THE EPHEBIC INSCRIPTION, ATHENIAN AGORA I 286.
(PraTE 78)

HE major parts of this inscription have been published by Meritt, Hesperia, 111,

1934, pp. 36-37, no. 24; Dow, Hesperia, IV, 1935, pp. 71-81, no. 37 (including

1.G., 1%, 1032, 991, 1960, and 2453) ; Meritt, Hesperia, XV, 1946, pp. 201-213, no.
41; Meritt, Hesperia, XV1, 1947, pp. 169-170, no. 66.*

Study of the fragments of this inscription in Athens, the joining of new frag-
ments from the Agora and the placement of others, all small, and the addition of two
fragments already published from the Epigraphical Museum in Athens (I.G., IT%
1007 and 1032, fgt. v) as indubitable parts of this inscription make it possible to fix
the length of the lacuna in Decree I and to bridge it, to reconstruct Decrees IV and V
with a considerable degree of definiteness, to supply parts of seven names from the tribe
of Aiantis, to fix the arrangements of wreaths after Decrees I and V and to present
minor corrections and improvements at several points. All previously published pieces
have been re-read from the stones in Athens with the help of squeezes and photographs.
The accuracy of earlier readings can be judged from the relatively few emendations
which need to be made in this final publication. The readings of several smaller pieces
which unquestionably belong to the stone, but which cannot be definitely placed, are
herewith presented.

All five decrees are capable of restoration in toto except for names and dates.
Only four lines in Decree IV are not represented by readings. Since the analogy of
Decrees IV and V of 1.G., IT* 1011 makes it reasonably certain that Decrees I1I and
IV of this inscription were essentially similar in content, the length and restorations
can be accepted with confidence.

The names of all but four of the 107 ephebes who are known to have been
listed (line 89) are represented in whole or in part. Seventy-three are given here,
68 (plus one name which cannot be read) occur in the Delphic inscription (Fouilles
de Delphes, 111, 2, 24), of which 37 are common to both lists.

The following stones are parts of this inscription. The designation of the various
fragments by previous editors is retained. Inventory numbers have been corrected, or
supplied when the original publication omitted them, and, in particular, all pieces
previously designated by Sigma and a number have been given the new numbering

* T wish to express my thanks to Professor Benjamin D. Meritt for his permission to republish
this inscription on which he has done the major part of the work and for his kindness in placing at
my disposal the facilities of the Epigraphical Center at the Institute for Advanced Study. Professor
Sterling Dow kindly sent me his squeezes of several fragments. I should like also to mention with
gratitude the helpfulness of the Agora staff, and especially of Miss Lucy Talcott and Professor
Eugene Vanderpool, in facilitating my work in Athens. Mrs. Reinmuth prepared Fig. 1.
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(I 286 a, b, c et cetera) assigned to them by the Agora Museum. The old Sigma
designation is given in parentheses only in those cases in which it has been employed
in earlier publications. References to illustrations are added. Braces indicate joins.
The listing follows the inscription from top to bottom and from left to right, section
by section (Fig. 1).

"A, T 989 ¢ with new join 31299 d, now attached to I 989 ¢ (PL 78).

A% 1286 e with new join 31299 s, now attached to it between E and A? at lines 22-29
(PL 78).

E, 1.G., IT?, 1032 (E.M. 7605) (Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 72).

B, 1992 (Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 72).

C, 1958 (Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 72).

D, I 286 a which joins E at lines 21-24 (Hesperia, 111, 1934, p. 37; IV, 1935, p. 72).

12861 (Pl 78) belongs below %1299 s which is now a part of I 286 e and with

I 286 k (Pl. 78) makes possible the restoration of lines 30-36.

I 286 g joins, and is now attached (Pl 78) to

E? 1286 j (Pl 78; Hesperia, XV, 1946, p. 203). Meritt numbers this 31299, The
lateral position of E? is determined by I 286 g and I 286 k.

FF, 1286 d (Hesperia, XV, 1946, p. 203). Dow numbers this I 286 a.

I 286 n, lines 78-80 med. (PL. 78).

F, 1989 b (Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 72).

(G, I 286 b (Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 72). Meritt’s suggestion of a join between G and

G® is confirmed.

JG* (31299 b) (Hesperia, XV, 1946, p. 204) is attached to G, I 286 b. Meritt numbers
this 31299 also.

H? 12861 (31298) (Hesperia, XV, 1946, p. 203) does not join H as Meritt states,
but the lower part of H? joins G*.

H, 1286 ¢ (Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 72).

1%, 1 286 h (Hesperia, XV, 1946, p. 204).

I, 1.G., I1%, 991 (E.M. 5296) (Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 72).

I 286 p (PL 78) yields letters of five consecutive lines which fit best the sequence
demanded by space considerations and by the text in lines 116-120 and, if correctly
placed, give two letters of the patronymic of the proposer of Decree IV.

1286 o (Pl 78) may be placed in lines 129-130 to fill out the demotic of the proposer
of the decree and give the first three letters of woumv in the next line, although
it does not join I 989 d.

1286 x (Pl 78) does not join anywhere, but the 2 to 3 letters from four consecutive
lines agree spatially with the normal reconstruction of lines 133-136 med.
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J4 1989 d (Hesperia, XV1, 1947, pl. XXXII, no. 66).

J, 1989 a (Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 72; XV1I, 1947, pl. XXXII, no. 66).

K, I.G., IT?, 1960 (E.M. 564) (Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 72).

J3, 1286 £ (Hesperia, XV, 1946, p. 205).

J3, 1286 g (Hesperia, XV, 1946, p. 205).

N, I.G., IT?, 1039, fgt. v (E.M. 5259) (Pl 78).

L, 1.G., 11?2453 (E.M. 5238) (Hesperia, 1V, 1935, p. 72).

M, I 3457 (Hesperia, XV, 1946, p. 213).

1286 u (Pl 78). consisting of one letter only, mu corrected to pz, which can only be a
part of the name of the toxotes, Pystilos in the citation.

O is the designation I give to I.G., IT% 1007 (E.M. 7604), which is without question
a part of this inscription (Pl 78).

1286m,q,r,s,t, v,w,y can not be definitely placed (Pl. 78).

It will serve no useful purpose to repeat the measurements of the separate pieces
or the over-all measurements of joining fragments. The measurements of the as-
sembled fragments from the Agora and plaster casts of the larger pieces from the
Epigraphical Museum form the basis for the over-all dimensions which are given
below.

Of the hitherto unpublished pieces (I 286 k through y), only two are more than
chips: I 286 k with a maximum width of 12 cm. and I 286 1 with a maximum height
of 9 cm. The others vary from 5 cm. to 1 cm. in height and only the inscribed surfaces
are original.

Professor Eugene Vanderpool has succinctly summarized the provenience of the
Agora fragments in the following statement. The grid references in parentheses are
to the over-all 20-meter grid which appeared as Plate 12 in H esperia, XXII, 1953
and are here used for the first time to mark the place of discovery of inscriptions. The
conclusions which Professor Vanderpool draws from the finding place of the small
pieces as to the location of the original stele should be particularly noted.

“ Most of the fragments of this inscription were found near the southeast corner
of the Agora. The stele appears to have stood originally in front of the terrace of the
Stoa of Attalos, about opposite Pier 7 from the south, and to have been broken up
after the Herulian invasion for use as building material in the Late Roman Fortifi-
cation. A quantity of small fragments and chips from it (I 286 k through y) found
all together in a filling of Roman times opposite Pier 7, and presumably left behind
when the stele was broken up for building use, give a clue as to its original position
(P11).

“ Some of the main fragments were used in the filling of the south tower of the
gate of the Late Roman Fortification (Q 13; cited in earlier publications as Section
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Tota, north tower). Other main fragments came from modern house walls in this
neighborhood, no doubt extracted from the Late Roman Fortification; and a few were
found in modern construction 100 m. and more to the north and west of the tower.
One fragment, 1.G., IT%, 1960 (E.M. 564) is reported to have come from a considerable
distance to the east, east of the Tower of the Winds.”

The place of discovery of the other pieces from the Epigraphical Museum are
given as follows: E.M. 5296 (I.G., IT?, 991), Hadrian’s Arch; E.M. 7605 (1032),
Stoa of the Giants; E.M. 5238 (2453) and E.M. 7604 (1007), place not given; E.M.
5259 (1039, fgt. v), “ ad Panagiam Pyrgiotissam, ut videtur,” i. e. near the tower at
the south end of the Stoa of Attalos, but whether Kumanudes actually found this
fragment with the 69-70 other pieces which Koehler put together as parts of I.G.,
IT% 1039, is quite uncertain.

The small pieces (Pl 78) whose readings are given below can not be definitely
placed.

128 m

0YzK
A ANéEDO] 5]

I 286 m is a puzzling fragment. The readings in line 2 suggest the name in the
accusative case and the patronymic of Nikon, son of Alexis, of Berytos, the paido-
tribes, whose patronymic is known only from the Delphic inscription. In lines 39 and
137 of this inscription, the name is followed immediately by the ethnic. The only other
place where his name can occur is in the citation at the end of Decree V. There the
omega of the name is preserved, but spatial considerations and the fact that the patro-
nymics of the teachers are not otherwise given in this inscription, exclude the readings
of this fragment in that place. We must conclude that it is a part of the roster of
names, in which case the doubtful a/pia should with more probability be read doubtful
sigma.

1286 q
vac. 0.025 m.
NAB

The uninscribed space in line 1 of T 286 q makes it impossible for this piece to
supply the missing letters in the citation of the paidotribes, Nikon of Berytos.

12861 12865 1286t
YAEK 2. vo. A
AA AHZTT HE

A® vac.
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The uninscribed spaces before the alpha in line 1 of fragment I 286 t and the
position of the two letters in line 2 would indicate the head of a column of names with
the name of a tribe above it. The only alpha of a tribal name which is lacking is that
of Antiochis. Fragment t does not belong there, however, because the letters of line 2
do not fit with the readings of line 248 and there is no uninscribed space in line 249 to
correspond with that below the preserved letters of line 2 of this fragment.

1286 1286w 1286y
HAP HO 3
Q1o N

All these pieces of Hymettian marble formed a large rectangular stele with a
horizontal cavetto-crowned cyma reversa moulding on top, a part of which is pre-
served, comparable in general shape, magnitude and arrangement of inscription with
1.G., 11%, 1006, 1008, 1009 and 1011, all of the second century before Christ. Its height
from top of moulding to bottom of lowest wreath can be closely estimated at 2.35 m.,
its width tapers from 0.65 m. under the moulding to 0.73 m. at line 144 and 0.75 m.
at line 166. TIts thickness varied from 0.175 m. at the top to 0.195 m. at the bottom.
Its back and sides were rough-picked.

The line interval (center to center) is 0.011 m. to 0.013 m. in the body of the
inscription, 0.009 m. to 0.01 m. between the names in Col. I of the catalogue, with
somewhat wider spacing of lines in Cols. IT and III.

The variation in size and spacing of letters has already been commented upon.
Lines containing proper names are usually more widely spaced, as Meritt has pointed
out, but capriciousness in size of letters and in spacing is found in other lines as well,
as can be clearly seen by comparing Siwerjpnoe[v] near the beginning of line 88 with
éxardv in the line below it, puévors koop at the beginning of line 91, with nrais of the
same word, and many other examples. Indeed it may be said that the writing is
regularly irregular.

Hence the lines vary in length. Lines 1-14 contain 53 to 63.5 letter spaces
(counting fota as one-half letter space) ; lines 15-28, where the readings are virtually
complete, 65 to 73.5; lines 29-42 have 64 to 74, while line 43 counts 77.5 letter spaces.
In Decree II, lines 78-99 have from 74 letters in line 85 to 84.5 in line 96. The
average length of the restored lines in Decree III is 82 letters which conditions both
the estimate of the extent of the lacuna in lines 113-114 and the length of line to be
restored in Decree IV. Omitting the first and last lines, Decree V yields an average
length of only 76.5 letters (preserved readings and restorations) in spite of the greater
width of the lower part of the stele.

This inscription falls into the third of five fairly well established schemes of
ephebic inscriptions in the period from the fourth through the first centuries before
Christ.
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I a. One or more general decrees honoring the ephebes and their teachers, especi-
ally the sophronistes, of a single tribe, followed by the roster of ephebes under deme
captions. In I.G., IT?, 1156 (334/3 B.c.) we find decrees by the boule, by the tribe,
and by the people of Eleusis, where the ephebes had performed guard duty. I.G., II?
1189 of the same year, but for another tribe, preserves only a decree of the Eleu-
sinians. This decree or a similar one by the people of a place where the ephebes had
been stationed was apparently not normative in this or in later schemes. A third
example of this type is Hesperia, IX, 1940, pp. 59-66, no. 8 (333/2 B.c.). The decree
beginning in line 10 of Col. III, I should prefer to interpret as a tribal decree and,
therefore, to supply 7ols duhérars in place of 7ols Noxayols not only because the heading
states that the sophronistes was honored a) by the boule and demos and b) apparently
also by the phyle, but also because of the analogy in I.G., IT? 1156. Furthermore there
seems to be no parallel for the inclusion of a resolution of praise by groups other than
political units.

1 b. No honorary decrees. The roster of the ephebes of a single tribe under deme
captions. ‘E¢. "Apy., 1918, p. 75, no. 95 (324/3 B.c.) ; Hesperia, Suppl. VIII, 1949,
pp. 273-278 (ca. 330/29 B.c.) and Hesperia, XVI, 1947, pp. 184-185, no. 91 (fin. s.
IV a.) are of this kind. A variety of this type was the dedicatory inscription set up to
honor the sophronistes of a single tribe, presumably by the ephebes of that tribe, such
as we have in 4.J.P., LXVI, 1945, pp. 234-239 (333/2 B.c.) and Ath. Mitt., LXVII,
1942-51, p. 21, no. 24 (ca. 289/5 B.C.).

II. A general decree honoring the ephebes and their teachers, followed by the
names of the ephebes of all tribes under separate deme captions with the name of the
sophronistes under each tribal name.

The change in scheme was apparently in conformity with a decree of the first
years of the third century which regulated the honor to be paid the ephebes and their
officials, a fragment of which we have in I.G., IT%, 556. It seems to have provided that
the names of all ephebes of a given year be inscribed on one stone, that the name of the
sophronistes be placed at the head of the roster of his tribe (line 13) and that an
official (the kosmetes ?) be awarded a crown [~ — — ore]pavwodre adrov 6 dfu[os
——=] (line 12). The only inscription which shows all these features is I.G., II?, 478
(305/4 B.c.). The name of the sophronistes was preceded by the abbreviation Sw
which is preserved in Col. III, line 33 and which Sundwall correctly equated with
‘“ sophronistes.”

With declining numbers of ephebes, the sophronistar for individual tribes were
dropped and their titles and names disappear from the inscriptions (first in I.G., 117
665 of 268/7 B.c.), and the ephebes were no longer listed under deme headings (I.G.,
IT%, 681 of the year 249/8 B.c.). The type, however, remains distinctive: one general
honorary decree followed by the names of the ephebes of all tribes.

II1. Two decrees, one general, honoring the ephebes and their teachers followed



THE EPHEBIC INSCRIPTION, ATHENIAN AGORA I 286 227

by citations for the kosmetes and the ephebes, the other, honoring the kosmetes alone.
The catalogue of all ephebes by tribes follows. Below this are given the citations for
the individual teachers. Although not complete, 1.G., II?, 1027 (174/3 B.Cc.) seems
to be the first of this category. The normative form from this time until the latter
part of the first century can be seen complete in Hesperia, XV, 1946, pp. 198-201, no.
40 (171/0 B.c.); 1.G., 11%, 1006 (122/1 B.c.) and 1008 (118/7 B.c.). The distinctive
features are two honorary decrees (excluding an adventitious third by the people of
Salamis or Eleusis), the list of all ephebes by tribes, and the placement of the citations.

The inscription Agora I 286 introduces a change in the pattern by the addition of
two decrees, ITI and IV. The opening words of Decree III, ¥mép dv dmayyé\\es 6
koouns Tév épnjBwr, and the preserved readings demonstrate its kinship with Decree
IV of 1.G., 11, 1011 (107/6 B.c.). Decrees IV and V in I.G., IT? 1011 are a pair of
decrees identical in length, language and content, proposed by the same man, the first,
in the month of Gamelion in an ékxkA\yoia xvpia, the second, in Thargelion in a called
assembly of the same year. Kirchner described them as decrees ““in honor of the
ephebes and of the kosmetes,” but their content belies this description as well as the
fact that the ephebes were honored in Decree I and the kosmetes in Decree II. Without
detailed analysis, one may say that these decrees are clearly the formal and official
acceptance of the report of the kosmetes regarding the sacrifices which he and the
ephebes under him had offered for the well-being of the state. The assumption that
Decree IV of Agora I 286 forms a similar pair with Decree I1I is supported by the
analogy of I.G., IT% 1011, which is the only other inscription exhibiting this innova-
tion, by the preserved readings, and by the spatial relations of the fragments which
permit restorations in accordance with this assumption. The variation of language
in the closing lines of Decree IV, lines 126-127 from that of Decree III, lines 112-
114 of Agora I 286 is to be accounted for by the additional statement concerning the
dedication of a phiale in Decree IV. The recognition of this offering is found in both
decrees in I.G., IT%, 1011 and is a stock part of the * acceptance decree ”” found in the
inscriptions of the next category. The problem posed by two almost identical decrees
separated by a few months’ interval in the year of the ephebes’ service can not be
discussed here.

IV. Although the inscriptions of the first century, all dating from after Sulla’s
visit to Athens, reveal several modifications in the administration of the ephebia, the
form of the inscription is modified in only one respect. An “ acceptance decree ” is
added to the general decree and the decree honoring the kosmetes. Its content and
formulae parallel the pairs of decrees in Agora I 286 and in I.G., IT?, 1011. This
“ acceptance decree ” is the first of the three decrees in I.G., I11% 1039 (83-73 B.C.);
1042 (ca. 41/0 B.c.) and 1043 (39/8 B.C.). I.G., IT?, 1041 (47/6-43/2 B.C.) and I.G.,
11%, 1040 plus 1025, the concluding portion of 1040 (21/0 B.c.) preserve fragments of
the general decree only.
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V. With I.G., IT% 1963 (13/2 B.c.) the inscriptional records of the ephebes

assumed a form which in its essentials they retained throughout the Imperial Period.
They contain no honorary decrees and are apparently set up at private expense, as
many of them specifically indicate. After the superscription dyafj moxy and the
dating by archon, the officials and teachers, sometimes also those who had borne the
expenses of the gymnasium, the victors and agonothetar of various contests are
named. There follows the catalogue of all ephebes, usually under tribal captions.

127/6
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[reiv 70v or]épa[vov Tolrov Awwval]wy Te [rdv & doTer TdL KawidL ayww kal Mavabypraiov kal E]
[Aevowiwy Ka] { Hrolepain[v Tols ‘yvfwmow dyélow. ris §[¢ avayopwqews 70D o”redmwov ém]
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[adrdvTdv] Te wadorp [(Byv Ni]kwva Bypiriov kai tov 6 [whopdxor Swrddny Soléa kal ov dxovrioTiy]
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[xai 7oV ypapparéa ®ap]pivov Aavrdr>péa kai 5[y Ymypérny Tépova *Avayvpdoiov dvaypdiar 8¢ T68€]
[0 yrjpiopa Tov ypapparéa] Tov kars mpyravel [av els omidgy Abivy kal oTioal & dyopd- els 8¢ Tv]
[avaypagiy kal Ty dvdfe] ow Tis aTidys T[0 yevdpevov dvddwpa peploar Tov Taplay Ty orpaTiwTKdy. ]

Omne line uninscribed

45 [4 Bovhi] [ BovA]7 & dijpos [ Bouij] 65 [6 Sijpos 5] [ Bouwhi]
6 djpos [76v ko] oparijy [6 dfuos] [Sarapwiov] [6 87pos])
In an vy In a golden [In an vy [In a golden In a golden
wreath wreath wreath) wreath] wreath
7oV [rov] [Tods é¢f] [rov]
KoounTIY 60 [koounriv [Bovs kai Tov] 75 [rkoounryv]
’AmoMaovior 55 [kal Tovs] ["Awoddvov] [xoopyryv] [’AmoArdyiov]
50 Sownéa ép1}B [ovs] [Sowviéa] 70  [AmoX\avov] [Sow]iéa
kal Tods [xal Tovs] [Sowiéa]
pifovs [égriBovs]
11 NON-3TOIX. ca. 74-85
127 /6 “Emi @eo&o[ pLSOU dp]xovros émt Tijs Aflyeidos Tpirys mpuraveia]s § [Swowpdrys Edgpoviov] @pidaios
éypappd
Tevey* Bon [Spo;u] dvos Terpddi pe[r’ elkddas kar’ dpyovra kard] feov [8¢ . f%T... per’ eixddals
TerdpTy Kai €[]
80 koot tijs [mpvr]avelas: éxxAn[ola & TdL Gedrpors Tdv mpoédpwv &lme[Yidpiler ... %20 . ys
*Epdrovos [Ed]
wupidns kal [ovwmpdedpor E8ofev Thu Sfpeot ool 20 Ll elmev+ &rady) *A]moldvios
So[un]

AY \ \ 3\ \ LA H \ 3 \ \ 3 N\ 3 3y A \
Vs xeporovn | feis koopyrys émt Tovs éprfBovs els TOV dviavTov TV éml Awwvalov dpyov]Tos Tob perd Av
’ ol \ 3 \ 4 \ /7 \ \ ’ A 14 4 \ \ ~ 3 ’
kiaxov fplev T [apxiv kard Te ToVs vépovs kal T4 Yymplopata Tod 8] pov wp[oéory 8¢ k] al Tis ebradias
~ > 14 \ -~ 3 -~ 4 7 b3 7’ 3 4 » \ \ \ ’ (3 7
T6v épriBov kal [ fs &v Tois pabipacw yevopévys émotacias émep]edijn: €[ Ovoev 8¢ k]al Tas Oualas dard
5 5 3 A -~ ~ \ ~ F) / 3 , A NN s ’ > 5 A >
85  oas per’ adrév [ ols feols kal Tols edepyérats: émofoaro 8¢ k]l Ty dmwod [guiav] per’ adrév eis Aler]
A &/ 13 4 ~ 4 3 ’ \ 3 I ;) /7 3 / \ \
Povs déivs ékaré[pwv TéY moAewv edrdkTws kal edoxnudves dvacTp|adelse éer[ovpy]noer 8¢ kal &
- ’ ¢ 7/ E] ~ \ ’ SN\ 3 ’ ~ > I3 \ — -~ ~
rals Bvotus drdoa[is edoeBis kal phoTipws odfey &helrwv Tév dvayk]alwy kal éor[epavaly Tér Tob
Oeot |
oredpdvor: Sierjpnoe[v 8¢ kal Ty mpds dANAovs dudvoway kal iki]av 8 Shov To [ énavrod dvras Tov]
apuBpodv éxatov értd [kal wdvras Siepilaler: avd’ Gv adrov kal of ElpyBot xpvod orlepdve Eorepdvacar]
90  amodewvipevo T [v yeyorviav els adrods Swkatoativyy kal ebvo]av dmws dpdpmd [ Aoy § Tois kabiora]
pévois koopnTais Sik [aiws kal Tov abdrov Tpdmov Siebdyew kai ékelivol Todro mpdrT[wow Smws Typdvrar]
karafios 1o Tijs BlovAijs kal Tod Sijpov kai kard Tods vopovs® | dyabf Tixy Sleddxbar T BovAj Tods Aa]
xSvras mpoédpovs [els Ty émoboav éxxhqoiav xppuaricar wept To]vTwv: yrdp[qv 8¢ cuvBdAecbar Tis
Bov]
~ -~ < ~ ~ ~ \ \ -~
Adjs eis Tov dfjpov [87e Soxel Tj BovAjj émawéoar 1OV KoounTY TéY é] PriBwy [*Amolldyioy *Arodlwviov
Soun]
95  éa kai orepaviolar abrov xpvod oTepdvy kard TOv véulov dperis Evekev k[al Suaroaivns fv Exov Siareei]
\ Y 3 4 \ \ \ ~ \ s ~ \ /7 A~ 7 ~ 3 b4
mp[0s Tod]s épnBous ka [l wpos TOv Sjuov kai dvemel|v Tov aTépavoy Todrov Awv[vaiwy Te TdY & dorTer
Kkawols Tpa]
[y]@dois kai Havafyvai[wy kai "EAevowiov kai] Irodepaliov tois yuprkois [aybow: 7is 8¢ dvayopel-
oews Tob oTe
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128/7

105

110

115

128/7

120
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pdvov empernbivar To[Vs orparyyods xal 7]ov Tapiav Tév orpatiwrikdv: [dvaypdyar 8¢ Tdde 7o
Yrjpropa Tov)

vypappatéa Tov katd wpv[Tavelay els o] Ay Mblvgy kal orijoar &v dyop[E- els 8¢ Ty dvaypadiy kai
v dvd]

Oeow Tiis amidys 76 yevd [ pevor dv]dAwpa peploar Tov Taplay Tév [oTpartiwTcdy. ]

Two lines uninscribed

111 NON-3TOIX. ca. 82

"Emt Awwvolov dpxovros Tob pedrd) Awxio[kov émi tils Tmmob[wv]Tid[os &vdrys mpuravelas i
e %L vos Kegal]

Mifev éypappdrever: dvriypapeds ‘Hopa[or .28 AN ... %% .. Ti[os karaorafels éml 7o
Myrpéiov]

katd 70 ynjiopa & Tipapyos ‘Emnparidov 3¢ [dfrrios elmev ....% 2. ... *Eda¢n]Bo[A]évos
d[exdr] e dorépar p[idc]

kal eikooTijt Tiis mpuravelas® ékxAnola[l] &v [ré fedrpor .. ... %1 ... Jv Bepeviki8[ns elw]eve
{Jﬂ'lép J)v' dmafy] :

Yé(A)<A>e 6 koopyris Tév épfBuv *Amodddvios *A[roddwviov Souvneds trép T4]s Ouoias Fs Evo[ev
& T w]opmie vacat

perd 1dv éprBuy TéL Te Awoviowe kai Tols dA[Aows Oeois: Seddxfar dyabi] TOxm Td Sfpwr T[d piv
dylaba Séxeabal:]

78 yeyovdta év Tols epois ols fvev &’ [yielaw kal awryplar s e B]ovAfs kal 708 Sfu[ov kal 7]aldwy
kal yuva[i]

kdv kal Tév Pidov kal ovpp[dxwy Tod Sjpov: émawéoar 8¢ TOv koouyTyv] *Amodldviov *Ax[odwvio]v
Sowviéa kal

[rods épriBovs kai oredard[oar adrods kirTob oTeddvur edoeBelas] [ex]ev [r]7s w[pds Tods B]eods
\ I3

kal oy [(]

as tijs mpos [ty BovAyy kai Tov Sfjuov: dvaypdyar 8¢ Td8e 70 Ynjpiopa TOV ypappatéa TOV Kard
w] pvravelay év

[oTgdge MbBivye kal orijoas & dyopde- els 8¢ Ty dvaypadiy kal dvdbeow Tis arilys pepl]gar Tov &m
7el 8[]

[owrjoer 76 yevdpevor avdAwpa. vacat ] vacat

Omne line uninscribed

v NON-3TOIX.

[Exi Awovvaiov &] pxo[vros Tob perd Avkiokov émi s . .%% 5 .. Sexdrys mpuravelas TR SR |
vos Ke []

[parifer éypan]pd|[rever: avriypadeds ‘Homor ........... i SN tos katactalels ém

0] Myrpdiov

[kard 70 Yrjdi]opa [8 Tipapyos "Eanparidov S¢rjrrios elmev: Movwixivos rerpdd iorapévov Terd] prec
Tijs

[mpvravel]as T[dv mpoédpwr émeyrjdpiler ... ... R 4 . kal ovpmpdedpors édofev Tdu
S| poes Xap

[..ex%..]TAf..... ca18 ... ewey: Urép bv dmayyédhe 6 koountys Vmép Tis Ouoias TéL Te
Avovicot kal 7]ois ¢[A]

[Aos feois 7js ébvoev perd Tdv épfiBuv dyabij Tixm deddxfar Tdr Sfpwr T& pdv dyabl Séyeobar &
darayyéAde 6]

[koopyris yeyovéra év Tois iepois ols Ebvev éd’ yielar kal swryplar Tijs Te BovAfs kal Tod Sfuov Kal
waidwv]

[kal yovadv kol 7dv $pidwv kal ouppdywv Tob Sifpov Tod *Abyvalwv: érawéoar 8¢ Tov Koo uyTYY
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*AmoAldviov *Amol]
[Awviov Sovwiéa kal Tods épiBovs eboeBelas Evexev Tijs mpds Tods Peods Kat Pihoriyulas mpos Ty BovAyy
\
Kai]

125 [rov 8f]pov x[al orepavioar kirTod oTeddvwr émedy alpodpevor mpovofoar pey Tis els Tods feods
edoeBeias me]
[pt] oreidas 8¢ 6 [iepdv Tijs pyrpds Tdv Bedv dvarebelkaow T Oede puddqy dmd Spaxpdy ékardy kdAMioToy
Ymroderypa]
wpds wdvras & [moSexvipevors dvaypdpar 8¢ 768 10 Yrjdiopa év orhdp Mblvye kal orijoar év dyopé.
vacat]
One line uninscribed.
v NON-3TOIX. ca. 77
Adpov Zipov [Solumleds elmev: éredy oi épnBoc of émi Awovvaiov dpxovros Tod perd Avkiokov wapayevd]
130  pevor émi Ty wou[myy kal Bvoilav kai Tov dydva Tév Alavrelwy kol EBvoav Té Alavrie &rovjoavro 8@
xat év]
Tt dydve dp[tA\hav Tois wholois® Epapoy 8¢ kai THY Aapmdda kaAds kal eboxnudvws® Srws odv drdvrwv]
TodTwv dmd [ pyme adrois dmdurnua wapd Tod Suov Tod Saapwivv: deddybar Tér Sjpwe: émawéoar]
Tovs éprjBov[s Tods émi Awowvaiov dpxovros Tod per]d A[uvkioxov kal Tov koop]yri[v] *A[mwo] AN [Gveov
*Amoldovi] :
ov Soviéa k[al orepavdoar abrods xpvodL orepd]von k[ard TOV Vopov kai dvelimelv Tov orédavoy
Tod7o[v Arow]
135 olwv t6v & [Saapin Tpaywddv 7é kawde dydw- t]fs 8[¢ moujoews Tob o]redpdvov kal Tis
dvayopetoens [*]
émpelnf[fvar 6v Te arpar]yydy [kal Tobs émue]Ap[rds® érawéoar] 8¢ kai Tods madevras atrdy Tdv Te
wadorpif [gv Nikwv]a Bypiriov k[al Tov émhopdyor Swrddyy So]réa kal Tov dxovrioryy Nikavdpoy ¥
Edovvp[éa kai 70]v Toédryy Mvo [ridov *Offev kal Tov dpéryy I1]ediéa ék Kepapéov kal tov ypappa
téa @ap[pivov A]aparrpéa kai Tov [brypéry Tépwva *Avayvpd]oiov kal orepavioar Ekaarov adréy fa)
140  Xob orepd[voi- ] dvaypdyar 8¢ T68e 75 [Yripiopa Tov ypapparéa Tob 8]vuov els {oDTiA Mblvyy kal
orijoar {Ev Tit ’
Teuéver 70d Alavros els 8¢ T dvay [padiy kal Ty dvdfeow Tijs o] TiMns pepioar Tov Tapiay é Tdv €[s]
78 kaTd Ynplopara drorTeraypévor [té Sfuwt.] vacat
Omne line uninscribed
OI E®SHBEYSANTES, EIII [AIONYSIOY APXONTO]S TOY META AYKISKO[N]
Three lines uninscribed
*Epexfeidos 194 [Oivetdos] 231 Alavridos
TiupoxAijs AnpoxAeidov Kygwoedfs] e NEM— ~ - — — — = — —
M\eorias Awvvaiov Kydioels [--~- Lt —1Aevk{[ov = = — —
*Emwkpdrys Tipwvos ék Knddv [-- -2t —]os Tpuxo [ ptoios]
Alyeidos 235 [Xapuidys M]apapdvov Tpi[ropioios]
A‘/’W’HGXOS "I’U,\O&'V?v "I’U\af,[sﬂ?] Thirteen lines [---22___] mMapaﬂu')w[oc]
quSL,)»oe 2w¢u\0':) Ef’nxee [vg], missing [Abpavros Aqun] rpmp—a%')wo [s]
Myvéduwpos Awoyévov “E [ pikeeis] ca. 9 , ,
Durov Sodtrov Kodlvr|els] [--- s . va]yafov Mapa[vios]
239 [---2l___ Mo]wpayévo[v = — = — — ]

Tdppos Aqpoxeldov T[ebpdotos]
Sorddas Swrddov B[ Aaldys]
Sryoaydpas Edugho [v Phal]dy[s]
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165

170

175

180

185

190

267

270

232

KaMMorparos *Apior]. 5. . .]v "Epuweed[s]

Havdiovido[s].
Xdpys Xdpyros Iawaneds
*Amoddoddyys Anpal[ov] KuvSabnvarels
Kdorwp *Apximrmrov Kvdabnvareds
KarMpayos Kalhyu[d]xov Taav [ie]ds

@®dpoardpos Niwkoor[pdrov] Ia[w]neds

Aqparpios Myrpo[8dpov II]ataneds
Sepd[Jvys Anpoxpdrov Iatanels
Aeowyridos
Myvédwpos ‘HpakAeidov Kolovijfer
Nwias Edpnpuidov Kpomidys
*Ayélaos *Ayehdov é Olov
Tlolvaiveros *Audkdov SkapBuwvidys
*AmoArdBotos Sfeviov Kijrrios
Tuokpdrys *Adeédvdpov IoTduios
Aloxdros Aloydlov YBddys
Swoifros Térwvos *YLddns
II7[ o] Aepatdos
Avooxovp[{8]7s *ApiaToriéov PAveds

*Abfyvaydp[als Muppivov Kuvda ]vrib‘*q S
Néwv Phokpdrov Olvalos
@cokAijs EdfuxAéovs Bepevixidns
NikokAijs Aquyrplov BAveds
BuAovidys *Apioropévov IpoomdArios
Edpaxidys *Apiordvdpov “Exarif(e)v
Awricios Arovvoiov Mpoomddrios
*Akapavridos
Twokpdrns @eodpov Xoralpdyels
Beddwpos Aovvaiov Kedalijfey
Mevexpdrys Avképpovos Xol [apyeds]
*Olvpmiddwpos AdroxAéovs Bo | pikios]
Edvixidns Aquyrplov Eire[alos]
Srpardvikos Beoyévov "Ep [ peros]

Omne line uninscribed
7 BovAs)
o 8fpos
Citations in olive wreaths

275

7oy waudor [pf]

[Bnv Nix]le[va]
[Brpiriov]

290 [4 BovAi]

6 &fjpol[s]
70V dpérny
Tediéa

éx Kepapéwy
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About three
lines missing

243 [-= 2o JTO[- ===~ m - ]
[Awvioios] Awy[év]ov - — - = = — = 1
208 Avr[ipaxos Nuciov — — ——— ] 245 [- - <"~ - - N]iwoxAéovs Pa[uvoiaios]
Avry[-—————————— ] [- = <%’ ~ —os] Awyvijrov Pap[vovoios]
210 [Kekporidos] [;? l vTioxidos ,
Kyoiobduwpos [Aqunrplov — -] [~ — == = —a]pxos anoSo}r[ou ----
, . , [ ®ihov ®]Aovos Tad [ Aqreds]
Awdoros “Hpare[idov — — -] ca. 8 ,
! 250 [--=—=~~ Jos BEdavdp[~ - - - - ]
Awvisios Awovvo[—— —— — = ] *Arrai[Sos]
Znyéotos Beod[— — — — — — ] [TIvBir]as *Amodd[wvi ov — = = = ~ — — ]
215 "Arrados *AdpdoTofv — — — -] [’Axad]s *Am[oAreddpov — — = = — — — ]
*Amolrdvios Awovy[alov — — =]
*Apioriov Eddéfov M [elireds]
AewvoxAijs Puhoor [pdrov — —]
PavoxAijs MpwToy [ évov — — -]
220 ®ovridys ‘Immd[pxov — — — -]
‘Trrmo [ Bovridos]
*Apiorénk|os Avapdyov — —]
Tetors q’f = e, -] About thirteen
Anpa[ydpas EdGvddpov — — ] lines missing
225 CA[--——---———————~ ]
Five lines
missing
[% Bovaij] [4 Bovnif] 285 [ Bowi]
[6 Sfpos] 280 [é Sjpos] [6 dfpos]
[7év 6mAo] [rov dxovrio] ['r_t\)v roédryv]
[ ndxov] [vpv Nikav] M[voridov]
Swrddy[v] [8pov Edw] [*046ev]
SoAéa [vopéa]
295 [+ BovAd] 301 [ BovAd]

[ 8jpos]
[ov ypappa]
[7éa ®appt]
[vov Aavr]

300  [rpéa]

[6 87] pos
70y dmypéTyy
‘Tépwva
305 ’Avayvpdaiov
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The readings of the new pieces have been incorporated in the text. The placement
of these fragments in relation to the pieces already published is presented in sequence.

I 989 ¢ with new attached fragment 3 1299 d (consisting of two joined pieces),
lines 3-10 snit :

Line 4: The reading ’Avdpdvikos introduces a dilemma. Fifty letter spaces are
accounted for: 16 are read, 25 more are needed for the necessary formula at this
point, a space of 0.10 m. (= ca. 9 letters) at the end of the line is uninscribed. Since
the average number of letters in the first 12 lines (excluding line 4) is 56.5, only 6.5
letter spaces at most are available for both patronymic and demotic. ““ At most,”
because the blank space at the end of the line precludes crowding, and the best measure-
ments that can be made on the assembled fragments allow no more. Only the shortest
of patronymics or demotics, not both, can be restored. If we assume that the demotic
was inadvertently dropped, the patronymic Avoiov might be supplied from a possible
remote ancestor 'Avdpdvikos Avoiov (1.G., 117, 2385, line 59 in a catalogue of Kekrops,
middle of the fourth century). More probably the phrase kai cvrmpdedpor was dropped.
On that assumption A. *Avdpovikov Bovrddns who is known to have been epimeletes ca.
130-120 B.c. (1. G., 11?1939, line 47) is a very likely identification.

Line 5: The orator of the decree, IloAvxapuos Iolvkpirov is perhaps identical
with IL TI. ‘A{ypweds, rapias r@v orpomiwrikdy in a catalogue of officials which Peek
places ca. 200-150 B.c. (Ath. Mitt., LXVII, 1942-51, p. 23, no. 25, line 6) and the
grandfather of II. IL ’A., epimeletes of Delos, ca. 50/49 B.c., P.A. 12, 107. Roussel
(B.C.H., XXXII, 1908, p. 357, no. 474) identifies the epimeletes of Delos with the
praetor (6 orparnyos émi ma. émha) in Cicero, ad Att., 5,11; P.A. 12, 106. Of the same
family are Ho\dkpiros Tlohvydppov "A. (Fouilles de Delphes, 111, 2, 61, 62, 63, 64 of
25/4-2/1 B.c.) and his son Holdxapuos Ilohvkpirov *A. (Graindor, Chronologie, 57
and 59; 1.G., IT%, 3120 of the Augustan Age) who is probably the same man as the
homonymous individual named in an honorary inscription also of the Augustan Age,
1.G., 117, 3904.

Line 8: Dow and Meritt read the final letter after the break as epsilon, and Meritt
restored [éfA\woav Ty éavrdv mpds Ty wé\w aip|eow, the last word doubtless sug-
gested by kard. ™y 100 Sjuov wpoaipeow in Hesperia, XVI, 1947, pp. 170-171, no.
67, lines 9-10 of the year 116/5 B.c. (the upper part of I.G., II*, 1009) which occurs
at the same point in the decree, and its use, but in different connections, in 1.G., II?
1006, lines 33 and 59. But the letter should be read alpha cut over an epsilon or sigma,
one of a number of corrections in this inscription,—epsilon cut over rho in the first
letter of éor[edpavdfyn] in line 87, in addition to the corrections of this kind and the
corrections i rasura already noted by Dow and Meritt. The peak of the alpha is
somewhat above the upper line level, traces of the broken cross-bar and the fore-
shortened right slanted stroke ending in mid-line, like the alpha in iorauévov in line 2,
can be seen. The restoration expresses the idea frequently associated with the sacri-
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fices offered émi s kowijs éorias, that of obedience to the laws and the decrees of the
people, 1.G., IT?, 1006, line 8; 1011, line 7; 1028, lines 74-75 and passim.

Lines 9 and 38: I restore 8uddokalow rather than maevrai because of the reading
of the former in line 21.

Line 11 fin: The reading éavr[dv] was suggested by Wilhelm to Meritt who
passed it on to me.

Two other suggestions of Wilhelm which Meritt communicated to me I have not
adopted: line 15 mied., év wdow for Meritt’s mpooér and line 17, [duhorip]ws for
Meritt’s [kat &N ]ws. In the former, I have preferred to restore evoefBds because, of the
adverbs customarily used in this connection (edoxnudves I.G., 11?, 1029, line 9; 1006,
line 14; 1028, line 13; edoeBds kai duhoripws 1009, line 38; 1006, line 14; cf. 1011,
lines 13-14, ¥médevypa kor[aki]mévres Tijs wpods Tods Beods edoe[ Be]las) it best fits the
available space. In the latter, Meritt’s reading seems to me better, because the ephebes
were enjoined by law to make a display under arms not only at the Theseia, but on
other occasions and at other places as well.

Three specific occasions prescribed by law for an dwédefis év Tols Smhows are
recognized by the inscriptions of the second and early part of the first century, at the
Theseia and Epitaphia, which are usually coupled, and the final review before the
boule at the conclusion of the year’s service. Separate mention is usually made of the
displays at the festivals and before the boule (1.G., IT?, 1006, lines 23, 33; 1008, lines
17, 30; 1028, lines 20, 42; 1029, lines 13, 25; 1030, lines 19, 37). Hesperia, X VI,
1947, pp. 170-171, no. 67, line 28 groups them, “ They made a display in arms at the
Theseia, the Epitaphia and before the boule.” I.G., II?, 1011, lines 21-22, kai v
dmébefw émotjoavro v ¢ wa....5 . ... ) Bov\j), seems to point to an exhibition
before the boule other than the final review.

These dmodeifers must be distinguished from the armor race, 8pduos é Smhous,
the attendance as an honor guard at sessions of the ekklesia, épedpevew rals ékkAnoiars
év dmhows, the armed escort of deities and heroes in parade, wpoméumewr év dmhous, the
armed marches in Attica, éépxecfar eis ™y xdpav év 8mhots and ai dmavrioes Tols
iepols kal evepyérais év Smhots.

I 286 e to which is attached the new fragment 3 1299 s, lines 22-29 med :

This fragment resolves the “ hitherto enigmatic ” letters, S\ (Dow) and rightly
08 (Meritt) at the bottom of E, line 28 med., but they are parts of the phrase dmd
8p[axpuér] not of the name Theodorides and the restoration of éxardy is therefore
certain.

A reference to the decree of Theodorides in connection with the dedication of a
phiale to the Mother of the Gods would not be possible in any case, since Dioskourides,
son of Dioskourides, of Phygaia was responsible for that decree while Theodorides
proposed the decree which provided for the contribution of a hundred books to a
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library, as is clear from I.G., I1?, 1030, lines 35-37; 1029, line 24; 1028, lines 40-41.
In Hesperia, XV1, 1947, p. 171, no. 67, lines 30-32, the dedication of a phiale and the
contribution of books are connected, but the decree of Theodorides was concerned
only with the second. Apparently between 127/6 and 95/4 B.c., Metrophanes spon-
sored a decree which provided that the ephebes place books in the Ptolemaion also,
1.G., IT?, 1029, lines 25-26; 1041, line 23 ; 1043, line 50.

1286 1, lines 30-36 med :

Although small, this fragment bridges the lacuna in Decree I and fixes it at six
lines. Its readings align perfectly with the sequence expected after line 29 and
dovetail into the first-line reading of I 286 k, which in turn comes within three letters
of linking up with I 286 g, now attached to the piece published as E* without a number,
but which is now designated I 286 j. 1 286 g was originally glued to E? but had
become separated from it before Meritt’s reading.

I 286 k, lines 36-40 snit:
This small piece does not join with any other, but with I 2861 and 3, 1299 ¢ fixes
the lateral position of E* and confirms the restorations at the beginnings of lines 36-40.

It should be noted that one line is blank between the end of Decree I and the
citations.

This is the earliest inscription honoring the ephebes and the kosmetes with five
wreaths. The first full citations in 1.G., IT% 665 (268/7 B.c.) are not in wreaths. The
customary number before this inscription seems to have been three (Hesperia, XVI1I,
1948, pp. 5-7, which is a restoration of I.G., IT*, 766 with new fragments from the
Agora of 244/3 B.c.; Hesperia, XV, 1946, pp. 190-193, no. 37 of 220/19 B.c. and in
the same volume, pp. 198-201, no. 40 of 171/0 B.c.). Hesperia, XV, 1946, pp. 193-
197, no. 38 of 286/5 B.c. and 1.G., IT?, 1027 of 174/3 B.c. have only one wreath pre-
served, but its position is such in both cases as to suggest that there were two others.
Part of a thallos wreath is preserved in Hesperia, IX, 1940, p. 79, no. 12, with a date
probably early in the third century, but it doubtless enclosed the citation of a teacher
whose wreaths were commonly of thallos.

Each of the wreaths here as in 1.G., II% 1011, corresponds to one of the decrees.
Meritt noted the parallelism of Decrees IIT and IV of this inscription with IV and V
of 1.G., IT?, 1011, and in consequence suggested that here too, ivy crowns were voted in
recognition of the sacrifices performed by the ephebes and the kosmetes in behalf of
the state. One of these is the first at the extreme left. The second wreath from the
left and the wreath at the far right partially preserve golden leaves (differentiated
from the ivy and the olive by stiff ray-like petals) and represent respectively the
crowns voted the ephebes in Decree I and the kosmetes in Decree I1. For the ephebes
only are mentioned within wreath two, and the kosmetes alone within the wreath at the
extreme right (to judge from the spacing of the preserved letters and part of the
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wreath). The sequence of wreaths in 1.G., IT%, 1011 and 1028 indicates that the other
ivy wreath for the kosmetes and the ephebes jointly came third and the golden crown
voted by the Salaminians in Decree V was represented in fourth place. The use of
five wreaths in 1.G., II%, 1006 and 1008, although the stones record only three decrees,
the general decree, the decree honoring the kosmetes, and an honorary decree of the
Salaminians, plausibly leads to the conclusion that the two decrees corresponding to
IIT and IV of this inscription, which I have called “ acceptance decrees,” had been duly
passed, but had not been inscribed upon the stones.

1286 n, lines 78-80 med :

The reading fedv in line 2 of this fragment makes it unlikely that it is a part of
the list of names. The blank space of at least a line’s width above the readings of line
1 suggests that it may then be from the first lines of a decree, in which case fedv points
directly to Decree 11, in which the preserved readings indicate double dating. Assum-
ing the restoration of line 79 up to fedv to be correct, the position of me line 3 of the
fragment, would make the readings of line 80 up to this point too long by approxi-
mately three letters. Now Pritchett and Neugebauer, Calendars of Athens, p. 77 have
pointed out that the restoration of ékxkAnoia kvpta in Decree I, line 3 and II, line 80
both in the same prytany can not be correct, and propose a calendar equation which
would permit the restorations to stand if xvpia is dropped in one of the decrees. The
discrepancy in line lengths would indicate that it should be omitted here.

Meritt has kindly communicated to me the suggestions of Tod (by letter) of
dvras for the previous restoration dvrwv (line 88 fin.), and of Stamires,—yeyovviav
for yeyovetav (line 90 init.) and wpdrr[wow] for mpdrr[ovres] (line 91 fin.), all of
which I have adopted.

I 286 p, in the first half of lines 116-120:

The placement of this small piece yielding 2-3 letters of five consecutive lines in
Decree IV is doubtful. If it is not a fragment of names, it may well fit here, since
the sequence of letters agrees only here with the restorations we should expect. If
correctly placed, the last line gives two letters of the patronymic of the man who moved
the decree. The proposer of the parallel decrees in 1.G., I1%, 1011 was the same indi-
vidual. If that was true in this case, we could combine line 106 fin., [..... @A
... Jv Bepenkid[ns] and lines 119-120, Xap[.. "% .. ]ya [..... e ] to make
one name. Since syllabic division is regularly followed, the second syllable of the name
must begin with a consonant. Xapuibns *Ayafaiov Bepevikidns would most adequately
meet the requirements of space and readings, but the name is not attested.

The language of Decrees III and IV should be much alike according to the
analogy of 1.G., IT?, 1011. But lines 125-126, [—— .. ]orethos 8¢ 70 [— — -], is difficult
to parallel anywhere. The restoration assumes that the words, [wept]orethar 8¢ 7o
[iepdr] are synonymous with émkoouelv Tov vadv in 1.G., 11°, 1011, lines 71, 80.
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Demosthenes (XXXVTI, 47) employed the expression, radra (referring to citizenship)
KOO ELY Kol TEPLOTENNELD.

The general honorary decree of I.G., 1%, 1011, lines 12-13, records that the
ephebes of 107/6 B.c. dedicated three phialai valued at 100 drachmai each to Dionysos
in Athens, Dionysos in the Peiraieus and to the Mother of the Gods at the Galaxia.
In the two ““ acceptance decrees,” however, notice is taken only of the adornment of the
temple of Dionysos (presumably in Athens), lines 71 and 80. Agora I 286 mentions
the dedication of only one phiale to the Mother of the Gods, lines 27-28, and therefore
her iepdv (there was apparently no vads, formal temple)* must be restored in line 126.
Pausanias (I, 3, 5) tells us that it was located near the Bouleuterion and the Tholos,
with a statue of the goddess by Pheidias.

I 286 o, lines 129-130 it :

Owing to the nature of the break and the smallness of the piece, this fragment
can not be joined with J*, I 989 d, but I have little doubt that it belongs here. Aduwv
Sipov [So]vm[eds] may be the older brother of Xaipurmos 3. 3., ephebe in 107/6 B.c.,
1.G., IT?, 1011, col. V, line 103.

I 286 x, lines 133-136 med:

This small piece may belong between J, I 989 a, and J?, I 286 g, although it joins
no other fragment.

N, I.G., IT?, 1039, fgt. v, lines 233-239:

This stone was picked from the shelves of the Epigraphical Museum because of
its similarity in appearance, in texture and in lettering to Agora I 286. It is E. M.
5259 and according to Museum records had not been published. It was only after
returning to this country that I ran across it as 1.G., IT?, 1039, fgt. v., where, however,
it does not belong as an examination of the squeezes will show. The line interval
in I.G., I1%, 1039 is greater, guide lines are visible, theta regularly has the cross-bar
and not the dot or vertical stroke. On the other hand, the lettering of E. M. 5259
shows identity with the lettering of Agora I 286 in the theta with the dot, mu with
center slanting strokes extending a bit beyond the point of meeting, in the upsilon
and in the alpha which exhibits the same variation between the sharply broken and the
curving cross-bar. The line interval agrees closely except for the admitted irregularity
between lines 229 and 230. The wider spacing of the names in Col. IT as compared
with Col. I upon which Meritt has already commented, extended to Col. ITI. The letter
height of E. M. 5259 corresponds with the height in the adjoining fragment L.

A correction was made in line 236,—under the tau of 08érov 1n rasura an epsilon
can be seen and traces of a stigma (?) under the upsilon. Two of the five fragmentary

2 Homer A. Thompson, “ Buildings on the West Side of the Agora,” Hesperia, VI, 1937, pp.
203-205.
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patronymics can be equated with patronymics occurring in the Delphic inscription in
names which are not duplicated in this inscription. Line 237, [——=]rptov Mapafévios]
with Awdavros Anunrpiov, F. de D., 2, 24, col. 1, 26 (in preference to Anuijrpios
Aq[..."....] of Col. II, 19, because of the spacing) and line 235, apaudvov Tp:[xo-
pvoos] with Col. 11, 40, Xappidns Hapapdvov.

E. M. 5259 does not join J*, 1286 g nor L, I.G., I1%, 2453 (E.M. 5238). With the
seven fragmentary names of Aiantis which it supplies, plus the one in J?, and the four
in L, this tribe, whose roster begins Col. ITI, has 12 representatives. The lacuna indi-
cated in lines 240-242 would provide space for three additional names. It may well
have been greater, since Attalis has a relatively weak representation in the preserved
catalogues of this century,—five in 171/0 B.c. (assuming that the five lines which can
not be read under the tribal name were inscribed, Hesperia, XV, 1946, p. 201, no. 40) ;
nine in 118/7 B.c. (I.G., IT%, 1008) ; five in 117/6 B.c. (I.G., IT? 1009) ; eight in 107/6
B.C. (1. G.,II%,1011). Meritt’s allocation of 34 ephebes to Col. II is unassailable from
the measurements. These, with the 40 of Col. I, leave 33 names for Col. III, three of
which belong to Antiochis. It is unlikely that Attalis had the larger share of the
remainder.

O, I1.G., I1% 1007 :

That the teachers, the secretary and the attendant were honored by citations
within wreaths at the end of the catalogue was clear from K (1.G., IT% 1960) which
gave the wreath for the paidotribes and by M (I 3457) which shows parts of two
wreaths and gives the name and demotic of the hoplomachos. Two complete wreaths
giving the names of the aphetes and of the hyperetes and part of a third wreath can
now be added, and the arrangement of the wreaths definitely determined by the
discovery that 1.G., I1%, 1007 (E.M. 7604) is a part of this inscription.® It is a stone of
the same kind of marble and of the same texture. The thickness is 0.195 m. as com-
pared with 0.175 m. in the upper part of the stele, and the back and preserved right
side are rough-picked. The line interval is 0.015 m. as in M between name and demotic,
and 0.018 m. between title and name as in K. The height of letters and letter shapes
agree.

Since the right margin is preserved, the citation of the aphetes is now shown to
have come last in the first row of wreaths. Since the wreaths of the instructors follow
the sequence in which they are named in the decree (the restorations of the citations
for the akontistes and the toxotes in 1.G., IT% 1008, lines 129-133 should be reversed),
only two wreaths remain for the second row. Since there is a vacat of 0.24 m. from
the right margin to the edge of the preserved wreath in the second row, and the
vestiges of the fourth wreath in row one are preserved ca. 0.075 m. beyond the edge

8 George A. Stamires had independently worked out the connection of I.G., 112, 1007 with
Agora I 286 and showed me the paper in which he had brought together the evidence.
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of the wreath below it, the latter was centered between wreaths three and four of the
first row. The remaining wreath was doubtless similarly centered between wreaths
two and three of the first row. Meritt correctly deduced that the assistant hoplo-
machos, Artemidoros, son of Neon, of Tarsos, who is known only from the Delphic
inscription, was not honored by a citation, since he had not been mentioned in the
decree.

This arrangement is confirmed by the measurements. From the left margin of K
to the beginning of the names in Col. IT of the catalogue measures 0.25 m. and from
this point to the beginning of the names in Col. IIT can be closely estimated at the
same distance. Assuming the remaining distance to the right margin to be ca. 0.25 m.,
we arrive at ca. 0.75 m. Measuring on O, we find that the distance from the right
margin to the edge at the widest point of the preserved wreath in the second row is
0.24 m. The width of the two preserved wreaths at the widest point is ca. 0.135 m.
Assuming a similar distance between the left edge of the stone and the first wreath
in the second row, plus the width of the two wreaths (ca. 0.27 m.) and allowing
0.015 m. between the two wreaths we get ca. 0.75 m. for the width of the stone.
Similarly for the first row, five wreaths yield ca. 0.675 m., two margins, each ca. 0.015,
spaces between wreaths 0.015 each, gives us ca. 0.75 m.

1286 u:

By a curious quirk, the fragment I 286 u, consisting of a single letter, can without
question be placed in the missing fourth wreath of the first row, because the mu has a
horizontal stroke at the top between the outer sloping strokes. The name of the toxotes
in lines 40 and 138 is written Mvoriloy, although that fact was not recorded by pre-
vious editors. The stonecutter’s copy must have read Mvorilor in the three places
where the name occurred, which was later corrected to Ilvorihov. The Delphic
inscription, which I have re-examined, reads g7 in the one occurrence of the name.
Muori\n is unmistakably read in a tombstone inscription which Kirchner places after
the middle of the fourth century B.c. (I.G., IT%, 12218). Boeckh recorded Mvorilov
in an inscription from Roman times (C.I.G., II, 2140, a, 3) which was, however,
later emended to Mvorkod (1.G., IV, 1872). Thucydides (VI, 4) names Pystilos as
one of the founders of Akragas. The two names, Mystilos and Pystilos, seem to be
otherwise unknown.

It may be added that the paidotribes, Nikon, son of Alexis, of Berytos, was
succeeded in office in the following year 127/6 B.c. by an Athenian, Apollodotos of
Halimous, as we learn from a dedicatory inscription found in the Peiraieus and
doubtless set up there by three ephebes of that year, I.G., IT?, 2982.

O. W. REINMUTH
UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS



PLATE 78

Fragment N: I.G., 112, 1039, fr. v (E.M. 5259)

Fragment O: L.G., 112,
1007 (E.M. 7604)
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