A REVISION OF HESPERIA, XLIII, 1974,
“A NEW EPHEBIC INSCRIPTION FROM THE ATHENIAN AGORA ”

URING the summer of 1975 I had the opportunity to study in the Stoa of

Attalos the Agora inscription I 7181, which has recently been published in
this Journal (Vol. 43, 1974, pp. 246-259) by O. W. Reinmuth.* A thorough examina-
tion of the actual stone and a detailed measuring of the letter spacing on a lined
squeeze have brought about a new text in which I believe improvement in the readings
and restorations, as well as in the overall dating, may be offered.

Several of the new readings call for special comment. In line 1 I read
Ala[vridos], but the prytanizing phyle may alternately be read ’Aka[mavridos] as
in the editio princeps, since only the lower part of a vertical stroke is preserved in
the second letter space of the tribal name. The position of this stroke, however,
near the center of the letter space, the close spacing of the two alphas (they are
more closely spaced, for example, than tau and sigma in the same line), and the
economy necessary to accommodate both the formula at the end of line 1 and the
short name of the secretary at the beginning of line 2, all favor Aiantis.

The revised text has been made to conform throughout to the principle of
syllabic division. The editio princeps allowed eight exceptions to syllabic division,
in lines 11, 12, 24, 36, and 38 (all with text preserved), and in lines 5, 6, and 10
(text restored). I have examined the stone repeatedly and find no evidence of chi
at the end of line 11 (the reading is epsilon-iofa-sigma in any case), of gamma at
the end of line 12 (the stone is preserved and clearly vacat), of phi at the end of
line 24 (much of the letter space is preserved and shows no evidence of inscribing),
or of sigma-tau at the end of line 36 (there are some scratches on the stone but they
do not belong to letters). There is room to restore iota at the edge of the stone in
line 38 (cf. the even tighter spacing at the end of line 32 where iota also was
squeezed in), and the spacing will allow proper syllabic division in the restored
ends of lines 5, 6, and 10.

In addition, new restorations have been made at the beginning of lines 12, 15,
16, 21, 23, 24, 26, and 27 which better suit the spacing and/or sense. The name of the
paidotribes in line 40 is probably to be restored as [‘Epuddwpov “Bopri]ov 'Axapy[é]a.

T have sought and received important help from B. D. Meritt, Merle K. Langdon, and Terry-
Ellen Traill. To them and to the Agora staff, who have provided every courtesy, I offer warmest
thanks. The financial assistance of a Canada Council grant enabling me to spend the summer of
1975 in Greece is also gratefully acknowledged. The calendrical questions pertaining to this paper
and the overall chronology of the period are treated more fully by B. D. Meritt, “’Athenian Archons
347/6-48/7,” Historia, in press.
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Father and son alternated down through the years,” and it may be that in this
instance the name of the father should be exchanged with that of the son, but the
suggested restoration allots more nearly equal tenures in this office. In lines 93
and 94 the demotics have been entered from Reinmuth’s commentary.

At least thirty letters in the editio princeps should be dotted, and another fifteen
enclosed in square brackets (the final sigma of the demotic in line 70 was never
inscribed and should appear in parentheses). A clear vertical stroke is preserved
of the first extant letter in line 49 and the text must accordingly read [8od]yat, not
[pept]oar. Punctuation has occasionally been altered and a number of misprints which
marred the editio princeps corrected.

THE TEXT
a. 204/3 a., archonship following Diodotos NON-STOIX. ca. 49-61

[éml *Amorroddpov dpxovros émi] s Ala[vridos Tpirys mpuraveias]
[ —=— @pdowros ‘Oijfev éypau]udrever- Bon|dpopévos —= =% ~]
- ~ 7 A 3 ~ o A v
—————— s mpuravei|as: Povhy év 7@ Hov|albnraikd ora *]
[8lww 76y mpoédpwy émenjdile]v Nikéorparos Meveudyov *Axalp *]
5 [veds kai ovumpdedpor ™ €8o]Eev Tel Bovel kal TéL dpwr Swovy[€]
[s —————~ P —— s elmer: ° émedn of EpnBor oi émi Awodd [*]
14 \ /’ \ 4 3 \ ~ e Ve 3 /
[Tov dpxovros Tas Buoias 1a]s kabnkoboas amo s éorias dpéduevo[i]
[év 7@ mpuravetwe kal Tas] éyypapas éxel ovveréheoav kard Ty Tob [°]
[8juov wpoaipeav éndumevo|av 3¢ kal Tas mopmas Ty Te TV Seuvdv O [e]
10 [&v kai 70D ‘Idkxov @s pdhio]Ta Tols marpios dkolovfws evrakToivT|es:]
[7ipavro 8¢ kai 7€l Bvaioaw Tod]s Bobs amedjunoav 8¢ kal eis "Elevotva eis [*]
\ ¢ \ o A 3 ~ 3 /. \ \ \ AY v
[70 iepov 8mws dv edoeBds] éxer mdvra Ta wpds Tovs feovs: Aeherroup
/4 8\ \ ~ ’ 4 3 /7 3 ~ 8 V4
[yikaow 8¢ kal Tols pvor|mpiots kabdmep fyyéNby adrols: Sieréheoav
[8¢ kal Tov énavrov €ls ra] yvuvdoia: Epapov d¢ kail Tas hapmddas ®
15 [dwdoas kal Tovs d\\ovs dyd |vas Hywricavro kalds kal edoxnudvews:
- \ 3 ’ Py ~ o s s s ’ y /o
[7ols 8¢ "Emradiors év Tols] mhois dmédeifw émonjoavro émepery []
[Onoav b¢ kal Tijs Pvhakis T@v] mAewv melbipevor Tols aTparnyols ka[i °]
~ ~ 3 4 \ \ 3 ~ [ 7 /7 \ \
[7@¢ koounTel: éNetrovpynoa ]y 6¢ kai év T ‘Hpaworielor SieréNecav O¢ ka|l]
[mv doxknow edrdxrws morolv|Tes pera T@dv Smhwv odfevds avrols pepil[o]
20 [pévov vmd Tob Srjpov émovjoa]vro 8¢ kal mpds T€l peNérer Tel kard. Tov who[Dv]
[y mept Tijs épnBeias amdder]Ew el Bovhel v év Tols Gmhows drolovfw|[s]
[Tols vdpois kal Tols Ymdio|uaos Tols els moreukny xpelav kabrikovow: ka *
[Bdmep mapetxov adrovs vmr]eép marpidos péhhovras dyalbods dywvioras
~ / /’ / \ D ~ 3 / \ ~ 3 b
[rols 8daokdhows melbduer ol Te kal émpelels drolovfws 8¢ Tals éyypa
25 [¢als év dxpomdher e086éws 7]a. éfvrymipia mapaokevdlovrar mwoiety tva

z See the table in Hesperia 11, 1942, p. 302.
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\ o 5 A ’ \ , s , , LR » v
[0 8mha adrdv mapéxwow pera] mdoms edkoouias kabdmep kal Tas xhapddas
[kal To. dA\a évddpara atrd ]y ° Smws dv odv del Tols épnBedovaw épdm
[Aov 7 €i8bow Tovs melbap]xodvras Tols xewporovovuévors émi Ty €b
[raéiav Tyunbévras, dyalel 0] xer 8edéxbar el Bovhel Tods Aaxdvras **
30 [@poédpovs eis Ty émoboalv éxxkAnoiav xpnpariocar wepl Tovrwy yrduny °
[8¢ EvpBdN\eofar Tis Bouv\]fs eis Tov dfpov Sr Sokel 7€l Povhel émar *
Ve \ 3\ / 3 / \ ~ ~ /
[véoar Tovs éml Awoddrov € |nPedoavras Kkal orepavdoar xpvode oreddvmy
3 ré o \ 3 Vd \ Vé A& 3, V4 ]
[evralias évexa kal edoefBet]as kal duhoriuias fr Exovres SiarereNéka
[ow eis Ty Bovhy k]al 70[v] dfpov kal dveumelv Tovs arepdvovs Awovvoioy
~ 3 3/ \ ’ \ / ~ ~ 3 ~
35 [re 1év év dorer kal] Tavalnraiov kal "Elevowiov Tols yvuvikols dydow:
[17s O¢ dvaryopevoew]s kal movjoews TéV oredpdvwy émuernfivas Tods *°
[orparnyovs kai 10y Tapiay T@v orpatiwTikdy: vmdpxew 8¢ avrols kai [°]
z 3 ~ ~ 3 A ’g\ 1 7 7 ~ 3 3 ~ \
[mpoedptav éu wd]ow Tois dydow ots 0 wéhis Tinow Sodvar & adrols ka[i]
s 7 3 , D A 3 \ 4 3 /4 \ \ \ ’ v
[dvdfnua & témwl 0]D dv adrol alpwvrow émauvé[oaw 8¢] kal Tov 7TCLL80’TpL [ ]
40  [Bny ‘Eppédwpov Eopri]ov ’Axapr[é]a 87[t 70]%s vé[ pors Tob Srjpov] kai rols t#'r) "1

[plopoow ————————— = — e 1 ¢ kai Tov
[-——— dxov]t[t]omp
———-_——————————_—_—v—cﬂsi ———————————————— Va
E__________._____.____sa-_w_ __________ .____..._%o{,
45 [-2% ko]l rov ypapp[aréa ———————— = — e ore]da [°]

[véoa €k]aorov adrdv [0]al\o[D oreddvwr dva]ypapar 8¢ T6[e 70] Yride
[opa kai]ra ovépara aidrdv tov ypapparéa Tov ket wp[v]Ta[v]eiav
[é&v orh\]e Mbiver kai orfioos év Tel dyopau 0 8¢ yevduevov avile [™]

[pa Soblvar Tov Tapiar 7@y oTpaTiwTikdy. vacat
vacat 0.027 m. vacat 0.037 m. vacat 0.027 m.
m tribus wm tribus i tribus
linearibus civculis linearibus circulis linearibus circulis
50 % Bov\g oi édn
6 dfpos 7 Bov\1 Bot 7ov ko
[7]ov kooun 6 8fjuos aunmy Ne
[7]9v NuwdBov ToVS ép1) k6Bovhov “Ep
\ov "Epyoxd 60 Bovs yoxdpov 65
55  pov 'O *Onfev
Oev
[oi éd]nBedoavres ¢é AtodéTov dpxovTos
[T’ Avrevyovidos] | ’Akapavridos
[ ——=]os Swdilov *Aypurifer Oivetdos

70 [ = =]70s ®iNwvos Aaumrped(s)

Eikpiros Edkpirov "Emukndioios
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[ [ Anpyrpiddos] | *Epyoxdpns NikoBovrov Oififev 85
[~ —=~] ®\wrddov Purdoios Sanoilews NikoBovlov Oifjfer
[~ == An]puyrpiov *Arnreds "Avfepiov Oeopdrros Ilepifoidns
[ === Aqn] pnrpiov *Aryreds OivéBios OivoBiov "Emkndioios
75 [-=—-- ] pihov Melireds Anuirpros Mnvodilov *Axapved[s]
[’EpexOetdos] Kexponidos 90
[-=-==—- Jov Knduorieds Avoives Knduoopdvros *Afu [ oveds]
[-—=—=——- 1 Kndroeds ‘Irmofwvridos
[Alyeidos] Kévwy Eevoddvro[v Kepiddns]
80 [F-===—- ] *Epxueds YABas Kedvdpo[v ‘Apafavreis]
[--———=—- Jdrov ‘Epxie(¥s)  Alavr[idos] 95
lacuna lacuna

Line 13, lapis KA®GATIAP, pace H. Wilkinson.

THE DATE

Careful measurement of the spacing in lines 1 and 2 indicates that the archon’s
name (in the genitive) contained approximately 11 letters and the secretary’s name,
patronymic, and demotic a total of 17 to 18 letters. In the case of the latter the unusual
shortness of the name and the approximate prosopographical date of the text (a
subject on which I shall have more to say below) immediately invite comparison
with [.... %% . .. ]ves 'Offer (I.G. II?, 973),® secretary in the archonship of Apollo-
doros, i.e. during 204/3 B.c. Apollodoros nicely fits the spacing in line 1 of the
ephebic text and both these inscriptions may provisionally be assigned to that year.

The Apollodoros who was archon in I.G. II?, 845 cannot be assigned to the
same year as the Apollodoros above, if his secretary’s name is correctly read in the
Corpus text; [~]epo[...... ]pac[—-——~=] is at least four letters too long for iden-
tification with the secretary from Oe. (The assignment of Ankylos to 197/6 by
Meritt and Traill * leaves the year 208/7 free for just such an additional Apollo-
doros.) But is the reading of the secretary’s name in IG. IT?, 845 secure? W. K.
Pritchett thought not. He expressed his doubts as to the Corpus reading of epsilon-
rho-sigma in Hesperia 16, 1947, p. 191, and he published a photograph (pl. XL)
to substantiate his criticism. Having examined at length this photograph, I would
concur with Pritchett’s judgment that it does not justify the Corpus text in this
line.® Accordingly, I would assign I.G. II?, 845 to the same year as I.G. IT?, 973 and

8 Although the second and fourth (and probably also the sixth and seventh) lines of this
nearly-stoichedon inscription each had 43 letters, the fifth line had 44 letters, and it follows that
the third line may be restored with either 43 or 44 letters. Syllabic division apparently was the
deciding criterion here.

+ The Athenian Agora, XV, Inscriptions: The Athenian Councillors, Princeton, 1974, p. 144,
no. 165.

8 Traces of eta reported by Pritchett (loc. cit.) are visible directly below the alpha in dpyovros.
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Agora I 7181 and render the following composite text of the secretary’s name:
[-+%—~ @]pdo[w]vos *Ofjfev.

The new ephebic inscription provides the welcome additional information that
Diodotos (lines 6, 67) occupied the year immediately preceding Apollodoros, viz.
205/4 B.c. In The Athenian Year (Los Angeles, 1961, pp. 199 and 235) Meritt had
assigned Diodotos (with a question mark) to the year 202/1. The dating of Diodotos’
archonship in 205/4 immediately displaces Pantiades and Kallistratos; Meritt and I
would now assign these archons to 206/5 and 207/6 respectivey. The evidence for
the dates of these two archons is derived from the combined witness of Diogenes
Laertius and Philodemos. Diogenes Laertius (IV, 61) allows us to fix the date of
Lakydes’ succession as head of the Academy to the year 241/0, while Philodemos
(Acad. Ind.) tells us that Lakydes continued as head of the Academy for eighteen
years, extended his life just as many years longer, and died in the archonship of
Kallistratos, or, according to others, in the archonship of Pantiades. Dinsmoor °
adds 18 4 18 = 36 to arrive at a date for Kallistratos’ archonship of either 206/5
(by inclusive reckoning) or 205/4 (by exclusive reckoning). But we may apply
inclusive reckoning to each 18 year period, i.e. 241/0 —224/3 =18 years and
224/3 — 207/6 = 18 years, to justify the date of 207/6 for Kallistratos’ archonship.

ARCHON LIST 210/9-201/0

The revised archon list for the period 210/9 to 201/0 may be drawn up as
follows: *

Type Year(s.c.) Archon Secretary Phyle

O  210/09 Sostratos 3

Hesperia 32, 1963, p. 34 (no. 32, line 93) ;
34, 1965, pp. 90-92; 41, 1972, pp. 43-46

I* 209/8 [- =% —] *Apxuchy[ s X]apdiipov "Epxieds v
| Pritchett and Meritt, Chronology, p.
xxv; Inschriften von Magnesia, pp.27-
28, no. 37
O  208/7 : 5

From this eta to the rho of pac in the same photograph the lacuna measures seven letter spaces.
Assuming that this eta belongs to the conjunction #, the nomen of the secretary contained five
letters. The inscription republished above, p. 297, line 2, indicates a name of between four and
five letters, i.e. probably a name of five letters one of which was iota. Iota usually takes half a
letter space elsewhere in the Hesperia ephebic text and often a full letter space in I.G. II%, 845.
8 The Archons of Athens in the Hellewistic Age, Cambridge, Mass., 1931, pp. 48-49.
7 This list has been excerpted from the full list from 347/6 to 48/7 B.c. by B. D. Meritt,

op. cit., note 1 above.
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Type Year(s.c.) Archon

0O 207/6
I 206/5
O  205/4
0O 204/3
O* 2032
I 202/1
O 201/0

Kallistratos

Pantiades

Diodotos

Apollodoros

Proxenides

Dionysios

Isokrates

Secretary

‘Ayvovidys *Amarov[pt]ov [-——-]

The archons Kallistratos and Pantiades
are displaced upward by one year by the
new assignment of Diodotos to 205/4,
q.v. I.G. II*, 849 can be restored for an
ordinary year. Chronology, p. Xxv.

Chronology, p. xxv; see 207/6

Above, pp. 297-299, a republication of
Hesperia 43, 1974, pp. 246-248; T.A.P.
A. 95, 1964, p. 240. His existence here
justifies the epithet of Diodotos in 192/1

[-—=— @]pdo[w]vos ‘Offer

Hesperia 5, 1936, p. 422 for the archon;
1.G. 1T?, 845 and 973 for the archon plus
secretary; for the secretary’s name see
Hesperia 16, 1947, p. 191; both archon
and secretary are restored above, p. 299

E¥Bovhos EdBovrid[o]v Aifwvels

Chronology, p. xxvi; T.A.P.A. 95, 1964,
p. 240; Agora XV, pp. 132-134, no. 147

L.G. 11%, 850, 2798. Dionysios here ac-
counts for the epithet of Dionysios of
194/3

[-=--] oS'rip.ov [A]yihieds

Chronology, p. xxvii; T.A.P.A4. 95, 1964,
p. 240; I.G. 11%,934/5

301
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11
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THE PROSOPOGRAPHY

Let us examine the prosopography of the Agora ephebic list in the light of the
revised date of 204/3 B.c.

(1) The father of an ephebe of the phyle Demetrias is recorded in line 72
as ®worddns (Pvhdowos). He is otherwise known as polemarch in the archonship
of Leochares (228/7) from the great archon list of the late 3rd century.® By
reckoning down twenty years® from 228/7 the ephebate of his son is determined
as approximately 208/7 B.c.

(2) The date of the ephebe Konon, son of Xenophantos, of the phyle Hippo-
thontis (line 93) may be determined as approximately 205/4 by subtracting twenty
years from the date of his father’s appearance as archon basileus in 225/4.° The
demotic Kewptddns may, I think, be restored unquestionably in line 93 of the new
inscription.

(3) The ephebe "ABas Khedvdpo[v] was undoubtedly the brother of an ephebe
of Hippothontis in the archonship of Menekrates (220/19).** Abas, to whom the
demotic ‘Apaéavrevs should be assigned, was therefore a younger brother of the
ephebe of 220/19.

(4) The two sons of Demetrios of Atene (lines 73, 74) were doubtless related
(father and uncle) to that Demetrios of Atene who was councillor in 173/2.*
Counting back 33 years one finds that the ephebes of the new text must be dated

approximately in 206/5.
(5) Anthemion of Perithoidai (line 87) must be identified with the priest of
Attalos in a prytany inscription which Meritt and Traill would now date 193/2.*

8 [.G. 112, 1706, line 13; cf. S. Dow, Hesperia 2, 1933, pl. XIV.

® Following the practice employed by Kirchner in his Prosopographia Attica the editors of
newly found inscriptions from the Athenian Agora have regularly counted the span of a generation
as thirty-three years. For example, when the date of an inscription is known (e.g. 305/4) con-
taining the name of a man and his father, the date assigned to the father will be 33 years earlier
(e.g. 338/7) : see Agora XV, p. 349. Since many inscriptions refer to ephebes, however, it has
been customary to give the father a date only 20 years earlier: see Hesperia, Index: Volumes I-X,
Supplements I-VI, p. iii. These practices are of course arbitrary, but they have been found satis-
factory and the advantages of uniformity in relative dating are obvious. Any marked divergences
from normal can always be noted in the prosopographical commentary.

101G, 112, 1706, line 42; cf. S. Dow, Hesperia 2, 1933, pl. XIV.

1 Hesperia 15, 1946, p. 192, no. 37, line 26.

2 4gora XV, p. 171, no. 206, line 117.

13 See B. D. Meritt, op. cit., note 1 above. H. B. Mattingly (Historia 20, 1971, pp. 26-28)
argues for the year 181/0, following Meritt’s T.4.P.4. (95, 1964, p. 239) date for the archonship
of Phanarchides. A restudy of the archon list, however, has convinced Meritt and Traill that the
correct dates for Phanarchides and Hippias were those given in The Athenian Year (pp. 195-200,
235-236), i.e. 193/2 and 181/0 respectively. As to the date of Agora XV, no. 259, 193/2 seems
preferable to 181/0. The councillor Athenodoros of Konthyle was chairman of the proedroi in
196/5 (Agora XV, no. 166, lines 4-5) and it is better to have his two terms as councillor come
in 196/5 and 193/2 than in 196/5 and 181/0. He was ephebe in 210/09 (Hesperia 34, 1965, p. 90,
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The floruit of the father would thus be 33 years earlier, in 226/5, and the ephebate
of Anthemion would be reckoned approximately 206/5 B.c. (twenty years later).

(6) Reinmuth plausibly suggests that the Sophilos who was father of the
ephebe from Agryle (line 69) may be the same man who was councillor at some
date between 210/9 and 201/0,** a very natural relationship in time considering
the revised date of the ephebic inscription.

(7) Diodotos in 205/4 B.c. is thirteen years earlier than the Diodotos who
was designated as 6 pera ®avapxidny to distinguish him from his homonymous pre-
decessor. The date 230/29 assigned to the earlier Diodotos in the editio princeps
leaves an interval of thirty-eight years between the two archons named Diodotos
and it is difficult to believe that with so long an interval any distinguishing epithet
for the second Diodotos would have been deemed necessary.

The prosopographical indications are unanimous in dating the new text in the
last decade of the 3rd century and, further, offer strong confirmation for its
assignment to the archonship of Apollodoros in 204/3.

Joun S. TrAILL

VicroriA COLLEGE
UNiversiTY oF TORONTO

no. 3, line 14) and his age will have been 32 and 35 years in his two terms on the council. Similarly,
Nuxé[a]s HoAvéévov TEépios was proposer and very probably councillor in 198/7 (I.G. II2, 850, line 3)

and again in Phanarchides’ year.
1 [.G. 112, 912, line 21 = Agora XV, p. 129, no. 138, line 60.
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