EXCAVATIONS AT SPARTA, 1924-25.

§ 3.—THE INSCRIPTIONS.
(Prate XVI)
(a) From the Theatre.

THE yield of inscriptions from our two seasons’ work at the Theatre
would not have been extensive but for the fact that the marble facing-
blocks af the East Parodos-wall proved to be almost covered with a
series of texts, for a distance of some fifteen metres from its west end
{(adjoining the Orchestra). When we had finished excavating this wall,
past the point where the inscriptions ended, we had before us an inscribed
monument, second only, among monumental inscriptions of the Greek
mainland, to the great Terrace-wall at Delphi. Our documents consist
of lists of Magistrates, and the cursus honorum of individual Spartan
officials, dating from the first half of the second century of our era.
Twenty-eight separate documents are recorded on the wall as it stands,
and other twenty-four are contained, in whole or part, on fallen blocks
and fragments, some of the latter very small, which came to light in
front of the wall, or a short distance away from it. In addition, three
fragments of similar records, Nos. 1 E 25-27, were discovered close to
the east end of the corresponding West Parodos-wall, which has had its
marble facing-blocks almost all stripped away, and none of the inscrip-
tions, which we may presume it bore, have survived in situ.

A second series containing similar documents consists of the inscribed
marble blocks forming one side of the water-channel running round the
Orchestra. Five such blocks have been unearthed (2 a—€), but here
again the inscriptions seem to stop short. Of individual texts, here
published, Nos. 3-11 consist of statue-bases (complete or fragmentary),
together with two lists of magistrates and a cursus honorum, all of Imperial
date. Nos. 12—-15 are portions of inscribed bronze tablets (of the second
century of our era) relating, as far as can be seen, to athletic contests;

! I am indebted for help in copying these inscriptions, in 1924 to Miss U. D. Hunt,
and in 1925 to Messrs. R. P. Austin and J. H. lliffe, Students of the British School. Mr.
Austin, in addition to much careful work in copying, and in deciphering some of the more
difficult texts (Nos. 2 and 20 in particular), made many of the squeezes reproduced in this
article, which have proved most helpful to me.
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only No. 12 gives us any continuous sense. Nos. 16-19 are dedications,
perhaps all brought from elsewhere in mediaeval times as building-
material, of which No. 19 is an interesting archaic fragment, possibly
of late sixth-century date. Nos. 20 and 21 belong closely together, as
their contents refer to building activities at the Theatre carried on by
order of the Proconsul Ampelius in A.D. 359.} Finally, Nos. 22-24 are
three small fragments of decrees, of little intrinsic importance, but interest-
ing in view of the scarcity of Spartan documents of this nature.

A few inscriptions found elsewhere than at the Theatre are puBlished
separately below (pp. 233 ff.). .

1. (2738, etc.).2 An account of the East Parodos-wall from its
architectural standpoint is given above (p. 133 f.), and we are here only
concerned with its inscriptions. PL XVI, 1, shews the scale and position
of the inscribed blocks found in sifu, from which it will be seen that in
the lowest course (A), only four texts are preserved, on blocks A 3-35, 9,
10 and 12; east of A 12 no block is inscribed. In the next lowest course
(B) nine blocks are inscribed, with thirteen different texts. In the next
(C) there are eleven blocks inscribed, with eleven texts, and in D, the
highest of the courses preserved, from which only three blocks survive,
only D 3 bears an inscription. (The total of twenty-nine texts is reached,
because the text on C 4 continues down on to B 4, and has thus been
reckoned twice over.) All the fallen blocks have been given, provisionally,
the letter E before their number.

In order to economise space, and in consideration of the fact that
there is very little that is doubtful in the reading of the inscriptions as
a whole, no facsimile is here published. An exact reproduction from a
squeeze is, however, given of A 1z, and a photograph (Pl. XVI, 2) of part
of the east end of the wall will help to give an idea of the lettering and
the dressing of the stones. I have tried so to space the transcripts, as
to shew, where necessary, the joints of the blocks in texts which occupy
more than one stone; and where it is desirable not to misrépresent the
relative position of the names, etc., in a text containing more than one
column, I have not expanded either the abbreviated Roman names or

1 No. 20 contains also two lists of Imperial-age magistrates, not later than the second
century.

* The number in brackets is that of the excavation-inventory, continuing the record
from the excavations of 19o6-10. A separate inventory-number has not been given to
each of the texts on the wall, or its fallen blocks.
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the sign < used for the patronymic when father and son have the same

name.!

The following analysis of the contents of these texts will simplify
reference, and give an idea of their range and approximate date.

1. Lists of Magistrates.

No. Office. Name of Eponymos, Date and other remarks.

A 3-5. Fépovres A. Oborooanvds "ApigTokpdTys |ca. 115; complete.

Cr1. " (lost) early in reign of Trajan; first
ten (?) names lost.

C6-7 s (lost) ca. 110; about four names lost;
is a duplicate of v. 1, 20 B (just
before A 3-57).

C 9~-10 " T. *ABiSi0s Biddas ca.150; complete.

E 1. . T. ’ledAios dihoxAeidas Trajanic, before C 6-7; first twelve
names only; duplicates v. 1, 97.

E 2 . T. ’lobAsos "Aynoiraos ca. 100—-105 (later than C 1); first
six names only.

E 3. . (lost) Trajanic; small part from end of
a list.

E 24. » (lost) (?); small damaged fragment.

B 1 (y). “Egopot *Aptarédauos ca. 110 (?); one name left out.

B4 (y). » AauoxAis (II1) late Trajanic,

C2 . Srapriatikds (Ti8. KA.) early ,,

C 3 (a). " . Nixoxpdrys late »

C11. » T. 'ABidios Buddas ca. 150.

E 4 " Topywmnilas early Trajanic (?).

Es ' T. ’ledAsos KAéavdpos Vs 1 ?).

E 6. " T. 'lobAtos ®irokAeidas see E 1; duplicate of v. 1, 51
(fragment).

B 2. NopopiAaxes KAeddauos ca. 110 (?).

B 7. . (KA.) MepieAis early Hadrianic (?).

C 3 (8). . NikokpaTys see C 3 (a).

E 7. " KaaokéAAios *ApiaToTéAns ca. 150, after Biadas.

E 8. - (lost) t I £ ts, undatabl

Eo. " - } wo small fragments, undatable.

B 3. Bidvo: (deliberately omitted) Hadrianic; complete list.

B 5. ' Avaiuaxos early Hadrianic (?); five names
only.

C4(&By). . (two names lost) before B 4 (a, 7).

E 10. v Actlpaxos Mpatdra ca. 100; three names only.

E ;; ,i (2) (kft) }two doubtful fragments.

Bt (8). Tuvatkovdpot NucokpiTys see C 3 (a).

E 14. " (lost) doubtful.

1 In my commentary I have Latinized the praenomina and nomina of men with
Roman citizenship, but only those cognomina which are of Latin origin, ¢.g. Pius, while
retaining a literal transcription for all other cognomina and for the names of those who did

not possess it.

M
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II. Cursus Honorum.

No. Name. Date and other remarks,
Ag. Ayiwy Apremaiov ca. 115—140.
A 10, Ed36xtpos Aaporpdrovs (ditto ?)
A 12. [losxplvees ([Iooxpliaov) ca. 120-150.
B 8. Xdpns (XdpyTos) (ditto)
Bog. Newdpwy ZhAov ca. 125-145 (?).
Cs. (lost) ca. 130-150 (?).
D 3. T'v. Kavivios TloAAias ca. 115-130.
E 12. ’Endyafos SwkpdTous ca. 110-125.

III. Single Posts.

No. Name, Post.
B 4 (a). SiTipos TpaTovikov Tpaupatevs BovAas
B 6. KAéwy SwowpdTovs » ,,
C 8. T. ’LovAtos BowdTios Fuvaikovduos
B 1 (a). Nixfipopos Nixoarpdrov KijpvE [ These entries have perhaps over-
E 13. 'AAekiuaxos Swrnplixov (none) flowed from adjacent stones.

It will be seen that much more than half of the datable texts fall
into the first quarter of the second century. Some of those called ¢ early
Trajanic ’ or ‘ ca. 100-105 ~ may be just earlier than 1o0, but I feel sure
that none can be as early as go—perhaps not even as 95. What principle
of selection governed the choice of lists, or their position on the wall, is
quite uncertain. Nor is there anything to shew what restrictions there
were to engraving one’s cursus on it.

The exact position of the missing blocks is not recoverable, nor can
we yet tell whether the fourth course was engraved for its whole length,
or which (if any) of the blocks of the fifth course were inscribed. A study
of the dimensions of the fallen blocks which are complete, or nearly so,?
shews that they amount to approximately ten metres’ length if placed
end to end, leaving out of account the greater part of the smaller frag-
ments, for which the original length is seldom even conjecturable. Now
the sketch of the wall (Pl. XVI, 1) shews that, if we restore the inscribed
blocks as having started on the extreme left, as close as possible to the
coping, in courses A, B and C, we only have the following length of
blocks lost: A—1:65 m.; B—4 m.; C—3-65 m.; giving a total of

1 E 1, length 1-75 m.; E 2, 1-03; E 3, 1:26; E 4, 1700; E 5, -89; E 7, ca. 1-10 (con-
jectural); E 10, 1-20; E 12,:78; E 13, ‘80. Total 9-81 metres.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50068245400010649 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068245400010649

SPARTA. THE INSCRIPTIONS. 163

0.30 metres, obviously inadequate for our ten metres’ length of fallen
blocks. . As, however, we have to place somewhere on the wall no less
than thirteen other blocks represented by small fragments only, it is
plain that the fourth course (D) at least—and perhaps some part of the
fifth—was also inscribed. Any attempt at an exact restoration would
be premature, as we cannot be sure that there are not still some inscribed
blocks, or at any rate fragments, lying further out in front of the wall
in ground which we have not yet been able to clear. Only after another
campaign can we begin on a more precise attempt to identify the exact
positions of the fallen blocks, though it is worth pointing out here that
E 7 seems to belong to row A, as it is only 34 m. high, and the height of
courses B and C seems to have been ca. -36 and -38 respectively.

A 1, 2 (blank). A 3-5, see over.

A 9. Ayiwv 'ApTepciov ceitwrns émi Ack[ipd]yov
700 kai Neworpatovs, yepovaias émi Ilparovirov,
épopos émi Aapovikida, Tauias émi ModvedkTou, ye-
povaias 7o 3 émi ’AptaToxhéovs, vopopuhdkwy mp(éoBus)
5 émi’ AvmimdTpov, yepovaias 7o ' éni Iletov, yepovai-
as 76 &' [///éml *AptaToBovrov, Bidéwv mp(éaBus) émi’ Ova-
ouchetda, émi Eddduov ’Arviwv *Apreptaiov yepovaias 16 mévmTov.
(The last entry added later in smaller and poorer lettering.)

A 10. Elddrtpos Aaporpdrovs Tob Zarévdov-
Tos, StaBérys, ceTwvys To B am’ AlyimTov,
xaTavyerevs Tov Edpurheiov, yopayos,
SikacTaywyos amo Sdpov, EevoxpiTns
5 els "ANdBavta, Taulas, yepovaias To vy,
’ ’ \ 7 ¢ A A 3y 14
Bideos, oeetdvns To ' Umép Tov aderdov,
A 3 b ’ b M 2 ¥ ~
kal ovx émoinoa éxBornw év oddemd ceiTw-

’
via.
4
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THC
A 12. [lodyplyoos (Tooxpioov), yepovaias émi Khéwvos,

[ia)Bérns émi ‘Epuoyévous é’ ol

éviknoav Kovoovpeis 8’ érdv Tegepdrovra, (sic)

5 mpeaBevrys mpos Tov év feols

‘Arpiavov els Newwomohw mpoika, Aovs,
SikacTaywyds damo/[ *Acias émi Khavdiov ’ApijaToTé-
yuvatkovépos émi *ABidiov Bidda.

(Edges of anathyrosis.)
(L. 1. The letters 755 are carelessly cut and not connected with the
main text; possibly the remains of an earlier inscription incompletely
erased). '

Br (a) «xapvE (B) Zwavdpos Tpipwros, yuvatkovo-
N:ik[n]dpopos NikooTparov.  usjoas émi Nikoxpdrovs rata Tad
’ apxaia &0n
kai Tovs vouous, alrapyol 'AploTwy
’A¢podioiov,
DProxridas *Ovagieéovs, Td. "lov.
Pivjrwp ZwakpdTov(s],
5 Tldpis Proxdrov, "AdunTos <.
() "Egpopoc émi "ApioTodduov
Swavépos Tpidwvos.
(vacat)
Avorriis (AvoxMéovs) "Avrimdrpe xd(oev).
5 (vacat)
(vacat)
dinmrmos (Danimrmov) KheouBpoTo x(doev).
*Aynouchetdas Aaporxpdrovs.

B 2. Nopodpirares émi Kheodduov,
’Avyafok\ijs Sreddvov.
Teiporrijs Oecodwpov.
Mrdocwv Hagicréovs.
5 T.’lodMos AvowpdTys.
Mydowr (Mvdowvos). A (mason’s mark ?)
Nouo(8eixtns) *Ayaboxrijs <.

1 The sign is not < but <.
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B 3. Bidvos émi (vacat),
"Arvyaboxrfis EdSacpovida.
"Aptororparns TiporpdTovs.
Ka\ikpdTys SwaoTpdrov.

5 Taogiuriis Topywra.
Mevexhijs A péos.
T'd. "TovAios Mémmmos.

B 4. (a) Zirepos Mpato- (B) See C 4 (v) "Edopos émri Aaporiéovs,
virov ypa(ppaTevs) Bov- T. "To. Setundns MorvedsTov.
Ads émi Ed- E#dauos Netxorpdtovs.
xK\)Tov. T. 'lov. AapdxpiTos Aapoxpdrovs.

5 ‘Eppoyérms T\vkwvos.
*Aptatoveikidas Movaaiov.
Nouodeikras Zwoibapos (Zwoidduov,

B 5. Bidvor émi Avowpdyov, év mpéoBus B 6. [Tpapluatevs Bovis

Mparivicos (IlpaTovirov). [7o]v émi Tafov "TovAiov Avaikpa-
KXxavéios Hepixrss. rovs énavrov K éwy 3
2 ’ ’ ’ B¢0'( M )
Apiarovicibas Movaaiov. o iKpdTOVS.
5 Dirwv (Pidwvos). Kariiorparos Tiuoxpdlrovs.
(Edge.)

B 7. Nouopvrares émi Ilepixiéovs,
ov wpéaBus ApiaTovikidas Movaalov.
SwapriaTns AapapioTov.
Neoras "Apyrdda.
5 ®inmmos ’AvBimmov.
Ocipihos Eevorpdrovs.

4 4 b ! ’ 14 I
B 8. Xapms (Xapnros) ’AlkdoTe kdoev mpéaBus avvapyials]
70 B’ émi marpovépov Karhikpdrovs tod ‘Poddov,
4 \ r 3 4
ryepovTevoas To €', épopevaas, vouopuia-
kioas, ypapuatevs Bovhis yevduevos,
5 PBideos &is, mpéaBus yevéuevos dmaf, émipe-
ApTys Kopwvelas, Tapias, ceirwovicas.

B 9. [Netledpwv Zijhov émipernris kaidov émi Zidéxta,

I4 h Y 14 4 I\ ¢ ’ 4
ve(povaias) émi Sumépmov, ypeopvhaf émi Zutipov, wpd-
krwp Tov awo Edpueiéovs émri Newendbpov,
¥ 2 A 4 A\ 4
épopos émi Meviokov ral orepaviTns, xpeo-
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5 (sic) ovopos émi OeoppdaTov, ye(pavatas) To B émi 'Ovaot-
xheida, mp(éoBus) vopodurdrwy émi Aekipdyov,
éyévero 6¢ kal *Axtiwy ovvfiTys.
C 1. [Dépovres émi- -, ov mpéaBus - -
- - (at least ten names missing.) (Edge.)
[Aa]uléals "Alpxi]ada. Aaporrils  Kaiipariovs.  (C 2)

Tlagieridas Biodduov. Bevox)ijs Avaimov. (stc) see below.

[EYerepos HpaTovicov. I'dios Buvlaviov.
Mévavdpos Tpadixod. I(p)a(ppaTtevs) Bovias

5 Asoxhis Kexapiopuévov. TloAdevkTos  Ziprdovis.

*ApiatokpdTns Aapoxpatid[a]. Nouodixtys Zrpdrtios.

*Aynoivicos Neoha. ‘Trwoyp(apuatevs) Béryov (OéryorTos.)

Bariapyos Pirofévov. (vacat)
Droxparns Perorxéovs. E (vacat)
(I. 5, end, NO; 1. 6, end, 14.) (L7, ymor®.)

C 2. "Egopos émi SmapriaTixod

Beoxrdpevos Khvuévou.

KaAnixpdrns Ilodveréovs.

oMoy ‘Povdov.

5 ®iummos ZwkpdTovs TG TOVIKYS.
Ilepexnijs (ILepeanéovs).

C 3. (a) "E¢oplod] émi Nuxokpdrovs (B) Nouodiraxes émi NixoxpdTovs

Mevexrfis Kheodauov.
T. Khav. 'Avyaborxris
< AvnimdTpe xdoev.
Effvuos ’ApioTtoddpov. 5
5 Awokpartidas’ApiaTayspov.
Aredwpos Avovvaiov.
Nouo(8eixTns) >Ayaboriis
(Ayaborxréovs).
(l. 3 begins T & J)
C 4. Bidvorér[i] - - - [xai] - - -

bR 4
€P ov mavt ... .. Ve . ...

ITo. Méppios Aekipayos.
K\éapyos Eddapov.
MMasikpdrns PihoatpdTov.
Nukorpdarns Nuxoundovs.
Aiwr Alwvos.

Bovaryos kai ocvvepnBot.

(1. 2 begins m.) (I. 7 begins RM. )

Brngav Awovvaides Sexadio d¢ - -

vov [/[[w[p)égBus Zrépavos II - -
5 Eddauidlals ’Ayalfo]xréovs 6 kai Ilo . . .
(vacat.)

TOM - -
KaX\irpdTns *Apyimmov.
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(B 5) Nexorpdarn[s< Zsuiles nd(aev).
Nuxorparns Nirdpyolv.
‘Eppias Hao - -

10 Tpa(ppareds) "Hovyos No - -

Cs5. ------ - - -5 édopo[s]
[émi Khav]dio[v ’Apt]gr'_rq/émi)\ov, émri Ty
[8exiov €]mi T. "lov. Mevioxov, Tapias émi
[T. 'Tov. ®eolppdoTov, SikasTaywyos émi
[Ovlagikeida, ye[plovaias émi Avkovpyov feob.

€6,C7) |
C6. (a) [Tépovres émi- - -, dv mpéaBus] (B) [Edduelpos 'Apiwvos.]

(3 names lost) [CEmervyydveor Kiewvipov.]
A------ [Swrreidas Khewvipo]v.
Ao(vrros) Kav[ellvifos........ [XJare[tvos] (Xaretvov.)

Sas 7o 7. 5 ’Opnaidlopols Xpvaépwros.
TiB. Kha. ‘A[pulé[vetxos] Hapdar[adls Ocoxréovs 1o B'.
HpaToveixov 70 ', Myacéas (Mraoéov).
[Klaz\e[xpldTnls] Newxdpyov. *Ayaboxhijs Zwoidduov.
5 ’Alefipayos Zwtnpixov To B, Neixem,mos (Newlmmov)
Begdwpos Oeoxréovs 7o . Edpviret xd(oev).
€6/C7)

C7. (B) [K\éwr(KM\éwvos) Telioauerd k(daev)
Teporrfis (Tepoxhéovs) 'ArTind x(doev).
T;;15¢>epoc ’EmragpodeiTov.
*ApioTovekidas Movoaiov.

5 Nvugodotos Eevodavros.
Boas Gda.
Td. "Tovatos Mévavdpos (Mevdvdpov).
Toa(upnaTevs) Bov(rds) TeB. Kha. Neokaos
I paTouniida.

C 8. Tuvairovopos
I. ’TovAtos Boww-
Tios émi (I.) "Tov. Avai-
KpPATOUS.
(L 3, ETNO.)

https://doi.org/10.1017/50068245400010649 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068245400010649

169

THE INSCRIPTIONS.

SPARTA.

(vova)
: (1vova) *skdprioy
Somina 911 SuYaog ‘od ]  “SOVNPAIL sorvpol, *pI ‘noypogosyy ampldo] aowjsa
-0u00uT sadkiogy  HslyAoIp  cHsoglam\ip  soamidy, spglamyig  ‘aox
w100y amopaly *) skipduryyoy - nodpdlnisN &«.&wi '501.004017 S01Q
-apvy 1L 'snodpeand, soxw3nz ) soryaol, R [10)¢a¢]T, sormpLay,
(1vov0)

(®Nspuo € -

160)

("® X spud 9 [ 6 D)

((@Wspus S+

160)

(‘41X spus ¥ 16 9)

(‘Nd spus € [ 6 )
"soaonyLxqg amyprimeay R aorpgromy
siapradong R snorpdynromg shrpduryyoy
*s0¥QV $01YR0] \R n0X 343 S0QIuLININ
*s0n 003N s01v00], \R 10213¢0ddouy, skl
“pduomg R $A0ajdnQy SoQlAmYIp
*20d22039 QL wQJdkimg scasrino1p
*a0L3ds QL amasracdah ) sudpx
sags3du ap ‘ogpig (v sasaods ]

-210)

01+ 6)

https://doi.org/10.1017/50068245400010649 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068245400010649

170 A. M. WOODWARD

C 11. "E¢opos émi I'. "ABibilov Bidda, dv mpéaBus
EdBafBepioros Acoyévous.
Aapéviros (Aapovicov) Tot Edriyov.
T. K\addios *ApioToTénss.
5 Eddapos Meviarov.
KaAnikpdrns Eddauiba MwoAoytos.

D 3. (The only inscribed block in this course surviving.)
T'v. Kavivios HoAAias
yepovaias émi IlepixAéovs 7o o/,
yepovaias émi IlohvevrTov 70 B,
Bidvos émi Aapovixida,
5 mrpéoBus yepovtwv émi Kaioapos.

E 1—22: fallen blocks mostly found in front of the wall, at its

west end.

E 1. Tépovres émi I'. 'Tov(Aiov) Pirox)eida, dv mwpéaBus .
Avoxhets Nexia 7o €. Swavdpos Tpipwvos .
TiB. Kra. Netcoxheidas<vios 76 8’.  Newxoxpdrns NetxoBovrov.
*ApiaTopévns "EmuctijTov. "AptoTofios (ApiaTofSiov).

5 ’Apiorovexidas Edtvyida. 'Ayuddas Aaporpatida.

Aaporpdrns PirépwTos. *Apiarorpdrns Kalhepdrovs.
Tpavios (T'paviov). TiB. Kha. Aapéveixo[s].

(Col. 2, 1. 3 ends ®YA; L 5ends 1A.)

E 2. Tépovres émi I. "Iov. *Aynairdov, dv wpésBus
Zelrerpos patoveixov.
Kéivros<Mevexhel kdoev 10 7',
M. *AvbéaTios Piroxparns Proxhéovs o 8.
5 @coyévns<’ApioToxpdres kal Aapdper rd(oev).
Ao. ’Ampdwios HpaEipévns<.
Aapéas *Apyidda.
(1.6,/o\;zfor{)------ .
E 3. (Built into Byzantine house just to S. of the wall.)
[Tépovres émi - - - - - , @v wpéaBus]
(about 20 names lost)
-- - - [E¥]8apos % -
T. Kxav[8]ios "Agiiulwv] - -
T. K\[a]v[8c]os ‘Apudv[exo]s - -
©+ @, Kaihkpdtns Aapovicov. kfpvE
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5 .M. 2wai8ap.o§< Nogw (?)
Eddowiuos Hpatounhida.

(L 5 NEX)

E 4.

E s.

m
EYi

dIAC

KBEB:

E 6.

SpaRTA. THE INSCRIPTIONS.

Nixrjdpopos NikooTpa-
Tov.

(Possibly for Nopo(Seixtns) or vewrepos ?)

"Edopor émi Topyemmida, dv wpéa[B]-
Newcias *ApicTokpatida. vs
Ti. TpeBerAyvos Meverxids *Apéos.
Koivros (Kolvrov) Mevexhet kda{aev).
Aapoxpdrns DirépwTos.
Adpmis ’Aptaro[8d]uov.

Boa.

"E¢opot émri T'a. Toviov Khedvdpov,
ApiaTonpdrns ‘Hpad.
IloavkAijs PeroxpaTouvs.
“EXevos Atoxhéovs.
Ocddwpos Beorxhéovs.
I patévexos Serretpov.
kapvE Makpos.

["Edopoc émi Ta. "Iov. Pidorreiba,]
["Arefis DirokpdTovs. ]

I[acikriis PehorpdTovs.]
Edx[reibas Aavdrwros.]
Diro[kpdTns Avoyévous.]

K. BeiBi[os Dirorriis Maaixciéovs.]

[Nopogpvraxes élmi KaoreAriov

E 7. 11KAZKEAALOY CApioToTénovs, dv]mpéoBus
TTI/’EZBYZ [Topryiwy KheoBo]vhov.
‘AOY - [Nuksjpopos *Apia]roBovrov, Bov(ayds).
I:):(())YY;\:@Y:[%; [Macwuris Karhe]pdrovs, Bov(ayos) «(ai)
) vpa(upato)pv(raf).
O2 1 ILPIKAHZB® [Moumrilos Hepieis, Bov(ayds).
(ZOTONOZ<NEQTEPOZ [Iax. Xplvaoyoves (Xpuaoydvov), vedTepos.
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[Nogopi]hakes érfi - - - -]

STPATOZA [...... JoTpatos A - -
< oot Is<
11 KOZK ool lveros (- -vixov)
ASK 5 [......... Jas K - -(?)
0 ---0---
Eq. NOMOG Nopod[rakes émi - -]
m m-- --
E 10. Bidvor émi Aekpayov Toi Ipa-
To\a, &v wpéaBus
"Apiarovikidas Edrvyida.
Nicavdpidas Edviov.
(2 11. vacant.)
[@coylévns Beoyévou(s) *Aptaronpdre xd(aev).
(GEOTL,ENOYA efc.)
E 11. ANTIPESBYS  [Bidvoe (?) émi - -,]dv wpéaBus
IYZ R R ovs.
{QNoC [Edxheidas Aewd]kwvos (?)
Y | ojus.
AP Z0Y 5 [eAMwr Too]xp(d]oov.
KNAKPATOYZ [beeeont. Netlxorpdarouvs.
E 12. ’Emdyabos Swxpdrouvs,
vopopvhaf émi Aekpdyov,
édopos émi XapiEévov,
yepovaias émi Mvdawvos,
5 Ridvos émi ZrpdTwvos,
yepovaias émi Ilacikpdrovs.
E 13. (On a complete block.)
*AdeEipayos ZwTnpixov.
E 14. (On L of block on which is E 10; complete on 1)
PATOYS [--- -~~ --k]pdTous
X0l [- - - - ovvap]xol
Ys 0 eee--- vs.
A s
(3 L. vacant.)
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E 15. (Complete below.)

Y at
2p Al - s Pl
ITTOX0 -~ - - - i]gmos O
TIAAS - - - - Tidas.
ONIKOZ 5 - - owvtkos.
(vacat)
TON - - TOV - -

E 16. {\i--a(ﬁ--

E 17. NAPOY | - - ¢ém Kxedlvdpou (?)

E 18. (On a large block, ht. ca. 37 m., of which the rest is
uninscribed.)

AEOQ - - Aeo -

(vacat)
E1g9. AQN [- - émi - - -8]a, dv [wpéaBus (?)]
E 20. zZEYL ‘-?El’lb\[a--
AAS - - 8as - - (or 8a 3?).
E21. _ |edge -- -
z --S
- & --9 (?)
E 22. PIAOk [- - émi] Porox - -

b

--p--

E 23. (Found in cavea, a few metres north of the East Parodos-
wall, above front row of seats.)

SKA 0 - - s Ka - -
HE - --- s TI - -
12140 ----0s Do - -
\HEAlOTE & [..... x]\iis Acoyé[vous).
NTHZ A [®orokp]dTns Aco[yévous).
IOZTIPATO, [116. Méuplios IlpaTo[raos]
SAP [pendrai]oap. (vacat).
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E 24. (ibid) rTF*
T

: ///// Tép[ovTes émi - - - -
11111 (4 or 5 lines beyond recovery)

1

111

K A Ka

mm II. M(e’,u,,uwg) - -

[0 o
(From western end of stage (1924).)

E 25. /] bOPOIETMZEKTT ["Elpopor émi Zéx. Il [op](mylov)
BPAZIAAQNTIPE Bpacida, dv wpéloBus]
KAAOKAHEDIAO  KadorXijs Pido - -

VIS mNo (Ao, Odono]ggnuils - - .]
Ibid. (1925).

E 26. \\EONIKC [- - - - émi] K\eovico[v]
ISHPA .- ns ‘Hpa.
- - (vacat) - -
ASOIAOKPAT ... as Proxparovs].
AZSAPIZSTOAA 5 [Dirofevidlas  ApioTodd[pavros].
OKPATOYS ["AxeEis PirloxpaTous.
IAOKPATOYX [Macuris PlidoxpdTovs.
JAPXITITIOY e e e s "Apyimmov.
(Found in two pieces in front of E. end of West Parodos-wall (1925).)
E 27. T ME | [- - émi 116.] Me(upiov)
N S
oY | ----ov.

A 3-5. A list of twenty-one yépovres in the year of L. Volussenus Aristo-
krates, together with a ypappareds Bovddas and a vopo(deikrys). Lists of the
members of the Gerousia, in various states of completeness, are not rare among
Spartan inscriptions of the late first and early second century, and the total
strength, where it is ascertainable, seldom reaches the traditional twenty-
eight. Two lists from the first century B.C. (v. I, 93, 94) and one (v. I, 97)
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from the reign of Trajan give us twenty-three, not counting the secretary,
and Kolbe concludes that the number of twenty-eight was attained by the
addition of the five Ephors.! Three lists engraved on our Parodos-wall give
us the following numbers : A 3-5,21; C 6,22 (?); C 9-10,23. Perhaps one or
two are accidentally omitted from the first of these, but in any case we have
no evidence for a larger total than twenty-three, which adds support to Kolbe’s
view.

The name of the Patronomos is known from a statue-base (v. 1, 477),
and is also restored in two other inscriptions (68, 1. 25, as Nomophylax under
Claudius Aristoteles, and 295, as deputy-Patronomos for Timomenes).2 His
date is not easy to settle, and discussion is postponed for the present.

Col. I, 1. 2. Mehjourmos Edxljrov, otherwise unknown, must be father,
not son, of EdxAyros MeAgoirmov, who is Ephor, under a Patronomos whose name
is unknown, in v. 1, 20 B, 1. 8. He had apparently been a member six years
in succession, since the Patronomate of Lycurgus, which cannot be identical
with the tenure already known from v. 1, 66 (and 67), and to which we have
two more allusions in inscriptions published below. (In the former, C 5, 1. 5,
the Eponymos appears as Aukolpyos feds, and in No. 2 («), 1. 2, without that
addition; but we need not doubt the identity of all these four references to
his tenure, which falls ca. A.D. 150. It is now clear that there was no
Spartan citizen of the name who held this office at that date, but that we have
a much earlier instance of the practice, which became frequent about the
end of the second or early in the third century, of nominating ‘the Divine
Lycurgus * as Patronomos. The previously known evidence has been collected
and discussed by myself, in B.S.4. xiv. pp. 112 ff. (cf. now also notes on
I.G. v. 1, 45, 67, 130, etc.), but there then seemed no likelihood that the
Lycurgus of v. 1, 66, 67, was the Hero, as this tenure of the post seemed
to fall more than a generation earlier than any of those where feds A. held
office.) The holder in the present instance, who, as we shall see, must belong
to the early second century, may well have been a living Spartan.

L. 3. Sdavdpos Tpidwves, known from v. 1, 674, 1. 9 as a opapeis (year
unknown, perhaps femp. Domitian), and from g7, 1. 8 as member of the
Gerousia (ro y) under G. Julius Philokleidas, where his father’s name is restored
wrongly as Ti[u]eves, is now known, from B 1, to have been also yuvawxovdpos
under Nikokrates, and Ephor under Aristodamos, neither of whom is pre-
viously known as Eponymos. It is at any rate plain that the year of L.
Volussenus Aristokrates came soon after that of Philokleidas, which, in view
of other connections of the Gerontes there tabulated, seems definitely of the
reign of Trajan.

L. 4. ['E]revos (‘EAévov) is not identifiable.

L. 5. ’Avyiddas Aapoxparida is also yepovsius 16 ¥ under Philokleidas, in

1 1.G. v. 1, p. 37. Cf. Tod’s discussion, Sparta Museum Catalogue (henceforward
cited as S.M.C.), p. 11 f.
z Neither restoration is absolutely certain.
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v. 1, g7, L. 11, so must in fact have been a member here for the fourth (or
fifth ?) time.

L. 6. Soowpdrys Tavrddov is unknown; the name Tdvralos is so rare that
he may be connected, or even identical, with - - TavrdAov, who is honoured
as an athletic victor in v. 1, 671.

Col. I1, 1. 2. ’Awdpdwvixos HoAvyvdrov is not identifiable, the father’s name
being unknown at Sparta.

L. 3. ®ofevidas ’ApLa’ro&i,u.avros, appears also as Biduos ( ?) in E 26
below; in v. 1, 99, 1. 2, a fragmentary list of Gerontes (?); and in 147, 1.
(possibly as Ephor or Nomophylax); neither of the latter can be closely dated.

L. 4. Kal\wparidas ’Aynowikov, not known, but perhaps descended from
’Aynoivikos KadX - - in v. 1, 95, 1. 8 (first century B.C.?).

L. 5. [T.]TpeBeddypos ®hdorpaTos Holeudpyov, presumably brother of T. Tp.
"Apeds Ilohen. in v. I, 20 B, 1. 7; for another member of the family see E 4,
1. 3, T. Tp. Mevexis.

L. 6. Swxparidas Eddapida, also in v. 1, 99 (l. 5); presumably his son,
E?3. Zwxp. in 128, 1. 1, is Agoranomos under Alkastos (ca. A.D. 140).

L. 7. KXedvvpos (K\ewvipov), Syund(e)t kdoev may be grandfather (or even
great-grandfather?) of Kl. (KL) in v. 1, 168, 1. 4; and I am inclined to
identify with the latter Kl. (K1) whom we find as yvvawovépos in No. g below.

L. 8. [II}¥paé Mragiorpdrov is unknown; the name of his father occurs
at Sparta only once (v. 1, 274), and his own, if rightly completed, never till
now. It is known, however, at Thisbe, in the more correct form Ivppaé.!

Col. III, 1. 2. Adpapyos (Aapdpyov) is not identifiable, though the name
is not rare. Simedes, to whom he and Kleonymos above are xdver, has yet
another man so related to himself, namely Nuwoxpdrys Nixokpdrovs, who is
mpéofBus yepovrwv in V. I, 101, 1. 4; we should probably, with Kolbe, identify
him with Ti. Cl. Simedes, who is honoured in v. 1, 152, though two other
bearers of the name are known (tbid. 163, and 507).

L. 3. The first name was never completed, the engraver possibly having
commenced to cut the name of Pasikles, who comes next but one, in error.

L. 4. T. ’Iovhios Aapdpns *AyabfoxAéovs is not known, but might be identical
with the father of 'TovAws B[potr]os Aapdpovs in v. I, 66, l. 10; a kinsman of
later date may be T. "TovAios "AyafloxAns Irrofpdovs, in v. I, 534.

L. 5. Haowdis Mvdowros must be the father, not the son, of My. IaotkAéovs
who is the third of the three dywvoférac of the games in honour of Nerva,
held in A.D. 97 or g8, and was subsequently Patronomos (v. 1, 98, etc.);
it seems incredible that the son of a man who was holding a post in g7 or ¢8
would be eligible for the Gerousia not more than twenty years later, for, as
we shall see, the date of our present list must be before the end of the reign
of Trajan. He would also be, in all probability, the brother of Lysippos son
of Mnason, also known as a Patronomos (v. 1, 36 B, L. 26, etc.).

1 I1.G. vii. 2724b, 1. 6. Tipat for Mippa seems the most likely name to meet our
requirements here : even if two narrow letters are lost the restoration is no simpler.
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L. 6. We cannot identify Aduurros AwoxAéovs elsewhere.

L. 7. ’Oweiwv is not known as a Spartan name. Damonikidas, to whom
he is kdoev, cannot be the Patronomos who is found in v. I, 40, 1. 12, if that
text is rightly dated to the reign of M. Aurelius; but in D 3 below, p. 195,
we have Damonikidas in a cursus honorum just before Caesar (Hadrian).
Either then we have two Patronomoi of the name, or the other stone is dated
too late. This will be considered later.!

L. 8. ’'Ovyeipopos ®éwvos, who is not identified elsewhere, must be father,
not son, of ®. *Ovyoiddpor, who is Nomophylax in v. 1, 80 B, L. 6, under Philo-
kratidas (who seems to belong to the late first century).

Col. IV, 1. 2. ®{\urmos Aapovixov, not identifiable,

L. 3. Nojdupos ®hokdrov, also found in v. 1, 153, must be a different man
from the Patronomos of the name (father’s name unknown, mentioned in
v. 1, 39, 1l. 32, 38; cf. 71, II. . ) who can hardly be earlier than the mid second
century.

L. 4. “Eppoyérys ’AcxAdwov, unknown, unless possibly identical with
- -"AokAdwov in v, 1, 121, 1. 4 (also list of Gerontes). Asklapos is otherwise
unknown at Sparta.?

Ll 5, 6. The Secretary, "Apworoxpdrys Kapidov, is known also as having
received a statue from his wife, v. I, 483, and as having been a member of the
Gerousia (?), bid. 103, 1. 7. The post of ypappareds BovAds seems to have
sometimes been held late in one’s career at Sparta (cf. v. 1, 32 A, and 46),
though in v. 1, 39 it is the first post recorded.

L. 7. The post of vopodeixrys now for the first time appears at Sparta,
and our new texts offer several instances of it; c¢f. B z; B 4 (y); C 1, col. IT;
and C 3 («). In an inscription already published (v. 1, 148, seen by Fourmont,
and not refound) we have, however, NM Swoi8aumos X *Ayafoxéos (?), which
is restored as wopogvAa¢, surely in error, as there can be little doubt that
Sosidamos is the same man in the two documents. He appears again in this
capacity in B 4 (y), below.

The cumulative effect of the prosopographical evidence from the names
of these Gerontes is overwhelming in favour of the reign of Trajan as the date
for this list; and, as we have seen, it falls very soon after the year of Philo-
kleidas, which seems to belong to the first half of that reign. It is, to my
mind, very tempting to identify this tenure with that of the Aristokrates
who held office some years before Hadrian, in v. 1, 32 B.

{Blocks A 6-8 are blank.)

A 9. ’Aylwv Aprquoiov, whose cursus we have here, is quite unknown;
the former name occurs only once in the Laconian Corpus (- - "Aylwves, in
v. 1, 195, a mutilated list of uncertain date), and Artemisios is unknown at

1 P. 195, where it is shewn that there is not a later Damonikidas, v. 1, 40, being in
fact of the Trajanic—or early Hadrianic—period.
2 The nominative is confirmed as being *AokAamos, for which see Bechtel, Hist. Gy.
Personennamen, p. 85 {., by an inscription found in 1926, to be published later.
N
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Sparta. The Patronomoi under whom he held his goodly series of posts form
an interesting list, and many are previously known. Serdvys, which appears
again in the following text (A 10), was not one of the regular posts in the
cursus of a Spartan citizen, and seems to have been a voluntary undertaking.
Our only previous evidence for it there, was the existence of two statue-bases
commemorating the services of individual cerévac (v. 1, 526, 551), one
perhaps in the late second century, the other probably in the reign of Caracalla.
For the literature dealing with o(e)irevia, see H. Francotte, Le pain @ bon
marché et le pain gratuit dans les cités grecques (Mélanges Nicole, pp. 135 ff.).
For a valuable group of inscriptions illustrating the provision of corn in times
of want, see those cited by M. N. Tod, B.S.4. xxiii. pp. 75 ff., in connection
with a text found at the site of Lete near Salonika,

Of our Patronomoi, Aefipaxos 6 kai Newokpdrys should probably be
identified with Nikokrates, who appears in B 1 (8) and C 3 (a, 8) below, and
not with the Deximachos who appears in B g, ad fin., and in v. 1, 195 (if indeed
these are the same man).

TIpardvices, whom I restore in 2 (8) below as G. Julius P., will be identical
with the Eponymos of v. 1, 40, L. 9; 42, L. 22; and perhaps 298 (though Kolbe
would date it later). When we see that Damonikidas and Polyeuktos, who
follow him here, do so likewise in No. 40, there is no room for doubt of the
identity. A further clue, not free from difficulty, is afforded by D 3 below,
which gives us the following order : Perikles, Polyeuktos, Damonikidas, Caesar
(Hadrian); the difficulty is surmounted by assuming, as we legitimately may,
that the strict order in which the posts were held by the subject of D 3 is not
followed by the text. We may at least feel sure that the first four Patronomoi
under whom Agion officiated held office before the year of Hadrian’s
patronomate.

ApioroxAijs is only known in v. 1, 37, 1. 4, and must belong to the reign
of Hadrian. ’Avrimarpos is a rare name at Sparta, and we should very likely
identify this bearer of it with G. Julius Antipatros, who is found in v. 1, 663,
l. 6 as dywvolérys EdpvkAelwv, and also (with Kolbe) as the son of Lysikrates,
who is évowros of the board of Ephors in the year of Kal\wpdrys ‘Povdov, when
his father G. J. Lysikrates was president (v. 1, 53 A, ad fin.). Kolbe would
date this to the reign of Trajan, but, as we shall see below (p. 186), this is
far from certain.

Ielos is presumably Memmius Pius, who is known in v, 1, 32 B as Patro-
nomos between Adourmos ®loxapeivov and G. Julius Eurykles, and in 65 as
coming between the same Lysippos and Hermogenes. ’ApioréBovdos is likewise
known from 32 B, and also 32 A, 34, 1. 11, and 102, 1. 1, as having been
Patronomos towards the end of Hadrian’s reign. ’OvacwAeldas is found here,
and in B 9, below, as Eponymos, though not hitherto known to have held this
post. He was three times victor at the Orthia Sanctuary (v. 1, 279), and we
have his (mutilated) cursus in 36 A, and his name in the list of Ephors under
Lysippos (Mnasonis f.) in 60. Finally, Eddapmos is presumably G. Julius
Eudamos, Eponymos in v. 1, 63, 1. 16, and 76, to whom the victor in 296 is xdoev.
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From the above it is plain that the career of Agion extended from about
the end of the reign of Trajan until after the accession of Antoninus Pius in
138. The last entry, obviously in another hand, shews that the text as a whole
was engraved in, or directly after, the year of Onasikleidas.

A 10. EdSokipos Aapoxpdrovs To¥ Swévdovros, who (unkindly) does not record
the Eponymoi under whom he held office, must not be confused with E?8dxyuos
Aapoxpdrovs 6 rai “Apioreidas, who was victor at the Orthia Sanctuary in the
year of Alkastos (ca. 140), and soon afterwards Spondophoros in the year of
Eudamidas, when his father was mpéoBus vopoduAdrwr (v. I, 64, ad fin.). It is
tempting to suppose that he may be, however, the father of Damokrates 11,
for, having reached an age to be member of the Gerousia for the third time,
he was obviously an old man before this record was inscribed, which must
have been approximately at the middle of the second century.

His offices include some interesting posts: 8wafBérys (cf. v. 1, p. 14) need
not delay us. For ceardwys cf. the first entry in the previous text; the
statement that he brought his corn from Egypt is striking, but not unexpected.

Karavyedevs tov Edpukkelwr is an altogether new post, which must be
connected with the games in honour of Eurykles, known from many inscrip-
tions (v. 1, Index, vi. 3). It must mean ‘ one whose duty was to announce,’
perhaps that the games were to be held, or, when about to be opened, that
he inaugurated the proceedings with prayer and sacrifice. The verb is not
rare in such connections; we may cite xy rov dydva lapov karayyeMhéuev, in the
sense of declare,” in the Amphictyonic Council’s decree about the Ptoian
Games (1.G. vil. 4136 = Syil.3 635, L. 32); 7ov 8 iepoxipuka - - eddpyuiov xarav-
yefhavra - - - - karevyyy kal mapdkAyow - - wowetofar Tivde (then follows the
invitation to sacrifice and prayer, Inschr. Magn. 100 = SyIl.3 695, 11. 40 ff.);
also a passage in the Mytilene inscription decreeing games in honour of Augustus
(0.G.I. 456, 1. 10.) For the noun, cf. I.G. xii. 8, 190, 1. 39, karavyekels Tod
tepod kai aTeavirov dydvos Todv Ivbiwy, at Samothrace.

Xopayds is likewise a new term in Spartan inscriptions. Whether his duties
were general or special, must remain doubtful, but it is not unlikely
that among them was the organisation of the dancing at the Hyakinthia,
at which festival dances formed a prominent feature.! It is possible that
he should be identified with the yopomods, who appears to have had the duty
of controlling some of the arrangements at it.2 But of scarcely less fame
for its dancing was the festival of the Gymnopaidiai, with its dances of the
Ephebes in honour of Apollo, held in the Agora at a special part of it called
Choros.? Our knowledge does not suffice for us to state whether the same
Choragos might have officiated at both these ceremonies.

! See Polykrates’ account of the festival, ap. Athenaeus, iv. p. 139 D-F, and Nilsson's
discussion of it in his Griech. Feste, pp. 129 ff.; it is, however, essentially a festival of
Amyklai, in origin, though perhaps less exclusively so under the Empire.

* Xenophon, Agesilaos, 2, 17. Cf. Kahrstedt, Gv. Staatsrecht, i. (Sparta), pp. 174, . 4,
226, n. 2,

3 Pausanias, iil. 11, 9; Nilsson, op. cit. p. 141 {.

N 2
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Awacraywyds dmo Sduov. The same word (8.) occurs below, in 1, A1z, 1. 7,
as well as (restored) in v. 1, 39, 1. 25f. It may have either of two meanings,
namely, an official sent by one State to another to request that a Board of
dwacrai be sent to settle some dispute, external or internal, which it has
been decided to refer to external arbitration; or an official who accompanies
such a Board, being presumably a fellow-citizen of its members.! It is not
impossible that the envoy who went to invite the despatch of a Board of
dikasts should actually accompany it to the city which sent the request. Thus
the two senses of the word might apply—in exceptional circumstances—to
the same person.

For the former sense we may compare the Swaoraywyo/ mentioned in
I.G. vii. 4130 (sent by Acraephia, to request Larissa to send a Board), and
xii. 3, 172, 1. 4 (sent by Smyrna to Astypalaea); for the latter, 0.G.1. 487,
L. 6 (in a dedication at Mylasa to Cornelius Tacitus (the historian), as pro-
consul); and Cauer, Delectus,® 431 (= Cauer-Schwyzer, 623), 1. 13, 43, 48
(where the D. clearly accompanies the Board sent by Erythrae to decide a
case at Mytilene). Our present example suggests that Eudokimos not only
went to Samos to invite a Board, but also accompanied it to Sparta.

Ll 4,5. Eevoxpirys is a word hitherto unknown, as far as I am aware. Its
meaning in this context is plain, namely, that Eudokimos went to Alabanda
as arbitrator, or Board of one, to settle some local dispute there. Had he
been merely one of a Board, he might have referred to himself as &evodikys,
as the word is not rare in this sense, or as a member of a ferikdv Sikaotiprov.?
Alabanda, in Caria, is usually spelt with a delfa; its coin-series suggests that
it was a city of fair size and importance. For the use of fau for delta we have
an even more striking instance below (‘Arpuavév for ‘Adpiavdv, A 12).

Ll 7, 8. The meaning clearly is that ‘ in none of my oweviae did I have
to jettison any of the corn my ships were carrying,” a pleasing personal touch,
with which we may compare that in I.G. v. 1, 37, ad fin., where we read—
kal xpvood idouévov odx SAiyov od mwpooikato, xabds éuaprvpyfy. For this use of
éxfBoly, in its technical sense of the throwing overboard of cargo, to save
the ship in heavy weather, we may compare the passage in the Lacritus
of Demosthenes (926, 1. 16, évredes mAyw ékBorijs). I can find it in no other
inscription.?

A 12. The most likely restoration of the name in L 1 is [Iséxp|voos,
seeing that the name is known already at Sparta. In fact the son of the
bearer, HwAXiwv Tooxpicov, is an exact contemporary of the man whose record
we are now considering, for he was =péofus édoporv (in v. I, 62) under Ti. CL
Atticus, whose year must, it seems, have been ca. A.D. 136; and his name is
restored in v. 1, 107, a fragmentary list of uncertain identity. We may assume

1 Pauly-Wissowa-Kroll, s.v. Cf. Tod, International Avbitration, p. 83.

2 Cf. Roehl, I.G.4. 322, 1. 10; I.G.ix. 1, 32, L. 38.

3 1 regret having had no opportunity of investigating écBor4 in the ‘ Rhodian Sea-
Law.’
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that Isochrysos the younger is the brother of Pollion. KAéwv, under whom he
was Tepovaias, is not previously known as an Eponymos, and is not identifiable
among the many bearers of the name. ‘Eppoyévys, of Hadrianic date, has already
been mentioned as holding office later than Pius, whom we had in the previous
inscription (cf. v. 1, 65, 1. 23).

Ti. Claudius Aristoteles, whom we already know as Eponymos (v. 1, 68},
and as mpéofBus Tepovaias (tbid. 109, under Timomenes), was also Ephor, under
Avidius Biadas, as we shall see below (C 11). The latter, under whom Isochrysos
was yuvaukovduos, is already well known in that capacity (v. 1, 71 B, 1l. 8 and
24; 294, 1. 2). The post of ywawovdpos, known in Spartan inscriptions only
from v. 1, 209, 1. 10,1 prior to the publication of a list of these officials from a
year not before the edict of Caracalla (B.S.4. xiv. p. 123 {. = I.G. v. 1, 170),
now appears in several of the inscriptions found at the theatre, in addition to
the present text (see below, Nos. 1, Bx (B); 1, C 8; and No. g).

References to events not strictly connected with the official careers of
the holders of offices are not common in Spartan records of cursus honorum,
though we have an interesting, and indeed unintelligible, one in C 4 below.
Here, the victory of the Kovoovpeis to which reference is made must be in the
Ball-game, for the 8wfBérys was an official particularly connected with this
contest 2; and the phrase é&vikyoav 87 érdv Teoepdrovra (sic) no doubt implies an
event of unusual importance, which added lustre to this particular tenure
of the post of &wfBérys. There appears to have been one 3wfBérys for each
of the six tribes at this period, but they did not serve as a Board, being, in
fact, officials of the tribe, not of the State. The post was held early in one’s
career, on the evidence of the great majority of inscriptions which include
the post in a cursus honorum.

The Kovoovpeis are known to have been the successful Obe in the Ball-
game on two other occasions, namely, as recorded in v. 1, 681 and 684, one
in the late second (?) and the other in the early third century, and we have
an honorary statue-base erected to a single odaipels of the same tribe, M. Aur.
Palaistreites (v. 1, 466). A¢ érdv 7reoccapdrovro. might be naturally expected
to mean during forty years, 7.e. that in the year in question the tribe obtained
its fortieth successive victory.

Other records, however, of victories gained by other tribes, namely,
v. 1, 675, 676, 677, seem to belong to the very period covered by the presumed
forty years before the post of 8uaférys was held by Isochrysos, for we have
seen that Hermogenes belongs to the time of Hadrian, while No. 676 seems
definitely Trajanic, and the other two may belong to that reign, or just before
it. In the circumstances, I would suggest that the phrase can only mean
that in this year the Konodureis gained their first win for forty years; this
interpretation seems to be consistent with a perfectly legitimate use of 8ud.?

1 Omitted from Index to I.G. v. 1.

t Tod, S.M.C. Introdn., p. 15; Kolbe, I.G. v. 1, p. 14.

3 Cf. Liddell and Scott, s.v. 8., ii. 2; e.g. Herod., vi. 118, 8’ éréwv elxoq (* after
twenty years interval’); & woAAob, etc.
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We have a valuable chronological clue in the reference to the mission to
Hadrian at Nikopolis (the city founded by order of Augustus to commemorate
the victory of Actium). The Emperor must have been there in 125 or 126
on his first visit to Greece, or on his second, presumably in the autumn of 128,
on first landing from Italy. It is not an unlikely suggestion that the date
of his second visit to Nikopolis coincided with the celebration of the Actian
games, on the anniversary of the battle (September 2nd). If these were only
held every four years, there should have been a celebration in 128, for their
first performance took place in 28 B.c.! We have no means of telling which
of the Emperor’s visits was made the occasion of this voluntary embassy.
For wpoixa, in a similar context, cf. 1.G. v. 1, 1174; 1361, 1. 12; Syil.3833, 1. 15.
For the phrase é& feols, referring to the Emperor as no longer alive, I know
no Greek parallel in any inscription. It is perhaps a translation from the
Latin ‘ ¢n deorum numero velatus,’ ot ‘ veceptus tn deorum numerum,’ e.g. as found
in connection with heroes of Roman legend at Pompeii (Dessau, Ins. Lat. Sel.,
pPp. 03, 64).

We have the same use of = for § in the Emperor’s name in v. 1, 390, a
rather surprising instance of a common practice in inscriptions of Imperial
date; we may compare the same substitution in the name ’AAdBavra above.
Examples are found, in Attic inscriptions, as early as the fifth century B.c.,
e.g. "Arpapvryvés for “Adpau—2.

B 1. (o) Presumably an entry which has overflowed from an adjoining
block either above or on the left. Kdpukes are frequently recorded at Sparta,
especially at the end of lists of officials who have been entertained, or in lists
of Tawdpior (V. I, 209, 210, 211, 212). Nuwijdopos again appears, in the same
capacity, at the end of a (mutilated) list of yépovres, in E 3, below.

B 1. (B) Sdavdpos Tpigwros has been already met with in 1, A3, col. I,
. 3, above. The office of ywawovduos has been already discussed; another
record of a Board of these magistrates is published below, No. 9. Their full
strength seems to have numbered six (as in v. I, 170). We have no other
instance of the phrase xara t& dpxeia &y in a Laconian inscription, but on
many occasions Spartan citizens are honoured for their devotion to the Lycurgan
customs, and special officials existed, at any rate in the Antonine age, for
expounding the tradition (cf. v. 1, Index, ix. s.w. &os, where we have
Siddokalo dupi Ta Avkovpyea éfn, etc.). For Nwokpdrys the Eponymos, see C 3
{a, B) below. Of his colleagues, *Apicror *A¢podiciov may well be the father
of 'A¢podicios "Aploruvos, a odaevs in the time of Trajan (v. 1, 676, 1. 15).
BuhokAidas is not identifiable, though neither his name nor his father’s is rare
at Sparta. T. 'Tovhios ®hjrwp is absolutely unknown, and we cannot identify
his father with the Patronomos G. Julius Sosikrates of v. 1, 49, l. 15. [Idpss
is also new to us at Sparta, though he may be brother of Nsjdvuos ®thokdlov in
v. 1, 153, which is also of Trajanic date. “A8uyros is likewise a new name at

Sparta.
1 Cf. Kolbe, I.G. v. 1, p. xvi. ll. 5ff.
? Cf. Meisterhans-Schwyzer, Gramm. Att. Inschr. p. 79.
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B 1. (y) "Aptorédapos is a Patronomos hitherto unknown. Seeing that
the senior Ephor is the same Sdardpos, and that the post of yvvawovipos was
usually held, as far as we can tell, by men of long experience in public life,
it is probable that he held these posts within a few years of each other.
Whether Aristodamos preceded or followed Nikokrates is unknown.

Why there are only four names of Ephors this year is unknown; and
there is no obvious reason why the engraver should have left three blank lines,
as though he had been expecting seven names in all, instead of the five required.
None of the other names here are recognisable. Awx)js might be father or
grandfather (?) of Aapoxpdrys AwkAéovs, a victor at the Orthia Sanctuary
about A.D. 1501; for *Avrimarpos, to whom he is «kdoev, see above, A 9, L. 5.
®ummos (Pukirwov) is presumably not identical with the man of the same
name who is Si§ékrg xdoev in v. 1, 114 (a list of Gerontes which must be later
than the middle of the second century); possibly the latter is his son. KXedu-
Bporos is not identifiable, the name only occurring once in inscriptions of the
Imperial age (v. 1, 842, restored). "Aynowleidas Aapoxpdrovs is unknown, the
former name being here met with for the first time in a Spartan text.

B 2. KXeddapos, who here appears for the first time as Eponymos, was

~ previously presumed to have served in that capacity, as twice we have some-
one described as «doev to him (v. 1, 61, 1. 2; 102, . 4). He seems to belong -
to the reign of Trajan, as far as can be seen.

"AyafoxAijs Sredpdvov must be distinguished from a namesake who held
the same post (Nomophylax) under M. Ulpius Aphthonetos; and whose
cursus we have in full (v. 1, 32 A); cf. No. 2 (y) below. It seems most improb-
able that he could have served on this Board twice, at an interval of some
twenty years, for Aphthonetos can hardly be earlier than A.D. 135. TiuokAjs
@eodwpov is known as having been also Tepovaias v6 8 in the year of G. Julius
Philokleidas (v. 1, g7, 1. 18), which post is not likely to have preceded his member-
ship of the Board of Nomophylakes. Thus KXeddapos may be dated rather
before than after Philokleidas. Mydowr ITaoikAéovs, who served as dywvoférys
at the games in honour of Nerva, in 97 or 98, would probably have been
Nomophylax not many years later. T. ’TovAwos Avowpdrys must be the
Eponymos of whom we have records in v. 1, 55, and (presumably) 283, known
also as wpéoBus épdpuv in the year of Kalhwpdrys ‘Poigov (v. I, 53 dated by
Kolbe to the reign of Trajan),2 and now again found as Eponymos in B 6
below. Mvdowv (Mvdowvos) is unknown, but possibly brother of the Eponymos
Adourmos (Mvdowvos) in v. 1, 36, 1. 13; 36 B, 1. 26 ; 60, 1. 2; 65, 1. 24. For
the post of vopodeixtns see above, A 5, 1. 7. “Ayafoxhjs appears in the same
capacity below, C 3 («), L 7.

B 3. The name of the Eponymos was never cut on the stone, for some
unknown reason. Little is known of the B{Svor here recorded. We may,

1 v. 1, 293, 493.

2 I feel that the fresh evidence by no means strengthens Kolbe’s arguments for dating

him to the reign of Trajan; in view of B 8 below it seems we must put him considerably
later.
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however, restore the name of the first one in a list of dyopavépor (v. I, 128,
1. 8) as [Ayabok]Aijs EdSawpovida, and date him accordingly to the reign of Hadrian.
None of his colleagues are known previously, though MevexAfs ‘Apéos is
found again below, in E 4, 1. 3, as Ephor under Gorgippidas. Méverros is not
a common name at Sparta, but this bearer of it is not identifiable.

B 4. («) Séryros Hparovikov is now known from four inscriptions in all.
In v. 1, 153 he is one of a small list of unspecified officials; and in addition
to being ypouparevs Bouhas here, he is a member of the Gerousia in C 1 below
(unknown year), and its president in E 2, in the year of G. Julius Agesilaos.
EdxAyros, who is here Eponymos, is new in this capacity, but may be the Ephor
EdkM. Mehyoirmov in v. I, 20 B, 1. 8. Sitimos, whose career seems to have
lain in the time of Trajan, or even in part earlier, may be the father of Sefrepos
(Serripov) who was Eponymos under Hadrian (v. 1, 32 B, L. 29 {.).

B 4. (8) Gives the names of the last three Bivo: of an uncertain year,
together with their Secretary, continuing the list from the block in the course
above (C 4), ¢.v.

B 4. (y) It is clear that the Patronomos here is the man who is also
known as AapoxAijs A. 70b kat Puloxpdrovs from a large number of inscriptions
(v. 1, 32 B, gives his cursus; cf. also 36 B, 37,* 59, 60, 105, 138, 492).2
The list of Ephors and Nomophylakes in the year of his son Damokles (IV)
is recorded in v. 1, 65, for we can now supply his name as Eponymos there,
by means of a newly-discovered text, also from the theatre, No. 2 (8) below.
Most of the Ephors are already known. T. 'TovAios Seyundns Hodverxrov must
be distinguished from the Simedes who was Eponymos (femp. Hadrian, v. 1,
101, 152) as his gentile name was apparently Ti. Claudius, but must surely
be identified with the recipient of the statue-base, v. 1, 507 (cf. 588), to I'. TodA.
Seapidns T. Tovh. Ilohvevkrov (which Kolbe dates to the end of the second
century, on inadequate grounds). Eddapos Newoxpdrovs is not recognisable,
T. TovA. Aapdkpiros Aapoxpdrovs appears, but without this praenomen and nomen,
in v. 1, 79, 1. 10, as Nomophylax under KAéav8pos, whose year seems to fall
about the end of the first century,® and a colleague in this office as well is
‘Eppoyévys TAdkwves, whom we know to have been Eponymos in the reign of
Hadrian (v. 1, 65, 1. 23, cf. p. 178 above). ’Apwrrovewidas Movoalov, previously
known from v. 1, 20 B, as Tepovaias (year unknown), and from 36 B, 1. 30 ff.
which gives his (incomplete)} cursus,* now appears here as Ephor under Damokles,
and also in B 5 as Biduos under Lysimachos, and in B 7 as npéeBus vopodvAdrwy
under KA. IlepicAis {confirming v. 1, 36 B, 1. 35 f.).

The relative position of this block, with the list of Ephors under Damokles,
to that of the Nomophylakes under Perikles (B 7) would imply that the process
of inscription went from left to right, and thus that Aristonikidas was Ephor

1 Possibly refers to his son.

2 He is Eponymos in 36, 105, 138.

3 See E 5, below.

¢ Including his Ephorate under AauoxAfis $trokpdrovs.
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(B 4 (y)) earlier than Nomophylax (B #), which is in fact confirmed by his
cursus in v. 1, 36 B, where his Ephorate is recorded before his tenure of the
post of Nomophylax. Whether he was Biduos in an intervening year, as
seems probable, is not confirmed by his cursus. The name of the vopodelxras,
SwoiBapos, is the same as in A 5, above, which must indicate that there is no great
interval in date between the two stones.

B 5. The Eponymos Lysimachos, who probably held office in some year
between Damokles (B 4 (y)) and Perikles (B #7), is not known, except, pre-
sumably, as the man to whom, together with Mvdowr, two sons of ®ulokAis,
namely, ®woxdijs and Pwridas, are xdoev (v. I, 68, 69, 70). Of the Board
we cannot identify elsewhere either Ilparérios (Iparovikov) or ®ikwv (BlAwvos).
KA. ITepixdys appears as Eponymos in v. 1, 36, 41, 42, and B 7, below.
"Apiorovikidas Movaalov has been dealt with above (B 4 (y)), and KaM\iorparos
Tupoxpdrovs, himself unknown, would seem to be the father of Timoxpdrys
KaAMwrpdrov, who is Ephor in v. 1, 59, 1. 7.

B 6. KMéwv Swoikpdrovs is well known, having been Nomophylax under
G. Julius Philokleidas (v. I, 51, 52); ypapparodvreé (year unknown, v. I, 148,
L 3); Ephor (v. 1, 20 B, L. 7), and he was a competitor in the Leonidea (v. 1,
660). The Eponymos I. "TovA. Avewpdrys has been miet with above as vopodiral
érl Kheoddpov (B 2, 1. 4). Assuming that KMéwv held his present office at
about the period when he was Nomophylax and Ephor, the date of Lysikrates’
will be, in all probability, the reign of Trajan, as was concluded by Kolbe
(v. 1, 275, note). The ligatured symbol below is obscure.!

B 7. The Eponymos is KXavdiws HepucAis, who is already known in this
capacity from v. 1, 36, 41, 42, and whom we found above, in B 5, acting as
Biduos with Aristonikidas, who is here wpéoBus vopodvAdkwr. It is not easy
to place him exactly in the series; on our fresh evidence he must be later
than Damokles, and presumably later than Lysimachos, and on that of v. 1,
42 he was followed by Pratonikos.?

Srapridrys Aapapiorov confirms the correctness of Kolbe’s restoration of
his name in v. 1, 42, 1. 18 {.; he is otherwise unknown. Neddas "Apxidda,
himself unknown, may be father of - - NedAa in v. I, 73, and of "Apxiddas Nesra
in v. 1, 473 (again confirming Kolbe’s restoration).

®i\wmos "AvBirmov is unknown, *Avfurmos appearing here for the first
time. @edpthos Hevoxpdrovs is a member of the Gerousia in v. 1, 114, L. 9,
which cannot be earlier than the middle of the second century, and is thus
many years later than the year of Perikles.

B 8. Xdpys (Xdpyros), whose cursus we have here, is already known as
Ephor in the year of Atticus (v. 1, 62, L. 4), and, as we shall see below, was

1 Cf. E 4, below. Apparently B (1) 2. Inv. 1,483 we have 452 and ?Hbelow (my

original copy, B.S.4. xv. p. 80, No. 85, reproduced in the Corpus, is inaccurate in these
particulars).
3 See below, note on 2 (3).
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wpéoPBus Tepovoias in the year of Avidius Biadas (C 9). His name should also
be restored in v. 1, 111, 1. 3 instead of [Addpns <. We can but regret that we
are not told under what Eponymoi he held his various offices, nor whether
they are even cited in the order in which he did so. "AM«aoros, to whom he
is kdoev, is well known, having been Nomophylax, Ephor, Patronomos, and
High-Priest of the Sebastoi, etc. (cf. v. 1, Index I, s.v. T. Ilopmdrios "Arkaoros L).
Another example of a man being «deev to him is v. 1, 290, the unknown victor
in the Scourging-Ordeal at the Orthia Sanctuary, in the year of Aeéipayos.!

péoBus Swvapxias, for which parallels exist (v. 1, 37, 1. 12; 480; 504,
l. 16; 1505, 1. 3), is nevertheless a post of which the duties are uncertain,
though it seems plain that there was a Board of six oivapxe:, who bore some
close relation to the six Patronomoi.? KalAwpdrys ‘Povdov, who is already
known as Eponymos (v. 1, 53, 276; and restored in 36 and 54), is dated by
Kolbe to the reign of Trajan (53, note), though we find him as Nomophylax
under Eudamidas in v. 1, 64, whose year seems to be not far from 150 (v. 1,
71 B, 1. 2 and 15). In favour of the later date (ca. 150), which I originally
proposed for Kallikrates (B.S.4. xv. p. 58), I may now urge, not only the
fact that for a Patronomos of the Trajanic age to be Nomophylax some thirty-
five years later (under Eudamidas) seems improbable—though not of course
impossible—but also the evidence of our present text, where Chares, who is
clearly not recording his cursus in chronological order, is more likely to have
given the name of the Eponymos, Kallikrates, under whom he held his latest
post, than one in whose year he held an early office—as would be the case
if we placed Kallikrates in the reign of Trajan; for we know that Chares’
latest posts were held after rather than before A.p. 150. Kolbe’s early date
for him rests largely on his contention that G. Julius Lysikrates, who is wpéoBus
épopwv under Kallikrates, is father, not son (as I hold), of G. Julius Charixenos,
the Eponymos of a year not later (and perhaps earlier) than Hadrian’s visit
to Sparta in 128. Absolute proof is not, yet attainable, but the case for the
later date for Kallikrates seems much strengthened. If Chares was wpéofus
Swapyias after his fifth year in the ranks of the Gerousia, Kallikrates must
date at least three years later than Avidius Biadas, under whom he was
mpéoBus T. in his third year in that body.

This is not the first evidence that a man was ever Biduos more than once,
for we have similar references in v. 1, 138 and 140. The post of 'Emueyrys
Kopuwveias is known to have been held by three other persons (v. I, 34, 36, 44),
all of about the time of Hadrian, but we do not know what their duties were,
nor why this Messenian town was for some time in the Imperial period under
Spartan control (cf. v. 1, p. 26g). For rapias cf. A 10, 1. 5; and for carwrjoas,
A g and ro0.

B 9. Newdpov Zjrov, whose name is a safe restoration, is already known
as Ephor in v. 1, 59, 1. 6, where the name of the Eponymos is restored by

! It is not impossible that Chares himself was the victor in this contest.
® Cf. Tod, S.M.C. Introdn., p. 9; Kolbe, I.G. v. 1, p. 21.
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Kolbe as Hadrian (but, as we shall see, incorrectly); and perhaps he also
occurs in a much damaged list (of Gerontes?), v. 1, 120, 1. 4. Moreover, his
father is very likely the Zijlos *Ayafovixov who wasa victorious o¢arpevs before
the end of the first century (v. 1, 676, L. 16).

Many of his posts are interesting, and demand brief notice. For the
first, which is quite without parallel (émpedymys xaivdov), 1 can only suggest
that there is some error in engraving or orthography made by the lapidary.
It seems quite impossible to find any place-name analogous to Koroneia as
the scope of his émpélea, and I incline towards some form of «ddos, in the
sense of ballot-box (cf. xdd3ixes, in Plutarch, Lyc. c. 12, and I.G. v. 1, 1447,
. 10, at Messene) rather than in its literal sense of vessel.! Kavov for «xddov,
though I cannot cite a parallel for the o« becoming av, is not impossible, and
would not be the only illiterate spelling in this series of documents.?

Xpeodvraé, known already from v. 1, 32 B, 1. 20, only, is a post for which
parallels may be found in many Asiatic cities (Tod, S.M.C., Introd. p. 15,
and note on No. 204 II, the same stone), and as there, so also at Sparta he was
‘ the keeper of the archive for the deposit of private contracts and judicial
decisions * (cf. also Dareste’s article on the xpewgvAdkiwov, in B.C.H. vi. pp.
241 ff.).

IpdkTwp Tov dwé Edpuxhéovs is another post entirely new to us. It must
mean ‘ steward ’ or  collector’ of the estates of Eurykles, which presumably
were held in trust, and the revenues from them devoted, we may suppose,
partly to the celebration of the Eurykleia.?

His Ephorate, under Meniskos, enables us to supply correctly the name
of the Eponymos in v. 1, 59, in which list he appears as Ephor. The first
line preserved on this stone reads vios Adroxpdropos ‘Adpua[vod], restored by
Kolbe [émt warpoviu]o[v] Adr. “Adp., with which at first sight further evidence
seemed to agree admirably. It is clear now that this list must be dated to
the year of Meniskos, and some other explanation is required for the mention
of the son of Hadrian, for we need not now emend wvids, as Fourmont seems
to have made a careful copy of this text throughout. The approximate date
for Meniskos will be considered later. Sergavirys, a common term as an epithet
of dydv, must here, it seems, mean that a crown was awarded to the subject
of this inscription—not necessarily as victor in a festival, though, when used
of persons, oregpavirys seems a characteristic phrase with athletic associations
(cf. C.1.G. 2931, Tralles; 5906, Rome, in each case iepoveikar aredparirar).

1 I am indebted to Mr. R. P. Austin for the suggestion that xavdov may = Kaiddoy,
the Spartan ‘ Barathron,” cf. Thucyd. 1, 134. But we cannot in any case be sure that
this form of execution continued into Imperial times; nor is the version of the name very
probable.

2 E.g. tecepbrovra in A 12.

3 For Eurykles, the friend and contemporary of Augustus, see E. Kjellberg, Klio,
xvii. pp. 44 ff., who discusses all the known evidence. From Strabo viii. 363 we learn
that Eurykles at one time owned the island of Kythera : perhaps some of his estates there
were still the source of the revenues collected by this MpdxTwp.
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Xpeo{w)vdépos is an official not hitherto met with at Sparta, and we cannot
say how his duties were related to those of the ypewpivraé, which Neikaron
had earlier discharged. I can find no example of such a title in any inscription
or text. Note in both words the omikron for omega.

Of his other posts, we need only notice that he was ’A«kriwv awfirys, i.e.
sent by Sparta to offer sacrifice on her behalf at the Actian games at Nikopolis,
of which mention has been made already (A 12, 1. 6). This is the first reference
in a Spartan inscription to this festival being attended, but we may compare
owliras eis ‘Pédov, in v. 1, 47, 1. 4. The noun is not rare (cf. Syil.3 1051,
1117); and both ocwbvoia and ocwbie are often found.

Of the Eponymoi under whom these posts were held, many are familiar
names, but in determining their respective places in the series we must not
assume too hastily that Neikaron is recording his posts in chronological order,
for we have instances, in other records, to prove that this was not always the
practice.! For many of his years of office, however, we can find the same
Eponymoi recurring with varying intervals between them, practically in the
exact order shewn here, and thus gain a strong presumption that the order
is chronological. Thus for the first three, Sidektas, Sipompos, Sitimos, we
may compare the order obtained by combining v. 1, 32 A, with 32 B, and 34,

as follows :—
3z A. 32 B (IT). 34.
Sidektas, Sipompos, Sidektas,
J. Charixenos, Sitimos, Sipompos,
Sitimos, Aristoboulos, J. Lysippos,
Aristoboulos, Aristoboulos.

For the next four names compare the combination of A g, above, with v. 1, 65
and C 5, below :

I, Aqg. v. I, 65. , Cs.
Pius, Pius, Aristoboulos,
Aristoboulos, Hermogenes, Meniskos,
Onasiklidas, Lysippos Mnasonos, Theophrastos,
Eudamos. Nikephoros, Onasikleidas (szc),
Damokles (D. f.). Lycurgus.

Combining all this material we may feel certain that the order in which
Neikaron held his posts agrees closely with the indications of these contem-
porary cursus, even if we must relinquish for the present a further attempt to
work out an exact chronological sequence for the Eponymoi.2 The following
indications are, however, worth notice : the year of Aristoboulos must have
been ca. 132-134, for, as I have already pointed out, Atticus® (who dates from

1 E.g. D 2, below; clearly also in B 8, but without names of Eponymoi.

* My own attempt in B.S.4. xiii. pp. 200 ff. would have to be expanded, and perhaps

re-arranged a little, in view of the new material now brought to light; cf. below, p. 193,
note on D 3. 3 Op. cit. p. 202.
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at least two years after him) was dead by 137, and Meniskos, who is to be
placed, probably, soon after Atticus, seems to have held office in a year in
which some reference is made to the son of Hadrian. Whether this means
L. Aelius Caesar, or Antoninus Pius, is obscure, but it suggests that Meniskos
is to be placed either in 136, the year of the adoption of the former, or in 138,
the year of Pius’s accession. We have his cursus in v. 1, 32 B, 1L 18 ff., and
he (or possibly his son?) appears again in No. 27 below, in an incomplete list
of the Gerousia. @ed¢pacros is again found in C 5 below, likewise after
Meniskos, but was not hitherto known as an Eponymos. It is very tempting
to identify him (pace Kolbe) with I Tovhios ®edppacros, in v. I, 167, even if
he cannot be the same as his namesake in v. 1, 506, where the phrase used
on his statue-base diws Tév edruyerrdrev kapdv seems to indicate a date under
M. Aurelius and Verus.! For 'Ovacwdeidas, whom we found as Eponymos
above, in A g, see my comment (ad loc.). Aefluayxos must be distinguished
from A. 6 xai Newokpdrys in A g, init., but may be the Eponymos of v. 1, 290,
where the victor is xdeev to Alkastos, and therefore (not impossibly) may date
from a year little later than Alkastos.

C 1. This list of twelve names followed by those of three officials must
be the end of a list of the Gerousia, which began on a companion block on the
left. Few of the names are familiar, but the associations, as far as they exist,
are with persons of the reign of Trajan or even earlier. The list must be
somewhat earlier than that of the Gerousia under I'. TovAws 'Aynailacs (E 2,
below), as Siriwos Hpartovikov, in 1. 3 of this list, is there wpéoBus Tepovoias.
We have already found him as ypaupareds BovAas under Eukletos, B 4, above.

Aapéas "Apydda also appears below in E 2 under Agesilaos, and is a
Nomophylax under Philokratidas (v. 1, 80, 1. 4). IHaowAi8as Beodduov 1is
perhaps a descendant of Biudapos . . . ¢dvess, in v. 1, 93 (first century B.C.).
Of the remaining persons, ®woxpdrys PhoxAéovs can hardly be identified with
the boy of the same name who is in addition styled ’Aynedy 76 Nedha kdoev,
and was victor in the «a68yparépw in the year of Eukleidas (v. x, 278), if we
identify his Agesilaos with the Eponymos of E 2 below, and maintain the
original assumption that a man was styled, from boyhood, kdser to an
Eponymos. Either then there were two persons named ®wokpdrys PhoxAéovs,
or two Patronomoi named Agesilaos, or—and this is not after all impossible—
the old theory of the meaning of xdoev must be given up.2

"Aynoivicos Nedha seems likely to be brother of "Aynailaos Nesha, mentioned
above. AapoxAis Kadlwpdrovs is perhaps father of Kallwpdrys Aapoxdéovs, an
Ephor in the year of Hadrian (v. 1, 1314, Ii, 1. 3), and not impossibly father
of Aapokhijs 6 kai Brhoxpdrys, whom we have already discussed. The ypapparevs
BovAds, IloAvevkros Siprdovs, must be a relative, perhaps the father, of T'. "LavA.
Seyundys Iolvexrov, whom we find in v. 1, 507.3

1 See note ad loc. I am not convinced that this absolutely proves the later date.

2 1 hope to re-examine this question on some future occasion.
3 There is no need to date him (with Kolbe) to the end of the second century.
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None of the other persons can be identified, and several of the names are
hitherto unknown at Sparta, viz. Tpadwds, Bufdvios, @édywy, and Kexapiopévos.
The first of these is common at Athens under the Empire (cf. 7.G. iii., Index,
about a dozen times.)

C 2. From its position, this list of Ephors must also date from the time
of Trajan, which makes it impossible for us to identify the Eponymos
Spartiatikos with (P. Memmius) Spartiatikos whom we find in v. 1, 85 (cf. 71,
III. 1. 1), and who belongs to the reign of Antoninus Pius.

He may very well be Tw.. KA. Zx., son of Brasidas, who is not hitherto known
as Eponymos, but may have served early in the second century, cf. v. 1, p. 131
(stemma). Of the Ephors, the only one recognisable is MwAAiwy Povgov, who
must be identical with T. TodA. II. ‘P., who is Secretary to the Boule in the
year of Philokleidas (v. 1, 97, 1. 25). The names @coxAipevos and KAiuevos
are new at Sparta.! ®{Aurmos Swkpdrovs is only the second Spartan known
to style himself 7A(e)iorovikys, the first being P. Ael. Damokratidas, to whom
some half-dozen inscriptions refer (cf. v. 1, Index vi. 3, s.v.).

C 3. («) The Patronomos must be Aefipaxos 6 xai Newoxpirys of A g,
intt., who, we saw, is to be dated to the reign of Trajan. Of the Ephors,
MevexAijs KAeodduov may well be the former Eponymos, whose year fell in ca.
97 A.D. (cf. v. 1, 667, etc.); T. Khavd. ’Ayafoxrijs must be distinguished from
the later M. KAavd. "Ayafoxdis, Ephor in v. 1, 59, and Nomophylax in v. 1, 65.
For Avrimarpos, to whom he was xdoev, see above, A g, 1. 5; and for another
kdoev of his, AwokAijs (AwxAéovs), B I (y).

The others are unknown, and Deinokratidas is not previously known at
Sparta.z

C 3. (B) The President of the Board is presumably P. M. Deximachos I.
(cf. v. 1, p. 117, stemma), father of P. M. Seidektas, who was Eponymos in
the time of Hadrian (above, p. 188). Of the others, all are hitherto unknown,
unless—as is not unlikely—Alwv (Alwros) is the same as II. Ailws Alwy, who is
Ephor (under Damokles) ® in v. 1, 65, 1. 10. The meaning of 1. 7 is mysterious,
unless we are to infer that Deximachos was the Bovayds of his year, and that
the other members of the Board were his ouvégnBor, which would tend to over-
throw the accepted theory that a Spartan was ouvvédnBos to the Eponymos.
This complicated question must be passed over for the present, and could
only be discussed in connection with the interpretation of «doev.

C 4. Unluckily too much is lost, through damage to the stone, for us to
restore what is an unusually interesting passage in ll. 2-3. The use of é¢ &v
shews that two Eponymoi are concerned, presumably because the Biduoi
in question held office for two successive years—a practice for which we have

1 Cf. @cokAduervos, the Homeric seer, and as a name in the Imperial period, T. Ka.
@eorAvuevos on a tomb at Rome, C.I.G. 6606. Kavueros is found at Kos, Paton-Hicks,
Inscript. of Kos, No. 10 (= G.D.I. 3624) b, 1. 72; at Orchomenos, I.G. vii. 3224; and
cf. Kavueridas at Knossos, Sy/l.2 720, ii. 721, L. 55.

¢ I cannot trace the name elsewhere; Aewokpdrys is not a rare name.

3 See 2 (8) below, enabling us to restore his name as Eponymos here.
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no certain parallel.! 'We have an approximate indication of the original length
of 1. 15 as consisting of not less than thirty-four letters, perhaps a few more,
to judge by L. 5; but even so the sense of ll. 2-3 is irrecoverable. Whether
we should read =ayv r[6 - - or mdvr[es - - is quite uncertain; in l. 3 apparently
&vé - (peré ~)Byoov Awvvaides dexadvo 8¢ - - - and finally - - vov. The Dionysides
must be the maiden votaries of Dionysos whom we know from Pausanias
to have worshipped at the shrine of D. Kolonatas, and competed in a foot-
race in connection with the festival.2 He, however, expressly mentions their
number as having been eleven, usually regarded as having consisted of ten
and a leader.® Why twelve are mentioned here, and exactly what they did,
is an insoluble problem. We must note, moreover, that both in Pausanias
and in Hesychios they are called Awvvoiddes, which seems to indicate an error
in the engraving of our stone. I have no suggestion to make for completing
the phrase, nor for the word ending in - vou.

27’5’95(11/0;, the President, is not known, nor is Etdauidos *AyafoxAéovs 6 xai
Mo..... Top- -, for whom the ‘signum’ is not easy to recognise. Nor can we
identify KaMXwpdrys 'Apximrmov, though he might be son of an Archippos, who
is Nomophylax under P. Aelius Dionysios in v. 1, 82 (early in the reign of
Hadrian).

The last three names, together with that of the ypappareds, are continued
below, on block B 4, which indicates that it was not engraved at the time they
engraved the course above. Nuwoxpdrns (Nwkokpdrovs) Siunder «doev is also
known as wpéofBus odapéwr in v. I, 674, 1. 3, and as =p. Tepoveias in the year
of P. Memm. Pratolaus (v. 1, 101). His namesake, N. Nuwdpyov (an almost
certain restoration), is Tepovoins in v. I, 103, 1. 13 (perhaps about the end of
Trajan’s reign). The other persons are quite unknown.

C 5. We cannot restore the name of the subject of this cursus. For the
Eponymoi, see my notes on B 9, whence it will be clear that this cursus belongs,
like it, to the end of the reign of Hadrian, and the early years of his successor.
In 1. 5 there seems just room to complete the name [Ov]agikdeidas, whom
we have seen above as following soon after Theophrastos ; Avkotpyos 6eds is
of the utmost interest, for it proves beyond question that the Eponymos of
the name, known already to have held office not later than the middle of the
second century, was after all the Divine Lycurgus. A list of Ephors and
Nomophylakes of this year is already known (v. 1, 66; duplicate list of former
in 67), from the contents of which, though mutilated, we can be certain that
the same official year is referred to as in our present text. In v. I, 66 one of
the Ephors is Nexdourmos Ednuépov, who appears in v. I, 59 as Nomophylax
in the year of Meniskos (v. supra B g), and it accords with the usual practice

1 Xdpns (Xdpnroes) in B 8 refers to his having been BiSeos 3ls, npéaBus yevduevos &wal
(but not necessarily in consecutive years).

2 iii. 13, 7; Nilsson, Griech. Feste, p. 298; Wide, Lak. Kulte, p. 160,

3 Hitzig-Blimner suspect (rightly in my opinion) a disturbance of the text here,
as the phrase Tas 8¢ &AAas is not intelligible as it stands.
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for an Ephor to have been Nomophylax a few years earlier. It is also now
clear that the year of Lycurgus mentioned in A 3-5, 1. 2, cannot possibly be
the same as that here under consideration, for we saw that all the chronological
associations of the persons found in that list agree with the date of Trajan
for it, and the Lycurgus there mentioned must have held office six years earlier
(at least) than L. Volussenus Aristokrates, who is Eponymos therein.

C6,7. Alistin three columns, much damaged at the top of each, which
runs across two blocks, the second column astride the joint. From cols. II
and IIT we find that this is a duplicate, as far as it goes, of the list of Gerontes,
from which the first six names are omitted, in v. 1, 20 B.

We can thus restore the first three names of our second column, and in
turn add five names to those there lacking. Unluckily we still lack the name
of the Eponymos, but the fresh evidence all confirms his date as falling in the
reign of Trajan, and between the years of Philokleidas (E 1) and Aristokrates
(A 3-5). 4

Col. I, 1. 1, hopeless. L. 2, A. Kavelvios . . . .. .. das, 70 ¥ is not
restorable. The only bearers of the nomen Caninius are named Aristonikos
and Euporos (v. 1, p. 58, stemma), and we must now add T'v. Kavivios IloAAias
in D 3, below. In 1. 3 traces of the initial A indicate the restoration
“A[pp]d[vicos], the same man who appears, without patronymic, in v. 1, 97, 1. 15.
The alternative Aauovikys must be ruled out, as he is found as Nomophylax
in 20 B, 1. 10, and obviously could not be simultaneously one of the
Gerousia. This involves our distinguishing this Tib. Cl. Harmonikos from
the son of Pleistoxenos, who is honoured in v. 1, 485.2 KaA\wpdrys Newdpyov
is likely to be brother of Nwuokpdrys Newdpxov, whom we have met with as
Biduos in C 4, above, and one of the Gerousia in v. 1, 103, 1. 13. ’Alef{uaxos
Swrypixov is likewise a member of the Gerousia in v. 1, 97, 1. 16, for the first
time, thus confirming that this list is a trifle later than the other. ®ed8wpos
@cokréovs is well known, as son-in-law of the Patronomos Philokratidas (v. 1,
481, cf. 80), and as a member of an unidentified Board (1bid., 147); moreover,
we find him as Ephor under ’lovAios KAéardpos in E 5, below.

For the remaining names, of which the order agrees exactly with that
in 20 B, from XaAevos onward, there are a few small points to note :

apdalds @eoxAéovs (brother of Theodoros?) is here 76 8.

Nelarmos (Newimmov) is here EdpuvkAet xdaev. (For another xdoev of his see
v. 1, 103, L. 8, "Apwsropérys (Aporopérovs).)

K\éwv (KMéwvos) s here, as in v. 1, 99, 1. 6, Teoaperd xdaev.?

‘TepoxAsjs (TepoxAéovs) is here Arrg wdoev, but in v. 1, 97, 1. 21 appears
as "Evvparridd «., presumably by a confusion with the previous entry.

For further items in the career of Aristonikidas son of Mousaios see
above, B 4 (y), Bs5, B 7.

1 Also found in 275 as Deputy-Patronomos, and honoured in 480. A T« Ka.

Aapdv(e)cos appears in E 1, 1. 13 below.
¢ For another kdoev of Tisamenos see v. I, 103, 1. 12 (JwoiBios ).
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The genitive of ®das proves to be ®da, though @davres is more usual.l

Mévavdpos proves to have praenomen and nomen, G. Julius.

The Secretary, Ti8. Kla. Nedaos, is son of Pratomelidas, a name again
found in E 3, 1. 6, below, a fragmentary list of Gerontes.

C 8. The same man, T'. TovAios Bowbros, records his cursus, including his
tenure of the post of yvvaworéuos, in No. 6, below, where his date is discussed
(ca. A.D. 150).

C 9, 10. On two adjoining blocks, of which that on the right is engraved
in smaller and more cramped lettering. A list of twenty-three Gerontes and
a Secretary of the Boule, of the year of (I'. ’AB{Swos) Buddas. Date, ca. A.D.
150. This list is, with a few exceptions, a duplicate of the list of Gerontes
of the year of Cl. Sejanus (v. 1, 111), which is in the Sparta Museum (No. 787).
It is not easy to explain the coincidence, except on the supposition that, for
some reason, there were no elections of the Gerousia held, and that the two
Eponymoi occupied successive years. That their years fell very close together
is known from the entries in v. 1, 71, col. III, and there is the further striking
coincidence that, in the contests at the Orthia Sanctuary, the same boy-victor
(T. "IodA.) Adgurmos Pihoxapeivov records his success in the ka@fnpardpw under
ClL Sejanus, and in the same contest, as well as in the p&e, under Biadas (v. 1,
292 and 294 respectively,? both as Bovaydp pixkixi3Sopévav).

The present list enables several corrections to be made in the published
one (v. 1, 111). .Thus in 1. 3 there we must now read Xdpys (Xdpyros), and in
L. 6, Swowpdrys 'Emadpodirov instead of Zdrov. The next entries in No. 111
indicate a deep confusion, due to careless copying of the original document
by the engraver. Not only has he left out entirely the two names Newrnidas
Mevepdyov and ‘IovAws Adxos, but after his ¢ Sdrov’ for Eragpodirov in 1. 6 he
continues

IONEAS . QEIKiNIQY " //f]] = Tod(Aios) Néas [S]wowpdrovs,

and in 1. 8 has Kalwpdrys S[wx]pdr[ovs]; thenceforth the lists agree, as far
as v. I, 111 is preserved (L. 18; an initial o—which should be ®—alone
survives from 1. 19). Julius Neas is Ephor (under Cl. Aristoteles) in v. 1, 68,
I 17. I cannot explain the letters MOZ here put after his name.?

Of the names which the new stone enables us to add, we can now confirm
Maépros Newnddpov in 1. 15, and Mrdewr Aveimmov in 1. 17. Kallwpdrys
(KaA\ixpdrovs) must be distinguished from his namesake in 71, col. III, as the
latter is yepovaias émi Smwapriarcod, and does not mention in his cursus having
served in the year of Biadas.

®wridas 'Ayiwvos may possibly be son of ’Aylwr, whose cursus we had in

! @éas (©da) occurs once in the Imperial period at Athens, 1.G., iii. 1128, 1. 165.

z Kolbe distinguishes them, but possibly Lysippos competed a year under age (under
Sejanus), and again the next year; the absence of praenomen and nomen from one of the
two is not a serious objection.

3 Tod’s reading, S.M.C. 787, 1. 6 is NéasMOZI® - ?, which is, in view of the new text,
preferable to the Corpus reading, though Néasuos seems a most unlikely name.

’ (¢]
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A g above, but the other Philonidas is not known. ®oxAss (Phoxhéovs) we
know also as Ephor under Cas(cellius) Aristoteles, v. 1, 69, 70, 71 (cf. E 7,
below), where we learn that he was also «xdoev to Mvdowv and Avoipayos.
Elowyérys Srparoveivov is unknown, neither name occurring in v. 1; for names
derived from Isis, at Sparta, cf. Eiclwr, v. I, 199 B. Topylwr KAeofovAov is
mpéafus vopoduldrkwy, under the same Aristoteles, in v. 1, 69, 71, 1. 23 f.; “TovAwos
IIpékAos is unknown. The Secretary, P. Memmius Damares, is almost certainly
the son of P. M. Sidektas, Eponymos under Hadrian (see B 9, 1. 1, and cf. v. 1,
536), and himself Ephor under Eudamos (v. 1, 61).

C 11. It is interesting to observe that Biadas here is given his praenomen
and nomen, though they are omitted from the previous list. The origin of
Avidius in this connection is attributed by Kolbe (v. 1, 663, @ propos of
T. 'ABidws "Ayabdyyeros) to C. Avidius Nigrinus, who was, it seems, in charge
of Achaia under Trajan, and later took a prominent part in the conspiracy
against Hadrian in 118.1 His brother T. Avidius Quietus was also proconsul
Achaiae, apparently in 95 A.D.,2 but in view of the praenomen, the Spartan
Biadas is likelier to derive his citizenship from the later Governor, C. Avidius
Nigrinus.

Several of the Ephors are already known, though we do not meet with
the first name, for certain, elsewhere. I suggest, however, that EdBafBepioxos
Awyévovs may be identical with the Nomophylax (anni incertt) in v. 1, 9o,
where we have E{#f8afe¢--; and we may compare, as a possible relative,
Eubaberos in v. I, 154. Aoudvices (Aapovikov) 7ob Edrixov is &oiros (émi
AapoxAéovs) in v. I, 65,3 Tepovailas (annt incerts, v. 1, 112, 1. 5), and =péafBus
vopodvhdkwy under Memmius Spartiaticus in v. I, 85. Khaddios "Apirrorélns
is Eponymos in v. 1, 68, and wnpéaBus yepdvrwy, émi Tipopévor[s?], in 109 ; he must
not be confused with Kao(xé\Awos) ‘Apororélys, for whom see E 7, below.
El3apos Mevioxov, hitherto unknown, may be brother of the Eponymos Meniskos
(above, B g and C 5). Finally, Kalhipdrys EdSauida MQAOXIOS is a familiar
puzzle. He is known from v. 1, 74 (a list of Biduoi?) without his title, and
from 85, 1. 13 ff. as Kall. Eud. MQAOXIZS (in a list of Nomophylakes just
referred to, of whom Damonikos is President). We at any rate learn that
MowMdxtos is the more correct form of the word, but I can make no confident
suggestion as to its meaning.*

From the position of the text, it seems that a decision was taken not to
carry the inscriptions further eastward, and consequently it does not mean

L Cf. A. von Premerstein, Die Attentat der Consulave gegen Hadrvian (Klio, Beiheft viii.).

2 Syll.3, 822, notes 1 and 2; cf. 827, note 1.

3 See No. 2 (8), below.

4 We seem to get no help from Suidas, who says, ‘ MwAdxior, Aaxavnpdv vyévos’; nor
from Hesychios, who, s.v. peAdxiov, says, ‘ &f0a Avkeipyos Tdv Kopuvfirny &veile Tomes’; nor
again from the Arcadian festival MdAea, Schol. ap. Apoll. Rhod. Arg. 1, 164. 1Is the
connection rather to be sought in the root uwAv—(cf. Hesychios, ‘ uwAberar = ynpdores,’
and ‘ pwAvpdy = vwlpdy, Bpadl’) and - Adxes, t.e. ‘late-born’ or ‘ posthumous’? It is
clearly not a signum or alternative name, but some distinctive title. (Dijudicent periti /)
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that these two lists of the year of Biadas are the latest of the series. In fact,
among the fallen blocks from the west end of the wall is a list of later date
(E 7, Ephors under Cascellius Aristoteles).

D 3. (D 1 and 2 are blank.) Tv. Kavivios IIo)\)uas is here met with for
the first time. For Caninius, a rare nomen at Sparta, cf. C 6 above. TIloAAias
is, even rarer {once only, in v. 1, 212, 1. 14, an early list).

The Patronomoi are all known, but raise an interesting question, namely,
that of the date of Kaicap, 1.. Hadrian. We must first compare this series
with that in A 9, above, where we have Pratonikos, Damonikidas, Polyeuktos,
Aristokles, etc.; and with v. 1, 40, where we have Pratonikos, Damonikidas,
Polyeuktos, (Jul.) Sosikrates, and Pasikrates; and then with v. 1, 42, which
gives us Perikles, Pratonikos. We can to some extent re-establish the series,
thus : Perikles, Pratonikes, Damonikidas, Polyeuktos, Aristokles, Caesar,
Sosikrates, Pasikrates, the relative order of the last four being conjectural.
Other names have to be fitted in, but need not concern us now.? In any case
it is plain that in our present text the order is wrong as between Polyeuktos
and Damonikidas, and that therefore Pollias was Biduos before he was
Tepovaias 76 B'. It is further clear that this series belongs to the first quarter
of the second century, and not, as I once tried to prove, to the third quarter
(B.S.4. xv. 59, cf. v. 1, 40, note).

The date of Hadrian’s patronomate is a vexed question, which our new
text does not much elucidate. He is referred to in this capacity in v. 1, 32,
33 and 1314, and now here, but in no case can we confidently place him in the
series. Kolbe is perhaps right in making him act as Eponymos on one of his
two visits to Sparta (125 and 128), but I am not even now convinced that he
may not have been elected early in his reign.*

E 1. This gives us another copy of the first half only, of the list of
Tépovres éri I. Tov(Aiov) ®ehoxhelda, which we have already in v. 1, 97. As
the latter is damaged, we can correct some of the restorations which are
mistaken.

L. 2, Awxheéls for Aw[¢dvlys; 1. 3, TB. KX Nufurm(]8as should be
Nu[oxA{]das; 1. 8, SdhavBpos Tpidwros for Tlui]eves. L. 12: we have
here ’Apiworokpdtys Kallwkpdrovs, but in 97, ’Apisroxijs; the latter perhaps is
more correct, as in 1. 24 we have ’Apwrroxdis KadX. vedrepos. L. I3 can now
be restored as T. Kha(v¥dios) Aaudvewe[s] (probably not the T. KAavdios Aauorvikys
of v. 1, 20 B, 1. 10 unless there is an error of the engraver).

Note also that only three members have recorded after their names the
number of times they had served, whereas in g7 nearly all those in their third
and second years—and one in his first—add the numeral after their name.

E 2. The Eponymos T. 'lovAios "Aynoilaos is doubtless the man known
as dywvoférns in ca. A.D. g7 (v. I, 667), and to whom ®ulokpdrys PloxAéovs
is kdoev (v. I, 278); the latter is probably M. "Avféorios ®. in 1. 4 of our present

1 See above, p. 178.
2 As I tried to show, B.S.A4. xiii. pp. 200 ff., esp. p. 205 {.
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list, and father, without doubt, of Aauiwv, who is a boy-victor under Lakon
the younger (v. 1, 281). We have already found him as a member of the
Gerousia in C 1, above, in a list which must be slightly earlier than ours.

Seirapos Ilparovelcov has occurred already, as ypep. Bovfs éxi Edxhjrov
(B 4 a), and in the Gerousia, with Philokrates, in C 1 (g..). Kéivros (Koivrov)
Mevechel kdoev is Ephor under Gorgippidas below (E 4), but otherwise unknown.
Menekles here concerned must be the Eponymos of v. 1, 567, and presumably
in 78, 1. 3 f.; in 277 we have another xdoev of his.!

Bcoyévns (Ocoyévovs) rdoev to Aristokrates and Damares is found here,
and in E 10, below, a list of Biduoi, where he is only 'Apwrrokpdres «. {not
also Aapdpe)). It is perhaps the same man who is ’Apiorokpdrer kdoev In the
list of Nomophylakes under P. Ael. Dionysios (v. 1, 82, ca. the middle of
Hadrian’s reign). Aristokrates will be, therefore, the Eponymos found in
v. 1, 32 B, 1. 6 £.2 Whether Damares is L. Volussenus D. or P. Memmius D.
is hard to decide.? '

A. "Ampevios "Axivduvos in V. I, 55 may be son of this L. Apr. Praximenes,
and a later descendant might be L. Apr. Euelpistos (v. 1, 564, 1. 8), but other-
wise the nomen is not found at Sparta. For Aapéas "Apxidda, previously T'epovoias
in an earlier year, see C 1, above.

E 3. A much-damaged block, with a blank portion on left, and damaged
above. It has an anathyrosis -16 m. wide, distant (on centre) -61 from r. end.
Its identification as from a list of Gerontes is not quite certain. L. 1, E¥8apos 3-
not identifiable, as the name is common. L. 2, KAaddios *Ayrjuwy, dywvolérns
in A.D. 97 (v. I, 667), and apparently wpésBus (éddpwr) in v. 1, 58. L. 3,
T. K\avdios ‘Appdvewos, if correctly restored, is one of the two namesakes whom
we mentioned above, C 6-7, 1. 3. L. 4, Kal\wpdrys Aaporvikov appears also
in v. 1, 80 B, 1. 7, as Nomophylax in the year of Philokratidas (under Trajan,
or just before?). I cannot account for the ¢ before his name, unless it be
really the remains of & for [yp(aupareis) Blov(Ajs). L. 5, Sosidamos is probably
the vopodelkrys whom we met with in A 3~5 and B 4 (y). I cannot elucidate
the symbols which follow his name. In L 6, Edééxypos Iparouniida may be
presumed to be brother of Ti8. KXa. Nedhaos IlparounAida, ypapu. BovAds in
C 7 (y), above. The «ijpvé, Nujpopos Nikoorpdrov is the same as in B 1 (a),
above.

E 4. Gorgippidas, in whose year Newias 'Apioroxparida and his colleagues
were Ephors, is hitherto unknown as Eponymos, and apparently cannot be
identical with either of the other bearers of the name (I.G. v. 1, 94, 1. 18—too0
early; 109, . 16—too late?). Nor can I trace the npéofus, Nexias. Inl. 3,
T. Tpeferdyros MevekAijs 'Apéos, whom we might expect to be son of T. Tp.
*Apevs MoAepdpyovin v. 1, 20 B, 1. 7, is only known from B 3 above. The latter,

! TIpinos Nypéos, twice victor at the Orthia Sanctuary..

2 And presumably L. Volussenus Aristokrates of A 3—5 above.

3 Preferably the latter, as we have no knowledge of any Spartan! having been xdoer
to a father and son together.
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being mpéoBus épdpwy, might have served in that capacity within quite a few
years of his son being an ordinary member of the Board. Kdivros (Kotvrou),
whom we have just had as T'epovaias 76 ' under Agesilaos (E 2, 1. 3) must
have held these offices within a few years of each other, though we cannot
tell in which order. Aapoxpdrys ®hépwros is known only as having been
Tepovoias 76 v under Philokleidas (v. 1, 97 = E 1, 1. 6). Finally, Adpms
is probably the Eponymos of v. 1, 33 (just before Hadrian), and 137, 1. 16.
It is accordingly clear that Gorgippidas is to be placed in the series of Eponymoi
not far from Philokleidas and Agesilaos, soon after the beginning of the second
century.

E 5. "Edopor émi Ta. 'lovhiov Khedvdpov. The Eponymos may well
be the father of "Ayis K\edvdpov, to whom the victor Damion, son of Antistius
Philokrates in v. 1, 281, is xdeev; this would make their fathers approximately
contemporary. The only other known member of this Board is ®eidwpos
®@coxAéovs (Tepovaias 7o Bin C 6, 1. 7 = v. 1, 20 B, above, q.v.).

‘Hpas, father of Aristokrates, is only found once, for certain, in I.G. v. 1,
1398, 1. 82 (at Koroneia); the name is paralleled by ’Aprends (No. 9, below),
"AoxAaris, ‘HpaxAds, etc., which are known more frequently in Laconia and else-
where.! Tpardvexos Secripov might be father, rather than son of Zefryuos
Iparoveikov, in B 4 (a), etc., above. The xijpvé, Mdfuyos, is also unknown.

E 6. The remains preserved, with the unusual name K. Be/Biwos—in
the last line—make it certain that this fragment is from a list of the Ephors
under G. Julius Philokleidas, of which we have already two examples, in
v. I, 5T and 52. Note that the engraver has had to add the ¢ or . later, and
that of the previous copies of this list, one spells the name O%{Biwos, the other
BeiBos. The names being already known, further comment is superfluous.

E 7. Enough is preserved to prove this to be the right-hand portion of
the list of Nomophylakes in the year of KaoxéAhios *Apiororédys. We have a
copy already, in v. 1, 69, but learn here for the first time that his nomen was
Cascellius, the abbreviation Kae. having been previously taken for Kdoouos.
We have no other Spartans who bear this rare name, the origin of which is
not easy to explain.2 In connection with the name Perikles in 1. 6, Mr. Tod
has pointed out (J.H.S., xxxiv (1914), p. 61) that the abbreviation § in v.1i,
69, 1. 34 and 71 b, 1. 37, should be expanded to Hou(wios) or possibly Ilou(wévios),
not Id. Mé(upeos).

E 8. None of the names of this list of Nomophylakes can be completed.
In 1. 2 we should expect six letters to be lost before -arparos, but it is hard
to find a suitable name; whereas many names so terminating, and with five
letters missing, can be supplied (Ayneiorparos, Kairi, Mvaoi-, Newd-, for
example).® In 1. 4 we must avoid restoring Aapdvixos{, as he is wpéosfus

1 *Hpas, at Tenos, I.G. xii. 5, 875, 1. 23 (third century B.cC.).

2 No likely clue is afforded by the Cascellii in Prosop. Imp. Rom. There is also a
KaokéAhios TovTixés at Ephesus in A.D. 120, Syil.3, 833, 1. 14.

3 The letters may have been spaced wider than in l. 1.
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vopoduldrkwv in v. I, 85, which may be much later than this stone. (Had he
possibly a grandfather of the same name?)

E 9. This cannot be the beginning of the previous fragment, as the type
of lettering is different.

E 10. The Eponymos must be P. Memmius Deximachos I (v. 1, p. 117,
stemma), the father of the Eponymoi P. Memmius Sidektas and Pratolaos II,
not hitherto known as Eponymos. If we date him a generation before Sidektas
(i.e. ca. 95-100) we shall not be far from the truth; and confirmation is furnished
by our finding that *Apwwrovikidas Edrvxida, the mpéoBus Bidéwv here, is Tepov-
clas 76 ¥ in v. I, 97, 1. 5; and also that the last name on the list, Awyéms
(Atoyévous), is one of the Gerousia in the year of Agesilaos, E 2, above, both
of which lists are likely to be slightly later than our present list. Nuavdpidas
Eivdov is altogether unknown. Lines 5, 6 were never inscribed; for another
list left partly blank, see B 1 (y), above.

E 11. The identification of this as a list of Bidvoc is merely tentative,
and rests on the hypothesis that the name in 1. 5, which ends in -ypveov, was
that of IIwAMwv 'leoxpvoov, not unlikely in itself, as names with a similar
ending are very rare. Accepting this, we find that a similar length of line is
given by restoring Edxheidas Aewvdkwvos in 1. 3, which is tempting, in view of
the rarity of genitives ending in -kwvos among our names. Now both these
men are known already as Ephors, the former in v. 1, 51 under Philokleidas,
the latter (mpéoef3. épdpwr) under Atticus, in v. 1, 62. Even if the latter text
be some twenty years later, it does not offer a fatal objection, as the President
of the Board of Ephors would be a person of very senior standing. The
restoration Zpopor not being available, Bidvo. seems preferable to vepopvAaxes,
as we have only eighteen or nineteen letters to supply before &v mpéofus,
which leaves only an impossibly short name-space after éx/. Accepting this
rather bold but not improbable conjecture, we should date this text also to
the reign of Trajan, in its early years.

E 12. This is the only certain cursus honorum found among the fallen
blocks. ’Ewdyaflos Swxpdrovs, to whom it refers, does not figure on any of
the stones, either ¢» situ in, or fallen from, this wall, but may well have appeared
in some lost list. We only know him elsewhere as mpéoBus odawpéorv in v. I,
676, under Agathokles son of Kleophantos. His date seems to be in the
reign of Trajan (Kolbe, ad loc.) or perhaps a few years earlier. The Eponymoi
under whom Epagathos held his posts are, with one exception, familiar names.
Aef{paxos is probably the same as P. Memmius D., whom we have above in
E 10, for he cannot be identical with Aef. 6 xai Nwoxkpdrps in A g, as in
the list of Nomophylakes éri Nwoxpdrovs (C 3 (8)), Epagathos does not figure.
Xapifevos is presumably T. Flavius Ch., known as Eponymos in v. 1, 34, 1. 6,
and as Athlothetes in ca. A.D. g7 (v. 1, 667); cf. also 467 and 476. Mvdowy
appears in v. I, 44 just before Julius Eurykles, and we have the Gerontes (2)
and Sphaireis of his year in v. 1, 98 and 675 respectively. Srpdrer is new as
Eponymos, but may well be Zrp. Sevopévovs, Tepovoias o ¢ under Ti. CL
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Aristoboulos (v. 1, 102, 1. 5). Haowpdrys can hardly be different from the man
under whom Agathokles’s long cursus begins, in 32 A; he held office in, or at
least close to, the year A.D. 125 (see above, p. 195). Epagathos’s career thus
falls in the later years of Trajan, and early years of Hadrian. '

E 13. "Aleéipaxos Swrypixov is found also in C 6, col. I, as I'epovaias 76 3,
but it is not easy to account for his name here in isolation, unless it forms
the end of a list which has overflowed from some other stone. (Can it be an
unfinished continuation of E 17.1)

E 14. Restoration hopeless, as we have no clue to the amount which
must have been inscribed on a (lost) adjoining block on the left. Svvapyor,
which we may safely restore in 1. 2, rarely figure in this series, but we may
compare B 1 (B), and No. 9, below, both relating to Boards of yuvaikovépor.
Perhaps this fragment should be restored on the same lines.

E 15. No name can be restored with certainty.

E 16-22. None of these can be restored, nor plausibly connected with
any other fallen blocks or fragments.

E 23. Undoubtedly belongs to the wall, though found a few metres inside
it, in debris above the lower seats. Assuming that six or seven letters are lost
on the left from the two last lines, the restoration suggested for them seems
fairly certain. Otherwise it seems impossible to account for the letters gap,
and we know that the title ¢i\dkaioap kai ¢iddémarpis was borne by members
of this family, among many others (cf. v. 1, p. 117, stemma, and, ibid. 537, a
statue-base to the son of the man whom I here restore). In 1. 6 ®oxpdrys
Awoyévous is doubtful, as his date is perhaps too early for him to have been a
colleague of Pratolaos (he is Ephor under Philokleidas, v. 1, 51, and E 6, above).

E 24. Left-hand side of a block, badly damaged; enough remains to
shew that it belonged to our series, and contained part of a list of Gerontes.

E 25. This is the first occurrence at Sparta of a Brasidas with the nomen
Pompeius, as Claudius is the gentile name usually found in that family.
The only persons of the name Brasidas who are known as Eponymoi are in
v. 1, 71 B, L. 21 (no nomen), 46, and 310, with the nomen Claudius. It has
always been assumed that the man in 71 is another of the Claudii, but perhaps
this is erroneous, and should permit us to identify him with our new-found
S. Pompeius Br. If so, this stone will date from about the middle of the
second century.

E 26. K\edrxos is a very rare name at Sparta, and no Eponymos so called
is known. Inl. 2, perhaps 'Apwsroxpdrys ‘Hpa, as in E 5 above. L. 3 is blank,
and 1. 4 not to be completed with confidence. In 1. 5 a safe restoration is
Duhobevidas "Apworoddparvros, whom we know as Tepoveias in v. 1, g9 and A 3-5
above, and Ephor (?) in 147, 1. 1. In E 6, ll. 2, 3 and v. 1, 51, ll. 8-12, the
brothers "AAeis and ITaowAjs Phoxpdrovs are Ephors together under Philokleidas,
the former being President. The last line is not to be completed with certainty.

' For we know that he was a member of the Gerousia under G. Julius Philokleidas
(v. 1,97, 1 16); cf. C 6-7, above.
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As there are six names, this list cannot contain Ephors or Nomophylakes.
It presumably was one of Biduoi, and so Alexis and Pasikles would have held
this post before being Ephors; thus Kleonikos must come before Philokleidas
in the series of Eponymoi.

E 27. A hopeless fragment from the upper r. corner of a block. The
Eponymos was one of the many bearers of the nomen Memmius.

From the places where these last three pieces were found, it seems
probable that the western Parodos-wall was inscribed also. As stated
above, no inscribed blocks, and indeed very few of the marble blocks at
all, remained n situ.

2 (a—€). Inscribed on upper surface of marble blocks forming the
inner side (nearest the Orchestra) of the rain-water channel in front of
the lowest seats of the cavea.! The inscriptions are numbered from left
to right.

(a)

CIAHF/A\C/\NGIKHTC AQOC

STTIAYKOYTOY € QCOPOCETT
NETKI A ETT!LLE/\HTHCTTO/ ecx,
CTTIA AMAPOYC [CCPOYC) \C
Tor‘ ETTIEY N AMIN A C
(1 \VABWNATTOITENL Ov
AHTc\JE)GP»\C

(@) Zudnpas’ Avewcnro[v Bildeos
éml Avkodpyov, épopos émi
Newcia, émripernTas woleos (sic)
émi Aapdpovs, yepovailals

5 10 émi Edbaptda, €

. AaBoy ano mwevbep[ov]
[«]ai mevBepas.

1 Cf. p. 125.
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(8)
NOMOOYAAKE ZETTIAA
MOKAEQYZ TOYKON Th
APIS TOTZiMOZ-
MKAAYAIOZ AT NOOKAHZ
APIZ TCAZATASOAA
AFMEAZAMA ANTCY
2O TKPATHYEE TN oy
(B) Nopopvrares émri Aa-
poxhéovs Tov (Aapoxiéovs), dv mp(éoBus)
*ApioroTetos ((ApioToTeipov).
M(apkos) Knavdios *Ayaboxhs.
5 ’Apigréas’Ayabora.

Apuéas "Apalpldvrov.
Swoi]epdrns Emraldpo]ditov.

()

NOMO GYAAKE S ETTIMOYA

[IOYAQ©ONHTOYONTIT
FIOVANOSAYSITTITOS
"™ ZMMIOZAAKQN
SO AT TEQANOY
NZ Ko 7S ARMONE
'- TUITNERA S
(v) Nouopiraxes émi M(dpxov) O\~
wiov ’AdBoriTov, @v mp(éaBus)
T'(dios) 'TovAios Adoimrmos.
II(émAios) Méupios Adrwr.
5 ’Avaflox)is Steddvov.

Ne[e]xo[pax]os ‘Apuove[in]o[v].
[oennn ida]s Mevepa[x]o[v].
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(9)

QMO@FWTC)WA__ O
AT Oy
P ot DTOs

(8) Nopop(irares) émi I'(aiov) "Iov(iov) paT To (?)
R T Alwovvigiov (?)

------ (?)
(The other lines are completely obliterated.)

(€)

NO. OP MKEZET A,

2 TETEONOMOYNTEY P
(S F TALINTTPE SR

ATROCk HE THOKIATOYX AAMAL

HIAOCTPAT C
(- MIMTIOCKAEWINO

N0 A
D AC

(e) No[uloptvraxes émi A.OY[ohocanvoi]
[Aa,u,apou]s' wafpovo;muv'r[o]s' v[wer
Af_yaeoxkr)s‘ EevoxpdTovs Aa,uap[eL kd(aev) ?].

5 -------- s PhooTpaTo[v].

- - - S¢[t]mopmos Khéwvo[s].
------- uo[vi]Bla -
-------- 0 - Mg -,

(Lines 7 and 8 are most uncertain.)
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(«) Neither of the names 3dnpés ! and ’Avelxyros is hitherto known at Sparta.
It is clear that the cursus is incomplete, as there is no mention of the first
two tenures of membership of the Gerousia, and the references to other offices,
e.g. that of Nomophylax, between the posts of Biduos and Ephor may well be
omitted. The title émpedyrys wdheos(-ews) is rarely found, its only certain
occurrence in the Spartan texts in I.G. v. I being in 32 A, L. 4 (Hadrianic age).
The final entry, made doubtful by the worn condition of the stone, in 1. 6,
should presumably be read e[i|«dva] AaBdv, but the few surviving traces
before the verb do not bear this out; no simple alternative suggests itself.

The Patronomoi bear well-known names, and for Lycurgus in particular
we get fuller evidence for his place in the series, by combining this text with
C 5 above, where, as we have seen, he figures as Avkodpyos feds; and we must
thus no longer suppose that there was a mortal Eponymos of this name in the
mid second century.? Further indication of his date is given by the adjoining
text ().

For Nikias cf. v. 1, 37, 1. 16; 38, 1. 6. For Damares we seem to have a
possible choice of names, for on our present evidence we should probably
distinguish between Memmius Damares, known in v. 1, 38 (iuit., with nomen
restored), and 1314, 1. 31 f.,and D. Brutif., 7id. 39, L. 21 and 162, 1. 14 (restored).
The former, who seems to have officiated after Hadrian (probably not in the
following year?), may prove too early for our purpose. Eudamidas, already
known from v. 1, 64 and 71 B, 1. 2 and 15, can scarcely be placed earlier than
A.D. 150, which would leave an unusually long gap after Damares, if he were
little, if any, later than the year after Hadrian (say 130 at latest). These
chronological intricacies cannot be discussed in full here.

(8) Another copy of this list is known, but lacks the name of the Eponymos,
as the first line is lost, namely, v. 1, 65. As it gives also the list of Ephors
under Damokles IV, it adds an interesting item to our sources for the prosopo-
graphy of the period. In him we have clearly a son, hitherto unknown, of
Aopor)ijs A. Tob xal ®doxpdrous, for whose activities see above, B 4 (y), in
reference to the list of Ephors of his year.

As Aristotimos I is mpéoBus épdpwr under Lycurgus in v. 1, 66, 67, we have
good ground for dating Damokles, under whom he held the less distinguished
presidency of the Nomophylakes, a few years earlier than Lycurgus. Of the
Nomophylakes, little need be said, but it must be noted that Swowpdrys
"Emappoditov cannot be rightly restored by Kolbe in v. 1, go, . 8, as this is a
list of Nomophylakes from some other year, and the names of S.’s colleagues
do not correspond ; and we must not assume that he held that office on more
than one occasion, for this is quite unparalleled in our records of this Board 4

! It does not appear among names formed from metals in Bechtel, Historische Gr.
Peysonennamen ; cf., however, Zidnpeds at Teos, C.I.G. 3064, 1. 1.

2 Cf. p. 191 f. ; as we have seen, the Lycurgus mentioned in A 3-5 may be a mortal.

3 The appearance of the stone (v. 1, 1314) does not suggest necessarily a close sequence
of the texts on it.

* We find a man serving more than once as Bidvos, ¢.g. I, B 8; v. 1, 138, 140.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50068245400010649 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068245400010649

204 A. M. WOODWARD

Note also that M. Claudius Agathokles is Ephor (previously?) in v. 1, 59, for
which year Kolbe would restore Hadrian’s name as Eponymos; though, as
I have shewn above (p. 187), this is untenable, and we must restore [éri
Mevigrov].

{(y) Aphthonetos, with or without his names of M. Ulpius, is a well-known
Patronomos, dating from about the end of Hadrian’s reign {(cf. v. 1, 32, 34,
61, 104, 286, and B.S.A4. xiii. p. 202 f.). We have the list of Ephors in his
year (v. 1, 61), followed by scanty remains of, presumably, the list of Nomo-
phylakes. After Nopogvraxes v wpéoPus there is or in the next line, which
from its position will enable us to restore the name as [T'dios "TovAtos Avo|ur[mos].
The same letters in the following line shed no light, and still less does the
solitary o towards the end of the next line. But we have in addition a duplicate
copy of the latter part of our list, also sadly mutilated, in v. 1, 157, which we
may partially restore, with our new text to help, thus:

- - - - TI(3). Méupios [Adxav] - -,
[ AyafoxAijs Sire]pdvov, Newopax|os ‘Appoveixov],
...... 3als M]eveudxov.

In fact, it is not impossible that this is actually the lower half of v. 1, 61,
in spite of the striking difference that, while the list of Ephors has each name
in a fresh line, clearly the Nomophylakes did not have this arrangement. At
any rate, if not the same stone as 61, there is no doubt that it contains remains
of the same list as ours.

G. Julius Lysippos, President of the Board, must be distinguished from
several contemporary bearers of the same name, viz. A. I'alov, A. Mvdowros
and A. ®oxapeivov. He is, however, identical with the man who is known
(v. 1, 486) to have been Gymnasiarch in A.D. 128 on Hadrian’s second visit
to Sparta, was Tepovoias (ro B') under Ti. Cl. Aristobulos, and probably
Patronomos shortly before our Aphthonetos, soon after 130 (v. 1, 34).

P. Memmius Lakon, hitherto unknown, may be a kinsman of P. Memmius
Spartiatikos (v. 1,85, etc.),as both Lakon and Spartiatikos are names well known
among the descendants of the elder G. Julius Eurykles. It is not impossible
that he was a son of P. Memmius Deximachos I, and thus brother of P. M.
Seidektas, who was Patronomos in the reign of Hadrian (v. 1, 32 A); cf. the
stemma of this family, v. 1, p. 117.

’AyafloxAijs Srepdrov is well known, as we have his cursus in v. 1, 32 B,
where his tenure of the office of Nomophylax under Aphthonetos is recorded.
The remaining persons are not known to us previously except from v. 1, 157.

(8) The name of the Eponymos is puzzling, for Ilpar 7o - - must be due
either to abbreviation or dittography, and, moreover, no Eponymos of a name
beginning with Prat- is known who has the praenomen and nomen of G. Julius.
A possible solution is this : a Patronomos of the name of Pratonikos is known,
at a date which would suit the present text (in v. I, 40, 42, etc.). Assuming
the second 7o to be superfluous, and reading his name here, we should have
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to suppose he had Roman citizenship. If we go further and in v. 1, 42 make
a small emendation, namely, =18 for WO, we should obtain the same prae-
nomen and nomen for him as here, which will do away with the rather strange
abbreviation for wa(rp)e(vémes) involved by the traditional reading. The
alternative, of an abbreviation in the name Pratonikos, vel sim., seems most
improbable, and we should presumably have to supply o @, a further
improbability.

The traces of the names of the Nomophylakes preserved need not delay us.

() The word marpovopoivros being recognisable in 1. 2 enables us to see
that Sedécras, whose full name we may restore as IIé. Méuuos 3., acted as
deputy for the man whose name has practically vanished in Il. 1~2. This gap
I would tentatively fill as A. Odforogoyrot Aaudpovls, who is not hitherto
known as having been an Eponymos. For other examples of a deputy-
Patronomos cf. v. 1, 275, 280, 291, 295, in the last of which L. Volussenus
Aristokrates, son of the Damares here suggested, acts as deputy.! Seidektas
is already well known, as Patronomos and in other capacities (v. 1, 32 A, 34,
etc.), and seems, moreover, to have married the daughter of L. Volussenus
Damares (v. 1, 470), which might well explain the latter’s having chosen
him as his deputy (cf. stemma in v. 1, p. 117).

Of the names of the Board, the only one already known is that of Sefroumos
KXéwvos, who is Eponymos in v. 1, 32 B, 34, etc., and father of K\éwv Serrdumov,
who was a Nomophylax under Ti. Cl. Atticus (v. 1, 62, 1. 13). This would
indicate that the present list must fall several years earlier than the Patronomate
of Atticus, which cannot be later than a.D. 137 (cf. B.S.4. xiii. p. 202). In
1. 5 the son of Philostratos cannot be restored as Onasikleidas, as we know
from v. 1, 36 that he was one of the Nomophylakes under Kallikrates
(‘Poigpov?). Inl. 7 we may have the remains of the name Ed8aiporidas, as in
v. 1, 128, 175, 672.

The general indications for the dating of these five texts are pretty con-
clusive, for (8) to () belong to the reign of Hadrian and the first few years
of Pius, and (o) must be a few years later—perhaps just after 150. It is at
any rate clear that they cannot have been engraved in succession from left
to right, as (a) is distinctly later than the rest, and (&) and (¢) rather earlier
than (B8) and (y). Ifthere is any system, it would rather appear that the
order of engraving these texts ran from right to left, and it is fairly clear that
they cannot belong to successive years, even as regards (8) to (e).

STATUE-BASES, ETC.

3 (2764). Plain base of white marble, built face upwards into the
Byzantine wall parallel to the W. parodos. H. -39; br. -44; th. -26.
Letters -034, slightly crowded on r., with slight apices.

1 Restored by Kolbe, ad loc. The restoration is not, however, absolutely certain;
cf. above, p. 175.
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ATIOAIZ ‘A TIones
AEYKIONKAIZAPA Aevriov Kaioapa
SEPASTOYYION Se(Blagrod vidy,
APETAZENEKEN apetas évexev
KAIEYNOIAZAZ 5 kai evvolas ds
EXQNAIATETE éxwv SiaTeTé-
AEKENEIZAYTAN Aexev els avTdy.

4 (2793). Lower part of similar base, found in a Byzantine wall
behind the centre of the stage (1925). H. -47; br. -50; th. -20. Letters

-03.
A TIénis]

[Tdiov Katoapa Se-]

BAZ ivil BaoTod vi[ov dpe-]
TAZENEKEN: Tas évexer kall
EYNOIAZAZEXQND 5 ebvoias ds Exwy
AIATETEAEKEN diateTéNexer
EISAYTAN €is avTav.

The restoration of the second stone, in view of the remains of the
word wvidv after ZeBac7Tod, shews that it formed a pair with the first,
and the probability that it is from the base of a statue of Augustus’s
elder grandson Gaius, rather than from a second statue to Lucius, is
overwhelming. Small portions of two marble statues, rather over
life-size, in particular the left feet, standing with the heels raised from
the ground, which clearly formed a pair, should probably be ascribed to
the figures of Gaius and Lucius which stood on the bases. Both may
have stood together near the west end of the stage, to judge by the
find-spots of the feet and of the better-preserved inscription.

Honorary statues to Gaius and Lucius Caesar are known from
inscriptions to have been set up at Athens,’ and Hypata in Thessaly,?
and a pair of portrait statues found at Corinth by the American School
of Classical Studies, together with portraits of Augustus and Tiberius,
has been correctly identified with Gaius and Lucius (no inscriptions
accompanied them).® It is probable that both statues were dedicated
at Sparta on the occasion of Gaius passing through Greece on his way to
the East either in 3 B.C. or A.D. I, or on his return from the first cam-
paign, for the Athens inscriptions call him respectively véov "Apn and

1 1.G. iii. 444, add. p. 496, 444a, Gaius; 445, 446, Lucius.
2 1.G.ix. 2, 40 (to Augustus and his grandsons). 3 4.J.A. 1921, pp. 337 fi.
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Apnlos] ¥év. Lucius never visited Greece as far as is known.! We do
not know in what form (if any) these two princes displayed their efvoia
to Sparta. '

5 (2801). Plain base of grey marble, incomplete below, and with the
surface of {a) damaged by weathering. H.:51; br.-49; th. -28. Letters
-03, with large apices, on (a), and -025—035, in poorer style, on (b). (Stage,
W. end, deep down, 1925.)

OOALZ o
ONIOYAIONEYPY A o
I{/\EAAPXIEFEATQN' (Failov "Tovaiov Edpy-

xe\éa dpyiepéa TAHY

QEB&\ZTQNTONIAICT Eeﬁafr(fw Tov {Siov
YTON 5 iy,

AP I CTOAAM( Haoweris Tvyimmov?]

"AptaTédapols - -

KAeANAPOCTTE Knéav3pos Top - -

alals Tevérios T(?) -
TE;E\:%S 5 [Kax]nxpldTys - -].

(a) This cannot refer to Eurykles the elder, the well-known contem-
porary of Augustus,? but to his descendant, who is well known also,
and flourished in the time of Trajan and Hadrian. The title of High-
priest of the Emperors is decisive in favour of the later man, whose
tenure of this priesthood is recorded in I.G. v. 1, 380, 971, I172; and
we know from other inscriptions that he was a Patronomos at Sparta,?
and adorned Mantinea with a stoa to commemorate the death of Antinods,
but died before it was completed.* We cannot allot an exact date to
his receipt of the statue here erected.

For the title vidos morews, occasionally borne by Spartan citizens,
we have evidence that it sometimes, as here, accompanied the Imperial

1 The historical sources are usefully collected by Swift, 4.7.4., loc. cit., esp. p. 348 f.
2 Cf. E. Kjellberg’s full account of him in Klio, xvii. pp. 44 ff.
3 1.G.v. 1, 32 B, 34, 44, 103, 287, 1315. 4 1.G. v. 2, 281 (= Syll.® 841).
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priesthood, though not a normal concomitant of it1; wiss BovAsis seems
to have been a similar title, and vids rorews kai Bov\is is also once found.2

(5) Engraved later, on the right-hand side, and originally con-
tinued on to an adjoining block. We have no sure clue to the office
held by the men contained on this list.

L. 1. Tiéyimmos Ilacikréovs occurs as Ephor, under G. Julius
Eudamos, in v. 1, 63, and we may confidently restore the name as
patronymic here, and identify the bearer as son of the other man.

Ll 2z—4. None of these persons is known elsewhere, and T'evé@Aios
appears here for the first time at Sparta.

The date thus would seem to be rather after the middle of the
second century—in fact not very long after the death of Eurykles it
seems that his statue was removed, and the base re-used.

6 (2790). Plain block of bluish Laconian marble, complete. H. -88;
br. -26; th. -60. Letters -025; those of line 6 irregular, and of poorer
style. Probably a companion-block is lost, from the left, as the stone
does not seem to have been cut down after it was inscribed. (Built into
Byzantine wall over West Parodos, 1925.)

1QTI0X [Td(ios) *TovA(eos) Bolewrios
ZETKAEQ [Tepovaials émri K\éw-
AIKONOMOZX [vos, yuv]atkovouos

PATOYZTE [émi Avoix]pdrovs, Te-

BETTITITIA 5 [povaias 76] B émi Tiria-
OANZQSIKPATOY [vod, 1o & émi "Tovh. Swaikpdrov(s.)

The key to the restoration lies in 1, C 8 above, where the same man
records his tenure of the office of yurvawxovépos under G. Julius Lysikrates.
As 1. 4-5 must be completed T'epovaias 7o B, it is likely that his first
tenure of office as member of the Gerousia was mentioned in 1. 2, and
the length of line thus obtained is quite satisfactory. The later addition
in 1. 6 presumably concerned a third year’s service in the Gerousia, and
no longer entry than 7o & will fit the space available; even so we require
ten letters, but they seem to have been more cramped than those above.
That in 1. 3 the restoration only needs six letters is not a serious objection.

Kleon, if rightly restored, occurs also in A 12; Lysikrates in v. 1,

1 1.G.v. 1, 37, 59, 65 all refer to the same man; in 44 and 105 the restoration is not
absolutely certain. 2 JIbid. 595, 685 for vios B.; 55I for vids w. kal B.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50068245400010649 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068245400010649

SparTA. THE INSCRIPTIONS. 209

55 and 275; Titianos, in v. 1, 39, 1. 34; and Julius Sosikrates in v. 1, 40,
I. 15 f. (and restored in 89, 1. 3 and 295, the latter very doubtful).

The important fact that Lysikrates held office shortly before Titianos
forces us to modify Kolbe’s stemma of the family of Lysikrates (ad v. 1,
275) and to date his patronomate to the middle, not the start, of the
second century, for Titianos cannot be earlier than ca. 150.

7 (2743). Five adjoining fragments, which form rather more than
half of a plain base of grey marble; most of the upper and right-hand
edges is preserved. Original height and breadth ca. '55. Letters ca.
-036. (Stage W., at high level, 1924.)

ATTOAI

1TTQN 1% o
’ U E N I [sz,l}r:;:v Av-
[yolvpetvor Il pes-

N I—T T‘Z g [Z;ép]_ﬁfovonaliov

5

Al O

Y

[€l7(¢)Tpomov Se-
{BacTol, dixlato-

'TTTP [TO
[odvns «]ai €d

A ‘1 [voia’.s‘ x:ldpt,v r{as]
AP I NT lels ad]rdy.
TAN

Restoration is made possible by the discovery at Argos (by Vollgraff,
B.C.H. xxviil. p. 425) of a statue-base bearing an inscription in honour
of the same man, from which we learn his full name, his military career,
and the distinctions awarded him by Trajan. His post, moreover, is
described more fully, as he appears as émitpomos SeBacTol émapyeias
Axalas.

~ The recipient of these honours is not known elsewhere, though we
may well connect him with two other bearers of the name of Prifernius
Paetus, named in Dessau, I.L.S. 1350 (a contemporary, who also served

in Dacia), and 6174, dated to A.D. 152. We therefore can only date his
P
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tenure of the procuratorship of Achaia, in the light of the Argos stone,
as later than the Dacian war(s) of Trajan.!

Three other Spartan inscriptions allude to other holders of the
same post, namely I.G. v. I, 495 (restored), 501, and 546, all of which
are later than our present text. Another example of a Roman official
receiving a statue both at Argos and Sparta is furnished by I.G. iv. 588,
of which the Spartan version (I.G. v. 1, 533) is an exact duplicate (cf.
Dessau, op. cit., 8831).

8 (2759). Large fragment of a columnar statue-base, to which a
small piece found subsequently joins on the r. H. :37; orig. diam. -4o0.
Letters, in 1. 1, ca. ‘06, elsewhere -04. (From above lower seats in W.
of cavea, inside Byzantine wall, (a) in 1924, (b) in 1925.)

HTT ‘H II[oXes)
MAPKO! \YPH Mapror Adprj-
AIONZENAPX! Mov Eevapyi-
AAN TT YPP dav ITépplov)
EYSF" 5 eboe[Beias]

(xdpo]

The recipient is unknown, but might possibly be son of P. Ulpius
Pyrrhos, already known from v. 1, 503 (add.) and 504, who flourished
about A.D. 140; in this case the son will have received a new title of
citizenship from M. Aurelius.

9 (2777). Large plain base, damaged above. H. 1:27; br. :35;
th. -475. There is a vacant space -38 high above line 1. Letters ca
-027, not very evenly cut. (Stage, East end; built into later wall, 1925.)}

YreEiNOS< O

“Tryeivos (Tryeivov)

TYNAIKONOM: yvvaikovou[ols
EMKAEQNYM@ émt Khewvipov
TOY<ZYNAPXOI Tot (K\ewviuov) ovvapyor
ANOAAQNIOZ 5 ’AwoM\wvios

ZQ5IMOY @ Zwoipov,

GIAOYMENO =< Durovuervos (Pidovuevod),
APTEMASPOGI *Apreuds ‘Povei-
ONOZEYAAMO< wvos, Eddauols] (Eddauov).

L Mera Thv kard Terav veleny would seem probably to refer to the second rather than ‘
to the first Dacian war.
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For the existence of yvrawovduor at Sparta, see above, No. 1, A 12,
1. 8;ibid., B, 1 (B); C8; and No. 6 above. From v. 1, 170 the Board
appears to consist of six members, though our present stone only records
five.

The date must fall in the second half of the second century, as the
Patronomos is found in a text of that date (v. 1, 168, 1. 4) in a list of
lepouvipoves. 'AmoAiévios Zwoipov in 1. 5 f. must be grandfather of,
and not identical, with Adp(s§Aios) *Amorrdvios Zwaipov, a yuvaikovipos
in v. 1, 170, to which we have just referred. And ®rrovuevos < may
well be son of ®. Zwrnpida, who was three times (at least) member of the
Gerousia about the middle of the century (/.G. v. 1, 111, 112, 113), and
apparently dyopavouos ca. A.D. 140 (v. I, 128). The rare name 'Apreuds
is only known hitherto at Sparta in v. 1, 596, where his daughter is
honoured; as her husband has the names M. Aurelius, there would be
no chronological difficulty in identifying the father with the member
of our Board. His father’s name is unknown at Sparta. Eidauos<
is not known elsewhere.

10 (2732). Fragment of base of grey marble, complete on left only.
H -21; br. -25; th. '083. Letters -039, well cut. (Stage, W. at high
level, 1924.)

['H TIoAes]
[116. Aixeov Aapoxpa-]
[1{8av *ANkavdpida)

1_,/ \[{i l lAtlL—' [dpxtepéa Tob 2eBa-]

~ A\ ~ ’
[oTob Kkai Tév feiwv]

l—-—[ APAAOZ(\ ’ [wpoyovwy abTod, ¢i-]

[Aoxatoapa rai ¢irs-]
E}\)\l‘{l\r - [ratpw, alwviov dyo-]
= M pavé(uov) wheig [Tovelkny)
u mapddofolv, &
A. 10 mapdadofoly, dpioTov]
. ‘EXMjvoly of avvapyor]
Td(ios) "Tov[Meos - -]

This restoration is less venturesome than it would seem at the first
sight, for the group of titles on the portion preserved is unmistakable,

and gives us a line of approximately sixteen lefters, assuming there to be
P2

https://doi.org/10.1017/50068245400010649 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068245400010649

212 A. M. WoOODWARD

no other abbreviations. Moreover, no other Spartan citizen bore in
combination the titles of alwwios dryopaviuos, mhetsTovikns mwapddofos
and dpioTos ‘EANjvwr.l It will be seen that we have, if we accept this
identification, fifteen letters in 1l. 2-6, the slightly wider spacing of which
would be.quite a likely arrangement.

The only difficulty is to account for the presence of another person’s
name in the last line of the fragment. The natural phrase for such a
position would be a mention of the defrayal of the cost of the statue,
but for our nine spaces available we cannot crowd in mwposdefauévov To
dvdopa or anything similar. O:¢ ovrapyo: gives us a line longer by
one letter than any other, which is not a Serious objection, and seems

- inherently most probable. “E¢opor (or Bideov) émi is also possible, but
it seems unlikely that a reference to the Patronomos under whom he
held such an office would be needed; and the fact that a statue-base
to his son (I.G. v. 1, 556 A) is erected by his colleagues in the office of
Bideos, and has the words ‘H Ilohis in 1. 1, adds even more probability
to the suggested restoration.

11 (2739). Upper part of statue-base of grey Laconian marble, with
moulding above, and cuttings for feet of statue on upper surface. H. -70 ;
br. -505 ; th. -535. Letters, resembling those of the previous stone,
-055 high in 1. 1, elsewhere -03—036 high. Slightly damaged on left.
(Among fallen blocks from W. end of East Parodos-wall, 1924.)

‘H Mones
[II6.] AIX.’AMkavdpiday
[Aa]uoxpatida, dpxre-
[péla 1oV SeBaaTav,

5 [¢c)roraiocapa xai piho-
[wa]Tpw, B meprodovei-
[kn]v xal dpioTov "EANs-
vov Tov wlatpoviuov (?)

The same man is the recipient of 1.G. v. 1, 556 A, as wpéaBus Bidéwy,
and is almost unquestionably the son, not the father, of the Damokratidas
who is honoured in the previous inscription. The only difference in the
titles is that he is here dpxiepevs Tov 2eBastdv, but there tod ZeBacsTod,

1 He is well known : cf. v. 1, 144, 305, 553, 554, 555, and stemma, p. 123.
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which, unless it is merely due to an error of the lapidary, suggests that
a change in the Imperial House had taken place in the interval between
the engraving of the two stones. That he was a holder of the Patronomate
is known from the (restored) opaipeis inscription, I.G. v. 1, 682, where
he appears as apy. 7od ZeBacTod, and the evidence points to the reign
of Caracalla as the probable date.
' 12-15. Four fragments of bronze tablets, found built into the
Byzantine wall above E. end of West Parodos-wall, May 8th, 1925.
12 (2794). Complete on r. only, and probably contains less than
half of original width. H. -105; br. -265; th. -005. Letters ca. -005.

1OAE KTHA L L,
INXZPLTTOTTAMOAIN BN

THAHIXANKH ZE{ s HNO AOT| ¥ MOSTIPAQ

ATTIKTHX V3.0 KPATE | M1 FTONOSOYATE | Pr LuLnTnKH

APIZTHX*B-OEOAOTAK TPAMQ
AOTIAQNI 7.3

O oA DX O on aFtl And o KorArE
Y i H
: i?—';: 'I\\ll n-é AN AIONY SINTAPA) AN.().TT/-\IZII Agx?;g 1’5—(1
TR N SN R T

oy _ e et
nElxMAwnﬂ Ve BIXA0AF

A

Par —
--------------- L R T
[F-----=--- -vo]uodeinty ¥+ elger[acTie - - (17 1) - ------ 1
----------- wv ¥’ Lp¢'s Momhiw AiMe ....0-~-(15 1) ~-----
[F----------- o]TiAns Xalkds els fy 6 Noyiouos ypadriae(Tar]
5 [~-------=- cal\mikt] ¥ o'+ Zwkpdrer Miyowvos Qvatepnvd xij-
[puki-- - - -- kiflapiatii % 'B. OeodéTe (BeodoTov) Tpaywdp Zidwvip
* A A-
[-- -- -- -- --élvkwutoypddpe % v Ocodwpw Aapovicov Aaxe-
[Satpovie- - * - - -Talpael Lpypddpe % pv': "Amorrwvie Anuntpiov Ner-
[eoun8ei (?)---+-- ] T. Kopryhie Aovvaie Sapdiavd maidi Sokiyel %
I0 --‘-- --- ----0 dyeveiw mevTdOhe % ‘AP AlMw Tpaviavd Zixv-
(wvip- --+----- wlpe (-wvos) 'Emidavpip maidi oradiei ¥ 'A¢’+ Aeo
... TO
[F-=-==---- oraldiei ¥ ‘B AN II[Najyrip Ne-- -~ -- (x81.) - - -
R (7L I T
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This unusually interesting docwnent is too much mutilated for
us to recover the whole of its contents. As will be seen below, the surviv-
ing portion seems to represent less than half the original width of the
tablet, and it is quite impossible to say how much is lost either above or
below.

In . 14 the sense is irrecoverable, apart from the phrase in 1. 4, but the
rest of the text gives us portions of a list of victors in various contests, each
name being followed by the amount, in denarii, of the winner’s prize. No
record of this type has hitherto been found at Sparta, though we have much
interesting information concerning the re-organisation of a festival at about
the end of the first century of our era, preserved in the group of inscriptions
I1.G. v. 1, 18-20.

L. 1. Faint traces alone survive.

L. 2. Records payment of go denarii to the vopodelxrys. For other
allusions to officials of this title, in texts inscribed on the East Parodos-wall,
see above (p. 177). The post was not hitherto known from epigraphical sources
at Sparta. Then comes a mention of eloeA[aoricol dydves], a term likewise
hitherto unknown at Sparta. It is familiar from the reference in Pliny’s letter
to Trajan (Ep. x. 118, 119), and in inscriptions relating to Asiatic festivals.!

L. 3. Records payment of 7190 denarii ; I cannot complete the word ending
in-ev. The sign after % is presumably 'z (7000), and in view of its magnitude
this sum may represent a total of the preceding items. For the shape of
the koppa, cf. C.1.G. 1971, 3440, Larfeld, op. cit., p. 294. The next item, in
view of the name being in the dative, must have been another payment, was
probably to one of the officials connected with the elcelagricol dydves.

L. 4. Probably this reference to the ‘brazen stele on which the
reckoning shall be engraved’ is concerned with an item recording its cost, e.g.
[eis v wolpow 77s o]riAys, etc.  The Moywrpds is the list of payments to officials
and of the list of victors and their prizes which follows. For the word,
cf. the Delphic records of Naopoioi, Syll.® 241, . 19, 145.

Ll. 5-12. The order in which the names of contests are recorded in
such documents may be presumed to follow that in which they were held,
and we find that from the earliest times the order follows, on the whole, a general
rule, but with frequent local exceptions. The evidence cannot be discussed
here, and, for pre-Imperial times, has been admirably examined by Klee.2
The prevalent order for recording the victors in festivals of the Imperial age
seems to have been:—ca\mikris, xfjpvé, then those in literary, musical and
dramatic (if any) events, constituting the povowds dydv in general, followed by
the yuurioi dyéves, and the horse-races, both in riding and driving, last.

1 C.I.G. 2932, Tralles; 3426, Philadelphia (Lydiae); cf. C.I.L. iii. 7086, relating to
Pergamon, and C.I.L. x. 515, Puteoli; cf. I.G. Rowm. iii. 370, Adada.

2 Th. Klee, Zur Geschichie der Gymnischen Agone an Griechischen Festen (Teubner,
1918), pp. 20—42.
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Among the yuumcol, Tunning preceded boxing, wrestling, etc.; and usually
the 8¢Acyos was the first event. If there were contests for boys and for young
men (dyéveor, vel sim.), they took place before the corresponding events for
men. The wévraflov was very movable, and sometimes even preceded the
86Mixos.?  The present order, as far as it can be ascertained, is this:

Victor. Amount of prize in denarii.
TANTKTYS o’ (800).
xknjpué - -
{ktBapwdis ?) - -
ktfapioTis ‘B (2000).
Tpaywdis ‘A (4000).
(kewp@dds ?) ---
éykwpioypdcpos v’ (400).
Loypddos pv' (150).

mats Soiyevs -

ayeveros mévrablos ‘A¢’ (1500).
watls oTadievs ‘Ag¢’ (1500).
{dyéveros oTadieds) - - - (2000).
(avipp » ) ‘B¢’ (2500).
wats () ---

Unfortunately, we have not enough indications of the exact order of the
events to enable us to fill the gaps, and thereby to determine exactly the
original width of the stele,

The document mentioned above, relating to the Leonidea,? seems not
to give a complete list, but only to contain items of which the prize-
money had been increased, for, in the published restoration, certain of
the events we should expect to find are not included. Thus we have
not much but internal evidence upon which to go in aiming at a restora-
tion of the missing portions. It is clear that in 1. 5 we lack name,
patronymic and ethnic of the galmcrys, for which, taking an average

1 Cf. Klee, p. 41. 2 J.G.v.1,18.
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from the other entries, we might expect twenty-five letters to suffice.
This would be a minimum, for we cannot be sure that the previous phrase
ended with qpadroerar, and there may have been some introducto"fy
heading or rubric before the first entry. The probability that more
than our supposed twenty-five letters are lost becomes almost a certainty
when we try to complete 1. 7-8, for at the beginning of the latter we
must supply Sacuovie, the name of the contest (e.g. payr@dd), the amount
of the prize, and the name and patronymic of the victorious artist from
Tarsus. But after Satpovio payredd % . . we should only have about eight
letter-spaces for the missing names, and it would be rash to assume that
the only solution, namely, for the man and his father to have had the
same name, must be right. On the other hand, the completion of the
next item Nelcoundet - - followed by contest and prize, which are
alone needed to complete the beginning of 1. g, seems to require scarcely
more than twenty letters.

In these circumstances it certainly seems safer to assume that much
more than the suggested twenty-five letters are lost, and that conse-
quently a complete entry is missing between «hpvE and xifapioris, as
also between tpayedis and éycwutoypdpos, and between the latter and
the Soypdpos in 1. 8, as suggested above. Thus there will be an event
to insert at the end of the wovoixoi before the first running item, and
another (perhaps av8pi doheyet) at the beginning of 1. 10; and two more
to complete L. 11. This will leave us room for dyevelp oTadiel followed
by avépl oradiel in 1. 12. The prize of 2500 denarii will thus be that
of the latter, and as we know that the boys’ prize was 1500, we may
restore that of the ayéveioc as 2000; indeed the difference between the
two sums seems too great to allow us readily to accept the larger as the
prize for the deéveior, which would have been the case if we supposed
that there was not a whole entry missing.

For the missing events in the povoiros dyov we have a fairly large
choice, but no certain clues. Perhaps in 1. 6, adAymis or xibapepdss,
in 1. 7 probably xwuwdés, and, as suggested above, e.g. payredés in 1. 8;
for the two entries in 1. g I have no likely suggestions.

None of the victors, to my knowledge, can be traced elsewhere, and
the only contests deserving special comment are those in Il. 7 and 8.
The panegyric contest, which is well known from Attic Ephebe inscrip-
tions of the Imperial age (I.G. iii. 1096, 1129, 1147, 1148), is found also
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in Greece, at the Amphiaraion,® at Thespiae,? and at Larissa 3; at the
first and last it was twofold, there heing records of éyxwuioypddos Noyikss
and émixos, and at Thespiae the winner is described as éyxwuioypddos
els Tov AdTorpdropa. In Asia Minor it is found at Aphrodisias (C.I.G.
2758 and 2759). In whose honour the encomium here referred to was
delivered, depends on the identification of the festival, which unfor-
tunately is not by any means sure, as we shall see. For painting-contests
at festivals I can find no epigraphical record, though we have references
in literature.r We must distinguish from them the mention of prizes
obtained in school examinations in this attainment, known at Teos
(C.1.G. 3088) and Magnesia ad Maeandrum (Inschr. von Magn. 107 =
Syil3 960).5

That competitors came from far afield to Spartan festivals in the
Imperial age is already known, and the combination of the new list with
examples previously published gives an interesting array of evidence.

(The new examples are in capitals.)

City. Contest. Reference.
A. GREECE.
Corinth Ovpdvia-raidwv mwdiy. 1.G. v. 1, 659.
EPIDAURUS (?) »  oTddiov.
SIKYON (? (?)

B. Asia MINOR.

Ephesus (?) mayxkpdTioy I1.G.v. 1, 669.

Hypaepa (?) ditto I1.G.v. 1, 670.

Magnesia ad M. Odpdwia-maibwv maykp.  Inschr. von Magn. 180,
131.

1 1.G. vil. 416. 2 Jbid. 1773.

3 Ibid. ix. 2, 531, 1l. 44—46 (= Syll.? 10509, ii.)

* Pliny, Nat. Hist., xxxv. 58, for contests at Delphi and the Isthmus between Panainos
and Timagoras; bid. 65, for one between Zeuxis and Parrhasios, and 72 for the victory
of Timanthes of Samos; cf. Quintilian, Inst. Or. ii. 13, 13. Mr. A. D. Nock, who kindly
drew my attention to these passages, points out that all these passages, except the first,
may refer to contests ad hoc. Cf. Recueil Millet, Textes Relatifs . . . a la Peinture, p. 168,
and note 3.

5 Cf. Ziebarth, Gr. Schulwesen,® p. 140 {.
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NicoMEDIA (?) (?)
Phocaea Odpdria  (etc.) ayev. 1.G.v. 1, 667,
TANY.
Sardes Edpvkrea (?) Keil-Premerstein, Reise
tn Lydien, etc., I. No.
27 (cf. 1.G. xiv. 1105).
SARDES. (?) Talbwy 8éAeyos.
Smyrna. Obdpdvia-Tpaywdia (v). I1.G.v. 1, 662.
' (?) xibappdia. C.1.G. 3208 (= Marm.
Oxon. 34).
. (?)  mayxpatiov (?). C.UI.G. 29351
TARsUS. () Cwypadia.
THYATEIRA. (?)  knpvypa.
C. Various.
Alexandria. Edptxrea-avdpév warny 1.G. v. 1, 666 (cf. xiv,
(B). 1102).
Sipon. (" Tpaypdia.
(Uncertain). Odpavia-xifapedia (8'). I1.G. iv. 591 (found at

Argos, but recipient
not a native of that

city).

It would be 'superﬂuous to adduce evidence for other festivals of
local importance in Greece, which attracted the foreign athlete and
musician, in addition to the four great gatherings, though it would shed
interesting light on the social history of the times; and conversely, no
doubt Laconian competitors visited Asiatic and other festivals, especially
in the second century of our era.?

It remains to consider the date, and if possible to identify the festival

1 An athlete who is an honorary citizen of Sparta may be safely supposed to have
won victories there.

2 Numerous Laconian victors appear at the Amphiaraion, I.G. iv. 416, 417, 420,
etc. {cf. B. Leonardos in *Apx. ’E¢. 1923, pp. 46 ff. for fuller readings and combinations of
fragments); also at Thespiae, ibid. 1766, and for one at Neapolis, I.G. xiv. add. 755a.
This does not pretend to give a complete list.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50068245400010649 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068245400010649

SpPARTA. THE INSCRIPTIONS. 219

to which our new record refers. The evidence of the names suggests
the reign of Hadrian as the earliest limit, and the absence of the name
Aurelius puts it certainly earlier than Caracalla’s edict, and possibly
indicates that it should not be put later than the early years of M. Aurelius.
Closer than this our evidence does not permit us to place it. Unluckily,
Spartan prosopography cannot help, as the only Spartan mentioned is
not known elsewhere.! The type of lettering is not decisive for any
exacter date than we have indicated.

The identification of the festival, in view of the find-spot of the tablet,
seems decisive in favour of some festival celebrated partly in the theatre;
obviously the athletic events required the use of astadium. The Leonidea,
which we know from Pausanias (iii. 14, I) to have been associated
with the tomb of Leonidas, ‘ opposite the theatre,” (cf. p. 264 below)
must be ruled out, as, he tells us, the contestants were Spartan citizens
only, and this is confirmed by the absence of records, among inscriptions,
of foreign victors. Our choice presumably lies between the Eurykleia
and the Ourania, which we know, from the instances collected above, to
have been frequented by foreign competitors. Between them it seems
impossible to dectde, for both seem to have been fepaticol daydves for
most of the second century. The presence of the contest in encomium
suggests, but does not prove, that the founder, or eponymous hero, of
the games was commemorated—and this would suit better the attri-
bution to the Eurykleia. We know, moreover, that this festival changed
its status from fepaTicds to iepos before the end of the second century,
as the victor from Sardes describes it as »iv (epds, writing not later
than the reign of Severus, while M. Aur. Asklepiades of Alexandria, whose
victories all fell in the period A.D. 176-183, alludes to the Edpixreia
among feupateitar dydves. If then we accept the identification with the
Eurykleia, the date of our record is confirmed as being earlier than that
of the change of status. But even now this does not seem decisive in
favour of Eurykleia as opposed to Ourania, and the question must remain
for the present unsolved. ’

13 (2795). Complete on r. only; original width quite uncertain.
H. -23; br. -15; th. -o0o4. Letters -009.

1 There are a father, son and grandson of the name of Aaudvikes known who lived

in the second century after Christ; ©<d3wpos might be a son of either (cf. I.G. v. 1, 112);
the name is, however, not very rare.
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"OPIYPICU
CARYAIOYAPIT Y~ 77Tt YopYUpip L . . .
p o mmmm e K\avédiov "Apiot
' PIZTOKPATOYL (oTéNovs (?) - - - AlptaToxpdTovs
CPZTTATTOTOY - ----- M, on' dwd mob  (10,280)
ONOMONEN] 5 [F--------- matplovopwy évi
TAS ETON Comm--- mmme--o--- eas érdv
et TTmmmmmmommme . NS TE
“THXTE .. TS Te
H;ZT B e el % ¢ (500)
—' Xq) IO -----=-=-=-=-~-~===-= KETNS
FTHE oo :
(I I T va
\]A ------------------ T0

K}

Apparently contained some regulations for a festival. The payment
of 500 denarii in 1. ¢ is reminiscent of the entries in the previous document.
No continuous sense is recoverable, much more than half being lost.

L. 1. Topyupiw. Possibly a diminutive of the rare word yopyipa,
with the sense of subterranean channel or dungeon (cf. Herodotus,
iii. 140; Pollux, s.v., Hesych., etc.).

L1 2, 3. Both Cl Aristoteles and Cl. Aristokrates are names known
at Sparta in the second century of our era.! Perhaps the latter should
be restored at the beginning of 1. 3.

L. 4. M, for u(dpia), the small A added above to avoid confusion
with M(=40).

14 (2796). Broken on all sides, but probably not inscribed below the
last line preserved. H. -185; br. -14; th. -002. Letters -008, but in
last line -025—03.

__________ XU.X.(;))____-__
FEYTY-’{ ---------- €Ty, - - - - - .-
AHCTH [- - - - s amiAns Thls xaheds (?) - -]
YXNACIL 00 meememe- vXgd p--------
ra 5 ce-e---- Ta (?)

‘Hparx)[eil - -]

1 For (Ti.) Cl. Aristoteles, a name borne by more
than one person at Sparta, I.G. v. 1, 68, 1. 13; 527,
528, 547, 591 836. For Ti. Cl. Aristokrates, ibid.

469, 607, 1.
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Again an almost hopeless fragment. The cursive-like writing, and
small size of the surviving portion increase the difficulty of interpretation.
In 1. 1 the letter after T is very doubtful; if meant for y it must belong
to the beginning of a word following the sum (400).

In 1. 2, possibly [vpleeTn[pixos dywv], vel sim.r In L. 3, an allusion
to a brazen stele, as in No. 1z above. In 1. 4 it is not clear if the oblique
stroke after the I marks the end of the sum of denarii, or forms part,
with the hasta, of K; nor is the sign between the A and M certain. It
seems more like a stop than a sigma, for this letter is square in
L. 3. The restoration in 1. 5, ‘Hpax)|ei], is of course conjectural.

15 (2797). Fragment from near the top, of tablet with pediment, of
which part of 1. side is preserved. Apparently nothing is lost from
above or the left of the first word preserved. H. -165; br. -16; th. -005.
Letters -015. Surface worn and partly encrusted.

Sékaros Tl[oumnios Eddapos 'Ovacikpdrovs]

SEKETOZ s N - n o~ , ,
cp  sTAQN [apxz]g-’p[fvjls‘ Ty [ZeBacTdv kai Tdv Oelwy mpoyovwy
aiTdy
PKAI
TAN ¢ [pirokataalp ‘xai dlnomrarpes - - - - - ---------- ]
ya e L R
5 e R

The restoration of 1l. 1-3 fulfils certain essential requirements, viz.
the name of a man with praenomen and nomen of Sextus Pompeius, who
was also high priest of the Imperial house. The titles ¢iroxatcap xai
¢rémarpes, often held by such priests, though not exclusively, would
follow immediately after mpoyévwr adrdv, and thus shew us the length
of 1. 2; but the restoration which we thus obtain makes the line inevit-
ably longer than 1. 1, even if we abbreviate ZeBactdv to ZeBB. (as is not
uncommon). The solution seems to lie in the fact that the top of the
tablet, being gable-shaped, was utilised by the engraver so as to make
1. 1 shorter than 1. 2, and to increase the length again in 1. 3, by about
three letters each time; perhaps he paid less regard to symmetry at the
ends of these lines.

The only known holders of the Imperial priesthood with the requisite
praenomen and nomen are S. Pompeius Onasikrates and his son Eudamos,?

! The final traces did not look like those of P, but rather of an oblique stroke.
2 In v. 1, 557 and 559 respectively.
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and I restore the latter, as the line would be too short with Onasikrates,
as his father bad the same name, and presumably this would have been
shewn by the sign <. Lines 4 and 5 offer no clue to restoration.

DEDICATIONS, ETC.

16 (2725). Small cylindrical altar of white marble, chipped above
and broken below. H. -15; diam. -10. Letters range from -012 to -0235,
poorly and unevenly cut. (1924; ca. 1 m. deep.)

An Ad
YYicTw “TfrioTe
NEIKEPWC Newépws

v/l edylifv.]

Newépws only occurs at Sparta twice in a long list of Ephebes (?), v. 1,
159. By a curious coincidence the name before his in the list on its
first occurrence is AsoxAiis, the name of the dedicator of the following
inscription; the latter, however, is not a rare name there.

17 (2730). Small rectangular altar of grey marble, with plain
moulding above, and hollowed slightly on top; damaged on right.
H. :zo; br. and th. -17. Letters :02—026. (1924; built into Byzantine
wall over Orchestra.)

AN OKAR Mroeris
AITYPICT ad iy
€Y XHM

18 (2758). Rectangular altar of grey marble, with small moulding
above. Inscribed on all four sides, broken below. H. -255; br. -245;
th. -225. Letters on (a) -012—025; on (b, ¢, d) -03—036. (1924; stage,
near E. end.)
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Q
KAAYTTPATo AIZ INY
AAOY TOVEs 11EP ME.
21 Y ALY T AAN

“OQPPATL. TOIQN *
FISEMON [APMEPC
HOOSES %/ )NKAT
AOPHSTS /%\TE H

a. b. c. d.
"Appodeia- Opngrei- "O¢pa Tis Toiwy
o5 SodAos aioLy U- eis éuov yap uepé-
Kxav. Hparo- Teppe- 70os éo- [7]ov rai
Adov Tot Bpa- yéla[iow] abprioas [velver
5 gidoy AdTiY] | - - -
[ioTe edyny.]

The dedicator’s master must have been the son of Tib. Cl. Brasidas (I)
(cf. Kolbe’s stemma, v. ¥, p. 131), who lived in the first half of the second
century. The slave’s name is not rare. It is not easy at first sight to complete
his poem, which seems to have consisted of two hexameters followed by a
pentameter.

The order of arrangement seems obvious, (b) being on the right-hand
side as one faces (a), and (c¢) on the back; thus naturally the pentameter (d)
comes last, on the left-hand side. I had not arrived at any satisfactory
restoration, beyond the conviction that the last line was likely to be a quota-
tion, introduced by a verb to be supplied at the end of (¢). I am therefore
deeply indebted to Professor A. Wilhelm for the following suggestions for the
completion of the epigram :

(b) Opyoxel|arow Slmeppe|ydraliow T6v8" dvébyxa,)]
(c) "Odpa Tis eis éudv ffos éojabprigas|[dyopevor],
(d) “Tolwv|ysp pepd|Tov ki [ye]ven [fakéfer (Or Haepi)

»
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‘I dedicated this (altar) in very great devotion, in order that a man
looking at my character might say, ““such are the mortals whose race
flourisheth.” ’

The dative in (b} must be merely descriptive, though I cannot find another
example of such a phrase formed with the word pnoxela. It is far from
common, in any case, in the plural, where we should expect it rather to mean
‘ religious ceremonies,” ‘ acts of worship,” as in Dionysius Halic., ii. 63, in
reference to religious institutions founded by Romulus. ‘“Ywepuéyas is likewise
a rare epithet, though it has classical authority (cf. L. and S., s.v.). Tovde
(sc. Bwuov) is a permissible use of the article without a noun, for which we
may compare the dedication to Aphrodite Pandemos from the Beulé Gate
({.G. ii. 5, 15315).1

(¢) "O¢pa seems very rare except in epic and lyric verse, though it is used
in the epigram attributed to Hadrian (Anth. Pal. vi. 332, 1. 9); we might
equally well restore the present subjunctive (dyopedy) here. For écafpeiv
cf. Kaibel, Epigr. Gr. 151, 1. 11. The self-conscious reference to the 7Hfos
of the dedicator, a slave, is quaint and pleasing.

(@) There is a distinctly epic flavour about the last line, reminding us
by its combination of uepdwwy and yever of Iliad, i. 250 (TG & 78y Svo uév yeveal
pepdmoy dvbpomov|E¢fiad’). The verb faréfe is perhaps slightly preferable
to the epithet without an auxiliary.

This group of dedications to Zeus Hypsistos may easily have come
from elsewhere to the theatre, in later times, as building material; all
were found associated with Byzantine walls. Another, nameless,
dedication Ad ‘TyricTe edyqsjv is already known (I.G. v. 1, 240), though
its provenance is not recorded. We have no literary evidence for the
Spartari cult of Z. Hypsistos, but Pausanias tells us of a sanctuary of
Z. Hypatos on the Acropolis (iii. 17, 6), and a priest of Zeus Hypatos (?)
is known in v. 1, 559; actually this stone reads only Aws “T - -, so
perhaps we should more correctly restore “T'[yotov]. (Not impossibly
Pausanias is in error, and the shrine was, in fact, that of Z. Hypsistos;
in this event, we may suppose these inscriptions to have found their
way down to the theatre from the Sanctuary on the hill above.)

19 (2731). Small slab of soft limestone, broken on r. and 1., and
perhaps also above and below. H. (max.) -23; br. (do.) -26; uneven
at back, owing to surface flaking off. Letters range between -054 and
-076 high. (1924; built into a Byzantine wall above the east end of
the Hyposcenium.)

1 T am likewise indebted to Professor Wilhelm for this parallel.
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Ap8oc. Above is incised a ship, to 1., with high prow and three
decks, with five oars; a square sail is set on the mast.

The style of the letters and of the representation of the ship lead
us to date this curious stone to the sixth century B.c. I cannot suggest
any explanation, except that it is, in fact, meant for a representation
of the Argo. We must then admit that the use of delta for gamma after
a liquid is quite alien to the Laconian dialect, and indeed without close

No. 19. (Scale 1:4.)

parallel in any early dialect.! Moreover, assuming that this is the
dative case, its appropriateness is not obvious. As the ship is repre-
sented unbroken, perhaps very little is missing from the inscription,
and presumably the word is complete. If rightly identified, it is not
easy to trace a connection between the original Argo and any Spartan
sanctuary.?

We have another early inscription, accompanying a drawing in
outline on stone, in No. 27 below, which is even more unintelligible.

20 (2765). Column of grey marble, with surface much damaged,

1 We must, however, bear in mind the gloss in Hesychius ‘3{povpa (S:ipoipa?) =
Yépupa, Lacones’; and 3épupa occurs once in Crete (G. D. Inscr. 5000, ii. b, 5) for yépupa.
Cf. Bechtel, Gr. Dialekte, ii. p. 69z. Here, however, the question rather is, ‘ how did the
v get substituted in Attic for the §’?

2 Could Athena, who presided over its building, possibly have received this dedication
from some Spartan sailor whose ship was called Argo?

Q
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containing three inscriptions, of which (a) is much later than the others.!
H. 1-30; diam. ca. -42. Letters, in (b) ca. -03; in(c) ca. -04; in (¢) 014~
-021. The column is complete below, but broken above.

KATATIPOCTArM
> yNAAKANG TIOVBA Asaneaoy ]
ETYTTWOHCAMN ETALEAEICD ]
VWNTIANS AAHT OC b x16AAC

YEATENIIC AarmB ANONTECTIPOCBOH O EIR
AY TUONZHAA OY M EN U N NekwNp,

2 € 9poNIONE/TYXONCIC
c ONTOYOEATPOYAAMPANON
« FE ONET( CATTO TWNIToAg
3\, wN.\lA TOV/\(), cToOY
’ :N ) \ .
EQ - TAl
2} or
2
Kep
-
Mc
TI
A
(a)

Kara mpoocTayua
[7]od Aau(mpordrov) dvd(vmraTov) IlovBA(iov) *Aumeriov
[SileTvmdldnoar émipereiatd (ar)
. wv TlavBargs, . . . . .. os, "Apxtddas,
5 . Qeayévns, AauBdvovtes mpos Borbeia(v)
[cpav] avTdv {nuovuévor Neikwva,
..... o....E[d]¢pdviov, EbTvyov, eis
......... ov Tob BedTpov, NauBdvov-
[Tles [xal’ &aoTlov ETos amo TV woer-

1 The beginning of lines 5, 6 and 8 of (b) and 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8 of {¢) appear at the right-
hand edge of the facsimile.
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10 [1e]d[v] mpolaoSlwy §ia Tod Noy[c]oTob"

Eha] ... . v....a.
Era]....p....0.(?)
EAa] .. ... Bp.(?)

15 Eora] --------- .

keplautdial - - - .
()
miag xe - -
Nin NAPIL//]]]]/ATO= Niglalvdpid[as Bov]ayos.
aAAmimros//// Adwmmos - - - -
MOYZA10%//// Movoaios - - - -
mAQTios///]/ 5 I\woTeos ---- -
reAMMA///]]] ypaupa[Tevs] - -
MANTE///]]]] M.’Avr. E (2) - -
yreeTr///]]]]1]]]]1]10= mnpérnls - - - Jos.
(©)
AT Har{plolvdor - |
CAIC /TN Tdi(ios) "Tol¥](Mos) - -
/1] jeosaezians - - - €os Aefwrlvrov.
I/ neeikaess -oooe- epueréovs.
o/lll]]]]]]]]]sasikPATOS 5 0----- Zwotkpatovs.
MENI///OSIA[S//(PATOYS Méw[mn]os Taos[d]kpdTouvs.
TITOZ//OYKIN ¢ Titos [Aovkioy.
l'—/UOY//AI'I.QI‘//PIA.QMAA F(i(loc’)s’lozﬁk(ws‘) *Ayiwy Piro-
/]>a]]/|hATEYE ’ [ylpalpulareds - - - -
IS [T 1o Mldlglenlr(ols ()
YOHPET//=//[>+[[|TEGANOE ﬂvrﬂpé;[n]s [Ylpa(uparées)
[3]Tédavos.

The interpretation of (a) is made easier by the existence of a somewhat
similar document from Chalkis (I.G. xii. 9, goy, first published in B.C.H. xvi.
(1892), pp. 10z ff.; cf. Syll.3, gos). Both relate to the work of building or
repairing some public structures, in charge of which a board is appointed,
and expenses are to be defrayed out of a yearly allocation from public funds
(moAirikat mpdoodod), in accordance with an order from P. Ampelius, proconsul

Q2
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Achaiae. Some of the formulae on our present stone can be explained with
the aid of the Chalkis document, and in 1. 8-10 the reading can be restored
by the aid of a fragment, also found in the theatre, of a second inscription
relating to a similar undertaking (No. 21).

Publius Ampelius was apparently procos. Achaiae in A.D. 359, procos.
Africae in 364, and Praefectus Urbis in 370 (cf. Syll.3, gos, notes), and that
our inscription is accordingly to be dated to 359 or the following year seems
certain. This is the first certain proof of his activity in regard to buildings
at Sparta, and thus gives us information of no small importance for the later
history of the theatre there.

L. 1. TIlpdoraypa, apparently to be distinguished from $iuiraypue meaning
a consular edict, seems to mean merely instructions in general; we may
compare wpootdypara Tév fyovuévor in the well-known document from Scapto-
parene addressed to Gordian III (Syll.3, 888, 11. 81, 153). For its more common
use as equivalent to émroys, meaning a divine order, in response to which
a dedication is made, cf. Syll.3, 1127, 1129, 1153, note 1, and T17I.

L. 3. Atervrafyoav: cf. Syll3, gos, 1. 9, dwurirwos, 1. 19, Servroby; and
1.G.vii. 24,1. 4 (= Syil.3, g08), diervrwfy. The meaning of the nounis ‘a verbal
arrangement, of which a record is officially kept,” the subject here being the
names of the persons appointed as émpeAyral (curators) of the building opera-
tions ordered. Four are appointed, with four assistants, who in the event of
the Board being in financial difficulties, might be called upon to help to bear
the loss.! .

Of the names, the second in each case is irrecoverable, The dubious

wv before Panthales may represent Kov(oravrives) ; 'Apxiddus is far from clear
on the stone, but seems to be the only possible reading on the squeeze. In
1. 5 there may be a letter lost before ®eayérys. At the beginning of 1. 7 a
name of about ten letters is lost, except for O near the middle. (Could it
be Newokpdry, as in the first surviving line of the companion-text ?)

The construction in 1. 7, 8 is not clear owing to the incompleteness of the
text. At the end of 1. 7 the alternatives are €1C and OIC, for the former
of which we must supply an accusative ending in -ov, for the latter a short
verb, with [r6 &ylov as subject. My first impression, alike from the stone
and the squeezes, was that it read OIC (ols), but €1C seemed likelier on
repeated scrutiny. With neither does the reading readily lead us to fill the
gap, which seems to have consisted of eight to ten letters. ‘Ewerdxfy 7o &yov
is much too long, nor can we easily omit the article. I am tempted to choose
the alternative eis and to restore eis [rov wérag]ov, in the sense of roof, for on an
unpublished fragment of inscribed cornice forming part of a long, but still
incomplete text,? in letters which will fit admirably with the dating of our
present document, we have merdoov preserved. For this sense of the word

1 This seems the most likely meaning for the word (nutovuérwr, and we may suggest that
the (nufa might arise from their exceeding their annual allocation of funds, etc. It is hard
to believe the Board would have been kept on, and given assistance, if fined for any fault.

2 'We possess six or seven fragments, none of which can be actually joined.
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méragos we may compare C.I.G. 3422, 1. 17 (at Philadelphia, of the Antonine
age), and the passage in Pliny, Hist. Nat. xxxvi. 19, 4, where he quotes Varro
for the domed roof of the tomb of Porsena.

The remainder, and the corresponding passage in the companion-stone,
can be confidently restored, in the light of 1. 19 ff. of the Chalkis document
(Syil.3, gos), where we have doov &agros Servrafy AauSdvew dmd Tév woliTikdv
mpoadwv kal Ekaorov éviavrov vworéraxtai, followed by the names of the curators
and the quantities of material allotted to them. The details in ll. 11-16 are
beyond hope of recovery, though we can recognise &Ae in 1L 11, 12, 13 and
.15, and kepapida in 1. 16. The following words, perhaps descriptive of the
different kinds of timber, or their purpose, are hopelessly mutilated, but, as
far as can be seen, they are different from the entries in the corresponding
position of the stone from Chalkis.

My attention has been kindly drawn by Professor A. Wilhelm to two
other inscriptions which in his opinion relate to the architectural activities of
Ampelius at other Greek sites, namely, I.G. iv. 53 (= Epigr. Gr. 271) from
Aegina, and v. 1, 455 from the Amyklaion. The former, in six hexameters,
seems (pace Kaibel) to refer to some structure in which were statues of the
Muses, in a woodland setting, with streams of water; the latter, in eight
elegiac lines, alludes to [Ampe]lius making the sanctuary of Amyklai more
glorious by a statue erected to himself by -okles (?).

(6) The composition and nature of this board of officials are obscure,
as the exact number is uncertain; and the presence of a secretary and a servant
does not definitely identify it. It is not safe to argue from the following
text (c) that (b) was likewise a list of Patronomoi,! as it was a common practice
to record lists of more than one board of magistrates together. It is not clear
whether the two lists were engraved simultaneously, for, in the worn condition
of the stone, the lettering is not sufficiently clear to enable us to claim
uniformity, or the contrary, between the two lists. They seem to have a
fairly close similarity, in spite of a difference in size of lettering, and the style
suggests that they both belong to the early, or mid, second century. The
names give little information of value.

L. 2. Niav8pidas Bovayds, presumably identical with P. Aelius Nikandridas,
who appears in v. 1, 69 and 70 as Boayds, and whose cursus honorum is given
in 71 B, ll. 13 ff. (ca. A.D. 150). Neither Damippos nor Mousaios is to be
identified with other known bearers of the name, and M\aérwos (= Plautius)
appears here for the first time at Sparta. In l. ¥ Mavre—which seems clear,
at first sight suggests rather pdvres than a proper name, but it is unlikely
that there would be mention of them here, and we need a name for the
Secretary (M. ’Avr. E - -?).

(¢) Inl 1 Har[p]o[vépo. seems fairly certain, but contrary to expectation
we seem to have seven names, as each line begins with a fresh one.? There
is no trace of i, to enable us to regard the name in l. 2 as that of the

1 This is not free from doubt.
2 The usual Board consisted of six Patronomoi and six ¢dvapxe: {(cf. I.G. v. 1, p. 21).
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eponymous Patronomos; warpovopoivros | Ta. 'Tov[Alov - - is not, however,
impossible. None of the persons can be traced elsewhere, though possibly
G. Julius Agion son of Philonidas may be a brother of G. Julius Nikephoros
Ph. f.in v. 1, 66, 67. In L. 10 the name of the Secretary seems most simply
restored as Mvdourmos, but the reading is not very sure. The last line seems only
intelligible as mypérys ypa(pparéns), which will give us a new official’s title.
The Board of Patronomoi seem to have had a separate Secretary, in addition
to whom they had no less than three dmoypappareis (v. 1, 48 and 137), and one
or two tmypérar (tbid.). The economy in staff represented by our list—if it
indeed be of Patronomoi—is noteworthy.

21 (2760). Split fragment of a similar column. Ht. -38; diam. -4o.
Letters ca. -021, resembling those of () on previous stone. (1924; above
lower seats in W. of cavea.)

NEIKOKPATH. Newxoxparn[s?] - - -
EICTHNCTOANT eis T aroav T[ob GedTpov ?]
AAMBANONT AapfBdvort[es %ad’ &acTov éros]
ATTOTWNTTOA amo TOY TON[eLTIK@Y TPooodwy]
AIATOYAOTICT 5 &ia 100 Noyiotlod].
€1C els - -
K xlepapibia ?] - -
€I €S - -
= E[vna ?] - -

As we have seen above, this is from a document resembling in con-
tents, and presumably in date, the previous item. Probably two names
are lost from 1. 1, but whether they should be in the nominative, as
subjects of SweTvmébnoar (restored), or in the accusative, as objects of
AapfBdvovtes, is uncertain, as there may not have been any mention of
assistant-curators on this stone. Nexoxpdrns does not appear on the
other one, though his name may have stood at the beginning of 1. 7,
where only o is decipherable near the middle of the name.

The average length of line being about twenty-four letters, as is
seen in 1. 4, I hesitate to restore the two other names from those in the
corresponding position in the previous text (L. 7, Ed¢porov, Edrvyov),
as this would give us twenty-six letters, but the objection is not insuper-
able, with this rather irregular script. In L. 2, possibly [y Tod fed7pov],
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giving us just twenty-four letters. The inscription having been found
at the theatre, and the other text referring explicitly to it, we may well
assume that the Stoa was situated there also. Perhaps we should con-
nect with this Stoa the inscribed cornice already mentioned; in this
case the inscription on it will refer to both pieces of work, for, as we have
seen, it mentions the word méracos.

The items in 1l. 6—9 are presumably entries relating to materials,
and, on the analogy of the previous text, we may expect them to include
xepapidia and Edra.

22 (2776). Portion of stele of grey Laconian marble, complete on
left only. H. -22; br. -21; th. -12. Letters -o1—o014. (April, 1925;
cavea of theatre, near topmost seats, close to surface.)

ME€A

KAIAY vz joay wer oo )
ANNZEATABNTIKRE e o -

AGs kdyalés kali dEiws Tas éavtdy mo-)

AIO ZKA'TA:AM ) Aeos kai Tds auletépas -~ -- --- --- -]
M E NkA'E[_\O =T 5 uev xal €8ofe [T61 Sdpor émawécar - - -]

KAHA INHIA N Abrla [eal -~ - - o]
@ Kal nuey [WPOEGVOQ Tas 77'0).’-09 av'roq]
N\NEKAIHME N R} ByyOVE <~ e mm e e e
KAIErroNA
N A '

Apparently from a proxeny-decree, and, in view of 1. 6, in favour of
more than one recipient. The suggested restoration gives us twenty-
nine letters in 1. 3, and thirty-one in 1. 7 ; a short name like Nikokles or
Philokles, with four letters lost to supply at the end of 1. 5, will give
us there thirty-two letters. These differences might well occur, as we
see from the facsimile that the spacing and size of the letters are uneven.

L. 2. Whether we are to read airds as nom. singular or acc. plural is
not clear, nor in either event is it certain whether we should continue 7os ¢ - -
or 7o ou - -; the last sign is quite doubtful.

L. 4 f. Another obscure passage: it is not easy to understand the
formula of resolution, in view of per xal before it. Is the former the end of
fuev (or some other infinitive), or of a verb in the first person plural?

L. 6f. We should presumably restore a second name with a patronymic
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ending e.g. in -Bovde, though the two letters surviving at the beginning of
L. 7 might be from an ethnic (AiréAw?) in the dual.

L. 8. For the less usual neuter form &yova we may compare Michel,
Rec. 446, 1. 6, a proxeny-decree from Aptera in Crete.

The letter-forms and the dialect suggest the third century B.c.

23 (2781). Portion of stele of grey Laconian marble, broken on
all sides. H. -x25; br. -30; th. -1x. Letters ca. ‘115, neatly cut, but
irregularly spaced. (1925; from trench along W. Parodos-wall.)

‘TEE, :
ATArQaN, 1OZAMENH2 QN
KAIKAKOTTAGIANOYAE MINNYTTOAE L)
Alo™M O NOILWNTTANTAS TAS AEK
"WRONTE Sa™

- - - ayaywr TOCAUEVNTOY 8t ~ - -~ - - -- --
A 4 3 7 ¢ Id
- - - - kai xaxomaliav oddeuiav Umoheir|ovTes - -]
¢ 14 ’
- - - - xal opdvoLay TAVTAS, TAS 8 K -~ <~ ~- -~ -~ --

5 —-eem - AaBévres ar - - - - - - - - - -

The contents as far as intelligible indicate that this is from the
preamble to a decree honouring some arbitrators.

Much remains obscure : little can be made of 1. 1, and in 1. 2 wocaperyowy
can only be due to some mistake of engraving. I suspect the right reading
to be wopoapévev, though the error is a strange one. Had the engraver merely
omitted a letter () from monoauévys we should be left with a real difficulty
in explaining wv 8. There seem to be two letters after the delta, perhaps w,
as there is no trace of a cross-stroke to enable us to read efa. Perhaps the
first word should be restored as a compound participle, [eio-] or [8ieg]ayaydv.
It cannot refer to the presumed arbitrators, as we have - - Aafdvres in 1. 5,
and I accordingly restore dmwolefrfovres] in 1. 3.

L. 3 gives us a more recognisable phrase, referring to the diligence of the
recipients of the decree in shrinking from no hardship in the execution of
their duties. A more common expression than xaxowafiav obdeuilay dmokeiwew is
olre k. oldepiav odre kivdrvov trooTélAerbar (as in Syll3, 547, 1. 9; 613, 1. 33;
700, 1. 29). In L. 4 there is mention of successful reconciliation, or settlement
of some dispute, and we should restore somehow thus: [xatraomioarres eis
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dihiav] kai Spdvoav wdvras.! Whether the word beginning « - - is the object
of the participle in the last line is not clear. Possibly we have some more
lengthy variant of the phrase ras 8¢ kpives xal Swairas (vel sim.) wapadafivres, as
in Syll3, 364, 1. 7 . ‘

The poor quality of the lettering gives no clear indication of the date
of this fragment, but it can hardly be later than the first century of our era,
nor earlier than the late second century B.c.

24 (2780). Part of lower left-hand side of stele of grey marble.
The original edge is preserved on the left, but the first few letters have
perished owing to damage to the surface. A space of -13 m. is left blank
below. H. -25; br. -2z0; th. -12. Letters -o1. (1925; far end of E.
retaining-wall, among fallen blocks.)

! TE 5’ . VTES T - - - - -
')YAH N T [...om]ovdyy Te(w?) - -
. ~ [émi] Tas wpeoPeias - - ]
A TIPESPE ) ol moeolelles ) 1

rkANEOTTENEF

Kleogenes is not a common Laconian name, the only epigraphical
instance being the name of a man manumitted at Tainaron (v. 1, 1228).2
This fragment seems to be the end of a document commending the zeal
of certain members of an embassy, the first three letters of 1. 4 containing
the end of the patronymic of one of Kleogenes’s colleagues. Allusions
to the omwovdy of such ambassadors and others are, of course, common ;
we have another instance below, No. 27, 1. 4. Perhaps dates from the
second century B.C.

INSCRIPTIONS FROM OTHER SITES.

25 (2775). Stele of white marble with plain gable-top, broken
below. H. -41; br. -495; th. -065. Letters -02—034. (May, 1924;
Acropolis, in late wall S. of Chalkioikos Sanctuary.)

Al NHIAAZ AN EX H kE Alvpidas avéonxe
re P ONTE Y NS N TAIA 'yepov:reﬁwy Tas A-
£ ANAIA| -

1 Cf. Syll.3, 588, L. 4, [klaracrnodvrey eis hy & &px[is pAlar.
2 It is quite common elsewhere in Greece.
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The name Aineidas is not hitherto known at Sparta, but kindred forms
are not rare; cf. Almias in No. 22 above, Alvyales (Thucyd. ii. 2; Xen,,
Hell. ii. 3, 9}, and another in I.G. v. 1, 703; Alvyres (v. I, 701, and cf. Paus.
iii. 18, 6).

For the form dvéonxe we have parallels in two dedications both apparently
of the fourth century (v. 1, 255 and 1317).! The same substitution of o for
# in "Acavafoa is the first known instance of the Goddess’s name being so
spelt, apart from an archaising text of the Imperial age (v. 1, 296, L. 12,
where we have ’Acdvea as the name of the festival).? It has also been
found recently on more than one vase-fragment from the Acropolis (Chalkioikos
Sanctuary); cf. Fig. 10, s, p. 306; p. 309, note 2 below.

For another dedication by a member of the Gerousia (to Pasiphaé, at
Thalamai) cf. v. 1, 1317, cited above, where the same participle is also used.
The date of our inscription can hardly be much later than the middle of the
fourth century. The plain portion of the stele below the text probably was
originally painted.

26 (2737). Upper part of a votive stele, originally supporting a
bronze statuette or similar dedication, from which a plain rectangular
plate of that metal alone survives. Apparently of Parian marble.
H. -41; br. of inscribed face -2z05; th. do. -16. Letters (retrograde) ca.
-02 high. (1924; re-used in late wall near No. 25, on Acropolis.)

siBlgT Tethes.

No such name is hitherto known at Sparta® For the inter-
vocalic H, cf. Thumb, Handbuch d. Gr. Dialekte, p. 86 {., § g2; Buck,
Dialects, p. 51, § 59; Bechtel, Gr. Dialekte, ii. p. 320 f. The lettering
suggests ca. 520480 as the probable date; the shape of the sigma
is most unusual for Sparta, the earliest examples having five strokes
as a rule. A similar dedication, with only the name of the donor,
is the relief of Anaxibios (v. 1, 215), also from the same site (found
in 1908).

27 (2744). Part of slab of grey marble, much worn, complete only
on r. (?), with incised design of men (?) dancing. H. -19; br. -14;

1 See Wilamowitz’s note on the date of v. 1, 255.

? For the substitution of ¢ for 8 cf. Thumb, Handbuch d. Gr. Dialekte, § 95; Buck,
Dialects, p. 55, § 64; Bechtel, Gr. Dialekte, ii, p. 303.

3 Cf. Telous at Tenos, I.G. xii. 5, 873, 1. 8, and such feminine names as Tewgirmy, I.G.
ii. 2714.
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th. -05. Letters -o11—o012. (April, 1924; found in the stream north
of the Acropolis, Gen. Plan L 11.)

Perhaps the dedicator’s name. Nothing like it is known at Sparta.
In fact no similar name is known to me. It might possibly be connected
with xview, to scratch (cf. Arist., Thesm. 481). The style of this drawing
on marble, and of No. 19 above, is an unexpected addition to our know-
ledge of Spartan art. Incised drawings of an earlier period, on bone as

/4 [
jk'\/\//~\ \<v

-

),_—
—

Kvvupor. (complete?)

well as ivory, were' found, not infrequently, among the votive objects
at the Orthia Sanctuary, which also yielded some small sketches on
soft stone (cf. B.S.A. xxiv. p. 97 f.); but the thicker line and larger
scale of these pieces, as well as the later date of No. 27, which cannot be
earlier than the fifth century, justify us in classing them as a new
type.

28 (2810). Fragment of stele of bluish marble, broken on all
sides. H. :17; br. -22; th. -16. Letters -o1. (May 13th, 1925; out-
side S.-W. corner of ruined Byzantine Church on the Acropolis (H.
Nikon ?).)
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INTeE
APIST G
STE PANQY
i TEIANZTTOYAH 2
i EMIAHMAIAIETEN
'"CAYTOIZTIIE TES
"FEQRQIEL TIANE

ANTIOA
N!

———————————— ovTE[S - - m - - c e e e e
——————————— APLOTY - = -~ === s m e
————————— OTEPAV®L - - — = = - = =~ - - - - - - - - -
\ ’ ~ A\ ’ > A 3 4
[- - - Tv moAlyTelav omovdijs [kal PuhoTiuias ovdev évheimovTes)
5 [----éniTh]e émdnuiac SteréN[ecav - - - - - - - - - aflws Tis]

3 ’ 3 ~ 14 14 A Ay 3 \
[éyxeiprabeiains avTols wioTewls - - - - - xalégar 8¢ kal adTols)
[els Tw Ths o] News éoTlaV € - - - - - - - - - - - oo oo
————————————— @y TON[LTAY? -« -~ - - === - - - o~ -]
________________ S NN

Here again we seem to have a reference to honours conferred on more
than one recipient, in view of - - ovre[s in 1. I, and adrots in 1. 6. There seem
to have been somewhere near fifty letters per line, though we cannot complete
any one exactly. Certain restorations, e.g. in 1. 47 inclusive, run on familiar
lines. ’Emdnpia is more commonly found in such a phrase as ¢ xal dvacrpodiy
mowety (-ofar) 1; and for eis Ty 7ijs wohews éoriuv we might have expected eis
(éxl) Ty kowny & (as in Syil.3, 739, 1. 10, and tbid. passim). Inl 5 no doubt
a participle is to be supplied with dieréA[edar], but owing to uncertainty as to
the nature of the services commended, we had best omit it.

We must also note the use of the xowj in this inscription ; it is not impossible
for it to be a copy of a document passed elsewhere, as the style of lettering,
especially the type of omega, is suggestive of a date earlier than we should

expect to find the xows employed at Sparta.?

L E.g. Syll3, 658, 1. 10f. ; 711 k., 1. 8.

2 Several more fragments of the same text, found in the excavations of 1926, enable
us to see that it was a copy of a decree passed by the city of Eretria in honour of a board
of dikastai sent by Sparta. The complete text will be published as soon as possible.
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29 (2809). Broken slab of bluish marble, inscribed on both sides.
H. -30; br. -40; th. -065. Letters, on (a) ‘03, on (b) -02. (May 12th,
1925; close to finding place of No. 25.)

(@)

NE I KO MAX(/ [Tépovres émi Zevmopumov Tod Khéwvos)
NEIKOKPATH. Neteipaels ‘Appoveion.]
MOYATTI OZKA/ Neuco:cpd-rng [Nemo,u,ﬁ(?/ouq ?1
TBKAAYAIOZA it
EanYN MN QNL .5 :Em'rvvxdva\)v "Olvnopipov.)
ETTITEYKTIKOXAHLD it pontioon:

= AN APOSFvrT [

(6)
w NP B 5 I Ul olk\]éovs 70 B,
uPIOZEIZIQN [ """""""" Ol’/]épws‘ Eiloiwv
APKOYMENIZKOL --- —Ni —/Nucngbépoq Mldprov. Mevioros
FTOB PINOKPATHE M7 o venions
;: @ OY/\AK I QN < — TTTTTmsmmmmme- s . Dovrakiov

,_‘CPI/\AKQN OXTODBR (q)ov?’\axiwuoe\). ,5
s NAD Sonpirn?) Vo
TIBKAMANAPEINOL = e

ISANMINAAE L UING L . TiB. K\. Avdpeivos
TIF A4 e e cpalridas (-{kpalrida).

This must be from a list of the Gerousia, and in view of the larger
lettering on (4) we may assume it to be the obverse of the stele. This
is confirmed by the fact that on it each name begins a fresh line, which
is not the case on (b). Remains of nineteen members’ names are recog-
nisable, which indicates that not much is lost; thus there cannot have
been a second column of entries on (a).!

An almost convincing clue to the year is given by (b), 1. 3, for Meniskos
(M. £.) tells us in his cursus honorum (v. 1, 32 B, 1. 25 {.) that he was

1 It is just possible, though an unnecessary assumption, that there were two separate
lists, one on each side. In this case the difference in the size of the lettering would not
be easy to account for.
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Tepovaias under Seipompos son of Kleon. Now he mentions no other
tenure of that office, though some later posts are recorded, and he is
recording his cursus many years after the year of Seipompos. The
possible objection that he may after all be serving a second time here
(the entry 70 8 having been carried over to the beginning of the following
line) is not vital, for, although two names on our list later than his are
accompanied by this numeral, that immediately before him is not.
These arguments seem to justify us in attributing the list to the year
of Seipompos, who held the Patronomate in the reign of Hadrian.!

Newduaxo[s ‘Appoveixov], in view of the rarity of the former name, is a
probable restoration, based on No. z (¢) above, combined with v. 1, 157,
whence we see that he was Nomophylax under Ulpius Aphthonetos.

L. 2. Neaxoxpdrys is a common name, no less than three bearers of it
being known, whose fathers’ names begin with Neiko- (cf. v. 1, 97, L. g; 101,
1. 4; and No. 1, C 3 (), above). The last-named, N. Newopuydovs, is Nomo-
phylax in the year of another Nikokrates, and is more likely than either of
the others to be the man here concerned; he may, however, be an altogether
different bearer of the name.

L. 3. M. OdAmwos Kad[Awpdrys], a fairly safe restoration, is also known as
Ephor under Cl. Atticus (v. 1, 62, 1. 7), for whose date see above, p. 188 f.

L. 4. Uncertain. T¢B. KA. Afapdvicos] or [- - wikys] are both possible;
Ti. Cl. Dionysios, a member of the Gerousia some years later, under Biadas
(No. 1, C 10, above), is out of the question.

L. 5. ’Emuavyxdver 'Ofimoipdpov] seems certain. We know him as Ephor
under Eudamidas (v. 1, 64, 1. 2, early in the reign of Pius).

L. 6. ’Emrevkricds Anu - - is unknown, the former name being new to
us 2; for the type of name we may compare, in addition to the previous
entry, 'Emzevcras in v. I, 159, 1. 40 (rest.).

L. 7. KXéavdpos Eimdpov seems a safe restoration, and he will then be
identical with the Kl. Eup. f. who is Ephor (rest.) in v. 1, 73, L. 4, and perhaps
Tepovoias in 113, 1. 4 (a fragmentary list). If the identification of the person,
and of the nature of this second list, is correct, he will have held office as
a member of the I'epovela more than once.

(0) L. 1. Perhaps - - [@cJoxAéovs or [®]oxAéovs, an insufficient clue to
identity.

L. 2. -dpws seems to be the end of a momen, which is not impossibly
Varius.® It cannot be either Odalépos or ®AdBios, as the letters ap are certain.

1 Cf. p. 188 above.

2 It is probably, however, to be restored in v. 1, 78, I. 11, where five or six letters are
lost before -xTixds.

3 Hitherto unknown in Laconia.
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Eiociwv, only known (in a restoration) in v. 1, 199, L. %, is otherwise a new
name to us at Sparta.l

L. 3. -dpxovcan hardly be any name but [M]dp«ov, and [Nunedpos M]dpxov,
a Nomophylax in the year of Meniskos (v. 1, 59; cf. No. 1, B g above), will
suit well. Meviokos (Mevioxov), whom I have mentioned already, seems later
on to have acquired the Roman citizenship (or if not himself, at least his son;
cf. No. 1, C 5, above).

L. 4. Our choice among bearers of the name of ®\oxpdrys is too large to
let us identify this one.

L. 5. ®ovlaxiov is quite unknown, nor can I trace the name elsewhere.?

L. 6. This may be a son of ®\dkwv Aapoxpdrovs, mpéoBus vopodrAdrwy in
v. 1, 79, L. 2 (ca. A.D. 100).

L. 7. 1 restore [Swowpdrys ®Jrovperod from v. 1, 40, L. 20 f., where he is
perhaps Nomophylax.?

1. 8. Ti. Cl. Andreinos is hitherto unknown; nor can I trace the name
elsewhere.

L. 9. Perhaps [Aapoxpa]ridas (A.).

30 (2782). Rectangular slab of grey Laconian marble, broken below
only. H. -30; br. -36; th. -085. Letters -02. (April, 1925; built
into wall at N.-E. corner of Roman Villa (General Plan M 15)).

)gf Q %\ Zavi
Z AN I :Ekevﬁelzlfm
E-AEY@E P I O I Avrovelvor

ANT WNEINOI Zomijpe
CWTHPI

An exceptionally well-cut example of this class of inscription. No
less than thirty-nine examples of it are collected in the Corpus (v. 1,
407-445), and many are adorned, as is this one, with wreath and palms.
The spelling -o¢ for - in 1l. 2, 3 is constant throughout the series.*

: A. M. WOODWARD.

1 Cf. Isio(n), Dessau, I.L.S., 6150, 8107, 8235; and Eloiyévys above, No. 1, C 10.

2 Is it connected with ¢drat, etc.? (cf. dvadiwy, Bechtel, Hist. Personennamen, p. 458).

3 The interpretation of the last few lines is uncertain, owing to the damaged state of
that text.

4 T am much indebted to Mr. M. N. Tod for reading this article in proof, and for various
helpful suggestions.
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B.S.A.,, Vol. XXVI. (1823-26), Pl. XVI.

SPARTA THE THEATRE
EAST PARODOS WALL SHOWING INSCRIBED BLOCKS

v
LIt coe-d :
1.—ELgvaTION OF EasT PaR0pOS WALL. Q™ gt INSCRIPTION ENDS -
S S, N ‘
. S {
/;___#___:‘:;}u-"'i-:_gﬁ,, s

2,—~INSCRIBED BLockS v sizv 1v THE EAsT Paropos WALL.

Excavarions a1 SparTa: THE THEATRE.
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