THE LEASES OF THE LAUREION MINES
(PraTEs 83-97)

URING the excavation of the Athenian Agora seventy-five fragments of the

poletai inscriptions which record the leases of the silver mines at Laureion and
the sale of confiscated property have been found. Two have already been published in
Hesperia (V, 1936, no. 10, pp. 393-413, and X, 1941, no. 1, pp. 14-27). Eight frag-
ments of this same series, all also found in Athens, are published in I.G., IT? 1582-89.
These previously published pieces have been included in the numerical series of texts
here, which is arranged chronologically in so far as possible, and the data from them
included in the index and chart.

Amazingly few facts are known about the Laureion mines, so generally, and
undoubtedly correctly, believed to have played a very important part in the rise and
supremacy of Athens. What revenue did Athens get from them and how and when
was this revenue collected? How were they administered? What was the term of
the lease? What is the meaning of the different classifications? Who were the men
who leased the mines?

Any information that can be gained from these new texts is most welcome. It
will be limited, by the inscriptions themselves, to the problems of the leases in the
fourth century. All generalizations and conclusions are most tentative, based on the
limited evidence now available from these very fragmentary texts. One or two rela-
tively complete stelai from the third quarter of the fourth century, with dated
heading preserved, would provide positive solutions to many questions and quite
possibly solutions different from those suggested here. This warning is intended to
take the place of the many qualifying phrases that otherwise must have been included
below.

The most useful general work on the Laureion mines is Les Mines du Laurion
dans U Antiquité (Paris, 1897) by E. Ardaillon. This is a comprehensive study of
the mines from all angles, including history, geology, mining methods, legal pro-
cedures, etc. New evidence from the inscriptions has, however, made the work
somewhat out of date on the questions of the fourth century leases.!

1 Ardaillon includes most of the relevant material from earlier studies, of which the two most
comprehensive are Boeckh, “ Uber die Laurischen Silberbergwerke,” in Abhandlungen Ak. Berlin,
1815, pp. 85-140 and A. Cordella, Le Laurium, 1871.

The more recent publications include: K. Fitzler, “ Steinbriicke und Bergwerke in Ptol. und
Rom. Agypten,” Leipziger Hist. Abhandlungen, 1910, XXI, pp. 13-15; Oikonomos, Ath. Mitt.
XXXV, 1910, pp. 274-322, the original publication of I. G., 1I?, 1582, with full commentary and
discussion ; Orth, in P. W. K., R.E., Suppl. IV, 1924, 5. v. Bergbau; Ernst Schonbauer, “ Beitrige
zur Geschichte des Bergbaurechts,” Miinchener Beitrige zur Papyrusforschung, X1I, 1929, 13-31;
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Curiously enough the only two stones with dated headings preserved, No. 1 of
367/6 and No. 34 of 307/6, roughly represent the limits of the period to which
the inscriptions are to be assigned. At least one stele preceded our No. 1, but perhaps
only one, for the renewals of leases are there recorded simply éx ris orrAns without
an archon’s name to tell which stele is referred to. In the later texts (see 13, 16, 18,
19, 20), renewals are always recorded éx s omjAys tis émi — — — épxovros. At the
other end, the latest fragments can be dated by their letter forms to the end of the
fourth or beginning of the third century.® The single column non-opisthographic stelai,
with relatively few leases (such as 1, 2, 3, 28, 34) are found at the beginning and
end of the series, whereas the large opisthographic stelai with several columns to each
face (13, 14, 15, 16) can all be dated in the third quarter of the century. Thus
the stones themselves, fragmentary as they are, give a clear picture of the rise and
fall of the mining industry at Laureion in the fourth century. The industry was slow
in recovering after the Peloponnesian War and the disastrous escape of the slaves,
on whom the mining operations were dependent; it flourished in the years of attempted
recovery following the Social War, and then declined sharply at the end of the century
when the gold released by Alexander’s conquests brought a reduction in the value
of silver.® '

The absence of inscribed fragments of mining leases from other periods * does

George M. Calhoun, “ Ancient Athenian Mining,” in Journal of Economic and Business History,
II1 (1931) pp. 333-361, a useful summary of recent material; Arnaldo Momigliano, “ Sull’ Am-
ministrazione delle miniere del Laurio,” in Athenaeum, Pavia, n.s. X, 1932, pp. 247-258; M. Cary,
“ Sources of Silver forthe Greek World,” in Mélanges Glotz, I, 1932, pp. 133-142; Ulrich Kahrstedt,
Staatsgebiet und Staatsangehorige in Athen, 1934, pp. 19-31, 49-58.

2 The latest specific reference to the poletai, apart from the lexicographers who clearly derive
their information from the fourth century orators and Aristotle, is in their record of 307/6, No. 34
below (I.G., 112, 1589). It seems not impossible that some time in the first half of the third
century with the decline in the mining industry and the cessation of the inscribed records of the
leases the office passed out of existence and that the other half of their job, the sale of confiscated
property, was handled by some other officials.

3 See Ardaillon, op. cit., pp. 150-158, for full references and discussion, and Cary, Mélanges
Glotz, 1, pp. 139-142. It may be noted that the marked increase in the number of leases falls in the
period in which Euboulos was the dominant financial adviser, ca. 354-340, rather than in the time
of Lykourgos, 338-326. No basic change in the methods of leasing the mines, however, is found
between 367 and 307 (the two dated headings). Therefore if the fourth century revival is due to
the financial planning of any one man, Kallistratos of Aphidna, dominant between 373 and 366,
might be suggested. (cf. [Aristotle], Oecon., I1, 1350 a, for his financial reforms in Macedonia).
There is no evidence that the proposals made in Xenophon’s Ilépos, iv (see below, p. 203), were put
into effect.

¢ In Attic inscriptions of the fifth century I have found only two references that may apply
to the Laureion mines. Both the Parthenon and Propylaia building inscriptions list receipts from
the treasurers of the Hephaistikon from Laureion: [waps rap]iby heda[i]omicd émo Aavpe[io — — —]
(1.G., 1%, 347, line 15; 348, line 60; and 366, line 14). The Hephaistikon is probably a mine (cf.
[*H¢a:]omax[dv] in No. 8, line 14), but possibly a sanctuary (cf. Dinsmoor, A4.J.4., XXV, 1921,
p- 239, and Kahrstedt, op. cit., p. 51, note 3). The second reference is in a fragmentary decree re
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not mean that similar methods of leasing the mines were not used both earlier and
later.® It seems clear however that it was only in the fourth century that the records
were inscribed on marble stelai and set up in the Agora at Athens. The provenience
of the inscriptions suggests that these stelai must once have stood near the Bouleu-
terion and the Tholos, probably either in the open square just south of the Bouleuterion
or in the area to the east of the Tholos.® The functions of the poletai were closely
connected with the Boule,” and their records might logically have been put up near
the Bouleuterion.

Form of Record

A separate stele was set up each year by the poletai at the end of their term of
office, recording the mines leased and the confiscated property sold.®* Wherever both
are found on the same stele, the text is divided by subject matter. On No. 1, the sale
of confiscated property precedes the leases of the mines; in Nos. 13, 14, and 16, the
sales follow the leases.’

money and banking of ca. 423/2, Hesperia, XIV, 1945, pp. 119-122, in which lines 10 and 11 have
been restored: [— — — 1os 8¢ mpurdves Tés Al]avridos mpuravelas [yvéuer éxoeveykey wepl Tév peTdAdov Tév €] wi
Aavpelor — — —, and the suggestion made that it was the law (line 8) regulating the mines about which
the prytaneis were to take action. Unfortunately no other trace of this law or the action taken
thereon has been identified.

5 The boast of the sausage seller in Aristophanes, Kunights, line 362, “ dwmjoopar péradra”
suggests similar leases at least as early as 424 B.c.

¢ Fifty-seven pieces, representing 25 of the 32 stelai of which fragments have been found in
the Agora, are from this general region (sections B and Z). Twenty-three pieces, assigned to six
stelai (2, 4, 11, 13, 16, 34) are from the Bouleuterion Square. No. 13 was clearly broken up there,
where all but one of the 19 fragments were found; the two joining pieces of 13d were in the
foundation packing for the Fountain House built on the south side of the Square in the time of
Augustus (Hesperia, Suppl., IV, pp. 102-103). Nos. 4, 13m, 13n, and 16b, were used in the
Screen Wall at the south and west of the square, dating from the first century a.p. (ibid. and
Hesperia, VI, 1937, p. 168). Fourteen pieces assigned to eight stelai were found east of the Tholos,
5,6, 12, 16, 20, 23, 29, 31; one of these, near the northwest corner of the Middle Stoa, was in a
context of the end of the fourth century, and five were in late Roman contexts. The complete
stele, No. 1, was found under the floor of the Tholos in a context of the late fourth and early third
centuries. No. 17 was found further south among the working chips for the Propylon of the
Tholos Precinct, which dates from the time of Augustus (Hesperie, Suppl. IV, p. 121).

7 See Aristotle, *Af. TIoA., 47, 2. The Boule may have had to approve each mining lease. The
text 47, 2 is somewhat ambiguous and the phrase xai kvpobow S1ro v % BovAy xewortovioy may apply
either to the preceding clause, or to the one that follows on mining leases (see below, p. 199).

8 Sales of confiscated property are recorded on the same stelai with the mining leases in Nos.
1, 7, 13, 14, 16, and probably Nos. 17, 24, and 30. The hitherto unpublished pieces form a very
small part of the new material and will be discussed only in the commentary on the texts.

? These three are incomplete opisthographic stelai with more than one column to a face. In
No. 16 the text dealing with confiscated property is in the two right-hand columns of one face; the
two other columns of this face, in so far as the text is preserved, deal with the mines. The same is
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In two of the four preserved headings, after the archon, the poletai are listed
by name (Nos. 1 and 24) ; in the other two (Nos. 34 and 37) from near the end of the
century their names are clearly omitted. In the only complete record (No. 1 of 367/6)
the leases are arranged in chronological order according to the prytany, and in that
year mines were leased in every prytany except the sixth, eighth, and tenth. A prytany
date is preserved in three other texts including that of 307/6.* Thus it seems probable
that throughout the century mines were leased at various times throughout the year.
The day of the month, the second, is also given in the record of 307/6 (No. 34, lines
2-3, 11-12). The evidence from the large stelai of the ’forties and ’thirties suggests,
however, that the bulk of the leases may have been made at the beginning of the year
in the first prytany.'* On a given date of registration the normal practice seems to
have been for the poletai to list first the higher priced mines (probably all of these
were renewals) and then the new leases district by district. There are a few excep-
tions, but a glance at the chart will show this to be the usual procedure.

Typical Lease

A typical record for the individual mine includes the name of the lessee (or
purchaser),* the price, sometimes the name of the man who registers the mine, the
name, place, and classification of the mine, and it lists the boundaries on the four
sides. It also often includes the name of the owner of the property in which the mine
was situated and notes the presence (and rarely the absence) of a marker. For
example, lines 6-13 of No. 20 read: **

At Thalinos, Thoutimides of Sounion registered from the stele of Euboulos,
the ergasimon mine Artemisiakon in Nape (which is) in the property

true of the three legible columns of the other face. In Nos. 13 and 14 the records of confiscated
property are from the right-hand column of one face. Thus I have called these face B in each case,
and assigned these texts to the last columns of the stelai.

10 No. 16 (=I.G., 112, 1582, lines 61-62), first prytany; No. 32 (= I.G., IT?, 1587, line 10),
second prytany; No. 34, lines 2-3, 10-11, first and third prytanies.

1 Tn No. 16, the heading introducing the ergasima mines leased in the first prytany is in the
middle of the third column. Six and a fraction of the eight columns of this stele recorded
mining leases. At least two and a half columns would thus contain leases made in the first prytany.
The absence of preserved prytany date in Nos. 13, 14, 15, 18, 19, and 20 suggests that dates did
not appear frequently and therefore perhaps only a few are named in each record.

2] have consistently translated the Greek dvymjs as lessee rather than purchaser. There is no
doubt that the mining rights were state-owned and the mines leased for a given period of years
(see below). See Ardaillon, op. cit., pp. 169-170, for other examples of the use of words denoting
buying or selling, where the instrument involved is a lease.

37 have not indicated the restorations in the translation. The fact that no record could be
found (as an example of the normal lease) which was not partly based on restorations is an
indication of the incompleteness of these texts.
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(édddn) of ———, of which the boundaries are, at the north, the Artemisiakon
mine which is being worked by — — — at the south, the gully which runs
from Nape and the workshop of Epikrates, at the east, the property
(xwpia) of Teleson and his house, at the west, a workshop, the lessee,
Thoutimides son of Phanias of Sounion, (the price) 150 drachmai.

This lease varies from the norm in apparently having two place names Thalinos
and Nape and in the omission of the patronymic of the registrant in the first line.

The order of the items usually included in the first half of the lease (the name
of the mine, the place, the classification) varies not only in the leases recorded on
different stelai, but between one lease and another on the same stele. In the earliest
text, No. 1 of 367/6, the records are somewhat simpler and briefer with registrant
and classification both regularly omitted.

Names of Mines

The individual mines were named for a divinity, a hero, an operator, a deme or
perhaps its mythical hero, e. g., Artemisiakon, Archegeteion, Diphileion, Kerameikon,
Hagnousiakon, etc. The endings -eion and -kon are the neuter forms of the common
adjectival endings -eios and -(i)kos. By the fourth century they have no specific
meaning beyond an indication of general relationship.** As used in the mine names
they probably imply “ under the protection of,” “ owned by,” “ discovered by.” From
our distant point of view, these names seem to have little significance, for the same
name is clearly used for different mines, both in the same district and in different
districts. Note two Hermaikons at Laureion recorded on the same stele, and two
Archegeteions, one at Thorikos, and one at Besa, and Artemisiakons at Thorikos,
Thrasymos, Sounion and Anaphlystos.”® Artemisiakon seems to have been the favorite
name. Perhaps there was an early very successful mine of that name. Perhaps
Artemis was believed to favor miners.

Location

The location of each mine is given usually in relation to the nearest town or
village.” Tt seems clear that the éml Zovwiwi, Bopikoi, etc., of the texts refer to towns

4 Chantraine, La Formation des nowms en grec ancien, pp. 60, 391.

15 No. 16 (=1.G., 112, 1582, lines 62-69, 75-83) ; No. 1, lines 65-67, 72-76; No. 6, lines 8-12
et al.; No. 16 (= 1.G., 112, 1582, lines 142-144) ; No. 13, lines 61-66; No. 16 (= I.G., 1I?, 1582,
lines 112-117).

16 Cf. Hesperia, X, 1941, pp. 28-30. John Young also suggests that the place named in the
texts may at times be the place of registration rather than the approximate location of the mine.
This hypothesis would explain the last record on No. 1, which records a mine at Sounion at Besa.
The roads and property named in the boundaries make it clear however that in most of the leases
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rather than demes, inasmuch as no one of the demes in the district (notably ®péappot)
which did not have a corresponding town name is ever given as the location of a mine,
whereas other towns such as Laureion, Thrasymos, Aulon, and Maroneia,” which
must have belonged to one of the demes, are given as locations.

The items describing the precise position of each mine are largely self-explana-
tory. The stele named in most of the texts is probably a marker, like that used on
mortgaged property. Eight of these markers ** of mines have been found. Some have
only the name of the mine; others name the lessee as well.

The owner of the property in which the mine was situated is normally given. This
property is called ywpia in No. 1 ** and édd¢y in the other texts. It is doubtful if there
is any very real distinction between the two words as used in these texts. xwpior and
xwpia do, however, continue to be named in the boundaries, after édd¢n has become
the word regularly used to describe the property in which the mine lay. One might
suggest that xwplov has a somewhat rural agricultural connotation and for this reason
the more general word é8d¢n ** came to be used in the mining district where much of
the property must have been non-agricultural.

Boundaries

The most frequent items named in the boundaries of the mines are workshops,
épyaomipua, and other private property. A workshop is named or can be restored in
83 cases, and other private property in about 72 cases.” It is not surprising to find
the workshops heading the list, for the separation of the ore from the extraneous
stone would naturally be made as close to the mine as possible to avoid transportation
costs. The impure ore, galena, was broken up into small pieces, and then placed on
washing tables in which the heavier ore would be deposited and the lighter impurities
carried away by the flow of water. Many of these washing establishments are still
extant in the mining district.”” The smelting of the ore, on the other hand, was

in which Byafow, for example, is found, the mine was in the region of Besa. Since there is only that
one record of a double location in which the two places are mutually exclusive (see Chart), I
assume that to be an exception or error.

17 Mines at Maroneia and Aulon are described & Mapwrelar and é AdAdw, which suggests that
they may have been district names also, but since roads leading to or from them are named I assume
that there was at least a village center.

18] G., 112, 2634-2638 ; Ath. Mitt., LXII, 1937, pp. .11-13, nos. 11-13.

19 The use of & rois ywploss in No. 1, line 67, makes it fairly certain that the word ywplows is the
one to be supplied in the other records on this text which read év rois Anuodido, etc.

20 Cf. Demosthenes, XX VI, 11, and Isaios, XI, 42, where the word is used to describe property
in general; it is used by Isaios for property which included both land and houses.

2 This includes property described as éddgn (when named in the boundaries) or as ywplov, the
occasional house, and also the examples of a proper name in the nominative case.

22 Ardaillon, op. cti., pp. 63-74. The mills, figs. 19 and 22, pp. 61 and 69, which he illustrates
as examples of mills in which the ore was broken, seem rather to be ordinary flour mills,
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presumably concentrated in a relatively few places, requiring not only special metal-
lurgical knowledge, but also a more elaborate establishment with furnace and
chimney.” A smelting furnace, kduwos, is named only six times in the boundaries of
the mines.** Since the proportion of épyacrripia to kduwor in the texts fits well with
the probabilities, we can assume that in most cases the épyaomipior was a washing
establishment.” Wherever possible each mine or cutting would have had one beside it.

Mines are named as the boundary of another mine in only 33 cases. This
relatively low number of directly adjacent mines is not surprising, if, as seems prob-
able, most of the ““ mines ” were small units, probably single cuttings.

Lastly, natural features of the landscape, such as roads, gullies, and occasionally
a hill, are given as the boundaries of a mine. Many details of considerable topo-
graphical interest are found in this new material, particularly in that related to the
roads. A careful survey of this region, with this new evidence in mind, might make it
possible to establish the definite location of some of the towns and villages, roads and
gullies, mines and property, named in the texts.

There are no two records preserved in the inscriptions that can with certainty
be said to refer to the same mine. Undoubtedly there are repeats that are not
recognized as such. This is partly due to the incompleteness of the texts and the
uncertainties in restoration. The minor variations in the form of the records and the
use of different abbreviations for the same word on the same stone * make the restora-
tions in these texts, in spite of the stoichedon line, even more suspect than those on
many other types of inscriptions.

There are other factors that make it difficult to recognize repeats. Not only was
the same name used for different mines but also, if one assumes that many of the
mines were leased as a speculation and worked perhaps for only one term, the adjoin-
ing land, whose chief value must have been for use in connection with the mines, may
have been bought and sold at short intervals. Thus the workshop of Lysitheides in
one text may be the same as that of Phanostratos in another text.

The difficulties of positive identification of repeats are best pointed up by a glance
at the seven records of mines called Artemisiakon at Thorikos.”” Property of Lysi-

28 See Ardaillon, op. cit., pp. 59-89, for a description of the different steps in extracting and
refining the ore.

24 No. 1, line 54; No. 5, line 85 ; No. 13, lines 11 and 57; No. 19, line 25; No. 32 (=1.G., II?
1588), line 6. A furnace is named once on a mortgage stone, I. G., I1?, 2750. In only three cases
is the location preserved, one at Laureion, one at Thrasymos, and a third at Maroneia.

25 See, however, Demosthenes, XXXVTII, 28; the implications of the text are that the silver
was smelted from the ore in the much mortgaged ergasterion which is the subject of the oration.
If true, it is perhaps an exception. The xeyxpéwv named in the same oration (§26) is not to be
confused with the smelting furnace; it is the place where the ore was crushed or broken and so
probably to be associated with the washing establishments. C{. Ardaillon, op. cit., p. 62.

26 C{. on No. 20 $Aiov Svepé : in line 5 ; Svopévov in line 12; and wpos HAiov Sve: in line 16.

27 No. 6, lines 8-12; No. 16 (= I.G., 11%, 1582), lines 135-139; No. 18, lines 71-75; No. 19,
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theides of Kikynna (or his children) is named in three, the workshop of Pheidippos
in three, and a road or roads in several. It seems probable that at least two or three of
the records are of the same mine, but since identical boundaries are not found in any of
them, one cannot be certain.

That partial identity of boundaries is insufficient for the identification of two
mines is clear from a glance at two leases recorded on No. 1, lines 44-47, 79-81.
Both are unnamed mines at Sounion, both are leased by Pheidippos of Pithos, both
are in the property of the children of Charmylos, both bounded on the south by
property of Leukios of Sounion, and on the north by property belonging to a man
from Aigilia, Pyrrakos in one, and Kleokritos for the other. The east and west
boundaries are not given. If these two records had been found on separate pieces,
instead of on the same stele, the identity of the mines would have seemed certain.

Thus until further evidence is found, either from a survey of the district, or from
the discovery of more and better preserved texts, one cannot decide whether two
records in which some of the boundaries correspond are of the same mine or of two
separate mines near each other.

Classification, Form of Registration, Length of Lease, Prices.

The leases can be divided into two types. In the first, the smaller group, the
phrase ék mjs omiAns or éx This omiAns THs émi — — — dpxovros is always included, and in
the second it is regularly omitted. In the records of the third quarter of the fourth
century, these mines registered or brought forward from an earlier stele are classified
as ergasima, and this word is never used without a reference to an earlier stele. In
the record of 367/6, No. 1, no classifications are named, but the five leases there
recorded ék ris oriAys are certainly to be included in the group of ergasima mines.
In the second type of lease in which an earlier record is not mentioned, the mines are
classified as anasaxima or palaia anasaxima (again absent in No. 1 and probably in
Nos. 2 and 3). A kainotomia, new cutting, is named in five of the late texts of which
none can be earlier than the fourth quarter of the century. The texts are too frag-
mentary to indicate what type of lease was used, and except in one case too fragmen-
tary to show whether the kainotomia was a mine being leased or a cutting named in
the boundaries of another mine.

Before discussing the meanings of these terms (which I have called classifica-
tions) it will be well to look at the different methods of registration and at the prices.

Three forms of registration are used:

A. No registrant is named and the verb dmeypdaro or eionperxe is omitted.

lines 4-9; No. 32, (==1.G., I1?, 1587), lines 17-19; and probably No. 20, lines 25-30; No. 29,
lines 2-9.
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B. Both a registrant and a lessee are named and are the same person. A variant of
this form is found in two texts, Nos. 14 and 15, in which a registrant and verb
are present, but a lessee as such is not named and the price is introduced by the
word Tiu).

C. Both registrant and lessee are named and are different persons.

Form A, in which no registrant is named, is the only one used in the early stele
of 367/6, No. 1 (and perhaps also in No. 3). There it is used both for the five
leases ““ from the stele,” and for 12 leases for 20 drachmai each. Since in the later
texts both the ergasima mines and those leased for 20 drachmai are registered with
form B, it can be assumed that here the absence of registrant is equivalent to the form
in which registrant and lessee are the same. But in the later texts this form is also
used for some of the higher priced anasaxima and palaia anasarima mines.

Form B, in which registrant and lessee are both named and are the same, is used
for ergasima mines in the more developed phraseology of the third quarter of the
century. In the single exception, No. 18, lines 18-22, where registrant and lessee are
different, a previous operator is named in the text, a fact which suggests some
irregularity in this renewal (see below, commentary on No. 18). It is also used for
palaia anasaxima mines (and one anasaximon) leased at 20 drachmai. Note that in
no case in which a price of 20 drachmai is preserved are the registrant and lessee
different. The only examples of anasaxima mines registered and leased by the same
person at a price higher than 20 drachmai are in one of the later texts, No. 32.

Form C, in which registrant and lessee are different, is not used for ergasima
mines, save for the one exception noted above, but is found in the records of mines
classed as anasaxima and palaia anasaxima. Note that the prices correspond closely
to those of the ergasima mines. The registrant in this form must be the man who had
the former lease.

A comparison of the methods of registration with the classifications and the
prices paid thus suggests that a mine originally registered as palaton anasaximon if
re-registered by the same person would be classed as ergasimon, if by a different
person usually as anasaximon but occasionally still as palaion anasaximon.™

28 There is only one certain example of a mine registered and leased by the same person listed
as anasaximon (No. 16 =1.G., 112 1582, lines 123-129). This could easily be explained as an
accidental omission of palaion on the part of the stone cutter. See also No. 26, lines 1-7, where
normal restorations suggest another example of the same registrant and lessee for an anasaximon
mine. There are two certain examples of mines listed as palaia anasaxima leased for 150 drachmai
which are apparently new leases of a concession already granted, and in one of which the registrant
and lessee are different (No. 16 = I.G., II%, 1582, lines 45-51, 56-60). There are four other cases
in which restorations suggest that palaion was included in leases of this group: No. 9, lines 10-16;
No. 10, lines 6-14; No. 18, lines 33-37; and No. 20, lines 53-58,
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The distinction between ergasimon and anasaximon thus seems to be only a
question of whether the same or a different man continues the work on the mine.
These two differ from a palaiton anasaximon in that work has already been started.

The word ergasimon seems to be used in its active sense, 1. e., applied to a mine
that is working, that is a going concern, rather than in its more common passive sense
“ capable of being worked.” *

Anasaximon is found only in these texts and the meaning is not known. The
word is defined in Liddell, Scott and Jones, Greek-English Lexicon, as *“ a mine that
is reopened and worked.” * A palaton anasaximon mine would then be an * old mine
that is re-opened ” (or is to be re-opened). If, however, palaion anasaximon was
normally used only in new leases, and anasaximon in renewals in which the lease
changed hands, a broader meaning for the term is not excluded. It need not be
limited to the old mines, but might be applied to any mine on which work was being
done. What the word actually meant in the mining jargon of the fourth century we
do not know; it apparently could be applied to any of the mines that were being
operated in the third quarter of the century. The fact that anasaxrima mines and a
new cutting, kainotomia, appear on the same stone, No. 32 (= I.G. I1% 1587, lines
5-6, 13) does not necessarily mean that the two terms were mutually exclusive. A
lease in which the mine was described as a new cutting would presumably be a new
lease, and registered in the same way as the new leases of palaia anasaxima. When the
original lease came up for renewal the classification would change just as in the other
leases, probably to ergasimon if the same man renewed it, and possibly to anasaximon
if another operator took over.

The meaning of kainotomia at least seems clear, “ a new cutting,” that is, a new
mine. Both inscriptions and literary references suggest that very few new mines were
opened during the second and third quarters of the fourth century. In the inscriptions
the word is found only in five of the late texts.” Few or no new mines were being
opened in the ’fifties (Xenophon, IIépor, iv, 27-28). In Hyperides’ Fourth Oration
(which is dated to the period of 330-326 B.c.) we are told that ai kaworouiat, wpérepov
éxhehetppévar dua Tov PéPBov, viv évepyor (36). The statement is part of a rhetorical
plea praising the jurors for the wisdom shown in past cases in which mine operators

21, S. and J., Greek-English Lex., sub. v., second meaning; cf. I.G., IT?, 2498, line 17, for a
comparable contemporary use.

% Kahrstedt, op. cit., p. 54, suggests that the anasarima are pits or shafts, and the ergasima
open workings; the present texts however suggest a distinction in type of lease rather than in type
of working. For further discussion, see Oikonomos, op. cit., pp. 300-301, and Kirchner, I.G., II?
commentary on 1582.

$1 No. 28, line 6; No. 32 (=I.G., 112, 1587), lines 5-6; No. 33, line 2; No. 35, line 3, and
No. 38, lines 1 and 8 The word is also found on two boundary stones, Ath. Mitt., LXII, 1937,
pp- 11-12.
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had been acquitted of false charges brought by sycophants, and therefore somewhat
suspect. Yet there seems to be some truth in it, for it is just about this same time
that new cuttings first appear on the inscriptions.

Three other kinds of “ cuttings ”” appear in the texts: kararous, émxararour), and
ovrropun).’® They never are the subject of a lease themselves, but are named in the lease
of a mine, wéralhov kal kararoujv. We do not know the meanings of any of them.
Apparently they are some kind of additional cutting which is specifically named as
included with the mine.

The only contemporary account of the mining leases is found in Aristotle’s
description of the duties of the poletai, ’Af, TIo\., 47, 2: mofodor 8¢ Ta pmobduara
wdvra, kol 74 péralha molobot kal Ta TéNY peTd ToD TAMiOV TAY OTPATIWTIKGY Kal TGOV éml
70 Bewpirdy ppnuévav évavriov s [BovAis]: kal kvpoiow, 8@ v 1 Bovly xewporoviioy,
kal Ta mpabévra péralla 1d 7’ épydoua Ta eis Tpla émn mempauéva kal TA TVyKEXwpNUEVa
ta eis [-] ém mempapéva. There has been great diversity of opinion in the efforts to
correlate the classifications found on the inscriptions with those in Aristotle, chiefly
due to the uncertainties of the exact meaning of the terms ergasima and anasaxima
and to the conviction that the kainotomiar should form one of Aristotle’s two groups.
With the increased number of texts now available, two types of leases are distinguish-
able in the inscriptions which clearly must be equated with the two groups given by
Aristotle. The ergasima mines of Aristotle will of course be the ergasima recorded
from earlier stelai of the inscriptions; the ovykexwpnuéva, those “ that have been con-
ceded,” i. e., for which concessions are being granted will include both the anasaxima
and palaia anasaxima, which for most of the period covered by the inscriptions repre-
sented the bulk of the leases, and probably the occasional kainotomia.*® Actually the
word kainotomia does not appear on any inscription that need be earlier than 325 B.c.,
the terminus ante quem for the composition of the *Afnraiwv Ilolreia.

There is no definitive evidence on the duration of the leases in the texts, for no
stone preserves both a dated heading and the record of a renewal in which an archon’s
name is preserved. According to Aristotle the ergasima mines were leased for a
period of three years, those that were conceded for a different term of years. Unfor-
tunately the number is illegible on the papyrus. The traces of the letter preceding émy
are said to resemble either a gamma (3) or an jota (10).* Three is excluded since
that is the number given for the first category and ten has been restored in many of
the editions.

The slight evidence from the inscriptions suggests a term of seven rather than

82 gararopsj: No. 1, lines 53, 72; No. 2, lines 18-19; No. 5, lines 75-76; No. 16 (=I1.G., 11,2
1582), line 70. émwararomi: No. 6, lines 5, 14; No. 16, Face A, Col. II, line 50 and Col. IV
(= I.G., 112, 1582, line 137). owromy; No. 32 (= I.G., I1%, 1587), line 15.

33 C{. Calhoun, op. cit., p. 354, and Schénbauer, op. cit., pp. 20-21.

3 Kenyon, Oxford text 1920, et al.
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ten years for the longer leases.® In this case the papyrus reading would have been
Z (or T).” In interpreting the evidence from the inscriptions I have assumed that
each stele was the record for one year only, that Aristotle’s three year term for the
short lease is correct, and that a mine recorded as ergasimon on one stele could be
either a renewal of a long term lease or of a short term lease (see above).

In the nine renewals of leases from earlier stelai in which a verb is preserved,
ameypdaro *“ registered ” is used four times, elorjrevke ““ brought forward ” five times,
and in two of the latter a previous operator or lessee is named. In the two inscriptions
in which records with both verbs are preserved they are used for different types of
renewals.

In No. 16, in the records of the two leases from the stele of Kallimachos (349/8),
the verb dmeypdiaro is used. In that from the stele of Theophilos (348/7) the verb is
eionvevie and the former operator or lessee is named. Similarly in No. 19 the first and
third leases, which are renewals from the stele of Sosigenes (342/1), have eiorjvevke
(but no reference to an earlier lessee), and in the second the verb ameypdaro is used,
and the available space makes the restoration of Sosigenes as archon of the earlier
stele, mentioned in this lease, impossible.

The sales of confiscated property recorded on No. 16 make 342/1 the most
probable date for the stele; an earlier date is precluded and a date more than two or
three years later is highly improbable. Further, the stele cannot date from 340/39.”

This gives a minimum of seven years for the leases renewed from the stele of
Kallimachos, and a probable maximum of eight or ten. Nine is excluded. They cannot
be Aristotle’s short term leases of three years, and will be his long term lease, in which
the mines in the original lease were presumably registered as anasaxima or palaia
anasaxima and are now being re-registered as ergasima. Apparently when the classifi-
cation was changed, the act of recording was considered a new registration, and the
same verb was used as for the new leases.

With dmeypdiaro tentatively assigned to the long term leases, let us assume that
elojvevre (when used without mention of a previous operator) was used for the short

85 That the period for the second group was longer than the three years of the first is confirmed
by a passage in Hyperides, IV, 35-36: Epikrates who had already worked his mine for three years
was brought to trial but acquitted and the dikasts, iy twédoiriov épyagiav 70D perdAdov éfBefaiwoay.

36 Blass, in his fourth edition (1903) of the *Af. Ilo\., notes that the lacuna before the second
¢ry is somewhat wide and that there may have been a vacant space after the numeral. A zeta would
better fit such a space than an iota.

37 Penalties are being imposed for payments in default due in the ninth prytany of 343/2, and
the property of Philokrates of Hagnous is being sold in the fourth month. The trial in which his
property was confiscated is dated to the winter of 343/2 (Beloch, Griech. Geschichte, 1112, i, p. 544 ;
Schifer, Demosthenes, 112 p. 368, note 1). The following year 342/1 would seem the probable
date for the sales in both these cases, although a delay of a year or two is not impossible (Hesperia,
V, 1936, p. 412). In 340/39, the tribe Kekropis held one of the prytanies near the end of the year
(1.G., 112, 233) ; since it is named as the first prytany in No. 16 (==1.G., II?, 1582, lines 61-62) this
cannot be the stele of 340/39.
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term leases, 1. e. for renewals of records in which the mine had already been classified
as ergasimon in the earlier record. Since no change of classification was to take place,
the record was simply “brought forward.” In No. 19 then the two leases brought
forward from the stele of Sosigenes will be three year leases, and the stele will date
from the year 339/8. The other renewal on this same stone, in which dmeypdaro is
preserved, would be a long term lease. The name of the archon from whose stele the
lease was registered is limited to 5-8 letters (No. 19, line 10). The names of the
archons for 349/8 and 347/6, Kallimachos and Themistokles are both too long. If
the stele is from 339/8, a term of ten or eight years is thus impossible. The archon
for 349/8 would be improbable anyway since that is the year used in No. 16 for long
term renewals. A nine year term was excluded in No. 16. Archias, archon in 346/5,
can be restored and the seven year period, seen to be the most probable in No. 16, thus
fitted into this text.®

In No. 34, of the year of Anaxikrates (307/6), either a seven or ten year period
is possible in the restorations on fragment b.

The two records of ergasima mines where the former lessee is specifically referred
to in the text (No. 16 [=1.G., II*, 1582, lines 75-83], and No. 18§, lines 18-22) are
probably renewals which for some reason came up before the expiration of the original
lease. Perhaps the former lessee had died, perhaps he had lost his rights as a result
of court action of some sort before his lease had expired.

The sequence for a particular lease would seem to be something like this:

A man wishing to lease a new concession (not necessarily and not usually a new
mine) would register it with the poletai giving a description of the mine and its
location. If approved by the Boule, the lease would be granted and the man listed
both as registrant and lessee. If the mine in question was an old working, it would be
classified as palaton anasaximon and the price would be 20 drachmai. Towards the end
of the century the price for new leases of old workings seems to have risen to 150
drachmai.®® This original lease would last for seven (possibly ten) years. If at that
time the same man renewed his lease, the mine would be classified as ergasimon, the
term of the lease would be three years, and the price would be 150 drachmai or more.*
Since the classification of the mine had changed, this was considered a new registration
and the same verb was used as in the new leases. If the same man renewed his lease a
third time, three years later, there would be no change in classification and the lease
would be recorded as ‘ brought forward,” not as ‘‘ registered.” If, however, the

38 So far as the text itself is concerned, either Euboulos (345/4), Lykiskos (344/3), or
Theophilos (348/7) could equally well be restored.

3 See the two examples of anasexima mines registered and leased by the same person of which
the price was 150 dr.: No. 32 ([.G., 112, 1587, line 19, and 7.G., I1?, 1588, line 8).

40150 is the only price preserved for leases of ergasima mines in the ’forties and ’thirties. The
higher prices preserved in some of the fragmentary texts, however, are probably for ergasima mines,
In 367/6 two were leased for 1550 dr. each.
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original lessee did not renew his lease and another operator wished to take it over
immediately, the first would be named as registrant, and the new man as lessee; the
earlier lease would not be specifically referred to in the inscription, the mine would
be classified as anasaximon, the term of the lease would be seven years and the price
might be the same as it would have been had the original lessee renewed his own lease,
i. e., ca. 150 drachmai.

If our hypothetical original lessee did not renew his lease, and if no one else took
the lease at that time, a year or two later some other operator might lease the mine.
When he registered it, since he was neither the previous lessee, nor was the concession
entirely unworked, he would be enrolled as lessee, but no registrant named, the mine
would be classified as anasaximon, and the price would be about 150 drachmai.

The prices of 76 leases are preserved in the texts, and, of these, thirty are 150
drachmai, twenty-two are 20 drachmai.”

Thus most of the concessions seem to have been of about the same size, probably
only a single cutting or gallery, of which the normal price for a new concession was
20 drachmai, and for many of the renewals 150 drachmai. The higher priced leases,
perhaps all of them renewals, will be either of the occasional larger unit or less
probably of a mine in which a more productive vein has been found.

A price of 9000 drachmai for a mine is mentioned in one of Demosthenes’
speeches (XXXVII, 22). In another speech the plaintiff complains that he owed the
city three talents, one talent for each of the three shares he held in a mine that had been
confiscated (Demosthenes, XLII, 3). In this case a fine was probably involved and so
the price of each share may have been 3000 drachmai (half a talent).** Although
these are higher prices than any found in the inscriptions, of which the two highest
are 6100 and 2000 drachmai,* there is no good reason to assume that they represent
another kind of payment. In the only other contemporary literary evidence, Man-
titheos claimed that he and his father had borrowed 2000 drachmai for the purchase of
some mines (Demosthenes, XL, 52), which corresponds closely with the average
prices on the inscriptions. The higher prices are clearly the exception and it would be
the holders of these more expensive leases who would be most apt to become involved
in a law suit.

The inscriptions and the three references in the contemporary speeches are the

1 A charge of having extorted 20 drachmai from each lessee was brought against Moirokles
(Demosthenes, XIX, 293). There seems to be no direct connection with the prices.

2 Ardaillon, op. cit., p. 186.

 No. 16 (= Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 404, line 299) and No. 18, line 3. In each case the preceding
text is very fragmentary and the word péraddov is not preserved. Since there is no available space
in the lines that follow for an introductory phrase to indicate a change in subject from sales of
confiscated property to mining leases (as in No. 1, line 40, and No. 16 [= Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 398,
lines 10-12]) the sums can safely be assumed to be the prices of mining leases.
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only existing records of revenue received by the city from the mines in the fourth
century.* If as seems probable these prices represent the total direct revenue, the
question of what the figures actually stand for is of considerable interest. Is the
recorded price a single payment for the full duration of the lease, is it a payment due
each year, or is it a payment due perhaps each prytany?“ If the price is a single
payment for the full duration of the lease, the state received only 3690 drachmai from
the mines in 367/6; if the price is a payment due anually, the record for that year
would represent an income to the city of something over 12,000 drachmai, or two
talents; if it was a payment due ten times each year it represented a revenue of some
20 talents. On No. 16, perhaps of 342/1, the prices that are actually preserved add up
to 8060 drachmai; from the size of the stone one can safely assume a minimum of
18,000 drachmai or three talents for this year on the basis of a single payment, of at
least 16 talents on the basis of annual payments, or of 160 talents if the prices are
payments due ten times a year.*

An argument ex silentto against the theory that the prices were to be paid each
prytany can be found in Xenophon’s Ilépor. In that pamphlet, of ca. 355 B.c., a long
chapter (iv) is devoted to proposals for increasing the state revenues from the mines.
The author, after proving to his own satisfaction that the silver at Laureion is inex-
haustible and that silver can never be a glut on the market, makes two specific recom-
mendations: one, that the state purchase slaves to be rented to the mine operators,
and second, that companies be formed so that the financial risk in making new cuttings
would be reduced and thus the expansion needed to absorb the slave labor would take
place. He estimates that if the state start with 1200 slaves, the annual revenue would
be 60 talents, if a total of 10,000 were reached the revenue would be 100 talents (iv,
23-24). No mention whatsoever is made of the revenue from the leases. The omission

# A tax of one twenty-fourth of the ore produced is mentioned by Suidas: *Aypddov perdArov
8lkn+ of & dpyvpela péradra épyaldpevor . . . . dweypdpovro Tob Tehelv Eveka TG Sijuw elkooThy TerdpTyy
Tod kawod perdAdov.

There is no trace of the methods by which such a percentage was collected nor of officials
responsible for checking and receiving this metal in fourth century Athens, and a twenty-fourth was
the percentage collected from mines in Roman Imperial times. Therefore this text is in itself no
evidence for such a tax in the fourth century B.c. If correctly referred to Athens, it probably
describes the conditions in a later period. Cf. Momigliano, op. cit., pp. 257-258, and Ardaillon,
op. cit., pp. 188-198.

A five drachma tax év Tois épyois found in No. 16 (= Hesperia V, 1936, p. 401, lines 129-130)
is probably related to the mining industry, but is probably not a tax on the mines. It may be a tax
on workshops, water rights, or something of the sort.

* Momigliano, op. cit., p. 254, argues for the first, Ardaillon, op. cit., p. 191, for the second,
and Calhoun, op. cit., p. 360, for the third.

* These estimates are made on a basis of a long term lease of seven years, and a short one of
three. For No. 16 I have assumed a minimum of 141 leases (see below, commentary on No. 16),
seventy at 150 and seventy at 20, plus the one at the high price of 6100, that ten of those at 150 were
short term leases, and that the long term period was seven years.
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of this direct source of revenue is more easily understood if the income from the leases
is relatively small, as would be the case if the prices represent either lump sums or
annual payments. The omission is almost incomprehensible if the direct income from
the leases is assumed to have been 20 talents in 367/6 and at least 160 in ca. 342/1.

The annual income of Athens is known to have increased markedly in the second
half of the fourth century. It is said to have risen from a low of 130 talents in the
"fifties after the Social War, to a high of 1200 talents in the fourth quarter of the
century.*” Clearly there was a marked increase in the direct revenue from the mines
between 367 /6 and 342, but since most of the components of the budget are unknown
the probable amount received from the leases cannot be established. The question
of what the figures on the inscriptions represent must be left unanswered. I do not
believe that they were payments due each prytany, as explained above, and there is no
real evidence on which to base a choice between the theories of a single payment or an
annual payment.*®

Persons Named in Mining Texts

Many prominent Athenians of the fourth century are found among those who
operated the mines and owned workshops and other property in the mining district.
About half of the lessees whose names are sufficiently preserved to be identifiable are
persons known from other sources (49 out of 106). Politicians such as Polyeuktos
of Sphettos or Kallimedon the Crab, Hypereides the orator, Meidias and Thrasylochos
of Anagyrous who helped Aphobos in his efforts to rob Demosthenes of his patrimony
and against whom Demosthenes’ 21st oration is directed, Nikias and Nikeratos of
Kydantidai, grandson and great-grandson of the general, Phaidros of Sphettos and
his father Kallias, all are found in these texts.

Many of these same men appear on the naval records as trierarchs. Mining opera-~
tions were no doubt the source of the wealth which made them liable for trierarch
duty, even though we know that an exemption of some sort ** was granted for property
in the mines, in assessing the wealth on which the various liturgies depended. In some
of these cases an interest in the mines had been a family undertaking, extending over
more than one generation. Pheidippos of Pithos, whose name occurs eight times,
served himself as trierarch, and his two sons, of whom Diphilos appears in the texts,
likewise served in the same way.

#2 The evidence for the state revenues in the fourth century is assembled and discussed in
Andreades, History of Greek Public Finance (English translation, 1933), pp. 352-355.

48 The single payment theory finds some support from the fact that the lessee is described as
the purchaser, évyris thus suggesting that the price named is the total payment. A theory of
several payments, however, gets some slight support from the use of the word xarafolj (Demos-
thenes XXXVII, 22) to describe the payment due on the mine. This word is normally used for
part payments: cf. Aristotle, A6. TloA., 47 ; No. 16 (Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 401, lines 128, 131, et al.).

4 Cf, Demosthenes, XLII, 18, and Ardaillon, op. cit., pp. 198-200.
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One may sometimes see an indication of the growth of a family fortune. Dio-
doros, son of Simos of Paiania, was trierarch in 334/3 and 325/4, but the origin of
his wealth was unknown. In the mining texts, his father Simos appears as lessee of
a mine and as the owner of a workshop, and another son of Simos occurs also as a
lessee.

Leukios of Sounion, although not known as a trierarch, must also have been a
wealthy man, since he presented to the Sounians a piece of property sufficient for a
public square. Not only lessees such as Leukios, but also owners of property in the
mining regions were men of taxable substance. Lysitheides of Kikynna and Antis-
thenes of Kytheros appear in several texts as property owners and are likewise
known as trierarchs. The few references to non-Athenians, all of them Siphnians,
may apply to two men, Kallaischros and his son Stesileides, who are among the few
non-Athenians to appear also on the trierarch lists.

The various demes of Attica are well represented by the men found in these texts.
The material shows more men from the larger demes and fewer from the smaller, in
a proportion roughly corresponding to that in the material from other sources.®
Members of the demes located in the mining districts ** are found in disproportionately
high numbers only among those men who are named as owners of property but not
as owners of workshops or lessees of mines. In the 52 cases where a demotic of an
owner of property is preserved, 20 are men from local demes, of whom two had mining
interests, whereas of the 32 from other parts of Attica 16 are named also as owners
of workshops or lessees. The only local deme of which no member is found in the
texts is Besa, for which a small population is attested elsewhere (Gomme, op. cit.,

p. 65).
TEXTS AND COMMENTARY

The texts are arranged in chronological order in so far as possible. Most of them
are inscribed in the small letters typical of Athenian records of the third quarter of the
century. Except in a few cases, however, where an archon is named, the relative dates
of the fragments cannot be established with certainty. Where no other evidence is
available, texts with a stoichedon line of the same length or in which similar
abbreviations are used are placed in consecutive positions.

50 See below, List of Names arranged by Demotics; cf. Gomme, The Population of Athens in
the Fifth and Fourth Centuries, Notes A and B on pp. 49-73.

1 The mining region formed part of the coastal ridings of Leontis, Akamantis, and Antiochis,
which included the demes Sounion, Phrearrhoi, Deiradiotai, and Potamioi Deiradiotai; Thorikos,
part or all of Kikynna and Kephale, Prospalta, and Hagnous; Amphitrope, Anaphlystos, Besa,
Aligilia, Atene, Thorai, and perhaps Semachidai. Prospalta, Hagnous, Aigilia, and Thorai are north
of the mining district, and Atene probably at the southeast tip of the peninsula outside the ore-
producing hills (cf. Loper, Ath. Mitt.,, XVII, 1892, p. 335 and Ardaillon, op. cit.,, p. 19). See
Gomme, loc. cit., for a recent discussion of the demes.
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1 Hesperia, X, 1941, p. 14, no. 1. The poletai record for the year 367/6 B. ¢. This is
the only complete record we have. The first part of the text records the sale of a
confiscated house and the settlement of the claims brought against it. The rest of the
inscription, lines 40-83, records the leases of 17 mining concessions. Lines 40-49 are
reprinted here for convenience of comparison with the more developed phraseology
of the later texts:

40 péralha émpdfn émi mijs Trmobwvridos mpdtys, Ae
\ 3 4 IR ~ * I'4 z
Ewanov év Ndmer émi Skomds du yel mavraxdfev N
wtas Kvdav, avy Kalhias Spirre AA: Avakov émi Aa
/ * ’ hY ey / £} z \ =~ ’ \
vpeian Gt yet: mpos Nhio dndvros Ta xwpia Ta "Ew
miov, dvouévo 70 8pos, avy ‘Emréhns éx Kepa AA émi
45  Sowvvimt év Tols Xapuiho maidwv du yet: Boppd Khe
Skpuros Aly, voré: Aevkios Sovm, dvy: Peldurmos
feds AA : Tlooedwviaxov év Ndmy 76v ék s o)
Ays & 7ols "ANvmijrov, & yet Kallias Sdirre kat A
wokhéns ILfevs, drnris Opaciloxols> *Avayvpd ; X[FA

The classification of the mines is not given. Of the 17 mines leased in this year five are
recorded éx mjs orAns, that is, they are renewals of leases recorded in a previous
year, and so will be the same as those in working order of the later texts. The prices
of these five range from 1550 to 50 drachmai. The remaining twelve are all
leased for 20 drachmai each and represent new concessions, either new cuttings or
anasaxima. The leases are recorded by prytany and every prytany except the sixth,
eighth, and tenth is represented. Note that the verb ameypdyaro “ registered ” is not
used in this text, and that the phrase év rots édddpecw 7ols — — — has not yet appeared.
Instead, the mines are in some cases described as év rots nomen (see line 48), and
once as év tots xwpiots nomen (line 68). Of the 13 men who purchased mines in this
year (only 13 because four purchased two mines each), five belonged to prominent or
wealthy families, and three more can be identified.

2 (Plate 83). Fragment of Pentelic marble, with left side and rough-picked back
preserved, found on March 4, 1935, at the southeast corner of the Bouleuterion
Plateia in a late disturbance just above bedrock.

Height, 0.237 m.; width, 0.12 m.; thickness, 0.07 m.
Height of letters, 0.006-0.007 m.
Inv. No. I 2964.

The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern in which ten units
measure 0.096-0.098 m.
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3TOIX

[..... Jpmaxo[v————————————— ]
[Bopplafev * No[— ————— — —— ———— ]
[..an]eypdpar[o = ———————————~— ]
[..ué]rallov Bo[pikol — — — — — — — — — — ]

5 [ ]Jawdvév] [-——————————— &1
[yei]rw Boppier———— ————— 50]
[opé]vo tepov M[— = — = — — — ———— — —— ]
[..]wdv & ADN[évt — — — — — — — — — — — ]
[..]xperos Sov[ve ————— péralhoy ém O]

10 [placdpw éu y[eirov Boppdfer — — — — A\ ]
[{]o Svopévo B[ —————————— dvy ——]

as Gopik PA[————————————— Aol
Maviaxoy C[——————— év TdL Nédwr 7 ]
BafBudeim [ e x?]

15 phpara Ol ——— - ———__ ]
€L8(1)VLa[K.(\)V _________________ ]

ov éu Map[oveiat — —— ———— — —— éu a?)
yyaior [~ ——————————————— katar |
o:uﬁ’ v [7] —————————————————— ]

20 sEo[nwp—————————— vy ————— ]
HROp[-—— - ———— ]
oveE[————— ]
vav[p-———m e~ ]

I have placed this text after the dated stele of 367/6, because of the use of the
word dmeypaparo (line 3). There is no mention of the act of registering or a regis-
trant in No. 1, whereas both appear frequently in the later texts. Assuming a
consecutive development in the phraseology, this stone should be later than that of
367/6. It cannot be much later because of the letter forms and because of the con-
sistent use of O for the genitive masculine singular.

The preserved text contains the fragmentary records of eight to ten leases.

Lines 4-5: The last preserved letter in line 5 is definitely the left hasta of a letter.
N[dmn] could be restored. Since Nape however was apparently a part of Sounion,
and since the two lines probably apply to the same lease, an unknown name in Thorikos
is equally probable.

Line 8: This is the only record of a mine located in Aulon. It is known as a place
name in the mining district (Aischines, I, 101) and roads leading to and from it are
mentioned in Nos. 8 and 10.
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Lines 11-12: Mantias of Thorikos (P.A4., 9667) could be restored as lessee. His
son Mantitheos (P.4., 9676) claimed that he and his father had borrowed twenty
minas for the purchase of mines (Demosthenes, X1, 52). Both father and son served
as trierarchs (cf. Sundwall, N.P.4., p. 123).

Lines 13-14: After Apolloniakon either ®[opiwcoi] or a relative clause intro-
duced by 6 is possible. For the hill of Ba(m)bideion see No. 16 (I.G., II% 1582,
lines 56-60).

Lines 17-18: [Ha]yyaiw:, see No. 18, lines 6-7.
Lines 18-19: [karar]ous, ““ cutting ”’; see above, p. 199.

Line 21: A man’s name, such as @wpukiov or Bwuvpiwy, is probably to be restored.

3 (Plate 83). Fragment of Pentelic marble, with right side and rough-picked back
preserved, found in a modern wall in section A on March 2, 1935.

Height, 0.165 m.; width, 0.162 m.; thickness, 0.074 m.

Height of letters, 0.005 m.

Inv. No. I 2503.

The writing is stoichedon, but the columns are not absolutely true, curving

slightly to the right in the lower lines. The checker pattern is not square; 10 horizontal
units measure 0.085 m., ten vertical units 0.098 m.

3 TOIX.

S J10[JHL. .]
[F—— e o Jvéu M[.]1Ta 0
[-F-———— - —— - |v 76 TlpokAé
[ovs(?) === ———— - €]wov én[t] So[v]v

5 [iw——m———————— JHE[.. INE[..]
[F-— - v kai ras Y [..]
[-————————- Boppldbfev % x[alp[dd]
[pa—————~—— Mhio a]vis ® rév EOJ. . ]
[F-—— - —— ]de yei[to]v vo[7]

10 [0y — —— awvn — — =]apfB ° P Afé]7[]
[pos —————————— —— | pms "Amol\wvi
[ov—————— Tehéoap(?) | xos Aifw . AKA
[F——m e ——— Alo]xvNo Buy[d]mp
[ ——_——— 1" péra[MNov [. ]

15 [F——=———————— = év 7@ ]u Moot 7@
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The genitive in O in line 13 and the use of a Pentelic stele with rough-picked back
suggest a date before the middle of the century.
The inscribed surface of the stone is badly pocked and the readings are difficult.

Line 10: [- - 3x]apB(wvidns) or [I]apB(wrddns).
Line 12: A Telesarchos of Aixone is lessee of Hagnosiakon in No. 1, line 50.

4 (Plate 83). Two joining fragments of an opisthographic stele of Hymettian marble,
with part of a smooth-picked flat top surface preserved, broken at the sides and
bottom. They were found in section B on February 1 and April 13, 1934, the smaller
piece in surface fill, and the larger in late fill but with traces of reddish cement on it
that suggest it was once built into'a Roman wall around the open square south of the
Bouleuterion (see above, p. 191, n. 6). The smaller piece preserves only one inscribed
face.

Height, 0.135 m.; width, 0.158 m.; thickness, 0.086 m.

Height of letters, 0.004 m.

Inv. No. I 1261.

The writing is stoichedon. On face A the checker pattern is square with ten

units measuring ca. 0.072 m.; on face B the pattern is not square, with ten vertical
units measuring 0.069-0.07 m., ten horizontal 0.073-0.074 m.

Face A 2TOIX.
S A /.3 K[-— === —— — ]
S A Klepapek|[oy ———— = ————— = —— — ]
P AN ‘Apre|wotakdy [~ ———————————— ——— ]
[coneonld e I vppletoy| ——————————————— ——]

5 [eeee.n. M Jovn ®hokAf[s —————————————— — ]
[....... 2 ... 6] yet Boppl Avovv[———————————————— ]
[... ... JHF? émil [Z]owiot dvw Nupd[akoy — ———— 6————— ]
[...%...] Bopi fpydoaro dvy Avrip[axos(?) ———— & yel — ———]
[...%...]70 épyacTipiov 6 IoA€e[vos — — ————————— = — —— ]

10 [.5. & ye]i Boppd Beuiotio épyas |[mipioy — — — — — vy ———— — ]
[..."....]A " Mvyoiloxos Sovw &[meypdpato pérallov — du yel —]
[...%..7]o épy[alomipiov 70 Awr[ipo — — — ——— vy —————— ]
[...5 . °A(?) Iyfr[w] p Ppedppedmeyp [dipato péralhoy——Guyei——]
[....5...]o[o xw]plov Svopévo[— — —————— oy ———————— ]

15 [...0%.... @opuk ( ?) |of év Tols é[Sdpeow Tols —— — — 1 yel — — — —]
[ oo, 7 6]80s 7 émi [————— dépovoa ————————— ]
[ceeee B, ] wpos [0 ————————————————— ]

lacuna
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Face B
[~——— === == JTTOAE[ ... .ol. ... P ]
[ MK B ]
20 [--————=———— Slvo[p]é[v]o KoA[......... PN ]
[-—-———=——— pérarlov] dvaodépov [......... P ]
[-—————————— mpols f[A]loamdv H[........ 5% ... ... ]
[-———————— dmeyp |ldf[a]r[o] péraldo[v ....... R ]
[——— & yel — — ——1) 68ds 7] doTuky) Brigale [Pépovaa . .. . . o]
25 [ éplydlerar avp Kad [N ...... 5 .. ..., ]
[-——— == lov oA éxov [....... R ]
[-—————— 7 680s 7 éml Aad] perov Pépovafa ... .... RPN ]
[~ — |v avacdéwpolv ....... Yoo ]
[-———— Aa]umr péral\[ov dmweypdfato .. .°% . ]
30 [-—=—108ds N ———— dépov]oakal T [......... Y ]
[-————————— — JOZEP[.......... PN ]
---—————————— IX[eeenain S ]

The restored left edge of the column on face A and right edge on face B indicate
the relative position of the texts on the two sides of the stone. The first line on face
B (line 18) is in the position of line 2 on face A; the surface above, although some-
what broken, is sufficiently preserved to suggest that this line 18 was the top one on
face B. No trace of a heading is found on either face.

The text seems to require a rather long line, well over fifty letters. Note lines
11-12. Assuming that the ergasterion is the first boundary and that the shortest
direction is restored & el vord, 45 letters are used with neither the name of the mine,
nor the place, nor the classification included. Again in lines 22-23 at least one
boundary, the name of the lessee, the price, and the registrant of the following lease
fall within one line space. This relatively long line and a thickness of only 0.083 m.
at the top suggest that the stele had only one column on each face.

Lines 2-4: The names Kerameikon, Pyrrieion, and Artemisiakon are all attested
for Sounion.

Line 7: See No. 5, lines 53-58, and No. 14, lines 3-9, for a mine named
Nymphaikon. ‘

Line 9: 6, possibly an error for 78. If not, this is the only example in the texts of
a workshop described by a relative clause.

Line 15: Enough surface is preserved to the left of the omicron to preclude the
restoration of a tau and so [Avadrvor]ot is excluded ; [@opik]ot would be possible.

5 (Plates 84, 85). Seven fragments of Hymettian marble, joined to form six,
apparently from the same stele.
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Fragment a: height, 0.122 m.; width, 0.29 m.; thickness, 0.03 m. Part of the
smooth picked top surface is preserved.
Inv. No. I 1851.

Fragment b: height, 0.13 m.; width, 0.206 m.; thickness, 0.055 m. It is broken
on all sides.

Inv. No. I 679.

- Fragment c: height, 0.115 m.; width, 0.10 m.; thickness, 0.03m. It is broken
on all sides.
Inv. No. I 631 {.

Fragment d: height, 0.10 m.; width, 0.33 m.; thickness, 0.115 m. Made up of
two fragments that join on the inner surfaces. A smooth unin-
scribed original back surface is preserved on the larger piece at
the right.

Inv. No. 11570 + 1 2738.

Fragment e: height, 0.062 m.; width, 0.085 m.; thickness, 0.03 m. It is broken
on all sides.

Inv. No. 1631 d.

Fragment f: height, 0.109 m.; width, 0.058 m.; thickness, 0.025 m. It is broken
on all sides.
Inv. No. I 810.

Three of the fragments were found in section Z: a, on April 14, 1934, beside
the northwest corner of the Middle Stoa in a context of the late fourth century B.c.;
b, on April 11, 1933, in a late wall some 14 meters north of a; and f, in late fill about
12 meters west of b. Three were found in section B: ¢ (which forms a textual but
not physical join with b), on January 31, 1935, in a late wall south of the Tholos; part
of d, and e, in March and April, 1934, in late fill within a few meters of each other
along the east side of the Tholos. The larger fragment of d was found in section &,
on April 8, 1935, in a modern cellar wall.

Height of letters, 0.004 m.

The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern in which ten units
measure 0.072 m.; one such unit is left uninscribed between the columns.

Tentative positions for the fragments in the stele, based on the lines of breakage,
are suggested in the sketch in Fig. 1. Note that those assigned to the upper part of
the stele, a, c, e, and f, are thin fragments with broken surfaces at the back roughly
parallel to the face. This same vertical split is found in b, (made up of two pieces
which join along the line of the vertical break). Fragment d, with part of the
original back, will fall below the line of the split; the broken surface at the right
projects far enough beyond the end of the second column to suggest that the stele had
still another column to the right. The text is published fragment by fragment, rather
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than column by column since the positions of the pieces are not certain. The original
stele had a flat top, an uninscribed back, and at least three columns.

CoL. 1 covm

]
f
4]
)
h
h
h
'|
]

N
Y
l'

Fig. 1. Position of the Stones Assigned to No. 5

Frag.a
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Col. 11
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lacuna

Frags.b&c
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Frag. d
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lacuna
Frag. e
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Frag. 1
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lacuna

A date near the middle of the fourth century is suggested. Note the use of both
o and ov for the masculine singular genitive ending and the absence of the colon to
mark abbreviations and to set off numbers (except for one occurrence in line 15).

Fragment a

Lines 2-6: Poseidoniakon probably at Sounion. See No. 1, lines 44-47 and 79-81
for the records of two mines at Sounion also located in the property of the children of
Charmylos and bounded on the south by the property of Leukios of Sounion. Neither
mine is named in that text. The Poseidoniakon of the present record may be one of
those two or a third near by. Leukios of Sounion presented a plot of land to his
fellow demesmen to use as an agora about the middle of the century (I.G., II*, 1180).
The inscription which contains the terms of the gift and which was to be set up in
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this agora was found in an ancient slag heap at Agrileza (Ath. Mitt., XIX, 1894, p.
241; the place of finding is marked on the map in Ardaillon). The land which he
donated to his deme was perhaps part of the property named in the mining inscriptions.
He is known from a liturgy list (I.G., II?, 417) where his father’s name Theokles is
preserved. He has been restored as lessee of a mine in two other texts, where the
patronymic (or part of it) and demotic are preserved: No. 20, lines 5-6, and No. 16,
Face A, 11, line 20. His father Theokles son of an earlier Leukios has been restored in
the list of the Heroes of Phyle in 403 (Hesperia, 11, 1933, p. 155 and X, 1941, pp.
284 ff.). His son Leukios must have lived to a ripe old age, and been well on in his
seventies when he held a liturgy, for 1.G., IT%, 417, cannot be earlier than 330 B.c.
(see commentary in 1.G., IT% ad loc.). He first appears in the mining inscriptions in
367/6. The texts in which he has been restored as lessee have been tentatively dated
to the years 342/1 and 338/7. The registrant from Siphnos (line 2) is perhaps
Kallaischros; cf. No. 20, lines 1-6.

Lines 6-11: A mine at Sounion. Property of Diokles of Sounion is named in
two other leases on this stele (lines 18 and 32). He can be identified with the Diokles
of Sounion whose son is named on a tax record of the second half of the century,
1.G., IT?, 1596. By restoring o[ Ay ok €xor] in line 11 (cf. No. 1, lines 72-73; No.
19, lines 19-20) the lessee could be restored as [Apwmidys ‘Epp]immo *Adidrai(os) and
identified with Apwmidns ‘E{ ppimm]ov ’Adidr(alos), lessee of a concession at Maroneia,
in No. 19, line 22. See the commentary thereto for Dropides.

Line 15: An Aischylos of Thria of the late second century is known (P.4., 444).

Lines 15-20: Theo — — — ‘perhaps at Sounion.

Lines 20-24: Heroikon. In line 20 Archestratos son of Phanostratos of Gar-
gettos could be restored as registrant and identified with the Archestratos of Garget-
tos, trierarch in 377/6, 1.G., II?, 1604, line 15. His son Phanostratos, trierarch in
353/2 and again in the ’'twenties (P.4., 14100) registered a mine at Thorikos in
No. 16 (= 1.G., IT*, 1582, line 45) and owned a workshop and property (ibid., line 49,
and No. 20, line 27). The patronymic of Archestratos is not elsewhere attested.

Fragments b and ¢ form a textual but not a physical join. Column I, lines 26-39,
preserved only on b, contains the records of three leases.

Lines 26-29: A fragmentary record. In lines 27-28 Anaphlystos could be
restored instead of Aulon and the wpés omitted. Simos of Paiania, son of Diodoros,
is named as lessee in two texts, No. 13, lines 45-46, and No. 16 (Face A, II, line 62)
and as owner of a workshop in No. 13, lines 44-45, and No. 12, line 7. His son
Diodoros, trierarch in the third quarter of the century (P.A4., 3953), has tentatively
been restored as owner of a workshop in No. 14, lines 11-12. The lessee of the present
text could be another, perhaps an older, son.

Lines 30-36: A mine probably at Sounion.
Lines 31-32: Perhaps
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Note that property of Diokles of Sounion and a road to Thrasymos are also named
in the boundaries of a mine at Sounion in lines 6-11 of this same text.

The letters in line 33 are difficult to read, as elsewhere on this stone. Apparently
the road from Thrasymos led to Maroneia. See commentary on No. 14, line 19, for
Maroneia. Epikles of Sphettos, father of the lessee, leased a mine in Nape in 367/6
(No. 1, line 71).

Column II, lines 40-58: The left edge is preserved on fragment b, and the right
end on ¢, containing four leases.

- Ameinias, son of Philinos of Sounion, tentatively restored as lessee in lines 43-44,
is known from a decree of the Salaminioi of 363/2 (Hesperia, V1I, 1938, p. 4, no. 1,
line 73). His father Philinos leased Hermaikon at Maroneia in 367/6 (No. 1, line 60).

Lines 44-47: Aphrodisiakon perhaps at Besa. The restorations in lines 44-45
are very tentative. An Aphrodisiakon at Besa is recorded in No. 18, lines 33-37.
Both Epizelos and Kallias were owners of edaphe at Besa (line 75 of the present
text, and No. 1, line 74).

Lines 47-53: Lysikrates of Kikynna was probably related to Lysitheides, named
as property owner at Thorikos in several texts (discussed under No. 6, line 9). The
lessee Eudraon son of Eudraon of Thorikos appears as lessee of Heraikon at Thorikos
in No. 20, line 17. He is probably to be identified with the Eudraon of Thorikos who
served as trierarch in 342/1 and 323/2 (P.A4., 5444).”®

Lines 53-58: Nymphaikon at Maroneia(?). Compare No. 14, lines 3-9, for the
restorations. The two records may be of the same concession.

Fragment d, lines 60-80, preserves parts of two columns. Only the last three
letters are preserved of the first column. Parts of three records are preserved on
column II.

Lines 68-73: Apolloniakon at Besa. The repetition of the place (lines 68 and
69) suggests that the preceding mine was not at Besa. The registrant, Chaireas son
of Aisch — — —, is perhaps to be identified with the registrant of Ktesiakon at Besa in
No. 10, line 6, where the text reads Xap[........ S €]vs. In the present text
the demotic would be abbreviated. See also — — plas Alo — — — of No. 15, line 32.
Kallias who owned a workshop to the north is perhaps to be identified with Kallias of
Lamptrai, trierarch in 353/2 (P.4.,7873), whose property at Besa is named in No. 1,
line 74. In line 72 the stone mason apparently omitted épyaomjpiov and so inserted it

52 Eudraon son of M —~—of Thorikos was prytanis in 327/6 (Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 1, line 72).
An identification of the trierarch with a lessee of mines seems more probable than with a prytanis.
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between the lines. The lessee Diotimos son of Mnesistratos of Acharnai is probably
to be identified with Diotimos of Acharnai (P.4., 4382: symproedros ca. 346) and
his father with Mnesistratos of Acharnai (P.A4., 10368, choregos early in the fourth
century, 1.G., II?, 3092). Granted a Diotimos now connected with the family of
Mnesistratos, it seems possible that Theotimos (P.A4., 7058) son of Diotimos also
named as choregos on I.G., 1I%, 3092 is from Acharnai and related to Mnesistratos.
Whether Diotimos son of Diomnestos of Acharnai (P.4., 4383) and his brother
Diomedon (see below, No. 14, line 43) are members of this same family, perhaps
cousins of the lessee, is uncertain.

Lines 73-80: Athenaikon at Besa. The registrant, — — — &po Ilépt(os) appears in
another text as lessee of a mine at Besa (No. 18, line 22) ; by allowing three spaces
at the beginning of line 73 for the price of the preceding lease, the length of the name
is the same. A Philokrates of Euonymon, probably a descendant of the man named
here, is known for the third or second century (P.4., 14610) ; see also No. 18, line 21.
Theodoros, son of Olympichos, of Melite is lessee of a mine Apolloniakon at Ana-
phlystos; c¢f. No. 16 (= 1.G., II?, 1582, lines 99-100). He may be related to the
family of Theodoros son of Eudemides of Melite (P.A., 6882), trierarch in 357/6.
The name of the mine, whose katatome, *‘ cutting,” is the northern boundary of
Athenaikon is of 11 or 12 letters, depending on the restoration 7[é—] or 7[ov—].
This is the first reference to a sanctuary of Artemis in the mining region. The last
two hastas of the nu, following the break in the text in line 77, are perfectly clear.
Probably a proper name of a family or genos is to be sought, and a phrase such as
én Dhopnhidwr (No. 16 =1.G., 11% 1582, line 71; and No. 20, lines 40 and 44) to
be restored. Two dedications to Artemis have been found in the district (Solders,
Die Ausserstitischen Kulte und die Einigung Attikas, p. 29, no. 55 = 1.G., 1%, 4633,
and 56 = Ath. Mitt., 1.X11, 1937, p. 8, no. 6). The first was found at Agrilesa and the
other further north at Kamaresa, which is slightly southeast of the probable location
of Besa. The dedication found there may well have stood originally in the Artemision
of our text.

Fragment e, lines 82-90, contains the partial records of two leases.

Lines 83-87: An Athenaikon. The word %pynkds ““ having been lying idle ” or
“ not being worked "’ seems to apply to the mine. Demosthenes, XXVII, 19, uses the
verb of a work shop dAN’ éviore pév Pnow dpyijoar 70 épyaotipior. An Andrios appears
also as property owner at Besa (cf. above, line 71). For kdamwvos, a furnace for
smelting the ore, see above, p. 195.

Fragment f, lines 92-102, preserves the last letter of one column and only a few
letters in each line of a second column.
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6 (Plate 85). Three fragments, of which two join, of whitish Hymettian marble,
found in April and May of 1937 to the east of the Tholos, the two pieces of fragment
a in a late Roman disturbance of the classical floor of the Agora, and fragment b in
later disturbed fill. The inscribed face only is preserved; at the lower edge of a,
however, there are chisel marks from a later recutting of the stone.

Fragment a: height, 0.115 m.; width, 0.15 m.; thickness, 0.027 m.
Inv. No. I 4782

Fragment b: height, 0.08 m.; width, 0.038 m.; thickness, 0.038 m.
Inv. No. 1 4942
Height of letters, 0.004 m.

The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern of which ten units
meastre 0.07-0.071 m.

Frag a. 3TOIX. 48
[....5% . ... o y: Bopl: Eplpali[kov pérallov vor: ... .00 . ... ]
[..%.. 7wpos Yo av]e: Ky[dlwod|........... S ]
[coenn. Yo | avn: Ixéms EA[ ... .. ... ... S ]
[...% ... dmeypd]ys: Oopik: pérall[ov ........ Y ]

S [P Jviax: kai émarar|[ouny v y: Bop: 7 630s n éx|
[@opik: éml Aa]vpeov pépov: vor: éd[dd: .. ..... A ]
[....5 ... 7p]os NAio dwm: kal dvo: OKI[— = — = Gvy: ————]
[...5% . ... B®]opik: M: Sulkpos Aaumrp:|[ameypdfs: pérallov a ]
[vacdéuys: Ap|repoiax: arihny €xov Bo[puk: év Tols édde: 7]

10 [ots Avobeido]v duy: Bop: éddd: Avafe[idov ... .5 .. .7 68d]
[s 7 éx Bopix: Plépov: éml Opdovpu: vor: N[........ T ]
[..... S ]: dvn: Béwpos Beato Mlakky[v:. ... ... e ]
[..... oo "Alvadhi: dmeypdys: péradhfov .. .. .. PO ]
[...... SN Jov kal émxararopmv év [ ... ..M o L L. ]

15 [........ P Js mpos mAbo [a]wm[ .. ... ... . ]

lacuna

Frag. b
—eQT ———
0| ——
“_NA ——

20 ———1K -~

e OY ——
Qb —_
—_——_——n

lacuna
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A date near the middle of the fourth century is suggested by the use of o
as genitive masculine singular ending (lines 7, 12 and 15) and the single appearance
of ov in line 10. Note also the omission of the patronymic of the registrant in line 8.
The 48-letter line is suggested by line 9.

Line 3: The name Hiketes is new in Attic inscriptions, but is found as a xaAds-
name on several vases of the early fifth century (4.R.V., p. 925). The letters which
follow may belong either to a patronymic or a demotic.

Lines 4-8: A mine and cutting at Thorikos. The exact meaning of émkararous
is unknown. See above, p. 199. The word is found only in this text (lines 5 and 14)
and in No. 16, Face A, II, line 50 and IV (=I1.G., I1%, 1582, line 137). A mine
Poseidoniakon and katatome are recorded for Thorikos in No. 16 (= 1.G., 11%, 1582,
line 70) but our present text is too fragmentary to suggest an identification.

Lines 8-12: Artemisiakon at Thorikos registered by Smikros of Lamptrai and
leased by Theoros son of Theaios of Pallene. For the restorations compare No. 19,
lines 4-9, perhaps another record of this same concession. At least one renewal
intervenes between the two records, for the lessee in this text is not the registrant of
the later one. The demotic of Lysitheides, Kikynneus, is there preserved. He was
one of the wealthy Athenians prominent in the middle of the fourth century, and
trierarch in 355/4 (P.A., 9395; Demosthenes, XXI, 157, et al.). He has been
restored as property owner in three other texts: No. 5, line 55; No. 14, line 5; and
No. 20, line 27. His children are named as owners of edaphe in No. 29, lines 4 and 7,
a text which presumably postdates the death of Lysitheides. He is known as one of the
early pupils of Isokrates, who began teaching ca. 393, and he served as mediator in
369/8; his son, Lysikrates (P.A., 9461) was choregos in 335/4 and trierarch in
325/4. He must have been in his forties to act as mediator, so his death cannot have
been much later than 335.

The only other name from Kikynna in these texts is [Avoix]pdms Kikvr (veds)
of No. 5, line 49, who is probably a member of the same family, either the son of
Lysitheides or a hitherto unknown brother of Lysitheides. Line 10 could read either
Avofe[ {8ov Kikv: kail 7 600s] or Avoibe[iSov Dhio dve: 5 686s].

7. 1.G., 1T*, 1583. Two non-joining fragments of Hymettian marble found in the
Kerameikos during the winter of 1909/10. Both pieces have a smooth picked flat
top surface and an uninscribed back.® The two fragments are from different columns;

3 Fragment a: height, 0.23 m.; width, 0.10 m.; thickness at top, 0.107 m., at bottom, 0.089 m.
Fragment b: height, 0.093 m.; width, 0.13 m.; thickness, 0.106 m.

Note that on the larger piece (a) there is a marked tapering towards the bottom ; the top surface
is at right angles to the back, not to the inscribed surface.

The letters, 0.004 m. high, are set in a square checker pattern of which ten units measure
ca. 0.074 m.
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the text of (a) contains the records of perhaps five mines, that of (b) applies to
confiscated property. A few new readings based on an examination of the stones and
several suggested restorations follow.*

Line 4: Probably to be restored ["A]pwriA[No —] not [me]pioriX[o —~].

Line 14: The letters which are Ol . . MIA do not support the restoration dv]o[uév:]
p[éralrov]. ‘ .

Line 16: The space corresponding to the first four letters of the next line is
uninscribed.

Lines 17-27 can be restored with a stoichedon line of ca. 39 to 40 letters:

[... wéral\]ov dm[ey]pdys[aro makawdy dvacdE: . 2. . ]
[0 ... ]: év ro[ts éddpeaw tois . ... .15 . ... ]
[... &uyet]: Bop: péra[Mov ....... 270 . .. ]
[...5 .. % X]apddpa 7 eis [*Avddpvoror( ?) pépov: nAiov 6]
[vo: pwérak]hov Edddrewo|[v dvm: . ... ... SO ]
[....5...] "AmoANoBdpov [. % .. pérallov dmeypdy]
[aro dvacd|€:  Awrporm|[fHow év Tols é8dd: Tois — — —]
[....5 .. ]s "Apdurpomrafi: du yet: Bop: ... 70 . ]
[...%....]: vor: Zupdlo[v épyaoripiov wpos miiov]
[awidr: 7] 680s 7 Bricale [Ppépov: mpds mAiov Svo: Zuu]
[YAov Tlor |aui: épyao [mipov dvn: ... ... WL ]

See No. 21, line 15, for the gully to Anaphlystos, and line 19 and commentary thereto
for the mine Eudoteion. The name Simylos is attested for the deme Potamos in the
fifth century (P.4., 12683).

Fragment b, lines 30-42, deals with confiscated property.

Line 30: [——]ve: ris oikia[s — —]
Line 37: [~ —]ov év 7[———]

Lines 39-40:

[-—=-—-- Jkat [&]d[N]n[kbros 7ér Snpooiew — — =]
[€8o&e 8¢ év]emiormu[pa €lvar — — — — — — — — — — — 1

Compare No. 16 (= Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 402, line 183).
8. I.G., II% 1584. An inscribed fragment of Hymettian marble found on the eastern

8 Werner Peek, in Attische Inschriften, p. 28, no. 14 (an unpublished article designed for
Ath, Mitt) gives most of these corrections to the text as published in the Corpus.
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part of the Acropolis. In letter forms and marble this fragment * closely resembles
Nos. 9 and 10. The length of line cannot be established with any certainty, but was
probably either of 37 or 39 letters.

The text contains the record of two leases, an Aphrodisiakon and a Dionysiakon.
The mine Hephaistiakon (line 14) seems to be named as one of the boundaries of
Dionysiakon.

9 (Plate 85). A fragment of Hymettian marble with the inscribed face and a smooth
back surface preserved, found in a modern wall in section BB on March 30, 1939.

Height, 0.19 m.; width, 0.18 m.; thickness at top, 0.061 m., at bottom, 0.054 m.
Height of letters, 0.004 m.
Inv. No. I 5749.

The writing is stoichedon, with a square checker pattern of which ten units
measure 0.072 m.

STOIX. 37
[ceeeenn N 190Z[..... U, ]
[ceeeennn PP Js dvyrfs ... .5 ... ]
[ceeennts SN Ni]kodjpov °A[Bpove: dmeyp
[dfaro wérallov maka]wv dvacdée[:. .. .5 . ... ]

5 [...... SO év] Tois éddade: rols ... .0 ... ]
[...... o, Jowaxov arihny €[ xov du yei: Bo]
[p:7a..."....]ov kahoVpeva éddd[n vord: .. . .. ]
[....: 1. ... st xwpta mpos HNL[ov . ... ... L]
[... avpris] Kndioddwpos *Abpovevs . ... .. .. ]

10 [....05 ... Jos Aovoieds pér[alNov dmeypdiatro]
[ralowv ¢|vacdé: orihny [éxov ... .5 ... & 70]
[2s é8d e |e: rois Nuklov Bo[puk: du yei: Bop:i. .. ]
[.... kal] Spicvlos opik| : wpos Hhiov awe: xap]
[d8pa(?) vor]é: 7 drpamospémt [....0 .. ... dyovoa |

15 [mpds HAi]ov Svopé: *Apxeot|pdrov épyaaTipiov]
[ @vymijs o | Mdevkros Snjrr[wos . .. ... P ]
[....5...]s Apdurporijf: dm[eypdparo pérallo]
[v makawv dva]odée: Eppai[kov orihnw Exov év ]
[rots éddde: Tot]s Tewodvd|pov ... ... U ]

20 [....... Yo JICETIOL .o ]
[ceeeniin AU JE[.......: AN ]

55 The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern in which ten units measure ca.
0.072 m.
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The letter forms and spacing are very like those in No. 8.

Lines 3-9: The restorations in line 3 are made on the assumption that the father
of the registrant is the Nikodemos of Athmonon (P.4., 10863) who was epistates at
Eleusis in 356/5-353/2. Euphemides, son of the lessee, Kephisodoros of Athmonon,
is named as registrant and lessee of an Artemisiakon at Thorikos in a later text
(No. 32=1.G., IT?, 1587, lines 17 and 19) located in the property of Epameinon of
Thorikos (cf. No. 28, lines 1 and 6-7). Lines 4-6 could be restored:

[— — péradhov maka]wv dvacdéi| : kal émkar]
[arouny opwk: év] Tols éddde: 7ol [s "Emapeivor]
[os ®opi: Aprept] orakov

and the two mines leased by father and son considered the same or adjacent mines.”
See above, No. 6, line 5, for émkararou.

Lines 10-16: Cf. No. 20, lines 48-52, a record of the same or of an adjacent mine.
The lessee Polyeuktos of Sphettos (P.4., 11950) is a well-known Athenian, active
in politics in the third quarter of the century.

10 I1.G., 1T% 1585. A fragment of Hymettian marble found on the south slope of the
Acropolis.”

The text has been restored with a line of 37 letters. In lines 8 and 17, however,
I would suggest mahaww dvacdée: rather than walar dvacdéuyuor, for the former is
found in other texts, the latter never.

The text contains the record of three leases of which the second is Ktesiakon at
Besa, the third Apolloniakon at Besa.

The name of the operator of the Artemisiakon mine, which is to the west of the
mine in the first lease, can be restored as Euthydikos. Line 5 and 6 thus read:

[a]Mov 70 "Aprepoiaxdy & [Hpydlero Edfvdukos]
[My ] nobéov Sirjrrios — — — — — —

For Euthydikos son of Mnesitheos of Sphettos see No. 18, lines 20-21.

The registrant of the second lease Xawp ——— (line 7) is perhaps the same man as
Xapéas Alox — — —, registrant of Apolloniakon at Besa, in No. 5, line 68.

The restoration in line 15 of Epilykos son of Nikostratos of Gargettos as regis-

5 The fact that the later record seems to be a new lease argues somewhat against an
identification.

57 Part of the left edge, a flat top, and a smooth back are preserved. The upper part of the
inscribed face is missing. The stone tapers from left to right; the thickness at the left is 0.095 m.,
at the right 0.07 m. The stoichedon writing is set in a square checker unit of which ten units
measure ca. 0.073 m.
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trant is probably not correct, for Epilykos is now dated close to the end of the fourth
century (Hesperia, Index I-X, s.v.). I should prefer to restore a member of the
family of Phanostratos of Gargettos, known to have had interests in the mines
(discussed above under No. 5, line 20).

11 (Plate 86). A fragment of Hymettian marble found in late fill in section B on
Avpril 27, 1934. The inscribed face only is preserved.

Height, 0.12 m.; width, 0.084 m.; thickness, 0.027 m.; height of letters, 0.004 m.
Inv. No. 1 1879.

The writing is stoichedon set in a square checker pattern of which ten units
measure ca. 0.072 m.

STOIX

[... 5% . JYP[-= = - === == - — — — ]
[....% ... Jos O[-————————=————— ]
[...% ... ]ns Aquo[- = — === === === — — ]
[...5..]: Awoddr[ns ————— pérallov dreypd |

5 [yaro ma]hawdv dv|acdéipor — — — —— — ——— — ]
[.. ém O]pactpor M——=—————————— ]
[.... &] yetrov Bloppdfey — — — — = — — — — — ]

[. voréf]ev Kévwy [-—————— wpos NAiov dvid |
[vros 7 68]0s 7 els [~ — — Pépovoa avyriys — — —]

10 [..C5% . ovAva[—-—————— == === ———— ]
[ XA ]

This may be part of the same stele as No. 10.

Lines 4-10: A mine at Thrasymos.

Diophanes, the registrant, might be Diophanes of Sounion, property owner in
Maroneia and at Sounion (No. 1, line 51; No. 13, line 68) or Diophanes of Gargettos,
owner of a workshop (?) (No. 16, Face A, Col. 11, line 73). In either of these cases,
the lessee, whose demotic apparently is Anaphlystios, Anagyrasios or Anakaieus (line
10) will not be the same as the registrant.

12 (Plate 86). Two inscribed fragments of Hymettian marble almost certainly from
the same stele. The inscribed face is the only original surface preserved on either
piece, but both show signs of reworking. On piece (a), note the drafting line between
the last two lines and the horizontally trimmed surface at the bottom, cutting into the
letters of the last line. On piece (b), the top is finished smooth and horizontal but
again this cuts through the letters of line 1. Both were found in the disturbed



THE LEASES OF THE LAUREION MINES 225

surface of the classical floor of the Agora, northeast of the Tholos, in Section Z;
fragment a on May 19, 1937, fragment b on June 5, 1937.

Fragment a: Height, 0.053 m.; width, 0.085 m.; thickness, 0.02 m.
Inv. No. I 4870.

Fragment b: Height, 0.037 m.; width, 0.065 m.; thickness, 0.015 m.
Inv. No. I 4930.

Height of letters, 0.004 m.

The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern of which ten units
measure 0.071 m.

Frag. a 2TOIX
[.onnn.n O JEIT[-— === -~ ]
[...... PP Jov dva[odéipoy — — — — ~ — ]
[--... o Jaukoy é[-——————————— ]
[....5% ... Edw|vup: & ye[t: — = — — — — — — ]
5 [...5%...@]pos Hhiov ¢[mdy: — — =~ — — — — — ]
[....%...] vordfey Xap[ — ————— Svopuévov]
[épyaomip|iov Sipov Halwar: avy: — — = — =~ — ]
[...5%. .. Jv..ov HaN\[p: = — = — — = — — — ]
lacuna
Frag. b
[.....2.. ... Jteiviz[- === ===~ ———— ]
10 [...5... wpo]s Hhiov d[mdy: — — - — — — — = ]
[.. jhiov Bvo|pué: Avop[———————————— ]
lacuna

The letter forms, spacing, marble, and marks of recutting correspond very closely
with those in No. 6; but the difference in use of abbreviations and the consistent use of
-ov for genitive singular suggest these fragments are from a different stele.

If the horizontal cuttings at the bottom of (a) and at the top of (b) are the two
sides of one cutting, fragment b, because of the text, must be from a different column
from (a).

Lines 3-7: — — —aiikon. For the two iotas in the ending, see No. 32 (=1.G., II?,
1587, lines 14-15, and 1588, lines 4-5). Either Diotimos or Philokrates of Euonymon
might be restored as property owner. *The former owned property named in the
boundaries of a concession Hermaikon at Laureion (No. 16 = I.G., 1I?, 1582, lines
65-66), and the latter a workshop listed as the eastern boundary of Athenaikon at
Besa (No. 5, line 78). Simos of Paiania is discussed above under No. 5, line 29.
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13 (Plates 86-88). Nineteen non-joining fragments of a badly shattered opistho-
graphic stele of Hymettian marble. Seventeen were found in the area of the Bouleu-
terion Plateia, one a few meters to the southeast of the Plateia and one in late fill in a
well in the Bouleuterion Porch. Four were found in ancient contexts: fragment d
in the foundation packing for the Fountain House, of the Augustan period, at the
south side of the Plateia (Hesperia, Suppl. IV, pp. 102-103), part of fragment j in
firm ancient earth a few meters further north, and fragments m and n, judging from
the cement on them, were once built into the Roman screen wall around the Plateia
(cf. Hesperia, VI, 1937, p. 168; fragments of two other mining stele were found in
this wall, No. 4 and part of No. 16). The rest were found in late or disturbed fills.

Fragments a, f, g, i, k, 1, m, n, o, and s, were found during April and May of
1934; b on May 27, 1937; c and d on May 10 and 11, 1935; e, h, p, q, r, and half of j,
were all found together in a late disturbance on bedrock at the southeast corner of the
Plateia on May 4, 1935 the other half of j, on July 22, 1936.

Unless otherwise stated only the inscribed face of the fragments listed below is
preserved.

Fragment a: Two joining opistographic fragments with an original right edge
preserved on face A, left edge on B.
Height, 0.335 m.; width, 0.14 m.; thickness, 0.115-0.117 m.
Inv. No. I 1750a.

Fragment b: An opisthographic fragment broken on all sides.
Height, 0.18 m.; width, 0.14 m.; thickness, 0.115 m.
Inv. No. I 1750;.

Fragment c¢: Height, 0.066 m.; width, 0.05 m.; thickness, 0.045 m.
Inv. No. I 1750i.

Fragment d: Two joining fragments.
Height, 0.105 m.; width, 0.082 m.; thickness, 0.013 m.
Inv. No. I 1750h + I 2968.

Fragment e: Height of inscribed face, 0.043 m.; width of inscribed face,
0.069 m. ; thickness, 0.046 m.
Inv. No. I 1750g.

Fragment f: A fragment made up of two joining pieces, the original left edge
preserved.
Height, 0.09 m.; width, 0.06 m.; thickness, 0.047 m.
Inv. No. I 1807 + I 1940.

Fragment g: Height, 0.084 m.; width, 0.055 m.; thickness, 0.012 m.
Inv. No. I 1854.
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Fragment h: Height of face, 0.037 m.; width of face, 0.137 m.; thickness,
0.074 m.
Inv. No. I 1750b.
Fragment i: Height, 0.03 m.; width, 0.023 m.; thickness, 0.09 m.
Inv. No. I 1959.
Fragment j: A fragment made up of two joining pieces, with inscribed face and
original right edge preserved.
Height, 0.105 m.; width, 0.077 m.; thickness, 0.017 m.
Inv. No. I 1750f.
Fragment k: Height, 0.058 m.; width, 0.061 m.; thickness, 0.02 m.
Inv. No. T 1855.
Fragment 1: Height, 0.075 m.; width, 0.07 m.; thickness, 0.014 m.
Inv. No. I 1807a.
Fragment m: Height, 0.036 m.; width, 0.03 m.; thickness, 0.057 m.
Inv. No. I 1869a.
Fragment n: Height, 0.061 m.; width, 0.016 m.; thickness, 0.026 m.
Inv. No. I 1869b.
Fragment o: The inscribed face and the original left edge are preserved and
there is a vacant space below the last line.
Height, 0.035 m.; width, 0.056 m.; thickness, 0.07 m.
Inv. No. T 1944,
Fragment p: Height of inscribed face, 0.046 m.; width of inscribed face, 0.017
m. ; thickness, 0.004 m.
Inv. No. I 1750c.
Fragment q: Height of inscribed face, 0.019 m.; width of inscribed face, 0.028
m. ; thickness, 0.048 m.
Inv. No. I 1750d.
Fragment r: Height, 0.04 m.; width, 0.054 m.; thickness, 0.033 m.
Inv. No. I 1750e.
Fragment s: Height, 0.05 m.; width, 0.09 m.; thickness, 0.042 m.
Inv. No. I 1937.

Height of letters (all fragments), 0.004 m.

The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern of which ten units
measure ca. 0.081 m.

Fragment a
Face A 3TOIX. 32
[ JH[. .5 ..
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[. éx ms oriA\ns Tis émt Bovd1 | o dp[xovro]

[s ccvvennn. Yo épyldoe: [..5..]
[ceeeeenn. PN lorpd[7]ov A . .]
[....5% . ... ék tijs oriAys T ]s émi Bo[v]8[fu]
[o dpxovros ...... M . ..... ho[v .]Ae[...]
[..... Yo péralhov épyd |owpov [ . ... ]
[-—————- Buyel: ——————— 1:mpo[s] n[A]
[lov aviéy : 70 péralhov 70 Avov |voia [ kov ]

[mpos HAiov Svopé: ... .5 ... kd]puw[os

[ceeieia e 10z ¢
I ol |aov Pp
[ceeiennt. H ] év Tols &8
[dpeowv Tols . ... 0" ... s ®peapp: O el
[Boppd: ....M ....]pov voréf: 6 Nécos
[..... . ... 0 Ypydo]aro Knpukidns ék Ko
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The archon Aristodemos (352/1 B.c.) is named in line 130, in a part of the text
which deals with confiscated property, not with mines. In lines 3 and 6, mines,
apparently two, are recorded from the stele of Thoudemos (353/2 B.c). Therefore
this stele probably belongs to one of the years between 350/49 and 345/4. See above
pp. 199-202 on renewals and length of leases.

Some of the pieces are badly calcinated as a result of burning; this is especially
noticeable on Face A of fragment a and on e, j, p, and q. Face B on a and b shows
distinct traces of a roughened picked surface, which also is found on fragments h, i,
and j. There were at least two columns, more probably three or four, on each face,
and part at least of the last column of face B dealt with confiscated property. A
32-letter line can be restored with considerable probability in two of the better pre-
served pieces, Face B on a and b, and is probably to be restored throughout. Lines
122-134, however, from the last column of face B, are not strictly stoichedon (see
photograph, Pl. 88, fragment j); the seven letters in lines 127-129, stoichedon in
relation to each other, occupy the space of eight letters in lines 122-124., Other
irregularities on the part of the stone cutter are:

Line 18: ILast two letters e in space of one.

Line 56: rots omitted between édddeoww and owner’s name.
Line 87: An omega by mistake for omicron in rots.

Line 115: Lambda apparently omitted in Krnouhss.

Thus I do not hesitate to restore thirty-three letters in lines 87 and 96.
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Lines 1-30 from the right hand column of face A contain the fragmentary records
of five or six leases of which the first two and perhaps the last are of ergasima mines;
the fifth and perhaps fourth anasaxima.

Lines 7-8: One could restore either — ~ ho[v "A)\w[mex|7: elorjvevke uéralov
épyd]awpov or — — ho[v M| \w[fed|s elorjvevker (or dmeypdiiaro) pérallov épyd]otpov.

Line 20: Wpydo]aro; see No. 4, line &, for this form. Kerykides is a new name
for Attic prosopography. -

Lines 21-22: Diopeithes, son of Diokleides, of Phrearrhoi (P.4., 4329) was
trierarch in 325/4. The text cannot be restored with any certainty; he is either lessee
of the preceding mine or registrant of the following.

Lines 31-49 from the left hand column of face B contain part of the records of
two leases.

Lines 43: Diokles of Sounion is known as a property owner at Sounion; cf.
No. 5, lines 8, 18, and 32.

Lines 44-45: For Simos son of Diodoros of Paiania, see No. 5, line 29 (and
other references in commentary thereto).

Lines 46-47: Lysanias son of Lysikles of Kephale is named as lessee of a mine
at Laureion in No. 16 (= 1.G., 1I%, 1582, lines 76 ff.).

Fragment b, Face A, lines 50-59: Parts of two leases, one of which is at
Thrasymos. The line of break along the top of Face A may be the same line of break
as that across the top of the lower half of fragment a. If this be the case this fragment
then would be slightly below and to the left of a, and the text would be part of another
column.

Fragment b, Face B, lines 60-72, contains the fragmentary records of two con-
cessions of which the second is Artemisiakon at Sounion.

Line 63: The lessee Hagnotheos is perhaps Hagnotheos son of Thrasippos
(P.A., 147), brother of Hagnon, who appears as lessee in No. 20, line 42 (cf. also
commentary thereto).

Line 64: Pheidippos son of Phayllos of Pithos, father of the registrant, appears
more often than anyone else in the mining texts, as registrant or lessee of 6 mines,
and as property owner in two other leases. In 367/6 he leased two adjacent unnamed
mines at Sounion (No. 1, lines 46-47, 81). He is named as registrant of two mines of
which, neither the name nor place is preserved (line 103 of the present text and No. 15,
line 42). He owned property at the north of the second of these and can be restored
as owner of the property in which the mine was located (No. 15, lines 44-45). He
registered an Artemisiakon at Thorikos and can be restored as owner of the workshop
at the north (No. 18, lines 70 and 72). In No. 20 he again is found as lessee of one
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Artemisiakon and as owner of property to the south of another (lines 25, 28). His
property is given as the northern boundary of a mine at Sounion in No. 16 (=1.G.,
1T, 1582, line 43). And in No, 19, lines 4-9, his workshop is named as part of the
southern boundary of an Artemisiakon at Thorikos. (See above pp. 195-196 for the
possible identification of some of these mines). His son Diphilos, who has been
restored as registrant in the present text, is named as owner of the property in which
an Artemisiakon was located and of a workshop to the south of it in No. 16 (=1.G.,
1T, 1582, lines 125, 126). Another son Phayllos could equally well be restored here.
Pheidippos, (P.4., 14164), and his two sons Diphilos (P.A4., 4485) and Phayllos
(P.A., 14129), all served as trierarchs in the third quarter of the century. It now
seems relatively clear where their money came from.

Line 67: Diophanes of Sounion was a property owner in Maroneia in 367/6
(No. 1, line 59). He is a member of the well-known family to which Diopeithes the
general (P.A4., 4327 and Hesperia, VII, 1938, p. 14) belonged. He is perhaps uncle
of Diophanes son of Diopeithes (P.4., 4413), a prytanis ca. 330 B.C.

Lines 73-104, fragments c, d, e, and £, are probably from face A; fragment f
preserves an original left edge and therefore belongs in the first column.

Line 75: The last letter is either iota or upsilon; ®di[Aos ILfe: or ®al[dpos
2¢n7:] could be restored (cf. lines 64 and 94).

Line 79: Either ’Augirpor(ffer) or *Audirpor(foi) ; 1. e., demotic of the owner
of edaphe (with rots omitted as in line 56) or location of the mine.

Lines 86-88: See above, line 43, for Diokles, property owner in Sounion.

Line 89: The alpha is probably the first letter of the demotic. A Konon of
Anaphlystos (P.4., 8708) was trierarch in the third quarter of the fourth century.

Line 94: ®aidp ———, possibly Phaidros (P.4., 13964) son of Kallias of Sphettos,
general and trierarch in the third quarter of the century. He can be restored in No. 16
(=1.G., II%, 1582, lines 180-181) as lessee of a mine at Thrasymos. His father
Kallias (P.4., 7891) leased two concessions in Nape in 367/6 and owned property
there (No. 1, lines 42, 48, 65). The Thymochares who appears without demotic
on a boundary stone as lessee of an Artemisiakon (Ath. Mits., LXII, 1937 p. 11,
no. 12) may well be a member of this same family (P.4., 7411-13).

Line 103: See above, line 64.

Lines 105-134, fragments g, h, i, and j, are all assigned to face B. The right
end of a column is preserved on h and i. Fragment j, with the right edge preserved,
belongs in the last column.

Lines 122-134: Compare No. 1, lines 6-39, and No. 16 (Hesperia, V, 1936,
pp. 398-403, lines 10-203) for similar texts dealing with confiscated property sold
by the poletai.

Line 129: For d\dvr[os] see No. 1, lines 13 ff.
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The remaining nine fragments, k through s, lines 135-169, give no indication of
the face to which they belong. I have placed fragment s, lines 163-169, at the end
because of some hesitation over whether it belongs to this stele: it was found outside
the area of the Bouleuterion Plateia and could belong equally well to No. 14.

14 (Plate 89). Two fragments of an opisthographic stele of Hymettian marble.
Fragment a, made up of two joining pieces found in modern context in section & on
March 21 and 22, 1935, has an original edge, the left on Face A, the right on B.
Fragment b, found in late fill in section N on March 12, 1936, preserves only one
inscribed face; it makes a textual but not physical join with Face A of Fragment a.

Fragment a: Height, 0.23 m.; width, 0.27 m.; thickness, 0.128-0.130 m.
Inv. No. I 2639.

Fragment b: Height, 0.213 m.; width, 0.11 m.; thickness, 0.079 m.
Inv. No. I 3738.
Height of letters, 0.004 m.

The writing is stoichedon set in a square checker pattern of which ten units
measure 0.082 m.
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Face A: The last letter of the column is preserved on fragment b, lines 17-19;
the fact that the stone is broken along this edge clearly suggests that the stele had
at least two, probably more, columns on each face. The thirty-five preserved lines
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from column I contain the record of six or seven leases. Note that in the three cases
where the price is preserved in whole or part (lines 3, 9, and 21) it seems to be twenty
drachmali.

Lines 3-9: Nymphaikon at Maroneia(?) ; see No. 3, lines 53-58, an earlier lease
of perhaps the same concession. The price and absence of registrant would suggest
that the earlier lease or claim had lapsed before the present lease. In line 5 the text
reads Avrodwrros with an upsilon written over the sigma at the end. With the name
Autophantos appearing below in line 7, it seems probable that the owners of edaphe
and workshop are the same, i. e., Autophantos of Kytherros. In line 5 the stonecutter
wrote the familiar Autophon, and corrected only the last letter. I have found no other
example of Autophantos, but such names as Diophantos and Antiphantos are well
known. For Lysitheides, see No. 6, line 10. For Diophanes of Gargettos see below
No. 16 (Face A, II, lines 73-74). A Xenokles of Kopros (P.A4., 11225) is known as
owner of a workshop at Besa (Isaeus IIT). One could restore K{émpe]: in line 9,
and assume that the lessee was the son of that Xenokles.

Lines 9-15: Heroikon (or Heraikon). The location to be restored in line 9
could be either émi @paocipwt, émt Aavpeiwt, or év Mapwreiar.

Line 11: Timesios of Sounion, owner of the edaphe, is perhaps to be identified
with the Timesios, without demotic, named as property owner in Nape (No. 1, line
57). Diodoros son of Simos.of Paiania was trierarch in the third quarter of the
century (P.A4., 3953) ; the tentative restoration is suggested here because his father
Simos appears elsewhere in these texts as lessee and owner of a workshop (see com-
mentary on No. 5, line 29). The lessee has been identified with Pausistratos son of
Philistides (P.4., 11743), named on a list of the mid fourth century; for the demotic
see Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 410, where his brother was acting as bondsman ca. 343.

Lines 15-21: A mine with a twelve letter name at Sounion. Compare the follow-
ing text, No. 15, lines 23-29: the record of a mine, also of 12 letters, with the northern
and southern boundaries the same as in this text. Diochares son of Diokles of Pithos
can be restored as lessee in both texts and as registrant here. The price in this text
is 20 drachmai, in No. 15, at least 150 drachmai. The owner of the edaphe in the two
texts could be the same assuming that an abbreviated demotic was included in one and
not in the other. The eastern and western boundaries do not seem to correspond.
Thus the evidence is insufficient to decide whether the two leases are of the same
concession or of contiguous ones. I am inclined to take the latter choice because
the stones seem closely contemporary, perhaps from consecutive years, and so with an
interval too short for a renewal. Diochares of Pithos is hitherto unknown. His
father Diokles was a prominent Athenian of the first half of the fourth century,
served as trierarch in 377/6 (I.G., II?, 1604, 91; cf. P.A4., 4048; to the references
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there should be added Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 167, no. 28, line 5), and is named as
property owner in Nape in 367/6, (No. 1, lines 48-49 and 58).

Line 19: Perhaps [9 680s 1) dmo Ma]pwveiov, either a variant of or error for
Mapoveias. See, however, No. 5, line 33, where a road from Thrasymos M[a]pévale
is named. The geographical requirements in the two texts lend support to the s.ug—
gestion that the same place is referred to, probably the town or district of Maroneia,
the site of the famous silver strike in the early fifth century.®

Line 21: For ryj see below, line 27, and No. 15, lines 36, 41, and 47. This
form of registration is probably a variant of the form in which registrant and lessee
are the same person (see above, p. 197). This record and that in lines 3-9 seem
both to be new concessions leased for twenty drachmai.

Line 28: Three lessees from Phrearrhoi with name and patronymic in 19
letters are known: Diopeithes son of Diokleides (No. 13, line 21) ; Timokleides son
of Hypsichides (No. 16 = I.G., I1%, 1582, lines 118, 122); and Kephisophon son of
— 10 - (No. 20, lines 16-17). The texts are too fragmentary to suggest any
connections.

Face B, lines 36-52. With part of the right edge of the stone preserved, these
lines are from the last column. They contain the fragmentary records of two sales of
confiscated property.

Lines 40-41: See No. 16 = Hesperia, V, 1936, pp. 401-402, lines 149-150 and
159-160. The person in question apparently owed a fine to the public treasury and
had been so listed on the acropolis. The kappa is restored from the parallel phrase
(loc. cit., line 150); but I suggest that in both places it is an abbreviation for
k\yripes, not for kvpwrai. Compare No. 1, line 15, where two kAyrfpes are named.
Eudios of Melite is known from a catalogue of the tribe Kekropis, I.G., IT% 2383, of
ca. 360-350 B.c. Eudios is the only fourth century name in Melite ending in -dios
or -aios listed in P.A4., a fact which supports the forty letter line, which, already
established on face A, one would normally expect also on this face since the letter
units are of the same size.

Line 42: The offender seems to owe three parts to the city. For a similar use
of rud “ penalty,” see No. 16 (= Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 402, line 183).

Line 43: The purchaser of the confiscated property Diomedon son of Diomnestos
of Acharnai was a brother of Diotimos (P.A., 4383) son of Diomnestos (P.A4.,
4073) known from a grave stone of the second half of the fourth century. See
commentary on No. 5, line 72, for their possible relationship to Diotimos son of
Mnesistratos of Acharnai.

Lines 44-46: With a line of forty letters (see above, lines 40-41) the Para-

58 Aristotle, *Af. IIo., 22, 7. Maroneia would then be somewhat further south than the
position suggested on his map by Ardaillon. Both Panormos and Maroneia may have been part
of the deme of Souniomn.
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byston is the only name of a court I have found that will fit the space (Lipsius,
Das Attische Recht, I, pp. 167 ff.). The Eleven brought cases before the Parabyston
(Pollux, VIII, 121), and the Eleven handed over confiscated property to the poletai
(Aristotle, "Af. TIo\., 52, 1, and Hesperia, X, 1941, p. 14, lines 6-7). Therefore it
seems logical enough to have a case before the Parabyston reported in a poletai record.
The Swkaoripiov 70 IapdBvoror is named in a fragmentary Delian Amphictyony
record of the mid fourth century (I.G., IT% 1646, line 12). .

In the record of 367/6 (No. 1) no court was named; the poletai sold property
received from the Eleven (lines 6-7), which had been confiscated as a result of a
charge of sacrilege, and the defendant did not await his trial.

In No. 16 (342/1[?]) confiscations resulting from an elcayyelia were handled
in the [Swkaoripiov] mpdrov 7év kaw[dv]; cf. Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 398, lines 12-13.
In the same text confiscations following mishandling of tax farming and collection
of sacred money were handled in the Sikaomipiov 76 péo [ov Tév kawdv] ; cf. Hesperia,
V, 1936, p. 401, lines 116-117. It is interesting to note that these two types of cases
were handled in the same court, for Demosthenes specifically states (XX1V, 96) that
if those in charge of sacred or public money fail to make the proper payments the
senate shall bring action against them ‘ using the tax collectors’ laws ”: xpwuévryy
Tols véuois Tols Tehwmkois. According to Aristotle, "Af. TIoh. 52, 3, the apodektai bring
into court cases involving tax farmers. He does not name the court, but it well may
be the Swkaatiipiov 76 péoov 76V kawdv.

Line 46: The name of the xvpwmis, * ratifier,” is omitted.

Lines 47-52: These lines seem to contain the fragmentary description of the
property involved in the second case.

Line 48: Following the mention of property and house registered for con-
fiscation one would expect the location (cf. No. 16 = Hesperia, V, 1936, pp. 401-403,
lines 119, 155, 187). I can find no name corresponding with the letters TOBIQNEIO.

15 (Plate 90). Five fragments of Hymettian marble probably from the same opistho-
graphic stele. Fragment a, the only one which preserves two inscribed faces, is made
up of three joining pieces, of which one was found in a late wall in section E on Oct.
5, 1933, the second in section B in late fill north of the Tholos on March 9, 1934, and
the third in late fill in section E on Feb. 5, 1935. Fragment b was found in late fill in
section § on March 22, 1933. Fragments c, d, and e were all found in section B: ¢, in
late fill south of the Tholos on April 18, 1934 ; d among the marbles from the section
on May 29, 1934, and e above the Tholos floor on March 16, 1934. No original edges
are preserved.

Fragment a: height, 0.275 m.; width, 0.13 m.; thickness, at top, 0.119 m.; at
bottom, 0.115 m.
Inv. No. I 1095 + I 238]1.
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Fragment b: height, 0.064 m.; width, 0.038 m.; thickness, 0.036 m.
Inv. No. I 2639b.

Fragment c: height, 0.045 m.; width, 0.065 m.; thickness, 0.025 m.
Inv. No. I 631b.

Fragment d: height, 0.085 m.; width, 0.10 m.; thickness, 0.06 m.
Inv. No. I 631e.

Fragment e: height, 0.075 m.; width, 0.15 m.; thickness, 0.042 m.
Inv. No. I 1577.
Height of letters (all fragments), 0.004 m.

The letters are stoichedon, set in a square checker pattern of which ten units
measure 0.08-0.082 m. The unit and the letter forms correspond with those of the
preceding text. It is possible that they are from the same stele, with No. 15a from
the upper thinner part of the stele. Because of a possible repetition of a concession
(lines 15-21 on No. 14 and 23-29 here) I have given them separate numbers. Frag-
ments b-e can be assigned equally well to either No. 14 or No. 15.

Frag. a

Face A STOIX. 40
[connn. B | L FA ]
[.....2% ... Js®eo[............ S ]
[....05 ... l7o[tls7dv [t M ]
[ JAALLXPO[. ... PP ]

5 [L..0 ... JPLAOETT...... ... e ]
[....5N . olv Axalplv:l[o ool B e ]
[....5% ... ] pérahdov [..... ...l G ]

[. & 7ols é8]ddeot 7[ols — — — — — — oLyl ————— — ]
[mpos ghlov] amdv:l[ ... ... .o B ]

10 [....5% ... lsZidwe: [.... ... P SN ]
[...0 ... @ ?)]hokhéov[s ......onn.. AT ]
[...50 . . Ta]pa: HR[: ..o o o 2L ]
[....5 ... Jov év 7[ols éddpecwv Tols . .. .. SN ]
[...dvyet:] Boppal: oovveneen.n. A ]

15 [......Nlump[drov ...........Hn ... ... .... ]
[...% JosK[a]A/ [...ooat. S awpos|
[nAlov d|wibv | :] épyaomi[prov ... ... .. M ]
[...:..]:Bi[o]not dvacd [Epov . ... .... Ve el
[..5.] deylelt: Boppa B[ ... .2 oL ]

20 [....]posII[a]iave:vord[:...... M. wpos NAL]
[ov av]idv: "Aoméro[v] Kv[fnpp: ..... ... PP ]
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[mpos] Mhiov [Sv]oué: ép[yaomipiov — — — —dvn: — — — —]
[....]s Kndiooddérov A[ifa: . .: pérallov ...5....]
[...]vévrols [é]dddeoi[vTols ... . 2. . ... o yet: B]
[opp]@: Awoxd[p]ms ibe[ : vord: 7 680s 1 dmd . . pwveio]
[vel]s Havopp,o[ | dépov(oa .......... e ]
[...]éovmpds H[Ai]ovdv[omé: ......... PO ]
[... 2]ovmds o[} Ay éx[ov dvn: Awoxdpns AtakAéov]
[sHlﬂ(?) :JHA: péra[M]o[v] B [770'7701.........18 .........
[..5 .. ] deyet: Bloppl: o ovov B ]
[...5% . ]oNsos [ B ]
[...5 .. ]ptas Al [............. AP ]
[ pér]al\ov B[rjomot . ... ... .. N ]
[..... P | LR . S S ]
lacuna
Frag. a
Face B STOIX. 40
[ épyaoT]hplor [ ... .. e ]
[...58 A ovmpnd [ oo ot 2 ..., péralov 4]
[meypdipa]ro "Avadv[orol . .. . 5 . . . makawdv dvacdé]
[L[.LOV ot |MAny ’e’xov [év Tois édddeowy Tols ... .° . . .]
[..%..] ofs vyeti: [o]p [pa:—————— voré: —————— ]
[....]s S¢ojrre: mpos N[ Mov ambv: . ... %70 . ..., ]
[. Wpos] Mhiov dvopé: Na|...... 0% ... ... ) (?):. L]
[@ea&]wwog DabiAov I [e: dreypdparo péraldlov . |
[..5 .. ]t mahadv avacdéi[pov ... .5 ... 0'1'77)\771/ éxo]
[v év rols] édddeawv Tols @ [edimmov IIf : & yei: Bo]
[p: @erﬁm]wos ILG: vordf[: ...... 8oL, wpos M |
[fov avidv:] Nucjparos K [vdavr: mpos fhiov Svoué: |
[....5% ... ] Opoomd\: 7[epn 1.0 ovonn. Y. ]
[... péralN]ov ameypd[faro ......... SO ]
[....5 ... lomiAgy €[ xov év Tols édddeow Tois . . . |
[....05 ... ] Jowov A[........... M i ]
[....5% . ... Inberl . .... [ N
[....0% . Jms [oveevnneis SN ]
[.... 5% ..mplos[hov ... ... e ]
[....2.. .. | 17AN ¥ I, A ]
[..... Yo | D2 B ]

lacuna
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Frag. b
[ ] E— ]
[~~~ —JAl [~~~ ]
————— Jakoy [~ ———~—]
[ — ~JAEIZ[- - - -]
60 [--—-—--—- 1Ell-==—— ]
- L B ]
lacuna
Frag. c
[..... o JTHEI..ooeeii et B e ]
[..... SN [T 70A0 7777 | . ]

65 [.......] mpo]s H\iov av[dv: ... ... .. PO ]
[...5% ... Aa]pade: HE[:. ... ... e ]
[....5...dva]oddwor [........... S ]

[év Tols édddeo|w T[ols ... .v.. .l SO ]
lacuna

Frag. d

[2 év7ol]s édd[peow Tols — —— — —————~—— —— — —

70 [..05. .. ]pokpdro[vs————————————————— — —
[..%.@plos griov [ - ——————— == ———————
[.... 5 ... 1M — — — = —— ==
[ceevennnn. Jo: Bd[-——— = ——— —

lacuna
Frag. e
[épyaoripi]ov voré[:] H[....: Y. ... wpos Yhiov avid]

75 [v: 1 680s 9 dmo Alavpelov Svloué: ... .. LR ]
[.....: 2 ... ovy]:Medias [........ AU ]
[covvnnn. Voo ]ifeos ®P[— —————— pérarlov ]
[dmeypaparo — — — — — — — — lpal.covvnen. .

lacuna

Fragment a, Face A, lines 1-34, contains the records of perhaps six leases.

Line 10: For —— ¢ Sigw see No. 5, line 2, and No. 20, lines 3-4.
Line 15: For [N]wnp[drov] see below, line 46.

243

Lines 18-23: A mine at Besa. Aspetos of Kytherros of line 21 (P.A4., 2638) was
secretary in 340/39, and his son Demostratos (P.4., 3623) was trierarch in 325/4.
His father Demostratos was owner of a furnace named as northern boundary of a
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mine at Laureion in 367/6 (No. 1, line 54). In No. 16 (=1.G., IT?, 1582, line 55)
Aspetos, without patronymic or demotic, is named as owner of a workshop which
was the eastern boundary of Eudoteion at Laureion; he probably is the same man.
In the present text the type of property owned by him is undeterminable. Kephisodotos
of Aithalidai of line 23, father of the lessee, leased two mines in 367/6, one of which
was at Laureion (No. 1, lines 56-57), and the other Archegeteion at Besa (No. 1,
line 76). He probably is to be identified with the Kephisodotos of Aithalidai who
served as arbitrator for the Salaminioi at Sounion in 363/2 (Hesperia, VII, 1938,
no. 1, line 8) and will be one of the two or three Kephisodotoses of Aithalidai known
for the mid fourth century; P.A4., 8321, son of Apolexis, who made a dedication to
Athena, and P.A4., 8322 and 8323, one the father of Konon, the other the son of
Kyna..... , both named on a double statue base on the Acropolis (I.G., II%, 5391).
It may be noted that Demostratos of Kytherros, father of Aspetos, was owner of a
furnace named in the boundaries of a mine at Laureion leased by Kephisodotos.

Lines 23-29: See No. 14, lines 15-21, and commentary thereto.

Line 32: See No. 5, line 68.

Fragment a, Face B, lines 35-55, contains the records of four or five leases.

Line 36: For rwus see No. 14, lines 21 and 27.

Lines 42-47: A mine in eight letters. Either [@opiko]? or [év Ndmn]. could be
restored as the place in lines 42-43. For Pheidippos of Pithos see commentary on
No. 13, line 64. Nikeratos of Kydantidai (see above, line 15, and No. 19, lines 24,
25) was owner of edaphe and unspecified property at Maroneia. He is to be identified
with Nikeratos (P.4., 10742), trierarch in the third quarter of the century. His
father Nikias (P.A., 10809) appears as property owner in Nape in 367/6 (No. 1,
lines 41-42, 58). They are grandson and great-grandson of Nikias the general who
had the greater portion of his large fortune in the silver mines (Plutarch, Nicias,
IV, 2).

Lines 57-80: The four small pieces can be assigned with equal probability to
either face of this stone or to No. 14, Meidias in line 76 is perhaps to be identified
with Meidias son of Kephisodoros of Anagyrous (P.4.,9719), the prominent wealthy
man attacked by Demosthenes, XXI. He is named in the boundaries of two mines in
No. 16 (=1.G., 1I%, 1582, lines 44, 82). His brother Thrasylochos (P.A4. 7347),
trierarch in 361, leased two mines in 367/6 (No. 1, lines 49, 51-52).

16 (Plates 91-92). I.G., IT?, 1582, and Hesperia, V, 1936, pp. 393 ff. no. 10, and
three small fragments hitherto unpublished. Six fragments from an opisthographic
stele of Hymettian marble, of which three have been published, I.G., I1?, 1582 (frag-
ment a) and Hesperia V, 1936, p. 393, no. 10 (b and ¢). All were found in the Agora.
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Fragment a was found in May of 1908 during the Greek excavations east of the
Theseion (i. e., in the region of the Metroon and the temple of Apollo Patroos) used
as a cover slab for a late pithos (Ath. Mitt.,, XXXV, 1910, p. 274). The others were
found during the American excavations. Fragment b was built into the Roman screen
wall around the Bouleuterion Plateia (see above p. 191, n. 6) and fragment ¢ was
found in late fill east of the Tholos. Of the three new fragments now assigned to this
stele, d was found on April 19, 1934, in section B in a late context about 20 meters
south of the Tholos; fragment e was found in a late Roman context some 25 meters
further south, in section I', on April 12, 1934; and fragment f was found in a modern
wall in the southeastern part of the Agora, in section A, on March 20, 1934.

The two large pieces, a and b, join (see photograph, Plate 91). The stele had
been cut down the center in later times and the edges considerably battered and chipped
in the process; so the surface of the actual join is very small, at the most only several
square centimeters. Fortunately some of the text is legible on both sides of the join
and confirms the position. The two as joined preserve the original sides of the stele,
but both are broken at top and bottom.*

There are four columns on each face. All the legible text in the four columns of
Face A, and the first column and the first 10 lines of the third column (the second
is illegible) of Face B apply to mining leases; the rest of the third column and the
fourth column on B record the sales of confiscated property. The stele was the record
of the poletai for one year, probably of the year 342/1, but possibly of 341/0 or
339/8 (see above pp. 199-202 on the length of leases).

This stele preserves far more text than any of the others in this series. The
stones as actually preserved give a minimum of 130 lines to a column on Face A, and
of 110 on Face B.** Allowing 5% lines for the record of each lease, the four columns
of Face A would have contained the records of about 96 leases, not including those
on the missing pieces above and below, and the two and a fraction columns of B,
assigned to the mines, perhaps of 45 leases. The legible and partly legible texts
actually contain the records of about 61 leases (see the chart on p. 286, below).

The texts are not being republished, but some new restorations and variant
readings are offered.*

59 Dimensions of the two as joined: preserved height, 0.735 m.; width, 1.065 m.; thickness
0.09-0.094 m. Note that the position of the join is approximately that suggested by Meritt,
Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 395.

¢ I am using the nomenclature of the faces as given in the Editio Minor publication, rather than
that of Hesperia, V, where A and B were reversed.

1 Both faces are stoichedon. On A there are 39 letters to a line and they are set in a square
checker pattern of which ten units measure ca. 0.067 m. On B there are 35 letters to a line set in a
square checker pattern of which ten units measure 0.075 m. The maximum preserved height of
0.735 (on fragment b) demands ca. 111 lines on face A. To these must be added the 14 preserved
lines on the non-joining fragment (Hesperia, loc. cit.).

2 For convenience of reference the line numbers of the original publications are used both in
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Face A, Column 1. Hesperia, V, no. 10, face B, lines 206-308, on fragments
b and ¢ (lines 1-103). No names of mines are preserved in the 87 lines on the
large piece. The classification of the second record can be restored as [ma|A]adv
a[vacdéorv] in lines 207-208. The location of the fourth is preserved in Sowvien of
line 219. The So]|vwt — — of the preceding line is probably demotic of registrant or
lessee. A location also at Sounion is probable in lines 262-263 which can be restored:

éxov v [yel: ... e 7 600s 7 €]
is Hdvo[p|po[v ¢épovoa — — — = - = — = — — — — — — ].

In No. 14, lines 15-21, a road to Panormos is named in the boundaries of a mine at
Sounion. Lines 295-308 preserved on the small non-joining fragment contain the
record of three leases. The price of 6100 drachmai (line 299) is much the highest
price found in these inscriptions; therefore it is peculiarly vexing that no consecutive
text is preserved. Lines 299-303 may be restored tentatively:

v; ®nya; TH: TTAAIKKAY. T L dmreypda |
1o wé[ra Aoy makawv [dvagdEipov *Apdirporiow]
[c]mN[nv] éxov Anunrpi[axov &u yei: Bop: .. ... o]
.a: [vo]rd; Xapiv[o]v xo[piov H\iov dridvr: 7 680s 7 Bijo]
[ale ¢)é[plooa: mpds N[Niov Svopé ... .... N ]

The restorations are made on the assumption that this mine is in the same.area as the
Demetriakon at Amphitrope recorded in column IV of the same stele (1.G., IT%, 1582,
lines 92-99).

Face A, Column II. The preserved text of this column is being published in full
since a join of the two pieces, a and b, has been found. The scattered legible letters
in the left half of the column are being published here for the first time. The letters at
the right end of the column are lines 1-32 of 1.G., II* 1582 (lines 49 to 80 in this
column).

STOIX. 39
o AP 1OY[...cottt. S ]
[eeeeennn SN JAYNE[........ 58 ... .. ]
[eevnn.. Yoo 1o [Exov ...... M ... ]
[oeeenn. O PA..O[..eeee. e ]
5 [o..... RO So]vv épyalomipov . .. .. T ]

the commentary here and in other references to this stele, except for lines 1-32 of I.G., II?, 1582,
to which a joining piece has been added. These are lines 49-80 of Face A, col. II, in the present
publication.
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[coienntn B ... | L P AU ]
[ceennnn. Yo, | L] e ]

[coeeentn X 1A[.......... e ]
[cooonnts M JEA.. ... S |
[coooonl S AP INM ... B ]
[ceeeennnn. e 10Y[........ Moo, ]
[oeeeennn. ... JAY[........ SN ]
S AN JEH[......... B ]
[ceeenennt. AU Jeov Al....... RO ]
[ceennnn. AP 1P..@[........ SO ]
[ceeeeens. RO JAAL....... e ]
[eeeneennn. PO Ikpar[....... % . oL ]
oo AN Jov N[........ S/ ]
[...2.. ... Nhlov] amdv AL A[..... .. A ]
[..oneen A INCCZIE oL B ]
[ceennas SR ] % xapddpa [....... SN ]

PP AN ] dépovoa [....... SN ]
[coeeilss SO 11...0[...... N ]

[ceeeennnn. AN 10 0[....... AN ]
[ooeennnt. S JAHM[....... Yo ]
[......: M. p]érarlov waka[wv avacdéyuor]
I M tJakov Av[....... AU ]
[cevnnennn S [N SRR ]
ool A JA.PI...oo. Vel ]
[coevennn AP ] émi ZBolvwe ... Ll ]
[l U 1Q. . A[. . B, ]
[eeeenntn O | D P e ]
[eeevnnnn. R | LAY P Yo ]
[ceennen A d|vacdéuyu|ov kal émka]Tarop

[ év 1ols é8dgpeot Tots] N .of....% ... A]hw &t y: vor
[é:...... AT 1 AYTT.. N .. ¢[p]y[aomipt]ov mpos nAi

[ov drid: 7 680s] 7 [émt Opd]ovpor a[7o Aavp]éov pépova
[a mpos HAlov Svop:] 9 [xa]pddpa 7 a[md Aavp]éov émt BdA
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55 [wov(?) ¢épovoa avn: ... 5 .. JA[...5...]s Erev: HHHH
. S v] Sv[7: a]me[ypapar]o péraklov
[ceeee B e Ac]ovvoiaxdv
[ceieat, PN |areriov ols y
[ceeeenet. e | [ Aov avid |v 70 Té\pa 70

60 [......... e IM[....e L. ]Aap: HE IIkov
[roviaxov(?)...... P @ y: Bop:] Alwo]uédwv vord:
[coenennni SN dv]n: 3tpos Awddp
[ov Hatowgs. . o o v [émi] ®pacipwe év Tols
[édddeat Tols ... ... .. . ] ‘Eppaixov émi ©

65 [pacipwt makady dvacdfuyrov G y]e: Bopp: Dknuov
[taxov péralov vord: ... .. Y. .. ] épyaocmipov &

[vg: ..oo.. e Y. Y[ .. pérarlov] émt ®paocipu
[wr oonn. . N 12[...% ... ava]odéipor Gu y:
[ceevnnnn Voo 1A.Y[... 5% . ..] Bop: Awk\eid

70 [ov .... épyaomipov &|v[n: Aedkios Oeo]xhéovs So|v]
2 TS S A an] e;pdlp[am péraX | hov malaio
[v avagdéupor .. . . .. .] o[miAnv éxov ér]|i Opacipwe
[Geye:Bop: ... % ... ]l 1], .. vord:] Awodpdvovs: Ta
[pynre: épyaoripov] wvm: [..... 2L L. Jvos o[ .. ]

75 [ T TAI[....... SN ] émi Bpa
[odpwe ....... oo 1Y[....... SN ér]i Bal
[w ..o oat. U JAT...... g ] év r[o]
[ts éddpeot Tols .. ... ... Yoo, o] o
2 e ] o7

80 [eeiiiiiiiiin e e 1H[.]

lacuna

Lines 49-55: An anasaximon mine and cutting. See No. 6, lines 5 and 14, and
Col. TV, line 137, of this stele for émwararouri. See below, No. 20, line 6, for the
suggested place Thalinos.

Lines 56-60: Dionysiakon.

Lines 60-63: Ploutoniakon(?). The name Ploutoniakon is not attested for a
mine. The space seems too short for the restoration of a registrant and the reading
ITAodr[apxos — — —~]. Simos of Paiania appears in other texts as lessee and property
owner (discussed above under No. 5, line 29).

Lines 63-67: Hermaikon at Thrasymos.

Lines 67-71: A mine at Thrasymos. The lessee Leukios of Sounion is also found
in other mining texts (discussed above under No. 5, line 9).
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Lines 71-75: A mine at Thrasymos. Diophanes of Gargettos (P.4., 4407)
named in the boundaries, perhaps as the owner of a workshop, is the father of
Apollodoros (P.4.,1413) who served as trierarch in the third quarter of the century.
A second son, Aisimedes, is named in Col. IV of this same text, lines 112 and 117,
as registrant and lessee of a mine at Anaphlystos.

Lines 75-80: A mine at Thrasymos.

Face A, Column ITI = 1.G., IT?, 1582, lines 33-84. These lines contain the record
of ten leases of which the last four are renewals recorded from earlier stelai. The
price is preserved for seven and in each case it is 150 drachmai.

The following variant readings and restorations are based on a study of the
stone and squeeze:

Line 36: [-————— v —————— ] ¢u: HF

Lines 38-40:
[cevenennt. e du ye: Bolpp: T0: "Aprepuo
[akdv pérallov mpds Mhiov dw: 7] xapddpa mpds Hhio
[vOvoué: ........ S ] :kat 7 xapddpa: dvy

Line43: [-————- & ye: Bopp: Dleidurmos ILif : kal 76 p

Line 53: ah\iov dpehheds vord: 1) 600s 1) €€ “Tworpaydvos éml

Lines 80-83:
"Avrifevos Edw: [ ye:] mpos 9| Mov ave: ) 680s 7 eis AD]
[N]6[va ¢pé]povo|a kal 0] Awovvoiak[ov péralhov Svou:]
Mewdiov "Ava[yv: épyaomipiov: dvn: Avoavias Avouk]

Movs ; Kedpa : HF

Pheidippos of Pithos, line 43, is discussed above (No. 5, line 64). The text of
the original publication, Ath. Mitt., XXXV, 1910, p. 277, reads — — — EIAIIIIIOZ,
whereas the commentary there and the text in the Editio Minor both read Iooetdurmos.
I can see no trace of the pi, omikron, and sigma. Line 53 is published as €o 7o¥
‘Paydvos. The upsilon (of vmé) is very clear. Hypotragon is not known as a place
name. The tentative restorations in lines 80-83 are made by comparison with No. &,
lines 7, 10, and 12. Antixenos of Euonymon, of line 80, was the man who held the
former lease. C{. Schonbauer, op. cit., pp. 21-22.

Face A, Columh IV = I.G., IT?, 1582, lines 85-139. Nine leases are preserved
on this column, and with one exception (No. &, lines 129-135) all seem to be new
leases, registered and leased by the same person, and for which a price of 20 drachmai
each was paid. The first two are at Amphitrope, the next six (with the possible
exception of No. 7, lines 123-129) are at Anaphlystos, and the last at Thorikos.

Lines 90-91 are perhaps to be read as:
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[ov 7]0 Supdvdov, mpds Nhiov [Svoué: 79 680s 7 "Apdirpo]
[71]f0ev Brioale dpépovoa kall ......... RPN ]

In lines 92 and 98 the name of the registrant and lessee can be restored as
["Ioav]8pos Srparoxhéovs. Compare No. 18, line 17, where Stratokles son of Isandros
is named as lessee of a mine at Besa.

In line 99 *Avadlvorot can be restored before the name of the registrant. For
similar repetitions of the place, apparently when there is a change from a group of
leases at one place to another, see below, lines 135 and 139, and also No. 5, lines 68
and 69.

In line 108 Stratokles might be restored as owner of the edaphe; see below
line 115.

The location of the mine in the seventh lease (lines 123-129) is omitted. It is
between two leases recorded at Anaphlystos but the road from Laureion to Thrasymos,
named as its western boundary, argues against a location at Anaphlystos for this mine.

Lines 136-137 are probably to be read:

pa.: pérallov dmeypdfaro makaww dvao[déwov ko]
i émwarar [opny] Aprepoiaxdv omiiny [Exov Bopi]

See above, No. 6, lines 5 and 14, and this same stele, Col. II, line 49. The surface
of the stone has deteriorated since the original publication and no letters are now
legible in these lines. ‘

Face B, Column I = I.G., IT*, 1582, lines 140-187 (lines 292-339). Only the left
half of the column is legible. Note that the columns on this face are of 35 letters (see
below, columns III and IV), not of 39 as on Face A and as published in the Editio
Minor. This shorter line makes possible some new restorations. The records of about
eight leases are preserved, of which at least seven are of mines at Thrasymos. No
prices are preserved and in no record is it possible to determine the relationship of
registrant to lessee.

[{] ®Bpacip|we......... 0 .. e dmreypdis |
aro péral[ov makawdy dvacdépov éml Bpao |
[0] par *Aprepoiaxdv [amiAgy Exov éu ye: Bopp: 'E]
mkpdmms [l G ]
Lines 159-162: [’E]mwpdrys A[AeéwdSov  Avadh:(?) dmeypdparo ér]
[i] ®pacipw uérahov [mahadv dvacdfuyov o]
[7]9iAnv éxov Tpoa|. . . . .. év Tols éddpeov To]
7]

. T

s Smpevidov Sov[v; v ye: Bopp: ... ... épya]
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Lines 180-182: [aJomjptov [dwn: ... .. .. S Da ]
[2]8pos Kahhiov [Erirre: dmeypdiparo pérallo]
[v] émi ®pacipwe [..... 2. ... év Tols édd e

The repetition of émi ®pacipwe in lines 141 and 142 suggests that the mine
recorded above was not at Thrasymos ; see Column IV, Face A, lines 99, 135.

The restoration of Epikrates son of Alexiades of Anaphlystos, line 159, known
from a prytany list (I.G., IT%, 1750 of 334/3) was suggested by Oikonomos, Ath.
Matt., XXXV, 1910, p. 322. The Ilpoo — — — of line 160 is probably the beginning of
the name of the mine.

For Phaidros son of Kallias of Sphettos, see above, No. 13, line 94

On Face B, column IT and the left half of column IIT are illegible. Part of the
right half of IIT is preserved on fragment b (Hesperia, V, 1936, pp. 397-400, lines
1-92). Only the first ten lines are concerned with mining leases. A few new restora-
tions are offered and these ten lines are republished in full:

[pdrovs épyaomipov @vm: . .5 . ]s: K*rncnﬂw Me
[)wr A;L(;Swpown MvncnSa;L]as "AporToddpay
[ros: Mvp aweypa¢a péralhov] malawov avaocdé
[L;Lov oAy €ov ... .0 L. Jov A;L(f)wpown é

[v rols édddeot Tols Avncrﬁe]vos Kvf: éuy: * Bop
[cevnnnn. P vo16: Mv]ncnSa;Lawog é
[8d¢p: Mup: wpos nAiov dw: *Avrio]févos : eSad) Kvd
[mpos mAiov Svo: MvncrLSa;Law]og eSaan Mup : av
[Mynoddpas ApLO'TOSCL}LCLVTO]SV Muvp: AA: 768 ém
[pabn ki, ———————————————— — — ]

For the repetition of the place name in lines 3 and 6, see above, Column III,
line 141. For another example of the abbreviation dmeypdya: (line 4) on this same
stele see above, Face A, Column III, line 64. Antisthenes of Kytherros, owner of
edaphe, lines 6 and 8, is a member of a prominent fourth century family and one of
the two of that name who served as trierarchs in the third quarter of the century
(P.A4., 1194, 1197).®® The same property seems to be named in two other texts: No.
18, lines 57, 59, and 62, and No. 21, line 20.

The lower part of Column IIT and all of IV (Hesperia V, 1936, pp. 398-403,
lines 10-92, and 101-204, contain the records of confiscated property sold by the

poletai.
The three new fragments 16 d, e, and f, probably from this same stele, deal

%3 This identification was suggested by Raubitschek, Hesperia, XI, 1942, p. 304.
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with confiscated property and will therefore be from Columns IIT and IV of face B.
Only the inscribed face is preserved on all three.

Fragment d: Height, 0.083 m.; width, 0.067 m.; thickness, 0.052 m.
Inv. No. I 1816.

Fragment e: Height, 0.142 m.; width, 0.157 m.; thickness, 0.03 m.
Inv. No. I 1782.

Fragment f: Height, 0.052 m.; width, 0.116 m.; thickness, 0.055 m.
Inv. No. I 1664.

Letter height, all fragments, 0.004 m.

The writing is stoichedon (except for line 4 of ) with a square checker unit of
which five units measure ca. 0.037-0.038 m. Both e and f preserve part of two
columns; the intercolumniation on e, of ca. 0.009-0.010 m., is slightly narrower than
that on the large piece of this stele and on f of 0.11-0.12m. Fragment e, therefore,
is probably to be placed above the large piece b, and f, which in marble and wear
closely resembles the small fragment ¢ (Hesperia, V, 1936, pp. 397, 404) probably
below it. On the broken upper surface of e there are drill holes from a later recutting,
similar to those on the sides of a and b (see above) .

Frag. d 3TOIX. 35
[....] R I3 I Y ]
[——dm——Ins: I[...cooetnn PP N ]
[. 5 ..7ptrn(?) ]u émi [8éka Sikaoripiov .. .0 . .]
[kvpwris mapla mpvr[dvewy .. .. ... B ]
5 [....%.. ]: KaAAi[as — — dméypaer — —]

[---. PR Jeraw oifklav ... .... S ]
[..o.0. Yo 7)o réufevos . ... .. PR ]
[.....5% | VK o N ]
[oovee. R Jpox[..ooontt e ]

10 [......"%. ... 102[......... i ]

lacuna

Frag. e
Col. IT1 Col. IV
|- — 2= == 1K\e[....]
[— == ="%— — 0] Prely Khe pov Spukvlo| —— == —— =]

[- - Z— 7{]pnue HHH E otvri amédwk[ev — == — €]
[- = &~ — -] 76 adrd xwpi £ovhas &vo K[ — — 2% —~]
5 [ov —— 2~ ———] évodeir RO [P JEMO[--2-]
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[e0Bar — = — — 76 ]¢ xwplar N[-—— = ]
[-—=-- améyp|aper "Apx
[- = =% — = x]wpiov o[.]
[-— === ——Jos mp[0s]
10 [===2———Jos mp[os]
=% =] AAL....]
lacuna
Frag. {
Col. III(?) Col. TV (?)
[..]0[-———== % __ ]
El Tlpw[+]apxo[— — — & — — — ]

—————————————— .05 oikia; voré[fev — 2'— Onu(?) ]
—————————————— ar; TH: Sowe mhéov[os déia 2°— ]

5 —mmmmmmmo - H o2 Bpug HH: Spaxu[ds 2 réu n]
pocim E[— — — — -~ . ]
lacuna

No. 16d. The first two lines seem to be the end of the record of one case. K: for
k(Myriipes), witnesses that a summons has been served. They were usually two in
number. Cf. No. 1 line 15 and lines 150 and 166 in Column IV of this stele ( Hesperia,
V, 1936, pp. 401-402).

For the restorations in lines 3-4, which introduce a new case, compare lines 11-13
and 115-117 of columns III and IV (Hesperia, V, loc. cit.). The date is restored
exempli gratia; any day of the month between the thirteenth and the nineteenth is
equally probable. In the other case headings in this text the name of the court appears
between the date and the ratifier from the prytaneis. The two courts already named
are the [Swkaoripiov] mpdrov tév kauv[dv] (Col. 111, line 12) and the Swkaomipior 76
péo[ov 78]y kawdv (Col. IV, line 116). Inline 3 one might restore dwkaomjpiov mpdrov
or 7o mplrov Tév kawdv and assume a second meeting of the same court with either
76y kawdy or the word Sikacripiov omitted. Pollux, in listing the Athenian courts
(VIII, 121) names the peilov along with the péoor and the Parabyston.” This court
might be restored in line 3 instead of the wpdrov, reading either Sikaoripiov petlov
or 76 uetlov Tédv kauvdv.

No. 16e. Line 4 is not stoichedon ; ten letters are crowded into the space of eight.
Line 2: perhaps [mpoo]odetv; see Face B, Col. IV (Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 402, line
182). Line 3: ripmpua, probably penalty or fine (Lysias, 27, 16) rather thanin its second
meaning, rateable property. Line 13: The name Smikylos is new in Attic proso-

o4 See Lipsius, Das Attische Recht, I, p. 170, for discussion of the various courts.
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pography; cf. SuvkMwv (P.A., 12799). Line 14: A locative such as [‘Ayv]olvr,
[Muppw ] odvri, either the place of residence of a metic named in the missing portion
of the text or the place in which some property is located. Line 15: An éodhys 8ixn
is an action brought by one who claims property in consequence of a court judgment
against a defendant who has refused to surrender the property. For a similar use
of the word in the plural see Andocides, I, 73 : 6méoor — — — éfovhas 7} ypacas 7 émBolas
@phov. Apparently two such actions had been brought against the person in question.

No. 16f. Lines 3-4: ['Av]ax(aeds) or [Alax(wddns) could equally well be
restored as demotic. Compare No. 1, line 14, for Sowt mhéov[os d€ia — — —].

17 (Plate 93). An inscribed fragment of Hymettian marble found in Section Z on
May 16, 1938, in a late Hellenistic context among the working chips for the Propylon
of the Tholos Area. The inscribed face only is preserved.

Height, 0.075 m.; width, 0.10 m. ; thickness, 0.018 m.
Height of letters, 0.004 m.
Inv. No. I 5511.

The writing is stoichedon set in a square checker pattern of which five units
measure ca. 0.036 m. The interval between the columns measures 0.008 m,

Col. 1 Col. 11 STOIX.

AL e —— ]

[--—————————= 1K dovoa o[- ———————— ]

[-— = ———— i &ofey [-—————— évemt ]

[-—————————~— 10TO orqpupe [——— évemok(?) |

5 [--————————= |NATL MWaro €[—-———————— ]

[--—-=—————-— évo | deil plot Ot =~ —————— ]
[ecout — ————————— ] vacat

The text of the right-hand column applies to records of sale of confiscated
property. See above, Nos. 1, 7, 13, 14, and 16 for the vocabulary. The same is true
of the left-hand column if the word [évo]deir[eofai] is correctly restored in lines 6-7.

18 (Plate 92). A fragment of Hymettian marble found in a late wall in section ¥
on March 22, 1938. The back surface is smooth, but not parallel to the face; the stone
may have been recut after being used as an inscription. It is broken at top, bottom
and both sides.

Height, 0.37 m.; width, 0.35 m.; thickness, upper left, 0.09 m.; lower left,
0.092 m.; upper right, 0.08 m.; lower right, 0.076 m.
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Height of letters, 0.004 m.
Inv. No. T 5358.
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The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern of which ten units
measure ca. 0.071 m., with two units left vacant between the columns.

10

15

20

25

30

Col. I STOIX. 47
[ceee i B e ]'Y..ON: Bopp[.]
[covennn. Yo, vot1d: épyaomipiov | Awokhéovs éx Kn:

[..oentn Y. wvn Edfvkpdrns(?) Edfv]kpdrovs "Apderp : XX
[oreeee s ] Brjomor A[i]yihiakdy

[yet: ..cooenal B e @]vn: "AvBpokhis Tepokhé
[covveeaaas SO Brjo ] ot éu Tayyal: avn: Thavk
[ceeeninnt. PN péralhov] éu Iayyaiwe 6 Hpydl:
[---—===——— oy — - ————— — —— JorAéovs ék Kor: HFA
[cevei e A Jrwcdv a1 [ Aqv éxov év

[rols édddeowy Tols . . . ... P o] vet: Bop: noikia ) Af . ]
[--———————= voré: ———————— —— épya]omipiov wpods nAio
[vavév: ..... % .. ... Svopé: 70 “Hp]dxhewov [7]0 Bhoawdv

[@vmg: oo R JXHHHH: Navowdis [.]AA[.]
[--——- ameypaaro péralhoy — — — — — ]ewov Briomor orihny €xo
[v du yei: ,Bop ......... AP Jvoré : 1 6865 m Brjoale ¢
[épovoa mpos HAlov amdv: ... . .. Jvros épyalo]mipiov Svop

[é: o oviiiill AP avn:] Srparoxiis Todvdpov [2]
[vradg: ool e Ac]didov Tap [y ]grr: e[i]orre
[vke pérakdoy . ... .. Yoo épydJouov Briomo {no} « ék miis [o]
[miAns Tis én’ *Apxiov dpxo: 6 dmeypd ] paro Evfidikos Mynoif

[éov Srfrrios & yet: Bop: Pihokp(?)]d[7]ns Edwrv: vord: Hpdih
[ewov 70 Bhoawdv avy: ....0% . ... apJov TIépros: HA : *AvdpoxA
[fis..." ... dweypdaro pérarkov] malady dvacdfi: Biionot
[...%...crH\yw &ov &u yet: Bop] : NikavSpidov Iloraui: ol

[kia vord: 1) 686s 7 €ls . . .". . . . pé]pov][ :] wpds Nhiov dvidy: D
[ceeneenen. B e mpod s Nhiov Svoué: Smevoimmo
[v———————- ornl - ——————— 1xd[§]s Sworpdrov "Audirpo
[e e B Aap]mrp: dmeypdparo pérallo

[v dvaocdfuyu: oriinp é’xov Bromoi(?) Jv Ki[fa]pwriaxor év rois K
[-=—=—=~— édddpeow i 'ye:, Bop:————— ]pdr[o]vs Parnpe: épyaoT)
[provwvord: .........0% ... ... 1v Tnoaydpas np:[ . Joxkaw
[ceeeeiieat AU Jérov dvn: Kaihikparid

s covveeennnn. e IAis ‘A[A]aue : ameypdpar

346/5
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35

40

45

50

55

60

65

70
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[0 pérarlov makawv dvacdés : Briono |w omihny éxov "Adpode
[ouaxdv @i yet: Bop: .. .5 .. épyaoTi]prov vordl : Bnoady "A
[prepiowov. ... ..... S |\ mpos HAiov Svoué
[ SN ovn: A(?) |vowdis Zyhdpyov Svrr
[ah: ool N Aa|parrpe: ameypdiaro
[péraddov ............ FA JZEPE:[... 5. ..]
lacuna
Col. TI
XO[ et e e ]
ATO[ e eesieeei ., S 7pd]
sHA[fovavibr: ............. S wpos Nhiov ]
Svolpé: ..o e ]
Tamio [KOV . oo o N ]
ApdiiTpom: L SN A
poirpom: L. e e e ]
BIAA[ oo e ]
POTO[ T v it B e ]
Apdur[pom: oL ]
[.lpdmolv .o [ ]
[a]meypa[PaTo pérarhov madawv avacdée: .... M. ... év 70]
Us éddpeaw Tols — — — — — — — — — ovy:Bop:i————————— ]
"Apdirpo[m: voré: TO péraAlov 6 L ... ... ... e 7p |
ydle: wpo[sqAbov .. ... L.l N avn ]
Kopwvidns [..oovvenn.... P ameypaparo |
pérarhov wa [ Aawov dvacdfe: amiiny éxov . .°. . . Audirpor:]
ovy:Bop:Kr[.oovonn... S voré: édddn *Avrial]
évovs wpos N[ Nov avdr: .. ... ... ..., S dv]
opé: "AvricBé[vms @vy: ... S ]
davilfeos Avo | i]w[mov Ilawavievs ameypdfaro pérarlov épyd |
g ék s oAy [ s Ts émi Oeodilov (P T) dpxo: ... .. o ‘Al 348/7
pdurpom: Guy: Bolp: oo . voré: "Avricfév(?) |
ovs édddm mpos MA[lov dmdr: . ... ... ... M Svopé: ]

7 680s 7 Brjaale pép[ov: dvm: Pavébeos Avaimrmov Hawar: HE(?)]
EdBukpdrs *Avrid [ érov Kpeml: ameypdaro pérallov épyd]
awpov Oeoddoiov "A [ udurpor: ék Tijs TS Ths émt Oeodihov( 7) ] 348/7

dpxo: év Tols éddp[eaiv Tols . . ... ... Y any: Bopp]
a [ :] 7 680s 9 Brjoale dé[pov: .......... N Svopé:(?)]
DNSppov Hep: wvy: [Edbukpdrns *Avridérov Kpwmidys . % .. ]

BOop [ 1] kol Detdurmo[s PavAhov I : ameypdy: pérarlov avao ]
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afi]:] Al p]remo [t]ak: é[v Tols é8ddeaw Tols . . . .. ML oeyt]

Bop: ®[€]i[dimmov é]py[aomiptov . ....... PPN nAtov]

dwef[év:] . [P S ]

1 1 P e e ]
lacuna

There are a number of irregularities in the stoichedon arrangement. In line 6
éu Iloyyal is written in seven instead of eight letter spaces and the '\ of T'havx is
written in one space. In lines 11-12, between the fifth and sixth letters from the right
end of the column there is a gap of two letter spaces with a broken surface antedating
the inscription; these lines thus are two letters short. In lines 23 and 32 the two last
letters are written in one space. In line 69 the ¢p of ®Ndppwr and p: of Iep: occupy
only one letter space.

The name of an archon is to be restored in three lines (20, 61, and 66). In line
20, Archias, archon for 364/5, can be restored with some probability, assuming that
the word dpyovros is included as it is in line 67, and in the same abbreviated form.
This lease, lines 18-22, is the only renewal in which registrant and lessee are not the
same and the specific reference to the former operator, Euthydikos, suggests that it
may be a renewal out of order: that the son of Diphilos took over the concession
before the lease held by Euthydikos had expired. The two renewals recorded in
column IT are probably of long term leases, for no former operator is named and the
verb dweypdjaro fits better in line 60 than elonjverke. Normal restorations in line 66
suggest seven letters and Theellos of 351/0 could be restored. This, however, would
make this text earlier than No. 16, in which long term leases are renewed from the
stele of 349/8. The present text is closely associated with Nos. 19 and 20 in the
47-letter line; so I prefer to assume an extra letter at the end of line 66 (as in lines
23 and 32) and suggest that Theophilos, 348/7, is perhaps to be restored. This
inscription then may be the record of 341/0 (see above pp. 199-202 on the length of
leases).

Column I, lines 1-39, contains the records of perhaps eleven leases of which eight
are apparently at Besa, two at Pangaion, and Column II, lines 40-76, of about seven
leases of which the second through the sixth seem to be at Amphitrope, the seventh
at Thorikos.

Lines 1-8 contain very brief records of four leases. Line 2: A Diokles of Kedoi
of the second century is known (N.P.4., p. 57).

Line 3: See commentary on No. 19, lines 9-13, for Euthykrates of Amphitrope.

Line 4: Aigiliakon, a new name for a mine; see Prospaltikon, I.G., II?, 2635,
Hagnousiakon, No. 1, line 50, and Kerameikon, No. 1, lines 77-78, for similar names
derived from a deme or its mythical hero.

Line 5: For *Av8pok)ijs TepoxAé[ovs]| see below, line 8; possibly the same person
leased the two mines. Neither name however is attested for Kolonos.
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Line 6: Pangaion is hitherto unattested as a place name in Attica. Like the name
Maroneia it has been borrowed from the Macedonian mining district where Mount
Pangaion was famous for its gold and silver. It probably also applies to a hill or
mountain here which seems to lie in the deme of Besa. See also No. 2, lines 17-18.

Lines 9-13: A mine, probably at Besa. I have found no other reference except
below in line 21 to a sanctuary of Herakles at or near Besa.

Lines 13-18: A mine at Besa. The available space in line 14 suggests that the
patronymic of Nausikles was omitted. The demotic could be restored as [‘A]\a[eds].
[II]aX [Aqreds], or [@]al|[npeds]. He is perhaps to be identified with the Nausikles,
of whom neither patronymic nor demotic is known, who is said to have worked
unregistered mines (Hypereides, IV, 34). The lessee Stratokles son of Isandros of
Sypalettos is either father or son of ["Ioav]8pos SErparoxhéovs Svma(Mjrrios), regis-
trant and lessee of Demetriakon at Amphitrope in No. 16 (=I.G., II*, 1582, lines
92-99). Stratokles of Sypalettos (P.4., 12944) is known from a tax record of the
second half of the fourth century where a son is named as purchaser of property.
Isandros perhaps can be restored in that text (1.G., II%, 1598, line 22).

Lines 18-22: An ergasimon mine at Besa. See above for a discussion of the
archon and the type of lease. The registrant, son of Diphilos of Gargettos, is perhaps
a son of the Diphilos of Gargettos (P. 4., 4477) who served as choregos in the early
fourth century. Lykourgos convicted a Diphilos, whose demotic is not preserved, of
having enriched himself illegally in the mines; cf. [ps.-Plut.], X Orat., 843d. The
man charged by Lykourgos may be a member of this family of Gargettos, or may
equally well be identified with Diphilos son of Diopeithes of Sounion (P.4., 4487),
trierarch in the *twenties, or with Diphilos of Pithos, both of whose families are known
to have had mining interests (see No. 13, lines 64 and 68). The mine called the
Diphileion in No. 32 (= 1.G., IT?, 1587) line 11, is probably to be associated with one
of these three. The former registrant Euthydikos son of Mnesitheos of Sphettos is
named as the lessee of a concession Artemisiakon, named in the boundaries of another
mine (No. 10, lines 5-6). By adding a nu at the end of eiorjrevke in line 19 one could
restore Artemisiakon in the present text and identify the two mines. The evidence
from the boundaries is, however, inconclusive. A Mnesitheos of Sphettos is listed in
a catalogue of ca. 330 (I.G., 1T%, 2409); it is uncertain whether he is the father or
perhaps the son of Euthydikos. Philokrates of Euonymon owned a workshop in Besa
(No. 5, line 78). The lessee from Poros is to be identified with the registrant of
Athenaikon at Besa (No. 5, line 73). For the archon in line 20, see above.

Lines 22-27: A mine at Besa. The patronymic of the registrant is omitted.
Although the restorations would be technically possible I do not believe that the
registrant Avdpox\ — — is to be identified with the lessee — — k\ijs Sworpdrov *Audirpor
since the other records in this column seem to be of the higher priced leases in which
the registrant and lessee are not identical except in the case of an ergasimon mine.
Neither Androkles nor Sostratos is known for Amphitrope. See above, line 5.
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Lines 28-33: Kithaironiakon at Besa(?). The name of the mine is new.

Lines 33-38: Aphrodisiakon at Besa. An Androkles of Halai (P.4., 857) of
the late fourth century is known and could be restored as registrant; but the registrant
could equally well be identified with either of the men named Androkles of this same
text (lines 5, 22) or with Nausikles of line 13, thus reading the demotic there as
[‘A]Aa[wevs]. For the Artemision of Besa restored as southern boundary, see No. 5,
line 10. The lessee Lysikles son of Zelarchos of Sypalettos is probably an ancestor of
Lysikles of Sypalettos (P.A4., 9440) of the third century.

Line 44: ‘Izmox[o -] is probably the patronymic of the lessee or the name of the
registrant. An Hippiskos is named as property owner in Thorikos in No. 16 (= 1.G.,
IT%, 1582, line 74). The name is uncommon and he may be the same man.

Line 55: Kopwridys is a new name for Attic prosopography ; but compare Kéuwv
and Kepovidns (P.A4., 8695-6, and P.A4., 8959).

Lines 57, 59, 63: Antisthenes, restored as owner of edaphe named in the bounda-
ries of this and the following mine, is to be identified with Antisthenes of Kytherros,
owner of edaphe in Amphitrope in No. 16 (== Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 398, lines 6, 8) ;
see above. The property was probably the same and the three mines were probably
close together.

Lines 60-64: An ergasimon mine at Amphitrope. See above for the archon.
Phanotheos son of Lysippos of Paiania, registrant and restored as lessee (normally
the same for ergasima mines), is probably a member of the family of Hieron and
Philinos of Paiania, known from a grave stele of the mid fourth century (/.G., IT%
7093). A Lysippos son of Philinos served as prytanis near the end of the century,
and might be the grandson of the father of the lessee. A Phanotheos father of
Thallos of Paiania is known from a fourth century dedication (I.G., IT?, 3208). The
stemma, sub. P.A., 7543, would thus be:

Avovrmos
present text

i l

®ihivos ‘Tépwy ®avibeos
IT? 7093, 11* 1753 I1* 7093 IT* 3208 and present text
| |
Tépwv Adovmrmos @dAlos
I1* 7093 IT* 1753 IT* 3208

Lines 65-70: Theodosion at Amphitrope. See above for the archon. Euthykrates
son of Antidotos of Kropidai, registrant and probably lessee of this mine, also appears
as lessee of Heroikon in No. 16 (= 1.G., IT*, 1582, lines 59-60). He is perhaps the
Euthykrates (P.4., 5589, without patronymic or demotic) whose property, valued
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at more than 60 talents, Teisis of Agryle had registered for confiscation (Hypereides,
IV, 34). The property of Euthykrates is not specifically stated to be in mining, but
it seems probable since Teisis had also promised to register the property of Nausikles
and Philippos who had become rich from unregistered mines (ibid.). One of the
boundaries of Heroikon leased by Euthykrates of Kropidai was the Teisiakon mine,
which may have been named by Teisis of Agryle. Nothing would seem more natural
than charges brought against those operating neighboring mines.

Lines 70-75: Artemisiakon at Thorikos. See No. 13, commentary on line 64,
for Pheidippos of Pithos, and see above, pp. 195-196, for possible identifications of the
various Artemisiakons at Thorikos.

19 (Plate 92). Fragment of Hymettian marble, with inscribed face and smooth-worn
back preserved, found during the demolition of modern houses in section N on
November 19, 1934. The surface has suffered much from the re-use of the stone as a
doorsill with the inscribed face up.

Height, 0.37 m.; width, 0.34 m.; thickness, 0.108-0.11 m.
Height of letters, 0.004 m.
Inv. No. T 2205.

The writing is stoichedon with a square checker unit in which ten units measure
ca. 0.077 m. Two such units are left vacant between the columns.

Col. I STOIX. 47
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This text is perhaps part of the record of 339/8.%° In lines 3-9 and 13-18 leases
are recorded from the stele of Sosigenes, archon in 342/1. Since the verb eiorvevke
is used and no previous operator named, it is assumed that they are renewals of the
short term, three year, leases. The third renewal in this text, lines 9-13, in which the
verb dmeypdpato is used, was of a long term lease, perhaps for seven years. Therefore
Archias, archon for 346/5, has been restored in line 10. See above pp. 199-202 on the
length of leases.

65 This fragment has the same length of line and the same stoichedon unit as the two pieces
assigned to the following text, No. 20. The signs of re-use are different; this piece is broken on a
roughly horizontal line across the top and the original back is preserved, whereas the others show
signs of having been cut vertically into a front and back part. Furthermore, the archons named in
the two texts, if they are assumed to be from the same stele, cannot be fitted into any logical
pattern of renewals of leases. Therefore I have given them separate numbers and tentatively
assigned them to consecutive years.
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The initial letters of a second column are preserved at the right of lines 19-30.
The first column contains the records of eight leases of which the first and last are
very fragmentary.

Line 3: A Charimedes of the tribe Aiantis is known for the second century
(P.A4., 15426). Since Marathon belonged to Aiantis, he may be a descendant of the
lessee.

Lines 3-9: Artemisiakon at Thorikos. See No. 6, lines & 12, for another record
of an Artemisiakon at Thorikos, also in the property of Lysitheides and bounded on
the north by his property. See above pp. 195-196 for the possible identifications of
mines in separate leases. The road in lines 7-8 is probably the road either to Laureion
or to Thrasymos. Pheidippos of Pithos, named as lessee and property owner in other
texts, is discussed above on No. 13, line 64.

Lines 9-13: The name and location of the mine were probably given in line 11.
See above for the restoration of Archias as archon. Note that in the preceding lease
the demotic of the registrant was apparently written out in full but abbreviated when
repeated after the name of the lessee. The name of the registrant and lessee was
either Archias or Lysias. The Euthykrates in whose children’s property the mine was
located was perhaps from Amphitrope; see No. 18, line 3, and commentary thereto.
A mortgage stone from Eleusis (I.G., I1I?, 2647) mentions property belonging to the
children of Euthykrates of Amphitrope. Both references suggest that he died while
some or all of his children were still minors. The Euthykrates of this text and of
the mortgage stone might well be the father of the Euthykrates son of Euthykrates,
trierarch in 334/3, who is restored as lessee in No. 18, line 3, and in line 31 of this
text. The Euthykrates of Amphitrope, owner of a workshop at Thorikos in No. 16
(=1.G., 1T% 1582, line 71) could be either father or son. For a parallel use of
wavraxéfer (line 12) see No. 1, line 41.

Lines 13-18: Labiakon at Thorikos. This is a new mine name probably derived
from the proper name AdBns (P.A4., 8960). The registrant and lessee, Diodoros son
of Pherekles of Themakos, was probably a descendant of that Pherekles of Themakos
(P.A4., 14191) in whose house the mysteries were celebrated in 415. Since the father
in our text seems to be the owner of the edaphe in which the mine was located, he
probably is grandson and Diodoros great-grandson of P.A., 14191, Aeschines of
Thorikos appears elsewhere as property owner in Thorikos; cf. No. 16 (=I.G., 1I?,
1582, lines 72-73).

Lines 18-22: A mine at Maroneia. The last letter of line 18 is uncertain; it
most resembles a nu or kappa. I have assumed that a nu was written by mistake for
an iota. Most of the letters in line 19 are far from clear. The cave, 76 dvrpov, seems
to be an additional epithet with the actual name of the mine to be restored in the gap
further left. The stone cutter wrote orjAns instead of orjinv. Dropides of Aphidna,
the lessee, is named on the marker of an anasazxtmon mine, 1.G., I11*, 2636. The name
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of the mine is not recorded on the marker and the place of finding is not known for
the marker. The suggested patronymic Hermippos is attested for Aphidna in the
second century, P.A., 5113-14. See commentary on No. 5, lines 6-11, where Dropides
might be restored as lessee of a mine at Sounion.

Lines 23-27: A mine Aso — — at Maroneia. For Nikeratos of Kydantidai, see
No. 15, line 46.

Lines 27-32: Hermaikon(?). For Euthykrates son of Euthykrates of Amphi-
trope, restored as lessee, see above (line 12) and No. 18, line 3.

20 (Plate 93). Two fragments of Hymettian marble from the same stele. Fragment
a is made up of three joining pieces, of which one was found in section B in late fill
south of the Tholos on Jan. 31, 1935, and two in section Z in 1933, one among the
marbles, the other from the foundations of a modern house in the northeast corner
of the section. Fragment b was found beside the foundations of the same house on
April 19, 1933. Both are broken on all sides. Both have similar marks of recutting
on the uneven back surfaces: small drill holes and irregular grooves. Judging from
the line of breaks and the relative thickness fragment b falls somewhat below a, but
belongs to the same column.

Fragment a: height, 0.24 m.; width, 0.34 m.; thickness, 0.088 m.
Inv. No. I 631 + I 939.

Fragment b: height, 0.23 m.; width, 0.13 m.; thickness, 0.09 m.
Inv. No. I 686.
Height of letters, 0.004 m.

The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern of which ten units
measure ca. 0.077 m. Two such units are left vacant between the columns.

The stele had at least two columns, for the last letters of five lines of one column
are preserved at the left.

Col. 11 3TOIX. 47
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The stele is perhaps the record of the year 338/7, inasmuch as a lease is renewed
from the stele of Euboulos, archon in 345/4 (lines 7-8) ; see above pp. 199-202, for
discussion of the duration of the leases.

Fragment a, lines 1-31, contains the records of six leases.

Lines 1-6: Artemisiakon leased by Leukios son of Theokles of Sounion. See
No. 5, commentary on line 5, for Leukios. Kallaischros of Siphnos served as an
Athenian trierarch ca. 370 (I.G., IT?, 1609, line 27) and his son Stesileides served in
334/3 (1.G., 1T%, 1623, lines 204, 268). The appearance of the two names here as
owners of adjoining property suggests their identification as the two Siphnians.®®
One or the other is probably to be restored as registrant in No. 5, line 2, and as
property owner in No. 15, line 10, and in No. 25, line 29, where only the ethnic
Supvi(ov) is preserved. Note that in No. 5, line 2, the Siphnian is registrant of a
mine bounded by the property of Leukios of Sounion. These are the only non-
Athenians who appear in the mining texts. The Epikrates of lines 5 and 11 is
probably to be identified with the Epikrates of Pallene who owned property in the
mining district in Nape in 367/6 (No. 1, lines 70-71). At least two men of this
name from Pallene are known in the fourth century: Epikrates son of Menestratos
(P.A., 4909), who served as an amphictyon at Delos in 377 and as a trierarch ca.
342, and Epikrates son of ...otetos, a member of the Council in 335/4 (I1.G., 1T,
1700, lines 200-201). Further, an Epikrates of Pallene (whose patronymic is not

8¢ See Helen Pope, Non-Athenians in Attic Inscriptions, p. 23.
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given) is known as lessee of a mine. A certain Lysander accused him of having
worked a mine illegally and claimed that Epikrates and his associates had taken 300
talents from it (Hypereides, IV, 35). The charge was made sometime between 330
and 324.*" The Epikrates of our texts who owned property in the mining district is
probably the same Epikrates who was operating a mine later. He is probably one of
the two whose patronymics are known and an identification with the trierarch (P.4.,
4909) would seem more probable than with the member of.the Council, because of the
implications of wealth; but the dates argue somewhat against this. This assumes a
long, but not impossibly long, floruit for Epikrates, from 377 at least to 330.

Lines 6-13: Artemisiakon at Thalinos (7) in Nape. Since the lessee and regis-
trant are normally the same in renewals recorded from earlier stelai, I have restored
Thoutimides, without patronymic, as registrant in line 6, and assigned the letters to a
hitherto unknown place name, Thalinos. This same name can also be restored in No.
16 (=1.G., 11, 1582, lines 6 and 28) where a place name beginning with @ar— is
needed (rejecting the restoration of the Corpus, fdA[arrar]). The lessee and regis-
trant, Thoutimides son of Phanias of Sounion, was prytanis ca. 330 B.c. (I.G., 1T?
1752). The mine Phaneion at Anaphlystos (cf. No. 16 =1.G., 1%, 1582, line 130)
was conceivably named by his father. Properties owned by Epikrates of Pallene and
by Teleson of Sounion are named in the boundaries of another name at Nape (No. 1,
lines 69-70).

Lines 13-17: A mine Ph— — — — at Thorikos. The Dionysion to which a road
leads is perhaps the sanctuary of Dionysos associated with the theater at Thorikos,
the only known sanctuary of Dionysos in southern Attica (Solders, Die Ausser-
stadtischen Kulte, p. 41).

Lines 17-20: Heraikon at Thorikos. The name Heraikon (the alpha is clear on
the stone) is new. The road at the north probably led either to Thrasymos or
Laureion. For Eudraon, the registrant, see No. 5, line 52. Epikrates son of Isokrates
of Euonymon, restored as lessee, is known as lessee of a mine at Laureion or
Thrasymos in No. 16 (=I1.G., 1I?, 1582, lines 123-129). He is perhaps to be
identified with Epikrates of Euonymon (P.4., 4891), lampadophoros in the second
half of the fourth century.

Lines 20-25: Artemisiakon. See No. 13, line 64, for discussion of the mining
interests held by Pheidippos of Pithos and his family in Thorikos and Sounion. In
spite of the temptation to consider him registrant of the following mine, inasmuch
as he appears in the boundaries of it, there are fewer difficulties with the present
restoration. See No. 16 (=I.G., IT?, 1582, line 119) for avaocdéipor malaidv.

Lines 25-30: Artemisiakon. The restorations of the northern and southern

¢7 The case was brought to trial in the month before the delivery of Hypereides’ fourth
oration, which is assigned to the period between 330 and 326; cf. P. W. K., R.E., sub Hypereides.
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boundaries are made on the assumption that this mine is close to, perhaps adjacent to,
the Artemisiakon at Thorikos of No. 20, lines 4-9. See No. 5, line 21, for Phano-
stratos of Gargettos. The road (line 28) leads either to Thrasymos or Laureion.

Fragment b, lines 33-59, contains the records of six concessions.

Lines 38-42: Hermaikon in the property of the Philomelidai. See No. 16
(=1.G., IT?, 1582, lines 70 ff.) for the record of Poseidoniakon at Thorikos éu
Dhounhiddv. The lessee Hagnon son of Thrasippos is to be identified with P.A4., 164.
He and his brother Hagnotheos were contestants for an estate valued at two talents
ca. 374 (Isaeus, IV). A Hagnotheos appears as lessee in two other texts: No. 13,
line 63, and No. 32 (=1.G., 11%, 1587, line 4). The first is perhaps the brother of
Hagnon, the second less probably, since the text is to be dated in the late 'twenties
at the earliest. ’

Lines 43-47: A mine in the property of the Philomelidai. For [~ — a]p8aunrros
in line 45, see No. 36 (Peek, Keramerkos 111, 1941, p. 13, no. 9) where the letters
—APAAMHT- appear in a fragment almost certainly from a mining inscription. They
probably represent a hitherto unknown place name, related to pre-Greek names like
“Tunrrés, AvkaBnrrds, etc.

Lines 48-52: For the restorations see No. 9, lines 10-16, the record of the same
or of an adjacent mine.

Lines 53-58: Kydiades, father of the registrant (line 53) and perhaps worker
of an adjacent mine (line 56) is a new name in Attic prosopography ; Kydias, however,
is known.

21 (Plates 93-94). Two fragments of Hymettian marble from the same stele.
Fragment a is made up of two joining pieces, both found among the marbles from
section N, one on April 7, 1936, and the other on July 1, 1947; fragment b was found
in modern fill in section P on March 13, 1936. Both preserve part of a rough-picked
back surface.

Fragment a: height, 0.20 m.; width, 0.28 m. ; thickness, 0.10 m.
Inv. No. T 3983 + I 6030.

Fragment b: height, 0.085 m.; width, 0.132 m.; thickness, 0.10 m.
Inv. No. I 3806.

Height of letters 0.004 m.
The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern in which ten units measure

ca. 0.075 m. The intercolumniation, preserved only on b, is 0.012 m., 7. e., it is not part
of the checker pattern.
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[... év 7]ots édde[o]w [r]o[Ts] Em[clihov( ?)de yei: Boppa 7]
[xapddpla n eis "Avd[d | v[oTov d[épov]oa v[oréd: ... .5 . ... ]
[...% .. ]ns k[a]hodu[e:]mp[os nAlov a]wd[]E[..... Mo ]
[..... @]vn: "Exdav[ri]8ns Beoddpo[v] Aexeh[e: AA:. 5. . ]
[..... ©Jeokhéovs [...]7[. ,uera)\])\ov amey [ pdparo . ... ]
[... mal]awov a.va.o'[afcp,ov o) An[v] éxov Eddd [ rewov év 7]
[ofs eSa]dmaw 7ot [s "Avriofévovs( ?) |@u 'yec[ | : w[pos HAiov]
[avidv:] katvordd :[........ 1é[.]ea: 7rpog [1Afov Svop : ]
[kai Bop|pd: "Avrio [ Oévovs Kufinpp : édddy avm: .. .5 . ]
[....@Jeoxhéovs [..°... : AA: ... .. % L. ]
[.. .7. ...] :ameyp[dfato ... ... ..., A ]
lacuna

Frag.b
Col. I Col. II

G T o]
(-2 iow dwnldws [ Jel.] [y Exow ——— 2= - — -]
[-———— L — — — ="E])evoiv: vs:E[- == — — ép]
[-——==F"—————— Jeov: Nu yoor [fpioy — — =% — — — —7pods]
e S |s'Axap iNoly————- S
RPN JE[.]  powpldrovs(?) —— -]
R 0 pov [--—— - EE— ]

lacuna
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The inscribed surface, particularly on fragment a, is badly flaked and many of the
readings are doubtful.

Lines 11-17: The mine recorded in these lines was probably at Anaphlystos,
Besa, or Amphitrope, since the gully leading to Anaphlystos is named in its boundaries.
An Epizelos of Phrearroi owned edaphe and a workshop at Besa (No. 5, lines 75 and
79) and is tentatively restored as owner of edaphe here. Since the registrant and lessee
are the same, Ekphantides son of Theodoros(?) of Dekelea, and the record does not
seem to be that of an ergasimon mine registered from an earlier stele, the price is
probably twenty drachmai. A Theodoros son of Euphantides (sic) was priest of Zeus
Phratrios in the phratry of the Demotionidai in 396/5 (I.G., II*, 1237) and so a
demesman of Dekelea (see S.1.G.% no. 439, note 3). In our text the kappa is clear,
but it is not improbable that an upsilon was read or written for a kappa in one of the
texts and that the lessee of the mine is the son of the priest. See No. 9, line 7, for the
use of kalovpe(va) in line 16.

Lines 17-23: Eudoteion, at Amphitrope or Besa. The lease of Eudoteion at
Laureion is recorded in No. 16 (= I.G., IT%, 1582, lines 51-56), but the difference
in boundaries makes any connection between the two highly improbable. The Eudo-
teion named as boundary of a mine in the very fragmentary text, No. 7 (= 1.G., II?,
1583, line 21) conceivably could be the Eudoteion of this text. Either Bojonow or
*Apdurp : could be restored in lines 18-19. Antisthenes of Kytherros, restored in lines
20 and 22, owned property at Amphitrope. See No. 16 (Face B, Col. I11, lines 3-10).

Part of the fourth letter of the demotic of registrant and lessee is preserved in
line 18, and is either the top hasta of a sigma or the upper right hasta of an upsilon.
A relatively short demotic is needed.

22 (Plate 94). A fragment of Hymettian marble, with the inscribed face only pre-
served, found in late fill south of the Tholos, in section B, on April 19, 1934.

Height, 0.147 m.; width, 0.145 m.; thickness, 0.08 m.

Height of letters, 0.004 m.

Inv. No. I 631c.

The writing is stoichedon; ten horizontal units measure ca. 0.074 m., ten vertical
units ca. 0.071 m.

STOIX
[...... R ]0[~—————————————— ]
[..... 2o JOAX[-—— = ]
[.....B . ., Japou B[— ——————————— ]
[....0% ... JOEP AT [- - - — ]
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[....% . ... ]ptov vor[8fey — — — — — — — —— — — ]
[..5..om\]npw ok &xo[y - —————— ———— ]
[.......] Avo[t]orparo[—~———————— — — ]
[..° .. &]cvye[:] Bo[p]pabe[v — —— = —— - — ]
10 [..5%..]o. "Avadh: Hpydl[ero - — — — — — — — — ]
[... 5% JKAMOH[..JPH[..]1Q[- === = - - ]
[...% . .]robro 70 péral\[oy — — — — — — — — — ]
[. dmeypdyaro ‘Epuoaikov O [opikol — — — — — ]
[......am]é[:6N]édos kat [ ———————— ]
15 [........ ST JOHNI[- == === ——— ]
lacuna

The face is badly worn and many of the readings are doubtful.

23 (Plate 94). A small fragment of Hymettian marble found in a late Roman dis-
turbance of the classical floor of the Agora south of the Propylon of the Bouleuterion,
in section Z, in May of 1937. The inscribed face only is preserved.

Height, 0.06 m. ; width, 0.075 m.; thickness, 0.016 m.

Height of letters, 0.004 m.

Inv. No. I 4883.

The writing is stoichedon with the horizontal unit of ca. 0.0074 m. and a vertical
unit of ca. 0.0071 m.

3TOIX
[..... uo... AL [-———— -~ ]
[..5 . avg ] Teporhis [--——— ]
[...".... @]eodbrov Me[Ae: pérarhov dmeypdrparo — — — —]
[...5% . .. d]vaodét: O[——————— e ]
5 [...5%.. év 70]ls éddde[ow rols ———————— — — — — — — ]
[...%.. wpds HAJlov ar[iy 1 ———————————————— ]
[...... Yoo s [-m————— ]

The letters seem to be cut by the same stone mason who cut number No. 6.

24 (Plate 95). A fragment of white, probably Hymettian, marble with part of the
inscribed face, flat top, and smooth back preserved. It was found in a modern wall in
section 3 on March 3, 1937.
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Height 0.125 m. ; width, 0.13 m. (of inscribed face, 0.065 m.) ; thickness, 0.094 m.
Height of letters, lines 1-3, 0.006 m. ; lines 4-9, 0.004 m.
Inv. No. I 4580.

Both sets of letters are stoichedon, and both are set in square checker patterns;
the larger letters of lines 1-3, in a unit of 0.009 m., and the smaller letters of lines 4-9
in a unit of 0.0073-74 m.

STOIX. 117-130(?)

[ wéradha kal Snuimpara( ?)Ta émt — — — dpxovr]os mpabé[vra: mwnral, — — ~]
[ = Alewobérm[¢ ———— == ———— = — - —— — ]
[-——=——~=——Av]owdyxov [-——————— 0lg —————~——— éypappdrevey |
Col. IT 3TOIX. 39-47(?)
[....Jaxovém[il —~ - ———— =~ — év Tols éddpeow Tols — — — — — —~ ]

5 [...3djrre: &feyei: Boppa: ———————————— — =~ — —— = ]
[. voré]: 6 Népos [~ ————~———— wpos YAiov amdy: — — — — — — 1
[...5 .. ®(?)]ny: ép[yaomipiov Hhiov dvo: 7 660s N —— ——— — —— ~ ]
[...%...Jov ¢é[povoadry; - —————— == —— = ————— ]
[ N[ ]

lacuna

The first three lines, in the larger letters, including the heading and the names of
the poletai for the year and their secretary, undoubtedly carried the full width of the
stele. The next four lines, in the smaller letters, were from one of three or four
columns recording the transactions for the year.

No exact parallel for the heading has been found. The sale of confiscated prop-
erty, dnuiémpara, although not m=ntioned in the few lines preserved on this stele, is
recorded on the same stelai with the mining leases in Nos. 1, 7, 13, 14, 16, and perhaps
17. The word has been restored in No. 16 (= Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 398, line 11 and
commentary on p. 407). It has been suggested in the heading here because the text
and the position of lines 4-9 seem to demand a lacuna at the left too long for a shorter
heading such as .
péralla 7o €mi — — — — — apyxovros wpabdévra.

The exact length of lines 4-9 cannot be determined, but normal restorations give a
minimum of 39 (line 4) and a maximum of ca. 47 (lines 5-8) letters. Whether they
be assigned to the first or to a second column, a minimum of 40 of the smaller letters
should be restored to the left of the first letter preserved in line 4. Forty letters of

88 Tf these lines be assigned to the first column, and so to the beginning of the text, the name
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the smaller unit correspond to 32 or 33 of the larger unit of line one. The first
preserved letter of line 4 falls under the sigma of line 1. Thus at least 25 or 26 letters
must be restored before the word dpxovros of line 1. 1f nuidmpara be omitted, thirteen
or fourteen letters are left for the name of the archon, which is longer than that of
any archon of the years between 340 and 330, to which this stele is probably to be
assigned.®”® Therefore the longer heading is suggested and lines 4-9 are assigned to
the second column.

The normal number of poletai was ten, one from each tribe. Note however that
only eight were named on the stele of 367/6 (No. 1). If one restores three columns
of 47 letters each in the text, the inscribed surface of the stele would be ca. 1.058 m.
wide; if four columns of 39 letters each, ca. 1.176 m. wide. Under the first hypothesis
there would be space for ca. 117 letters in each of the first three lines, under the second
for ca. 130. This would give an average of 25 to 28 letters for the name of each
poletes including patronymic and demotic (probably abbreviated), assuming a full
membership of ten and the secretary.™

25 (Plate 95). A fragment of Pentelic marble, with inscriptions on both sides, found
in the walls of a late pit north and east of the Tholos in section Z on May 25, 1933.
The inscription on the back, a prytany dedication of the second half of the second
century after Christ, has already been published (Hesperia, XI, 1942, p. 63). The
stone is broken all around.

Height, 0.375 m.; width, 0.21 m.; thickness, at top, including the moulding on
the reverse, 0.095 m., of lower part, 0.085 m.

Height of letters, 0.004 m.
Inv. No. I 865.

The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern of which ten units
measure 0.076 m.

and number of the prytany should be restored in line 4. By choosing the shortest possibilities,
lines 4 and 5 could be restored to a 48-letter line, with forty letters to the left of the first preserved
letter:

[emtiris ... B .. mpdrys mpuravelas, pérailoy “Hplawdy ér[i]

[Sovviwe dvacdl: & rois éapeav Tois .. .5 .. S]yrris &[]

If these lines are from the second column the same minimum space at the left is required, for the 39
letters of column one and at least one unit between the columns.

8% Themistokles, archon of 347 /6, could technically be restored. The date seems too early.

70 In 62 names listed in Dow, Prytaneis, nos. 1, 3 and 9, the median for name and patronymic
is 18 letters.
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3TOIX. 47
[eeei i HEP 1 & ylet: Blolpp[....: o]
[t FAT JKOY[....2 .. ]K[....: Ml
[ S ]JTPO[..10ZI[...]10][..... o ]
[ A JKOZ[... 5 .M ...... SO ]

S [eeeeiiii.. PP INEN®[.. " .. .]JE[.....: AU ]
[cein... . Suylet: [..5 ... ]JOIN[..... S ]
[ceevennnn. e JOEN[..]:E3[......... Mo ]
P . A ALK Yo ]

[ e ] BEhev [...... B ]

10 [.......... e ] @p[...]AANQO[. ... .. B ]
[ooeen SN JOYAOM....JAA....... S ]
P A PP |4 P S ]
ST S JA:OIT ..ol e ]

[ 2., mwpds nhiov] Svoué[ : éply[aocr]iplwv ... .5 . ... 1

15 [-—=-=-—- v —————— Ims ®e.o..pov[... NI[...... Zo ]
[ceeenninld S ]O.0..I...EN[........ Yo ]
Lo | oy Exov e[ ..... 2. . ... ]

[&e yei :Bopp : 1) 6605 7 €k Oop koD Pépov|oa] ém [l Aavpewov( D) MAL]
[ov drid: 1 68ds 1 émi Opda |v[o]v dépova[a d]vy[: ... ... S ]

2 [......... . lo: [a]m[eypalalro m]é[rarrov ... 5 .. ]
[ceennnn B 1lo[... .. ] émi Oplacipwe ... .5 .. .]
[ceeeient. B ] &uyei: Bopp: Pau|. .. ... P ]
[-—==—- Vo1t —— — — — — 3 |ovnids é8dm mpo[s Hhiov dmid: . A ]
[cooiiiat, P |wv mpos Hhiov Sv[ope: .. ... P 1

25 [--—-——= oy —————— lea...7ov [KJoA[Avr: . ... .. Yo 1
[coven i a|meypdparo pléralov ... .5 . ... ]
[ooeentt. RPN mala[wv dvacd [wov év Tols édddeat]
[vrols ........ v Je: G yet[ : Bopp: ... ... oL, ]
[vo7d : xwpiov Snaiketdov( ?) 3 ]upvi: mp[os HNlov avid: . .. . ]

30 [....1 . ... mpos Yhiov Svoué:] ) 68o[s ) ... .. ... Y ]

lacuna

The stele must have been at least a meter wide at the time it was re-used for the
Roman prytany dedication (cf. Hesperia, X1, 1942, p. 63; ca. 0.75-0.80 m. for the 25
letters of the text and 0.10-0.15 for the margin on each side). At that time this face
was cut down and a projecting pediment left at the top, of which the left corner is
preserved. Assuming that the edges of the original stele were kept, the preserved
text of the mining inscription would be from the right-hand column, perhaps the
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third of a three-column stele. Three columns of 47 letters with two units for the
intercolumniations would give a width of ca. 1.09 m., not including the margins.

The surface is badly worn and is partially covered with cement. The letters are
difficult to decipher and many of the readings are doubtful.

Lines 17-19: The roads to Thorikos and Thrasymos named in the boundaries
suggest that the mine was in the northeastern part of the district, either Thorikos,
Thrasymos, or Laureion. At the end of line 17, one might restore éu ®houniidév or
by lengthening the abbreviations in the next line é[mi Aavpeiwr (or pacipwr) bu yeir:
Boppa 1 68os — — —]. The property of the Philomelidai was apparently near Thorikos
(No. 16 = I.G., II*, 1582, lines 70 ff. and No. 20, lines 40 and 44). A Hermaikon
at Laureion with a road from Thorikos to Laureion at the east, and one from Laureion
to Thrasymos at the west, is recorded in No. 16 (=I1.G., IT?, 1582, lines 63-69).
Possibly the same mine is recorded in these lines, but the present text is so fragmen-
tary, and the readings are so doubtful, that an identification can neither be supported
nor refuted.

Line 25: The traces of letters preserved would support a reading eay[v]nrov or
eap[a]vrov for the end of the patronymic of the lessee.

Line 29: For Stesileides of Siphnos, see No. 20, lines 4-5.

26 (Plate 96). An inscribed fragment of Hymettian marble, broken on all sides,
found among the marbles in section K in 1934.

Height, 0.105 m.; width, 0.198 m.; thickness, 0.083 m.

Height of letters, 0.004 m.

Inv. No. T 2000.

The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern of which ten units

measure ca. 0.074 m.

3TOIX. 39
...................... ]: Aéri] pos Aromeiflo]
vs Edw: dreypdfrato ué]ralov émt [... .5 ... omi\]
nv &xov dvaadéyov] *Adpodio[a]k|ov b yei: Bopp:]
...... 2o ) sv[o]rdl s JJOIALL L o ]
Mov anélv: Alw]rino[v] é[ pyalor[1piov Hhiov Svo: "A]
vripay]os *ANom[ex]q: dvy: A[]r[pos Aomeifovs E]
dw: AA ] Detdwv Alv]o[io]v Alfw[ve:] uéralov ameypd]
garo ... 0. ... é&v] tols éd[ddeov tols ... . .. ]
........ duyet]: Bopp:modfosy ... M ]
....... B JANLO ]
S P wlérak[hov .. ... .. U ]

wun

—t
[ Bt W s W e T e I s B o W e B e W e W |

lacuna
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The surface is badly preserved and many of the readings are uncertain. The
text contains the records of two leases.

Lines 1-7: An Aphrodisiakon, perhaps at Laureion or Thrasymos. Diotimos
son of Diopeithes of Euonymon (P.4., 4384), restored as registrant and lessee, served
as general and trierarch in the third quarter of the fourth century. He is named as
owner of a workshop and garden at Laureion in No. 16 (= I1.G., II*, 1582, lines
65-66), where the demotic but not the patronymic is given. His father Diopeithes
(P.4., 4318), trierarch ca. 370 (I.G., IT% 1609, line 78), also had interests in the
mines; he owned a workshop and other unspecified property at Laureion and probably
at Thrasymos in 367/6 (No. 1, lines 53-54 and 78). Antimachos of Alopeke, restored
as the owner of property at the west is named as lessee of an Aphrodisiakon in No. &,
line 8. It is probably not the same concession as the one in this text, but the two may
well be close together.

Lines 7-11: The registrant, Pheidon son of Lysias of Aixone, is almost certainly
to be identified with the Pheidon of Aixone who had a mortgage of one talent on a
workshop and slaves in I.G., 11%, 2747. The mortgage stone was found near ancient
workings in the plain of Thorikos, north of the church of St. George, northwest of
the modern town of Thorikos (Cordella, op. cit., p. 36; cf. map in Ardaillon). Our
text is too fragmentary to make it possible to associate the workshop and the mine
leased by Pheidon. The name Lysias is attested for the deme Aixone (I.G., 1%, 5446).

27 (Plate 95). An inscribed fragment of Hymettian marble found in a late Roman
context in the pillaged wall trench for the retaining wall of the Middle Stoa, section @,
on June 18, 1947. The inscribed face only is preserved. Traces of red paint still
remain in the letters of the first line.

Height, 0.039 m.; width, 0.042 m.; thickness, 0.02 m.
Height of letters, 0.004 m.
Inv. No. I 6016.

The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern of which one unit is ca.

0.0074 m.

3TOIX
[-——————— JHFAA ([-————————— ]
[-————=- dmeyp |daro pléralhoy — — — — — — ]
[--—————— émi Bpao | tpwr [~——————— ]

lacuna

28 (Plate 95). A fragment of white, probably Hymettian, marble found built into a
Roman wall in section = on June 11, 1937. The inscribed face, original left edge, and
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a smooth back are preserved. The lower part of the face is uninscribed but none of
the original bottom is preserved.

Height, 0.195 m.; width, 0.19 m.; thickness, 0.07-0.073 m.

Height of letters, 0.004 m.

Inv. No. I 4967.

The writing is stoichedon with a square checker pattern of which ten units

measure ca. 0.072-0.73 m. STOIX.

[.. Em]apeivov[os] o[ ——— ===~ = — = — = — — —— 7 680s 1]

[els] Bopikov Ppépovo|a voréfey — — — — = = — = — — —— ——— — ]

[...] @opikiov mpos %[ Mov dridvros — — — — = — = —— = — — — — — ]

[.. ¥]8aros éfaywy [-———— -~ — ]

5 [.] 7ob Aloxvhridov Oo[pluki[ov — — — = — = = = — e — Ko

[¢]voropia W épydlerar [-————~———~————— —— — — "Ear |

apetvovos Bopikiov Sv[opéyoy — — — — — — — — — — — ]

s lepyaonfev dmeyp[daparo uéralhov — — — é&v Tols édddeowv Tois ma ]

v rdv [A]i[o]ripov Op[aciov & yeirwy Boppaley 7 680s 7 — — hé]

10 povoa v[o]r80er ka|[w]o[Topio — ~ - — — - —— — — — — — — — — Bfw]

wriov kal Ta. é8ddm [7]dv [maidwy &V Aworipov — — — — —— 7 6005 7 ér]

{ Aavpelwo]y pépo[vola [avyms ——~——————~————————— ]
vacat

This is probably from a single-columned stele, as is suggested by the uninscribed
surface at the bottom of a left-hand column, by the relative thinness, and by the
requirements for a long line.

Lines 1-6: These lines seem to contain the record of only one lease. The mine
was perhaps in Thorikos, as is suggested by the mention in line 1 of Epameinon, a
property owner in Thorikos (cf. No. 32 =1.G., IT%, 1587, line 18), and of a road to
Thorikos (line 2). Line 4: In U8aros éfaywys the left hasta and cross-bar of the eta
seem clear. The words éaywyds and éfaywyis are both used with the meaning drain,
but éaywyr has hitherto only been known with the meanings “ leading out, exporta-
tion, deportation, or eviction.” However I do not hesitate to translate it here as drain
or waterpipe, especially as there were so many of these in the mining district in
connection with the washing establishments.

Line 5: Aischylides of Thorikos probably was the father of a person named
somewhere in the boundaries.

Line 6: There is a vacant space between the omicron and mu of kaworouia. The
surface of the stone is slightly rough and may represent either an original blemish or
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an erasure. The new cutting is probably named as a boundary rather than as a
separate lease. See No. 32 (=I.G., IT%, 1587, line 5-6), No. 35, line 3, and No. 38
(= 1.G., IT% 1586, lines 1 and 8).

Lines 7-12: The mine recorded in these lines may have been at Laureion. Note
the road to Laureion in line 12, and the possible restoration of Exopios (lines 10-11),
who is named as property owner at Laureion in No. 1, lines 44, 61-62.

29 (Plate 96). Two inscribed fragments of Pentelic marble, probably from the same
stele, found in a disturbed context southeast of the Tholos, in section Z, on June 9,
1937. Fragment a, composed of two joining pieces, preserves the original right edge
and bottom. Fragment b is broken all around.

Fragment a: height, 0.097 m.; width, 0.105 m.; thickness, 0.037 m.
Fragment b: height, 0.055 m.; width, 0.08 m.; thickness, 0.013 m.

Height of letters, 0.003 m.
Inv. No. I 49444 and 4944b.

The writing is not strictly stoichedon on fragment a, although it was obviously
intended to be so; lines 1-3 are stoichedon in relation to each other, as are lines 7 and 8.
The last letter unit of lines 4-8 is left vacant. This suggests that the text was blocked
out with lines of equal length and that the stonecutter crowded an extra letter into the
left half of a line by mistake and thus had the extra unit at the end. The stoichedon
pattern has a horizontal unit of 0.006 m., a vertical unit of 0.006-0.007 m.

Frag. a 3TOIX. 39°?
Lo JEI[...]
[ceee S péral Jov dme

[ypdiparo makawdv dvacdéipor Popukol | *A[pr]epio
[akov év Tols éddde: Tols Avaibeibov m]aidwy Kik

[vv: & yel: Boppa : 7 6605 7 éx Popuko | émi Aatper

[ov dépovaa vordf: 7 680s 7 ék Bopiko|d Biioa[{]e dép
[ovoa mpos nAiov dvidy : Ta édddm T7év] Avaibetdov

[ 7

[

maibwy Kucvv: g\iov Svo: ... .. .. 3 ]vBpibov xwp
ovory: ——————————— ] vacat
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Frag. b

10 [..... ] @opiit: [-———— - m ]
[ ma] oy dva[odfipor — - ————————— — ——— ]
[ ] “Bppatkdy [———— = e e e e ]
[ t]ols Ppe[————————— ]

lacuna

Lines 2-8: Artemisiakon at Thorikos(?). For the restorations see above, No. 6,
lines 8-12, and No. 20, lines 4-9, both records of an Artemisiakon at Thorikos in the
property of Lysitheides. See also pp. 195-196, for discussion of identity of mines
recorded in separate texts. The mention of the children of Lysitheides as owners of
property shows that he himself had died before the time of this inscription. His death
was probably not much later than the mid ’thirties (discussed above under No. 6),
which thus would give a terminus post quem for the present text.

30 (Plate 96). An inscribed fragment of Hymettian(?) marble, broken all around,
found in a late Roman context east of the Tholos, in section Z, on May 5, 1937.
Height, 0.043 m.; width, 0.096 m.; thickness, 0.012 m.
Height of letters, 0.003 m.
Inv. No. I 4783.

The writing is stoichedon in a pattern of which the horizontal unit measures
0.006 m., the vertical 0.007 m.

vacat
[...... 2. ‘Ald[e]dvas|[— ~——————— ]
[..... o, ] ~ois buyet|[—————————— ]
[..."....] Boppd Avbpox\é[ovs — — — — — — — — ]
[..%..] \e dvopévov 76 po[— - ————————— ]
[...6...] 75]6869 ——————————————— 'I
lacuna

In letter forms and spacing this stone is very like the preceding text, No. 29.
The marble, however, is distinctly grey in color, whereas that of No. 29 is the typical
cream-colored Pentelic. Note also that the colon is omitted after an abbreviation in
line 3, whereas it is found in line 9 of No. 29.

The text may be from a record of sale of property rather than from a mining
lease.
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31 (Plate 96). An inscribed fragment of Pentelic marble, broken on all sides, found
in section Z in the Great Drain on April 11, 1933.

Height, 0.162 m.; width, 0.103 m.; thickness, 0.049 m.

Height of letters, 0.006 m.

Inv. No. I 6&0.

The writing is stoichedon. The horizontal unit measures.0.014 m., the vertical
0.013 m.

3TOIX

[Looeennt. Yo lo[--—--—==—=-====—~ ]
[....%°.... émi Bpaodpo[t —————————————— ]
[...... B am]eypd[ato—————————————— ]
[..... uoL.. & 70]1s édd[dpeow Tols — ——————— — — ]

5 [..... oL avalodéo[y ————-————— — — - — — ]
[. & yet: mpos WAL alwd: Méo[xov(P) ————————— ]
[.....%. ... mpo]s AL Sv[os ————————————— ]
[......] M Jovwor[6: ————————————— — ]
[......: S v Bop: A[-—-——————————— —~ ]

10 [....... o Lom: Bpl-—----—-——————— ]
[.....2. ... Ka]Mwrp[aro(?) ~——————————— ]
[...... .. ] AvokAe[—-——————————————— ]

lacuna

The letters are carelessly cut. The vertical hasta of the epsilon projects below
the bottom cross-bar, and similarly the vertical hasta of the gamma extends slightly
above the cross-bar. Parallels for the forms of the letters can be found in inscriptions
dating from about 320 B.c. (cf. Kirchner, Imagines, no. 65, 321/0-319/8).

32. 1.G.,IT%, 1587 and 1588, two fragments of white marble probably from the same
stele. The first is in the British Museum, taken to England by Lord Elgin, and the
second is in the Berlin Museum and said to be from the northern part of Athens.
Both preserve an original left edge and are apparently otherwise broken all around.
The writing is not stoichedon. The measurements as published show that the spacing
of letters and lines corresponds closely.™ The form of the records is identical in

n[.G., 112, 1587, according to the data in Inscriptions in the British Museum, 1, no. 36, is 11
inches high and 11 inches wide. There are 22 lines preserved; with a height of ca. 0.276 m. (11
inches), the line unit would be about 0.0125 m. The greatest number of letters preserved in any line
is 33; with a width of 0.276 m., ten letters would occupy about 0.083 m. In I.G., I1% 1588, 18 lines
are preserved to a height of 0.22m,, i. e, ca. 0.0122 m. per line unit, and 27 letters in a width of
0.22m., i.e., ca. 0.081 m. for ten letters.
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both; the record of each lease begins at the left edge of the column, and the colon is
used for punctuation, not only, as in the other stones of this series, to mark abbrevia-
tions or set off numbers.

A line 65 to 75 letters long seems to be required by the text and so it is probable
that the stele had only one column. I.G., IT*, 1588 should probably be placed below
1587. Three of the four mines recorded on it are anasaxima, and therefore it should
be below the heading dvacdfwa in line 13 of 1587, Together the two stones contain
the records of seven anasaxima mines, one new cutting xaworouta, and two or three
(lines 1-4 and 9-11 of 1587) which are either new cuttings or in working order.

The internal evidence dates the text in the last quarter of the fourth century.

Telesikles son of Kallias of Araphen (I.G., IT*, 1587, line 8) is probably brother
of the Kallisthenes son of Kallias of Araphen listed with other members of his tribe
who appear elsewhere in the 'fifties and 'forties (/.G., I1?, 2388). The Kallisthenes
of Araphen, son of Phanomachos, prytanis in the year of Euboulos III, 256/5 (I.G.,
IT%, 678), is probably the grand-nephew of Telesikles the operator of the mine. The
floruit of Telesikles would thus be in the ’twenties. (The stemma, sub Kallisthenes I,
P.A4., 8097, should be adjusted to correspond with the present dating of Euboulos I1I.
Cf. Pritchett and Meritt, Chronology of Hellenistic Athens, pp. xxi and 26).

Kallimedon son of Kallikrates of Kollytos (/.G., II?, 1587, line 12) is to be
identified with Kallimedon the Crab (P.4., 8032), prominent member of the pro-
Macedonian party and friend of Phokion in the 'twenties. During the short-lived
democratic régime of 318 he was condemned to death in absentia (Plutarch, Phocion,
35; cf. Ferguson, Hellenistic Athens, pp. 31-34). There is no record of his return to
Athens later, but he may well have returned when Demetrios of Phaleron was
established in the next year.

Epikydes son of Philokydes of Acharnai, lessee of two mines (/.G., IT*, 1588, lines
3,4, 8) appears on a recently discovered stele (now in the Liopesi museum) which is
dated by the letter forms in the second half of the fourth century. His father Philo-
kydes was prytanis in 360/59 (I.G., II%, 1745).

Kephisodoros of Athmonon, father of the lessee Euphemides (I.G., IT* 1587,
lines 17, 20) appears as lessee of a mine in No. 9, line 9, a text probably dating from
the ’forties.

In I.G., IT* 1588, lines 13 and 17, one might restore Edun\idns Av [ kivov ZvBpibns]
as registrant and lessee, known from a fourth century grave stele from the Kera-
meikos, 1.G., I1*, 7476.

The only property owner named in the text who can be identified with any
probability is the owner of the edaphe in 1587, line 18, where 1 suggest reading
‘Emapeivovos ®[opikiov] and identifying him with the Epameinon of Thorikos who
appears, probably as property owner in Thorikos, in No. 28, lines 1, 6-7.

A prytany date is named in line 10 of 1587, éni r7s "EpexfOnidos devrépas mpu
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tav[etas]. Erechtheis is known to have held the second prytany in 320/19 (1.G., 1T%
380; cf. Pritchett and Neugebauer, Calenders of Athens, p. 61). A date for the stele
in that year would fit the prosopographical evidence very well. An inspection of the
stones and the letter forms would be necessary, before one could suggest as early a
date as that with any assurance.

A few variants from the restorations as published in the Corpus follow :
I1.G., 1T%, 1587

Lines 7 and 11: The workshop of line 7 should not be identified with the mine
called the Diphileion in line 11. See No. 18, and commentary on line 18 for the
Diphileion.

Line 17 can be restored with a line of 71 letters:

["Apr]emaioxov: @opikoi Edgdnuidns Kn[diooddpov ’Abuo: dmeypdiparo péralov

dvaodfuyov].
Line 18: [év ois] ébddeot Tois "Emaueivovos @ [opik: ————].
Line 21 should probably read [~ —— 1 68]0s 7 a[#d] Aavpe[iov — — —]. The eta

and alpha were read from a squeeze of this stone.

I.G., IT?, 1588:
Line 4: ‘Epuaikov: "Emuidns ®[iN]oxbdov[s ‘Axapve: dmeypdparo pérallov
molawov avaodfi].
Line 13: [B]do<n>or Aev[«]immeior BEdun\[{]8n[s Avkivov SvBpid: dmeypdfaro
péralhov makaiov .

A Leukippeion at Besa is recorded in No. 1, line 82.
33 (Plate 97). An inscribed fragment of Hymettian marble, broken on all sides,

found in the foundations of a late Roman house to the east of the Tholos, in section
Z, on May 10, 1937.

Height 0.04 m.; width, 0.105 m.; thickness, 0.075 m.
Height of letters, 0.006 m.
Inv. No. I 4835.

The writing is not stoichedon.

R Jvos xapiov — ===~ -~~~ ]
[-———— kawo | Touta W [ weypdpaTo — —— — — ]
- d]meypiar[o —— - -~ - ]
[-———-————— JOYZANE[~ - ——— ===~ ]

lacuna
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The new cutting, [kawo]routa, of line 2, since it is in the nominative case, is
apparently the boundary of a mine.

34 (Plate 97). I.G., IT*, 1589 and Agora Inv. No. I 1723. I.G., IT*, 1589, is from
the upper left corner of a stele of Hymettian marble with part of the left edge, a
pedimented top, and a rough picked back preserved, found near the Tower of the
Winds (now in the Epigraphical Museum, E.M. 7959).” The fragment from the
Agora assigned to this same stele was found in a late context in the region of the
Bouleuterion Plateia, section B, on March 30, 1934. It is broken on all sides.

Height, 0.10 m.; width, 0.07 m.; thickness, 0.023 m.
Inv. No. I 1723.
Height of letters, both pieces, 0.005 m.

The writing is stoichedon, except for some irregularity in lines 1 and 2, set in a
checker pattern of which the horizontal unit is 0.009 m., the vertical 0.010-0.011 m.

307/6 B.c. STOIX. 34(?)
Tlwhnrat of émt "Avaéukp [ drovs dpxovros °°°7]
wérarla 7d8e dmédovro [ émiths ... 0. ... ]

[s] mpdyrns mpvraveias [° “ExaropBadros Sev]

[ép e ioTapévov w[alawdr dracdéuyuor *Apr]

5 [emt]owaxdv é[...........° M ]
lacuna
10 [..... T e é[mirhs....50 ... Tpits|
[mpvraveia]s Tvave [Yndros Sevrépar iorau]
[évov épydlowa " ®[........ e dar |
[eypdrato p]érallo[v éx ThHs orhiAns s émt N | 314/3
[exodjuov(?) Aldxeov [......... B ]
15 [... orAy]v éxov Aqu[nrpraxdv ... .5 .. .. €]
[v Tots éddcp|eaw Tols [......... S ]
[...... 2o v @op[........1 R ]
[ 1Pt o ]
lacuna

Similarity of marble, letter forms, spacing, and length of line, makes it almost
certain that these two pieces are from the same stele. About half the width of the
original stele is preserved on the larger piece, as is shown by the carelessly incised

"2 Height, 0.24 m; width, 0.22 m. ; thickness, at top 0.067 m.; at bottom, 0.05 m.
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star in the pediment (see Plate 97) which must have been placed in the approximate
center. The letters in the left half of lines 1 and 2 are set more closely together than
those of the lower lines, with 19 letters in the space of 17. This spacing suggests the
two vacant units restored in line 2. By actual count however the number of letters in
the line is the same (34) as that suggested for the lower lines.

The new fragment can be restored to fit the most recent reconstruction of the
calendar equations for the year 307/6." According to that reconstruction the second
day of Pyanopsion was the thirtieth day of the third prytany, and the tribal name
available for the third prytany is either Akamantis, or Aiantis, or Leontis. The
present text suggests that it was held by Aiantis or Leontis, one of which is to be
restored in line 10. The first prytany is known to have been held either by Erechtheis
or Kekropis.

Lines 10-12 contain a heading for renewals of leases of ergasima mines. The
space available for the name of an archon in lines 13-14 suggests that the record is a
normal renewal of a long term lease.™ Nikodemos, archon in 314/3, has been tenta-
tively restored, since other evidence suggested a seven year period (see above, pp.
200-201). In this text, however, Demogenes, archon for 317/6 (with genitive ending
in ov) would fit equally well, and the interval could thus be ten years.

[Aldxewov in line 14 is not otherwise known as the name of a mine. The form
derives from the proper name Adyns and is similar to attested names like Phaneion,
Diphileion, and Pyrrhieion. It is probably used here as an alternate name or epithet
of the Demetriakon of the line below.™

35 (Plate 97). An inscribed fragment of Pentelic marble, broken all around, found
among the stones from section B in November of 1934.

Height, 0.12 m.; width, 0.15 m.; thickness, 0.052 m.
Height of letters, 0.004-0.005 m.
Inv. No. I 2015.

78 Pritchett and Meritt, Chronology of Hellenistic Athens (1940), p. 21. Note, however, the
reservations expressed on the calendar equations of this year by Pritchett and Neugebauer, Calendars
of Athens (1947), p. 69. :

" No previous registrant is named and the name of the archon of 310/9, Hieromnemon, who
should be named in a normal renewal of a short term three year lease, is too long. On the length
of leases, see above, pp. 199-202.

™ Only one letter space is available before the preserved letters, since the shortest archon’s name
in the period between 317/6 and 310/09 is of nine letters. Therefore a restoration Syudyeiov which
is the only word found in these inscriptions with the ending —dyewov is impossible. Furthermore,
the Semacheion of No. 16 (=1[. G, II?, 1582, line 54), named as part of the southern boundary of
a mine at Laureion, is probably a sanctuary rather than the name of a mine (Solders, Die
Ausserstidtischen Kulte, p. 41).
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The text is not stoichedon; five letters occupy a space of 0.04-0.046 m.; five lines
occupy a space of ca. 0.055 m.

(R o] ]
[-———————~ Jos o0 KaA\[-———————— ]
[-—————— v]oré kaworop[le — — — — — — — ]
[-——————— ]oxeidov Sovwi [~ — — — — — — — ]
5 [--=-=-=-- la émt Bpacipwt [—— —~——— ]
[-—————— ] @wpds HAiov Svop [~ — — — — — ~ — ]
R ]
R JPlom - m e ]
[-mmmmm e . ]

The inscribed face is very badly worn and the lower part completely illegible.

Line 4: The names Hierokleides and Aristokleides are both attested for Sounion
in the fourth century: Hierokleides on his own and his daughter’s grave stelai (I.G.,
IT?, 7437 and 7412), Aristokleides as secretary of a board of officials ca. 325 (Hes-
peria, XV, 1946, p. 178). Either could be restored here.

36. Kerameikos, Ergebunisse der Ausgrabungen, 111 (Peek, Inschriften, Ostraka,
Fluchttafeln), p. 13, no. 9 (Taf. 6, 2). This fragment of Pentelic marble with care-
lessly written stoichedon letters, 0.005 m. high, is very probably from a mining
inscription. The original right edge is preserved.

STOIX.
[ - k| \js "Apde
[tpomr: — — = - — = = — — — — Japdaunr
[16s ————avy: ————]HAA:: ETT
-F———————————— ] xtov Zo
[ — == — — — — — ]

Lines 2-3: cf. No. 20, line 45, where — — pSaunrrds is apparently a place name
near Thorikos.

37 (Plate 97). An inscribed fragment of Hymettian marble found in section Z, on
May 19, 1937, in a late Roman context southeast of the Propylon of the Bouleuterion.
The original top is preserved; the stone is broken at the sides and back.

Height, 0.09 m. ; width, 0.083 m. ; thickness, 0.026 m.

Height of letters, in line 1, 0.013 m., in lines 2-5, 0.004-5 m.

Inv. No. I 4874.

The text is non-stoichedon. The lines are spaced in a vertical unit of ca. 0.01 m.
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[TAA® EITPAGH MET]AAAA[?]

Tl THS ... L. mpérys wpvravetas Amol\ | wviakov év Op [ acdpwi(?
P P paoip
[-———— e eio | vevie péral [ Nov éx]
[t7s omiAns s ém — — — =2 — — — dpyovros épydapo]|v "Amolwvt[akdv év]
[rols éddpeciv Tols — — = — — — — = — — — — oAy éxov]| @i yet mp[os Mhiov]
lacuna

The carelessly cut letters suggest that this is the latest text in the series. Parallels
for them can be found on inscriptions dating from the end of the fourth and early
third centuries.” This text is probably from the same period.

The fragment is probably from a single-column stele (cf. Nos. 32 and 34) which
seems to be the type of these later records. Normal restorations in lines 3 and 4
suggest 51 to 57 letters to the line. Approximately the same number of letters can
be restored in line 2. On this basis nine to twelve of the larger letters of line 1 are
to be restored to the left of péraiia.

A vparallel for the heading in line 1 is found in another poletai record of the late
fourth century, 1.G., IT%, 1581, which reads 7dd’ émpdfn édddn.

The restoration év ®placdpwe] in line 2 is questioned since in all other texts
mines at Thrasymos are registered émt ®@paciuwr.

38. I.G., II?, 1586, “ ex schedis Fourmonti.” The text of this stone, seen and read
only by Fourmont, is very uncertain. If xaworopia be correctly restored in lines 1
and 8, the stele should be dated close to the end of the period. The text as published
in 1.G., IT?, should be compared with that in Boeckh’s Corpus, No. 163; in the later
publication many of the readings and spacings have been shifted to fit possible
restorations.

The only registrant or lessee whose name is preserved on the stone, partly in
restorations, Herakleides son of Sosistratides of Acharnai (line 15) is unknown. In
line 7 one might read the name of the mine as N[v]udak[dv]; see No. 5, lines 53-54.

6 Cf. Kirchner, Imagines, nos. 69 and 72 of 303/2 and 299/8; also I.G., 112, 378 of 294/3
(Photograph in Hesperia, VII, 1938, p. 98) and Hesperia, X, 1941, no. 20, ca. 300 B.c. For other
references to carelessly cut letters on some of the inscriptions of the end of the fourth century, see
Hesperia, VIII, 1939, p. 39.

™ In the publication in the Editio Minor, two lines of erasure are indicated above the first line.
An examination of the stone in the Epigraphical Museum at Athens (E.M. 7958) shows this to be
incorrect. The surface is broken away; a projecting moulding probably has been chipped off, as
suggested in the original publication (CAéiaov, VIII, 1879, p. 273).
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CHART

The chart gives the place, name, price, relationship of registrant and lessee, and classification
for every lease in which any one of these items is preserved. Column II contains any information
available about the stele, opisthographic or non-opisthographic, number of columns and the approxi-
mate number of leases in the text as preserved. In Column III the numbers at the left are those
assigned for convenience to the leases on the particular stone; where no data are preserved about
a lease, it is omitted in the record. Wherever an additional cutting is included in the lease (xararops,
émiararops), ovyrops), the words “ and cutting ” are added after the name of the mine in Column IV.
A square bracket at the left or right of the price indicates that the text is incomplete on that side
and that one or more numbers could be restored. Column VI notes the presence or absence of a
registrant and the relationship of registrant to lessee where both are preserved. R = L means that
registrant and lessee are the same; R # L, that registrant and lessee are different. R alone means
that the name of the registrant or the verb (dmeypdyaro) is present but that the text is too frag-
mentary to show whether he is the same as the lessee. The classification of the mine is shown in
the last column. Those “ from the stele” of No. 1 are the same as the ergasima of the later texts
(see above p. 196). The words “ not ergas” indicate that enough text is preserved to preclude
a restoration of the phrase é& ris orjAys tijs &ri — — which normally accompanies an ergasimon lease.
A question mark at the left of anasaximon shows that the text is too incomplete to support or
refute a restoration of palaion before it. Brackets indicate restorations.

I 11 111 v v VI VII
Text No. Prace NaME Price CLASSIFICATION
1 non opisth. 1 Nape Dexiakon 20 NoR Onmitted
stele 2 Laureion Diakon 20 named “
367/6 single 3 Sounion No name 20 on this
column 4 Nape Poseidoniak. 1550 stele “ from the stele ”
Complete 5 Omitted Hagnosiak. 1550 oo
17 leases 6 Artemisiak. 150 oo
7 Laureion No name; and 20 Omitted
cutting
& Nape Demetriak. 20 “
9 Maroneia Hermaikon 20 “
10 Laureion Theognideion 50 “ from the stele ”
11 Sounion- Pyrrhieion 20 Omitted
Nape
12 Thorikos Archeget. 20 .
13 Nape No name 20 “
14 Besa Archeget.; and 20 “
cutting
15 Sounion- Kerameik. 20 “
Thrasymos
16 Sounion- No name 20 “
Nape
17 Sounion- Leukippeion 150 “{rom the stele’
Besa
2 non opisth. ] - -~ — mpiak. -———

stele 2 Thorikos ——aikon --—- R



I 11

TexT No.

single
column
8 leases ?

non opisth.
5leases ?

opisth.
stele
single
column
Face A,
8 leases

Face B,
6 leases

non opisth.

stele at least

3 columns
a. Col. I

3 leases

Col. 11

3 leases

b.% Col. 1

c.\ 3 leases

Col. 11
4 leases

d. Col. 1
2 leases
Col. 11
3 leases

e. 2 leases

I11
PLACE

3 Aulon

4 Thrasymos

5 Bambideion
hill

6 Maroneia

1 (Sounion ?)
2 Sounion

2 Bambideion
hill

v
NAME

——ikon
Apolloniakon

Poseidoniakon

——1ion

Kerameikon
Artemisiak.
{Pyrrhieion

Ano Nymphaik.

Poseidoniak.
K--—

Theo — -
Heroikon?

K-—
Aphrodisiak.

Nymphaikon

Apolloniak.
Athenaikon

Athenaikon

THE LEASES OF THE LAUREION MINES

v VI

[No R]

-—- R
——- R

1210 [R]
100[ No R
[No R]

1500[

[No R]
R

100[ [R #]L
--- R

[No R]
R#L
No R

--—— R

R#L

287

VII
CLASSIFICATION

? ANAS.

? ANAS.

[ANAS.]
? ANAS.
? ANAS.

[PAL.JANAS.
(not ergas.)
(not ergas.)
[omitted]
ANAS.
ANAS.

ANAS.
ANAS.
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I II

TexT No.

6

10

11
12
13

f. Col. 17
Col.II27?

a. 4 leases

non opisth. ?
at least

2 columns

5 leases

3 leases

non opisth. ?
4 leases

non opisth. ?
3 leases

2 leases
a. 1 lease

opisth.
several
columns

a. Face A,
6 leases
Face B
ca. 4 leases

b. Face A
2 leases
Face B
2 leases

c. 2 leases

d. 2 leases
e. 2 leases
f. 3 leases

g. 2 leases

h. 2 leases
i. scrap

MARGARET CROSBY

2 Thorikos

3 Thorikos

2 Thrasymos

2 Sounion

18%
NAME

—niak.; and
cutting

Artemisiak.

——and cutting

Aphrodisiak.
Dionysiak.

- siak.

Hermaikon

Ktesiakon
Apolloniak.

~aiikon

—akon

Artemisiak.

VI

el

VII

CLASSIFICATION

[ANAS.]

? ANAS.
[PAL. ANAS.]
ANAS.

[ANAS.]
[PAL. ANAS.]

PAL. ANAS.
[PAL.] ANAS.
[PAL.] ANAS.

[PAL. ANAS.]
PAL. [ANAS.]

PAL. ANAS.
? ANAS.

ERGAS.
ERGAS.
? ANAS.

[ERGAS.]

(not ergas.)
[PAL.] ANAS.

[ANAS.]
[PAL. ANAS.]

(not ergas.)
? ANAS.

Omitted
PAL. [ANAS.]

(not ergas.)
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TexT No.

14

15

16

j. non mining
k. 1 lease

Lm.n.o.p.qr.
scraps

s. 1 lease
opisth.
several col.

Face A
7 leases

Face B
non mining

opisth.
a. Face A
7 leases

Face B
5 leases

c. 2 leases

e. 2 leases

opisth.
4 columns
each face.

A. Col. 1

ca. 14 leases
onb
3 leases on ¢

Col. II
ca. 16 leases

111

PLace

1 [Thrasymos]

4 Besa

5 (Sounion 7)
6 Besa

7 4«

4 Sounion
10 (Sounion?)

12 —————-
13 Thrasymos
14 “

v
NAME

Artemisiak.

Nymphaikon
Heroikon

Athenaikon

Demetriak.

——and cutting
Dionysiak.
Ploutoniak.?
Hermaikon

THE LEASES OF THE LAUREION MINES

VI

[ NoR
No R

10] R+ 7upqf

R 4 rywj
R

[No R]
No R
No R

[R +] 7
R{+ myuaf]

R+ 7ywi]

R

NoR]
No R]
No R]

—_——

289

VII
CLASSIFICATION

? ANAS.

(not ergas.?)
[PAL. ANAS.]
ANAS.

[PAL.] ANAS.
(not ergas.)

(not ergas.)

ANAS.
(not ergas.)

[PAL. ANAS.]
PAL. ANAS.

? ANAS.

PAL. ANAS.

PAL. ANAS.
ANAS. [PAL.]

PAL. [ANAS.]
? ANAS.
(not ergas.)

[PAL. ANAS.]
» ANAS.
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II

TexT No.

18

B.

Col. III
10 leases

Col. IV
9 leases

Col. 1
ca. 8 leases

Col. I1
Illegible

Col. 111

2 leases
then non
mining

Non opisth.
At least two
columns
Col. I

11 leases

WOONOuUtH Wi —

RONONLT W

O OONONUT A LN —

10
11

MARGARET CROSBY

Sounion
Thorikos
Laureion
Bambideion
hill
Laureion
Thorikos

TLaureion

Amphitrope
[Amphitrope]
Anaphlystos

€<

(14

(omitted)
Anaphlystos
Thorikos

Thrasymos

€

Besa
Besa-Pangaion
(Besa?)

Besa

<

13

[Besa]
[Besa]

v
NAME

Eudoteion
Heroikon

Hermaikon

Poseidoniak. ;
and cutting

Hermaikon

Dioskourik.
Demetriak.
Apolloniak.
Heroikon
Artemisiak.
Poseidoniak.
Artemisiak.
Phaneion
Artemisiak. ;
and cutting

Artemisiak.

Pros -~
—1iakon

Aigiliakon

— tikon
—eion

Kithaironiak.
Aphrodisiak.
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150
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VII
CLASSIFICATION
PAL. ANAS.

(not ergas.)
PAL. ANAS.
ANAS.
PAL. ANAS.

ERGAS.
(ERGAS.)

ERGAS.
(ERGAS.)

[PAL. ANAS.]
[PAL.] ANAS.
[PAL.] ANAS.
[PAL. ANAS.]
[PAL. ANAS.]
ANAS. PAL.

.ANAS.

ANAS.
PAL. ANAS.

[PAL. ANAS.]
[PAL.] ANAS.
[PAL. ANAS.]

[omitted]

PAL. ANAS.

ERGAS.

PAL. ANAS.
[ANAS.]
[PAL. ANAS.]



I I
TexT No.

Col. I1
7 leases

19 non opisth.

at least
2 columns
9 leases

20 At least 2

columns
a. 6 leases

b. 5 leases

21 non opisth.

at least 2
columns

a. 5 leases
22 3 leases
23 2 leases

24 non-opisth.
3 or 4 cols.

1 lease

25 3 or 4 cols.

ca. 6 leases
26 2 leases
27 2 leases
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Nape
Thorikos

[

(omitted)
(omitted)

Thrasymos

v
NaMme

Theodosion
Artemisiak.

Artemisiak.
Labiakon

Aso——
Hermaikon

Artemisiak.
Artemisiak.
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Heraikon
Artemisiak.
Artemisiak.

Hermaikon

—iakon

FEudoteion

Hermaikon

——aikon

Aphrodisiak.
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VII
CLASSIFICATION

[PAL. ANAS.]
PAL. [ANAS.]
ERGAS.
ERGAS.
ANAS.

ERGAS.
ERGAS.
ERGAS.
[ANAS.]
[ANAS.]
[ANAS.]

(not ergas.)
PAL. [ANAS.]

[PAL. ANAS.]
ERGAS.

ANAS.
Omitted
ANAS.
[ANAS. PAL.]

(not ergas.)

[PAL.] ANAS.

PAL. ANAS.

? ANAS.

PAL. ANAS.
[ANAS.]
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1 11
TexT No.
28 non-opisth.
single col.
2 leases
29 a. 1 lease
b. 1 lease
31 2 leases
32 Single col.
a. ca. 7 leases
b. 5 leases
33 2 leases
34 non-opisth.
single col.
a. 1 lease
b. 1 lease
35 2 leases
36 2 leases
37 single col.
1 lease
38 ca. 3 leases

MARGARET CROSBY

1 Thrasymos

2 Thrasymos
3 Thorikos

5 Amphitrope
6 Thorikos
3 Sounion

4 Besa
5 Sounion

3 Thorikos

v
NaMmEe

Artemisiak.
Hermaikon

Aphrodisiak.
Demetriakon
Diphileion
Athenaik. ;
and cutting
Artemisiak.

Hermaikon
Poseidoniak.
Leukippeion

Artemisiak.
Demetriak.

Apolloniak.

Nymphaik.

150 R=L

100[ R=L
—— R=L
——— R=L

VII
CLASSIFICATION

[PAL. ANAS.]
PAL. ANAS.

? ANAS.
KAINOTOMIA

? ANAS.

? ANAS.
PAL. ANAS.
? ANAS.

? ANAS.

? ANAS.

? [ANAS.]

PAL. [ANAS].
ERGAS.

ERGAS.

KAINOTOMIA
KAINOTOMIA ?
? ANAS.
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LIST OF NAMES ARRANGED BY DEMOTICS AND ETHNICS

All persons named in the mining texts and in the related material of the fourth century whose
demotic or ethnic is preserved (or has been restored) are listed below. A man described as a
property owner is one named in the boundaries of a mine either in the nominative case, or as owner
of a chorion, or in incomplete texts where either the case ending or the type of property is missing.
Known owners of edaphe and workshops are described as such, but some no doubt are concealed
among the property owners from incomplete texts. The absence of a descriptive word indicates that
the text is too fragmentary to show whether the man was an operator or a property owner. A
question mark after a name indicates some uncertainty about the name or demotic; a question mark
after the descriptive word indicates some uncertainty about the part the man played. Text references
are given for broken names and in cases where the demotic only is preserved; for the other
references and for details of restorations see the Index of Names.

Acharneis ~——son of ——los (? Alopekethen or Plo-~
Diotimos Mnesistratou, lessee theus), registrant, 13 7
Epikydes Philokydous, registrant and lessee Amphitropaieis
Herakleides Sosistratidou (7}, lessee Euthykrates, owner of workshop
———son of ——s, lessee (7),156 Euthykrates Euthykratous, lessee
—-s,2129 —~Kkles Sostratou, lessee, 18 27
Agryleis ——Kkles, 36 1
Demon, lessee ~ s, registrant, 9 17
'T}eis%s, informant against mine operators ——s, owner of edaphe, 7 =1I.G., 112, 1583 24
Algilieis ——~—, (? abbreviation can be restored either

Kleokritos, property owner
Pyrrhakos, property owner
——-, registrant, 14 47
——— 562
Aithalidai
Kephisodotos, lessee, owner of workshop and
other property
—~—s son of Kephisodotos, lessee, 1523

as demotic or as location of mine), 13 79
———, (? abbreviation can be restored either
as demotic or as location of mine), 18 45-48
Anagyrasioi
Meidias, lessee and property owner
Thrasylochos (brother of Meidias), lessee
Anaphlystioi
Epikrates Alexiadou (?), lessee

Aixoneis
Pausistratos Philistidou (7), lessee —— 0s, mine operator, 22 10
Pheidon Lysiou, registrant and holder of ———, registrant, 6 13
mortgage on workshop and slaves See also commentary on 11 10
Telesarchos, lessee Aphidnaioi
———, owner of edaphe, 16a=1.G., 1%, 1582 Dropides Hermippou (?), lessee
109 Kleonymos Philocharous, lessee
Alopekeis —~——son of —-ippos, lessee, 5 11
Antimachos, lessee and property owner --—301
Hipponikos, owner of slaves used in the Araphenios
mines Telesikles Kalliou, lessee
Kallias, property owner Athmoneis
N.i....5... (? Alopekethen or Plotheus), Euphemides Kephisodorou, registrant and

owner of edaphe lessee
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Kephisodoros, lessee
~——son of Nikodemos (?), registrant, 9 3
Deiradiotai
Timokles Phanok —— (7 Deiradiotes or Ma-
rathonios), registrant
———, lessee, 15 66
Dekeleeis.
Ekphantides Theodorou, registrant and lessee
Menexenos Metaxenou, registrant and lessee
Eiresides
———, lessee, 13 77
Eiteaieus
—~——son of ——los, registrant and lessee, 16a
=1.G., 112, 1582 106-107, 112
Eleusinioi
Hiketes (7), lessee
——s, property owner, 20 23
———, lessee, 16a -+ b=Face A col. II 55
——= 21 27
-—=259
Erchieis
- -—anes, property owner, 13 24
— -3, lessee, 5 68
Euonymeis
Antixenos, lessee (7)
Diopeithes, owner of workshop and other
property
Diotimos Diopeithous, registrant and lessee,
owner of workshop and other property
Epikrates Isokratous, registrant and lessee
Philokrates, owner of workshop and un-
specified property
——~— son of ——s, registrant, 13 86
——s, 220
— ——, registrant or lessee, 16b = Hesperia, V,
pp. 393 1f., 10 214
———, owner of edaphe, 12 4
Gargettioi
Aisimides Diophanous, registrant and lessee
Diophanes, owner of workshop
Phanostratos, registrant, owner of workshop
and edaphe
——— son of Diphilos, lessee, 18 18
—~~ son of Phanostratos (?), registrant, 5
20-21

———son of —— stratos, registrant, 10 =1 G.,
112, 1585 15
——es, owner of edaphe, 20 21-22
—-—— 13 101
Hagnousios
Chairedemos, lessee
Halaieis
Nausikles (7?7 Halaieus, Palleneus or Pha-
lereus), registrant
——les, registrant, 18 33

——- son of ——s, registrant and lessee, 19
4,9
of Kedoi
Diokles, owner of workshop (?)
Kephaleis

Lysanias Lysikleous, registrant and lessee
——~son of Antigenes, lessee, 19 27
Kerameus
Epiteles, lessee
Kikynneis
Lysikrates (?), property owner
Lysitheides, owner of edaphe and unspecified
property
Children of Lysitheides, owners of edaphe,
29 4, 7
Kollyteis
Hypereides Glaukippou, lessee
Kallimedon Kallikratou, lessee
Mnesikles, owner of workshop
~—~—son of ——ea...tos, lessee, 25 25
Koloneis
Kerykides, mine operator
— —— son of —~okles, lessee, 18 8
Kopreioi
Leochares, owner of workshop and edaphe
Xenokles, claimant of workshop, see com-
mentary on 14 9
Kropides
Euthykrates Antidotou, registrant and lessee
Kydantidai
Nikeratos (son of Nikias II), owner of
edaphe and unspecified property
Nikias (= Nikias I P.4. 10808), owner of
1,000 slaves used in the mines
Nikias (==Nikias II son of Nikeratos),
property owner
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Timokrates (? Kydantides or Kydathe-
naieus), lessee
Kydathenaieus
Timokrates (? Kydathenaieus or Kydan-
tides), lessee
Kytherrhioi
Antisthenes, owner of edaphe
Aspetos (son of Demostratos), owner of
workshop and unspecified property
Autophantos, owner of workshop and edaphe
Demostratos, owner of furnace
Lamptreis
Kallias, lessee and property owner
Polymelos, lessee
Smikros, registrant
~——, registrant, 4 29
—~ — —, lessee, 16a + b == Face A Col. II 60
———, registrant 18 28
———, registrant, 18 38
Lousieus
—— 0s, registrant, 9 10
Marathonioi
Timokles Phanok-—~— (? Marathonios or
Deiradiotes), registrant
...ilos Charimedou (?), lessee, 19 3
Meliteis
Onetor Arkesilou, registrant and lessee
Theodoros Olympichou, registrant and lessee
——3s son of Ktesibios, lessee, 16b = Hes-
peria, V, pp. 393 ff., 10 2
———son of Theodotos, registrant, 23 2
Myrrhinousioi
Mnesidamas Aristodamantos, registrant and
lessee, owner of edaphe
—~—s, lessee (?), 20 30
— —— ?(Myrrhinousios or Phrearrhios), reg-
istrant, 14 28
Oethen
—— les, property owner, 19 21
— —— son of ~—ates, lessee, 5 87
———, lessee or registrant (?), 13 164
of Oion
Aristoteles Opsiadou, registrant and lessee
- —des Theotimo, registrant, 5 47
——— son of ——ades, lessee, 19 37
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Pajanieis

Diodoros, owner of workshop

Phanotheos Lysippou, registrant and lessee

Simos Diodorou, lessee and owner of work-
shop

Smikythos (?), holder of mortgage on work-
shop and slaves

— — les Simo, lessee, 5 29

——ros, property owtler, 15 20

—~——son of ——on (?), lessee, 16a 4 b=
Face A col. IT 74
Palleneis
Epikrates, property owner, see commentary
on 20 5-11 '

Nausikles (?? Palleneus, Halaieus or Pha-
lereus), registrant
Theoros Thealo, lessee
——— son of ——u..0s, registrant or lessee,
12 8 _
———, lessee, 16a==1I G., II%, 1582 45
Pambotades
——— (? Pambotades or Skambonides), lessee
310
Peiraieis
Philophron, property owner
———, lessee, 15 12
Pelex
Aleximachos, lessee
Pergasethen
——s, registrant, 28 8
Phalereis
Nausikles (?? Phalereus, Halaieus or Pal-
leneus), registrant
-~ rates, owner of workshop, 18 30
Phegaieis
———son of ——s, lessee (?), 16b=Hesperia,
V, pp. 393 ff., 10 299
— ——, owner of workshop, 24 7
Philaides
Archias or Lysias Lysistratou, registrant and
lessee, 19 9, 13
Phrearrhioi
Agenor, registrant
Diopeithes Diokleido, lessee (?)
Epizelos, owner of workshop and edaphe
Kephisophon ....%%. ... , lessee
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Timokleides Hypsichidou, registrant and
lessee
~—s, owner of edaphe, 13 18
——~—, owner of hill (?), l6a=1I1.G., II%
1582 131-132
——— (? Phrearrhios or Myrrhinousios), reg-
istrant, 14 28
Phylasios
Eubios Eueniou, registrant
Pitheis
Diochares Diokleous, registrant and lessee
and property owner
Diokles, property owner
Diphilos Pheidippou, registrant and lessee,
owner of workshop and edaphe
Pheidippos Phayllou, registrant and lessee,
owner of workshop, of edaphe, and of un-
specified property
Plotheis
N.i....5 ... (? Plotheus or Alopekethen),
owner of edaphe
~—-son of ——1los (7 Plotheus or Alopeke-
then), registrant, 13 7
Porios
———son of —-oros, registrant and lessee, 5
73, 18 22
Potamioi
Nikandrides, owner of house
Simylos (7), owner of workshop
Prospaltios
~——, property owner, 15 47
Skambonides
—~—— (? Skambonides or Pambotades), lessee,
310
Sounieis
Ameinias Philinou, lessee
Diokles, property owner
Diophanes, property owner
Diphilos Diopeithous, see commentary on 18
18-22
Eupolemos ....% ... us, lessee and owner of
workshop
Kimon, property owner
Leukios Theokleous, lessee and property
owner
Meixiades, property owner

Mnesilochos, registrant
Philinos, lessee
Semonides, owner of edaphe
Teleson, property owner
Thoutimides Phaniou, registrant and lessee
Timesios, owner of edaphe
——kritos, registrant, 2 9
———son of —— okleides, registrant or lessee,
35 4
~-—o0s, property owner (?), 14 25
——chion, 36 4
———, registrant or lessee (?), 16b—= Hes-
peria, V, pp. 393 ff., 10 217-218
———, owner of workshop (?), 13 42-43
———, owner of workshop, 13 53
—~—, owner of workshop, 16a + b==Face A
col. IT 5
~——, owner of edaphe, 25 23
—— -, property owner, 5 9
~——, property owner (?), 13 106
———, property owner, 15 28
Sphettioi
Arizelos, owner of two workshops
Epikles, lessee
Euetion Autokleidou, lessee
Euthydikos Mnesitheou, registrant and lessee
Kallias, lessee and property owner
Phaidros Kalliou, registrant
Polyeuktos, lessee
Thymochares (? son of Kallias), lessee
...5 .. son of Epikles, lessee, 5 36
——— son of =—chos, lessee, 10=1I.G., 112,
1585 6
——es, property owner (?), 13 158
——s, property owner, 15 40
— ——, owner of edaphe, 24 5
Sybridai
Eumelides Lykinou, registrant and lessee
Kephisophon, lessee
— ——, property owner, 29 8
——— (? Sybrides or Sypalettios), registrant,
16a 4 b==Face A col. II 56
Sypalettioi
Isandros Stratokleous, registrant and lessee
Lysikles Zelarchou, lessee
Stratokles Isandrou (?), lessee
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——— (? Sypalettios or Sybrides), registrant,
16a 4 b==Face A Col. II 56
Themakeis
Diodoros Pherekleous, registrant and lessee
Pherekles, owner of edaphe
Thorikioi
Aischines, property owner
Epameinon, owner of edaphe and other prop-
erty (?)
Eudraon Eudraonos, registrant and lessee,
property owner
Mantias, lessee
Mantitheos Mantiou, lessee
Nikias, owner of edaphe
Smikythos, property owner
—~~—son of Aischylides, property owner (?),
28 5
———son of Chares, lessee, 20 47
——as, lessee, 2 12

———, former operator of mine, 4 8
———, lessee, 6 8
—~—, property owner, 28 3
———, registrant or lessee, 29 10
Thriasioi
——~ son of Aischylos, lessee, 5 15
Children of Diotimos (?), owners of edaphe,
28 9
Thymaitades
——~son of ——tos, lessee, 14 2-3
Non- Athenians
Siphnians
Kallaischros, owner of edaphe
Stesileides (son of Kallaischros ?), owner
of workshop and unspecified property
See commentary on 20 1-6
Thracian
Sosias, hired slaves from Nikias for use in
the mines



PLATE 83

No. 3

No. 2

No. 4. Face A No. 4. Face B

Marcarer CrosBY: THE LEeAses or THE LAurrioN MINEs



PLATE 84

No. 5a

No. 5d

Marcarer Crossy: THE Leases or THE LaureioN MINEs



PLATE 85

No. se

No. 5f

No. 6b

No. 62 No.9

Marcgarer CrosBy: THE Leases or THE LaurrioN MiNEs



PLATE 86

No. 12a
No. 11
No. 12b
No. 13a. Face A No. 13a. Face B

Marcarer CrosBy: THE Lrases or THE Laureion Mings



No. 13c¢

No. 131

No. 13b. Face A

No. 13d

MAarGarer CrosBy: THE LEAsEs

No. 13b. Face B

No. 13e

No. 13k

oF THE LAUREION MINES

PLATE 87

No. 13n



PLATE 88

No. 13f No. 13g
o-13 No. 13j
No. 13h
No. 131
No. 13m
No. 130 No. 13p
No. 13q No. 13¢ No. 13s

Margarer CrosBY: THE Leases oF THE LaureioN MinNes
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No. 14. Face B

Marcarer Crosy: THE LEeases oF THE LAUREION MINES



PLATE 90

No. 15a. Face A No. 15a. Face B
No. 15b No. 15d
No. 15¢ No. 15¢

MarGAarer Crosey: THE Leases oF THE Laureion MiNEs



PLATE 91

No. 16a (1.G., II?, 1582). Face A

No. 164

Nos. 16a and b as Joined. Face A

MAarRGARET CrosBY: THE Leases oF THE LAUREION MINES



PLATE 92

No. 16e No. 16f

No. 18 No. 19

MarcarReTr CrosBy: T Leases oF THE LAUREION MINES



PLATE 93

No. 20a

No. 17

No. 21b No. 20b

MarGarer CrosBy: THE Lrasss oF THE LAurkioN MInNEs



PLATE 94

No. 21a

No. 23
No. 22

Marcarer Crossy: THE Leases or THE LAureioN MINEs



PLATE 95

No. 24

No. 25

No. 27
No. 28

MarcarRer CrosBy: THE Leases oF THE LAUREION MINEs



PLATE 96

No. 26

No. 30

No. 29a

No. 29b

No. 31

MarGarer CrosBy: THE Leases or THE LAUurReiON MINES



PLATE 97

No. 33

No. 34b

No. 34a

No. 35 No. 37

Marcarer Crossy: THE Lreases oF THE LAUREION MINES
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