GREEK INSCRIPTIONS
(PLATES 1-23)

HIS report includes many of the discoveries made in the Agora during 1946

and 1947, but it has also some of the remainders from previous seasons that need
preliminary publication and that have not been assigned to others for special study.
Routine work in the systematic exploration of the inventory has now progressed as
far as no. 2300.

DECREES (1-14)

1 (Plates 1-2). Stele of Hymettian marble, found in several fragments in Sec-
tion ® on June 10, 1947. The sides were finished with a toothed chisel and the back
rough-picked. The stone has suffered re-use as a threshold block, with the face
trimmed down to a depth of 0.02 m. except for a band ca. 0.11 m. wide along the left
edge which preserves traces of the inscription.

Height, 1.20 m.; width, ca. 0.47 m.; thickness, 0.102 m.; height of letters, 0.006 m.
(lines 1-20) and 0.007 m. (lines 21 ff.). The writing of the decree is stoichedon, with
a square chequer pattern in which the unit measures 0.01 m.

Inv. No. I 5998.
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2 BENJAMIN D. MERITT

20  [77s] omilns [pepioaw Tods éml i Sroujoe 70 dvdlwpa]
vacat
[Mv]ppwo[doior] [~ ] T ——— ]
[Edp |vyoros [———]
[...]éevos A[———]
25 [2]fevoxrys T[———]

——————————— Column II Column III
——————————— is lost is lost
Traces of letters
only visible down
to line 45 In corona
——————————— [ Bouki]
45 — e [of puNérar]
In corona [Tov Tauiav]
M [BovAn] 55 [Edpvnorov]
ol ¢[vNérau] [-——~- ]
ov | popparéa ] [ Muppvot |
Xa[-———~— ] [owov]
50 Me[-—-——— ]

This prytany-decree is dated in the archonship of Anaxikrates, whose name was
misspelled in line 1, but about the reading of which there can be no doubt. The choice
of dating the text in 307/6 or in 279/8 is determined by the name of the secretary
to be supplied in line 2. Here the name from 307/6, Avoias Nofimmov Avoueteds is too
short, and the alternative from 279/8 must be employed." The disposition of the
citations is like that of Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 1, with the name of the treasurer
in lines 55-58 to be supplied from lines 22-23.

2 (Plate 3). Three groups of fragments of Hymettian marble, found in Section
® on June 5 (@ and b) and June 11 (¢), 1947.

(¢) Height, 0.11 m.; width, 0.115 m.; thickness, 0.025 m. This fragment is
broken on all sides.

(b) Height, 0.11 m.; width, 0.092 m.; thickness, 0.032 m. This fragment pre-
serves part of the right edge of the stele.

(¢) Height, 0.06 m.; width, 0.125 m.; thickness, 0.145 m. This fragment pre-
serves part of the left edge of the stele.

" See Pritchett and Meritt, Chronology, p. xviii.
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The height of letters is 0.006 m. The writing is generally stoichedon, with a
chequer pattern in which the unit measures 0.0105 m. across and 0.012 m. down, with

some variations.
Inv. No. I 5992.

269/8 B.c. STOIX. 51
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[-——— = kara Ta| wdrpia pe[ .. ... o ]
- ——— | vmép H[s BovAijs kal 7o]
[§ Sjuovy ———————— e 1°0..... % ... ]
lacuna
0 [~ ———— —_——————— vk ]
oouias k[al ——————————————— ~ ths Bovlijs kal Tob Sfuo]

v o3 / \ / ~ 3 /2 \ ~
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This is a decree from the early third century honoring the prytaneis of Akamantis,
and it resembles most closely Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 4. The precise date is given
by the name of the orator, who is known to have been a member of the Council in

the archonship of Menekles (269/8).*

3 (Plate 4). The upper part of a stele of Hymettian marble, found in the wall
of a modern house in Section ® on August 1, 1947.

Height, 0.30 m.; width (at pediment), 0.49 m.; width (top of stele proper),
0.438 m. ; thickness (of inscribed surface), 0.10 m.; height of letters, 0.006 m.

Inv. No. I 6064.

The inscription is stoichedon, except for irregularities at the ends of the lines,
with a chequer pattern which measures 0.0095 m. across and 0.012 m. down.

244/3 B.c. STOIX. ca. 44
0 € o i
’Emt Kvbrjvopos dpxovros émi tijs "Epexfeidos évdarns mpy
raveias M IoAvkripor Evkrwévov Edmupidns éypau

2 For the date, cf. Pritchett and Meritt, Chronology, p. xix.



4 BENJAMIN D. MERITT
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This inscription gives the full name of the secretary of Kydenor’s year and so
adds one more element of certainty to the archon-tables of the third century before
Christ. It permits also the correction of several errors. In addition, one may note
that the decree was passed on the same day with that published some years ago by
Pritchett and Meritt in The Chronology of Hellenistic Athens, pp. 23-27, and that
it thus allows the imperfect preamble of that decree to be completely restored:

Chronology, pp. 23-27
244/3 B.C. STOIX. 38

[’Emi Kv]8vvop|os apxom'os‘ émt mjs "Epexfeidos é ]
[vdmys] mpvrav|etas H TMolvkripwr Evkriuévov ]
[Edmupt]dns éyp|apudrever - "EladnBolidros évd °|
[t o] rapévov, [€BSSunt kal Sexdr Ths mpura ]
[veta]s: ékrkqoia [kvpia: T@v mpoédpwy éwa[;ﬁqbl. v
[ole]v *Avrikhis "E[Enkéorov Aszvevg kol ovumpd |
[

v

eBp]OL édofev ?‘[’T]L BovAiju kai Téu Snp,au, vevee]

(for the continuation, see Chronology, p. 25)

These documents show that the year of Kydenor was intercalary in the civil
calendar, for only thus can the ninth day of Elaphebolion be equated with the seven-
teenth day of the ninth prytany. The name of the secretary is partially preserved
also in the preamble of the decree published in Hesperia, VII, 1938, p. 115, and this
inscription must now be assigned to the same year.” A comparison of this text with
the list of epheboi from Philoneos’ year (I.G., 11%, 766) was suggested by the fact
that Chronology, pp. 23-27, names Philoneos as a predecessor of Kydenor, and the
test was made to see whether Hesperia, VII, 1938, p. 115, might not be the preamble
of 1.G., I1?, 766. There can be little doubt that such is the case. Further search has

® It was assigned to 232/1 in Pritchett and Meritt, Chronology, p. xxiii.
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yielded an additional small fragment from the Agora (Inv. No. 14162; see Plate
5)* which makes part of I.G., IT?, 766, lines 5-9, belonging to the same area of
the inscription as another small piece (Inv. No. I 1367) published last year.” Much
of the text is stoichedon, though much of it (including I4162) is not, and a similar
lack of uniformity may be observed in the syllabic division of the lines. The restora-
tion of the calendar equation in the preamble, under these circumstances, must remain
conjectural. One could satisfy the requirements of an intercalary year by reading in
line 3 [Movmyidvos Swdexdrni, évd]m kal 8[exdrmu Tis mpvraveias], crowding one
letter at the beginning of the line and positing that the day was the 307th of the year.
It would then have to be assumed that Antigonis or Demetrias (line 1) held the tenth
prytany. One might expect that the decree, which honors the epheboi and their
instructors, was passed in the third prytany and in the month of Boedromion, the
normal time for ephebic honors in this period of Athenian history,® although such
decrees are known from the fourth, ninth, and tenth prytanies " in the first half of
the next century. A day between the 13th and 19th of Prytany III (line 3) ought
therefore to be between the 77th and 83rd days of the year, and so between Boedro-
mion 18 and 24. An equation which would satisfy the requirements is Boedromion
24 = Prytany IIT 19, but the spacing on the stone would make necessary the omission
of per’ eixddas in the phrase éB36un per’ eivddas for the date of Boedromion 24. This
assumption is not here made, and we prefer to postulate the lesser irregularity of a
date in the tenth prytany and in the month of Mounichion.

Including the new fragments, the text of 1.G., II?, 766 may now be read as
follows:

244/3 B.c. NON-3TOIX. ca. 50

[’Emi Kvbnjvopos dpxovros é|mi ths UMW HNA Y dos Sexdrys wpura]
[velas M Holvkripwy Edkre]pévov Ev|mupidns éypappdrevey -]
[Movmxc&‘wog dwdexdrnu, évd | kal 8| exdrmu s mpvravelas - ék]

[ kAnoria kvpia - Tév mpoédpwv é|memidile[v ... ... % ... ... ]
S [...... S Kkal ovpmpded | pou vacat
[ wvacat é&dofev ] Bovhiu |kal 7é Snpwe vacot ]
[ceeieni. PP eime|v * é|medr) of édpnBor ——]
lacuna
[ ayadije Toxm]

8[ed6xfar T BovAij Tovs mpoédpovs of dv Ndxwow wpoedpede ]

* Found on May 20, 1936, in Section HH, broken on all sides. Height, 0.078 m. ; width, 0.092 m. ;
thickness, 0.045 m.

8 Hesperia, XV1, 1947, pp. 158-159 (no. 53).

$Cf., e g, I.G. 112 665, 700, 787.

" Hesperia, XV, 1946, p. 199; 1.G., 112, 900.
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IToA¥dwpos ‘Pédwvos Buparr|d]dns
Alavridos

Swkpdrns Oeuiotiov Palnpels
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[ BovM] 7 Bovhy 7 Bov)
[ 6 Sijpos ] 6 fjpos 6 Ofjuos
50 [--———=—-= ]  [rov] S6[mhopdxn]v 7oV Tawbo
[-—=———- ] [Xaptoavdp|ov TptBmy
[-————— ] [‘ANepovo | ov ‘Eppédwpov
Axapréa
7 Bovkr) [ Bovh] 7 BlovA1)]
55 6 Ofjpos [6 Ofjuos] 6 [8fpos]
TOV QKOVTIO [rov ypappa]réa [7ov Todmmy |
™Y AvoukAiy [ ] [’Aptorédnpor]
Svmali[ Triov | [-=———— ]

The restoration of the demotic [‘Alwwodoi]ov in line 52 has already been noted
in Hesperia, XV, 1947, p. 159. Erasures should be recorded in lines 31 and 35 where
the names of the phylai ’Avriyovidos and AnunrpudSos once stood, and in line 28 the
patronymic of the kosmetes can now be restored as [®uho]xNéovs (cf. line 13). A
minor correction has been made in line 30.

These texts from the year of Kydenor are now dated in the year 244/3 because
of the secretary from Eupyridai, who is known to belong to the phyle Leontis (VI)
which claims that year in the progression of the secretary cycle.® Kydenor is thus
displaced from 243/2, where he had been dated because of the mistaken belief that
the demotic of the prytany-secretary of his year was [Eipeat]dns. But a conflict
appears in 244/3 because of the fact that another secretary from Leontis (VI),
[.....2. . ... ]6nuov “Y[Bddns], belonging to the archonship of Philoneos, has
already been assigned to that year. The initial upsilon of the demotic has been con-
sidered certain, for earlier suggestions—made when the stone was discovered—that
the initial letter may have been chi were rejected when there had been time to study
carefully the photographs and squeeze.” The stone itself has been examined again in
Athens, and not only is the upsilon certified but after it a vertical stroke, as of beta,
is discernible. All this seems to confirm the reading “TB[dds], leaving an impasse
in the interpretation of the secretary-cycle, with Philoneos, the predecessor of Kydenor,
and Kydenor himself both having prytany-secretaries from phyle VI.

This conflict produces an intolerable confusion in the sequence of archons and
secretaries of the mid third century and some solution must be found which eliminates
the name of this secretary from the text of Philoneos’ year as published in Chronology,
p. 22. The surface of the stone is badly worn and not all of the significant letters
can be read with certainty. I thought for a time that the troublesome second line

8 See Pritchett and Meritt, Chronology, p. xxii.
® See W. B. Dinsmoor, Archon List, p. 72; Pritchett and Meritt, op. cit., p. 22.
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might be restored with some phrase like ékxAnoia xara] &uov Ynj|dioua,® but a
renewed examination of the stone by Stamires in Athens gives no authority for inter-
preting the upsilon, which had been taken as the initial letter of the demotic, as the
initial psi of ymduopa. Stamires reports that the surface between the sloping strokes
of upsilon is moderately well preserved and that there is no trace of the upper vertical
stroke of psi. In view of the general deterioration of the surface of the stone, this
might not in itself be an insuperable objection. But Stamires also reports part of the
word ékkhnaia in the next line saying that he considers the sigma of it certain beneath
which he notes an omicron in line 4. These observations agree with a report inde-
pendently received from Eugene Schweigert who has kindly given me his notes made
when the stone was discovered in 1938. He read even more of the word ékxkAnoia
than did Stamires, suggesting in fact that the restoration should be éx[xkAyp]oi[a év
Av]ovioov ————. The evidence indicates that this is the correct reading even though
there may be a difference of opinion about which letters should be marked as uncertain.
Moreover, if this phrase occurs in line 3, it will hardly be in order to interpret line 2
as giving the name of the orator (with no mention of any secretary) as one might
have been tempted to do on the analogy of 1.G., 1T, 844,

If this were true, one would have had to assume in line 3 the opening clause of
a decree stating that someone had done his duty well by Dionysos. It might have
been the making of sacrifices by the archon as in 1.G., II*, 668, and the letters read
by Stamires and Schweigert as [Ac]ovioov would have had to be [Ac]ovdowe. Granted
this as a possibility, the stele should have been set up also in the sanctuary of Dionysos
and one would have to make a corresponding restoration in line 23, reading év rae
Tepéver Tob Acfovioov instead of év 7éu Teuéver Tod A[ds. Honorary decrees for those
who had performed their proper duties toward Dionysos set up in the sanctuary of
Dionysos are indexed in Kirchner’s Corpus with reference to I.G., II%, 668, 780, and
896, to which may be added I1.G., I1%, 657. All these stelai were found southeast of
the Acropolis, whereas our stone was discovered northwest of the Acropolis. So the
place of discovery, as well as the readings in line 3, argues against the assumption that
this reference to Dionysos may have been part of the clause of motivation. I think it
cannot be said that the length of line toward the end of the inscription is an argument
one way or the other. This length of line is very difficult to determine. It may be that
the formula in lines 22-23 is too short, and surely the suggested reading of lines 23-24
Sodvau 8¢ Tov Taplav ék Tod ¥ pov 7O yevduevor 4 [vdlwpa is unusual. For é rod vépov
I have no alternative to suggest in so short a line except the reading 7ov rauiar 70d
drjpov, but the appearance of this official as disbursing officer in a decree as late as
the archonship of Philoneos would be equally extraordinary.™

** A somewhat analogous prescript appears in I.G., 112, 554: [——————— wpvr Jave[ las* ékrAnoia
kard Yriuo ] pa Sjuov v mp[0éSpwv érepnf]pilev *Avriuéin[s Kyproweds]| kal ovpmpdedpor €[ dofev 7éL] Suwr.
* See W. K. Pritchett, 4.J.P., LVIII, 1937, p. 331.
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However it may be restored, the preamble of this decree presents irregularities
from the normal pattern. Taking into account the readings as reported and eliminating
the secretary’s name from the second line, one might suggest a tentative text as
follows: **

246/5 n.c. STOIX. 43
[é]m DNdvew dpx[ovros] émi ths *Aka[pavribos ... .5 .. .]
[mpvravelas* kara Yidiopa] Suov dm[ép 7év ... .5 .. .. o
[...% .. eimev-] ékx[kAn]oi[a év A]ovioov: [rdv mpoédpwv éme]
[Yripelev ... .5 . ... 1O[... % .. Jevr[..... L. kal]

S [ovpmpdedpor €dofev Téu Spmwe: . ][ ... .. Yoo ]
P P IXH[........ Yoo ]

Lines 7-10 illegible
[ceeniiit. AT ev|oeBds [......... AP ]
[cevneenn. AP Jov[........ .. B i ]
R Y ]
peve [———————— - — e ]

15 [ ]kl [-—— === e — — — ]
ET[..IKPO[- = - e e e e — — ]
[....]T[--—— - — — €voe|
[Beia]s évexa 7[h]s mpos To[vs] feo[ds — — — — — — — ]

[....] OY" €tvar [8] adrd kal &t — — — — — — — a

20 Eiws s ;prg Tov Sfjuov ewolas [—— — — — — — — — 3]
Kalws ovvapxovoL THY ApXYY [—— — — — — — — — — — — — ]

[....] dvaypdipar 8¢ 768 70 Yo [pa év amidqe Nebivm]
[kal o7]foar év T6 Teuéver Tod Au[ds: Sotvaw Oé Tov Taut]

[av ék 70D vé]pmov 70 yevduevov d[vilwua vacat ]
25 vacat
[cooon..ld e ] Oiffev

But this text, with its line of 43 letters, differs so radically from the conventional
formulae, both at its beginning and at its end, that one seeks still for other restorations.
The crux of the matter is that line 2 ought, by all normal standards, to hold the name
of the secretary. His demotic cannot have been “TB[d8ns] without posing the conflict
we now seek to avoid with Holvkrjuwy Edxkripévov Edmpidns of the year of Kydenor.™

' Some letters in later lines have also been added to those given in the first publication.
8 If the restoration “YB[ddns] is correct, I have no explanation for the confusion it implies in
the secretary-cycles.
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Can the line contain the name of a secretary with a demotic other than “TB[ddns]?
Among known demes the only candidate is Hyporeia, with demotic “Trwpeeds or
‘“Trwpetabev, for which the first evidence is the list of demes of 201/0 B.c., now pub-
lished as 1.G., IT% 2362. Here the name of the deme appears ("Twdpe[a]) as belonging
to the phyle of Ptolemais. There is no evidence that the deme existed before the
creation of this phyle in 224/3,** and the only demesmen so far known to have belonged
to it are two epheboi of Roman times (155/6) named in 1.G., II?, 2068, lines 46-47.
But there is no evidence that the deme did not exist before Ptolemais; it may have
been like Thyrgonidai, for which there is even less epigraphical evidence, but which
Harpocration attests for Aiantis before it appears under Ptolemais in the register
of demes of 201/0. And if the demes existed, surely there must have been demesmen,
whether or not their names have been preserved. So in the mid third century it is
possible, I believe, that there was a secretary from Hyporeia and that he may have
belonged to Aigeis or Pandionis in one of the years preceding Kydenor. The appear-
ance here for the first time of a demesman from Hyporeia is no more strange than the
appearance for the first time of a demesman from Perrheidai in Dow, Hesperia, Suppl.
I, p. 36, no. 3, lines 11-12. Or, if Dow’s alternative suggestion is correct that the
reading of his text should be ’Eppeidar, that would be an example not only of the
appearance of a new demesman but, even more extraordinary, of a new deme as well.*”
 But if restorations are attempted on this assumption it is at once apparent that
the length of line will have to be longer than 43 letters. It cannot have been much
longer without lengthening unduly the name of the secretary. Tested in the concluding
lines first, where certain formulae must be restored, a line of 48 letters seems possible,
yielding for lines 22-23: dvaypdipar 8¢ T68€ 70 Pnjdio [ pa 7ov ypauparéa ob Sjuov | kal
or]foar év 76 repéver Tod Au[ds].* The reading of lines 23-24 may now be continued:
[neploar 8¢ éx Tév kara Ym | diopara 8] pov 70 yevduevov & [vdilopa 7ov ém tH Srowkioe].
The designated source of the money is taken to be the same as that specified in the
earlier formula: ékx 7év els 7a kard Yympiopara dvaliokopévor t@dr Shuw, from which
the words eis 7d were sometimes omitted."
These longer lines permit a new restoration of the prescript, and of some of the
body of the text, so that a complete version may be given as follows:

* For Ptolemais, see W. K. Pritchett, The Five Attic Tribes after Kleisthenes (Baltimore,
1943), pp. 13-22; reprinted from A.J.P., LXIII, 1942, pp. 413-432.

¥ It is not possible to cite I.G., 112, 7998, as evidence for the deme Hyporeia; L. Robert has
shown (Hellenica, I, pp. 106-108) that the ethnic “Yrwped (7gs) refers to a town in Akarnania.

¢ The Secretary of the Demos was named as the officer responsible for the inscription in
1.G., 11?, 651 (288/7). To restore rov ypapparéa rov kard mpvraveloy would give too long a line. It is
possible to restore simply rov ypapparéa and replace o Sfumov with é orjhy, if one prefers to do so.

1" For the normal form, see, e. g., I.G., 112, 657 (285/4).
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246/5 B.C. STOIX. 48
[€]m DNvew dpx[ovros] émi Tis *AkalpavriBos Tpirms mpuravel]
[ashe on.. .. i 187mov Y[ wperevs (?) éypaupdrever: B]
[omdpopidvos -] ék[kAn]oi[a év AJovioov [adyrhyros kard Ynjdiop ]

Jab ..o M 10[. *. .. én]ev: 7[év mpoédpwy émenidiler]

5 [ i kal avp]w[pbedpor- €8ofev i Boul]

[ kal 760 Sjpans ... B IXH[-==—= elmev - |

lines 7-10 illegible

[....... Y ev]oeBds [............ e ]

[covnintn P lov[.....ooooit. e ]

[ el - ]

peva, [~ ———— e e e ]
15 [.... ]kl [-———=——=— e ——— — — ]

ET[...]KPO[- == - e — = — = — — — — ]

[ ]T[-———— e —— === — — — — — — €U0

[Beia]s évexa 7[H]s mpds To[ds] feo[ds kal Puhoriulas Ths mpos 7]

[v 3fu]ov: eivar [8'] adrdr kal €] ———————————————— al
20 §lws s mpos Tov dfjuov edvolas [—— - —————— ———— — 3]

kalws ovvdpxovol Ty dpxny [-————————————————— ]

[....] dvaypdfiar 8¢ 768e 70 Ynjdio[pa Tov ypappared Tod Srjuov]
[kal o7]foa év 7@ Teuéver Tob A[Ss- peploar 8¢ éx @V kara Ym]
[piopara 84 ]uov 70 yevduevor d[vdlwpa Tov éml TH Siownoe].

25 vacat

Kydenor is thus left in possession of the year 244/3, but his immediate prede-
cessors require further attention. The new text (Inv. No. 16064) published above
implies that Diomedon was the immediate predecessor of Kydenor, for the board of
sitonai elected for Diomedon’s year were praised when Kydenor was archon. But
Diomedon is fixed in 247/6, three years earlier than Kydenor, by a variety of con-
siderations which have been set forth by Pritchett and Meritt in their Chronology
and which need not be repeated here. The praise of the sitonai was therefore unfinished
business of long standing when the decree in their honor was passed on the ninth of
Elaphebolion in 244/3. Epheboi of Philoneos’ year and agoranomoi of Philoneos’ year
were both praised when Kydenor was archon. These decrees may have been unfinished
business too, and so perhaps Philoneos belongs in 246/5 rather than in 245/4. The
other claimant to the year immediately before Kydenor is Theophemos, whose place
in the sequence of archons is attested by S.E.G., II, 9. This decree of thiasotai was
passed in the archonship of Kydenor, with provision that the successive boards of
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epimeletai, year by year from Polyeuktos to Theophemos, should be inscribed on
stone ** by an especially selected committee of three. Apparently the citations of these
boards were arranged in the first of two columns on the marble stele—those of
Polyeuktos, Hieron, and Diomedon being still preserved. The second column has at
its head the citation of the board of Kydenor’s own year, and this is followed by an
abbreviated citation (in another hand) of the year of Eurykleides. This text, in my
opinion, carries more weight in determining the sequence of the archons than do the
decrees which name only one earlier board, normally but not necessarily the imme-
diate predecessor, and in the case of Diomedon demonstrably removed by three years
from the date of the decree which honored it. It is worth noting that the decree for
‘the agoranomoi of Philoneos’ year was passed on the same day with the decree for the
sitonai of Diomedon’s year. They were related subjects and both were items of
business that ought normally to have been taken care of earlier.

On the other hand, perhaps the strongest item that favors an arrangement placing
Theophemos in 246/5 and Philoneos in 245/4 is the decree honoring the epheboi of
Philoneos’ year, passed when Kydenor was archon. This is independent of the decrees
honoring sitonai and agoranomoi, and one may argue that unfinished business in
praising the city’s provisioners carries no implication of unfinished business touching
the epheboi. But the surprising fact is that there was unfinished business at all. It
touched not only the official life of the city but the corporate life of the thiasotai. When
the epimeletai of these thiasotai had conscientiously done their duty in the archonship
of Thersilochos they were praised in a resolution passed on Skirophorion 2 of that
year, now preserved as S.E.G., II, 10. Thersilochos was the archon immediately
preceding Polyeuktos; therefore it is understandable that the picking up of arrears
of commendation evidenced in S.E.G., II, 9, should have commenced only with
Polyeuktos. One would have thought that there were no individual decrees, like that
of the year of Thersilochos, which praised the epimeletai in the years of Polyeuktos,
Hieron, and Diomedon, were it not for the fact that such a decree for Hieron’s year
has been preserved (I.G., II°, 1317b). Hence the inference is justified that the
sequence from Polyeuktos to Theophemos included all the boards, both those that
had been praised by their koinon and those that had not, in order to bring the record
down to date. Since the decree of S.E.G., I1, 9, was passed when Kydenor was archon,
this establishes the strong presumption that Theophemos was his immediate prede-
cessor. In view of the record of Hieron one cannot assume that Philoneos, for
example, intervened between Theophemos and Kydenor and was not named for in-
clusion on the stele because a decree had already been passed for this year.

The only way to restrict the coverage of S.E.G., I, 9, so that it can include every
board down to Theophemos and still leave one year unclaimed before Kydenor is to

BSEG., I1, 9, lines6-8: kal dvaypdyar kat’ évavrov éxdorqy my émypéAeay drd Tolvedkrov dapxovTos
péxpt ®eodripov*
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assume that for some reason the board of Philoneos’ year, for whom the hypothetical
reservation is being made, did not deserve praise and so could not be named. But
this assumption is contradicted by the language of S.E.G., 11, 9: émedy 76v Oraowrdv
kot énavtov ol kabordpevol eis Tas émyelelas kakds kal puhoripws émpepéAqrrar TGV
e Quoiav, s avTols mATPLOY éoTw, kal TAY dNNwv 8owv avTols 6 Vowos wpooTdTTeL KOl
T0Vs Aéyovs dmobebikact, eddxfar T@L Kowdl émawéoar adrods kal oTepavdoar Kkal
avorypdbor kar éviavtov ékdamny Ty émpélewar dmo Iohvevkrov dpxovros uéxpt Oeopripov.
It would be perverse to read this as a resolution of praise for all except the imme-
diately preceding board.” Why the epheboi had to wait a year and a half for their
decree of praise remains a problem, but they were no worse off than the agoranomoi
(who waited almost two years) or than the sitonai (who waited a year longer still).

The dating of Philoneos in 246/5 displaces Lysitheides, who has been tentatively
assigned to that year. He should probably be dated in 242/1, now left available by
the removal upward of Eurykleides.

The adjustments in the archon-tables necessitated by these new discoveries are
summarized as follows:

Year — Type Archon Secretary Phyle

247/6 O* Diomedon Dopvakidns "Apioropévov ‘A [vayvpdoios] 111
Chronology, p. xxii; see above, p. 11.

246/5 1 Philoneos [covennt. T |8vuov “Tr[wpeevs] (?) 4
Chronology, p. xxii; see above, pp. 11-13.

245/4 O* Theophemos Ilpok[A]fs "Am|...... B . ] 5
Chronology, p. xxii; see above, pp. 11-13.

244/3 I* Kydenor IMoAvkrijpwr Edkripévov Edmupidns VI
Chronology, pp. xxii-xxiii ; see above, p. 11.

243/2 O Eurykleides secretary unknown 7
Chronology, p. xxii; see above, p. 13.

242/1 O Lysitheides secretary unknown 8

Chronology, p. xxii; see above, p. 13.

232/1 @) Jason secretary unknown 6
Chronology, p. xxiii; see above, p. 4, note 3.

4 (Plate 5). Fragment of Hymettian marble, broken on all sides, found in

a modern wall at the corner of Eponymon and Ptolemy Streets in Section ® on July 3,
1947.

12 For uéxpu ®cogjpov for a terminus ad quem in the preceding archonship see now also H esperia,
XVI, 1947, p. 165, where a record down to the archonship of Poseidonios (162/1) is authorized
in the archonship of Aristolas (161/0).
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Height, 0.135 m.; width, 0.17 m.; thickness, 0.10 m.; height of letters, 0.008 m.
The spacing of the lines varies from 0.012 m. to 0.015 m.
Inv. No. I 6035.
ca. 232 B.C.
[ Bov]\y
[6 87]pos
[Tod]s édrj
Bovs
This is one of the citations from a decree honoring the epheboi and their in-
structors. I have not found that it is part of any known stele, though the general

appearance suggests a date close to that of Hesperia, II, 1933, pp. 158-160 (6).*
The type of citation is that of I.G., IT?, 766, republished above on pp. 5-7 and dated

in 244/3.2

5 (Plate 5). Fragment of off-white marble with some reddish and some bluish
veins, with a small bit of the left edge preserved, found in a late fill under Eponymon
Street in Section ® on June 28, 1947.

Height, 0.095 m.; width, 0.18 m.; thickness, 0.037 m.; height of letters, 0.005 m.

Inv. No. I 6020.

The writing is stoichedon with a chequer pattern which measures 0.01 m. verti-
cally and 0.01 m. (or more) horizontally. The spacing is closest next the left margin.

ca. 230 B.C. ' STOIX. 38
[...2..... Jumor[ ... ... S elrev - émedn) |
e ', A ’ > ’ \
[o]i mpurdvers TH[s ...vridos émawéoavres kai]

/’ > ré \ /’ a 4
otepavdoavre[s dmodaivovow TOV Tautay Ov €|
Novro €€ éavr[dv ... .... Y rds Te Gvoi]

/. 3 ’ \ U4 3 ~
5 as rebvkéva[r dmdoas Tas kalbnkovoas év T mpv |
[ra]veio vm|éep — - ———-————-————— = — = ]

The lettering and surface treatment of the stone are much like Dow, Hesperia,
Suppl. I, no. 31. A somewhat earlier date is here suggested because the text is

stoichedon.

6 (Plate 5). Fragment of a stele of Hymettian marble, with the right side and
rough-picked back preserved but otherwise broken, found in a mixed fill in Section

00 on July 18, 1947.

20 For the date 232/1 see Hesperia, X1, 1942, pp. 299 and 302.
21 See lines 24-26.
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Height, 0.185 m. ; width, 0.205 m. ; thickness, 0.09 m.-0.095 m.; height of letters,
0.006 m.

Inv. No. I 6060.
This fragment forms part of the same stele with Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 40,

enabling the text to be read and restored as follows:::

10

15

30

35

203/2 B.c. NON-3TOIX. ca. 48
[-———- ﬁvrép oV dwa’y’yé)\)\ovcrw oi mwpurdvers s Oivel|§[os vmep]
78V Quody Gy €Gvov Ta mpd TEY EkrkAnoidy TdL TG] "Amé\ove 76[ ]

Hpom'aﬂ)pum. kal 7€l "Apréude Tl Bovhaiaw k]al Tols “d\Nots

[
[
[feols ofs mwdrpiov Hv- dyabdel Toxer 8e8]6xOar Tdr Sijuwe - Ta
[ ey a'ya(?a Sexeoﬂm 7a yeyovéra €|y Tols iepois ois €fvov é[¢’]
[Vyietar kai o-anpLaL 'rng 7€ 3]ovAijs kal T0D Snyov émeL

[8% 8¢ of mpurdvers Tds Te ﬁvov.ag] éBvoay amdoas doar kald[fr]o[v]
[év 7€t mpuravelor kalds kal ¢u]NoTipws, émpepénrr|ar O¢]

[kal Ths ovA\oyijs Ths Te Bov]Hs kal Tob Sfuov kal TV AN [wr]
[amdvrwv Gv adrols mpooé|TarTov of Te véuor kal Ta Ympio [ua]

[Ta 70D Spov - érawéoar Tovs| mpurdvers Tis Oiveidos kai]
[orepavdoar {orepavdoar} xpvodi] oreddvor kard Tov vépo[v]
[edoeBetas évexa Tis mpos Tovs feov]s kal duhoripias [Ths eis]

[Ty Bovhv kai Tov Sfjuov Tov 'Afnw]aiwy: dva|ypdpar 8¢ 70 Y]
duopa 760€ Tov ypouparéa Tov kata | pur|aveiav év omile]

[Mbives kai o] mhoalt év 7@ mpuTavikde: €eis 0¢ Y dvaypa]
[dny kai Tjv] molyow 7[7s oTiAns pepioar Tov éml 1€l ok |

o€l 7 yevd | pevov dvdlw|pal

7 Bovhi 6 8[Hu]os [ Bovhi]

20 7ov Tauiav TOVS TPV [Tov ypaupa]
Kd\\urmov 25  rdves 7é[a KdA\ur ]
"Ofjfev ‘ o[y P ———]

émt Mpoevidov dpxovros émi s Trmobwrridos Sevrépals mpv]

ravetas Mt BEUBovios EDBovNid[o]v Aifwveds éypapudrev|ev-]

Merayerrniévos devrépon totapévov, méumrn ths mpv[ra]

vetas* [Bovhn) éu ﬁovhev*mpiwt 76V wpoédpwy émenjdilev Nikias
[Nek]iov Iifevs kal o-vm'rpoc-:Spoc édofev Tel Bov)\et TiwokA7s A
... Jov ‘Ayvodoios elmev: émedn oi mpurdves Tis Oiveldos kal of
detoiro e*rra]weo-aweg Kol o-a-[e]c{)avwaaweg amodaivovow

[ el Bovhel Tov Tap]iav 6v eilovro [ ¢ wpvrdvers Kd\\urmrov *Ofjfev
[Tag te Quaias rebvkévar] mdoas Tas kabnkodoas év Th mpvTa

vetar vmép Ths Bovlijs kal Tov 81| pov, émueperfiofar 8¢ kal TGV
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40 [dNowv dmdvrov kalds kal duloriuws* dyalfel 0] xer 8eddxBar 7€l Bovhel -
[émawéoar ov Tapiar Kd\\irmov] ®hiorido[v] *Offer edoeBeias éve
~ \ AY \ \ ’ ~ 3 \ /7
[ka THs mpos Tovs feovs kal puhor|iuias Tis eis To[vs] Puléras
[kal Tov 8fpov Tov "Afnraiwy - énawéoall 8¢ kal Tov ypapparéa KA\ |vrm? ov
[ = | kai Tov iepéa Tob émwripov Avor[.?]
45 [-— 22— kai Tov ypopparé]a ths Bovijs kal Tod Sjuov Sdourmov
[®Nvéa Kkal Tov vmoypapparéa 11| pwTopévmy Eireaior kal 7ov krpuka
[rs Bovlijs kai Tob Snjuov Edk|\jv Bepevewidny kal mov avAnriy Ne
~ V4 \ ~ ¢/ 3 ~ . ~
[ox\jy Bepevewidny kai ore|pal[vd|oar ékaorov adrdy Gallod ore
’ > ’ N 7 \ , \ , \ \
[pdvee- dvaypdipar 8¢ 768e 70 Yjdi]opa Tov yp[a]pparéa Tov kara mpv
50 [raveiav év oriher Mbiver kai ori)|oar év TGL mpuTavik@e: els Oé
[Ty dvaypadiy kal Ty moinow hs] omijAns pepicar Tov émi el
[Biowkrioer 70 yevdpevov dvdlwpa ]

[ Bovhy] [ Bovhi] 65 7 Bovhy
[vov iepéa] [TOV vpau | pa TOV Umo
55 [Avour—-] 60 [7éa THs] Bov vpoupaTéa
[-—=-] [AM)s kal] 7o Mpwropévmy
[-—-] [81pov] S Eireat
[ovrm]ov 70 ov
[®A ]véa
[ Bowki] [ Boki]
[Tov Kijpuka] [Tov adlny]
[ts BovAns] 80 [y Neo]
[kal 70D 81)] [kAfy Be]
75 [pov Edrklijr] [ peveuxi]
[ Bepeve | [8nv]

[kt ]

7 (Plate 5). Part of a stele of Hymettian marble, with the right side preserved,
found in the wall of a modern house in Section ® on June 6, 1946.

Height, 0.21 m.; width, 0.107 m.; thickness, 0.089 m.; height of letters, 0.008 m.
Each line measures about 0.015 m.

Inv. No. I 5912.

ca. 200 B.c.
[% Bov]Ay
[rov Ta]piov
[7hs Bo]vhijs
[..%. ]Jova

5 [.7.]¢
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There are three concentric rings around the citation and traces of guide-lines for
the text within. This fragment is from the lower part of a decree honoring prytaneis.

8 (Plate 5). Part of a stele of Hymettian marble, broken on all sides, found
under Eponymon Street in Section K on July 25, 1947.

Height, 0.125 m. ; width, 0.125 m. ; thickness, 0.035 m. ; height of letters, 0.005 m.-
0.006 m.

Inv. No. I 6057.

ca. 190 B.c. NON-3TOIX. ca. 50-57
éml — == — dpxovros émi Ths 'E]pexfeidos Oe[vrépas mpuraveias ]
[-——— 2 —— éypapp|drever - Merary | evrmidvos — — — — — — ]
[ioTauévov .. .5 .. Tis mpvra|vetas: Bovhy éu [Bovhevrnpiw: 76V ]
[7poédpwr émefmidiler Awpdlfe]os Awpobéov *Epo[iddns kal ovumpd]

5 [edpor- &dofev tht Bovhii- ... las Srnoixbpov [—=————— €imev -]
[émedn oi mpurdvers Tis — — — (|8os kal of deior[o émawéoavres]
[kal oTedpavdoavres dmodaivovoy — — — — —— — —— — — — — — — — — — ]

The proedros (line 4) is an ancestor of him of the same name who was ephebos
in 123/2 (1.G., IT*, 1006, line 118). The orator was apparently the same as the orator

in Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 102, no. 48, line 2, so that both these texts probably
belong to one year.

9 (Plate 6). An inscribed stele of Pentelic marble, found on June 14, 1947,
in the floor of a modern house in Section ®. Part of the top is preserved, though both
upper corners have been broken; the stele is also broken at the bottom. The stone
tapers markedly toward the top, which is flat, but which near the left preserves part
of the hole for a dowel for the attachment of a crowning pediment. The sides are
dressed with a toothed chisel; the back is rough. As discovered, the stele was being
re-used at least for a second time, for it was face down and the rectangular cutting
in the face must date from an earlier re-use.

Height, 0.84 m.; width (above the register), 0.545 m.; thickness, 0.095 m.; height
of letters, 0.007 m.

Inv. No. I 6006.

140/39 B.c. NON-3TOIX. ca. 60
['Emt “Aryvoféov dpx |ovros émt Tijs *Arra|Nios méumrns mpuravelas fu Meve]
[kpdrns Xapibévov] Bopikios éypappdre[ver: — — — — — — R T — ]
[-——%F——— lew mijs mpuraveias® éxk\[noia- T@v mpoédpwy émelidiler]
——————— ] Nwdvopos Mvppwoioios ka[i cupmpdedpor: E8ofer rdr Siuaw -]
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[Ed]kri| pevos E]98rjuov Eirealos elmev: vm[ép dv dmayyéhhovow oi mpurdvers |

~ 3 v < \ ~ ~ G £l \ \ ~ 3 ~ ~ ]
[79]s *Avr[ox ] idos vmép Tdv Buody <&>v €v|ov Ta mpd TGV ékkAnoidy TOL TE |
[CAm]éAove 76 Tpoorarnpiwe kal 1€l "Apréu[idr 7€l Bovhaiar kal Tols dAots]|
[Be]ots ols wdrprov v, éQvoav 8¢ kal Tel *Apréui| S Tt Pwoddpwe kal dmavra Ta |
3/ / ~ \ 3 / 3 / \ \ \ Ve
[dN]Na ovveréheoav kalds kal edoynuéves: éB[ovbirmoav d¢ kai tas Bvoias]

~ / \ ~ / < \ ~ ~ \ ~ / \ ~ /

[7]€t Adunrpe kal 7€ Kdpew vmep Tijs Bovhijs kal To[D dnuov kal T@v cuppmdywv ]
["]chrav 8¢ kal 7éL Onoel kal 7éL "AméAhwvt 7é [ atpdiwt, kal TG *AréAwvt |
[m)]v apvcnwm]v avéOnkav kara Ta mdrpia, ° dyol| €l TUxer deddxfar T Sﬁy,wa]
[7a] pusv ayaba 8€X€0'0al, Td yeyovéra év Tols Lepow [ofs €Bvov éd’ v'yLeLaL Kol ow ]
[7]mptas 7'7;9 7€ BovAijs kal T0D Snp,ov Kkal maidwy kal yv|[vawkdy €7TEL87] 3¢ of 7€ Ppuré]
[rac] elotv edvovs Tdu Sn;mn ot 1€ ﬂvaaVGtS tas Qvotals éBvoav amdoas OO"O.L]
[k ]abfkov Hv 7€l wpuravelar kakds kal (j)b)\onpwg émup | epénrran 8¢ kal s
[ov] )\)\o'y'r)g NS TE Bov)w]q Kkal Tod dnpov kal 7év dN\wv drr [ dvrwv Gy adrols mpooé |
[7]arrov of T€ vépor kal Ta Ympiopara Tod Snjuov: emxweo-[a:, TOVS TPUTAVELS |
[7]9s AV’TLOXLSOS Kol o-*rec[;avwo*ab XpvodL oTepdvmr katd T[ov vo;Lov evo-e/i’aag]
[év]exev Tis mpods Tovs feovs kal 4)L)\OTL[.LLGS 77)9 els ™ Bov[)\'qv kal TOov Ofjuov -]
[av]aypdipar ¢ T88e 70 Yripropa TOv ypauparéa TOV katd wpvra|veiav eis oriAny]
[Ne]Otvmp kal orfioa év 7éL mpuTavikdi - eis 8¢ Ty moinow Tis o [1Ans kal v dva ]
[v]padiy pepiocar Tov [rapia]v Tév oTpariwrikdy 7 yevdéuevor [dvdlwpa vac.]

7 Bovk) 6 Sijuos 7 Bolvin]
TOV Taulav TOVS TOV
Edkripevov 30  wpurdves ypaupa|Téa]

Eireatov Evkrip|evov]

35 Eireatl[ov]
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veueéa kal Tov adAyry Oeddwpov Oivalov kai Tov Tauiav s Boviis °°""

Avkédpova Sovviéa kal TOV iepéa Tob émwripov Apudvior *AvadioTiov
kal orepavdoar Ekaarov avrdy Balhod oreddvol- dvaypdpoar 8¢ T60e {60}

\ / \ /7 \ \ /7 3 / Ve \ ~
70 Yo 7OV ypapparéa Tov kato wpvravelav eis oriAny Mlbivmy kal oTi)
oL év T@L mpuTavik@L® €ls 8¢ ™y moinow TS oTNANS Kal TNV dvaypadny wept

\ 3 N\ ~ / \ /7 3 /
gar 7oV éml Tel SwotkfoeL TO yevduevov avdlwpo  VaAcat

Eireato TaN\nres @\ 6dnuos Bopaiels
Edkripevos ToANGs Aloxplov Anpaydpas
Aéwy "B axdv Mevé\aos "ApioTokpdrns

[..% . ]s Sarvplov "ApioTiov Aewokpdrns
[Smpaxida] 75 ®avékpiros 90 Ild7pwv 105 ’Avadliorio
[-———— ] Awovioios Awoyévrms "Arrivds
[-———- ] *Abmrédwpos *Avdpdvikos Di\éleos
[-———- ] [Ap]xéNaos Aloxpdvdns Kpwwets
[-———— ] [....]wos Apirpormraels *ONvumriov
[-———— ] 80 [..%...]Jos 95 ’AmoA\dvios 110 ‘Hparréwv
[-———- ] ["ANomekets | Sdrvpos Baou\eidns
[-———- ] [-———- ] K\ebvooros II¥ppos
[-———- ] [-——-—- ] "Twv "Epotddat
[-———— ] [-———- ] KM\ éwr Twéorpatos
[-———- ] 8 [-———- 1 100 K\edrypos 115 vacat
[dvriypadels ————————————— o]v Snuaxidns
[ BovAy] 120 [n Bovy| 123  [5 Bovky] 126 % Bovhy
[Srpdrimrmov | [Xawpyridny] [EdxAijy | B®edwpov
[ Papvovoov | [ Kopuvdadhéa ] [ Tpwepeéa | Oival[ov]
129  [n BovAq] 132 [% Bov\y]
[ Avképpova | ["Appdviov |
[Sovriéa ] [’Avagpioriov |

Line 6: The stone has ON. Line 16: Perhaps v should be transcribed <édv.

This stele, with its two decrees, its register of prytaneis, and its citations, con-

forms to the standard pattern described by Dow in Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 4. It has
its own peculiar interest in that the same man was both treasurer and secretary of
the prytaneis honored, and that he also proposed both decrees, one awarding an olive
crown to himself in each of his two capacities and one awarding a golden crown to
the councillors of his phyle. It has, moreover, an additional name below the register.
Obviously this man was not one of the prytaneis, and I assume that he was the anti-
grapheus, an official whose name occasionally appears in decrees of approximately
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this date.” In the present text he is not named and praised with the officials,* but his
name was added because, presumably, he belonged to the phyle that was being honored.
Semachidai was a deme of Antiochis, and its councillors were listed in the register
above.

The calendar equation in lines 37-38 shows that the year of Hagnotheos was
intercalary. The Phosphorion in the Peiraeus, where the meeting of the Council took
place, brings a welcome addition to the gazetteer of Attic topography, and its site
should probably be fixed to the sanctuary of Artemis in Maounychia.”* The second
decree (line 49) also shows that the career of the younger Eukles as herald extended
down at least to 140/39.” The flutist, however, is different from him last known
before the date of this present inscription.*

The register is not complete, but the scheme of its disposition is sufficiently well
indicated to show that only two demotics, both belonging to large demes, have been
lost. The total panel of fifty is achieved if one restores Smumaxida:r in line 60, thus
giving ten councillors to that deme, and ’Alwmekels in line 81, thus giving twelve
councillors, the maximum possible, to Alopeke. These figures compare well with nine
for Semachidai and fourteen for Alopeke in Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 71, of 169/8 B.c.
There is no room in the list for a demesman from Besa, which had one councillor in
169/8; nor is there room for a demesman from Atene, which was likewise not repre-
sented in 169/8. This double absence of Atene confirms the judgment of Bates and
Kirchner, recently restated by Dow after dissent on the part of Dinsmoor and
Ferguson, that the deme in the course of its history was never divided, but that it
went from Antiochis entirely to Demetrias in 307/6, reverted temporarily to Antiochis
when the so-called Macedonian phylai were abolished in 201, and then went entirely
to Attalis in 200 and there remained.”

The supposed necessity for having Atene a divided deme is the alleged fact that
otherwise two of the nine archons of the year of Menekrates * will have come from
only one phyle, Demetrias, and that this would be a violation of the rule of distribution

#Ctf. 1.G., 1%, 967, lines 2-3 (= Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 85), and Dow, Hesperia, Suppl.
I, no. 86, lines 3-4 and 13-14. Both inscriptions are prytany-decrees of 145/4; for the date see
Pritchett and Meritt, Chronology, p. xxxi. Cf. also Hesperia, XV, 1946, p. 209, lines 102-103 and
114-115 (128/7).

2 As in Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 86.

24 Cf. Judeich, Topographie®, p. 452.

% Cf. Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 17.

6 Cf. Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 154, no. 86, line 12, and also p. 18.

*TF. O. Bates, The Five Post-Kleisthenian Tribes (Ithaca, 1898), pp. 21-22; J. Kirchner,
Rh. Mus., XLVII, 1892, p. 555, and I.G., 11?, 1706, note (cf. Dittenberger, Sylloge®, 542, note 8) ;
W. B. Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 448; W. S. Ferguson, T#ibal Cycles, p. 51; S. Dow, Hesperia, Suppl.
I, p. 133, and I11, 1934, p. 180. W. K. Pritchett, The Five Attic Tribes after Kleisthenes (Baltimore,
1943), p. 34, counted Atene still as a divided deme.

2 [.G., I12, 1706, lines 73 and 76 = Hesperia, 11, 1933, Plate X1V, lines 93 and 96.
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commonly known as Beloch’s Law, which was observed without exception, save only
here, in the eighteen years covered by the great archon list in which they appear. But
the supposed difficulty does not exist, and at last a long-standing error in the epi-
graphical tradition must be corrected. The name of the polemarch, universally read
as Kheouédwv *Amyr, was in fact Kheopédwr *A{nv in which the demotic must be expanded
to ’A{nv(wevds), giving an affiliation with Hippothontis and causing no conflict with any
other archon of the same year.” Fortunately this reading can be controlled. The letter
taken as T in ATHN is damaged at the bottom * by a superficial scar which comes
up from left to right across the surface of the stone and barely impinges on the letter.
Part, but not all, of the lower stroke of T has thus been lost. What remains can still
be seen in the photograph. The stroke is quite clearly defined at the right and largely
lost in the blemish on the marble at the left. It was made with a blow from the mason’s
chisel similar to that which made the vertical stroke, and it seems to have been made
before the vertical stroke, for this latter was imposed upon it. The vertical stroke
was broad and deep at the bottom and narrow and shallow at the top, being hardly
perceptible where it touches the upper horizontal. The lower horizontal is 0.005 m.
long, like many other strokes in the letters of this inscription, and appears heavier
at the left than at the right. This shows better on a squeeze than in a photograph,
where the right half of the lower horizontal stroke seems more prominent. But there
can be no question about the existence of the stroke or the necessity for reading the
letter as zeta. The text of the inscription is to be corrected accordingly.™

Some of the councillors named in the register are otherwise known or have con-
nections to which reference should be made here:

Line 73: Exakon was presumably the father of the Exakon of P.A4., 4708. The
son, ‘Efakdv "Efaxdvros Ilal\nveds, was orator of two decrees in 116/5.°* While it is
possible that the orator of 116,/5 may be identical with the councillor of 140/39, the
interval of time favors slightly the alternate interpretation.

Line 74: Satyrion is to be identified with the gymnasiarch at Delos of 136/5,
Sarvpiov Zarvpiovos Mal\ypeds (B.C.H., XXXVI, 1912, p. 396). Cf. Sundwall,
Nachtrige, s.v.

**The reading ATHN can be traced back through successive editions to Rangabé in 1855
(Antiquités Helléniques, 1T, no. 1258) and Eustratiades in 1852 ("Emypacal avéxdoror, 11, pp. 19-20).

% See the photograph in Hesperia, 11, 1933, p. 441, fig. 11.

** M. Mitsos and E. Vanderpool have recently examined the stone itself, at my suggestion, and
both report I (letter from Mitsos of November 17, 1947). The numeral 12, now read for the
phyle of the polemarch in 220/19 in the tables published by Pritchett and Meritt, must be changed
to 10. Cf. Pritchett and Meritt, Chronology, p. 44 ; Pritchett, The Five Attic Tribes after Kleisthenes
(Baltimore, 1943), p. 15 (= A.J.P., LXIII, 1942, p. 415).

82 See 1.G., I1%, 1009, line 32, and Hesperia, XVI, 1947, p. 170, no. 67, line 6. The accent on
the name in Hesperia is to be corrected. Also, in Hesperia, XV1, 1947, p. 171, éBovfirnoar is the
corrected reading in lines 19-20.
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Line 76: Dionysios is so common a name that exact idéntifications are difficult.
Several are known from Pallene.

Line 86: Philodemos may be the son of Dionysodoros of Antiochis who was
secretary in 159/8, [ Awrv]odébwpos ®i|Nodnpov —— <=~ —].** The identification rests
on the assumption that Dionysodoros the secretary, being the father of Philodemos,
was, through him, grandfather of a younger Dionysodoros, the latter of whom were
both pythaists in 97/6 B.c.** The demotic IlaA\nvevs is admirably suited to the space
of about nine letters available in Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 144, no. 79, line 36 for the
demotic of the secretary, and this restoration, [Awwv]oédwpos @i[Nodrjpov IlarAnrevs],
is here suggested for that text.

Line 91: Satyros may possibly be the father in the sepulchral 1nscr1pt10n I1.G.,
IT?, 5606: *AmolNoddrns Sarvpov CAudu>rpomnfelvd.

Line 93: Ion is to be identified with ["TI]wv ’Apdirpomifer of 1.G., 11°, 1938,
line 28, a hieropoios in the archonship of Lysiades (ca. 148/7; cf. Pritchett and Meritt,
Chronology, p. xxx).

Line 103: Aristokrates was probably the son of the councillor of the same name
of 169/8 known from Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 132, no. 71, line 90.

_ Line 106: Attinas was the father of [‘P]adduavfvs *Arrwod *Avrioxidos named
in Sundwall, Nachtrige, pp. 148-149. This Rhadamanthys was one of the ITvfaioral
waides in 138/7, then theoros to Delphi and inmeds in 128/7.%

Line 110: Herakleon is to be identified with ‘HpakNéwy Mnvo[dik]ov Kpiwels,
whose name appears in a list of epimeletai ca. 140-130 B.c. (1.G., I1? 1939, line 46).

Line 112: Pyrrhos was the father of Ilaykpdrns I¥ppov Kpwweds (P.A., 11513),
who was ephebos in the archonship of Aristarchos in 107/6 B.c. (I.G., 1%, 1011,
line 118).

10 (Plate 7). Three joining fragments of a stele of Hymettian marble, broken
on all sides, found in Section ® on June 11, 1947. '

Height, 0.06 m.; width, 0.15 m.; thickness, 0.26 m.; height of letters, 0.006 m.
Each line occupies about 0.009 m.

Inv. No. I 6003.

135/4 B.c. NON-3ITOIX. ca. 52
[’Emt Awwv]oiov dpxovros [tob pera Twapxidny émt tis ...*5...]
[Sos évdr]ns mpv[rave]ias [N Oed\vros Beodérov *Audirpomiifer éypau]
[pndrever+] ‘Elad[nBoli]d[ros — — = ——— = = = = = — = — — — — — — ]
[~ i ]

3 See Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 144, no. 79, lines 35-36.

3¢ See Sundwall, Nachtrige, pp. 63 and 164; S. Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 145.

35 Cf. G. Colin, Le Culte d’Apollon Pythien & Delphes (Paris, 1905), pp. 46, 41, 81; also
Fouilles de Delphes, 111, 2, no. 11 (line 15), no. 8 (line 12), and no. 27 (line 28). This last
reference gives the assignment to Antiochis.
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This inscription so much resembles that published in Hesperia, IX, 1940, pp. 126-

130, that they may have been cut by the same hand. The requirements of space
indicate that the name of the phyle to be restored in lines 1-2 was fairly long. For
the date, see Pritchett and Meritt, Chronology, pp. xxxi-xxxii.

11 (Plate 7). Part of a stele of Hymettian marble, with left side and back

preserved, found on September 26, 1946, in the north foundation wall of the south
tower of the Valerian wall, the site of the church of Panagia Pyrgiotissa. This frag-
ment belongs to the ephebic stele published as I.G., I1T% 1006, and forms part of lines
88-116 in that inscription.

Height, 0.52 m.; width, 0.15 m.; thickness, 0.167 m.; height of letters, 0.005 m.-

0.009 m.

Inv. No. I 5953.

122/1 B.c. NON-STOIX.

90

95

(for previous lines, see 1.G., I1%, 1006)
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At this point there were seven citations (lines 100-105) across
the width of the stone

I II 111 v
100 7 Bovhy) 6 dfjpos 1 Bovhy 6 Sfulols 1) Bovhy 6 [8]fmos citation lost,
TOV KOO UNTNY TOV KOOUNTNY except for a
m corona wm corona m corona small part
Awoviaov 7005 [ édriBovs| Avovioriov of the
SwkpdTov SwkpdTov crown
dvldoov ®dvldoov
\Y% VI VII
100  [oi épnBo. 7] [6 8]Guos 7oV koouny %) Bovky) 6 Sfjuos
m corona m corona m corona
[7ov kooun ]| Awoviaio|v] TOVS
[ Aco |vioriov SwkpdTov [épnB]ov[s]
S.wkpdTov ®vhdoov
[@]vNdoiov Kal TOVS

105  épnBovs
123/2 B.c.

O: épmBevoavres [émt Anun]rpiov dpx[ovr]os

Column I
"Epexfeidos
'Avrimarpos "Avrurdrpov Aapmrpeds
Xaptdnuos [————] * pov ék Knddv
110 ®\vikos [—————— Jv Aapmrpeds

Novuijrios ‘Eppiov Aap|mrpe|ds
"Apxias [*Am]oMwviov Knduoed|s]
"Emvyé|[vn]s Emvyévov Oryyovoios
‘Avnid| . . . |s Sreddvov Knduoeds

115 Alyeidos
Mev| ... |xos Kparawpuévov ®haid[n]s
[— ———]os Awoyévov éx Kohwr[ol]

(for the rest of the text, see 1.G., I1%, 1006).

The new dispositions in the text are for the most part self-explanatory, but the
number of citations in lines 100-105 was clearly seven, and part of every one of the
crowns has been preserved.
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Noumenios (line 111) may be the father of P.4., 11139, who was ephebos in
the archonship of Apollodoros (80/79).%

12 (Plate 7). Pedimental stele of Pentelic marble, broken at the left and bottom,
found on July 21, 1947, lying over the tiles of a Roman drain at the west end of the
Middle Stoa in Section K.

Height, 0.87 m.; width, 0.36 m.; thickness at the bottom, 0.085 m.; heighfof
letters, 0.007 m.-0.008 m.

Inv. No. I 6053.

95/4 B.C. NON-3TOIX. ca. 46-60
[’Emt ®eodérov dpyovros émt mijs ‘I]mmofwvridos mévarys mpv °°
[ravelas fu ————<= e Jov Howavievs éypapudrever,
[Mawakmmpidvos évdrer ioraué|vov kara fedv, évdrer s mpu
[raveias, kar dpyovra 8¢ — =1 — {|orauévov: ékkAnoia kvpia év
[7ée OedTpwr: T7év mpoédpwy émefr]fdiler Addoros PihoaTpdrov
[-———=- Kkai ovumpdedpor vac. | vacat
[€6oéev Tin] Snpawe
[ |s €imev: vmép av dwa'y'yé)\)\ova'w
[oi mpurdves s Kekpomidos vme|p 1év Ovodv Gv éBvov ta mpod TéV
10 [ékrhyoidv 16 7€ *AméAwr T@ Tlpo |orarmplow kai Tel ApTe;.uSL Tet ¥
[Bovhaiar kai 7€l <I>wa'([)opwl, kal Tots| d\hots Beols ofs WanLOV M, a'yaﬂeb
[rdxe 8680}(0(11. 6L Snjuwt Ta, /.LGV] a’yaﬂa déxeafar Ta yeyovéra év*
[7ols iepols ofs €Gvov é¢’ v'yusuu Kal o-]w'r'r)pl.al. TS TE Bov)w)s* Kkail 70D Orjuov
[ToD Aﬂnvaww kal maidwy kal 'yvvauc]aw Kol TGV ([n)\wv kal ovupdxwy: émedn
15 [8¢ oi mpvrdves Tds 7€ Bvoias éBvo|av dmdoas Tas Kaa'qkova'ag év rer "°
[mpvraveior kakds kal (/)L)\OTL[L(U?, eﬂ'e]pe)\’r)ﬁna'av O¢ kal s o-v)\)\oy'r;s‘ s
[7e Bov)w;g kal ToD 87],LLOU kal 76V d\ Aoy damdvTev Ov avTols 'n'pocre'raT
[Tov of Te vépor kal Ta Yympiouara Tod] Sjuov, éravéoar Tods wvaaveLg
[mhs KexpomSog kal oTedavdoar X]pvo-wz oTedavmL KaTd TOV VOUOV €VoE
20 [Belas évexev Tis mpos Tovs Peovs| kal qbl)\on;uas ™S €ls T Bov)w)v Kail TOV
[8fHpov Tov *Abnraiwy dvaypdiar 8¢ 7]88€ 70 1[17)4)1,0'/.4,(1 TOV ypapp.owea 70y KaTd
[wpvfavebav év O'T’Y))\GL Mbivew kal] oo ol dv evmupov M- els 8¢ Ty dva
[ pad)nv kal Ty woinow Tis omi\ns| pepioar Tov Tauiav TéV orpariwTe ®
[k@v 70 yevduevov avdlwpa vacat | vacat

36 I.G., 112, 1039, line 78: [...o]wpla]r[o]s Novpmriov Aaprrpeds. The date of Apollodoros’
archonship is given by Dinsmoor, Archons, p. 291, as 81/0 (?), but a fragment -found in the Agora
(Inv. No. I 2388) shows that Apollodoros must be at least as late as 80/79. Cf. Dinsmoor, The
Athenian Archon List, p. 204.
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[ Bovn] 30 [6] Odpos 1) Bouht)
[rov rauiav] TOUS TOV Yypau
["Aprapdfny| [7p Jvrdvess 35 potéa

[Svmalr] "Ayé\aov

[7eov] ‘Ahaiéa

i @eodbrov dpxovros ém |t mis Trmobwrridos 7repm'r7;s‘ wpvuTavel
as N ———— = 2= — — — ov] Iaworieds éypappdrever * Ma:.,u,a:cmpl,
Ta 8¢ — =% — iorauévov: Bovin] év BOU)\GUT’Y)prL 16V Tpoébpwy émedript
lev ———— 22— ——— Y| evs kai ovumpdedpor
[€dofe]v Tt Bovhet

. \ o) 3 A\ 13 ’ ~
——————————————— Jevs elmev: émedn oi mpvrdves Tis Kekpo

[ ér
[
[(?)VOS O’)/SOEL LO'T(I‘LLGVOU K(LTG.] HEOV O’)/SOGL ’T‘)’)S ﬂpvravel,ag, KaT apxov
[
[

[7idos Kkai of deloiror émawéoalvres kal oredavdoavres amodaivovow TeL

[ Bovhel Tov Tauiav ov elovro| € éavrdv *Apiapdfny Ilolepatov Zvmalijrriov
kal Tov ypapparéa "Ayéhaoy *A]yeNdov ‘Ahaiéa tds Te Qvoias Tefukévar amd
oas Tas kafnkodoas év Tl 7| pvraveiar tmép Te s BovAils kal Tod Srjuov,

[émueuerfofar 8¢ kal tév G\ Aov dmdvrov kalds kal dihoripws, Smws ody
[kal 9 Bov\n) daivyrar Tots vmou]évovar Tas Aewrovpylas dmovéuovoa TOY Ka

Ve 5/ 3 ~ 4 /. ~ ~ / \ 7
Orikovra, Emawov, dyalel 0] xer 8ebdxbar T€l Bovhel émawéoar Tov Tauiav
[’Apiapdfny Tokepaiov Svira]|Mjrriov, énawéoar 6¢ kal Tov ypopparéa °

[’Avyélaov *Ayehdov “ANaiéa, ém|avéoar 8¢ kal Tov ypapuatéa s BovAis kal

[r0D drjpov — — — %12 — — — — v Hoawaviéa kal TOv Vroypapparéa Eduaxov
[-———— @l —— kal Tov] Kkijpvka s LBovAfs kal Tod Sjmov Khéwva Ku
[kvvvéa kai Tov iepéa ToD émwvipov] Awardmolw IlauLBwrddny kai Tov Tauioy

[ths Bovhfjs ———— %X —— ——kal T0v a]dAyrr "AOnpvémohw Aapmrpéa kal TOV
[-—————— T e kot Tov & |vaypadéa ‘Aydfapxov [K]|ndioriéa kal Tov

[-—— = ] Eireatov kai Tov ypapparéa TOV Ka
3> N\ \ 5 /’ Ve /’

[Ta ﬂvaaveLav — — 22 _ Toaviéa kal 7]0v ém 10 dmépprov Zidwva Aak[id]

[0y kal 7OV —— — — 2% —— —— — ék K]epap.éwv Kat O'Te(l)avcﬁo-ab éxaoTov

[atirév alhob orepdvwe - dvaypdpar 6€ ToSC] 70 \lmgbw'pa TOV 'ypa,u.pm‘ea vy

[rov KoTa. wpvravemv év o"rn}\eb Mbiver kal or]ijoar ob av evmupov N els O¢

[T ava'ypagbnv kal ™y wolmaw s oTi\ns pepioar] TOV Tauiav T@v oTpa

TLWTIKOY TO Yevouevor dvdlwpuo vacat ] vacat
[Svralfrriod] [-——=———— ] [-—————— 1 75 [E]vmeraud|[ves]
[Apuapdbns] 70 [-————-- [ T SRR B

The late date here suggested for this text is indicated by the formulae, by the

extraordinarily long roster of officers praised, and by the designation of the place
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where the stele was to be erected. It is confirmed by the name of the proedros in line 5
and made more precise by the exigencies of the secretary cycle.

The formula in lines 49-50 is like that in Hesperia, X, 1941, pp. 282-283, and
in Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, nos. 95 and 96. These readings should be, respectively,
[mws odv kal 7 BovAn dailvmrar Tols vmo[puévovor Tas Aewrovpylas dmovéuovoa TOv
kabfijkovra €mauvov], [6mws odv kal 1) Bovhy) dailvnrar Tois Ymouévovor Tas Aewrovpyias
am]ovéu[ovaa Tov kabijkovra érawov], and Smws odv kai 7 Bovk[7) Gaivyrar Tols Vmo-
pévovar tas| Aewrovpyias dmovéuovoa T|ov kabijkovra €mawov]. See also W. Peek, in
Kerametkos, 111, p. 4, lines 7-9, where one should read [émws odv] kal 9 Bovly kai 6
dnpols daivwvrar dmovéuovres 1ov kabirovra] émawov Tols kald[s kal dloripws vmo-
pévova Tas Netrovpylas].

The roster of officers praised (lines 51-61) is similar to that of Kerameikos, 111,
pp. 4-5, and it is assuredly longer than the last previous list in which the complete
panel is known, or can be restored, which dates from 145/4 B.c.*” It is not certain
that the end of the list is preserved in the text from 131/0 published in Hesperia, X,
1941, pp. 282-283. As this is now restored, the formula which follows the name of
the dvrvypadeds is [kal orepavdoa Barkod oreddvar G éom wd|rpiov ¥ d[vaypdipar
¢ ——————-]. This formula is unique, and was introduced, apparently, to bring
the list of officers to a close when the prevailing opinion was that there could have
been no more than nine of them in all. Now that the longer lists are known, it is much
more probable that instead of [éor wd]rprov one should read [Anut]7rpiov, which suits
the available space, as well as the sense, much better. So the word which followed
was not a[vaypdpou ], but A[————], or A[————— 1,*® the name of Demetrios’ father,
and there is hardly enough space between the two words to justify an assumed break,
or an uninscribed letter-space, in the text. It is not possible on the present evidence
to determine the name of the office in which Demetrios served. There is no exact
correspondence between this text and that recently published by Peek, but significant
additions to the list of officers which are common to both inscriptions are rov ypau-
patéa TOV kata wpvraveiay and Tov éml 7o dmdppyrov.*’

The place for the erection of the stele is given in lines 22 and 63 as o? &v edkarpov
7u. The first preserved text with this designation is Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 88,
of 131/0 B.c.,*” lines 19-20 of which should probably be restored: orfjoar ob v
[edkapov fu* eis 6¢ v dvaypadny kal Ty moinow s omiAns] Tov Tau[lav TéY
OTPATIOTIKGY pepioar TO yevduevor avdlwua].” There is no evidence that these prytany-

87 Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, no. 86.

% The letter seems to me to be delta, rather than alpha. See the photograph in Hesperia, X,
1941, p. 282.

39 Cf. Peek, op. cit., p. 7.

# See also 1.G., 112, 977; Pritchett and Meritt, Chronology, pp. 130-131; Hesperia, X, 1941,
pp. 282-283.

41 Cf. I.G., 112, 1004, line 17.
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stelai, after 131/0, were to be set up év ré. mpvravkde; hence that phrase should
probably yield place to o &v elkatpor e wherever in these later texts it has heretofore
been restored: Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, nos. 91, 93, 96; Meritt, Hesperia, XIII,
1944, p. 258.*

. Most of the men named in the text cannot be identified, but the chairman of the
proedroi, Awédoros ®hoorpdrov [————— ], was ephebos in 128/7.* Inasmuch as the
secretary (lines 2 and 39) was from Paiania, the earliest date which may be con-
sidered for the inscription is 107/6, when the cycle requires a secretary from the phyle
Pandionis (III) and when, in fact, the name of the secretary is known as TeNéorys
Mndeiov Iawavievs.** The name of the archon in 107/6 was Aristarchos, but the
experiment of trying the lines for space with ém ’Apiordpxov (or ér’ ’Apiordpxov)
restored in lines 1 and 38 and TeNéorns Mndeiov Hawarevs in lines 2 and 39 shows that
the present text probably cannot be assigned to that year. Lines 1 and 38 are slightly
too long and lines 2 and 39 are from four to two letters too short. In a non-stoichedon
inscription these discrepancies are not impossible, but they represent contrasting,
rather than sympathetic, directions of error. In line 1, for example, émt ’Apiordpyov
apxovros éml s would take the same space as ravelas Mt Tehéorns Mndei in line 2:
twenty-seven letters as against twenty-two, whereas in the right-hand side of the stone,
where parts of lines 1 and 2 are preserved, the spacing is closer in line 2 than it is in
line 1. The next year for a secretary from Pandionis (III) is 95/4. The archon is
not known with certainty, but he may have been Theodotos,* whose name would fit
satisfactorily the space in lines 1 and 38. If the year is correct, the name of the secre-
tary is not known, but his demotic (whatever the year) was Iatavevs.

This inscription has the additional interest of naming Ariarathes, son of Pole-
maios, of Sypalettos, as Treasurer of the Prytaneis. The patronymic is unusual, and
is otherwise known at Athens only for the nephew of Antigonos I and cousin of
Demetrios Poliorketes.*® It is questionable whether the name at this late date implies
any connection with the Macedonian royal house. But the name Ariarathes, especially
Ariarathes of Sypalettos, clearly implies connection with the royal house of Kappa-
dokia. The Ariarathes of this inscription is not one of the known members of the
family, but his appearance in a prytany-decree of the pre-Sullan type and in which
there can be no doubt that his deme Sypalettos belonged to the phyle Kekropis (line
44) argues against my recent assumption that Sypalettos may have been divided
between Attalis and Kekropis in 201/0 B.c., with the Attalid-Kappadokian members
belonging to Attalis, perhaps, until the time of Sulla, after which the deme may have
become united again in Kekropis.*” It is true that I assumed even the possibility of

42 Cf. also Dow, op. cit., p. 27. 4 Pritchett and Meritt, Chronology, p. xxxiv.

4 Fouilles de Delphes, 111, 2, no. 24, line 21. *'W. B. Dinsmoor, Archon List, p. 204.

#6 This Polemaios has been incorrectly indexed in Hesperia, Index to Volumes I-X and Supple-
ments I-VI, p. 125, as son of Demetrios; the necessary rectification should be there made.

47 4.J.P., LXVIII, 1947, pp. 196-197.
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reuniting the divided deme earlier than Sulla, but I feel no confidence that such could
have been the case, nor indeed much confidence in the hypothesis of reunion in
Kekropis even after Sulla. The prosopographical evidence seems to be that Sypalettos
was never divided, but remained wholly in Kekropis; yet the anomaly in the cycle of
secretaries caused by a secretary from Kekropis in 147/6 remains an argument for
division. This is a paradox for which I have no solution, but it might be worth while
to learn, if possible, whether there is any evidence that the Attalids belonged to
Kekropis other than the dedication of Karneades by Attalos and Ariarathes (I.G.,
IT%, 3781), in which both were called Svmahjrrioe. Granted that Ariarathes and his
Kappadokian relatives who became Athenian citizens belonged in Sypalettos of
Kekropis, need this mean that Attalos, also of Sypalettos, cannot have belonged to
Attalis? May not the text of I.G., II*, 3781, define the deme, but, if the deme was
divided, not necessarily the phylai into which the divisions fell?

Pritchett remarked * on the expectation one normally feels. that just as Hadrian
was later a citizen in his own phyle so the families of all eponymoi should be similarly
assigned. The expectation is strengthened by the fact that Ptolemy (V) Epiphanes
belonged to Ptolemais,* and one wonders if too much emphasis may not have been
placed on the relationship of Attalos II to the royal house of Kappadokia.

13 (Plate 8). Part of a stele of Pentelic marble, made up of two joining frag-
ments, found in Section ® on June 4, 1947. The rough-picked back is preserved,
but otherwise the fragments are broken on all sides.

Height, 0.17 m.; width, 0.275 m.; thickness, 0.053 m.; height of letters, 0.006 m.
Inv. No. I 5990.

ca. 80 B.C. NON-3TOIX. ca. 53

——————————————————————— ] Dowav[iéa —4"— ]
———————————————————— | mheovdkis kai k|[— 5'3'-7——]
——————————————————— la ™y évdexopévmy [— 2L -]
———————— TOXM ayaﬂ]m deddxfar T4 Bov)\m émouvé|oar Tov|

5 Ta,ubav 760V Ppvkerdv Zap |am|t]wva Huaviéa kol orepov|doar ab]
3 ~ ~ 3 / 3 /
kol Tols dewrirors woujoacfu adrod ypamris elkévos dv|dfeow ]
14 3 , > A > ’ A 3 )
Omhwe émixpio |wu év T "ATrdAov oTodl exovaav énvypaldmy 7]
™pde- ol vafowe]cg s Tovdiovidos kal oi defouiror of ém A[—%% ]
10 [dpxovros Tov éalv[7]@v Tapiar dvébnkav: dvaypdor §¢ 68[e 7o Yif]

\ / \ \ / 3 / 4 \
duopa Tov ypouparéa Tov| kara wpuraveiav év oAt Mbi[vne kai]

[
[
[
[
[
[Tov BarloD a'Teanvwc ] émkexwpiicfar 8¢ kal Tols mpurd [veow]
[
[ev
[
[d
[
[oroa év 7ér Bovhevrypiow vacat]  wvacat

8 The Five Attic Tribes after Kleisthenes (Baltimore, 1943), p. 36, note 13.
4 1.G., 112, 2314, lines 41-42: [Baloeds Trodepatos Bagiréws HOrolepaiov [TIro)]epaiiSos dulis.
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The decree resembles I.G., IT°, 1050, and must be of approximately the same
date; its text has been used as a guide in restoration. The archon D ——— in line 9
is unknown, but the treasurer Sarapion may be a relative of Sarapion, son of Sosikles,
cf Paiania (/.G., IT% 7081), though there is no assurance of it. Below the decree
was probably a list of prytaneis, with names arranged in columns as in I.G., IT*, 1050.

14 (Plate 8). Three fragments of a pedimental stele of Pentelic marble. Frag-
ment ¢ was found in a modern wall in Section 2 on October 16, 1934; it carries
parts of three lines of text and a large segment of the pediment with an egg and dart
moulding between them. Fragment b was found in a wall in Section 3 on February 6,
1936; it is broken on all sides. These two fragments join. Fragment ¢ was found
in a late wall in Section 3 on February 21, 1936; it is broken on all sides and does not
join the other two fragments.

a + b: height, 0.325 m.; width, 0.29 m.; thickness, ca. 0.12 m.; height of letters,
0.008 m.
Inv. No. 12185 a.

c: height, 0.227 m.; width, 0.224 m.; thickness, 0.075 m.; height of letters,
0.009 m.
Inv. No. I 2185 b.
64/3 B.c. (?) NON-3TOIX. ca. 50
[(iy]aﬁﬁb Toxqe s B[ ov])\'f)g kol [roD Sfuov Tob ’Abyvaiwy wvacat ]
émt Oi]vodilov d&[px]ovros émt 7[fs ———————————— wpvra ]
vetas M| Tapav|7]|elvos Newkiov Aiy[ilievs é e'ypap,paﬂ'evev - =]
— — — dvos &y]8ém iorapévov 8[— — — — — Ths mpvraveias: Poviy év]

Bov)\evﬂ')pl,] ot 7OV Tpoédpw v émefmpley — — — — — — — — — — — — — ]
..... kai ov]|umpdedpor * €do[Eev T Bowhij * — — —— = — — — — —]

5

[¢

[

[

[

[

[-—-—--— eme]v émeldn ol m|pvrdvess 7']7)9 A[tynidos kal ol det|
[otro of émi Olvodpik |ov dpyov|7os éma] weo-a[weg kal oTedavad |
[cavres dmodaivovow T Bovfiu Tov Tau]lav 6v [ellovro é¢ éav]
[Ty — — — — — — R i H)\]wﬁe[a] rds e O[voitas Telvké]
[vae Tas Kaﬂnxovaas év ™ npwa]vebab ék 170V Bdiw|v vmép Te THs]
[ BovAijs kal Tob dnpov kal] maidwv kal yvwuukdy [— — — — — — — — ]
[
[
[

10

50 See Dow’s notes in Hesperia, Suppl. I, pp. 165-166.
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The style of the preamble is much like that of 1.G., IT% 1046 (52/1), and I believe
that this inscription also should be dated near the middle of the first century before
Christ. It is a decree in which the prytaneis of Aigeis praise their treasurer (also
from Aigeis) who was a demesman of Plotheia. If this date is correct, the archon
Oinophilos is not to be identified with him of 28/9 (1.G., 1T%, 1713, line 37), nor is it
clear to which of the two main families who used the name, if to either, he should
be assigned.”™ Inasmuch as the secretary in this inscription is from Aigilia, of the
phyle of Ptolemais, I have followed a suggestion made by Notopoulos in dating the
text tentatively in 64/3 B.c. in conformity with his determining of the secretary cycles
after the time of Sulla.

TRIBUTE-QUOTA LIST

15 (Plate 8). Small fragment of Pentelic marble, broken on all sides, found in
a loose fill of earth over the floor of the Klepsydra on June 6, 1938.

Height, 0.055 m. ; width, 0.056 m. ; thickness, 0.047 m.; height of letters, 0.009 m.

Inv. No. 14809 b.

Apparently the inscription was stoichedon, with a chequer unit which measures
0.012 m. across and 0.014 m. down.

418/7 B.c. Part of List 37, Col. II.
S ] [ Jel=———-]
[HEAEI] T Xe[ ppoveoirar]

am’ [ Ayopas]
20 [---—--=-- ]1°v K[aA\mohiTas ]
- - [ S ]

This small fragment belongs in the second column of the tribute-quota list pub-
lished as A4.T.L., I, 33, but now known to be List 37 and assigned to the year 418/7.%
The letters are identical with those of the other fragments of List 37, showing the
same double strokes of the chisel and the same shapes and stoichedon disposition.™
Within the stele, the approximate position of the fragment can be determined by the
following considerations:

(1) The name beginning with Xe———, and before which part of the quota

5t See A. E. Raubitschek, in Pauly-Wissowa, R.E., s.v. Oinophilos.

°2 Meritt, 4.J.P., LXII, 1941, p. 15; Tod, Greek Historical Inscriptions?, p. 266.

5 Three of the now-preserved four fragments of this inscription have been found on the north
slope of the Acropolis. The fourth fragment (No. 1 in 4.T.L.) came to the Epigraphical Museum
(E.M. 6784) from the collections of the Archaeological Society, and before that had been in the
Pinakotheke at the western end of the Acropolis where many fragments of the quota lists found
on the Acropolis were once housed.
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[-—==] 11 is preserved, may be restored only as Xe[8pdhioe] (Thrace), Xe[ppovéoiot]
(Tonic-Karic), or Xe[ppoveatrar] (Hellespontine).** The restoration Xe[8péhiot] may
be eliminated as a possibility because of the serious doubt that it appeared in any list
later than 433/2, and the still graver doubt that it could ever have been credited with
a quota which occupied seven letter spaces. The panel to which the names belong was
either the Tonic-Karic or the Hellespontine.

(2) The restoration of any name from the Ionic-Karic panel beginning with
alpha, and with the alpha followed by a left vertical stroke, is improbable. For Ionia
the only candidate is Aipator which—even if spelled without the rough breathing—
should have exhibited iota better centered, and for Karia the only real candidate is
‘AMkaprdootor, which again ought normally to have had the rough breathing.” On
the other hand, if the names are Hellespontine, the normal phrase Xeppoveoirar dm
"Ayopds is exactly suitable to the letters on the stone. Perhaps the line following
Xe[ ppoveoitar] should be restored AN[omexovvéoiol], but in view of the regular use
of the full name Xeppoveairar dm’ *Ayopds subsequent to 430 this seems unlikely.

(3) The fragment may be placed close below the present fragment 3 of the
reconstructed stele if the names were Hellespontine; it must remain quite isolated
from the other fragments if the names were ITonic-Karic. Experience has shown that
small fragments of broken stelai usually belong near some larger piece, and this is
an additional argument in favor of the Hellespontine attribution.’

The restoration of the first line in the new fragment is uncertain: perhaps Ilep-
kéoo, IleptvBuot, or Tevédior. In the first letter space before the epsilon a letter reaching
low and to the right, like nu or sigma, is probably not permissible. For the quota of
Xe[ppoveoirar] anm’ |’Ayopds] the long figure [HEATFI1] 11, occupying all available
seven spaces,’” gives a proper restoration. The last known quota before the Pelopon-
nesian War was one hundred drachmai. One notes that this quota is placed opposite
the first of the two lines of the name, not in bracket position between them. Such
details are matters of individual style or preference and vary from list to list. There
is no other example of a two-line entry in List 37 to give an analogy, but in the new
quota list of 416/5 the relationship of name and quota for the entry F Awaxp[és] dmd
Xa[Axdéov] shows a similar disposition.”® In line 20 the initial kappa can be restored
neither as Kv{ikevot nor as Kwavot, for both these names appear earlier in the column
in lines 10 and 12. But Kallipolis was separately assessed in 425/4, and its name
offers a satisfactory supplement here.”

5¢ Athenian Tribute Lists, I (1939), pp. 438-441.

55 Cf. A.T.L., I (1939), pp. 222-225, 457-458.

56 For the application of the principle here stated, see Meritt, Epigraphica Attica (Cambridge,
Mass., 1940), pp. 79-80.

57 See the drawing in A.7.L., I (1939), p. 101.

58 4.J.P., LXII, 1941, p. 6, lines 15-16.

59 4.T.L., 1 (1939), p. 295.
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SACRED TREASURES

16 (Plate 9). Two joining fragments of Hymettian marble, the upper piece,
with right edge preserved, found in the wall of a modern house in Section II on
‘December 27,1934, and the lower piece found in Section II on March 4, 1937.

Height, 0.432 m.; width, 0.225 m.; thickness, 0.13 m. ; height of letters, 0.004 m.

Inv. No. I 2260. :

The writing is stoichedon, of the mid fourth century, with -a square chequer
pattern in which the unit measures 0.0076 m.

post 346/5 a.

o JFEXON.. 2. ]
[F-—-——— - ——— apyliptfov ...% . .]
[-=——— lpo[. or]abu: [....5 ...]
[--—————=- Jv[. Jov Qumari|[pt]o[»] ...]

5 vacat

[ ———— JFHN rpdmelav /7 [....]
R e Jov radra o[d]k éord[Oy ..]
[F-=-==--- IXXMPHHHHATL. . TFEF[. 5]
[~ ——— ] odx vryies 6 Kheoy[....]
10 [--—==——=—— Jev: FAAAAFE: kauf....]
[--—=——=—- |pevov orabudv: X1Z[....]
[- == ——=—===] kai Swepe[i]opara €[....]
[-=—=====]v ovx Vyié[s], oral: XX][...]
[F——— - —— Jeov dmdpyvpor xahk|. .]
15 [= === odx] vyu: oraf: XX[PFAA: émyy[..]
[- — — kepdhai]ov rovrwv: FMPHHHHREF].]
[-—— - k|ara pkpov iordpeva [.. ]
[-—-—-=-=—-—- e]idkr[fples xpvoot [.]11]..]
[--——————————— ] apfuds: AAAJ..]
20 [~--—-—————————=— ] xpvoo[....Jos [..]
[F-——————_— — —— - lov oraBudv: 11]...]
[~ — Jou[ .. JI*TAZ]. . ]
[ e ] vmodepi[s ..."....]
352/1 [--——==——=— oi Talpiar émi *Api[oTodnuo]

25 [v dpxovros — —————— lwoe: FF vacat

347/6 [--———-———————— |v émi Oeuiot|oxhéov]
[s &pxovros — — — — — — o] ppiokos  vacat
[-————————— ] ol rapiar of é[mi ...]

[ mmmm e |PABA[..]TOI[.. % ]
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0 [--——— Jovs Tapias [..°...]
346/5 [~———————————— ] ér *Apxio[v dpxov]
[fos —— === — —— ——— — — ] dadov x[...5%..]
[ oralfudv: [...5 ..]
e ] 7dde [...%..]

35 [Fm—mm e — é]m Na[vovyé]
368/7 [vovs dpxovros (?) ——————— Jol[----]

The surface of the stone is in places badly worn, and neither the length of line
nor the attribution of the document can be definitely determined. It is evidently part
of a record of temple treasure.

POLETAI

17 (Plate 9). A thin fragment of Pentelic marble, with the right edge pre-
served, found in the west end of the Middle Stoa in Section K on July 16, 1947. This
piece joins the stone earlier published in Hesperia, 111, 1934, pp. 47-48, no. 35, and
has been given the same inventory number (1236 @). The new fragment may preserve
part of the heading of the inscription in line 18. It preserves also the ends of some
of the lines already known, and in particular shows that the proposed restoration
Oix[a\ias (?)] in line 25 cannot be correct. But this line is still a puzzle. The pre-
served letters are OIX[ . ]MENIO, which I restore now tentatively as *0<p>x[o]pévio(s),
with the hope that a better suggestion may be elicited.

414/3 B.c.
[-----m - Jou[-—-]
vacat
20 [..S...JONONI[.]ON
[..5..] YOPON
[...5 .. ]ov

appird | mes Nevkds

25  [audird]mes *O<Lp>x[o]uévio(s)

[
[ |
[dudpird | mes Nev|[k]ds
[dupird | mes Nev|k]ds
[dupird]mes Aevk[d]s
[dudird | mes Nevk[6]s
30 [ducurd]|mes Nevkds
[dupird | mes Nevkds
[dudird]mes Aevkds
[ rapamér |aopa moukiNo[v]
[rapamér|aoua vacat
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35 [ramis mo]ukile

[-———-- 1 wvacat
[--=———-- 1 wacat
[--————- 17 ---]
[ m e ]

BOUNDARY STONES (18-21)

18 (Plate 9). Boundary stone of Hymettian marble, with rough edges at the
top and at both sides, found in Section NN on May 30, 1946. The surface was dressed
smooth where it was to be inscribed.

Height, 0.29 m.; width, 0.235 m.; thickness, 0.087 m.; height of letters, 0.024 m.
Inv. No. I 5910. ,
ca. 400 B.c.
[7uepov]
Kndiod
T'\ewv
Tidos
5 [¢lparpias

This inscription adds the new name of an Attic phratry to the list published by
Kurt Latte in Pauly-Wissowa, R.E., s.v. Phratrie. The form of the name (T\ewvris)
is the same as that of the phratry Thymaitis in 1.G., I, 886 (@vuaris) ; indeed, the
documents are otherwise similar in that they mark sanctuaries belonging to their
phratries. The river-god Kephissos is here shown to have been worshipped as one
of the deities of Gleontis. To the bibliography cited by Latte (1941) may be added a
reference to M. Guarducci, Memorie della R. Accademia Nazionale der Lincei (Classe
di Scienze morali, storiche e filologiche), VI, 1937, pp. 3-103, especially pp. 11-57
(discussion of Attica) and 83-94 (testimonia). ' '

19 (Plates 9 and 10). Fragment of Pentelic marble, with the rough left side pre-
served, found in the wall of a modern house in Section O on January 19, 1935. Traces
of red are preserved in the letters.

Height, 0.246 m.; width, 0.15 m.; thickness, 0.055 m.; height of letters, 0.026 m.
Inv. No. I 2170.
Early fourth century B.c.
6pos (o)n
patos O

proiuo
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This stone was recognized by Eugene Vanderpool as the companion piece to that
published in Hesperia, VIII, 1939, p. 79. From the place of their discovery one may
judge it extremely probable that the two markers from the Agora are those published
as 1.G., IT°, 2581 a and b, and that they were at one time in the possession of Fauvel,
who brought them from his excavations to his home near the place of their present
discovery.” Fauvel reported that the letters of some of his inscriptions were alternately
black and red, a fact which should be noted as a possible means of identification because
traces of red exist in the letters of the present text. . ‘

But a third identical text, hitherto assumed to be I.G., II?, 2581 b, has been
reported in the museum at Berlin. At present it is difficult to say precisely which was
which, and presumably the matter must remain in doubt unless more can be learned
of the history of the piece in Berlin. Boeckh (C.I.G., 535) gave Dodwell as authority
that the two stones in Fauvel’s collection were found near the Ilissos. His note has
been quoted by Koehler (1.G., I1, 1071) and the designation of locality which it implies
has been repeated by Kirchner and, with reference to 1.G., II?, 2581 a, by me.* There
is no evidence that these stones were ever near the Ilissos, for the suggestion that they
were depends on a misreading of Dodwell’s account. He says, indeed, that excavations
had been opened near the Ilissos when he visited Athens,* but he continues his narra-
tive with a change of scene: “——— and a short way from the foot of the Musaeum
several sepulchres were discovered containing painted terra cotta vases ———."" Later
he goes on to say (p. 400): ““ The following sepulchral inscriptions were found near
the same place ———,” giving the text of I.G., II°, 2581 @ and of two other documents.
His designation of the place of their discovery is evidently near a spot a short
way from the foot of the Museum, which brings them close to the site of Fauvel’s
excavation.

Dodwell and Fauvel report the text of I.G., II*, 2581 a as 8pos (o)7|paros
’0 |ymoripo, omitting one sigma from their copies of line 1. The present stone is broken
at the right, and hence gives no control over this reading, though I believe it highly
probable that it is in fact the same inscription.

20 (Plate 11). Fragment of poor greyish marble, broken on all sides, found
in the wall of a modern house in Section O on November 9, 1934.

Height, 0.256 m.; width, 0.274 m. ; thickness, 0.054 m. ; height of letters, 0.018 m.
Inv. No. I 2067.

60 See Hesperia, VIII, 1939, p. 78. Fauvel's account is in Magasin Encyclopédigue, Année
XVII, 1812, 11, pp. 91-97, especially pp. 91-93. His excavations were conducted “sur le grand
chemin qui conduisoit de la porte Hippades a Acharnes.” Letters lost since Fauvel’s time are here
underlined.

81 Hesperia, VIII, 1939, p. 78.

62 Edward Dodwell, 4 classical and topographical tour through Greece (London, 1819),1, p. 399.
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saec. IV a.

[8pos]
[p]vipa
TOS

For similar inscriptions, see (for example) I.G., II?, 2527-2550.

21 (Plate 11). Block of Hymettian marble, broken at the left, back, and bottom,
found in the wall of a modern house in Section 2 on November 9, 1934,

Height, 0.43 m.; width, 0.15 m.; thickness, 0.09 m.; height of letters, 0.02 m.
Inv. No. I 2121.

saec. IV a.

[p]os

[prip]aros
See also No. 20.

CATALOGUE OF PRYTANEIS

22 (Plate 11). Fragment of Pentelic marble with part of the smooth left side
preserved, found in the wall of a modern house in Section ZZ on October 22, 1938.

Height, 0.175 m.; width, 0.135 m. ; thickness, 0.048 m. ; height of letters, 0.009 m,
Inv. No. I 5633.

The stone now discovered in the Agora is fragment a of 1.G., IT?, 1771.

138/9-150/1 A.p.
ayaln °° Toxme

émt dpx[o]vros * A Novu
plov Mi[v]os daknpé
ws ot wpv|7|dves s Aly[n]

5 (dos dulj[s] Owdexdrys
mpvrave|ia]s miuioavre[s]|
€avrovs avéypaov *

vacat
[émdvupos ‘Epue|tas Tha[vkov]
10 [mmmm- ]
[ mmm e ]
R ]
[~ ]
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15 [-——m—mm—mmm ]
[-———— == Jos
[--mmmmm e ]

[ m e Io
[-m—mmmm - ]

For the date, and for the restoration of line 9, see A. E. Raubitschek, Hesperia,
XII, 1943, p. 62 (cf. also J. A. Notopoulos, 4.J.P., LXV, 1944, p. 165). The last
letters in line 9 must have been crowded. Apparently the names in the register were
ordered in one column, for much of the right side of the face was not inscribed.

Raubitschek (loc. cit.) has suggested the association of this inscription in one text
with 1.G., 1T%, 1766.

DEDICATIONS (23-35)

23 (Plate 11). Part of a dedicatory monument of Pentelic marble, found in
a Hellenistic cistern in Section AA on May 3, 1947. The stone is broken above, behind,
and at the right ; the left end and bottom are dressed with a toothed chisel. At the back
is the corner of a large rectangular cutting for the insertion of a votive offering. This
cutting extends the whole height of the block. Traces of red are still preserved in
the rho of line 1.

Height, 0.089 m. ; width, 0.295 m. ; thickness, 0.103 m. ; height of letters, 0.033 m.
Inv. No. I 5986.

saec. V a.

24 (Plate 12). Block of Hymettian marble, found in Asteroskopeiou Street
in Section ¥ on September 13, 1945. The stone has been re-cut, but the bottom and
top are probably original and part of the right edge is preserved along the front.

Height, 0.21 m.; width, 0.30 m.; thickness, 0.64 m.; height of letters, 0.011 m.-
0.013 m.
Inv. No. I 5902.
ca. 403 B.c.
[ Ayuirpios *ANw | mexélev émémaev
The type of lettering suggests the fourth century, but the old Attic spelling in
the preserved portion of the demotic suggests the fifth; I have given a date near the

time of transition from the official use of Attic to Ionic script, and identified the artist
with Demetrios of Alopeke (P.4., 3376), whose work (signed Demetrios) is already
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known in Athens in the early fourth century.”® A dedication made by this artist in
the late fifth century is being published by Raubitschek in his forthcoming volume on
Dedications from the Athenian Akropolis, pp. 159-160, no. 143.%

25 (Plate 12). The upper left corner of a monument of Hymettian marble,
found in the wall of a modern house in Section ® on May 3, 1946. This fragment joins
one found earlier in Section Z. The overall measurements are as follows:

Height, 0.14 m.; width, 0.397 m.; thickness, 0.085 m.; height of letters, 0.011 m.
Inv. Nos. 5906 + 259.

325/4 s.c. NON-STOIX.
[Ai]avrido[s mpurd|vers dvéfeaav
[o]redpavm | Bévr | es vmo s BovAijs
kal 700 O[p]ov dperfjs €vexa kal
Sikaroov[vy]s ér’ *Avrichéovs

vacat

The text as originally published in Hesperia, 111, 1934, p. 66, was repeated as
1.G., IT*, 2833a by Kirchner, who erroneously added a fifth line.

26 (Plate 12). Fragment of a marble dedicatory plaque representing an eve,
found in Section OO on March 31, 1947.

Height, 0.097 m.; width, 0.076 m.; thickness, 0.03 m.; height of letters, ca.
0.007 m.
Inv. No. I 5968.

saec., I111/11 a.
["H]pwt Ta[rpde ————— ]

The decree I.G., IT?, 839, of 221/0 B.c., deals with the melting down of dedica-
tions to the Hero Physician, and in the roster names eyes among the items converted.

References to the cult and to the sanctuary will be found in the commentary ad locum.
Cf. also 1.G., IT*, 840.

27 (Plate 13). Numerous fragments of a circular dedicatory base of Pentelic
marble, estimated diameter ca. 0.64 m., found in Section ® on June 2/3, 1947.

(a) Height, 0.082 m.; width, 0.36 m.; height of letters, 0.018 m. This piece
consists of two joining fragments which preserve part of a cutting with a straight
edge and a rounded corner in the upper surface.

® 1.G., 112, 3453, 3828, 4321 (= Hesperia, XV1, 1947, p. 288), 4322, 4895.
¢ Cf. 4.J.4., XLV, 1941, p. 70, no. 13.
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(b) Height, 0.095 m.; width, 0.39 m.; height of letters, 0.014 m. This piece
consists of two fragments which preserve part of the top with a cutting in it.

(¢) Height, 0.064 m.; height of letters, 0.009 m. This fragment is broken on
all sides.

Other fragments preserve only one letter each (d and e with Mand E respectively)
or are uninscribed.

Inv. No. I 5988.
ca. 200 B.c. (?)

(a) [Alnpoobérys Anpok[——— - — = ——— ]
[7o ] Aepapxii[oas]
. Al mm e - ]
w ---—-—-—-—-=-=-===-=- kidns
[Fmmmm e N
(¢) Awddw|[pos — — — — — — ]
émot[noev]

The texts in @ and b cannot be combined because of the different size of the letters,
but both came from the upper edge of the inscription. The lettering is careful, but
the overrunning of strokes in H and = and the bent bar of A suggest a date near 200
B.C., rather than earlier. A somewhat later date would be desirable if the artist
Diodoros is to be identified with the known Athenian artist of that name, Diodoros,
son of Hermattios (cf. Loewy, Inschriften Griechischer Bildhauer, nos. 239, 240).

28 (Plate 13). Fragment of Hymettian marble, with the left side and bottom

surface preserved, found in the wall of a modern house in Section 3 on October 16,
1934.

Height, 0.095 m.; width, 0.22 m.; thickness, 0.14 m.; height of letters, 0.005 m.
Inv. No. 12184,

The writing is not stoichedon; each line occupies a vertical space of 0.013 m.
wit. saec. 11 a.

IIo\ |Juv [y ]oros Awopvi[orov]
Te|Néorns Iawoiudyov

® ] opvokos Mvboddpov
S |appias Xapikhéovs
Apwaro[kp |drms *ApioTopévov|s]

[2]édpolv . Jm[-——-- ]

[
[
[X]apiratos XapikAéovs
[
[

5
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The date is suggested by the character of the writing. None of the men named
is known from Kirchner’s Prosopographia Attica, from Sundwall’s Nachtrdige, or
from the index to Hesperia, I-X. If the date is earlier than ca. 229 B.c., they may be
from a register of prytaneis (cf. Dow, Hesperia, Suppl. I, p. 29, note 1), though the
proximity of the last line to the bottom of the stone is extraordinary.

29 (Plate 14). Statue base of Hymettian marble, found built into the north
foundations of the north tower of the Valerian Wall in Section I on July 25, 1946.
The depth of the block (thickness) is 0.645 m.; its height and width cannot at present
be determined, for it remains built into the Valerian Wall. The photographs here
published were made with mirrors and printed in reverse. The reading depends upon
a transcript supplied by Eugene Vanderpool on November 6, 1947. There is a mould-
ing below the inscribed surface and a dowel hole in the top.

Inv. No. I 5925.

ca. 15 B.C.
ol éumopor "Avtimarpov *Avri[mdrpov]
dN\véa arparnyriocavra 10 €8 [opov]
3 N\ \ e ’ \ /7
émt Tovs omheitas kal mpovonbév|ra]
~ 3 /7 3 /’ \ /
Tdv éumdpwr dodaleias Te kal ow|mmpias]

The discovery of this inscription was noted in Hesperia, XVI, 1947, p. 2009.
Antipatros, here honored by the merchants, appears in three prytany inscriptions
published by Dow (Hesperia, Suppl. I, nos. 105, 110, and 116). He had held the
office of arparnyds ént Tods émhiras for the fifth time about 20 B.c.; the present text
shows that his terms of tenure ran at least to seven.®”

In the last line of the text the association of cwmpia with wpovonfeis finds similar
expression, e. g., in Dittenberger, Sylloge®, 700, lines 19-20: 7&v ——— ppovpdv mpo-
vonbeis Tis ocwmplas; its use in conjunction with doddlewo appears, e. g., in Ditten-
berger, Sylloge®, 581, line 63: doddleiar kai cwmplav tas mé\os.

One should question, I believe, whether the name [*Avrimarpov *Avrir | drpov ®Avéa
might not be a suitable restoration for the first line of 1.G., II?, 3539, now restored
as [AloNiwva ’Avrir]drpov ®PAvéa and assigned to a date ca. 66 A.D.

30 (Plate 14). Block of Pentelic marble, with the bottom preserved, worn
smooth by re-use, but elsewhere broken, found in the wall of a modern house in Section
IT on December 20, 1934. A moulding has been broken from the bottom of the face.

% See Dow, op. cit., p. 191. Antipatros of Phlya should not be confused with him of Steiria;
see Dow, op. cit., p. 190.
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Height, 0.172 m.; width, 0.363 m.; thickness, 0.24 m.; height of letters, 0.03 m.
Inv. No. 12248,

ante a. 14 p.

[-——==——=— lovrmy, Avrok[pdropos Kaioapos]
[SeBaorot k]ai TiBeptov Kalioapos |

There is a strong probability that this is the inscription copied by Fourmont and
now published as 1.G., IT?, 3233. If so, the stone has suffered some damage since
Fourmont’s time. There are traces of letters, illegible, in the first line.

31 (Plate 14). Fragment from the sloping upper part of the trunk of a portrait
herm, with only the smooth left side and inscribed surface preserved, found in Section
00 on June 9, 1947.

Height, 0.22 m.; width, 0.31 m.; thickness, 0.06 m.; height of letters, 0.023 m.
Inv. No. I 6010.

saec. 11 p.
[Z]Pvov Mva()'e"[ov]

The herm carried a portrait head of the famous Stoic philosopher.

32 (Plate 15). Fragment of Pentelic marble, with the bottom preserved but
elsewhere broken away, found in Section OE on September 28, 1934.

Height, 0.055 m.; width, 0.30 m.; thickness, 0.13 m.; height of letters 0.008 m
Inv. No. I12013.
saec. I1 p.
[~———Tos @[ gpovos] [~ ~Jasuhe[~~~~]
Zdvrvpos EdruyiSov Awvéaros )
vacat

33 (Plate 15). The upper right corner of a monument of Pentelic marble, found
in the wall of a modern house in Section II on December 22, 1934. The top has a
narrow smooth band along the front; the right side is rough-picked, and has a recessed
band at its front edge.

Height, 0.075 m. ; width, 0.175 m. ; thickness, 0.044 m. ; height of letters, ca. 0.01 m.

Inv. No. I 2254.
ca. 200 A.D.

Eioidoros

[é¢] Otov
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34 (Plate 15). Fragment from the top of a small columnar altar, found in
Section ¥ in February, 1947.

Height, 0.105 m.; diameter, 0.23 m.; height of letters, ca. 0.015 m.
Inv. No. I 5960.
saec. II/11T p.
Ad “YTio [ron]
[~~=Iv[--]

The altar may be a votive offering from the sanctuary on the hill of Pnyx.?® There
is a circular depression in the upper surface, measuring 0.10 m. in diameter and

0.015 m. in depth.

35 (Plates 15-18). Several fragments of Pentelic marble, which belong to one
(or more ?) cylindrical dedicatory monuments.

(a) Broken on all sides, found in the wall of a modern house in Section N on
November 23, 1934. Height, 0.20 m.; width, 0.14 m.; thickness, 0.27 m.; height of
letters, 0.025 m.

Inv. No. I 2210.

(b) Broken on all sides, found in the Stoa of Attalos in February, 1936. Height,
0.126 m.; width, 0.36 m. ; thickness, 0.275 m.; height of letters, 0.03 m.

Inv. No. I 2343b.

(¢) Broken on all sides, found in a Turkish cesspool on March 5, 1936. Height,
0.22 m.; width, 0.145 m.; thickness, 0.195 m.; height of letters, 0.027 m.

Inv. No. I 2343c.

(d) Two joining fragments, one of which preserves part of the bottom of the
monument, found on April 5, 1935, in demolition work in Section O. Height, ca.
0.46 m.; width, ca. 0.40 m.; height of letters, 0.025 m.

Inv. No. 2717a.

(¢) A small fragment with cable moulding similar to fragment d, found on the
surface in Section O on February 9, 1934.

Height, 0.06 m.; width, 0.06 m.; thickness, 0.09 m.; height of letters, 0.025 m.

Inv. No. I 2399.

%6 See Thompson, Hesperia, V, 1936, pp. 154-156, and, for other dedications, I.G., II2, 4798~
4811, 4843. Cf. also A. B. Cook, Zeus, 1, p. 147.
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(f) Broken on all sides, with a cable moulding similar to fragment d, found in
a modern wall in Section O on April 5, 1935. Height, 0.07 m.; width, 0.12 m.; height
of letter, 0.025 m.

Inv. No. I2717c.

(g) Broken on all sides, found in a modern wall in Section O on April 5, 1933,
Height, 0.23 m.; width, 0.29 m.; height of letters, 0.025 m.

Inv. No. I2717b.

(h) Broken on all sides, found near the surface in Section O on February 6, 1936.

Height, 0.15 m.; width, 0.26 m.; thickness, 0.08 m.; height of letters, 0.022 m.
Inv. No. I 2393.

(¢) Broken on all sides, found in Section O on March 4, 1935. Height, 0.25 m.;
width, 0.25 m.; thickness, 0.30 m.; height of letter, 0.035 m.

Inv. No. I 2564.

(7) Broken on all sides, found in the demolition of a modern house in Section O
on January 25, 1935. Height, 0.182 m.; width, 0.053 m.; thickness, 0.157 m.; height
of letters, 0.03 m. (in line 1), 0.01 m. (in line 2).

Inv. No. I 2343a.

The inscription is on a large shield (?) in low relief.

aet. imp. Rom.

(a) Ho[-----

(b) Népewa

(¢) [Mava]brhraa

(d) Koprilea

() ———=wm———= OFf ————wW———
(f) ——-—- o

(g) ['O\]vumiea év *Abjva[us]

(h) [ra év] Spdpra (sic) [k]owa [*Acias]

(1) ——==-m or p———-
(7)) -——-MO-—--
Sr[————~ ]

In addition to the inscribed fragments there is an uninscribed piece with similar
ornamentation. The Kornelia will be of interest, and will pose a problem, to students
of Greek games and festivals. In (4) the formula is uncertain; obviously there is
no room to restore Sudpval[v klowd ['Acias], but the reading also is clearly not

Sudpry.
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GRAVE MONUMENTS (36-64)

36 (Plate 18). Base of a funeral monument of Pentelic marble, found in a
modern fill in Section IT on February 2, 1935.

Height, 0.19 m.; width, 0.49 m.; thickness, 0.40 m, height of letters, 0.02 m.-
0.03 m.

Inv. No. I 2352.

saec. VI a.
[-mmmmmmmmm e ]
[--—-———==—=— - gob 8¢ fav]
dvros €xoot pihot [———— wévl]
os d\aoTov vacat

The text is in hexameter verse, without any arrangement for division of lines
other than that necessitated by the width of the stone. At the top, near the left front,
appears the front corner of a rough-picked cutting. The stone is broken at the top,
but unless this cutting was very deep the inscription could have contained only three
or four lines; a text of four lines would give space for two hexameters. The bottom
of the stone is rough-picked, the back is slightly smoother, and the left side appears
to be original. This inscription will be published as no. 28A by Paul Friedlander in
his forthcoming book Epigrammata: Greek Inscriptions in Verse, from the Begin-

nings to the Persian IWars (Berkeley and Los Angeles, University of California Press,
1948).

37 (Plate 18). Fragment of a grave stele of Pentelic marble, broken on all
sides but with the rough-picked back preserved, found on the surface in Asteroskopeiou
Street on September 13, 1945.

Height, 0.039 m.; width, 0.13 m.; thickness, 0.185 m.; height of letters, 0.015 m.
Inv. No. I5901.

The inscription is stoichedon, with a chequer pattern which measures 0.017 m.
across and 0.024 m. down. The stone was seen and copied by Pittakys, and is now
published as I1.G., I?, 941 (cf. Hesperia, XVI, 1947, p. 208).

ca. 450 B.C. STOIX.

[Av]oavias [®e]Noxaevi| Bes]
[’Ap]xtddes 10 [N]avkparid|[es]
[Ev ] kheides [Ne]xok [k]Aés
[’Ap]iorokhé|s] [..]lomes

5 [Ed]k\eides [Ac]ovdorios
[’Ep ] aciorpa|7os] [B€e]oxapide[s]
[E]dapxides 15 - [Te]ioirhet[Ses]
[..]eropt|des] [..]xov
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The stone has suffered a recent fracture at the upper left corner, so that it is
impossible now to control Pittakys’ readings at the beginning of lines 1 and 2. Several
changes in the other names are necessary, the most significant being in line 7. The
traditional [KA]ewropi[des] in line 8 is no more satisfactory as a restoration than
[’Ov]eropi[Bes]. Inline 11 a kappa was cut twice by mistake, and one of them erased.

The date is suggested by the forms of the letters. The sloping bar of the alpha
and the four-bar sigma exclude any date much before or after the middle of the
century.

38 (Plate 18). Fragment of a dedicatory base of Hymettian marble, broken
on all sides, found in Section ® on February 15, 1947.

Height, 0.13 m.; width, 0.33 m.; thickness, 0.26 m.; height of letters, 0.03 m.
Inv. No. I 5961.
aet. imp. Rom.

[..]vos *Ovdao[v]
["Ay]yernOev

39 (Plate 19). Columnar grave monument, broken at the top and bottom, found
in Section 00 on May 7, 1947.

Height, 0.32 m. ; diameter, 0.15 m.; height of letters, 0.02 m.

Inv. No. I 5979.

aet. imp. Rom.

[~ ]
Movo [at]o[v]
*ANe€av
SpéwS‘
y[v]d

40 (Plate 19). Part of a columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble,
broken on all sides, found in the wall of a modern house in Section ® on May 4, 1946.

Height, 0.22 m.; height of letters, 0.02 m.
Inv. No. I 5908.
saec. IIT a.
Kal\[iomn ?]
"Apon [vie]
“Tuv|ov]
yv[vi]
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The ethnic form ’Auwomria is to be preferred slightly to ’Auwenry for reasons of
symmetry in spacing. Cf. 1.G., IT?, 8060. .

41 (Plate 19). Columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble, brought to
the excavations from a store of building material on a lot near by on January 29, 1947.

Height, 0.77 m.; diameter at the top, 0.26 m.; height of letters in (a), 0.03 m.-
0.04 m.; in (b), 0.05 m.-0.07 m.

Inv. No. I 5939.

(a) saec. II/1 a. (b) saec. I/11 p.
Xdapns [E]dmo
Awovvaiov pos
’Avrioxevs

42 (Plate 19). Fragment of a sepulchral stele, with the back preserved but
broken on all sides, found in the wall of a modern house in Section II on January &,
1935. Below the inscription is a rudely cut recess with traces of sculpture, apparently
the top of a head.

Height, 0.215 m. ; width, 0.235 m.; thickness, 0.11 m.; height of letters, 0.025 m.-
0.03 m.

Inv. No. I 2294.

(a) ca. saec. I a. (b) ca. saec. I p.
[——-—-- ] [~ ]
[~ = ~Irios [ Jooa[- - -]
’Axapreds

The inscribed surface was carelessly dressed, in an effort to obliterate an earlier
inscription and to prepare the stone for the epitaph of the Acharnian.

43 (Plate 20). Part of a columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble,
found in the wall of a modern house in Section N on November 22, 1934.
Height, 0.21 m.; width, 0.17 m.; height of letters, 0.02 m.
Inv. No. I 2208.
saec. ITI1/11 a.

[Ac]ovi|aos]

[Z]7par[-——]

[T ]apyn[rrio]s

The close spacing of the letters in the last line argues against long names in lines
1 and 2.
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44 (Plate 20). Columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble, found in the
excavated area in February of 1947.

Height, 0.37 m.; diameter, 0.17 m.; height of letters, ca. 0.02 m.
Inv. No. I 5941.
saec. 111 a.

’Apkeoilaos
"HAwvos "HAetos

The name ’Apkecilaos was first cut as ’Apkecilas; then, without erasure, the
omikron was cut over the sigma and the final sigma added.

45 (Plate 20). Two joining fragments of Pentelic marble, the larger found
in a modern house in Section N on September 28, 1934, and the smaller in a house in
Section @ in the previous year. The bottom is preserved, but the stones are otherwise
broken.

Height, 0.211 m. ; width, 0.33 m. ; thickness, 0.165 m. ; height of letters, ca. 0.025 m.
Inv. Nos. I 2110 4 270.

aet. imp. Rom.
[-——]drov II[a]7po[kNéovs ——— Buydrnp]
[-—— Kndleaoié[ws] yvv[]

46 (Plate 20). Rough fragment of a grave stele of Hymettian marble, with
the left edge preserved, found in Section OD on June 7, 1946.

Height, 0.185 m. ; width, 0.17 m. ; thickness, 0.08 m. ; height of letters, ca. 0.015 m.
Inv. No. I 5913.

saec. I1T a.
Tya[ -]
wals
Eévwvos Kv[d]
abdn (vaéws)

47 (Plate 20). Gravestone of Hymettian marble, found in the wall of a By-
zantine house in Section OO on June 11, 1947. The surface of the stone has been

partially smoothed, and there are worn breaks at the sides and top; the break at the
bottom is not worn.

Height, 0.21 m.; width, 0.29 m.; thickness, 0.10 m.; height of letters, 0.018 m.-
0.022 m.

Inv. No. I 6011.
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saec. I a.
[PATNé€avd| pos]
Krjowv|os]
M\fjoios

48 (Plate 21). Columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble, found in the
wall of a Byzantine house in Section IIII on April 30, 1947.

Height, 0.085 m.; diameter, 0.22 m.; height of letters, 0.022 m.-0.025 m.
Inv. No. I 5976.

saec. I a.
*Adpodioia
’Apiorovos
M\yoia

49 (Plate 21). Fragment of a columnar grave monument, broken on all sides,
found in the excavated area in February of 1947.

Height, 0.27 m.; height of letters, 0.04 m.
Inv. No. I 5950.

aet. 1mp. Rom.
[Acorv]oédw [ pos]

[Anu]nrplov
[ MeA1}]oeos

50 (Plate 21). Columnar grave monument of coarse-grained white island marble,
brought to the excavations from a store of building material on a lot near by on
January 29, 1947.

Height, 0.52 m. ; diameter at the top, 0.19 m. ; height of letters, 0.015 m.-0.025 m.

Inv. No. I 5938.

saec. 11 a.
Eiprjvy
"Amol\wviov
M\yoia
dalakpiovos
5 Aopmrpeéns
yovij
The stone was published as C.1.G., 703 b, from an imperfect copy sent to Boeckh
by H. K. E. Koehler, and other editions have been derived from this. The latest
version before the present re-discovery is 1.G., IT% 9531.
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51 (Plate 21). Fragment from the upper part of a columnar grave monument,
found in the excavated area in February of 1947.

Height, 0.33 m. ; height of letters, 0.04 m.
Inv. No. I 5940.

saec. 1 p.

Avoias
M\rjoe| os]

52 (Plate 21). Grave stele of Hymettian marble, broken at the bottom, found
in Section ® on September 15, 1945. The back is rough-picked.

Height, 0.18 m.; width, 0.25 m.; thickness, 0.05 m.; height of letters, 0.015 m.-
0.02 m.

Inv. No. I 5900.
saec. 11T a.
’ApioréBovhos
Mevimrmrov
‘Papuvovoios

53 (Plate 21). Columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble, found in the
wall of a modern house in Section O on October 27, 1934.

Height, 0.311 m.; diameter, 0.156 m.; height of letters, 0.023 m.
Inv. No. I 2055.
ca. saec. I p.
Aravi|a]
®npwvos
Tvpta
For the name, see 1.G., I11°, 7547.

54 (Plate 22). Fragment of Pentelic marble, broken on all sides, found in the
wall of a modern house in Section O on November 22, 1934. There are projecting
mouldings at the top and two flat fasciae below.

Height, 0.219 m.; width, 0.355 m. ; thickness, 0.210 m.; height of letters, 0.03 m.
Inv. No. I 2090.
ca. saec. 11 p.
[-—=-=—-- 1 *A\eédvSpov O[vydrmp]
[éx Pa]|Anpéwv
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Alexander, the father, may be the same as the Alexander (of Phaleron) of /.G,
112, 7593.

55 (Plate 22). Columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble, broken at the
bottom and otherwise damaged, found in Section K on July 4, 1947.

Height, 0.32 m.; diameter, 0.28 m. ; height of letters, 0.027 m.

Inv. No. I 6049.
saec. 111 /11 a.

Nwdorparos
Mev<e>kpdrov

DAveds
wmcised loutrophoros

56 (Plate 22). Top of a columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble, found
in the wall of a modern house in Section I on November 28, 1947.

Height, 0.273 m.; diameter, 0.194 m.; height of letters, 0.022 m.

Inv. No. I 2227.
ca. 300 B.c.

"Afnvasis
For the name, cf. also 1.G., II?, 10579 and 10580.

57 (Plate 22). Upper left corner of a block of Pentelic marble, with traces
of moulding above the inscription, found in the wall of a modern house in Section N

on November 9, 1934,
Height, 0.165 m.; width, 0.46 m.; thickness, 0.14 m.; height of letters, 0.025 m.

Inv. No. I 2202.
ca. 350 B.C.

58 (Plate 22). Columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble, found about
160 m. southwest of the Observatory, at a depth of about 2 m., when workmen were
excavating for an air-raid shelter, and brought to the excavations early in June of

1946.
Height, 0.62 m.; diameter, 0.18 m. ; height of letters, 0.025 m.-0.03 m.

Inv. No. I 5914,
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saec. 111/11 a.

Adprov

59 (Plate 22). Fragment of a columnar grave monument of Hymettian marble,
found in the excavated area in February of 1947.

Height, 0.23 m.; diameter, 0.17 m.; height of letters, 0.02 m.
Inv. No. I 5948.

saec. 1 p.
"Epws
xpno [7és]

Enough is preserved of the fourth letter in line 1 to make the reading certain.

60 (Plate 23). Fragment from the upper part of a columnar grave monument,
found in the excavated area in February of 1947.

Height, 0.23 m.; estimated diameter, 0.25 m.; height of letters, ca. 0.025 m.

Inv. No. I 5957.
saec. I111/11 a.

[Ed] dpood[v]
[‘Ep]poy[évov]

61 (Plate 23). Grave stele of Hymettian marble, broken at the bottom, found
in Section ® on June 27, 1947. The top and sides were dressed with a toothed chisel;
the back is rough.

Height, 0.275 m.; width, 0.29 m.; thickness, 0.055 m.; height of letters, 0.025 m.

Inv. No. I 6019.

saec. 111 a.
Kmj[ow]v

For the same single name on a grave monument, see /.G., IT%, 11921/2.

62 (Plate 23). Fragment of an inscribed stele of Pentelic marble, found in the
wall of a modern house in Section IT on December 5, 1934. The rough-picked back
and part of the rough-picked top of the pediment are preserved.

Height, 0.185 m. ; width, 0.177 m. ; thickness, 0.16 m.; height of letters, ca. 0.014 m.
Inv. No. I2235.
ca. 350 B.c.

Avowrpdry [—————— ]
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63 (Plate 23). Fragment from the upper left corner of a grave stele of Pen-
telic marble, showing part of a relief in a sunken field, found in the wall of a modern
house in Section ® on June 5, 1946. The back is rough-picked.

Height, 0.215 m.; width, 0.15 m.; thickness, 0.052 m. ; height of letters, 0.015 m.

Inv. No. I 5915.

saec. IV a.

Sdrvpos

64 (Plate 23). Top of a columnar grave monument, found in the excavated
area in February of 1947.

Height, 0.24 m.; diameter, 0.14 m.; height of letters, ca. 0.025 m.
Inv. No. I 5942.
ca. saec. 11/1 a.
Pilwv
Xpnorés
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