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 By way of a preliminary study, a twofold analysis is proposed here: firstly, a vocabulary study 
of the terms of the timè family present in the inscriptions (mostly Hellenistic); secondly, a beginning 
of reflection of a historiographical nature on the way in which the timia kai philanthrôpa were very 
often, and still are, considered by modern historians as purely ‘honorary’ privileges in the sense of 
symbolic, without concrete use.  
 
 1. The terms of the timè family are very numerous in the inscriptions from the 4th to the 1st 
century, and the phenomenon continues in the Imperial period. Epigraphers are so accustomed to this 
terminology that they no longer see, it seems, the terms themselves, although their serialization is 
interesting. 
 I will classify the usages into three (provisional) categories: 
A. Terms that refer to the value of an object:  
  -this is the case of timè, which designates the “price” of things, as in the inventories of 
Delos for example, where valuable objects are listed with their timè 
  -second term in the same semantic field: timèsis, evaluation, which remains rare in the 
epigraphic material (IG II3, 1, 433: ca. 337-325 BC?) 
  -the third term to be placed in this series is apotimema, which means ‘real security’ 
and is found mainly in Attica, and also a littl in islands like Amorgos, for reasons of shared 
institutions. The term is used in three distinct but related cases: property given as collateral by a 
husband in a marriage to ensure the return of the dowry in the event of divorce, or by an entrepreneur 
to whom the property of a minor orphan was rented; it is also found in two cases to designate real 
securities required of tenants of a public property to guarantee the payment of rents. It is a collateral 
which can admit several pledges on the same object: following a valuation process of the property 
(timaô), each guarantee corresponds to a specific amount and all of them should not exceed the total 
value of this property (handout 1: Attic horos) 
 
B. Terms that refer to an individual or a community, who is honoured for his behaviour; the 
individual is honoured for his philotimia, his ‘love of the timè or the timai’, often accompanied by 
another term, such as spoudè, arétè, eunoia, in exchange for which he is offered timè, often itself 
accompanied by another term such as charis (handout 2); the most frequent term remains the verb, 
which appears either in the active form when a city or an institution honours (timân) a person, or 
more often in the passive form to say that the person is honoured (timasthai) (handout 3). 
 
C. In the plural, one of the most frequent uses of this family of terms is that of a couple often formed 
by timia together with philanthrôpa: the expression can be translated by ‘honours and privileges’ 
(handout 4) 
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 2. It is on this last pair of terms that I propose to reflect in historiographical terms. The 
honours thus granted, which constitute coherent sets, often tinged with regional characteristics, have 
long and often been considered as offers intended not to be realised. As a result, they would remain 
‘honorific’ in the sense that honours would be purely symbolic benefits (Gauthier 1985, Savalli 1985), 
whatever the meaning and the weight that one gives to this adjective. It is proposed to see them 
differently, even beyond potential privileges, as ‘capacities of participation’ (Müller 2014), which 
have given cities a real flexibility in exchanges and mobilities and have led more often than one 
thought to, for instance, effective multicitizenships when politeia was part of these timia/timai 
(Müller 2015).  
 
 
TEXTS: 
 
1. Apotimema : Attic dowry-horos 
Hesperia Supp. 7, 1943, p. 1, n° 1 (Finley, Land and Credit², n°147); 350-300 BC 
 
 ὅ[ρ]ος οἰκίας ἀποτε[τιµ]- 
 ηµένης προικὸς Ε[ἰρή?]- 
 νει Ἀντιδώρου Λευ[κονοι]- 
 έως θυγατρὶ Χ δρα[χµῶν]· 
4 ὅσωι πλέονος ἀξία ἐ[τιµήθ]- 
 η Ἀγλαοτίµει ὑπόκε[ιται] 

 ΗΗ καὶ Γεφυραίοις ΗΗ[․․․] 

 𐅂𐅂𐅂𐅂Ι καὶ ἐπὶ τοῖς α[․c.4․] 

8 [․․] ὑ[̣․c.5․]τ̣ευµ[․c.6․․] 

 

2. I. Smyrna II,1 579, I: decree of Smyrna honoring the people of Kaunos and three judges 
 
12                  ὅπως οὖ[ν] 
 [κ]αὶ ὁ δῆµος φανερὸς ἦι τοῖς πρὸς αὐτὸν ἐκτενῶς προσφεροµένοις τῆι εὐνοίαι ἀποδιδοὺς τ[ὴν] 
 κα̣θήκουσαν τιµὴν καὶ χάριν· τύχηι ἀγαθῆι· δεδόχθαι· ἐπῃνῆσθαι µὲν τὸν δῆµον τὸν Καυνίων ἐπὶ τῆι [αἱ]- 
 ρέσει καὶ εὐνοίαι ἧι ἔχων̣ διατελεῖ πρὸς τὴν πόλιν ἡµῶν καὶ ἐπὶ τῶι ἀποστεῖλαι δικαστὰς ἀξίους ἀµφοτέρων τῶν [πό]- 
16 [λε]ων, πε[ρὶ] πλείστου τὸ δίκαιον ποιουµένους, καὶ στεφανῶσαι αὐτὸν χρυσῶι στεφάνωι ἐν τοῖς πρώτο[ις] 
 συντελεσθησοµένοις Διονυσίοις τραγῳδῶν τῶι ἀγῶνι· τῆς δὲ ἀναγγελίας τοῦ στεφάνου ἐπ̣[ι]- 
 µεληθῆναι τὸν ἀγωνοθέτην, ἀναγορεύοντος τοῦ ἱεροκήρυκος κατὰ τάδε· ὁ δῆµος ὁ Ζµυρναίων [στε]- 
 [φα]νοῖ τὸν δῆµον τὸν Καυνίων ἀρετῆς ἕνεκεν καὶ φιλοτιµίας ἧς ἐποιήσατο περὶ τὴν ἐξαποσ̣το̣̣- 
20 [λ]ὴ̣ν ̣τῶν δικαστῶν· 

 

3. IG II2, 448, second honorific decree for Euphron of Sikyon 318/7 BC 
 
            νῦν δὲ ἐπειδὴ ὅ τε δῆµος [κατελ]- 
 ήλυθε καὶ τοὺς νόµους καὶ τὴν δηµοκρατίαν ἀ[πείλη]- 
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64 φε, ἀγαθεῖ τύχει δεδόχθαι τῶι δήµωι, εἶναι τὰ[ς δωρε]- 
 ὰς κυρίας Εὔφρονι πάσας, αἷς ἐτίµησεν αὐτὸν ὁ [δῆµο]- 
 ς ὁ Ἀθηναίων, καὶ αὐτῶι καὶ ἐγγόνοις, καὶ τὰς σ[τήλας] 
 τὰς καθαιρεθείσας, ἐν αἷς αἱ δωρεαὶ ἦσαν γεγ[ραµµέν]- 
68 αι καὶ τὸ ψήφισµα, ἀναγράψαι καὶ ἀναθεῖναι τ[ὸν γρα]- 
 µµ ̣ατέ<α> τῆς βουλῆς τὴµ µὲν ἐν ἀκροπόλει τὴν δὲ πα[ρὰ τ]- 
 ὸν Δία τὸν Σωτῆρα καθάπερ ὁ δῆµος ἐψηφίσατο [πρότε]- 
 ρ̣ον, προσαναγράψαι δὲ καὶ τόδε τὸ ψήφισµα ἐν ἀ[µφοτ]- 
72 έραις ταῖς στήλαις 
 

4. IG V, 1, 29: decree of the Council and the koinon of the Acarnanians for Lacedaemonians 

167-146 BC 
 
12 ἔδοξε τᾶι βουλᾶι καὶ 
 τοῖ κοινοῖ τῶν Ἀκαρνάνων· προξένους 
 εἶµεγ καὶ εὐεργέτας τοῦ κοινοῦ 
 τῶν Ἀκαρνάνωγ κατὰ τὸν νόµον Γόρ̣- 
16 γιν Ἀλκαµένεος, Δαµαισίδαν Ἀν- 
 δροβόλου, Λαχάρη Ἐπηράτου Λακε- 
 δαιµονίους αὐτοὺς καὶ ἐκγόνους 
 καὶ εἶµεν αὐτοῖς ἀσφάλειαγ καὶ ἀ- 
20  συλίαγ καὶ πολέµου καὶ εἰράνας 
 καὶ γᾶς καὶ οἰκίας ἔγκτησιν καὶ 
 τὰ ἄλλα τίµια καὶ φιλάνθρωπα πάν- 
 τα, ὅσα καὶ τοῖς ἄλλοις προξένοις 
24 καὶ εὐεργέταις τοῦ κοινοῦ τῶν Ἀ- 
 καρνάνων ὑπάρχει. 
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