AN HONORARY EPIGRAM FOR EMPRESS EUDOCIA
IN THE ATHENIAN AGORA
(PLATE 69)

FRAGMENT OF A COLUMNAR MONUMENT in the Athenian Agora cata-

logued by the excavators as a grave monument carries a text that was initially edited

by Werner Peek as a grave inscription.! This article offers a new edition and interpretation

of that fragment, I 3558 a, together with the first edition of the remaining fragments, joined
under the inventory number I 3558 b.?

Agora Inv. No. I 3558

a: LA 113 (PL. 69)°. A surface find, brought in from the area of the Stoa of Attalos,
February 1936. Fragment of a columnar monument, probably a statue base. White Pentelic
marble. Bottom preserved.

H. 0.475; W. 0.305; T. 0.16 m. (diameter ca. 0.62 m.). L.H. 0.011-0.019; space between lines 0.008-
0.015 m.

Four lines of text inside a tabula ansata 0.11 m. high. The beginning of lines 1-3 and the
upper horizontal groove of the tabula worn, as well as the end of lines 3 and 4. The space
between the horizontal groove and the text is 0.005 m. on the top and 0.004-0.007 m. below.
The lines start within 0.077 to 0.087 m. from the left edge of the tabula.

b (PL. 69). Mended from four pieces: P 195, P 210, P 227, and P 302, of which P 227 is
preserved only in a photograph. All the fragments were found in Late Roman/Byzantine
context north of the Odeion (M 8), March through May 1936. Inscribed convex face only
preserved. White Pentelic marble.

V' W. Peek, Attische Grabschriften (Abhandlungen der deutschen Akademie der Wissenschaften zu Berlin,
Klasse fiur Sprachen, Literatur, und Kunst 3), Berlin 1956 (1957), 11, no. 197, pp: 56 (with drawing) and 63
(corrections):

(e]ice kaa[lyvnroc] or [e]i o€ kao[{yvyToc]
(el ov dbot[v ———]

moToTar|

*Ofvoc In[mo-]

21 am grateful to Professor Homer A. Thompson for permission to study and republish Agora I 3558 a
and to publish I 3558 b for the first time. I am indebted to my wife, M. A. Julia Burman, for her advice,
especially on Empress Eudocia and Athens. A preliminary version of this paper was presented in a graduate
seminar led by Professor Maarit Kaimio at the Institute of Classical Philology of the University of Helsinki in
October 1988. I am grateful for the comments given in the seminar by Professors P. Castrén, Maarit Kaimio,
H. Solin, H. Thesleff, and H. Zilliacus. For several useful suggestions I am indebted to Dr. Julie Bentz, Dr.
Judith Binder, Professor J. Camp, and Dr. C. K. Williams, II, who were kind enough to read through my
draft in vacillating English. Furthermore, I wish to thank Professor D. Feissel and Dr. Alison Frantz for their
suggestions on the second draft. Any errors which remain are, of course, my own.

3> The numbers prefixed ZA and P are from the field notebooks for those excavation sections. All the fol-
lowing measurements are mine; they differ slightly from Peek’s and those on the catalogue cards of the Mu-
seum of the Athenian Agora.

American School of Classical Studies at Athens %J&ﬁ

is collaborating with JSTOR to digitize, preserve, and extend access to ©

o

2

Hesperia STOR M
WwWw.jstor.org




372 ERKKI SIRONEN

P 210, P 195, and P 302 join, and P 227 belongs below P 210 and to the left of P 195 (see
PL. 69). Only P 302 preserves parts of all four lines of text. Measurements as joined:

H. 0.285; W. 0.192; T. 0.165 m. L.H. 0.011-0.021; space between lines 0.002-0.016 m.

Space between the horizontal grooves of the tabula 0.11 m., as in fragment a; same
degree of convexity. The space between the horizontal groove-and the text is 0.002-0.004 m.
at the top and 0.004-0.007 m. below.

In view of the similarities between the two fragments in the height of the tabula, the
height of letters and spaces between lines, the degree of convexity, the quality of the marble,
and the identical lettering, I regard them as belonging together. The letter height for the
entire inscription is thus 0.011-0.021 m. and the space between lines 0.002-0.016 m.

a E[tvelka ¢ [ca. 7] BaotAnidoc EDdokiac — -] b
Oevddaioc Baciielvc oTiigey dyalpa T6de]
moToTa[r ca. 9] EOO[?]N fepamovr|[——— -]
Oevdooio[ca. 9] OAA [-- [EXONTI[---—- ]

Line 1: Traces of the first letter are visible; it is epsilon, theta, omikron, or sigma. Damage to the area of the
next three letters is deeper than the grooves of the letters. The fifth letter, kappa, is sure despite the partial
damage. I follow the suggestion of Denis Feissel and Alison Frantz in reading €[{ve]ka here. The last letter on
fragment a is possibly phi, but omega or omikron is not out of the question. On fragment b the first letter must
be beta, of which there are no other occurrences. The restoration Edd[okiac] is based on the twice-mentioned
Oevddaioc and on the partly restored noun Bactiede in line 2.

Line 2: The first letter is theta rather than omikron, which would have to be smaller (cf. line 4). The first two
letters on fragment b could be chi or upsilon and epsilon or sigma. If O€vddai[oc Bacihe]ve oThiger dyal|ua
76d¢€] is restored, the line would be elegiac. A restoration in hexameters is possible but would be elaborate.
Several letters in o77joer have been damaged, but only the second sigma could be read as another letter (ep-
silon). Furthermore, the meter and the presence of the word dyaAua make a good argument for or7joev. The
last visible letter is more probably lambda than chi.

Line 3: The left leg and the horizontal stroke of pi have been damaged. The long vertical stroke of the second
letter is very likely that of an iota. The third letter could be sigma or epsilon. The shortness of the horizontal
stroke in the fourth letter makes tau more probable than gamma. There is no trace of a letter after alpha. For
fragment b it is necessary to rely on the small photograph of P 227 in the Agora catalogue, which shows either
€6o or efw. There is no other occurrence of omega, but if its form was w, no place is left between it and the
unsure nu in P 195. If omikron is to be restored, I would read efo[t]y, which is improbable owing to its dual
ending. The horizontal stroke at the end of the line belongs to tau. A restoration such as [év] éet is unfor-
tunately ruled out by the impossibility of reading epsilon.

Line 4: Peek’s reading *OfvAoc must be attributed to an inadequate squeeze because on the stone itself a
horizontal stroke crossing the normally sized circle of theta is partly visible. The second letter is epsilon; sigma
is out of the question because a part of the horizontal stroke is still visible. The fourth letter, delta, preserves
part of its lower horizontal stroke, so that it cannot be lambda. The last letter on fragment a is probably omi-
kron, but omega and phi are also palaeographically possible. For fragment b the photograph of P 227 reads
ola; it is difficult to calculate the number of letters missing before exovry[---—-- ]. Because of its height I
would read the last extant letter as iota.

All letters of the alphabet are attested except for { y, &, ¢, V¥, and w. There are no diacritical marks such
as the spiritus. The lettering is reminiscent of /G 112, 3818, an honorary inscription from the early 5th century
after Christ, and gravestones /G 112, 11952 (middle of the 5th century), 12473, and 13166 (both dated 3rd or
4th century after Christ), but it is more carefully cut.
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The erection of a statue by a person designated in the singular, most probably Theo-
dosius (the Emperor?), is mentioned. In the first line an empress Eud(ocia?) is named in the
genitive, possibly a reference to the person depicted in the statue. In the last two lines are
parts of three words, “the most loyal”, “servant”, and “Theodosius”, of which the case end-
ings are not known.

Be[cause ?] of [-——-] Empress Eud[ocia—- |
Theodosi[us the EmperJor put up [this] statue.
The most loyal [-—--] servant [--——]
Theodosi[us ——--] having (?) [----].

Line 7: BagiAnic in the meaning “queen” or “empress” is attested in the writings of the 4th-
century astrologer Manetho and the poet Balbilla, ca. a.0. 130.* For Ed3[oxiac the epic form
Ed3[okinc could naturally be restored, as in the Greek Anthology 1.10, line 1 and 15.15,
line 1.

Line 2: The contracted form Oevddaioc is very common, especially in poetic texts. It is not
restricted to references to emperors of this name.®

Line 3: moréraroc and fepamwy may belong together, as in the Greek Anthology 15.15,
line 4: kat moTov Bepamovra aknmTOVY 00 AdOVTOC.

Line 4: EXONTI[ does not necessarily imply a form of €éxw; there is no reason to try to
restore it with the numerous compounds.

It is probable that the monument in question is a statue base for one figure because the
diameter is only ca. 0.62 m. It was obviously a statue of Empress Eudocia, because it would
be implausible for Emperor Theodosius II to be identified through his wife.® This interpre-
tation, of course, takes for granted that the Theodosius in line 2 is the Emperor Theodosius
II. It could be someone else with the same name, but the restored [BactAe]dc and the likeli-
hood that it is his wife who is mentioned in the first line make a strong case for Theodosius
II. It is possible, but by no means sure, that the Theodosius in the last line is the same
person.’

The Agora inscription is remarkable in two ways. First, this kind of inscribed imperial

“Manetho 1.283: ... BacgiAnidoc éoi yevéfAn. Balbilla’s epigram on the colossus of Memnon: répmet
yap o’ épdra pépda Bacihijdoc dupac (A. and E. Bernand, Les inscriptions grecques et latines du Colosse de
Memnon, Paris 1960, pp. 93-96, no. 30, line 3).

SE.g., IG 112, 4223, line 8: .. .vevpart Oevdooiov; Greek Anthology 9.690, line 1: Oevddaioc T6de
Telxoc . . .;9.682, line 2: . . .Oevddaioc Bacthede; Palatine Anthology 16.65, line 2: Oevddate, Gynrotot. . .. 1
agree with the date proposed for /G 112, 4223 in the reign of the first Theodosius (A. H. M. Jones et al., The
Prosopography of the Later Roman Empire 1, Cambridge 1971, s.v. Theodorus 16 and D. Feissel, “Notes
d’épigraphie chrétienne VII,” BCH 108, 1984 [pp. 545-579], p. 550 with note 30); Agora I 3558 cannot be
linked with it.

¢ Note, however, the rare example in the Greek Anthology, 1.2, line 1, in which Justin II is named as the
spouse of Sophia: O¢toc ’lovarivoc, Zodine méate. . . .

"'The double occurrence of the name of an emperor seems to be rare, but there is one example in the Pala-
tine Anthology (16.69) of Emperor Zenon and his wife Ariadne. This two-line epigram, however, tends to
favor parallel constructions in its choice of words.
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columnar statue base has not previously been attested in Late Roman Attica.® Second, there
has been no concrete proof until now of Eudocia’s contacts with Athens.

Although Eudocia is traditionally considered to be a benefactress of Athens, even her
Athenian origin has been doubted.” Now it is certain that Eudocia had a connection with
Athens. There is still no information, however, about the reasons for the erection of this
statue.'® Could it have commemorated Eudocia’s marriage to Theodosius II on June 7,
A.D. 421 in Constantinople? Or could Eudocia have built something in Athens? As there
was a vigorous building campaign in Athens in the early 5th century, it would be tempting
to associate this fragmentary inscription with some of the most notable official buildings of
this period. A good candidate would be the complex previously called “Gymnasium of the
Giants” but now to be regarded as the “Palace of the Giants”:!" the smaller fragments of the
inscription were found squarely in front of the fagade of the Palace of the Giants.

It seems likely that the inscription dates from the time soon after the imperial marriage
in A.p. 421, although the apparent absence of the title A¥yoveora or ZeBacty in the epi-
gram does not exclude the period after Eudocia was granted this title.!> From the 430’s on,
she was more or less involved in religious disputes and monasticism in Jerusalem, so that it
would seem almost impossible to date this honorary inscription in the later period.

ERrkk1 SIRONEN

FINNISH INSTITUTE AT ATHENS
30 Propileon

GR-117 42 Athens

Greece

8 My re-editions of Late Roman inscriptions from Attica will appear in the publications of The Finnish
Institute at Athens as a part of its first project, “Last Pagan Revival at Athens in A.D. 267-529".

° K. Holum (Theodosian Empresses. Women and Imperial Dominion in Late Antiquity, Berkeley 1982,
pp- 117-118) thinks that Eudocia was from Antioch.

10 Euagrios’ Historia ecclesiastica 1.20 mentions Eudocia in Antioch and an honorary statue for her, but
there are no clues relating to the statue in Athens.

11H. A. Thompson, “The Palace of the Giants,” in A. Frantz, The Athenian Agora, XXIV, Late Antiquity:
A.D. 267-700, Princeton 1988, pp. 95-116. Thompson suggests (p. 110) that the building “may be supposed
to have evoked some association with the emperor,” and furthermore (pp. 111-112) that perhaps its most
probable use was as an official residence. It would have been maintained by the Imperial government and
intended for the occasional accommodation either of the emperor himself or of high-ranking Imperial officials
when on tours of duty. Thompson (p. 113), asking who paid for the construction, suggests that some wealthy
individual is a more probable answer than a government department. Finally (p. 114), Thompson says that
the Athenian establishment could not possibly have accommodated an imperial household. While I am in
general agreement with Professor Thompson, I would like to draw attention to the information given, e.g., by
Johannes Malalas (Chronographia, in Patrologiae cursus completus, series graeca 97, Paris 1865, col. 529),
that Eudocia’s brother Ges(s)ius was given the prefecture of Illyricum. It might not be too far fetched to
suppose that Eudocia or her brother could have demonstrated an increase in status by such a building. It seems
to be more than a mere coincidence that it is a possibly Imperial building dated between a.p. 410 and 425 in
front of which fragments of a statue base for Empress Eudocia, herself probably an Athenian, were found. For
further evidence on Gessius, see J. R. Martindale, The Prosopography of the Later Roman Empire 11, Cam-
bridge 1980, s.v. Gessius 2.

12 Ibid., s.v. Aelia Fudocia (Athenais) 2.
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