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4. Small fragment of Pentelic marble, broken on all sides, found on February 6, 1937,
in a late fill near the Valerian wall in Section OA.

Height, 0.078 m.; width, 0.064 m.;
thickness, 0.043 m.

Height of letters, 0.011 m.

Inv. No. 1 4481.

MEFHI
PEFFI[]

No. 4

This stone belongs to the so-called “first” stele of the tribute-quota lists. The general
disposition of the numerals and the shape of the symbol for 50 drachmai indicate its
probable association with S.E.G., V, 3, 4, 6, or 8, though no join has been found as yet
with the other preserved pieces.

5. Small fragment of Pentelic marble, broken on all sides, found on February 23,
1937, in Section OA.

Height, 0.218 m.; width, 0.078 m.; thickness, 0.069 m.
Height of letters, 0.011 m.
Inv. No. I 4538.
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- - - - [T]elou]eets
- )Iatp-tﬁg

HP Mag[ov]irar
m @sg'[ya] o
H 0! frai] oL

This fragment belongs to the tribute-quota lists,
and joins the preserved fragments of S.E.G., V, 8
to give the text of lines 26—30 in Col. I as indicated
above. The spelling ’Idiuzg instead of ’Idvug is
noteworthy, as is also the confirmation given that
in the second assessment period the quota of Oiraioe
was 100 Dr. See Meritt and West, Trans. Amer.
Phil. Assoc., LVI (1925), p. 253.

6. Fragment of Pentelic marble, broken on all sides, found on March 1, 1937,
in a loose fill in Section OA.

Height, 0.142 m.; width, 0.12 m.; thick-
ness, 0.055 m.

Height of letters, 0.008 m. and 0.014 m.

Inv. No. I 4570.

H Sva[yyedi]
HPF Kalv[dviot]
ATFHI BagyvME[tar] 90
PEEFI Mivdioe

vacat

Neo[wot]ixds [@]dgog

This fragment is from the tribute-quota
lists and fits into place in S.E.G., V, 14 to
give the text of Col. II, lines 88-93 as shown
in the above transcript. The discovery that
the name Mvvdiot appeared in line 91 now
gives a complete list of the Karic cities that
paid tribute in 441/0.
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7. Two fragments of Pentelic marble, which have no point of contact, but which
seem to belong to the same inscription.

Fragment X was found on December 23, 1933, in the wall of a modern house in Section K.
It is broken on all sides except the left, which is rough-picked. Along the left edge of
the fragment the face has been broken away so that the first preserved numerals are
0.045 m. from the original edge of the stone.

Height, 0.14 m.; width, 0.16 m.; thickness, 0.11 m.
Height of letters, 0.012 m.

Inv. No. I 1137.
Four lines occupy a vertical space on the stone of 0.087 m.

Fragment Y was found on May 17, 1935, in a foundation wall in Section II. It is
broken on all sides.

Height, ca. 0.07 m.; width, 0.09 m.; thickness, 0.045 m.
' Height of letters, 0.011 m.
Inv. No. T 2894,

Each line occupies ca. 0.022 m. on the
stone.

No. 7, Fragment X No. 7, Fragment Y
X [-..JXPHH - - - - Y lacuna
[« JXXPHH - - - - [----]FFFF - - - -
[..)JmAAAATFE - - - (- - -1r vacat
[...]JPAaADPFFFT wvacat 10 [---JHH- - ----
5 [...]JPHHHAAAA - - -

[..2..] vacat
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The spacing of the lines agrees with that of E.M. 6744 of the Propylaea building
inseriptions (I.G., 12, 365, fragment G),! and to this group of documents the two new
fragments should be assigned. They have no point of contact with the other known pieces.
The texture of the surface of X resembles somewhat that of the lower part of fragment B,
and possibly it should be assigned to the record of the fourth year (I.G., 12, 366); in-
asmuch as the left edge is rough-picked, the left lateral surface probably belongs in the
same part of the stone as the right edge of E.M. 6711b (I.G., 12, 365, frag. J), which
is also rough-picked. Fragment J is from the obverse and fragment X is from the reverse.
The surface of Y is perfectly smooth, and indicates that it may preferably be associated
with one of the years represented on the obverse of the stele (I.G., 1% 363-365). For
the general disposition, see Dinsmoor, 4.J.4., XVII (1913), p. 380.

8. Fragment of Pentelic marble, broken on all sides, found on January 23, 1934,
in Section K.
Height, 0.15 m.; width, 0.065 m.; thickness, 0.085 m.
Height of letters, ca. 0.012 m.
Inv. No. I 1218.

The writing is stoichedon. Five lines occupy a
vertical span of 0.097 m., and the columns (measured
on centres) each occupy 0.015 m. Because of the
characteristic hand, and the spacing, the fragment may
be assigned definitely to the treaty between Athens
and Bottike which was ratified in 422 B.c. (I.G., I%, 90;
ct. S.E.G., III, 16). The stone gives, in fact, part of
the text of lines 18-24, although there is no direct join.
Another small fragment in the Epigraphical Museum
(E.M. 5392) has been found by Schweigert to belong
also to this inscription. It contains eleven letters, and
forms part of lines 12-16. I have no photograph at
present available, but give the new readings for
No. 8 lines 12—24:

422 n.c. CTOIX. 42
——————————————————————————— Lo ¢ hdox]
og éoto ‘Abev[ailot[g hdde* auvvd Toig] Borwi[aiog Toig)
yovvribepé[vollg [tev yovupayiar, #]ai tév yo[vupayic]
v miotdg wal [@0]dho[g guddyoo Borwi]aiowg meo[buudus]

! Line 6 of fragment G was uninscribed. The line now numbered 6 should be numbered 7. Line 8 was
also uninsecribed, and the line now numbered 7 should be numbered 9.
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15 [v]og xare t& y[ov]vre[lueve® xal od uve]aixanéco o[y rwag]
ouyouérov &[velna* [Botriaior 08 duv]vévrov xard [tdds:]
pilor &odue[Ba ‘Abevaiog xal yobuluayor miordlg] »ali]
&ddhog xai ©[dg av]zofg @ilog xai 8x6]edc vorudue[v] hdo
meg 8y "Abevalior] wai o[dx dpedéoo o] &xbods Tog Abev

20 alov otre yo[éua]aw h[andds olre dv]vduer oddepidit, o
00é uvegin[axéoo] iy [magoyouévlov Evexa: Tig 9 yovu
v0éxag ta[0de wai] woy [hdowov xava]Ofvar 40evalog wé
v du mwoks[L avayed]go[avrag dotéder] Mbiver xai ze Ov
[d]uaza 1oy [mddeov] 73[v Borwiaiov z]dv yovwribeuévor

% Tév @ikiay xal Té yovpuaylavt - - - - - - - - - - - - ete.

(For the rest of the text, see 1.G., I% 90.)

9. Fragment of Pentelic marble broken on all sides, found on May 20, 1933, in a
modern house in Section I.

- Height, 0.165 m.; width, 0.074 m.; thickness, 0.077 m.
Height of letters, 0.004-0.006 m.
Inv. No. I 845.

The inscription is not stoichedon.
Nine lines of text occupy a vertical
space of ca. 0.095 m., but there is more
crowding near the bottom of the frag-
ment than near the top.

[-- 8-y

[r1Odx]ve

[ribaxr]e

[ibanr]e

[miban]rve dedeuév(e]

(O] nve

[doyv]etov doyov x[- -]

(#ée]apog makatdg

10 [Ceblye HRAPHIN
[xeo]auideg HHAAL - -
[veAd]vrrEoeg HHA - -
[Kogt]»0i0pyic 1% - -
[xéo]apog made[idg]

No. 9 5 [....Jior!!

<
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In lines 2-7 the restoration mifdxre seems assured. The word oceurs in Pollux (X, 131)
who may have culled it from the published records of sale of confiscated property. The
present document appears to be such a record, and it is to be assumed that the prices
and the sales tax were listed in columns to the left of the inventory where the stone is
now broken away. The inscription belongs in the late fifth century, near in date at least
to the record of sale of Alcibiades’ property, though the small letters and close spacing of
the present document do not permit its association with the poletai-records now published
in Hesperia, 111, 35 and V, 6. An isolated Ionicism appears in the lambda of line 14.

The spacing of lines and letters and the character of the lettering are exactly suitable,
however, for association with 7.G., 1% 331, and I believe that the two stones were part
of one original inscription. If the new stone is to be placed below I.G., I2, 331, the
materials recorded in the fragment from the Agora belonged to Axiochos of Skambonidai
(P. 4., 1330), the uncle of Alcibiades. If the new stone should be placed above I G., 12,
331, these materials belonged to one of his fellow-conspirators.

In line 8 the restoration is conjectural. The adjective doydr, meaning “unwrought,”
occurs in connection with silver in Paus. III, 12, 3. The old tiles were sold in pairs (line 10).
I am indebted to Woodward for the restoration [led]ye. Cf. also I.G., 12, 313, line 23,
and Ditt., Syll.,® 245 G, Col. I, line 36. The cover tiles of Corinthian manufacture (line 13)
bear testimony to the expensive construction of the house of Axiochos (?).

10. Three blocks of Pentelic marble are here published for the first time, in connection
with other pieces from the same original inscription already known and published as
I.G., 12 954, 957, and 964. The various fragments may be listed as follows:

A = LG, I? 964 A (E.M. 10257) E = I.G., 12, 964 C (E.M. 10259)
B = Agora Inv. No. I 1008 F — Agora Inv. No. I 1539

C = Agora Inv. No. I 1008 & G = I.G., 13, 964 B (E.M. 10256)1
D = I.G., 1% 957 (E.M. 10266) H = I.G., I3 954

The lower surface of the new fragment B is broken in such a way that it seems to
belong immediately above fragment C. There is no join between the two stones, but the
upper piece fits behind the lower piece with a similar split surface in the marble. Frag-
ment C in turn makes a direct join with fragment D, as shown in the photograph on
page 84.2 When the three fragments are placed as indicated, the next to last column
of names is given the same width throughout (0.175 m.), though B and C cannot be moved
closer together than indicated by the lacunae in the text on pages 86-—87 and 88.

These stones all have the thickness of 0.155 m. Fragment B was found on April 27,
1936, in Section HH, is broken on all sides, and measures 0.37 m. in height by 0.256 m.
in width. -Fragment C was discovered on June 23, 1933, in a modern foundation wall

! The number recorded as E.M, 10261 b in the Corpus is erroneous.
2 The left edge of D is not preserved. Cf. lemma in the Corpus on I.G., 1%, 957.
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in Section H. Its right side is preserved, with anathyrosis. The smooth bands extend
along the front and back edges of the stone, each measuring 0.035 m. in width, and the
intervening surface is chiseled away.

Fragment A belongs to the first column of the entire monument, for its left edge is
preserved perfectly smooth and without anathyrosis. It measures 0.44 m. in height by
0.28 m. in width, and is also 0.155 m. thick. It is uncertain how this block should be
‘ combined with the other fragments of
the inscription. Each slab of the original
monument contained three columns of
names (at least), and so the names of
fragment A, Col. II, may fall below those
of fragments B and C+ D, Col. I. They
have been so represented in the tran-
scription on p. 87, though it is not certain
whether one should assume more than
three columns in each stele, or even
whether fragment A belongs to the same
section of the monument with fragments B
and C + D. Fragment A did, however,
come from the very bottom of Col. I of
the entire monument, for part of the
tenon is still preserved on this stone.
This is barely visible in the photograph,
the edge of the tenon being 0.095 m. from
the edge of the stone, almost beneath
the iota of the final - - - 1og?! in the last
name of Col. 1.2

Fragment E has its left margin pre-
served, but the only smooth portion of
No. 10, Fragment A it is a band 0.03> m. in width next to

the obverse face of the stone. This is

exactly analogous to the anathyrosis on the right margins of fragments C and G. The
smooth band of anathyrosis next to the reverse face has been chiseled away on
fragment E, but the stone itself should be assigned to some stele of the original
monument other than the first. Its first column has also a width of 16 letter spaces,
which makes it incompatible with the first column of fragment A, which has 15 letter
spaces. The two stones A and E cannot be assigned to the same stele as is now
done in the publication of I.G., 1%, 964. In the text given below, fragment E

! Read in I.G., 12, 964, line 61 as ...7... vos.
* The tenon is shown in the drawing by Lattermann in A¢h. Mitt , XXXV, 1910, p. 214.
6‘



No. 10, Fragments G, B, and C+ D (reading from top
to bottom). Fragment G is here incorrectly placed. See
the text on p. 89.

has been placed tentatively along the
left margin of the second stele.

Fragment F has an uninscribed sur-
face below the names and so may be
assigned to the lower part of the
monument. It is one of thc new pieces,
found on March 6, 1934, in the wall of
a modern house in Section A. The
stone is of the same thickness as the
other fragments (0.150 m.) and has
a height of 0.287 m. and a width
of 0.165 m. There is no assurance
that it belongs below fragment E,
as shown in the photograph on p. 85,
but the text is included in the tran-
seript at this point for the sake of
convenience.

Fragment G preserves along its right
edge an anathyrosis similar to that in
fragment C, and so far as physical
appearances of the stone are concerned
might be placed above or below it in
the same stele. However, the width of
the last column of names as determined
by the necessary restorations on G is
less by one letter space than the last
column on C (0.171 m. as against
0.185 m.). So unless there was some
reason which we do not now understand
for a change in the width of this
column of names between fragments C
and G, they must be assigned to
different stelai of the original monument.
Since at least two of the stelai are
thus shown to have had anathyrosis
along the right margins, it is evident
that there were at least three original
stelai, presumably of the same size,
each containing at least three col-
umns of names. The lettering of frag-
ment G is perfectly stoichedon, and the
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restorations given in the transcript, which differ in some respects from those in the
Corpus, have been made accordingly. The disposition of the letters may be seen in
the photograph on p. 84. The lower portion of the stone is badly weathered, but may

No. 10, Fragments E and F. The disposition is not correctly
shown

once have been inscribed.

I have been unable to study
fragment H. The photograph
published by E. Pridik in the
Jahrbuch des d. arch. Instituts
(XXII, 1907, p. 249) enables one
with the aid of the measure-
ments given (0.275 m. in height
by 0.325 m. in width) to deter-
mine that the lettering is the
same in spacing and arrangement
as that of the other pieces we
have been considering. Though
there is some variation, in general
it may be said that ten lines
occupy a vertical space on the
stone of 0.122 m. and that ten
letters (measured on centres)
occupy a horizontal space of
ca. 0.12 m. It would be desirable
to know the thickness of this
piece, which is now in Russia,
and also the character of the
reverse face. Where the reverse
face is preserved on the other
fragments it is rough-picked, and

- was never prepared to receive

an inscription.

The appearance of four names
from the tribe Antiochis on frag-
ment H indicates that this stone
belonged in the last column of
the original monument. Inasmuch

as the skeleton arrangement here suggested is based upon an assumption of three
stelai (minimum) placed side by side, each containing three columns of names
(minimum), the two columns of fragment H become columns VIII and IX in the

complete inscription.
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FIRST STELE Cor. II
Cor. 1 (width of 14 letter spaces,
(width of 15 letter spaces, cf. fragments C -+ D.
cf. fragment A) Fragments B, C+ D, and A)
lacuna lacuna
A - B [. .. ]wrog
———————— [....] vacat
B [. . Jioopiv
[Ja - - - vacat [. . .Javdeog

5 " Augideuideg 35 [. .Jéowmmog

Sotéheg -
. Rl [. .Jpoaiog
[#]eegoxheideg [Ao]tovdBohog
Hebiag ,
[Xat]oegpdveg
D) [o]Tradeg ,
, [ Jewolag
10 BA[¢]mvgog 0 [ Juud
. Jupére
“Ao[t]orddepog uueres
y . [.. Jvog
suoydoeg
Avolpeuog [ . Juwmog
Teréoimrmog [ Jmmmog
15 Tiuoy [. . .Javdeog
Nevotegdreg % [...]edeuideg
Soyéreg [ .. tJddeg
E¥deuog [ . Jouwéreg
[K]aAhipédoy [. . Jéozoazos
20 [.]lov [Doo]vecpyog
[E] muydoeg 5 [...]dorearog
[E] oyoyd[o]es [. . Jxdoes
[. Jhov [....Juwmog
[M]e[v]exheldeg [....Juog
% [M]eiot[n]mog [..2. Jvow
Edbiag] 5 [..2. Jpdveg
[Ao]xixdZs [...5% . Juog
[‘A]meopdoiorog [..5 . Jog
L.2.0%
so [..7... 0,

End of Col. I 60 - - —m— - =
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85

90

95
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[. . Jowyéves
[Xa]toédepog
[Tt]uddepog
[4]oanovtideg
[2]oxgdreg
Kleddogog
Nixlog
Avrouédeg
Ooaovxlig
Aeudbeg
Koldirodreg
*Foaoivog
(Dgaomlﬁg
Davicg
Tsheaéyogog]
Togythog
hiepdbeog
Myeoiule]yog

lacuna

100

105

87

Kal[- - - -]
o[- - -]
Aveary[- - -]
I'lovz[- - -]
Mevol[- - -]
Klero[- - -]
Meoo[- - - -]
E¥dio0[¢]
Tuoy[- - - -]

vacat

End of Col. 1T

Cor. 111

(width of 15 letter spaces,

cf. fragment C.

Fragments B and C)

110

120

lacuna



88

125

130

185

140

145

150

155

Absy - - - -

[JAool[- - - -]
Kallicdeg

Igayoiuéveg
Mekdpiog
Hvboxdzg
Ostagyideg
"AoyéBolog
Eduoyiov
Kallovideg
Zdgihog

M éoov
Xaotoavdoideg
*Ageaioroarog
"Eyoeneorideg
*Eoyotipuideg
"Encixgdreg
‘Aoiotogpd gg
KoAripayog
Sovéguog
[Te]Aéoavdgog

lacuna
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(width of 16 letter spaces,

160

165

175

180

185

SECOND STELE

Cor. 1V

cf. fragment E)

Oag[e]iag
KoAhrédeg
‘Eyecicg
Etdyyelog
[A)éyoavdoog
[X] edoig
Dorideg
Aloyvhideg
Oéoyvig
Awoyelroy
[O]edysg
“Apoor
"Aoeqivog
*Ercadreldeg
[@]oxheideg
A rpéreg
“Avdgouéreg
@ Aivog
Aoyéveog
Iiotlag
Aiépavrog
[N]oéuov
[E]oxkEg
[X]oevdripog
[d]eudoroarog
[A]tordorog
[O]ageiag
[M]eyoy[- - -]



[ dwl----]

lacuna

Corn. V

(width uncertain)
Fragments E and F (?)

lacuna
Xeuo[- - -]
Arovioi[og]
Tetupog
‘Eyéag
Aydfavdgog
Ocouédeg
Aveiorgaro(g]
IToAdLelog
200 AibTiuog
Myeoioroaroc]
"Amardotog
Kegiaddoro [¢]
Xoaugéag
205 _Aoumeordig
IMaTgordis
Aroviaiog
Xaglag
Avovmrérepo(c]
210 EUbimmog
s uayog
Aloyiveg
Sooinlig
Xagiddeg
Kesplouog
Oau gl [ec]
Avmy[— - -]
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225

89

[....]ddeg
[Ka]Akiag
[Av]ziudveg
[*Ey)uayos
[O¢]dureorog
(A0 eluavrog
[ N6]Geresrog

[. . Jeudbeg

vacat

End of Col. V

Cor. VI

(width of 14 letter spaces,

235

240

cf. fragment G)

lacuna

[....]ag

[ KAed]oerog

[ Erci]lelog
[Oga]ovnleideg
[Ava]ioroarog
[..o]»

[. . .]réheg

[. . Jnodreg
[Ne]yoiag
[@Air[0]g
[‘Ef]doptag
[A?]zdBokog

[. .Jexog
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[ITo]Aéuov Kvdlag
25 [Aio]yvoddogog Ogaovué[v]eg
[...Jwiag Dildveog
[....Jadlov o065 _Aoylveg
[... . ]Jodveg Iolbogog
[....5A. ]y Xoevdgihog
250 - - - - - - - - Myéoagyog
lacuna [. .]Jvovy
270 [....Jayog
THIRD STELE E o ']l]‘gg
800 Jeog
¢ov.v—mn\\\..
(no fragments assigned) lacuna
Cor. VIII
Cor. IX

(width of 15 letter spaces,

cf. fragment H) (width uncertain,

cf. fragment H)

lacuna
H @ -------- lacuna

[KoAloro]arideg H -
[’Eyoléneorog 2 4 ------
[37]odzov BOoaov - - - -

55 Aloyiveg *Avrioyi[doc]
Asdorgatog Avpihidfec]
“Aberédogog Didéag
Ooaovdeiog 280  Kiwmwmog
Iodbooy Aiédotog

20 _Avrlonog vacat
Xoerddunog End of Col. IX

In disposition upon the stone, Col. I, line b, falls opposite Col. II, line 102; Col. II,
line 33, falls opposite Col. III, line 109; Col. IV, line 161, falls opposite Col. V, line 194;
and Col. VIIL, line 255 falls opposite Col. IX, line 278. These dispositions are made clear
in the photographs (for Cols. VIII and IX see Jahrbuch des d. arch. Instituts, XXII, 1907,
p. 249).

In its arrangement of names this list resembles the record, now published as I.G., 17
950, of those who lost their lives in a naval battle in the latter part of the fifth century.
The Ionic lambda in [.49]zdBolog (line 242) and the frequent omission of rough breathing
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(lines 119, 163, 172, 195, 224, and 241), argue a date for this inseription also in the late
fiftth century.!

Identification of the names, without demotics and in most cases without knowledge
of the tribes, is hazardous. In line 243 one might restore ["40]izo¢, or perhaps [Kd]izog
(cf. Pape, Gr. Eigennamen, s.vv.).

11. Fragment from a stele of Pentelic marble, with part of the smooth right side and
rough-picked back preserved, but otherwise broken, found on May 11, 1933, in a modern
wall in Section Z. The top seems to have been squared purposely in a re-working

of the stone.

Height, 0.144 m.; width, 0.135 m.;
thickness, 0.079 m.

Height of letters, 0.009 m.

Inv. No. I 788.

The inscription is stoichedon. Six
lines occupy a vertical space of 0.075 m.,
and six rows (measured on centres)
occupy a horizontal space of 0.078 m.

ca. 398-390 B.c. CTOIX. 23
[ceeenn Moo ) 06§ [ev]og v
[AOppaior xai ele]oyéine ***
[80okey it PovAfL] Kengorrig
[émovrdvere: . .7 . Jxheldng ¢

5 [yeauudreve: .. °¢. . . Jeuog éme
[otdre . ... 0. .. .¢eime’] émary
(oar pev ... 7. .. wg &vt]e avd

(ol dyabae megl 1e Ty ndl]v ©
No. 11 v Abpalwy zal ----- - ]

The Ionic lettering and the formula of sanction which mentions the Council only and
not the Demos show that the inscription is to be dated in the early years of the fourth
century B.c. The name of the man honored as proxenos and benefactor has not been
preserved, but it contained apparently seven letters in the dative case (line 7), and to-
gether with its ethnic occupied fourteen letter spaces in the nominative (line 1).

The length of line is determined by the restoration in line 2, for which reference may
be made (e.g.) to I.G., 112, 49, line 2, or to I.G., I1% 79, lines 7-8. The spelling BovAfj

! For the diphthong in [Pgolvgegyos (line 49), ef.. I.G., 12, 929, line 49.
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in line 3 instead of the more usual form PBoAft is also well attested. See, for example,
1.G., 13,108, line 4 (410/09), I.G., 12, 110 a, line 2 (410/09), and I.G., 12, 115, line 3 (409/8).

In line 5 perhaps the name of the epistates was [TAymwdA]euog. For the restoration of the
particle ué» in line 7 cf. I. G, 112, 2, line 9 (403/2). If the particle is omitted a name so long
must be supplied that any restoration of the ethnic in line 1 is difficult. The date of the
inscription cannot be 399/8 because the name of the secretary for the prytany of Kekropis
is known in that year to have contained seven letters (I.G., I1%, 12, line 31). The formula
of sanction in proxeny decrees #dofev zfjt FovAfjt makes its first appearance ca. 399/8.

12. Part of a small altar of Pentelic marble, found on July 3, 1933, in a late Byzantine
wall in Section H. The stone is broken away at the bottom and on the right, but the
back is preserved.

Height, 0.33 m.; width (at top), 0.20 m., (across the base), 0.30 m.; thickness
(at top), 0.386 m., (through the base), 0.30 m.

Height of letters (lines 1-3), 0.012 m.,
(lines 4 ff.), ca. 0.008 m.

Inv. No. I 1052.

The inscription is arranged stoichedon.
In the lower section five lines occupy
a vertical space of 0.088 m. and five
columns (measured on centres) occupy
a horizontal space of 0.086 m.

ca. 350 B.c.

Tiudbleog]

Tewoilov]

Tt ‘Holaxnhei]
te00v  HoaxAé[og" Tav IToc]

5 Siroyid@y wq[ragSauéy]

wv T@vde 9lg p[elaivag 1]
[DTYboywy >dlone [«7j6ev]

[(4)oésarvdgog - - - - - - -
[. .. .]y Ayovlij[Bev]

10 ["Olvu]middweols - - - -]
[...%..] MeA[t]z[ebs ?]

No. 12
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The date of the document is determined by the characteristic lettering of the
fourth century, and by the name of the dedicator. Timotheos probably had his
floruit ca. 348 B.c. He was the brother of that Timarchos mentioned by Aeschines
(I, 157), and son of Teisias the Rhamnousian (P.4., 13481; the stemma is given under
the name ’Igixgdrng, P.A., 7737). For the form of dedication without demotic, see (for
example) I.G., 112, 4592. The restoration ‘Ho[axAei] in line 3 is derived from the reading
in line 4.

Most of the preserved surface below the moulding is very badly worn, and letters
are difficult to distinguish. Mention of the Praxiergidai, however, seems certain. The
restoration indicates that they had made a propitiatory offering, the sacrifice consisting
of two black ewes. Presumably these were dgeorfjosg (cf. I.G., 112, 4971). For such a
restoration, cf. I.G., 112, 4970-4971. Lines 7—11 record the names of the Praxiergidai who
offered the sacrifice. Where demotics are preserved, the men were from different tribes,
though their names were not listed in any official tribal order. Herakles was probably
only one of many deities to whom the Praxiergidai made sacrifice; the sacred calendar
of the Salaminioi, published above on pp. 4-5, gives new light on the manifold
religious associations of the organized genos.

13. Fragment of Pentelic marble, with the smooth top surface preserved but other-
wise broken, found on January 2, 1934, in Section H’. )

Height, 0.048 m.; width, 0.082 m.; thickness, 0.027 m.
Height of letters, 0.009 m.
Inv. No. I 1084,

One line of text occupies about 0.018 m. in height
upon the stone; the inscription is not stoichedon. For
the type of dedication, see I.G., 112, 2833 a (Hesperia,
111, 60).

No. 13

Fourth Century s.c.

[oi movrdveg Tijlg Avtioy[idog ¢uiic]

[otepavwlérreg dmo] i Bo[vAije nai Tod]
ca. 9

[d7jpov avébeoay émi - - - 2 - - - Foyovvog]
[doerfic Evexa xal Otxarooivig).

14, Rough fragment of Pentelic marble, broken on all sides, found on January 4,
1934, in the wall of a modern house in Section B.



94 BENJAMIN D. MERITT

Height, 0.133 m.; width, 0.209 m.;
thickness, 0.031 m.

Height of letters, 0.011 m.

Inv. No. I 1117.

dgog yweio[v]
TTETQaUEVOV

émi Avoer: MH
Kipwrt ITiGet

No. 14

The letters rho and omega in the last line were run together. Possibly the name should
be read as Kiuwwm, but the traces favor equally well the name Kigpw», which is made
more probable by the demotic. A Kipwy ITifbedg is known from the fourth century
(P.4., 8444).

15. Pedimental stele of Pentelic marble found on February 27, 1936, in a well in
Section 1160. The present stele is reconstructed from seven fragments, but only a few
very small pieces are still missing. The setting for the socket is clearly visible at the
bottom. The back is rough.

Height, 1.065 m.; width (at top), 0.316 m., (at bottom), 0.365 m.; thickness, 0.07 m.
Height of letters, 0.008-—0.009 m.
Inv. No. I 3625.

The writing is stoichedon except for an irregularity in line 2.

Lines 2-3: Demokrates, son of Demokles, of Aphidnai was a contemporary of De-
mosthenes (P.4., 3521; cf. Pauly-Wissowa, Realencyclopddie, s.v. no. 4). The present text
gives the name of his father, hitherto unknown. Stobaeus (Floril., XXII, 43) named him
as an old man (yépwr) at the time of the battle of Chaironeia. We now learn that he
was still active in the affairs of his tribe, at least, in 327/6. Demokles may be the father
of that Demokles who was trierarch ca. 323 (P.4., 3495) and identical with, or father of,
the Demokles of Hesperia, V, no. 10, line 167.

Lines 4-9: The responsibility for the selection of the magistracies which were chosen
by lot in the Theseion lay with the thesmothetai.! See Busolt-Swoboda, Griechische Staats-

1 8o Aeschines (xatd Krnoupdvros, § 13), who contrasts these with the elected magistracies chosen by
show of hands by the Demos. Aeschines obviously had in mind the college of archons and their secretary.
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kunde, p. 1071. It is also known that the thesmothetai were responsible for making up
the full complement of dikastai in the courts (see Lipsius, Das attische Recht, p. 159;
Sandys, Aristotle, Constitution of Athens, note on § 63, 2). In both cases the thesmothetes
acted for his own phyle.!

Lines 12-14: Teleskopos, son of Aristokritos, of Rhamnous was grandfather of the
ephebos of the same name of the archonship of Menekles (269/8).2

Line 30: The date of the inscription is given by the name of the archon Hegemon
(327/6). Presumably Teleskopos had been thesmothetes in the previous year (328/7).

Line 29: Those who were to erect the stele were the epimeletai of the tribe Aiantis.
These epimeletai were annual officers, three in number, chosen one from each trittys of
the tribe. Cf. I G., 112, 1151, 1152; Hesperia, V, no. 10, lines 167-170; Busolt-Swoboda,
Giriechische Staatskunde, p. 974.

Line 33: The inscription helps in determining the location of the Eurysakeion, which
was probably near the place of its discovery. See the commentary on pp. 1ff., above.

16. Fragment of Hymettian marble, broken away at the right and below, found on
June 19, 1933, in a modern foundation in Section H’. In the middle of the top is a dowel
cutting (1. 0.042 m.; w. 0.022 m.; d. 0.02 m.).

Height, 0.11 m.; width, 0.24 m.;
thickness (not original), 0.165 m.

Height of letters, 0.011 m.

Inv. No. I 1010.

dyuéag
[Mavraxrréovg
Ooidoiog

No. 16

It is an open question whether this Demeas, or the one listed as P.A., 3317, was the
father of Aozovdy (P.A., 2754). The date seems to be in the latter part of the fourth
century B.C.

1 Kahrstedt, Untersuchungen zur Magistratur in Athen, pp. 56—57.
2 P. A, 13567; 1.G., 11?, 665, line 55; cf. below, p. 134.
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17. Fragment of Pentelic marble, broken away at the back but with part of the left
side and of the pediment preserved, found on October 27, 1936, in Section X.

Height, 0.281 m.; width, 0.19 m.; thick-
ness, 0.088 m.

Height of letters, 0.005 m.

Inv. No. I 4317.

The inscription is stoichedon 27. Two
lines occupy a vertical space of 0.025 m. and
two rows of letters (measured on centres)
a horizontal space of 0.025 m.

293/2 n.c. CTOIX, 27
[én]i *Ohvumiod[deov Foxovrog, évay]
loo]péwg ¢ ’Emi[robgov 7ot Enivédo]
[vg] ‘Paeuvovai[ov émi wig ITavdiovid]
[og &)vdexdr([rc movraveiag, Movviy]
5 [wav]og &ve[r nai véar mowTn Tijg o]
[vta]velag: [éxxdnoia xvola &v Tar 6]
[eazowt ©]@[v mooédowr Emeyigpiler]
[NixdBovdog Nixiov Dgedggrog . .

No. 17

This decree was passed on the same day with I. G, I1%, 389 and 649. For the restorations
see Dinémoor, Archons of Athens, pp. 7-8 and 21. The present text is most welcome, as
confirming the restorations which Dinsmoor has proposed for I.G., II% 389, the only
difference being that the archonship of Olympiodoros is not specified in the present
document as being of his second year. The full designation of date appears in I.G., II?
389 alone of the preserved inscriptions:

[¢7i ’Olvusm]ioddgov &oyovrog devre[gov &)
[og dvayoe]péwg 8¢ *Emixoveov 10t ’E[mirélo]
[vg ‘Papwov]oiov - - - - - - - - -

Exception has been taken to the restoration deize[gov &rog] by Kolbe, who proposes
instead devzé[pov, émi dvayoe]péwg 08 - - ete.! This restoration is, however, too short by
one letter space to fill the lacuna at the end of line 1 and the beginning of line 2. But
as further evidence that Olympiodoros was archon for only one year, Kolbe seeks to show

1 Nachrichten von der Gesellschaft der Wissenschaften zu Gdittingen, phil.-hist. Klasse, 1933, pp. 508-509.
7
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that his name is known in association with only one évayoagpevs. This he does by trans-
ferring the document I.G., II% 378 from the year of Olympiodoros, to which Dinsmoor
had assigned it, to the year of Philippos. The drvayoageis whose name appears in the
inseription was Thras(ykles, son of Nausikrates, of Thri)a, according to the now accepted
restoration. It has been assumed that he was the same man as the orator of 1.G., II?
450 of the year 314/3.

A new fragment, published recently
by Broneer (Hesperia, 1V, pp. 1713-174,
no. 38), belongs with I.G., II% 378,' so
that now a considerable portion of the
text can be recovered. The writing is
not stoichedon throughout, but in the
upper part of the document the lines
contained regularly 33 letters each. This
will be evident from a study of the dis-
position of the letters on the upper frag-
ment, shown here in the photograph on
this page, and from a study of Broneer’s
photograph (op. cit., p. 174).2 In fact,
neither the restoration of Dinsmoor to
which Kolbe objected, nor Kolbe's sub-
stitute restoration (giving respectively
37 and 36 letters to line 1) can be made
compatible with line b which had only
33 letters. The name of Philippos as
archon can be restored in line 1 only
by assuming the same asyndeton ['Emi
Didiov Hgyovrog] dvayoapéwg Gpao - - -
etc.,, which Kolbe rightly ecriticized in

LG, 1I*% 378, fragment a Dinsmoor’s earlier restoration. But the

name of Olympiodoros can be restored,

with the formula &oywy ’Olvumiddweog. This finds its parallel in the way the dvayoagpeic was
mentioned in the year 320/19 (I.G., 112, 380-384), and is justified—even for the archon—
by the introductory words &eywr Olglag in a decree of the year 283/2 published in
Hesperia, 1V (1935), no. 40. But line 2 of I.G., II%, 378 could be restored with the
name of Thrasykles only by omitting the word zot which should precede the patronymic.
This name cannot in any case be restored here, for the demotic in line 2 must be read

! Knowledge of this association I owe to Schweigert.
2 With the photographs now available, previous discussions of spacing, ete. may be disregarded.
Cf. Dinsmoor, Archons of Athens, p. 25.
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as [@Qv]iaoiov,t and the proposed identification of this registrar with the known
Thrasykles of Thria must be abandoned. :

I have made several changes in the restorations and divisions of lines (which did not
necessarily end syllabically) from those proposed by Broneer, and suggest that the com-
bined text should be read as follows:

I.G., 112, 378

294/3 m.c. NON-CTOIX, ca. 33
[doxwy "Olvumiddwgog” ém’] drayoagéwg Goac
[oeeeennn. B ®v]laciov® &l tijg
[....5% . .. {dog &uang mourav]elag Ilooider
[@rog &Bdduet per’ elrddag velvdorer wal €
5 [Inootel Tiig mouravelag: &xxh]noia wvola:
[t@y meoédowy Emeynpiler ¥ ‘Agliorogpd[vic]
[- - - -+ ovumededoor - - - Ma]omed[g: . .]

T Jammvloo ]

0 [F------e-- - xol o repavioall yxouodm]
[¢ orepdran edvolog Evexla i elg wov [Ofju]
[ov Tov ‘Abpalwy: givar 8] adroy 240ny[«]io[v %)
[al 8yydrvovs adrob: yedy]aclar 0 adrov qu[i]
[7c ®at dfjuov wal poavel]ag Bg Av Rovdyrall]

15 [weve Tov vipov' todg J¢| mouvdverg sl Ty
[modtny &uxhyoioy dotvar] dmép adrob =iy [Y]
[fpoy - - - - - w18 _ &uxhyolar: av[ay]

[odar d¢ Tdde o Yihpiopa & or]hhne Mbivie we
[i owfjoar &v dnpomdhe elg ¢ iy d]vayoaqiy T

20 [fjg othhng usoioar vov émi vijL drowni)o[er ©0]
[yevduevoy dvddwua).

Traces of letters occur in line 8. As Broneer noted, there are irregularities in lines
15-18, and the restoration above cannot be considered certain. For the formula xazd zov
vouor, however, in line 15, see (for example) I. G., 112, 507, 508, 570, 576, HT7. Dinsmoor
(Archons of Athens, p. 26) has shown good reason to believe that the date of the document
is later than 307/6; the calendar equation (lines 3-5) shows an ordinary year in the period
of the twelve. tribes, in which the twenty-fourth day of the sixth prytany was equated
with the twenty-fourth day of the sixth month (Posideon full, and é8ddust uev slxddog

1 A reading of the stone by Schweigert in Athens gives the lambda. Schweigert reports “ The sloping
stroke of the lambda in line 2 lies along the fracture, but enough remains to justify the reading.”
7%
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with backward count). The restoration wéumzyg might be made in line 3 with a date
reTeddL ioTaudvov in line 6 for an intercalary year (ef. Dinsmoor, op. cit., p. 26), but the
latter restoration would be short by one letter and possibly less satisfactory. I prefer
to consider the year of Nikostratos (295/4) as intercalary (as also Kirchner in I.G., 112,
646), and the first year of Olympiodoros, now represented by this inscription, as ordinary.
The sequence as shown in Ferguson’s table in Athenian Tribal Cycles, p. 22, indicates the
correct sequence.
Dinsmoor’s restoration of I.G., 112 389 with the introductory lines,

CEmt *Olvur]iodgov doyovrog debre[gov &r)
log, drayoc]péwg 08 *Eminodoov vot *E[mirédo]
[vg ‘Peuvov]oiov - - - - ete. - - - - -~~~ -~

gains support from the discovery that the registrar of I.G., 112, 378 cannot belong in
the archonship of Philippos.

18. A complete stele of Hymettian marble found in the north room of the Metroon
on July 4, 1936. The stone had been used as a cover slab over a late Roman drain.
Cf. Thompson, Hesperia, VI, 1937, p. 197 and note.

Height, 1.31 m.; width of inscribed face, at top, 0.418 m., at bottom, 0.517 m.; thick-
ness of edge, at top, 0.08 m., at bottom, 0.13 m. The length of the tenon is 0.08 m.

Height of letters, 0.07 m.

Inv. No. I 4266.

The inscription is stoichedon 31 except for line 35, which contains 32 letters. The
final iota of zai and the initial sigma tau of orvepar@oar have been crowded into two letter
spaces. The cross-bar of alpha was occasionally omitted, as were also the inner strokes
of mu in line 35. In line 45 the word Sedewviwy was first cut as Sedouivior and then
corrected.

984/3 B.c. CTOIX. 31
6 & 0 [
"Ent Ninlov &oyovvog émi tfig Olvyidog
éB00ung movrarelag Hi Ogdpilog Ogod
drov Ayooveds &yoauudrevey, oyl
5 vog &rdrm lotaudvov, Tolvmi xol  &lxo
ovel vijg movraveleg® Ewnlnoio: v@y o
S0owr  Emeynjgpiley  Olvoxgdrng  Olvofi
ov "Ele[v]olviog zai ovvmededgot. ¢ o
Sev w@L uwt Aydggrog Kadhuédovro
10 ¢ Kolhvredg simev: émeidy) Elbiog doyw
v yevduevog vog e Ovolag Ebvoey woig
feolg rowe 16 mdTQLY KOk THG TOUTTTG T@
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v dvoviowe Ermeushily @ihovinwg ol T
e wdvre Emgakey v mwegl Ty doyiy 0
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The inscription here presented gives the name of an archon hitherto unknown from
the early third century B.c., and preserves in full the name of the secretary for the year,
until now also unknown. The new archon, Nikias, follows immediately after Euthios
(285/4) and so may be dated definitely in 284/3. This date is confirmed by the demotic
of the secretary (Ayomovevg VIII) which falls into place in this same year in the regular
sequence of tribes in the secretary cycle. Inasmuch as both the years of Euthios and
of Ourias (who now follows Nikias) were ordinary in the Attic calendar (1. G, 112, 657-659;
1.G., 112, 660; Hesperia, IV, 1935, no. 40) it has been assumed for some time that 284/3
must have been intercalary (e.g. Ferguson, Athenian Tribal Cycles, p. 23 ; Hesperia, IV, 193D,
p. b84). This assumption  is now proved correct by the calendar equation Gamelion 9
— Prytany VII, 23 of the present document, which is possible only in an intercalary
year. If the prytanies contained regularly 32 days each, and if the year began with full
Hekatombaion with the alternation of full and hollow months not reversed until Gamelion
or later, then Gamelion 9 and Prytany VII, 23 both fall on the 215th day of the year.

Lines 9-10: The orator Agyrrhios son of Kallimedon of Kollyte is the same man
(P.A., 180) who proposed a decree (I.G., I12% 653) honoring King Spartokos in the archon-
ship of Diotimos (287/6).

Lines 12—-13: It was regularly the duty of the eponymous archon to arrange the festival
procession in honor of Dionysos at the Great Dionysia. See Aristotle, 246. ITol., 56, 4;
also Deubner, Attische Feste, pp. 138-142. He was assisted by his two paredroi (here
praised in lines 31-37) and by a special board of epimeletai (see Aristotle, loc. cit., cf. also
I1.G., 11% 668) who are not mentioned in this decree.

Lines 30-31: There is here formal proof that in 284/3 (mid-winter) the Peiraeus had
not been recovered (from Macedon) by the Athenian Nationalists. The now generally
accepted date of the recovery (281/0) is thus made still more secure (Ferguson, Athenian
Tribal Cycles, p. 12, and A4.J.P., LV, 1934, p. 321, note 15; Tarn, J. H.S., LIV, 1934, pp. 33 {f.;
Meritt, Hesperia, IV, 1935, pp. b76-5T8).

Lines 39—40: The stele was to be set up in front of the ovvédoror. Of the lexicographers
Photius (s.v.) defines ovrédgior as follows: xai 0 ywelov xal wodg Bdnovg &v oig ovvedostovory
‘Arrizol rehoBoy. Since the present stele was found unbroken in the north room of the
Metroon it is reasonable to assume that the cvwédorov here mentioned was near to and
perhaps enclosed the Bovdeveforor or meeting place of the Council. The word owédorov
may also be restored in a similar inscription found in Section K (see No. 19 below). In
Lysias’ oration dmée vob oveariwrov (IX, 6 and 9) reference is made to a law which pre-
scribes punishment for those who use abusive language 8v (z@t) ovvedoiwi. The defendant,
Polyainos, claims that he was unjustly fined, for (as he said) he had not even gone into
the doyeiov. This is another connecting link between the ouvrédoior and the civie centre
about the govievrrorov, for the public buildings in this neighborhood were also called
ta doysie (cf. Judeich, Topographie von Athen, 1931, p. 346).

The dating of the new archon Nikias in 284/3 displaces Telokles, who has recently
been assigned to that year by Meritt (Hesperia, IV, 1935, pp. 566—570 and p. 584). It also
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opens up another possibility, and at present apparently the only one, for the restoration
of the names of the archons in line 1 and in lines 5—6 of I.G., 112, 1290. The restoration
in line 1 should be ['Emi Nixilov doyov]vog, tor the year was intercalary, and in lines 5-6
[ém|t Edbiov ¥oyovvole. The argument in Hesperia, IV (193D), p. 575 that I.G., 11, 1290
mentioned two archons both with six letters in the genitive of their names still holds,
though it is no longer necessary to restore the name Lykeas in I.G., II%, 670 A. The
only available year earlier than Ourias for Telokles is 289/8, to which Kimon has been
tentatively assigned. It now seems necessary to date Kimon again in 282/1, as was done
by Dinsmoor (Archons of Athens, p. 30) in order to make place in the archon-list for
Telokles, and in so doing any attempt to restore the name of Lykeas in I.G., 112, 1290
as the successor of Ourias must be abandoned.

Gorgias remains fixed in 281/0, but the archon Polystratos, who should be dated not
long before or after Lykeas on prosopographical grounds,® is now no longer bound by
an accepted early date for Lykeas. The reconciliation between the city and the Peiraeus
which is implied by I.G-., 112, 1283 may be that which followed the Chremonidean war, as
well as that which followed Olympiodoros’ capture of the Peiraeus in 281/0 (Hesperia, 1V,
1935, p. 518), and consequently both Polystratos and Lykeas may belong after 263/2 s.c.
If this is true, the archon Sosistratos becomes a probable candidate for the restoration
of line 1 in I.G., 112, 672,2 especially since his connection with /.G, I1% 670 B is broken
by the necessity of restoring [éwi Kiuwvog &oyovlrog in I.G.,112% 670 A (cf. p. 106, below).
The year satisfies the prosopographical evidence which favors an early date for Sosistratos.
Euboulos, who is mentioned in the letters of Epicurus, may be assigned either to 273/2
or 272/1 m.c.

In the year of Telokles one member of the Boule who took a prominent part in shaping
the policy of the government was @iliwmog ‘Aorvyévov Ouuairddng, who appears also as
orator of the -decree (II2, 672) now assigned (Hesperia, IV, 1935, pp. 578-579) to the year
280/79 in which we have just restored the archon’s name as Sosistratos. Another active
member of the Boule of Telokles’ year was Nixoxgdrng ‘Aoyeudyov Oyyoedg, who appears
also as orator of a decree (I, 6566) of the archonship of Isaios in 286/5. Both these
men were honored by the Demos for having given wisest counsel (¥oiover Befovievuévan:
112, 2797). The dedicatory inscription which records their names mentions also another
councillor of the year of Telokles, ‘Iuspaiog Bdwvog Eiveaiog, and the general “doioveidng
Acumrgebe, who is to be identified with the Athenian envoy “Agroveidng Mivoi6éov Aaunzoeig
who was honored in a proxeny decree of Arcadian Orchomenos (B.C.H., XXXVIII, 1914,
p. 451). The decree from Orchomenos names three ambassadors from Athens, the other
two being the ardent Nationalists Kdidiwmwog Mowgoxdéovg *Ehevairiog and I'ednwy ’Ereordéovg
Aibalidng. Kallippos was the Athenian general at Thermopylae in 279/8 (Paus. X, 20, b)
and one of the signers of the alliance of Chremonides (112, 686, line 23), while Glaukon

! The same orator appears in decrees dated by both archons (LG, 112, 1283, 1284 B).
2 As proposed by Johnson, Class. Phil., 1X, 1914, pp. 258, 430.
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was the brother of Chremonides. The Nationalistic character of the government under
Telokles is therefore apparent (cf. Dinsmoor, Archons of Athens, p. 19) and the influential
Councillors of his year were among those active after the revolt from Macedon in 288 s.c.

The argument presented in Hesperia, IV (1935), pp. b66-567, that Telokles must have
preceded Ourias still seems to me sound. We learn from the new document here published
that he was not the immediate predecessor of Ourias, as my earlier interpretation sup-
posed, but that from Euthios back through Diokles there is an unbroken sequence of
archons which cannot be disturbed. The latest possible year for Telokles is thereby deter-
mined as 289/8 B.c. This is also the earliest date possible for the praise of the Nationalistic
partisans of Telokles’ year, and so may be assigned definitely to his archonship. The
revolt from Macedon was accomplished-in Telokles’ year, and the year of Diokles belonged
entirely to the Nationalistic régime. Furthermore, we are now able to interpret the
honorary inscription I. G., I12, 2797, as praise for the men, already named above as strong
Nationalists, who planned and carried out the revolt. The fact that the general Aristeides
of Lamptrai was named in the dedication along with the Councillors shows that the legis-
lative and military branches of the government codperated, as indeed we know must have
been the case, to free Athens from Macedonian control. This date agrees well with the
fact that two of the Councillors of I.G., I12, 2797 appear again as Councillors who pro-
posed decrees in 286/5 and 280/79 and that the general Aristeides was ambassador to
Orchomenos shortly before the Chremonidean war. The late date for this embassy does
not argue a late date for Telokles (Dinsmoor, Archons of Athens, p. 79); rather, it is ap-
propriate that the active generalship of Aristeides should fall in 289/8 and his embassy
belong to the more sedate years of his life about twenty years later.

The archon Kimon must now be dated in 282/1, but the question whether he should
be separated from Nikias (296/5) by an interval of at least seven years (Dinsmoor, op. cit.,
p. 71) or by an interval of possibly six years (Ferguson, Ath. Trib. Cycles, pp. 69—T1) no
longer plays a part in the argument. His earliest possible date is 282/1. The “difficult
times ” of the year of Kimon (I.G., II?% 682, line 33) may be taken to represent the in-
creased pressure brought to bear on Athens by Antigonos after the death of his father.
Apparently Athens and Macedon were fairly well at peace in 283/2, for the Athenians
sent a deputation of taxiarchs to the celebration of the Basileia in Boeotia in the autumn
of 283 (Hesperia, 1V, 1935, no. 40), and Boeotia was still loyal to Antigonos.! But in 281/0
there was open strife, and Olympiodoros captured the Peiraeus. The secrvices rendered
by Phaidros in the intervening year (282/1) imply that relations had already become
strained, and that an open break was then avoided only by expert diplomacy. Phaidros
maintained peace during troubled times, preserved the freedom and democracy of the
city, and in particular made possible the gathering of the grain and the crops from the
countryside.

! This was before the general revolt of the Greek states (Tarn, Antigonos Gonatas, p. 132). Memnon,
XIII, 3 (F. H.G., 111, p. 534, ed. Miiller) shows that Antigonos could take refuge in Boeotia after his defeat
by Ptolemy.
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I follow Dinsmoor in assigning the earlier embassy of Phaidros to Ptolemy for grain
supplies (I.G., 1%, 682, lines 28—30) to the period just after the revolt of 289/8 (Dinsmoor,
op. cit., p. 11). Indeed, after the revolt from Macedonia the problem of the grain supply
seems to have been ever present. It is mentioned in two decrees of 288/7 (I G., II2,
650, 651), in three decrees of 287/6 (I.G., I1%, 653, 654, 6b5), and again in a decree of
the year 282/1 (I.G., I1I% 670 A) which the secretary cycle shows to belong to the year
now given to Kimon. Dinsmoor’s attribution of this last inseription (op. cit., pp. 67-68),
and also of I.G., II% 670 B to the year of Anaxikrates, is thus further supported; for the
archon’s name in 670 B must have had five more letters in the genitive than the name
in 670 A (cf. Hesperia, IV, 1935, pp. 576-576). 1f I.G., I1%, 670 A is restored [émi Kipwrog
doyov]rog then 1. G., 112, 670 B must almost surely be restored [&mi AvaEinodrovg] doyovrog.
The text is as follows:

I.G., 112, 670 A ,
282/1 .c. CTOIX, 50

CEri Kiuwvog doyovlvog émi tiig Ala[vridog dwdexdrng movravel]

[ag 7t .. .7 ... Edpolelwvog Edevaiv[iog Zyocuudrever: Srigoqo]
[otvog Evdexdum] woliv]er nal OJexd[ter wic movraveiog &xxdno]
[l xvola® v@v wos]dowy Emepfpulely . ..o 20 0L ]
5 [...7...nal ovur]ededoor: EdoSev [Tde duwe . ... ... oo ]
[...5% .. eimev: &me]udy) Oifowy qidof. ... ... ... B ]
....... oL wazowobow A[bpaioy ..o 5000
....... Yoo . evograltdv EG . .o o B
[beeenn. oL &[] éretay émolufoaro . .. ... .. L ]
0 ..o oMol #0t] &g ™) nal %l E[xaor .. ... L. Yoo, ]
[....8& w@v idlwy yon]udrwy sig ot[twriay meooedandrioe %al 7]

[dAhe diavedst meolg wov Ofjuov elvovs &y xal gilotipobuevos 6]
[mwwg By oty Spduidd]ov Tt [yolelag maloéyeobar vt duwe néow &i)
[0doww 8rr ydoirag] amolippovrar w[@y edsgystnudrwy: dyelsl T0)
5 [yer deddybon var OY]uwe Emawéoa[t Olfowve .. . .. .. Booioo.. ]
[. . »ol orepevdoot] atror youode [orepdvwr %ard TOY Yooy dger)
[iic &vena nai edvollag wijg elg wov [Ofjuoy Tov ‘Abyppaiwy: givar 08 o]
[Brde wol ¥Aho ayallov eboéobor ml[eed Tob Jdfuov - - - - - - ]
Blank space of one line
1.G., 112, 670 B
279/8 ».c. . CTOIX. b1
[ Eni ‘Ava&ingdrovg] doyovrog &mt [Tijg. . o oo v v 2 ]
20  [o.....d SN 1i0n[¢] N[ixwv]og Ei[veciog éyoauudrevey . . 5. . . ]
[...7... &vdrer ue]t’ el[x]d[dag] deve[oar nal elnoovsl vijg mwovray)
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These readings depend upon a new determination in line 4, and embody a correction
in the division of lines which must be introduced in line 12. The proper disposition of
the letters is clear on a squeeze. The readings given in lines 19-22 are based upon the
letters recorded in Hesperia, IV (193D), p. b79. But the text as a whole replaces not
only that given in the Corpus but also that published in Hesperia, IV (1935), p. D76 and
p. 581. Since the year of Anaxikrates was probably ordinary, the calendar equation of
line 21 has been made to equate the 22nd day of the month with the 22nd day of the
prytany. Backward count with any month that has thirteen letters in the genitive will
satisfy the epigraphical requirements.

The date of Telokles in 289/8 changes somewhat the aspect of the restorations offered
for the document which mentions his name in Hesperia, IV (1935), p. 568. If the restoration
there given is retained, then the payment of the éyydy by Chairontides was delayed seven
years after he was adjudged liable by the court. Of course, it may be supposed that
he merely continued the payments on the house which had been begun by the original
purchaser Diokles, buying in the house for himself after Diokles defaulted (cf. Hesperia, V,
1936, p. 393). One thing seems clear, and that is that the case history of the house in
Agryle mentioned in Hesperia, IV, no. 41 began with its sale in the archonship of Philippos
(292/1) and continued until the archonship of Ourias (283/2) when a xarefody) was made
against the purchase price of it. This is a span of ten years (inclusive reckoning) and
if payments were made every year, that of Ourias’ archonship was the tenth. Although
Aristotle says that the price of a house sold by the poletai at public auction had to
be paid in five years, it may be that the permitted time had been extended to ten years,
as in the case of purchase of land, in the early third century, or that the house sold
included also a plot of ground not separately specified. This is made to seem more
probable by the record of the second house (Hesperia, IV, 1935, no. 41, lines 18-20), where
the sale apparently occurred in 289/8 and a payment was still being made in 283/2. It
was the seventh instalment on the house sold when Telokles was archon that should have
been due in the year of Ourias. At any rate, the span of years is again greater than
the five specified by Aristotle. The exact restoration of Hesperia, IV, no. 41 is uncertain,
but the following tentative arrangement may be suggested:

Hesperia, 1V, no. 41 ca. 36
e N
vacat
vacat
vacat

o

[td]de waraBeB[Apuéve v medg mwlyrdg Todg)
[én]i Obgiov &oyol[vrog &nl wijc Anunroiddog &v]
[de]ndrng moura[velog **>°° dendun xaveSoly)
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[ol]nlag ‘Ayovdijo[tv Xawgoveidov ot ‘Ep . ..% . .]
[So]vw: g moabe[iong Vo vav mwlyréy dni @)
10 [A]wmov Foyovro[g dnuociag yevouévng: yyvnrig €]

[yélvero  dowdii[s - - ------ xal wp TLuY]
[za]veng ig olxi[ag dmédwnsy @ Onuooiwe:]
[Xelwgorzidng ‘Eol...5. .. Soww: wnaveyneloby]
[6n]o T@v duraoc@[y v yonuare mwdvre dmolwxé]
15 [va]e émi Tylowdé[ovg Hoyorvog émi wijg ... .5 .. .]
[de]ndeng movrar[eiag vacat ]
[HHJHHPFAAAFRE [ vacat ]
[é]i Tnloxdéovg [&oyorrog émi i ‘Immobwrei]
[do]g Gyddng meve[aveiag émplaro - - - - - - - - - ]
20  [..Jxdov Edmvi o[twloy - - ------------- ]
------ TatTng wijc olwlag ERdoun xrevafold)
[ summa pecuniae vacat - - - ]

It should also be noted that the archonship of Nikias in 284/3 is available, instead
of the year 296/5, for the agonothesia of Phaidros (I.G., II%, 682, line b3). His second
agonothesia, in the name of his son Thymochares and in the archonship of Euboulos,
I now date in 259/8. See below, p. 135. Furthermore, the archon Nikias named in 1. G, 112,
1273 should be identified with the archon of 284/3. Obviously it is desirable that the
date of the decree should fall in the year following, so that the praise for service well
rendered, with which the decree is concerned, may not be too long delayed after the
term of service was past. Consequently, I restore line 1 of I1.G., 112, 1273 as follows:

CEnt Odotlov &gyovrog [” uylvog Avbeornoiiy[og]

The generally accepted reading [En’ Aoiorwyiu]ov is too long for the space available
on the stone. Kirchner, in his notes, has discussed the problem of restoration in detail;
but instead of determining the extent of the restoration by balancing the number of letters
on each side of the median line of the stone, it seems to me preferable to consider both
ends of the line separately. This is desirable, because the letters of line 1 are not evenly
spaced, and possible, because enough of the moulding is preserved to show what the
limits of restoration are.

At the end of line 1 the final nu on the stone falls just slightly to the right of the
final sigma in line 2. One may say that line 1 (ending in ---wog) extended 2'/, letter
spaces farther to the right than did line 2 below the moulding. At the beginning of line 1,
the final - - - - ov of the archon’s name falls just above the final - ---wy of the name
of the orator in line 2. Since this name was [Kep]ediwr, and contained eight letters, one
might recede 21/, spaces to the left of its initial kappa and begin the reading of line 1
at the edge of the band above the moulding: [Eni ...... Jov. I do not see how a longer



GREEK INSCRIPTIONS 109

name can be supplied, certainly not one so long as [Ex’ »Aotsrwriu]or, which exceeds by
two full letters the maximum here determined. On the other hand, there is no reason
why the inscription above the moulding must begin at the farthest possible left edge of
the stone. If it began approximately over the beginning of the text in line 2 below, the
restoration ['Emi Odgi]ov &oyovrog suits the available space perfectly. It is not possible
to restore [Emxi Nixooredr]ov, to follow Nikias of 2965, or [Emi ITet6idvu]ov, to follow
Nikias of 268/7. '

19. Fragment of Hymettian marble with the left edge preserved, but otherwise broken,
found on April 17, 1934, in a late Roman wall in Section K.

Height, 0.15 m.; width, 0.085 m.; thickness, 0.12 m.
Height of letters, 0.007 m.
Inv. No. I 1832.

The inscription is stoichedon 45. Five lines occupy
a vertical space on the stone of 0.06 m.; four columns
(measured on centres) occupy a horizontal space of
0.051 m. It is a distance of 0.02 m. from the left edge
of the stone to the margin of letters.

Before 263/2 B.c. CTOIX. 45
L.JO----------"---"---"------ dixetood)
vng Ev[ena wal @loTiulog wol oTe@avdoal Exdregoy olt]
@v Oal[Lob orepdvwe évaypdiar 0¢ T6de TO Yiipioua ToY yo)
auuat[ée Tov nare movravelay dv orhhy MO xal or])

5 oo gu[mooabey Tob ovvedpiov: &lg 9é Ty dvaypagiy Tijs 0]
kg [uepioar Todg émi i dotxnjoer - - doayude].
No. 19 vacat

The character of the lettering indicates a date in the first half of the third century =.c.
Comparison with No. 18 published above suggests also the possibility that the text here
given was in praise of an archon and his two paredroi. The restoration of line 2 has
been made on this assumption, but it should be noted that each of the paredroi in No. 18
(line 36) received “a golden crown according to the law ” while here an olive crown only
was granted. The stele containing No. 18 was to be set up in front of the ovvédgior;
in the present text the same word can be restored in line 5. The inscription ends with
provision for the expense of cutting the stele, which I restore in conformity with the
formulae of the period from 288/7 to 263/2.
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20. Part of a stele of Pentelic marble, found on October 25, 1934, in the wall of
a modern house in Section O. The stone is broken away above, below, and at the left,
but has part of the right side preserved, dressed smooth with a fine-toothed chisel. The

BENJAMIN D. MERITT

back is rough, with long drilled grooves.

Height, 0.385 m.; width, 0.325 m.; thickness, 0.165 m.
Height of letters (in line 1), 0.009 m.; (in other lines), 0.006 m.
Inv. No. I 2054.

The inscription is written in a modified stoichedon style; and ten lines of text occupy
The character of the lettering, type of marble, thickness of
the stone, estimated original width, and spacing of lines and letters all combine to show
that this fragment belongs to the document already published as 7.G., 112, 700. The
text of the complete inscription is printed here, with some renumbering of lines and re-

a vertical span of 0.139 m.

arrangement of the earlier fragments.

10

15

20

1.G-, 112, 700
252/1 s.c. CTOIX. 50

"Avriyoridog

CE]mi @Ouuoycgov doyovro[g &t i { } T9lTNYg TEUTQYE]

Anunrotddog

[[Jas ft Swovearolc] ‘Aflot]oz[... ... Mool gyoapudrever, Boy)

[0]oout@vog &rer #al [véar, méumine zai sizooriit g movravela]

[¢]" énxdroic wvgla’ Taw [7w]00é[dowy Emeiipiley . . ... . 0L ... .. ]

[.Jrwov Ogtdoiog nei ovumo[dedoor” - Demetriadis aut Antigonidis, - - -]

[Je Aaunvoeis ® Anudmipols - Aegeidis, - - - - Pandionidis, - - -]
-

‘Artafog Ologlniog, ¥ - - - - - Cecropidis, - - - - - ]
[. Jog Avanouels ¥ Teaola[g - Aeantidis, - - - - - Antiochidis -]

[.] Aevrovoeig ¥

[ . 2] AeEiwv *Augiydgovs AL [npieds slmev: * dmerdy) oi Epnfo oi €]
[yyoagpére|sg xal EguBetoav(teg émi Aveipartog doyovvog Jiéue]

[vav melbag]yotvreg wollg Te vluotg el . ....... '8 ... ]
[evinnnn oo, Jve = - - - - - o e o e oo
lacuna
e el I e loy Emipehyral &0
[F-- s e e a e m - rod]g deduovg Todg yryvo
[uérovg oo v i L Jwodvtwy adrods Tev y
P A amode]wvbuevor Ty abrdy ©

[movdiy #ai qulotiuier: © émotfoavro d& x]al Ty amédady i
[Bovhi megl tiig pnPelag’ ® Srwg By oty Epd]uihhoy it néot voig &
[pnBowg wols Ymplouact wob djuov mweibogy]ely elddowy & ydo
[trag dmorowotvrar ratebiag mwapd Tob Of]uov, ° Toygne dyebij d
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No. 20. Fragment d of 1.G., 112 700
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[eddybar it PBovAfjt wods meoédgovg ol ¥v] Adywoww mpoedgser
[v & v Ofuwe sig Ty modryy &xxlyjolay melocayaysiv mwodg Tov
[Ofuov wov xoounwiy xel yonuevioar mweel v]obTwy, yvduny 08 Evu
[Bardeolon wijc Bovdfic elg vov Ofjuov &rr Jolxel vel Bovkst © éma
e [wéoar tovg épifovs wal orepavioar Oell]ob orepdvwr cwpeos
(Vv Evena Ty Eyovreg Jdiarehotior medg wov Jfjuoly © dvayo[dipear]
[08 7dds ©0 Yhpuopue Tov yoauuatée Tov wevd swovravelav &v oTii]
(e Mbivie v dyoodiv © elg 08 wipy cvayoaqiy usoloan wov Emi ]

[¢ dwotunfoer ©0 yevbusvoy Gvdhwpo - - - - - = - - = - = = - - - - - - - 1
lacuna
T I T 1 I - A, oo, Smawvéoon 0¢ nal orePavd] ¢
[oar Oahro]d orepdv[we etrabiog Evena Tov woounwiy ©dv dpfBwy]
[. Jiwvidgy ’Avdgoxd[éovg . ... .. B, xal wov mewdoreifyy]
‘Eouddwgov ‘Eogriov Ay[agvéea *** wai Tov dwovtiowy _Avowldijy]
Aveurrdroov Svralirri[ov ¥ wal wov émhoudyny . . . .. oL Ni]
3 wdvdgov Avavdifey © e[l wov vofdeyy ... 20 L ]
o Rl TOV YQOUUETER [- - - — - - = - - - - - - - - oo 1
(i) Bouls
lacuna

(0L ¢gpnpBevoarreg dnm] Avriphvrog Fgoyovrog

[Avrryovidog) Olvyidog d
[F----------- Is ITeibixhijc Mevdvdoov ITgotfoidng
[F------------- Togyi]Triog 50 Ogalrnrog Kngioopdvvog’ Emux[n]pio[t](og)
[------------ - - vA]ijfey Kexgornidog
[----mmmmm - v ]7jfev Osoyévns Hyruovog ABuoved[c]

[drunrotddog) Ebrhiig Ednléove Ahaetg
- m e - én Kot] Mg Suunglag "Agiovodijov Ahes[v]g
R Jetbg 5 ‘Irmobwveidog

““““““““““““ - Diddorgarog Arogpdyrov *Elev[aiviog]
Snevorrmog “ANe§lwvog ALy [1evg]
Edfinoirog Oeavérov “Ayeodoborog]
Avrédinog "Aoysorodrov & O[lov]
60 [ A]otoreidng Kallpdvov Kém[gsiog)
Alevridog
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The text of fragment a is repeated substantially as given in the Corpus, except for
a slight correction in line 6, where the final sigma of the name of the proedros from
Erechtheis appears on the stone before the demotic Aaumrgete, and in line 10 where the
name of the archon of the preceding year may now be supplied from line 38. It should
be noted that the letters in the preserved portion of line 10 are crowded slightly, so
that this line contains in all 51 letters. The year has been interpreted as intercalary,
and the restorations of date in line 3 are those proposed by Johnson (Class. Phil.,
IX, 1914, p. 269) and adopted by Kirchner (I.G., 112, 700, addenda) and Dinsmoor
(Archons, p. 395).

Fragment b must be shifted from the left to the right margin of the reconstructed
text, for its right margin (not its left) is preserved. The lines have regularly 50 letter
spaces, except in line 18 where 51 have been restored; the crowding of letters is evident
in the preserved portion of the line. In lines 19 and 20 the restorations are so made
as to yield the desired DO letters: for cmoxouwofitar instead of damolinporrer cf. 1. G, 112,
798, line 24 (Hesperia, 1V, p. 583: nouwot[rzer]). Line 26 is here read for the first
time. There is no doubt about the letters, and the new paragraph should be restored
with the formula for publication. Cf. I.G., 1I?, 766, lines 12-15. The letters at the
beginning of line 30 are difficult to decipher today and must depend principally on
Koehler's readings. If they are incorrectly given, there is at least a chance that
lines 29 and 30 should be combined, thus eliminating the lacuna in the text between
fragments b and e.

The left edge of fragment ¢ is preserved, but a margin sufficient for one letter space
must be assumed before the recorded letters. The width of margin should not be deter-
mined by comparison with fragment a from the top of the stele, but from fragment 0,
the right margin of which after the last letter in each line was sufficient for an uninscribed
letter space. Margins, both on the left and right, evidently became wider toward the
bottom of the stone to compensate for a greater width of the stone itself. In line 36
the final alpha of a demotic is visible as the first letter preserved.

The new fragment here published shows that the names of the epheboi were arranged
in two columns. In line 41 the restoration [I'egy#]zziog shows that the first names be-
longed to the tribe Antigonis, so the demotics in lines 42 and 43 should be restored either
as [Ayouh]ifev or [“4r=vA]f0ev. The archon Antiphon, named in line 38, is probably to
be identified with that Antiphon of Erchia who headed the list of those who contributed
amounts from 50 to 200 drachmai in 241/0 for the safety of the city and the defense
of the country (I.G., 1I%, 791, line 33). He must have been a man of considerable
prestige; and his grandfather (P.4., 1296) had been vaulas voiggoroix@r» in 330/29
and 325/4.

The orator, whose name appears in line 9 as [24]Aelwy ‘Auguydoorg AL [yriedg], was
evidently father of the ephebos Smetoirmog Aheéiwvog “ATyv[tetc] of line HT. A grandson
of this Speusippos appears, presumably as a young man, in the archonship of Hermogenes

(183/2 m.o.; cf. P. 4., 1284G; I.G., 112, 2332, lines 11-15). If one reckons back two
8
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generations from 183/2 (at about 33 years each, as in Kirchner’'s P.4.) it appears that
the date of this inscription should be about the middle of the third century. Other prosopo-
graphical indications point to the same conclusion. In line 50 Theaitetos appears as an
ephebos; his grandfather (P.4., 6630) is dated ca. 300 B.c. Similarly, Theogenes, who
appears as ephebos in line 52, had a grandfather of about the same date. His great-
grandfather, at any rate, was active between 340 and 326 n.o. (cf. P. 4., 6294, s.v. ‘Hyfuwy).
Euthykritos (line 58) had a great-great-grandson who was ephebos (P.A4., H618) in the
year 123 B.o. If one reckons back four generations of 33 years each, the date of the
Euthykritos here mentioned was about 255 s.c. In line 59 Autodikos was the descendant
of that Autodikos who was diaitetes in 325/4 B.c. (P.4., 2708). This man must have been
the great-great-grandfather of the present ephebos. As diaitetes he was 60 years old in
325/4 (49. ITok., 53, 4), his son was presumably about 27, and the grandson (grandfather
of the later ephebos) was born possibly about 319/8. His ephebate then would have fallen
ca. 300 B.o. and the ephebate of Autodikos mentioned here in line 26 should be dated
about 66 years later, i.e., about 234 s.c.

These generations cannot, of course, all be reckoned accurately at 33 years, but the
prosopographical evidence indicates that Thymochares belongs in the archon table near
the middle of the century,— perhaps a little later, probably not much earlier. The name
of Antiphon, to be restored in S.F.G., III, 122 shows the date to be earlier than 240 B.c.
(cf. p. 126), and the latest available date for a free intercalary year is 252/1. This is
the year, therefore, to which Thymochares is assigned.!

In line 62 the spacing militates against the restoration of the name ["Ipix]odrng *Ipirod-
zov[g ‘Pauvoioiog], but the ephebos was undoubtedly descended from the fourth century
Athenian of that name (cf. P.4., 7736, T737).

One further prosopographical note should be added. In line 32 the name of the kos-
metes, as 1 believe, is recorded as [. .]Wwridngy “Avdooxd[éovg - - - -]. He is possibly a
relative of [...% . .Jdng “Avdgox[- - - - - - 1, listed in Hesperia, 111, no. 49, line 6. The same
restoration should be made in both inseriptions.

21. TFragment of Pentelic marble, broken on all sides, but with part of the moulding
across the top preserved, found in a modern fill in Section HH on February 7, 1936.

Height, 0.148 m.; width, 0.11 m.; thickness, 0.044 m.

Height of letters, 0.005 m.
Inv. No. I 3319.

The inscription is stoichedon. Five lines occupy a vertical space of 0.071 m.; and

five letters (measured on centres) occupy a horizontal space of 0.0 m.

! Ferguson, Athenian Tribal Cycles, pp. 102107, shows that Thymochares must precede Philoneos, now
dated in 250/49.
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247/6 B.c.(?) CTOIX. 50(?)
CEni Avxéov(?) Foyovrog 8]mi tiig [z[r=rz-rs voltng movraveiag)
e oeeenn.. oo, Juévov "Ey[wwwusds dypauudrever Boyde]
[outdrvog dwdexdrne, woilem xal dO[exdznqe Tig movravelas® Exxly)
[ote wvpic @y meoédowy &meipilely .. ... ... o ]
5 [o...7.... =l ovumeded]oot vacat

[ vacat #okev win] BovAijL [xai TdL duwe vacat ]
oo, L elmely v [[--------- ]

The name of the tribe in prytany was either Antigonis or Demetrias, and was erased
when the Macedonian tribes were abolished at the end of the century. The beginning
of the erasure is on the stone in line 1. Line 2 preserves in part the name of a secre-
tary hitherto unknown, whom I assign tentatively to the year 247/6 in conformity with
the secretary cycle. The inscription as a whole exhibits the so-called “ perfect” design,
described by Dow in A4.J.4., XL (1936), p. 656; the earliest example now preserved of the
completed pattern (ibid., p. 66) appears not before 250 B.c., since the dating of Polyeuktos
and I.G., II?, 679 in 243/2 instead of
25b/4. The demotic of the secretary
should be restored either as Ed[wrvuetg]
or Ej[mveidrg], but the latter is practically
excluded by other known secretaries in
the available period from the tribe Leontis.

The name of the archon to be supplied
in line 1 is uncertain, and even the
number of letters in the name depends
on the symmetrical arrangement of the
#ofev-clause in line 6. It has been
assumed that there was the same un-
inscribed space both before and after it
on the stone, and if this is true then
the name of the archon contained about
six letters. The name Lykeas is possible,
and this archon may be suggested ten-
tatively in the restoration.

The substance of the decree is lost.
In line 7 the last letter preserved may
be restored as part either of the word
émetdn) or nepi from the beginning of the
No. 21 probouleumatic motion.

8*
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22. Two fragments of Hymettian marble, broken on all sides and at the back.
The larger piece (A) was found on June 8, 1935, in Section H; the smaller piece (B)
was found on June 14, 1933, in Section ©.

A. Height, 0.22 m.; width, 0.22 m.; thickness, 0.075 m.

Height of letters, 0.005 m.
Inv. No. I 2972,

B. Height, 0.094 m.; width, 0.095 m.; thickness, 0.037 m.
Height of letters, ca. 0.004 m.
Inv. No. I 982.

The inscription is not stoichedon. Ten lines of text occupy a vertical space of
0.102 m. on the stone, and ten letters (measured on centres) occupy a horizontal space
of ca. 0.83 m.

No. 22, Fragment B

A [....0%X". ... s
[...%5...] d[evr]e
[..?2..]d0nuos wei

[émi AN]uBiddov oyxov wvacat
5 [dywr]obérng NixoxAijs
[mak] @ ropwidic
[KaA]Aiag éviza
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[Mioa]vbodmwotg Aigpe
[dioox]oveidng dev
10 [Ddou]gre Mevdvdo

[..%..]g vol ITrwys @ik
[aom}gmjg edaiolg

[...% . Jog évix ‘Egusi [Aowv
[..7...] dev Aedov[w - - - - -

15 [...5% . zol] Mabyz[aig(?) - - -
[roedadr Toa]y[widiad]

lacuna
B [...%%... zol] QUA[- -

[...=3 .. Mev]exno
[wadaré@r ro]aywidion

20 [T Evine
[... %% .. Zopo
[...%%9%...0]e0 "Li[ow - - -
[. .5, . zol Of)dim[odL - - -

The inscription here recorded lists the actors who received first, second, and third
awards in the production of Old Comedy, Old Satyr-plays, and Old Tragedy. Lines 4-16
are dated definitely in the archonship of Alkibiades, who has been assigned to the
year 251/0 in the table given below on p. 13b. Lines 1—-3 are from the end of the
record of the year immediately preceding. Lines 17-23 do not belong to the archonship
of Alkibiades, for the entry of line 19 specifying the Old Tragedy cannot be identified
with the record of line 16. Whether these lines come from a year somewhat earlier or
somewhat later depends on whether fragment B should be placed above or below
fragment A. There is no evidence at present to make a decision possible.

In the late fourth century (I.G., II%, 2323 a) and again in the late third century
(I.G., 112, 2323) there was only one Old Comedy produced ecach year at the City
Dionysia. Our present text from the middle of the third century lists three Old Comedies,
as well as Satyr-plays and Old Tragedies. From this difference in the number of
Old Comedies it is apparent that the new inscription does not belong to the City
Dionysia; it must be associated rather with the Lenaean festival, and it gives evidence
for the great interest there in the Old Plays.

Line 7: The name of the actor [KeAd]iieg has been restored from I.G., 112, 2325,
line 221. He was thrice victor in the Lenaean contest, his first success being datable
about 265 B.c. The victory here recorded with the Micdvlgwmor of Diphilos may have
been his second or third victory. In either case a date near the middle of the century
is appropriate for the archon Alkibiades, when this second or third vietory was won.

Line 8: The restoration was made by Edward Capps. The play is not otherwise
attested, but the reading seems certain.
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Line 9: There was an actor Awooxove(dng Mevdvdoov Svmalirriog in the latter part of
the second century (Sundwall, N.P.4., p. 64), father of the Menander listed by Kirchner
as P.A4., 9886. See O'Connor, History of Actors and Acting in Ancient Greece (Diss.,
Princeton, 1908), p. 93, no. 158. His grandfather was probably the A.ooxo[ve(dn]g named
in I1.G., 112 2325, line 178, as having gained a victory in comedy at the Lenaean festival
about 190 m.c. If one were to recede another two generations, the Dioskourides
mentioned in the present text would find his floruit about 255 B.c., which is near the
date given to the document by the archonship of Alkibiades.

Line 10: The spacing is correct for the restoration [@®dou]eze. On the play, see
Kock, Comicorum Atticorum I'ragmenta, 111, pp. 143—144; also Allinson, Menander (Loeb
Classical Library), pp. 448-455.

Line 11: For the ITrwy$ of Philemon, see Kock, op. cit., II, pp. 495—496.

Line 12: The restoration [oazvgot]g exactly fills the space available, and is confirmed by
the fact that the only play known named Hermes (line 13) was a Satyr-play. The plays were
produced independently, and formed a separate category just as did the Old Comedy and
Tragedy. First, second, and third ratings were also given the actors of the Satyr-plays.

Line 13: For the ‘Eoujj¢ of Astydamas, see Nauck, Trag. Graec. Frag.,® pp. T18=779.

Lines 14-15: The names of two Satyr-plays hitherto unknown appear here, probably
the “Arleg and the Mabyzei. The names of the authors are not preserved.

Line 16: The heading for the Old Tragedy came immediately after the third citation of
the Satyr-plays. This arrangement shows that the items in lines 17-18 which precede
immediately the heading for the Old Tragedy, should also be interpreted as belonging
to Old Satyr-plays. The restoration is doubtful, but the name of the author Menekrates
probably appears in line 18. He is known to have written tragedy, and his authorship
of Satyr-plays may be safely inferred. The title of his play mentioned in line 17 seems
to have been @uvl - - - - - , otherwise unknown.

Line 21: The victory was won with a play of Sophocles.

Lines 22-23: For plays named ‘I§lwy and Oidimovg see the index of Nauck, Trag.
Graec. Frag.,? pp. 965 and 967.

Lines 1-3 present a special problem, for the type of record does not correspond to
anything preserved in the rest of the inscription or indeed to anything in the other
documents .G, 112, 2318-2325 which are concerned with contests and victories at the
City Dionysia and the Lenaean festival. Their meaning and interpretation remain at
present obscure.

23. A new fragment of I.G., 112 778 was found on March 10, 1937, in Section X.
It has the left margin preserved and joins the stone already known. Both fragments
are of Pentelic, not Hymettian, marble.

Height (combined), 0.445 m.; width, 0.146 m.; thickness, 0.093 m.

Height of letters, 0.005 m.

Inv. No. I 4622 (for the new fragment).



No. 23. I.G. I1?, 778
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LG, 112, 778

244/3 p.c. CTOIX, 33

"Ert @soothdyov doyorvog E[mi i . . . vri]

[0]og deviéoag movraveiag ¥ [t Aiédotog A

toyrnrov  Dgsdootog Eyypauuldrevey: Mere]

yettri@vog  dwdsxdrnt, Jdwde[ndent g 7o)

5 vravelag © éxxdnole wvola™ w[@v mweoédowy]

gmeyipiley v Ivloyérmg T'hav[ximmov Ahw]
mwendfliey wal ovumodedgor” vacat

vev gobey i Bovkit wal T@[ Fhuwe vUv]

Kohaidng Kohatdov Evmerowisy [eimev: &me)

10 (0 rob duov vob Abpraiwy xal [ToT x0tv0]

§ o0 Botwtiy ovufolov mowmoou[évwy moo)

¢ alMilovg xal Eloudvwr Enxdyrlov vy Aa)

wiéwy wéhw, drvedébaro wabieiv [10 Jinao]

Thotoy xel ¥y oi Gmooralévis[g o Thv A

15 [epidor] i [vég) 0[]rag drogalivovow . . ..]
__________________________ ]
L EL e ]
[IKN[ ... 2 0edoybar wel Povkel: 7]

otg la;{[o'rmg mooédoorg elg Ty Emioboa]
20 ¥ e’xxlr/ai[av xonuaricar megl Tobtwy, yra]
uny 08 SvupBldidesbar Tijg Bovhig elg wor O]
fuov Gou do[xel it Povkijt ¥ Emawvéoar i)
v wéhy vav A[owdoy val orepoarioor adri))
v yovo@L ore[(pdvwe rave Tov véuov ebrola]
55 ¢ &vexar By Eylovoa Oraredsi megl Tov dijuo]
7oy Abppalwy * wol dvayopstoar T0v 0TE]
pavov diowo[lwy Toy peydhov rawvois o]

A

aywtdoig »al [[Tavabpyaiwy v@v peydor ]
ot yeuvin@e ¢[yove © g dé moujoewg Tob 0]
A \ ~ U 2
30 wepdvov x[al Tig dvayogevoswg  Emiuels ]
fvew [vov émi i droturjoer - - - = - - - - - - ]

The new fragment adds little of historic interest to the text, though the initial
lambda of A4[awéwr] is preserved in line 23 and so confirms the accepted restoration
[Ac]uiéwy of lines 12—13 and 14-15. The golden ecrown voted for the city of Lamia
was to be proclaimed at the Great Dionysia and again at the Great Panathenaea.
Since the decree was passed in Mctageitnion of 244/3, it is evident that this second
proclamation was planned for the Panathenaea of 242/1, almost two years in the fature.
One cannot justifiably argue, then, that mention in any decree of such proclamation at
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the Great Panathenaea necessitates a date for the decree in the immediately preceding
year. In particular, there is no reason to suppose (cf. Dinsmoor, Archons, pp. 80 and 168)
that the decree for Phaidros (I.G., 112, 682) was passed in the year preceding a Great
Panathenaic festival. Tentatively, I had assigned this decree to the year 259,8, and
the archon Euboulos of the previous year—though even this is doubtful (cf. Dinsmoor,
loc. cit.)—to 260/69.1 TFerguson has shown good reason for dating the archon Phano-
machos, whose name has recently been recovered on one of the documents from the
Agora, in 260/59, shortly after the Peace which ended the Chremonidean War. There
is nothing known about the date of Euboulos which makes this impossible, and he may
with equal propriety be assigned to the year 259/8.2 These dates have been adopted
in the archon table presented below on pp. 131-139.

24. Two contiguous fragments of Pentelic marble, found on December 1, 1936, and
February 2, 1937, in Section X. The back and right side of the original stele are
preserved, and part of the simple triangular pediment remains.

Height, 0.310 m.; width, 0.557 m.; thickness, 0.131 m.

Height of letters, ca. 0.005 m.

Inv. No. I 4323,

The inscription is stoichedon. Ten letters (measured on centres) have a horizontal
space of 0.098 m.; five lines vertically measure 0.07 m.

243/2 B.c. CTOIX. 57
0] € 0 {
[éi Ilodveb]wrov Hoyovvog &mi tfig IMavdi[ovi]dog weling mouvrarelag ¥ it
[Xatgepav Aoyleorodrov Kepalifey &yolauud]revey, Bondgouiivog 3ydde
[¢ émi dénar 8ydder nai] dendrne tiic mo[vravel]ag * &undyole xvgla T@Y oo

5 [édowv Emeyiipilev v Aovisiog Af. .. ... B Jotog zal ovumededoor
[8d05e]y wij[ BovAie xal TdL Ofuwi] vacat
[ B eimey® dme1di) ot py]Bot ot émi Oego[i]

[Adyov &oyovrog Eyyoupévies wdag we ulandg Aeitoveyotv]reg Tov dv[ic]

[veoy JieTéleoay wal -~ - — = - = = = - = = - - o oo oL ]

The preamble can be restored with the aid of the other known decrees of the year
of Polyeuktos (I.G., 112, 679% and 680). In form it represents the “developed” type
described by Dow in 4.J.4., XL (1936), p. 65. Tt may be noted also that the secribal
idiosyneracy of leaving an uninscribed space before the word % (line 2 of the present

1 Hesperia, 1V (1935), pp. 582 and 584.
2 Cf. p. 74, above.
3 Cf. S.E.G., 111, 92 for the text.
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text) appears in the other two decrees of Polyeuktos’ year. TFor the restoration of
lines 8-9, see I.G., I1%, 665, lines 10-11.

This decree settles one of the most vexed problems of the chronology of Athenian
archons in the third century B.c., for Polyeuktos is now shown to be the immediate
successor of Thersilochos. So much has been written about the date of Polyeuktos
that it would be tedious to enumerate the arguments again; the present text makes it
clear that I'erguson’s scheme B! is essentially correct and that one may now reckon
with Polyeuktos in 243/2 as a fixed date. Certain new evidence of purely epigraphic
nature, presented recently by Dow,? has pointed to this same conclusion; and Robert?
has insisted that, whatever the specific year, the archonship of Polyeuktos must have
come (from its association with the founding of the new Delphic Soteria) later than the
accession of Seleukos II in 247/6. There can now be no doubt that his insistence was
justified.

Inasmuch as the archons Hieron and Diomedon followed immediately after Polyeuktos
(cf. S.I.G., II, 9), their years are now fixed as 242/1 and 241/0. The later group
comprising Theophemos, Kydenor, and Eurykleides (see Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 90) can
be placed only after the sequence which extends from Athenodoros in 240/39 to Lysanias
in 235/4, now fixed at beginning and end by the known secretaries and the secretary
cycle. These archons (Theophemos, Kydenor, and Eurykleides) must be dated at least
as late as 234/3, 233/2, and 232/1. This is the position to which they have been assigned
in the table presented below on pp. 131-139. The general disposition of the names on
the stele published as S.E.G., 1I, 9 is given by Dow (op. cit., Plate IV) according to
Ferguson’s scheme B. The only change that should be made is that the archon Lysias
must be assigned to the year 239/8 instead of 238/7. The definitive evidence for this
determination lies in the insceription published below as No. 25. Cf. also Hesperia,
IV (1935), pp. 556 and 585.

It should be observed that there is no longer any ground for the hypothesis that
the Diomedon of S.FE.G., 11, 9 was different from the Diomedon of I.G., 112, 791. The
dating of Diomedon in 241/0 raises again the question of interpreting the third-century
inventories of Asklepios, but the problem has too many complications to be discussed
in this report. A reconstruction of the stele itself in Athens (I.G., II% 1534) is much
to be desired.

25, Part of a stele of bluish-white Pentelic marble, found on May 8, 1936, in
Section T. The upper left corner is preserved with part of the moulding above the
inscription and part of the pedimental top. The back was roughly dressed.

b Athenian Tribal Cycles, pp. 26—20.

* 4.J. A., XL (1936), pp. 57-70.

3 Rev. Et. Anc., XXXVIII (1986), pp. 1-23.

* Flaceliére, Les Autoliens, p. 177, has recently argued for 243/2.
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Height, 0.38 m.; width, 0.30 m.; thickness, 0.115 m.
Height of letters, 0.006 m.
Inv. No. I 4138.

The letters are arranged stoichedon with 34 letters in a line. Five lines vertically
occupy a space of 0.07d m. and five rows occupy a horizontal space of 0.05 m. An
extra letter was probably crowded in at the end of line 17, giving a total of 35 letters
to this line.

239/8 B.c. CTOIX. 34
Eni Aveiov doylovrog éni ijg ...". .. idog]
[vd]ing movrave[lag . ....... Y. .. .. .. ]

[Agid)raiog 8yo[apudrever ElagnBolidvog]
[dvdzn]e uer’ elw[ddag devtépar zal ToLanoo]
5 [ei i) movrav[elag® éuxdnoia” t@v mooédow)

v émewiloley Z[.......... A ]
[xal Jvun].go'ed‘g[m vacat ]
[vovvr Eo)&er wij[e BovAije zal @ OHuwe Y]
[...5%...] Hewroy[.. ... o simey' el
10 [0 % bosta] vig Baolh[ng ....... Lo ]

[xal ot iggorr]otol ob yewgo[wornlévies érmi]
[Abpvoddgov ém]awvobory wov ¢[oyiréxrora]
[xal xedebovow mléupar elg o[y mouniy 1@v]
[Havebpralwy Tiv] abrob Ovyaré[oa Svi vijg €]
5 [muslsiag 108 a0t rakidg xai @likoriuwg €]
[rreuedntn: deddyber v]fje Bolv]Ast [Totg Aaydv]
[tag meoédoovs elg tay] émioboary [Sxxdnoiay)
[ronuarioar megl vovrw]y yva[uny 08 Svufdl)
[Aeobo wijg PovAfjg elg Tov Jfjuov &vr doxst)
80  mmmmmmmm e m e mmm e mmmm e

The decree here published is from the archonship of Lysias in whose year the Deme-
trieian war broke out (I.G., 1% 1299, line 57), and the date 239/8 suggested in Hesperia,
IV (1985), pp. 556 and 585, is now confirmed by the demotic of the secretary, who came
from Aphidnai. This is the probable restoration for line 3; the other possible reading
[Oc]vatog would refer either to the same tribe Aiantis (XI) and so still belong in 239/8
or to the tribe Hippothontis (X) which furnished the secretary in 240/39. But the year
240/39 belongs to Athenodoros, and his name is probably to be restored also as of the
previous year in line 12 of the present text.

The stoichedon arrangement necessitates the restoration [devedoar xai 7otemoorsi] for
the date within the prytany in lines 4-5, thus showing that the year of Lysias was inter-
calary. The consequences of this are far-reaching, for the decree I.G., 112, 702, which
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also belongs to an intercalary year, can now no longer be assigned to 238/7, and —with
its secretary from Alopeke—must be dated in 2560/49. This year is available, for it has
now been shown that the inscriptions previously assigned to 250/49 (Hesperia, IV, 1935,
pp. 553-556) belong in reality in 305/4 (Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 203); and indeed no other
year within the span where the document belongs is free for the secretary here named
from the twelfth tribe.!

This argument for dating I.G., 112, 702 in 250/49 had already made it evident, even
before the discovery of the new decree from the year of Polyeuktos, that Kydenor could
no longer be given a date in the late 'fifties. As we now know, his name must be trans-
ferred to 233/2 (see above, p. 123).

It should be noted here that Wilhelm's reading [éni Kvdfvoglog for S.E.G., III, 122
would be incompatible with a date for the inscription after the death of Antigonos, and
that if the restoration were unique Kydenor could not be dated in 233/2.2 But a new
archon’s name with genitive in - - - - o¢ has now been found for this period in an in-
scription from the Agora (No. 20, above) which names the archon Antiphon. A possible
reading for S.E.G., IIL, 122 is, therefore, [én’ Avtip@vr]oc, and the date for the inscription
may still be earlier than 240, even with Kydenor in 233/2.

Lines 2-5: Since the year of Lysias was intercalary the equation of date may be
restored as Elaphebolion 22 — Prytany IX, 32. This was the 288th day of the year;
each prytany had 32 days, and the civil calendar began with full Hekatombaion—reversing
the order of full and hollow months at midyear (or before). The restoration [évdezy]e
per’ elx[ddag -] with backward count indicates the 22nd day of the month. The assumption
is that Elaphebolion was full.

Lines 8-9: The disposition of these lines on the stone shows what Dow calls the
“perfect design,” which was developed about the middle of the third century (4.J.4., XL,
1936, p. 64).

Lines 10 -11: The restoration is uncertain. Apparently the priestess of Basile (?) and
the hieropoioi had recommended the honors awarded in the decree.

Lines 12 and 15: The verb [én]awotowr is followed by the conjunction [6z:] which gives
the reason for the praise. The word &z is restored, but cf. Meisterhans-Schwyzer, Gram-
matik der atlischen Inschriften,® p. 252.

26. Small fragment of Hymettian marble, broken on all sides, found on June 5, 1933,
in a late fill in Section Z.

Height, 0.085 m.; width, 0.092 m.; thickness, 0.033 m.
Height of letters, 0.005 m.
Inv. No. I 933.

! Dow (A4.J.A., XL, 1936, p. 66) gives other reasons derived from a study of form for dating I G,
112, 702, ca. 250 B.c. But see also his note on Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 21, suggesting now a later date.
2 See Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 178.
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Five lines occupy on the stone
a vertical span of 0.051 m.

ca. 189/8 NON-CTOIX.
————— 1 Toig 1% - - -

- - 10 Didwvog 7o - - -

[- - Keplakijbey ywoioy - - -

vacat
5 [émi- - -]zorg &oyovt[og - - -]
---- Jmovravel [ag - - -]
[- - - devzéloan iawy[évov -]

The inscription is a record of

sale of confiscated properties.

No. 26 The character of the lettering,

especially the shapes of the alpha,

indicate a date in the early second century. Furthermore, the marble has the same

general color and texture as that of Hesperia, V, no. 15, which must be dated in 196/5 s.c.

It is possible that the archon named in line 5 is the same as the archon of I.G., 112,

934/5 (189/8 B.c.). Tor the second day of the month as the day of confiscations, ecf.
Hesperia, V, no. 10, lines 11-12 and 115-116.

27. TFragment of bluish-white marble, broken on all sides, found on January 29, 1934,
in a late wall in Section B.

Height, 0.192 m.; width, 0.21 m.; thickness, 0.06 m. (probably not original).
Height of letters, 0.005 m.—0.006 m.
Inv. No. I 1250.

The writing is not stoichedon, and the letters have pronounced finials. Ten lines have
a vertical span of 0.086 m.

Late Second Century s.c. NON-CTOIX. ca. 60-73

[F--------- rabiorap]é[vorg Onuociorg pev’
avaygapils mdvte 1 uétga wai orabud: &av)

[0¢ ©v i) magad@ow elom)eartéofwoely Hmo
Ty TeTayuévwy én’ abrodg xave 10 Yipioua xal ddv)

[tora dmokéowory raraor]evaléobwacwy @[vri Taw
arcolopévwr Erega Toradra” rarefallé]
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No. 27

[o8woar 08 xai yeodyelagov &v [v@i] Mnrodiwe [y

By magakdBwor xal magaddoy: kv 0¢ Tob)
5 [ro uy xovefdilwv]rar uy d[6éo]rw adroig 8A[evBéoar

Aewrovoyiay Oprwrelyv. dra)

[t0é0bw 08 %ai iy &]xz[o]d[n]od[ty on]rduara Tob
[re dumoptxob Tadavrov xai dexduvov rai mev]

[tduvov nai dipvov x]al ura(g] xel fu]uwreiov xai
rag[Tnudoov nai y0dég nal yoi]

[rizog. dav 0é wig GAi]oun[tar w]axo[ve]yay megl 1
uérloa nal t¢ orabud ve welusra & ve)

[efjt Sudde xai &y "EA]evoive »[a]i du [Ile]ipatel vl
dv Ax[o]lo[ndhet, ddv Te Hoywy &dv Te i
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10 [eng v ve dnudoio]g, Evoyog &Tw THL Yopwr THL
reLu[évon mweol Tig T@Y nonovg]
[yowv Cnuleg: Emiuelhelo[bw 08 x]ai 9 Bovdi) 7§ &
‘Aoto[v mwdyov xal TOv woroveyodvrd i)
[weol Tabta wohaléltw wovd Tole meol T@Y
nemot[oywy weLusvorg véuovg® VY]
[avayodior 02 Tdde ©0] Yipioua elg orihog
MO[{vag ©ov nabeorausvor &vdga]
[éni iy raraoxkeviy v]@y udtowy woi orabul[oy
xol oTioar & Toig olxowg &v oig)
15 [xal vo uéroa wal v ovabuld weivor. wacat
vacat

Copies of this decree were to be set up in the Skias (or Tholos), in Eleusis, in the
Peiraeus, and on the Akropolis (lines 9 and 14-15). A large part of the text inscribed
on the Akropolis was copied by Fourmont, and his notes are the basis for the publication
in I.G., 1%, 1013. This stone is now lost.! The present fragment is not part of the
Akropolis stele, for the division of lines is different from that given in Fourmont’s copy;
it belongs rather to the stone set up in the Tholos. The preserved portion corresponds
to lines 49-62 of I.G., 112, 1013, and each fragment may be used in making the necessary
restorations in the other. The corresponding lines of I.G., 112, 1013 may now be read
as follows:

I1.G., 112, 1013
(in part)

—————— pere[n]ag[ad]tddrw[oav] d[E] o[t dn)udolio]t
ast voig [ue]l [&la[v]rodg xabtoTous)
5 voig Onuooiolg uer’ Gvaypoqis évdv[ta] ©¢ [uéroa
xal ovebud]® v 0é v wi mwalpaddot]y, e[lomoarté)
[0]0woay dmd Ty vevayuévoy dn’ adrods wavd TO
Yhpioue, xal [8av Twve droléowory, varaorsva]
[Lé0] 0w (oav) avel vav amoloudvwy [€lr[egle [torabra:
revafo]réocbooay 08 wal yeipdyoagoy [év] v@[r M)
[tow]twn éw &y moagardfwor rgl malola[ddow: &ov &
vobro uy *]evefdlhwvror ui élor]w ad[v]olic &)
[Aev0]éoar Aetroveyiay Onrey(eiv dvariféobo & xai
slg a&]xgdmoly oniuﬁluam vob t[e] Sumopi[x]ot [Takdy)
5% [ro]v xal dexduvov xal (mevtduvov xai) dluvov [xai uvég
wal fuiuvaiov ol velolrnudeov nal ;'goég [xal yoivirog]’

! T wish to express thanks to Professor D. Kampouroglou and to Sterling Dow for assistance in a
recent though fruitless search.
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[8]av 0¢ wig dhiounrar roxovey@y swgel vé uéroe xai To
orabud vo re[fjuelva & ve w”][ Swi]

[¢0]e nal &y Edeveive nai éu IT[eoate]l wal v duoomdlet,
dav ve Goywy &dv te [(didrng &)

av e Onudoiog, [&lvo[y]log &orw TdL »[du]we T
xe[cu)évar meol wiig T[@]y nanodgywy [Cnulag).

smpelelofow 02 xai [§ Blov[Ay ] & dosiov mwdyov wal To¥
*axoveyodvTd T TWE[Ql TabTe %0)

60  Aaldtw xare Todg el TG [¥] nowoveywy weLuévovg

vdpovg. &vaygo?i,l;at 08 ©d[de] 7o [yi]

[pwop]a [el]lg ovihag MO[iv]a[s wov xabslovauévor Evdga
elg Ty waveorevy THY [Ué]

[towy xal ov]abudy xal orfioar &v voig oixoig v
oig wal T¢ péroe el To orabud xstret.

(For the rest of the text, see I.G., 112, 1013.)

Divisions at ends of lines in both copies-should probably be according to complete
words or syllables. So, in 1.G., 11% 1013, read:

[usi|fw] (lines 11-12). Cf. also the majuscule copy in I.G., II, 476.
‘Exc|[rou)Boudre (lines 16 —17).
nwhot[v|7]ag (lines 21-22).
x[ef|M]ovg (lines 22—23).
Sze[arnpd|oov] (lines 29-30).
dumoo[t|xdg] (lines 34-3b).

[z&]y (line 43).

xoh[&|Covt]eg (lines 46—47).
[émavedy] (line 48).
[xaraoneve|Géo]0w(oar) (lines H1-52).
[My|red]iwe (lines H2-H3).
[vaddy|vo]v (lines 5H4-5D).

[zod]g (line 64).

podv[B|div]we (lines 64—65).

[z]ag (line 66).

Changes in reading from the previously published text are:

¢[lomoarzé|o]Bwoay (lines 50-H1; see the present text, line 2).

[3dv zwe dmoléowowy, raraousve|(éo]Bw(oav) (lines 51-52). The main verb is plural,
and conditions also the number of the dependent émodésworr. Fourmont’s copy
omits the final -oav of xaraorsvaléobwoar. See the present text, line 3. The word
roatre is substituted here for duddver in both inscriptions for the sake of the
context.
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[&v] v@[c My|row]iwe (lines 52-53; the reading is clear in the present text, line 4).
[8|Aevb]épar (lines H3-DH4; the initial letters EA are clear in the new fragment, line 5).

Fourmont’s copy omits mevzdurov xei because of haplography. Bockh (C.1.G., I, 123)
noted this curious omission: “pentamnum deesse mirum est.” That the five minai
standard was specified in the original is shown by the text of the new piece, which
gives wvég and Huuveiov without the definite article. They should be so restored also
in 1.G., 1I%, 1013, and the restoration (mevrduvov xai) is necessary to fill out the spacing
of the line.

ware vodg meot should be read in line 60. See line 12 of the new fragment. The
reading ‘u.aro'z is an error in I.G., 112, 1013. The majuscule text of I.G., II, 476
gives xarzd.

[ué|rowr zal ot]abu@y (lines 61-62). The definite article before [oz]afu@y should be
omitted ; see the new fragment, line 14.

The determination of dates for Telokles, Antiphon, Thymachares, Polyeuktos, and
Lysias has now brought a greater degree of certainty into the framework of the archon
tables of the third century, so that it seems advisable to present the list as now
established with reference to the foregoing discussion and with some comment on other
inseriptions which are important for the dates suggested. In connection with the table
general reference should be made to the evidence collected in Dinsmoor’s indispensable
volume, The Archons of Athens, and in Ferguson's Athenian Tribal Cycles. Reference should
also be made to De Sanctis’ recent discussion in the Rivista di Filologia, 1936, pp. 263-273,
especially pp. 2601f. A named secretary for any one of the dated archons Anaxikrates
(279/8), Demokles (278/7), or Pytharatos (271/0), possibly also for Peithidemos, Diognetos,
or Antipatros, would establish definitely the chronology of the archons of the early third
century. Until such a discovery, absolute certainty is impossible.

YEAR TYPE ARCHON SECRETARY TRIBE

307/6 I Anaxikrates Avoiag Nobimmov Aiopselg 11
1.G., 11% 4565-465; S.E.G., 111, 86 (cf. also 87-88);
Hesperia, 11, p. 398, IV, pp. 536-5H44, V, pp. 201-205;
Classical Studies presented to Edward Capps, pp. 356-363;
A.J.P., LVIIL, pp. 220-222. Note that I.G., 112, 726 is
the same as I.G., 112, 461.

306/5 0* Koroibos Idugilog Osoysitovog ‘Papvovoiog XI
1.G-, 112, 467-476, 472 add., 675 + 525; A.J. 4., XXXVIL,
pp. 412-416; A..J.P., LVIIL, pp. 329-333.

305/4 0* Euxenippos Advélvonog Abwov ~Ahwrmrenijhey X1I
I.G., 112, 703, 7196, 797; Hesperia, V, pp. 201-203.

9%
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YEAR TYPE ARCHON SECRETARY TRIBE
304/3 0* Pherekles *Emuyagivog Anuoydoovg I'egyrreiog I

1.G., 11%, 481—-486, 563, 621; Hesperia, IV, pp. H44-H4d
and VI, pp. 323-327.

303/2 I* Leostratos Aibpavrog Arovveoddgov Dyyovaiog 11
1.G., 112 489-498.
302/1 0* Nikokles Nirwy @sodwgov Iwbedg v

1.G., 112, 499-505; Hesperia, 1, p. 4b; III, 75 IV, 6; cf.
. pp- b45-547; V, 12,

301/0 I* Klearchos Myioepy[og Truooredr]ov Ilgofalioiog A%
1.G., 112, 640; Hesperia, IV, p. b47.

300/299 0 Hegemachos 6
299/8 0% Euktemon Ogdpirog Fevopivrog Kepaliley VII
1.G., 112, 641--642; Hesperia, IV, p. b48.

298/7 0# Mnesidemos oo o, Jrovg @[vAdatog] VIII
(unpublished inscription from the Agora, plus I.G., 117,
643).

297/6 I Antiphates 9

296/5 0 Nikias A[v]r[no]drng Koariv[ov "Alny]e[etg] X
1.G., 112, 644-645.

295 /4 I* Nikostratos Awodleog Ag[rovoudylov Delrnoels XI
I.G., 112, 646-647; cf. commentary on p. 100, above.

294/3 0 Olympiodoros

I1.G., 112, 378 (see above, pp. 98-100).
293/2 0* Olympiodoros

1.G., 11%, 389, 649 (cf. Dinsmoor, Archons, pp. 7-9); No. 17,
above.

292/1 I Philippos 12

1.G., 112, 702, cited here by Ferguson, Tribal Cycles, p. 29,
belongs in 250/49.

291/0 0* Aristonymos S L S, lg Albahidng I
1.G., 1I*, 669, 671.
290/89 0 Charinos [ 38 Jvg @oga[ievg] 11

1.G., 113, 697; cf. Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 68.



YEAR

2898

288/7

287/6

286/5

285 /4

284/3

283/2

282/1

281/0

280/79

279/8

278/1

277/6

276/5

TYPE

I

0*

0#*

I*

O*

I*

O

O*

GREEK INSCRIPTIONS
ARCHON SECRETARY

Telokles
1.G., 11% 2797; Hesperia, 1V, 41; see above, pp. 107-108.
Diokles Eevopd[v N]inéov “Adeels
I1.G., II%, 650, 651, 662-663 (but on the date, see also
De Sanctis, Riv. di Fil., 1936, pp. 261 ff.).
Diotimos Aveiotearvog [’Algtoro[u]dyov IHatavietg
1.G., 112, 663-655; also 2 unpublished Agora pieces.

Isaios
1.G., 112, 6566 (cf. Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 2).

Euthios Neavowuévyg Navebdov Xolagysig
1.G., 112 6567-659, 1290; see above, p. 103. The full name
of Euthios was Etfiog ‘Avvipdrrog Tebodatog.
Nikias Ozdpihog Ogoddrov “Ayogvets
1.G., 11?7, 1290; see above, No.18; I.G., 112, 1273 (see
above, p. 108).
Ourias Evéevog Kaldiov _AiEwveig
1.G., 112, 660; Hesperia, IV, 40-41; cf. Hesperia, IV, p. 548;
1.G., 112, 1273 (see above, p. 108).
Kimon L..7... Edgololwrog *Elevaiv[iog)
I.G., I1% 670 A; see above, p. 106.
Gorgias
[Plutarch], ¥Vit. X Orat. 847D ; cf. Hesperia, IV, pp. 571-572.
Sosistratos A B ]
1.G., 1I% 672, 3081; see above, p. 104. (If the name

Polystratos should be restored here, then Sosistratos be-
longs in 261/0 and Lykeas in 273/2 or 272/1.)

Anaxikrates - - - - (0y[c] N[ixwr]og Ei[zeaiog]
1.G., 112, 670 B; Paus. X, 23, 14; cf. above, p. 106.
Demokles [------ PR B detters ]
Paus. X, 23, 14; I1.G., 112, 673.
Olbios Kvdlag Tipwridov Edwrvueig
L.G., 112, 192; Hesperia, 11, b.
Xenophon Khsuy[évmg - - - - - - Adouevg)

1.G., 112, 682, 1534 A (but see p. 123).

133
TRIBE

3

v

VII

VIII

IX

11

12

111

(1V]
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YEAR

275/4

274/3

273/2
272/1

271/0

270/69

269/8

268/7

267/6

266/5

265/4

264/3

263/2

262/1

261/0

BENJAMIN D. MERITT

TYPE ARCHON SECRETARY

I* Glaukippos E¥fow[og . . . . ]olvov Muvggirobotog
1.G., 112, 674, 676.

0 (..5 .. )ou R A Jov Zovwvie[tg]
I.G., 112, 104 ; cf. Hesperia, 1V, p. 549.

1

0 Euboulos
See above, p. 104.

I Pytharatos
Diogenes Laertius, X, 15.

0* Diogeiton Ozddorog Osopitov Keiuddng
I1.G., 112 772. Note that I.G., II% 771 is the same as
1.G., 112, 122,

I Menekles Os6dweog Avorbéov T[ole[x]o[e]batog
1.G., 112, 661, 664, 1272,

0* Nikias Otryneus ’Iooxedvng ’Iooxgdzov _Ahwmexibey
1.G., 112, 665, 666.

0* Peithidemos (uninscribed)
L.G., 112 687; Hesperia, V, 14.

I* Philokrates ‘Hyfjouwmog "Aotoroudyov Mehiwels
I.G., 112, 684, 685; ct. Hesperia, 1V, pp. 549-550.

0* (Philipp)ides (?) [ ........ .. L ]
I.G., 112 689.

0 Diognetos
I1.G., 112, 688; Parian marble.

I Antipatros
1.G., 112, 1282,

0 Arrheneides
Diogenes Laertius, VII, 1, 9.

0 Polystratos [....72.... @lavordvmwov ITozrc[uiog)

LG, 112, 477 (S.E.G., 111, 89), 1283; cf. below, p. 141.
(If the name Polystratos should be restored in 280/79,
then Sosistratos probably belongs here, and Lykeas in
213/2 or 272/1.)

TRIBE

v

VI

XI

XII

11

5 (then
11)

12

1
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YEAR TYPE ARCHON SECRETARY TRIBE
260/59 I Phanomachos 2

See above, pp. 14, 121.
259/8 0 Euboulos 3

1.G., 112, 678, 682 (line H58); cf. above, p. 121; cf. Dow,
Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 10.

208/7 1(?) Philostratos 4
I1.G., 112, 28b4; see below, p. 142.

2b7/6 0(?) Antimachos Xewg[e]yévg [Xad]oyévov Mugowrotorog v
1.G., 112, 168 + 802, 769 + 441, 798 (lines 10-11); 285H4;
cf. Hesperia, 1V, p. 583; see below, p. 143.

256/5 0* Kleomachos A[p]06vyrog Aoyivov Kizziog V1

1.G., 112 770, 798 (cf. Hesperia, 1V, p. H83), 1286, 2856 ;
cf. Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 174.

255 /4 I Phanostratos ‘ 7
1.G., 112, 2854; see below, p. 142,

2b4/3 0 Pheidostratos 8
I1.G., 112, 2854; see below, p. 142.

203/2 0 Antiphon 9

No. 20, above; S.E.G., 111,122 (Dinsmoor, Archons, p.178);
see above, p. 126.

252/1 I* Thymochares Sdoroaro(g] ‘Aleor[. . ... .. N L 1 10
1.G., II?, 700; No. 20, above.
21/0 0 Alkibiades 11

No. 22, above; [.G., 112, 776, line 16. Cf. Pollux, X, 126.

250/49  I* Philoneos [.. Jov Midviddov ‘Alwmexibey XII

I.G., 112, 702, 76D, 766. See below, p. 144. But see also
Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 21 and notes, for a suggested later
date for I G., 112, 702.

249/8 0 GO 1" S et 1
I.G., 112 T74; see below, p. 144.

248/1 I* Lysiades ‘Aoworduayog “Aowovol. . ... L 1 2
1.G., 112 T15; see below, p. 145.
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YEAR

247/6

246/5

245/4

9244/3

243/2

242/1

241/0

240/39

239/8

2381
237/6

236/5

235 /4

234/3

TYPLE

0

I*

O*

O#*

I*

I*

I*

O#*

O*

BENJAMIN D. MERITT
ARCHON SECRETARY

Lykeas oot oL Juévov Ed[wrvueig]
No. 21, above; I.G., I1%, 1284 B. (If Polystratos belongs
in 280/79, then Lykeas should be assigned to 273/2 or
272/1.)

Kallimedes [KedMag Kadlddov ITAwbedg
1.G., 112, 777, 780, 1286 (cf. Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 174),
2856.

Lysitheides
1.G., 112 1317,

Thersilochos diédorog Aroyvirov Dgedggrog
I1.G., 112, 778, 780182, 2856; see above, p. 120.

Polyeuktos Xaroepay “Aoysovodrov Kepadibey

1.G.,11%679+584 (S.E.G., 111, 92), 680, 681; S. E.G-, 11, 9;
No. 24, above; cf. Hesperia, IV, p. H53.

Hieron Oavddog Havpilov ’Ofjfiey
L.G., 112, 683; S.E.G., 1I, 9.

Diomedon Doguoridng Aowroudvov Aferdadidng)
I.G., 12, 791; S.E.G., 11, 9.

Athenodoros "Aonevog ‘Aoylov AucEavreig
I.G., 112, T84; of. above, p. 125,

Lysias ST o AV “Apid]vaiog
I.G., 112, 1299; No. 25, above.

Kimon
1.G., 1132 787,

Ekphantos- [...7.. Jog dyuyroio[v] ‘Inmor[o]u[é]dng

1.G., 112 187; B.C.H., LIV, pp.269-270; A.J. A., XXXVII,
pp. 46-47.

Lysanias Etunhog "Eumediwvog Edwyvusig
1.G., 112, 788, 790 (cf. Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 23).
Theophemos Ilgoxdijg An[. . ... .. Lo ]

1.G., 112, 795, 199; cf. Hesperia, IV, p. 550; see above,
p.123. S E.G., 11, 9.

TRIBE

111

v

VI

VII

VIII

IX

XI

12

11

II1
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YEAR TYPE ARCHON SECRETARY TRIBE

233/2 I Kydenor )
S.E.G., 11, 9; see above, p. 123,

232/1 0 Eurykleides 6
S.E.G., 11, 9; see above, p. 123.

231/0 I Tason 7
Philodemus, Ind. Stoic., XX VIII; cf. Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 48.

230/29 0 8

229/8 0* Heliodoros Xeglag Keddiov *ABuove[i]g IX
I G., 112, 832-833, 844, 1706; cf. Hesperia, III, p. 177.

228/7 I# Leochares Osonplorog IMaciwvog 3¢ Olov X
Hesperia, Suppl. I, no.29; I.G., 112 1706 ; cf. Hesperia, 111,
p- 177.

227/6 0* Theophilos Oilmmog Knpiooddeov A [dvaiog] XI

I.G., 113, 837, 1706 cf. Hesperia, II1, p. 177,

226/5 I* Ergochares Zwihog Aipikov ‘Adwrexijhey XI1
1.G., 112, 838, 1706 ; Hesperia, IV, no. 39; Classical Studies
presented to Edward Capps, pp. 369-360; cf. Hesperia, 111,
p- 177.

225/4 0 Niketes 1
1.G., 11%, 1706 cf. Hesperia, 111, p. 177.

224/3 0 Antiphilos 2

1.G., 112, 1706, 1303 (Hesperia, 11, p. 448); cf. Hesperia, 111,
p. 177.

223/2 I* (-0 e & Kndav I11
1.G., 112,917 cf. Hesperia, 11, p. 437 and Hesperia, Suppl. I,
no. 30; cf. Hesperia, 111, p. 177.

222/1 Euthykritos 4
Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 41.

221/0 Thrasyphon [....2 ... Jvov Mewavisig v

1.G., 1%, 839; Inschr. Magnesia, no. 16; cf. Hesperia, I11,
p. 177.
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YEAR

220/19

219/8

218/7

217/6

216/5

215/4

214/3

313/2

212/1

211/0
210/09

209/8

208/7
207/6

BENJAMIN D. MERITT

TYPE ARCHON SECRETARY

O*

I*

I*

O*

Menekrates

1.G., 112, 1303 (Hesperia, 11, pp. 437, 448), 1706 ; cf. Hesperia,
III, p. 1775 1. G, 112, 3461 (see comment by Kolbe, Deutsche
Literaturzeitung, 1936, p. 2173, on the archons from 223/2
to 217/6).

Chairephon O[...... w15 . Kv]devridng
I.G., 112, 1304; Hesperia, 1I, T; cf. Hesperia, II, p. 437,
111, p. 177.

(K)all(i . 9».)  ldowovorélng @sarvévov Ke[gpaliber]

1.G., 11% 1303 (cf. Hesperia, 11, pp. 437, 448), 843 (cf.
Hesperia, 11, p. 437, note 6); cf. Hesperia, 111, p. 177.

Euandros [@)éoo[iwrmog Oloao[immov ‘Ayagveic]
1.G., 112, 845; cf. Hesperia, 1L, p. 487, 111, p. 177; I. G-, 112,
4441.
Hagnias Hovduwy dox[iuov Aiwredg (?)]
I1.G., 112,194, 1706 (cf. Hesperia, 11, p. 437); cf. Hesperia,
III, p. 177.
Diokles ‘Aororopavng Stoavoxhéovg Keioiddig
I.G., 112, 846, 847, 1706 (cf. Hesperia, II, p. 437); cf.
Hesperia, 111, p. 177.
Euphiletos
1.G., 11%, 1314, 1706; cf. Hesperia, 111, p. 177.
Herakleitos
1.G., 112, 1314, 1706; cf. Hesperia, 111, p. 177.

Archelaos Mdaxog Moloyiwvog "A]vrviijley
1.G., 112, 844, 848 (cf. Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 36).

Aischron

Ankylos

Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 38.

---- Aoyxhij[g X]agidfuov Eoyiets
Inschr. Magnesia, no. 37.

TRIBE

6

VII

VIII

IX

[X]

XI

12

13
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YEAR TYPE ARCHON SECRETARY TRIBE
206/5 Kallistratos Ayvarvidng Amazov[pl]ov - - - - - 7
I1.G., 112, 849.
205/4 Pantiades 8
204/3 Apollodoros 9
Hesperia, V, no. 15.
203/2 0# Proxenides E¥Bovhog EdBoviAi[d]ov Alwrelg X
Hesperia, V, no. 15; Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 40 and I.G.,
112, 915.
202/1 11
201/0 12 (then
5)
200/199 6
199/8 7
198/7 8
197/6 9
196/5 I* Charikles Aloyeiwy Edawérov ‘Pouvobotog X

Hesperia, V (1936), no. 15; see also I G., 112, 785.

Norzs

307/6. The chronological problems presented by the inscriptions of this year have
not yet been solved, and it is unlikely that any satisfactory calendar scheme for the
year will be found before new evidence is available. West's dizcussion of the phrase
devréoon duBoripwe in dating withing the month, and his demonstration that it has no
connection with intercalated months, but signifies only an intercalated day, I accept as
sound.! My own hypothesis (Hesperia, 1V, pp. 536—544) that the year contained only
12 months was rendered very improbable by the discovery that 305/4 was an ordinary
year. West has shown, I believe, that the preserved inscriptions can be fitted into the
framework of an intercalary year of thirteen months, and the year is so indicated in
the -present table. West himself has pointed out the great uncertainty of detail. It is
possible to make one correction, 1 believe, in the restoration of I. G., 112, 455 without
destroying the validity of West's scheme. The seven uninseribed spaces at the right of
the first line do not demand an equivalent seven at the left, and in any case the archon’s

b Classical Studies presented to Edward Capps, pp. 356—363.
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name cannot be restored in the line above.! The first line below the moulding at the
top of the inscribed surface still preserves the single final iota of [6g0]i over the fifth
letter from the right margin of the stone. Assuming, as does West, that the last prytany
of the year contained 33 days, the document may be restored as follows:

I1.G., 112, 455

307/6 B.0. CTOIX. 43
[ ] E 0] [

[Emi *Ava&ingdrovg doyovrog &t viig Iavdio]y vrvvvvy
[{dog dwdendzng mwovravsiag N Avoiag Nobi]wmov Aiop
[eedg &ygauudrever: Suigogogiivog Tevedd]e ioTaudy
[ov §Bddust Tijc movravsiag® éxxdnoie: 1@y woloédowy ém
leWhpilley ..ot S 1vg nai ovy
[wodedgor Edokev wijt BovdijL xai Tdr dfuwi]  wvacat
[Sroarordiic EdOvdnuov diousedg simey dme]udy 6 dijuo

53

[ vviiiiiinns M 1 &» %ai sy
10 fovg - L x]ore woksy
[0V oo B e 1 émi vaic[.]
[oe e, B TAIL. 5]

The name of Stratokles may be retained as the orator, and the inscription fits into the
table prepared by West (op. cit., p. 361) with the equation Skirophorion 4 = Prytany XII, 7
(Pandionis).

261/0. The text of I.G., 1%, 477 must be taken from S.E.G., 111, 89, where Wilhelm
has proposed new restorations and given a correct line by line division, each line ending
in a complete word or syllable. The inscription is not stoichedon, but it may nevertheless
be plotted on graph paper and the restorations may be made with some degree of
probability by using Dow’s principle of allowing a full space for each letter except iota
and only half a normal letter space for iota. Lines 4, 6, and 10 are enough to indicate
the original width of the stone, and their restoration follows Dow’s scheme perfectly.
The name of the archon should contain eleven letters, and the name of the secretary
nine letters. Wilhelm's restoration [elg Nix]Jower in line 11 may be correct, but is one
letter short of the normal count. In line 9 the demotic of the orator’s name should be
read [I1]i0edg and not [Aevxolvoelg. My observation here agrees with that of Velsen,
whose reading was noted by Koehler (I.G., II, 238). The theta, which seems to me
reasonably clear, was read also by Pittakys (Eg. 4oy., 1853, no. 1608). It will be observed
that the shorter demotic leaves 14 spaces for the name and patronymic of the orator,
whereas the restored [Aesvxo]voelg left only ten spaces, a rather scant minimum.

1 The disposition suggested by West may be seen in his publication, op. cit., p. 358.
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The document is a memorial of friendship between Athens and King Antigonos, and
must be dated at some time between the end of the Chremonidean war and the death
of the king. An earlier date is excluded, because Athens was at no time subject to
Macedon between 288 and 263 s.c.,! and further, because there is no possible combination
of a secretary whose demotic was ITovdutog (I or VI) with an archon whose name
contained eleven letters, except in 261/0 or 249/3. 1 have previously assigned the
inscription to the year of Eurykleides in 249/8 (Hesperia, 1V, 1935, p. 585), but the new
evidence for Eurykleides in 232/1 permits no longer an association with his archonship.
The archon of 249/8 cannot be definitely determined, and this date remains a theoretical
possibility for I.G., II2, 477; but, if Wilhelm’s restoration citing the “renewal of
friendship ¥ with Antigonos is correct, the more appropriate date is 261/0 shortly after
the fall of Athens at the end of the Chremonidean war. The archon Polystratos satisfies
the epigraphical requirements for the restoration of line 1 in I.G., 12, 477, and another
decree of his year (I.G., 112, 1283; see above, p. 104) seems well dated just after the
Chremonidean war. To this year, and to this archon, therefore, the inscription is assigned.?
Whether the calendar character of the year was ordinary or intercalary must remain,
I believe, uncertain. If the restoration in line b is [devréoar iozauérolv, an ordinary year
is easily possible. This supplement is too long by half a letter space according to
Dow’s formula of spacing, but the irregularity is not great, and no restoration gives
a perfect solution, even for an intercalary year. My own measurement of the lines
differs slightly from that proposed by Wilhelm in S.F.G., III, 89.

LG, 112, 477
261/0 .0, NON-CTOIX.
CExi Iolvowgdrov] &oyovrog &mi °

[efig .. V% .. mwéu]meng movravel
lag it ....7.... @lovordvrwov Ilozd
[ueog  &yoauudrev]eyv:  Il[o]o[tde]@vog
5 [dsvréoar iorauévolv: Exxdneic xv
lola* T@v mweoédowy &lmey[epi]ley Ay ©
[..n.. cadd L. Tvov  Ayogveds "
[xai ovumededgor: &]dokey w@r Ofuwe’
....... L Mbedg elmevt 6 ¢
10 [mwéo v Myovew oi m]géeBerg oi émo
[oralévreg elg -3"-lauay Omée @sol
[tov - %' - ol dmoga]ivoverw adrd[y]
[ehvory eivar Tdr Ofjuwe wal Adysw

1 Cf. Ferguson, A4.J.P., LV (1934), p. 318; Dinsmoor, Archons of Athens, pp. 65—66.
2 So dated also by Ferguson, Athenian Tribal Cycles, pp. 24-25, though with a different archon.
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[xal modtrety &yalo]yv Ove &v dvwyran
5 [nal ‘Abpraiog voig &]v wel dmooro
(At mage Tde Booldel] yorouwov ye
[yovévar medg cvavéwlow Tig iAi
[ag wig medg wov PBaoid)ée ’Avriyo °
[vov' 8mwg By ody xal 0 O]fjuog aivy
20  [zor evovg Oy T@L Loao]ikel Ta .. ..

258/7. In recent editions of I.G., II2, 734 the name of the archon has been restored
as Pheidostratos,! a determination which rests upon Johnson’s observation that the right
edge of the stone is preserved immediately after the word [K]exgomidog of line 3.
Koehler (I.G., II, 280) had described the stone as broken away at the right, and
Kirchner (in the addendum of I.G., II%, 734, p. 666) noted that his squeeze seemed to
confirm Koehler's opinion. The stone has again been examined by Schweigert in the
museum at Athens (E.M. 7323), and his report to me notes “The right margin is gone
entirely.” Schweigert also reports that part of a foot which belonged to a figure facing
left still exists above the moulding. In order to supply room for the figure the word
molwe[ic] in line 1 must be restored in full, and at least three (probably more) letters
must be restored after [K]exgomidog in line 3. In the fourth line Schweigert reports:
“The K of ’Ircgievg now depends on Johnson's reading; it has been broken away
since then.”

Since the right margin is not preserved, the number of letters in the archon’s name
must remain uncertain, or be determined (if possible) in some other way. It should be
noted also that Koehler read no letter where Johnson read the K in the demotic of the
secretary, and that Pittakys (Eg. >4oy., 1856, no. 2743) read the letter ¢. At the present
writing one can perhaps only state that the demotic of the secretary is uncertain, the
traditional readings yielding either ’Ix[agiels] or ’Ip[iotiddng]. But, whatever the name
of the archon may have been, the shift of the right margin still further to the right
necessitates a corresponding curtailing of the restorations at the left of the preserved
fragment and, depending largely on restorations of date, renders the very long names,
like Pheidostratos, improbable.

In short, I.G., 112, 734 may not belong to the year 258/7 at all;? and if it does it
militates against the same date for the archon Pheidostratos. The archons Philostratos,
Antimachos, Phanostratos, and Pheidostratos, whose names appear on the dedicatory
base, I.G., 112, 2854, must be dated with reference to Antimachos, whose year is fixed
by the secretary cyecle in 257/6 (I.G., II%, 768, 769). Kolbe has made the pertinent
observation that the occasion for the dedication was the election of Kallisthenes to the

1 A. C. Johnson, A.J. P., XXXIV (1913), p. 404; ¢dem, Class. Phil., IX (1914), p. 433; Dinsmoor, Archons
of Athens, p. 178; Ferguson, Athenian Tribal Cycles, pp. 24-25; Meritt, Hesperia, IV (1985), p. 585.
2 It resembles in some ways decrees of the late fourth century.
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generalship (Deutsche Literaturzeitung, 1936, p. 2172), and that the order, not necessarily
a closed sequence, must be as represented in our table presented above on p. 135.

207/6. The year of Antimachos has been considered as anomalous, in that it started
as an ordinary year of twelve months and was then made intercalary after the fourth
prytany. The evidence lies in the equations now published in I.G., 1I1% 768 and 769.
(See Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 396; Meritt, Hesperia, IV, p. 553.) Such may indeed have
been the case, but I wish to emphasize the tenuous nature of the evidence for assuming
this irregularity.

The calendar equation derived from I.G., 112, 769 is:

Ivevoynavog [Exv]er uer’ ei[xadag, méum]ver val slxoovel vijg movr[aveleg]. If the month
Pyanopsion had 30 days, then (with backward count) the equation may be restated as
Pyanopsion 20 = Prytany (IV), 25. Months and prytanies were in perfect accord, and
it is evident that the year was ordinary.

There is more of restoration in the next calendar equation, derived from I.G., II2, 768
and for the sake of reference it will be well to quote here the opening lines of the text:

[6] & 0 [{]
CEr ‘Alvuiudyov [doy]o[v]vog éni wijg ‘Immo[Bwreidog d]
[ex]drng movre [vet]ag: v Xa[t]o[t]yérme [Xowotyévov]
[¢ Mv]gowrobot[og ¥] &y[e]auuld]rever: [M]o[vveytivog &)
5 [vdexdvler u[i]@[v »a]i elnoo[v]el wig molvravelag: &x)

One may confirm from stone or squeeze the reading - - dzyg in line 3, so that the
reading [M]o[vwiyvog] instead of [Blo[ndeoutdvog] in line 4 seems assured. The demotic
of the secretary, [Mv]ogtvovoi[og], was so insecribed, however, that the letters violate the
stoichedon order of the inscription. The initial M must be placed at the left margin of
the stone, and the final sigma now restored in the patronymic should be omitted altogether.
The name was spelled exactly as it was in I.G., I12, T69: Xawguyévng Xoaroyévov Mugotvodotog.
In I1.G., 112, 768 this demotic ended beneath the epsilon of mevra[rei]ag of the line above,
so that its 12 letters occupied 13 spaces upon the stone. After this word and before
dylo]oup[d]rever it must be supposed that one space was left uninseribed. At the end
of the line it may be that the 11 letters of [M]o[vmy@vog] occupied the available
12 spaces, or that an uninscribed space of one letter concluded the line. There is no
serious consideration of stoichedon order to prevent, therefore, the restoration [elxoo7]el
at the beginning of line 5; a line which contained irregularities at its beginning may
have contained them at its end. The objection to [elxooz]el is that Pittakys (CEg. 4oy.,
no. 219) and Rangabé (Ant. Hell., 1I, no. 461) have read - - KA.El at the beginning of
line 5, and that Velsen read - - K..El. It was Koehler’s opinion that Rangabé’s reading
was based upon that of Pittakys; Velsen’s must have been independently made. These
readings are not on the stone today, for Schweigert informs me that the stone is worn
very smooth and that he can see nothing of the letters KA. They are not visible
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either upon a squeeze, and I still believe that the restoration [elxoov]ef may be correct.
It it is correct, then the initial lines of I.G., 1% 768 should be read as follows:

(0] & 0 (]
UEr’ Alvuipdyov [doylo[v]rog émi wijg Imo[bwvridog J)
[ex]drng movralvel]ag, Tt Xea[t]o[t]yérmg [Xetotyévov]
[Mv]eotrovaiog *] &ylelauu[d]rever: [M]o[vriy@vog *)
5 [elroov]el u[i]afe xa]i elxoo[v]el wic molvravelag: &x]

(For the rest of the text, cf. 1.G., 112, 768 + 802 and addenda.)

The calendar equation represented above would permit the year of Antimachos to
be reconstructed as an ordinary year throughout, with months and prytanies nearly
coterminous.

251/0. TFor the approximate date of the archon Alkibiades, see Kirchner (note on
I1.G., 112, 776) and Dinsmoor (Archons, p. 76).

250/49. Philoneos must be dated not long after Thymochares. See Ferguson, Ath.
Trib. Cycles, p. 106. See also above, p. 114.

249/8. Since publishing my notes on I.G., 112, 774 in Hesperia, IV, pp. 551-552, I have
had the opportunity of examining the stone itself in Athens, and have become skeptical
of its attribution to the year of Lysiades. There is now no trace of the lower stroke of
delta of the archon’s name, and measurements actually made on the stone show that
considerations of space are best satisfied if the name of the archon be restored with only
seven letters, even if one of them is an jota. I give, therefore, a tentative restoration
of the opening lines:

I.G., 112, 174

CEmi . .%. Jov &oylovvog éni wijg ‘Immobwrridog dw]
[dexdrn]c moveave[log Mo . . oo v . N30 Lo L ]
[...7.. Jweds éyoe[uudrever: Swuigopogiivog évde)
[xdzne dw] daxo’z'mﬁ‘fg[ﬁg movrevelog® Sxxdnole wvole']
5 [zoy mwooéd]owy Emep[hgiley . ... ... et .. ]
[...2....]og xai ;r[vyngo'sdgoz‘ LA R ]
[.% . Ahaedg [elmey - - - - - ===~~~ — — — - ]

(For the rest of the text, see I.G., 112, T74; S.E.G., 111, 98; and De Sanctis, Rw. di Iil.,
1936, pp. 141-144.)

The name of the archon must remain uncertain, and only the last four letters of the
demotic of the secretary are preserved. The disposition of the letters is correctly in-
dicated, however, in the restoration, and some new traces along the right edge of the stone
have been.added to the recorded readings. The letters in line 1 are more widely spaced
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than in lines 2 and 3, the first O coming over the P of movrave[lag] and the X coming
over the interspace between N and E of movrave[iag]. This consideration makes a word
of eight letters for the archon’s name doubtful, though one might still argue that ['Emi
Avowed]ov is a possible restoration, with the two iotas requiring together only the space
of one letter. I do not know, and assign the document tentatively to 249/8, near Lysiades,
but not to his year.

During the examination in Athens I removed enough surface plaster from the re-
constructed stele to find that fragments ¢ and b have a large contact surface in common.
Not only is the left margin of @ thus made sure, but one may readily measure the lacuna
between a and b as precisely 9 lines; that is, line 3 of fragment b in the text of I.G., II2,
774 is actually line 25 of the inscription (a + b + ¢).

248/7. The document I.G., II2, 775 is not written stoichedon, but throughout the text
the principle of syllabic division of words at the ends of lines is observed. The opening
lines, for example, should be read:

————— wije mlovraveing: &uxlnole wvole' T@dY mooé]
[Oowy &meylhpiley - - - - - - - = = = - - - - - oo -
[.2% . xai] ovumeded[oor’ Edofey wijt Bovdij xail t@L O]
[uwt]* Koavadg Kinowp[@vrog Byoawedg simev: megl dw &)
5 [maylyéddlele 6 isoedg T[ob ‘dondymiob el Tig Ovoiag)

The importance of this observation, however, becomes more apparent in the restoration
of the second decree, lines 27-37, which is dated in the archonship of Lysiades. The
certain restorations at the ends of lines 30-31 and 33-35 give the necessary evidence
for determining the right margin of the stone, and careful plotting of the inscription on
cross-section paper shows the limits of restoration. There is no possibility of obtaining
a calendar equation with a day of the prytany that will yield an ordinary year. On the
other hand, the restoration [{8ddust nai eixo]ovel wijgc movraveiag satisfies exactly the re-
quirements of space and yields an intercalary year: Mounichion was hollow, Thargelion
full, Skirophorion hollow, and the last three prytanies contained 32 days each. The
restorations are as follows:

"Eni _Avora[do]v ¥oyovvog &mi wiig "Eloeybeidog dendrng )

mwovtavelag N ‘Aotorduayog ‘Agtoro[. . .. .. &6 L, é]
yoeuudrevey: Movviyi@vog 8vazer ér[i 0éna, E300ueL val &ino]
ovel vijg movravelag - - - - ete.

The rest of the text should be read as in the Corpus, except that in lines 36-37 the
word yonuaricor must be divided [yoy|uerioar], and that in line 36 the word medzyy must
be restored instead of émiwotoar. With medwyy the available space is completely taken,

and émiotoay cannot be supplied. This inscription, now dated in 248/7, furnishes the last
10
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known example in Athenian decrees of the formula meosdgevery - - - elg wiy mowryy éx-
uAnoiav. Henceforth émiotoar is invariably used, so far as the evidence now indicates.t

245/4. Lysitheides is probably to be dated near Thersilochos and Hieron. See Dins-
moor, Archons, p. 91.

1 I.G., 112, 808 has been assigned to the period from 239 to 229 by Wilhelm, but the attribution
depends so much on the interpretation of the badly mutilated opening lines as to be open to serious
question. From the purely epigraphical point of view Koehler’s date is preferable: the fact that ten drachmai
were specified as the expense for the stele differentiates this inscription at once from other honorary
decrees of the period of Demetrios II. Parallels are found in I.G., 112, 676 (275/4 B.c.), for example, and
Hesperia, IV, 40 (283/2 B.c.). Kirchner noted with surprise the phrase &ic vhv modryy &xxdyoley at a date
so late as that which Wilhelm assigned. Incidentally, one may note that the substitution of xoutotvroe
for dmolfpovrar in line 23 would preserve the stoichedon order of 40 letters. Cf. I.G., 112, 798, line 24
(Hesperia, 1V, p. 583).

BeNTAMIN D. MERITT

Note: For the sake of complete final publication, students  of the documents here
printed are earnestly requested to send suggestions by letter or reprints of articles they
may write concerning them to Professor Benjamin D. Meritt, Institute for Advanced
Study, Princeton, New Jersey, U.S.A.
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APowr, 10 172.

Ayadavdgog, 10 196.

Apvootog Kalluédovrog KoAdvrevg, orator in
284/3, 18 9—10.

[40] eiuavrog, 10 226.

Adnpy - -, 10 124.

A9nvédweog, 10 g251.

‘A9nrédwgog, archon of 240/39, [25 12].

Aioyivyg, 10 212,

Aloyivng, 10 255.

Aloyviidng, 10 1es.

(4] Asgiov Auguydgovs AS[nvieig], orator in 252/1,
20 9 (same as following).

Adegicov (Agpwiedg), father of Zmevourmog, 20 o7
(same as preceding).

[AA]upradyg, archon of 251/0(?), 22 4.

Auswiag Piivov (Jovmetg), 863[2 B.C., 1 1.

Auewoviung (Sovmets), ca. 400 B.c., father of
DiAdvewg, 1 1.

Augidnuidng, 10 5.

Augyyaons (Agpviebg), ca. 290 B.c., father of
Adeiov, 20 9.

‘AvdgowAis, ca. 286 B.C., father of [. .]wwwidng, 2032,

Avdgougvng, 10 177,

Avdgousvng (Jovmedg), ca. 400 B.c., father of
Xaiudedg, 1 2.

Avn - - -, 10 112,

Avrpévng (Ayagvedg), ca. 400 B.c., father of
Avnuodévnyg, 1 4.

Aveyévng Snuayidng, daivrig in 260/59, 2 6—1.

[A]vruévng, 10 176.

[Av]rusvng, 10 223.

Avtimatgog (Svmaiirnog), ca. 285 B.c., father
of Avowdijg, 20 34.

AvTiodévng Avriygvovg Ayagvevg, archon of Sala-
uivior éx vov “Ervaguidv in 363/2, 1 13—

Avupev (Tewgaotog), ca. 317 B.c., father of
Ebdog, 18 24.

Avnupév, archon of 253/2, 20 [10], ss.

Amatovotog, 10 202.

[A]moopdotorog, 10 .

Age - -, 10 118.

[A]oéoavdgog, ca. 350 B.C., 12 s.

Ageoivog, 10 173.

*Ageoioroarog, 10 148.

A[ot]or - -, ca. 285 B.c., father of Jworoarog,
20 2.

"Agiotagyos dnuoriéovg Ayag(veds), 8638[2, 1
(same as following).
Agioragyog, archon of Jaiauivior éx tév “FHnra-
pvidv in 862[1, 1 sz (same as preceding).
(4] otoreidng Kaiipavov Kom[petog], ephebos
in 253/2, 20 s

[4o]ordfoviog, 10 s1.

‘Agioroyeitev Mugowovaiog, dwarryrigin 863 /2, 11.

Ao[t]owédnuog, 10 11.

‘AoioTodnuog (Aiatetg), ca. 260 B.c., father of
2ungiag, 20 s4.

‘Aptorongirog (“Pauvoiolog), ca. 360 B.c., father
of Tniéoromog, 15 13.

Aotoropavng, 10 152,

Aguéov Evuniidov Ayag(vedg), 8632, 1 18,

Aoy - -, 10 n1.

Aoy époviog, 10 142.

Agyéiewg, orator in 363/2, 1 so.

Agyévewg, 10 179.

[4oy]éoroarog (Kepaifdev), ca. 277 B.C., father
of Xagepirw, 24 2.

10
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Agyéotoarog (&£ Oiov), ca. 260 B.c., father of
Adt6dmog, 20 59,

[‘do] yueAsig, 10 2.

Aoyivng, 10 265.

Aoy (dduag), dramatist, [22 13].

Arrafog Ooginiog], proedros in 252/1, 20 1.

[49]w6Boviog, 10 24e.

Adtédimog Agyeorodrov &E Ofiov], ephebos in
253/2, 20 5.

Adroundng, 10 ss.

Bt - -, 10 109.
BA[€]mvgog, 10 1o.

Tlavk - -, 10 1o01.

Ihab[mnmog] (Adwmerivev), ca. 277 B.0., father
of Ivdoyévyg, 23 e.

Topypiiog, 10 9s.

4 - - - (Alavtidog), 10 215

4--- (---otg), ca. 277 B.C., father of Aio-
voolog, 24 s.

Asww - -, 10 110.

[4]éEavdgog, 10 165.

Ay - = =, 10 122.

Aguaving, 10 s7.

Anudgerog (Ayguiidev), ca. 400 B.C., father of
Ajuev, 1 19,

Anuéag Havrarléovg Oguaoiog, late fourth cen-
tury B.C., 16.

Anuo - -, 10 113.

Anuoxiiig - (Agidvaiog), ca. 360 B.c., father of
Anuongarng, 15 2—s.

Anponiiis (Ayagvedg), ca. 400 B.c., father of
Aolotagyog, 1 .

Anuowgdtns Anuoniéovg Agidvaiog, orator in
327/6, 15 2—s.

[4]qudoroazog, 10 iss.

Anudmuo[g] (Aiymidog), proedros in 252/1, 20 6.

Anguoyaong, 10 12.

Ajuov Auagérov Ayguii(dev), 363[2, 1 10,

Avoyeiroy, 10 170,

[4]epvyrog (Doedgorog), ca. 277 B.C., father of
A6dotog, 23 2—s.

M6dovog (Avioyidog), 10 2st.

[41680t05  A]wopviirov  DPgedoglog, secretary in
244/3, 23 2-s.

[4]wviciog, 10 1s6.

dovie[og], 10 193.

dvovictog, 10 207,

[4d]ovvoog 4[. . .. .. B Jotog, chairman
of proedroi in 243/2, 24 5.

[4w0]vvoddwgog, 10 215,
Aromeidng (Jovwetg), ca. 400—-363/2, father of
Aigiiog, 1 69 (same family as following).
Mromeidng Daovouidov (Jovwevg), 368/2, 1 10—t
(same family as preceding).

[4dioo1] ovgidyg, actor ca. 251/0, 22 s.

AéTipog, 10 200

Adpavrog, 10 181,

Abpavrog (CFAevoiviog), ca. 260 B.c., father of
duAdoTgarog, 20 s6.

Avpeaid [mg] (CAvriogidog), 10 218,

Adiptiog Aomeidovg Sovwietg, archon of Salaulvior
amo Sovviov in 863/2, 1 ¢.

dige(Aog), dramatist, 22 s.

[4]earovtidng, 10 st

doou - -, 10 115.

E---, 10 108,

[ Ef]douiag, 10 241.

' E&nneoridng, 10 149,

" Eénreotidng (Bovradyg), ca. 400 B.c., father of
Mehirriog, 1 1.

" B&]fueorog, 10 253.

‘Eégrog (Ayagvevs), ca. 285 B.0., father of
‘ Eouddwgog, 20 s3.

’Ena}msééﬂ\g, 10 174.

[ En{]éniog, 10 233.

> Erti[xovoog *Briréiovg] ‘Pauvoioi[og], arapga-
pevg in 293/2, 17 2—-s.

* Emwodtng, 10 151

‘Emid - -, 10 114.

[ Browéing] (‘Pauvovorog), ca. 326 B.C., father
of *Emirovgog, [17 2—3].

[ Elmydons, 10 2.

° Eoaotvog, 10 s9.

*Eoy - -, 10 e1s.
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*Eoyotiuidng, 10 tio.

[E)eyoydlo]ns, 10 22

‘Eouddwgog “Fogriov Ay[agveds], mardoroifng
in 253/2, 20 ss.

Evayyelog, 10 164.

Etdnpog, 10 1s.

Ebdo[g], 10 105.

Edde - -, 10 99.

Eddialg], 10 2.

Eddog, archon in 285 / 4,1810 (same as following).

Ebdiog Avtipavrog Tewpdotog, archon in 285/4,
18 2425 (same as preceding)

Ebdmmog, 10 210.

Edgorgirog Osawérov Ayepd|ovaiog], ephebos in
253/2, 20 ss.

Evdvnotrog Aaumtoedg, dartnrig in 363/ 2, 171-8.

[E]dxAdjs, 10 1ss.

Foulig (‘Araevg), ca. 260 B.C., father of Evrisjg,
20 33.

Einiis Ednidovg Adaretg, ephebos in 253/2, 20 55.

Iuayiov, 10 145,

Eouniidns (Ayagvevg), ca. 400 B.c., father of
Aoréov, 1 1.

Zopavyg (Jovwelg), ca. 400 B.C., father of
Ocogpavng, 1 13.

‘Hyéag, 10 195.

[‘Hy]éuayog, 10 224.

‘Hyjpuov, archon of 827/6, 15 so.

‘Hynuov (‘Aduovedg), ca. 260 B.C., father of
Oeopévng, 20 s2.

‘Hymoiag, 10 163.

‘Hynoiag (Jovmevg), ca. 400 B.c., father of
‘Hylag, 1 3. :

‘Hyiag ‘Hyyoiov (Sovwmevg), 363/2, 1 1.

Bagp[eo]iag, 10 161.

[6]aggiag, 10 1s1.

[@]edyng, 10 111

Beaiverog (Ayeodovoiog), ca. 260 B.c., father of
FEddvrowrog, 20 ss.

Beaitnrog Knpoopavrog *Emw[y]pio[d](os),
ephebos in 253/2, 20 so.

Ostapyidng, 10 141

Ocoysvng “Hyhuovog Aduoved[g], -ephebos in
253/2, 20 5.

Ogoyvig, 10 169.

Oe6dotog (Ayagvedg), ca. 318 B.c., father of
Ogoptiog, 18 3—4.

BOgoundng, 10 197.

[Oc] duvyarog, 10 225,

- 0e(0) pavyg Zopavovg (Sovwielg), 863/2, 1 12—1s.

Bedpriog Beoddrov Ayagvels, secretary in 2843,
18 3—4.

Begoiloyog, archon of 244/3, 23 1, [24 7—s].

[ @] ovrAeidyg, 10 175.

Ogaoy - - (Alavwidog), 10 276.

Ogacidnuog, 10 258.

[Gga]ovrieidng, 10 234.

OpaocvrAfg, 10 se6.

Ogacvriijs Ogdcwvog Bovrd(dyg), 863[2, 1 15—16
(same as following).

Ogaovriijg, herald of Jaiauivior in 363[2, 1 64
(same as preceding).

Opacvus[v]ng, 10 263.

Ogdcwv (Bovradng), ca. 400 B.c., father of Gga-
ovkAijg, 1 75—16.

Ovuoydong, archon of 252/1, 20 1.

‘Ieg - -, 10 119,

‘Iegddeog, 10 94,

‘Iegonleldng, 10 7.

‘Imnduayog, 10 211.

*Ipwodrng  (*Pauvovowog), ca. 260 B.c., father
of [..%. Jodrns, 20 ee.

Kai - -, 10 9s.

Kaiaidns (Zvmerawow), ca. 277 B.c., father of
Kaiatdng, 23 9.

Kaiatdns Kaiaidov Fvmeratyv, orator in 244/3,
23 9.

Kailadng, 10 187

[Ka]iziag, 10 222.

Kalldiag, actor ca. 251/0, 22 1.

KaArrwpdrng, 10 ss.

Kallinayog, 10 153.

[K]aidusdeoy, 10 19.
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Kailugdoy (Kolivrebg), ca. 317 B.c., father of
Ayvootog, 18 9—1o.

[KailoTg]avidng, 10 u52.

Kailiwéing, 10 162,

KaAltéing Sovmeng, daivrig in 260/59, 2 1.

Kailgavyg (Kdmoewog), ca. 260 B.c., father of
[4] gtomeidng, 20 so.

KaArowidyg, 10 144.

Ke - -, or Kn - -, 10 121

Knepioog, 10 o15.

Knepiwoddoro[g], 10 20s.

Knguoédorog Aidaiidyg, daryrig in 863[2, 1,

Enpwopaw ("Emwnpiotog), ca. 260 B.0., father
of Oeairyrog, 20 s0.

Kigov Ivevg (= P.A., 84447), 14 4

KA - - -, 10 12.

Kieayogag Ayagveds, dwaryrig in 363/2, 1 ¢—1.

[KAed]gerog, 10 2s2.

Klerro - -, 10 108,

KAeddwgog, 10 ss.

Kvdlag, 10 262.

Kovinmog (Avmoyidog), 10 2s0.

Aausmgoring, 10 205.

Aeworoarog, 10 256.

Avuéag, archon of 247/6(?), [21 1].

Awvnionog, 10 260.

Aveay - -, 10 100.

Avoiag, archon of 239/8, 25 1.

[Avowisg) Avrimdzoov Jvmwarjrulog], drovnorig
in 253/2, 20 33—34.

Avow - -, 10 2117,

Avourrdiguo[g], 10 209.

Aveiorparo[g], 10 198,

[Ave]ioroarog, 10 e35.

Avoipnuog, 10 13.

[M]ayov - -, 10 1ss.

Medoyévys Meidwvog ‘Aduovedg, paredros of the
archon of 2854, 18 s2—ss.

Meidow (Aduovedg), ca. 317 B.c., father of Medo-
vévng, 18 33.

Meiirriog " EEnueoridov Bovra (dyg), 868(2, 116—11.

Mévavdp(og), dramatist, 22 1.

Mévavdgog (llegwdoidns), ca. 260 B.C., father of
Heuwediig, 20 49.

[M]e[v]erieidng, 10 2.

[Mev]eng (arng), dramatist, 22 1s.

Mevol% - -, 10 102.

Meco - -, 10 104.

Mnlépog, 10 139.

Mvyoagyog, 10 26s.

Mynoiu[a]gos, 10 9.

Mva;ot'&rgar[og], 10 201.

Mviowv, 10 146.

[Na]&lag, 10 239.

Navowgdryg, 10 1é.

[N{]ravdgos (Aviviidev), ca. 285 B.C., 20 ss5.

Nuwdag, 10 s4.

[Nuwiag] (Doedogrog), ca. 326 B.c., father of
Nudgoviog, [17 s].

Nuwiag, archon of 284/3, 18 e.

[Nwdpoviog Nuwiov Poedgoog], chairman of
proedroi in 298/2, [17 s].

Nuconiig, dyovodéryg in 251/0(?), 22 s.

[N]ojuev, 10 1s2.

[N6]dwmmog, 10 221.

Zevodwog, 10 261.
Fevotog, 10 184.
Fevopiiog, 10 267.

Owdpog (*Eievoiviog), ca. 317 B.c., father of
Otvorgdtng, 18 1-s.

Oivoxgatyg Oivofiov *Eie[v]oeiviog, chairman of
proedroi in 284/3, 18 1—s.

0lv - -, 10 11s.

[* Odvu]mddweoo(g], ca. 350 B.C., 12 10.

> Odvpmiddogog, archon of 2932, 17 1.

Havieidng (" Emwnpicog), ca. 400 B.c., father
of Xatpéorparog, 1 1.

Haveariis (Oguiciog), ca. 350 B.c., father of
Anuéag, 16.

Ilavgoxiig, 10 206.

Ilav - -, 10 123.

Ilav - -, 10 125,
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lavowy, 10 259.

Hewiag, 10 s.

Hewadijg Mevavdgov Ilegrdoidyg, ephebos in
253/2, 20 v,

[ eiot[m]mwog, 10 2.

1lotiag, 10 180.

[Ho] Aducy, 10 244.

[Hloidev]nvog, archon of 243/2, 24 e.

IloAvgnliog, 10 199.

1loAvwgog, 10 266.

1loaguévng, 10 13s.

Igwroy - -, ca. 272 B.c., father of [....5...],
25 9.

IvYoyévns I'Aav[wimmov AAw]|menidev, chairman
of proedroi in 244/3, 23 ¢—.

1Ivdorisg, 10 140.

D A s chairman of
proedroi in 289/8, 25 s.

Jumlag ‘Aoorodnuov  ‘Alae[v]g, ephebos in
253/2, 20 s1.

[Zlogo(rAzg), dramatist, 22 o1

Zrevounmog Adefiovog Agv[ieig], ephebos in
253/2, 20 1.

Srépavog Mvgowoioiog, duarntrg in 363/2, 1.

Zroaropév Svedrwvog Ayov(Aidev), 363[2, 1 1.

[27]edrewv, 10 254

Zrgarov (Apgviidev), ca. 400 B.C., father of
Zroaropdwv, 1 1.

Zoydvng, 10 17.

Zodauog  (Haawviedg), ca. 317 B.c., father of
2owodrng, 18 s3—sd.

[Y] wwrgdryg, 10 se.

Jorparns Zwdduov Haavievg, paredros of the
archon of 285/4, 18 s3—s4.

ZoowAijg, 10 213,

Yoergarog Alodor[. . ... L L. ],
secretary in 252[1, 20 s

2oTéing, 10 s.

2wtnotog, 10 154.

2o@iiog, 10 145,

Tewslag ("Pauvovorog), ca. 390 B.c., father of
Twodeog, 12 2.

Tewsiag  (Aiavridog,  probably

proedros in 252/1, 20 s.
[Te] Adoavdgog, 10 155.
Teieonpoglog], 10 92.
Teréowmmog, 10 14.

Pauvoiorog),

Tetrgog, 10 194,

Tniréonomog "Agiotongitov ‘Pauvoioiog, Jecuodérng
in 328/7, 15 19—14.

Ty - -, 10 121.

[ I¢]) uddnuog, 10 so.

Twod[eog] Tewsi[ov] (“Pauvovoiog probably), ca.
350 B.C., 12 1—2.

Twoy - -, 10 106.

Tiuwv, 10 15.

Pardgi[ag], 10 216.

Paviag, 10 o1.

Pavduayog, archon of 260/59, 2 1.

Daovgridyg (Jovwielg), ca. 400 B.c., father of
Avomeidng, 1 71,

Dirdag (Avmioyidog), 10 1.

DuA(fucov), dramatist, 22 11.

DuAvog, 10 118,

[@]) Aiv[o0g], 10 240.

Dulivog  (Jovwmevg), ca. 400 B.c., father of
Augwiag, 1 13.

DiAoveng, 10 264.

Duibveng Auewovivov (Yovwedg), 363/2, 1 1.

PuAboTRaTOg AropdvTov *KEigv[oiviog], ephebos in
253[2, 20 s6.

Puj[o0]vddng, 10 9.

@irov (Ilo - -), ca. 222 B.C., father of - - - 10,
26 2.

Doacing, 10 90.

[Pgo]voagyog, 10 49.

[@]vokwv Arome[kidev], ca. 350 B.C., 12 1.

Doriong, 10 167.

Xatg - -, 10 111,

Xaroéag, 10 204.

[Xa]wédnuog, 10 79.

Xawéorgarog IHaviieidov *Ermnei(owog), 363/2,
1 78—19.

[ Xat]oepdvyg, 10 ss.
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[Xawepdv Agy)eorodrov Kepalijdev, secretary
in 243/2, 24 s.

Xatot - -, 10 192.

[X] atotg, 10 16s.

Xaiudedg Avdgousvovg (Yovmeng), 363(2, 1 11—12.

Xao - -, 10 120.

Xaouidng, 10 214.

Xaguadns Xaguigovs (Jovmetg), 363/2, 1 .

Xapiag, 10 208,

Xagwieidng, archon of 363/2, 1 2, 6, 67.

Xagwiiis (Zovwevg), ca. 400 B.c., father of
Xaguadyg, 1 7.

Xagioavdoidyg, 10 147.

[Ja--- 104

[Jéer, 10 20.

[.JAooY - -, 10 136.

. .]éotwmog, 10 5. Possibly [. .]sowrmog.
. Jnjoweatog, 10 35. Possibly [. .]éowmog.
. Jeog, 10 243,

. Juwlag, 10 3.

. Jwovidns Avdgoriéovs - - -, woountig of
epheboi in 2532, 20 sa.

. JAwv, 10 2.

. Jvow, 10 2609.

Jm- - -, 10 18,

. Jpoaiog, 10 ss.

. Jywsvng, 10 4.

. o]y, 10 2.

. .Javdgog, 10 s4.

. .Javdgog, 10 44.

. ]ednuidng, 10 4.

. .]éeroarog, 10 s.

. {]adng, 10 4.

. .Jwiag, 10 2.

. t]@mog, 10 3.

. Juwmog, 10 4.

. Jioopawv, 10 s3.

. Juodrng, 10 g2ss.

. Jwmmog, 10 4s.

. Jvog, 10 41

. .Jouddng, 10 o2s.

. .]Jéorparog, 10 so.

. Jowévyg, 10 a1,

[. . Jowévns, 10 1s.
[.. Jtéing, 10 =37
[ . .Jzdons, 10 51
[....]ddng, 10 201,
[. .. .Jadiov, 10 2a1.
[....]as, 10 251

[. .. Jagog, 10 2.
[... Jumog, 10 s2.
[. .. .Juog, 10 ss.

[. .+ .Jv dyoviqi[dev], ca. 350 B.C., 12 0.
[ Jpdvyg, 10 ss.
[ ns, 10 2.

[ - 7. Judeidng, secretary for Kekropis ca.
398-390, 11 4.

[..2. Jang, 10 e

[..%. . Jvey, 10 5.

[.. 7. .Jodnuog, actor ca. 252/1(7), 22 s.

[. . 7. Jodwns *Ipugarov[g  Pauvoiorog], ephebos
in 258/2, 20 .

[..7..]s actor ca. 251/0(?), 22 11.

[.. 5. Jeavyg, 10 5.

[.7. Jov, 107

[..5% . Ja-~ 1020

L. Jons, 103

[.. .5 . Jeuog, councillor (8moraryg) of Kekropis
ca. 398—390, 11 5.

[...5% . Jws, 10 s.

[.. .5 . Jowog, 10 14

[...5% . Jos 10

[.. .5 . Jos, actor ca. 251/0(?), 22 1a.

[...%. Joos, 10 2.

[...5% . Jov, 10 7

[...7.. .]Jazog, 10 w0,

[...7...]ns, 10 es.

[...7.. Jws, 10 s.

[..7.. )ams, 10 7.

[...7...]0s, 10 100

[...7..]s 1071

[...3 ... 10 .

[....5 .. Jos, 10 ¢6

[..5. . ]s 10&

[() . .Jons, 10 5
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... Niudvdgov Aviviidev, Omio-
uayns in 253/2, 20 s4—ss.

[...... . .. Jmov Bgiaowog, chairman
of proedroi in 252[1, 20 4—s.

................. Juévov B[ ewvvueig],
secretary in 247/6, 21 .

[- - -]Jwogo - -, ca. 260 B.C., 20 6s.

[- - -lios Pidovog Ilo - - -, ca. 189/8, 26 .
[- - -|uévns (Bdovvuedg), ca. 280 B.C., 21 2.
[- - -]mog (Oguiowog), ca. 285 B.C., 20 5.

[- - - -]wns, archon ca. 189/8, 26 s.

PROPER NAMES OF PLACES, ETHNICS, DEMOTICS, TRIBES, GENE

[4 .. vA]iYev, 20 42, 43.

Ayrviidev, see AvivAidev.

Ayoviidev, 1 16, 19, 12 9.

Agpwievg, 20 [9], 7.

Adnvaiog: ‘A9yvaior, 8 19; AInpvaiov, 8 19—,
[11 2, 9], 28 10, 265 AVpraiog, 12, [8 12, 17];
Adnvaiovg, 8 22.

Aduovevg, 20 s52; Aduovéa, 18 s3.

Alavtig: Alavtidog, 155, 2061; Aiavtida, 15 11—12, 20.

Atdaiidng, 1 s.

‘Adaedg, 20 53, 54.

AAomenidev, 12 1, 28 6—1.

Avarxatevg, 20 s,

AvrvAipdev, 20 35.

Aveipovig: Avnyovidog, [20 1, 39].

Avzioyig: Avmioyidog, 10 217, 13 1.

Avmiodga: Avmedoar (in Attica), 1 se.

Aonog mayog, 27 11.

Apidvaiog, 15 3, 25 3.

Agagvedg, 16—, 11,18, 18 4; Ayagvéwg, 1 1w4;
Ayapvéa, [20 s3]

Ayepdodotog, 20 ss.

BapyvitgiTat, 6.

Bowtdg: Botwtdv, 23 11.

Botniaiog: Botmaiot, [8 16]; Borwaiow, [8 24;
Botunwaiotg, 8 12, [14].

Bovtddyg, 1 7, 11.
LagyijTriog, [20 41].

Aquyrouag: dnunToddog, [20 1, 4]

*Elevoiviog, 18 8, 20 s56.

*HAgvolg: “Fievoivt, 27 9,

*Erwnploog, 1 18—19, 20 s0.

‘Envapuiai: ‘Extapuidv, 14,51, 1, 2 5, 25—24, 2,
42—43,

Eigvodueov: Kiovoareiot, 1 36, 85, 15 33,

Fdovvusvg, [21 2].

‘HoduAewov: “Hoarleio, 1 ss; (émi Ilogdudn) 1 16;
(&mi Zowviov) 1 4.

Ogouaiot, 5 4.
Bogintog, [20 17].
Ogiactog, 16, 20 5.

*Iowiig, usually spelled °Idvusg, 5 2.
‘Inmodovtig: ‘Inmodwvtidog, 20 s55.

Kalidvior, 6.

Kenpomig, 11 3; Kempomidog, 20 s51.
Kepalipjev, 24 3, 26 3.

Koidn: [ér KoilAng, 20 45; Koidet, 2 31; Koid, 1 17.
KoAivtevg, 18 10.

Kompetog, 20 co.

Aauetg: Adauéwv, 23 13, [14—15, 23].
Aaurnroevg, 18, 20 6.
Aegvrovoeig, 20 1.

Magovitat, 5 s.

Medwwedg, [12 11].
Myrodiov: Mytodnet, 27 4.
Mbvdiot, 6.

Mvggwovaiog, 1 6, 1.
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Oivator (8§ *Inagov), 5 5.
Oivyig: Oivnidog, 18 2, 20 ds.
Olov: && O[iov], 20 5.

Haavievg: Hawavméa, 18 s4.

Havdwovig: Iavdiovidog, [17 3—4], 24 e.
Tetoatstg, 18 so—s1; Iletpatst, 27 9.
Heotdoidng, 20 4.

IIevg: Idet, 14 4.

Ilo - - -, 26 2.

Tlopdudg: Ilogdudn, 1 11, 16—17, 85.
Hoagisgyidar: [Ioa]Eicopddv, 12 4-s.
Ivgyidwov: Ihgpdicn (in Attica), 1 s7.

‘ Pauvoibotog, 15 14, [20 62]; "Pauvovoiov, 17 3.
Jaiauiviog: 6 dfjuog 6 Zalauwiov, 18 4s.

2alapiviog: Zalapivior (the gene), 1 25, s0; Saia-
wviov, 1915 (amo Zowwlov) 1 70, 2 31, 40; (8

‘Enm(pvlcbv) 2 23, 25—26, 42; Zalamviolg, 1 22,
s1—s2; (amo Sovviov) 1 69; (éx tow ‘Entaguidv)
1 u—15; Jalauwiovs (dmo Zovwviov) 1 4, 2 195
(8x wov *Entapuidv) 1 s.

Znuayidng, 2 1.

2ag: Duadey, [27 o],

Jovmedg, 2 1; Zovwwiéwg, 1 69; Jowwidwv, 2 4.

Jovwov: ovviov, 1 4, 70, 95, 2 20, 31, 40.

2va[yyeiis], 6.

Qvrainrriog: Svmaiitriov, 20 34

Tewodotog, 18 25.
[T]e[ou]eeiis, 5 1.

Poedpgrog, [17 8], 28 s.

- - - - aog (demotic), 24 s.

DEITIES, MONTHS, DRAMAS, FESTIVALS

Ayerda, epithet of Athena, 1 s0.

Aplavoog: Ayiavgov, 1 12, 45.

A9mwa: A9ypvag, 1 44; AOypvae, 1 ss; ‘Adywdg
IloAwddog, 3; Adnvag tig mpddog, 1 s2; AIy-
vaag tijg 2uddog, 1 10; Adnvdr Aysidar, 1 90;
Adnvae Zuedde, 1 93.

Adqeyy s Advunvet, 1 ss.

‘Amarovgia: Amarovgiotg, 1 92.

AmdAdowv: Amdrlove Hargoot, 1 s9.

Aoreug: Aotéude, 1 0.

Ariag(?): Ariav[w](?), satyr-play, 22 1.

Baoiin: BaciA[ng], 25 1o0.
Boydgouterv: Bondgouevog, 190, 20 2—3, [21 2—3],
24 3; Bondoomcva, 1 66—61.

T'auniev: I'auniiedvog, 18 4—s.

drovvoia: Aovvoiov TodY ugydiov, 23 2.
Atovvoog: Atovvoov, 18 19; diovdoot, 18 1.

‘Erxarovfatcw: ‘ Exarovfadvog, 1 ss.
*Blagnpordw: *Eiapypoivog, [25 3.
‘Fouijs: ‘Foust, satyr-play, 22 1s.

Fdovoarng: Eoguedrovg, 111, 34; Kogvodret, 153, ss.

Zgvg, Al Doargiowr, 1 92.

‘Hodndewa: ‘Hpaxdgiog, 2 2.

‘Hoanliig: ‘Hoarléovg, 1 2s—29, 44, 2 8, 12 4;
 HpawAéov tod éni IHlogdudt, 1 10—11; “Hparlsl,
1s6, [12 3].

“Howg: "Hoot én’ ‘Avwicdpat, 1 s6; “Hoowt Emi
Tvoyidio, 1 ss—s1; “Hopwt &mi vel dlel, 1 s6;
“Howt o &mi tije &Afr, 1 31, 53; "Hoou
Navoeigot, 1 91; “Hpot Tebrpot, 1 91; “Hoot
DPaiart, 1 91.

Onoevg: Onoet, 1 92.

*T&iwv: “IE[ow], tragedy, 22 s2.
*Iédewg: “IoAewt, 1 85,
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Immodeduog:  Inmodgouicn, epithet of Poseidon,
1 91.
"Tov: "Iov{), 1 s1.

Kovporgdpog: IKovgorgdpov, 1 12, 45—1i6; Kovgo-
T00Qwt, 1 85.

Anrao: Anrol, 1 s9.

Madnrai: Madyz[aig](?), satyr-play, 22 1.
Maia: Maiat, 1 s6.

Mawuarxtnowwv: Mauartnoiodvog, 1 9s.
Merayarviov: Merayeirvidvog, 1 89, 23 3—4.
Misavdgomor: [Misa]vdgomorg, comedy, 22 s.
Movviyirv: Movveyiivog, 1 85, 2 2, [17 4—s3].

Navoewog: Navoeigot, 1 91,

Oidimovg: [Oi]dim[0de], tragedy, 22 es.

Havadiyvaa: Havadnvaiov, [25 14]; Havadyvaiov
oV ueydiov, [23 28]; Havadnvaiow, 1 ss.

1avdgooog: Iavdpdoov, 1 12, 45.

llarganog: Ilavoaumt, epithet of Apollo, 1 s,

1loMdg: IloMddog, epithet of Athena, 3.

Ilocedov: Iocedodve ‘Inmodgouiot, 1 90—91.

Iroyh: HroyE(y, comedy, 22 11

Hvavoyiody: Ilvavoyidvog, 1 92.

2upag: 2wpadog, epithet of Athena, 1 10, 41, 52;
2pdde, epithet of Athena, 1 9s.
2uigog: 2rigwt, 1 93

Tetnrpog: Tevmoor, 1 o1,

Daiag: Daiawt, 1 91,

Pacua: [Pdoularn, comedy, 22 1o.
Podrotog: Poarpiot, epithet of Zeus, 1 92.
dvA - -, satyr-play(?), 22 1.

OTHER SIGNIFICANT WORDS

ayogd: ayoodi, [20 8]; ayogdv wiv év Kolim
(Koilet), 1 17, 2 36—31.

aydv: ayowv, [23 29].

ayovodéryg, 22 5.

ad6Awg. 8 14, 18.

ainactd, 2 12.

aié: aiya, 1 8.

aigéo: lousvov, 28 12; alpedévreg, 1 s1; aige-
JévTov, 2 5—6.

drovrioryg: axovnistiy, [20 s3].

dugomodis: dwgomdier, 27 9; dngdmoiw, 27 6.

ady: e, 1 se; aAqy, 1 ss, 545 a{Al Ay, 1 113
ainv, 2 se.

dAiowouar: diicwnras, (217 s).

GAwg: dAw, 2 18, 23.

dudiog: auiilov, 1 6.

duve: duovd, [8 12].

dupotépwoe, 1 35.

avaydgeveotg: dvayogeioeng, [23 s0].

avapogevw: dvayogevoar, [28 26].

avapgapeis: avaygapiog, [17 1—2].

avayoapn: avaygapis, [271]; avayoapiy, 18 o,
[19 5, 20 ss].

avayoapw: dvayodwat, 1 s0—s1, 15 28—29, 18 37,
[19 5], 20 26, [27 138]; avaypoawavrag, [8 25].

avadéyopar: avedéfaro, 28 13.

avaldionew: avaiiorew, 1 9.

avdioua, [20 2]; dvalduacw, 2 20—t

avatidnm, avédeoav, [13 3]; avardéodw, [27 5—].

dvarod: avaroldg, 2 s0, s9.

dverog: dverou, 2 9.

avig: avdgl, 11 1—s; dvdoa, [27 13].

d&og, 18 so.

amodeiwvvue: dmodemviuevor, [20 16].

anddetis: amédesy, 20 17,

amodidou: amoddovar, 1 285 amodidovra, 1 co.

dmonouife: amonomotvrar, [20 20].

amoldaufdve: amolipovrar, 15 2.
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amérivue: amoréowow, [27 3]; amoioudvew, 27 3].

AmoOTEAA®: AmooTaiévreg, 23 14.

amopaivw: dmopaivovow, [23 15].

agydg: agyov, 9 s,

aoyvotov, 1 83, 95, 96, 9 8.

ager: ageriig, [18 4].

dgovga: doovoav, 2 4. »

dorog: dorov, 1 43—, 44, 44—45, 45, 46; dGoTOVS, 1 41,

aoyaiov: dgyaio(v), 2 25, 30—s1, 39, 42.

agym: aoxnv, 18 14; agyowv, 1571; adpyag, 18 2.

agyivéntov: doyrénrova, [25 12].

doyw: doyovrag, 18 22.

doyov, 195, 18 10—11,- 27 9; doyovrog, 1 2, 56,
67, 69—70, 14, 2 1—2, [13 3], 15 s0—31, [17 1],
182, 201, [10], 38, [211], 224, 281, 24 ¢, [5],
[25 1], 26 5; doyovra, 1 41, 517, 82; dQyOVTES,
1 ss.

dorv, 18 s1.

apaén: apaigeicdal, 1 43; apelovrag, 1 42

apinue: apstodat, 1 65—66.

Boviij, 20 s1; Bovii) ) &E Agno[v mapov], 27 11,
Povaijg, [18 2], 18 16, [20 24, 28 21]; PovAel,
20 24, [23 18], 25 16, 19; BovAd, [11 3, 2018, 21],
216, 28 s, [22], [24 6, 25 s].

potg: fodg, 1 33; Povv, 1 se.

Poudg: poucv, 1 98; Pouol, 2 9.

vévog: pévovg, 2 s6; péver, 1 9; pévy, 2 35
yeVeY, 2 18, 38.

véoag: yéoa, 1 28.

yij: yiig tijs ép° “Hpawxlelot, 1 s4, 94; pijv, 1 358;
yijy iy $p° "Hoarlsior o mi Tlogdudi, 1 16.

PPVoore: Ewvwcav, 1 5.

waoun: yvouny, 20 23, [28 20—a1], 25 1s.

yoauuateiov: yoauuateia, 1 57—58.

yoauuarevg: poauuatéa (of epheboi), 20 ss;
yoayuatéa TOV watd mouravelav, 18 37-38,
19 3—4, [20 21].

yoauuatede: Evpauudreve, [11 4—5]; Syoauud-
vevev, 18 4, [202, 21 2], 283, 243, [25 3],

Yodpe: yeyoauusva, 1 28.

PUUVIRGS: pvuvirddt, 23 29.

dagrdg: daprod, 1 s2.

dewrvopoog : devopdowy, 1 21—e2; detmvopdgovg,
1 4.

Senduvovy: Odexauvov, [27 ).

Oéoua, 1 32, 83, 38; Odouarog, 1 36; dggudrev, 1 63.

0éw: Ogdeusvy, 9 s.

dijuog, 18 18, 20, 43; Ofjuog 6 Zalauwicov, 18 14—45;
Onuov, (13 3], 18 16—17, 20, [20 19, 20], 23 10;
Onueot, 189, 24, [20 22, 21 6, 2838, 246, 2D 8];
Ofjuov, 18 25, [20 23, 24, 26], 28 21—22, [25—26],
[25 19].

onuooiov: &k tod dnuociov, 1 20—2t.

onudctog, [27 10]; dnuociotg, [27 1].

oavrnryg: Odwarnrai, 1 3, 5—6.

dwariayn: darlayai, 1 s3.

darlantyg: OwaAlaxrai, 1 si.

dadidrre: dujriafav, 1 3, s1.

dadvrng: Owadvrow, 2 6.

dadvw: deAvoavro, 2 3.

Sapdve: ddueway, [20 10—11].

dtareddo: dateldet, 18 26, [ 28 25]; daredovior [ 20 26];
dierédecav, [24 9].

diatoovvy: dwatoovvng, [18 4], 15 17—18, 18 34,
[19 1—2].

dicaiog, 18 14—13, 22.

dwaotiorov, 23 13—14; Oactnoiov, 15 s—9.

dikn: Oirag, 23 15.

diuvovv: diuvov, [27 1.

doiunorg: Tov Emi Tt Otowmnoer, [20 29, 23 s1];
Tovg &mi Tt Sownoer, 18 41, [19 ¢].

dtyactdg: Owyactiy, 1 1s.

downéw: Sonel, 18 30, 20 24, [23 22, 25 19]; &do&ev,
[11 5], 18 s—9, [21 6], 28 8, 246, [2D s];
ded6ydar, 18 23, [20 20—21, 28 13, 25 16].

doayun: dpayudv, 15 17; dgayudg, 1 29, 30, 84—83,
35, 36, 18 41—42, [19 ¢].

doduog: doduovg, 20 14.

Svag: Ovvdust, 8 20.

dvour: dvoudg, 2 4t

gyyodpw: Sypodpar, 1 s2; éyyoapévreg, [20 9—1o,
24 s].

Syninua, see Evrinua.

Snbucy, see Eviduwv.
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elui: &ooueda, 8 17; fotw, 8 12, 27 10.

glmov: eime, [11 6], 15 3; elmev, 18 10, [20 9,
217, 239, 24 7, 25 9; elme, 1 95.

giompdtie: elompartécdwoay, 27 2.

duudnoia, 18 ¢, [25 5]; éuminoia wvgia, 20 4,
[21 3—4], 285, 24 4; duninoia wvgia &v Tt
Yedrowr, [17 6]; é&undnoiar Tijt &v  Awovicov,
18 19; &unAnoiay [20 22], 23 20, [25 17].

Bundnrog: Ewninrov, 23 12,

glaa: &iaatr, 2 10—11.

glevdsgog: EAevlidgav, [27 s5].

Supatno: uparioeg, 2 15.

&vaiiag, 1 s1.

mavrdg: dviavrov, [24 s—9].

&vuinua: éviinudarov, 1 6s.

Svibuey: évrduova, 1 93.

&voyog, 27 10.

85doyouar: &5A0nt, 1 5.

&Eeoni: &féotw, [27 5.

dnawéw: Emawovow, 25 12; Smijweoey, 18 1s;
mawsoar, 11 6—7, 15 12, 18 24, 31—32, [20 24—25,
30, 28 22].

Emeyu: dmovoav, [23 19—20], 25 17

dmudlewa: émuelieiag, [25 14—15).

Srueléouar:  Emususinrar, 15 5—e; Emeueinon,
18 13, [25 15-16]; émueleiodeo, [27 11]; ém-
ueindipvas, [28 30—s1].

rpuedntig: Emusintal, 20 13, dmueinrag, 15 29.

dmionevale: dmonevagew, 1555 Emorev!e) doar, 154,

gmioratéw: dmeorarel, [11 5—6).

Emuypneise: dneynpilev, [17 1], 18 1, [20 4], 21 4,
28 6, [24 5, 25 ¢]; émyneioer (subj.), 1 5.

doyafouar: goydalecdar, 1 58—39.

evgopétng, 11 2.

edwoia: govoiag, 18 25—26, [23 2s—e5).

ebplonw: ebpéodar, 18 29,

06705 eborod, 1 32—33.

edrafia: sdrafiag, [20 s1].

SpdwAiog: Epautiiov, 20 1s.

pnpeia: dpnPeiag, [20 18].

pnpeio: dpnPevoavreg, 20 10, [38].

SpnpPog: EpnPor, [20 9, 24 1]; ppPov, [20 1];
dpnposs, [20 15—19]; dgnpovg, [20 25].

8y90dg: &xdpovg, 8 [18], 19.
&ro: Epew, 15; &ywv, 18 2; &yovrss, [25 2],
&yovoa, [28 23].

Getpog: Gevym, [9 10].
Spuia: Snuiag, 27 11.

Huuvaiov: fHuvaiov, 27 1.

fuovg: nuicetav, 1 60; fuvov, 1 26, 30, 37, 55—56,
2 35; fuicea, 1 24, 47, 62.

flowg: fowt &’ ‘Avmicdoat, 1 s6; Fjowt &mi Ivg-
pAicn, 1 86-87; fowt &mi Tel dAel, 1 86; ot
Ton &mi T adin, 187, 535 fjowt Navesioot, 1 91;
floot Tedbrgot, 1 915 fowt Paiant, 1 91; Fowot,
1 19—20, 80.

dadarra: Jaldrrng, 2 21—, 32—83; Jaldrrye, 2 16.

Yalidg: Jaliov, 19 3, [20 25, s1].

Yéazgov: Jedrowt, [17 6—7].

deog: veoi, 11, 151, 181, 24 1; Jeoig, 1 19, s0,
18 12.

deouodetécw: deouoderovvreg, 15 22—23.

deouodérng, 15 4—5; Jeouodérar, 15 e2.

Inrovéw: Inroveiv, [27 5]

Jvyarno: Jvyaréoa, 25 14.

doa: dvoat, 2 2, 32.

Jvoia: Jvolag, 1 82, 84, 18 11.

Po: EJvov, 1 2a—2; &dvoev, 18 11; dwotr, 1 s0;
Pew, 119,25, 87,94; dvovrag, 123; Jvousdvaow, 1 ss.

dotyg, [27 9—10].

legedouar: isgecvrar, 1 10—41; igpedvro, 1 15—16;
iggedodar, 1 15,

idoeta, [25 10]; lsgeiag, 1 49—s50; icoeiar, 1 44, 45;
iegaiv, 1 14; igpsiatg, 1 27, 39—40.

iegelov: igpeiow, 1 31, s2.

ieevg: iegel, 129, 34, 44; legda, 1 53; iegéow, 1 14;
iepetiol, 1 21, 39, 96.

iegewovva, 1 29, 34.

iegewoivy: igpewavvnyy, 1 63—64; lggewovvag, 18—9.

iegov, 12 4; iegdn, 1 52; igod, 1 21, 80, 94, 95; le@dw,
1 54—55; iepolg, 1 40, 87, 88, 89, 90, 92, 93.

iggomotdg: isgomotol, 25 11,

iedg: iepag [oix]lag, 3; icoav doovoav, 2 45—us.

lkgrov: ixgiov, 2 1o.
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radinue: xadelv, 23 1.

radiotyue: wadiotaudvors, [27 1]; wadecraudvov,
[27 13].

rawdg: rawoig, 238 21].

1AKOVOYER t KaKOVEYOY, 21 8; raxovgyodvra, 27 11.

xaroByog: xarovgyov, [27 10—11, 12].

*xaAadNPOogos: Kaladnpogot, 1 46,

KAAVTTTNO: HAAVTTTHOES, 9 12.

rwaidg, 135, 25 15

rarafarieo: warafaiiovrar, [27 5]; wvarafalrié-
odocav, [27 3—4].

ratalw: xaraivoar, 1 95—96.

raragog: warafiag, [20 20].

rardoyouat: xaraosntar, 1 s1; wardgyecdar, 1 62;
varagfauévor, [12 5—6].

ravaoxevalon: wraraoxevagécdwoayv, 27 3, wara-
ongv{ayoar, 2 19.

raracrevy): waraouevyy, [27 14].

xeAevo: uelevovow, [25 13].

negauis: weoauides, 9 11.

xéoauog, 9 9, 14.

wepdiaov, 1 94.

®A7OS . KNTOVG, 2 34—385.

ufoué: wnovrog, 1 50, 64; wnovxt, 1 43.

1uAnow: xAnooty, 1 41—48; wAngovodar, 1 12—13.

KANEWOLS: KANeWoewgs, 15 6—1.

wowdv: [rowo]d tod Bowwtdw, 23 10—11.

noddage: woiagste, [27 12].

Kogwdiovoyng: Koguwdovoyeig, 9 13.

roounTHg: KoounTy, [20 23, 81].

rodag: woéa, 1 23; xpedv, 1 2.

woppPeig: whgfew[v], 1 su.

whgtog: uvgla, [17 6], 20 4, [21 4], 28 5, 24 4.

rouodia: xouodia (dat.), 22 6.

KON woOTALS, 1 46,

Aayyave: Adyoow, 20 1 Aavydvovrag, 1 14—15]
Jayévrag, [28 19, 25 16—17].

Aaufave: Aaupavew, 1 22, 52, 38, 63.

lavyavo, see Aayyavo.

Aetrovyse: Aerrovgyotvreg, [24 8]

Asitovgyia: Asttovgyiay, [27 5].

Aoig: Avoet, 14 s.

uslag: ois u[eiaivag], 12 c.

uegite: /ASQL:GGI,, 18 41, [19 6, 20 28].

ueois: ueolda, 1 41.

uérgov: uéroa, 27 [1], s, [15]; péroow, 27 1.
modow: &uodnoaro, 1 60; usgmodousvov, 1 59.
Hiodw0tg: wodnoewg, 1 24, 84, 945 uicdwow, 1 60—61.
uva: uvag, 27 1.

UYNoaré® s uvnoaxnoo, 8 15, 21.

vadg: vaod, [25 15].

véuw: véuew, 1 39, 41-42; vduecdar, 1 23, 47
veiuacdat, 1 17—18.,

YNOIOTKOS, 6.

mraw: dviva, 22 1, 18, 2.

vouile: vouotuev, 8 1s; vombougvovg, 1 so—is.

vouog: vépet, 27 105 vouov, 18 28, 36—37, [23 24];
vouotg, 18 15, [20 11]; vduovg, 18 e3, [27 12].

Edrov: EdAa, 1 s1, 88, 89, 90, 92, 95.

Svufarie, see cvufaiio.

Evupayia: Evppayiav, [8 18, 13—14, 25].
Eduuayog: Evuuayor, 8 11.

Evvniun: Svwdnrag, 8 21—e2.

Ebvuewuar: Evvreiueva, 8 15.

Evwvridnue: Svvnideudvorw, 8 24; Evvmdsusvorg, 8 13.

oida: eidwot, 1 83; eiddreg, 15 25; eiddow, 20 19.

oinia: [oix]iag icgags AInvag Iloiddog, 3; oixiav,
2 24, 29—30.

oinog: olkotg, [27 14].

oig: oiv, 1 s, s6, 87, 93; olv éviduova, 1 93; olv
6Adnavrov, 1 85; olg, 12 6.

dAdravrog: OAdkavrov, 1 ss.

Suvvui: duocav, 1 70, 15, 81; Suvvévrer, 8§ 16.

Suoioyéw: Suoioyoivrag, 1 4—5.

6uopéw: duogovoav, 2 24—25.

omAoudyns: omioudyny, [20 34].

60tler: Goifovow, 2 28, 33; dpicdal, 2 11—12; OQL-
Sovreg, 2 14.

donog, [8 11—12]; Bowov, [8 22].

80og, 81, 141; doot, 2 14, 28, 33, 40—41, 435 GOV,
1 18.

mdyog, [27 11].
madoroifing: madoreifyy, [20 s2].
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maiadg: malad, 22 6, [16, 19]; malawolg, 22 12.

nmagadidou: magaddow, [27 2, 4.

magaiaufave: magaidfoot, [27 4].

wapedoog: mapédoovg, 18 32.

magéyw: magéyel, 1 20; magéoyov, 1 51,

magoiyouar: magotyousvoy, 8 16, [o1].

warolog: mwaroia, 1 26, 43, 50, 65, 80, 18 12.

mewagyén: meagyeiv, [20 19]; meagyotvreg,
[20 11].

weddow: mewousvog, 18 15.

wedavog: melavov, 1 29—30, 35.

wéune: wéwpat, 25 13.

sevrduvovy: sevrduvov, [27 6—1].

mdanvy, [9 e, 3, s, 6, 7).

TTEAcK® . TwETOAUEVoy, 14 2.

TeTDS, 8 14, 17.

TANEGOLS . TANQWoewS, 15 9.

mwode: émomjoavro, [20 17]; momoaudvov, 238 11.

moinoig: moujoewg, [23 29].

mousty): moumsig, 18 12; moumny, [25 18]

moaTTe: mgafey, 18 14.

meoedpevw: mposdoevew, 20 2122,

700e000g: mEodwv, [17 7], 18 6—1, 204, [21 4,
285, 24 4—5, 25 5—6]; mEo&dgovg, [20 21, 28 19,
25 117].

moddvua, 1 ot.

moodvudouat: modvuovuevog, [8 14—15].

moogevog, 11 1.

TEooAYw: TmEooayayely, 20 22.

movraveia: mouraveiag, 17 [4],5—6, 183,65 [201—2,
3—4, 211,3], 28 2, 4—5, 24 2, [4], 25 2,5, 26 ¢;
movraveiav, 18 38, [19 4, 20 27].

movTavew: Emgurdveve, [11 4].

movTavg: movrdavers, [18 1].

oapé: odorag, 1 33.

cdrvgor: Garvpolg maiaiolg, [22 12].

onroua: onkouara, 27 6.

orxélog, 1 s2, 83, 39; owxélovg, 1 s35.

omovdj: omovdiy, [20 16—17].

oradudg: oradud, [27 1, 8, 15]; oraducwy, 27 1.

oTtépavog: orepavov, 23 20—s0; orepdvol, 15 16,
18 o1, 36, [19 3], 20 25, 31, [28 24]; oTépavoy,
[28 25—e1].

oTEQPavon . éotepavwosy, 18 1s; orepavdoat, 15 15,
18 27, 35, [19 2, 20 25, 30—31, 28 23]; oTePave-
Vévreg, [18 2].

othAn: othing, 18 10, 19 5—6; ornie, [8 2];
otiint, 15 31, 18 38, [19 4, 20 21—28]; oriiny,
1 82, 84; othrag, 27 13.

oyreuat, see Svvrsiuat.

ovupaiie:  ovupaiiecdar, 1 s0—s1, 37, ocvvBdA-
reo¥at, 1 835 EvuPdriecdar, [20 23—24, 23 21,
25 18—19]; ovuPailougvovg, 1 26, 55, 95.

ovupolov, 23 11.

ovuuayia, see Svuuayia.

obuuayos, see Svuuayog.

ovumededgog: ovumededgor, 20 5, [21 5], 23 7,
24 5, [25 1]; ovwrmodedgor, 18 s.

ovvfaiie, see cvufaiio.

ovvédotov: cvvedgiov, 18 39—i0, [19 5].

ovvinuy, see Svvdnun.

ovvmeoedgog, see ovumededgog.

ovvtidnut, see Svvridnut.

0OPEOGUYY: GPEotYYyg, 20 25—26.

TaAavrov: Taldvrov, [27 ).
TaQTHUOQOY: TagTuéoy, [27 7).

TdrTe: Terayudvov, [27 2]

Tedevrdo: tedevroer (subj.), 1 1314,
Téuevog, 2 11, 18; Teuévovg, 2 8—9; teugvet, 2 21, 25.
Tuao: tunocst, 18 21,

Tun: nudg, 1 s2.

ro&étng: Tofornw, [20 35).

roayadia: voaywidiar (dat.), 22 [16], 10.
Toayedoi: Toaywidolg, 23 21—s.
T0énw: Toéwer (subj.), 1 o.

brevdvvog: dmevdvvov, 1 9.
bodwog: vméouwov, 1 96—91.
0g: v, 1 88, 89, 91, 92.

QEow: @doovow, 2 21, 32.

@iiia: @tiiay, 8 25.

pidog: @iloy, 8 17; @idovg, [8 1s].

plriotydouat: @riotiudvrat, 15 23—,

puiotia: @uiotuiag, 15 18—19, 18 25, 35, [19 2];
pulotyiay, [20 17].
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puiotiuwg: 18 13, [25 15].

@opog, 6.

poéap: poéatog, 2 ss.

pviary: puiaxdg, [24 s].

PUAdTTR: Puidfe, [8 14].

Quiétng: puidrar, 18 4.

Quin: @uigg, [18 1], 15 215 @uigy, 15 12, 20,
24—25. See ‘HEmragpviai in section II of the
index above.

ydois: yagrag, 15 25—26, [20 19—20].
yepdyoapov, [27 4.

ye1oTovém: yegoTovndévteg, [26 11].
qomg: yoivmog, [27 1—s].

y0toog: xoigov, 1 86, 87, 89, 90, 91.

x0vg: yodg, [27 7].

xofnua: yonuacty, 8 20.

yenuatile: yonuatioar, [20 23, 28 20, 25 1s].

700vog, 1 59—60; yodvov, 1 9—i0, 18 et.

yoveodg: yovodt, 15 16, 18 21, 36, 23 24.

zweiov, 26 3; yoplov, 14 1; yowola, 2 14—15;
yoElov, 2 29, 33, 38,

ynile: dynpicdar, 1 si.
yypoua, 15 21—es, 18 37, [19 3, 20 21], 27 [2], 13;
wy@iouaot, [20 19]; wyelouacw, 18 1.

OuUig: did, 1 23—24.
AOKOPOOG: DOKOPOEWY, 1 21; doroPdgovs, 1 49.
Operéo: Opeinon, [8 19].
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