THE FIRST HALF OF A BOULEUTAI LIST
OF THE FOURTH CENTURY B.C.

(PraTES 7-8)

N the excavations at No. 7 Hadrian Street (Hesperia, XXVIII, 1959, pp. 291-
293), an inscribed statue base of Hymettian marble was discovered built into a
wall of a house of Byzantine times." The base is preserved in a single piece, though
several large cracks have begun to open across it. It is somewhat broken around
the edges, particularly at the upper right part of the front face where some sizeable
pieces are missing. The surface is more or less damaged at various points.
On the top of the base are cuttings for the feet of a bronze statue, a standing
figure with the left foot slightly advanced and the toes turned outward.

The base (Pls. 7, 8) is inscribed on three sides, the left (A), the front (B), and
the right (C). The back is roughly dressed and was evidently not meant to be seen.
The inscription, which consists of a list of names arranged by phyle and deme, is laid
out in columns, two columns for each phyle. On the left side are two columns which
are carved on the right half of the face, the other half being left uninscribed. On the
front and right sides there are four columns which cover the entire face. In each
column the personal names are listed beneath the name of the deme to which they
belong, and they are indented one letter space so that the deme name stands out
clearly. At the head of each pair of columns is the name of the phyle written in letters
twice the size of those used for the names and twice as widely spaced. The phylai are
in the official order for the period before 306 B.c. Across the top of the front face in
still larger letters a bit of the general heading is preserved. Only parts of the first two
letters of this heading remain. It begins over the second column of the face, and, if
placed symmetrically on the stone, must have contained approximately eight letters.

The dimensions of the base are: height, 0.49 m.; width, 0.50 m.; thickness,
0.52 m. The letters in the list are 0.005 m. high, those used for the phylai are 0.01 m.
high. The height of the letters in the heading may have been about 0.015 m. The
arrangement of the letters in the lists is generally stoichedon, but the letter iota
usually, though not always, occupies rather less than a full letter space. The letters are
generally deeply and clearly cut, making the inscription easy to read except where
the surface is damaged.

1T wish to express my gratitude to John Meliades, ephor of the Acropolis, for permission to
publish this inscription and to Eugene Vanderpool and Eva Brann, who have helped me in many
ways in the preparation of the manuscript.
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SIDE A
EPEXOHIAOZ.
E[d]o[v]vpigs [K]né[ewoe]qs
"Avvros [--—-]
[...]xdpns BAémys
Todvvpos Xapias
DiNAys 35 Srédavos
*Avfeuiowv Aedvrios
*Tojyopos *Avripdrys
‘Opddpwv Iepyaos
10 Anudorparos "Avrixapuos
"Avripdns 40 Niwkdpayos
Mdoxos ’Apuorokpdrns
"Ex Knddv "Emré\ns
IvBuddns Onuaxerijs
15 ‘ILépwv *Avridilos
’Aypuletis 45 ®yyovoior
Avourmos Myyoupdv
Sdovrmos Aapmrpijs
Ed0idikos Hyeu[— -]
20 Twwokpdrys Hev[- -]
“Tnrmwv 50 Aaxpar[- -]
TMapBwrdda Edfdpayo(s]
Avkivos Avrokpdrns
’Avayvpdoio “Oyios
25 Adkipos "ApioTok\ijs
Tookpdrns 55  Awbdwpos
Teioavdpos *Apxtas
A[npa]iveros Ilov\vdduas
@f...]o[s] Avoifeos
30 “Apx[?]vos ’Toévopos

60 “Apx[c]xp[drns]
Eidp[p]o[s]
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SIDE B
vacat MNi------- ] [vacat]
[AITH]IAOS IANA[IONIAOS]
[‘Ahassi]s "Ex Kolwvod Iawaviijs [Qaij]s
65 [.....]s dil\vrmos 135 TIoAvdpkys Ki[- -]
[....]pmaxos 100 ’Avfepiwv Davokhéns Niko[— —]
[@uAdp ] mhos ‘Eoriauijs Swofévms Alwv
[Xa]wp[:8]nuidns SmivBapos Anpox\is 170 ’Awridor|[os]
[..]owamos Bareuis Swrddns Kovfvleui[s]
70 [Acope]eis Aéowy 140 Blepias Ipééevos
[....]t0cos 105 ‘Epwkeriis Opacvuidns Muvppwoio [ o]
[*Apa]drjvioe Tactpaxos D\Onpos Meibwv
Edfukhijs *Orpuvijs O®ebmopmos 175 Aewokpdrys
KM\éwv *Aydfapyos Anuddns Nikavdpos
75 [®n]yods M\ wlerijs Xapwddns Aloxv\idns
TIv#88wpos 110 °Apiorédnpos Beddwpos Ka\iofévms
[A]vrioOévns Epxiis Kvdalnraiijs Bovpdrns
[II]oAvkpdns Nukias ITvfdparos 180 Ipaoiijs
[’Ex] Mvpwoidrrns Kal\ias Beodwpidns Tipavdpos
80 [N]eomréhepos ‘Hyfrop 150 ’Apiorédnpos Tuyoxdpns
[Tec]0paoior 115 Bdbvlhos Awbdwpos Xapias
[TIp]ok\etdns Edfowos Anujrpios Srewpuiys
[...]ouws Aloyns Maotas 185 Xapidnuos
[....]e[.]os vacat Trmeds Mupridos
85 Edd[o]pos Tapyfrriol 155 @ebdihos @ebmopmos
[’A]ykv[\elufis 120 Kréwv DiNGOnpos *Ayyeheijs
Alwy IpokAéns Ivéas EdGvkpdns
Sdot|pa]ros Apopokhéns Aewkpdrns 190 “Epmumrmos
[T]kapf[s] K\ebkpuros *ApioToyévys Kvbppro
90 Heafd[- -] Tovida 160 IIpoBa\iciol ’ApioTapxos
[..]wv 125 [.]p€wpérns Aenrias Acokhjs
[...]é0eos [Kv]8avridar Xapioavbpos
[..% . .]8urmos [K]aANirérns IToAvk)ijs
[...%. . ]Nos [E]evoxhéns Mewdokpdrns
95 [Ko\\wrij]s D[ ha]iBow 165 @edpiros
[...]JoxAgs 130 TIIvfokAijs
[...5 ... ]9s *AvTiki)s

Davéorparos
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SIDE C

[AEQNT]IAOS

195 [Sowwiq]s

[....]wos
200 [Aep]adidroe
[..]plas
[A]yaBwvidns
Hordueor
Swk\etdns
205 QPokiov
Acomretfns
*ApwoTok\ijs
*Avriddims
®pedppuot
210 ’Avrixapms
Anjpapxos
Noavoiorparos
*ApxéoTpaTos
Avkwv
215 ®uhok)ijs
*AvSpouévns
KdA\aworxpos
[vacat]
S kapBovidou
220 ’Apxéorparos
KaA\ddns
’Apxéorparos
Krjrrioe
Mehavwmidns
225 Spikvbos
Anpédilos
Aevkovouis
Avaavdpidns
CAdkeaTopidns
230 Aq[p]ais

‘ANpovoior
EdBu80nuos
’Afmvédwpos
B®edyvyros

235 XoA\fjibou
Ocdyyehos
Xapidnpos

Aifahidan

Nwdorparos
240 KoaM\ipaxos

Hawovida
Avoiorparos
Di\éas
"Ovopakdis

245 Kolwrijs
Nuwborparos
"ApioTodpiy

“TLRddas

Adxns
250 Avoavias

Edmvptbou
B®edboros
Tupok\etdns

IIAnkes

255 ®etdwv
*Ovnoioy

"E€ Olov
Xiows

Kpomidar

260 Alt]molis

‘Exaleijs

Eppevidns

AKAMANTIAOX
Bopikio Xolapyfjs
265 Awovioios Tepor\fs
ApworToddrns IIpé€evos
Mynowkpdrns Te\eoapxidns
‘Ayvébnuos 300 Avoupdv
Kal\pdrms Thoridda
270 Kedaleuijs MoMo77és
Trmapx<i>dns Eireatot
DuhioTidns K\ebBovhos
‘Tepoddv 305  Anpox\etdns
"Emaypos Sipriprrion
275 ‘Epyouélys Avrok\eidns
*AydBapyos Bpdowv
ITpok\éns Tepokijs
D lwvidns 310  ®ilox)iis
Anporélns Evfvkpds
280 IIépeo ‘Ayvovoiol
Dulokpdns Smevotas
Toxvptas "Ioavdpos
Srpdrwv 315 Kal\ignuos
*Ex Kepapéwv Xapédnpos
285 Kal\ias Avopévns
®edmropos IlpoomdhTiol
Edkriuwv ‘Tepodpdv
Mevéorparos 320 °Em[..]dmns
Tysrébeos Tipwvidns
290 Evkhéns Tlo\Yevkros
Eipeaidar Nwborparos
KaM\ias Kucvvrijs
“Eppeto 325 Eddiyros
Eddyyehos KaM\ikpdrns

295  Edyepidns
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It is evident that we have on this base a list of bouleutai of the fourth century B.c.
The phylai, which are arranged in the official order of the period prior to 306 B.c.,
are each represented by fifty men. In the cases of Aigeis and Leontis where only
forty-nine names appear, a blank space has been left for the fiftieth. The names are
distributed among the demes in the proportions familiar from other bouleutai or
prytany lists of the fourth century.

A question arises, however, at the very start: why do we have only the first
five phylai? We know of no other similar dedication, nor does it seem possible that a
dedication could have been made by the “ first half ” of the boule. The boule was
never divided in half in this manner, the order in which the phylai held the prytany
being determined by lot.> Therefore, despite the fact that our base is a complete
monument, there can be no doubt that it represents only one-half of the whole dedica-
tion and that there must have been another similar base standing near it with the
names of the bouleutai of the last five phylai.

A second question cannot be answered so easily: what was the occasion for the
dedication? The heading at the top of the front face (line 62) is almost entirely
missing, and the few traces of letters do not admit of restoration. We can only say
that the heading was very short and contained about eight letters.

ERECHTHETS, lines 1-61. Fifty bouleutai are listed and their distribution among the
demes is the same as that of the prytany decree of 367/6 B.c. published by Pritchett,
Hesperia, XI, 1942, p. 235. In that list, however, the demes of Agryle and Lamptrai
appear divided into their upper and lower halves, but the number of councillors for
each deme as a whole is the same as here. The deme of Pergase appears divided in
I.G., 1%, 1700 (335/4 B.c.). The only deme of Erechtheis that has been omitted is
Sybridai which is listed with one representative in I.G., II%, 1697 (first half of the
fourth century B.c.) and in 1.G., IT%, 913 (about 200 B.c.) ; but these two lists, the
first a fragmentary “ bouleutai ” ® list and the second a complete list of the prytaneis
of Erechtheis, differ considerably from our list in the number of representatives
from each deme.

AIGEIS, lines 63-132. The total number of names, or traces of names, seen on the
stone is 49. A blank space at the end of the names listed under the deme of Erchia
(line 118) must have been reserved for the seventh representative, with whom the
number of fifty councillors would be completed; this deme gives six councillors, too,
in I.G., II%, 1749 (341/0 B.c.), but here again the total number is 49. In this last
inscription, which is the only other complete fourth-century list for Aigeis, two

2 See C. Hignett, 4 History of the Athewian Constitution, Oxford, 1952, p. 237 and note 5
(cf. I.G., 112, 109D, lines 17-18).

8 Which is certainly wrong ; see below, note 5.
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separate demes called Ankyle are mentioned, represented by three and one bouleutai
respectively, whereas on our stone there are two bouleutai for this deme. In I.G.,
II?, 1747, there are likewise two bouleutai from Ankyle. One the other hand, this
last inscription (dated ca. 350 B.c.) has two councillors from Ionidai as against one
on our stone.* Another discrepancy is the omission from I.G., IT%, 1749 (which is
complete), and, perhaps, from I.G., IT% 1747 (which is not complete), of the deme
Diomeia, which I have restored here in line 70 partly on the basis of the traces on the
stone and partly to keep the number of bouleutai from Halai down to five, its usual
number. Diomeia appears with a single representative (as here) in I.G., IT% 1700, the
bouleutic list of 335/4, which, as far as its portion concerning Aigeis is preserved
(seven small demes), has no discrepancy at all from our list.®

Panpronis, lines 134-193. There are no problems concerning the representation of
this phyle. In line 166 I restore Oaieis, since of the four demes not listed ® this one
occurs in both I.G., IT?, 1740 " and 1751 with four bouleutai, as here. This last inscrip-
tion is the most nearly complete fourth-century list with bouleutai of Pandionis.® The
single discrepancy between it and our inscription is in the number of Angeleeis, which
is three there, as in I.G., II?, 1740 and 1753 (dated end of the fourth century, but
possibly not so late), instead of two here. In the last case this difference is counter-
balanced by Kydathenaieis, who seem to have been eleven there as against twelve here.

LEeoNTIs, lines 194-262. The total number of names actually inscribed is 49, but there
is a blank space for the fiftieth. Eight names were originally written under Phrearrioi,

¢ Now the suspicion of Kirchner, based on the evidence of I.G., 112, 1747, that a name had been
lost from I.G., 112, 1749, where one councillor is listed under Ionidai, seems groundless.

5T have not taken into account 1.G., 112, 1697, a supposed bouleutai list, dated in the first half
of the fourth century (too early a date, I think), because of the many and considerable differences
from our list; thus no one of the four demes of Aigeis which are there wholly preserved has the
same number of names as in our list; three of them have a greater number (Phegaieis six against
three). On account of this considerably larger number this cannot be a list of diaitetas, either. I
suggest the possibility of a casualty list, which would be one explanation for the non-occurence of
the names in later times despite the fact that in several instances their sons are met in documents
of the second half of the fourth century B.c.; this exclusiveness is non-characteristic of the bouleutai
list, because of the great span of age of the men who constituted the boule. If the loss were equally
heavy for the other phylai too, the total would greatly exceed the number of five hundred; this
indicates a very important battle (or war, if the list was referring to the activities of a whole year) ;
the very fragmentary condition of the stone does not permit fruitful speculation as to the occasion.

8 The others are Graeis, Kaleteeis, and Phegaieis.

" For the date (not before 388/7, as Kirchner believed) and the distribution of the demes in
this inscription see A. W. Gomme, The Population of Athens in the Fifth and Fourth Centuries
B.C., Oxford, 1933, p. 51, note 2.

8 For a complete list of all the inscriptions set up by Pandionis see D. M. Lewis, B.S.4., L,
1955, p. 22 where the last item must be corrected to Hesperia, XI (instead of X). Add now
Rev. Et. Gr., LXXIII, 1960, pp. 88-99 (northeast tower of Acropolis [= Belvedere?]).
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but one was omitted by mistake; the last four names of this deme were therefore erased
(lines 214-218) and rewritten with slightly less space between the lines so as to leave
room for the ninth name in line 218. In the end, however, this ninth name was never
actually written. The distribution of councillors is the same as in I.G., II*, 1742
except that there the Potamioi are divided into three groups whereas here they are
all together. Since all the demes of Leontis are represented in our list, the restoration
of Sounieis in line 195 is certain.

AXAMANTIS, lines 263-326. The list of this phyle is completely preserved except for
slight damage in line 320. No other fourth-century document with the councillors of
Akamantis is nearly so well preserved as this one. In I.G., IT% 1700 (335/4 B.c.) only
a portion with three demes remains showing the same representation as here. Only
two demes appear in I.G., 1I%, 2397 + 2433 (combined and proved to be a bouleutai
list by D. M. Lewis, B.S.4., L, 1955, pp. 26-27).*

COMMENTARY *

Line 3. Probably the same as "Avvros [E]dwvvp(eds), trierarch in the year 323/2 B.c.
(1.G., 11%, 1632, lines 224, 229-230, 237), certainly a descendant of his homonym,
the accuser of Socrates, who is shown to have come from Euonymon (see below,
line 7; cf. A. E. Raubitschek, Dedications from the Athewian Akropolis, Cambridge,
Mass., 1949, p. 206).

Line 4. The restoration ['Em]xdpys can be supported from I.G., II?, 1388, line 3,
1391, line 6, and 1392, line 4, and from the curse tablet published in Sitzb. Akad.
Berlin, 1956, 3, p. 59, no. 205.

® Tentatively dated in 370/69 B.c. by B. D. Meritt, Hesperia, XVI, 1947, p. 151.

10 There is one document, the fragmentary prytany list published by Sterling Dow in Hesperia,
Suppl. I, p. 30, no. 1, which shows considerable divegence from our list. The main difference
consists in the number of Sphettioi, which is ten, twice that of our list. This difference can be
reduced if we insert a demotic instead of a name in line 45 where no letters are preserved. This
gives six names from Sphettos as against five on our list. But even after this improvement, which
of course is only a guess and cannot be proved, there are other diffculties which cannot be over-
looked. The difference in the number of representatives from Kephale (twelve against nine) is
greater than normal and a disturbing factor. But the greatest difficulty arises from the arrangement
of the list as a whole. It has only 58 lines instead of the 63 which would be required for a full
register of 50 councillors and 13 demotics. Dow’s explanations of this sub-normal representation
seem to me not satisfactory. He suggests (op. cit., pp. 28 and 34) that the year of the decree
(327/6 B.C.) was a year of famine “ when it seems that five small demes were unable to send
bouleutai, and the larger demes made up the deficiency.” But how can it be explained that the
famine affected only the small demes? There is certainly an anomaly in this list, but no satisfactory
explanation of it has been given as yet.

11 On the probabilities of the proposed identifications see note p. 35.
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Line 6. ®i\\ys ™ sounds rather strange as a name; cf., however, ®i\\s, Fouilles de
Delphes, 111, 5, indices; F. Bechtel, Historische Personennamen des Griechischen bis
sur Kaiserzeit, Halle, 1917, p. 453 and M. Mitsos, ’Apyohwkr) Ipocwmoypadia, Athens,
1952. See also I1.G., IT?, 8377 ; Inscriptions de Délos, nos. 148-449 passim, (Comptes
des Hieropes) and the “ tableau synoptique ” after no. 509 (archons, years 296, 2775,
259, 204, and hieropes, years 297, 268). It is perhaps constructed from ®uiddms
(ct. Ath. Mitt., XXVII, 1902, p. 196).

Line 7. ’Avfepiwv was the father’s name of Anytos, the accuser of Socrates (Plato,
Menon, 90a; Diodoros, XIII, 64, 6; Plutarch, Alcibiades, 4). As neither Anthemion
nor Anytos is a very common name, it can be taken for granted that Anytos belonged
to the deme of Euonymon and that both Anytos (line 3) and Athemion are among his
descendants.

Line 9. The name ‘Ouddpwr occurs for the first time in Attica.

Line 10. Identified perhaps with Anuéorparos Avar[— — —] Edwvv(ueds) on a tessera
wdiciaria of the fourth century B.c. (I.G., IT?, 1874). See also 1.G., IT*, 1034, line 4,
and 1759, line 36 (cf. Hesperia, XVIII, 1949, pp. 12, 52).

Line 11. Probably the same as *Avripdrns "Avripdvovs Edwrvueds, 1.G., IT%, 6159; his
father must then be the same as ’Avripdrys Edovvueds, who was epistates of the
proedroi in 337/6 B.c. (I.G., IT?, 240, line 6). For another *Avripdrys "Avrip[drovs],
perhaps the son of our Antiphates, see Hesperia, XXIII, 1954, p. 275, no. 130
(=S.E.G., X1V, 232).

Line 14. The name ITvfddns occurs here for the first time on an inscription. Our
Pythiades belongs certainly (Kedoi being one of the smallest demes in Attica) to
the family of I¥Awr Mvhoddpov known from both I.G., IT% 1, line 57, and 6383, where
the stemma of the family in P.4., 12471, is rearranged; Pythiades must be put in
the fourth generation of this stemma, on the same line with Tlvfok\fs and TTvhédwpos.
For members of the same family in the third century B.c., see Hesperia, Suppl. I,
no. 9, line 66 (for the date, 256/5 B.c., see Chronology, p. xxi) and I.G., IT?, 681,
line 19 (249/8 B.c. according to W. B. Dinsmoor, Hesperia, XXIII, 1954, p. 315).

Line 18. The name Sdourmos *Aypvhifer occurs twice on a stele of the early fourth
century B.c. (1. G., IT?, 5294 ; A. Conze, Attische Grabreliefs, no. 708, pl. 38). As this
monument appears to be earlier than our inscription, we cannot identify either of the
men with our councillor who might, however, be the son of one of them.

Line 21. An "Irmwv "ArypuNjfer is included in a list of thiasotas of the first half of the
fourth century B.c. (I.G., II?, 2345, line 78).

12 [®]iANgs, instead of [K]ilys, can now be restored and perhaps identified on a fragmentary
list from the end of the fourth century B.c. Kilys is very rare and of later date (Hesperia, IX,
1940, p. 77, no. 11, line 6).
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Line 29. ®:[Air]os seems to be the more plausible restoration; ®i[Aat]os is also
possible.

Line 31. [K]né[iw]f[s] is restored here with complete certainty, on account of the
traces of letters (especially the ¢) and because, apart from the small deme of Sybridai,
no other deme of Erechtheis is missing from our list. This deme is known to have
supplied also six councillors in 367/6 B.c. (Hesperia, X1, 1942, p. 235).

Line 33. BAémys is a name hitherto unknown; cf. BAénvs in 1.G., XII, 3, 776, 777
(Thera). Cf. also Bhemaios in I.G., IT% 1675, line 32, and in Hesperia, Suppl. IX, pp.
13-15, no. 26.

Line 34. Cf. I.G., XII, 8, 101 (dated in the fourth century B.c. by Kirchner, P.A4.,
160).

Line 36. By restoring the demotic Aeovrevs *Avrikheidov K[ndwoi(evs)] in 1.G., 1T,
1590, line 16 (343/2 B.c.) we bring our Leontios into connection with *Avrik\eidns
Knduoeds, trierarch in 356/5 (I1.G., IT?, 1612, line 36 and possibly, too, 1616, line 97)
and perhaps councillor in the first half of the fourth century B.c. (I.G., IT*, 1697,
line 2). If the construction holds good, then Leontios was the brother of Leonteus
and son of Antikleides.

Line 37. *Avripdrns Knduoweds is certainly related to ’Avripdrms Knduoweds (cf. line 11),
of 1.G., IT?, 1697, line 3 (thought to be a bouleutai list and dated in the first half of
the fourth century B.c., but see what is said on the character of this inscription above,
p. 35, note 5) and 1.G., II%, 3105 (line 37), dated after 333 B.c. by J. Pouilloux,
La Forteresse de Rhamnounte, Paris, 1954, pp. 111-112, no. 2 bis (cf. also here lines
49, 54, and 61). Our Antiphates belongs certainly to an intermediate generation
between the two and thus the one Antiphates is not the son of the other, as Kirchner
supposed.

Line 42. The full name of this man, 'Emré\ns Swwdpov Ilepyacnfer, is known from
an Athenian decree of the year 329/8 B.c., found at the Amphiareion near Oropos,
where he served as one of the commissioners of the festival (I.G., VIII, 4254, lines
26-27; cf. D. M. Lewis, B.S.A4., L, 1955, pp. 34-35), together with Demades (here
in line 144). There is no hint that he or any of them was a councillor at that time.
We soon meet Epiteles at Delphi, as one of the naopoiot in the year of Kaphis (327/6
B.C., according to La Coste-Messeliére, B.C.H., LXXIII, 1949, p. 236; for the inscrip-
tion see Fouilles de Delphes, 111, 5, 58, line 22 = Dittenberger, Sylloge’, 252N, line
22). This same year he was rewarded with the honor of proxeny for his good services
(F.de D., 111, 1, 408, where again his full name and demotic are cited). From other

13 For a new fragment of the inscription, see B.C.H., LXXVIII, 1954, pp. 375-376, where its
date has been corrected by G. Daux.
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Delphic documents ** we learn that he continued serving as naopoios for at least three
years. In the late summer of 323/2 B.c. he proposed a decree at Athens (I.G., II?,
365). For his ancestors see I.G., I*, 580; A. E. Raubitschek, Dedications from the
Athenian Akropolis, no. 384 ; and Hesperia, X1, 1942, p. 233, line 32. Cf. also 1.G.,
I?, 929, line 150 (for the date see Athenian Tribute Lists, I11, p. 174) ; 1.G., I?, 943,
line 4; 1.G., I?, 506 (corrected by Raubitschek, op. cit., no. 90); I.G., I*, 507
(= Raubitschek, op. cit., no. 10).

Line 48. Two restorations are possible: ‘Hyéu[axos] and ‘Hyéu[ov].

Line 49. This is probably the father of Hevopdv Aaumr(peds), one of the lampade-
phorot at Rhamnous (1.G., IT%, 3105, line 26). Cf. also I.G., II%, 6685 and 6655, both
of much later date.

Line 50. The only possible restorations are Aakpdr[ns] and Aaxpar[etdns].

Line 51. For descendants of this man see I.G., IT?, 6363 and I1.G., XII, 8, 51 (and
B.C.H.,1LLXXX, 1956, p. 464, line 16).

Line 54. This man must be the grandfather of another "Apworokhils Aav(mrpeds),
lampadephoros at Rhamnous (I.G., IT%, 3105, line 15; see line 37, above, and cf. lines
49 and 61).

Line 55. Diodoros’ son is probably Aiwy Awbdpov Aapmrpeds, prytanis in the first half
of the third century B.c. (Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 9, line 28) ; cf. also 1.G., II?, 6708
(middle of the third century B.c.).

Line 56. Archias’ son is probably the *Apxednuidns *Apxiov Aapumrpeds of the frag-
mentary list, Hesperia, 11, 1933, pp. 497-498, no. 13, line 12 =499, no. 14.”

Line 57. The form ITovAvdduas occurs also on a dedicatory inscription of the middle
of the fourth century B.c. (I.G., 1I%, 4375), possibly, then, erected by the same man.

Line 61. Eddn[u]o[s] seems the only possible restoration, the name E¥dnhos being
unknown in Attica (and known only from Pausanias, V, 21, 9) ; two men of this name
are in a list of dedicants from Lamptrai (1.G., II*, 2967, lines 4 and 5) ; one of the two
can be fairly well identified with our councillor, the inscription being dated in the
middle of the fourth century =.c.

Line 64. The restoration of the deme name [‘Alauf}]s seems certain because of the

14 F. de D., 111, 5, no. 20, lines 33 and 38, no. 61 IIB, line 25; cf. also no. 58, line 22 and no. 91,
line 26; nos. 47B, line 11, and 60A, line 11, are restorations not entirely sure.

15 T do not agree with Dow (Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 43, no. 8) that the inscription must be dated
between 280 and 230 B.c.; the similarity of the cutting with our stone and also with the list of
digitetai 1.G., 112, 1926 (325/4) points to an earlier date and I think that any year immediately
after 307/6 B.c. cannot be excluded.
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final sigma in the right place and on account of the number of the councillors, whose
names follow: five, as in both I.G., IT%, 1747 and 1749. The only other deme of Aigeis
with five representatives is Ikaria, which appears below in line 89.

Line 67. [®\éu]nhos, the only Attic name in -yhos having exactly the length required,
is known from a decree of the year 285/4 B.c. (I.G., II?, 654; for the date see
Hesperia, XXIII, 1954, p. 314) which was passed on the day that a ®\dunhos
®ul [op ] hhov ‘ANoueds, probably our councillor’s son, was epistates of the proedros (ci.
also 1.G., I1%, 5523).

Line 70. I restore [Aope]fis, because this is the only one of the demes with a demotic

ending in -eds missing from the list of Aigeis. This deme appears also with one coun-
cillor in I.G., IT?, 1700 and 1749.

Line 71. The restoration of the rather unusual [Tuuaoc]ifeos (fitting well since the
space requires a little more than four letters) is supported by I.G., IT?, 353, line 3.

Line 72. The reading [*Apa]dirior is beyond doubt; this deme appears, with two
representatives as here, in 1.G., 11, 1747 (ca. 350 B.c.) and 1740 (341/0), and with
three representatives in /.G, 1%, 1697 (first half of the fourth century B.c.).

Line 74. The Araphenian family to which KNéwv belonged is known from the speech
of Isaios, On the Estate of Astyphilos and from a number of fourth century inscrip-
tions; the stemma of the family is established by Kirchner in P.4., 8669 (but he does
not mention the sister of Astyphilos; cf. Isaios, IX, 29); it is hard to tell if we can
identify our councillor with KAéwv @ovdi[mmov *Apa]dirios, treasurer of Athena in
the year 377/6 B.c. (1.G., 11%, 1411, 1412), since, by that time older than thirty, he must
have been very old after ca. 340 B.c. Our Kleon should rather be his grandson, either
the son of @ovdurrmos, trierarch in 323/2 B.c. (1.G., IT?, 1631, lines 470, 592, 600, 679)
or the son of Mvpwvidys, prytanis in one of the years between 354 and 335 (I.G., IT%,
1747, line 31, as dated by Raubitschek, Hesperia, X1, 1942, p. 306).

Line 76. The same as IvAé8wpos Pnyas[evs] (I.G., IT*, 1632, llines 182 and 334).

Line 78. Probably the same as Tlohvkpdrys Ilo\v| €] vkrov, known from I.G., I1%, 1747
(line 18), a prytany list dated 354-335 (for the date see above, note on line 74). If
the identification is correct, he is now serving a second time as councillor. This same
man also proposed a decree in the year 349/8 B.c. (I.G., IT%, 207 A, line 2).

Line 79. The spelling Mvpwotrra with one 7ho is exceptional.

Line 82. The restoration [IIp]ox\eidns, which seems to be the only possible one, is
confirmed by I.G., IT%, 1749, line 58 of 341/0, when a IIpokAeidns Mpoevidov Teifpdorios
was prytanis of Aigeis. If he is in fact the same man, he will have been councillor
twice, this being his second term.
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Line 84. [®eé¢]e[vos] is the most likely name which can be restored here.

Line 90. I restore Ileif[wv], following I.G., II*, 2816, a dedication of Iletfwv Swovyé-
vovs and three other pythaistai coming undoubtedly from Ikaria (I.G., IT?, 2816; cf.
also here, line 92). A. Boethius, Die Pythais, Uppsala, 1918, p. 27, has shown that
these pythaistar were the children represented in a relief which he illustrates (plate
facing p. 148, fig. 2 taken from La Collection Baracco, pl. 50); one of them was
councillor in 341/0 B.c. (1.G., II%, 1749, line 36) and he must have been born before
ca. 370 B.C.

Line 91. [Af{]wr seems the more obvious restoration, but [Af]wr, [Bi]wr, and [Xi]wr
occur also in Attica.

Line 92. We may restore [‘Ayv]d0eos from the father’s name of one of the pythaistas
referred to above, line 90 (the son of an elder brother).

Line 93. [Ilooet]8umrmos seems the only probable restoration; the name is known from
Ikaria in later times (I.G., 1% 2445, line 4, middle of the second century B.C.).

Line 95. 1 restore [KoM\wrij]s, which fits exactly the space available; this deme has
also three representatives in both 1.G., I1?, 1747 and 1749.

Line 98. For the distinction between ék Kolwvod (from Kolonos of Aigeis) and

Kolwvets or Kohwrifer (from Kolone of Leontis) see the remarks of D. M. Lewis,
B.S.4., 1, 1955, p. 12.

Line 106. The name ‘lacipayos was known before in Attica only from two mid-fifth
century red-figured lekythoi (see J. D. Beazley, Attic Red-Figure Vase Painters,
Oxford, 1942, p. 927).

Line 113. °Eyéprios Kal\iov ‘Epxueds, of 1.G., IT1%, 6105 (Conze, op. cit., no. 1557,
pl. 326), dated 360-350 B.c.* was perhaps Kallias’ father, though we must not forget
that Kallias is one of the commonest Attic names. Our Kallias is perhaps the same as
the trierarch of 1.G., IT?, 1622, line 626, serving in 359/8 B.c. (cf. lines 574-575).
Probably of the same family are the persons appearing in I.G., I1*, 6121, 6122, and
6123. Cf. Isaios, XII, 6 and 12 (Pro Euphileto, delivered in 344/3 B.C.).

Line 115. In all probability it was Bathyllos’ father, BpdyvAlos BafdAhov *Epxevs,
who proposed a decree in 342 B.c. (I.G., IT?, 223 C, line 10) and another later, ca.
330 B.c. (1.G., IT? 408, line 5).

Line 118. A blank space has been left for the seventh councillor from Erchia, whose
name, however, was never inscribed. Erchia is represented by six councillors in I.G.,

16 H, Mobius, Die Ornamenten der griechischen Grabstelen, Berlin, 1929, p. 89 dates it
340-317 B.c.; but I prefer the earlier date accepted by Kirchner in the Corpus.
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I1%, 1749 of 341/0 B.c. (No other fourth century list concerning Erchia is preserved).
Line 120. The same as [Kréw]v [M]ikovos [T']apydgrrios (I.G., IT*, 5936; Conze,
op. cit., no. 1322).

Lines 121, 122. The ending -éns, instead of the usual contracted form in -ijs occurs
rather frequently in our list; there are seven instances of it (lines 121, 122, 128, 136,
198, 277, and 290) and twelve of the contracted form (lines 73, 96, 130, 138, 163, 193,
207, 215, 244, 297, 309, and 310).

A. Wilhelm (Jahreshefte, VII, 1904, p. 116) remarks that this form is not to
be found later than the fourth century B.c. (more precisely not after the time of
Demetrios of Phaleron) and therefore does not occur down to the third century B.c.
as K. Meisterhans, Grammatik der attischen Inschriften®, 1900, p. 132, note 1177,
misled by inaccurate dating of some inscriptions, wrongly asserts.

We can identify ApopoxNéns with Apopo[— — — Ta]pyrdrrios of a fragmentary
decree (Ath. Mitt., LXVI, 1941, p. 236, lines 6-7) and restore Apopo[xhéns] instead
of Apopo[k\eidys] ; this decree is dated roughly in the second half of the fourth century
B.C. (4bid., p. 235) and, owing to the rarity of the name, the identification here pro-
posed is highly probable.”

Line 125. [’E]p&wérms occurs only in a casualty list of ca. 460 B.c. (I.G., I?, 929,
line 125; for the date see 4.7 .L., 111, p. 174).

Line 127. This man is probably the same as Ka\\uré\ys [~ — —]ovs Kvdar[7idys], who
was praised in the year 337/6 B.c. (I.G., II*, 343) and who served as diaitetes twelve
years later (325/4 B.c.: 1.G., IT?, 1926, line 28; cf. here, lines 281 and 323).

The chances of our Kalliteles being one of the contributors to a dedication of
the boule to Amphiaraos in 328/7 B.C. are equal to those of KaA\ré\[ys *Epowddns],
since he, too, was diaitetes in 325/4 B.c. (cf. Lewis, B.S.4., L, 1955, p. 35) and, in
addition, by the existence of a decree (I.G., II?, 243) honoring him, seems to be a
more important personality. On the other hand the fact that another of our councillors
(Demades, line 144) and possibly still another (see line 326) appear in this list of
contributors gives some support to the candidature of our man.

Line 128. Hevox\ijs Kvdavridns appears on a curse tablet (Sitzb. Akad. Berlin, 1954,
p. 1023, no. 1A 69).

Line 130. This name suggests the restoration [ITvf]ox\és @[ aides] in 1.G., T%, 37
(the demotic has been already restored by Hiller; for the date of this fragment see
Meritt, Hesperia, X111, 1944, pp. 224-226).

Line 132. The same ®avéorparos ®haidys served also as councillor in 333/2 B.c.,
and he was proedros on the day the decree I.G., II*, 337 was passed (lines 29-30) ; but

17 Equally arbitrary is the restoration Apopok)e[i80] made by Kirchner in I .G., 112, 1370, line 7.
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this did not happen during his term commemorated by our dedication, since in the
same inscription (lines 5-6) we find that on another day of this year a certain Theo-
philos Phegousios held the same office and he does not figure among the Phegousioi
of our list. See also I.G., IT%, 338, which offers similar negative evidence.

Line 135. Tolvdpkns Hataveds, who served as councillor at the beginning of the
fourth century B.c. (I.G., IT*, 1740, line 37), is in all probability our councillor’s
grandfather, if the dating of the inscription before 388/7 is right (but see A. W.
Gomme, The Population of Athens, p. 51, note 2).

Line 140. Blejias is a name which occurs here for the first time in an inscription;
cf. Pindar, Olympian Odes, VIII, 75.

Line 141. See I.G., X1I, 8, 47, line 16.

Line 142. ®\édnpos Howavieds may be the grandson of Aischines’ father-in-law, who
sponsored Demosthenes when he was enrolled as an Athenian citizen (Aischines, II,
150; Demosthenes, XVIII, 312; see also P. W., R.E., XIX, col. 2444). [®.]\é8quos
[An]poxbdov on a grave stele from Liopesi (the site of ancient Paiania) is identified
with him by D. M. Robinson, 4.J.4., LI, 1947, p. 367. See also IloAéuwv, VI, 1956/7,
pp. pe £., no. 15, fig. 20.

Line 143. A ®edmopmos Hawavieds is also mentioned in the sepulchral inscription 1.G.,
11, 7054, of unknown date.

Line 144. Anuddns Howareds is, in all probability, to be identified as the well-known
orator; his career can afford at least some negative evidence for the date of this
dedication. We do not know much about his activity before 338/7, when he was taken
prisoner at the battle of Chaironeia. He was liberated by Philip in order to arrange the
peace with Athens (cf. I.G., IT* 236) ; he could not have been a councillor this year,
since councillors were exempted from military service (Lykourgos, In Leocratem, 37).
We also know that he was not a councillor in the year 328/7, when he is mentioned
after the councillors, among the other citizens who participated in an offering to
Amphiaraos (CApx. ‘E¢., 1917, p. 41, a line 20). The previous year (329/8) he was
one of the ten commissioners for the festival at the same sanctuary, with another of
our councillors, Epiteles of line 42 (1.G., VII, 4254).

We cannot fix the year when he was sent as a member of the Pythais to Delphi
(F.de D., III, 1, 511) and apparently on this occasion (see Dittenberger, Sylloge®,
note on 297 A )™ he was awarded proxeny by Delphi (cf. also B.C.H., LXVTIII, 1934,
pp. 168-172). As Lewis has rightly remarked (B.S.4., L, 1955, p. 34) these three
boards are interrelated by the presence of a number of persons in all three of them

8 But his restoration with the resulting chronology is arbitrary; see below and cf. the com-
mentary on line 42.
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and the events which led to their creation must also be closely related in time (the last
years of Lykourgos’ prominence at Athens); Lewis is willing to take 326/5 as the
year of the Pythais; but the evidence is not conclusive and such a dating breaks the
connection of the corresponding events. If we draw up a list of the persons who
participated in more than one of these manifestations we obtain the following table:

F.de D., 111, 1.G., VII, ’Apx., 'E¢., 1917,
1, 511 4254 p- 41

Pythais Amph. Games Dedication

(Delphi) (329/8) (328/7)
Phanodemos \4 v v
Demades \4 v v
Lykourgos v v -
Nikeratos v \4 -
Kephisophon - v v

It is thus evident that the board of the agonothetar at the Amphiareia constitutes the
backbone of the common elements in all three committees, sharing five names with
the two other boards together, which, in their turn, share only two with one another,
both of them present in all three boards. Thus the Pythais is nearer to the festival at
Oropos and more remote from the dedication of the boule. I do not think, as Lewis
does, that 329/8 is “ nearly impossible,” but as this special Pythais (as he also sug-
gests) seems to be associated with the dedication of the new temple at Delphi, which
probably was in a Pythian year, 330/29 comes into account with the strongest
evidence.

During the years 324-322, as a result of the Harpalos affair, Demades is said to
have lost his political rights (Plutarch, Demosthenes, 31; Phocion, 26, 2-4 and 30;
Diodoros, XVIII, 48).*

Line 150. ’Apiorédnuos Kvdabnvaieds, one of the most fervent disciples of Socrates
(Plato, Symposium, 173 and passim), was probably an ancestor of this man, possibly
his grandfather.

Line 152. This man is perhaps related to, if not identified with, the [Amu7]7pios

19 For the epigraphical evidence concerning Demades see the article of A. N. Oikonomides in
MAdrev, VIII, 1956, pp. 105-129. I.G., IT?, 400 must be omitted from the list of the decrees proposed
by him (no. 16 of this list, p. 106; see also pp. 119-120) and put at the end, under Demades the
Younger (p. 128), since it is now dated in the beginning of the third century B.c. (See W. B.
Dinsmoor, The Archons of Athens, p. 28). For the literary sources concerning Demades see
V. de Falco, Demade Oratore: Testimonianze e Frammenti?, Naples, 1954, which offers very
poor biographical data. Cf. also M. N. Tod, Greek Historical Inscriptions, II, Oxford, 1948, p. 238,
no. 181).
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Anpoorpdrov Kvdalfnraeds of a catalogue dated ca. 400-350 B.c. (I.G., 1I*, 2370,
line 7).

Line 155. For other members of the same family see 1.G., I1?, 2370, line 3, and I.G.,
1%, 665, line 47 (for the date, 267/6 B.c., cf. Hesperia, XX111, 1954, p. 314).

Line 157. An "Avripév Ivféov from Kydathenaion, the son or the father (or just a
relation?) of our Pytheas, is to be found in a prytany list of the second half of the
fourth century B.c. (I.G., II?, 1751, line 48). An uncle of this last, according to
Kirchner, but evidently rather a cousin, must be ’Avripdv *Apxiov, curator of the
dockyards in 349/8 B.c. (I.G., IT% 1620, line 48).

Line 163. Tlolvk\is is related to Ilovhriwv Iolvkhéovs, councillor in the year 335/4
B.C. (1.G., II?, 1700, lines 60-61). It is hard to tell whether he is the father or a son
(for a similar case see the note on line 247).

Line 164. The name Medokpdrns occurs for the first time, but several other composites
with Medo- are known in Attica; cf. here, line 174 (Meibwv).

Line 166. The restoration ['Qaus] is based on the fact that, of the three demes of
Pandionis which do not appear on the stone, this is the only one which supplies four
councillors, according to the existing epigraphical evidence (1.G., IT% 1740 ** and 1751,
of the second half of the fourth century B.cC.).

Line 169. For the immediate ancestors of this man, probably his father and grand-
father,” see 1.G., IT?, 7820 (Conze, o0p. cit., no. 1138, pl. 241). On the monument the
wife of the younger Dion, consequently our councillor’s mother, is commemorated
and we can here with some certainty establish the family’s stemma.

T'vdfwv
(1.G., 117, 7820)
ante med. s. IV a. Alwv 1 "Qalfev Nikdédwpos Taravieds
I.G., IT?, 7820 1.G., 1I?, 7820
Atov 1T "Qafer = NikomroNéun
I1.G., 11%, 7820 I.G., 1I%, 7820
councillor ca. a. Atov ['Qoueds]
340-324 a.

20 For the date, before 388/7 B.c. according to Kirchner, see above, commentary on line 135.
2 Dion himself is apparently the child represented between the two men on the relief; cf.
Kirchner’s argument.
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Unfortunately we cannot fix the date of I.G., II?, 7822, and so we cannot tell
whether ‘Hpdxheta Alwvos Ofafer yurj could be our Dion’s wife; the name Herakleia
sounds late, but it is met from the fourth century B.c. on (see I.G., IT%, 11594).

Line 176. The date of I.G., IT?, 6900 is not well known and thus we cannot be sure
of the relationship or, possibly, of the identity of our councillor with NikavSpos
Beoyévovs Muppwoioios.

Line 177. Probably the same as AiloxvAidns ’Apiordpxov, councillor in another year
in the second half of the fourth century B.c. (I.G., IT% 1751, line 29).

Line 178. See 1.G., I1?, 1152, lines 4-6 (but the restoration of the demotic is not
entirely certain).

Line 183. The last two letters of the name Xapias have been cut in a rasura; it seems
that the stonecutter had written at first another, longer, name beginning also with
Xape- (Xapidnuos, I think) which was to be cut just two lines below, first among the
representatives of Steiria, the deme inscribed immediately after Charias’ name.

Line 195. The restoration [Sovw]s is not only absolutely certain but also necessary,
since this is the only deme of Leontis not appearing in this list; it supplies the same
number of bouleutai as in both I.G., I1%, 1742 and 1752 (first and second half of the
fourth century B.c. respectively), being the only deme of this phyle represented by
four councillors.

Line 196. We may restore [®avdu]axos from I.G., IT?, 7429/30 (end of the fourth
century B.c.) and I.G., IT%, 7449 (341/0 B.C.).

Line 197. [K\eod]pddns seems the only possible restoration; the name occurs once in
Attica, restored with certainty from [...Joppddns: Hesperia, V, 1936, p. 381, lines
2-3=S.E.G., X, 111; cf. Sitzb. Akad. Wien, 217, Abh. 5, p. 39.

Line 198. [IIpox]Aéns seems the more probable restoration; the name is quite common
in Attica and a Tpok\fjs Sovmeds was demarchos in 329/8 B.c. (I.G., IT% 1672, line
273); see also I.G., IT?, 2434, line 6; Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 58, no. 16, line 11;
Hesperia, IX, 1940, p. 113, no. 28, line 8; and I.G., IT?, 417, line 16 * (dated ca.
330 B.C.).

Line 199. [Edfo]wos, a rather common name in Attica, seems the more plausible
restoration; of other names, only [’Epac]tvos occurs (rarely) in Attica.

Line 201. [Aa]ufas, which occurs in line 230, is a possible restoration, as well as
[Sa]pias and [Si]pias.

22 Whence it has been safely restored in Hesperia, II, 1933, p. 153, no. 3, line 37 (cf. here, line
196)= Hesperia, X, p. 288, no. 78, line 33.
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Line 210. An  Avrixdpns ®hiowvos was prytanis in the first half of the fourth century
B.C. (I.G., II* 1942, lines 45-46; possibly of 370/69 B.c.) ; we cannot tell whether our
councillor is the same as this man or his grandson or even his son.

Line 211. Awd[xn]s An[p]ld[p]xov ®p[edppi]os, secretary in 348 B.c. (I.G., 1T 206,
207 A, 208, and 209) and diastetes in 330/29 B.c. (I.G., IT?, 2409,* lines 50-51), was
probably Demarchos’ father (but, as always, possibly an uncle, since we do not know
his father’s name).

If this is true, then the earliest possible date for his son serving as a councillor
would be ca. 340 B.c.* (see also lines 294 and 367) ; if Lewis is right in lowering the
date of 1.G., 1T 4359, then *Emelym[s] Atedxos and Awdkpiros Aedxos are Demarchos’
younger brothers (or possibly cousins; see above).

Line 213. Two men from Phrearrioi bearing the name ’Apxéorparos are known: the
one, active at the end of the fifth century B.c., died perhaps in 406 B.c. (Lysias, XXI,
8; see P.A., 2430) ; the second was among the heirs of Plato (according to Diogenes
Laertios, IIT, 41) who died in 348/7 B.c.; he may, then, be the same as our councillor
or one of his nearest relations.”

Line 214. This man is to be identified with Adkwr @epoiov Ppedppros, a polemarch
praised in a decree of the klerouchs of Lemnos dated between 318 and 307 B.c. (I.G.,
XI1I, 8, 47, lines 7 and 14; B.C.H., V1I, 1883, p. 154). C{. also line 141.

Lines 214-218. Four names were originally written in this space; they were erased
and rewritten with slightly closer spacing to allow a fifth to be added. This was never
done, and so line 218 remains blank. Together with the name that was to have been
written in line 218 we count nine councillors from Phrearrioi, which is the same
number as in I.G., IT?, 1742 and gives fifty councillors for Leontis.

Line 215. I cannot tell whether this man is the same as the ®\okhfs ®pedppros of a
Samian inscription dated 346/5 (C. Curtius, Inschriften und Studien zur Geschichte
von Samos, Luebeck, 1877, p. 10, no. 6, line 3; Ch. Michel, Recueil d’Inscriptions
Grecques, Brussels, 1900, no. 832), serving then as a treasurer of Athena, and, being
a klerouch, a regular resident at the island. He belongs perhaps to the family of
Themistokles.

28 Proved to be a list of diaitetas by D. M. Lewis, who combined it with I.G., 112, 1924; see
B.S.A4.,L, 1955, pp. 25, 32-33.

2t There can be no doubt that all who were sixty years old (fifty-nine by modern reckoning)
served for one year as diaitetai, as is expressly stated by Aristotle, Ath. Pol., 53, except those who
held another office or were not in Athens. Cf. Lewis, 0p. cit., pp. 64-65 and P. Roussel, Rev. Arch.,
XVIII, 1941, p. 219.

25 [*Apxéc]rparos is now a tempting restoration in I.G., 112, 1742, line 59 (possibly 370/69; cf.
Hesperia, XVI, 1947, p. 151).
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Line 217. For a possible ancestor of this man, perhaps his grandfather, see I.G., I?,
847 b = S.E.G., 111, 49; cf. Hesperia, XX VI, 1957, p. 3, no. S2, line 8.

Lines 220 and 222. The appearance of the same name twice in one small deme is not
unparalleled (cf. line 323) and can be explained in more than one way.” Related to
this family must be the ’Apxeorpdm Sworpdrov of a funeral inscription of the fourth
century B.C. (I.G., II?, 7731). The name Sostratos brings them also into connection
with ®hokpdrns Sworpdrov ®pedppuos, daitetes in 329/8 B.c. (I.G., I1?, 1925, line 5),
identified by Peek with one of the lochagot of an ephebic inscription from Rhamnous
or Sounion (Ath. Mitt., LXVII, 1942, p. 21, no. 24, line 8).

Line 221. Cf. I.G., II?, 7404; Conze, op. cit., 1460, pl. 302.

Line 224. In the light of the evidence obtained from our list, it is possible to restore
Melavewr [ dys]| instead of Mehdvwn|[os] in 1.G., II?, 2434, line 18, a prytany list of
the middle of the third century B.c., republished in Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 58, no. 16
(line 28) and in Hesperia, IX, 1940, p. 113, no. 122 (line 25), in each case with
the addition of a new fragment. The name Mehavomidys also appears (written twice)
in a catalogue of thiasotas of the fourth century (1.G., IT?, 2343). See also 1.G., IT?
6391 (and cf. 6390, of his brother very probably). If all those datings prove right,
we can tentatively build the following stemma:

Me\dvwmos

(cf. I.G.,| IT2, 6391)

Teheatias éx Kepapéov Méhas Mehavwmidns
I1.G., 1I*, 6391  I1.G., IT?, 6390, 6391 I.G., II%, 2343
Peadeorpdry = Meldvwmos Kijrrios Avoaydpas Kirrios Meldvamos
1.G., IT? 6391 1.G., IT% 6391 1.G., IT% 6390

Melavomidns Kijrrios

the present text

Line 225. Suikvfos Bevox\éovs Knrrios, probably a grandson of our councillor, was
ephebe in the year 324/3 B.c. CApyx. ‘Ed., 1918, p. 75, line 38).

2 Cf. I.G., 112, 1926, lines 76-77 and comments, and J. W. Headlam-Morley, Election by Lot at
Athens, 2nd edition, revised by D. C. Macgregor, Cambridge, 1933, p. 56 (4). For the danger of
identifications based only on name and demotic cf. Hesperia, Suppl. VIII, p. 277, and B.S.A4., L,
1955, p. 29.
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Line 229. Keoropidys is incised on the stone; the name sounds strange and is so close
to *AkeoTopidys that we may assume an error of the stonecutter (cf. line 271).

Line 230. Aa[p]tas occurs for the first time in Attica (but see line 201).

Line 232. The name EdBié0nuos appears for the first time in Greek prosopography;
but its formation is easily understood: EvfBiws is not an unusual name; cf. also
Buédapos on Lakonian inscriptions (I.G., V, part I, 93, line 18, and 1127).

Line 236. @edyyelos XoA\jdns is apparently related to [E]ddv[yel]os ®Oearvyélov
XoM\[etdys] in I.G., I1%, 1556, line 33, republished with the addition of a new frag-
ment (and combined with 1.G., II?, 1554, 1555, 1557, 1558, and 1559) by D. M.
Lewis, Hesperia, XX VIII, 1959, pp. 208-238 (221, line 8) who dates it ca. 320 B.c.

Line 243. This man is probably the same as ®\éas Avrvyévov Tawovidns of 1.G., IT%,
348 (331/0 B.c.), where his patronymic and demotic have been restored from /.G,
I1%, 410, a decree dated ca. 330.

Line 245. For Kolwwijs see the note on line 98.

Line 247. *Apwrodéy is related to Edunlos *Apioroddrros Kolwveds, councillor in the
year 335/4 B.c., (I.G., IT?, 1700, lines 90-91 = Ath. Mitt.,, XXIX, 1904, p. 244).
It is hard to tell whether he is the father or a son (for a similar case see the note on
line 163).

Line 255. This man’s father was probably ‘Tepox\eidn[s] ®etdwvos IIj\né, prytanis
of Leontis in the first half of the fourth century B.c. (I.G., II?, 1742, lines 77-78 *").
His son served as an ephebe in 324/3 B.c. (CApx. ‘Ed., 1918, p. 75, line 33) ; thus we
know four generations, as the following stemma will illustrate:

fin.s. V /imit. s. IV Deldwv

I1.G., I1?, 1742, line 78
ante med. s. IV ‘Tepoxhetdn [ s]

1.G., 11°, 1742, line 77
councillor ca. a. Deidwv

340-324 a. our present text
|

ephebe a. 324/3 a. ‘Tepok\ijs

*Apx. Ed., 1918, p. 75, line 33

Line 256. The name *Ovnoiwy occurs for the first time in Attica (but ‘Ovjoipos and
*Omjourmos are known).

27 Tentatively dated 370/69 B.c.; see note 25.
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Line 260. A[t]mols, despite its regular construction and the great number of names
which have as their second component -mé\is * appears for the first time as a personal
name. The word was used as an epithet of place-names, especially of islands having
two towns (see Strabo, III, 4, 8 and X1V, 2, 15 and Et. Mag.).

Line 265. A Awvi[o]ios KarhidSov [B@opik]eos is met with on a fragmentary inscrip-
tion in the Agora, which was recognized by G. A. Stamires as part of a prytany list
(Hesperia, XXVI, 1957, p. 236, no. 95, line 10).

Line 269. Kal\pdrys is probably the same as Kal\pdrys Aveaviov @opikios of 1.G.,
IT?, 6226, dated in the second half of the fourth century B.c.; for his position in
Lysanias’ family see the stemma at 1.G., IT% 6217.

Line 271. The second fota of ‘Immapx<i>dns was omitted by the engraver. This is
his only obvious error (but see also line 229). Hipparchides is probably the same as
‘Inmwapxidns Kal\irmov Kepalijfer mentioned twice in a list dated ca. 330 B.c. (.G,
II%, 1561, lines 24 and 28-29).

Line 273. Hierophon is probably the same as ‘Tepopdv Kedalffer of I.G., 1%, 6358;
Conze, op. cit., no. 1060, pl. 215. (C{. also I.G., IT?, 6357 ; Conze, o0p. cit., no. 1326,
pl. 280). '

Lines 274, 275. The names "Emaypos and *Epyouéhys, both of quite normal formation,
occur here for the first time in Greek prosopography, so far as I have been able to
discover. The word &maypos (meaning “in quest of prey”) occurs in Aristotle
(Hist. Anim., 616b, 34). Cfi. also the name Edaypos (I.G., I1% 7314, of the first half
of the fourth century B.C.).

Line 281. This man is very probably the same as ®\okpdrys IIépros, who was trier-
arch ca. 342/1 B.c. (1.G., IT% 1632, line 238). From this inscription ®wkok[pdms]
IIépros has been restored in the diastetar list of the year 325/4 (I1.G., IT%, 1926, line 86),
where two more names occur which can be attributed to persons included in our cata-
logue (see lines 127 and 323). This gives another year which must surely be eliminated
from the possible dates of our dedication.”

Line 285. This man’s father, or perhaps another member of the same family, is
Awdpavros Kariov ék Kepapéwv of 1.G., I1%, 4385.

Line 286. This man is possibly the same as [®¢]émop[wos éx] Kepa[pélwr of 1.G., IT?
2410, line 21.

28 Fr, Bechtel (Historische Personennamen, pp. 375-376) has a list of forty-seven such names.

29 In Hesperia, XXVI, 1957, p. 217, no. 7, we may venture to restore [®oxpdrys] Pihiddov
TI[éptos] on account of the patronymic and the length required; if the restoration, as well as the
dating of the inscription in the middle of the fourth century B.c., prove right, we have here not our
councillor himself but rather his grandfather.
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Line 288. Mevéorparos is perhaps a member of the family known from I.G., IT?, 6313
(see also W. Peek, Ath. Mitt., LXVII, 1942, p. 212, no. 3; I.G., IT% 6333 is possibly
also related).

Line 289. With the new evidence brought by our inscription and a re-examination
of the older data, the stemma of the family to which Tuuéfeos belonged, as given in
P.A., 3273, may be rearranged as follows:

med. s. V a. Anpaiveros 1
1.G., I1%, 143, line 8 -+ Hesperia, VII, 1938, p. 278, no. 13, line 8

natus ca. a. 430 a. Tipactfeos
1.G.,1T%, 143, line 8 —ll- Hesperia, V11, 1938, p. 278, no. 13, line 8

l

trierarch Anpaiveros 11 Tipéfeos 1 councillor
a. 356/5 et 334/3 a.  I1.G., IT?, 1616, line 132, the present text ca. a. 330 a.
1623, line 38

ante a. 336/5 a. [Tipao]ifeos 11 (?) Tiunoifeos 111 trierarch
I1.G.,11%, 291, line 8 I.G., IT%, 1631, line 538 a. 323/2 a.

Twébeos 11 ephebe
I.G., I1?, 478, line 78 a. 305/4 a.

It seems that there was a fluctuation of spelling between Tiwuacifleos and Tiunoi-
feos. 1 have retained the restoration [Tupao]ifeos of the Corpus for the practical
purpose of making a distinction between the two cousins, since 1.G., IT*, 291 seems
considerably earlier than I.G., IT% 1631, a difference in time which accords with the
activities of Demainetos on the one hand and those of Timotheos I on the other.*

Line 294. The stele of an Eddyyehos @copilov “Eppetos and his wife (I1.G., IT?, 6077 ;
Conze, op. cit., no. 661, pl. 120) is, very probably, the funeral monument of this man.
If this identification is correct, we also know his father, @eddilos Eva[ryélo]
“Ep[peos] (Hesperia, VIII, 1939, p. 4, no. 2, lines 9-11). If, as Raubitschek thinks,
Theophilos was married soon after the year this dedication was made (Hesperia, X1,
1942, p. 308), then his son Euangelos could not have been born before ca. 370 and
so could not be at an age to be elected councillor before ca. 340 B.c. For descendants,
see I.G., II%, 787 c, line 12, and 6078.

80 Kirchner in I.G., II2, 1966, line 2, rejects the restoration proposed by Sundwall, Epi-
graphische Beitrige, 1906, p. 46: Anpalveros [Tipacféov éx Kepapéwv] for one of the epistatai of the
Eleusinia in the years 356/5-353/2 B.c., on account of the letter-spacing.
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Line 295. The name Evyeptdns appears for the first time in Attica (where Edyep
and Edyepos exist).

Line 299. Tekeoapxidns is evidently related to Tehéoapyos Xohapyevs, who made a
dedication to Asklepios in 340/39 B.c. (I.G., IT% 1533, line 14) ; certainly the one is
son of the other but we cannot tell whether our councillor was the son or the father
of the dedicant.

Line 300. Avouddv is evidently the son of Kndiooddv Avorddvros Xohapyevs, one of
the commissioners of the Amphiareia in 329/8 B.c. ({.G., VII, 4254, lines 30-31);
we know his age from the fact that he served as diastetes in 330/29, as Lewis has
shown by combining I.G., I1% 1924 with 2409 in B.S.4., L, 1955, p. 27, where (p. 33)
more information is given about this important Athenian of the Lykourgan period.

Line 305. This man is possibly the same as Anpoxheidy[s ®]ihokhéovs [E]ireatos,
epistates of the Eleusinia in the years 336/5-333/2 B.c. (I.G., II%, 1543, lines 3-4;
cf. 1544, lines 2-3) ;** his father was evidently ®uoxMéns Anuox\eidov Eireatos (I.G.,
IT%, 6010 of the fourth century B.c.).

Line 307. Autokleides’ father, Ederiwy Adroxheidov Sdrjrrios, seems to have been a very
busy man; his activities are known from I.G., IT?, 1582, lines 50-51 (after 348/7
B.C.); 1925, lines 16-17 (diastetes in the year 329/8 B.c.); ’Apx. ‘E¢., 1917, p. 41,*
line 12 and 1.G., IT?, 354, line 32 (councillor in 328/7) ; and 1632, lines 11-12 (trier-
arch in 323/2 B.c.). Autokleides could hardly have reached the age of thirty and so
become a councillor by 340 B.c. See further 1.G., IT% 7522 (beginning of the fourth
century) and I.G., IT%, 7503 and 7529.

Line 308. This man’s grandfather and father were probably ®pdowr “Appwros
Sdirrios and "Appwr*® @pdowvoes [Sdijrr]ios (1.G., II?, 1635, lines 130 and 132; cf.
B.C.H., VIII, 1884, p. 317, lines 18 and 19).

Line 309. This man is probably the same as Tewwok)fjs Sdnjrrios (I.G., IT% 2411, line
20). For one of his descendants, probably his grandson, see Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 59,
no. 17, line 6. Members of the same family are probably all those inscribed in I.G.,
112, 7501 and 7528, both dated at the middle of the fourth century B.c.

Line 310. Of the same family, possibly his daughter, is [II]audiln ®horréovs Sdnrriov
(I.G., IT?, 7525; Conze, op. cit., no. 1637, pl. 345). For a member of the same family
in the second century B.c. see P.A4., 14561.

31 This identification could be very important, since, as is shown below (p. 56), the year 336/5
in which Demokleides was appointed to this office has the greater probability of being the very year
of his councillorship ; but there is always a possibility of homonymy (cf. here, lines 220 and 323).

32 Pyblished also in Hesperia, XX VIII, 1959, pp. 171-172.

33 Sometimes corrected to “ABpwy; cf. P.4., 17.
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Line 311. The mother of Edfvkpdrys was perhaps Tiyujovila Edfvkpdrov Kepiddov,
wife of [T]e[wrape]v[és?] (I.G., II?, 7527, dated at the middle of the fourth century
B.C.).

Line 315. The name KaM\ignuos, though of a normal formation, appears here for
the first time in Attica.

Line 316. This man is possibly identical with Xawpédnuos “Ayvod(oos), lessee of the
mine of Leukippeion in 367/6 B.c. (Hesperia, X, 1941, p. 17, no. 1, line 83 = S.E.G.,
XII, 100. Cf. I.G., I1%, 5273, 5280, and 5279 a).

Line 317. Avowévys apparently belongs to a family from Hagnous, several members
of which were active at about the same period (see I.G., IT% 3850, 1622 line 660, 1672
line 278).

Line 320. Restored as Em[kp]drys this man can be identified with *Emwkpdrns Kaliov
Mpoomdhtios (1.G., IT%, 7307). Another possible restoration is "Emi[or]dms, of which
we know but one example in Attica (I.G., IT*, 2398, line 14).

Line 322. This man is probably the father of [...]las IloAvedkrov IlpoomdArios of a
list of the year 327/6 B.c. (Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 31, no. 1, line 52).

Line 323. Two men from Prospalta with the name Niwkdorparos are included in the
list of diattetai of 325/4 B.c. (1.G., I1%, 1926, lines 76, 77).

Line 325. This man is possibly the same as Ed¢pil [n7]os Edde[ A ]sjr[ov], who proposed
a decree in 323/2 B.c. (I.G., IT?, 448).*

The inscription here published is the most extensive list of bouleutai available
up to date. Unfortunately, it gives only the first names and the demotics of the
councillors; no father’s names are given, which would have been of great value in
identifying the persons named and would have eliminated the danger of the identifi-
cations attempted.*

The type of the offering is quite peculiar and the unusually short heading is not
sufficiently preserved to help in understanding it. Since we must assume a similar
stone for the other five phylai, we are justified in envisaging the whole dedication as
consisting of two separate bases supporting two bronze statues (personifications of

8¢ His demotic is there restored as [Kxpuoneds], a repetition of a hypothetical restoration by
Lolling, who proposed it with a question mark (Aekr. *Apy., 1892, p. 58). This restoration was not
adopted in I.G., II, 5, 231b; but it was taken over, without any question mark, in I.G., 112, 448;
both demotics fill equally well the space available, the inscription being stoichedon.

85 T wish to point out that all the identifications proposed in this paper are within the limits of
a certain degree of probability, even when that caution is not expressed. One case, which concerns
the dating of the inscription itself, is dealt with in note 31.
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the Boule and the Demos perhaps; but there are, of course, other possibilities). Bases
of Hymettian marble, like ours, are preserved also in I.G., I1?, 2400, an unspecified
fragmentary list of Aiantis, possibly a list * of prytaneis of the second half of the
fourth century B.C., and in a prytany decree of 341/0 (I.G., IT?, 1749; inscribed, too,
on three sides). Other name-lists, arranged like ours, make their appearance in the
first half of the fourth century B.c. Most of them are prytany lists;* some of them
are also bases and thus they share this common feature with our list. Examples are
the prytany records I1.G., I1%, 1749 (341/0 B.cC.), a base of Hymettian marble (dimen-
sions 0.46 m. x 0.78 m. x 0.78 m.) inscribed, too, on three faces, and I.G., II?, 1751,
a similar base but not for a statue (dimensions 0.37 m. x 0.64 m. x 0.47 m.). The
main difference in the arrangement of these two inscriptions is that they include the
patronymic also, written on the same line with the councillor’s name.

Apart from the purely epigraphical data which place our inscriptions not very
early in the second half of the fourth century B.c., the upper limit in time is deduced
from the estimated age of four of the men, who could not have been born before ca.
370 B.c. and consequently could not have been elected councillors before ca. 340 B.c.
(see lines 211, 294, 300, and 307, and the argument below concerning the possibilities
of the years 340/39 and 339/8). The lower limit in time is given by Demades’ death
in 320/19 B.c.

The activity of several of our councillors is attested for a period including these
years but also extending in either direction beyond the limits established; this is
explained by the difference in age of those who served at the same time as councillors,
namely, men hardly above thirty and others perhaps well above sixty. The earliest
well attested year in which one of our men is mentioned is 367/6 (see the commentary
on line 316; but see also line 210). The lowest date for the career of one of our
councillors lies between 318 and 307 (see the commentary on line 214).

Upon reviewing one by one all the years taken into account we can eliminate
a number of them:

341/0: excluded (prytany list of Aigeis, 1.G., II?, 1749).

ggg?gg :  No document; possible, but rather early.

338/7:  excluded (see line 144; Demades at Chaironeia).
377/6: excluded (see line 11).

336/5: possible (see below).

335/4: excluded (bouleutai-list, I.G., II?, 1700).

36 Certainly not the other half of our list, primarily because of the difference in the size of the
letters (0.01 m. as against 0.005 m. of our inscription).

87 1.G., 112, 1740 (dated by Kirchner before 388/7 B.c., too early a date, as Gomme rightly
thinks, Population, p. 51, note 2); 1742 (first half of the fourth century B.c.); 1745 (360/59);
1749 (341/0); 1751 and 1752 (second half of the fourth century B.c.).
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334/3: excluded (see I.G., IT%, 335, 336, 405, 414a, and cf. Hesperia, 1X, 1940,
pp. 339-340, and 1.G., 11, 2791).

333/2: excluded (see line 132 and cf. I.G., II%, 337 and 358).%

332/1: excluded (see I.G., VII, 4253 and cf. I.G., 1T 2792).

331/0: excluded (see I.G., IT?, 349).%

330/29: excluded (see I.G., IT?, 351 +4 664 [Addenda, p. 660]).

329/8: excluded (see I.G., IT?, 353).*

328/7: excluded (see commentary on lines 144 and 307).

327/6: excluded (see Hesperia, 111, 1934, p. 3, no. 5).*

326/5: possible, but see commentary on line 42.

325/4: excluded (list of diaitetas, 1.G., 11%, 1926; see lines 127, 281 and 323 of our
text) ; cf. also I.G., IT?, 1629, line 273, 1631, lines 250-252, 241-242,
and 245-246.

324/3: possible, but see commentary on line 42.

323/2: excluded (atimia of Demades; see commentary on line 144).

322/1) . bl
32170 possible.
320/19: excluded (see I.G., IT%, 380, 381, 382, 383 4 399 * and Hesperia, XIII,

1944, p. 234, no. 6, line 7).

Seven years out of twenty-two are not certainly excluded, but special considera-
tions make certain of these years less likely than others. Thus, the first two possible
years (340/39, 339/8) seem a bit too early, since we have one case (line 307) when
the father of a councillor was born in 388/7 and two other cases (lines 211 and 300)
when the fathers were born in 389/8, as is shown by the fact that they served as
diaitetai in 329/8 and 330/29 *° respectively. In another case (line 294) it is probable

38 The date of I.G., IT2, 358 has been fixed to 333/2 by Dinsmoor, The Archons of Athens, 1931,
p. 357. :

# Dorotheos from Halai was proedros; this could be only Halai Araphenides of Aigeis, since
Halai Aixonides belongs to Kekropis, which was then the prytanizing phyle. There is a missing
name in our list under the heading of this deme (line 65), but before the final sigma, which is clearly
preserved, there is a space for exactly six letters and Awpdfeos needs seven.

4 The day this decree was passed [...]wwos was proedros; we have two incomplete names
under the heading of this deme in our list (lines 167, 168) but neither of them can be restored to
a seven-letter name ending in -rmos.

41 The demotic of the proedros has been restored to Idupitos T [aanels] by A. W. Gomme, see
Hesperia, Index to Volumes I-X, Supplements I-VI, s.. ldpgiros. I do not take into consideration
the list in Hesperia, Suppl. I, 1, because of the doubts about its character I expressed when dealing
with Akamantis (see above, note 10; cf. also the preceding note).

42 Combined by Leonardos, Aextiov, I, 1915, p. 222, completing Mdpupiros Pi[Aaidys] in line 3
(cf. I.G., 112, Addenda, p. 660).

42 T reckon the years as Lewis does (see his argument in B.S.4., L, 1955, p. 29). It must also
be noted that the list of diaitetai of 329/8 is poorly preserved, with only ten names (and some of
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that the father of one of our councillors was married after 373/2 B.c. It seems diffi-
cult to suppose that in three or four known cases it happened that these men had sons
born when they were hardly twenty years old ** and that in all these cases their sons
became councillors as soon as they reached the age of thirty.

The next year possible is 336/5; its probabilities are greatly strengthened by two
facts: (1) First, no father’s name can be detected in the wholly preserved list of
diaitetar of 325/4 (1.G., IT?, 1926) and thus we do not encounter the difficulties which
arose for the years 340/39 and 339/8; on the contrary, we have three probable cases
of identity between our councillors and the diattetas of 325/4 (see lines 127, 281, 323).
(2) Secondly, in the partly preserved list of bouleutai of the following year (335/4
B.C., I.G., IT?, 1700) there is no one name which appears in our list; * this may be
accounted for by the fact that it was not possible to hold the bouleutic office for two
consecutive years.*

There is difficulty about this year, because of the possible identification of one of
the councillors (Demokleides, line 305) with one "of the epistatai of the Eleusinia
appointed for the same year; but against strong evidence this difficulty may be over-
come as suggested in footnote 31, above.

The year 326/5 is also possible, but its candidature is considerably weakened by
the fact that Epiteles was almost certainly at Delphi in this year (see commentary
on line 42). The same is true of 324/3.

No conclusive evidence can be brought against 322/1 and 321/0, but for his-
torical reasons it seems unlikely that any important dedication was set up by the boule
in those difficult years. We can, I think, take the year 336/5, with a large degree of
probability, as the year of the councillorship of the men recorded in the list here
published.

This was an important year for Athens, the first year of recovery after the
disaster at Chaironeia. Philip’s death and Alexander’s absence in Thrace gave the
Athenians respite. We know that a number of warships were built (see I.G., IT* 1623,
lines 286-289), and this could be a very appropriate occasion for the boule to receive

them incomplete) and this may account for the fact that we have but one case of a father of one of
our men serving then as diaitetes ; moreover, since we do not have the patronymics of our councillors,
there are probably cases where the relation of father and son has escaped us, since not every child
took his paternal grandfather’s name and some of the names in the list of diaitetai are given without
the patronymic.

¢ That a marriage at a very young age was not the usual case for men in fourth-century Athens
is seen from Demosthenes, Against Boiotos, 11, 56, where the defendant, married at eighteen
(#bid., 12) says that his daughter, when seen, will be thought to be his sister and not his daughter.

45 Tt is worth noting that we have two cases of father and son (lines 163 and 247).

46 See Aristotle, Ath. Pol., 45, 3 and 55, 2; cf. also Hignett, op. cit., p. 228, note 3; U. Kahr-
stedt, Studien zum offentlichen Recht Athens, 11, pp. 135-136, maintains that by analogy with
Erythrai (1.G., 1%, 10, line 11) we may assume that there was a rule forbidding one to be councitlor
more than once in four years.
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some special honor, for it was the boule who had charge of and took care of the
building of ships (Aristotle, Ath. Pol., 46, 1). Indeed, it was strictly forbidden to
award honors to the boule which failed in this duty (Demosthenes, Against Androtion,
8, 12, 16)." We already know that the boule of Pythodelos’ year made a dedication,
possibly of a silver cup (according to the restoration introduced into the inscription),
to the sanctuary at Eleusis (1.G., IT% 1544, line 47).
S. CHARITONIDES
ATHENS, GREECE

+7 Ten ships (at least) had to be built, according to the scholia of the Anonymus Argentinensis
(Hesperia, XX V1, 1957, p. 164, lines 9-11).
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