The Legal Aspects of Paederastic Relations in Classical Athens.
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Paederastic relations in classical Athens were primarily for the “education and moral improvement” of the youth (Halperin, 2012). Sexual pleasure was not viewed as an integral part of the relationship. However, this does not mean that it did not occur.
The status of an individual was, in some ways, significant. The adult male in the relationship had to be of free status. This is shown by the statement “a slave shall not be the lover of a free boy nor follow after him” (Aeschin. 1. 139). This is due to the distinct roles of the relationship. A paederastic relationship involved dominant and subordinate roles just like any other sexual relationship did (Dover, 1978, p. 101). These roles were based of the role of the individual in society, meaning that “social, gender and age roles” decided the roles in a relationship (Halperin, 2012). What this reveals is that an adolescent boy would have the same role in a relationship as a woman or a slave would have. Therefore, a slave cannot pursue a free boy as they would both hold the role of subordinate with no one to be the dominant player. A male citizen is the only individual with the social standing to be the dominant role in a relationship. As a consequence of this, a male citizen must be in a paederastic relationship in order to fulfil the required roles.
The other role in a paederastic relationship is filled by a boy. Any free adolescent male could be openly pursued. Gifts would be given to the boy in order to win his favour (Hartmann, 2006). Material gifts were given over monetary gifts so as not to confuse the relationship for prostitution (Hartmann, 2006). As well as this there was a “series of elaborate protocols” in place to protect the boy from “compromising his future status as a socially dominant adult man” (Halperin, 2012). This meant that the boys could satisfy their partners sexual need without facing negative consequences. 
If a male citizen was seen to have prostituted himself there were a number of consequences. “If any Athenian shall have prostituted his person, he shall not be permitted to become one of the nine archons, … nor to act as an advocate for the state, nor shall he hold any office whatsoever, at home or abroad, … he shall not take part in debate …” (Aeschin. 1. 21). This meant that a male citizen who had prostituted himself, even in youth, was unable to have some of his rights as a citizen. The reasoning behind this is that if a man is willing to sell his own body in order to get money then it is likely that he is willing to sell information regarding the city (Aeschin. 1. 29). By selli9ng his body, the man has shown that he is willing to give up his self-respect for money. It was also believed that a man who has prostituted himself has separated himself from his male citizenship and has classified himself with “women and foreigners” (Dover, 1978, p.103). Therefore, he is no longer allowed the same rights as a male citizen who has not prostituted himself. Instead he is left in a position that treats him more like a foreigner than a citizen if Athens.
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