123; ARV? 795.100;
Antikensammlung, Staatliche Museen zu Betlin, F 2254; Heidelberg 64/5 (kalpis by the
Nausikaa Painter). Cf. ARV? 276.70 (discussed in Meyer 1988). Other examples: von Reden
1995: 206—209. Ferrari (2002: 14-16) argues that the pouches depicted in a number of these
scenes did not contain coins but knucklebones, a strange suggestion since “knucklebones
are associated with children, not grown women” (Wrenhaven 2009: 372). Cf. introduction,
p. 23, n. 103, and related text.

94. Munich, Zanker: Miinzen und Medaillen AG, Auktion 51 (Basel 1975), discussed at
Williams 1983: 96-97. Cf. ARV? 189.72.1632; ARV? 275.50. For an overview of erotically
charged representations of women engaged in spinning and related duties, see Sutton
2004: 333-37; Reinsberg 1989: 122-25. Lewis surveys Athenian ceramic treatment of
wool-work (2002: 62-65).

95. Neils 2000: 209. Cf. Sebesta 2002: 125-26; Wrenhaven 2009: 374 (fig. 1). The vase
is in Copenhagen (Nat. Mus. 153= ARV? 1131, 161 and Williams 1983: 96, fig. 7.4). Cf. ARV?
79510294-7.

96. Wrenhaven 2009: 375. See, for example, London, British Museum E71; Basel,
Antikenmuseum Basel und Sammlung Ludwig Ka415; New Haven, Yale University Art
Gallery 1913.163; Florence, Museo Archeologico 3921. Cf. Gilhuly 2009: 161.

97. Ferrari 2002: 13. The relationship between wool-working and prostitution was
first emphasized in Rodenwaldt 1932. More recent affirmations include Wrenhaven
2009: 371-78; Reeder 1995: 181-87, nos. 36-38; Meyer 1988; Sutton 1992: 19—20. Ferrari
is skeptical (2002: 13-14), as is Bundrick (2008: 290).

98. So-called Building Z located by the city wall at the Sacred Gate, in an area long
identified as one of the red-light districts of ancient Athens. Among the remains was an
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This involvement of individual women in both erotic and wool-working
commerce explains a series of dedications that have baffled scholars.
The phialai exeleutherikai tablets—our prime source of information on
the manumission of Athenian slaves—document the freeing (in the
320’s) of approximately 375 slaves,” each of whom offers a 100 drachma
silver bowl (phialé) after his or her acquittal in formalistic, that is, ficti-
tious actions (dikai apostasiou) brought by ex-owners.'” In these inscrip-
tions, occupations are recorded for 52 of 86 ex-slaves who are probably
or certainly female, but for only 62 of 110 probable or certain males.™
For scholars accustomed to thinking of Athenian women, and especially
slave women, as hapless objects of male domination locked away in the
interior of society, consigned to ignorance and reserved for exploitation,'*?

amulet depicting Aphrodité Ourania riding a goat across the night sky. For the site, struc-
ture, excavation, and contents of this building, see Knigge 2005; Lentakis 1998: 64—65; Lind
1988; Glazebrook 2012: 46.

99. These documents have been published in I.G. II* (1553-78) and republished (in
part) by Lewis in 1959 and 1968 (to incorporate additional finds from the Athenian Agora
excavations) and by Meyer 2010: 81-146. See also Agora I 4665 (= Walbank 1996: 452-53).
Krinzlein 1975 surveys scholarly work on these texts; for early treatments of the original
nineteenth-century fragments, see Calderini [1908]1965: 424-34.

100. Onthe diké apostasiou, see Dem. 35.47-49, Aristot. Ath. Pol. 58.3. Harp., s.v. &nootaciov.
Cf. Klees 1998: 348-54; Todd 1993: 190—-92; Gernet [1950] 1955: 168—72; Calderini [1908]
1965: 330-35. Zelnick-Abramovitz (2005: 274-92) suggests that these actions were not “ficti-
tious,” and that the phialai exeleutherikai “record the verdicts of genuine trials” (2005: 285),
but that only the acquittals, leading to full manumission, have been preserved, giving rise
to the dedications recorded in I.G. II* 155378 (2005: 289—90). See also Papazarkadas 2012;
Zelnick-Abramovitz 2013: 71-107. Meyer offers an “unconvincing” (Vlassopoulos 2011), “con-
trived” (Sickinger 2013: 206) suggestion that the phialai exeleutherikai do not relate to freed-
men, but to metics.

101. [ follow calculations made by Todd, who produced, as he notes, “deliberately conserva-
tive figures” (1997: 121). For example, he disregards twelve talasiourgoi as being of “uncertain
sex,” even though five of the twelve have names that are typically feminine, and wool-working
seems to have been an overwhelmingly female pursuit (see above). As apparent confirmation
of the undercounting by Todd of female talasiourgoi, there is not a single talasiourgos among
the 1o slaves who (by Todd’s reckoning) are “probably” or “certainly” male (1997: 121-22).
Of the total of 375, Todd found 179 to be of “uncertain sex” (meaning that without regard to
other possible indicia of sex, their names were not followed by the formulaic language oik@v
[male]/oixoboa [female] or damoguywy [male]/ dnoguyovoa [female]). (Many of these omis-
sions, however, reflect the fragmentary nature of the surviving inscribed materials.)

102. Ancient literature in general stereotypically attributes to women and slaves similar nega-
tive attributes (see Murnaghan and Joshel 1998: 3—5; Just198s). Aristotle, for example, treated
women and slaves together: the woman’s inferiority possibly was to be contrasted with the
slave’s utter worthlessness (Poet. 1454a21-2: kaitot ye {6wg To0TWV TO pEV Xeipov, TO 8¢ SAwg
@avAov éotwy. For the impact of slavery on Greek women, see Dubois 2003: 131—52. For the
prevailing scholarly view of male citizen dominance, see, for example, Cartledge 1993: 4.
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this information—showing manumitted slave women as more likely
than slave men to have had an occupation—is “most surprising” and “too
straightforward an inference” (Todd 1997: 122). As a result, scholars have
resorted to a “corrective approach” in an effort to make the ancient evi-
dence conform to modern expectation.””® Todd dismisses the testimony
of the phialai exeleutherikai as an “illusion” (1997: 122). Rosivach (1989),
noting that a majority (twenty-nine) of the fifty-two working women are
designated as talasiourgoi (“wool-workers”), finds a simple solution: the
standard Liddell-Scott Greek/English Lexicon must be corrected. He
insists that the word “talasiourgos” here does not mean “wool-worker”
as the Lexicon (1996 Supplement) claims:'* with a “diagnostic reading,”
“talasiourgos” actually means “housewife.”® So “corrected,” the inscrip-
tions would report just the opposite of the actual unrevised texts: relatively
few Athenian freedwomen would have had occupations. With this altera-
tion, however, the inscriptions would now present what even Todd sees as
“a curious omission from the texts”—the absence of “female household
slaves” (Todd 1997: 23).

But scholars need not manufacture such a “curious omission” through
“corrective” revision of the actual texts. In my opinion, the “plain mean-
ing” of the inscriptions—interpreted in the context of the linkage between
prostitution and wool-working—makes good sense without “corrective”
interpretation.

Scholars have long conjectured that slaves obtaining manumission at
Athens were likely to be disproportionately those who had special access

103. In French terms, “documentation ‘surdéterminée’” requires “une lecture ‘sympto-
male’” (Garlan 1982: 31). “Diagnostic reading,” a popular tool of francophone methodology,
is defended as merely an appropriate response to the inevitable subjectivity of those espous-
ing objective pretensions: “Very few of the apparently purely scholarly debates on [Greek
slavery] avoid, in one way or another, consciously or unconsciously, adopting a particular
ideological perspective” (Garlan 1988: 23). For decades, scholars dismissed the evidence that
Building Z (n. 98 ) was a brothel, and denied that the sale of sex had some coherent rela-
tionship to the many scenes on vases showing young men bringing gifts or money-bags to
women working with wool (see Davidson 1997: 85—90).

104. Even Rosivach (1989: 365) concedes that the word in all other ancient citations means
“wool-worker.” Talasiourgia (“wool-working”) sometimes refers only to the process of spin-
ning wool into thread, but often encompasses the entire process, including weaving. See
Blimner 1912: 104; Tod 1901-02: 204, n. 8.

105. Although Rosivach sometimes substitutes “home-maker” for “housewife,” he generally
uses “wife” in its literal sense, even trying to identify de facto husbands. But this interpreta-
tion is impossible: on Lewis’s “Great Inscription,” two talasiourgoi are grouped with a single
man (Side B, Col. I, lines 253-60).
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to a free person’s support or possessed skills that produced relatively high
compensation.’” Olympiodoros, for example, who never married, spent a
large part of his assets—far too much, in the opinion of his relatives—in
paying for the manumission of a prostitute (who thereafter supposedly
strode about arrogantly, bedecked with gold jewelry, wearing fine clothes
and accompanied by a retinue of attendants).'” The wealthy Apollodéros,
although married, is said to have funded the manumission of one female
prostitute, and to have provided for the marriage of another courtesan.'®
Misgolas, an esteemed Athenian active in Athenian cult life and known to
be “marvelously” committed to purchasing the sexual services of musi-
cal performers, provided (with his brother) for the manumission of two
slaves.' In Lysias 4, two men shared the cost of buying freedom for a slave
woman whose sexual services they had previously been purchasing." For
their part, skilled slaves were often able to retain a portion (termed apo-
phora) of the income they produced™—thus providing funds for the pur-
chase of freedom or, at the least, offering a source of repayment of monies
advanced by others.”™ But enslaved wool-workers would have had virtually

106. See Zelnick-Abramovitz 2005: 153—83, 216—22; Kruger 2001: 153; Faraguna 1999a: 72;
Blavatskaja 1972: 73—74 (who infers the superior capacity of prostitutes to obtain manumis-
sion). For Lebgoras’s lavish expenditures on the hetaira Myrrina, see a recently published
graffito from Athens confirming an allusion in Eupolis 50 (44) (K-A): Sourlas 2014: 248—50.

107. yuvaika pEv aoThy . . . . 008enwmnote Eynuev . . . étaipav 8¢ hvodpevog évdov Exet . . . TV
uév TovTov étaipav mepaltépw Tod KaA®g £xovTog kal Xpuoia ToANX Exovoav Kai iudtia KaAd,
kai £€680vg hapmpag ¢€lodoav kal VPpilovoav ék T@V Huetépwy . . . .(Dem. 48.53, 55). See
chapter 7, p. 178.

108. Kai v pév AMélvoal, v 8’ ¢kdédwkag étaipav, kai Tadta yvvaik’ éxwv moteic (Dem.
36.45). On Apollodéros as examplar “of a wealthy and privileged young citizen,” cf. Trevett
1992: 167-70.

109. Sexual involvement with musicians: Aiskhinés 1.41 (see chapter 1, n. 85 and accompany-
ing text). Manumission of slaves: I.G. II? 1554 (=S.E.G. 18.36: 335, 339). Misgolas’s involve-
ment in cult of Artemis: I.G. II? 2825: 2. Reputation at Athens: avijp t& &AAa kakodg kayabog
(Aiskhin. 1.41).

no. This is the contention of the speaker’s opponent: ¢noiv avti|v éhevbépav eivar . . . abitn
8¢ vmiiipxe Ko, OHOIWG AUPOTEPWY APYDPLOY KATATEONKOTWY . . . . S1& TOpVNVY Kkal SovANV
&vBpwrov (§§ 12, 16, 19). For exegesis of this elliptically preserved case, see Cox1998:188-89.

u1. See chapter 7, pp. 172-74.

n2. See Faraguna1999a: 72, Finley [1951] 1985: 104-105. Lenders (operating as groups of era-
nistai) appear with frequency on the phialai exeleutherikai inscriptions. See I.G. II* 1553.7-10,
20-23; 1556 B27-29; 1557 B105-107; 1558 A37—43; 1559 A I 26-31; 1566 A27-29; 1568 B18—23;
1569 A III 18-21; 1570.24-26, 57-62, 82-84; 1571.8-13; and 1572.8-11; Lewis 1959: Face A,
lines 141—42 and 566-67, Face B, lines 2 and 153; Lewis 1968: 368, line 8. The silver bowls
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no opportunity to earn or accumulate personal funds, or to gain access
to possible benefactors: they generally toiled in anonymity at repetitive
chores in a supervised process requiring the joint labor of a number of
workers,'® often producing goods intended not for the market (and the
generation of cash) but for the oikos itself.™* Loukianos contrasts the mea-
ger wages of wool-work with the anticipated prosperity of prostitution;"*
elegiac literature records the plaintive complaints of women relegated to
the famished poverty of wool-work."® Prostitutes by contrast earned “good
money” (Lewis 2002: 99), not less than one-half drachma per act, and
possibly much more (Loomis 1998: 185)."” Through apophora, slave prosti-
tutes, especially those in high demand, were sometimes able to share—by
agreement with their master—in a portion of these payments. Surviving
material even explains in detail how Neaira, a slave prostitute, allegedly
bought her freedom through a combination of her own earnings and assis-
tance from several of her “lovers,” who had developed an emotional rela-
tionship with her."™® This contrast between the impoverished wool-worker
and the potentially high-earning prostitute (and the linkage between the
two pursuits) are confirmed by a number of Hellenistic epigrams that
describe dedications to Athéna or to Aphrodité offered by women aspir-
ing to abandon the impoverishment of wool-working in order to devote

themselves are generally believed to have been paid for by the freed persons. This again
would have required considerable funds. (We have no reliable information on prices paid to
owners at Athens in connection with manumissions.)

u3. See Xen. Oik. 2.7; Timoklés Fr. 33 (K-A: comm.), ZvvépiBor: ovvépiBot Attikoi,
ovvvgaivovoat ‘EAAnveg.

114. Rosivach 1989: 366-67. But there were some workers of high skill producing special-
ized product for sale in the market, such as the craftswoman expert in lace making described
at Aiskhin. 1.97 (duépyva emotapévny épyalesban kal €ig THv dyopav ékgepodoav). An oth-
erwise ordinary female slave skilled at wool-working might be worth twice the price of an
untrained doulé (Xen. Oik. 7.41). For wool-working directed toward cash sales outside the
oikos, see Kennedy 2014: 130-33; Labarre 1998; Kosmopoulou 2001: 301.

15. 80.6.: vOV pév d@aivovoa, viv 8¢ kpoknv katdyovoa | otipova kAdBovoa émoptl{ouny ta
ottia pOALG: . . . TV éATtida mepévovoa.

u6. See Anth. Pal. 6.285 (kak®v Munpd yovak@v &pya); 6.283 (pioba viv omabiolg meviypoig
nnviopata kpovel); 6.48 (Anpiic dppevov pyacing); 6.284 (ebkAwotov 8¢ yvvakdv vijpa kai
Alakdtnv dpyog £xot TaAapog).

17. On the range of fees for sex, and their superiority to other compensation at Athens, see
chapter 7, pp. 1641

1n8. See Dem. 59.29—32 (and the discussion in Kapparis 1999: 227-35).
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themselves entirely to sexual commerce.™ In a clever ditty by Nikarkhos,
a woman has placed on a raging fire spindles and other equipment con-
nected with Athéna. For this woman, wool-working is an impoverished
(“famished”) occupation appropriate only for “base females” (kakon gyn-
aikén).' In contrast, prostitution offers a “pleasured life” (terpnon bioton)
of festivals, revelry, and music in which Aphrodité, freeing her from wool-
working, and “sharing in the (new) labor,” will be her 10 percent partner.'
In another epigram, a woman named Bitt6 dedicates to Athéna the textile
apparatus of the work she hates, “the tools of impoverished enterprise”:
emulating Paris, she’s casting her vote for Aphrodité’s labor instead (Anth.
Pal. 6.48). Yet another woman—whose sexual labors have reaped finery
through lucrative assignations—would choose now entirely to abandon
wool-working (Anth. Pal. 6.284), an option not available to the subject of
a further epigram, an aging female who in contrast has had to abandon
lucrative prostitution and is now left only with the impoverished yields of
wool-working (Anth. Pal. 6.283). Following the opposite trajectory, Chrysis
in Terence’s Andria (adapted from Menander's Andria and Perinthia)
moved into prostitution at Athens after previous impoverished and dif-
ficult labor as a wool-worker.'?

The unexpurgated texts of the phialai exeleutherikai—showing that
“women seem just as likely to have jobs as do men” (Todd 1997: 122)—thus
make good sense: slaves working in wool can be properly described as
talasiourgoi (“wool-workers”). They need not be denominated by modern
scholars as “housewives.” Earnings from prostitution—and useful rela-
tionships developed from this métier—would have provided a financial
and personal mechanism for obtaining freedom,'” and slaves who com-
manded earnings from prostitution would likely have figured prominently

119. For a survey of these poems and similar material, see Davidson 1997: 87-88.
120. Anth. Pal. 6.285: kax@v Apnpd yovaukdv €pya (5-6).

121. Ibid., lines 7-10. For the mechanisms through which slaves might share their reve-
nues (or profits) with their owners, and otherwise maintain an independent existence, see
E. Cohen 1998: 114—23.

122. Primo haec pudice vitam parce ac duriter | agebat, lana ac tela victum quaeritans; | sed
postquam amans accessit pretium pollicens | unus et item alter, ita ut ingeniumst omnium |
hominum ab labore proclive ad lubidinem, | accepit condicionem, de(h)inc quaestum occipit

(lines 74-79).

123. See, for example, the purchase of freedom, through her earnings and her relationships,
by Neaira, an alleged slave prostitute: chapter 7, pp. 172—74.
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among those gaining manumission. Not surprisingly, therefore, some of
the freed slaves carry names that are typical Athenian designations for
sex-workers—Glykera (“Sweetie”) and Malthaké (“Softie”). Others—Ilike
the musicians (a flute-girl, a harpist) who “entertained” at male social
functions—are recorded under callings that are known frequently to have
been coupled with the provision of sexual services.”But, most explicitly,
the phialai exeleutherikai inscriptions record a relatively large number of
freed persons (both male and female) who are denominated “pais” (or
“paidion,” diminutive of pais). (Of the 185 persons for whom occupations
are recorded, 16 are so denominated, of whom 3 are definitely female,
2 certainly male, and the others of uncertain sex.) This term—although
often carrying the meaning of “servant” or “child’—frequently refers to
persons engaging in sexual activity at the behest of an importuning male
who offers something of value." Appearing in a formulaic list of occupa-
tions, “prostitute” (as Todd notes [1997: 123]) is an appropriate possible
translation.’?® In contrast, neither pornai (-0i) or hetairai (-0i) would be
suitable designations for these newly liberated persons: porné (-os)—as
we have seen (pp. 46—48)—was a virtual synonym for “slave,” an incon-
gruous appellation for a dedication attesting to free status and perhaps a
term of opprobrium to be avoided.'"” Hetaira—as we shall see (in the next
section)—was a term scrupulously trumpeted as the calling of a free person,
an honorific perhaps overly ostentatious for a formerly enslaved worker.
Of course, many females are recorded in these inscriptions as talasiourgoi.
Were they women whose identity was primarily as wool-workers but whose
freedom was owed to the wages of sex, or were they persons now retired
from compensated sexual activity? Or were some of these talasiourgoi part
of the small minority of highly skilled (and possibly highly compensated)

124. These musicians “might also be called on to provide sexual entertainment” (Rhodes
1981: 574). See this chapter, p. 49; chapter 7, pp. 163-64.

«

125. According to Dover, in (homo)sexual relationships, ... the passive partner is called
‘pais,” (‘boy’), a word also used for ‘child,” ‘girl,’ ‘son,” ‘daughter,” and ‘slave’” (1978 [1989]: 16).
“Pais” frequently appears on vases as a denomination for attractive young men or women.
For male and female paides identified as objects of sexual desire, see Pl. Nomoi 836a7
(¢pwtwv Maidwy Te dppévwv kal Onleldv).

126. Cf. L.G. IX (1) 1* 102: manumission of a paidarion which Blavatskaja (1972: 73-74)
groups with a number of other Aitolian inscriptions that he believes to involve manumis-
sion of prostitutes.

1277. Wrenhaven 2009: 382: “The fact that prostitution was a legal trade and was widely prac-
ticed in ancient Greece need not imply that it bore no social stigma.”
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specialist producers of exquisite textile products crafted to meet market
demand??® Or because of the dominant importance of “wool-work” as a
female pursuit, could “wool-work” generically denote “female labor»”'?
We will never know. The extraordinarily elliptical language of the inscrip-
tions, the highly fragmentary state in which they have survived, and our
ignorance of their social and legal contexts leave us unable to determine
even whether the choice of occupation attributed to each worker was
made by the newly freed persons, by their former owners, by some polis
official—or perhaps even by the stone cutter(s)."*® Yet these lists of paides
and talasiourgoi and other freed persons, evidence for a process of manu-
mission otherwise unknown, do offer a context for the situations portrayed
in epigrammatic literature. They help explain a paradox otherwise inexpli-
cable, a mystery raised by the anonymous poet of the Palatine Anthology
and, I think, answered by our discussion—of how Philainion, the wool-
worker, made herself a gray coat sleeping in the embrace of Agamédés.™

Selling “Free” Love

Free Athenian purveyors of erds—prominent or even dominant among the
courtesans of Athens™?—sought to avoid all indications of dependence, and
to manifest their autonomy. (In this, they would have been joined by those
nonbrothel prostitutes who, although juridically unfree, aspired, and were
able, to conform to the prevalent Athenian work values guiding free labor.)
Accordingly, our sources provide vivid portrayals of meretricious arrange-
ments that complied with the vocational ethics of free Athenians: the ability
to select one’s clients and to establish the parameters of service (the antith-
esis of compulsory sexual submission to any would-be purchaser); control
over one’s physical and familial surroundings, including the ownership of

128. Seen. 14.

129. As Lewis 2002: 62 suggests. On epitaphs, “wool-work” appears generically to encom-
pass a broad category of female activity (see Stears 2001).

130. “The truth of the matter is that our evidence is inadequate.” Lewis 1959: 238.

131. Anth. Pal. 6.284: MaBpn kopnBeioa Ohaiviov elg Ayaundovg | kOATOLG THY @aiiv
eipyaoarto yhavida.

132. “Unter der Gruppe der renommierten Hetdren, die als Spitzenverdienerinnen galten
(megalomisthoi) (Athénaios 570b; 558a—e), waren Sklavinnen kaum anzutreffen” (Klees

1998: 147, n. 16). Cf. Lentakis 1999: 146, 165.
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valuable personal property™ and the capacity to host one’s own symposia
(“dinner-parties”)* (the antithesis of servile confinement in a brothel and
relegation exclusively to other people’s entertainment); the provision of
reciprocated largess to one’s lovers; the appearance of leisurely dedication
to cultural and social activities;" the pursuit of work not only as an eco-
nomic necessity but also as a mechanism of self-definition;** the indepen-
dent negotiation of business arrangements reflecting the reciprocal (and
not dependent) nature of a commercial sexual relationship (the antithesis
of agreements providing for the commodity-use of an enslaved prostitute
offered no formal voice in the arrangements to which [sThe was subject).””

The occupational situation and behavior of a prostitute endeavor-
ing to comply with Athenian work ethics are displayed compellingly in
Xenophon's description of Sokratés’s meeting with the hetaira Theodoté
(“a woman of the sort who sleeps with men who are persuasive”—
emphasizing her freedom of selection—and whose livelihood comes
from the benefactions of men who have become “friends”—an elevation
of her relationships from master/servant or customer/commodity into
the independence inherent in personalized reciprocity™®). Sokratés is
awed by the domestic world she controls:™** Theodoté lives in extravagant

133. Courtesans’ luxurious possessions are frequently mentioned in Athenian literature. See,
for example, Loukianos 80.4.1 (Boipdtia yap kai & xpuoia tadta mposipny /déwg). Cf. the
sumptious lifestyles and impressive property attributed to Khrysis in Menander’s Samia and
to Theodoté in Xenophon’s Memoirs of Sokratés, discussed below, this chapter, pp. 60-62,
63-64. On women'’s rights of “ownership” at Athens, see Foxhall 1989; Sealey 1990: 45-49.
Cf. Aristot. Rhet. 1361a.

134. See Gnathaina’s famous Nomos Sussitikos, dining rules for her clients and associates:
chapter 6, n. 105 and related text ). Cf. Makhon 11.252, 258, 262-84 (Gow); Kallimakhos Fr.
433 (Pfeiffer).

135. For the Athenian elite idealization of such pursuits, see Fisher 1998b: 84-86; Stocks
1930; de Ste. Croix 1981: 114-117.

136. See n. 149 in this chapter and accompanying text.

137. “Contracts” negotiated by prostitutes (or their mothers) are discussed in detail in
chapter 4. Lysias 4 offers a good example of an (alleged) sexual contract for the use of a
slave (§1: apveioBou ta mepi Tiig aAvBpmov, pn kowf fiudg xpicbat cvyxwpioat). Cf. Dem. 59.71
(agreement between Stephanos and Epainetos for use of Phand).

138. Apom. 3.11: {1: Tovaukog . . . KaARG . . . kai ofag cuveivat T@ meifovTi. . . . $4: I160ev ovv, Egn,
& gmtndeta Exelg; Eav Tig, €9n, gilog pot yevopevog b moteiv £0é\n, odtog pot Biog ¢oti. On
the importance attached by Athenians to egalitarian reciprocity, especially in the provision of
personal services, see chapter 3, pp. 85-8.

139. Athenian courtesans are frequently presented as enormously wealthy: see chapter 7,
PP- 175-79-
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surroundings in a home furnished sumptuously in every way; she dresses
and adorns herself luxuriously, and is accompanied by a retinue of finely
outfitted and attractive “maid servants.” Her mother is present, likewise
wearing noticeably fine jewelry and clothing.'® Exploring the sources of
her prosperity, Sokratés’s queries (“do you own land? rental property?
craftsmen?”') assume that she herself might be a citizen (politis) whose
possessions include real-estate and slaves. When Theodoté shows total
indifference to Sokratés’s efforts to help her increase her income from
her “friends” through systematic pursuit of “fine and wealthy” benefac-
tors (§9), they each are conforming to third-party expectations. Xenophon,
seeking to refute the charge that Sokratés was a deleterious “destroyer” of

142

the young,'*? offers in these Memoirs examples of how the sage was in fact
a practical dispenser of sound ideas,* including business advice (such
as the suggestions that brought prosperity to Aristarkhos and his female
relatives in the wool business (see pp. 50—51). Theodoté, in her turn, is
careful to manifest the values of “free” Athenian labor. She herself has no
desire or capacity to implement Sokratés’s schemes to maximize profit,"*
but she is willing to let him work for her."® She spends her time posing
for artists, leaving potential customers waiting."® Whatever the reality

of her situation”—and here Xenophon, as so often, presents a portrait

140. 6 ZWKPATNG OpdV aOTHV Te TOATEADG KEKOOUNUEVNV Kal UnTépa Tapodoav avTf] &v
£00fti e kai Oepamneiq o0 T TVXOVOY, KAl Bepamaivag TOANAG Kal eVedelg kal 0V8E TavTAG
NueAnuévag €xovoag, kai Toig dAMoig TV oikiav dpBovwg kateokevaopévny . . .. viy v ‘Hpav,
£¢n, @ ®e0dotn, kahov ye 0 kTipa . . . . (§§4, 5).

141. £0TL00L AypoG; . .. AAN’ dpa oikia Tpocodovg €xovoa; . . . AAAG ) XelpoTéxval TIVEG; (S4).

142. Cf. 1.1.1 (moA\dkig ¢0avpaca Tiot Toté Adyorg ABnvaiovg Eneloav ol ypaydpevol Zwkpdtnv
@G . . . aOkel 8¢ kai Tovg véoug Stagbeipwv) and 2.71 (kai pnv Tég amopiag ye T@V Qilwv Tag
uév 8’ dyvolav €mepdto yvoun dkeiobat, Tag 8¢ 8t évdetav Siddokwv katd Sbvapy AAARAoLg
EMAPKETV).

143. Sokratés explains how she might acquire clients and maximize their contributions to
her (§9: 6mwg pupain adtodg eig T od Siktva . . . f12: 0bTw yap &v pdliota gilot yiyvorvto kai
TIAEIOTOV XpOVOV @Lholev Kal péytota edepyetoiev; §i4: Tnvikadta yap moAd Stagépet & avtd
Swpa fj mpiv émbvpioat Siddvat).

144. §10: M 1OV Al’, €y® T00TWY 0088V pnyavdpat.

145. §15: Ti 0DV 00 0V pot, @ Zwkpateg, £yEvov cuvOnpatis TOV Pilwy;

146. §2: obtw pév 8 mopevdévreg mpog TV OeodotnV Kol katahaPovteg {wypdgw Tvi
napeotnkuiav é0edoavto. Tavoapévov 8¢ t0b lweypagov . . .; § 3: fueig 8¢ fidn te dv
¢0eaodapeda dmbupodpey &yacBar kol dmipev driokvilopevol kal dneldovteg mobnoopey.

147. Cartledge 2001: 159—60 offers an economic, Goldhill 1998 a cultural, interpretation of
this vignette.
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of shimmering but unconfirmable verisimilitude, highly seasoned with
Sokratean irony—Theodoté, providing services in a manner and context
appropriate to a free person, is the reification of the Athenian imaginaire:*
she works for her living but is convinced that she does so to her own ben-
efit and that of her “friends.” By Modern Western Standards, she is at
best a pretentious prostitute or madam earning a fine living from a dubi-
ous occupation, but in Athenian context she is pursuing an erotic métier
in a fashion appropriate to a free woman. For Athenians such indepen-
dence was, morally, far more commendable than the slavish conditions of
brothel labor.

Because of the Athenians’ tendency to idealize labor not as a form
of production but as “cultural self-definition,”™* the interconnection of
work with intellectual and artistic pursuits offered further indicia of com-
pliance with Athenian ethics. Not surprisingly, then, the lives of leading
hetairai were often intertwined, frequently in a mutually supportive fash-
ion, with those of great artists and men of affairs.”™® Consider Periklés and
Aspasia. A hetaira of legendary charm and beauty, a renowned literary
stylist who (according to Suda) taught rhetoric,”™ a businesswoman of
considerable wealth,>? Aspasia reportedly worked closely with Periklés
on matters of public policy—an activity for which she was lampooned by
Athens’ comic dramatists.” Plato claims that she was even a principal
author of Perikles’s famed “Funeral Address.”® Phryné, another woman

148. See introduction, n. 8.

149. On the linkage at Athens of labor and “kulturellen Selbstdefinition,” see von Reden
1992; Loraux 1995: 44—58; Vernant 1989; Schwimmer 1979.

150. For the recent tendency to dismiss the evidence for sophisticated and successful hetai-
rai as mere myth and false romanticization, see introduction, p. 5.

151. For the verses in dactylic hexameter extant under her own name (toig gepopévolg wg
avTig émeoy), see Athén. 219c—d.

152. See chapter 6, p. 139.

153. On Aspasia, see esp. Plut. Perikl. 24.2—10. The ancient literary sources for her persona
and accomplishments are set forth in Judeich 1896. For modern treatments, see Kennedy
2014: 68-96; Henry 1995; Stadter 1989: 233—42; Dover 1988: Chapter 13. Kennedy believes
that Aspasia may have been a hetaira, but argues reasonably that in English, “girlfriend” or
“companion” may be more appropriate denominations than “prostitute” or “whore” (2014:
85-87): see my discussion of nomenclature in Conventions, p. ix. Henry characterizes
Aspasia as a “concubine” (pallaké) (1995: 15).

154. Men. 236bs: cuvetifer TOv ¢mtagiov Aoyov 8v IlepwAig einev. In the Menexenos, a
teasing Sokratés even proffers the alleged text of a Funeral Oration composed by Aspasia

(236by—a).
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of renowned wealth, was the sexual companion of men such as the
prominent Athenian statesman Hypereidés and the preeminent sculptor
Praxitelés. She famously was the subject of Apellés’s Aphrodité Rising from
the Sea and of Praxitelés’s Knidian Aphrodité.*® Praxitelés’s depiction of
Phryné in gold (or gilt) stood in a prominent position at Delphi between
royal depictions of King Philip II of Macedon and Arkhidamos III, the
famed Spartan king."” But less exalted portrayals in pottery of sometimes
nameless courtesans confirm the egalitarian posture and presence of
Athenian hetairai. In ceramic renderings of symposia, hetairai are garbed
like male participants: men and women catch their long hair in a filet; both
brandish garlands around their heads; both drape their clothing around
their torsos in such a way as to display their naked chests or busts. “To all
intents and purposes, hetairai and symposiasts look like equal partners”
(Llewellyn-Jones 2003: 143). And even on the street, hetairai are portrayed
in ceramic-ware as dressed modestly, sometimes even veiled—in sharp
contrast to the portrayal, in literary sources, of street-walkers as provok-
ingly dressed (or half-undressed) (Dalby 2002).

Athenian literature also portrays hetairai living in a lover’s home as
self-assertive, confident, and prosperous. Thus the free hetaira Khrysis
in Menander’s Woman from Samos is depicted as sumptuously garbed,"®
with personal servant(s) (line 373), and other personal possessions (line
381). She is so confident of her situation—correctly, as the play’s dénoue-
ment demonstrates—that she is willing to offend her lover Démeas by
pretending to have given birth to a child, seemingly by another man, and
then to have kept the child without Démeas’s consent—a manifestation of
the considerable power that she yields within the household.” Now upset

155. Athén. 567, 591d (émhobtet 8¢ 09odpa 1) Ppovn). See Timoklés, Neaira Fr. 25 (K-A). Cf.
Amphis, Kouris Fr. 23 (K-A).

156. On Phryné, see Athén. 590d—592f; Plut. Mor. 849e; Alkiphr. 4.5.2. Cf. Eur. Hipp.
522; Pliny, N. H. 35.10.6. For modern reconstructions of her life, see Raubitschek 1941;
Cooper 1995.

157. Athén. 590b-c; Plut. Mor. g4oof—4o1b, 753f. Gold: Plut. Mor. 4o1a. Gilded: Paus.
9.27. On this statue, see Keesling 2002: 66-71; Jacquemin 1999: 166-67 and 238; Arafat
2000:196—-97.

158. A late mosaic from the so-called “House of Menander” at Mytiléné on Lesbos depicts
Khrysis richly adorned in a multi-colored tunic and gown. See Charitonidis et al. 1970: 38—41
and color plate 4; Webster 1995: 1.93 (XZ 31) and I11.469 (6DM 2.2); Berczelly 1988.

159. Lines 8o ff.: (MO) O natiip xakemavei <cot>. (XP) menavoetar méAw | épa yap ... | ... todt0
8’ &g Stoadhayag | dyet Téxota kai Tov dpythwrtatov. | . . . éywye TEvT &v dmopeival Sok® . . . .
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with her, Démeas threatens to deprive her of his financial support. Then,
he claims, she will experience the life of an ordinary hetaira: working in
town, attending parties, having to accept mere 10 drachma fees (perhaps
US$500-%1,000 calculated on purchasing power equivalence).’®® Not so
bad by modern Western standards, or even by Athenian. Démeas, how-
ever, adds a foreboding warning, devastating to a free Athenian (albeit a
threat that for us reflects an ordinary, unremarkable aspect of earning a liv-
ing): Khrysis would have to follow directions. “If she didn’t do as instructed
happily and quickly, she’d die of starvation.”’ But not to worry. It's only
comedy—not real life—and the play has a happy, and (by Athenian stan-
dards) true-to-life ending: Khrysis remains Démeas’s hetaira—presumably
now more independent than ever before.'*?

In real life, wealthy patrons were expected to provide gifts of expen-
sive jewelry, clothing, and servants to Greek hetairai.'® In addition to
costly presents, however, the fourth-century Athenian hetaira Neaira,
as sketched in Demosthenes 59,'** expects from her lover Phrynion
not only assistance in obtaining her freedom, but also love, obedience
to her desires, and respect for her persona. When Phrynién instead
treats her with hybris, she leaves him—taking her valuable personal
possessions (and whatever else Phrynion had in his house) and her
two personal servants.'® She later agrees to live with Stephanos only
after he appeals to her grandiose expectations, agrees to protect her,

160. Lines 390, 392—94: év Tfj OAet | . . . ai katd og, Xpvoi, mpattopevat Spaypag Séka | povag
étepat TpExovoty émi ta Seinva kad | mivovas” dkpatov . . . On “purchasing power parity,” see
Conventions, p. X.

161. Lines 394—95 ff: anoBdvwoy, §j | tetv@orv, &v pij 1000° étoipws kai tayd ToA@aty.

162. Because Khrysis remains a courtesan, modern scholars tend to be unhappy with the
play’s ending: see Jacques 1989: xli—xliii.

163. See, for example, Dem. 48.55; Louk. 80.5.4, 80.6.2; Alkiphr. 4.175. Cf. Piccirili
1978: 320-24. For hetairai as symbols of luxury, see McClure 2003b: 68 and 212, n. 23.

164. Here again, the actual truth of Apollodéros’s claims cannot today be refuted or
confirmed—Neaira may well have not been a hetaira at all—but the presuppositions under-
lying his claims offer insight into popular perceptions of the potential values and experi-
ences of actual hetairai.

165. Dem. 59.32-35: mpoaobeig 10 émidommov avtodg, katatiOnow avtig TG eikoot pvag T@
Evkpdtet kal 1@ Tipavopida ém’ élevBepia . . . metdi) Toivuv doely@g mpovnnlakileto OO TOD
Dpuvievog kal ovx ©G GeTo yandrto, o0’ vrnpétet adTn & £BOVAETO, CVOKEVACANEVT) AVTOD
T& €K TRG oikiag kal foa fiv avTf) VT’ ékeivou Tept TO COUA KATEOKEVAOPEVA IpHdTIa Kol Xpuaia,
Kkad Bepamaivag dvo . . . anodidpdoket. Cf. §37: Smynoapévn mavta ta tempaypéva kai v HpLv
00 Ppuvinvog.
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promises to marry her, and commits to treating her children as his
own.'s¢

Athénaios preserves a multitude of tales attesting to the proud
independence—sometimes deprecated as hybris—of Athenian hetairai. In
fact, the much-coveted Lais, defying popular expectations of courtesans’
arrogant treatment of clients, gained notoriety for treating lovers without
disdain, reportedly showing similar respect to both rich and poor custom-
ers.”” Her charges, however, were almost perversely willful: the wealthy
philosopher Aristippos supposedly incurred huge expense; the impecu-
nious Cynic, Diogenés, supposedly enjoyed her services without charge.'®
Similarly, Gnathainion, granddaughter of the famous whore Gnathaina,
refused to engage in “equestrian” sex with her lover Andronikos despite
repeated requests, but supposedly indulged a handsome coppersmith from
whom she had initially not wanted any compensation.” In her servanted,
well-provisioned home, Herddas's Métrikhé receives Gyllis, a procuress
(mastropos). Métrikhé provides the hospitality of finely measured gourmet
wine, but rejects categorically Gyllis’s proposal of a new lover whose wealth
would be bestowed on Métrikhé in amount beyond expectation.”® Gyllis
stresses the reciprocity of the proposed relationship: Métrikhé will obtain sex-
ual pleasure as well as monetary compensation. But the courtesan chooses
to remain faithful to Mandris “at whom no one laughs” (lines 76-77).

Similar indicia of independence are found frequently in the Courtesans’
Dialogues (Hetairikoi Dialogoi) of Loukianos.” These hetairai retain for

166. Dem. 59.38: éndpag 8¢ adtiy 00T0¢ T AOyw Kal guonoag, wg kAavoorto 6 Ppuviwv el
dyorto adTig, avtdg 8¢ yvvaika avtiv Ewv, Tog Te maidag Tovg dvtag adTh ToTe elodfwy eig
TodG PpaTepag g adTod dvtag Kai mohitag momowv, ddiknoet 8¢ 00delg AvBpwnwy, duicveital
avtiv éxwv Sedpo . . .

167. Athén. 588e4—6: 1) Adig . . . TOADV ¢pact@v £oxnKev dphov, ob Stakpivovoa mAovaGtov f
mévta 008’ VPPLOTIKDG AVTOIG XPWHEVT).

168. Athén. 588e8-10: Apiotinnog 8¢ kat’ £1og 800 pAvag ovvdmuépevey odTh . . . Kol
oveldilopevog 0o Tkétov 8TL “ob pév avtfj TocovTov dpyvplov Sidwg, i 8¢ mpoika Aloyével TG
Kuvi cuykvAtétar” . . . .

169. Athén. 581ca—e6: év Taig ABfvaug xaAkoTuTOG 0POSp’ €OPUNG . . . oDY Dropévovoav
v Ivabaiviov Aafeiv picBwpa . . . kateoxolale Tig Tvabawviov Aéywv, £tépw TpoOMW pév
ovyyeyevijoBau undevi é&fic kabimndobat 8’ vn’ avTig mevtakic. Metd tadt’ dkovoag Av8povikog
10 yeyovog . . . 0py{opevog KPS Te Aotdopovpevog . . . tadt’ #Aeye Tf) [vaBawiy, adtov pév
alodvra pn tetevyxévatl TodTOL TTap adTRG Undémote Tod GXNHATOG.

170. Mime1 (“amount beyond expectation”: kai ot Sobroetai Tt péov fj Soxeic, lines 64-05).

171. For the methodological considerations affecting my use of material from Loukianos, see
introduction, pp. 18-19.
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themselves the option of accepting, or rejecting, individual customers, and
they exercise control (sometimes ostentatiously) over their professional
and personal surroundings. Often disdaining narrow considerations of
economic gain (kerdos), on occasion they instead valorize humanistic con-
cerns. In practice, their own access to valuable compensation is sometimes
offset by excessively generous largess to their lovers. Within (because of?)
this congeries of values, Athenian hetairai assert the freedom to suffer the
jealousies,”? plot the vengeances,” and experience the triumphs and deni-
grations of erotic affection and sexual passion.”

To these courtesans (as portrayed fictionally by Loukianos) the
proffer of monetary incentives is often unpersuasive if acceptance is
conditioned on acquiescence in male affronts to their persona: the ele-
ment of self-definition central to the Hellenic conceptualization of free
labor tends to preclude sacrifice of personal image through nonreciprocal
cash transactions. Thus Philinna—despite her financial dependence on
Diphilos—refuses to let fear of poverty compel her to sleep with him after he
violates their understanding regarding mutual sexual exclusivity,”* reduc-
ing Diphilos to tears of mortification, and leading her mother to remind
her of the proverb “Don’t kill the golden goose!””® Tryphaina insists that
she would not have accepted an assignation had she known that its over-
arching purpose was to make another woman jealous.” Hymnis, espous-
ing Athenian concepts of humanism,"”® objects to the soldier Leontikhos’s

172. See 80.L1: TO Tpaypa 0V pHETPiwG HOL fyato . . . elwbdG yiyveohau D’ NUOV TV EToup@V.
Prostitutes’ jealousy ({nhotvmia) is also an animating theme of Satires 2, 11, and 14. For men,
jealousy was seen as a fundamental element of purchased eros: was a lover not painfully pos-
sessive really a lover? (Ootig pryre (n\otumel pryte opyiletat . . . €11 épaoTiic Ekeivog éotwy; 80.8.1).

173. See, in particular, 80.4, devoted to the pursuit of magical potions with which to take
vengeance on a rival prostitute who has purloined a customer/lover. Cf. Faraone 1999: 9 and
passim; Herzig 1940: 12—-19; Kofler 1949: 86—98.

174. In 8o.11, for example, Tryphaina, although well-paid (fi: névte Spaxuag 10 picbwpa) is
affronted by her client Kharmidés’s yearning for Philémation ({3).

175. See 80.3.3 (mother’s admonition): ntwyai éopev,0088 pépvnoat doa map’ advtod ENdPorpev
fj olov 8N tOV Mépuot Xelp@va dmydyopev dv, el pi todtov Nuiv 1 Agpoditn énepye . . .—
(Philinna’s reply): avéxwpon St TodTo [10 picBwpa] vBpilouévn v avTod;

176. 80.3.3: dpa uf xatd TV mapowpiav dmopprfwpev mavv teivovoar TO KaAwdiov.
Literally: “Stretching the string, let's not break it!” Diphilos’s tears: AAN’008¢ 1§ VUKTOG,
oipat, ovvekdBevdeg, katahmodoa 8¢ Sakpvovta (80.3.1).

177. 80.11.3: 00k &v fiKkov, €l pot Tpoeine Ti¢ g £ TovTolg tapaiapPavoiuny, Avmioar EXANv.

178. Athenian concepts of philanthropia (“kindliness,” “benevolence”) encompassed concern
for vulnerable or helpless persons: see Fisher 1995.
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boasting of his mutilation of the vanquished: a bloody butcher will not
share her bed even at double the usual rate.”® Rejecting lucrative relation-
ships with wealthy would-be clients, Mousarion insists on giving gifts to
her lover (who is unable, or unwilling, to pay her anything).’

Yet narrow, and sound, commercial calculations did govern the
actions of some of Loukianos’s hetairai. Pannykhis, for example, is
determined to accommodate a former lover newly returned with wealth
from war booty—but also seek to retain her present patron who has
already paid much but has promised much more.”® When Kharmidés is
unable readily to pay Philémation’s suggested fee, she “shuts him out”
and receives Moskhioén in his place.”? Although customers generally seem
to have accepted the hetaira’s right to bestow services as she wished,"®
a few clients did respond with indignation or even with violence, some-
times to their own grave harm. Krokalé, for example, refused even to see
Deinomakhos after his failure to pay her the daunting sum of two talents,
the suggested cost of an exclusive relationship.” Deinomakhos in anger
then breaks down Krokalé’s outer door, and proceeds through her house
to inflict life-threatening injuries on the wealthy farmer Gorgos, a new
client, with whom she had been drinking and dancing. The happy ending
(from a prostitutional rights’ perspective): Krokalé escapes unharmed to

179. 80.13.4: YMNIZ: Anaye, @ AedvTixe, puapd tadta kai oPepd mept oavtod Sinyf, kai ovk
&v €t oe 008¢ mpooPAéyele Tig obTw xaipovta T@ ABpw, oy mwg cupmiot §| cuvkouunOein.
‘Ey® yobv dnetut. AEONTIXOZX: Simhdotov dmorafe 1o picBwpa. YMNIZ- ovk &v dropeivaup
avpopovw ouykabevdety.

180. 80.7.1-3: 10D veaviokov . . . 6G OBoAOV 008émoTEé cot Sédwkev, ovk ¢0OTTa, DY Dodnpata,

00 HOpOV . . . . TOV SakTOAOV SESwKAG . . . Kal TaAy T& Svo mepidépata . . . 0BOvag yap kai
Xttwviokovg T &v Aéyouus; . . . . 0 Axapvedg fike S0o pvag kopilwv . . . ob 8¢ éxeivov pév
ameokopaxioag, kafevdelg 8¢ petd t0d Adwvidog Xapéov. . . . Ti kai Aviipdvta pvav

vmioxovuevoy 008¢ TovTov £8¢Ew;

181. 80.9.3: obte yap TobTOV dmomépyar kakov Téhavtov évayyog Sedwkota kai & &AAa
Zumopov dvta kol TOANA VoY vovpevoy, oUTe ToAépuwva TOLODTOV EMaviKOVTA XPOLHOV i)
napadéxeodat-

182. 80.11.3: émedi) xhiag aitovon ovk eixov Sidovar padiwg . . . Mooxiwva éodefapévn
ATEKAELOE [lE.

183. See, for example, Louk. 80.9.5 (‘EAevbépa éoTt kai dkolovBnioet, fiv €0é\n) 8o.14.1 (¢y®
Kai Tpo T@v Bupdv éotnra Sakpvwy). In contrast, the public slave Pittalakos refused to accept
Timarkhos’s decision to end his relationship with the slave and instead to provide services
to the wealthy Treasurer of the Athenian fleet, Hégésandros. For Pittalakos’s harassment of
courtesan and client, their abusive response, and Pittalakos’s ultimate resort to the Athenian
courts, see Aiskhin. 1: 54-64.

184. Loukianos 80.15.2: 1} KpokdAn §bo téhavta aitioaoa, e fovketat povog Exewv avtry, émel
ur) €8id0v O AelvOpAXOG, EKETVOV ATTEKAELOEY . . .
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a neighbor’s home, but Deinomakhos winds up dealing with a posse of
citizens seeking his arrest.”® (While Krokalé’s experience is presumably
fictitious, the assault on Gorgos resembles the real-life experience of the
male prostitute Theodotos, who likewise escaped harm when Simon, a dis-
missed would-be lover whom he had come to dislike, ¢ attacked Theodotos
and his new patron [Lysias 3.6, 12]). In this case, however, Theodotos, pur-
suant to a formal contractual commitment of sex for money, had actually
received 300 drachmas from Simoén, but preferred the foreign travel and
other enticements offered by Simoén’s wealthy rival.®)

185. 80.15.2: 1OV Topyov 8¢ Oivota Tivd yewpdv ebmopov . . . mpoaotepévn Emve pet’ adTod . . . 1
aBAelog NPAGOETO, Kol HETA POV . . . AVETETpATTO TAvTa Kol 6 Topyog énaieto . . . 1) Kpokdn
£¢On vrekpuyodoa mapd TV yeitova . . . amépxetat 8¢ kal O Yewpyog OYopevog Tvag gilovg
TOV AoTIKOV, Ol Tapadwaovat Toig mpuTavedot TOv Meyapéa.

186. Tobtw pév 00d¢ Siehéyeto, AAN’Epioel vty avOpwnwy udhiota (Lys. 3.31).

187. See chapter 4, n. 1 and accompanying text.
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(Commercial) Sex and the City

RESTRICTIONS ON PROSTITUTES
AS POLITICAL LEADERS

LAWS HAVE BEEN ENACTED ABOUT OFFENSES
THAT ARE SIGNIFICANT, BUT CONTINUING
TO OCCUR, I BELIEVE, IN ATHENS. FOR OUR
PREDECESSORS MADE LAWS TO DEAL WITH
IMPROPER BEHAVIOR THAT PEOPLE ACTUALLY
DO ENGAGE IN.—Aiskhinés 113 (with regard to
Athenian citizen involvement in prostitution)’

TWO BELIEFS HAVE long dominated academic discussion of the involve-
ment of Athenian citizens in prostitution—that (1) the provision of sex for
compensation was a function relegated almost exclusively to foreigners
and slaves? and (2) Athenian legislation proscribing male prostitutes’ right
to participate in certain political activities confirmed Athenian disparage-
ment of “prostitution as an unsavory occupation,” a seemingly unique
denigration since “we do not find such restrictions for practitioners of
other trades” (Wrenhaven 2009: 382). This chapter seeks to show that
in fact, contrary to the first assumption, Athenian citizens were far from
invisible in meretricious activity, and that the limitation on male prosti-
tutes’ political rights constitutes only a portion of Athenians’ complex, and
sometimes contradictory, reactions to commercial sex (as has already been
adumbrated in chapters 1 and 2).

1. NopoBetel (sc. 6 vopoBétng) mept adinpatwv peydAwv pév, yryvopévwy 8’ oipat év tf) moAeL
£k yap To0 ipdttecBai TV’ @V 0V TIPOOTKEY, £k TOUTOL TOVG vOprovg €0evl’ oi akatoi.

2. See, for example, Dover [1978] 1989: 34; Kennedy 2014: 2 (“metic women have been
almost exclusively discussed as sexual labor”), 124.
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“Improper Behavior that People Actually
Do Engage In”

Despite traditional concepts of manliness (andreia) that deemed agricul-
tural pursuits the only economic activity appropriate for male citizens,’
many male inhabitants of Attika practiced trades and crafts entirely unre-
lated to farming, including prostitution.* Surviving ceramic representa-
tions illustrate the chasm between aristocratic Athenian nostalgia for a
world based exclusively on husbandry and the actuality of a society depen-
dent on a specialized division of labor to produce the assets needed to
import food and to pay for a multitude of services. On pottery Athenians
are almost never presented as engaged in farming; business activity, how-
ever, including prostitution, is frequently portrayed on surviving pots and
fragments (Lewis 2002: 8). Literary sources provide context and specific-
ity. Although Athenian prostitution is often seen as “the special preserve
of foreigners,”® citizens functioning as courtesans are the focus of the only
surviving materials dealing in detail with male prostitution (Aiskhinés 1
and Lysias 3),° and citizens, male and female (politai, politides), are explic-
itly characterized as prostitutes in many other contexts. For example, a
prominent member of the Council (Boulé) under the rule of the Thirty,
Epikharés, is charged by Andokidés with having been a promiscuously
inexpensive male whore, compliantly and shamefully “taking small sums
from any one inclined.”” Aiskhinés claims that “one of the citizens” promi-
nently involved in public affairs made idiomatic the phrase “whoring
under contract” by working as a male prostitute under written covenants
deposited with a third party.® Scholars since antiquity have suggested that

3. For the impact of masculine conventions on economic activity, see chapter 6, pp. 131-35.
4. On the diversity and specialization of labor functions, see chapter 2, p. 42.

5. See introduction, pp. 10-11.

6. For a detailed discussion of these two cases, see E. Cohen 2000: 167—77.

7. o0 .. &6 évi pgv ody ftaipnoag (kaA®g yap dv oot gixe), mpattopevog 8’ ov moAd dpydptov
OV Povddpevov avBpwnwv, g ovtol {oacty, ént Tolg aioyioTolg épyols £ing (Andok. 1.100).
There is no reason to identify this Epikharés with his even more important homonym, who
was one of the Ten, successors to the Thirty.

8. mobev odv loyvke kai ovvndeg yeyévitat Aéyety, d¢ katd ypappateiov f0n tivég fraipnoav,
gp@. Avip €lg T@V TOAMT@V . . . AéyeTal katd cuVOnKag fTatpnKkéval Tag tap’ AVTIKAED kelpévag:
ovKk OV <8’> {8t tng, AN PO T& KOVA TPootwV Kai Aotdopicug mepurintwy, eig cuvrBetay
émoinoe Tod AoyoL TOUTOL THV TOAMV KaTaoTivat, kai S1é To0To pwT®OL TIVEG, £l KaTd ypaupateiov
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this anonymous citizen-prostitute was the political leader Androtion,’
who in an unrelated action is explicitly characterized as a prostitute
by Dioddéros.”® Aiskhinés also identifies the influential political leader
Hégésandros as a “whore” (pornos) and as Laodamas’s paid “woman.”" In
turn, Demosthenes makes allegations of prostitution against Aiskhinés’s
brother Aphobétos and his brother-in-law Nikias." In Lysias 3, Theodotos
is the citizen-prostitute balancing lucrative compensation from two
citizen-patrons.” In Demosthenes 22, the parents of two politai are alleged
to have been prostitutes:™ since the children were Athenian citizens, the
two prostitutes were necessarily holders of Athenian citizenship (politeia)
under the Periklean law that restricted politeia to the oftspring of two citi-
zen parents.” In a letter attributed to Aiskhinés, prostitution is attributed
to the mother of Melanopos (who had served as a senior city official [thes-
mothéte]) and to Melanopos himself.'® In Aiskhinés 1 a variegated clientele
is allegedly serviced by a young prostitute who is a polités. At adolescence,
Timarkhos had gone down to the Piraeus and sold himself to a motley
crowd of customers—“traders, other foreigners, politai.”” A variety of

1) pa&ig yeyévnrar. Aiskh. 1165: Purportedly to avoid animosity, Aiskhinés declines to men-
tion the name of this prominent political figure.

9. Oxyrhynchus Papyrino. 1012 C IT14. More recent discussions of this identification: Jacoby,
FGH 324 Introd. n. 64; Harding 1994: 23.

10. Dem. 22.29: Avdpotiwv, kai ob iy S tadt’ ofov ool mpoorkew uf Sodvar Siknv el
YPPAPELG NTAPNKWG. . . .

1. See Aiskhin. passim and esp. 1.70, m1 (Hégésandros son of Hégésias: Osborne and Byrne
1994: 200—201; Fisher 2001: 188-89).

12. Dem. 19.287: kai nepi mopveiag Eheyev . . . dvoiv pév kndeotaiv mapeotnkdToLy . . . Nikiov
Te 100 PSeAvpod, 8¢ Eavtov épicBwaev eig Afyvrtov Xofpia . . . kai Ti TadTa; dANL TOV 48eApOV
Op@V AQopnTov.

13. Lysias explicitly identifies Theodotos as a Plataian ({5), and hence an Athenian polités
under the decree providing politeia to the Plataians (preserved at Dem. 59.104). For efforts to
negate the “plain meaning” of the text, see E. Cohen 2000:169-71.

14. §61: 10D 8¢ TOV matép’ fraupnkéval, Tod 8¢ TV untépa nenopvedaodal.

15. See Aristot. Ath. Pol. 36.1, 40.2; Lys. 16.3, 30.15; Dem. 59.105. For variant formulations of
the requirement, see Mossé [1962]1979: 141—44. For the application of the “Citizenship Law”
in actual practice, see Patterson 1990; E. Cohen 2000: 49—78.

16. ool 8¢ 1O péxpt pev x0&g kai mpwny Beopobetodvtog f{dn cod mpoeaTdval THY pnTépa . . o€
8¢ mpabévta Tplokihiny Spaxu®dy THV dkuny fTapnkéval . (73).
17. § 40: éxdOnro &v Iepauel ¢mi Tod EOOvSikov iotpeiov, . . . TWAEV adTOV TPONPNHEVOS. . . .

‘Ocot v 0dv TV EUmopwv fi TOV GAAWY EEv 1} TOV TOAMTOV TOV fiUETEPWY KAT  EKEIVOVG TOVG
Xpovoug éxproavto @ owpatt Tipdpyov, £kwV Kal TovTovg drepPricopat.
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alleged clients is specified—Misgolas (apparently a polités),’® Antiklés (who
is an “Athenian settler” [“klérouch”] on Samos),” the “wild men” Kédonidés,
Autokleidés, and Thersandros (who are connected by an ancient scholion
to the Triballoi, a Thracian tribe). Ultimately, the rich slave Pittalakos main-
tains Timarchos in the slave’s own home—along with the slave’s treasured
fowl and other valued personal possessions—for a prolonged period of
sexual exploitation. After Pittalakos refuses a request to cede Timarkhos’s
services to Hégésandros, the wealthy treasurer of the Athenian fleet who
has returned to Athens with considerable funds, Hégésandros proposi-
tions Timarkhos directly and successfully.? Disgusted at “having spent
huge sums of money in vain” on Timarkhos, the slave ultimately brings a
legal action against his Athenian rival.! The “status” of the parties involved
in these two cases—prostitutes who are politai, servicing customers of
varied juridical position—directly contradicts the prevailing hierarchical
model of sexual labor as an arena in which male citizens are supposedly
the purchasers, and other inhabitants of Attika, the providers of sexual
services.?

Athenian literature also records a number of examples of Athenian
citizen-women working as prostitutes.”® Paralleling the conflict
between elite ideology and the reality of actual male vocational pur-
suits, citizen-women functioning as sex-workers clearly did not embody

18. Misgolas is identified in Aiskhinés’s text (§41) as Mioydrag Navkpdatovg Kodvtedg, but in
the purported text of his deposition ({50) as Mioydrag Nikiov ITetpatede.

19. §53: Avtichijs Kaddiov Evwvupeg. 00tog dmeotv év Zdpiw Hetd T@v kKAnpovywy.

20. Aiskh. 1.56—57: [Hynoavdpog] fike 8edpo ... Exwv ovk é\dttovg §j dydonkovta pvag
apyvpiov . . . kol eio@ott@v wg TOV IIittéhakov cuykvPeTiv GvTa, kai ToDTOV kel TPOTOV IV,
fjobn te kai meBvunoe kal EBOVANON Mg adTOV dvalafely . . . mpdTOV pEV obV T@ ITiTTakdkw
SiehéxOn deouevog mapadovval TodTov- G &’ ok Emeldev, avT® TOLTW TPOooPdarlel, kal oV
TOADY dviAwaoe xpovov, AAN’ edBVG émemeikel. . . .

21. Aiskh. 1.54—64. Aiskhinés emphasizes the monetary resources of both the slave (evnop@v
apyvpiov [{54], patnv Tocovtov dpyvplov dvniwkwg [§58]) and the Athenian politician (Exwv
ovk é\dtToug fj dydorkovta uvag apyvpiov [§56] dv §’¢v towavty dpbovia [§57]).

22. Contemporary scholarship, following Dover ([1978]1989: 60-68, 81-109) and Foucault
(e.g., 1984: 47-62, 98—99), generally views the Greek conceptualization of sexuality as
focused not on gender or genital differentiations, but on politicized opposition between
activity (inherently masculine) and passivity (demeaned as inherently feminizing). But criti-
cism of this theory as inconsistent with factual evidence is rising: see especially Davidson
20044, 2007; Hubbard 2014: 142—46; Thornton 1997: 193-202.

23. By 1918, Hirzel had already gathered a portion of the evidence ([1918] 1962: 771, n. 1).
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traditional concepts of Athenian femininity.?* Yet the prostitute Nais is
explicitly reported to have had a kyrios, a household representative who
controlled, at least formally, the affairs of a woman of the citizen class,”
while another Athenian prostitute, identified as a “citizeness” (asté), is
parodied by Antiphanés as having neither guardian nor kinsmen (and
so presumably lacking a dowry).”* In Demosthenes 59, Neaira is accused
of having for decades improperly passed as an Athenian politis (“citize-
ness”’) while functioning as a whore—an improbable (and therefore
unpersuasive) accusatory coupling if prostitution were truly incompat-
ible with “citizenship.”” Isaios alludes to the recurring phenomenon of
Athenian men, influenced by passionate desire, entering into marriages
with prostitutes: because Athenian law prohibited marriage between a
male citizen (astos) and a foreign woman (xené), these courtesans were
necessarily Athenian citizens.?”® In Isaios 3, for example, the consort of a
polités is accused of having been a prostitute, but “her citizen status is
never brought into question in the speech” (Roy 1997:16). A well-known
prostitute was reportedly the mother of the Athenian general Timotheos
(whose father was the preeminent military leader, Konén),” and a citizen

24. See Glazebrook 2006D, esp. 138, n. 27.

25. Lys. Fr. 82 [Th.]:"Eotv 0dv yuvij £taipa, Naic Svopa, 1ig Apxiag kbptog éotv. On kyrieia,
see chapter 4, pp. 107-108; chapter 6, pp. 136—38.

26. Fr. 210 (K.A.) (= Athén. 572a): &V yertovov adt@ katokovong tvog | idav étaipag eic épwt’
a@ikeTo, | &0TAG, éprpov 8’ EmTpOTOL Kol GLYYEV@V. . . . On astai, see E. Cohen 2000: 50-063.

27. Whether Neaira herself actually was a former prostitute is beyond our knowledge, but
the speaker’s presupposition (that such a woman could pass for decades as an “Athenian”) is
significant—see introduction, pp. 10-11, 22-24.

28. Isai. 3.17-18. For the law forbidding Athenian men to marry foreign women, see Dem.
59.16. But many seemingly “foreign” women would actually have been Athenians, since
Athenian citizens born abroad constituted a considerable portion of the total Athenian
population. During much of the fourth century a quarter or more of politai actually lived
abroad—as klérouchs in Athenian-sponsored settlements, as aliens resident in other poleis,
or as military mercenaries. Hansen 1985b: 14. Cf. Sinclair 1988: 224; Beloch 1923: 402-403.
Cargill (1995: 77-83 and Appendix B) positively identifies no less than 626 individual
Athenians as certain or likely fourth-century settlers in Athenian colonies—a figure that
includes very limited representation from the Khersonésos (which has been little excavated)
and other continental areas.

29. Athén. 577b: Tiué0eog 8° 6 orpatnynoag ABnvaiwv émeavag taipag fv vidg Opdrng
10 yévoe. Foreign birth is ascribed to the mothers of other preeminent Athenian political
leaders and generals, including Kleoboulé, mother of Demosthenes. Because these leaders
were necessarily Athenian citizens, their mothers must have been accepted as Athenian citi-
zens: see E. Cohen 2000: 77, n. 184.
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hetaira was allegedly the consort of the wealthy Athenian Olympi6doros.*
The prostitute Theodoté (identified in antiquity as an Athenian [Attiké]) is
queried concerning the real estate that she owns—in a community where
only citizens could own landed property.*!

Because of the partisan nature of Athenian private forensic presentations
(see introduction, pp. 14-15) and the Athenian political orators’ penchant
for slandering opponents,® it would be unwise to assume the truthful-
ness of any of these individual charges of prostitution.** Accordingly, some
scholars simply dismiss these charges of prostitution as mere vituperative
slander endemic in Athenian agonistic presentations.* Such conclusions,
in my opinion, are overly simplistic: advancing clearly incredible accusa-
tions would not have aided a speaker’s effort at persuasion and Athenian
jurors would have been far more capable than ourselves to evaluate the
plausibility of inflammatory charges against their own political leaders.

But what did it actually mean to term a political leader a prostitute?
It did not necessarily signify that the man was a “prostitute” in the sense
of earning his primary income from selling his body for sexual purposes
or of practicing this tekhné as his fundamental occupation. Choice of
terminology in English is at best a rough approximation to the Hellenic
original: in reality the Athenians had no “courtesans” or “prostitutes” or
“sex-workers.”* McClure has shown that for Athenian males “prostitu-
tion is often represented as an activity, but not a state of being” (1983b: 17).
A man might appropriately be termed a hetairos or a pornos not because his
métier was personal erotic commerce, but merely because he had at some
point accepted something of value in the context of a sexual relationship.

30. Dem. 48.53—-54. For her status as an Athenian, see McClure 2003:16. See also chapter
4, Pp. 112-13.

31. Xen. Apom. 3.a1.4: 0Tt oot &ypog; .. oikia mpooodovg éxovoa; Characterization as
Athenian (@god6tnv v Attikiy étaipav): Athén. 535¢; see Cox 1998: 175, n. 37. Cf. discus-
sion of Theodoté in chapter 2: pp. 60-62.

32. See Worman 2008: 213—74; Wrenhaven 2012: 158, n. 101.

33. Regarding “hetaeras. ..the orators fabricated characteristics or circumstances to
serve their rhetorical ends” (McClure 2003b: 41). See also Cooper 1995: 303, nn. 2-3, and
Gagarin 2001.

34. Garner, for example, alludes to the “outrageous” accusations “regularly” advanced by
speakers in court (1987: 81-82).

35. For fuller exegesis of this point, see “Conventions: Terminology” and the discussion in
this chapter (pp. 82-83) on the frequent incommensurability in distinct societies of catego-
ries used to describe similar-seeming behavior.
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Gift-giving—pervasive in the male pederastic culture of Athens—Ileft many
male citizens vulnerable to charges of “prostitution.”*

Furthermore, the enactment of laws targeting the practice of prosti-
tution by male citizens suggests that the phenomenon was significant
enough to have engendered a legislative response. Aiskhinés insists that,
in proscribing political leadership by those who had prostituted them-
selves, Athenian legislation was following a historical pattern of dealing
with improper behavior that people actually did engage in.”” Athenian
litigants, in fact, frequently insist on a connection between the adop-
tion of particular laws (or the absence thereof) and the prevalence (or
absence) of the behavior in question. For example, in the late fourth
century, Lykourgos claims that Athenian law made no provision for the
punishment of persons abandoning the city in time of war only because
such offenses had not occurred in earlier times.*® Lysias similarly asserts
that the Athenians did adopt legislation in response to crimes that actu-
ally were taking place but not against offenses whose actual occurrence
was implausible.** Modern legal scholars have long noted the correlation
between the adoption of proscriptive legislation and the prevalence (or
perceived prevalence) of the objectionable behavior:* recent prohibitions
of cyber-bullying and of corporate tax-motivated international “inversions”
offer dynamic examples of legal responsiveness to practices not previously
occurring—or at least not previously having come to the legislator’s atten-
tion. In the United Kingdom, Queen Victoria assented to the Criminal

36. Lanni 2010: 54; Hubbard 1998: 64; Fisher 2001: 49—50; Hindley 1991: 173 n. 29.
37. Aiskhinés’s assertion: text set forth in this chapter (note 1).

38. Ledk. 9: mapeiochau 8¢ v OMEp TOV TOLOVTWY Tipwpiay cVUPEPnKeV, od Sid pabupiav T@V
16Te vopoBeTovvtwy, dANA S1d TO Wi v Toig TPOTEPOV XpOVOLG YeyeviioBan TolovTov pndév,
und’ v toig pélovoy émidotov elvat yeviioeaBat. On Lykourgos’s argumentation here, see
most recently Ober 2008: 183-190; Mossé 2007: 181-88.

39. 31.27: dkovw & adTOV Aéyewv g, &l Tt v adiknpa o pi mapayevésal év ekeivey TG Kapd,
VOpog &v Ekerto mept avtod Stappndny, domep kal mept TOV EAAwV ddiknudtwy . . Tig yap
&v mote prtwp éveBounOn 1 vopobétng HAmoey apaptioeobai tiva T@OV TOMTOV TOGAOTHV
apaptiav;

40. See, for example, Windlesham 1996: vii, 40, discussing the UK adoption of the
Criminal Justice Act 1993 and the US adoption of Public Law 103—322. See also Heinz 1982;
Fisher and Sloan, eds., 2013, discussing multiple laws passed in response to perceptions of
an “epidemic” of peer-on-peer sexual assaults in American institutions of higher education.
McGinn warns against the “attempt to read social practice” from the adoption of legislation
even as he cites the U.S. Congress” adoption of the Mann Act in response to perceived wide-
spread trafficking in women (2014: 90).
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Law Amendment Act of 1885, which outlawed oral sex between men—but
made no mention of similar female behavior. Victoria famously—but
undoubtedly apocryphally—insisted that the law need not deal with oral
relations among females because women “did not do such things.” Had
the queen—or popular opinion—believed that “women did do such
things,” a legislative response might have been forthcoming.

Just as British nineteenth-century legislation suggests the complex-
ity of British perceptions of sexual issues, Athenian reactions to citizens’
prostitution in antiquity illustrate the “multiplicity of narratives” circulat-
ing in fourth-century Athens, the “ambivalence, ambiguity, and conflict”
of a complex culture (introduction, pp. 6—7). A strand of Athenian opinion
did laud the self-controlled young men (séphrones) who, in their homo-
erotic sexual relationships with their lovers (erastes), discreetly avoided
the direct cash compensation (misthos) that would have manifested overt
economic dependence. Such behavior and approbation were akin to the
indicia of freedom from subservience manifested by female courtesans
seeking to comply with Athenian work ethics by differentiating them-
selves from coerced slaves working in brothels where sex was purchased
directly and explicitly for cash (see chapter 2). The dominant centrality in
elite Athenian society of kharis—the undertaking and dispensing of recip-
rocal obligations and favors*—underlies both the revulsion generated by a
male citizen’s receipt of “pay” (misthos) in return for sexual submission to
an erastés and the social acceptability of discreet gift-giving by a pursuing
erastés to his eromenos, who is then able appropriately and reciprocally to
repay the obligation and impose an equivalent and egalitarian debt on his
erastés. Yet other considerations—reifying disparate strands of values even
in a city where prostitution was tolerated and in some contexts even hon-
ored (see chapter 1)—likewise tended to negate the acceptability of citizens
exchanging sex for even muted material advantage.

For female citizens (politides), prostitution was inherently inconsistent
with Athenian women’s monopoly on procreating citizen offspring: cer-
tainty of paternity was important constitutionally because male citizens,
who monopolized political power and the economic and other benefits
derived from that predominance,” were required to have been born from

41. See this chapter, pp. 86-88.

42. Adult males born from citizen stock supposedly held all power, relegating to abject
oppression women, children and slaves—and (with rare exceptions) even free men who had
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parents both of whom were of the citizen group.® In fact, the speaker in
Demosthenes 59 insists that prostitution by impoverished politides (female
citizens) was effectively discouraged by the citizenship requirements of
double endogamy: if the prohibition against marriage with foreigners
(encouraging men to marry even poor politides of only middling appear-
ance) should go unenforced, politides lacking relatives wealthy enough to
provide appropriate dowries will become prostitutes.*

Male citizens’ prostitution was discouraged by two laws that restricted
male prostitutes’ participation in the Athenian polis. According to Aiskhinés
(speaking in the mid-fourth century®), any male citizen who had acted as
a hetairos* was precluded from serving as one of the nine arkhons (high
city officials), from holding any priesthood, from advocating cooperatively
(literally, being a syndikos) for the public,” from holding any governmental
office whatsoever (either domestically or outside Attika, whether an elec-
tive office or one chosen by lot), from serving as herald or ambassador,
from judging those serving as ambassadors or from taking pay to act as
a “sycophant” (that is, bringing a maliciously extortive action), or from
offering any opinion whatsoever in the Council (Boulé) or in the Assembly
(Ekklésia).®® Should any male citizen transgress these prohibitions, a

not been born into the narrow circle of privilege (Finley 1981: 26). The dominant male citizen
alone, by right of fortunate birth, was a “fully paid-up member of the club, (and) that club
was virtually closed to [other] free, adult, male Greeks” (Cartledge 1993: 4). For the view that
Athenian civilization was far more complex and multifaceted than this prevailing oversim-
plification, see E. Cohen 2000.

43. See note 15, this chapter.

44. Dem. 59.112—-13: doTe kal Unep TOV MOATIdwV oKoTEITE, TOD T} AvekdOTOVG yevéaDat Tag
TV mevtov Buyatépag. vovpevydp, kv amopn i tis, ikavivrpoik” adTij o vopogovpuBarietat,
&v xai 6mwoTtiody petpiav 1) @volg dytv anod- mpomnAakioBévrog 8¢ Tod vOpov . . . kal
AKOPOV yevouEvov,mavtel®g fdn 1 pév t@v mopvdv €pyacia fifet eig Tag TOV MOMTOV
Buyatépag. . . .

45. Attic year 346/5 (see Fisher 2001: 6-8). Provisions limiting prostitutes’ participation in
political life may have been enacted before 424 (cf. Aristoph. Hipp. 876—79), but certainly
not in the sixth century, as Lane Fox has argued (1994: 150).

46. The word hetairos (“male companion”) can mean “male prostitute” but appears relatively
rarely in Greek in a sexual context (see, however, Sémon. 7.49; Aristoph. Ekklés. 912; Athén.
571c); men'’s receipt of compensation for sex is often communicated through hetairein, the
verbal cognate of hetairos. McClure suggests that in contrast to the situation of (female)
hetairai, selling oneself sexually was perceived as a transient activity for free men (2003b: 17).

47. On syndikoi, see Rubinstein 2000: 43—52.

48. ¢&v Tig ABnvaiwv Etauprion, pn €Eéotw avt® T@OV Evvéa apxovtwy yevéobat. . .pund’
iepwovvny lepwoacBal. .. undt ovvdikfoar @ Snpooiw, pndé ap&dtw Adpxiv pndepiav
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graphé hetairéseos (Prosecution for “Companionship”) provided for the
“harshest penalties” (megista epitimia).* Separately, Aiskhinés describes
a process—dokimasia rhétorén (“Examination of Speakers”)—through
which the right to speak in the Ekklésia might be denied to anyone who
had acted as a hetairos or as a pornos.*® However, in contrast to the graphé
hetairéseos, which (in Aiskhinés’s formulation) carries a multitude of civil
disqualifications but only against someone who has acted as a hetairos, the
dokimasia rhétorén (in Aiskhinés’s formulation) carries no civil disqualifi-
cations other than the elimination of the right to speak before the Ekklésia,
but is applicable to anyone who has acted either as a hetairos or as a pornos.

Much academic attention has in recent years been focused on eluci-
dating the consequences, procedures, and interaction of the dokimasia
rhétorén and the graphé hetairéseos,” resulting in a consensus that posits
the two procedures as essentially complementary but of limited applica-
tion: they both offered alternative procedural routes to limiting a male
prostitute’s participation in public life, but neither directly nor indirectly
outlawed prostitution.*> Here, too, countervailing historical outcomes and
divergent social values have contributed to a complex and inconsistent
reality. Although the legislation explicitly purports to apply to any citizen
who has acted as a pornos or as a hetairos, no definition of these terms
is offered in the law,”® and in actual practice considerations of indepen-
dence/dependence, akin to those differentiating the female hetaira from
the porné (see chapter 2), influenced the delineation of objectionable male
erotic behavior.

undémote, uNt’ EvOnuov prte HIEPOPLOV, UITE KANPWTHV PITE XELPOTOVITAV- UNOE KNPVKEVOATW
unde mpeoPevodtw (Und¢ Tovg mpeaPedoavtag KpéTw, undé ovkogavteitw pobwbeic) unde
yvouny eindtw undénote pnte év i PovAf pryte €v 1@ Spw. . . . Aiskh. 1.19—20.

49. Aiskh. 1.20: ¢av 8¢ T1g Tapd TadTa TPATTY, YPa@dlc ETaproewg TENoinKe Kal T pEYLoTA
gmtipua énébnkev. “Harshest penalties” implies the possibility of execution if a jury accepts a
prosecutor’s urging of this punishment in a particular case (Lanni 2010: 55).

50. Aokipacia pntopwv- £av TIGAEYN €V TO SNUW . . . 1] TEMOPVEVHEVOG T} NTALPNKWS . . . TOVTOVG
dmayopever pi Snunyopelv. éav 8¢ Tig mapd tadta...Aéyn ... dokpaciov EmayyeldTw
ABnvaiwv 6 Povldpevog, olg éEeotv. Aiskh. 1.28-32. Aiskhinés explains fj memopvevpévog i
frapnkwg as referring to tov 10 odpa 16 éavtod ¢¢° Bpet tenpakodta (Aiskh. 1.29). The full-
est exegesis of dokimasia at Athens—in all its varied forms—is Feyel 2009.

51. See Todd 2000, 2010; MacDowell 2000, 2005; Gagliardi 2005, 20006, 2010; Lanni 2010;
Wallace 2006.

52. See chapter 5, pp. 15-18.
53. Nowak 2010: 183.
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From an economic perspective, the legislation was of slight impact,
for it had no effect on the vast majority of potential or actual male
prostitutes—registered foreigners resident in Athens (metics), aliens visit-
ing or unregistered, slaves, citizens who actually earned their living as
prostitutes rather than as political leaders and who easily could ensconce
themselves among the mass of citizens refraining from political activity
(the so-called apragmones).>* Indeed, thousands of Athenian men, literally
the majority of citizens, chose not even to attend Assembly meetings*>—
a right of attendance retained by male prostitutes. In any event, few
Athenians ever reached the level of public activity targeted by the statute—
that of rhétér, synonymous at Athens with “political leader.”*® And even
for rhétores, this potential limitation on political activity seems prima facie
to have had little actual effect.” Political leaders at Athens were routinely
accused of prostitution in the course of political debate, and routinely con-
tinued their public careers.”® The best known invocation of this legislation
involves, of course, Timarkhos, a prominent Athenian who had previously
participated in Athenian politics notoriously and successfully for decades
after his alleged acts of prostitution.® (Only after Timarkhos’s prosecu-
tion of Aiskhinés for his behavior on a controversial embassy to Philip of
Macedon was Aiskhinés energized to demand a dokimasia rhétorén in a
preemptive effort to derail Timarkhos’s prosecution of himself.)

Still, for the democracy’s chieftains, the legislation was not without
impact. Although on its terms it targeted only those political leaders who,
in the context of a sexual relationship, had—Dby receipt of inappropriate
items of value—violated the ethical imperatives of the homoerotic male
love culture of Athenian elites, the difficulty of differentiating appropriate
from inappropriate gifts potentially imperiled many of the city’s leaders.

54. Lanni 2010: 45; D. Cohen 1991b: 222-23; Halperin 1990: 98-99. On the apragmones, see
Carter 1986: esp. 52-75.

55. Archaeological evidence reveals that the fourth-century Pnyx, even after renovation
and slight enlargement from the fifth-century gathering site, could barely contain the
6,000 politai needed for a quorum. See Thompson 1982: 138-39. For the possibility that
the fourth-century expansion was never completed, see Camp 2001: 153—-54. Cf. Forsén and
Stanton, eds., 1996: passim.

56. On the significance of rhétores at Athens, see my discussion on pp. 88-89.
57. E. Cohen 2000: 158; McGinn 2014: 9o.

58. See this chapter, pp. 7o—72.

59. See Fisher 2001: 21; Dover [1978]1989: 19.
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The prosecution of Timarkhos (the subject of Aiskhinés 1) was not a
unique event:** actual prosecutions potentially targeting political activity
by “prostitutes” are relatively well-attested.® Already in the fifth century
Aristophanés, in the Knights, makes allusion to successful actions depriv-
ing sexual malefactors (kinoumenoi) of citizenship rights, including spe-
cifically the capacity to act as rhétores.”? Fourth-century sources include
several explicit references to prosecutions for speaking, or attempting to
speak, after engaging in acts of “prostitution.” Thus when Androtién, a
prominent political leader, complains in court that Diodéros has abusively
accused him of having been a prostitute but has never brought a graphé
hetairéseos against him, Diodéros assures Androtion that his cavil is unjus-
tified: we will proceed to initiate such a prosecution for prostitution before
the tribunal of the Thesmothetes.®® Aristophén of Azénia is reported to
have gained victory in his personal “war” against Hégésandros by threat-
ening to charge him with prostitution under the procedure of dokimasia
rhétorén as employed by Aiskhinés against Timarkhos.* In the early fourth
century, Andokidés treats the legislation against political leadership by
male citizen prostitutes as viably operational, arguing that one of his accus-
ers, Epikharés, far from being in a position to make charges against oth-
ers, does not—because of his own repeated acts of prostitution—have the
right even to address a court in his own defense. Andokidés even claims

6o. In addition to the cases set forth in the text arising from charges of prostitution, a
number of prosecutions are attested relating to other offenses that would have disqualified
a would-be speaker, e.g., avoidance of military service (aotpateia, Aumotd§lov: see Hyper.
Athen.; Lykourg. Ledkr., discussed on pp. 89—9o).

61. The number of surviving examples is significant in the context of the extremely small
amount of information now extant from the vast universe of individual Athenian legal cases
litigated over scores of years. Nonetheless, the absence of statistical material and the chance
nature of testimonial survival mean that “it is impossible to say how frequently these laws
were formally enforced” (Lanni 2010: 57).

62. Lines 876-80: T1A- 80715 | énavoa Tovg kivovpévoug, Tov Ipdmov éEaleiyag. | AA- obkovy
o Sfjta Tabta Sevov E0TL TpwKTOPNPELY | Taboai Te TOLG KIVoLPéVOG; KOVK €08 dTtwg €keivoug |
ovxi @Bov@v énavoag, tva pn PriTopeg yévotvTo.

63. Dem. 22. 21, 23: (21) "Ett Toivuv émixelpel Méyewv mept T0D TiG étaiprioews vopov, ©g
OPpilopev Mue. . . kal @not Seiv fudg, einep €motevopey eivar tadt’ &Andf, mpog tovg
Beopofétac dmavtav . . . (23) tav (sc. ¢fj) & &t TpOG TovG Beopobétag mpootikev EmayyéAhety
fuiv, €keivo vmolapPavete, 8Tt kai TODTO TOOOEY Kai VOV TTPOONKOVTWG Tept TOD VOHOL
Aéyopev.

64. Aiskhin. 1.64: 6 Hynoavdpog, §te kai mpooemodépiet Aploto@@vTt T® A{nviel piv adt®
Y adThy TadTnv év 1@ SNud fmeiknoev énayyehiav énayyehelv fivmep éyo Tpapyw. . .. Ct.
MacDowell 2005: 83-84.
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that Epikharés, himself a whore, has had the audacity to bring charges
against others for having been prostitutes!®

In its totality, this legislation offers insight into Athenian prostitu-
tion’s inherent, inevitable interaction with both money and sex. On the
one hand, the statutes provided “expressive” condemnation of male citi-
zens who had exhibited excessive greed—those who had placed or were
perceived as likely to place their personal financial advantage over that of
the city’s institutions (oikos [household], army, the polis itself): individuals
choosing to sell themselves for money in personal dealings might simi-
larly accept money to betray the city’s public interests.® Yet the legisla-
tion simultaneously sought to protect an important aspect of Athenian
sexual culture, vividly illustrating the Athenian imaginaire, the polis’s
self-image, “how it sees itself in fantasy, with a large element of idealiza-
tion and wish fulfillment,” here illuminating the conflict between elite
values and the practical realities affecting courtship gifts (deemed ethi-
cally unobjectionable) and cash received as payment for sex (deemed ethi-
cally unacceptable): ancient Greeks—at times with anguish, at times with
amusement—struggled to differentiate the two emoluments, an opacity
illuminating Plato’s characterization of Athenian sexual conventions as
complex, intricate, and many-hued (Symposium 182a7-9).

In Conflict: Purchased Sex and
Elite Homoerotic Culture

Some males did work as prostitutes providing sex “ensconced in a house”
to a succession of individual male purchasers on an ongoing basis,® and

65. 1100-101: ob (sc. Enixapec) mept taipeiag épol pveiav mouj kai kok@dg Tvag Aéyelg; 6G évi
pév ody fraipnoag (koA yap &v oot elye) mpaTTOpEVOG §° 00 TOND dpyvplov TOV PovAdpevov
avBpamwv . . . &l Toig aioxioTtolg Epyors EQng, . . . (101) AAN” Spwg 00ToG ETaipwv TOAUE KATYOPTELY,

@ KaTd TODG VOHOUG TOVG DHETEPOLG 00 adTd briép avtod £oTtv dmohoyeiobar. In fio1 I see no need
for Reiske’s emendation étépwv.

66. Aiskhin. 1.29: OV yap 10 odpa o £avtod ¢¢’ DPpel mempakdTa Kol T& KOV TAG TOAEWS
padiwg fynoaro drodwoeoBar. Lanni explains the expressive function of law in her brilliant arti-
cle on “the expressive effect of the Athenian Prostitution Laws” (2010). Cf. Lape 2006: 139—40.

67. Loraux [1984] 1993: 3 (Translator’s Note). See introduction, n. 8.

68. See Pl. Khrm. 163b5-8 (¢n’ oiknpatog kabnuévew); Xen. Apom. 1.6.13 (Trv Te yap dpav éav
Hév Tig apyvpiov AR T@ Povlopévew, Topvov adTov drokalodoty); Aristoph. Plout. 149-59;
I.G. 12.3.536. Cf. Aiskh. 1.70.4, 123.2, 130.3. For male sexual service in such oikémata, see
introduction, pp. 4-5. There is even a comic reference to a woman’s purchase of male sexual
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some men did earn their livelihood by providing sex only to a single patron
on a long-term basis.®” But the persons targeted by Athenian legislation
against hetairoi (and pornoi) were quite different: they were not sex-workers
per se, but rather those leaders of the state who could be alleged to have vio-
lated a male-elite social code that prohibited, in the context of male homo-
sexual courtship, the blatant acceptance of items of value in overly explicit
exchange for sexual favors. Athenian legislation, however, does not explic-
itly target violators of social codes, but rather only those who had “prosti-
tuted themselves”—rendered in the dokimasia rhétorén (“Examination of
Speakers”) as those who had acted as hetairoi or pornoi (a verbal formu-
lation).”® But these are terms that the Athenians themselves did not use
clearly or consistently (chapter 1, pp. 31-38). This Greek confusion, however,
merely mirrors a tendency throughout human societies to use the single
term “prostitution” to cover essentially incommensurate behavior.

Thus today “prostitution”, in many societies, inexactly covers a multi-
tude of inconsistent meanings denoting a variety of physical, commercial,
and social arrangements. Although scholars have long sought to differen-
tiate commercial sex from other erotic arrangements, emphasizing factors
like payment, promiscuity, and emotional attachment (or indifference),
the defining line—if any—between prostitution and other forms of sexual
exchange remains unclear” Even traditional marriage—in both ancient
Greece and in modern societies—has sometimes been characterized as
“legal prostitution,”” suggesting that within a single society, conflict over

services: Eupolis has an Athenian boast of having “laid” two males and a female for “small
change” (Fr. 247 [K-AJ: &v i8¢ Toivuv TAL TOAEL Ppovp@Y <éyd> TToT’ adTOG | yuvaik’ ékivouvy
KOANOPoL kal Taida kol yépovTa.)

69. Lysias 3 focuses on such arrangements.

70. But as with the conflation of hetaira and porné (chapter 1, pp. 34-35), the verbs porneuein
and hetairein tend to be interchangeable in actual usage (see, for example, Aiskh. 1.29; Dem.
19.233.8). The graphé hetairéseos (Prosecution for “Companionship”) targeted only someone
who has acted as a hetairos (this chapter, pp. 77-78).

71. See, for example, Kennedy 2014: 13; McGinn 2004: 7-9, 1998: 17-18: Palmer and
Humphrey 1990: 150; Bloch 1912: 7. Cf. Jaggar 1985; Shrage 1994: 99-119.

72. See, for example, Wollstonecraft [1790] 1995: 5-64; Hamilton [1909] 1981: 37; Goldman
1969: 179; Beauvoir 1974: 619. Hesiod assumes marriage to involve—to the male’s potential
detriment—an exchange of women'’s sexual services for economic benefits (Works and Days
373-75: cf. chapter 1, n. 68. The wife of Olympi6doros is assailed as a whore (hetaira, porné)
merely because of her husband’s extravagant gifts to her—extraordinary possessions, exten-
sive gold jewelry, fine clothing, and brilliant outdoor processions, “arrogant extravagances”
paid for with funds that might otherwise have been available to adorn the male litigant’'s own
wife and family members (Dem. 48.55).
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the meaning of prostitution often may be “merely a surface manifestation
of a disagreement over the fundamental categories to be used in describ-
ing social activities” (Jagger 1985: 349). Cross-cultural studies have likewise
been of limited value, for “prostitution” in one society may describe an
activity somewhat or even utterly different from the phenomenon evoked
by an equivalent term in another culture (Gilfoyle 1999). Thus studies of
“prostitution” in ancient Babylon, colonial Kenya, medieval Occitania, and
modern Nepal suggest that “these comparable behavioral forms reflect
incommensurable beliefs and values.”” Ultimately, and in frustration, it
is sometimes asserted that in any specific society, “the meaning of ‘pros-
titution’ is self-evident” to the persons living in that community (Pateman
1988: 195).

But Aiskhinés finds far from self-evident the difference between
male prostitution (which can potentially eliminate a citizen’s political
rights) and courtship gifts from male lovers to their eromenoi™* (which
was not only permitted but also desirable in the homoerotic society
applauded by both sides of the only preserved prosecution of an alleged
male prostitute active as a rhétor).”” In lengthy and labored argumen-
tation (1.132-52), Aiskhinés seeks to distinguish between “chaste” male
sexual submission to a lover—“admirable” (kalon)—and the “contempt-
ible” (aiskhron) self-prostitution motivated by compensation for ser-
vice (misthos).” In contrast to the wanton sexual excesses of a youth
hired for money (financial patronage that is characteristic of mon-
strously uncivilized men), romantic passion for upstanding and moral
youths is the experience (pathos) of the “generous” (philanthropos) and

73. Shrage 1994: 100. See White 1990: 10-21 (colonial Kenya); Karras 1996: 10 (medieval
England); Stumpp 1998: 18—24 (ancient Rome), esp. the comparison between Latin amica
and Greek hetaira. Cf. Flemming 1999: 38-39.

74. Plural form of “eromenos,” the term used in ancient Greek for the person being courted,
for whom the erastés (“lover”) “has a passionate desire” (Dover 1978 [1989]: 16).

75. Aiskhinés’s opponents (1.132) characterized his attack on Timarkhos’s behavior as an
assault on pederastic culture itself, “the beginning of an appalling ignorant barbarity” (Sewvijg
anadevoiag dpynv), but Aiskhinés himself insisted on the value of a “righteous” homoerotic
love (2yw 8¢ obite Epwta Sikatov Yéyw) (1.136).

76. Aiskhin. 1.137.5-7: kal 10 pév &da@Bopwe ¢pacbai enut kakov eivar, 1 § énapbévta
wod® memopvedobat aioxpodv. “Misthos” is the term applied to cash received in exchange
for labor: todg katatoydvovtag avtovg woboivs gnot mpatteobat tod mpdypatog (Aiskhin.
1.94). Receipt of a salary (misthophoria) was the hallmark of a slave: when the Athenian state
required coin-testers and mint-workers for continuing service, legislation explicitly provided
for the payment of misthophoriai to the skilled public slaves (démosioi) who provided these
services (SEG 26.72, lines 49—55; Figueira 1998: 536—47).
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charitable male soul.” Although the generosity conveyed by the adjec-
tive philanthropos carries a connotation of benevolence and humane-
ness, philanthropos in common usage often implies material benefit.”®
Accordingly, the gift-giving prominent in “chaste” male homosexual-
ity was not devoid of tangible gain.”” The female “companions” (hetai-
rai) prominently present at male parties are paralleled by the young
men who (in the phrase of Ephippos) paid with sex for the delicacies
they enjoyed at male dinner parties.®* Expensive and sometimes even
exotic animals—quail, coot, goose, cockerel, even horses and dogs—are
conventionally tendered as offerings in the male courtship context.®
Representations on ceramic material produced in Athens—although
not transparently direct illustrations of actual life (see introduction,
pp. 20—24)—frequently portray men proffering to youths a broad variety
of valuable gifts, including musical instruments, gym apparatus, toys,
floral arrangements, and alimentary offerings.®?> Eromenoi, “represented
as if they were citizen youths,”®® are even portrayed on Athenian vases as
receiving sacks of money: no apparent iconographic differentiation can
be discerned between such deliveries of cash and other less explicitly
mercenary gifts to youths who have been identified by modern scholars
as recipients of presents from lovers.** This phenomenon is explained

77. Aiskhin. 1.137.1-5: dpilopar 8 elvar 10 pév €pav @V KaA@v kal cwPpovev @lavBpwmov
naBog kal edyvwpovog Yuxiig, TO 8¢ doekyaivey dpyvpiov Tiva poBovpevov HPploTod Kkai
anadedTov &vdpdg Epyov eivat yoduat:

78. The term is frequently used in the context of endowment or gratuity: see, for example,
BGU I 202.10; Mon. Anc. Gr. 9.10. Cf. UPZ 162.vii.21; OGI 139.20.

79. Although the modalities of gift-giving in male courtship are alluded to in only a few
literary passages (all in comedy: Aristoph. Orn. 705-7; Hipp. 904—9, 104—99, Plout. 153-57),
courtship comprises more than half of the pederastic scenes surviving on ceramic represen-
tations: Lear and Cantarella 2008: 237, n. 38.

8o. &tav yap dv véog | &ANOTpLov eloehOv Byov Eobiety pdbnt | &ovpPorov te xeipa ipooPaint
Bopat, | Std6vaL vopl *avtdov b Tig vuktog Aoyov (Fr. 20 [K-A]). Cf. Alexis Fr. 244 (K-A).

81. Dover 1978 [1989]: 92—93. Cf. Aristoph. Ornith. 707, Plout. 157.
82. Lear 2014: 108; Lear and Cantarella 2008: 39.

83. Von Reden 1995:198-99. The youths, as pictured, are usually of athletic build, crowned,
wearing himations and often carrying spears. Cf. Bazan 1985: 41.

84. See the representations on these vases: Copenhagen Nat. 3634, Bochum Univ. S 507,
New York 52.11.4. Cf. Lear and Cantarella 2008: 78-86; Hubbard 2009:11; von Reden
1995: 195-211; Meyer 1988. Even Ferrari, who asks “are there moneybags in these pictures?”
recognizes that “current scholarship” uniformly believes that “the identification of the bag
with a money pouch is a fact rather than a hypothesis” (2002: 14, 251, n. 21).
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perhaps by the assertion of the characters Khremylos and Karion in
Aristophanés’s Wealth that there’s no real difference between the pornoi
who deliver sex “for money, and not for love,” and the “noble” (khréstoi)
eromenoi who “being ashamed to demand cash” ask instead for a good
steed or a pack of hounds.®

To win his case, however, Aiskhinés must, and does, differentiate
“males being pursued through modest courtship” from “males working
as brothel whores” (peporneumenous, the category into which he places
Timarkhos, the rival political leader whom he is accusing of having been
a prostitute).®* This Manichean distinction, however, in no way illumi-
nates the line between “generous” benefits that enhance the recipient,
and “uncivilized” benefits that prostitute the recipient—the central issue
raised by the prosecution of Timarkhos (Aiskhinés 1.137). But like other
aspects of Athenian behavior, gift-giving in an erotic context tends to be
evaluated on whether it is appropriate to a free person, or suggestive of
a servile relationship, a differentiation based on the Athenian concept of
kharis—a value often seen to lie at the heart of Attic culture.¥” Athenians
generally felt an obligation to help their friends and expected in return
gratitude (and an entitlement to future reciprocity).*® Exchange based on
money—in sexual contexts, “prostitution”—stood in stark and funda-
mental opposition to exchange based on reciprocal kharis.®* But just as
in the modern world, where commercial services, for monetary payment,
increasingly supply personalized labor (caring for children, the elderly, the
disabled and the handicapped, and so forth) that was formerly provided at
no monetary charge by relatives and friends motivated by personal feeling
for and a sense of obligation toward the recipient, so also at Athens in the

85. KA: kai T00¢ ye maiddg act Tadtd T00T0 Spdv, | 00 T@V Epact@v, dANA Tdpyvpiov x&pLv.
| XP. 00 1006 ye Xpnotovg, &AA& TodG TOpvove: émel | aitobotv ovk dpydplov oi xpnotot. KA. ti
Sai; | XP. 6 pév tnmov &yabov, 6 8¢ kbvag Onpevtikovg. | KA aioxvvopevol yap dpyvptov aiteiv
fowg | ovopatt mepméttovot v poxOnpiav (1. 153-59).

86. Aiskh. 1159: . .. xwpig pév T0oUG Sl cwPPoaHVNG épwpévoug, Xwpig 8¢ TovG eig éavtovdg
¢EapapTdvovTag, DUEG 1i0n TodT” épwtndévTeg dmokpivace mpog e, eig dmMoTépav TV <TAELV>
Tipapyov katavépete, TOTEPA €I TOVG EPWHEVOVG Tj €l TOVG TTEMOPVEVUEVOUG.

87. Kharis defined: Davidson 2007: 523, n. 1; Millett 1991: 58. For the importance of recipro-
cal relationships at Athens, see Missiou 1998; Herman 1998; Millett 1998.

88. Millett 1991: 24—52 and various essays in Gill et al., eds. 1998.

89. See von Reden 1997: 154; Kurke 1994: 42; Seaford 1994: 199. Cf. Seaford 1998; von
Reden 1998; Steiner 1994; Kurke 1989.
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fourth century the new “monetised and money-using economy of fourth-
century Athens,” a process manifestly coming to supersede a prior sys-
tem based primarily on familial, social, and political relations,” tended to
convert every aspect of life—including the sexual—into monetary transac-
tions.”? And in both the modern world (see introduction, pp. 7-10) and
in fourth-century Athens this transformation has generated intense dis-
sonance between persons attached to the older order and those follow-
ing the new. Traditional male homoerotic society, based on kharis rather
than purchase, resisted the transformation of sexual courtship into sexual
purchase.

Even in the fourth century, as Athens was increasingly becoming an
exemplar of a monetary economy, Aristotle is still emphasizing reci-
procity in sexual relations as a central distinction between free men and
slaves. Through kharis, good deeds must be repaid (and bad likewise), and
when the free citizen is the recipient of a benefit, he has the presumed
opportunity, and the moral obligation, to repay that benefit—and to initi-
ate a fresh contribution to his benefactor in the future. “Otherwise a free
man’s life would be like that of a slave.”®® Aristotle finds such an example of
pure and exalted kharis in the eromenos’ free offer of himself to the burning
erotic need of his erastés—a gratuitous contribution, without direct recom-
pense.” In The Symposium (in a discussion attributed to Pausanias) Plato
explains that erotic kharis is present when an erastés is prepared to sacrifice
dignity and selfimportance in seeking to consummate his longing—to
make servile sacrifices that no slave would bear—and when the eromenos

90. Shipton 2000: 14. Cf. Schaps 2004: m—21; Shipton 1997; Gofas 1994; Kanellopoulos
1987: 19—22; Theokharés 1983: 100-14.

91. Recent studies have demonstrated the extraordinary impact of the introduction in the
sixth and fifth centuries of coined money, a phenomenon that culminated ultimately in the
detached monetary transactions of fourth-century Athens. See Schaps 2008; Shipton 2001;
Picard 2008b: 147—51. Only in the fourth century were there substantial issuances at Athens
of a regular bronze coinage (Camp and Kroll 2001: 144; cf. Kroll 2000: 89) and of fractional
commodity money appropriate for retail trade (von Reden 2010: 30-33).

92. Aristot. Pol. 1258a10-14: dvdpeiag yap od yxpruata molelv éottv dA& Odpoog, ovde
otpatnykig kai iatptiig, dANG Tig uév vikny tig 8’ Oyietav. oi 8¢ Tdoag mTOLODOL XPHUATIOTIKAG,
¢ T0DTO TéNOG GV, TPOG 8¢ TO TéNOG dmavta S€ov dmavtay.

93. Aristot. NE n32b-u33a: §| yap 10 kakdg {nrodow, i 8¢ ur), Sovheio Sokel eivar €i pn
avtimou|oet: §j 1O €.

94. Rhet. 1385a2—3: £o1w 81 XapLG . . . Dovpyia T® Seopéve uf avti tvog, pnd” fva Tt adTd T@
VoVpYoDVTLAAN” tvat Tt €keive- peydAn 88 &v 1) opodpa Sedpevog . . . Sefoeig 8¢ elotv ai opetelg,
Kol TOVTWV paAoTta ai petd AOmng Tod ur| yryvopévov. totadtat 8¢ ai émbupial, olov €pws. . . .
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in turn in his quest for wisdom and knowledge is likewise willing to be
enslaved in every way (hotioun hypourgén).”® Ironically, in a society perme-
ated by a profusion of true slavery, the highest amatory relationship of free
men would, in this formulation, involve the mutual assumption of interac-
tive servitude. But elite negativity toward cash and commerce remains a
leitmotif: such obeisance if undertaken for monetary motivation would be
contemptible.*

Juridically unfree persons—true slaves who by legal definition were
not in a position to receive or to repay kharis—accordingly did not belong
in the reciprocal world of stylized male courtship conducted in the Greek
gymnasia and palaistrai, venues of exercise and athletic competition, to be
sure, but also centers of homoerotic flirtation and activity.” Accordingly, at
Athens a law attributed to Solén forbade slaves to practice gymnastics or
to engage in sex with (free) youths, thus coupling (in Plutarch’s opinion)
exercise and eros, characterizing both as fine and honorable activities, “and
in a way encouraging the worthy to those pursuits from which he excluded
the unworthy.”® The importance of kharis in athletically oriented homo-
eroticism is illustrated by Pindar’s Olympian 10, where a young boxer is
urged to provide kharis to Ilas (his trainer, according to ancient commen-
tators), emulating Patroklos and Achilles, and Ganymede (and Zeus)—
formulaic male couples who enjoyed reciprocal pleasure and benefit in an
erotic context.” In contrast, amplifying Greek high culture’s abhorrence
of commerce, the actual regulations governing a gymnasium in Beroia

95. 183b3—c4, 184d4—dy: 1@ 8’ ¢p@VTL MAVTA TADTA TTOLODVTL XAPLG EMETTL . . . kal TO €pav Kai TO
¢ilovg yiyveoOat 10T ¢paotaic. (184d4) 6 pév xapioapévolg madikoig UPeT@V O6TIODY Sikaiwg
&v dmnpetelv, 6 8¢ 1@ TolHVTL AVTOV 0oPOV Te Kal dyaBov Sikaiwg ad 4TV &v vIoVPYV
<OTovpYEIV>. . ..

96. PL. Symp. 184e5-185a5: yap TG £pact] @G mAovoiw TAODTOL EveKa XAPLOGUEVOG
¢EanatnOein . . . o0SEV ATTOV aloypOV- . . . Eveka XpnudTwy OTIODV &v OTWOoDV dINPETOl, TODTO
8¢ o0 kahov. Cf. 183a2—8: i yap xpripata Povddpevog mapd tov Aaeiv . . . €é0élot motetv olamep
ol ¢paotal TpOG T& TAUSIKY, . . . éumodifotto &v pn mpdttey obtw TV TPa&LY Kol V1O Pidwv Kai
o EX0pav . . .

97. Gymnasia and palaistrai as loci of homoerotic activity: Pl. Khrm. 154a—c, Lys. 204e;
Aiskhin. 1135 (seducer of numerous youths characterized as v toi¢ yvpvaaioig dxAnpog @v).
See Fisher 2014: 253—54; Scanlon 2002: 213; Spivey 2012: (in discussion of Boroia).

98. Plut. Sol. 1.3: vopov éypaye Sayopevovta Sodlov pn Enpaloipeiv pnde moudepaotetv,
€ig TV TOV KaA®V pepida kol oepv@v Emtndevpdtov ThéueVOG TO TPayHa, Kal TPOTOV TIVa
1006 d&iovg mpokalovpevog @v Tovg dvagiovg anhavve. Cf. Aiskhin. 1.139: Sodhov élevBépov
adOg Ut Epav T’ EmakolovBely.

99. Lines 16-21, 99-105. Cf. Fisher 2014: 254-55; Provencal 2005.
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in Macedonia have survived and are explicit in denying participation in
gymnastic activities (literally, the right to “undress”) not only to slaves and
even freedmen (and their offspring), but also to anyone who has engaged
in retail trade, in physical labor for a living,' or in prostitution (literally
“has acted as a hetairos”)—and to the insane and the inebriated!""

Sexual culture, expressed through moral considerations set in a phil-
osophical paradigm, is not, however, the only justification proftered for
denying political leadership to those who have prostituted themselves.
Some Athenians simply did not wish to entrust public process, in any
way, to those excessively self-interested in their own personal acquisition
(or retention) of money.

Protecting the City against Erotic Greed

For the Athenians, management of the right to “address the people”
(démégorein) was a critical element of governance, not a jejune limita-
tion on a theoretical freedom of speech. This significance reflected
the unique importance of “speakers” (rhétores) in the Athenian politi-
cal process. Unlike conventional modern political arrangements, the
Athenian constitution (politeia) did not provide for a relatively small
number of high officials elected or appointed for a substantial period
of time to head a government that would function more or less auton-
omously of the day-to-day will of the people. Instead ongoing pub-
lic affairs were administered by large numbers of short-term officers
chosen by sortition. Accordingly, the true political leaders of Athens
were the prominent rhétores in the Assembly, a gathering of the People
(démos) that met frequently and was the dominant organ of Athens’
“pure democracy.”"* And in the Assembly individual speakers were
often dominantly influential in the determination (and often in the

100. Literally, the “andAaiotpoc” (a word that does not appear elsewhere in ancient Greek,
but “probably refers to those [who] lack physical fitness” [Hubbard 2003: 85]). By traditional
standards, those engaged in trade and business would have been judged “worst” in body and
wealth: aristocratic doctrine insisted that banausic activity deformed the body (Aristot. Pol.

1258b37).

101. S.E.G. 27.261: ur| €ydvécbw 8¢ eig 10 yopvaotov Sodhog undé dnekevbepog undé oi tovTwy
viol pnde dndAaiotpog unde fHrapevkwg unde T@v dyopaiar téXvn kexpnuéveov unde pedvwv
undé pawvopevog (early second century BCE). See Gauthier and Hatzopoulos 1993: 70-78;
Gauthier 2010: 93-96.

102. Ober1996: 95-96, 1989: 105-112; Hansen 1991: 143—45; Davidson 1997: 252.
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implementation) of public policies: Thucydides observes that in the
fifth century Periklés’s persuasive sway over the Assembly made
Athens a democracy in name only, but in fact a society ruled by a sin-
gle speaker (“the leading man”).'® In the fourth century, private rhé-
tores and the popularly elected “generals” (stratégoi) were frequently
equated as the preeminent officers of the state’® and were dually rec-
ognized as the chieftains of the people.' In fact, the orators are some-
times explicitly spoken of as if they actually were the elected long-term
high officials that Athens in fact did not have.* Yet these “speakers”—
leading a society where bribery and embezzlement were believed to
be commonplace”—received no salary or other public compensation.
The Athenians not surprisingly were obsessively alert to the danger of
destructive monetary influence on speakers’ advocacy. “The man who
had sold his own body outrageously would also readily vend the public
interest of the state.”’%®

Such sentiments may well have contributed to a protective legislative
response. In discussing the dokimasia rhétorén, Aiskhinés identifies a vari-
ety of offenses—largely involving money-related behavior—that would
deprive a citizen of the right to address the Ekklésia: wasting (“consum-
ing”) family or inherited assets; receiving improper compensation for sex;
not providing nourishment or housing for a [presumably elderly] parent;
refusing military service for which a citizen has been conscripted (or acting

103. 2.65.9: éylyvetd te Aoyw pév Snpokpatia, &pyw 8¢ Omo 10D TMPWTOL AVEPOG ApXn.
Thucydides’s leading expounder explains: “Perikles wielded such influence, and for a long
period, as has been given to few men to wield over their fellow countrymen; but his con-
stitutional powers were small, and he could only continue to keep his position through his
direct influence with the ekklesia” (Gomme 1956: 194). During his ascendancy, Periklés was
frequently elected as stratégos.

104. Hyper. 4.27, 5.24; Dein. 112, 3.19; Dem. 18.171, 23.184; Aristot. Rhet. 1388b17—18. Cf.
Hansen 1983; Perlman 1963: 353—54.

105. Dein. 1.71: kol TOOG pEV VOUOVG TPOAEYElY T@ PHTOPL Kal TQ OTPATNY® . . . TAOAG TAG
Sikaiag miotelg mapakatabépvov obtwg dflodv npoeatdvart tod Srypov. Cf. Dem. 18.212.

106. See, for example, Lykourg Fr. A.2.1 (Burtt) = V.a (Conomis): Tpeig Sokipaoiot katé tov
vopov yiyvovtat pia pév fiv oi &vvéa dpxovteg dokipudlovtal, £tépa 8¢ fiv oi pritopeg, Tpitn 8¢
fjv ol oTparnyoi.

107. Aiskhin. 3.73; Aristoph. Hipp. 438—44, 824-35, 93033, 991-906, 114150, 1218-20,

Plout. 377-79, 567—70, Sphék. 669—77; Dein. 1.41, 1.77; Dem. 3.29, 19.275, 58.35; Lys. 19.57,
25.9, 25.19, 27.10-11, 28.9, 29.6, 30.25. Cf. Sinclair 1988: 179-86; Davies 1978: 319.

108. TOV yap 1O o@pa 1O avtod ¢’ UPpel mempakdTa Kal T& Kowvd TG TMOAEws Hynoato
(s€.6 vopoBéTng) dmodwoecBat (Aiskhin. 1.29).
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in a cowardly way—*“throwing away one’s shield’—in combat).!”” Even the
act of avoiding military service is not without a peripheral financial dimen-
sion: those called up for duty would often suffer monetary disadvantage
through their consequent inability to maintain income or to pursue busi-
ness opportunities. Athénogenés, the target of a law-court presentation
written by Hypereidés, is vilified by his opponent for dodging military
service by leaving Athens and moving to Troizéne shortly before the war
with Philip. While other residents of Attika participated in the ground
campaign ending in the disaster at Chaironeia, Athénogenés prospered
in exile, “with the intention of returning later to carry on his business
when peace was established.”™ Similarly Ledkratés is accused of failing
to report for military service when Athens was mobilizing to resist Philip
after Chaironeia:" instead he allegedly left Athens with the hetaira Eirénis
in order to pursue business activities—trading in grain with capital that
he had brought from Athens and engaging in other substantial financial
transactions."?

In its battle against personal financial peccadilloes that might signal a
propensity toward corruption in public affairs, Athens also deemed as unfit
to address the Assembly those individuals who had “consumed” ancestral
assets (patrdia), including property over which a would-be speaker had
become, by inheritance, the titular owner (kléronomos)."® Preservation of

109. Aiskhin. 1.28-30: T00TOVG 0VK €& SnuUNYOPELV . . . (TIG) TOV TATEPA TOTTWYV f THY UNTéPQ,
f U tpégwv, i PN mapéxwv olknowv . .. R Tag otpateiog pn €oTpatevpévog, doat av adTd
npootaxfwow, fj v aomida dmoPePANKWG . . . 1} TEMOPVELHEVOG T} NTAUPNKAG . . . ] T& TaTpdA
Katedndokwg, fj OV &v KANpovopog yévnral.

110. Hyper. Athén. 29-31 (¢v 8¢ 1@ TOAépW T® PO DikmoV HKpOV PO THG pdxnG dmé[Aue]
THY TOA- Kai ued’ D@V pEv o ovvestpatevoato eig Xapwvetav, eEdrnoe 8¢ eig Tpowlijva . . .
gpyacopevog énel elpfvn yéyovev . . . eig Tpowlfiva A0V kal momoapévev adtodv Tpolnviwy
nohitny, dnonecwv Mvnaoiav OV Apyeiov kal v1 ékeivov kataotabeic dpxwv. . .. Text and
Translation: Burtt 1954).

u1. Lykourg. Ledk. 147: évoxov Svta Aewkpdtny .. Mmota&iov 8¢ kal dotpateiag ov mapacywv
10 odpa td€at Toig otpatnyoic. Cf. §16-17: éyneicato 6 Sfjpog . . Tovg 8¢ GTPATYOS TATTEY
el¢ Tag pulakag T@v ABnvaiwv kol T@V dAAwy TOV oikovvTwy ABrvnot, kaf’ 6 T &v adTolg
Sokf TNV guhakny pnuov 1o kab’ adTOV uépog KatéALmey.

12. Lykourg. Ledk. 17, 26—27: peta tig £taipag Eipnvidog npooénlevoe kol dxeto gedywy. . . .
oig map’ dudv éexopicato xpripacty aQoppi) xpwuevos, ¢k Tig Hreipov mapd Kieondtpag
ei¢ Agvkada €ottnyet kai éxeibev eig Kopwvbov . . . Emerta tov mpodovta pev év 1@ molépw,
otrtnynoavta 8¢ mapd tovg vopous. . . . Cf. §22-23 (sale of slaves and generation of cash from
refinancing).

3. | & matpda katedndokwg, fj dv &v kAnpovopog yévntat (Aiskhin. 1.30).
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such assets was critical to preservation of the oikos, the “household” that
at Athens was the fundamental element of society and the primary reposi-

4 This obligation to preserve ancestral assets—in the lan-

tory of wealth.
guage of the dokimasia law quoted by Aiskhinés, a duty not to “consume”
patréia—explains a passage that has baffled scholars, Deinarkhos’s asser-
tion in his speech “Against Demosthenes” that the laws “demand” that
a rhétor or a general (who wants to obtain the confidence of the people)
own land in Attika and that he have begotten children in accordance with
the laws.”™ Some scholars have dismissed these alleged progenitive and
property obligations as a solipsistic statement by Deinarkhos, unsup-
ported by other sources and therefore properly to be disregarded."® Others
have interpreted Deinarkhos’s statement as establishing—in addition to
the four disqualifying criteria set forth in Aiskhinés’s speech “Against
Timarkhos”—two additional transgressions (lack of children and lack of
property) that might be the basis for a speaker’s debarment through a doki-
masia rhétoron."” (Since we do not possess the actual text of the law, but
only excerpts quoted by Aiskhinés in a tendentious presentation, there
may well have been yet other grounds for denying political leadership to
Athenian citizens.) But even Deinarkhos does not explicitly make any ref-
erence to the dokimasia rhétoron, and in fact qualifies the requirements of
property and descendants as applicable specifically to a man “who wants
to obtain the confidence of the people’—a seemingly hortatory injunction
as to how to be a more effective orator or commander. In what way, then,
do “the laws demand” of a rhétor the holding of real estate and the produc-
tion of offspring?

The answer, I suggest, lies in the fact that both legitimate offspring
and real estate within Attika were critical to the preservation of an oikos,
and that the absence of either, in the Athenian context, inherently threat-
ened the destruction of the oikos and a consequent “consumption” of the
ancestral property. Failure to comply with these “demands” of the law

114. For the centrality of the oikos at Athens, see chapter 6, pp. 133-34. Cf. Ferrucci 2006; E.
Cohen 2000: 32—43; Cox 1998: 132-35.

115. Dein. 1.71: To0G pév vOpovg mpoléyety T@ Pritopt Kol T@ oTpatny®d, <t@> mapd tod drpov
nioTy d&LodvTt Aapfdvery, maudomnoteiohat katd Tovg VOpovg, yijv évtog dpwv kekthobat. . . .

16. MacDowell 2005: 81; Worthington 1992: 235; Ober 1989: n9. Cf. Rhodes 1993: 51;
Hansen 198sa: 62.

117, Gagliardi 2010: 104-106, 108. Cf. Caillemer 1892: 325.
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could thus be interpreted as a violation of a man’s duty to preserve ances-
tral property—but this failure does not necessarily establish that Athenian
society unanimously saw no possible redemptory virtues in any childless
or landless citizen.

Ownership of LLand

Although individuals at Athens are sometimes treated as though person-
ally the owners of realty,"™® most wealth—especially ancestral property
(patroia)—belonged to the various oikoi (“households”), the basic unit of
societal organization through which Athens functioned.™ Real estate was
of the essence of the oikos: in fact, by metonymy, both ancient Athenians
and modern scholars have often equated the physical “house” (oikia) with
the more extensive “household” (oikos), which actually encompassed the
physical attributes of the group’s house (or houses), the complement of
members living in that property, and the wealth belonging to those mem-
bers.® Possession of real estate was so integral to the oikos that wealthier
households appear to have often acquired extensive land holdings, often
in separate parcels within Attika.’* At the other extreme, depriving one’s
oikos of its real estate was viewed with extreme negativity—and as a basis
for deprivation of a citizen’s right to address the Assembly. Thus in the
dokimasia rhétoron brought against Timarkhos, Aiskhines identifies the
extensive real estate transmitted to Timarkhos by his father: a house in
the city adjacent to the Akropolis and worth at least 2,000 drachmas, a
large country estate abutting on Mount Hymettos, and yet another landed
property at Alépeké (u or 12 stades south of the city wall). All this fam-
ily property, according to Aiskhinés, Timarkhos sold at fire-sale prices
(Aiskhinés 1.96—98). Incarnating the relationship between the household
and its real estate, Timarkhos's mother entreated her son to retain the
realty, formally supplicating and imploring him to desist from its sale, ask-
ing that the property at Alopeké at least be kept so that the family would

18. See, for example, Dem. 45.28, 36.8; Finley [1951] 1985: 192, no. 175A.
119. See this chapter, note 114, and accompanying text.

120. Confusion between oikos and oikia: Xen. Oik. 1.5; Andok. 1.147; Isai. 3.8, 78. Cf. Pomeroy
1994: 14. For the fullest discussions of the word oikos in its various attributes see MacDowell
1989; Karabélias 1984.

121. Cox1998: 136—38; Casson 1976.
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have land for her interment. Timarkhos refused.’?? For Aiskhinés (and
apparently for the jury that ruled against Timarkhos in the dokimasia rhé-
torén), Timarkhos'’s selling of real estate represented a “consuming of his
ancestral property.” Instead of buying new real estate from the proceeds
of the sale of family property, he “ate up and drank up” the proceeds.’ He
thus demonstrated a proclivity to place personal financial advantage over
the common good—which was the precise Athenian motivation, through
the dokimasia rhétorén, for denying a citizen access to the Assembly. It is
in this sense that Deinarkhos could say that the laws—as embodied in the
prohibition against consuming ancestral assets—“demand” that a rhétor
own land in Attika: Demosthenes’s offense was not that he did not own
land (the laws did not “require” this), but rather that he had disposed of
“ancestral real estate” and had never replaced it with other real property in
Attika,"* exactly the charge raised against Timarkhos, and clearly a blatant
violation of the ban on consuming ancestral property.

Providing Children for the Oikos

At some time in the past, but perhaps not in the fourth century, Athenian
law did require generals to have “begotten children in accordance with the
laws,”'® and the so-called Decree of Themistoklés sets a similar require-
ment for trierarchs in the early fifth century.””® There is no independent
corroboration of such a requirement for Speakers, and even Deinarkhos’s
statement at 1.71, in a speech attacking Demosthenes (who at the time
had no living legitimate children), can be read as a rhetorically skillful

122. Aiskhin. 1.99: 10 §” Alwnekijot xwpiov . . . iketevovong kai &vtipolovong Tig UNTPods, WG
£yw (sc. 0 Aloxivng) movBdavopat, édoat kai uf arodocat, GAXN’ el pn Tt dANo, évtagivai <y’ >
vmolmely adTH}, 00k dnéoxeto, A& kol ToDT” amédoto Soxihiwv Spaxpdv.

123. Aiskhin. 1.96-97: étpdneto émi 10 katadpayelv THY matpdav odoiav. kol ov pdvov
Katépayev, AN’ el olov T’ éoTiv elntelv, Kal KATETEY. . . . TOVTW Yap KaTéMey 6 athp ovoiav
ad’ NG Etepog pev kdv EAnTovpyet, 00ToG 8¢ 008 adT® Stapuldgar dvvron.

124. Dein.1.70-71: kai o0 1ot €0Tidikatov . . . undev 8¢ pavepov év iy moletkektiiobat . . . o¢

O¢ TNV TaTp@av yiv menpakévat. . . .

125. Aristot. Ath. Pol. 4.2: fpodvto...otpatnyods &8¢ kai immdpxovg ovoiav
ATOPAVOVTAG . . . TTAIdAG €K YOUETHG yuvatkdg yvnoiovg dmep Séka £tn yeyovotag. Provision
as anachronistic: Rhodes 1981: 115-16.

126. On the authenticity and historicity of this text, see most recently Johansson 2004, 2001
(with summary of earlier scholarship).
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attribution to rhétores (which Demosthenes was) of a requirement appli-
cable only to generals (which Demosthenes was not). But here, too, an ora-
tor’s obligation to produce children “in accordance with the laws” can be
understood as inherent in the Athenian legal dictate, quoted by Aiskhinés,
not to “consume” ancestral assets (1.30). For without children, an oikos, on
the death of its male kyrios, would become an “empty household” (oikos
exerémoumenos), its assets “consumed” because, in the absence of off-
spring, the household’s ancestral property would be dissipated to mem-
bers of an alien oikos who had some degree of relationship to the kyrios
of the vanished oikos, in some cases an extremely distant (and sometimes
even false) claim to relationship).'”

Paradigmatically, an oikos continued through its male descendants.
A male kyrios of the household could not dispose of ancestral property, but
was obligated to leave it ratably to his sons as continuing stewards, or, if
there were no surviving sons, to other male descendants at the same level
of descent, if any.””® (Daughters were provided for through provision of
dowry upon marriage.””) If the male steward (kyrios) of the household had
more than a single son,™ the oikos might be preserved through multiple
successor households, which divided household property and perpetu-
ated the religious rites of the original oikos.”*! In the absence of legitimate
(gnésioi) male descendants (natural or adopted™?), the oikos might be
preserved through female offspring: a daughter (termed an epikléros)
became the means of household survival, utilizing her husband as the
kyrios of the oikos until the couple’s adult male offspring could assume this

127. See, for example, the distant claimants litigating over the estate of Hagnias II, as
described in Demosthenes 43. Cf. Cudjoe and Adam-Magnissali 2010.

128. Dem. 20.102, 44.49, 44.67, 46.14; Isai. 3.1, 6.9, 29.

129. Foxhall 1989: 32—-36; Dimakis n. d.: 189; Petropoulos 1939: 211. Dem. 47.53, 57 provides
a vivid example of a wife’s continuing interest in her dowry.

130. A male functioning as the kyrios of an oikos should be differentiated from a man who
was the kyrios of dependent women or minors. Thus an adult son might be married and
continue to reside with his wife within the household of which his father was kyrios, but the
son (and not the father) would be the kyrios of the son’s own wife.

131. Illustratively, Bouselos’s oikos, described in Demosthenes 43, was continued
through five separate households headed by his five sons, each of whom had a wife and
children (f19).

132. Athenian law permitted an oikos to be preserved through the kyrios” adoption of a
son: Isai. 2.13, 3.68, 6.28; Dem. 46.14. See passim Ghiggia 1999; Rubinstein 1993.
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responsibility."** To facilitate the survival of an oikos, Athenian law required
a female child (of a house without male children) to take as husband her
closest living male relative wishing to marry her (apart from those ruled
out by strictures against incest). The law encouraged even relatively distant
male kinsmen to seek to marry an epikléros by bestowing on her husband
control of the income from the household’s assets (patréia). Indeed, an
epikléros who was already married but childless was required to divorce
her existing husband and marry the appropriate male relative®—a strong
(if to modern observers distasteful) expression of Athenian law’s commit-
ment to the preservation of a household’s ancestral property and mainte-
nance of its sacred obligations. But all these techniques for preserving the
household depended on a male kyrios” having produced offspring. This
necessity provides the context for a legal provision removing from lead-
ership positions in the polis a man who had produced no children—not
even through adoption—and had thereby imperiled the continuation of
his oikos (an institution upon which Athenian society and state depended).

Yet commentators on Athenian sexuality have often seen this provi-
sion as having only limited impact—creating “an implicit double standard
of behavior, with higher expectations being imposed on political lead-
ers than on other citizens” (Todd 2006: 95). In fact, however, the law’s
explicit condemnation of specific forms of monetary greed (including
male prostitution) would likely and implicitly have affected every inhabit-
ant of Athens, individuals living in a society in which forensic contests
and court actions, and the laws, procedures, and transactions underlying
these activities, dominated much of everyday life.*> A plethora of recent
legal studies have explored this “expressive function” of statutory law and
have demonstrated the extent to which in modern societies standards of
comportment and actual general behavior are impacted by formal legal
pronouncements, even when these laws are not widely enforced, or do not
target society as a whole, especially in aspects of life that are in flux, and
even where competing values may impel some (or many) individuals into
noncompliance.”® Athenians were aware of this power of law. Lykourgos,

133. On the epikléros, see Cudjoe 2010: 191-202; Karabélias 2002; Adam-Magnissali
2008:19—20; Schaps 1979: 25—42.

134. Isai. 3.64, 10.19.
135. Buis 2014: 321

136. See Lanni 2006: 46—50; Cooter 2000.
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for example, points out to jurors that a primary reason for punishing
Ledkratés’s unpatriotic behavior is the lesson that would thus be provided
both to young Athenians—and to other Greeks who were observing the
proceedings.””

But the expressive effect of a single law does not alone determine a
society’s entire response to the phenomenon targeted by that legislation.
Athens may not have wanted its political advisers and leaders to include
individuals who placed an inappropriate emphasis on their personal finan-
cial advantage. But the fact that prostitution remained lawful—operating
through formal contractual arrangements (the subject of the next
chapter)—may have had a somewhat countervailing positive expressive
effect on society’s overall attitude toward providers of commercial sex.

137. Lykourg. 1: young Athenians ({f9—10); other Greeks (§§14-15).
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“Prostitution pursuant to Contract”

AT ATHENS MALE prostitutes (hetairoi) often provided sexual services
pursuant to agreements containing reciprocal covenants, frequently of
some complexity, often covering extended periods, sometimes in written
form. Lysias 3, for example, chronicles how Simoén brought a legal action
against a wealthy rival who—through the proffering of foreign travel and
other enticements—had induced Simén’s inamorato, Theodotos, blatantly
to violate a contract (synthékai, symbolaion) to provide future sex for 300
drachmas paid in advance.! Such written arrangements for the sale of sex
were so commonplace that the phrase “whoring under contract” (syn-
thékai, grammateion)—a usage popularized by a prominent citizen who
had worked as a prostitute—had become idiomatic in local discourse.? The
absence of such a contract strongly implied the nonexistence of an arrange-
ment for the ongoing provision of sexual services for compensation.’ As
a result, requests were routinely anticipated in court proceedings for writ-
ten contracts (syngraphai, grammateia) confirming commercial sexual

1. avtdg Tprakociog Spaxpas édwke @eodotw, ouvlnkag TPoOg avtdV mMomaduevog: Lys. 3.22.
For synthékai as “written contract,” see note 30.

2. Aiskhin. 1165: 160ev odv loxvke kai obvnOeg yeyévnrar Aéyetv, d¢ katd ypappoteiov fidn
TwvEg NTaipnoay, £p@. avip el T@V TOAMT@V . . . AéyeTat katd ovvOnkag fratpniévat Tag moap’
AvTIKAET KEEVAG: OVK BV <> 81 TNG, AANA TIPOG T& KOV TTPost@Y Kai Aotdopialg mepimintwy,
ei¢ ovvrBelav émoinoe Tod Adyov TobTOVL THY TOAY KataoTival, kai S ToVTo ¢pWTMOOI TIveg,
el katd ypappateiov 1§ mpakig yeyévnrat “Under written contract”: Loeb translation of katd
ypappateiov (Adams 1919).

3. Thus Simon’s opponent is said to have falsely claimed the existence of a contract for
sexual services so as to provide credibility for his claims of a paid sexual relationship with
Theodotos: {va pf) ok Setva mtotely, € undevog adTd ovpPolaiov yeyevnuévov Toladta ETOApA
OBpilety 10 pepdxiov (Lys. 3.206).
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acts.* Demosthenes attributes to these written prostitutional documents
(grammateia) an evidentiary superiority to oral testimony or other possible
forms of evidence>—a preference akin to the special probative value given
in Athenian legal actions to bankers’ memoranda.® As with written cov-
enants for other kinds of commercial undertakings, agreements providing
for sexual services sometimes were deposited for safeguarding with third
parties.” Again, as with other commercial commitments, prostitutional
obligations were undertaken with a panoply of witnesses to confirm the
agreements.?

Women also are known to have entered into elaborate written commit-
ments providing for sexual labor. In Plautus’s Asinaria, a Latin adaptation
(set in Athens) of a Hellenic original,’ there is presented, in comic ver-
sion but at considerable length, a contract in writing (termed syngraphus,
the Latin rendering of the Greek syngraphé®), providing for Philaenium,
daughter of Cleareta, to spend her time exclusively with the Athenian
Diabolus for a period of one year at a price of 2,000 drachmas, a “gift”

4. Aiskhin. 1.160: Eav & €miyelpdot A\éyewv @G ovX fTaipnkev 80TIG pi KATd oLyypagag
¢uoBwbn), kai ypappateiov kai paptopag d€iwoi pe todtwy napacyéodat. . . . Cf. §165: épwtdoi
Twveg el katd ypappateiov 1y palig yeyévntal.

5. Dem. 22.22-23:"Ett toivuv €mixetpel Aéyewv mept tod TG £Tauprioews vopov, wg HPpilopev
TUE. . . . fHEIG Toivuv 0VK €k AOywV elkOTwV 000¢ Tekunpiwv, GG Tap’ oD pdAtota Sikny 0Tt
Aafetv To0Tw, TadT’ émdeikvopev—HavSpa mapeoxnKoTa ypappateiov, £v @ té 1oty PePlwpéy’
gveoTty, 66 adTOV vevbuvoy mowoag paptupel tadta. Cf. de Brauw and Miner 2004 (who
argue that prostitutional contracts actually related to noncommercial pederastic sexual rela-
tions, “an idea for which there is not a shred of evidence, as they admit” [McGinn 2014: 97,
n. 5]). For Demosthenes’s charges of prostitution against the political leader Androtién, see
chapter 3, nn. g and 10 and corresponding text.

6. Gernet [1955] 19604: 176, n. 2; Bogaert 1968: 382, n. 461; Harrison 1968—y1: 2. 22, n. 7;
E. Cohen 1992: 17-18.

7. Aiskhin. 1.165: Méyetat kata ovvOikag fratpnkévat tag map’ Avtik\el keyévag. For deposit
of maritime loan agreements, for example, see Dem. 34.6; Dem. 56.15; for delivery to a
third-party of the documentation covering the sale of a business, Hyper. Athén. 9.

8. Aiskhin. 1.125: dyopaia tekunipia. For the pervasive use of witnessing in Athenian com-
mercial life, see, for example, Dem. 48.46; Dem. 42.5 and 11; Hyper. Athén. 8. See this chap-
ter, nn. 99103 and corresponding text.

9. Vogt-Spira 1991: 65 unpersuasively argues for Plautus’s autonomy from a Greek prede-
cessor. In fact, Plautus testifies that “huic nomen graece Onagost fabulae; Demophilus scrip-
sit, Maccus vortit barbare” (lines 10-11). For the validity of the use of Roman comic material
as evidence for Athenian legal and social practices, see introduction, pp. 17-18. Legal material
is abundant in Plautus, especially in Bacch., Curc., Persa, Pseud., and Trin.

10. Syngraphus may be “a representation of the Boeotian and Doric inflection of syngraphé”
(Scafuro 2003/04: 12).
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paid in advance." The contract contains extended provisions of humor-
ous paranoia—for example, Philaenium is not even to gaze upon another
man and must swear only by female deities. Asinaria also offers a vignette
(Act 1, Scene 3) in which Diabolus’s rival, Argyrippus, proposes a similar
contractual arrangement (again denominated syngraphus), under which
Argyrippus would have exclusive sexual rights to Philaenium for a year
(line 230): Philaenium’s mother invites Argyrippus to propose any contrac-
tual terms he desires, provided that he is able and willing to pay the exorbi-
tant price requested.” In Bacchides, another Plautine work set in Athens (an
adaptation of Menander’s Dis Exapatén®), a female prostitute has entered
into a contract with a soldier to provide sexual services for a year on an
exclusive basis and has received a large payment in advance. When she
violates her commitment to have no other lover, the soldier demands the
return of a portion of his money.” The courtesan’s inability to make finan-
cial amends for her breach of the couple’s agreement is the linchpin for the
hilariously convoluted plot of the play.”® (In both Asinaria and Bacchides,
the contracts correspond to agreements that would have been contained

1. Lines 751-54: Diabolus Glauci filius Clearetae | lenae dedit dono argenti viginti minas,
| Philaenium ut secum esset noctes et dies | hunc annum totum. For an analysis of Athenian
prostitution “along the axis of gift- vs. commodity-exchange” (Kurke 1999b: 179), see chapter
1, pp. 32—33. Philaenium’s obligations under the comic contract here are actually crafted by
her mother, the courtesan (lena) Cleareta. On this and other aspects of the contract set forth
in Asinaria, see James 20006: 228-32. Cf. James 2005.

12. Postremo ut voles nos esse, syngraphum facito adferas; | ut voles, ut tibi lubebit, nobis
legem imponito: | modo tecum una argentum adferto (lines 238-40). The dominant role
of Philaenium’s mother mirrors the leading business position often assumed at Athens by
mothers of hetairai: see the section “Women as Merchants of Sex” in chapter 6. (With Lowe
1992 and 1999, I follow the transmitted text in attributing to Argyrippus the role of the
young lover in this scene.)

13. Dis Exapaton and Bacchides are the only surviving plays where a Greek original can be
compared directly with its Roman adaptation. The extant texts confirm the essential identity
of plot and characterization in the two works (Rosivach 1998: 195, n. 72, contrary to Henry
1985: 99-101).

14. Bach. Fr. 10: nec a quoéquam acciperes alio mercedem annuam / nisi ab sése, nec cum
quiquam limares caput. Cf. line 43. For mercedem annuam as “annual contract,” here and in
other Plautine works, see Rosivach 1998: 171, n. 5 and 176, n. 65. In accord: Barsby 1986: 96.

15. Cf. Bach. 590 (ut ducentos Philippos reddat aureos); 868 (nisi ducenti Philippi reddun-
tur mihi); 222-23 (miles . . . qui de amittenda Bacchide aurum hic exigit). Cf. 896 ft.; Fr. 19
(as interpreted by Scafuro 2003/04: 11, n. 36).

16. Bacch. 46: nam si haec habeat aurum quod illi renumeret, faciat lubens. The cash
required to obtain Bacchis’s release from her contractual commitments underlies the slave’s
deceptions, on which the plot is centered.
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in the Athenian plays on which Plautus’s works are modeled—although
specific covenants were probably adapted to the Roman context and audi-
ence.”) Similar arrangements are adumbrated in two other Plautine works
based on Greek originals and set in Athens. In Truculentus, an “annual con-
tract” (merces annua) binds Diniarchus and Phronesium," while in Epidicus
Philippa (and her mother) markedly improve their economic situation
through extended arrangements with Periphanes.” In Plautus’s Mercator
(derived from the Emporos of Menander’s contemporary Philemon),
Charinus and the meretrix Pasicompsa have been living together for two
years pursuant to an agreement of mutual exclusivity.”® Terence presents
similar arrangements. In Hecyra, adapted from Apollodéros Karystios’s
Greek comedy of the same name (and again set in Athens), a courtesan
and a soldier appear to have entered into a two-year contract during which
the courtesan is forced even to conform the timing and content of her
conversations to her lover’s dictates.”? In Eunuchus (based on Menander’s
Eunoukhos and set in Athens), “the independent courtesan” Thais enters
into a similar contract with her lover Thraso, and possibly with the “for-
eigner.”* Contractual arrangements with courtesans are also alluded to in
a Latin work of Turpilius (who seems often to have adapted plays from
Menander).?

In Menander’'s own Woman from Samos, the wealthy Athenian
Démeas seeks in anger to end his “live-in” relationship with the free
hetaira Khrysis. But the property settlement that he proposes (through
which Khrysis will retain not only “her own property” but additional

17. Scafuro 2003/04: 12, 15; Lowe 1992; Webster 1953: 237.

18. Primumdum merces annua, is primus bolust (line 31). Cf. lines 392—93. This agreement
seems to have provided Diniarchus with “exclusive access” (Rosivach 1998: 122).

19. Virgini pauperculae tuaeque matri me levare paupertatem (line 556). The relationship
(between Athenian citizens) originated in Epidaurus and was continued in Thebes. The cou-
ple even begat a child whom the father came to know, albeit briefly (line 600).

20. Lines 533, 536, 5364, 537: ecastor iam bienniumst quom mecum rem coépit | . . . inter
nos coniuravimus ego cum illo et ille mecum: | ego cum viro et ill' cum muliere, nisi cum
illo aut ille mecum, | neuter stupri caussa caput limaret.

21. Biennium ibi perpetuom misera illum tuli . . . nam illi haud licebat nisi praefinito loqui
quae illi placerent (lines 87-95).

22. See Barsby 1999: 17. For the “foreigner,” cf. lines 19—20.

23. Turpilius Com. Fr. n2 Ribbeck Leuc. Cf. Schonbeck 1981: 150—51 and 203, n. 73; Herter
1960: 81, nn. 193 and 194.
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servants and other valuables) is suggestive of a prior understanding that
in real life would likely have been incorporated in a written agreement.*
Similarly, Loukianos’s Philinna refuses to have sex with her lover after he
violates their agreement (“contratto”: Sirugo 1995: 158, n. 15) on mutual
intimate exclusivity.” From a court speech we know directly of the com-
plex financial arrangements claimed to have been made by a hetaira
in Korinth with the Athenian Phrynién—and with Timanoridas the
Korinthian, Eukratés of Leukas, and other of her “lovers” (Demosthenes
59.29—32). The same woman later, acting on her own behalf in a private
arbitration proceeding at Athens,” allegedly reached agreement with
two Athenian patrons requiring mutual consent for any alteration in
the terms governing allocations of property and obligations of main-
tenance undertaken in exchange for her provision of sexual services to
both men.”

These agreements clearly were of social significance. In the con-
text of Athenian work ethics (see chapter 2), the moral standing of a
prostitute depended upon the relative equality of worker and client,
a mutuality that might be confirmed by the reciprocal nature of the
commitments undertaken by each. Agreements in writing, publicly
confirmed by witnesses, helped to establish at least an appearance
that commercial sexual labor was appropriately egalitarian, thereby
differentiating the work of a hetairos or hetaira from the dependence
inherent in brothel slavery. A “liberal profession” (eleutherios tekhné)*
so pursued lay far from the furtive provision of shameful evanescent
pleasures by a degraded and exploited slave working for the benefit of
a master.

24. "Exelg & oauTig mavTa- mpootifnui ot ¢yd Bepanaivag, xpvoia (lines 381-82). Robert has
suggested emending the text to read Xpvoi (the proper name rather than the Greek for “gold”
or “jewels’): see Thomas 199o0.

25. See chapter 2, nn. 175 and 176.

26. Dem. 59.45-46: ovvijyov avtodg oi émtndetot kod éneloav Siartav Emrpéyat adToiC. . . .
AKOVOAVTEG AHPOTEPWY Kal aTAG TG AvOpWTOL TA TEMpAYHEVA, YVOUNY ATTEPNVAVTO . . . THV
uev &vBpwmov éevBepav eivat kai avTiv adTS Kupiav. . . .

27. Dem. 59.46: & § ¢EfABev éxovoa Néatpa mapd Ppuvinvog xwpic ipatiov kai xpuoiwv kai
Oepamav@v, & avtij T avBpwnw fyopdodn, drododvar Dpuviwvt Tavta- cuveivat §° ekatépw
Huépav map’ Nuépav- £av 8¢ kai A wG mwg dAAAovg teilbwot, Tadta kopLa ivar: & §” mtrdeta
T AvOpwmw TOV ExovTa del TapEXELY. . . .

28. For the Greek conceptualization of a “liberal profession,” see chapter 2, esp. n. 1.
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But were these arrangements—denominated in our sources as sym-
bolaia (“contracts”®), synthékai (“contracts” or “written contracts”®),
syngraphai (“written contracts”), syngraphus (“written contract”*?), gram-
mateia (“written contracts”®)—truly “contracts” for juridical purposes?
Or were they actually informal arrangements of convenience, giving rise
to no legal obligation? Could they be enforced or confirmed by court
procedures?* Some scholars arbitrarily assume that the “nature of the
agreement” precluded law suits to enforce erotic work arrangements
(Carey 1989: 103): “To expose his sex life by bringing such an action
might make a man a laughing stock” (Ibid.); “Such contracts between
men were in practice probably unworkable” (Davidson 1997: 97). Even
though “in the world of New Comedy such long-term contracts for a
meretrix’ services are always treated as enforceable . . . in the real world,
a contract of this sort would hardly be enforceable” (Rosivach 1998: 126).
Yet despite the paucity of our information on specific cases actually
brought at Athens, we do know of at least one reported suit “in the
real world” to enforce such a contract—the action of Diophantos in the
archon’s court to collect 4 drachmas promised but not paid for sexual

29. “Contract” is by far the dominant English translation of symbolaion (Mirhady 2004:
52). Depending on context, however, symbolaion is sometimes rendered by words such as
“obligation” or “arrangement.” (See Kussmaul 1985: 3132 for a range of German equivalents
[including “Vertrag” and “Obligation”].)

30. Although synthékai is generally translated as “covenant” or “contract” (see LSJ;
Aristot. Rhet. 1367a33-b3o; Vélissaropoulos-Karakostas 2002: 131; Todd 2007: 320),
Kussmaul has argued that in legal context synthékai always means “written contract”
(see 1969 passim).

31. For the difference between syngraphé and synthékai, see Paoli's (probably excessively
rigid) suggestions: [1930] 1974: 123—24. In Dem. 35, the speaker sometimes seems to use the
terms interchangeably: see Dem. 35.14 and 35.43 (and Mirhady’s discussion: 2004: 57-58).
Cf. E. Cohen 1973: 12930, n. 68; Scafuro 2003/04: 11, n. 37.

32. See n. 10 and text thereto.

33. For grammateion as written contract, see Aiskh. 1.165 (n. 2), Hyper. Against Athénogenés 8;
Lys. 32.7 (“t& ypappata would include the contracts relating to the loans”: Carey 1989: 214).
Cf. P. Oxy. 1012, Fr. 9 ii.15.

34. Although “legal significance” is often equated with the right of access to a govern-
mental official or tribunal with decision-making authority, Vélissaropoulos-Karakostas
properly observes that in the Greek context, “that is an enormous generalisation which
ultimately, on the one hand, disassociates the contractual bond from those who engage in
it, and on the other hand, views the lawsuit (dike) as the only means to resolve disputes”
(2002:131).
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services®®>—a case that was not only actually brought but probably won
by the young prostitute.*® Yet the facts underlying this case are murky,”
and some legal historians have continued to insist on the legal nullity at
Athens of such “consensual” or “executory” contracts, that is, agreements
based on mutual promises to be performed in whole or in part in the
future. (Athenian prostitutional covenants, precisely because they provide
for the sale of future services, are inherently “executory.”) I seek therefore
to show that (a) substantial evidence establishes that mutual promises,
even those merely oral, were legally binding at Athens, (b) even persons
ordinarily lacking legal capacity, such as women or slaves, might in busi-
ness contexts enter into agreements enforceable in Athenian courts,*® and
(c) there were no conceptual or practical barriers at Athens to the enforce-
ment of contracts for the practice of prostitution, a lawful business in a
jurisdiction where even contracts for illegal purposes might be enforced
through the Athenian courts.

Consensual Agreements at Athens

Athenian sources enunciate, with repetitive consistency, a single fun-
damental contractual principle: the law upholds as “legally binding
(kyria®) . . . whatever arrangements one party might agree upon with
another” (Demosthenes 47.77). Commentators in antiquity consistently

35. Aiskh. 1.158: Tig yap dpdv 10V dpavov kakovpevov Adgavtov ovk oidev, &g oV Eévov
TPOG TOV EPXOVTA AT YAYEV . . . EMAUTIAOAUEVOG TETTApPAG Spayuds adTov mép TG Tpd&ews
TAVTNG dmeaTepnKkéval;

36. After evaluating relevant factors, Fisher finds it “more likely that the case went for
Diophantos” (2001: 305). Cf. Loomis 1998: 172.

37. “There are serious difficulties in understanding this case as presented, and serious dis-
tortion may be supposed” (Fisher 2001: 304).

38. Of course, as Vélissaropoulos-Karakostas has pointed out (2002: 131, 136), even agree-
ments unenforceable in court are often effectively enforced by means of institutions and
compulsions inherent in the business and social communities to which parties to a covenant
adhere—and by moral and religious compunctions.

39. For the translation of kyria as “legally binding,” see Cohen 2006.

40. TOV (vopov) 86 kelevel kupla elvat boa &v Etepog ETépw dpoloynon. In concurrence: Aviles
2011: 26—27; Phillips 2009: 105; Dimopoulou 2014: 265. For the fullest documentation of
this paradigm, see Gagliardi 2014. Some scholars believe, however, that such consensual
arrangements were legally binding only if buttressed by the presence of witnesses or by the
swearing of oaths: see Thiir 2013.
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report that for the Greeks consensual agreements were legally signifi-
cant: Aristotle in the Rhetoric notes that “the laws” deem “legally bind-
ing” (kyria) whatever the parties agree upon (provided that these private
arrangements are consistent with prevailing law),” and Roman savants
and jurists expressed a similar view of Greek legal principles.” Even
Athenian popular discourse recognized the primacy of consensual agree-
ments among willing parties: in a discussion of the demands of erotic
love, the acclaimed playwright Agathon alludes to the city laws sanctify-
ing “that which a willing person should agree upon with another willing
person.”® Hypereidés records that “the law states: whatever arrange-
ments one party might agree upon with another are legally binding.”*
Demosthenes 42 similarly refers to “the law” that “agreements (homolo-
giai) are legally binding.”* Deinarkhos insists that the “law of the polis”
imposes legal liability on anyone who violates any agreement (homologé-
sas) made with another citizen.* Isokratés cites the Athenian rule that
agreements between individuals (“private agreements”: homologiai idiai)
be “publicly” enforceable, and insists on the importance of complying
with these consensual arrangements (homologémena).¥ Some texts even

41. Rhet. 1375b9—10, 1376b8—9: 6 uév kelevel kbpla elvar att’ &v ovvO@vTal, 6 §° amayopedet
) ovvtiBeoBat mapd TOV vopov . . . ai pugv cuvBijkal o ToLoDGL TOV VOHOV KOPLoV, of 8¢ vopoL
TaG Kot vopovg ovvOnkac. Cf. Dem. 24.117, 46.24. Scholars have assumed, in the absence of
evidence to the contrary, that a naked promise by one party was not itself actionable: Wolff
1966a: 322; Vélissaropoulos-Karakostas 1993: 165-66.

42. Asconius, Commentary on Cic. In Verrem 2.1.36 (91); Gaius 3.154. Cf. Mitteis 1891: 459—75.

43. Plato, Symp. 196c2—3: & 8’ &v ékdv £kOvTL Opoloynon, gactv “of mOAews PactAig vopor”
Sikata ghvat.

44. Against Athénogenés [13: 6 vopog Aéyet, doa &v €tepog étépw Opoloynon kdpla eivar
The speaker does add a condition, otherwise unattested, to this general statement—“but
only if they are fair” (td ye Sikaia). As has been often noted (cf. Whitehead 2000: 267-69;
MacDowell 1978: 140; Dorjahn 1935: 279) this is a difficult argument, and Epikratés is
unable to cite any explicit Athenian legal precept supporting his assertion. In fact, Athenian
purchasers—even consumers—were the beneficiaries of no legally imposed safeguards,
such as warranties relating to the quality or usability of the products sold.

45. Dem. 42.12: OV (vOpov) kelebovta kupiag eivat Tag mpog dAAnRAovg opoloyiag.

46. Dein. 3.4: kai 6 pu&v Kowvog Tfig TOAeWS VOHOG, 4V TIG €ig Eval TIVA T@V TTOAT@V OpoNoYToag
T apaffj, todtov évoxov eivar kehevel @ adikeiv. The text (Nouhaud 1990) incorporates
Lloyd-Jones’s emendation (gi¢ éva tiva) for manuscripts A and N’s évavtiov.

47. 106 pev idlag opoloyiag Snpooia kvpiag dvaykdalet’ eivar (18.24); dvaykaiov elval Toig
@poloynuévolg éupévery (18.25). On this enforcement of private agreements through public
procedures, see Carawan 2006.
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emphasize this mutuality of commitment as essential to the creation of
a legally enforceable obligation. Thus Demosthenes 56.2 confirms the
binding effect of “whatever arrangements a party might willingly agree
upon with another,”® and Demosthenes 48 cites “the law” governing
agreements “which a willing party has agreed upon and covenanted with
another willing party.”*

In contrast to the paucity of evidence supporting many generally
accepted modern “reconstructions” of Athenian law,*® consensual con-
tracts at Athens are attested—as the cases cited show—by a multitude
of examples occurring not in a single context, but over a broad range of
situations—taxation, personal services, testamentary transmission of
wealth, the obtaining of judgments, the transfer and mortgaging of real
estate, business transactions, and maritime finance. So pervasive were
legally enforceable consensual contracts at Athens—and so useful to
sophisticated commercial activity—that proposals for their abolition were
advanced by Plato (who was deeply opposed to artful business practices
and the profit-seeking business people who engaged in them®). For the
imagined community set forth in the Laws, the philosopher proposed the
prohibition of all commercial exchange other than simultaneous “cash
for goods and goods for cash” (nomisma khrématén, khrémata nomisma-
tos). Plato’s Magnésia, the state representing not the utopia of the earlier
Republic but merely a “reformed” Athens,*? would deny all right of legal
action to a seller seeking repayment of monies lent to a buyer to “pay”
for goods acquired from the seller. A vendor financing a sale by entering
into an executory contract providing for future payment would have to

48. 10ig vopoLg Toig dueTépolg (sc. ol kehevoval, doa &v Tig kv ETepog éTépw Opoloynon
kvpla eivar). For the effect of fraud or improper influence on requisite volition, see Wolff
[1957]1968: 484, n. 3; Maschke 1926: 162; Simonetos 1939: 193 ff.; Jones 1956: 222. Cf. Plato,
Kritén 52dg—e3, Nomoi 920d.

49. §§ 1, 54: Tov vopov ... kab 6v tag ovvOnKkag Eypdyapey TPOG UG avTodg . . . & pév
WPOAOYNOE Kal oLVEDETO KWV TTPOG EKOVTA.

50. The study of ancient Greek law is notoriously bedeviled by lacunae in our evidentiary
sources: scholars often consider the text of a law or the existence of a legal principle to be
incontrovertibly well established if it is confirmed by two or three testimonia. The accuracy
of a portion of the Law against Hybris, for example, is “assured” because it is quoted in two
independent texts (Fisher 1992: 36, n. 1).

51. See chapter 1, p. 25 and n. 3.

52. Kahn 1993: xviii-xxiii. Cf. Morrow [1960] 1993: 592. A good example of Plato’s recast-
ing of Athenian practice is his proposal for publishing laws: see Bertrand 1997, esp. 27—29.
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“grin and bear it” (stergetd) if the purchaser did not honor the agreement.
Similarly, a buyer would be denied court access to enforce arrangements
permitting delayed delivery of goods.>® If consensual understandings had
not been legally enforceable, Plato’s provisions would merely have repro-
duced existing law. But, as always, “Plato’s descriptions must not be taken
as simply reproducing actual law” (Pringsheim 1950: 40). Despite Plato’s
personally favorable attitude toward prostitution,* he disliked much, per-
haps virtually all, of prevailing Athenian law and legal principles, and
Athenian prostitutional contracts—Ilike all reciprocal agreements for
future performance—would not have been legally enforceable had Plato
in reality enjoyed the power to revise Athenian law at will.

In the actual Athenian court system, however, breach of contractual
arrangements was actionable through the diké blabés, a litigational category
covering a great variety of “damages” wrongfully sustained.” Additional
categories of action have been identified that may have been directed spe-
cifically to violations of contractual commitments.*® But could such con-
tracts be legally meaningful only when entered into by free men—who
were clearly not the only practitioners of prostitution at Athens—or could
legal significance arise from agreements to which women and slaves were
parties? Was the underlying purpose (sale of sex) a barrier to the validity or
enforceability of a contract of prostitution?

Contractual Capacity of Women and Slaves

As we have seen, contracts of prostitution were entered into with sex-
ual workers of varied status—including women and slaves. But under

53. Laws 849e: év tovTolg dANdTTEGOAL VOOUA TE XPNUATWY Kol XPHHATA VORIGHATOG, K
npoituevov dANov étépw ThV dAayny- 6 8¢ mpoépevog w¢ ToTEDWY, EAVTE KopionTal KAl &v
U, oTEPYETW G OUKETL Sikng obong T@V TolovTwV Tept ouvalldéewv. (“Here [sc. in Magnésia]
they must exchange money for goods and goods for money, and never hand over anything
without getting something in return; anyone who doesn’t bother about this and trusts the
other party must grin and bear it whether or not he gets what he’s owed, because for such
transactions there will be no legal remedy” [Translation: Saunders 1951]). Cf. Laws 915d6—e2
(no legal action for delayed sale or purchase [und” ¢t avafolfj mpaotv pndé @viv moteioBa
Hndevog).

54. He endorsed commercial sex as the least damaging alternative to marriage: see
chapter 1, n. 26.

55. Phillips 2009: 9o—92.

56. For the putative dikn cuvOnkadv mapaPdacews (Pollux 8.31), see Katzouros 1981. On the
possible Sikn ovppolaiwv (Dem. 32.1), see Mirhady 2004: 56.
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prevailing modern scholarly tenets (which insist that at Athens slaves and
women were legal nullities) such contracts would have been of no juridi-
cal significance: at law, slaves supposedly were mere chattels whose mas-
ters exercised all legal rights pertaining to them®; women were subsumed
within the legal personality of their kyrios, their “lord and master” (Wolff
1944: 46—47, n. 22), or “sovereign” (“in certain contexts”: Todd 1993: 383).
Accordingly, it is argued, “an Athenian woman had to be represented in
legal transactions by a male relative acting as her guardian (kyrios)” (Todd
Ibid.), and a slave could not enter into a legal transaction, including
contracts of prostitution. However, neither contention is valid. In actual
practice, Athenian law made accommodation—albeit only in commer-
cial context—for the legal standing and juridical rights of both women
and slaves.

Direct entry by women into contractual arrangements, including agree-
ments of prostitution, was not in fact precluded by kyrieia—an Athenian
woman’s putative need of a male relative to act on her behalf. Although
some commentators persist in referring to the kyrios as “the head of the
household to which (an Athenian woman) was attached” (Just 1985: 173,
n. 8), recent studies have established that the senior male in an oikos was
not the “owner” of family property or (in Wolff’s words, Ibid.) “the person
who exercises domestic power” over other family members (Wolff Ibid.),
but merely the household representative or “steward” in dealing publicly
with household assets.*® In form, “kyrieia is a much fuzzier, less formal-
ized institution than social and legal historians have generally thought”
(Foxhall 1996: 150). And in practice, the reality of women'’s extensive
involvement in commerce (see chapter 6, pp. 135-30) effectively abrogated
kyrieia as a barrier to female business operations, implicitly in the many
large-scale transactions undertaken by women for their own account,
explicitly in retail transactions where the law formally recognized women’s

57. Slaves’ lack of legal rights: Harrison 1968: 163—72; Rihll 201: 51-52; Klees 1998: 176—217.
For slaves’ general inability to bring lawsuits, see Plato Gorg. 483b; Dem. 53.20. Except for
some commercial matters discussed in this chapter (pp. 109-10), their testimony could be
used only to the extent that it was extracted under formalized torture, a form of proof that
emphasized the general evidentiary incapacity of the doulos. See Thiir 1977; Humphreys
1985: 356, n. 7.

58. See Ferrucci 2006: 202; Foxhall 1989, 1996: 14952, 2013: 25. Cf. Schaps 1998a: 163-67.

59. For examples and discussion of this phenomenon, see Hunter 1994: 19-29; Schaps
1979: 52—56. For the mechanisms through which women might avoid the literal limitations
of prevailing law, see Foxhall 1989; Harris 1992a.
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right to contract, without male representation, in an unlimited number
of reasonably significant individual transactions. (Legal authorization
for a single commitment was the value of one medimnos of barley [often
about US $300 in purchasing power equivalence, but at times as much
as $1,500-%$2,000], an amount more than sufficient to meet the normal
requirements for individual sales at retail establishments, or for single
commercial sexual encounters).® There was even a category of women
described as kyria heautés (“self-representative,” that is, not dependent for
legal purposes on a male kyrios)*—although the parameters and origin of
this grouping are unclear.® (Strikingly, however, the prominent Neaira,
allegedly an Athenian prostitute, is explicitly so denominated.®)

In the case of a single, exceedingly large transaction involving a woman
principal who was not “self-representative,” unrelated male citizens were
available to act as agents. Binding commitments at Athens could be cre-
ated through such representatives, who were able to effectuate transac-
tions and undertake obligations that might not be available directly to their
principals (provided, of course, that the agents themselves had the requi-
site capacity). Many citizens accordingly undertook a variety of tasks on
behalf of noncitizen and slave business principals.®*

Contractual arrangements with unfree prostitutes would have
been legally enforceable only if slaves could be parties to commercial
litigation.® In general, however, in the absence of special arrangements

60. Isai.10.10: oupPardery unde yovauki népa pedipvov kptOwv. Cf. Aiskh. 118. One medimnos
of barley often cost about 3 drachmas, but at times rose to as much as 18. Cf. Dimakis 1994:
33, 329, n. 77; Hunter 1989a: 294; Foxhall and Forbes 1982: 86; Kuenen-Janssens 1941: 212.
On state involvement in the pricing of grain, see chapter 7, pp. 157-60. For prices of sexual
encounters, see the section “The Price of Sex” in chapter 7.

61. Men. Perik. 497; Xen. Apom. 3.11; Dem. 59. 45—46; Antiphanés Fr. 210 (K.A.). Other
examples in Bremmer 1985; Hunter 1989b.

62. The number of such “female heads of household” is impossible to determine” (Hunter
1994: 33). But they likely included both wealthy and less advantaged women who for various
reasons were not encompassed by the dowry and betrothal system, such as women whose
husbands had died on military service. See Modrzejewski 1983: 52—53.

63. Dem. 59.46: yvaouny anegriivavto . . . v puév &vlpwmov ékevBuépav elvat kal avtiv adTig
Kvpiav. . ..
64. See E. Cohen (forthcoming) (a) (LDAS VI); Harris 2013; Gernet [1950] 1955: 150—64;

McKechnie 1989: 185. Cf. Cohen 2000: 145—54; Hervagault and Mactoux 1974; Perotti 1974;
Partsch 1909: 135 ff.

65. On the business undertakings of douloi khoris oikountes (“slaves living independently”),
see chapter 7, pp. 172—75.
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(such as those arising from interstate treaty or connected with residence
rights obtained by free foreigners), the Hellenic cities allowed access to
their courts only to their own citizens.®® But in business matters there is
significant evidence that the Athenian courts substantially disregarded
incapacity because of personal status—and allowed slaves full court
access, as parties and as witnesses. This acceptance is best attested in
the important “commercial maritime” cases and courts (dikai emporikai),
where “standing” was accorded without regard to the personal status of
litigants.”” In the case of slaves, this represented a unique accommoda-
tion, for (with the exception of testimony in cases of murder, perhaps only
against the alleged murderer of their master) slaves were otherwise abso-
lutely deprived of the right even to be witnesses in legal proceedings.*®
“Commercial maritime” disputes, however, were not the only cases
encompassed in the special procedural category of “monthly cases” (dikai
emménoi). “Banking cases” (dikai trapezitikai) are also denominated by
Aristotle as among these “monthly cases” (Ath. Pol. 52.2). Although little
is known with certainty as to the nature of “banking cases,”® there is no
reason to assume criteria of standing or evidence substantially different
from those of the “allied sphere” (Harrison 1968-71, I: 176) of commercial
maritime cases. Strikingly, the clearest example of a slave having the right
to testify and participate in an Athenian court, that of Lampis the naukléros
in Demosthenes 34, involves a doulos who provided credit to a borrower
who was the recipient of a number of other loans—some of which may
have been provided by bankers.”” And Pankle6n, engaged in commercial
pursuits in a fuller’s shop, seeks to avoid a court action (Lysias 23) on the
grounds that he is a Plataian, only to be met by the plaintiff’s introduction
of evidence that he is in fact a slave. Of course, the plaintiff’s presentation

66. See Cohen 1973: 59-62; Gernet [1938] 1955: 181-82; Gauthier 1972: 149—56. Even the
right to reside at Athens may have been granted initially through a procedure in which the
foreigner did not directly participate: Levy 1987: 6o.

67. Cohen 1973: 6974, 121; Gernet [1938] 1955: 159—64; McKechnie 1989: 185. Specifically
regarding douloi, Garlan notes: “Surtout a partir du IV® siecle, il fallut enfin adapter
empiriquement ses capacités juridiques aux fonctions économiques qui lui étaient confiées”
(1982: 55). Cf. Paoli [1930] 1974: 106—09.

68. See this chapter, note 57.
69. On the dikai trapezitikai, see Gernet [1938] 1955: 176—77.

70. For Lampis’s advance of 1,000 drachmas, see Dem. 34.6 and Thompson 1980: 144—45.
At Dem. 34.5 Lampis is termed the oikétng of Dibn, at 34.10 the “naic” of Di6én. For his clear
testimonial capacity, see {31.
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of proofs of servitude would justify pendency of the case only if slaves
actually could be parties to business-oriented lawsuits.

Yet there remained a barrier to slaves’ participation in court proceed-
ings: a fundamental Athenian legal principle that a party to an action must
personally present his case in court.” Since many slaves did not speak
Greek as their native language, linguistic ineptitude would often have
prevented them from competently representing themselves in litigation,
effectively depriving them of access to juridical process. Here too, Athenian
law adapted to the needs of commerce and allowed slaves and former
slaves (and even free non-Greeks) to be represented by speakers fluent in
Greek.”? Thus the banker (and ex-slave) Phormién, whose Greek was poor,
was permitted to use Demosthenes to speak for him in an important com-
mercial matter in which he was a defendant.” In Demosthenes 34, where
the slave Lampis, a ship-owner and financier, is prominently involved as
a principal (see above), with the court’s acquiescence the plaintiff receives
forensic support from at least one, and possibly two “friends.””* In another
commercial maritime case, Demosthenes 56, the court permits Dareios
to speak on behalf of Pamphilos, who was unable to present his own case
(Blass 1893: 584).

Agents were employed sometimes merely for the principal’s conve-
nience.”” Stephanos was dispatched to represent a banker’s interests at
Byzantion (Dem. 45.64), and the money-lending Démén sent Aristophon
to Kephallénia to resolve a commercial maritime dispute (Dem. 32.10-12).
Timotheos “appointed Philondas as his agent to sail to Macedon” (Moreno
2007: 281) to handle a timber transaction (Dem. 49.26). But because
Athenian law sharply restricted the rights and privileges of even free

71. “Das attische Recht...verlangte dariiber hinaus grundsitzlich, daf jeder Litigant
seine Sache auch rednerisch in eigener Person verfocht.” Wolff 1968: m1—12. Cf. Rubinstein
2000:18: “The assumption that an Athenian litigant was expected not only to plead his own
case but also to plead it alone, at least in principle, has been fundamental to most recent
scholarship on Athenian legal proceedings.” In agreement: Bauman 199o: 7; Christ1998: 37.

72. Blass asserts that in commercial cases Athenian courts commonly permitted presenta-
tions by representatives (rather than by parties), since many tradespersons were not Greek

by birth (1893: 584).

73. The orator opened his presentation by noting Phormién’s dneipiav tod Aéyetv, kai ®g
advvdtwg éxet Poppiwy (Dem. 36.1).

74. Dem. 34.52: kaA® 8¢ kai dANov Tva T@V Qidwy, £av kehednTe.

75. A number of individuals carried out tasks with which their principals did not wish to be
openly connected. See Lofberg 1917: 48-59.
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noncitizens, slave businessmen would have had frequent need of “rep-
resentatives” or “agents” in the conduct of their businesses. Thus Pasién
is attested as retaining the citizen Agyrrhios of Kollytos as a confidential
representative in litigational matters (Isokratés 17.31 ff.). Phormion, before
obtaining his freedom, used the citizen Timosthenés in the conduct of his
maritime operations (Dem. 49.31). During his early years of banking activ-
ity, before obtaining citizenship, perhaps while still a slave,” Pasi6én uti-
lized the citizen Pythodoros “to do and say all things” for him.” Similarly,
the son of Sopaios (a plutocratic and free, but foreign businessman visit-
ing Athens) used the citizen Menexenos, scion of one of the “wealthiest
and most distinguished” Athenian families (Davies 1971: 145), to overcome
various legal incapacities: Menexenos deals with the provision of surety
required of noncitizens in the polemarch’s court (Isokratés 1712, 14) and
appears to have represented this foreigner generally in legal and business
matters.”®

But Athenian law sought to prevent such principals from exploit-
ing free female prostitutes (and free young male sexual workers). The
“harshest penalties” (megista epitimia, a euphemism at Athens for the
possible imposition of the death penalty) were applicable against anyone
who engaged in proagdgeia—behavior encompassing not only outright
control of a sexual enterprise but also any form of criminal compul-
sion, pimping, or “matchmaking.””® Although numerous other societ-
ies have tolerated, or even encouraged, pimping, for free Athenians a
pervasive moral tenet required their avoiding even the appearance of
working under the control of another (see the section “Athenian Work
Ethics” in chapter 2). In the sale of sexual services, Athenian criminal
law and Athenian contractual practices consistently reflected this moral
orientation.

76. Pasidén played an important role in the banking business of his masters (Dem. 36.43,
48). J. Jones (1956: 1806) has even suggested that Pasion, while still a slave, was entirely
responsible for the operation of the bank. Although it is often assumed that he was manu-
mitted prior to the events described in Isok. 17 (cf. Davies 1971: 429—30), in fact we do not
know when he obtained his freedom.

77. Isok. 17.33: Ongp Maoiwvog drmavta kai Aéyet kai TpATTEL

78. Cf. Isok. 17.9: Bovlopevog eidévan capdg tO mpaypa mpoomépnw OAOunAov adt® Kai
MevéEevov; 17.12. .. Aéyer. .. d¢ ¢yd kai Mevékevog. .. 8§ tdhavt’ dpyvpiov Adpotpev
map’ adTod.

79. For full discussion of proagdgeia, see chapter 5, pp. 18-24.
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Private Contracts and Public [nterests

The “nature of the agreement” did not preclude the legal effectiveness of
Athenian private contracts. Some agreements even anticipated a possible con-
flict between contractual provisions and local law, and affirmatively provided
that the terms of the parties’ agreement should override any laws or statutes
that might purport to nullify provisions contained in the parties’ covenant.®
Demosthenes 48, a legal case purportedly arising from the excessive
wealth showered on a female prostitute, illustrates the apparent willingness
of the Athenian courts to enforce even pacts designed to obstruct Athenian
legal procedures. Kallistratos alleges that Olympiodéros, the brother of
Kallistratos’s wife, has breached a contract to divide equally between them-
selves the assets of a relative who has died intestate, and to jointly oppose
any rival claims. According to the plaintiff, Olympiodoéros lives with a for-
mer brothel slave (porné) who is excoriated as the proximate cause of the
defendant’s wrongful actions.® Kallistratos attacks this woman for intensify-
ing Olympiodéros’s irrationality and thus bringing on “the ruin of us all.”®
She is a hetaira who causes the plaintiff's own wife and daughter to envy her
extensive gold jewelry and fine clothing and the brilliance of her outdoor
processions, “arrogant extravagances” paid for with funds that might oth-
erwise have been available to adorn the male litigant’s family members.*
The whore’s control over Olympiodéros is supposedly so complete that she
incarnates precisely the type of woman against whom the revered lawgiver,
Solon, had provided protection through legislation, rendering ineffective the
commitments that a man might make under a woman’s improper suasion.®

80. On classical Greek agreements purporting to override polis law(s), see Dimopoulou
2014: 265—73 and Cohen 2014.

81. O opmodwpog . . . yuovaika pév AoTHY Katd TOLG VOUOUG TodG DpeTépovg dudenwnote
gynuev . . . étaipav 8¢ hvodpevog Evdov Exet . . . yovaki mel®opevog nopvn (§§ 53, 56).

82. abtn £¢oTiv i) Awpavopévn dravtag Huag kol olovoa Tovtovi tepautépw paivesbat (§53).

83. §55: TG yap ovk adikodvTtal fj TG 00 Setvd TdoXoVOLY, EMEWSAY OPDOL TNV HEV TOVTOL
étaipav mepattépw 100 KaA@g £xovTog kai xpuoia moAXd Exovoav kai ipdtia kald, kai eé£68ovug
Aapmpag ¢godoav, kai VBpilovoay ek T@V fueTépwy avtai 8¢ katadeeotépwg mept TavTa EXWoLy
dnavta; Kallistratos’s wife was the sister of Olympiodéros, and Kallistratros’s daughter was
thus the defendant’s niece.

84. §56: Olopmodwpog TolovTog €0tV dvOpwmog . .. 6mep ZOAwv 6 vopoBetng Néyet,
TAPAPPOvAOY G 008elg TTwToTE TTapePpOVNoey dvBpdnwy, yuvawki meldouevog mopvy. Kai
dkupd ye Tabta TdvTa Evopobitnoev elvat 6 TOhwv, § TL &v TIg yvvaukl Teldopevog mpdTy,
dMwg te kai totavty. Cf. Dem. 46.14. For a woman’s “undue influence,” cf. Todd 1993: 62,
225; Karabélias 1992.
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As aresult of this woman’s influence, Olympiodéros has failed to honor
their mutual agreement to work together to nullify the claims of relatives
whose standing was equal to or superior to that of the litigants, a contract
having a “blatantly illegal” aim (Phillips 2009: 96), namely, the nullifica-
tion of the rules of estate division set by Athenian law. But Kallistratos,
in seeking to enforce this pact, not only explicitly sets forth its unlawful
purpose but even explains in detail how plaintiff and defendant together
had misled a prior jury in an earlier process that had led to the award to
Olympiodoros of the deceased’s entire estate (§{43—45). Kallistratos also
lays out Olympiodéros’s possible defenses, including an anticipated claim
that the plaintiff had himself first violated their agreement ({§39—47), but
he never even suggests that Kallistratos might proffer as a defense the
putative illegality of their compact.

Greek jurisprudential discussions, however, do consider the possibil-
ity of conflict between a jurisdiction’s grant to individuals of an absolute
right to contract as they wish, and the same jurisdiction’s contemporane-
ous prohibition of the very actions that have been agreed upon in a pri-
vate arrangement. In the fictional city of Magnésia, sketched in The Laws,
Plato makes a legal action available for failure to perform any provision
of a consensual agreement—except for covenants prohibited by law or
statutes.® In the real world of fourth-century Greek polities, as Aristotle
observes, “sometimes” one law specifically provides that “whatever (the
parties) agree upon” is legally binding (kyria), while another law categori-
cally prohibits parties from entering into agreements that are contrary to
law.** To resolve such potential conflicts, an agreement might contain a
provision purporting to give priority over polis law to the terms contained
in the contract. Thus the written contract preserved in Demosthenes 35,
the only maritime loan agreement surviving from antiquity, provides
explicitly that concerning the matters covered in the document “nothing
else be more legally binding than (this) contract.”® The speaker explicitly
interprets this clause as giving the agreement priority even over laws and

85. 920d1-5:"Oca T1g &v OpoNoydV cuvBEBaL pi| ToLf) Katd TdG dpooyiag, ARV dV &v vopot
aneipywowv fj yrieopa . . . Sikag eivat t@v dAAwv dtelodg dpoloyiag.

86. Rhet. 1375bg—10: &viote O pév keledet kopla elvat Grv° &v ovvO@vTal, 6 8’ amayopedet pi
ouvtiBeoat Tapd TOV VOpOV.

87. §13: kvpiwTepov 8¢ mept TovTwV dANO undév eivan Tiig cuyypaefig. This document is now
generally accepted as genuine: see Purpura 1987: 203 ff.; Todd 1993: 338.
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decrees.®® A similar covenant was contained in the maritime loan com-
pact that is the subject of litigation in Demosthenes 56.# The inherent
mobility of maritime cargoes argues for the reasonableness of provisions
establishing the primacy of private contractual arrangements over the law
and statutes of any one jurisdiction: the rules of a particular polis might
have little applicability to financial arrangements made in another juris-
diction covering the transportation of goods to a third locus and involving
parties possibly alien to all three areas. Thus in Demosthenes 32, matters
relating to maritime loan contracts made in Athens and Syracuse come
to be adjudicated in a court on the western Greek island of Kephallénia
(§§ 8—9). Similarly, contractual provisions overriding the parochial law of
a particular city or cities accord well with the mobility of sex-workers, who
might range over “the circuit of the entire (Hellenic) world” (Dem. 59.108)
following their employers and their patrons, attending various festivals
and other seasonal ceremonies (see introduction, pp. 10-11). Indeed, the
promise of foreign travel is among the inducements allegedly offered to
entice the sex-worker of Lysias 3 into violating his contract to provide erotic
services to Simon (f10). We cannot, however, confirm that such provisions
might have been generally (or occasionally) included in contracts of pros-
titution, since no actual texts of contracts for erotic services have survived.
As a practical matter, moreover, we have no way of knowing whether courts
might actually have been willing to favor the parties’ consensual arrange-
ments over polis law. But agreements for the provision of sexual services
were not unlawful at Athens, and no legal barrier would have constrained
Athenian courts from enforcing them.

88. §39: 1) u&v yap cuyypagr ovdev kupdtepov €4 elvat TV Eyyeypappévwv, ovdE Tpoc@épeLy
obte vopov odte yneopa odt’ AN’ 008’ OT0DV TIPOG TV ovyypagnv. Cf. IG XII 7.67, 27,
and 76.

89. Although the actual text has not been preserved, section 26 of the court presentation
confirms the presence of such a clause.



5

Beyond Legalization

LAWS AFFECTING PROSTITUTES

ALTHOUGH ATHENIAN MALE citizens who had prostituted themselves
were subject to punishment if they attempted to exercise certain rights
of participation in polis activity (chapter 3), there is universal agreement
that “being a prostitute in itself was not an offense” (MacDowell 2005:
8s5): there was no legal prohibition against providing sex for cash.! Nor
was Athens alone in classical antiquity in treating prostitution as a legiti-
mate occupation. Rome, for prime example, “allowed the business of
venal sex to proceed virtually unregulated” (McGinn 2004: 1). Almost all
modern Western societies, however, have outlawed prostitution, or have
“legalized” it only under extensive administrative oversight and/or with
ambient criminal strictures.? Thus many European countries are said to

1. In agreement (among many others): Foxhall 2013: 103; Lanni 2010: 55; Osborne 2004: 14.
Gagliardi has suggested, however, that restrictions on male prostitutes’ political activity
effectively amounted to a criminalization of prostitution (at least for male citizens) since
“the penalty, imposed through a dokimasia rhetoron, did not depend on anything the indi-
vidual had done in the assembly, because in fact he had not done anything there, apart from
asking to speak” (2005: 93). But this is equivalent to arguing that the US military’s refusal to
accept recruits who have marked their skin with tattoo(s) effectively criminalizes tattooing,
and even Gagliardi denies “that simple prostitution could be prosecuted as an offence, if not
followed by the other acts listed in the Solonian law” (2005: 92, n. 15).

2. Canadian law is paradigmatic: while adults’ exchange of sex for money has been lawful
throughout Canada, federal laws have prohibited the operation of brothels, pimping, and
soliciting, effectively criminalizing most exchanges. The Supreme Court of Canada, how-
ever, has now struck down these limitations as unconstitutional infringements on prosti-
tutes’ rights (12/20/13: appeal of Bedford v. Canada, 2010 ONSC 4264 [CanLII]). Proposed
federal legislation (intended to withstand court challenge) was adopted in November 2014
(Bill C-36), purportedly leaving prostitution lawful while still inhibiting its actual practice by
criminalizing payment for, or advertising of, sexual services.
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have “decriminalized” prostitution by eliminating direct prosecution of
individual providers of purchased sex,’ while maintaining prohibitions
on soliciting, cohabitating, and/or operating commercial outlets for sex.*
Because many prostitutes in Western Europe are foreigners (usually ille-
gal immigrants),’ sex-workers are often arrested (and often deported) for
illegal residence, rather than for the commercial sexual activities actually
objected to.® “Decriminalization” itself is often accompanied by prosecu-
tion of customers and by onerous and extensive regulation (physical exam-
inations, bureaucratic rules, complex licensing) that effectively negate, in
large measure, the purported authorization of the sale of sex.

Athens likewise had adopted ancillary legislation affecting the practice
of prostitution. Criminal penalties were imposed on fathers (and other
men) who took money for the erotic services of boys and girls for whom
they were responsible.” Prostitutes were monitored so closely that tax

3. See O’Neill and Barberet 2000: 124—25; Barberet 1995. A number of nations, however,
are considering the restoration of direct criminal sanctions, a step taken by Sweden in
1999 (Pisano: 2002: 245—49). For recriminalization efforts in Germany, see International
Conference on Prostitution & Trafficking- Copenhagen, 5/7—5/8 /201, reported at www.grosse-
freiheit.dk/upl/9628/JaniceRaymondtale.pdf; Spain, Newsletter 4/277/2012 at http://taketh-
esquare.net/2012/04/27/barcelona-1sm-newsletter-nr-10/.

4. In Germany, for example, prostitution is “legal,” but pimping and promoting commercial
sex are unlawful. Prostitutional contracts are unenforceable as “sittenwidrig” (“immoral”),
and prostitutes are denied rights available to other workers (such as health care, unem-
ployment benefits, collective bargaining). Local municipalities are empowered to impose
additional restrictions, and prostitutes are often arrested for illegal residence and other
prostitutional-related charges. See www.worldsexguide.org/germany.html. In France,
“Trading sex for money is legal (but) soliciting or trafficking in prostitutes is not” (New York
Times, November 22, 201). The United Kingdom likewise prohibits soliciting or trafficking
(see Sections 19 and 20 of the Policing and Crime Act [2009)]).

5. Itis estimated that approximately 8o percent of Dutch prostitutes are foreign born (Louis
1999), as are more than half of German prostitutes (Owen 2002). Cf. introduction, n. 41.

6. Brussa1998; Wijers 1998: 74—75. In 2003, a new French Law on Internal Security (loi sur
la sécurité intérieure) was adopted, explicitly criminalizing even the appearance of “soliciting”
(racolage [par] une attitude meme passive) (Article 50) and similarly penalizing other aspects of
the sale of sex. The Minister of the Interior has insisted that restrictions on commercial sex
are part of “la lutte contre les réseaux mafieux” (Le Monde, November 16, 2002). Legislation
has now cleared the National Assembly, and is awaiting Senate consideration, to levy fines
on persons purchasing sex (Assemblée Nationale, loi no. 4057, “visant a responsabiliser les
clients de la prostitution,” enacted December 2013). As of June 2015, the Senate was still
resisting confirmation of the Assembly’s action (Le Figaro, June 15, 2015).

7. Aiskhin. 1.13: Awappnidny yodv Aéyet 6 vopog, £av Tva ékpuobaor étatpelv matip i adeh@og fy
Beiog fj énitpomog fj SAws T@V KLpiwV TIG . . . (O VOpOG) €& ypaehv elvat, katd 82 Tod pobwoavtog
Kol 100 poBwoapévov . . . kai foa & émtipna éxatépw menoinke . . . Plut. Solén 23.2."Eti 8’ obte
Buyatépag mwlely obt’ adehag Sidwaot, A &v i Aapn mapBevov dvdpt cuyyeyevnuévny. See


http://www.grossefreiheit.dk/upl/9628/JaniceRaymondtale.pdf
http://www.grossefreiheit.dk/upl/9628/JaniceRaymondtale.pdf
http://takethesquare.net/2012/04/27/barcelona-15m-newsletter-nr-10/
http://takethesquare.net/2012/04/27/barcelona-15m-newsletter-nr-10/
http://www.worldsexguide.org/germany.html
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agents collecting the annual impost on prostitution (pornikon telos) pos-
sessed precise information on individuals “practicing the trade” (khro-
menoi téi ergasiai).® As discussed in chapter 3, male citizens who had
taken money for sex were deprived of the opportunity to participate in
certain political and civil activities. The polis imposed the “harshest penal-
ties” (megista epitimia) on anyone acting as a procurer (progbgeus) for free
women or free youths.” Were these laws, then, the Athenian equivalent
of today’s prevailing European policy of “decriminalizing” prostitution by
eliminating direct prosecution of individual prostitutes, while imposing
regulatory burdens and punishing tangential aspects of commercial sex,
thereby obstructing the supposedly lawful practice of prostitution? Was
Athenian prostitution formalistically lawful, but effectively truncated by
indirect sanctions?

To the contrary—unlike prevailing European regimens—Athenian law
generally touched on commercial sex only as an aspect of broader con-
cerns and treated prostitutes no differently than others in similar situa-
tions: some statutes even facilitated the sale of sex by protecting the rights
of sex-workers. Thus sanctions on male relatives who prostituted children
were merely one element of the extensive legislation protecting children
from sexual exploitation—laws that included detailed prohibitions against
abuse by caregivers (and others) and safeguards against exploitation of
boys by mature males in school or other educational situations (includ-
ing choral, athletic, and gymnastic training).!” Taxation of Athenian pros-
titutes followed the procedures imposed on others, including farmers and
merchants: Athens commonly gathered governmental funds not directly
through polis officials but via third parties who purchased, as highest

Glazebrook 2006a, who shows that Solén 23.2 cannot reasonably be interpreted as provid-
ing for the sale into slavery of an unchaste woman (pace Ogden 1996: 141, Blundell 1995: 125,
and various other earlier commentators). Cf. the provisions for protection of children under
guardianship in the “New Fragments of Hyperides from the Archimedes Palimpsest”: Thiir
(forthcoming); Tchernetska, et al. 2007 (possible protection against sexual abuse: Whitehead
2009: 141-42).

8. Aiskhin. 1.19: kaf’ &kactov éviavtov 1} PovA] TwAel TO TOPVNIKOV TENOG Kai TOVG
TpLapévoug T TéNog ovk eikdlery, AN dkpiBig eidéval Todg TavTy Xpwiévovg T €pyaciaq.
Cf. Pollux 7.202, 9.29. Diod. Sik. (12.21.1) suggests that such taxation was common through-
out Greece. Cf. Polyain. 5.2.13. Similar tax at Kos: Reinach 1892; Khatzibasileiou 1981: 8.55—
56. Cf. chapter 1, n. 37 and accompanying text.

9. See this chapter, section “Prohibition of Pimping (Proagbgeia).”

10. See Aiskhin. 1.9-11, 139; Lysias 1.32. Cf. Davidson 2007: Chapter 3 and Hubbard
2009: 5-6; MacDowell 2000: 15-19; E. Cohen 2000: 159-67; Scanlon 2002: 212-14.
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bidder, the right to collect (extort?) certain taxes, seeking to gather sums
greater than their obligation to the state, and acting on information and
through procedures developed in conjunction with the Boulé, the polétai,
the tamias of the stratiotic fund, and the controllers of the theoric fund, as
appropriate." Athens denied political office, at least theoretically,'? not only
to male prostitutes but also to various other persons perceived as exces-
sively motivated by personal financial advantage (see chapter 3, pp. 89—92).

Two other laws actually offered protection for prostitutes at the pin-
nacle and at the nadir of sexual commerce. The prohibition of proagdgeia
(“pandering”) was especially important to courtesans in the highest rank
of the profession (tekhné), the free women popularly known as the “big
earners” (megalomisthoi).”® For them, a ban on pandering proffered secu-
rity from the pimps who, in numerous other societies, have been a major
source of sex-workers’ oppression. The prohibition of hybris (“outrage”),
for its part, offered a measure of human-rights protection for even the
most vulnerable of whores, the brothel slaves, who were shielded, along
with all other residents of Athens, from “gross abuse’—a commitment
in a “slave society”™ that was startling even to many of the free residents
of Attika (and has been improperly dismissed as “incomprehensible” by
many modern scholars).”

Prohibition of Pimping (Proagbgeia)

In many historically attested societies, and in virtually all contemporary
communities, the sale of sex has been largely a phenomenon in which

1. On “tax farming” at Athens, see Aristot. Ath. Pol. 47.2; Andok. 173, 133-36; Aristoph.
Sphék. 657—59. Cf. Faraguna 2010; Migeotte 2014: 89-102, 2001; Stroud 1998: (esp.) 27-30.

12. For the nuances of partial, potential, and full atimia for meretricious and other offenses,
see Gagliardi 2005; Fox 1994: 149-51; Wallace 1998; Paoli [1930] 1974: esp. 328-34; Hansen
1976: 55-98. Cf. Wout 2011.

13. Megalomisthoi: “the wealthy, famous hetaeras of the law courts and the comic stage”
(McClure 2003b: 48). Cf. this chapter, n. 39.

14. For Athens as a “slave economy,” see introduction, n. 7. The Athenians believed that
the servile population of Attika exceeded that of the free (Isager and Hansen 1975: 16-17).
Canfora claims that “according to even the most conservative estimates, there were four
slaves for every freeborn Athenian” (1995: 124). In fact, estimates vary widely as to both the
total population of Attika and its composition. See introduction, n. 51. Cf. Hyper. Fr. 33; Ath.
272C-D; Xen. Por. 4.4, 25, 28.

15. For astonishment, ancient and modern, over the protection of slaves by the graphé
hybreds, see nn. 50 and 51, with corresponding text.
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female prostitutes, working for men, service male customers—a pattern
conforming to the general domination of commerce by men.'® But at
Athens unenslaved prostitutes seem to have been free of outside interfer-
ence in their sale of sex, and women appear generally to have controlled
meretricious businesses (see the section “Women as Merchants of Sex”
in chapter 6). In fact, Athenian law imposed the “harshest penalties”
(megista epitimia, a euphemism at Athens for the death penalty) on anyone
who engaged in proagdgeia (pimping, prostituting, procuring, pandering)
involving the sexual services of a “free youth or free woman.””

Proagégeia was a word of protean significations—ranging from pimp-
ing to “matchmaking” to outright control of a sexual enterprise. It appears
not rarely in classical Greek literature, and in every occurrence “signifies
procuring for sexual purposes” (Glazebrook 2006a: 40)—but in varied con-
texts dealing with the provision of hetairai, women and boys.” Accordingly,
this statute offered a basis for criminal prosecution of anyone who dared
to involve himself or herself in any aspect of the commercial provision
of sex by free women or free youths—other than the self-employment of
offering one’s own body for sale.

16. However, male control of prostitutional enterprises has been far from universal: in a num-
ber of postclassical societies, women have controlled, and benefited from, management of
prostitutional enterprises. See, for example, Henriot 2001: 238—39 (nineteenth-century China);
Corbin 1998:174-81 (nineteenth-century France); Lentakis 1998: 3.109-110 (Byzantion—contra
Leontsini 1989:169). For the dominance of female entrepreneurs in prostitutional businesses
in twenty-first-century Manhattan, see New York Times: October 12, 2004.

17. Aiskhin. 1.14: kai tiva £repov vopov £0nke @Olaka TOV OUeTépwv Taidwv; TOV TAG
mpoaywyeiag, T& péytota Emtipa Emypdyag, v Tig EAedBepov maida fj yuvaika mpoaywyevn.
Megista epitimia is invoked by Aiskhinés as a fixed penalty but is probably only the orator’s
interpretation of a statute providing for a procedure (agon timétos) where the penalty, set by
the dikasts if they found the defendant guilty, might be execution. (Cf. Aiskhin. 1184: kai
TAG TPoaywyovs Kai Tovg mpoaywyods ypageoar kehevel, kv dA@ot, Bavdtyw {npodv.) But
Plutarch reports only a 20 drachma penalty for proagdgeia: see n. 21.

Because ancient Greek (like English) permits a preceding adjective to refer to either the
first or both of two following nouns—with the exact meaning determined by context—some
translators of Aiskhin. 1.14 have rendered the Greek text literally as precluding the “pro-
agbgeia” of any woman, including presumably enslaved females (for example, Martin and
Budé 1927: 1, 25: “un enfant libre ou une femme.”). But social and economic context argues
strongly that the ban could apply only to free women: slaves were the chattels of their mas-
ters. Plutarch understood the protection as applying only to free women (Solén 1.23), as
have most translators (e.g., Adams 1919: 14: “a free-born child or a free-born woman”; Fisher
2001: 74: “free woman or boy.”)

18. LSJ definition: to prostitute, to pander. Citations relevant to classical Greece: Xen. Symp. 4.62;
Aristoph. Neph. 980; Diog. Laert. 10.4.7; Athén. 443a, 605¢, Epit. 2.2.41; Plut. Erdt. 759fg, Symp.
Probl. 693c9. Its use in Xen. Symp. 4.62—-64 and in Plato Theait. 149—50 is discussed below.
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For Aristotle, proagdgeia was inherently coercive, akin to moikheia. In
the Nicomachean Ethics, he groups it with other wrongdoing imposed on
victims involuntarily: murder by treachery, theft, false adversarial testi-
mony, sexual violation of another man’s female relatives (moikheia), poi-
soning, preying on slaves, proagdgeia.”” Likewise for Plutarch, proagdgeia
is grouped with moikheia (and with rape) as a clearly criminal exploitation
of a victim. In his Life of Solén, Plutarch notes that legislation attributed to
Solén® “permitted the one seizing an adulterer to kill the adulterer. But
if someone seizes and forces a free woman, he set a fine of 100 drach-
mas. And if he procures (proagdgeuéi) her for prostitution, 20 drachmas.””
Plutarch does report, however, that pandering is permitted in the case of
streeters”—prostitutes who at Athens were the embodiment of servile
meretricious commerce, sharply distinguished from the megalomisthoi, the
“courtesans” who incarnate the Athenian conceptualization of free labor
(“Selling ‘Free’ Love,” in chapter 2) and who are the prostitutes most likely
to benefit from an effective prohibition of procuration. Plutarch’s statement
is confirmed by a passage in Lysias, who cites another law attributed to
Solon that similarly provided that a man could not be punished as a moikhos
(a violator of another male’s female relatives®) if he had had relations with
a woman who “sat in a brothel or walked about openly,” that is, worked as a

19. 131a2-8: T@V yap ovvvallaypdtwv t& pEv ékovotd éott ta 8 dkovola . . . T@V §’
dkovoiwy T uév habpaia, ofov kAom) pouyeia gappakeia tpoaywyeia Sovhanatia Sohogovia
yevdopaptopia, T 8¢ Piata, olov aikia k.T.A. Ancient usage of moikheia likewise tends to be
inexact, generating considerable dispute among modern scholars: see n. 23, this chapter.

20. Although modern scholarship has established that Athenians of the fourth century tended
to assign to “Solon” all laws of indeterminate origin (Fox 1994: 150; MacDowell 2000: 21),

Plutarch assumed that the legislation against proagdgeia was factually attributable to Solén.

21. Translation: Glazebrook 2006a: 41. Text: 23.1: ‘Ohwg 8¢ mheiotnv éxetv dromiav of mept
TOV YOVAUK®Y vopol T@ XoAwvt Sokodot. Mooy uév yap dvelelv 1@ Aafovtt édwkev- éav §°
apmaon TG Ehevbépav yovaika kol Prdontat, {nuiav ékatdov Spaxudag €take: kdv mpoaywyedn,
Spaxpag elkoot, TRV Soat Tegaopuévwg twhodvrat, Aéywv 8f) Tag £taipag. Adtat yap upavg
got@ot pdg Tovg didovTag . . . Harrison (1968: 37) explicitly relates Plutarch 23.1 to the
Athenian law against procurement, as does Maffi 1984.

22. No pandering m\ijv doal mepaopévwg mwlodvtal, Aéywv Of tag Etaipag. Adtar yap
EUPavds Yot PO Tovg SiddvTag . . . (23.1). No pandering “except for those who blatantly
sell themselves, meaning, to be sure, the hetairai. For these women openly are trolling the
streets for those who will pay (them), literally ‘those giving.’” For Plutarch’s conflation of
terms for sex-workers (streetwalkers, hetairai) a recurring phenomenon in Greek usage, see

chapter 1, pp. 34-35.

23. As to the persons protected by legislation against moikheia, see Glazebrook and Olson
2014: 72; Cantarella 2005: 240—41, 1991; Foxhall 1991; D. Cohen 1991b: 98-132.
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streetwalker, “a calling appropriate to slaves.”* Many female prostitutes did
work the streets, sometimes in the guise of “musical entertainers”: officials
responsible for the city’s roads (the astynomoi) were specifically charged
with averting the violence that might arise from customers’ competition in
public thoroughfares for the music accompaniment (and possible ancillary
sexual services) of female players of harps, pipes, and lyres.”

In Athenian juridical contexts, imprecise usage of the term proagdgeia
was not anomalous.” At Athens “there was relatively little technical legal
vocabulary and the language of the street was itself the language of the
law.”” Everyday words, however, often have multiple, and sometimes
even inconsistent, meanings determined by context. But context is almost
always absent from the texts of laws. In the Athenian legal system, where
critical terms were not given definition by code or through judicial prec-
edent, and in which inexact criminal prohibitions were not annullable
as “unconstitutionally vague,” each court case necessarily evoked a fresh
determination of precisely what kind of behavior had been outlawed.” In
this ambience, the very uncertainty of legal definition and the resultant
unpredictability of judicial decision itself served as an “effective means
of social control,”® dissuading persons from engaging in behavior that

24. Dem. 59.67: TOvV Te vopov . . . 8¢ odk &at éml tavtnot poxdv AaPelv omooat &v én’
¢pyaotnpiov kab@vtal fj TWA@VTAL dTOTEPAOHEVWS . . . Which is 1] T@V Topv@Y épyacia (59.113).
Lysias (10.19) explains the somewhat archaic wording of this statute: 10 pév negaopévwg ¢oti
pavep@s, moleloBat 8¢ Badierv. See Kapparis 1999: 311-13; Scafuro 1997: 12.

25. Not all street musicians were involved in commercial sex. See chapter 77, pp. 163—64.

26. Variation in usage has resulted, on occasion, in error in translation. Glazebrooke
(2006a: 40—41) notes that earlier translators of proagdgeia in Plutarch Solén 23.1 tended to
(mis)translate the term “as an act of persuasion or seduction,” an interpretation contradic-
tory to the other testimonia in which proagdgeia appears, illogical in the present context
(“with such a translation it is unclear then how the powxog differs from the seducer”), and
inconsistent with Lysias 1.29 and 1.32 (see Cole 1984: 102). McGinn 2014: 86—87 nonetheless
persists in reading proagdgeia as “persuasion or seduction.”

27. Millett and Todd 1990: 17. Perusal of Todd’s Lexicon (appended to Cartledge, Millett and
Todd 1990 and to Todd 1993) suggests that this comment is somewhat overstated: Athenian
law may have lacked special vocabulary for criminal offenses, but it had developed many
technical terms for procedural matters.

28. The entire case against Timarkhos (Aiskhinés 1), for example, depends on interpret-
ing the term hetairein, i.e., defining “prostitution’—a word whose definition has generated
decades of unresolved academic dispute (see chapter 1, pp. 3136 chapter 3, pp. 82-83).
“Precedent” had little influence at Athens, where panels of hundreds of jurors issued no
opinions explaining their decisions, and even the verdicts in cases were not recorded (Lanni
2004: 164 and Gagarin 2008: 195, pace Harris 2013b: 248—49 and 2.013¢).

29. Cf. Lanni 2006: 115-16; MacCormick 1994: Go.
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even conceivably might be confused with the conduct clearly falling within
popular conception of the forbidden activity.

The chilling effect of this statute on individual behavior is suggested
by Sokratés’s allusion, in Plato’s Theaitétos, to midwives’ fear of being
charged with proagégeia. Claiming to be a midwife (maia) (149a1—4)—
in the metaphorical role of helping to give birth to an understanding of
“knowledge” (epistémé)—Sokratés insists that midwives, because of their
life experience, are best suited to bring together men and women who
would make fine parents. “But they flee from this matchmaking (prom-
néstiké) because they're fearful of being charged with that wrongful and
unprofessional bringing-together of man and woman which goes by the
name of proagdgeia.”*

Promnéstiké was not the only activity that might be conflated with
proagogeia. In Xenophon's Symposion, Sékratés equates proagdgeia with
mastropeia. Here Sokratés claims to be not a midwife but a mastro-
pos (3.10)—one who fashions those under his/her control into attrac-
tive seducers of customers, teaching his/her charges the enticing
sexual skills useful for pleasing clients (4.57-59). But after conducting
a detailed analysis of the traits required of a fine mastropos (4.56—61),
Sokratés identifies not himself but another participant in the symposion
(Antisthenés) as surpassingly manifesting these characteristics of the
good mastropos—which, Sékratés claims, explains why Antisthenés is
an excellent PROAGOGOS!* Sokratés does know that the two activities
are not absolutely indistinguishable, for he calls proagdgeia the “comple-
mentary profession” of mastropeia: proagogeia is a skilled calling (tekhné)
requiring the ability to identify and bring together clients and servicers
who would share a mutual attraction and be good for one other.*? This
Antisthenés has done. He has worked successfully in introducing the
sophist Prodikos to the wealthy Kallias (after identifying Kallias as yearn-
ing for “knowledge” [philosophia] and Prodikos as needing money) (4.62).

30. 150a1—4: St Thv ddikov Te Kal drexvov ovvaywyny avdpog kal yovatkog, 1 81 mpoaywyia
Svopa, @evyovol kol TV TPOUVNOTIKAV dte oepval oboar ai podat, @ofovpevon uf eig
ékeivny TV aitiav St TavTny éunécwoty: émi Talg ye OVIwG paialg pHovalg mov TpoomKel Kol
npopvroacat 6pHdg.

31. 4.64: TabTa Op@V SuVApEVOV o€ ToLely dyaBov vopilw mpoaywydv elvat.

32. &yaBog mpoaywyds: 6 yap olog Te GV ylyvWoKey Te TOVG OPENiOVG adTOIG Kal TOVTOVG
Suvdpevog Totelv émbupelv AANAwV, 00T0G &v pot Sokel . . . ToAhoD &v d€og elvat . . . . (4.64).
Complementary tekhné: ti|v (téxvnv) dxolovbov tavng (4.61).
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Antisthenés had also successfully linked Kallias with Hippias of Elis,
and had introduced Sokratés himself to Aiskhylos the Phleiasian and to
Zeuxippos of Héraklea—arousing in S6kratés enormous passion (and
great gratitude to Antisthenés). A proagdgos of skill, writes Xenophon,
could make a lot of money—as could a good mastropos.** But a defen-
dant charged with proagégeia might have had a difficult time separating
the two “complementary professions” by establishing that he was in fact
teaching the sexual skills that would bring a client and prostitute together
(that is, being a mastropos) and not functioning as a mere “go-between”
(proagdgos).

Testifying further to the elasticity of the term proagdgeia,
Aiskhinés cites the statute against proagdgeia in his case against
Timarkhos—despite the absence of any contention that the defen-
dant has been acting on behalf of anyone else. But the case against
Timarkhos involves prostitution (Timarkhos is charged with years of
political activity after years of male prostitution), and the statute is
cited in Aiskhinés’s narration of various laws dealing with the sale of
sex.* Its relevance is vaguely suggested within the pervasive thought
that Timarkhos had “done it to himself”*—although, as Soékratés
claims, the essence of proagdgeia is a bringing-together (synagégé) of
others. But the language of the law, the language of the street, seems
not to have known such fine distinctions—as least when interpreted
by a skilled rhetorical wordsmith like Aiskhinés.*® Similarly, a flirta-
tious youth in Aristophanés’s Clouds is described as “walking around
(proagdgeuon) for himself with his eyes,” that is, persuasively inviting

33. Mastropos: kai mavv &v moAAa xprjuata dappavoupt, i fovloipny xpfiodat Tf téxvn (3.10).
Proagogos: v yap (£en) Tadta SOvwpal, oecaypévog Of) mavnTdmact TAovTov THY Yuxiv écopat
(4.64). Cf. 4.60.

34. Aiskhinés’s references to Athenian laws are often problematic. He sometimes purports
to be quoting the text of laws verbatim when he is in fact selectively (and sometimes mislead-
ingly) paraphrasing the actual content of the statute. Cf. Fisher 2001: 125; Ford 1999: 242.
Furthermore, the manuscripts of Aiskhinés offer paleographical difficulties: they often con-
tain the purported text of laws that Aiskhinés has cited, but these addenda are generally dis-
missed as illegitimate appendages composed in later antiquity. See MacDowell 1990: 43—47;
Harris 1992b: 71-77. But Aiskhines’s reference to the statute against proagdgeia is straight-
forward: he does not purport to quote the actual text of the law, nor is purported original
language attached to his citation.

35. See, for example, Aiskhin. 1185187 (§185: 1@ 8¢ napa gvowv Eavtov VPpicavtt).

36. Ieprrtdg év toig Aoyoig (Aiskhin. 1.119, applied to Demosthenes).
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sexual attention and at the same time “procuring for himself” in a
meretricious way—"“streetwalking” being a common manifestation of
Athenian prostitution.”

The presumed deterrent effect of imprecise interdiction is a familiar
feature of contemporary American law. The US Securities and Exchange
Commission (SEC), for example, systematically avoids clear and specific
descriptions of prohibited behavior, seeking to deny “safe harbor” to per-
sons seeking to devise lawful methods of access to activities proscribed
by the Commission.*® By banning proagdgeia, an inexact noun of broad
applicability, Athenian law provided maximum protection for free women
and free youth in their practice of prostitution. This safeguard appears
to have been effective: wealthy female prostitutes were almost invariably
free persons.* Third-party control of a prostitute’s life, and revenues, was
effectively lawful only for enslaved women, enslaved youth, and mature
free men. But Athenian philanthropia did not ignore even these victims
of coercive exploitation—who were included in the all-encompassing
provisions of the law forbidding “outrageous” victimization (the graphé
hybreos).

Protecting Slaves from “Outrageous”
Victimization (Hybris)

A fundamental Athenian law purported to protect every inhabitant of
Attika—“whether a child or a woman or a man, whether free or slave”—
from outrageous abuse (hybris). Under a statute preserved in the text of
Demosthenes, Athenian law authorized a prosecution for hybris “when-
ever someone intentionally insults the honor (hybrizei) of another, whether
a child or a woman or a man, whether free or slave, or does something

37. 979-80: 008’ & pHANAKV QLPACAUEVOS THV QWVIY TPOG TOV EPATTiV | adTOG EaVTOV
npoaywyedwv Totv dgBapotv ¢padilev. Cf. Aristoph. Sphék. 1028, Batr. 1079, Thes. 341. On
the equation of “walking” and “whoring,” see this chapter, pp. 120-21.

38. For example, by failing to offer a technical definition of “security,” the SEC has left
unresolved the potential need for provision of detailed offering materials for the sale of
Tenant-in-Common interests under the Tax-Deferred Exchange section (fi031) of the US
Federal Tax Code. Cf. the continuing absence of a “safe harbor” definition for “insider
trading.”

39. “Unter der Gruppe der renommierten Hetdren, die als Spitzenverdienerinnen galten
(megalomisthoi) (Athénaios 570b; 558a—€), waren Sklavinnen kaum anzutreffen” (Klees
1998: 147, n. 16). Cf. Lentakis 1999: 146, 165.
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improper (paranomon) against any such person.”® Aiskhinés cites the
legislation in language virtually identical with that of Demosthenes.”
Hypereidés notes the law’s explicit protection of slaves from bodily
abuse,” and Demosthenes praises the “humane benevolence” (philanthro-
pia) of the Athenians in forbidding the subjection of slaves to hybris.*® This
prohibition is so well-attested that there is “general agreement (that) we
possess the actual text of the law as it stood in the fourth century” (Fisher
1992: 30), the “genuine law” (MacDowell 1990: 263).*

But the behavior actually banned by this legislation is uncertain, for
the law contained no definition of hybris,* prohibiting instead everything
encompassed by a common word having multiple and contradictory signi-
fications changing with everyday context. The term hybris could describe a
broad scope of conduct ranging from mundane “human arrogance, over-
confidence or unawareness of the reasons for one’s own good fortune”
through “behavior seriously injurious” (Fisher 1995: 45—-46). However, the
meaning of hybris in any specific legal context would depend on a decision
maker’s conclusion in that particular matter. Not surprisingly, scholarly

40. 21.47:Eav 1g vfpiln €lc tiva, § maida fj yovaika fj &vdpa, 1@v Ehevbépwv | T@V Sovdwv, §
TAPAVOUOV TL TTOLOT) €iG TOVTWV TIVA . . .

41. Aiskhin. 115 °Eév 11 0Ppiln eig naida (0Ppiler 8¢ 81y mov 6 wobodpevog) i &vSpa fj yvvaika,
| T@V éAevBépwv TIVA 1) T@V SoVAWY, T €4V TTAPAVOUOV Tt TIOL] €iG TOVTWY TV Ypagds BBpewg
eivat menoinkev. . . . The text of the “law” preserved at Aiskh. 1.16 is patently a forgery:
MacDowell 1990: 263-64.

42. Frag. Mantitheos: £€0ecav 00 povov Omép @V EAevBepwy, AANA Kkal €&y TiG €ig SovAov cdpa
OBpion, ypaedag eivat katd Tod OPpicavtog.

43. 21.48-49: 10D vopov Tiig pthavBpwiag, 6G 0v8¢ Todg SovAovg HPpileabat &ELoi . . . . “elotv
“EN\nvég Tiveg dvBpwmot oltwg fipepot kai uAavBpwmot tovg tpdmovg dote . . . ovd’ fowv &v
Ty katabévteg Sovlovg knfiowvtat, 008¢ TovTovg VPpiley afodaoy. . . .’

44. Harris, appropriating the arguments of Drerup (1898: 297-300), asserts that the text
of the law at Dem. 21.47 is a “fake” (1992b: 77: cf. Harris 2008, 2013d: 224-31)—a posi-
tion that has not won general acceptance (see Fisher 2001: 139—40; Carey 1998; van Wees
2011). Harris’s main contention is that the law treats fj tapdavopdv Tt oo eic TovTwWV TIVA
as “covering every imaginable crime.” That clause, however, does nothing more than to
ensure that any illegal action taken against a slave (and others)—even in the presence or
absence of other relief—is actionable pursuant to the special severities of the graphé hybreds.
Harris overlooks the presence of the same clause at Dem. 43.75 (¢&v 8¢ 11 OPpiln 7} mouf
Tt mapavopov)—elaborated upon in 43.77-78 (0Pprotrg, mapavopwtepol). Finally Harris
assumes that Athenian law aimed for exactitude and specificity in the drafting of criminal
charges rather than for the deterrence and elasticity inherent in generalized prohibitions
subject to interpretation in each individual case.

45. Aiskhinés specifically notes that the statute “summarized all these offenses in a single
(term)”: TOV (vopov) TG VPpews, 6¢ évi keadaiw mavTta T& ToladTa GVANABOV Exet (1.15).
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efforts to identify a core concept underlying or unifying the various nota-
tions of hybris have yielded only prolonged scholarly disputation—despite
the profusion of surviving evidence. The standard work on hybris (Fisher
1992) runs 526 pages and considers hundreds of detailed yet elusive testimo-
nia. Ruschenbusch (1965), for example, sees hybris as inclusively covering all
offenses against an individual. MacDowell and Cairns insist on arrogance as
the defining characteristic of hybris.® Fisher identifies hybris as “the deliber-
ate infliction of serious insult on another human being.” Gagarin, in con-
trast, finds hybris distinguished by the use of inordinate force or violence
(1979: 232). Others offer still other opinions.® Tot homines, quot sententiae.
Prohibition of behavior so difficult to identify precludes reasonable anticipa-
tion of the situations to which the proscription might or would apply.

But because of modern scholarly perception of Athens as a society in
which slaves had absolutely no rights (other than perhaps the right not to
be murdered),” the statute’s “plain meaning”—its extension of protection
to slaves (and thus even to unfree brothel prostitutes)—has tended to be
disregarded, or even arbitrarily dismissed as “incoherent” or theoretically
impossible.”® Even those scholars who do acknowledge the law’s explicit
statement of protection for slaves and other dependents often assume
the provision to have been meaningless in actual practice.’! Yet Athenian
legal protection for persons of inferior status or situation was far from
theoretical. Demosthenes notes that harsh punishment had actually been
meted out, pursuant to the law against hybris, in many cases involving
victimization of slaves.*? Deinarchos reports that at the Eleusinian festival
the Athenian polités Themistios had been put to death for hybris against

46. MacDowell 1976, 1978: 129-32; Cairns 1996.

47. 1995: 45. Cf. Fisher 1992: 36-82,1990: 126.

48. For various other interpretations, see Cairns 1996; Fisher 1992: 2—3.

49. Antiph. 5.47, 6.4. Cf. Isok. 18.52, Dem. 59.9. See Rihll 2011: 49; Harrison 1968: 171-72;
Klees 1998: 176—217.

50. The enshrinement of slaves’ rights, for example, leaves distinguished scholars grasping
(unsuccessfully) for words: “Such a law would have had to envisage a situation involving the
treatment of free men as if they were slaves, or citizens as if they were foreigners, or slaves
(who are specifically mentioned as within the scope of the law) as if they were—what?”
(Murray 1990: 140). “Incoherent”: Gernet 1917: 183—97. Cf. Fisher 1992: 59 ff.

51. Todd1993:189: “When Demosthenes tells us that it was possible to commit hybris against
a slave . . . we should be careful to place a minimalist interpretation on his words.”

52. Dem. 21.48-49: Akovet’, @ &vdpeg ABnvaiot, Tod vopov Tig havBpwniag, 8G 008 Todg
Sovhovg VPpilecbat &fot . . . kai moANodG {0 mapapavrtag TOV vopov todTov E{npdKacty
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a Rhodian lyre-girl,>* and that a certain Euthymakhos was executed for forc-
ing an Olynthian slave woman into a brothel.>* Legal actions also appear
to have been brought over the hybristic treatment of another enslaved
Olynthian woman by Athenians at a Macedonian symposium after Philip’s
destruction of Olynthos,* although “we do not know enough about these
cases to know in what circumstances they did, or might, reach the courts”
(Fisher 1995: 69—70). To mitigate the lengthy legal delays endemic within
the Athenian court system,* actions charging hybris had to be heard within
thirty days after the day on which the charges were first brought”’—a virtu-
ally unique acceleration of process.”® Should the prosecutor prevail, there
was to be an immediate determination of penalties.® Upon conviction,
an offender was held in prison until payment of any fine that had been
assessed®—an extraordinary remedy in a system where private litigants
generally had to enforce court judgments without official assistance® and

Oavatyw. The Athenians expressed (feigned?) astonishment at their humane protection of
even slaves through the law against hybris: see Aiskhin. 1.17; Dem. 21.47-49; Hyper. and
Lykurg. cited at Athén. 266e-267a.

53. Dein. 1.23: @epiotiov 8¢ TtOv A@dvaiov, St thv ‘Podiav wiBapiotplav OPpioev
"Elevowviotg, Bavaty édnuwoate. . . . Cf. Worthington 1992: 169. Demosthenes mentions by
name a number of other persons executed for misdeeds at such religious gatherings (21.175-181).

54. Dein. 1.23: E0B0payov 8¢ < Bavdtw éinuwoate > Sott thv *OlvvBiav naudioknv éotnoev
€M OlKNUATOG.

55. Dem. 19.196—98; Aiskhin. 2.4, 153-55.

56. For the systemic prevalence and causes of protracted and postponed litigation, see
E. Cohen 1973: 10-12; Charles 1938: 9-10.

57. Dem. 21.47. In practice—as anticipated by the statute—state considerations could still
sometimes delay prompt resolution of the charges: Dem. 45.4.

58. MacDowell 1990: 266-67 refutes Hansen’s claim (1981: 167—70) that requirement of
trial within thirty days was not uncommon: no other provision for eicaywyf tpaxovta
Huepdv is known at Athens (although we do know of “thirty-day cases” [tplakootaiat Sikat]
from Naupaktos [Meiggs/Lewis 1969: 35-37, #20] and from Héraklea [Dareste 1892-1904
(1965) 1, 194 ft., face II, 1. 26-27]). Cf. Gofas 1979: 180, n. 21. For the Sikat &uunvot at
Athens, see Lanni 2006: 155; E. Cohen 1973: 23-26; Vélissaropoulos 1980: 242—45.

59. Dem. 21.47: 6Tov & &v katayv® 1 HAlaia, Tipatw Tept adTod mapaxpia, tov &v Soki
&Elog eivat maBeiv 1j dmoteloat.

6o. Dem. 21.47: v 8¢ dpyvpiov Tiun6f tic HPpews, dedéobw eav éevBepov VPpion, uéxpt
&v ékteion. Imprisonment thus was not automatically available in cases of transgressions
against slaves.

61. See Todd 1993: 144—45; Allen 1997: 34 (contra Harris 2013: 13-14, 50—58). In the case of
hybris, the fine was paid to the state, not to the victim or prosecutor, thereby giving the polis
a direct financial interest in extracting payment. See Dem. 21.45.
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where even debts owed to the state often were allowed to languish for
months before obligors—subject to no restraint—fled.*

To avoid the chimera of a protection not practically available to those
unable personally to vindicate their rights against a more powerful abuser,
prosecution for hybris could be pursued by any Athenian polités®*—in con-
trast to the usual requirement in a private action (diké) of suit by the vic-
tim directly or through his or her male representative (kyrios).** Although
Harrison, for example, considers that there was not even a “slender chance”
that any outsider would actually prosecute an alleged act of hybris by a
master against his slave,® even our sparse knowledge of actual Athenian
litigation provides numerous examples of third parties instituting actions
on behalf of women, children, and other dependents. Athenian values
encompassed a strong ideological commitment to aid unrelated persons
who might be victimized. Sol6n reportedly considered the ideal state to be
one in which otherwise uninvolved persons came to the aid of those being
wronged: a key element in the legislation attributed to him was autho-
rization for volunteers to act on behalf of unrelated victims.® Periklés’s
enunciation of Athenian values in the Funeral Address includes praise
of the Athenians’ penchant for legally aiding persons being victimized.”
Even where wrongdoing involved only allegation of financial mismanage-
ment, third parties are known to have come to the victims’ defense. In
Demosthenes 38, under a statute permitting any willing person to inter-
vene, a certain Nikidas, not otherwise involved, denounced a guardian for

62. For the rarity of imprisonment as a procedural or punitive process at Athens, see
E. Cohen 1973: 74-83; MacDowell 1990: 268; Hunter 1997. For a variant interpretation,
see Allen 1997. On the state’s laxity even in situations involving public debtors, note the
famous case of Demosthenes’s father-in-law, Gyléon (Dem. 28.1-3, Aiskh. 3.171; Davies
1971: 121).

63. Dem. 21.47: ypagécbw mpog Todg Beopobétag 6 Povdopevog ABnvaiwv olg éeotv. Some
potential cases, however, may have been discouraged by the absence of monetary incen-
tive for a voluntary prosecutor (6 povAopevog) and by the requirement (see Lipsius [1905—
15] 1966: 243—44; Harrison 1968: 195 n. 1) that the prosecutor be an Athenian citizen. For
graphai open also to prosecution by non-Athenians, see Dem. 59.66 (Epainetos “certainly a
foreigner” [Carey 1992: 121]); 59.16; 21.175; 24.105; possibly 59.52.

64. See chapter 4, pp. 108-10.
65. 1968: 172. Cf. Humphreys 1993: 5.

66. 70 e€etvan 1@ Povopévy TipwpeTy Tigp TOV ddikovpévawy (Aristot. Ath. Pol. 9.4). See Plut.
Sol. 18.3-8; PL. Rep. 462d.

67. 00 TTAPAVOUODYEY . . . AKPOATEL Kal TOV VoWV, Kal péhiota adTdv doot e én” d@elia TdV
adwovpévwv kevtat . . . . (Thouk. 2.37.3).
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mismanagement of an estate intended to benefit minor children.®® When
Neaira, an ex-slave staying in Megara, had been subjected to hybris by the
Athenian polités Phrynién (who claimed to be her master), she sought
assistance from the Athenian polités Stephanos, whom she had only
recently met. He responded to her appeal—for Stephanos the beginning
of substantial litigation on her behalf, including defense of her freedom
against Phrynion.*” Similarly the public slave Pittalakos was able to call on
the influential polités Glaukén to vindicate his legal rights against harass-
ment by the prominent Hégésandros.”

The law against hybris clearly affected many aspects of Athenian behav-
ior. Yetits prime impact was felt in sexual context, for eroticized misconduct
was a fundamental and frequent manifestation of hybris. Of approximately
500 occurrences of hybrisor its cognates in the principal surviving Athenian
prose authors, 82 incidents relate to sexual misconduct—more cases by
far than of any other typology.” Even an ex-slave’s marital bedding of his
former mistress generated an action for hybris (Demosthenes 45.4). Rape
is repeatedly denominated as hybris.’? In fact Aristotle specifically warns
rulers that of the various manifestations of hybris, sexual abuse of boys and
girls and physical violation of individuals are most to be avoided.”

But how could one commit hybris against a brothel slave? Prostitution
was lawful; owners could require slaves to work at such tasks as were
assigned.”* Yet the law against hybris could easily be interpreted as

68. §23: For phasis as a procedure against kdkwaolig oikov dpgavikod, see Harpokr., s.v. gdotg;
Aristot. Ath. Pol. 56.6.

69. Dem. 59.37—40. The effect on Neaira’s persona of dependence on male juridical media-
tion is discussed with considerable insight at Johnstone 1998: 232-33.

70. Aiskhin. 1.62: oxéyacBe peydhnv popnv Hynodvdpov: &vBpwmov . . . fyev &ig Sovkeiav
@aokwvy éautod eival. 'Ev mavti 8¢ kakod yevopevog o Ilittdhakog mpoomintet &vdpi kai pdha
xpnot®."Eott tig TAavkwv Xohapyevg: 00tog avtdv dgatpeitar eig éAevbepiav.

71. Even physical assault against free persons is reported less frequently. See D. Cohen
1991a: 172—73; MacDowell 1976; Fisher 1976, 1979.

72. See D. Cohen 1991a: 175; Doblhofer 1994, passim; Dover [1978] 1989: 36.

73. Pol. 1315214-16: &1t 8¢ mdong pév OPpews elpyeobat, mapd mdoag 8¢ Svelv, Tig Te €ig T&

owpata [KoAdoewd] kal Tig eig THV HAiav. . . . uf) xpioBat Sel Toig TotovToLG, 7 . . . PaivecBal
TOLOVPEVOV . . . TaG 88 mpdG TNV AAkiav dphioag 8t” épwtikag aitiag, aANd pf 8t” ¢Eovaiav.

74. A slave was required to work as his master directed. See Garlan 1988: 60-73; Klees
1998:109-116. Hence, the master’s choice of profession largely determined the slave’s future
opportunities: olpat yap dnavtag Opdg eidévat, &t todTov, fjvik’ dviog fv, &l LVEPN payelpov
| Twvog dAAng téxvng Snpovpyodv mpiacBat, Thy Tod deomdToL TEXVNY v HabBdV TOppw TOV
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forbidding outrageous (mis)treatment of even a slave prostitute in his or
her sexual labors: the statute was understood to forbid hybris “against the
body of a slave.”” Thus Neaira, allegedly a foreign whore born into slavery,
charged the Athenian polités Phrynion with hybris for forcing her to have
sexual intercourse in public places.”® In homoerotic situations, charges
of hybris likewise arose from grossly abusive behavior. The public slave
Pittalakos brands as hybris the actions of the well-connected Athenian poli-
tai Hégesandros and Timarchos, who, as the dénouement of a sexual tri-
angle, had sadistically tied Pittalakos to a column and whipped him during
a nocturnal revel.” The linguistic anarchy inherent in the conceptualiza-
tion of hybris explains the exaggerated conclusion of Montuori—from the
varied evidence of Aiskhinés i—that a charge of hybris could be brought
against anyone who prostituted a male slave (1976: 12-14). Of course, not
every possible accusation would have been made, and a conviction (or
other success) would not have resulted from every accusation. Each indi-
vidual court case involving hybris against slaves would have had to resolve
anew the inherent conflict between the Athenian commitment to protect-
ing the authority of a slaveowner and Athenian social concepts mandat-
ing protection for dependent persons, the philanthrépia on which Athens
prided itself.”® But the law against hybris might have protected slave prosti-
tutes in case of extreme abuse. The prevalence of prostitution in Athenian
life and the absence of definition in Athenian law preclude any greater
predictability.

VOV TapovTov v dyabdv. éneldn 8’ 6 matnp O fuétepog Tpamelitng dv ékthoat’ adTov . . .
evdaipwy yéyovev (Dem. 45.71-72).

75. €&v 116 €ig SovAov o@pa OPpion, ypapds eivan katd Tod OPpicavtog (Hyper. Fr. Mantitheos).

76. Dem. 59.33-37: ékdpalé T del pet’ avtod, cLVAY T Eppavg 6moTe Povindein mavtoxod,
@ otipiav v égovoiav TpOG TOLG OPOVTAG TOLOVHEVOG. . . . SINYNOAUEVT TAVTA TA TEMPAYHEVA
Kai Ty UBpv 100 Opuviwvog . . . mpoioTatal ZTéQavov TOLVTOVL adTAG.

77. Although he had the support of politai who were prepared to act for him and who might
have brought a public action for this hybris, the slave instead brought a private suit (diké) on his
own behalf against the two politai. (Aiskhin. 1.62: fapéwg 8¢ @épwv v PpLv awvtd@v 6 &vBpwmnog,
Siknv ékatépw avt®v Aayxavet. In P. Hamb. 133, a freedwoman’s suit against Zoilos for killing
her child was later undertaken by her former master. Cf. P. Oxy. 13.1606 (Lys. Fr. 1 [Gernet &
Bizos]) where Lysias (or a colleague) defends a therapaina who had been sued by Hippothersés
for her role in the effort to reclaim property confiscated by the Thirty and sold to Hippothersés.

78. This tension is explored in detail in Fisher 1995.
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Mothers and Daughters
in a Family Business

TRADITIONAL ATHENIAN CONCEPTS of manliness (andreia)' posited
only farming as an occupation appropriate for a free man (see chapter 1,
pp. 25—26). By relegating household operation and “slavish” business pur-
suits to foreigners, women, and slaves, this conceptualization of andreia
tended to deprive Athenian men of economic opportunity and business
experience—and contributed to women’s control of significant aspects
of the Athenian economy, including prostitution. In fact, disdain for
commerce was so strong in certain male circles that there persisted in
fourth-century Athens a conservative yearning for an earlier period when
goods and services were provided, in le’s words, “naturally” through the
self-sufficiency of farm-based households,? not through the “monied
mode of acquisition” (khrématistiké ktétiké), a relatively recent phenome-
non that separated production and exchange from manly “self-sufficiency”
(autarkeia) and linked them to profit} As mere generators of income

1. The prime and literal meaning of andreia (see LS]) is “manliness,” that is, “the quality
or state of having characteristics suitable for a man” (the American Webster’s dictionary
definition of “masculinity”). However, extended and figurative uses of andreia are frequently
encountered in ancient Greek. See E. Cohen 2003: 145.

2. Aristot. Pol.1258a19-b8. “Naturally”: kata @vouv (1258b1). Cf. 1256bio—22; Rhet. 1381a21—24;
Oik. (attributed to Aristot.) 1343a25-b2. See Lewis 1991: 176—83. For the Aristotelian concep-
tualization of “nature” (¢voig) see Meikle 1995: 85-86, 123.

3. Aristot. Pol. 1258b 1-4, 1258a 10—14. Aristotle recognizes the introduction of coinage as the
precondition to the development of retail trade (10 kann\ikov), but explicitly differentiates an
earlier, “simple” state of this trade from the profit-seeking, complex market activity existing
in his own time (Pol. 1257b 1-5).
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(rather than personally beneficial mechanisms of self-definition),* most
business pursuits carried slight, if any, prestige (philotimia). According to
Lykourgos and Hypereidés, real Athenian men had, from ancestral times,
preferred a military-oriented and politically involved andreia to the acqui-
sition of wealth (ploutos).> Every aspect of business activity—from selling
sex to selling fish, from production or trading of goods to laboring for
remuneration—was seen as incompatible with an idealized true masculin-
ity. Consequently, engagement in such “banausic” activities was a barrier
to citizenship in many Greek poleis, which, like Athens, were structured
as closed groups of male farmer-soldiers, “warrior band(s) in Republican
form” (Rahe [1992] 1994: 32).° Accordingly, male Athenians often dis-
dained business activity, preferring the pursuit of political and/or military
careers, or leisurely involvement with cultural and social interests.” In the
ideal community sketched in The Laws, for example, Plato recognizes that
both Greek men and women are capable of engaging in business activi-
ties, but forbids only the male citizen (eleutherios Magnétos) from engaging
in commercial pursuits.®

But this idealized notion of masculinity could not be fully realized in
the actual lives of most Athenian men. While some Greeks did view labor
as essentially the obligation of unfree persons,’ equating antagonism to
“employment” under a master with antipathy to work itself," the majority

4. Forworkasanimportant catalystof self-image, see chapter 2, n.149 and accompanying text.

5. 1.108: oi mpdyovoL . . . kal katagavii énoinoav ThHv &vdpeiav ToD TAODTOV . . . TEPLYLYVOUEVNV.
Cf. Hyper. 6.19. In many respects, however, military activity was itself an economic under-
taking in classical Greek antiquity, often described in terms common to financial pur-
suits (e.g., kerdos, kindynos): see Thouk. 4.59.2; Isok. Arkh. 49; Polyb. 2.2.9, 4.86.4, 5.16.5,
10.17.6, 20.9.4. Cf. Brun and Descat 2000; Migeotte 2000; Garlan 1999: 50—55; Cartledge
1998: 14-16.

6. For opposition, even at Athens, to participation of working men in political
decision-making, see chapter 1, pp. 25-26.

7. See Fisher 1998b: 84-86; Stocks 1936; de Ste. Croix 1981: 114-17.

8. yap &l TG . . . mpocavaykdoetey . . . mavokedoa TOUG TavTayfj dpioTovg dvdpag Emi Tiva
XPOVOV, fj kamnAevewy | T T@V TOOVTWY TPATTELY, f kal yuvaikg (918d8—e3). Mayvitwv ...
G001 TOV TETTAPAKOVTA Kol TEVTAKIOX AWV E0TIOV eloty, prjTe KATNAOG Ekwv und’ dkwv pundeig
yryvéabw pnd’ €umopog ... doot EledBepot EAevbépwg (919d3—e2). Cf. 846d-847b. See Morrow
(1960]1993: 138-39.

9. See chapter 1, n. 24. Cf. Vernant 1983a.

10. For Athenian disapproval of “employment,” see the section “Athenian Work Ethics” in
chapter 2.
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of Athenians seem to have integrated the economic ideal of autonomous
individuality into the reality of personal labor." As a result, the need for
income and a commitment to personal accomplishment brought numer-
ous Athenian men into self-employment in craft or trade (see chapter 2,
Pp- 41—42). But female and servile control of businesses and even, on
occasion, of family wealth was a natural consequence of an andreia that
valorized military, cultural, and political pursuits, but feminized gainful
employment. Business was generally dominated not by individual males,
but by the “household” (oikos, plural oikoi), an entity with which virtually
all persons at Athens, both free and unfree, were affiliated.”? Although
scholars often dismiss the Athenian oikos as “simply ‘the private sphere’
to which women’s activities were relegated,” the oikos—and not the male
individual—was in reality the basic constituent element of Athenian soci-
ety. Juridically, “the polis was an aggregation of oikoi” (Wolff 1944: 93),
with a legal system based on “the rights of families as corporate groups.””
“Since economic enterprises largely existed and were managed within the
structure of households” (Foxhall 1994: 139), the “household” was “the
basic economic unit of the polis.”* Ownership of property effectively came
within the control of the oikos, and the production of income fell within
the scope of its activities.” Most wealth—especially ancestral property

1. Wood (1988: 126—45) provides context for Athenian recognition of the acceptability of
work (if not performed under “servile” [doulika] labor conditions).

12. For the nature and ubiquity of the oikos at Athens, see chapter 2, pp. 45-46.

13. Foxhall 1994: 138 (who disagrees with this tendency). For Murnaghan, for example,
“Outside is the only really desirable place to be” (1988: 13).

14. In ancient Greece “there were no natural rights of the individual” (Morris 1987: 3).
Cf. Miller 1974, 1995, passim.

15. Todd 1993: 206. Cf. Roy 1999: 1; Hansen 1997: 10-12. The primacy of the oikos is the
literal starting point for the two standard treatments of Athenian substantive law (Beauchet
[1897] 1969: 1.3 and Harrison 1968—1: 1.1). (Todd sets out [208-11, 225-27] the substantial
difficulties inherent in MacDowell’s rejection [1989)] of the opinio communis).

16. Sourvinou-Inwood (1995: 113) who nevertheless finds “some ambiguity as to the
extent to which the basic social unit is the oikos or the individual.” See Aristot. Pol.
1252; Xen. Oik., esp. 1.5, 6.4; Lys. 1 and 32. Cf. Cox 1998: 13; Ogden 1996: 42; Strauss
1993: 35, 43; Todd 1993: 206; Patterson 1990: 43—44, 51, 55-57, 59, 1981: 9—10; Jameson
1990:179; Foxhall1989,1994, and 1996:140-52; Sissa1986; Hallett 1984: 72—-06; Sealey
1984: 112; Hunter 1981: 15; Lotze 1981: 169; Fisher 1976: 2, 5 ff.; Lacey 1968: 88—90; Ledl
1907-08.

17. See E. Cohen 2000: 40—43. Cf. Harris 2001: 81-83.
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(patroia)—belonged to the various households,” and as a result, the was
seen as the primary repository of wealth.” The oikos accordingly paid
for the expensive “liturgies” about which wealthy Athenians often com-
plained,” and the household likewise bore the eisphorai and proeisphorai,
the extraordinary levies that were imposed at intervals to provide funds for
a specific undertaking such as a naval campaign.”

Within the oikos, women generally occupied a central position.
According to Xenophon, the wife bore primary responsibility for manag-
ing the household (Oikonomikos 7.35-43, 9.14-17). Euripides claims that
“women order households . .. in the absence of a woman not even the
prosperous household is well provided for.”? Aristotle derides as “absurd”
Plato’s suggestion that women and men, on the analogy of animal life, can
do the same work: human females, unlike their biological counterparts in
lower orders, have households to run!* Hence, the Athenian phenomenon
(described by Aiskhinés) of numerous naive young men of wealth whose
widowed mothers actively managed the family property.?* One such widow
was Kleoboulé (mother of Demosthenes) who “remained in economic
control” of her oikos for over a decade, directly “managing four talents”
of assets.” The widow of the Athenian tycoon Pasién, Arkhippé, likewise
dominated her oikos: she was intimately conversant with all aspects of the

18. For the power and limitations of the senior male as household representative, see
pp- 136-38. For restrictions on “consumption” of ancestral property, see chapter 3, pp. 90—94.

19. Foxhall 2013: 25. Cf. Xen. Symp. 4.34, where a poor man assumes that worldly wealth
resides not in the individual but in the oikos: vopi{w Tovg dvBpwmovg 0K &V T@ olkw TOV
mAoDTOV Kai TNV meviav £xerv AAN” €v Taig yoxaic.

20. Isaios 732, cf. 42. On the liturgical system, see Christ 1990: 148-57; Gabrielson
1994: 43-102; Wilson 2000: 21-28.

21. On proeisphora, see Migeotte 2014: 278-82, 524; Wallace 1989. On eisphora, see Flament
2007: 88-94, 202—-2006.

22. Eur. Mel. Des. Fr. 660 Mette 1982, lines 9—u1 (P. Berol. 9772 and P. Oxy. 176 Fr. 39, Col.
1) (Fr. 13: Auffret 1987): vépovot 8’ oikovg kai T& vavatolovpeva | Eow] S6pwy cwifovoty, 0vd’
gpnpuiat | yovaikodg olkog evmivilg & ye SABlog: (008” 8APLog P. Oxy.). Cf. Todd 1993: 204-2006.

23. Republic 451d ff. Pol. 1264b4-6: &tomov 8¢ kai 10 éx T@V Onpiwv Toelobat v TapaBorny,
8t 8el Té avtd émtndedety Tag yuvaikag Toig avSpdoty, oig oikovopiag 00dEv péteoTiv.

24. 1170: AnpoaBévng . . . mepujel TV MO Onpedwv véoug MAovsiovg dpgavovs, @V ol pEv
TatépeG EteTeNevTiKETAY, ai 8¢ unTépeg Sidkovy Tag ovaiag. ToAovg & vrtepPag k. T. A.

25. Foxhall 1996: 147. This oikos provides perhaps “the best illustration” of a widow’s domina-
tion of a household functioning as “business enterprise” (Harris 2001: 81). Kleoboulé’s domi-
nant role: Dem. 277.40, 53, 55; 28.20, 33, 47—48. Cf. Hunter 1989a: 43—46; Foxhall 1996: 144—47.



Mothers and Daughters in a Family Business 135

family’s banking business* and had such control over the bank’s records
that she was even accused of having destroyed them to prevent develop-
ment of legal claims against Pasion’s successor, her second husband,
Phormi6én.” Menander’s fictional Krébylé likewise controls her oikos:
mistress of land, building, “everything” (Fr. 296—97 [K-A]).

This combination of women’s significance within the oikos, and that
institution’s commercial centrality within Athenian society, explains a
phenomenon which scholars of ancient Greece have long acknowledged,
but whose implications have been seldom explored: women’s widespread
involvement in business at Athens and their prominence in a broad vari-
ety of mercantile and professional métiers.”® At Athens, women worked
as doctors and in other medical callings,” and were deeply involved in
the functioning of Athenian banks (trapezai).* They even appear as credi-
tors in real-estate arrangements,* and as lenders in other financial trans-
actions.* The Eleusinian treasurers are recorded as having dealt directly
with at least two women (L.G. II* 16772, lines 64, 771), purchasing from one
of them, a certain Artemis of Piraeus, reeds for building materials having

26. Dem. 36.14: 1} mavt’ dkplPog TadT’ eidvia. . . .

27. Dem. 36.18: & ypappad’ 1) pnnp nedvike meiobeio” H1td ToUTOL, Kal TOOVTWV ATOAWAITWY
ovk &xet Tiva xpn TpomoV TadT E€eNEyyety dxppdg.

28. For the ubiquity of female commercial activity at Athens, see Lewy 188s5; Balabanoff
1905; Herfst 1922 [1980]; D. Cohen 1990: 156—57; Brock 1994; Acton 2014: 19.

29. See L.G. II? 6873 (iatpdg); Plato, Theait. 149a—50b. Cf. Nutton 2012: 12-14; Kennedy
2014: 140—45.

30. For banking as a family business, and women’s participation in this métier as members
of trapezitic households, see E. Cohen 1992: 101-10. See also Thiir 2001: 14755 (study of a
fragmentary Athenian comic papyrus, K-A 8.1152, possibly the work of Menander, identifying
Korinthia as a female banker [although this attribution is questioned by Scafuro (forthcom-
ing)]). Women were also customers. In one of the few instances, for example, in which
information has survived concerning the circumstances which generated a specific bank
deposit, it is a woman, Antigona, who induces a would-be business purchaser to marshall
the substantial funds, 40 mnai, deposited in a trapeza as an apparent “good-faith deposit.”
Hyper. Athén. 4-5.

31. Fine 1951: no. 28. Cf. Finley [1951] 1985: 188.

32. Aristophanes, in the Thesmophoriazusai (839—45), for example, describes a woman as
engaged in lending money at interest. Although this reference is contained in a comic sally,
similar lending by the wife of Polyeuktos is mentioned in a sober court presentation (Dem.
41.7-9, 21). She lent Spoudias 1,800 drachmas at interest: on her death, her own records
(grammata) survived as evidence of the transaction. (Nor does this appear to have been an
isolated transaction: the speaker in Demosthenes 41 implies that he himself had borrowed
money from the same woman.) Cf. Sealey 1990: 36—40.
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a value of at least 7o drachmas.®* A law of Solon purportedly forbade men
to engage in the retail sale of perfume;* Pherekratés could not even con-
ceive of a man personally involved in the retail offering of fragrances in
the agora (nor of women working as butchers or fish-cutters).” In any
event, the ubiquity of women in the agora market in central Athens—the
only retail site for which evidence has survived**—has led one modern
scholar to assert that women “seem to have had, if not a monopoly, at least
a privileged position in the market-place.”” In fact, female traders held
prominent presence as dealers in a broad spectrum of goods, especially
foods (like bread, grain, figs, herbs, beans, and salt), and commodities for
domestic use such as clothing, garlands, and ribbons.*

Despite this profusion of evidence for women’s involvement in com-
merce, many scholars still have posited kyrieia—the requirement that “an
Athenian woman had to be represented in legal transactions by a male
relative acting as her guardian (kyrios)” (Todd 1993: 383)—as a major bar-
rier to women'’s importance, or even involvement, in Athenian business
life. But in reality various direct and indirect mechanisms effectively elimi-
nated the need for a kyrios (see chapter 4, pp. 107-108).

In addition, the frequent conduct of business through the oikos
itself largely ensured the availability, if needed, of a male representative
(the kyrios, or public agent of the oikos)—no matter how unimportant the

33. Butthese same records (I.G. I1?1672-3) reveal scores of transactions in which the named
principals are men.

34. 1) popeyikny TéXVN ... ZOAwvog 8¢ Tod vopoBétov 008’ émiTpémovrog Avdpl TOlWTNG
npoiotacBat téxvng: Athén. 612a2—-6. However, we do know of male involvement in the per-
fume industry (although not explicitly as sales clerks): see Lys. Fr.1 Thalheim; I.G. I1?1558.37.
The male Athénogenés is described as a perfume seller (Hyper. Ath. 26), and Epikratés finds
him in the agora “at the perfume stalls” (Hyper. Ath. 1).

35. Athénogenés explicitly defends such vocational stereotyping: Exaoct® yap yével
apuolovta Seiv elvar kol t& TAg TéXVNG. 612b2-3, explaining Fr. 7o (K-A) of Pherekratés, a
fifth-century comic writer.

36. Substantial retail activity, however, presumably occurred elsewhere, perhaps in the
so-called Hippodamian Agora (west of Mounykhia Hill and north of Zea in the Piraeus). See
Panagos 1968: 223-24; Garland 1987: 141-42; E. Cohen 2005b: 291, n. 9o.

37. Lacey 1968: 171. No ancient evidence, however, supports such a “privileged position,”
nor Becker’s belief (1877-88, 2: 199—202) that a particular section of the agora, the gynai-
keia agora, was reserved for female merchants, rather than for goods intended for women.
Cf. Herfst 1922 [1980]: 38—40; Schaps 1979: 136, n. 7.

38. For surveys of women’s retail activities, see Brock 1994: 338—40; Schaps 1979: 61-63,
135-37-



Mothers and Daughters in a Family Business 137

man’s role might be in the general functioning of a household-related
ergasia.”® Yet despite this role of the senior male as the “public face” of
family business activity, inscriptional evidence still occasionally records
both husband and wife as jointly active in a trade or business. Thus Midas
and Sotéris work together as sellers of sesame (1.G. 1121501, at lines 22—-30).
Artemis the gilder and Dionysios the helmet-maker practice symbiotic
trades—apparently in the same shop (s.1.c.> uyy = 1.6. III' App. 69).
Euxitheos, the speaker of Demosthenes 57, acknowledges that he works
together with his mother selling ribbons.® Stephanos and Neaira func-
tion together in the household-oriented prostitutional business described
in Demosthenes 59.” Although Xenophon claims that within oikoi, men
and women make similar economic contributions*”—the men “generally”
being more responsible for the production of income, and the women
for expenditures®—in the most detailed description of an actual busi-
ness functioning within an oikos (the textile operations of Aristarkhos
and his female relatives), Xenophon portrays the senior male as burdened
by the knowledge that he is the only member of the family “eating but
not contributing.”* The often covert economic importance of an other-
wise unsung wife is startlingly revealed in a humorous passage of Lysias.
Hermaios, the “perfume merchant,” retained this epithet only so long as
he held his wife’s affection: once Aiskhinés the Sokratic won the heart
of Hermaios's mature wife, Aiskhines, formerly a peddler, now became

P

the new “perfume merchant” (and the titulary possessor of “Hermaios’s

39. Thus Battaros appears in court on behalf of a prostitute in Her6das’'s Mimiamb 2 (set in
Kos). A foreigner there, he boasts of his own prostatés (citizen “sponsor” or “patron”: line 15).

40. Dem. 57.31: fjpeig §° OpoloyoDpev kai Tawviog mwAeiv.
41. See this chapter, pp. 152-53.

42. Xen. Oik. 3.15.1-2: vopi{w 8¢ yvvaika kotvwvov dyabiv ofkov odoav éve avtippomov elvat
@ &vdpt émi TO dyabov.

43. Xen. Oik. 3.15.3—5: €pxetan p&v yap eig thv oikiav S @V 100 Avdpodg mpafewv Té KTpATA
¢ 7l 1O oA, Samavatat 8¢ Sid TOV TG yuvakdg Tapuevpdtwy té mheiota. But Loukianos’s
Toessa assumes that a son, needing money to pay a prostitute, could obtain funds with equal
ease from father or mother: (o) prte napadoyioéuevov ToOv matépa fj VPeAdpEVOV THG UNTPOG
fvaykaoa épol Tt kopioat (80.12.1). Mousarion’s mother posits a similar egalitarian access to
funds: Mdévog 00T0G 00 TéXVNV ebpnkev émi TOV Tatépa . . . 00K td TG unTpos fitnoev (Louk.
80.7.4).

44. Xen. Apom. 2.7.12: alTl@vTat adTOV HOVOV T@V &V Tfj oikig dpyov £obietv.
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property). The former “perfume merchant,” and now-cuckolded husband,
entered the ranks of the newly impoverished.®

Female control and management of Athenian prostitutional enter-
prises (and the complex interaction of mothers and daughters in these
activities) are thus consonant with the overall organization of Athenian
business and family life—just as the interplay of men (and the attention
of the male-controlled legal system) are, as one might anticipate, focused
on the political, rather than the business, implications of prostitution (see

chapter 3, pp. 77-81).

Women as Merchants of Sex

Despite the frequent scholarly assumption that men generally control
erotic enterprises (see chapter 5, pp. 18-19), at Athens females appear to
have been dominant in the ownership and operation of businesses offer-
ing women’s sexual services. As we have seen,* free female prostitutes
often were self-employed, living and working without male infringement
on their compensation or business activity. Courtesans often, according
to Alexis, after achieving some personal success, moved on to acquire
younger women, new to the profession, whom they might refashion
for maximum profit (kerdos).” These female entrepreneurs became, in
Athénaios’s phrase, “the ladies who run the houses.”® Not surprisingly
then, when Antigona (allegedly a former hetaira now operating her own
prostitutional business) receives a commission of 300 drachmas for facili-
tating the sale of a retail operation dealing in fragrances, she earmarks
the money for the purchase of yet another female servant.* Theodoté, a

45. Lys. Fr. 38.5 (Gernet and Bizos): o0 v oboiav kéktntat Eppaiov 100 pupondlov, v
yuvaika StagBeipag épSounkovta £t yeyovviav; fg €pav mpooTomoapevos obtw SiEbnkev
HoTe TOV pgv Avdpa avTiis kai Tovg LIOLE TTWXOVG Mmoinaev, ADTOV 8¢ AVTi KATHAOL HVPOTIWANY
anédeitev; obTwG pwTIKAG TO KOpLov petexelpileto. . . . (= Fr. 1 Carey).

46. “Selling ‘Free’ Love,” in chapter 2; “Prohibition of Pimping (Proagdgeia),” in chapter. 5.

47. TIpdta pgv yap mpdg 1o képSog . . . pdntovot 8¢ | naowy émPovldc. neldav 8 evnoprowatv
note, | avélafov kawvag étaipag, TpwtoTeipovg TG TEXVNG' | e0BG dvamhdtTovot TavTag. . . .
(Fr.103 [K-A)).

48. 146 €mi TV oiknuatwy (568d). Translation: Gulick 1937: 71.

49. ékeivn mpoomepiékoyev avTh) w¢ 87 eig madioknv Tplakooiag Spaxudg evvoiag évexa. . . .
yovatkog fj detvotatn pév T@v Etap®dv @’ NAkiag éyéveto, Slatetéheke ¢ mopvoPookodoa
(Hyper. Ath. 2-3). Cf. {18: tfj ABnvoyévoug étaipa . . . 1) €[taipa olo[v . . . . On this and similar
relationships, see Cox 1998:186-89, especially 187, n. 99.
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woman portrayed as having become wealthy because of her penchant for
sleeping with “men who are persuasive,” commands a stable of comely and
provocatively attired young women.* Isaios alludes to several women who
operated brothels in Athens,” and describes with particularity a female
entrepreneur who ran a house (synoikia) in the Piraeus, where she main-
tained a number of slave girls.*? Gyllis, a woman who operates a sexual
business employing Myrtalé and Simé and presumably others, all appar-
ently enslaved, is portrayed in Hérddas 1 as seeking to persuade the inde-
pendently established Métrikhé to accommodate one of Gyllis’s clients.*
Aspasia, linked to the Athenian political leader Periklés, was allegedly the
owner of large numbers of prostitutes.* Masurios charges Sokratés with
consorting with Aspasia’s sex-workers at her brothels,* and Aristophanés
asserts, humorously, that the abduction of two of Aspasia’s whores was
the proximate cause of the Peloponnesian War (Akharnians 524—29).
Although these particular claims are, of course, not universally accepted,*
they do illustrate the connection, in popular imagination, between mer-
etricious commerce and female entrepreneurship. Indeed, Aristophanes’s
portrayal of Lysistrata’s erotic guidance of the play’s younger women
in withholding sex from Athenian men has been likened to the control

50. Apom. 3.11.4-5: 6 ZwkpdTng OpdV avTrV Te TOAVTEADG KEKOOUNUEVIV Kail unTépa Tapodoay
avtf) év é00fTi Te Kkal Bepameiq oV TR Tv)OVOY, Kal Bepanaivag TOANAG kai eveldeig kal 008E
TabTag HueEAnuévwg £xovaoag, kai Toig dAAoLg TNV oikiav d@BOVWG KATECKEVAOUEVNV . . . . VI TV
“Hpav, £pn, @ ©eod0Tn, Kahov ye TO KTipa.

51. Isai. 6. 21, 6.18. Roussel 1960: 113, n. 1.

52. Amelevbépa fv adtod (sc. Evktiuovog) fi vavkAnpet ovvowkiav év Ileipouel avtod kol
nadiokag Etpege (Isai. 6.19).

53. TpOANoG . . . MAovTéwVY TO KAAOV . . . Kai pev obte VOKTOG 00T ém” Auepnv Aeimet TO ddpa,
[té]kvov, AANG pev kataxhaiet kai Tatal[ijGet . . . meiobnti pev . . . épot 8& MuptdAn te k[od] Ziun
véar pévotev (lines 50—9o). (Gyllis’s place of residence is left indeterminate in Herddas’s
Mimiamb.) On Métrikhé, cf. chapter 2, p. 65.

54. Aomaocia 8¢ 1} Zwkpatiki €évemopedeto MANON KAADV yuvauk®V, kol €mABvvey 4o T@V
Tavtng étaupidwv 1 EANGG (Athén.569f7—9). On Aspasia, see chapter 2, pp. 62-63].

55. Athén. 220e: Twkpdmg 6 petd t@v Aomaciag avntpidwv émi t@V Epyactnpiwv
ovvdiatpifwv. For the commercial sexual connotation of avAntpig (literally “flute-girl”), see
Davidson1997; 80—82; Foxhall 2013: 99. For ¢pyactpiov as brothel, see chapter1, p. 27, n. 15.

56. MacDowell, however, finds the Aristophanic treatment of the outbreak of the
Peloponnesian War “not inconsistent with the account given by Thucydides; it is not illogi-
cal or incredible; and I see no reason why it should not be essentially true” (1995: 66; cf.
187-88). Fisher disagrees (1993a: 37, 46, n. 30). Cf. Carey 1993: 252—53; Henderson 2014: 183.
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exercised over female sex-workers by senior women operating Athenian
sexual businesses.”

Although Ancient Greek employs the same terms (opos, plural mastro-
poi; pornoboskos, plural pornoboskoi) for both male and female operators
of prostitutional businesses,* other linguistic indicia (such as the gram-
matical gender of accompanying adjectives or articles) and literary context
confirm that for Athenians the stereotypical merchant of sex at Athens
was female and maternal. According to the lexicon of Phétios, confirmed
by the “Etymologica,” a mastropos was colloquially referred to as “Mother”
(Métér)*>—whether or not the mastropos was the literal mother of her
sexual workers. Thus the prostitute in Alexis’s Agdnis pleads with her
“Mother” not to threaten her with an undesirable customer.®® In Hérédas
1, a visiting mastropos is greeted as “Mama Gyllis” by Métrikhé, a courte-
san not actually related to her by blood.®! (This maternal sobriquet was
even adopted by Mama’s wealthy male customer who bewails his passion
to “Mama.”*?) Mama in turn addresses Métrikhé as “Child,”® and speaks
in the possessive of the young women who do work for her.* (Hérodas’s
fifth-century predecessor in mime, S6phron, also testifies to the intimate
connection between prostitutes and mastropoi—whom he saw as “search-
ing out the natures of courtesans.”®) In the late fifth century, Aristophanés

57. Faraone 2006: 221-22: “In the scenes with the younger women, (Lysistrata) is repeatedly
cast as a manipulative and gold-digging madam . . . On the other hand, when Aristophanés
has Lysistrata interact with the men as their intellectual and political equal, he is clearly
drawing on the traditional figure of the elite courtesan. . . .” Cf. Henderson 2002.

58. On ancient Greek terminology for occupations, and possible means of differentiating
male from female practitioners, see Foxhall 2013: 98-101; Todd 1997:120-24; Harris 2002.

59. Phoétios, s.v. patpuMeiov (the place where mastropoi kept their whores and received their
customers). Méya Etvpoloyikdv 574.267 notes that Dorians also called mastropoi “mothers”
(natépag in Peloponnesian dialects).

6o. Aywvig (f Tnmiokog) Fr. 3: @ pftep, iketebw og, pn “moeté pot | tov Mioyolav: od yap
KBapwidog iy’ yw.

61. dupin FvAhig (line 7).

62. pev katakhaiet kai tatad[i[Cet (lines 59-6o): “He wails at me and calls me mama”
(Cunningham 1993: 225).

63. Ttékvov (lines 21, 61, 85, and 87). Gyllis is a mature woman: (10 yap yfpag | fipéag kabéhkel
Kk ok tapéotnkev: lines 15-16; & Aevkd T@V Tpix@v: line 67).

64. ¢&poi 8¢ Muptéhn te k[ai] Zipn véau (lines 89—9o).

65. HaoTpomog: mapd TO paieabat Tovg TpdTOVG TOV TTOpVELOLVODV Yyuvak@v (Fr. 69 [K-A]), a
reference preserved only in dubious context.
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presents mastropoi as quintessential representatives of Athenian woman-
hood, humorously claiming that women should be damned for stealing
the meat used at the Apatourian festival—thefts perpetrated in order to
pay their female mastropoi (Aristophanés’s comical suggestion that the
citizen-women of the Thesmophoriazousai were all whores, indebted to
their procuresses for professional services).® In the Erdtes, attributed to
Loukianos, a mythical devotée of Aphrodité finds a “daring procuress”
for his desires,” while Aristainetos, writing in late antiquity, character-
izes both a mother and a female servant as mastropoi.®® Similarly, in inter-
preting a fragment from Diphilos, the Liddell-Scott-Jones Lexicon insists
that women were the “hardened” panders (mastropoi) who provided “love
arrangements” for an enormously successful maritime operator (nauk-
Iéros).® Kynoulkos, in Athénaios’s Deipnosophistai, assumes that mastro-
poi, as providers of courtesans (hetairai), would necessarily be female,”
perhaps because, in an Athens not oriented toward casual mixing of the
sexes,”! only other women would have had easy access to the free females
who functioned as hetairai.”” Women are portrayed as mastropoi even in the
Latin palliatae—adaptations from Hellenic originals often set theatrically
at Athens.” In Plautus’s Asinaria, for example, the domineering mother
of the young whore is denominated a lena (Latin for mastropos): she is in
control of the business and of the plot—putting down Argyrippus in Act1

66. elnw ... oO¢ T ad Ta kpe’ ¢ Anatovpiwv Taig pactpomnoig Sidovoat . . . . (Thes. 553, 558).
67. €0pebn 8¢ ToApa T Embupiag pooTponog (49.16).

68. 1 8¢ (unp) paotpomebovoa TPdG THY KekTNUEVNY (Taudiokny éavTiic) not (1.11); EPpa 8¢
Kai paotpomnog tiig Mhvképag 1} Awpig (1.22). Cf. 2.19.

69. (vavkAnpog) TpLtaiog, &nabig, edvmopnkws, Tepxapns | eig 8¢k’ éml T pvd yeyovévar kal
Savdexa, | Aahdv & vadha kai & Sdvet” épuyydvov | dppodiol’ d1td kOANOYL HaTTPOTIOIG TTOLDV
(Fr. 42 [K-A] lines 19—22). For the gender of the mastropoi, cf. LS], s.v. and K-A 5.74.

70. oV... £V T0iG Kann\eiolg cuvavagipr o0 HeTd ETaipwV AANY HETA ETALPDV, HACTPOTIEVOVOAG
Tepl oavTOV 0vK OAiyag Exwv (567a1-3).

71. The prosperous established Athenian households did seek, at least theoretically, to
restrict women’s public activity (see, for example, Aristoph. Thes. 425, 519, 783 ff.; Aristot.
Oik. 1343b2-1344a22; Xen. Oik. 7.33; Lys. 3.6; Theophr. Khar. 28). But, as a practical matter, it
was impossible to keep poor women from earning money in the public sphere of commerce
(Aristot. Pol. 1300a 6-7). As a result, seclusion of women in actual practice in Athens was
much attenuated from the normative separation sometimes portrayed in literary sources: see
D. Cohen 1989; Hunter 1994: 99-100, 220-21; Just 1989: 105-25; Cantarella1987: 46,196-97.

72. Lentakis 1999: 142.

73. See introduction, p. 17.
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and entering into the anticipated contract with Diabolus in Act 4. Plautus’s
Truculentus involves two lenae, a mother (line 401) and a female servant
(line 224). In fact, the lenae in these adaptations—such as Philaenium in
Plautus’s Asinaria or the “mother” of Thais in Terence’s Eunuchus (lines
105-20)—here too are often referred to as “mother” without regard to lit-
eral parentage.”*

In fact, the only clear references in Athenian sources to male mastropoi
are metaphorical—allegorical passages relating to philosophers unlikely
actually to have been engaged in the business of pimping. In Loukianos’s
Symposion, the philosopher Zénothemis (who actually earned his living
from teaching) is accused by Kleodémos of having been “a mastropos for
his own wife,” an insult offered in response to Zénothemis’s assertion that
Kleodémos had committed adultery with a pupil’s spouse.” After several
speakers in Xenophon’s Symposion have boasted of their wealth or beauty,
Sokratés asserts that he takes pride in functioning as a mastropos—a claim
treated, not surprisingly, as a joke by his interlocutors. Sokratés, whose
actual trade was stone masonry, insists, however, that he could earn large
sums of money should he undertake to practice as a mastropos (3.10). Later
in the same Symposion, Sokratés offers Antisthenés as a preeminent exam-
ple of a mastropos—not as a result of Antisthenés’s finding customers for
whores, but because of his skill as a “go-between” (proagégos) among phi-
losophers and people of wealth (4.56-64).7

Male involvement in the Athenian sex trade, however, was not limited
to the personal provision of erotic services. Both women and men func-
tioned as proagdgoi (“pimps,” whose activities were highly constrained
by Athenian law: see chapter 5).”” Hérddas, recreating at the time of the
Roman Empire a fictitious world of stock characters from Hellenic tradi-
tion (see introduction, p. 18), opens his series of sketches with dramatic

74. Cf. Satyricon 7.1 (and the discussion at James 20006: 247, 1. 35). Cf. Rosavich1998: 69—70,
151-52.

75. “Z0 8¢ TV ZwoTpdTtov yvvdika ToD pabntod époiyeves, @ Kheddnue” . . . “AAN" oD
HaOTPOTOG €y TAG éHavtod yvvaikog,” 7 87 8¢ 6 Kheddnuog, “@omep ob” (17.32.9-10). In
the same passage, Zénothemis is also charged with improprieties relating to his actual
profession—misappropriating student funds and assaulting pupils who failed to make
timely payment of their fees.

76. On Antisthenés as figurative proagdgos or mastropos, see chapter 5, pp. 122—-23.

77. TaG Mpwaywyols kol Tovg Tpoaywyods: Aiskhin. 1.184.
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vignettes first of a female mastropos (operating in an indeterminate set-
ting), and then of a male pornoboskos living in Kos. Such pornoboskoi were
stock characters in New Comedy: Anaxilas, Euboulos, and Poseidippos
all are known to have written plays entitled Pornoboskos. While virtually
nothing is known of the contents of these works, one surviving quotation
from Euboulos’s work suggests that the pornoboskos there was possibly
male.”®

Although scholars often assume that men were the prototypical porno-
boskoi (“literally ‘whore-pasturers,” driving their herds of women around
Greece following the seasons and the festivals””), few actual pornoboskoi
can be positively identified as male. Like mastropos, the term pornoboskos
does not itself identify the gender of its subject. Thus when the owners of
a slave prostitute at Korinth seek to prevent her from working in the future
under a pornoboskos, the sex of the hypothetical “herder” is indetermi-
nate: he/she might be female or male.** Likewise, we have no knowledge
of the gender of the pornoboskos to whom Kharisios makes extravagant
payments in Menander’s Epitrepontes, set in Athens.®! Yet we do know that
some men did work as pornoboskoi, flouting traditional proscriptions on
male commercial endeavor and evoking (according to Aiskhinés) corre-
sponding animosity from the mass of male citizens.®? But Athenian refer-
ences to such males are generally in the abstract, citing them as a class or
as a concept or as a type,® rather than describing real individuals actually
involved in specific business activities. Thus Theophrastos, in his abstruse
characterizations of various types of individuals, portrays the “shameless
man” as a “market-type” (agoraios), ready for every undertaking, including

78. Fr. 87 (K-A): 1péget pe @ettaldg Ti &vBpwog Papug | Thovt@v, ehapyvpog 8¢ kdhitrplog.
Kassel and Austin argue that “scortum quod tpéget leno (Diph. fr. 87) loqui videtur.”

79. Davidson 1997: 92. Similarly: McClure 2003: 15. Pornoboskos ultimately lost its literal
significance, and could be applied simply to the operator of a brothel (as in Hér6das 2).

80. Dem. 59.30: 00 foddovrat adThV . . . Opav év Kopivbw ¢pyalouévnv 008’ v1td nopvofookd
ovoav. ...
81. 136-37: mopvoPookdt Swdeka | Tig fpepag Spaypag didwat.

82. Aiskhin. 1.188: Oavpdlw 8 du@v @ &vdpeg ABnvaiol kdkeivo, el TOLG pév TopvoPfookods
Luoeite, Todg 8 £kovTag menopvevpévoug dgroete: Aiskhin. 3.246: Siknv Tig §¢8wke TOVNPOG
Kkal TopvoBookdg, donep Ktnowpdv: oi 8¢ ye dA\\ot nenaidevvran. Cf. Stoic. 3.36: Fr. 152; Myrt.
4: @G O p&v kAémng, 0 8 dpmak, | 6 §” &vamnpog, TopvoPookds, | katapayas.

83. Terence similarly makes reference to the “avaru’ leno” at Heaut. Prol. 39.
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“inn-keeping and whore-herding (pornoboskésai).”®* Similarly Aristotle, in
his Nicomachean Ethics, criticizes those who seek excessive gain, “men
who work at businesses inappropriate to free males, such as pornobos-
koi and similar males.”® In contrast, the fullest-attested and best-known
Hellenic “whore-herder” is the married free woman Nikareté (whose busi-
ness activity is chronicled at Demosthenes 59.18—23)—originating in Elis,
operating in Korinth, shepherding through Greece a band of well-known,
high-priced whores whom she owned, and bringing to Athens the young
prostitute Neaira, among others.

Theophrastos’s juxtaposition of “inn-keeping and whore-herding” is
apposite, for erotic commerce at Athens was often ancillary to hospital-
ity businesses—undertakings in which again women frequently played
prominent roles. For example, operators of facilities offering drink (“tav-
ern keepers”) orlodging (“inn-keepers”) sometimes offered sexual services
to their customers.® Although little information survives concerning the
gender of the individuals actually controlling these entities, in general
such facilities were effectively owned not by individuals but by “house-
holds” (oikoi)—households run, as Aristotle observes, by women,¥ such
as the female inn-keeper, Khrysis, who appears in Plautus’s Pseudolus.®®
Entertainers, especially musicians, were popularly seen as available for
sexual purchase,® but here, too, businesswomen were not absent. While
the male owner of the musical entertainers in Xenophon's Symposion
seeks to shield his attractive male slave from customers’ propositions
(4-52—54), the fourth-century medical writer Hippokratés notes matter-of-
factly the case of a danseuse owned by a woman who employed her as a
prostitute.”

84. 6.4—5: 6 8¢ dmovevonévog ToldTOG TIG . . . T@ 1{0et dyopaiog Tig . . . kal TAvTomoLds . . .
Sevog 6¢ kol mavdokedoal kol TopvoPookijoat.

85. 1121b 40—43: of Tag dvelevbépovg ¢pyaciag épyaldpevol, mopvoPookol kal TAVTES Of
TolobTOL. . . .

86. For the propinquity of “tavern-keeper” and “brothel-keeper,” see Kennedy 2014: 129-30.
Cf. Kleberg 1957: 89—91.

87. See this chapter, pp. 133-35.
88. Lines 658—59 (devortor . . . in tabernam . . . apud anum illam . . . Chrysidem).
89. See chapter 7, pp. 163—64.

90. On Generating Seed and the Nature of the Child 13 (VII, 490 Littré = Lefkowitz and Fant
232). Cf. Hanson 199o0: 322; Halperin 1990; Richlin 1998: 160.



Mothers and Daughters in a Family Business 145

Mothers and Daughters

As with other Athenian oikoi,” intergenerational continuity was an impor-
tant aspect of the functioning of households containing female prostitutes,
but in the meretricious ménage it was mother-daughter, not father-son, con-
tinuity that mattered. Onomastic practices are illuminating. While Greek
women are generally identified in public context by their fathers’ names (or
in the case of married women, by their husbands’),”* among female pros-
titutes matronymic names prevail. Phand, a daughter residing in a “home
that was really a brothel” (Demosthenes 59.67), is referred to consistently
as the “daughter of Neaira,” her allegedly meretricious mother.” Gyllis,
the madam (mastropos) of Hérddas 1, identifies herself as “the mother of
Philainis” (line 5), the name of a notorious (démddés) prostitute (who was
supposedly the author of a treatise on erotica).” Virtually all of the promi-
nent hetairai of the literary tradition are homonymically shadowed by pre-
decessors or successors of the same name, such as the famous doublets
(or triplets) Lais, Leaina, and Phryné®—a repetition reflective of the many
female ascendants and descendants who used the same name “from gen-
eration to generation” in their meretricious labors (McClure 2003b: 63).
Inscriptions from the fourth century are confirmatory of this literary
evidence. Because of the rarity of daughters bearing their mothers’, rather
than their fathers’, names, “many of the metronymics found on funer-
ary inscriptions can be explained as referring to courtesans” (McClure
2003b: 77). Thus Kallistion is recorded on 1.G. 11211793 as the daughter
of Nikomakhé. Although Nikomakhé (and its male form Nikomakhos) are
exceedingly popular Athenian names (Osborne and Byrne 1994, s.v.), the

91. Numerous Athenian oikoi extended beyond a single generation: forensic evidence sug-
gests that about three-quarters of newly wed couples resided with parents (Gallant 1991: 21).
Cf. E. Cohen 2000: 33-306.

92. For some of the relatively rare exceptions, see Braunstein 1911: 69—81; Christophilopoulos
1946: 130-39; Ogden 1996: 94—96.

93. See Dem. 59.65 (potxov émi tfj Buyatpl 1) Neaipag), 67 (Buyatépa Neaipag), 69 (T Tfig
Neaipag Buyatpi), 70 (tij Buyatpi tfj Neaipag). For the treatment of Phané in Dem. 59, see
Hamel 2003: 77-113.

94. See P. Oxy. 2891; Athén. 335c—€, 457e. On the disputed authorship of this book, see
Tsantsanoglou 1973: 186 ff. and West 1996: 20-21.

95. On the two “Phryné”s, see Athén. 583c and 590d. On Lais and Leaina, see McClure
2003b: 195, nn. 30, 33, 34. Dimakis (1992—93) distinguishes three courtesans who in succes-
sion used the name Lais.
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rare Kallistion happens to be the name of a well-known Athenian cour-
tesan of the fourth century whose quarrel with her prostitute mother is
reported by Makhon in an anecdote filled with erotic innuendo.” The rarity
of matronymic attributions beyond the métier of courtesans argues for the
identification of the matronymic Kallistion of the inscription with the anec-
dotal Kallistion of the courtesan tradition. Similarly Malthaké (“Softie”), a
name appropriate for a Greek prostitute,” is identified by the matronymic
“daughter of Magadis” (I.G. 112.12026), and another woman with a similar
name, Galéné (“Smoothie”), is identified by the matronymic “daughter of
Polykleia” (Osborne and Byrne 1994, s.v. no. 4). I.G. II* 10892 similarly
records “Aspasia daughter of Mania” (“Welcome” and “Craziness,” two
common personal names used by whores).

The interaction between mothers and daughters is a frequent under-
tone in literary passages touching on female prostitution. Describing the
establishment of Theodoté, for example, Xenophon notes the hovering
presence of Theodoté’s mother (distinguished by her fashionable cloth-
ing and jewelry) and describes the sumptuously adorned, lavishly fur-
nished home in which mother and daughter lived.”® Nikarkhos, a poet
of the Palatine Anthology, explicitly urges the courtesan Philoumené to
“disobey her mother.”” Daughter frequently followed mother (and even
grandmother) as a provider of venal sexual services. Harpalos’s famed het-
aira Glykera was the daughter of the courtesan Thalassis."™ The hetaira
Timandra serviced Alkibiadés, the fifth-century Athenian general and bon
vivant; her daughter was the renowned courtesan Lais II (and Lais III may
have been a daughter-successor to Lais I1).1 The courtesan Leontion, who

96. Kal\wotiov 8¢ Tig Yog kahovpuévng | tpog v éavtiig Aotdopovpévng | pntépa (Kopwvn
8’ énekaleito duvopa), | Sihvev 1} Tvabauv’. épwtneioa 8¢ | Ti Stagépovtar “ti yap,” Epnoey,
“8Aho TARV | 8AN * 1) Kopwvng, Etep’ éxeivn pépgetar” Fr. 18 [Gow] = Athén. 583a1-6.

97. See Athén. 587f = Theophilos Fr. 1.2 (K-A).

98. untépa mapodoav avtij &v ¢obiTi Te Kai Bepareia o TR TuXOVOY . . . Kol TOIG EANOIG TV Oikioty
agBovws kateokevaopévy. . .. viy TV Hpav, Epn, @ Oeod0Tn, kahdv ye TO KTipa (Apom. 3.11.4, 5).

99. Anth. Pal. 5.40: Tig pntpdg uiy dkove Govpéva. The scholiast identifies the poem as
“npog étaipav Plovpévny mapaiveots.”

100. Athén. 586b—c, 595d.

101. Athén. 535¢, 574€. A variant tradition identifies Timandra as “Damasandra” (the prosti-
tute mother of the courtesans Lais and Theodoté: Athén. 574€). On the most famous of the
three Laises, see further chapter 2, n. 167 and related text. For differentiation of the onomas-
tic triplets, see Dimakis 1992—93. On Timandra, see Gilhuly 2009: 93—97.
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supposedly combined the pursuit of Epicurean philosophy with the prac-
tice of prostitution,'® was the mother of Danaé, who worked as a hetaira
in Ephesos (and Athénaios also records a Leontion II and Leontion III).1
Koréné had acquired the moniker “Grandmother” (“Téthé”) apparently
because she had followed her mother and her mother’s mother in the fam-
ily trade."* Another famed family of prostitutes was begotten by the courte-
san Gnathaina, who had even formulated “socializing rules” to be followed
by patrons who purchased her daughter’s services—and her own.'”® Often
accompanied by her younger scion,® she wittily marketed filial services
by encouraging “impoverished lovers” (ptdkhoi erastai) to seek financing
(enekyra) in order to pay her offspring’s charges (Athénaios 585a7-11).
Gnathaina’s operations also extended to a third generation. In a famous
tale, a wealthy customer, coming upon Gnathaina leaving a precinct of
Aphrodité with her comely granddaughter, offers Gnathaina 500 drachmas
instead of the 1,000 drachmas she had requested. She accepts the reduced
amount—for herselfl—and reopens negotiations for the girl (in whom the
client is, as the tale goes, not uninterested)."”” Gnathaina may have taken
as a role model the mother of the courtesan Dexithea. Apparently at the
beginning of her own career, dining with Dexithea, Gnathaina notes how
not Dexithea, but Dexithea’s mother, received a disproportionate share of
delicacies: in mock pique, Gnathaina suggests that she should have chosen
to dine with the mother alone!'®

102. Athén. 588b. Cf. 585d, 597a, 598e.

103. Aavéanv 8¢ v Aeovtiov Ti¢ Emkovpeiov Buyatépa étaipilopévny kai adthv Zw@pwv
gixev 6 émi 1iig E@éoov (Athén. 593by-10). For Leontion II and III, see Athén. 585d, 593b,
597a, and McClure 2003b: 188.

104. Athén. 587c1: dvagépovoa ¢k Tpimopveiag dvopa. See McClure 2003b: 277, n. 36. Cf.
Athén. 583a.

105. f{TIG Kol VOOV GLOOLTIKOV ovvéypayev, KaB' Ov Sel Tovg ¢paotdg WG avtnv Kai ThHv
Buyatépa eioiévar (Athén. 585b2—4). On Gnathaina’s Nomos Sussitikos, and Athénaios’s atti-
tude toward it and her, see Hawley 1993: 77. Rules for a hetaira’s behavior are set forth in
Plautus’s comic contract in Asinaria, Act1, Scene 3. Cf. Naevius, Fr. 2 (Tarentilla, based on an
unknown Greek work).

106. See, for example, Athén. 580e6-f4.

107. pot p&v 80g 8oov émbupei, matep: | oida yap dkpp@g kol émoba 100’ b1t | ig vokT’
anodwaoelg @ Buyatpiw pov Simhodv (Athén. 581c1-3). On Gnathaina’s charges, see chapter 7,
pp- 167-68.

108. mapa Aekilbéq Sermvoboa Oftaipa moté T'vabawva, tobyov dmotiBeiong mav oxedov
¢ AekiBéag T pntpi, “vi) v Aptepy, &i, gnoiv, fidewv, 1) I'vabava, todT’ éyw, Tf pnTpl
ovvedeinvoov &v, ovyi ooi, yovar” (Athén. s8obg—c3).
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Ancient comedy confirms the pattern of mother-daughter continuity (and
also portrays sisters working as hetairai'). In Menander’s Synaristosai, the
courtesan Pythias has raised her daughter Plangén to follow her calling as a
hetaira."® Although little is known in detail of the plot of Synaristosai (which
survives only in highly fragmentary form), its scenario seems to have been
preserved in Cistellaria, a Roman comedy modeled closely on Menander’s
Greek original.™ In Plautus’s version, the meretrices Melaenis and Syra have
both trained their daughters Gymnasium and Selenium to practice their
mothers’ trade.™ Syra expresses her pleasure at, and dependence on, the
considerable profit generated for the family from her daughter’s cease-
less meretricious labor.™ Similarly Webster’s reconstruction of the plot of
Menander’s Messénia, again necessarily conjectural because of the frag-
mentary nature of surviving passages, posits the Messénian woman as the
mother of the hetaira being kept by Psyllos."* Prostitutes’ mothers are often
centrally important to Roman “palliatae,” comic adaptations from Hellenic
originals."® In Terence’s Eunuchus (based on Menander’s Eunoukhos and
set in Athens), the meretrix Thais is presented as the daughter of a courte-
san who had benefited from Thais’s long-term relationship with a wealthy

109. For example, the title of Plautus’s Bacchides (a close adaptation of Menander’s Dis
Exapatén: see chapter 4, n. 13) alludes to the two homonymic hetairai-sisters at the epicenter
of the drama.

no. Frag. 337 (K-A): Atovvoiov . .. qv | mopm | 6 8 énnkolovBnoev péxpt 1o pdg TV Bopav- |
EnelTa QOIT@V Kal KOAakebwv <¢pé te kai> | v untép” &yvw p’. . . . For the use of éyvw in a
sexual sense, see Hermogenés, Ilepi ebpéoewg 4.11, p. 200. For exegesis of this passage, see
the fuller Plautine rendition in the next note below. Cf. the illustration from the “House of
Menander” at Mytiléné (Charitonidis, Lilly, and Ginouvés 1970: Plate 5).

m1. The identity of content is illustrated by Plautus’s rendering of Frag. 337 (set forth in
Greek in the preceding footnote): per Dionysia/mater pompam me spectatum duxit. Dum
redeo domum,/conspicillo consecutust clanculum me usque ad fores./Inde in amici-
tiam insinuavit cum matre et mecum simul/blanditiis, muneribus, donis (lines 89—93).
Cf. Henry 1985: 128.

u2. Ego et tua mater, ambae/meretrices fuimus. Illa te, ego hanc mihi educavi/ex patribus
conventiciis. Neque ego hanc superbiai/causa pepuli ad meretricium quaestum, nisi ut ne
esurirem (lines 36-39).

13. Haec quidem ecastor cottidie viro nubit, nupsitque hodie,/nubet mox noctu:
numquam ego hanc viduam cubare sivi./nam si haec non nubat, lugubri fame familia
pereat./ . . . multisque damno et mihi lucro sine meo saepe eris sumptu (lines 41-50).

14. Webster 1974: 162. Cf. Meineke 1839-1857, V.1, p. 100.

115. On palliatae and their use as evidence for Athenian legal and social practices, see intro-
duction, pp. 17-18.
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“foreigner.” " In Terence’s Heauton Timoroumenos (set in Athens and based
on Menander’s play of the same name),'"” Antiphila provides sexual services,
under the watchful eye of her prostitute mother. In Plautus’s Miles Gloriosus
(based on the Greek Alazén), the mother of the meretrix Philocomasium
is her “procurer” (lena), and it is the mother—not Philocomasium—who
is plied with wine, jewelry, and delicacies in return for the daughter’s sex-
ual services.™ Similarly, the prostitute’s mother is dominant in Plautus’s
Asinaria (adapted from Démophilos's Onagos™). It is Cleareta the “pro-
curess” (lena)—not her daughter Philaenium the prostitute (meretrix)—who
negotiates with Argyrippus the price of her daughter’s sexual services; it
is Cleareta who subsequently ejects him from the house in which mother
and daughter live; it is Cleareta who later again offers Argyrripus exclusive
access to Philaenium at an exorbitant price, and who finally enters into a
contract with Diabolus for Philaenium’s erotic labor.”® Again, in Plautus’s
Truculentus, the mother of the meretrix Phronesium appears to have played
an important role “as a lena exploiting her daughter in the Greek play Plautus
used as his model” (Rosivach 1998: 70) (although she is only an object of
discussion in Truculentus, where she does not actually appear).

In his Courtesans’ Dialogues (a work of fiction), Loukianos portrays
courtesans’ households as dual seats of home and of business—replete

with servants expediting sales and services,”

with mothers proffering
advice and demands, and sometimes even with children about to be born
(80.2). The hetaira (or her mother) is clearly in control, securely ensconced

behind doors and gates, security features common to Athenian household

116. Donatus Ad Eun. 107: puduit dicere Thaidem “meretrix mihi mater fuit,” quod tamen
significat dicendo alicunde civem alibi habitasse. Cf. lines 119—20, 131-36; Rosivach 1998: 177,
nn. 72 and 73.

1y, Lines 9698, as interpreted by Rosivach 1998: 61.

18. Insinuat sese ad illam amicam <mei> eri. | Occepit eiius matri subpalparier | vino, orna-
mentis opiparisque opsoniis, | itaque intumum ibi se miles apud lenam facit (lines 105-108).

119. On this adaptation, and on the legal aspects of the mother’s business dealings, see
chapter 4, esp. pp. 98—99 and n. 9.

120. For Cleareta’s dealing with Argyrippos, see lines 1277, 163-65, 171, 195, 229-36.

121. See, for example, 8o. 2 (false report from the servant Déris upsets the hetaira Myrtion);
80.4.3 and 8o0.10.2 (dispatch of servants to investigate disturbing reports); 80.9.1 (Dorkas
reports to Pannykhis, her “owner” [kektnuévn]); 80.13.4 (Hymnis gives direction to Grammis);
80.15.2.13-14 (Parthenis hired by Krokalé to play music at intimate party). Krobylé dangles
before her newly mature daughter, Korinna, a novice prostitute, a future profuse with atten-
dants (and other accoutrements of wealth)—provided she follows Mother’s advice (80.6.2-3).
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residences, especially those functioning simultaneously as business loca-
tions.”” In Loukianos’s vignettes, mothers (themselves former prosti-
tutes) frequently handle the business aspects of the household. Krébylé,
for example, a former courtesan, is busy arranging assignations and pro-
viding instruction for her daughter, Korinna, a novice prostitute.”® She
dangles before Korinna a future profuse with the accoutrements of wealth
(for herself and her mother'®) provided she follows Mother’s advice in
pursuing her career—“when working as a companion at dinner, never
speak more than necessary, don’t poke fun at any of the guests, and have
eyes only for the man who's paying you”; “in bed, maintain focus and pur-
sue a single goal, to make the man happy and a continuing customer.”’*®
Krobylé reminds Korinna of Krébylé's sacrifices in raising her, and of the
eagerness with which she has awaited Korinna’s attaining the ability to
repay Mommy (Mannarion). Family finances had been adequate while
Korinna’s father (who had worked in the Piraeus in bronze) had been
alive, but Mommy’s wages as a worker in fabrics had thereafter barely suf-
ficed.” After years of poverty, now Mommy can even buy Korinna lovely
jewelry—f{rom Korinna’s earnings (80.6.1)! And the household will now be
expanded to include servants. . . ."%

Loukianos describes another mother/daughter ergasia: Lyra and her
mother Daphnis. Before Lyra matured, Daphnis was in rags: now she goes
aboutin gold, wearing fine clothing, accompanied by four servants.’?® Another

122. See E. Cohen 1992: 68-69; Young 1956: 122—46; Osborne 1985: 31-34, 63-67; Pe’cirka
1973: 123-28.

123. Mother as past courtesan: “cortigiana anziana” (Pellizer and Sirugo 1995: 164), a deduc-
tion from her manifest expertise. Assignations: vov §” &mBt Aovcopévn, &i dgikotto kai
pepov TO petpakiov 6 Edkpirog: vmioyveito ydp (80.6.4).

124. 80.6.2: Opéyelg pév éué, oeavtiv 8¢ katakoopnoels padiwg kol MAovtioelg Kai éobfitag
£Eeig alovpyeic kal Oepamaivag. 80.6.4: OOy 0pdg v Koprvvav v tiig KpwBoAng Buyatépa
WG VTEPTAOLTET Kai TpLoeLSaiova TTEMOINKE TNV UNTEPQ;

125. 80.6.3: fjv 8¢ mote kai &méAOn émi Seinvov Aafodoa picBwua . . . obte TAéov T déovTtog
@OEyyeTaL 0UTE AMOOKWDTTEL £G TIVaL TOV TIAPOVTIWY, £G HOvov 8¢ TOV wobwaoduevov PAémet. . . .
éneldav kolpaodat 8¢, doehyig «ovdEv» 0088 duelts ékelvn &v Tt épydoauto, dAAG €€ dnavtog
£v To0TO Onpdtal, MG HLTIAYAYOLTO Kail £pACTHV TIOLOELEY EKETVOV-

126. 80.6.1: 6te 8¢ ékelvog €0n, mavTa AV AUIV ikavd: ExAAKeve yap . . . VOV pgv deaivovoa, vov
8¢ kpoKNV Katdyovoa fj othpova kKhwbovoa énopllopuny & ottia pONG:

127. 80.6.2: £e1g Bepamaivag. . . . oL yap TAOVLTNOEL. . . .

128. 80.6.2: v Aa@vida . . . pakmn, Tpiv ad TV dkpdcal THy dpav, meptPePAnuéviv: dAAd vOv
Opdg ofa TPoELDL, XpLoog Kai 0DTiTeg evavOelg kal Bepdmarvar TETTapeG.
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of Loukianos’s mothers provides her daughter, Gorgona, with an important
competitive advantage: aphrodisiacal drugs!" Mousarion’s mother works at
building her daughter’s clientele®*—but confronts Mousarion’s inclination
to favor amour over revenue. For the mother, dependent on her daughter’s
earnings, prostitution is a business, not an amorous bet on future happi-
ness.”® But when Mother’s not looking, Mousarion gives her lover gifts,
and turns away paying customers whom her mother favors.® Philinna’s
mother has the opposite problem: equally dependent on selling her daugh-
ter’s sexual favors, she finds Philinna financially naive about retaining a
good lover. After a dinner party at which Philinna has kissed and embraced
a male friend of her estranged patron, Diphilos—in the patron’s enraged
presence—her mother forbids such behavior in the future, reminding her
of the family’s dependence on Diphilos, offering the proverb “Don't kill the
golden goose!”™**

But the best overview of matrilineality in Athenian female prostitution
is provided by the detailed chronicle in Demosthenes 59 of the career, prac-
tices, and household of the Greek businesswoman Nikareté, her daughter
Neaira, and Neaira’s daughter Phand, all of whom worked as prostitutes
(according to the opposing speaker). The junior women labored under the
direction, and for the primary financial benefit, of the senior women (and
allegedly, in Neaira’s case, of her husband, Stephanos). A former hetaira
herself,® a free person of servile origin married to a cook who appears
to have been entirely uninvolved in his wife’s sexual business (tekhné),
Nikareté supposedly earned her living (bios) from her talent at identifying,

129. 80.1.2: appaki 1} Xpuodptov oty i putnp adTig, O@ecoaldg Tivag G3ag emotapévr . . .
éxetvn éEépunve TOV dvBpwTov TETY TV Papudkwy Eyxéaoa, Kai VOV Tpuy@oty adTtov.

130. 80.7.1:'Av 8’ &1t TowoDTOV €pactiv ebpwpev. . . .

131. (Other prostitutes are) cuvetwtepat kai icaowy étaipiletv (80.7.3). She asks her daugh-
ter: ob O¢ ofet Oktwkaideka Et@v del £oeoBat; i T& adTd Ppovioety Xapéav, dTav TAOLTH pév
avtog (80.7.4); HAika mapd Tod veaviokov Aapfdvopev (80.71). With good customers, mother
and daughter will do better financially (tpioevdaipioves éodpeda) (80.7.1) But Mousarion is
starry-eyed: gnotv fjudg yopunoety kai peydhag éAmidag éxopev map’ autot (80.7.2).

132. 80710 TOV SdkTvdov Sédwkag dyvoovong épov. 80.7.3: Ti kol AVTIQOVTA UVEV
Vo vobpevov 08¢ TodToV £86E5w; 00 Kakdg Ny kai AoTikdg kal NAtkw TG Xatpéov. . . .

133. 80.3.3: dpa pf katd THV mapotpiav amoppifwuev mavy Tteivovoar TO KoA@Siov.
Literally: “Stretching the string, let’s not break it!”

134. Athén. 596e (Nwapétn 1 étaipa). Cf. Kapparis 1999: 207 (who does not rule out a mer-
etricious career for Nikareté, although he questions the reliability of Athénaios as source).
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cultivating, “skillfully” training and then selling the services of attractive
young girls.”® In the conduct of this business, Nikareté came to Athens
with Metaneira and Neaira, purportedly her daughters,® whom she hired
out as prostitutes at prices extraordinarily profitable for Nikareté.™ In fact,
elevated financial return is advanced in Demosthenes 59 as the economic
rationale for Nikareté’s proffering of her own daughters as whores: the
“highest prices” might thus be obtained (see chapter 7, pp. 168-71).
Although Neaira’s opponent in Demosthenes 59 insists that the seven girls
working for Nikareté (Neaira included) were mere slaves purchased at an
early age by Nikareté, he does concede that each of these “daughters” was
ultimately recognized as free™®—a status seemingly unlikely to be obtained
by each and all of seven slave prostitutes if they had truly been mere chat-
tels of Nikareté. While the text of Demosthenes 59 does contain some evi-
dentiary support for Neaira’s actually being the daughter of Nikareté,
resolution of Neaira’s true status is today impossible."® But more impor-
tantly for our purposes—given Athenian court speakers’ focus on crafting

135. Dem. 59.18: Xaipioiov pév ovoa tod HAeiov dnelevBépa, Trmiov & Tod payeipov tod
ékeivov yovr, Sewva 8¢ [kai Suvapévn] @uotv pkpdv madiwv ouvidelv evmpeni], kai tadTA
émotapévn Opéyat kai maudedoar éumelpwg, TEXVNY TAOTNV KATECKEVAGHEVN Kal 4O TOVTWY
Tov Blov ouvelheypévn.

136. Dem. 59.21-22: Avoiag yap 6 cogioti|c Metaveipag Ov épaoctng, £Povkndn mpog Toig
dM\otg dvahwpaoty ol dviliokev €ig avTiv Kai poiioat . . . £8en0n odv tiic Nikapétng eNDetv eig
T pootipa dyovoav v Metdvetpay . . . cuvnkolovBet 8¢ kai Néapa avtni, épyalopévn pgv
1i0n 1@ cwpatt. Dem. 59.19: mpoetmovoa §” adtdg ovopatt Buyatépag.

137. Nikareté charged for Neaira’s ongoing services alone a sum sufficient to meet all of the
expenses of her well-populated (Dem. 59.18) and sumptuous (polytelés) household: moAvtehi|g
Av 1§ Nikapétn toig mtaypaoty, dfodoa t& kab’ fuépav dvalwpata dravta tf oikiq map’
avt®v AapBavery (Dem. 59.29).

138. (§ 18—20:"Enta yap tavtag nadiokag ék pkpdv naudiwy éktioato Nikapétr . . . Avtelay
Kai Ztpatddav kai Aplotorhetav kai Metdvetpav kat Pilav kai ToOudda ki Néatpav tavtnvi.
fjv pé&v oV €kaoTog adT@V EKTHOATO Kol Mg NAevbepwbnoav &nd T@V TpLapEvwy avTig mapd
¢ Nikapétng . . . Snhdow duiv. . . .

139. The deposition that follows (believed to be authentic: Carey 1992: 97; Kirschner
1885: 77 ff.) suggests that the deponent believed Neaira actually to have been the daugh-
ter of Nikareté: di\dotpatog Aovusiov Kolwviifev paptopel eidévar Néapav Nikapétng
oboav, fomep kai Metavelpa éyéveto. . . . (§23). Because the primary and original meaning of
yiyvopat is “be born,” it seems reasonable to treat the genitive form of Neaira here as denot-
ing family relationship.

140. Any judgment is necessarily subjective. Carey, for example, recognizes that details
about personal life in Athenian oratory often reflect “only scandalous and unreliable detail,”
and that “all we know about Neaira derives from this speech.” (He nonetheless believes that
“the broad outlines of the account are likely to be correct” [1992: 1-2].)
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persuasive arguments by offering credible factual patterns—the speech
assumes acceptance by an Athenian audience of the plausibility of such
mother-daughter arrangements. Here the jury is expected to accept as rea-
sonable the assertion that Neaira worked with her own daughter, Phano,
and her husband, Stephanos, to create “a home that was really a brothel
from which they (the family members) earned a good living through pros-
titution.”™* Neaira accordingly arranged assignations for her daughter."
One customer, Epainetos, claimed to have expended huge sums for
sex with both the mother and daughter—only to be shaken-down by
Stephanos, here playing the professional role of an injured father who had
caught Epainetos having sex with his daughter." The affair seems to have
been settled by Epainetos’s payment of 1,000 drachmas for having often
“used” Phano.'®

141. See introduction, pp. 14-15 f.

142. Dem. 59.67: épyactiplov @dokwv kai Todto elvat, THv Ztegdvov oikiav, kai Thv épyaciav
TavTnV €lvat, kKol 4o ToOTWV adTolg EVTTOPETV HAALOTA.

143. Ibid.: v e pntépa avtijc ovveldévat mAnodlovoay adTd.

144. Dem.59.64-67: ¢paotiv8vta Neaipag tavtnot makatdv kal ToM& dvnlwkdTa eig avtiv. ..
(0 Ztépavog) Aapfdvet powov émt tfj Buyatpt i Neaipag Tavtnoi . . . minoalovoav adTd,
avnlwkéval te ToA& eig avtag. Cf. §68: Ztpépavog . . . mopvoBookdv. On the interaction of
husband and wife in business, see this chapter, pp. 137-38.

145. Dem. 59.71:Enaivetov 8¢ dodvar xihiag Spaypag Pavol eig ékdooty, émeldi) kéxpntat avty
noAdakic. Carey (1992: 121) judges this “settlement document” to be “probably genuine”;
Kapparis disagrees (1999: 316-17). On Neaira’s opponent’s failure to brand Phané explicitly
as a porné or a hetaira, see Miner 2003: 24-27.
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The Costs, and Rewards,
of Sexual Services

BY THE FOURTH century, Athenian prices—including those for sexual
services—were universally expressed not in commodity equivalents but in
monetary units (drachmasand obols).! These prices reflected the workings of
supply-and-demand factors, almost entirely free of governmental involve-
ment, a process that facilitated the emergence of prostitutes of extraordi-
nary wealth and high income—the so-called “big earners” (megalomisthoi).>
The loss of tax records and other information from the fourth century
leaves surviving literary material as the prime source for the pricing of sex-
ual services and for the levels of income and assets attained by prostitutes.?
Use of such material, however, is not unproblematic. Relevant authors,
especially those writing long after the fourth century (like Loukianos and
Alkiphron), often would have lacked exact, and sometimes even approxi-
mate, knowledge of actual prices and other commercial arrangements.
Moreover, there is a danger of inaccurate and superficial conclusions if
literary material is interpreted without contextualization: close attention

1. For the monetization of Athens (and the abandonment of an earlier system of barter and
payment in kind), see Schaps 2004, esp. Chapter 8 (“Everything sold in the marketplace was
sold for a price, and the price was expressed and expected in coins” [p. wm1]). Cf. chapter 3,
nn. 9o and g1 (and related text). On the composition and value of Athenian currency, see
“Conventions,” p. X.

2. Literally, as substantive, “those receiving high pay.” See Athén. 569a; Louk. Apol. 15,
Herm. 578. Cf. chapter 5, nn. 13 and 39, and related text.

3. For the contemporary maintenance at Athens of tax records and other information relat-
ing to prostitutes and prostitution, and for the failure of this material to survive, see intro-
duction, p. 13.
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must be paid to a given work’s imaginative, rhetorical, intertextual, and
semiotic facets, and to more prosaic historical and philological aspects (see
introduction, pp. 12—20).

Consider the corpus of Menander, potentially a prime source of infor-
mation on Athenian life, especially sexuality, and yet an exemplar of comic
humor based on exaggeration.* When a character in the (“Flatterer”), a
work preserved only in fragments, asserts that a certain prostitute was
earning 300 drachmas per night (perhaps US$15,000-30,000 in purchas-
ing power equivalence®), we have no means of determining whether comic
considerations have generated grotesque hyperbole or whether some cour-
tesans actually could command such sums. Gomme and Sandbach find
the fee “inflated” but credible (1973: 430-31); Loomis deems it “conceivable
but unlikely” (1998: 177). Yet for the purposes of economic history, both
judgments are equivalent. Despite the impossibility of determining the
truth regarding this specific fee, we can safely conclude that in real life, at
least some courtesans did command flagrantly elevated fees, not because
Athenian comedy necessarily replicates the factual details of Athenian life
(“Old Comedy” certainly does not), but because of Menander’s practice
of closely aligning his plots and characters with the contextual details of
actual life, a Menandrian skill noted and praised in antiquity.® Scholars
have recurrently demonstrated how Menander’s work preserves reliable
information about Athenian society, class, and gender, even regarding, for
example, specific details of the laws of property and succession.” Similar
insight is sometimes provided by other literary works, but is often subject
to nuanced interpretability.

To facilitate appropriate use of such material, I will proceed first to
examine the economic context in which prostitutional fees were set, and
only thereafter will examine the evidence that confirms the high sums that
appear often to have been expended for erotic services at Athens. More
importantly for the prostitute himself or herself was the question, how
much, if any, of such elevated compensation (or even of relatively small

4. See introduction, pp. 15-16.

5. Lines uy ff. (see this chapter, n. 72). On “purchasing power equivalence” as a guide to
evaluating prices stated in Athenian currency, see convertions, p. 10.

6. @ Mévavdpe, kal Pie, toTEPOg dp” DP@V MOTEPOV Amtepprioato; Aristoph. Byzant. (Test. Men.
83 K.A.). Cf. Quintil. Inst. Or. 10.1.69. For further examples of this alignment, see introduc-
tion, pp. 16-17.

7. See Buis 2014: 334-37; Cox 2002: 391; Hunter 1994: 85, 217, n. 26; Patterson1998: 191-2.05.
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fees) might be retained by the sex-worker? Although it is often assumed
that slaves’ owners appropriated all monies earned by their chattels, vari-
ous mechanisms had emerged at Athens through which even brothel
slaves were able to retain at least a portion of the monies paid for their
services. These are described toward the end of this chapter.

The Pricing Process at Athens

At Athens the state was generally uninterested, and uninvolved, in
commercial activity, including the pricing of sexual services. Thus the
authority of market officials, the agoranomoi, was limited to maintain-
ing order and preventing blatant fraud.® Except for some modest protec-
tion against the making of patently false claims and against the offering
of adulterated or defective goods,” consumers were not the beneficia-
ries of warranties relating to the quality or usability of products pur-
chased, nor the recipients of any other governmentally imposed juridical
advantages or legal safeguards. The state’s lack of involvement in the
economy is strikingly illustrated by a complex financial transaction in
which a young citizen, Epikratés, was allegedly defrauded in connec-
tion with his purchase of a perfume business burdened by substantial
(and allegedly undisclosed) debts (Hypereidés, Against Athénogenés). The
putative victim is left haplessly to seek redress for himself through pri-
vate legal action: no administrative body is available to protect his rights
(Whitehead 2000: 3006).

Official intervention in business matters was limited almost entirely
to facilitating the availability and affordability of grain,” but even here
governmental action was constrained. Because of its inability to grow

8. Aristot. Ath. Pol. 51.1: &yopavopot . . . TovTolg 8¢ YO TOV VOUWV TTPOOTETAKTAL TOV DViWY
¢mpedeiobou mavtwy, émwg kabapd kai dxiPdnia mwAnoetar. Cf. Harp., s.v. katd v &yopav
ayevdeiv, quoting Theophrastos in The Laws (Szegedy-Maszak 1981: fr. 20): Svoiv TovTwV
¢rpeheioBat Seiv TOLG Ayopavorovs, TG Te v Tf) Ayopd eDKOOULAG Kal TOD dyevdely | povov
TobG TmpdckovTag AANG kol Todg dvovpévovs. On the functioning of the agoranomoi, see
Couilloud-Le Dinahet 1988; Fantasia 2012.

9. False Statements: Dem. 20.9 (katd TV &yopdv &yevdelv vopov yeypapbar); Hyper. Athén.
14. Cf. Marzi 1977: 221, n. 37; Ste. Croix 1972: 399. Goods: Hyper. Athén. 15 (defective slaves).
Cf. Triantyphyllopoulos 1968: 2—7; Stanley 1976: 206—207.

10. The government is known to have involved itself in only one other area of commerce—the
avoidance of disorder in the streets by controlling potential disputes over the services of
female musicians (see this chapter, pp. 163-64).
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sufficient barley and wheat in its own territory," Athens had to import hun-
dreds of ship cargoes of grain annually."” Athenian law forbade the shipping
of cereals by residents of Attika to any location other than Athens,® or the
lending of money by residents for transportation of grain to sites outside
Attika.* Not more than one-third of wheat or barley on board ships arriving
in Athens could be re-exported (a restriction applicable even to shippers not
domiciled in Attika)."” The state also made some effort to preclude exces-
sive charges for grain. Thus the Council (Boulé) is known on at least one
occasion to have been involved in legal action to prevent wholesale purchas-
ers (sitopolai) from banding together to buy grain (and thus possibly impose
artificially high, monopolistic prices on Athenian consumers).” The grain
supply was an obligatory subject for periodic consideration at meetings of
the Athenian Assembly (Ekklésia).” Such deliberations—at a time of grain
shortages caused by endemic piracy and a Spartan naval blockade®™—led
to the appointment of the nomothetai, who promulgated the Grain Law of
374/3, discovered in the American excavations of the Agora and published
in 1998." This statute provided for the taxation and delivery of barley and
wheat from the islands of Lemnos, Imbros, and Skyros (which were under
Athenian control), and the sale of this grain at prices set by the Assembly.?

1. Despite wide variability in the assumptions, methodologies, and conclusions of the large
number of scholars who have studied the grain requirements of Athens, virtually all agree
on the need for extensive imports: Whitby 1998 (contains full references to primary sources
and prior scholarship). Cf. Bissa 2009:169, 191.

12. Oliver 2007: 15—41; Moreno 2007: 3-33, 323-34; Reed 2003: 18-19. On a single occasion
and in a single area, Philip of Macedon in 340 seized between 180 and 230 grain ships bound
for Athens (Bresson 1994; Engen 2010: 64, 333 n. 53).

13. Dem. 34.37, 35.50-51. Cf. Lykourg. 1.27.

14. Dem. 35.51. Cf. Dem. 56.11.

15. Aristot. Ath. Pol. 51.4. Cf. Harp. and Suidas, s.v. émueAntai éumopiov.
16. Lysias 22. See Figueira 1986; Gauthier 1981; Seager 1966.

17. Aristot. Ath. Pol. 43.4. Cf. Mossé 1996: 37—38.

18. Xen. Hell. 5.4.60-61; Dem. 20.77; Diod. 15.34.3-35.2; Plut. Phék. 6, Camill. 19.3; Polyainos
3.11.2. For the historical background, see Tuplin 1993: 159; Brun 1983: 39—48.

19. Editio princeps: Stroud 1998. For the numerous interpretations of this statute, see
Faraguna 2010, 1999b, 2007; Migeotte 2014: 455-56; Bresson 2000a; Osborne 2000; Engels
2001; Fantasia 2004; Jakab 2007; Moreno 2003.

20. TWAOVTWOV &V T &y[op]at, dTav Tt dfpwt Sokit w A&y 8¢ pf) é[Eelivar émuyngioat TpodTepov
0D AvBeo[t]npidvog unvog: 6 8¢ Sfjpog Takdtw TNV Ty T@V TUp®V Kal T@V kplO®V 61dc0L
X[plf wA&v tovg aipebévtag (Stroud 1998: lines 41-406).
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Migeotte has suggested (2010: 428-30) that the price so set, in the Grain
Law and on the occasion of a few other public sales of food, was the kath-
estékuia timé, an enigmatic term that appears several times in Demosthenes
and in surviving epigraphical material.* Efforts to explain this expression
have generated extensive academic discussion over considerably more than
a century.? Many scholars render kathestékuia timé as “market price” (i.e., the
amount actually being charged, without governmental or similar coercion,
in a given place at a given time).”* Many others prefer “established price”
(the amount required under some external standard—be it historical cost,
customary charge, or price set officially for a general or specific purpose [as
with Migeotte’s governmental grain sales]). This “established price” might
even look to market prices—“normal” or “prevailing”—as a starting point or
as a determinative criterion.*

The relevant surviving literary sources provide support for both inter-
pretations. In Demosthenes 56, the speaker reports that at a time of fluc-
tuating grain prices certain Athens-based grain merchants were sending
information on a continuing basis concerning the price (kathestékuia timé)
of cereals at Athens to confederates who were sailing with a cargo of grain
from Egypt. If cereals were expensive at Athens, the grain was to be sent
to Athens, but if prices were low, it was to be delivered to another com-
mercial harbor.® Here kathestékuia timé seems necessarily to refer to a
market price that was fluctuating with variations in supply and demand.
Indeed, while the confederates’ ship was on its way from Egypt, arrival

21. kabeotnkvia tipr: Dem. 34.39, 56.8 and 10. See also a decree of the deme of Rhamnous
(Bielman 1994: 95 ff., #24, line 19 = S.E.G 24.154), which refers in ambiguous context to a
kabeotnkvia . IG I12.400 is sometimes said to refer to a kaBeotnkvia Tipn, but this read-
ing is merely a restoration by Wilhelm (1889: 148-49, n. 1) of a very fragmentary stone ([tfig
kabotapjévng Tils). Cf. I.G. II 2 499. Ptolemaic papyri from third-century Egypt mention
hestékuia timé (PTeb 703, 1. 176) and kathistamené timé (PRevLaws, col. 40, 9—106).

22. The earliest discussion of which I know is that of Boeckh 1886 (I: u8, note ¢; II: 26,
n. 63) (written and published earlier). Cf. Wilhelm 1889.

23. Valente 2009; Bers 2003: 96-97; Figueira 1986: 165; Seager 1966; Carey and Reid
1985: 213-14; Bolkestein [1939] 1969: 258, n. 2.

24. Also termed “fixed price”: Reger 1993: 312-13; Ampolo 1986: 1477; Boeckh [1817] 1886, I,
18, note ¢; Gernet 1909: 374 [“prix fixé par le commerce international”]; Andreades [1933]
1979: 244, n. 14 [“established price”]; Millett 1990: 193, n. 56 (“customary price”).

25. §8: Elta pog tag kabeotnkviag Tindg Enepnov ypapipoata oi Emdnpodvreg toig dmodnpodoty,
tva &4y pév map’ OV Tipog fj 6 6Ttog, Sebpo adTOV Kopiowaty, £av 8’ edwWVOTEPOG yévnTal, €ig
GA\o Tt kaTamAebowaoty EUmopLov.
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of grain supplies from Sicily depressed prices at Athens—whereupon the
merchants offloaded their cargo at Rhodes.” Yet in Demosthenes 34, the
speaker explains that at a time when grain was selling at 16 drachmas per
medimnon, the speaker (and his brother) provided it at the kathestékuia timé
of 5 drachmas, contrasting the higher market price of 16 drachmas with the
much lower kathestékuia timé.” Because the text of Demosthenes 34 is in
conflict with that of Demosthenes 56, efforts have been made (without
paleographical justification) to emend the text of the former to state just
the opposite of the received text, namely, that when grain was being priced
at 16 drachmas per medimnon, the speaker provided these foodstuffs at 5
drachmas per medimon <INSTEAD OF> at the kathestékuia timé.”

Yet even those scholars interpreting kathestékuia timé as an “established
price” have emphasized the importance of supply-and-demand mecha-
nisms in “establishing” this price, and have noted the rarity (and extraor-
dinary nature) of governmental intrusion into market arrangements and
pricing even in the case of cereal products. Thus Reger suggests that kath-
estékuia timé “refer(s) to a price below market set by law or strongly recom-
mended by city officials (like the agoranomoi) for the sale of grain during
periods of shortage” (1993: 313). The referent for pricing even during
this period, however, was still market-determined: the official price was
intended to reflect “normal” supply/demand charges—“perhaps prices
typical immediately after the harvest served as a guide” (Ibid.). Similarly,
Migeotte (2010: 426-30) identifies the kathestékuia timé as the price set by
the state for emergency public distributions of grain during those extraor-
dinary periods when normal sources had been disturbed.” But because
these governmental diffusions occurred irregularly (and even then only
citizens were recipients), an autonomous retail market would have contin-
ued to exist—whose prices were only indirectly and temporarily affected

26. §10: Aafaov . . . O TOLTOLL KOWVWVOG T& YpappaTa T& Tapd TOOTOV AOoTANéVTA, Kol
muOoUEVOG TAG TIHAG TAG €vBAde ToD oitov kabeotnkviag, Eatpeitat TOV oitov év Tf] POSw kaxel
amodidotat.

27. §39: 61 §” 6 oitog EmeTiunOn 1O MPOTEPOV KOl EyEVeTO Ekkaideka Spaxu@v, eicayayovreg
mAeiovg fj pupiovg pedipvovg mupdv Stepetpricapey DIV TAg kabeatnkviog TG, Téve Spaxudv
TOV péSiuvov. . . .

28. Koehler suggested: <avti> tii¢ kabeotnkviag tipic. Cf. Marasco 1992: 33-35.

29. Cf. Migeotte 1998; Gallo 1997: 22 (“prezzo vigente in condizioni di regolare disponibil-
ita del prodotto”); Fantasia 1987; Ampolo 1986.
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by state action.*® Accordingly, Bresson (2000a: 205-06) has proposed
that the kathestékuia timé represents a “fixed wholesale price” (prix de gros
fixé) that was changed by the polis from time to time to reflect the retail
market price (which continued to be determined by factors of supply and
demand).*! Thus the sales mentioned in the Athenian Grain Law took
place “in the Agora” (en téi agorai) rather than in the retail grain market at
Athens (en tdi sit6i).*? Since the Grain Law was intended not only to provide
cereals to the citizens®® but also to raise revenue for the state (from the sale
to tax-farmers of revenues from the three islands), “in setting the sale price
the Athenian people” would have had to choose between “high income
or cheap grain” (Osborne 2000: 172). In reality, even in this specialized
context, the government was effectively subsidizing the wholesale cost of
grain, not controlling the retail price.

All proffered explanations of the kathestékuia timé thus share a recogni-
tion that at Athens pricing even of grain was normally determined by mar-
ket factors. A fortiori, prices for all other items—to which the state paid
far less, if any, attention—should have been entirely or essentially free
of governmental edict. (In fact, there is no evidence of any official inter-
vention affecting prices of any other foodstuffs at Athens in the classical
period.*) Yet scholarly reconstruction of the Athenian economy still tends
to portray Athens as a society in which state dictates and other nonmar-
ket considerations determined charges for services.*® Instead of an infi-
nite variety of possible charges established by supply-and-demand pricing,

30. “Toutes ces interventions . ..n’avaient sur les prix courants que des effets indirects,
dont les prix de détail bénéficaient a leur tour . . . En dehors des moments de crise, ces inter-
ventions perdaient leur raison d’étre et les affaires suivaient leur cours normal” (Migeotte

1997: 45)-
31. “A Athénes, la fixation du cours du grain importé obéissait a une procédure. .. de

I'établissement d'une kathestékuia timé: ce prix était réajusté périodiquement en fonction de
la loi de l'offre et de la demande” (2000: 205).

32. On the grain market at Athens (¢v t@t oitwi), see Stroud 1974: 180.
33. 6mwg &v T@L Sfipwt ofto]g fit év T@L kowv@L (Stroud 1998: 5-6).

34. There is some evidence for governmental involvement in the sale of olive oil, but only
during the period of Roman domination: see I.G. II 2 903, sometime in the second century,
perhaps 175-170 B.C.E.

35. “La ‘Nouvelle Orthodoxie’ consideére que le marché n’existait pas dans les sociétes anci-
ennes” (Bresson 2000: 272). This “orthodoxy” underlies even such relatively recent stud-
ies as Moller 2000; Grenier 1997; Tandy 1997. Cf. Calcagno 2001; Millett 1990, esp. 193;
Meikle 1995.
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many scholars have insisted on a “standard wage” at Athens of 1 drachma
per day,*® perhaps the equivalent of US$50-100 (calculated in terms of
purchasing power”). This scholarly vision of “standard” rather than
market-based pricing reflects the old, orthodox view of Athens as exem-
plar of an “embedded economy,” in which “goods circulated through reci-
procity and redistribution rather than through . . . supply and demand.”**
Recent years, however, have brought a multitude of challenges to this view,
now largely abandoned among specialists,® that Athens entirely lacked a
market economy and that economic arrangements were embedded in cul-
tural, social, and political relationships. Loomis, for relevant example, in
an exhaustive study of “wages” in Athens has shown that “the frequently
repeated statement that the ‘standard wage at Athens was one drachma per
day’ is not supported by the evidence” [1998: 257]).

The Price of Sex

But this change in paradigm has not yet reached the study of Athenian pros-
titution. Indeed, some modern scholars still seek to impose on Athenian
prostitutes stringent administrative regulations,” including state control
of prices that might be charged for sex.

Assertions are frequently made to the effect that “in Athens, (female) pros-
titutes were controlled by the clerk of the market (agoranomos), who fixed the

741

fee (2 drachmas) that they could charge for a single visit,” and that for male

36. See, for example, Burford 1972: 138; Himmelman 1979: 139—40; Gallo 1987: 47, 58;
Stewart 1990: xii, 65-66.

37. On purchasing-power equivalencies relating to Athens, and for other approaches to
exchange ratios, see “Conventions,” p. x.

38. Morris 1994: 352. See Polanyi 1957; Weber [1921] 1958, [1909] 1976. For the continuing
importance of Polanyi's conceptualizations for students of archaic Greece and of modern
Institutional Economics, see Méller 2004; Maucourant 2000.

39. See, for example, Bresson 2007/8: 1. 3, 7—36; Morris and Manning 2005: 30 (listing
recent criticisms of earlier dogma); Christesen 2004; Schaps 2004: 32-33, 1998; Silver
2004, 2003; Harris 2001; Kron 1996. Resistance to “market” approaches to ancient Greece
is not, however, extinct: see Mattingly and Salmon 2001: 3; Millett 2001: 24, 40 (n. 26).

40. See chapter s.

41. Krenkel 1988: 1294. (Agoranomos is an erroneous reference to the astynomos of Ath. Pol.
50.2 (n. 43, this chapter). Similarly: Henderson 2014: 186 (“By law, a prostitute’s fee was
limited to two drachmas.”) Herter [1960] 2003: 71—72: two drachmas “officially established as
the maximum” for “the simplest form of love”; Keuls 1985: 208 (“the finances of prostitutes
were controlled by the city magistrates [astynomoi]”). Cf. Reinsberg 1993: 144.
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prostitutes there was a standard fee of 4 drachmas “that was higher than the
fee charged by female prostitutes” (Krenkel 1978, 1988: 1294, 1296). These
claims have no factual basis. The “standard” male fee of 4 drachmas is merely
the amount sued for by a certain Diophantos, who claimed that he had not
been paid for the performance of a sex act (praxis).* Even in this case, our
sources provide no indication whether 4 drachmas was Diophantos’s entire
fee (or merely the portion left unpaid). The alleged government-imposed
limit of 2 drachmas for a single encounter with a woman is derived from
a provision in Aristotle’s Constitution of the Athenians describing the juris-
diction of the astynomoi (“city commissioners”) over the streets, including
such matters as discharges by drainpipes into public roadways, encroach-
ments on thoroughfares by buildings and balconies, and the maintenance
of an orderly process for the hiring of female musicians (who apparently
congregated in certain street location][s]). If bidding for the services of these
performers exceeded 2 drachmas, the astynomoi were authorized to allocate
the musician(s) through a lottery process to one of the parties seeking their
services.” Because of the popular ascription to musicians of sexual availabil-
ity,* scholars have interpreted this provision as a limit on compensation for
female sexual services—not merely for musically inclined prostitutes, but
for all women. This arrangement, however, is better interpreted, in my opin-
ion, as precisely what it purports to be—a limit, presumably for each engage-
ment, on the maximum price to be paid for musical accompaniment—a
ceiling intended to avoid brawls on public thoroughfares from competing
revelers: “On the street the flute-girls really came into their element, in
the kémos, a conga of revellers” (Rhodes [1981] 1993: 81), in which “Woman
is present as musician, dancer, flutist, or parasol-bearer, not as hetaira”
(Frontisi-Ducroux and Lissarrague 1990: 228). In fact, literary sources and
surviving illustrative material suggest that many performers were skilled
artists who had no involvement in commercial sex.® If musicians “might

42. Aiskh. 1.158: Tig yap dpu@v 1oV 0ppavov kakovuevov Adgavtov odk oidev, &g TOv &évov
TPOG TOV dpXOvTA ATryayey . . . EMATIACAUEVOS TETTAPAG Spaypds adtov vmep Tig mpdgews
Tadtng dmeotepnkéval;, The term praxis implies a transaction for commercial consider-
ation: see Xen. Anab. 1.3.16, Kyn. 2.2; Pind. Ol. 1.85; PMag. Par. 1.2366.

43. 50.2: doTuvopol . . . Kai Tag Te adAnTpidag kai Tag yaktpiag kol tag kibapiotpiag ovTot
okomoboly émwg pfy mAeiovog 1 Svelv Spaxpais obwbroovral, kdv mheiovg THV avTHV
onovddowat AaPeiv odtot StakAnpodot kai @ Aaxovtt wobovowy. Cf. Hyper. Eux. 3.

44. See Coccagna 2011 119, 1. 3; Davidson 1997: 80-82; McClure 2003a: 21.

45. See, for example, Pl. Symp. 176e. Cf. Kennedy 2014: 127-29; Goldman (forthcoming);
Lewis 2002: 95-97.
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also be called on to provide sexual entertainment,” these erotic services
“would be a matter of separate negotiation” (Loomis 1998: 94)—and there
is no reason why the charges ultimately agreed upon might not have far
exceeded the putative limitation imposed by modern scholars.

In fact, substantial evidence indicates a wide range of prices for both
male and female sex, a spectrum reflective not of governmental edict but
of the parties’ situation, needs, desires, and capacity.” Prices actually varied
so greatly that Lykon, the Peripatetic philosopher, achieved notoriety for
having determined precisely what each female prostitute in Athens sought
to charge.® Much surviving information, to be sure, appears in comic
texts (where exaggeration, especially in sexual situations, is inherently
endemic); some quotations relate to long-term relationships and hence are
uninformative concerning charges for single acts; still other citations lack
context. But from the remaining relevant material, it seems clear that even
the lowest charges for an individual sexual act far exceeded the amounts
that might be earned in other pursuits by relatively well-compensated,
self-employed males, and far exceeded the 2 obols per day needed for daily
sustenance.” In a city where important polis-officials and skilled construc-
tion workers typically received slightly more or less than 1 drachma per day
(equivalent to 6 obols)**—and compensation beyond 2 1/2 drachmas per day
is essentially unknown®—the lowest price mentioned for a single praxis

46. Rhodes 1981: 574; Omitowoju 1997:21-22, n. 46. On the “fluidity” of female prostitu-
tional “discursive categories,” see Henry 1986: 147; Kurke 1997: 109; on the diversity and
complexity of the sexual market for women in Athens, Davidson 1997: 74—76.

47. Ancient testimonia on prostitutional charges at Athens have been studied by Schneider
1913; Halperin 1990; Loomis 1998: 166-85.

48. Athén. 547d: Avkwv kat’ dpxag Emdnunoag madeiag veka taig ABvalg . . . mO6GOV £kdoTn
TOV £Tapovo®@v Empatteto picBwpa axppdg nriotaro.

49. Men. Epitrep. 137—41: Sddeka Spaypds . . . Lnvog Satpo@iv &vdpi kai mpog fpep@v | €. . ..
80’ 0Porods Tig Huépag, | [ikavo]v T T@L Tev@vTL TIpdG TTiodvny oté. For nutritional require-
ments at Athens (approximately 0.839 kilos of wheat per day per adult male, supplemented
by modest intake of olives and wine), see Whitby 1998: 114-17; Sallares 1991: 301. For the cost
of this sustenance, and additional limited expenses of subsistence, see Gallo 1987: 24—29;
Loomis 1998: 220-31.

50. Compensation for construction work on the Erekhtheion between 409 and 407: I. G.
> 474-76. See Randall 1953; Paton 1927: 338-39, 380, 382, 398, 416. In the period before
322, “magistrates” (archons) received 4 obols per day. Politai serving on juries received 3 obols;
councillors (bouleutai), 5 to 6 obols; assembly members (ekklésiastai), G to 9 obols. See Aristot.
Ath. Pol. 62.2. Cf. Loomis 1998: 23—25.

51. A sampling of wages at Eleusis in 329/8 and 327/6: workers carrying construction
materials (such as bricks or wood), sifting plaster, mixing mortar, breaking clods, 1 dr., 3
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by a female prostitute is 1 obol (for a woman, presumably a slave, working
in a brothel).”? In contrast, a “high-class and socially acceptable hetaira”
was paid a minimum of 2 drachmas for a single encounter—and possibly
much more—“depending on her age, attractions, mood at the moment,
and the resources and urgency of the customer” (Loomis 1998: 185).>* One
woman even earned the sobriquet “Two-Drachmas” because of the consis-
tency with which she obtained this sum.>* The comic poet Theopompos
observes that female prostitutes “of middling rank” commanded 4 drach-
mas.>® The elder Lais, even in advanced years, reportedly received as much
as 4 drachmas per praxis (but sometimes as little as 3 obols)—both sums
considerably less than she had commanded in her youth.*® In Menander’s
Epitrepontes, Kharisios is portrayed as spending 12 drachmas a day on the
hetaira Habrotonon.” Loukianos, recreating fourth-century Athens in his
Hetairikoi Dialogoi (“Courtesans’ Dialogues”), sets highly variant fees for
the relationships he describes in a series of comic vignettes. Ampelis is
unhappy with the 5 drachmas or so paid to her over an extended period by
Démophantos, but she has no objection to the 10 drachmas that Kallidés
has given her for services of unspecified duration.’® Kharmidés, indiffer-
ent to Typhaina, pays her 5 drachmas as compensation (misthéma) for one
evening, but he is unable, he says, easily to pay the 1,000 drachmas that
his inamorata Philémation is demanding for an extended relationship.*

obols per day (I. G. IT1672—73.28-30, 3234, 44—46, 60-62); two sawyers, 3 dr. (perhaps
aggregate pay for both: I. G. IT141672.159—60); workers laying bricks and working on wood, 2
and 1/2 dr. (I. G. [T1672.26-28); workers laying roof tiles, 2 dr. (I. G. IT41672.10-111); archi-
tect, 2 dr. (I. G. I11672.12); mason finishing stone and plasterer, 1 dr., 1 and 1/2 obols each
(I. G. I11672.31-32).

52. Philémén, Fr. 3 (K-A): €ig 0porog- eiomndnoov.
53. Similarly: Kilmer 1993: 167; Skinner 2005: 98.
54. Athén. 596f (Gorgias, FGrH 351 F1).

55. Poll. 9.59 (= Theopomp. Com. Fr. 22 [K-A]): 00 ¢nowv eivar 1@V étapdv tag péoag |
oTarnplaiag.

56. Epikratés, Fr. 3 (K-A), lines 1-12, 16-18: abtn yap odv 616T’ fiv veottds Kal véa, | O1td T@v
OTATHPWY YV AmnypLwpeévn, . . . 1idn . . . déxetan 8¢ kal otatripa kai TpidPolov.

57. Fr.1(Sandbach): 6 vov &xwv <tiiv> APpotovov Tiv yéAtplay . . . Lines 136-37: mopvoPookdt
Sadexa | Thg fuépag Spaxuag Sidwot.

58. 80.8.2-3: ovT0g OVSenwmOTE MAéOV TEVTE Spayudv Sedwkel kai . . . ovvekdBevdé pou

¢viote . . . (KaAAidng) &vov v Séxa Spayag memopewe.

59. 8o.1.1, 3: 'Etaipav 8¢ tig mapakaPwv névte Spaxpag 1o picbwpa Sodg kabevdet . . . xihiag
aitovor) ovk eixov Siddvat padiwg.
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Krokalé demands even more from Deinomakhos—:2 talents (12,000
drachmas) as the price for an extended, exclusive relationship, twice the
sum ultimately proffered by Démophantos for an exclusive liaison of eight
months with Ampelis.*®® Philostratos, for his part, gave Pannykhis 1 talent
and promised another, again for a continuing relationship.® Myrtalé finds
contemptible Dérion’s alleged payment of 2 drachmas for two nights (a fee
paid not in cash but by a gift of footwear of indeterminate value) and is not
thrilled by a potpourri of additional gifts worth in all perhaps some 5 drach-
mas.®> By contrast, a businessman supposedly paid Myrtalé 200 drachmas
in cash for an extended relationship—and further showered her with gifts,
even mundanely covering her obligation for rent.*®

Compensation for male prostitutes appears to have been similarly flex-
ible. Andokidés, for example, speaking at the beginning of the fourth cen-
tury, attacks Epikharés for charging “not much money” for providing male
sex to anyone willing to pay.** An Athenian (stationed in Kyzikos) boasts
of having purchased sex from both a young man and an older man (and
a woman) for “small change.”® How low might such fees be? Makhon
tells of a request by a man for 3 obols for servicing the female Gnathaina.*
In contrast, early in the fourth century,” Simén received from Theodotos
300 drachmas (paid in advance) for an ongoing male sexual liaison—a

60. 80.15.2:1 Kpokdhn dvo téhavta aitfoaca, ei fovhetat povog éxev avtnv, 80.8.3: tdhavtov
Solg povog elxev OKT® BAOVG HAVaG.

61. 80.9.3—4: [TAN- obte yap todtov dmoméuyar kahov Téhavtov évayxog dedwkota . . . kal
moA& Droxvovpevov . . . OIA. TTavvvyig éur €ott, kol TéAavtov enge, Ajyetat ¢ fi0n kai
£tepov.

62. 80.14.2:... AQP- drodnpata ¢k Zikv®vog TO TP@TOV SV0 Spapu@v. MYP: dAN’ ékourOng
voktag dvo. AQP- . . . d\aPactpov pwopov €k Dowvikng, k.TA. MYP- TIévte lowg Spaxudv
navra tadta.

63. 80.14.3: kai EANOPLa TawTi kai Samda, kai mpwnv Vo pvac, kol O évoikiov katéPalev
OTEP HUDV.

64. Andok. 1.100: elta o0 (sc. 6 Emxdpne) mept étaupeiag épotl pveiav motf kol Kak@g Tvag
Aéyeig; 66 évi pév ovx Nraipnoag (kaA@g yap &v oot gixe), TpatTopevog d’ 0d ToAD dpyvpLov TOV
BovAopevov avBpwnwy, wg odTot ioacty, £mt Toig aioxioTolg €pyorg £lng.

65. Eupolis Fr. 247 (K-A): &v 1ijide toivov Tfjt TOAeL 9povpdV <é¢yw> ot  avTdg | yuvaik’
ékivouv koAAVBov Kai maida kai yépovra.

66. @ pepdxiov . . . enot, ndg fotg gpdoov. | 6 8¢ peddoag, Kops’, ¢n, tpiwporov (lines
306-308 [Gow]).

67. Lysias’s speech, chronicling these events, was delivered some time after 394 (see {45,
which alludes to the Battles of Korinth and Koréneia in that year).
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huge sum that was still insufficient to match the foreign travel and other
enticements offered by Simén’s wealthy rival, who induced Simoén to aban-
don his relationship with Theodotos.® A much higher payment was sup-
posedly received by a certain Melanopos in the 320s—3,000 drachmas for
“the flower of his youth” (akmé).® More typically, perhaps, Loukianos writes
of Kleodémos’s offer of 2 drachmas for sex with a male waiter,”® while the
male transvestite in Aristophanés’s Thesmophoriazousai accepts a payment of
1 drachma for a sex act (lines 1193-906).

In practice, prices for sexual services largely reflected market
factors—especially consumer preference—that were sometimes modified by
the personal feelings of individual prostitutes or their associates. The work-
ings of supply and demand are illustrated by anecdotes and theater scenes
describing the enormous sums requested, and often received, from men of
wealth by courtesans in high demand. As mentioned earlier,” the prostitute
at the center of Menander’s Kolax was supposedly receiving 300 drachmas
per night from a “foreign” client—a sum that a brothel-operator (pornoboskos)
describes as ten times the usual fee of other high-priced women, a payment
so daunting that the pornoboskos fears even to suggest it to clients desirous
of her services.”? By contrast, the glorious Gnathainion, at the peak of her
attractions in the early third century, is said generally to have demanded
only 100 drachmas a night from her suitors but her mother (grandmother?”)
Gnathaina is said to have demanded ten times that amount from a Persian
satrap (his “handsome” counter-offer [Gow 1965: 120] was 500 drachmas).”

68. Lys. 3.22: avtdG TpLakociag Spacxudas dwke Oeod0Tw, cLVONKAG TTPOG ADTOV TTOTANEVOS,
¢y & emPovledoag, dméoTtnoa avTod TO pELPAKIOV. . . okéyacbe 8¢ d¢ drmota eipnke. TV
yap odoiav ThHv éavtod dnacav meviikova kai Stakooiwv Spaxudv étipnoato. Ct. chapter 2,
p- 68; chapter 4, n. 1 and accompanying text.

69. Letter attributed (falsely) to Aiskhinés (7.3): o¢ 8¢ mpaBévra tpokiliov Spaxudv ThHv
e v fiTapnkévat.

70. Symp.15: peTd pkpOv O pev poofABev w¢ amoAnyopevog mapd tod Kheodnpov tiv grdiny,
6 8¢ ToVv e SdkTvAoV AméBAiev adToD Kai Spaxudg Svo, oipat, cuvavédwke HETA THG PLAANG:

71. This chapter, p. 156.

72. Lines uy ff. (Koerte): fj pi” éhappavev | [oov ovx]i Séka, Tpeig pvag ekaotng fpépag | [rapa
t00] &évov. d¢dowka 8 obtw AapPaverv: For the meaning of the term pornoboskos (literally
“whore-pasturer”), see chapter 6, n. 79 and related text.

73. On the family’s business operations and relationships, see chapter 6, p. 147.

74. On 100 drachmas as Gnathainion’s general fee, see Gow’s interpretation (1965: 120) of
Athén. 584c¢: ©g 8 6 v pvav tij Buyatpi Sovg avTiic 0vdev éTt Epepev k.T.A. On Gnathaina’s
demand from the satrap, see Makhoén 338-41 (Gow): énvvBdveto picBwpa mpattetat tocov |
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Similarly the peerless Phryné, when in ardor, was supposedly willing to
reduce her fee of 100 drachmas to 40.°

Psychological factors—emotional “fetishes”—sometimes affected
pricing. The procuress Nikareté, herself free, supposedly presented as
her own offspring the child prostitutes whom she owned, including
Neaira, who allegedly came whoring to Attika before reaching puberty.
Nikareté’s motivation: the “highest prices” might be obtained from
customers desiring to have sex with young girls whom they believed
to be the free offspring of the woman providing the children’s ser-
vices.”* Was such trafficking in children and relatives an isolated
anomaly, preserved for modern posterity by the vagaries of chance,
or was it—Ilike modern exploitation of dependents—a widespread
(although difficult to quantify) phenomenon? We might dismiss as
xenophobic travesty Aristophanés’s Akharnians, in which much of the
action (lines 730-835) concerns the effort of a Megarian to sell his
young daughters to Dikaiopolis for sexual exploitation.” But in Isaios
3, the speaker matter-of-factly charges that Nikodémos had frequently
and recurrently sold the sexual services of his sister.”® In fact, the pro-
vision of female relatives for paid sexual use was common enough
to evoke legislative action seeking to restrict this phenomenon:”® an
Athenian law attributed to Solén forebade the selling of “daughters

TG vokTog, 1 TvaBarva 8 eig Thv mopgvpav | kol t& Sopat’ dmofréyaca Spaxuag xhiog |
£rakev.

75. Makhén 450-55: ®povnv éneipa Moipigog Thv Oeomkiy: | kdmettev aithoacav adtov
uvav piav | 6 Moiptxog, Méy’, einev. o0 tpanv o | xpvoods Aafodoa mapayévov Eéve Tvi; |
ITepipeve Toivuy kai 00, eno’, wg &v ob | prvnTidow kai Tocodtov AMyopat. On Phryné, see
Cooper 1995; Lentakis 1999: 224-38.

76. Dem. 59.18-22: ‘Entd yap tavrag nadiokag ¢k pkpdv nadiov éktnoato Nikapétm . . .
npoetodoa §” adtdg oOvopattBuyatépag, v’ g peyioTovg uobodg pdtTotto TG fovAopEVoug
mANodley avtaig wg éAevbépaig odoag . . . . Néaupa adtni, épyalopévn pev fjdn 1@ cbpartt,
vewTépa 8¢ ovoa St TO pmw TV Hlwkiav adTh mapeivat . . . .

77. See Henderson 1991: 60—61. Glazebrook 2006a: 40, however, cites this as one of several
items of evidence that “suggest that free sisters and daughters in Greece were sold for pros-
titution” on occasion by their kyrioi, and that the law cited at Plut. Sol. 23.1-2 (this chapter,
n. 80) legalized such sales in the case of unchaste daughters or sisters.

78. (f10-11: 6 adehog adthv dnact Toi¢ mMAnowdlovoy ékdédwiev. mept @V ei Senoete kab’
€kaoTov SteNBElY, 00K &V TEVL [KPOV £pYOV YEVOLTO . . . KOLVI|V adTOl WHONOYNKAoLY givat ToD
Bovlopévov Ty yvvaika . . . .

79. For the Athenian practice of promulgating legislation “to deal with improper behavior
that people actually do engage in” (Aiskhin. 1.13), see chapter 3, pp. 7o-81.
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and sisters”—except for females who had already experienced hetero-
sexual intercourse.®

Customers would also pay higher fees for sexual relations with women
of seemingly bourgeois pretension (epi proskhématos tinos) living in a
stable marital relationship®—a market phenomenon (also encountered
in modern sexual commerce) of enhanced payment for denigration.®
Thus, according to the Athenian author Xenophén, the coveted “sublime
courtesans” (hetairai semnotatai) invited to consort at the Aphrodisia with
high-ranking Theban military leaders (polemarchs) appear to have been
married women of elite status.®* Scenes on Athenian pottery showing men
making monetary approaches to women busy with domestic pursuits have
long been interpreted as mere “affectation on the part of prostitutes or their
owners: by equipping themselves with the symbols of respectability, they
could wring higher fees out of their customers.”® A high-living Athenian,

8o. Plut. Solon 23.2:"Ett 8’ obte Buyatépag nwelv obit’ dadedgag Sidwaot, ANV &v pf Adfn
napBévov avdpi cuyyeyevnuéviv. On the authenticity of the laws cited by Plutarch in Solén
23.1-2, see Ruschenbusch 1966, who judges this provision clearly attributable to Solon
(pp. 13, 46). In agreement on the law’s authenticity: Manfredini and Piccirilli 1977: 244; Lape
2002/3: 126; Glazebrook 2006a. For methodological considerations in evaluating allegedly
Solonian laws, see Scafuro 2006: 177-80.

81. Dem. 59.41: Sieyyvnfeica §° 10 Zte@dvov kai odoa Tapd TOLTY THY HEV ATV épyaciav
ovdev fjTTov fi mpdTEPOV TpyaleTo, Tovg 8¢ wabovg peilovg émpatteto Todg fovAopévous avTh
mAnotadery, wg émt pooynpatog fidn Tvog ovoa kal &vSpl cuvotkodoa.

82. Psychological elements—especially of debasement and abuse—not directly related
to genital sexuality are an important determinant of modern prostitutional compensation
(Rosen 1982: 97; Pateman 1988: 259, n. 33). According to some observers, denigration is
the essence of purchased eroticism: “Prostitution and pornography are acts of dominance
expressed through sexuality” (Kitzinger 1994: 197); “Prostitution occurs within multiple
power relations of domination, degradation, and subservience” (MacKinnon 2005: 157).
Cf. Dines and Jensen 2004: 371—77. But purchased debasement does not lack ideological
defense: sadomasochistic lesbian groups valorize what others consider to be the “dehuman-
ization of sexual relations” involved in customers’ frequent choice of “abusive” satisfactions.
See Barry1995: 69—73, 79—90; Leidholdt 1990: ix; Goode 19778: 72. The continued erotic cen-
trality of power within ostensibly egalitarian female relationships has evoked considerable
analytical concern (see Kitzinger 1991, 1994; Hoagland 1988; Lobel 1986).

83. Hell. 5.4.4: 6 pév odvv OANidag td te dM\a €nepedeito Tolg moAepdpyots, wg Agpodiota
dyovow e’ 508w TG dpxiic, kai Of kai yvvaikag mahat dmoxvodpevog Efetv avtoig Tag
oepvotatag Kol kaAkiotag v év Onpaig, Tote Epe d&etv. . . . €k 8¢ TovTOUL eloryaye TaG ETaipag
1. ... For the marital status of the courtesans, see Davidson 2004b: 172. Cf. Pirenne-Delforge
1994: 283, n. 49.

84. Keuls 1985: 258. The phenomenon appears first to have been recognized by Robert in
1919. See Meyer 1988; Sutton 2004; Rodenwaldt 1932; Ferrari 2002: 1217 (skeptically). Lewis
concludes that in Athenian ceramic iconography, “wool-work as symbolic of both female
virtue and sexual appeal is very powerful” (2002: 65).
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Phrynion, is explicitly described in Demosthenes 59 as taking pleasure in
publicly degrading the prostitute under his control, a free woman, herself
given to luxury, who was allegedly paid exceptionally well—with money, jew-
els, clothing, and servant-girls—for enduring sexual humiliation.®® Indeed,
in the agonistic environment of Athens, with its valorization of “zero-sum
competition,” some purchasers’ self-esteem and perceived self-worth might
be enhanced only to the extent that sexual submission was felt to dishonor
and humiliate a person or his/her “household” (oikos).®* The resultant will-
ingness of customers to lavish huge sums on “citizen” prostitutes is exempli-
fied by Simén, who supposedly contracted to pay the polités Theodotos 300
drachmas—when his own possessions amounted to only 250 drachmas!® But
this desire to prevail—to enhance oneself by debasing another—could easily
lead to the would-be predators’ victimization. Neaira supposedly would entice
a “wealthy but unknowledgeable foreigner” into a sexual relationship—after
which her “husband” Stephanos, as an outraged cuckold, would extract a
considerable cash settlement from the victim.®® Similarly in Hypereidés's
Aguainst Athénogenés, Antigona (a former prostitute, now a brothel-operator)
and her Egyptian confederate, Athénogenés, sell an entire perfumery opera-
tion to Epikratés, who claims to have had no interest in the business but
only to have lusted after the son of the slave who operated the enterprise. By
purchasing the business and freeing the slaves, Epikratés hoped to gain the
slave boy’s gratitude and good will (kharis: §6).* But the proceeds of the sale

85. §§30-35: Ppuviwva tov IMataviéa . . . ToAvTeddg Sidyovta OV Biov . . . Tpochévta T
énilowmov (sc. dpyvplov) . . . ékdpalé T°del peT adTAG, OVVAV T éupavdg omoTe Povinbein
navtayod, otipiav v €ovaiav TPOG TOVG OPOVTAG TIOLOVUEVOG . . . CLOKELACAUEVT) . . . boa
v adTj U1’ keivov Tepl TO oDPA KaTeoKELATHEVA ipdTia Kai Xpuoia, kai Bepanaivag dbo. . . .

86. On the importance of “zero-sum” competition in Athenian culture, see Gouldner
1965: 49; Dover 1964: 31; Winkler 199oa: 178; D. Cohen 1995: 63. But prostitution aside,
Davidson argues that “the picture of ancient sex and sexual morality as a plus-minus
‘zero-sum game,” where one party can only ‘win’ at the expense of the other, is not only
unsubstantiated but contradicts what evidence there is” (2004a: 81).

87. Lys. 3.22—24: avtdg pév tplakooiag Spaxuas £dwke Oeodotw, cuvbikag mpdg adTOV
TOMAREVOSG . . . okéyaobe 8¢ (g dmota elpnke. TV yap ovoiav v éavtod dmacav mevtnkovta
Kkai Stakooiwy Spayxudv Eturoaro. kaitot Oavpactov el TOV Etalproovta mAeldvwv éuodwoato
OV adTOG TVYXAveL kekTnpévog. For Simén’s valuation of his own property, see Todd 2007: 328.

88. Dem. 59.41: cuveovko@avTet 8¢ kai ovTog, €l Tiva Eévov dyvdta mhovalov Adfot épactiv
avThG, G poov ém’ adTi évoov dmokleiwv kal &pyOPLOV TTPATTOUEVOG TTOND.

89. Contrary to Meyer 2010: 24, n. 55, enslaved families at Athens are often attested as
remaining together, especially douloi khoris oikountes (Men. Epitrep. 50-52, 85-86, 191; Dem.
34.37). A fragment of Hypereidés proclaims slave-dealers’ respect for family ties: Jones 2008.



The Costs, and Rewards, of Sexual Services 171

(4,000 drachmas, equivalent to perhaps US$200,000-$400,000 in pur-
chasing power parity) would in this case have gone to the slaves’ owner—not
to the slave boy who would actually have provided the erotic pleasures and
emotional satisfaction sought by Epikratés ({§ 4-s5). Yet even in this transac-
tion the slave was able to extract for himself the compensation that he really
desired: in connection with entering into a sexual relationship (syneinai) with
the love-smitten purchaser, he persuaded Epikratés to alter the form of trans-
action to one in which his father and brother would also attain their freedom.”

Epikratés’s experience is paradigmatic—both as to “how sex could drive
and complicate interactions between slave and free families and households
at Athens” (Golden 2011: 146) and as to how a practical (and explicit) division
of a slave’s earnings between master and servant often superseded the seem-
ingly clear strictures of the law assigning all proceeds of a slave’s labor to his
owner. In contrast, free prostitutes would have been entitled, as a matter of
law, to retain for themselves all of the revenues generated by their services.
But in practice, in many societies, even free sex-workers have been com-
pelled to surrender much or most or all of their income to third parties—to
pimps and procurers, or other owners and operators of sexual businesses.
At Athens, however, as we saw in chapter 5, free prostitutes received at least
some legal protection from such exploitation.

The Rewards of Sexual Services

In Menander’s Epitrepontes, Kharisios is portrayed as spending a startlingly
high 12 drachmas per day for sex with Habratonon, a brothel slave—money
paid to her apparent master, a pornoboskos (“operator of a sex business,”
usually, and inadequately, translated as “pimp” or “procurer”).” This por-
noboskos, if the prostitute’s owner,”? would have been legally entitled to

90. {24: 1OV pév yap moida Emeuné pot Aéyovta 8ti odk [&v ov]vein plot, &l uf AJjdcopar avtod
1OV natépa kai tOv [4ded@]ov (Colin). Kenyon's text is not significantly different: av un
Qv@pa adtod OV K.T.A. rather than el pui Aoopat adtod OV K.T.A.

91. 00) O TPOPLLOG GOV . . . O VOV Exwv <Ttiv> APpotovov ThHv yddtplay | Eynu’ Evayyog; (Fr.1
[Sandbach]), mopvoPookdt dwdeka | Tig nuépag Spaxudag didwot (1. 136-37), (to Habratonon)
¢keivo & o0 Aéyelg, 811 | é\evBépa yivne ov- ToD yap mawdiov | pntépa oe vopicag Avoet’
e000¢ Snhadn (538—40), katagbapeis T év patpvleint TOV Plov | petd Tig KaAfg yovoukog fv
éneoayel | puvoed’ (692-94). Pornoboskoi might be male or female: for their role in Athenian
prostitution; see the section “Mothers and Daughters” in chapter 6.

92. The pornoboskos may merely have leased the slave or have otherwise been acting as
agent or pledgee for the slave’s actual master. On the hiring-out of slaves, see Xen. Por. 4.14ff.
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all sums paid for her sexual services;” stricto sensu, a master was legally
the owner of any personal property informally “belonging” to his or her
slave.®* Thus, the Attic Stélai record the simultaneous confiscation of a
slave-owner’s property, and of the belongings of his slave: since the unfree
person’s possessions were juridically treated as “owned” by his master,
they too went to the state.”

But, in practice, an enslaved porné like Habranaton still was able to
benefit personally from at least a portion of the large sums paid for her
erotic labor. Customers sometimes made expenditures in a form that
would benefit the prostitute individually and that did not lend itself to
appropriation by a slave-prostitute’s owner. Lysias, for example, paid for
Metaneira’s enjoyment of the festivities at Eleusis and for her initiation
into the Mysteries—knowing that her owner could not deprive her of this
personal emolument.”® More importantly, the institution of apophora—a
sharing between master and slave of the doulos’s earnings—was highly
developed and broadly practiced at Athens. Slaves often paid their owners
a fixed sum while working and living on their own: these douloi khoris
oikountes kept for themselves all revenues beyond the portion owed to
their masters.” Thus, in Menander’s Epitrepontes, a charcoal-burner,

(Nikias providing douloi for labor in the mines); Dem. 27.20, 53.20 fI,; Lys. 12.19; Isai. 8.35. For
the loan of slaves, see Antiph. 6.23; for pledge, Dem. 27.9; I.G. II? 274749, 2751.

93. See, for example, Dem. 59.21 (see text below, n. 96). Cf. Todd 1993: 184—200, esp. 188;
Harrison 1968—71: 1.174-76.

94. For slaves’ acquisition (“ownership”) of assets see chapter 2, n. 31.

95. Stélé 6, 3146 (Pritchett, Amyx, and Pippin 1953). Cf. Lewis 1966 [1997]: 182, n. 32;
Langdon 1991: 0.

96. Dem. 59.21-22: Avoiag . . . Metaveipag dv €pactng, HBoLVARON mpog Toig dANoig
avaldpaoty ol dviliokev eig adThv kai pvfjoal, fnyovuevog & pév dAa dvodmpata Ty
KekTUEVNV ad TV AapPavely.

97. The overwhelming majority of scholars identify the khéris oikountes as slaves (Kamen
2011 44), but a few (most recently Zelnick-Abramovitz 2005 and Fisher 2006 and
2008) believe that the term (depending on context) can refer to both present slaves (douloi)
and freed slaves (apeleutheroi). Cf. Klees 2000: 15-17. For references to and examples of “slaves
living (and/or working) on their own,” see (in addition to the testimonia cited in the text)
Theophr. Khar. 30.15; Dem. 34.37; Xen. Ath. Pol. 1.10-11(“sans doute”: Perotti [1974: 50, n. 15]);
Telés fr. 4b (pp. 46—47 Hense); and the activities of slaves identified as wobogopodvrta, many
of whom may have maintained their own oikoi (Xen. Ath. Pol. 1.17; Xen. Poroi 4.14-15, 19, 23;
Isai. 8.35; Dem. 27.20-21, 28.12, 53.21; Theophr. Khar. 30.17. Modern treatments of the douloi
khéris oikountes are rare. In 1981, Ste. Croix had lamented (563, n. 9) the absence of even a
single “satisfactory treatment” of the khéris oikountes. See now, however, Klees 1998: 143-54;
E. Cohen 2000: 130—54. See also Biezunska-Malowist 1966; Kazakévich 2008 [1960].
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living outside the city with his wife, pays to his owner only a portion of
his earnings.”® Similarly a group of “nine or ten” slave leather-workers are
reported (Aiskhinés 1.97) to have operated a workshop: the slave in charge
(hégemon tou ergastériou) paid their master a fixed sum of 3 obols per day,
and the other slaves, 2. Slave craftsmen employed in the construction
trades are known to have received monetary compensation; when liv-
ing outside the master’s quarters, these unfree laborers paid a portion of
their compensation to their owners and kept the remainder.”” Apophora
arrangements also were entered into by douloi skilled in the production
of pottery.!® Even individual slaves working in the mines are known
to have shared their revenue with their masters (Andokidés 1.38). At a
vastly more elevated level, the douloi Xenén, Euphrén, Euphraios, and
Kallistratos—while still enslaved—as principals operated the largest bank
in Athens, that of Pasion.” Their only involvement with their owners
appears to have been an annual payment of fixed lease obligations: they
retained excess revenues (if any) for themselves.'”> Pasién himself—while
still unfree—had played a major role in his owners’ bank,'® and thereaf-
ter in his own trapeza (Isokratés 17). Phormion (who ultimately succeeded
Pasion as Athens’ most important financier)'*—while still a slave—had

98. ov 8¢ tavti, yovau, | AaPodoa ipdg TOV Tpd@iuoy EvOAS” elogepe | Xapéotpatov. vov yap
pevodpev évOAade, | i abiplov 8 ém” Epyov éEopunoopev | v dmogopav arnodovreg (1. 376-80).

99. See Randell 1953; Burford 1963.

100. See Webster 1973. For analogous Roman practices, see Gamauf 2009; Wiedemann
1987: 33; Prachner 1980; Harris 1980; Tapio 1975.

101. The scale of this bank’s operation—and the financial capacity of the four slaves operat-
ing it—is suggested by the rental paid annually to their masters (Dem. 36.37); 1 talent a year.
Over the ten-year term of the lease, they would have paid to the bank’s owners, Pasion’s
grown children, some 10 talents (between US$3,000,000 and $6,000,000, calculated on
the basis of purchasing power parity).

102. They functioned pursuant to a leasing arrangement (misthdsis), described in the preced-
ing note, that provided for a fixed rent: see Dem. 36.43, 46, 48; E. Cohen 1992: 76. Only on
expiration of the lease did their owners kai é\evBépovg ageicav (Dem. 36.14) (“enfranchised
them,” see Harrison 1968-71: Liys, n. 2).

103. Dem. 36.43: mapd toig adTod kvpiolg AvtioBével kai Apxeotpatw Tpanelitebovot meipav
Sovg 8Tt XpnoTog éoTt kai Sikatog, ¢motevdn. Cf. Dem. 36.46, 48.

104. Dem. 36.4, 11, 37; 45. 31-32. Phormion’s lease of Pasién’s bank was entered into with
Phormién {dn ka®’ éavtov dvtt (§4). In thus noting explicitly that Phormioén had already
obtained his freedom when he entered into operating leases, giving him complete control of
the bank and of a shield-workshop, the speaker necessarily implies that slave status would
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been a partner in a maritime trading business.'”® We know of a doulos
who operated his master’s business for a fixed payment and was free
to retain any additional income after expenses;® a slave who ran a sub-
stantial perfume business,'” again subject only to a fixed payment to his
owner (Meidas in Hypereidés, Against Athénogenés 9); and unfree persons
operating their own businesses in the agora and personally liable for legal
transgressions without reference to their masters (Stroud 1974: 181-82,
lines 30-32).

Neaira’s life, as presented in Demosthenes 59, illustrates how indi-
vidual slave prostitutes might accumulate cash savings by retaining a
share of the revenues generated by their services. When Neaira has the
opportunity to purchase her freedom from Timanoridas and Eukratés
for the enormous price of 3,000 drachmas (perhaps US$150,000-
$300,000, at purchasing price parity) she covers most of this cost with
cash contributions from various past patrons—and provides the rest
from her savings!'® Although all of these monies technically belonged
to her masters—who were legally entitled to everything that she pos-
sessed or obtained—they “gladly” (hédeds) accepted the monies as pay-
ment from her, and in return freed her. In fact, one-third of the 3,000
drachmas required was paid by her masters—perhaps a reflection of

not have been a bar to entering into these substantial obligations: otherwise the mere fact of
his being lessee of the businesses would have established his status as free.

105. See Dem. 49.31, where Timosthenés, active in overseas commerce (“d@ukveital kat’
gunopiav iSiav dmodnuav”), is characterized as Phormidén’s kowwvog at a time when
Phormién was still a doulos. (Kotvwvog is difficult to translate: see E. Cohen 1992: 76, n. 71.)
Davies 1971: 432 sees “Phormién’s later activity as a shipowner” as having its “roots” in this
earlier business involvement in maritime trade.

106. Milyas in Demosthenes 27. See Francotte [1900] 1979: 12; Bolkestein 1958: 63.
Demosthenes, many years later, refers to Milyas as “our freedman” (6 dnelevBepog O
fuépepog) (Dem. 27.19), but there is no indication that Milyas was not still a slave when he
was operating Demosthenes’s father’s workshops.

107. The considerable scale of the business is suggested by the colossal amount of debts
incurred in its operation: 5 talents composed of both conventional (khrea) and eranos loans

(5§ 7, 14, 19).

108. Twavopidag te 6 KopivBiog kal Evkpdtng 6 Agvkddiog . . . agevar adtf épacav eig
E\evBepiav . .. TaG §” elkoot pvag ékélevov avtiy éEevpodoav adToig amododvar . . . kai Sidwat
adT® (sc. OV Dpuviova) O dpyvplov § mapd T@V EAAwv ¢pactdv é8acpoldynoev Epavov eig
v élevBepiav ouAAEyovoa, kal el Tt dpa avT Teptemotoato, kai Seitat avtod mpocbévia o
énilownov, o0 mpoaedel eic T4g elkoot pvag, katabeivat adtig T@ e Evkpdtet kai 1@ Tipavopide
wote ehevBepav eivau (§§ 29-31).
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a previously established ratio of revenue sharing between slave and
owners.!®

Timanoridas and Eukratés made no profit on this sale. Neaira’s prior
mistress, Nikareté, herself a former slave and prostitute,'® had maintained
a lavish household—entirely paid for by Timanoridas and Eukratés as a
condition to continued access to the slave-prostitute. As a result, the two
clients had found it advantageous to purchase Neaira outright for 3,000
drachmas rather than to continue to cover Nikareté’s domestic expenses.'
As a member of Nikareté’s household and thereafter as the property of
two men who had come into emotional relationships with her, Neaira as a
slave had been exposed to an affluence that made her situation after libera-
tion intolerable: she was used to luxury, but her new clients (in Megara)
were stingy."?

Prostitutes of slave origin frequently enjoyed considerable prosper-
ity after gaining their freedom, in some cases eventually operating their
own sex businesses, which often used several or more prostitutes whom
they had purchased. Again, the career of Neaira’s first owner, Nikareté,
illustrates this. Herself originally a prostitute who was the property of an
Elisian, Nikareté obtained her freedom and came to own women whom
she provided at high prices at festivals and symposia throughout Greece,
to “wealthy and distinguished men, poets, foreign aristocrats and masters
of (literary) composition” (Davidson 1997: 92). When not traveling, she
maintained a residence in Korinth, enjoying an “extravagant” (polytelés) life
(Demosthenes 59.29).

The material prosperity of free Athenian prostitutes, individually and
as a group, is a recurrent theme in ancient literature. Indeed, a Greek aph-
orism envisioned the god “Wealth” (Ploutos) as permanently encamped in

109. /8éwe &v adTolg €l EAatTov T dpydplov kopicacbat map’ avTig fj katéBeoav . . . dpEva
obv avtf) Eépacav eig eEhevBepiav xhiag Spayudc, mevtakooiag ékdtepog (§30).

11o. Nikapétn, Xapioiov pév odoa 100 HAeiov dmelevbépa . . . TEXVNV TAVTNY KATEOKEVAGHEVT
Kai and Tovtwy TOV Piov ouvelkeypévn (Dem. 59.18). Cf. Athén. 596e (Nwkapétn 1} étaipa).

. §29: éneldnnep molvtehig fv 1 Nikapétn toig €mtdypaoty, d€odoa ta kab’ fuépav
avalwpata dravta Tfj oikig map’ adT@V AapPdavery, katatiBéaoty avTig TNV TPLAKOVTA HVAG
Tod owpatog Ti Nikapét. . ..

12. Satpiyaca §’ €v toig Meydpoig Sv” €. . . g adTy 1} dmd TOD owATOG Epyaaia ovy ikaviv
sumopiav mapeiyev dote Stowkelv THV oikiav (MoAvteAng 8’ fv, ol Meyapfig 8 dvelevbepol
Kai pkpoloyot . . . (Dem. 59.36).
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the homes of noted hetairai.'® The elevated compensation commanded by
many free hetairai paid for the sumptuous life enjoyed by the high-earning
(megalomisthoi) courtesans described in chapter 2 (see the section “Selling
‘Free’ Love”). For patrons, hetairai were the incarnations of luxurious liv-
ing, the embodiments of a sumptious style of life."* But they were notori-
ously so expensive that the mere act of maintaining a courtesan (or two)
itself suggested that the patron possessed considerable wealth."® Indeed,
the destruction of sizeable estates is often attributed to involvement with
male or female courtesans." Prostitutes’ control of erotic businesses—and
of their profits—in many cases provided a further source of affluence (see
chapter 6).

Sex-workers’ prosperity attracted the attention of the Athenian state,
which in the fourth century had a desperate need of money. The long-term
decline in income from the silver mines, which were state-owned, had
exacerbated the loss in the Peloponnesian War of the empire and the
revenues derived from tribute-paying dependencies.'” A prostitutional
tax (pornikon telos), a per capita charge, was levied on all persons “prac-
ticing the trade” (khrémenoi téi ergasiai). This impost is attested only for
the fourth century but mirrors the relatively modest taxes long imposed
on farm properties and on mercantile trade and parallels the head tax on

u3. Amphis, Fr. 23 (K-A): toglog 6 IThodtog eivai pot Sokel | 01§ ye mapd TadTnv uév ovk
eloépyetat, | mapd 8¢ Tivommt kod Adkat kod Navviot | £tépaig e Toladtatot mayiot Tod Biov
[EvSov kabnT’. . ..

114. PL Rep. 373a: 008 abtn 1 Sicuta, dAN& kAivai te tpooécovtal kai Tpdamelan kot T@AAa okebn,
Kkai dya 81 kol popa kai Bupudparta kol Etaipat kai Téppata, kai ékacta ToOTOV Tavtodand. . . .
Kal Xpoov kai ENépavTa kal TAVTa TA TOLADTA KTNTEOV.

15. Dem. Epist. 3.30: (sc. ITuBéav) edmopodvta pev obtwg Mote 8V’ Exetv étaipag, ai péxpL
@B6NG KaA@G TTOLODOAL TTPOTEEMOUPACLY ATV, TEVTE TAAavTa 8 OAOVTA Pdov ékTeioa T TévTe
Spaxuag &v é8eiev tpotepov. See Dem. 36.45; Aiskhin. 1.42, 75, 115. Cf. Post 1940: 445.

16. Excessive expenditures on sex and other vices supposedly consumed the vast estate of
the enormously wealthy Kallias, aristocratic general and “whore-crazy’ (pornomanés) patron
of boys and women (see Eupolis’s Kolakes and Autolykos). (Davies, however, suggests that an
ancillary cause of his financial difficulties, “ignored by the ancient tradition,” was the loss of
mining revenues after 413: 19771: 261). Cf. Xen. Apom. 1.2.22, 1.3.1-12; Oik. 1.13; PL. Rep. 573d,
574b—c; Schol. Aristoph. Neph. 109d; Eupolis Fr. 50 (K-A); Antiphanés Fr. 2 (K-A); Isok. 8.103,
10.25. See Dem. Epist. 3.30 (prior note).

17. On the fall in silver production (which had been entirely disrupted by the war), see
Hopper 1953: 215-16, 250-52; Ober 1985: 28-29. For the resultant adverse effect on state rev-
enues, see Hopper 1968. During some periods of the fourth century Athens did receive some
revenue from outlying areas: for the 1/12 tax on grain production from Lemnos, Imbros, and
Skyros, see this chapter, n. 19.
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aliens resident in Athens (the metoikion)."® But in a city where only the
extremely (and conspicuously) rich were forced to pay the recurrent “litur-
gical” and “special” taxes"™—whose confiscatory impact evoked anguished
complaints from its prosperous victims'*—some wealthy courtesans
even found themselves obligated to pay the eisphora, a recurring “extraor-
dinary” tax on property that was imposed only on the several hundred
persons who were (or appeared to be) the richest inhabitants of Attika.™!
Many well-to-do Athenians endeavored to avoid Athens’” harsh taxation by
eschewing indicia of affluence and by operating through the “clandestine
economy” (aphanés ousia).'”? But because the Athenian Council (Boulé) had
to deliver to tax-farmers annual lists of persons working at prostitution

18. On the pornikon telos, see chapter 1, n. 37; chapter 5, n. 8, and text on pp. 16-17. For
the metoikion, see Meyer 2010: 28-32, 40—41, and 78—79; Whitehead 1977: 9-10; Gauthier
1972: 122, 1988: 28-29; and Lévy 1988: 53-61. For the egktétikon levy (a tax on real prop-
erty within a deme), see I.G. II? 1214; Jones 1999; 64-66; Langdon 1985: 8. On mercan-
tile levies, essentially harbor taxes, see Migeotte 2014: 509-12; Stroud 1998: 27-28; Harris

1999: 270-72; Gofas 1994: 59_62_

119. Because fiscal obligations were imposed exclusively on the wealthy, the term “taxpayers”
(Aettovpyodvreg) became in popular usage interchangeable with “the rich” or “the well-off”
(Aristot. Pol. 1291a33-34; Xen. Ath. Pol. 1.13; Dem. 21.151, 153, 208; Isok. 8.128; Lysias 27.9-10).
The rest of the population, characterized as “poor” (mévnteg, &mopot) were generally exempt
from the payment of taxes (dteleic). See Dem. 18.102, 108: cf. Hemelrijk 1925: 140—42.
For much of the fourth century, from a resident population of some 300,000, less than
1,000 were subject to these special taxes, but at extremely high rates. See E. Cohen 2005a;
Gabrielsen 1994: 176-80; Ruschenbusch 1990, 1985, 1978. Migeotte insists that “ces contri-
butions n’étaient pas des taxes a proprement parler” (2014: 521, n. 439), but the compulsory
nature of the exactions argues otherwise.

120. Xenophon pities a youth thinking that his wealth would free him of financial wor-
ries: the state will oppress him with ordinary and extraordinary taxes—and if his resources
prove at all inadequate for meeting these public burdens it will punish him “just as though
he were caught robbing it of its own property” (Oikon. 2. 6-7). Cf. Dem. 1. 8-9, 24.197-98,
38.26, 47.54; 50.8—9; 52.26; Isaios 4.27, 6.60-01, 7.40; Isok. 8.128, 12.145; Lys. 7.31-32,
12.20, 18.7, 18.21, 19.9, 19.29, 19.57-59, 20.23, 28.3, 29.4, 30.26; Xen. Hell. 6.2.1, Symp.
4.30-32; Hyper. F. 134; Aristot. Pol. 1309a15 ff.; Antiphanés Fr. 202 (K-A); Démétr. Fr. 136
Wehrli = Plut. Mor. 349a; Diod. 13.47.7, 52.5, 64.4; Anax. 2 (p. 22, lines 5 ff. ed. Hammer).
See Davies 1981: 82-84; Christ 1990: 150-57; Wyse [1904] 1967: 396.

121. Dem. 22.56: Zwvaonmv npoonvexdpalev kol Pavootpdtny, &vhpwmovg topvag, od pévrot
ogehovoag eiopopdc. For eisphora as an expropriatory tax on wealth, see Gabrielsen 1994,
esp. 184 ff.; E. Cohen 1992: 195-97. On the eisphora generally, see Flament 2007: 88-94,
191-92, 202—206 and 222-23.

122. The Athenian economy was effectively divided into “disclosed” (phanera) and “clan-
destine” (aphanés) markets. In the disclosed market, real-estate loans were attested by
boundary-stones placed openly on property, and estates were transferred with full confirma-
tion of already-known holdings, principally real-estate. In the aphanés market, investments
and ownership were cloaked in secrecy, protected from tax-collectors and creditors. On the
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(chapter 5, n. 8), the authorities already were aware of the business activi-
ties of courtesans. Moreover, the conspicuous ostentation of many prosti-
tutes would have made them especially vulnerable to inclusion among the
apparently wealthiest Athenians. The grandeur of Theodoté’s establish-
ment, for example, is awesome to a visiting Athenian of moderate means
(see chapter 2, pp. 60—62). In Menander’s Woman, from Samos, the free het-
raira Khrysis enjoys sumptuous personal possessions,’?® and in Terence’s
Heauton Timoroumenos, based on Menander’s play of the same name, the
meretrix Bacchis, flouting her gold and jewelry, is accompanied on stage by
at least ten servants.'”* Elite Athenian women haplessly envied the visible
luxury, extensive gold jewelry, and fine clothing of the hetaira supported
by Olympiodéros (Demosthenes 48.55). The famed Athenian courtesan
Phryné was perceived as wealthy even for a hetaira. Wags reported her joc-
ular willingness to rebuild the walls of Thebes—provided that she received
proper donor recognition: “Alexander the Great had destroyed the walls,
but Phryné the Courtesan (hetaira) rebuilt them!”'> In their turn, male
prostitutes like Timarkhos and Hégésandros were notorious for the exces-
sive luxuries—gambling, debauchery, and conspicuous consumption—on
which they squandered the large sums that they earned.’®® Indeed, the
sumptious life style maintained by male prostitutes is a recurrent tropos in
Greek comedic theater.'”

Athenian law sought to shield hetairoi and hetairai from the coercion and
fear inflicted on whores by predators in many historical societies, explicitly
protecting young male and free female prostitutes, and their income and

economic effects of this dichotomy, see E. Cohen 1992:191-94, 201—207. On its legal implica-
tions, see Gernet 1981: 347—48.

123. See especially lines 373 and 381
124. Lines 24548, 451-52, 739, 751

125. Kallistratos in ITepi Etaup@v (Athén. 591d): énlodtet 8¢ o@odpa 1} Dpvvn kai droxveito
Tetytelv Tag Onpac, v emypaywoty Onfaior STt “ANéEavdpog pév katéokayeyv, avéotnoev 8¢
Dpovn 1 Etaipa.”

126. Aiskhinés 1.42, 62, 75, 15. Before gaining access to his family fortune (which he
allegedly squandered) Timarkhos supported his exorbitant life style (apBovia) by prostitu-
tion: only later éneidi) 6¢ tadta pév dmwldlel Kai kKaTekeKOPEVTO Kal KATWYOPAYNTO, OVTOGL
8’ EEwpog €yéveto, £8idov &’ eikoTwg 00SELG £TL . . . évTadBa fidn Etpdneto émi TO KaTAPAYELY
v natp@av ovoiav (Aiskhin. 1.95-96).

127. See Ephippos, Fr. 20 (K-A): dtav yap @v véog | aMdtplov eicehOwv Syov éobiety

padnt . . . | Stdovan voul adtov ob Tig vuktdg Adyov. Cf. Alexis, Fr. 244 (K-A); Aristoph.
Hipp. 424, Neph. 690-92.
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possessions, from the “assistance” of pimps and panderers (see chapter 5).
As aresult, far from being hapless victims of wealthy men and exploitative
male pimp-oppressors, female prostitutes at Athens are known to have
provided financial support to mature male dependents. Neaira’s husband,
Stephanos, for example, allegedly had no assets of his own: Neaira, accus-
tomed to luxury at the expense of others, found herself supporting not
only him, but also her three children, her two personal servants, and a
butler—and all from the proceeds of her prostitutional services.'?® Tales
abound of such largesse. Theodoté supposedly paid for the burial of her
client Alkibiadés of the aristocratic Alkmeonid family (Athénaios 574e).
Gryllion, a member of the elite Areopagos Council at Athens, is said to
have lived parasitically from the largess of Phryné; Satyros was supported
by Pamphila, another high-earning prostitute (Athénaios 591d—e). Makhén
and Lygkeus even fashion humor from this role reversal: the bellies of
parasitic women are filled with babies; those of parasitic men, with food.'®

128. Dem. 59.42: oboia p&v yap odx vmipxev Ztepdave ovd¢ Neaipq, dote ta kad’ fuépav
avalopata Svvachal bo@épety, 1) 8¢ dtoiknolg ouyvr), OTOTe Sé0L TODTOV Te Kai abTHV TPEPELY
kai tauddpia tpia, & HABev Exovoa g avToV, kal Bepamaivag Vo kal oikétny Stdkovov, EAkwg
Te Kai pepadnkvia p kakdg éxetv ta ¢mtndeta £Tépwv dvaliokoviwy adtfi 10 mpotepov. Cf.
Dem. 59.36, 46.

129. Athén. 246b, 584b—c; Makhén Frs. 6, 7 (Gow).
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