GREEK INSCRIPTIONS

N THE following pages, seventeen inscriptions from the Agora Excavations are
presented in preliminary publication. For editorial reasons, the usual chronological
arrangement has been, in general, reversed, the inscriptions latest in date being given
first. Nos. 1 and 2 belong to a long series of votive plaques, dedicated by the archons
in the Christian era. Nos. 3, 5, 6, 12, and 14 are fragments from prescripts of decrees
and furnish further calendaric information. Portions of decrees in which the Demos
conferred honors on the prytaneis are published as Nos. 4 and 10. Citations from
prytany decrees appear as Nos. 7, 8 and 13. No. 9 contains reference to the Single
Officer of Administration and, apparently, to the Eleusinion. No. 11 is part of a
register of prytaneis of the phyle Hippothontis. No. 15, which is a fragment of
1.G., II?, 1934, contains a list of names of people who were appointed to conduct a
lectisternium of Pluto. A proxeny decree appears as No. 16. No. 17 belongs with
the inscription published as I.G., IT*, 1929. It contains a list of Athenians who were
obliged to assume the expenses of a liturgy in the year of the archon Demophilos
(381/0). Parts of twenty-seven lines are preserved on the new piece.

DEDICATIONS TO APOLLO

1. Fragmentof Pentelic marble, pre-
serving the rough-picked back, found in
the modern wall of a house in Section BB
on February 25, 1939. The inscription is
framed by a wreath in low relief.

Height, 0.155 m.; width, 0.14 m.;
thickness, 0.05 m.

Height of letters, ca. 0.013 m.

Inv. No. I5652.

s. I/1I p.
m corona:
feaplo]-
Oérn|s]
"Ayaf[—- - -]
Melur [eds ]

This dedication of a myrtle crown is
to be added to the group of numerous in- No. 1
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scriptions, published as 1.G., IT°, 2891-2931 and Hesperia, X, 1941, nos. 54-57, which
were consecrated to Apollo ¥m0 Maxpals * by various members of the college of archons
and erected near the cave of Apollo on the north slope of the Acropolis.? Considera-
tions of space do not permit the restoration of the nomen of the thesmothetes as
’Ayaf[okAfs] in line 3. ’Ayafiwv or *Ayafias would exactly fill the space, but ’Aydfwr
is also possible.

2. Fragment of Pentelic marble, preserving the left side and roughly dressed
back, found during the investigation of the Klepsydra in Section OA on May 23, 1938.
The stone had been used in the second repair of the Valerian Wall which occurred
in connection with the construction of the Bastion of Odysseus during the Greek
War of Independence.

Height, 0.094 m.; width, 0.065 m.; thickness, 0.043 m.
Height of letters, 0.016 m.
Inv. No. I 5462.

The Agora fragment joins I.G.,
II?, 2928, another of the series of votive
plaques dedicated by the archons.

s. IT p.
n corona:
®avor[——] ""-A ‘*7:5‘,':'- Tty
*ANe€dvd [ pov] :
Ma [ pabdvios]

No. 2. I 5462

®avoros, Pavoriwy, and Pavorivos are all possible restorations for line 1, with
the first two being favored by considerations of space.® Occurrences of the name
Alexandros among citizens of the deme Marathon are too frequent to permit
identification.*

! “Ymakpaios and r’ "Axpais are alternative forms which occur in inscriptions. For a recent
discussion of this sanctuary of Apollo Pythios, see Parsons, Hesperia, XII, 1943, pp. 234 and 246;
cf. Broneer, Hesperia, X1, 1942, p. 262.

2 Pertinent blbhography is given by Kirchner ad I.G., II1%, 2891. The opinion that the pro-
venience of these inscriptions determines the location of the @eopofereiov (Judeich, Topographie
von Athen®, pp. 301, 303, and Latte in Pauly-Wissowa, R.E., sub ®copobereiov) has been questioned
by M. Crosby, Hesperia, VI, 1937, p. 447. Cf., however, McDonald, The Political Meeting Places
of the Greeks, p. 297.

# ®adoros and Paveriwy are both well-attested for the phyle Aiantis. See I.G., 112, 2076, line 10;
2102, line 94 ; 2245, line 372; and 2245, line 363.

* The name Alexandros of Marathon is known from the following inscriptions of the Roman
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PRYTANY DECREE

3. Fragment of Pentelic marble, broken on all sides except the back where
there are four rows of slots, found in front of the Stoa of Attalos in Section 3 in
February, 1936.

Height, 0.223 m.; width, 0.313 m.; thickness, 0.09 m.
Height of letters, 0.008 m.
Inv. No. 2539£.°

The inscription joins fragment B of Pryfaneis, no. 79 and contains part of the
text of lines 34-40.

No. 3. 12539 f (Lower Left) and Part of Prytaneis, no. 79

period: 1.G., 112, 1729, line 8; 2018, line 39; 2044, line 25 ; 2046, line 10; 2058, line 7 ; 2059, line 34;
2107, line 61 ; 2113, line 5 (same as 2114, line 18, and 3750) ; 2193, lines 20 and 125 (same as 2195,
lines 15 and 16; 2196, line 4; and 2208, line 7) ; 2201, line 8; 6759, 6806. The majority of these
are different individuals.

5 The small fragment published by Dow as the lower left part of Frag. A bears the Agora
Inv. No. 2716.
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ERECHTHEIS
a. 150/8 9 Sroux. 37
vacat
[Emt ....% ... dpxo|vros éml Tis Aewvr|idos mé]-
35 [pmmys mpvravelas] Hu Awovvoddwpos Duf. .. . . . .]
[....0% ... éypap | pdrever - Boviils Yymdi|opara: M]-

[ aupakmpidvos 7]erpdde iorapévov, Te|TdpTNe]

[79s] mpvrav|etas: BlovAy éu Bovievrmpiw|i: Tév =" |-

[p]oébpwr éme|yYmidi]Lev Mvmovyév[ns] M|[vy]o|vyévov]
40 “Eppewos kal ov|pum]pdedpor- €[dofev 7€l Bovher *]

The readings for the new fragment were given in the composite diagram which
Dow published in Prytaneis, p. 206,” but were not included in his text on page 144.
The only certain correction to be made is the removal of the uninscribed letter-space
from the middle of line 40. The stonecutter apparently allowed himself this freedom
only at the ends of lines. Other corrections seem desirable in order to avoid the
restoration of the form é&ydoins in Dow’s text of lines 34-35.° Instead of equating
the month Gamelion with Prytany VII in the ‘“ first ” decree and Anthesterion with
Prytany VIIT in the “second” decree, we may retain stoichedon order without
assuming the necessity for uninscribed letter-spaces by restoring [r|erdprns] in lines
1-2, ym|plopar|a- Tvavoyudros] in lines 3-4, and the calendar equations for the
“second 7 decree as indicated in the text above. These changes will result in violation
of syllabification at the ends of lines, but similar violations occur in lines 28 and 38.

The principles of restoration involved in this archaistic stoichedon inscription
have been the subject of lengthy discussions by Feyel, R.E..4., XL, 1938, pp. 331-335,
and by Meritt, Epigraphica Attica, pp. 111-115. In addition, Raubitschek, Hesperia,
X1, 1942, p. 309, proposes to complete the restoration of the name of the treasurer
of the prytaneis inlines 45 and 49 which Dow had read as follows: Kdpmov [... .5 ...]
and [Kdpmov ...° . .]drov [....%..."]. The restoration SvBpidnr was offered by
Raubitschek for the demotic, since “ the only demotic of Erechtheis in that period
that fills this space is SvBpidns "’ ; and ®uhoxp|drov was restored for the patronymic
on the basis of the text of the funerary monument, published as 7.G., IT*, 7482, which
merely contains the name ®wokpdrns 2vBpidns. As for the patronymic, there is cer-
tainly no compelling connection between ...°. . .]aros or .. .° . .]dms and Phokpdrys,

¢ The date for this inscription, as determined by a process of elimination, is that given by
Pritchett-Meritt, Chronologv, p. 129. The archon Epainetos has been tentatively assigned to this year.

7 Republished by Meritt, Epigraphica Attica, p. 117.

8 In a similar case, West (Classical Studies Presented to Edward Capps, p. 359) has protested
against what he called the restoration of this ““ barbarous ” form. The examples cited by Meisterhans
(Grammatik der attischen Inschriften®, p. 58) are from the fourth century.
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nor any reason to connect the latter with Kdpwos;
as for the demotic, the form required in both lines
of the prytany inscription is in the accusative
case, and [Edvwvvuéa], [Kndioiéa], and [Aapn-
7péa], as well as [SvBpidnr], are all possible
restorations for the demotic of the treasurer
from Erechtheis. The text should be retained
in the form published by Dow.

PRYTANY DECREE

4. TInscribed fragment of Hymettian marble,
found on February 26, 1938, in Section Z. The
original right side is preserved. On the broken
left side, there are marks from the bottom of a
clamp- or dowel-cutting.

Height, 0.14 m.; width, 0.05 m.; thickness,
0.056 m.

Height of letters, 0.006 m.
Inv. No. I 5348.

No. 4
c.a. 160 55-60
[--— === ————— = ——— — &ofevr 1éL dpw] wvacat
> ¢ \ ol 3 Ve 3
[--—— - — - eimev- vmep v dmayyé\ovow] of mwpv
[rdves 7is — — — dmép 1@y Bvodv dv Evov T mpd TéY ékrkhnoidr] THL TE

[AméMore 76 Tpoorarnpiwe kal 7€l ‘Apréuide 7€ Bovhalar kal tols] d\hois

I -~ n -~
5 [feols ofs mdrpiov v * dyalflel Tixer Sedoxfar 7é Sfuwe 6 pév dyaba] Séxe
\ 4 3 ~ 3 ~ 'P £ 345 ¢ /’ \ ’ ~ ~
[o0ac Ta yeyovira év Tois iepols ois éfvov ép Vyieiar kai gwrnpiar THs Te BlovAis
[ kal Tob Srjpov kal maidwv kal yvvakdy kal TGy pilwv kai cvppdxwy - érady oi w|pvrd
[veis 7as 7€ Ouoias éBvoav dmdoas Soar kabikov év Tel wpvraveial; ko |Ads
[kai ¢uhoripws, €7T€/.L€)\7]07)O'av 8¢ kal s av)t)\o'y'qe 71;9 7€ Bov)vqg kal Tob O ]npov
10 [kal 76v dAwv amdvreov &v avrols WpOO'ETaTTOV of 7€ véuor kal 7o Ympio|pa
[ra 70D 8rjpov, émavéoar Tods mpurdvers THs — — — — — — — — kal oTepavd |oa
[xpvode orepdvwe kara Tov vépov eboeBeias Evexev Tis mpds Tovs feods ka]l

This small fragment of a * first ” decree has been found not to be a part of any
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other known prytany decree. The script, which is characterized by an omicron in
the form of two short dashes, by a rho formed with a vertical stroke and two dots,
and by indistinguishable alphas and lambdas, was common within the period 185-
155 B.c.” The list for the beneficiaries of the sacrifices of the prytaneis (lines 6-7)
is a formula which began to be prevalent shortly after 166 B.c.*

YEAR OF SONIKOS

5. Fragment of Hymettian marble from the upper left corner of a stele, found
near the surface in Section P on June &, 1936.

Height, 0.155 m.; width, 0.113 m.; thickness, 0.06 m.
Height of letters, 0.005 m.
Inv. No. I4253.

Five lines occupy a vertical space of 0.041 m.

NON-XTOIX.
a. 175/4 ca. 48
Emi Swvikov |dpxovros émi ths — — £’ — — mpuraveias |
N Lavoavias [Bioréhov Tepifoidns éypaupdrever - — — — dvos|
évdrer per’ eix|ddas, — — — kal elkooTel Ths mWpuTavelas: éxkAnoi|-
o éu Hepael: 76[v mpoédpwv émemuler — — <% — —]-
5 evs kol ovumpde[Spor: €dofev TdL Spwr: — — £ — — Kvbal-
[0]mraievs eimev: V|mep dv dmayyéAhovow ol mpvrdves s — — —|-

8los vmép tév Ou[oidv Sv €Bvov To mwpo TGV ékkAnoidv Td Te "AméNw| -
p | p 7

[»]e 760 Tpoorar|npiwe kal T€i *Apréube T€i Bovhaior kal 7€t Pwodo |-
il N ~ -4 ~ o ’ 2

[pwr k]a[i] 7[ot]s dA[Nows feois ois mdrprov nv — ——— — ]

This fragment preserves part of the second known prytany decree from the
archonship of Sonikos.” This year is known to have been intercalary,” and the
decree was passed on the twenty-second (backward count) or the twenty-ninth
(forward count) day of a full month. The meeting of the ekklesia in the Peiracus
was customarily in the twenties of the prytany.*

¢ See Pritchett-Meritt, Chronology, p. 123.

10 See Dow, Prytaneis, p. 10.

11 See Dow, Prytaneis, no. 69.

12 Pritchett-Meritt, Chronology, p. 121.

13 Cf, McDonald, The Political Meeting Places of the Greeks, p. 52.
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THE YEAR OF SYMMACHOS

6. Fragment of Hymettian marble, preserving the left side, top, and rough-
picked back, found in a late wall in Section N on May 14, 1936.

Height, 0.27 m.; width, 0.38 m.; thickness, 0.13 m.
Height of letters, 0.005 m.
Inv. No. I 4144.

Five lines occupy a vertical space of 0.058 m.
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non-3rouy.
a. 188/7 ca. 50-55
*Emri Svppdyxov dpxovros ém[i Tis *Avrioxibos Swdexdrns mpuravelas, fu "Apxt]-
[«]\s @eoddpov Bopikios ¢[ypapudrever - SMpov Ynjdiopa - Skipodopiivos]
dy[8)de émi 8éka, par ka|i eikoorel Ths mpuraveias: *’ ékkAnoia év TéL]

Oe[d]rpw: 1dv mp|oédpay émepmidiler — — — — —— — — — Kol ovp]-
5 [#p)dedpor”® &|8ofev Tan SMpwr: ——— ——— — — — eimev - émedn) |

[..f'...]KpaT.[——— ——— e e e —— = —— ]

[.2. )]0 [-—— ——— ——— ——— ——— ——— ——]

The calendar equation has been restored for the 373rd day of a year which was
already known as intercalary. Theoretically, there are four dates which would permit
the equating of the 21st or 31st day of a prytany with the 18th day of a lunar month
in an intercalary year containing prytanies of 32 days in length:

Gamelion 18 = Prytany VII, 31 = 223rd day
Anthesterion 18 = Prytany VIII, 31 = 255th day
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Thargelion 18 = Prytany XI, 21 = 341st day,
Skirophorion 18 = Prytany XII, 21 = 373rd day.

The third of these equations must be rejected because the dates Mounichion 11
= Prytany X, 18 of 1.G., 1%, 891 and Mounichion 22 = Prytany X, 29 are for the
306th and 317th days of the year,™ and for Thargelion 18 to be dated on Prytany XTI,
21 the month Mounichion would have to be only 28 days in length. On the other
hand, in accord with the date Posideon 26 = Prytany VI, [13] = 173rd day (I.G.,
IT?, 890), the months Posideon I and II would have to be 29 days in length apiece to
obtain the equation for the 223rd day, or, if we use the second equation for the 255th
day, it is necessary to assume that there were three successive 30-day months. In
tentatively restoring the equation for the 373rd day of the year, we must interpret
Skirophorion as a hollow month which was preceded by two full months, and the
restoration of évdres must be substituted for that of éy8ée: in the prytany-date of
1.G., 1T%, 893, line 5.

With regard to one of the other inscriptions dated in the archonship of Sym-
machos, it may be observed that the two fragments assigned to 1.G., II*, 892 must be
disassociated, at least so far as can be judged from a study of the squeezes. The
fragments were assigned to the same stele by Wilhelm, “wie die Schrift und die
Beschaffenheit des Steines zeigen,” although as he acknowledged the letters are some-
what larger and with more letters per line.” The script of fragment b exhibits kappas
which have short hastas forming a small acute angle; in fragment a, the upper hasta
extends up on a line with the top of the vertical stroke. The phis in b have an oval
roundness, whereas in a they are bowed. The horizontal strokes of the pis overlap
the right vertical strokes in fragment b; in a they are evenly joined. The circular
letters in fragment a are broader. Furthermore, a disparity in the original width
of the two stelai from which these fragments came can be determined. Fragment b
is preserved to a width of 0.36 m. The original width of fragment a can be estimated
as 0.33-0.34 m. by measurements for several lines. For example, the distance from
the original left edge to the mu of ov|pmp3edpor] in line 8 is 0.235 m. The amount
of space for the unpreserved letters at the end of the line can be estimated by measur-
ing the similar letters NIMPCEAPQN in line 7—a distance of .095m. There is
nothing in the preserved context of the two fragments to indicate a connection.

PRIEST OF THE EPONYMOS

7. Inscribed fragment of light grey marble, broken on all sides, found on
June 24, 1939, in Section B.

14 Cf. Meritt, Hesperia, IV, 1935, pp. 557-558.
15 4h, Mitt.,, XXXIX, 1914, p. 303. Cf. Att. Urk., 11, 1916, p. 13.
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Height, 0.12 m.; width, 0.10 m.; .
thickness, 0.06 m.

Height of letters, 0.006 m.
Inv. No. I 5882.

AKAMANTIS
c.a. 225

e ———
X [olapyels]
vacat
Tov lepéa

T00 émawvv

5 [m]ov *Avdpo
[kN ] Zerjr :
[reo]y No. 7

This inscription with open alphas and lambdas was written in the “ disjointed
style ” of the last quarter of the third century B.c. The preserved letters of lines 1
and 2 have been considered part of the register of prytaneis and not part of a citation
because the stonecutter arranged the lines of the preserved citation in rough alignment
to the left, whereas the chi of line 2 was indented several letter-spaces to the right.
The citation of the priest of the eponymos was frequently the leftmost one under
the register. An ancestor of the same name and demotic from the middle of the
fourth century B.c. may have been P.A4. 872, who was pleader of the oration pub-
lished as Demosthenes XXXV. On the basis of identical demotics, it may be observed
that our Androkles, of Sphettos, could have been the same man who was priest of
the eponymos of Akamantis in 223/2 B.c. (Hesperia, IX, 1940, no. 23, lines 39-
41, 55).*°

PRYTANY CITATIONS

8. Fragment of Hymettian marble, preserving the original rough-picked back,
found in a modern wall in Section Q@ on April 18, 1938.

Height, 0.215 m.; width, 0.235 m.; thickness, ca. 0.115 m.
Height of letters, 0.007 m.
Inv. No. I 5414.

16 For the conjecture that these lines contained the name of the priest of the eponymos, see
Hesperia, X, 1941, p. 396.
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c.a. 225

e
Xapp -2 ep———
vacat 0.02 m.
7 Bov\y)
Zmiove
5 Kvdabnvaiéa
vacat 0.06 m.
1 Bov\y
’ApioTok — — —
dhv[éa]

No restoration has been offered
for the name of the prytanis inscribed
in line 2, although the identification
of this man would permit the determi-
nation of the phyle honored. To the
left of the alpha there is preserved on
the squeeze a stroke which may be the lower right part of a chi or the lower diagonal
stroke of a kappa. A chi seems much more likely. Nominal considerations in. this
line show that patronymics were inscribed in the register, which suggests a date
before the final quarter of the third century.’” The amount of space to the left of
the initial letter shows that the presérved portion of the register was not from' the
first column.” The titles of the two officials inscribed beneath the register cannot
be determined because the order of officials in relation both to each other and to the
register of prytaneis varied in prytany inscriptions. Neither of the men was the
Herald, for this office was held by one family, which is known.” A likely suggestion,
in accordance with the determinations of the sequence of officials as laid down by Dow,
is that our citations were inscribed beneath column II and contained the names of the
Priest of the Eponymos and the Undersecretary, but these determinations cannot be
insisted upon.

One terminal date for the inscription may be offered on the basis of Dow’s
observation that in prytany texts preceding 259 B.c. the body which awarded crowns
was not the boule, as in the citations of our document, but oi ¢pvAéras or of mpurdveis.”
The script exhibits four alphas and lambdas which were not:joined at the top, but

No. 8

17 See Hesperia, 1X, 1940, p. 117.

18 Tt was the practice to have a register of only three columns in width when the patronymics
were included, but this depended on the vagaries of individual secretaries and stonecutters and
exceptions are to-be found, for example, in Hesperia, IX, 1940, no. 23,.and XI, 1942, no. 47.

12 See Dow, Prytanets, p. 17.

20 Pyytaneis, pp. 20-21; cf. Raubitschek, Cl. Phil., XXXVII, 1942, p. 319, note 7.
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the other letters are not characteristic of the disjointed style of the period 229-206 B.c.
Occurrences of the two-stroke phi are dated by Kirchner in the first part of the third
century or earlier,” but sporadic examples do occur much later.”” A date ca. 230 B.c.

is tentatively proposed.

The upper part of a vertical stroke
appears very clearly on the squeeze to
the right of the omicron in line 7. No
horizontal stroke projects fromits top,
so nominal considerations require the
letter to be a kappa. If the name is
’ApworTok)i)s, a possible descendant is
mentioned in Hesperia, IV, 1935, no.
37,1ine 113 (=1.G.,I11?,1960, line 15).

FRAGMENT OF A DECREE

9. Inscribed fragment of Hy-
mettian marble, found on April 25,
1939, in Section BB. The rough-
picked back and right side are pre-
served.

Height, 0.31 m.; width, 0.27 m.;
thickness, 0.14 m.

Height of letters, 0.005 m. E——

Inv. No. I 5791. No. 9
ante a. 229 ca. 36
- — = - ava |-

[ypdpar 8¢ 166€ 70 Ynidiopa 7]ov [ypapparéa Tov ka]-
[ra mpvraveiav év oril]m Mbivne k[al orhoar év]
[r@¢ "EAevowinwe taw év] do[T]e eis 8¢ Ty dva|[ypadny]

w

[mhs omAns pepioar] 7ov émi 1€l Siowkrio[e 70 y]-

 [evduevor dvdlwpal . vacat 0.10
[ Bovh1)] 7 Bovhy) 7 Bov\y)
[6 dnpos] 6 Sfuos 6 dfpos

The inscription must be dated before 229 B.c. because the paymaster for in-
scribing the stele was the Single Officer of Administration.”® The script is a degenerate

2 Imagines inscriptionum Atticarum, p. 20. 22 See 1.G., 112, 839, 850.
28 Occurrences after this date are limited to prytany inscriptions.
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form of a style found in I.G., 1T, 665, 666, and 724: noteworthy are the angular
betas in the form B, the epsilons without the middle hasta, and the square omicrons.
The letters at the beginning of line 4 are barely traceable, but the word dore: indicates
the restoration of the phrase év 7@ 'AokAnmieiww 7ée év dore (as in 1.G., 117 304, lines
10-11) or of é 76 "Elevawiw 16 év dore (as in 1.G., 11%, 204, line 57). Since our
inscription was discovered in Section BB, which contains the hypothetical site of the
Eleusinion,* the latter restoration is adopted.

The decree contained honors for
three or more persons,” and from the
designation of the place of erection it may
be conjectured that they had served in
some religious capacity. For reference
solely to the legislative bodies in the text
of citations, compare I.G., IT*, 312, 314,
and 573.

PRYTANY DECREE

10. Fragment of Pentelic marble,
found on June 8, 1937, in clearing the
area around the Tholos in Section Z. The
original left side is preserved.

Height, 0.095 m.; width, 0.062 m.;
thickness, 0.04 m.

Height of letters, 0.004 m.
Inv. No. I 4943.

Five lines occupy a vertical space of
0.04 m. No. 10

c.a. 240 ca. 52
é[Sofer 6L dfpwr: — — — — =L — — — — — eimev ° vmép &]-
3 /’ 3 4 ~ ca. 8 e\ ~ ~ o 4
v dma|[yyé\ovow oi mpvrdves Tis —“°— vmép Tadv Ouowdv v Efvo]-
\ \ ~ 3 ~ ~ 3 7’ ~ 4 \ A /7
v 7o mp[0 T7éV éxrkAnoidy Tédw € AméAwv 16 LpooTarypiwt kal T "Aprép]-
3 7H¢ [Bovhaias kai Tois dA\\ots Beois ols mdrpiov M, * éBvoav 8é kai T]-
~ ~ 3 ~ 4 € /7 ~ \ ’ v 3
5 ois Sot[fpow év Tals kalnkodoars fNuépars kalds kai ¢horipws * dya]-

2¢ See T. L. Shear, Hesperia, IX, 1940, p. 267.

25 Compare the ten crowns for iepomowi in I.G., II%, 410 and the two crowns in I.G., II?, 505.
Where several crowns were awarded to one man (e. g., I.G., I1?, 457 -+ 3207, 3218), the phraseology
seems to have been more explicit.
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07 Toxm[v 6e86xfar TdL Sjpwr, U To. pev dyaba déxeocbar T yeyovéra év]
70ls iepo[Ts ols €fvov éd’ Vyeloaw kai ocwrmpiar s Boviis kal Tod drjuov|
[..] " énledn 8¢ of mpurdveis Tds 7€ Qvoias édvoar dmdoas Soar kabijk]-

10 |o]v év 7|9 mpuravelar kalds kal ¢uhoTipws: — — — — — — — — — — ]

Mention of sacrifices to the Soteres (line 5)* and reference to the Macedonian
royal house in what is now a rasura (lines 8-9) date this fragment of a * first”
prytany decree within the period 262-229 B.c.** The erasure was made in 200 B.cC.
as part of the dammnatio memoriae against the Macedonians. Tarn and Dow have
warned that the lengths of the formula mentioning Antigonos and Demetrios I vary
greatly and have rightly objected to the use of length of formula for purposes of
dating.* In our Agora fragment there is a rasura of approximately 54 letter-spaces,
iota being counted as half a letter. At the beginning of line 9 there was space for
two letters or possibly for three if one was an iota: syllabic division was not observed.
The most likely restoration which will fill this lacuna is one of 54 and one-half letter-
spaces,” which would apply equally to the period of Antigonos or of Demetrios:
*Avriydvov
AnunTpiov
scription would then be dated because of the script at the end of the reign of Antigonos
or in the first part of the reign of Demetrios prior to Phthia’s bearing a child other
than Philip to Demetrios.*

" A dilas A e s A .
kol o0 Baocihéws kal s Baoihioons . ,, . kai 700 viov avrov]. Our in-
K K dlias

26 For the cult of the Soteres, see Ferguson, Hell. Athens, p. 126, note 1, and Wilhelm,
*Apx. "E¢., 1937, pp. 203-207.

27 See Dow, Prytaneis, p. 10.

28 Tarn, Class. Quart., XVIII, 1924, pp. 17-23, especially p. 18, note 5, and Harvard Siudies
in Class. Phil., Supplementary Vol. I, p. 487 ; Dow, Prytaneis, p. 66.

2 1n [.G., I1%, 790 (= Prytaneis, no. 23 plus Hesperia, XI, 1942, no. 47), dated in 235/4.
there was also a lacuna of 54 letter-spaces, but in this case the text adjacent to the lines of erasure
was inscribed in stoichedon order. Since Dow (Prytaneis, pp. 66, 68) laid down the rigid epi-
graphical requirements for any text which would fill this rasura, three restorations have been offered:
by Dow and Edson (Harvard Studies in Class. Phil.,, XLVIII, 1937, pp. 142 and 148), by
Dinsmoor (List, p. 156), and by Tarn (Harvard Studies in Cl. Phil., Supplementary Vol. I, p. 489).
Tarn’s text is one of 55 letter-spaces and requires the crowding of two letters into one letter-space:
Dow and Dinsmoor would permit this crowding only with an iota in the last letter-space of line 16.
Dinsmoor drew from his restoration the conclusion that Phthia was dead when the decree was
passed, but Tarn has demonstrated that Phthia is to be identified with Chryseis and that she was
alive in 235/4. The restoration by Dow and Edson, which best satisfies the epigraphical require-
ments, is [kal Tod Bacidéms Aquyrplov k|al Tis Baothioons Phias kal T0b viot], although the designation
of the son, later Philip V, is vague. Dinsmoor rejected this restoration because he wrongly assumed
that Dow and Edson restored only 23 letters, instead of 24, in the upper line of the erasure. Syllabic
division was not observed consistently in [.G., II%, 790, and it is not necessary to assume an un-
inscribed space at the end of line 16.

80 See Tarn, loc. cit., p. 490.
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PRYTANEIS OF HIPPOTHONTIS

11. Fragment of Hymettian marble with the original left edge preserved, found
in Section H during the removal of the walls of a Byzantine house on May 22, 1937.

Height, 0.171 m.; width, 0.208 m. ; thickness, 0.10 m.
Height of letters, 0.005 m.
Inv. No. T 4890.

This fragment joins the Agora inscription published by Dow as Prytaneis, no. 19.
The complete text is as follows:

No. 11. 14890 (Lower Left) and Prytaneis, no. 19
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HipPOTHONTIS
¢ a 240
* [demoticum]
10 [Me]vex[—— ——— ]
[A]pworoyle—— ——— ]
“Tepdrvp[os ———]
‘Aplafavreis|
R e Opuddns Al-——-]
[--—-— ——— Jor\é 15 ®dhavfos [———]
[--————= ——— ]drov "Epo| tddau]
[-—————— —— olv Awovioios [———]
[-————= ——— ] apidov Aloyivys [———]
5 [..% . ]a[..% . ]exhéovs Kei| ptadau |
[Te]puéorpar|os . ...]|dikov 20 Xapjpo|v ———]
Knduorédwpols ....Jo[——]v Beduho|s Beodérov |
dugihos Ep| . ... |pov vacat

Since the position of the upsilon in line 3 apparently rules out the restoration
of the demotic [é¢ Olo]v,* the first column of the register was concluded with the
names of at least eight prytaneis. These must have been members of one of the two
large demes of Hippothontis, Eleusis or Peiraeus.” Both of the names Kephisodoros
and Pamphilos are attested for Eleusis,* but these men are not from the third century.

The mu in line 6 is cut so close to the beginning of the column that [An]|udorparos
must be considered an unlikely restoration, [T¢]uéorparos almost certain. There are
several common names which may be restored for the name of the patronymic in
line &.

PRYTANY DECREE

12. Fragment of Hymettian marble from the upper right top of a stele, found
on May 29, 1937, in a trench in Section Z east of the Tholos. On the ovolo moulding
there are stains of a painted egg-and-dart design with an interaxial spacing of 0.035 m.

Height, 0.145 m.; width, 0.182 m.; thickness, 0.10Z2 m.
Height of letters, 0.005 m.
Inv. No. 11999 c.

Five lines occupy a vertical space of 0.065 m.

31 Tn column 11, the demotics are indented 0.037 m., or, roughly, four and one-half letter-spaces.
32 See the figures given by A. W. Gomme, Population of Athens, p. 63. Ci. Hesperia, IX,

1940, p. 126.
2P 4. 11542 (165/4) and I.G., I1?, 6036 (fourth century).
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No. 12
ANTIOCHIS
med. s. 111 ca. 42
[ ) € o ] i
[Emi ..%".. dpxovros éml tijs "Avrioy]idos Tpitns mpvra-
[veias M — — — — — 22 — | éypappdrever ®

Bondpoudvos < s PR
[ Borbpoivos) ___ alt eloords i
5 [wmpvraveias: éxxkAnoia: Tadv wpoédpwy émen)|piler Dihiw-
[v —————— =% — — — — — — kai ovumpdedpor] - Neomrd\e-
os ®uléov Aeipadiirns eimev: vmép ov amayy]é\[hov]ow
p paduiy P vy

For the rest of the text, see Dow, Prytaneis, no. 20.

Line 1 was inscribed above the cymatium. In the fourth letter-space from the
end of line 4, an epsilon was corrected into an iota.

This fragment is part of the same stele as the two fragments published by Dow
as Prytaneis, no. 20. In his commentary, Dow noted that the floruit of the orator,
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4

Neoptolemos of Deiradiotai,” and the formulae suggested a date in the fifties or
early forties of the third century B.c. The text of the new fragment does not contain
the names of the archon or of the secretary, but the length of the lacunae in lines 1
and 2 does permit the elimination of several years. Although the inscription is not
stoichedon, the letters are very regularly cut. Dow, counting iota as occupying half
a letter-space, restored approximately forty-two letters per line.”” This determina-
tion is sustained by our text of lines 5 and 7 where the count for each line is 4114
letter-spaces. The name of the archon, therefore, should be of approximately 6 letter-
spaces (with the form éntl), that of the secretary of 22, for there is an uninscribed
space of approximately 1% letter-spaces at the end of line 2. One cannot press these
determinations too rigidly as in the case of a stoichedon inscription, but it seems
reasonable to exclude a line of more than 44 letters and to reject the name of an
archon with more than eight letters and the name of a secretary with more than
twenty-four. The results are then not too satisfying; for, using the tables in
Pritchett-Meritt, Chronology, we find as possible years within the period 260-240 B.c.:
259/8, 256/5, 248/7, 245/4, and 244/3. Two of these years must be eliminated:
248/7 because Antiochis was the prytanizing phyle in the sixth prytany of that year,™
and 245/4 because the third prytany was held by the phyle Erechtheis.”” In the year
256/5, Neoptolemos of Deiradiotai was the secretary of the Boule and Demos; *
in the year under discussion he was one of the bouleutai, as is attested by his being
the orator of a motion made in the Boule.*” Aristotle states that this secretary was
chosen by the demos by show of hands,” but there is no evidence as to whether he
came from the bouleutai; * so 256/5 is a debatable year for our inscription. Calendar
equations satisfactory for either an intercalary or an ordinary year may be restored
in line 3.

3¢ Neoptolemos was Secretary of the Boule and Demos in 256/5, as dated by Pritchett-Meritt,
and the orator of a non-probouleumatic decree in 252/1. He appears in our inscription as the orator
of resolutions both in the boule and in the ekklesia.

85 Dow’s line 6 has 4514 letters, but I believe that mdoas should be removed from the restora-
tion for the lacuna between lines 6 and 7 and that fvlolas be divided between the two lines. The
omicron of r[év in line 6 should fall above the first alpha of aya[fei], and the restoration for the
end of line 6 is too long. The uninscribed space in line 7 equals two letter-spaces, not four as read
by Dow. The formulae in this inscription were unusually compressed.

36 1.G., 112, 683.

37 Meritt, Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 550.

88 Prytaneis, nos. 9 and 10. 39 Prytaneis, no. 20, line 4.

40 For the identification of the ypappareds tijs BovAfs kai Tod Smov with the secretary named in
Aristotle, *Af. TIoA., LIV, 5, see Ferguson, The Athenian Secretaries, pp. 66-70, and Athenian
Tribal Cycles, p. 160, note 1.

1 In Hesperia, X, 1941, pp. 393-394, T have argued that requirements of space are best satis-
fied with the restoration of the demotic é& K[epapéwr] for the secretary of the Boule and Demos
in line 57 of the inscription published as Hesperia, IX, 1940, no. 23. The register of this inscription
preserves the names of the prytaneis from the deme Kerameikos, and the name of the secretary is
not included. No conclusive argument, however, can be based on the restoration é K[epapéov].
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PRYTANY CITATION

13. Fragment of Hymettian marble, broken on all sides, found in the wall
of a modern house in Section EE on February 27, 1939.

Height, 0.21 m.; width, 0.185 m.;
thickness, 0.06 m.

Height of letters, 0.005 m.
Inv. No. I 5691.

ante a. 260
oi [wpvrdvers (?) Tov]
raptav [7ijs BovAijs]
Eddyyelo[v ———]
Sovviéa

Although crowns might be be-
stowed by various organized societies
on their treasurers,*” this particular
citation has been tentatively restored
as part of a prytany decree because of
the vast majority of the examples of
the latter. The inscription is tenta-
tively dated before 260 B.c. in accord
with Dow’s determination that the body No. 13
awarding the crown was specified as
the boule, not oi ¢ulérac or oi mpurdvess, after this date.

THE YEAR OF DIOTIMOS

14. Fragment of Hymettian marble, broken below and to the right, discovered
during the demolition of the walls of the small Chapel of St. Elias in Section K on
March 5, 1934. Most of the moulding is battered away.

Height, 0.29 m.; width, 0.49 m.; thickness, 0.165 m.

Height of letters, 0.006 m.

Inv. No. I11524.%-

4 See 1.G., 112, 1298, lines 23-25, 1264, and 1325; cf. [.G., 112, 1297, line 22.

+ This inscription was referred to without number by Meritt, Hesperia, VII, 1938, p. 133 and
by Dinsmoor, Athenian Archon List, p. 40.



GREEK INSCRIPTIONS 157

The interval between stoichoi increases towards the left side of the stele where
five letters measured on centers occupy a horizontal space of 0.073 m. in contrast with
0.065 m. for the five rightmost preserved letters. Five lines occupy a vertical space
of 0.063 m. The script is very similar to that of 1.G., IT*, 657.

a. 287/6 3TOIX. 40
[’Em ]t Awripov dpxovros ém[t hs ....... S 1-
[s m]pvravelas, fiu Avoio[rpatos *Aporopdyov Tlawav]-
[ted]s éypappdreve[v- ........ 0N ... ... per ek |-
[d8a]s, Tpiaxoare[t s mwpvraveias: ékkhnoia- Tév mp]-

5 [0éd]pov émep[fdler ........... PR ]
[.. k]ai ov[pumpdedpor: — — — = — — — — — = — — — — ]

No. 14

There are already three known calendar equations from the year of Diotimos:

Hesperia, 1X, 1940, no. 14. Prytany IIT (Kekropis), 9 = Boedromion 8/9 *
1.G., 1%, 653. Prytany VII (Antigonis), 29 = Gamelion 29/30
1.G., 1I%, 654, 655. Prytany XII (Pandionis), 25 = Skirophorion 24/25/26 **

These indicate that the year was ordinary with the days by months and prytanies

44 °0y8én. may be substituted for évdrne in line 5 of the text of this inscription.
5 See Meritt, Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 548. In Meritt’s equations for this inscription, Pryt. XII,
25 should be written as the constant element with the days in Skirophorion being 25, 24, and 26,

respectively.
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differing by not more than one.*® In our Agora inscription, the thirtieth day of a
prytany is apparently to be equated with the twenty-ninth day of a full month. If
the count of days per’ eixddas is forward, the phrase évdrn uer’ eikd8as must be
restored in lines 3-4, and the month was Boedromion, for this is the only month
the name of which had twelve letters in the genitive case. The prytany would be
the third in number, and this is already known to have been held by the phyle
Kekropis. The words Kexpomidos 7pimy|s exactly fill the lacuna of lines 1-2. On the
other hand, if the count with the phrase per’ eikddas was backward, as was more
common throughout the third century, the phrase Sevrépas per’ eixddas is to be restored.
The month must then be Posideon, which would fill the space of ten letters, and the
number of the prytany, which may have been held by Demetrias or Akamantis, was
the sixth. A choice between these two restorations could be made if the direction of
count for the year could be determined from I.G., II*, 654; Usener and Kirchner
posited backwards count, but Meritt has demonstrated the evidence is inconclusive.”

LECTISTERNIUM OF PLUTO

15. Inscribed fragment of Hymettian marble, preserving the original right side,
discovered in the wall of a modern house
on March 7, 1939, in Section ZZ where
several inscriptions relating to the Eleu-
sinion have been found.*®

Height, 0.13 m.; width, 0.12m. ; thick-
ness, 0.108 m.

Height of letters, 0.006-0.007 m.

Inv. No. I 5708.

The Agora fragment contains the in-
scribed portion of the lower right part of
I.G., 112, 1934, the following text of which
may be offered for lines 14-18:

fin. s. IV
Avovvoédwpov ‘Hp[—-~*="——] *

15 ‘Ayvevidny @eo[- =t Kndior]éa
[’A]pioroyeirov[a <% Tpuxo]pioiov

[*Acr]voxor @codp %"~ Tla]wariéa S A
[<=L ] {ay @v [~ Kvdaf]nraiéa
vacat No. 15
s6 Cf. Kirchner ad I.G., 112, 653 ; Dinsmoor, Archons of Athens, pp. 389, 431, and Athenian

Archon List, p. 224. 47 Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 548.
8 For the significance of the provenience of the other two fragments of 1.G., II%, 1934, see
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The restoration of the demotic in line 15 permits the identification of P.A4., 174
and 175 as the same man.** The only improvement which may be offered in Kirchner’s
text of fragment a is the reading of an alpha and of the top half of an iota in line 18.

The inscription contains a list of names of the people who were appointed to
conduct a lectistermium of Pluto. The epigraphical evidence for the sanctuary of
Pluto and the sacristy in Athens has been compiled by P. H. Davis in his study on
the Plutonion.*

A PROXENY DECREE

16. Inscribed fragment of Pentelic marble, preserving the original left side
and back, found on April 13, 1939, in
Section OA.

Height, 0.13 m.; width, 0.144 m. ; thick-
ness, 0.05 m.

Height of letters, 0.008 m.

Inv. No. I15773.

Five lines occupy a vertical space of
0.077 m., as measured from the squeeze, and
five letters a horizontal space of 0.079 m..

fin. s. IV Sroy. 22

[-----=-=--- Kkal €]-

[tva]e w[pdéevov kai edepyér]-
[9v] *Abnvalivv kai adrov kai é]-
[«]ydvovs, [eivar & avrols yijs]

e 5 kai oikia[s éyxrmow kard 7]-
\ 4 -4 A QA
ovs vouov[s, émws v elddow]
No. 16 mdv[re]ls (6 — = —————— ]

This fragment from a proxeny decree may be dated at the end of the fourth
century on the basis of the formula for the ownership of land and house.” The phrase

H. Mobius, Ath. Mitt., 1.X-LXI, 1935-36, p. 265, note 6. Cf. Dorothy Burr, Hesperia, II, 1933,
p. 638,

# For additional prosopographical information concerning two others of the thirteen names.
see Dow, Prytaneis, p. 73 and Hesperia, IX, 1940, p. 124.

30 Some Elcusinian Building Inscriptions of the Fourth Century before Christ, Princeton Univ.
Diss., 1931, pp. 61-67. This sanctuary is also mentioned in Hesperia, XI, 1942, no. 51, lines 5-6.

st For bibliography, see Busolt, Griechische Staatskunde®, I, p. 302, note 1, to which should be
added, in particular, Wilhelm, Attische Urkunden, 11 (Sitz. Kais. Ak. der Wissenschaften in Wien,
1916, phil.-hist. Klasse, 180 Band, Abhandlung 2), pp. 9-23.
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éykmois kara Tov véuov was limited by Dittmar to inscriptions dated within the
period 325-315 B.c.,*® terminal dates which now must be extended in both directions.*
The governing laws may have been part of the financial measures of Lykourgos, for
the phrase [éyxmow &v av] o[ik]adv Bovhwvrar in 1.G., 11°, 237 implies an absence
of existing legal limitations on éykrnos in 338 /7 B.c.™ These laws must have referred
to general regulations,” not, as Kahrstedt has posited,™ to limitations on the maximum
price for the property to be acquired by the new metics; for regulations which required
the definition of a maximum which differed in each case could not be summarized
in a general law.”

LITURGY CATALOGUE

17. Large fragment of Pentelic marble, preserving the original back and top,
removed from a modern wall in Section II on April 10, 1937. The fragment had
been re-used as a threshold block.

Height, 0.56 m.; width, 0.41 m.; thickness, 0.145 m.

Height of letters: in lines 1-2, ca. 0.02m.; in line 3, 0.012m.; in lines 4 ff,,
0.007 m.

Inv. No. I 4689.

The names of this list were more compactly inscribed in lines 4-10 inclusive,
where five lines occupy a vertical distance of 0.06 m., than in the remainder of the
column, where five lines measure ca. 0.075 m.

NON-STOIX.
——————— #0535 ———————

380/79 Mv]féodpxovTos

381/0 Emt Anpodilo dpyovros
Aloxivns Tlohv{Hho: ‘Ahar: dvrl Avkiok[o 700 ——— ——— ]
5 TleBudnuidns Melbdnuido Srep: avri [——— ——— ——— ]
‘Hynoiorparos Hynoiken ék Kep: avri Ppacig[N —— 700 ——— ——— ]

52 Leipz. Stud., X111, 1890, p. 146. Cf. A. C. Johnson, Cl. Phil., IX, 1914, p. 425.

53 The phrase &ykrnois karé Tov vopor (OF Tods vépovs) occurs in the following inscriptions: 1.G.,
112, 342, 343, 360, 396, 422, 425, 466, 551, 723, 884, 907, and Hesperia, X111, 1944, no. 7. The
first of these is dated by Kirchner with a question mark as before 332/1 B.c.

5+ So Wilhelm, Flermes, XXIV, 1889, p. 331. Other provisions regulating citizenship were part
of the enabling laws which preceded the decree of Demophilos (346/ 5 B.C.); see Hesperia, X, 1941,
p. 272, note 16.

55 So Wilhelm, Att. Urk., 11, p. 9.

56 Staatsgebiet und Staatsangehirige in Athen, p. 288, note 7.

57 See Ferguson, Hell. Athens, p. 245, note 6.
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"Apxurmos T'vabio: IlpoBal: dvri Agu[—— ——— ———]
Hevokpdrys Eévovos: ‘Alac: dvri Avoud|8o 100 ——— — — — ]
Tiyrokhijs "Ovyropidov: ‘Elevo: avri [——— ———- ——— ]

10 @eopavns Beayévovs: ék Koh|[——— —=— ———]
Dalakpiov: "Exexhéos: Knp[—-—— ——— ——— ]
Me:dvhidns Medokpdrovs: "Q|albev ? dyvri ——— ——— ]
Srépavos “TmepBio Edwrvue: dv|[ml ——— ——— ]
TAnumolepos “TmepBio Evwvvu|e: avri ——— ——— ]

15 ’Eénkeoridns Xapio: Oop[— — = — — — — — — — — — — — — ]
‘Apordpaxos Ap[— — - — — ——— — — — — - — — — — ]
Beofevidns Oeo[— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — ]
Swkhs Eddo[—- - - ——— - — - — - = — — — — — — — — — ]
DN\Spiko|[s — —————— - —— ——— —— — — — — — — ]

20 Bfwpu|-——-——————— - - — — — — ]
KaM[-————— - - — - — - — — — — — — ]
Iepo|—-——————————— == — = - ————— — ]
Avo[- - - — ]
Xop|-—=—=—--——— - m - m - ——— - ]

25 Byl-——-—-——-— e — ]
Ol-——— =~ ]
Kg|--—=--—-mm oo ]

In line 1, the only two letters which may be read with certainty on the squeeze
are omicron and sigma. To the left of the omicron enough of the original stone
appears to be preserved to permit only a tau or an iota. In the next letter-space to
the left, there seems to be the base of an oblique right hasta of a letter. Schweigert,
who examined the stone, has reported that the preserved space to the right of the
sigma was uninscribed.

This Agora fragment is part of the inscription, published as I.G., 1I°, 1929
plus Hesperia, VII, 1938, pp. 277-278, which is referred by commentators to the
judicial settlements (S3wadikaciar) in the cases of the liturgy of the trierarchy.” In-
scribed during the archonship of Pytheas (380/79), it apparently gives the list of
alterations in the liturgic appointments of the year 381/0.

Kirchner has conjectured on the evidence of line 12 of 1.G., IT% 1929, where
the patronymic extends to the original right edge of the fragment without space for
a demotic, that the inscription occupied at least two contiguous slabs. If the fragment

58 See Lipsius, Att. Recht, p. 593, and Kirchner ad I1.G., II?, 1928. However, Goligher
(Hermathena, XIV, 1907, pp. 503-504) has protested that internal evidence for this determination
is lacking.



162 KENDRICK PRITCHETT

published as 1.G., IT%, 1929 comes from the same column as our new Agora fragment,
nominal considerations would not permit line 2 of 1.G., IT%, 1929, which preserves a
demotic, to be placed any higher than line 16 of the Agora piece, which is the topmost
line lacking a demotic. This would give a minimum of 42 lines in the column of
names.”” However, the fact that the end of the preserved portion of line 1 was
uninscribed suggests that the Agora fragment is part of the rightmost slab and that
the column at the left was headed by the name of the archon of the preceding year,
corresponding to the émt Agpodilo dpxovros of line 3.

Concerning the prosopographical items, no previously known Athenian has been
found who bears the same nomen, patronymic, and demotic as any of those in the
catalogue. On the basis of identity of name and demotic, however, the following
identifications may be suggested:

Line 4: Aioxivns ‘Ahawevs (P.A., 343, cf. ad P.A., 341) is known as the father
of ...uwrmos who participated with 23 other fellow-demesmen in the erection of a
statue to Aphrodite shortly before 360 B.c. (/.G., 11%, 2820, line 17).° All of the
dedicants in this latter inscription are, 1 believe, from the phyle Kekropis, and this
determination, if correct, necessitates changes in prosopographical items in the P.A.
and in Wilhelm’s recent study of 1.G., I1%, 2820 and 2824.** [1.G., 11%, 2820 contains
the heading: [oi ai]pedé|v]r[es Om]|o ‘Aha[idv 70 dy|alpa morjoacbar 1€l *Ad| podirer
oreda]vwbévres vmo Tév 8| pordy dvé|fecav el "Adpo|dire]. Several of the twenty-
four dedicants are recognized by Kirchner in the P.A. as members of the phyle
Kekropis and in the case of one, ’Aoridilos Puhdypov ‘Alaueds, the determination is
made on the basis of the identity of all three elements of the name, for ’Aoridilos
[@\]dypo ‘Alawes is listed as a prytanis of Kekropis in 1.G., 11%, 1743, line 7.** The
demesmen, then, in 1.G., 11°, 2820 are the ‘Alawels from Halai Aixonides in Kekropis,
a deme separated by the width of Attica from Halai Araphenides in Aigeis. Wilhelm,
however, in republishing /.G., 1I%, 2824 has stated that it is plausible that the
®aypols | ——— ——— ] of lines 4-5 is the [®ik]aypos A[wok]Néovs “Ahauevs of 1.G.,
112, 2820, line 24, or his grandson.” But [.G., IT*, 2824 is a dedication erected by

3 For the year 383/2, Stschoukareff (Ath. Mitt., XII, 1887, p. 135) on the evidence of I.G,
112, 1930 and 1931 has estimated 150 adjudications involving liturgies.

% For the date, see Wilhelm, Att. Urk., V, 1942, p. 139.

61 Op. cit., pp. 135-147.

62 Equally convincing is the identification of Nikomenes, son of Hieron, of Halai (I.G., II?
2820, line 6) with the member of the board of Amphictyones of the same name (I.G., II?, 1635.
line 61) who Ferguson (Cl. Rev., XV, 1901, pp. 38-40) has demonstrated was a Kekropid. Wilhelm
has restored the name [Aio]xias ®hypigov in I.G., 11%, 2820, line 14, and has connected this Aischias
with ¢Adioxéas Puknpidov “Adateis 0f *Apyx. AeAr., 1927-28, p. 40, line 11. This latter inscription is a
decree of the *Alaieis of Kekropis, as is proved by the provenance of the stone.

8 Op. cit.,, p. 146. Cf. Kirchner ad [.G., 1%, 2824 and, in particular, the stemma under P.4.,
0110. The restoration was first made by Koehler.
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four men from Aigeis,” and the two men with the name ®ilaypos belonged to
different phylai. In turn, this removes the basis for Kirchner’s contention (ad P.A4.,
10913) that Nuwkrjparos cannot be restored as the nomen of [———] N[¢]|kokpdrov
‘Alaevs in line 5 of 1.G., 11°, 2824 because a name of approximately five letters is
required; nor need we restore with Wilhelm the nomen [Nuwkias]. At the beginning
of line 5 there is a lacuna of approximately 21 letter-spaces in which were apparently
inscribed the patronymic and demotic of ®iaypo[s] and the nomen of ——— N[¢]ko-
kpdrov ‘Ahauevs. If 1.G., 11%, 2824 is to be transferred from 340/39 to 313/2, as
Wilhelm proposes, the change must be made on the basis not of his prosopographical
arguments but of his considerations of script and orthography. It may be noted that
with the date 313/2 the restoration and identification of Nuwkrjparos with P.4., 10734
would be unlikely, because the latter, Swaurymis in 325/4,” was born in 385/4. Con-
cerning the family of this Nikeratos of Halai, two independent studies have been
offered, that of Wilhelm in 1942, and the stemma of Hondius in Novae Inscriptiones
Atticae, p. 116. The stemma of Hondius must be questioned because it gives as
brothers the Nikeratos who was born in 385/4 and a Nikodemos who was epistates
of the proedroi in 303/2.° This Nikodemos should, I believe, be rejected from the
family because, as Hondius admitted, the restoration of ‘Alaeds in 1.G., 1I*, 490,
line 7, is short by one letter-space, and the identification of [Nuwkd|8npos Nikokp | drovs
........ ] as being from Halai was made not by connecting him with a known
man of this name from the same period but by assuming a continuity of names
within a family. In fact, there are many possibilities for the restoration of the
name of the epistates and the text should be corrected to read simply [....]8nuos
Nkokp [ ' 1.7

.............

On the other hand, Wilhelm has failed to consider the Nukoxpdrys Nikod7)[puo
‘Alac] s who appears in the catalogue 1.G., 11%, 2372, line 12. This catalogue contains
names of men whose floruits Hondius placed in the period 370-360 B.c., although
it is unlikely that the men were diaitetai as Hondius suggested.” From these dates,
it becomes apparent that we have at least two men of Halai Araphenides with the
name Nikokrates. On the assumption generally made in prosopographical studies that
identical names indicate a family relationship, the following stemma is possible:

¢t The word [émyueAnr]al is most probably to be restored in line 1; see 4.J.P., LXIII, 1942,
p. 429, note 62, and Wilhelm, op. cit., pp. 145-147.

% 1.G., 112, 1926, line 34.

86 J.G., 112, 490, lines 6-7.

$7 It may also be observed that Niuxddnuos (I) of Hondius’s stemma is not the same as P.4.,
10865, for the demotic of the latter has been corrected by Kirchner (/.G., IT%, 1861) from ‘Alaweds
to "Elatototos.

8 See Gomme, Population of Athens, pp. 72-73.
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Nikédnpos
1.G., 117, 2372, line 12

Nukokpdrys Nikodripov
I1.GG., 117, 2372, line 12 (370-360)
1.G., 11°, 1747, line 9

| l
Nuknjporos Nikokpdrovs Nuwkokpdrns
1.G., 11%, 1747, line 9 (= Prytanis med. s. IV a.) 1.G., 11%, 2824, line 5
1.GG., 1T% 1926, line 34 (= Diaitetes 325/4)

[-——=] Nwkokpdrov

I1.G., 11%, 2824, line 5
(= Epimeletes 313/2)

Line 13: A Srédavos Edwrvpeis appears in the naval catalogue 71.G., 1%, 1609,
line 85, which Schweigert has dated in 365/4. His trierarchy may be dated a few
years earlier, for the text indicates merely that the equipment which Stephanos con-
tributed was still in use at the date of the catalogue. This Stephanos was identified
by Sundwall with the Stephanos of Euonymon who was listed as trierarch in 1.G.,
IT?, 1618, line 89 (post 358/7),” and Kirchner had already identified the latter as
Srépavos SwwavTov Edwrvueds whose name appears on the funerary monument /.G.,
IT?, 6188 (post med. s. IV a.).™ Thus, within a span of a little more than thirty years,
there are four occurrences of the name Stephanos of Euonymon, three of which are
in connection with the liturgy of the trierarchy. Two of these four are shown by
their patronymics to be different men. The three trierarchs might be recognized as
the same man, but it seems preferable in the light of our present knowledge to refrain
from any subjective determinations on the basis of identity of nomen and demotic
and to list the four as separate individuals.

8 4.J.P., LXI, 1940, pp. 194-198. On the basis of prosopography, Schweigert has also con-
nected I.G., 112, 1952 with the cleruchic expedition to Samos in 365/4. The attribution of fragments
b and ¢ to fragment a of this inscription, originally made by Koehler, may be questioned. Five lines
on fragment b occupy on the average a vertical space of 0.047 m., on fragment a, a space of 0.057 m.
The scripts are similar, but the letters of fragment a are more carelessly incised and there are minor
differences in letter-forms, e. g., the omega and the phi of fragment a are more rounded.

0 Ath. Mitt., XXV, 1910, p. 58.

1P A., 12888. No date has been offered by Kirchner for the funerary inscription 1.G., 112,
6187, which contains the name: 3ré[pavos] *Axalwi] Edovupeds. It apparently was seen only by
Fourmont.
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Line 15: ’Eénkeotidns @opikios was general in 357/6 (I1.G., 1I*, 124 =P.A4.,
4718).™

The following general prosopographical items are offered:

Line 7: A T'vafios was orator of a decree in 394/3 (I.G., IT?, 16).

Line 8: A possible descendant is Hévor Eévovos ‘Alawebls, ephebe in 119/8 (1.G.,
1%, 1008, line 100).

Line 10: A possible son is KaA\ —— | ®co —— | éx Ko —— of 1.G., IT*, 6524,

Line 13: An “YmépBuos of Erechtheis is known from 1.G., I?, 929, line 122.

Two of the names in the catalogue I have not found applied to any other citizen
of Athens: Hefdyuidns (line 5) and Medokpdrms (line 12).

KeENDRICK PRITCHETT

AMERICAN Scuoor oF CLASSICAL STUDIES AT ATHENS
INSTITUTE FOR ADVANCED STUDY

"2 There was also an Exekestides, the name of whose deme is lost, who was named as rpujpaxos
in the naval catalogue of 356/5 (I.G., I1%, 1612, line 293). Another, from the phyle Akamantis
which included Thorikos, appears as the father of an unknown son in a catalogue of 378/7 (I.G.,
112, 1741, line 3), but this man would probably have been too old to be a general in 357/6, although
we have the evidence of the generalship being held by a man 80 years of age (P.A4., 15076). Suffi-
cient text is not preserved to restore with any degree of certainty the full name of our Exekestides
in the fourth-century sepulchral inscription I.G., I1%, 11269 : *E£[yreo]ridys Xa———; this inscription
was found in the modern village of Brahami (Bpaxdw) near ancient Phlya, a considerable distance
from Thorikos. The name was common in the fourth century and there is no reason for Kirchner
(ad P.A. 4710) to associate the orator of 1.G., II%, 116 with any particular one of the other known
bearers of the name.
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