NOTES ON FIFTH-CENTURY INVENTORIES

(Prates 78-79)

[Bert Hodge Hill spent much time and study on the inscriptions recording the
dedications in the Parthenon, Hekatompedon, and Pronaos in the fifth century. He
left more or less complete texts of most of these but very little finished commentary.
When I was asked by Mr. Blegen to prepare them for publication, it seemed best
to put them out as soon as possible, even if the commentary should prove scanty.
Otherwise, Mr. Hill’s contributions, among which are two new inventories and a
new join, might not be made public in time to be included in the new edition of
Inscriptiones Graecae 1. Furthermore, it seems appropriate that they should be
a part of the volume dedicated to his best friend. In what follows I have included
everything which seems to be an improvement upon the accepted texts. My comments,
in many cases on points implied but not stated explicitly by Mr. Hill, are set within
brackets. The unpublished texts from the Epigraphical Museum are included by
the kind permission of the Director, Dr. Markellos Mitsos. DoNALD W. BRADEEN.]

PARTHENON

11, 3 and 4; a. 428/7 and 427/6 a. (Plate 79)

One day in February, 1944, looking at the back of E.M. 6780, I judged the tooling
not ancient and inferred from its uniformity that it might simply be a dressing back
of the surface, perhaps to obliterate an inscription (cf. the second tribute stele). Two
quite certain letters were then immediately discovered near the right edge of the
block, well enough preserved to show clearly on the squeeze made later. Examination
of the stone as it stood on its shelf rather far from the windows gave a fair number
of scattered letters, but no words and only one syllable, a final — OZ. It was, however,
clear that the inscription is earlier than that on the other face of the stele (I.G., I?,
280-283) which is of 422-418, and I assigned it provisionally (but confidently—and
mistakenly) to the penteteris 426-422. On June 1, the stone having been placed in
a favorable light, it proved possible to read parts of Items 36, 38, 39, and 41. Items
39 ff. are epeteia, and the fact that at least four of these are from Lesbos made the
year 427/6 seem more likely than the 423/2 I was counting on. It turns out that in
fact the regular heading for 427/6, of 274 letters, suits the normal restoration of the
text, while that for 423/2, of 261 letters, does not fit.

[Mr. Hill left several different texts, dating from 1944 to 1957, of both of the
following. What is given here generally follows his last text, although I have included
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332 BERT HODGE HILL

improvements in the readings of Item 35 by W. E. Thompson, 4.J.4., LXIX, 1965,
pp. 230-231, and of Item 42 by B. D. Meritt, Hesperia, XXX, 1961, p. 240.]

a. 428/7 a. STOIX. 70

[rd8e hov Tautar 76v hiepdv xpepdrov 7€s *Afevaias Mavra. ... . % ... ...
Kal xovvdp |
[xovres hots Meyax\és Meyaxhéos *ANomeeteds éypappdreve wapébooav Tols
Tapiaow |
[ots EdBolos dihoyetrovos *Axapveds éypappdreve mapadexoduevor wapd
70V wpoTépo |
[v Tapiov hots Meheatas IlohvkNéos hoaievs éypapudrever év 76 IlapBevove:
orépavos *]
5 [xpvoos, oraludv obroPA. ¢udhat xpvoat I, orabuov rovror MFHHEAAALE.
xpvotov doepov, *]
[orabuov Tovro HllI. kapxéoiov xpvody, Tou mvbuéva hvmdpyvpor héxov,
huepdv 70 hepar)\ ]
[éos 76 év "Ehauel, orabudv rovro HAAATMH. hého 8o humapydpo karaxpioo,
oTafudv Tovro]
[ev HEAAAFH. mpdoomov hvmdpyvpov kardypvaov, oraludy tovro HAIME,
dudrow dpyvpal HA]
[AADLII, képas dpyvpov, orabudy rodror TTXXXHHHIH. hapifuov rdde
drwdkas mepixpvo]
10 [ow M. Néwow mepixpvaov, ordyxves All. kavd hvmoxavlo karaxpioo ll.
Ovpearépiov hvméyo ] ,
[vhov kardypvoov |. Kkdpe émt oréhes kardxpvaos |. koire hvméxovhos kard-
xpvoos |. yopyd]
[vewov, kdume éntxpvoa. himmos, ypids, ypumds mporoué, ypbds, N]é[ov]7[o]s
ke[d]aNé, [h]bppo[s avbé]
[ wov, Spdkov émtypvoa rabra. kvé émixpvoos . domides émtypvool hv]méxovho[e
AT k)Nv[oe]
[Xewopyés M. k\ivar Mikearopyés A. xoupopdxarpar MY x[oige [M.]
0[dpaxe]s AN, [domides émio]
15  [euwor Pl domides émixatkor AAAL Bpévor Tl. Sipou 1] 8[«]> o[ Stae
M1 Mpla] kard[xpva]o[s. Mpa]
[¢ Aedpdvrivar lIll. Mpaw MllI. 7pdmela éNedavropéve. rpdve] x[1Aka
. thew]6[v] 7 [b8es émdpyvp]
[ov Alll. méhre. rdhaw dpyvpal I, kvhe. .io hvmapydpo Il, hi]w [mos
* dpyvpés,] o[ra]fuov [7]o[drov] FHH
[HH. donide émypioo hvmoxodho Il. vacat 5 émére]ua [é]meyé[v]e[r]o [én]i
7ov t[aue]6[v h]o[is Me]y[a]xh
[és Meyak\éos *Aomeeweds éypauudrever drw]dkes émix[plvoos [I] doralbpos.]
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Lines 1-11. [These are given exempli gratia, but must be substantially correct.
Slight variations are of course possible; e.g., the vacant spaces at the ends of lines 4
and 5 could be eliminated by postulating more space for the numerals. There seems
to be little consistency in these inscriptions in the amount of space taken up by the
numbers, particularly the unit signs. In line 1 I have left Mr. Hill’s text, which allows
20 spaces for the treasurer’s name and demotic. This is based on Pronaos II, 3
(1.G., I?, 238), where there should be 18 spaces in line 65 and two at the beginning
of line 66. In Hek. 11, 3 (1.G., I?, 262), however, to fill the normal line of 61 letters
there should be 20 in line 38, one in line 39 (the latter is not indicated in 1.G., I*).
To resolve this contradiction, we might assume a vacant space at the end of line 38
of Hek. II, 3, although this would be most unusual in a heading when only one letter
is needed to complete the word. It seems far more likely that line 38 was filled and
that the extra space in line 39 means that Megakles was here spelled Meyaxées. For
the indiscriminate use of this ending alongside the more normal, cf. I.G., I?, 82, lines 1
(TIpoxAées), 5 (TTpok\és), and 7 (@®paovrhées).]

Lines 18-19. Although lines 1-17 can be restored with 70 letters each, using all
the traces found, any possible reasonable reading of lines 18-19 must leave some quite
clear traces of letters out of account. I think these lines were revised in some manner.
[The version given in the text must be the last inscribed, but in line 18 in the 42nd
and 45th letter-spaces parts of a T and an E, respectively, appear along with parts
of the X and | of the final reading. These might be part of an original éypappdreve,
erased because a portion of the formula was missing or wrongly inscribed. One might
have expected the section on accessions to have started a new line, as it did in 431/0
(1.G., T%, 279, line 67) and in 427/6 (see below). But it seems impossible now to
reconstruct what was erased or to discover why.]

a. 427/6 a. STOIX. 70

[768e hot raptar T6v huepdv xpeudrov Tés *Afe]vaias Xa]pp[ar]r[i]Oe[s
Taavevs ka |t [xov]vdp

[xovres hols E¥jBohos ®ihoyeirovos "Axapved]s [é]ypalppdreve mapédo]o[av]
7[ols rapiacw h)

[ofs Kedioopdv Kediroddpo héppetos éypap]ud[7]e[ve map]a[Sexodueror mapa
76V mpoTépov |

[ramby hots Meyaxhés Meyaxhéos *Alomekeeds| é[ypappdrever év 7oL
Tapfevov]e [orédav]

5 [os xpvods |, oraludv rovro BA. ¢uddar xpvoat I, orabudv rodrov MPHHPEAAAH-.

xplvo [lov doepo]

[v, orafudv rovro HIll. kapxéoiov xpvody, Top mvbuéva hvmdpyvpov héxov,
huepov 76 heparhé]
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[os 76 év "Elouel, oraludv rovro HAAAT . hého 8o hvmapy]d[po
karaxpvoo, arafuov rovrow |
[HEAAAFH. mpéoomov hvmdpyvpov kardypvaov, ora]l[udv Tovro HAIML.
dudr]a[c] dpyvplat] HA[A]A
[T11l, képas dpyvpdv, orabBudv rodrov TTXXXHHHIMF]F d[pe][pw]o[v 7d8e:
drwdkai] we[ pixpvoor] A
10 [éov mepixpvoov, ardyves All. kavd hvroxo ]9ho ka[r]a[xpdo]e [Il.
Ouparép[i]ov h[v]mé[xo]vh[o]v [ka]
[rdxpvoov |. kdpe émi aréhes kardypvoos |. klo[t]re h[v]m[éxovN]o[s
kardxplvoo[s |. y]opyd[v]ew[r], k
[dume émixpvoa. himmos, ypis, ypumds mporopé, ypids, Méovros kepalé,]
h[éplpols av]0é[pov,] 8[p]d
[kov: émtxpvoa rabra. kuvé émtypvoos. domides émixplv[oow hvméx]o[vho]e
[AM. kA [T]v[oe Xe]o[py]lés
[, k\ivas Mikeowopyés A. xaupoudxatpar [l xoide M. O3paxes AT
a[owi]8[e]s ém|io]emor FI.
15 [donides émixarkor AAAL Opévor M. Sidpou NI, xhadiar NIl Npa
kardxpvoos. Apar] é\e[pd]
[vrwar I, Mpaw I, 7pdela edavropéve. kpdve] x[alxa L. kAo
w68es émdpyv]pow LAlllF mwéhr
[e. dudhat dpyvpat llll, kvhe. . lo hvmapyipo Il, h]immos dpy[v]pds, [orabuo]v
[ro¥]rov iPFHHHH i donide
[émixpboo hvmoxodho ||, driwdkes émixpvoos |, doralduos.] vacat
[éméreva émeyévero émi Tov Tomov hols EdBol]os ®[whoyei]r[ovos
"Axapred]s [é]ypap[pd]reve
20 [dudraw dpyvpai NI, orafpdy rovrov FHHHIEE. @o]répi[a] Xakk[ika]
lplyupla [1l], oralfudy roirov
[HAAFH. gvBéve he mapd MeBvpvaiov éepavri]ve k[a]rixpvoos [l.
do]w[i]s éy AéoBo é[mio]epos It
[kpdvos éy AéoBo TNvpukdv Xakkov. ¢udha dpyvpd I, ka]p[xe]o[io
apyvpé |l, orabudv Tovrov [FFA]
[AA. AéoaBuow kérvhow dpyvpot I, orafudv rodror HHHF]A [A].

[Enough of the text is preserved so that the reconstruction is fairly certain; the
number of stoichoi seems set by the formulaic lines 1-3 and 19. Inconsistency in the
space taken by numerals must be assumed. In lines 10 and 14 unit signs seem to
have had a stoichos each, yet in line 16 three of them are preserved in one space and
in lines 16, 17, and 20 there were almost certainly four to a space. In lines 7, 20,
and 21 a compression of drachma-signs is assumed, although in two of these cases
(7 and 21) this is unnecessary if an % is dropped. In line 20, however, it seems
necessary, unless we assume an irregularity in spacing or the use of 7éro for Tovro.
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There are examples of such compression in 1.G., I*, 244, lines 140 and 149.

Line 14. An extra letter in the right margin is clear here. The P for Item 23
seems certain, despite Woodward, Hesperia, XXV, 1956, p. 90, note 26, and Thomp-
son, A.J.A., LXIX, 1965, p. 229, note 35.

Lines 15-16. Unless the engraver left out a letter between the last preserved E
of line 15 and the X in 16, it is necessary to postulate an extra letter at the end of 15,
perhaps influenced by the line above.

Line 21. The position of the punctuation closing off Item 41 confirms Meritt’s
elimination of ypvo€ from this item and his substitution for it of xpdvos in Item 42
(loc. cit.).

Lines 22-23. I have given Mr. Hill’s text except for the substitution of kpdvos
for xpvo€ at the beginning of line 22. There are, however, difficulties in these lines.
Both the P and the A of lines 22 and 23 are out of their stoichor; there must have
been an extra letter to the left of the P in line 22 if the restoration is correct and
the P and 2 are part of kapxeoio. Furthermore, in line 22 there seem to be the
cross strokes of an E seven spaces to the right of the 2 and an apex three spaces to
the right of that; these do not fit the restoration or any rearrangement I can think of. ]

IV, 3; a. 420/19 a.

[Lines 110-111 of I.G., I, 282, are not quite correct because some traces of letters
are ignored. They should read:]

STOIX. 78

[pedra]e xp[voat M, orabudv rodror FHHEAAAF. xpvoior doenor,
or]afudv [ovro HIIl. kapxéoiov xpvodv]
[7]op mvbuéva hvmdpy[vpov Exov hiepdv 76 hepaxhéos 76 év "Elaet,

o ]raf [ pov Tovro HAAATFHE. €o 8o hv]
VI, 1;a.414/3 a.

[Lines 149-152 of I.G., T?, 286, although restored almost correctly, do not indi-
cate properly what letters are preserved; cf. I.G., I, Suppl. p. 29. The correct
reading is] :

3TOIX. 78
[7d8e mapéSooav hou Térrapes dpxal hai é3id]oo[av Tov Aoyov éx
Ia]vafevaiov és Tlavafévaia

[rols Taulars Teworauerdr Mawaviel kat x |ovvdpxoot h[ols Tlohvué]des
Kediaiovos *Areveds é

[ypaupdreve. hou 8¢ rapior hols TIohvuéd]es Keduoiovos [*Areveds
élypappdreve [map]édooav To

[2s rautors Tohvyoevide "Axapvet kal x]ovrdpxoow ho[ts Aevkal]os
Kopdpxo *Adidvatos
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VII; a. 411-407 a.

I consider the attribution of the fragment I.G., I?, 284/5 (E.M. 6708 obv.), to
416-414 B.c., proposed in both editions of the Corpus and accepted by Ferguson
(Treasurers, pp. 601.), quite impossible. The stele was only 0.077 m. thick while the
many of which we have fragments, from 434/3 to 410 B.c., are without exception
from 0.15 to 0.20 m. in thickness. The inscription is cut in lines of 42 letters while
all the others we have down to 410 are of half again to double that length; the letters
are also much smaller than is normal in the other lists. Finally, the supposed inventory
for 415/4 begins unlike any other. The only reason for placing this small fragment,
so different in form, in the midst of a series of regular stelai is the order of items
here as compared with that of 422-18 and that of 414-411. The former ends with
Item 51, dwvys.... In 414-412 this is followed by Items 52, xpvoiov doepov, 53,
hoppioxo 8o . . ., and 54, xpvaio 8%o. In I.G., I?, 284, Item 52 is omitted ; 53 and 54
follow immediately after 51. Undoubtedly if the stele were like the others and the
manner of recording similar we should place it between 418 and 414. But the absence
of the xpvoiov doepov, weighing 7 drs., is hardly sufficient to overbalance the contrary
considerations. The fragment is undoubtedly to be placed after 411. The inven-
tories for 418-414 must have been normal; I think they were most probably cut on
the reverse of the missing stele that had the record of 426-422 on the obverse. [Cf.
now W. E. Thompson, Phoeniz, XVIII, 1964, pp. 262-271, where these conclusions
have been substantiated in greater detail. ]

HEKATOMPEDON
11, 1; a. 430/29 a.

For the division of lines 29-31 of Hek. I, 1, in I.G., I?, 260, there is no justifi-
cation. The letters of which there are traces in line 30 are not VA but a certain E
followed by what may have been A, A, M, or X; what is preserved is only the lower
left end of an oblique stroke. Of course the vac. of line 29 and the inordinate length
of line 30 in I.G., I?, 260, could hardly be accepted in any case as probable. [These
lines should read:]

STOIX. 67

[Nvkhéos hoateds éypaupudrever év 161 veor 7oL hexaroumédor

dudar xpvoal Tpés, ]

[orafudv rovrov XXPAAAAFHH. képle x[pvo€ émt oréles dorabpos.

dmoppavtépiov dpyv]

[pév dorabuov. oredpdvo xpvod I, or]abusd [v Todrow FAAA. vac.]

IT, 2 and 3; a. 429/8 a. and a. 428/7 a.
[A fragment (now part of E.M. 6775) which includes parts of lines 34-45 is
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ignored in I.G., I?, 261 and 262, although its correct position is suggested in I1.G., I,
Suppl., p. 26. Mr. Hill has improved upon the latter’s reading, giving the following
text:]
STOIX. 67
[hots Meyaxhés Meyaxhéos *Ahomex |eweds éy| pappd |tev €, mapadexoduevor
wapd T6v mpo |
35 [épov Tapov hols ®éorhos Xpoud |do Phvevs éy | pa]ppdr|eve, év T8
veoL 16t hexoTopré |
[Bor prdrar xpvoat ll], orabudv rov]rov XXFAAAA[H-TFF. «dp[e xpvoe
éml oréles dorabpos. |
[ dmoppavrépiov dpyvpov dorabuolv. oreddvo xp[vo]é ll, oralOuov
rovrow FPAAA. vac.]
STOIX. 61
[7d8e how Tapiow T6v hiepdy xpepd |Tov 7€s A [fev]atas Mavra. .. .. .. O ]
[ kal xavvdpyxovres hots Meyaxhée]s Meyaxh [éo]s *ANomexe[ieds éypappdreve ma
40 [pédocav Tols Tapiaow hots E¥Bol]os ®ilo[ye]irovos "Axa[preds
éypappdrey |
[e, mapadexaduevor mapa Tov mporép|ov Tam[ov] hols Meheat|as
TloAvkAéos hoau]
[evs éypapudrever, év 161 veor T8t h]exarop[mé]Bor P[]
[xpvoat I, orabuov 7]
[ovror XXPAAAAFHH. kdpe xpvo€ émi] oréles [do|Tabuos. [dmoppavrépiov
dpyvpd]
[v dorabuov. orepdvo xpvoo ll, orabud]v rod[ro]v: FAAA : [émére]i[a
émeyévero émi |
45  [76v rauor hots Meyaxhés Meyaxhéo]s *A[Nomeker]€[v]s éy[pa]up[dreve
orédavos x|
Lines 38-39. [For the space required for the treasurer’s name and demotic and
the spelling of Megakles, see above, p. 333.]

V, 4;a. 415/4 a.

Although the records of the first three years of Hekatompedon V have lines of
71 letters uniformly, the fourth, of which only a few letters at the extreme right of
lines 1-4 are preserved, is probably, I think, to be restored with 73 columns to allow
11 spaces for the demotic of Leochares as in 1.G., I*, 302, line 52, where the number
is quite certain. The same number can be allowed without difficulty in Pronaos V, 4.
In the dative this demotic was of ten letters, as shown by the space available in Pronaos
V, 3; from this we see that it was a demotic in -eus, -ei. In Hekatompedon V, 3, line 3,
it was apparently abbreviated or misspelled, for only eight spaces are there available
instead of ten. The restoration of lines 147-148 in I.G., T?, 271, with the HO and
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IZ of hois separated by seven vacant spaces, is of course impossible. The space left
vacant was undoubtedly for the clause hots — — — éypaupdreve, and the treasurer
named in line 147 was, I think, surely Mileotar Oiefev, who was named after the
similar lacuna in Pronaos V, 4.

VI; a. 414/3-a. 411/0 a.

[Since the section on this penteteris was written, W. E. Thompson, “ The
Hekatompedon Inventories, 414/3-411/0,” Hesperia, XXXIV, 1965, pp. 298-309, has
covered much the same ground, giving Mr. Hill due credit for the join. Although
his arrangement of the fragments is the same as Mr. Hill’s, Thompson’s text varies
slightly in almost every line from that given here since he takes the basic line to be
one of 85 letters instead of Mr. Hill’'s 84. I have therefore left Mr. Hill’s texts, as
the 84 seems preferable. Crucial for deciding this are lines 7-8 and 10-11 of VI, 4;
in the former case Thompson must restore o * | répavor and in the latter orédavo ” | s.
Cf. below, p. 341.]

VI, 1;a.414/3 a.

[Item 1 in 1.G., I?, 272, line 154, has been restored, apparently by a slip, with
[dpyvp] rather than the normal [xpvoa].

On August 8, 1944, Mr. Hill found that E.M. 6791 (Woodward, J.H.S.,
XLVIII, 1928, p. 169, no. 4) joined perfectly the bottom of E.M. 6778; the stones
are now together in the Epigraphical Museum (Plate 78). Since this makes it clear
that this fragment includes parts of the inventories of the first three years of the
penteteris, not of the second through fourth as Woodward thought (loc. cit.), changes
in these three texts are necessary. Although only the last line of VI, 1, is affected,
I give the text starting three lines above that at line 162 of 1.G., I*, 272.] InI.G., ],
151, frag. a, the facsimile accidentally omits line 12, which has 2 TAOM in columns
40-44, and puts line 13, XPYZO, in their place. This compelled I.G., I?, to assume
that the xpvads of Ttem 20 had been repeated by mistake and to find no place in Item
23 for the E in column 43 of the next line. With the correct reading of the last three
lines of frag. a, restoration of Items 20 to 24 presents no difficulty. Before the E
in line 14 there are traces of EA, and these of course are to be read as part of
émeyévero. The accessions of 414/3 are thus Items 26 to 29, while those of 415/4 are
Items 24 and 25.

STOIX. 84

[vos xpvads, orafudy rovro XHHPE. orébavos xpvods,] orabfu[ov rovro
..}, orépavos xpvods, o]rabudv rovro AAA[TT].

[oreddvo xpvod I, orafudy rovrow BHHE. arédavos] xpvod[s, orabuor
rovr0 . ..". . . . aTépav]os xpvads, oTalud
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/ 3 ’ \ / 3 3 / 3 V4
[v o070 2. . xpvotls, orabuov Tavres .°. . émérewa ém|eyé[vero
xpvotis, orabuov ravres AAAFE.] orédavos xpvod

165 [s, oraBuov rovro °. . orédavos xpvods, oralud |v ro[dro . .. .

oreddve xpvae, orabudv ravres| FHHAAFH. vac.

Lines 164-165. [I have left Mr. Hill’s text, although it is possible, as Thompson
points out (0p. cit., pp. 302-303), that Items 24 and 25 could have read dpyvpis rather
than ypvois; the weight of the latter is restored from I.G., 1%, 274, lines 181, where
only the last four numerals are preserved. In Item 29 ¢udle is a possibility instead

of orepdve. |

VI, 2;a.413/2 a.

10

[+d8e how Tapion T6v hiepov xpepdrov Tés *Afe]vai[as Tlolvxoevides
*Axapvevs kail xovvdpyxov|res, hols Ae[vk]

[a%os Kopdpyo 'Adidvatos éypapudreve, Tols 7]ap[las hols Adrokeldes
Soorpdro ®pedppos] éypappdr|ev]

[e, KaA\aioypow Edmupider kat xovvdpxoot, év] 761 [vede 6L

hexaropmédor dudhar xpvoal lll; o]rabfu|ov Tovr-]
[ov XXTRAAAAFHHE. k8pe xpvae émi oréhes, doral]po[s. dmoppavrépiov
dpyvpov, doralbuov. . ........ B ]

[...% .. orepdvo xpvao ll, orabudv rovrow FAATA. o[rédpavos xpvods
hov he Nike éxer, orafudv rovro FAA. drahar]

[apyvpai T, orabuov rovrov FHHH. kapxéoov] dp[yvpdv, oralduov
rovro HH. kapxéoov dpyvpdy Aws ITohiss, ]

[orafuov Tovro HH. orédavos xpvads, orabudv r]od[7o .. . FHHI.
orepdve xpvoe, araluov ravres FAFHE. orédavol]

[xpvoot I, arabBuov rovror HAAATI. orédavos x]pv[ads, orabuov
rovro AMHHHII. xpvoile I, orabudv rovrow HHF]

[AAAAFFHIL. xpvots, orafuov radres HAAATHHHIL] xp[vois, orafuov
radres HATHHE. orépavos xpvads, oralbuov *]

[rodro AATTHIL. dpyvpls, orabudv radres HEAATAAF[F. Guparépiov
dpyvpov, arabuov Tovro X. arédavos xpvods, |

[oraBudv rovro XHHE. arépavos xpvods orafu]ov r[odro . . k. orédavos
xpvads, oraduov rovro AAAT. oreddvo xpv]

[06, araBpdv rovrow FHHE. orédavos xpvads, o]ral [pov rodro .. ." . ..
orépavos xpvods, orafudv rovro b . ]

[xpvots, orabudv radres 5. . xpvots, orafudv] Tad[res AAAFF. orépavos
xpvads, oraludy rovro 5. . arédavos *]

[xpvods, oraludv rovro . .4 . oreddve xpuoe, o] ral [ pov raires

MHHAAFHE]

STOIX. 84



340 BERT HODGE HILL

Line 2. Woodward, op. cit., p. 171, seeing that there is not room in the first lines
for the full regular formula, omits from line 2 the name of the father of Autokleides,
and his restoration has rautas in columns 44-50. With the fragment E.M. 6791 in
place, it is clear that this word actually occupied the 36th to 42nd places and that there
is room after it for the patronymic. The word or words omitted must therefore have
been between Aevkaios and rautus. I believe this was the verb wapébooav, which is
of course easily supplied from the context. Not only are nine spaces saved by this
omission, but a further saving of some 76 letters is effected by omitting, for the first
time in these traditiones, the usual phrase, wapadexoduevor. . .éypapudreve. Economy
was carried still farther in the record of the following year by omitting the names of
the fathers of both secretaries.

Line 3. With E.M. 6791 in place it is seen that orafudy in columns 74-80 belongs
to Item 1, not to Item 2, as both editions of the Corpus, which Woodward follows,
make them. Therefore the receiving board of treasurers was identified by the name
of its chairman, Kallaischros, as well as by that of its secretary Autokleides.

Lines 11-12. If Ttems 22, 23, and 24 were inscribed here exactly the same as in
VI, 1, then line 11 would be two letters longer and line 12 two letters shorter than the
normal 84. It it tempting to suggest that Items 22 and 24 exchanged places, for then
both lines would be of 84 letters each. However, a convincing, or even really plausible,
explanation of such a change in the order of items is not readily come by. So it is
probably best to let line 11 have one extra letter, and with Woodward to omit the
usual numeral (1) in Item 22. There are many other possibilities, but a discussion of
them is of little profit ; the choice of possible hypothetical errors to account for a couple
of letters hypothetically fallen out of the record is hopelessly wide.

Lines 12-13. T take it that these lines end respectively two and one spaces short
to let the following lines begin with complete words. The ends of lines 5, 6, 7 and 9
give some indication that the mason was unwilling to cut words unreasonably.

VI, 3;a.412/1 a. STOIX. &84
[7d8e how rautar Tov Nuepdv xpepdrov tés *Af]eva[ias Kalowoxpos
Edmupides kal xovvdpxovres, hols Adro]
[ k\etdes Dpedppuos éypappdreve, Tois Taut]aws [hols Edavdpos
Edovvueds éypappdreve, "Adomodépor Kvda]
[fevouel kol xavvdpxoow, év 7oL vedr Tou he|ka | Toumédor — ——]

[The fact that the known names fit so well the formula here with the omission of
wapéSooav supports the omission of that word both here and in VI, 2.]

VI, 4;a. 411 a.
Woodward rightly assigns E. M. 6792 to 411 except for the last two lines, which
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he gives to 411/0. I differ from him only in placing it about 20 columns farther to the
right, thus making the preamble of VI, 5, normal.

10

STOIX. 84

[7dde hov Tauiar T6v huepdy xpepdrov Tés *Afevaias *AdoméSopos
Kvdalfevaweds kai xovvdpxovres hols Evf]

[avdpos *EptBaliovos Evovv,uevg éypappdreve, wapédooav Tols Tauias
hols ... i, ]

[éypappdreve, *Apewidde . . . .5 . . . kal xovrdpxoow, év Tl vedL
o1 hexaropmédor Pudlar xpvoal lll, oraf]

[ wov Tovror XXFAAAAHH. képe xpvoe émi oréhes, dora]Ou[os. dmop-
pavtépiov dpyvpov, dorabuov. . ... .*. N

[coenen. Yo TeqSowo Xpvoo 8vo, o*raﬁp,ov rovro]v P[AAA. orépavos
xpvoos hov Nike éxe, crabuov méro ]

[AA. ¢udhaw dpyvpat [T, orabuov rovrov FHHH. kapxéoi]ov a[pyvpdr,
orabuov rovro HH. kapxéoov dpyvpdr Aws]|

[TIo\bs, orabudv rovro HH. orédavos xpvads, orabudv ro[dro .. . FHFIL
orepdve xpvoe, oralbuov ravres A, o]

[Tépavor xpvool lIll, orabuov rovror HAAAD. orédav]os xp[vods,
arafuov rovro AMHHHILL xpvoide |, oraluov 70]

[Frow HHEAAAAFHHIL. xpvoais, orabuov radres HAATATHRH[ 1], xpvois,
orabpov ravres HATMMHHE. orédavos xpvod ]

[s, orafuov rovro AAII. dpyvpls, orabuov radres HEJAAAAF[F. Gvpe-
atépov dpyvpdv, oraludv Tovto X. orédavo]

[s xpvoés, orabuov rovro XHHPE. orépavos xpvods, ora]fudv [rovro
. .F. orédavos xpvoods, orabudv Tovro AAAIN, *]

[oredpdvo xpvoo ll, oralbuov robrow Bt orépavos x]pvods, [oralduov
Tov70 .. .". ... oTédavos xpvods, oTaluo ]

[v Tovr0 .5 . xpvoris, orabudv Tadres b . xpvots, ora]Ouov [radres
AAALF. orépavos xpvods, orabuov Todro . ]

[orédavos xpvods, orabudv Tovro . . . . oreddrve xpv|o€, or[abuov Tavres

PFHHAAFHE.]

[Line 5. There are not enough spaces to contain the normal description of

Ttem 5. I give Mr. Hill’s text, which omits ke and substitutes 7éro for rovro; for the
latter, cf. 1.G., 1%, 247 and 248. There are, of course, other possibilities, such as
Woodward’s omission of &xe.. This, however, would leave the line one letter short
of the normal 84. Mr. Hill apparently thought that the regular number should be
maintained if possible, since the mason here seems to have tried to do this even though
the words were split strangely. Only line 11, two letters too short, seems to be an
exception. If Thompson’s suggestion (op. cit., p. 306, note 7) that the weight of
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this item was PA, not FAA, is correct, as seems likely, the text probably read [...
Xpvods 6v é Nike éxe, orabuov Tovro], with the [ beginning the next line.]

VI, 5;a.411/0 a.

By moving E.M. 6792 farther to the right, the regular preamble can be restored
from Pronaos VI, 5. The parallels are close. There is a vacant space between years
4 and 5 in both records and one in line 2, left for a secretary’s name; cf. I.G., I?, 253,
and the facsimile in Woodward, op. cit., p. 169. Apparently, however, Hekatompedon
V1, 5, returned to the practice of adding the phrase mapaSexaduevor. . . éypauudreve,
which VI, 2-4, and Pronaos VI, 5, omitted. At least I can see no other way of using
the 2 in line 3.

STOIX. 84

[d8e hot Tautar 76y huepov xpepdrov 7€s *Afevaia]s *Ape[wrddes

........ kal xovvdpyovres hols .. .5 . .]

[-...5% ... éypappdreve mapédooav Tols Taptous | vac.

[KaA\iorpdror Mapafoviow kai xovvdpyoot, wapadey |o[duevor wapd 76v

wporépov Tauov hots Evavdpos Ev]

[ovvuevs éypappdreve, év 761 vedr ToL hekaropmédor — — —]

VII, 2; a. 409/8 a.

I believe it practically certain that Ferguson, Treasurers, pp. 46-50, is right in
his conclusion that I.G., 1%, 274, is of the year 409/8. His restoration, op. cit., p. 52,
I judge essentially correct and I follow it with these exceptions:

Line 169. I prefer Phileas or Philios to Philinos.

Line 174. The XEI, followed by its subject, which Ferguson makes iepeds with
great probability, was not, I think, part of &e as the Corpus and Ferguson make it.
For if the karchesion, described in other inventories as belonging to Zeus Polieus and
listed from 428/7 onwards as in the custody of the treasurers of Athena in the
Hekatompedon, were now in the possession of the priest of Zeus, it would not be
included here. The XEI probably states the use made of the karchesion by the priest
and is from xéo rather than &xw; with the goblet or from it he poured, we may suppose,
libations or drink-offerings on some solemn occasion. I suggest that it may have been
used, for example, for the wineless libations in connection with the offerings at the
altar of Zeus Hypatos (Pausanias, I, 26, 6). It is difficult, however, to determine at
all closely the length of the lacuna to be filled before XEI, although we know approxi-
mately the space occupied by Ttems 7 and 8. If Item 7 was described simply as it was
from 11, 3, to VI, 4, and if the weight of Item 8 was the same as in those lists, the
lacuna to be filled is of about 25 spaces. It is possible, however, that the weight of Item
8 was 199 instead of 200 drs.; it is 199 in later lists, and the revision may have
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occurred as early as 410/09. If this was so and Item 7 was unchanged, the lacuna
would be shorter by 9 letters; but it may have been shortened even more by a clause
added to the description of Item 7.

Lines 180-182. I would make Items 25, 26, 28 and 29 respectively xpvotis, xpvois,
orépavos, and oreddve, in conformity with my understanding of the evidence of VI,
1,2, and 4. [See above, pp. 338-341; no firm text can be reconstructed because of the
addition of descriptions to some items in this inventory. ]

PRONAOS
V,1;a.418/7 a.

This, like the two following inventories, was, I think, inscribed uniformly with
61 letters to the line. It is to be restored with one letter more to the left and one less
to the right of the preserved portion than it is in I.G., I, 244. In this case the only
irregularities are as follows:

Lines 4 and 5 (1.G., I*, 244, lines 136-7). There is one superfluous space, either
a blank at the end of line 4 or possibly an error.

Line 9 (141). The drachma-signs must be compressed, but this is paralleled in
lines 8 and 17 of the preserved portion, where two of these occupy one space, con-
trary to the general practice.

Line 11 (143). At the beginning of the preserved section, 15 letters occupy 16
spaces. The surface, somewhat worn, gives no indication of erasure. It was probably
a miscalculation, discovered before all the letters were actually cut.

V, 3; a. 416/5 a.

[This, like the two previous inventories, should be restored with 61 letters to a
line.]
STOIX. 61

[7d8e hov Tapiar T6v hepdv xpepdrov Tés *Abevaias Aexoifeos Pvhdaios kat]
[ xovwdpyovres, hols Avouhés ApaxovriSo Bar|e[fev éypappdreve, mapédooav]
[rots Taplars hols Tehéas Teheviko]| Tepyaceder éyp[appdreve Aeoxdper .°. .]
[... " ... kai xo]vvd[ pxoot, mapadexo |duevol wapa 76v wpo|répov Tamov
hots B
5 [xoevos Edddv]os Tpo[amdrtios éypa]pudreve, év T61 Tpdy[etor pudle
Xpvo€, éxs|
[& amopaivov]rar, [dorabuo]s. d[dhae] dpyvpal HAAI oral[pov Tovrov
TTHHHHAAA]
[FF. képata ap]yvpd I\[/H, orabud v ro[6]rov FAAHE. morépua ap[yvpd

M, orabpov Tovro]
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[v HEATH. Mxvo]s dpyvpés, oraBudv rodro AAAMFH. ¢ud[Naw dpyvpat
MM, orabuov]
[rovrov [FHH. o7]édavos xpvads, orabuov rovro AA[A]HHHIIL.  didha
dpyvpd ll, orabuov)
10 [rodrow HH. ¢]idhar dpyvpat [1111], orabpdv robror HHHAAM[F]F[FH.
woTéplov apyvpd | ~
[v, orabudv 7o]vr0 AAAA. pudlaw dpyvpat M, orabudv rob[rov FHHHHAA.
Pudlat dpy]
[vpal I, oraf]pov Tobror HHHHAA. worépiov dpyvpdv, [o]7[abuov
Tovro AAAA. drdra]
[¢ dpyvpat [Il,] orabu[ov] Todror MHAAAAMHI ¢udhar é[pyvpal Il
orafudv rovrov H]
[HRF. morépio]v dpyvpdy, oralbuov rovro PAIM[F]. A[dx]vos [apyvpds,
orafuov rovro AA]
15 [ duddaw ap]ly[v]p[at] lll, orabuov rovror HHEAA[AAF]HHF.
dudlar dpyvpal [, orafudv]
[rovrov HHHH]A[H]F. dpyvpis |, orafuov radres H[ AT [morépiov
apyvpov, orafuov]
[rodro AAAATT . dpyvpis |, oraBudv Tadres BA. mworé[ piov dpyvpdr,
oralfudv Tov ]
[to AAAT ] dpyvpis |, oraBuov radres HEFHE. moré | prov dpyvpov,
oralfuov 1oV ]
[ro AAA. dpyvpi]des 1], orabudr rodror HHHEAAAMF. «[J]A[exs
apyvpd, dorabuos. émé]
29 [rewa émeyév]eror dudhe [dp]yvpd, orabuov radres HFAA[AAFE. vac.]

[Line 1. W. Thompson, Hesperia, XXXIV, 1965, p. 154, has pointed out that
B®pudoos is equally likely as the demotic of Dexitheos.

Lines 16-17. There is an extra stoichos between the end of the preserved portion
in line 16 and its beginning in line 17. Some error must be assumed. Perhaps, as in
V, 1, line 11, morépiov dpyvpov took 16 spaces; or possibly the similarity of the begin-
ning of line 17 with that of 16 led to the inclusion of an extra letter. ]

V,4;a.415/4 a.

[This is to be restored regularly with 69 letters to the line. In I.G., I?, 247, after
the first three lines, 70 letters are normally restored, but there are only 69 in lines
195, 204, and 208. It does not seem to be a coincidence that these are the only three
lines in which rodro is not restored. In the preserved portion 7éro is used 8 times to
once for rovro, and if the former is restored in lines 197-203 and 206-207, a uniform
line of 69 letters is possible. The first three lines (I.G., I?, 247, 192-194) should read:]
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STOIX. 69

[rd8e hov Taui]ac 76v Iuepov xpeudrov Tés *Afevatas Aeoxd[pes . .
Kkal xovvdp]

[ xovres hols T|eNéas Teheviko Tlepyaoéley éypappudreve, w|apédooav Tols
rapiars ]

[vacat ** vacat *® Mele[o]ia[c] Ofiéfev

Kal Xovvdpxoot wa ]

Line 3. To fill the space, this Melesias must be of the deme Oe and the demotic
Oiéfev. [For the form see S. Dow, A.J.P., LXXXIV, 1963, p. 177, although the
restoration of his only fifth-century example seems certainly wrong; cf. Ferguson,
Treasurers, p. 34, note 2.] Cf. P.A. 9816, Melesias Oethen, father of a choregos in
375/4.

VI-VII; a. 414/3-a. 407/6 a.

[Mr. Hill left a good many working notes on the inscriptions from I.G., I?, 248
through 255a, but his final text has been preserved only for 255a. In May of 1958 he
measured the stone on which I.G., I, 254 and 255 were inscribed, and reported “ n
appreciable difference in width down through 254 and what remains of 255.” The total
width across 255 he measured as 0.508 m. with the median line of the stone falling
exactly in the center of the 23rd letter; he therefore reconstructed the text with 45
letters on a line. The mark in line 330 he took to be an erasure which does not inter-
rupt the sense of the text. The text proposed by Mr. Hill follows. ]*

1.G., I?, 255a
STOIX. 45
407/6 [radra how émi *Avrvyévos &) pxoavres Tapiar Kadhe|. .°. . ]
[ceeien. N ] ¢ ®ihvrmos Pukeaio Tpoo [mwdATi]
325 Josi......... ORI ]evs‘ Meveo-q'parog Meveo [Tpdro |
[DAveds: .. ... o "Elev]orivios? Avndmv *Avrio [vros K]

[proeds: hots . ....". ....]abio Aevkovoueds éypa|ppdrev]

[e, wapeSoo-av he)\)\evora[.b] iaus XapmSec Xapl,o A’y[ pvAéle]
406/5 [v kal xovvdpyxoow émi K]al\io dpyovros émi 7€s B[oNés he]

330 [e¢....." .....wpodrOS e]')/papparevev [ éx 76 Ipdve[o whév]
[o-q'etﬁavo xpvod : |i orafu]ov rodro AAAHHI vacat
vacat

+ BerT Honce Hirn

* [When this summary of Mr. Hill's work had already gone to the printer I came upon the
study of Jacques Tréheux dealing also with I.G., 12, 255a: Etudes sur les Inventaires Attiques,
published as No. I1I in the series Etudes d’Archéologie Classique of the University of Nancy (1965).
The fact that both scholars, working independently, came to almost identically the same conclusions
is truly remarkable, and affords strong confirmation of the validity of their texts.]
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