GREEK INSCRIPTIONS

DebpicaTioN To DEMETER AND KORE

18. Inscribed base of Pentelic marble, found on June 2, 1938, in the west face
of the Valerian Wall in Section 8. The stone was broken off at the right, but the
original width of the base may be computed as 0.754 m. on the assumption that the
cutting on the top surface was equidistant (0.217 m.) from both right and left sides.
The size of the rough-picked rectangular cutting, whose original width is preserved
at the front, is 0.32 m. X 0.23 m.; it is located 0.24 m. from the front surface and
0.107 m. from the back. All original faces of the monument were smoothly dressed.

Height, 0.265 m. ; width, 0.60 m.; thickness, 0.577 m.
Height of letters, 0.012 m.
Inv. No. I 5484.

No. 18

ca. 455 B.C. STOIX.

[’A]ppriro TeNerijs mpbmolos oijs, méria Anot,
kal Quyarpods mpobipo kdopov dyakpa T6de
éomoev oredpdvo AvowoTpdry ovdé mapdvrwy
detderar aA\a feols ddbovos és dvvapw.
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98 W. KENDRICK PRITCHETT

Translation: O revered Demeter, Lysistrate, the attendant of your sacred rites
and of your daughter’s, has erected this offering (dyalpa) of two crowns as an
ornament of your forecourt. Of what she has, she is not sparing, but to the gods
she is lavish to the extent of her means.

The forms of the letters suggest a date in the fifties of the fifth century, and this
is not incompatible with the employment of the Ionic alphabet, which is abundantly
attested for private records in the period after 480 B.c.* The phi with a projecting
vertical stroke appears in the tribute lists in the second year (453/2 B.c.) * and in the
Sigeian decree of 451/0 B.c. (Hesperia, V, 1936, pp. 360-362). All examples of
phi in the first year of the tribute lists are in the form of a vertical stroke enclosed
within a circle. The two-stroke upsilon is said by Kirchner (/magines, p. 12) to have
disappeared after the date of the Marathon epigram.® It does occur, however, in
private monuments and late examples of it appear in /.G., I*, 1084, a grave stele with
Tonic letters which is dated by Wilhelm (Beitrdage, p. 37) in the third quarter of the
fifth century. The other letters of this base are not so significant, but they are not out
of place in the ’fifties.

Determination of the kind of monument erected on this inscribed base is of
importance for the interpretation of the text itself; in particular will the meaning of
dyalpa in line 2 and the interpretation of oredpavew in line 3 be affected by the estab-
lishment of whether the base held a statue or some sort of pillar (with or without
relief). Finality cannot be obtained from the evidence of the cutting alone, but a
strong probability in favor of the interpretation that the base contained a pillar can
be established.* The measurement for the shorter sides of the cutting on the top
surface (0.23 m.) would permit the foot of a statue two-thirds life size at the maxi-
mum, but the depth of the cutting (0.045 m.) extends rather far for the plinth of a
statue of such height. In addition, the shape of the cutting, being rectangular,
strongly favors the pillar theory.” Similar pillars for grave monuments have been
discussed in detail by Dinsmoor, 4.J.A4., XXVI, 1922, pp. 261-277, and XXVII,
1923, pp. 23-25, and analogous bases with rectangular cuttings which received pillar-

1 See Meisterhans, Grammatik®, p. 4, and Ferguson, Treasurers of Athena, pp. 175-178. Cf.
Kretschmer, Gr. Vaseninschriften, pp. 103 ff., and Buck, CI. Phil., VIII, 1913, pp. 135-143.

2 See Meritt, Wade-Gery, and McGregor, Athenian Tribute Lists, vol. I, p. 13, fig. 10 and

late III.
i 3In the public sepulchral monument /.G., 1%, 929 (458 B.c.) the second mason incised two-
stroke upsilons. Examples also occur in Hesperia, 11, 1933, no. 12, dated by Oliver between 451
and 449 B.c.

¢ With regard to the study of the architectural features of this monument, I have profited
substantially from conversations with Dr. A. Raubitschek.

5 On the improbability of a marble statue being dedicated between 480-400 B.c., see A. J. B.
Wace, An Approach to Greek Sculpture, p. 24, and Snijder, Gnomon, X1I, 1936, p. 565. Raubitschek
informs me that his examination of Athenian bases of the sixth century has revealed only one
monument with a similar rectangular cutting which may be connected with the statue of a standing
figure; cf. also Raubitschek, Bull. Bulgare, XII, 1938, p. 140, note 8.
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shafts are fairly numerous.® The omission of the artist’s signature, while not of
itself conclusive, does not discountenance the pillar interpretation.

The translation of oredpdre as the object of éomoer in apposition with dyalupa
depends on the interpretation of the monument as a base for a pedestal or pillar;
into the supported pillar were driven nails on which were suspended the two conse-
crated crowns.” This was frequently done in the case of grave stelai, as J. Klein (Der
Kranz bei den alten Griechen, p. 52) has stated: *“ Der Kranz wird nun entweder an
der Stele selbst aufgehangt; deshalb zeigen die Stelen hdufig Spuren von Négeln, die
einst dazu dienten, die aufgehangten Kranze festzuhalten.” A stele of white marble
now in the archaeological collection at Larisa affords a very interesting parallel. Paul
Clement has kindly provided a photograph of this monument, a new text of which
has been published by him in Hesperia, VIII, 1939, p. 200.* This stele has a dowel
hole in the upper part above the dedicatory inscription; into this hole must have been
inserted a support for some sort of dedicatory offering to the Thessalian goddess.
Rouse (Greek Votive Offerings, pp. 155, 266-267) states that golden crowns were
frequently consecrated, and there is an immense number of crowns recorded in the
Athenian inventories.” It was the custom to dedicate the honorific crown, and this

¢ See Wilhelm, Beitrige, 1909, pp. 70-71 ; Broneer, Hesperia, 11,1933, pp. 373-374 ; Raubitschek,
Oesterr. Jahresh., XXXI, 1938, Beiblatt, pp. 35-36; and Raubitschek, Bull. Bulgare, XII, 1938,
pp. 148-158. In the case of I.G., 12, 617, a base which was inscribed about the middle of the fifth
century, the size of the cutting, 0.23 X 0.11 X 0.06 m. (see Lolling-Wolters, no. 174), is so small
for a base whose width is 0.95 m. that the stone must have supported a pillar. The top surface of
1.G., I*, 525 displays a deep rectangular cutting (0.09m.), and the monument would be assigned
to this same group, even if there were not the additional evidence from I.G., I2, 524 and 826 that
its artist, Euphron, was the maker of such pillars (probably with reliefs). The base I.G., II?, 2793
has a cutting which measures 0.23 %X 0.075 X 0.045 m. (see Wilhelm, Beitrige, 1909, pp. 47-48),
so it must have been the support for a stele or pillar. The only clue to the nature of the pillar is
offered by the text of the inscription ([6 8juos 6 *Abyv]aiwr orepavic[as xpvode orepdvar Aewo |kpdryy
KXewopfBpérov *Axap[véa]) ; this suggests that the monument—and probably there are many of the
same type—supported an honorific crown.

" See G. F. Hill in Hastings’ Encyclopaedia of Religion and Ethics, s.v. Crown, p. 342: The
word orépavos is *“ used by Greeks ———of circular ornaments that could be ———hung on a support
as offering or decoration ——~." At Knossos there was found in a flat bowl a spray of foliage made
of thin gold plate and wire, which Evans (B.S.4., VIII, 1901-02, p. 25) considers to have been
used for votive purposes. For lists of similar crowns, see J. Koechling, “De coronarum apud
antiquos vi atque usu,” in Religionsgeschichtliche Versuche und Vorarbeiten, XIV, 1913-14, p. 41,
and Deubner, Archiv fiir Religionswissenschaft, XXX, 1933, p. 80.

8 Clement has informed me that the measurements of the monument are: height, 0.86 m.;
width (near the bottom), 0.42m.; thickness, 0.13m.; height of letters, 0.013-0.019 m. These
measurements, it is to be noted, differ somewhat from those published by Giannopoulos in *Apy.
Aerr., X, 1926, p. 52. The measurements of the dowel hole Clement has computed from the photo-
graph to be: width, 0.03 m.; length, 0.053 m. The tapered stele is mutilated at the top and broken
away at the bottom; the original sides, though chipped along the edges, are preserved.

*The greater part of one of these lists, 1.G., 1I%, 1496, consists exclusively of such crowns
dedicated by the recipients.
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fact is frankly recognized in I.G., II?
212, where the two men honored in the
main decree are directed to dedicate
their crowns forthwith (lines 33 ff.:
émadr) 8¢ Tovs orepdvovs dvaribéact T
"AOnvac T Tohedde ———). Women are
known to have been the recipients of
crowns, and I.G., II?, 863 and 1036
afford analogies for such a possible
award to Lysistrate.’ The use of the
dual form in fifth-century Attic in-
scriptions is well attested by Meister-
hans (Grammatik®, pp. 121-123, 199-
203, etc.).

Rejection of the interpretation
that the monument was a pillar-base
would necessitate a new explanation for
oredpavw, and the possibility of this
word being a patronymic must be con-
sidered in any case.” The use of w for
ov occurs in several fifth-century in-
scriptions which contain traces of the
Tonic alphabet,’” and the name Srédavos
is well attested for the fifth century
(see P.A., 12877, 12878, 12882, 12883,
and 12884). In the dedicatory inscrip-
Stele from Larisa tions listed by Kirchner in 1.G., II?

:

{};
&

4

~
t

B, o

10 Dedications made by women before 403 B.c. include I.G., 1%, 473, 487, 493, 524, 553, 578,
582, 605 (?), 659, and 745.

11 The possibility of interpreting ore¢pdve as an instrumental dative with iota omitted has been
considered, but as regards meaning and form it seems less satisfactory than either of the other
interpretations offered. The earliest epigraphical example of the omission of the iota from the
dative singular occurs in the inscription (late sixth century) published by Raubitschek, Oesterr.
Jahresh., XXXI, 1938, Beiblatt, p. 62. Of the two fifth-century examples collected by Meisterhans
(o0p. cit., p. 67), the one in I.G., 12, 77, line 2, has been corrected by Hiller; the other from 410 s.c.
(I.G., 12, 253, line 267) occurs in a non-stoichedon inventory record. Compare also Schwyzer, G7.
Gram., 1, p. 201. In I.G., II%, 4548 (ca. 400 B.c.) the form Kyéwsé is not analogous, since the
stonemason inscribed a genitive form by error for a dative: compare Walter, *Apy. ‘E¢., 1937,
p. 100, note 1.

12 See Meisterhans, op. cit., p. 4, note 17, where three examples are listed (I.G., I2, 80, line 8;
559; and 661). In the case of Aevkoropidw in I.G., I?, 559, Meisterhans’ interpretation is in accord
with that proposed by Kirchhoff and accepted by Hiller, but it must be noted that the form has



GREEK INSCRIPTIONS 101

4545 ff. there are many examples of a woman’s name with patronymic,'” and in some
of these, although of later date, the woman is specified as a priestess of Demeter (/.G.,
1%, 4824, 4868)."* For the position of the patronymic, comparison may be made with
1.G., 11%, 3123 (cf. Raubitschek, Hesperia, VIII, 1939, p. 159) and with Aristotle,
"Af. Tlo\., 7, 4 (cf. Hiller, I.G., I*, p. 205, and Wilhelm, Beitrdge, pp. 38-39).
For the omission of fvydrp, there are analogous examples from the fourth cen-
tury and later (1.G., 11,4552, 4643, etc.), but apparently none from the fifth: 1.G., I?,
553 is only partially preserved and the reading of I.G., I*, 639 has been corrected by
Raubitschek, Oesterr. Jahresh., XXXI, 1938, Beiblatt, p. 59 (cf. Lauffer, Ath. Muitt.,
LXII, 1937 [1939], pp. 91-92). As stated above, however, the architectural features
and the desirability of avoiding any irregularity in the script of this carefully
inscribed monument have been tentatively adjudged evidence in favor of the interpre-
tation of oreddvew as a dual accusative form.

Line 1: The phrase dppirov mekerqis also occurs in Kaibel, Epig. Gr., no. 972.
For the vocative form Anot, see Kithner-Blass, I, pp. 453-454.

Line 2: The original site of the monument, determined by the reference to its
erection as an adornment of Demeter’s wpéfvpov, may be located in the Eleusinion, in
the vicinity of which the pillar-base was discovered, as will be discussed in forth-
coming topographical studies.”® In I.G., IT%, 1672 (329/8 B.C.), reference is made to
the repair of this wpéfvpov (e.g., lines 165-166: 7ét movjoavre tas Fpas tds eis 70
Elevoiviov 70 év dorer kal 10 mpbBvporv). In the fifth century, this was a strongly
enclosed area, as appears from Thucydides’ description (11, 17) of the influx of the
population into the city in 431 B.C.: o 8¢ moAhoi 7d Te éphpa s TONews Prknoav kal Ta
lepa kal Td Mpdo TAvTa TANY ThHS dkpoméheéws kal Tov Elevowiov kal €l T dA\o Befaiws
kApoTov .’ :

The use of dyahpa to designate a votive offering to the goddess, a precursor of the
common post-Herodotean meaning of (cult-)statue of a deity, is discussed by Reisch
in Pauly-Wissowa, Realencyclopidie, s.v. dyahpa.r” It was applied to such diversi-
fied offerings as a bronze vessel (I.G., I?, 450, 452), wepippavripiov (I.G., 12, 739,
747), herm (I.G., I?, 821), pillar-monument of the type of the present document
(1.G., I*, 631, 826), etc.

been interpreted as a dual: see Rangabé, Ant. Hell., I, 1842, no. 37 (cf. Schwyzer, Gr. Gram.,
I, p. 557, and Kiihner-Blass, Gr. Gram., I, p. 377). To Meisterhans’ examples may be added
I1.G., I?, 821 see the remarks of Wilhelm, Oesterr. Jahresh., 11, 1899, pp. 228-229, and of Picard,
R.E.A., XXXVII, 1935, p. 9. See also the ostraka published by Brueckner, Ath. Mitt., XL, 1915,
p. 10, no. 12 (cf. 1.G., 12, 911, 1), by Shear, Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 40, and by Broneer, Hesperia,
VII, 1938, p. 240, fig. 69.

1 Cf. Walter, *Apx. ’E¢., 1937, p. 100. ** Cf. Foucart, Les mystéres d’Eleusis, pp. 216-220.

5 See also Shear, Hesperia, VIII, 1939, p. 207.

6 See Judeich, Topographie?, pp. 286-289, and Foucart, Les mystéres d’Eleusis, p. 307.

" Cf. G. Hock, Gr. Weihegebraeuche, p. 47; C. D. Buck, Introduction to the Study of the
Greek Dialects?, p. 196, no. 35; and Langlotz in Schrader’s Die archaischen Marmorbildwerke der
Akropolis, p. 8. The possibility of a statue on top of the pillar-shaft is not excluded.
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FRAGMENT oF ERECHTHEUM BuUILDING AccounT oF 408/7 B.c.

19. Fragment of Pentelic marble, with original bottom, accurately smoothed
as a level bed surface, preserved, found on April 16, 1938, in a Roman deposit in

Section II.

No. 19. Obverse Face

Height, 0.12 m.; width,
0.105 m.; thickness, 0.04 m.

Height of letters, 0.007 m.
Inv. No. I 5394.

This fragment makes a join
with the two small fragments which
provide the text of 1.G., I*, 374,
lines 326 ff. Line 326 corresponds
to line 78 of inscription XVII,
column II, in Caskey’s more recent
publication in The Erechtheum, p.
398. The position of the new frag-
ment may best be envisaged by an
examination of plate XLIX of The
Evechtheum. The {fracture which

extends vertically through lines 68-76 of column II of no. XVII is continued along
the left side of the new fragment. Caskey’s line numbering has been adopted in

the following transcription.

XVII, column II, lines 77-88

[as hepylaoalp]évor hév

3TOIX. 23

. XAAk
dexa S

[aodva]kre év K[oN]\v: howovr
80 [¢ HPFHF]E: xahkev hepyaoapév
[ot *Apwo( ?) |rimmor Kerriow: AFHF
[F * xd\k]as hepyaoauévor Tpe
[Ts Beod]éror haxap. AAAAFE. 76
[7apdde|vypa hepyacapévor, 7
85 [év hdka]vBav, hers Tév [hopode]
[v how o]vk éxpnodued|a Sracid]
[varre (?) hlev [K]oA\v: ho[k. [THHE. xd]

[Akev h]e[pya]oapévole
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The new fragment deals with the floral ornaments for the coffered ceiling of
the western part of the Erechtheum. It contains the record of payments for the
execution of the rosettes, thirty of which are now noted. These rosettes (xdAkac or
XdAkar) * were executed in the ninth prytany of the year 408/7 B.c. at a price of
14 drachmae each. The name of the workman in lines 78-79 has been restored as
S7|aocwdva € and is new in Attic prosopography.”” This name will also fit the lacuna
of lines 86-87. In line 81 the only names listed by Bechtel (op. cit., pp. 221-225)
which will fit the lacuna are [’Apio|rmurmos, [K\et]|nmmos, and |[Srpd|mirmos. All
occur in Attic prosopography. If ‘Aptorurmos is restored, it may be the same workman
who is mentioned in no. XXIII, line 7 (The Erechtheuwm, p. 400). In line 83
Bebdoros *Axaprevs is already known as one of the workmen employed in the previous
year for the carving of the moulding in the mAaiowa of the East Cella’s ceiling (XI,
column 111, line 7; cf. The Erechtheum, p. 366).

In line 81 the omission of uiar finds parallels in no. XVII, column II, lines 73
and 74. The second letter space in line 82 must have been uninscribed as were the
letter spaces in XVII, column I, line 22, column II, lines 23, 24, and 27, or filled by
four dots as in XVII, column II, line 23.*° Since an akanthos model for the coffer-lids
was executed at a price of 8 drachmae (XVII, column 11, lines 4-7), this same
figure has been restored for the unused model mentioned in the new fragment. The
use of the first person plural (éypnoduefa, line 86) is normal throughout the inscrip-
tion.” In lines 87-88 xdhkev or xdAkas must be restored, for no summation has been
given in the preceding text of the total expenditure for the rosettes.

In previous estimations of the probable height of the entire inscription, Dinsmoor
(A.J.A., XVII, 1913, p. 258) and Caskey (op. cit., p. 374) have considered the 87
lines inscribed in column I of inscription XVT1I, a slab which has the original top and
bottom preserved, as filling the entire vertical surface, and on this basis the total
number of lines in the three tiers of slabs has been computed.” However, the new
Agora fragment preserves at its base the upper half of the letters of an eighty-eighth
line. The letters of line 87 of column I of inscription XVII are 0.008 m. above the
original bottom of the stone, but this lower edge is now so worn that no surviving
traces of letters remain. This method of inscribing the letters of a single line partly
on one slab and partly on another may be paralleled in the Erechtheum accounts
which are assigned by Dinsmoor to the year 407/6 B.c. (The Erechtheum, pp. 648-

18 For the orthography and meaning of the word, see Caskey, The Erechtheum, p. 409,

19 See Bechtel, Die hist. Personennamen des Griechischen, p. 47.

20 Uninscribed letter spaces are not indicated in Caskey’s minuscule text in The Erechtheum,
but are reproduced in Hiller’s transcription in the editio minor.

21 See XIII, column I, line 51; XIII, column II, lines 12-13, 17-18; and XVII, column I,
lines 31-32.

22 See Caskey, op. cit., pp. 371-374. Dinsmoor has informed me that he has a new computation
for the height of the upper and lower tiers. This computation is determined by the height of the
wall to the face of which Dinsmoor (A4.J.4., XXXVI, 1932, fig. 4) believes the inscription was
fastened.



104 W. KENDRICK PRITCHETT

650, including fig. 236; cf. I.G., II*, 1655),
and demonstrates that the three tiers must
have been erected as revetment before they
were inscribed. This Dinsmoor (A4.J.4., XVII,
1913, p. 255) had already conjectured because
the original thickness of the slabs was only
0.10 m.

A detail which now appears solely in the
new Agora fragment may be noted in the photo-
graph of the lateral face.”® In the interlinear
space to the left of the first alpha of line 82
and of the omicron of line 83, there is a bored
hole which slopes downward toward the top of
the dowel cutting behind.* This hole, originally
0.011 m. in diameter, was the pour-channel
down which molten lead was poured into the
top of the dowel cavity. The mouth of this
hole, higher than the top of the dowel, must
have been stopped up with white stucco.

No. 19. Lateral Face

Decree Honoring Taxiarcus, 302/1 s.c.

20. Stele of Pentelic marble, found on February 14, 1938, in the east face of
the Valerian Wall in Section II. The stone is broken off below, and the pedimental
top is much battered ; otherwise, it is intact. The inscribed face had been covered with
mortar and was carefully cleaned by Schweigert.

Height, 0.63 m.; width, 0.43 m.; thickness, 0.095 m.
Height of letters, 0.007 m.
Inv. No. I 5228.

302/1 B.c. STOIX. 27

[0] € o i

"Emri Nukokéovs dpxovros émi Thjs

’Akapavridos terdprns mpvravei

as M Nikov Geoddpov IMwlevs éyp
5 appdrever, Mvavoyndvos €xrer ple]

28 This photograph with pertinent information was kindly provided by Dinsmoor.
2¢ For dowel cuttings in this inscription, see The Erechtheum, p. 372, figure 194.
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3 3 4 ’ \ 3 ~
7 elkddas, TéuTTEL KAl €IKOOTIL T
s mpvraveias: ékkAnoia: Tdv wpolé]
dpwv émeynjdilev EvOdukos Knd|1]
goddpov *Avayvpdoios kal ovuTps
10 edpor- €dofev Téu Sjpwr. *° Mépvawv
MéSovros *Adidvatos eimev: émed
\ 3 /’ e 3 N\ /7
1) ol Taflapxot oi émt NikokAéovs
3/ ~ \ / 3
dpxovTos kahds kal PuloTipuws ém
epelifnoav s evk|o|ouias s év
15 7ols iepols T)s Anunrpos kal éor
epdvwoav adrovs ol émi Tadra ailp]
/. 3 ~ / 3 ~ 4
ebévres éx 16V dpwv, dyaldi 5 xn]
¢ 8e8Sxfar TdL Sjpawe, émawéoar |T]
ovs Tafidpxovs kal oTepavdoar €
20  kaoTov avrdv Barkol oreddvar V| |
R N s )./ ’ o
ép ov Tas evfvvas deddkaow, dmw|s]
A < 4 > ~ 3 ’ 3
dv vmépvmua €t s émueletas a|v]
v, dvaypdfar 8¢ T88e 70 Yrjop|a]
kol Ta ovépara avrdv maTpéler k|a|
25 i 7ob djuov é&v oriAn MbBivne kal
~ \ ~ > Ve 3 3
[or) |oaw mpos & "EXevowiow év d|o ]
3 \ \ 3 A ~ /
[ 7et, €ls 8¢ Ty dvarypadiy Ths ok
~ \ /7 ~ /
[ns Sodvar Tov] Tapiov Tob Sjumov : A
[AA : Spaxuds ék 7@ v els Ta katd Ymd
30 [ilopara dvalokopévay Téi] Sjuwe.

This inscription contains the eleventh preserved decree of the demos which was
passed in the year of Nikokles (302/1 B.c.). It has the same orator as 1.G., IT?, 500,
and both inscriptions bestow praise upon taxiarchs.” In the present inscription they
are cited for ““ the preservation of order in the sacred rites of Demeter.” ** Reference
to the performance of sacred duties by the taxiarchs is contained in two other decrees
passed in their honor (Hesperia, 11, 1933, no. 5, and 1V, 1935, no. 40).”” The part
these officials played in helping the sacrificial magistrates conduct the sacred pro-
cessions is well known from the complaint of Demosthenes (IV, 26) : ook éxetporovetre
& & Vubv adrdv Séka Tafidpxovs kal oTparyyovs kal ¢uhdpxovs kail immdpyovs Svo;
7L odv ovroL moLobat; mANY évds Grdpds, bv Av ékméumt’ émi Tov wSN€wov, of Nourol Tas
mopTas méuTOVOW VULV peTd TAV iepomoidy: domep ydp oi mAdrTovres Tovs mmhivovs,

% For I.G., 112, 500, see Beloch, Gr. Gesch., IV?, 1, p. 159, note 3.

26 For iepd, cf. Ferguson, Athenian Tribal Cycles, p. 161, note 1.

7 Cf. I.G., 112, 334, lines 13-14, and Kahrstedt, Untersuchungen zur Magistratur in Athen,
p. 288.
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No. 20. Decree Honoring Taxiarchs
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e€ls ™y dyopav xewporoveite Tovs Tafidpxovs kal Tovs Puldpxovs, ovk €mi TOV wENEmov.
Pertinent literary passages are discussed by Busolt-Swoboda (Gr. Staats., pp. 1126-
1127).%®

For interpretation of the phrase éoredpdvwoar adrovs oi émt Tavra aipefévres (lines
15-17), comparison may be made with 7.G., II?, 354, lines 15-19, where oi Aaxdvres
émpelnral Tis evkoouias reported favorably to the demos concerning assistance
rendered by the priest Androkles.* The words émi Tadra are understood as referring
to s evkoopias (line 14) ; *° those who were to care for the evkoouia were assisted by
the taxiarchs. For crowns being awarded by bodies other than the boule and ekklesia,
such as of atoirot, oi orparevéuevor Pauvotvr, oi lldpalor, and o iepomouoi, see 1.G., 117,
678, 1254, 1311; Larfeld, Handbuch der griechischen Epigraphik, 11, p. 843; and
Ganszyniec in Pauly-Wissowa, Realencyclopdadie, s.v. Kranz, col. 1598. For aipe-
Oévres éx Tév Svjpwr compare Athenaios, VI, 235.

Inasmuch as the decree was passed in the fourth month of the year, the reference
to the rites of Demeter may be connected with the Eleusinian mysteries in the month
Boedromion. This is confirmed by the instructions for the erection of the stele mpos
té "EXevowim év dorer. Six months earlier, in Munychion of 303/2 B.c., Demetrios
Poliorketes had been admitted into the Eleusinian mysteries without the necessary
preliminary initiation (Plutarch, Demetrius, 26, and Diodoros, XX, 110, 1), and
after his departure for Thessaly ensued the vigorous attack on the government of
Stratokles.”” Possibly, the moderate democrats seized an opportunity for hostile
demonstrations at the festival whose rites Demetrios had audaciously violated. Praise
of the taxiarchs in the present document must have been initiated by the radical

28 For similar duties of the orparyyoi, see Busolt-Swoboda, loc. cit. ; Schwahn in Pauly-Wissowa,
Realencyclopidie, Supplement VI, col. 1092; and Kahrstedt, op. cit., pp. 288-290.

29 Cf. Koehler’s restoration of oi éri rijs ebroopilas in line 3 of I.G., 112, 2850 (see Wilhelm,
Hermes, XXIV, 1889, p. 142). Also cf. of xeporormbévres émpeyral s mopmis in I.G., 112, 896,
lines 34-35, and of émperyral Tijs mopmis ¢ Awviow in 1.G., 112, 668, lines 13-15 (cf. Meritt, Hesperia,
VII, 1938, p. 103), and in Aristotle, *A#. TIoA. 56, 4. Relevant discussions appear in articles in
Pauly-Wissowa, Realencyclopddie, s.vv. émperyral, cols. 168-169 (by Oehler), and érperyral rdv
puorypiov, cols. 171-172 (by Kern), and in Foucart, Les mystéres d’Eleusis, pp. 233-236.

30 For edkoopla, see Busolt, Gr. Staats.®, p. 494. Ci. Kahrstedt, op. cit., p. 290, note 3.

% See Ferguson, Hell. Ath., pp. 120-123 ; Elderkin, A.J.A., XXXVIII, 1934, pp. 35-36; and
Glotz-Roussel-Cohen, Histoire Grecque, IV, pp. 340 and 347. Dinsmoor (Archons, p. 383, and
Hesperia, IV, 1935, pp. 309-310) has argued against Ferguson that Plutarch and Diodoros were
in error in assigning Demetrios’ initiation to the year 302 B.c.; he wishes to connect the story with
the calendar difficulties of 307/6 B.c. Meritt (Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 544) has opined that Dins-
moor’s interpretation was open to question. The testimony of Philochoros, active in Athens at the
time, appears to be against Dinsmoor’s interpretation. In Book VIII of his Atthis, Philochoros
included among the events of 307/6 B.c. an account of Demetrios’ arrival in Athens (Miiller,
F.HG.,1,p. 408). Later, in Book X (Miiller, op. cit.,, I, p. 409), Philochoros narrated the episode
of the Eleusinian Mysteries. The .4t#this was arranged in chronological sequence under Athenian
archons (Laqueur in Pauly-Wissowa, Realencyclopddie, s.v. Philochoros, col. 2435), and; although
Book X contained references to earlier events (Bockh, Kleine Schriften, V, p. 428), the fact that
the passage falls in the book which contained the events of 303/2 B.c. renders more probable the
interpretation of Ferguson.
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democrats, for in 1.G., IT?, 500, the same orator proposed praise for services rendered
in 305/4 B.c., when the party of Stratokles was in power. In connection with the
maintenance of order at the time of the Eleusinian rites, reference may be made to
the decree of the deme Eleusis published as 1.G., IT%, 1193, in which a wepiréhapxos

is praised: — — — a¥7ds e avrov éraé |ev "Eevaivdde kai Tovs orparidr|as rovs ped éavrod
\ ¥ 7 AN AY \ \ Aj o \ e Ny

kol émpatrev w|pds Te Tovs oTparnyods kal tov 87| [plov Smws dvhaxy ikavy ENfou

"Elev| [07]vdde kai 76@v dNwv Sowv &etro | [els ¢lvhaxiy ‘Elevoivos ———* This

decree has been assigned to the last decade of the fourth century,* and the unusual
circumstances surrounding the festival of 302 B.c. make the suggestion plausible
that reference is contained to it.

Lines 5-8: The calendar of the year of Nikokles has been studied in detail by
Meritt (Hesperia, IV, 1935, pp. 545-547). The present decree was passed on the
112th day of the year; the 25th day of the fourth prytany is equated with the 24th
day of Pyanopsion (backward count). The year began with a hollow Hekatombaion,
and the first three prytanies had 29 days each.

Lines 8-9: The father of the chairman of the proedroi was probably Knduodédwpos
Mewdiov *Avayvpdoos (P.A., 8362).

Lines 10-11: The orator, identical with the proposer of I.G., II?, 500, was
possibly an ancestor of Me\irwy MéSovros *Adudralos who was a prytanis in the first
century before Christ (I.G., IT?, 1755, line 10).

Line 21: Similar phrases involving euthyna, inscribed at the close of the formula
which indicates the bestowal of crowns, occur in I.G., I1?, 415, 488, etc. (see Kirchner,
1.G., IT?, Indices, p. 51).

Lines 24-25: Instructions to inscribe names marpéfer kal Tod Srjuov occur also
in the publication-formula of 1.G., II?, 478, line 28.** The omission of the subject
Tov ypaupatéa Tob dpov from this formula is unusual, but examples occur in 1.G.,
IT?, 190, 292, 508, 648, etc. (see Larfeld, Handbuch der griechischen Epigraphik, 11,
p. 709).

Line 28: The most significant feature of this new inscription is the preserva-
tion on the stone of the official 6 rauias 700 6xuov as the magistrate who defrayed
the cost of publication. Since the inscription is definitely dated in 302/1 B.c., it makes
possible a formal demonstration of the fact that Kahrstedt’s recently advanced theory
concerning the final appearance of this official in Attic decrees with the resultant
re-dating of several inscriptions by him must be abandoned.”

Kahrstedt (Untersuchungen sur Magistratur in Athen, pp. 12-15), seeking for

32 Cf. Kern in Pauly-Wissowa, Realencyclopidie, s.v. Mysterien, col. 1235.

33 See Dittenberger, Svil.2, 356.

8¢ Cf. I.G., 112, 223 B, line 4; 1237, line 119; and Busolt-Swoboda, Gr. Staats., p. 876, note 1.

85 Ferguson (A.J.P., LIX, 1938, pp. 230-231) has likewise taken exception to Kahrstedt’s
conclusions concerning this official. But in regard to the period 307/6-302/1 ®.c., Ferguson is
primarily concerned with the date to which I.G., 11%, 463 should be assigned.
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the first time a solution for the paymaster of decrees which would avoid recurring
alternations within the brief period 307-301 B.c. of ‘‘ the treasurer of Demos” and
“ the one administering finance,” ** concluded that the rauias 700 djumov disappeared
in 305/4 B.c. and was replaced in 304/3 B.c. by 6 émi 1 Swoukijoer. He determined
this date through his interpretation of /.G., 1I*, 555. This decree, lacking the pre-
script, may be dated only by means of internal evidence. Instructions are given in
line 28 that the official 6 émi ) dwowkijoer should pay for the crown and statue, but
in lines 30 and 36 there are provisions that the rauias 708 6nuov should pay for both
the épddia and the erection of the stele. Kahrstedt conjectured that, whereas épédia
and expenses for the stele would be paid within a short time after the passage of
the decree, the making of a crown and statue would require a longer period. There-
fore, the ecclesia, meeting at the close of the year 305/4 B.c., as Kahrstedt believes,
instructed the rauias 70D Svpov to pay for the immediate expenses, but the official
6 éml 77) Suowkrjoer to make disbursements which fell due in the next official year.

In order to substantiate his explanation of the change in financial boards, Kahr-
stedt offered new interpretations for two other inscriptions. In 1.G., IT*, 463, Habron,
the son of Lycurgus, is characterized as 6 éml 7 Swowxjoer (line 36). Kirchner,
Dinsmoor, et al., had dated this decree in 307/6 B.c. But Kahrstedt restored ém
Depexhéovs dpyxovros (304/3 B.c.) in line 1 and suggested that this decree contained
the first mention of the official 6 ént 7§ diowkrioer. Secondly, Kahrstedt was compelled
to reconcile his proposed date for the disappearance of the rapias 7od dfjuov in
305/4 B.c. with the text of I.G., II*, 505. This inscription comprises two large
fragments which do not join.”” The upper fragment contains in the prescript the
name of the archon Nikokles (302/1 B.c.), and the lower fragment stipulates that
the rauias 700 Squov shall be responsible for the expense of setting up the stele.
Kahrstedt’s explanation (p. 14) is: “ Entweder hat der Steinmetz von II* 505 den
ihm seit Jahrzehnten geliufigen Titel versehentlich hingeschrieben oder—was das
Wahrscheinlichere ist—der Text ist falsch zusammengesetzt. Der Anfang mit dem
Archon von 302/1 steht auf einem anderen Steinfragment als das Ende mit dem
Titel des Finanzbeamten und die Vereinigung beider Stiicke zu einer Urkunde, die
Lolling aufgebracht hat, ist aufzugeben.” Kahrstedt offered no comparison of the
physical characteristics of the two fragments, but measurements of letter forms and
spacing on the squeeze disprove his suggestion.

But the difficulties in Kahrstedt’s chronology for the two financial magistracies
are more serious than the correction of his interpretations for this one document.
Kahrstedt overlooked the evidence given in several inscriptions. I.G., 1% 493 + 518
(see add. to 1.G., II*) is dated in the twelfth prytany of 303/2 B.c.,”® but the appro-

%% See, e. g., A. C. Johnson, 4.J.P., XXXVI, 1915, pp. 432-433 ; Dinsmoor, Archons, pp. 64-65.

87 See Lolling, Aerrior, 1889, p. 90.

8 A. C. Johnson (A.J.P., XXXVI, 1915, p. 433) questioned Wilhelm’s combination of the
fragments published separately as 1.G., I1%, 493 and 518. He noted that Kirchner had designated



110 W. KENDRICK PRITCHETT

priation for the cost of the stele is defrayed by the rapias 70d dfuov, not the single
officer of administration. On the other hand, 1.G., IT%, 496 + 507 (see add. to 1.G.,
IT*) is dated in the same prytany and has as its disbursing official 6 émi 7§ Srowkrjoee.
The inscription 1.G., 1T%, 510, dated after 307/6 e.c., is analogous to /.G., IT?, 555
in that it contains the single officer of administration as the disbursing official for
the crown and statue, and the raufas Tob djuov for the erection of the stele. 1.G., IT%,
463, containing a reference to Habron as 6 éni 1) Sioukrjoer (line 36), was transferred
by Kahrstedt from 307/6 B.c. to 304/3 B.c. Yet Kahrstedt does not mention that
the official who was instructed to take charge of the setting-up of the stele was the
Taptas Tob Ojumov (line 34). To this cumulative evidence is now added the indisputable
example of the rauias 70D 6juov in the present Agora inscription.

To recapitulate the evidence, both the rauias 70d Sjuov and 6 émi 71} Srowknoer are
mentioned on the stone in 307/6,” 303/2,* and 302/1 B.c.** Two inscriptions, whose
prescripts are wanting, make express mention of both the single officer of adminis-
tration and the treasurer of the Demos as disbursing officials.”” Within the three
year period 304/3-302/1 B.c., both financial officials are instructed to make payments
from the same fund.*

The only solution which seems to accord with the evidence, as Ferguson has
stated (op. cit., pp. 230-231), lies in a rejection of the premise with which Kahrstedt
started: “ Kein Etatsposten kann zwei konkurrierende Chefs haben.” ** The official
émt ) Swoukrioer was functioning at the time of the passage of the decree published

the letters of 112, 493 as 0.007 m. in height but those of II%, 518 as 0.006 m. Actually, the letters
of both fragments are rather uniformly 0.007 m., although variations occur in both pieces. Johnson
also objected to the combination because he calculated that I12, 518 must have been too broad
(414 m. as compared with .355m. for the width of II? 493). His calculations were incorrect
because he regarded the measurement 0.175 m., which is the width of the entire preserved fragment
of 112, 518, as the width of its eleven oroiyo.. But the stele was a large one, erected at a cost of
50 drachmae, and this fragment, being part of the base, has a right uninscribed margin of 0.016 m.
The columns, measured on centers, occupy an equal space in both fragments.

89 [.G., 112, 463 (6 raplas 70d Sfuov in line 34; & ém 77 Sowjoe in line 36). The date to which
this inscription is assigned is in accord with Ferguson (A.J.P., LIX, 1938, p. 230).

4 J.G., 112, 493 4 518 (6 raplas Tot Sjpov), and 112, 496 + 507 (6 éri 7 Sowkrjoe).

#].G., 112, 505 and the present Agora inscription (6 rapfas Tof Sjuov), and II%, 500 (6 ém =3
Sowcrjoer).

# ] G., 112, 510 and 555.

43§ rapias Tod Sjpov occurs in the inscription published as I.G., I1?, 696. Kirchner, following
Schmitthenner, places it after 302 B.c. on the basis of the formula orepavéoar xpvog orepdve xard
7ov vépov. This formula, however, occurs in I.G., 112, 488, 492, 495, and 496 + 507, all of the year
303/2 B.c. On the basis of our present limited knowledge the formula presumably appears first
in 303/2 B.c., and the rapias roi djpov is not known after 301 B.c.; so I.G., II%, 696 should tenta-
tively be assigned to the years 303-301 B.c.

# 0p. cit., p. 14. Alternately, one might suppose that the two titles were applied to the same
official. But the differentiation of function between the two officials in the same inscriptions militates
against this.
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as I.G., IT*, 463, and the first reference to him as paymaster occurs in 303/2 B.c.”
The rapias Tod Sjuov is not as yet known after the close of 302/1 B.c. In the interim,
both officials made payments from the same fund.

TRrRI1BAL DECREE FOR ANTHIPPASIA VICTOR

21. Fragment of Pentelic marble, preserving the original right side and roughly
dressed back, found on March 17, 1933, in the débris of a house in Section II.

Height, 0.128 m.; width (original?), 0.272 m.; thickness, 0.084 m.
Height of letters, 0.006 m. ‘
Inv. No. I 5326.

No. 21

Early third century B.c. STOIX. 26

[-—————- 70|v dydva [7]
[fe avO]mmaciale 10t ]s *ONvumeio
[es v]urjoas kal AaBav Tov Tpimod
[a éo]redpavwoer Ty Puhjy dmoder
5 [kvi]pevos Ty edvowav Ty éavro
[0 ka]i ¢hor[i]piav v éxwv Siared
[€f mp]és 7€ 70 [v 8] Hpov 7ov *A[ 0] yraiw
[v kal] wpos Tovs éavrob ¢[vAér]as- &
[mws] dv odv é[p]dav[qj v rd &mbropé]
10 lva—------———- ]

This fragmentary tribal decree was passed probably in honor of a phylarch who

“ Kahrstedt’s substitution (op. cit., p. 14, note 1) of rov éi 7€l Swourjoe for rov raplav Tob Sfpov
in line 26 of 1.G., 112, 488 (303/2 B.c.) remains a possibility which cannot be affirmed or disproved.

Kahrstedt did not note that the same suggestion was made in 1915 by A. C. Johnson (4.J.P,,
XXXVI, 1915, p. 433, note 2).
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with his corps had been victor in the anthippasia at the Olympic games. This eques-
trian contest is known to have been a part of the Panathenaic and Olympian festivals,*
and reference to it is contained in two dedicatory inscriptions, 7.G., 11*, 3079 and
3130. On three sides of this latter inscription there are carved in relief representa-
tions of the three related phylarchs and of tripods,*” which we know from the
above inscription were the prize of victory.*® There is additional epigraphical evidence
for this contest in 1.G., IT%, 379, in which line 3 should be restored as follows: [7oas
8¢] 7€l dvburma|oiaw TOV dydva é].*

PryTANY REGISTER OF LEONTIS

22. Fragment of Hymettian marble, broken on all sides, found in a late fill in
Section II on April 20, 1937.

Height, 0.125 m.; width, 0.135 m.; thickness, 0.03 m.
Height of letters, 0.004 m.
Inv. No. 1 4762.

The new fragment (c) joins with 1.G., II*, 2434 (a¢) and Agora 11636 (b),
which have been published together by Dow (Prytaneis, no. 16). The actual join
with Agora 11636 has not been attempted in Athens, so the photograph of this
fragment has not been reproduced from Prytaneis, p. 57, but the disposition of the
letters scarcely permits any doubt.

¢ See A. Mommsen, Feste, pp. 88 and 466; Reisch, in Pauly-Wissowa, Realencyclopidie, s.v.
awbirracia.

7 Photographs of this base of Bryaxis are published by Kavvadias, *E¢. *Apy., 1893, plates 6
and 7, and by Couve, B.C.H., XV1I, 1892, plates 3 and 7.

8 Picard (Rev. arch., 1938, 1, pp. 100-101) has argued that the place of discovery of this base
affords evidence for the location of the Eleusinion. The base was excavated in 1891 near the
so-called Theseum (Homolle, B.C.H., XV, 1891, p. 368). But Picard is incorrect in connecting
the equestrian maneuvers described by Xenophon in Eq. Mag., 111, 2, with the agonistic avfurracia
of inscriptions; see Reisch, loc. cit., and A. Martin, Les cavaliers athéniens, pp. 261-263. The
erection of a monument praising the agonistic victors furnishes no clue concerning the route of
the cavalry in Xenophon's avfurmacia. As a matter of fact, it must be questioned whether the
reference to the procession in Xenophon, Eq. Mag., 111, 2, is to be connected with the dvfurracia
(I11, 11) ; Xenophon states that the latter was held év ¢ irmo8pdue (cf. Reisch, loc. cit., and Judeich,
Topographie von Athen?, p. 456). In addition, Picard’s translation of amévar (rods lwmovs) péxp
rod "EAevowiov (Eq. Mag., 111, 2) as “ en montant a I'Bleusinion ”” (cf. Picard, Rev. arch., 1938, 11,
p. 94: “———TEleusinion d’ Athénes était sur une hautewr”) may be questioned. The verb con-
tains no connotation of motion to a higher place, but means to “let go” or to ““slacken ” the reins.
Examples of this use, including the present one, are cited by Liddell-Scott-Jones, Lexicon, s.v.
dviqu. Picard now recognizes this (Rev. arch., 1938, II, p. 245). For the Eleusinion, see also
Moebius, Ath. Mitt., LX-LXI, 1935-36, pp. 265-268, and Shear, Hesperia, VIII, 1939, p. 207.

4 For the date of this inscription see Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 27.
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The deme Oion has been removed from the register, because it is now known
to have belonged to the tribe Demetrias in the third century.” This affords no difh-
culty in the reconstruction of the list of prytaneis, for the spacing between lines 2
and 3 of fragment a reveals that the first two preserved lines were part of the decree,
not a portion of the register as previously read. The register is restored with 22 lines

No. 22. Fragments a and ¢

in columns I and II in spite of Dow’s objections (op. cit., pp. 58-59) that there
must be a space of three lines between the register and the row of citations for the
painting of the crowns. The uninscribed space may be computed as at least 0.02 m.,
which is greater than the space between the register and citations in Prytaneis, nos. 24
and 28. The new arrangement permits the determination of the names and demotics
of the Treasurer (line 4) and of the Secretary (line 11) of the Prytaneis. The deme
Hekale with one representative was elevated to the first column because it supplied the
Secretary.™

30 See Meritt, p. 78 above.
51 Dow’s statement (op. cit., p. 29, note 2) that demes with only one representative never
elected a Secretary—true for the evidence then at hand—must be corrected.
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Line 59: A possible descendant is P.4., 6021 (first century B.C.).*

Line 62: An ‘Epuddwpos ‘Eppolvkov Kolwrifler, who must have been a lineal
ancestor of our prytanis, is listed in I.G., IT?, 1742, lines 113-114 (before 350 B.C.).

Line 63: For a possible descendant, see Sundwall, Nachirdige, p. 94.

PryTANY DECREE HONORING AKAMANTIS

23. Two fragments of Hymettian marble, broken on all sides and at the back.
The smaller fragment (c) was found on February 21, 1936, in Section HH during
the clearance of the site of the Church of Christ. The larger fragment (d) was found
on October 21, 1937, during the demolition of a house in Section AA.

c. Height, 0.185 m.; width, 0.08 m.; thickness, 0.04 m.
Height of letters, 0.004-0.005 m.
Inv. No. I 3425.

d. Height, 0.275 m.; width, 0.256 m.; thickness, 0.077 m.
Inv. No. I 5031.

No. 23. Fragment ¢ No. 23. Fragment d

°2 For the approximate date of the inscription in which the name occurs, see Dow, op. cit.,
p. 191, note 1.



116

W. KENDRICK PRITCHETT

These two fragments are a part of 7.G., 11, 917. This inscription with a photo-
graph of fragment @ has been republished by Dow in Prytanets, no. 30. Dow’s text of
lines 1-17 is in no way affected by the new discoveries, so the following transcription
commences with line 18.

Fragment ¢

Fragment b 20

Fragment d

223/2 B.c.

25

45

50

55

60
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This document, dated by Dow and Meritt (Hesperia, VII, 1938, p. 137) in
223/2 B.c., contains names of the Priest ([Proxenos], of Aphidna) and of the
Undersecretary (Timokrates, of Kydathenaion) which appear to be identical with
those praised in Dow, Prytaneis, no. 28. In addition, the restoration of the Secretary
of the Boule and Demos (Philiskos, of Kerameikos) as the same official in lines
76-79 of Prytamners, no. 28, is epigraphically possible, for line 78 requires one more
letter than any other of the four lines:

[ BovAn]
[®uNio]

| kov ék K e
[ papéov].

This probable identity of at least two officials in the two documents requires either
a date for Prytaneis, no. 28 in 223/2 B.c., to which there is no compelling objection,
or the adoption of the hypothesis that the officials held office, continuously or inter-
mittently, in 229-222 B.c. The tribal Priest is known to have held office in different
years,” but the same was apparently not true for the Undersecretary.®® Our present
knowledge, therefore, favors a date in 223/2 B.c. for Prytaneis, no. 28.

The present inscription contains the last example until ca. 60 B.c. (Prytaneis,
no. 98) of the inclusion of patronymics in the register, except when it was occa-
sionally felt necessary to distinguish one prytanis from another.

Lines 34-35: The position of the letters under the seventh and eighth letter-

58 See below, p. 121.

* Lysias, XXX, 29: iroypaupareioar ptv otk eor 8is tov adrov ™ apxy T abry. Cf. Busolt-
Swoboda, Gr. Staatsk., p. 1058, and Bonner-Smith, Administration of Justice from Homer to
Aristotle, vol. 11, pp. 31-33. Brillant (Les secrétaires athéniens, p. xvii) and Kahrstedt (Unter-
suchungen zur Magistratur in Athen, p. 137, note 1) are of the opinion that this law was abrogated,

but the literary evidence which Kahrstedt cites (Demosth., XIX, 200, 249) does not prove this
conclusion.
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spaces of the preceding line permits the restoration of Probalinthos alone of the
Akamantian demes.

Line 56: The patronymic of the Priest is restored according to the stemma
sub P.A., 2232.

Lines 70-71: These names have been assigned with some uncertainty to the
deme Sphettos. Possible descendants of Apollophanes, who bear the same nomen
and demotic, are P.A4., 1473-1475; Sundwall, Nachtrage, p. 22; and Hesperia, 111,
1934, no. 43. An Asklepiades, of Sphettos, is known from P.A4., 2610.

Line 75: TwdBos is new to Greek prosopography.

Lines 77-78 : For Xenokles, cf. P.A., 11224 ; and for Hestiaios, P.A4., 5201-5202.

Pryrany DEcrEES HoNnoriNG HIPPOTHONTIS

24. Fragment of Hymettian marble, found on May 29, 1937, in a well in
Section I'. Part of the original left edge is preserved.

Height, 0.51 m.; width, 0.375 m.; thickness, 0.07 m.
Height of letters, 0.005 m.
Inv. No. 14915.
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This document must be dated in the same year as Prytaneis, no. 70, because
of the identity of the three annual officials preserved in the two inscriptions: the
Secretary of the Boule and Demos, the Undersecretary, and the Treasurer of the
Boule. This year must be after 178/7 B.c., because the payment for the stele was
made by 6 rauias (7dv orpariwrikdr), not the Single Officer of Administration, and,
in fact, after 177/6 B.c., because seven of the prytaneis appear as members of the
boule in both 178/7 B.c. and the year of the present document, if identity of nomen
and demotic is a safe guide.” The terminus ante quem is 169/8 B.c., when Philokles

® The seven names which are duplicated in Prytaneis, no. 64 (178/7 B.c.) and the present
inscription are: Nikon and Polymnestos of Piraeus, Paramonos of Koile, Timokrates of Eleusis,
Meniskos, Aristokles, and Demetrios of Acherdous. Bouletai were probably excluded from a
consecutive tenure of office. See Busolt-Swoboda, Gr. Steatsk., p. 1022. For later abrogation of
this rule, see Ferguson, Hell. Athens, p. 421.
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of Trinemeia had succeeded Eukles as Herald.”

Although this inscription is of the same year as Prytaneis, no. 70, the Priest
of the Eponymos is different in both documents. Dow (Prytaneis, p. 16) pointed
out that in all the inscriptions later than 169 B.c. published in Prytaneis the Priest
belonged to the honored tribe. (A possible exception may appear in No. 25 below.)
New evidence now requires that the period before 169/8 B.c. be reéxamined. In
three prytany decrees (Prytaneis, nos. 60 and 64, and the present document), all
honoring the tribe Hippothontis, the identical Priest, Thrasippos of Gargettos
(Aigeis), held office. In the last of these three years, two different Priests are known,
one from the deme Semachidai (Ptolemais or Antiochis) for an unknown tribe
(Prytaneis, no. 70), the other from Gargettos (Aigeis) for the tribe Hippothontis
(the present document). The Priest was usually not from the tribe honored, but
there is one exception in 212/1 B.c. (Prytanets, no. 36) : Euboulides of Potamos for
the tribe Leontis. This Euboulides may possibly be restored in another decree, from
a different year, which honors Kekropis ( Prytaneis, no. 31). In 223/2 B.c., Proxenos
of Aphidna (Ptolemais) was Priest both for Aiantis (Prytaneis, no. 28) and for
Akamantis (no. 23 above). The solution which appears to explain most satisfactorily
the heterogeneous nature of this evidence is that each tribe was permitted to choose
its own Priest without regard to tribal affiliation or to previous tenure of office in
preceding years or even in the same year.” The fact that the same priest served for
two or more prytanies within the same year suggests that available candidates were
limited and that monetary outlay for sacrifices was involved. After new wealth
accrued to Athens from Delos in 166 B.c.,”® each tribe was usually able to furnish
its own Priest, although occasional exceptions, as is tentatively suggested in the case
of No. 25 below (Hippothontis), may have occurred.

Line 10: For Philon of Eupyridai, see Dow, op. cit., p. 129.

Lines 10 and 13: The restoration of the names of the Undersecretary and of
the Treasurer of the Boule is to be completed in Prytaneis, no. 70, lines 9 and 12.
Possible ancestors of the latter are P.4., 11057-11058, and Sundwall, Nachtrige,
p. 136.

Line 18: The father of Heliodoros, the Treasurer of the Prytaneis, is probably
the Awoyérns Hewparevs mentioned in 1.G., IT%, 2332, line 70.

Lines 19 and 20: Nikon and Polymnestos of Piraeus also appear as bouleutai
in Prytaneis, no. 64, lines 77 and 76.

Line 21: For Diokles, see No. 25, line 45.

Line 25: A grandson of Antigonos may be P.A4., 1009.

% See Dow, op. cit., p. 17.

7 Alternately, it may be proposed (cf. A.J.P., LX, 1939, pp. 259-260) that in the light of the
evidence of the Priesthood of Proxenos the office may have been annual during the earlier period
and subsequently changed to the term of a prytany.

8 See Larsen in Frank’s Economic Survey of Ancient Rome, vol. IV, p. 419.
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Lines 27 and 28: For Zopyros and Aristokrates, who are possibly related, see
P.A., 6258.

Line 31: Either ‘Hpdx\eiros or “Hpakheidns may be restored in this line. If the
latter, a possible descendant is P.4., 6469.

Line 33: Paramonos was also prytanis in 178 /7 B.c. (Prytaneis, no. 64, line 45).
For his grandson, see Dow, ad loc.

Line 34: Aapdlos is new in Attic prosopography.

Line 37: For Kephisophon, see No. 25, line 62.

Line 38: For Timokrates, prytanis in 178 /7 B.c., see Prytaneis, no. 64, line 52,
and Dow, ad loc.

Line 39: A possible descendant of Anaxikrates is the secretary of the year
125/4 B.c., who appears in Prytaneis, nos. 90 and 91.

Line 42: A possible ancestor is P.A4., 8013.

Line 46: Possible ancestors of Dionysios are P.A4., 4151 and the Secretary of
the Boule and Demos in Prytaneis, no. 37, lines 6 and 34. A possible descendant was
secretary in the year 137/6 B.c. (I.G., IT?, 974).

Line 47: For Philinos, compare P.A4., 14320.

Line 51: For Meniskos, see Prytanets, no. 64, line 67. :

Line 53: A son or grandson of Eudoxos may be P.A4., 5435, and Sundwall.
Nachtrage, p. 76.

Line 54: For Aristokles, also prytanis in 178/7 B.C., see Prytaneis, no. 64,
line 69, and Dow, ad loc.

Line 55: For Demetrios, see Prytaneis, no. 64, line 64.

25. Large fragment of Hymettian marble, broken above and below, found on
May 21, 1937, in Section E. The block formed part of the curbing of a late well
located in the porch of the Metroon. This fragment joins the base of the stele which
has been published as Prytaneis, no. &2.

Height (combined), 0.805m.; width, 0.432m. (above), 0.467 m. (below);
thickness, 0.11 m.

Height of letters, 0.005-0.006 m.

Inv. No. 1706.

Syllabic division was occasionally violated at the end of lines.

165/4-150 B.c. HIPPOTHONTIS ca. 55
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line 15 chi was inscribed instead of nu, in line 21 beta instead of rho, in lines 23,
28, 40, and 43 unmistakable alphas instead of lambdas, in line 33 rho and alpha for
a mu, in line 36 an omega for a mu, in line 38 a lambda for a delta, in line 46 a
lambda for a kappa, and in line 47 a chi for a zeta. In line 37 an impossible com-
bination of letters baffles correction. Possibly, an assistant read the name @edkpiros
to an illiterate non-Greek mason, who misunderstood the word.”

The terminus post quem is 166/5 B.c., for Philokles was not replaced as Herald
by his son Eukles (line 11) until after that year.” The style of lettering and a
number of prosopographical items require a termunus ante quem not much later
than 150 B.c., and probably nearer 160 B.c. Hagnotheos of Eleusis (line 63) had
earlier served as councillor in the year 178/7 B.c. (Prytaneis, no. 64, line 53). Diokles
of Piraeus (line 45) and Kephisophon of Eleusis (line 62) may have been prytaneis
in No. 24 above (lines 21 and 37), which must be dated before 169/8 B.c. The
prytanis Basileides of Piraeus (line 41) and the Treasurer of the Boule were hiero-
poioi in the archonship of Lysiades (148/7 B.c. ?).** The brother of the Treasurer
of the Boule was énynmis at Delos in 156/5 B.c. (Inscriptions de Délos, no. 1417,
B, I1, line 111; compare ad 1.G., 11%, 1934).” In the same year, the Priest, Kallias,—
if he is correctly identified below,—held a similar post at Delos (Inscriptions de Délos,
no. 1417, B, 11, line 80). A probable grandfather of Nikias of Piraeus (line 46)
was Secretary of the Boule and Demos shortly before 200 B.c. (I.G., 1I?, 912, line 15;
compare Prytaneis, no. 39).

As regards the officials honored, it is to be noted that the Treasurer and Secre-
tary of the Prytaneis, being father and son, were from the same deme. The demotic
of the Priest of the Eponymos was omitted both in the text and in the citation, but
it is quite possible that this Kallias was a son of @pdourmos Kal\iov Tapynrrios who
is known to have served as Priest for the tribe Hippothontis in three years in the
seventies of the second century before Christ (Prytaneis, nos. 60 and 64, and No. 24
above). To judge from the evidence of these four inscriptions, this one Gargettian
family, although not a member of the tribe, may have filled the Priesthood for
Hippothontis during a large part of the second quarter of the century.”

The register is composed of the names of 49 prytaneis and of 10 demes.” In
addition to the omission of one prytanis, four demes which appeared in the prytany
register of 178/7 B.c. (Prytaneis, no. 64) are unrepresented.” Within the span of

5 For foreign stonecutters at Athens, see Dow, Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 87, and Prytaneis, p. 100.

6 See Dow, op. cit., p. 17. 61 See 1.G., 112, 1938, lines 51 and 43.

62 The archonship of Kallistratos is dated according to Ferguson, Athenian Tribal Cycles, p. 30.

88 For the stemma of the family, see Dow, op. cit., p. 123.

54 For two other incomplete prytany registers, see Dow, op. cit., p. 28.

65 Three other demes assigned by Schoeffer (Realencyclopidie, s.v. Aduor) and Dinsmoor
(Archons, pp. 444-451) to the tribe Hippothontis are not represented in any of the prytany lists.
These are Amymone, Pol———, and Sphendale, but they do not appear in inscriptions until the
Roman period.
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less than a quarter of a century, there are now preserved three registers of the tribe
Hippothontis which display a striking disparity in deme representation.”® No deme
has the same representation in all three lists, and only three demes have in any two
lists.”” The largest deme, Piraeus, varies with 4, 8, and 15 prytaneis; Azenia with
2,5, and 6; Anakaia with O, 1, and 3. Acherdous has 3 in one list, but 8 in another;
Elaious has 1 and 5; Auridai O and 4.

The names Haoivikos (line 39) and I'patos (line 49) appear to be new in Greek
prosopography ; the names Svvdv (line 60), Hvfodwpidns (line 61), Trmofdv (line 66),
and Iooideos (line 70) in Attic prosopography. It is possible, however, that errors
of the mason are concealed in some of these names.

Line 32: Possible ancestors of Nikomachos are P.A4., 10959 and 10960.

Line 35: A Dionysios of Piraeus was a contributor in a list in the archonship
of Hermogenes, 183/2 B.c. (P.A4., 4240) ; another was father of Sosikrates who was
an ephebe in 119/8 B.Cc. (P.A.,4238). See also P.A., 4239 and 4241.

Line 42: For possible relatives, see P.A4., 3435-3437. -

Line 44: For possible relatives, see P.A4., 3006-3007, and Sundwall, Nachtrige,
p. 44.
Line 45: The father (or son) of the councillor Diokles was orator of a decree
in 175/4 B.c. (I.G., IT?, 1329). Diokles was possibly prytanis in No. 24, line 21.

Line 46: For relatives other than the one cited above, see P.A4., 10820, and
Sundwall, Nachtrige, p. 134.

Line 59: For a descendant, see P.A4., 2601.

Line 62: For Kephisophon, see No. 24, line 37.

Line 65: Possible relatives are P.A4., 5455 and 5456.

Line 67: A possible grandson is P.A., 10686.

Line 73: A sepulchral inscription of the daughter of Menekrates may be pre-
served in Hesperia, 111, 1934, no. 90.

26. Three joining pieces of Hymettian marble, of which one, the small frag-
ment at the lower left, has been published by Dow, Prytaneis, no. 56. The large
fragment, preserving most of the upper part of the inscribed face, was found on
April 28, 1936, in a Byzantine wall in Section P. The small fragment at the lower
right was found in Section P on February 18, 1936.

Height, ca. 0.60 m.; width, 0.52 m.; thickness, 0.21 m.
Height of letters, ca. 0.006 m.
Inv. No. I2145.

66 Prytaneis, no. 64, No. 24 above, and the present document.

67 A disparity in the number of bouleutai, epheboi, and diaitetai from single demes has been
noted by Gomme, Population of Athens, pp. 51-53, 64. For irregularities in the system of allotment,
see Dow, Hesperia, 111, 1934, p. 181
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HIPPOTHONTIS 50-60
135/4 B.c.
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The most significant feature of this inscription is the information it supplies
concerning the archon list. The previously published fragment of the lower decree
(Dow, Prytaneis, no. 56) had been dated on the basis-of script in the first quarter
of the second century before Christ. But the new fragments, containing the archon’s
name as Dionysios 6 wera Tumapxidnv, show that the inscription must be removed
to the year 135/4 B.c., for Timarchides is fixed by the Delian list of gymnasiarchs
in the year 136/5 B.c. (Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 232). This new archon gives con-
firmation to a conjecture made by Roussel in his review of Dinsmoor’s The Archons
of Athens (R.E.A., XXX1IV, 1932, pp. 196-204). Roussel, announcing the existence
of an unpublished fragment from Delos, reported that a portion of the archon’s
name was preserved as ——— pe|ra Twpapxid|nr]. Accordingly, he deduced that the
common name Dionysios was to be restored. This fragment has subsequently been
published in Inscriptions de Délos, no. 2566, and must now be restored as follows:

3 ~ 4 LRl \ Ve 3/ ~
Ayabet Tixe é[mi Awwvaiov dpxovros Tob el

7a Tipapxi®|py — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 1
——— e T e ]

This determination also requires the dating of Iuscriptions de Délos, no. 1750 (ém
Awovvaiov dpxovros "Abjmow), in 135/4 B.c. The possible modifications in Dins-
moor’s and Ferguson’s archon tables in case of the acceptance of Roussel’s con-
lecture concerning this new archon were tabulated by Ferguson in an addendum to
his Athenian Tribal Cycles, p. 179. These modifications must now be adopted, so
they are here presented in detail. Xenon remains dated in 133/2 B.c. in accord with
the Delian list of gymnasiarchs.” But Ergokles, formerly dated in 135/4 B.c., must
be removed to 132/1 B.c. and Epikles, who is known as his immediate successor
(1.G., 11, 1227), to 131 /0 B.c.” In addition, this requires the retention of Kirchner’s
original restoration for the secretary’s demotic in the year of Epikles as A [yye\ijfer]
(1.G., 1I*, 977, line 2; see 1.G., IT*, Indices, p. 20); so Dow’s restoration of the
prescript of this decree (Prytancis, no. 88) must be altered accordingly.™ Mikion,
who is known from a Delian inscription (Inscriptions de Délos, no. 1899; Roussel,
Délos Colonie athénienne, p. 366) to have been archon when Ariston of Steiria (I11)
was Priest of the Great Gods, would be eligible only for the year 132/1 B.c., which
is now assigned, if the priests of the Great Gods were rotated according to the official
order (Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 272). But Ferguson has demonstrated that the priest-
hoods were distributed kard ¢vhds by lot in the period 157/6-146/5 B.c.,”" so it is
to one of these years that Mikion must now be assigned. Within this twelve-year

8 Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 232.

% Kirchner’s assignment (Gnomon, VIII, 1932, p. 462) of Epikles to 133/2 B.c. must be
rejected, because this year is fixed for Xenon (Inscriptions de Délos, nos. 1949 and 2594).

" Cf. 4.J.P.,LX, 1939, p. 260. ™ Athenian Tribal Cycles, pp. 168-171.
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span, the years 154/3-148/7 B.c. are not allocated with certainty to other archons.™
The inscription 7.G., IT?, 978, which Dinsmoor sought to date in the archonship of
Mikion,” has already been removed by Dow (Prytaneis, pp. 104-105) to the early
part of the second century before Christ. The only year which remains for Niko-
machos, displaced from 131/0 B.c., is 134/3 B.c. It is known from an Herculaneum
papyrus that Nikomachos held office 24 years after the archonship of Aristaichmos,™
so the latter is dated by exclusive reckoning in 158/7 B.c., not in 154/3 B.c., as in
Dinsmoor (Archons, pp. 263-265). This new date for Aristaichmos requires the
dating of Prytaneis, nos. 79 and 80 ([éml ..... °.... dpxovros]), in 159/8 m.c., if
Dow’s terminal dates are correct.

Line 5: The name @epoiréAns is new in Greek prosopography.

Lines 7 and 16: In the orator’s patronymic the letters alpha and rho were
transposed by the stonecutter. In line 16, the iota was omitted from mpvrdvers. The
orator was the same in both decrees (lines 7 and 42). This occurred frequently in
prytany inscriptions and parallels may be found in Dow, Prytaneis, nos. 36, 79, and 84.

Lines 24-25: The tamias is to be included in the family which embraces P.A4.,
11246-11248. 1In the absence of the patronymic from our Xenokrates of Eleusis,
the stemma cannot be determined.

Lines 35-36: There were usually only three citations between the two decrees,
but the addition of a fourth for the Priest of the Eponymos is paralleled in an in-
scription published by Dow (Prytaneis, no. 84). The Priest of the present inscription,
Herakleitos of Ikaria B, is to be identified with P.A4., 6501. His sister Nikarete was
kavndépos at Delphi in 138/7 B.c. (Ditt., Syil.*, 696 ¢; cf. Sundwall, Nachtrige,
p. 133).

With reference to the foregoing discussion, the archons in the cycle 147-128 s.c.
are presented in the following table. Dinsmoor’s initial date for the list of Delian
gymnasiarchs (/uscriptions de Délos, no. 2589) as 166/5 B.c. and his assignment
of the twenty-sixth and twenty-seventh names (lines 31-34) to a single year have
been adopted in accord with his arguments presented in Archons, pp. 229-232, and
with the table of Ferguson (Ath. Tribal Cycles, p. 30). The acceptance of the
alternative date, 167/6 B.c., which is preferred by Kirchner (Gunomon, VIII, 1932,
p. 461), Kolbe (Nachr. Goetting. Gesellsch., Phil.-hist. Klasse, 1933, pp. 490-491),
Roussel and Launey (ad Inscriptions de Délos, no. 2589), and which is admitted by
Ferguson to be equally possible (op. cit., addenda, p. 180), would move the archons
of 147-141 B.c. back one year and require the addition of an unnamed archon in

2 Ferguson, op. cit., p. 30. The fact that Ariston’s father was an éyywymjs at Delos (Inscriptions
de Délos, no. 1416, B, col. I, line 73) in 157/6 B.c. does not interfere with this change.

8 Archons, pp. 272-273.
™ Mekler, Academicorum philosophorum index herculanensis, p. 106, col. XXXIII.
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142/1 B.c. In the table it has sufficed to refer only to documents which mention the
archons or secretaries by name. Bibliography may be obtained by referring to the
indexes in Dinsmoor’s Archons and Ferguson’s Ath. Tribal Cycles and to the com-
mentaries in Inscriptions de Délos and Jacoby’s F. Gr. Hust.

YEAR TYPE ARCHON SECRETARY TRIBE

147 /6 I Archon ?
1.G., IT?, 968, line 36; Inscriptions de Délos, nos. 1501-
1503, 1505, 1952.

146/5 o* Epikrates Helv—— ———— SvmalnrTios VIII
Inscriptions de Délos, nos. 1504-1505.

145/4 o* Metrophanes "Emrvyévns Mooxiwvos Aaumrpeds I
1.G., IT?, 967 ; Prytanets, nos. 85 and 86; Inscriptions
de Délos, nos. 1442, 1506-1507.

144/3 O* E-—- 2
Inscriptions de Délos, no. 1507.

143/2 I Theaitetos 3
I.G., 1%, 968, lines 37-38; Inscriptions de Délos, no.
2593; Apollodoros, frag. 47 (Jacoby, F. Gr. Hist.,
IT B, p. 1034 = Mekler, Academicorum philosophorum
index herculanensis, p. 97); Mekler, op. cit., p. 80,
col. O (cf. Jacoby, op. cit., IT D, p. 739). I1.G., 11, 979
has been removed from this year by Meritt, Hesperia,
111, 1934, p. 34.

142/1 0 Aristophon 4
Mekler, op. cit., p. 80, col. O (cf. Jacoby, F. Gr. Hist.,
II D, p. 739).

141/0 0 Aristophantos?? [-—— ——— Blovrddns \Y%
1.G., 1%, 968 ; Inscriptions de Délos, no. 2609 ; Apollo-
doros, frag. 59 (Jacoby, F. Gr. Hist., 11 B, p. 1036
= Mekler, op. cit., p. 102). The assignment of this
archon is preferred by Roussel, but questioned by
Dinsmoor, Archons, pp. 223 and 268.

140/39 1 Hagnotheos Mevexkpdrns Xapi€évov Bopikios VI
1.G., I1?, 969-971; Inscriptions de Délos, nos. 1444 and
1450; Apollodoros, frag. 56 (Jacoby, F. Gr. Hist.,
IT B, p. 1035 = MeKler, op. cit., p. 89).

139/8 0* Apollodoros [...52% ... lvos "Onfev VII

1.G., 1T%, 973.
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YEAR
1387

137/6

136//5

135/4

134/3
133/2

132/1

1310

130,29

129/8

W. KENDRICK PRITCHETT

TYPE ARCHON SECRETARY

I

O*

I*

O*

Timarchos

Inscriptions de Délos, no. 1987 ; Dittenberger, Syil.’,
no. 696 (= Fouwilles de Delphes, I11, 2, nos. 7 and 11).

Herakleitos Awovvo[wo]s Anunrpiov *Avakaeds
1.G., 11*, 974 ; cf. Meritt, Hesperia, TV, 1935, p. 560;
Inscriptions de Délos, no. 1948.

Timarchides
Inscriptions de Délos, nos. 1922 and 2566.

Dionysios Bed\vros @eoddTov "Audurp | omhf | ev
1.G., 11%, 887; see above, no. 26, and below, pp. 132-
133; Inscriptions de Délos, nos. 1750 and 2566.

Nikomachos
Mekler, op. cit., p. 106, col. XXXIIT.

Xenon
Inscriptions de Délos, nos. 1949 and 2594.

Ergokles

1.G., 11*, 1227. 1.G., 11?, 978 has been removed from
this year by Dow, Prytaneis, pp. 104-105.
Epikles [Topy]ihos Topyihov "A|yyerijfer]

1.G., 11%, 977, 1227; Prytaneis, no. 88; see above, p.
129; Inscriptions de Délos, no. 2601 (?); Apollo-
doros, frag. 55 (Jacoby, F. Gr. Hist., 11 B, p. 1035
= Mekler, op. cit., p. 100); Mekler, op. cit., p. 91,
col. XXV (cf. Jacoby, op. cit., IT D, p. 742). 1 prefer
to interpret Prytaneis, no. 88, as evidence for an ordi-
nary year.

Demostratos
1.G., 1I%, 1132.

Lykiskos
Hesperia, 1V, 1935, no. 37; Inscriptions de Délos,
nos. 1877, 1900, 2226; Apollodoros, frag. 56 (Jacoby,
F. Gr. Hist., 11 B, p. 1035 = Mekler, op. cit., p. 89);
Fouilles de Delphes, 111, 2, nos. 8, 12, 24, 34, and 35;
1.G., 11*, 1713.

TRIBE
8

IX

10

XI

12

I1I

The inscription here presented preserves the name of the secretary for Dionysios’
year as @ed\vros @eoddrov *Audurp[omiffer]. Accordingly, the secretary in 1.G., IT%
887 is to be identified with this Theolytos,” and the inscription must be removed
from the nineties of the second century to the year 135/4 B.c. It is to be restored
as follows:

75 This identification was conjecturally offered by Roussel (R.E.4., XXXIV, 1932, p. 201).
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1.G., 117, 887
135/4 B.c. NON-3TOIX.
["E]l@l Awvvoiov dpxov|ros 108 pera Twwapxi]
[8]mv éml Tis Aewvri[bos — <= — mpura]
velas, M Beb\vros [Beodérov *Audirporn|
[0]ev éypapp|drever: — — — 27— — — |
[per’] elx[dBas, — — — — — — = — — — — ]

The calendar formulae of our new inscription require an intercalary year for
the archonship of Dionysios.”” In line 3, the eleventh day of the eighth prytany is
equated with the 29th day of Gamelion (backward count). This was the 235th day
of the year. The month Gamelion was full. In line 39, the date of the passage of
the decree of the boule, which regularly preceded in time the decree inscribed above
it on the stone, is given as the 22nd day of Gamelion (backward count). This is to

be equated with the fourth day of the eighth prytany.

INSTITUTE FOR ADVANCED STUDY

W. KenDRICK PRITCHETT

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

¢ This requires a correction in the tables of Dinsmoor (Archons, p. 439) and Ferguson (Ath.

Tribal Cycles, p. 31).

INDEX

NAMES OF MEN AND WOMEN

'’A———, ca. 330 B.c., father of [’A]vripayos,
13 1.

‘Af...." 0 Jv (genitive) (IadAyreds), ca. 360
B.C., father of [...5. ..]ms, 8 I 34-35.

[‘Alyvddnuos Tal[wmeds], phylarch in fourth
century B.C., 6 4.

‘Ayvdfeos (’Elevaivios), prytanis 165-150 B.c.,
25 63.

*Afyvo — —~, of Leontis, 333/2 B.c., 8 III 3.

Al———, ca. 335 B.c., father of Edkrjpov, 9 IV
125.

Alvpoiorparos (CAxapvels), ca. 360 B.c., 8 IT 13.

Alo — ——, ephebe of Leontis, 333/2 B.c., 8 111 7.

[Ai]o[x]0A[os] (MMepBoidys), ca. 335 B.C., father
of ®horidys, 9 TV 122.

AN ebupnévns (Hepaeds), prytanis 165-150 B.c.,
25 40.

AN ebuypévys. ve(dTepos)  (Iepaweds), prytanis
165-150 B.c., 25 43.

*Adkip[é8wv] (Aevkovoeds), early third century
B.C., father of Swrérys, 22 31.

'Apewlos Avoa —~—, of Hippothontis, first half
of fourth century B.c, 5 3.

’Apewia ———, of Leontis, 333/2 B.c., 8 I1I s.

"Apwvias ("Axepdoioos), prytanis 176-169 s.c.,
24 s2.

Appiov  Ap[po]u[édovs]  (Mrné),
middle of third century B.c., 22 35.

*Avaéupdrns (CElevoinos), prytanis 176-169 s.c.,
24 39.

prytanis
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