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LACONIA.

[.—EXCAVATIONS AT SPARTA, 1908.

§ 5.—INSCRIPTIONS!

INSCRIPTIONS FROM THE SANCTUARY OF ORTHIA.

THE removal of the substructure of the Roman circus on the side
facing the Eurotas led, as was expected, to the discovery of a large
number of inscriptions built into the masonry, most of which relate to
the maidicds dyov. A few more of various classes were found under
similar circumstances in the neighbourhood of the temple. They range
in size from an inscribed statue-base, nearly two metres high, and a
marble bench, down to the merest splinters of marble bearing two or
three letters. Of the inscriptions found this season which relate to the
boys’ contests about two-thirds of the total number are new, while the
remainder join, and in some cases complete, previously published
inscriptions. The arrangement of the subject-matter of this section is
as follows: (2) New wawdikos dywv inscriptions;? (4) New fragments
of previously published 7aidixos dydv inscriptions ; (¢) Other inscriptions
from the Sanctuary of Orthia; (d) Notes on the patronomate of the
divine Lycurgus.

Fresh Inscriptions.

66°% (2571). Gable-topped stele of greyish marble, complete above
and on 1. '32x°31Xx'045. Letters 'o15—02 high. Socket for sickle in
centre,

1 T am indebted to Mr. M. N. Tod for his constant and ready help throughout this paper.

? Except where it is stated to the contrary, the inscriptions commemorating the mwa:dicds &ydv
were all found in the substructure of the Roman circus on the side towards the Eurotas.

# The numbering is carried on from B.S. 4. xiii. p. 199.
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Adpimrmos ABo\ijTov
émrl Zubdpov vikdaas 0]
Tadi oy € - - -
pwar - - - [émt Kvval-
5 wéra [mapbév]-
we 'Oplelac.
A(a) pemrmos ?]
Aap - -
g - -

For the use of the dative in the name of the contest in this series
see B.S.A4. xii. p. 381. For Damippus, son of Aboletus, #5:d. p. 360,
No. 3. Sidamus is not known elsewhere as Eponymus: the name =
Selapos = @eddauos, on the analogy of such Laconian names as S{moumos,
Zidéxtas, etc. In 1. 5 - - yera is puzzling: it is not improbably the end
of the genitive of the name Kuwvrayéras, which is, however, unknown at
Sparta. If so, it will enable us to restore Kuvvay[éra] as the name of
the Eponymus in B.S.4. xii. p. 373, No. 35, 1. 8, and #nfra, No. 78, both
which inscriptions, like the present, belong to the first century B.C.

Ll 7-9 perhaps contain the allusion to another subsequent victory,
but the stone is too mutilated for us to be certain. In l. 6 we may have
the end of [wapfév]w:: it is only found once as a title of the goddess
in these inscriptions (B.S.4. xii. p. 361, No. 5), and there in a metrical
dedication, but it is hard to see what else could have stood here,

67 (2576). Four fragments of a gable-topped stele of grey marble,
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three of which join to form the upper part, measuring 29 X ‘43 x'05. The
other contains part of the last two lines, and does not join the remainder.
Letters 017 high, painted red. Socket for sickle.

PMOTENHC  MADAYD

cor

A AL
AFTEM]AI

N¢-

K.
[‘E](p)uoyérms Mdp. Adp.
---oca..t-

(S 1]

[vexdaas] (x)ac[anpaTopw dvé] -

[Onkev] ‘ApTémide [Bopbéal.

Exact restoration is impossible. The interesting feature is the
heading Nixn, which is unknown elsewhere in this series. The wreath
and branches which adorn the gable-top are also a striking feature. From
the style of the writing, apart from the use of the name Mapkos Avpiicos,
we should expect it to belong to the end of the second century A.D., at
the earliest : note especially the form of the letter A,
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68 (2579). Top of stele of rosso antico with elaborately carved
pediment, complete on 1.: socket for sickle on r. Letters ‘015 high, with
large apices.

GIATITOS Dirrmos - -

69 (2581). Lower half of stele of white marble, broken through,
25 x'30 X '08. Letters ‘02 high.

BOY/ Bov(a)[yop émi]

TTATP mat(p)|ovouw]|

ropr 2 Topy({)[mrm)(e)

TQ<N <AAP 760 {(Lopryimmw) (v)[e](x)dap
5 KATOHPATOPIN 5 xatfnpatdpw

APTEMITIBQPZEA Apréuite Bwpoéa

ANEZAKE avéanke.

Unfortunately the victor’s name is lost. We now possess three
records of victories in the year of Gorgippus, as S.M.C. 2194501 records
the victory of Philetus in the xeAda, and B.S.A4. xii. p. 368, No. 21 that of
Cleander in the pée in this year. We may notice the similarity of both
language- and letter-forms in all three cases ; almost the only difference in
orthography between the two previously known stones is vewdap in the
former and wixdap in the latter. In the present inscription I restore
veikdap, as there seems ample room for e: on the missing fragment of stone.
It seems extremely likely that the same man engraved all the three stelai.
The sign at the end of 1. 3 is of course an ornament. The date is probably
late in the reign of Marcus Aurelius.

70 (2583). Stele of white marble with gable-top, broken across.
‘46 x ‘25, back roughly rounded. Letters ‘02 high, with large apices.
Surface ruled with horizontal lines to guide the engraver. Cutting for
sickle below,
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"Emi watpovopov
Ediheida, Pirorpd-
08 Dihosréovs
Ayeaiddw(?) 76 Neora

5  Kkdoev drpomdv-
A Vikdoas To
maidiyov kalln-
patople dvéfnxe
ApTép-

10 T¢

"Opbeiq.

The photograph shows the careless writing plainly: in 1. 2 the
engraver forgot altogether the first syllable of Edx)Aeida and crowded it in-
later; and in 1. 4 we apparently have the result of his attempting to spell
’Aynoihde with no 9 and a round o, though elsewhere he uses the 4-stroke
one : having noticed his omission he seems to have added the second
horizontal stroke to the F, with the result that it looks like a
digamma.

None of these persons can be certainly identified elsewhere. This is
the first mention of an Eponymus of the name of Euclidas: Neohas occurs
also in S.M.C. 206, and C./.G. 1292 as a Spartan name, and 'Aynoilaos is
often found.! ’ATpomdvmass in 1. 5 confirms the correcthess of the reading

1 He cannot be identified for certain : the name is found also in C./.G. 1249, 1298 b, 1424,

1470: The first of these instances cannot refer to the same man, as his father’s name there is also
’Aynoiraos.
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mpatoraunaldwy drpomaumaldov k.. in the inscription of this class
published in B.S.4. xii. p. 366, No. 135.

L. 8. «xaffnparopiw should be compared with udas in No. 66, above,
for the use of the dative case.

71 (2585). Gable-topped stele of greyish marble, broken into five
pieces, complete except for unimportant fragments. 65 X'41 X ‘048.
Letters ‘03 high. Socket for sickle.

MITTOPOE!

Kparyouhis (2rpd-
Twvos (0) Kai
SrpdTwv Bovayos
mpaToTaumaldwy

5 7ov éwl o(mhiov) Mepuiov
BOcorréovs éviav-
TOV VELKATAS TO TaL-
Suxov pda(v) 'Apré-
wite "Oplel(a).
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The crowded position of the letters at the right-hand edge of the stone
suggests the probability that the engraver sketched out his lines without
allowing for the insertion of the sickle, and thus had to compress the last
few letters of each line into half the space they would have occupied had
he left no cutting for the sickle.

TIomAtos Méuuios Beoxijs may very well be the same as the @ecox)ijs
who is Eponymus in C.Z.G. 1254 (ca. 150-170 A.D.), but it is not a rare name
at Sparta. Kparnoudijs is not identifiable ; indeed the name does not
occur elsewhere at Sparta: he can hardly be the Srpdrov ZTpdrwves of
S.M.C. 205. Bovayos mpartomrapmaldwr is a new phrase in these inscrip-
tions. It clearly shows that the wpaTomdumaides were a class of boys of a
certain age, though of what age is at present unknown.

72 (2586). Left-hand half of stele of grey marble, broken across, with
plain moulding above. ‘41 Xx20x'07. Letters ‘025 high.

AAKIMC Arxep(o)s - - -]

AAETTIN 8a émi N - - -

KAIFTTIS, xai (émi) 3 - - -

OSNIKAS os vikdalas 7o Tail-
5 AIXONKE 5 Suyov ke[Ajav].

From 1. 4 we may see that there were about 14 letters in each line, but
we have nothing else to guide us to a certain restoration of the names. In
1. 3 the letter after £ seems to have been A, which is not the beginning of
any known Eponymus’ name. There is nothing in the letter-forms to help
us to fix the date precisely. There was apparently no dedicatory formula
at all, as there was hardly room on the stone for 'Opfeia after xe[Afjav].
*Alxipos is also found in B.S.4. xii. p. 469, No. 23, where his father’s
name begins with 5, the rest being illegible: if he is the man who was
victor in this inscription, it would lead us to restore Zwx\edas or Sixheldas

or some such name as his father’s.

73 (2587). Stele of greyish marble with gable-top in relief but not
cut to shape. °655X'5Ix'055. Letters ‘025 high. Socket for sickle;
below, a wreath and branch,



ILACONIA. SPARTA. 81

Ayaly ToX7.
Aapoxpatns Ato-

xAéous Rovayos
érri waTpovouov

5 T8, Kravdlov Snia-
vob veikaas 1o
maibikoy pudav Ap-
Témede "Opbela dvé-
Onxe.

The winner is probably the man whose name is found in the Le Bas-
Foucart 167, where he is honoured by his cuvépnBos in a metrical dedica-
tion. The Eponymus is no doubt the Sejanus whose name occurs in
C.1.G. 1249, and also in B.5.4. xii. p. 364, No. 11, where he appears as
K\avdios Seavds. The latter records the victory of Philocharinus, son of
Lysippus, in the xatfnpartépr in this year, and its archaistic formulae

G
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contrast strikingly with the language of the present inscription. The date
is probably early in the reign of Antoninus Pius, which is based on the view
(expressed in a note, B.S.A4. loc. cit) that Philocharinus is son and not
father of Lysippus Philocharini f, who was Eponymus in the reign of
Hadrian:! this suits the probable date of C./.G. 1249, whereas the
alternative view does not.

74 (2590). Gable-topped stele of yellowish marble, broken through.
‘58 x 285 x-05. Letters ‘015 high. Sockets for four sickles. Surface
worn and discoloured. -

N € I FArOP O( Newdryopos

I\ Swoddpov Ei-

AAM% 'él\l 3“#9: mwevx
N€' KA AC |< meuaa\e xf -
OJANKA| MnA oty ol poa-
NEA km CHPA v kal kabnpa-
TOPGI \”(A]M topew /\ca,l, ,u:-
s ;AN '<AIA” OM dav kai dwd -
i IXIZoManN e Gop( o

XP,MEAAG'PO 10 :‘"GXf" ,ue)\.?\apo-
'\]C | A(TOXOFMO v(e)as Tov(s) ['a(a)o-

XOUS‘ xal Aa'(iuea

Y TOV Taddr
MAAT i y ey e

wdMn)v ApTé-

MWIOP@E'A 15 uere "Opbela.

This stone has several points of considerable interest. The victor is
not known elsewhere, but his father is perhaps to be identified with the
Sosidamus in S.M.C. 208. Eudamus to whom Nicagorus is xdoev may
very likely be the Eponymus of C.Z.G. 1241 (=S.M.C. 204) [Hadrianic
Age]: that he may also be identified with the Eudamus of 5.5.4. xii.
p- 377, No. 40 is unlikely.

He apparently won at least four sickles, as we can see from the traces
on the stone : whether these represent all that he won is hard to say. If
we take his words literally veixdoas keloiav kai udav kai kalnpatoper rai
pdav, we gather that he won the ude twice and the other contests once

1 See also a note on his date, B.5. 4. xiii. pp. 200 foll.
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each. Then the phrase xai amo uikiyifouévwr uéype pexhepovelas, which
has no parallel in this series, will give the years in which he won in the
other contests mentioned below. This allusion to other games on an
Orthia dedication is also unique. The carelessness of the writing ! adds to
the difficulty of interpreting the last few lines: in 1. 11 the second letter is
written ¢ instead of €, and apparently the ninth letter is O instead of (:
in 1. 14 we have || instead of H. 7ods T'aadxovs xai ’Acdvea are appar-
ently cognate accusatives, and the sense is this : from the time when he was
wixeyefopevos till he was uwehelpny he won the boys’ wrestling match at
the TI'aaoyo: and the ’Acdvea. We know that in the fifth century the
amphitheatre in the temenos of Poseidon Gaiaochos was used for chariot-
and foot-races (see the Damonon inscription £.5.4. xiii. p. 176) : then the
name was spelt yataFoyos; it is hardly possible that any other can be
alluded to here, though we should perhaps have expected the word to
be spelt yataoyos, but the difference is after all trifling.

'Agavea also offers some difficulties: it may be an instance of the
frequent use of o for € in late Laconian inscriptions (cf. dvéonxe for
avélnre, etc.) and thus = ’Afdvea, a possible spelling of ’Afdvaia
(="AbOjvaia). We know from the Damonon inscription zézd. that there
were games in honour of Athena in Sparta, including events for boys; for
Damonon’s son, Enymakratidas, won the boys’ foot-races there, and very
probably, like the games in honour of Poseidon Gaiaochos, they survived
into, or were revived in, Imperial times. For this spelling of ’Afdvaia we
have no exact parallel, but in Attic inscriptions of the Imperial age a: is
sometimes found as e.2 It is very hard to see what other explanation can -
be given for the word.

We gather that he won the boys’ wrestling match for four years in
succession from his tenth to- his thirteenth year? Ze. as uniyilopevos,
Tpémats, wats, and ueAelpny. '

1 kafnpatdpev spelt with one 8 and ew for v (which is, of course, a contraction for -tov) can,
I think, only be due to ignorance ; and peAAerpoveias is an impossible form for a noun derived from
meANeipyy.

2 See Meisterhans, Grammatik der attischen Inschriften®, p. 34, note 185, who quotes four
instances of ’A8fvea for 'Affra:ia, and numerous others of the use of € for a¢ in Attic inscriptions of
the Roman Age.

? Compare the famous gloss on Herodotus, quoted most recently by Mr. Tillyard, B.5. 4. xii.
p. 386, note 2. This inscription would lead us to emend weAAelpny for perelpyv there, which is
probably a mistake, as the word is compounded of uéAAw and efpyv. The word is spelt with two
lamtbdas in Plutarch, Lycurgus, c. 17.

G 2
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75 (2557). Slab of bluish marble, complete above and on I
32X 22 % '06. Letters ‘025 high, with no apzces. Socket for sickle on 1.

/\ /O\X Aax[dpns
H Pﬁ\ K/ ‘Hpar(\)avod
ETTIC émi (m)[atpo-
N O/ vou[ov Zidd-
5  pov [vnroas
'-'['M()OTZ/\ 70 () atdeyov
K E xe[Afav - -

Restoration of the first two lines is practically certain in the light
of S.M.C. 612 where we have Aaydpns “H(pa)xA - -, which we may
complete as ‘Hpaxravod. There can be no doubt that it is the same
person, who is presumably a member of the family of Caius Julius
Eurycles, though his precise relationship to the other members of it is
uncertain. We find apparently the last surviving descendant to possess
the name of C. Julius Eurycles Herclanus, the last being only another
spelling of Heraclanus.

The date is probably in the first half of the first century B.C. I
restore the patronomus’s name as [Si8d]uov from No. 66 above, where
Damippus, son of Aboletus, wins the uda. This is not of course certain,
but Sidamus is the only known Eponymus of this date whose name suits
the conditions, namely, that it should consist of about seven letters and
end in -uos.

76 (2607). Gable-topped stele of white marble, broken below, but
inscription probably complete. 37 x°295x‘05. Letters ‘024 high, with
large apices. Cutting for sickle. Found in masonry south of temple.

NIKITTTT O}: KAN Nikemrmes Ka-
]\IK PAT 1 A AEH Mxpatida ém-

[ HP ATO MNH{A i Mlpatéra vixa-
ZAZTOUAIAIXON gas 10 Taidiyav
[S E[S N 5 xeléav

O p@E IA \ "Opbeia.
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None of these persons can be identified for certain. Ilparéras may
be the man who appears in S.M7.C. 206, but he is not known elsewhere a3
Eponymus. KaAhiparidas is not a rare name at Sparta; Nixwmmos
seems to occur there only twice, namely, B.S.4. xii. p. 453, No. 2 B, and
Le Bas-Foucart, 1734.

77 (2611). Fragment of a stele of grey marble complete on r. with a
small portion of the pediment. '16Xx'13Xx'04. Letters ‘027 high, well cut
with large aprces.

YEPMO "E7i matpoviuo](v) ‘Epuo-

“WNOZ yévovs Tob TAV](x)wros
1KoY Bpacidas Apuov]({xov
TAC S

The restoration of 1l. 1—-3 is speculative, but far from impossible, as is
seen from the fact that it gives us the same number of letters in each line.
If we do not adopt watpovduo]v in L. 1, it is hard to account for the v before
the beginning of the name ‘Epuo[vyévns] (a certain restoration in conjunc-
tion with -(«)wves, as ‘Epuoyérns TAdxwvos is a known person at Sparta).!
The victor’s name is less certain : .the most likely names for his father are
"Appévikos and SwapridTicos, and I prefer the former as being shorter, and
thus leaving us more space for the victor's name. There is not room in
the line, if the suggested restoration is followed, for more than seventeen
letters, whereas Eii8auos Smapriaricov gives us nineteen, and his brothers’
names were longer still. Bpacgibas ‘Apuovicov is not known for certain,
but his existence has been conjectured by J. M. Paton? (see genealogical
table facing p. 123). Hermogenes’ date is about 130 and Brasidas might
well have been born about 120, and thus be victor when ten years old.
We do not know, owing to the fragmentary state of the stone, whether
it was as pexexefouevos or in what year of his age he was victorious.

78 (2623). Gable-topped stele of greyish marble, broken below:
surface damaged in several places. ‘30X 225X °'065. Letters '01 high.

1 C.1.G. 1242, Hermogenes is Eponymus : B.5.4. xil. p. 366, No. 14, TAdxwy ‘Epuoyévovs wins
the uda. For his date see B.S. 4. xiii. p. 203.
2 Transactions of the Americarn Philological Association, xxvi. (1895), p. 35.
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TIPATIAAAZ Mpatei(d)as
\PIZSTNANOX (A)pioTwvos

NIK QA= TOTTAI (v)ikdas To Tat-
AIXONKETEY [8exov xerev-

O NENTO] 5 wvévThn

EYBAAKEIKAL EdBdrcet kal

K YNIAr —— (Kvvayér)[ac] - - -

The reading as far as it goes is certain, but the formulae are distinctly
unusual. rerevwy is unintelligible unless we suppose it to be a slip for
keebwy, and even so is not easy to explain. It might possibly be a
participle of a verb xehevw, to compete in the xelfja, supposing that such a
verb existed, or it might more likely be a genitive plural depending on
maiduyov, meaning ‘ the boys’ part of the xehfja (veheda) contests” In the
latter case it should be compared with 76 waidexov ka@Onpatopiwv in B.S.A.
xiii. p. 186, No. 58 (though possibly this may be a mistake of -twv for -cov).

‘Ev 7¢ EdBdixer must be a way of expressing the date, but it is
unparalleled in these inscriptions. He is apparently Eponymus in 5.5.4.
xii. p. 373, No. 35, where Lachares, son of Lachares, wins o macdiyov
ke\éav, and zbid. p. 370, No. 26. In the latter case the reading is uncertain,
If xeredwr contains an allusion to a victory in the xeAija, we have two
dedications by victors in the same contest in the same year (for it is
hardly likely that there were two Eponymi of the rare name of Eubalkes).
The most reasonable explanation is that of Mr. Tillyard (B.S.4. xii.
p. 377), that occasionally more than one member of the winning team
dedicated a sickle after a victory. But the whole question is far from
certain.

(Kvvaryér)[a:] seems to be the correct restoration, and strengthens the
case for restoring his name both in No. 66 above and in B.S.A4. xii. p. 373,
No. 35. Thus this inscription would belong like them to the first century
B.C. The winner is not known elsewhere, but may be a brother of
"AptaTorpaTns *ApleTwvos, the victor in B.5.4. xii. p. 360, No. 3.

79 (2624). Gable-topped stele of greyish marble, broken through on
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r. and incomplete below, where there are traces of the sickle-socket.
26 x40 05. Letters 01—02 high, neatly cut with apzces.

SIONAAMITITIOYNIKASAS Slwy Aapirrov vikdoas
TOTIAIAIXONMQIAIETIITI 70 wawdiyov pwias émri Ti-
MAPXOYKAITIOAYA uapyov kai Hoav(8)duav]-
T0= oPO~ Tos 'Opb(e)ia].

Neither Tiuapyos nor Iloavdauas (a certain restoration) is previously
found as the name of an Eponymus. The names are found at Sparta more
than once, the former in S.M.C. 525, C.J.G. 1262 and 1418, the latter in
S.M.C. 207, but none of these can be dated exactly. Siwv Aauirmov is not
known elsewhere, though both names are common at Sparta: if he were
son of Aduimaos ’AfSorjTov in No. 66 above, this would date our inscription
roughly a generation later than No. 66. The rare form udwa is also found
in B.S5.A4. xii. p. 361, No. 4, where, as in the present instance, the case used
is the dative (see also Nos. 66 and 70 above),

80 (2632). Slab of rosso antico with plain moulding above, broken on
l. and below, and surface damaged in several places. °I7X'21X'035.
Letters ‘o015 high. Cutting for sickle below.

tHETIMQN - - «(7)yps Tipwr|os]?
[II] TAKAIKEAEA [vikijoas p](®)a xai keléq.

We have no means of restoring the victor’s name with any certainty,
but on the evidence of 1. 2 we should expect a line of about eighteen
letters. [KaAlixpda](T)ns would suit the space.

81 (2633). Fragment of greyish marble, complete below only.
‘14 X 17 x'095. Letters 016 high, with apices.

101 --toe? - -
QAOE ? ploa o e(v)?- - - [émi?
ATITITTIAL Ayirmid(a) - [vexijaas
TOTTAIAIX 70 Tawdiy[ov - -

5 OPOEIA 5 ’'Opfeia.



88 A. M. WOODWARD

I can make nothing of the first two lines, though in L. 2 we may have
the end of the word u]dg, separated by a long interval from the word
maduyov in 1. 4. Agippidas is probably the Eponymus, though he is
not mentioned elsewhere.

82 (2635). Fragment of greyish marble, broken through, complete
below only. ‘17 x24x06. Letters 025 high. Traces of sickle-socket.

OMUI o, emi marpov)($)ulo)[v] (Aa) - -

-OHNA\KO {l( vikijoas 7)o wadio(v) « (vacat)
)TGM‘NANGGH k( "Opleiq A)(p)Tépide dvébnxe.

The Eponymus’ name is quite uncertain. Damocles, Damonicidas,
Damocratidas, and Damares are all possible, and all held office in the
second century AD. Judging by the lettering this inscription cannot be
earlier, and it might even be later, than 200 A.D., though we have a similar
epsilon in No. 95 below, the date of which is ca. 135 A.D.

The engraver never completed the name of the contest inl 3: it is
not improbable that at the last moment he forgot whether he was recording
a victory in the xelfla or the xaffnparépw. Or possibly he was in doubt
which of the numerous ways of spelling the former word to employ.

We must assume that the engraver wrote ['Opfela 'A](p)Téude as in
B.S.4. xii. p. 358, No. 1, for we have no certain instance of the omission of
Opbela, though "Apréuide is often omitted.!

83 (2642). Fragment of grey marble, complete below only.
22 X 17 X 05. Letters '03 high.

V3 - - Boay](os) [mparo-
TAlA map)(miaid[wy?
ACAZTO vic)(d)oas To
A1XON mac]diyov
5 QAN 5 ploav [Opbeiq?

The use of two shapes of o in the same word is noteworthy : some
such restoration as that suggested above will alone account for (w)ay(8) in

! This was pointed out by Mr. Tillyard, A8.5. 4. xii. p. 391.
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. 2 and wrasjéuexov in 1. 4: the former can hardly have been part of a

proper name.

84 (2649). Blue marble, complete on L. and below.
Letters ‘016 high, well cut with small apices.

temple.

For the word mparomraumaldwr see Nos. 71 and 83.

QNEIK/
TOTTAMITA
IKEAOIAAN
APTEMITI
5 ©OEA 5

For the phrase Boayos mpatomraumaidor see No. 71 above.

‘17 X115 X '04.
Found in earth south of

- - [émi--7

o(- -) v(e)x(d)[oas mpa-
TomaumTalidwy

xehola a(v)[éOnrer
Aprépure [Bwp-

Oéa.

We can see that the Eponymus had the same name as his father, from

the use of the sign {. The restoration as far as it goes offers no difficulty.

Kelole is another

instance of the dative being used for the name of the contest, as in 66,
70, and 79 above,.

8s.
71 X°33.

wall of a private house in Sparta.l

10

15

ATA®H TYXH
TTOTIAP MEMI |
STTAPTIATIKOP
AAMAPOY BOAT:P v
MIKKIXIAOME 5
NQN ETII TTATPO
NOMQ OFEQ AY
K VPrQ TO A
ETHMN FAQMENQTAP
TTATPONOMIAP TIKAA
BPAZ!AA TQ BPAZIAA
NEIKAAP KASSHPAATOPIN
MQAN KEAOIAN APTE
MIAl QPOEA ANEZH

KEN

10

15

Stele of grey marble with plain gable-top and cutting for sickle,
Letters ‘025 high, surface worn away in places.

Built into the

"Ayalf Toym.
IMemAnp Méu(u).
SrapTidTicop
Aapdpev(s) Boaryop
prkLyLSopué-

vov éml mwaTpo-

vouw Bed Av-
«[o](D)pyw 10 @
()mi(p)erwpéve Tap
matpovouiap Ti. Kha.
Bpacié(a) 76 Bpacida
vewkdap kacanpaTopw
uday xenolav 'Apté-
wide 'Qpbéa avéan-

Ke€v.

1 The owner preferred that his name and address should not be made known.
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The archaistic language is noteworthy : IIéwAnp no doubt=IlomAtop=
IIémAtas, though the use of B as=t0 is not at all common. We should
perhaps compare ’ApiwsTotrédnpl (= ApioToTéhecop = ‘ApioToTéreos =
"ApiaroTéhovs) in B.S5.4. xii. p. 365, No. 12. The victor is not certainly
known elsewhere: he is hardly likely to be identical with the (Méupucos) -
Saraptiaticos who is Eponymus in C.Z.G. 1240-1249 [about 150A.D.]. He
comes of a well-known family, and is probably younger brother of
IT. Méuuios Tlpatoraos 6 rai *ApioToxhijs Aaudapovs, whose name is found
frequently at Sparta? (see below p. 108): Aapmdpov here is probably
a slip of the engraver’s for Aaudpovs.

The patronomate of feos Avrodpyos raises an interesting problem,
which is shortly discussed below; we see that he is Eponymus for the
eleventh time, and, as in the other instances of his patronomate, we find
mention of an émuerwpevos. Ti. K\ Bpacidas is also a member of a well-
known Spartan family, and we can see his connexions in the genea-
logical table facing p. 123 : he is son of the man whose name I have
restored as victor in No. 77 above. The date of this inscription is
probably in the last quarter of the second century A.D.

86 (2580). Fragmént of white marble broken on all sides. ‘15X ‘08 x
‘©03. Letters "025 high.
- - - [? vieroas
-1 ? kao](an)paripw
NAPT xai pdaly "Apt[épide
(E "Opbeia avébn)(x)e.

Exact restoration is impossible, as we have no clue to the length of
each line.

87 (2592). Fragment of bluish marble, complete below, with remains
of cutting for sickle on 1. ‘11 x-185 % 015. Letters -or3 high, very badly
cut : no apices.

- - - [’AP-
FEAITIL (T)éuire (B)[opbea av-
€oH é0n| ce.

1 There can be no doubt, I think, that this is a genitive, as it makes the construction far
simpler : see a note in B.S.4. xiii. p. 199, where this is pointed out.

2 His grandfather was Publius Memmius Sidectas, who was Eponymus when Hadrian first
visited Sparta, 125 A.D. See B.5.4. xiii. pp. 207, 8.
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88 (2595). Fragment of gable from a similar votive slab, complete on
l. ‘16x-08x'04. Letters 025 high.

A "Alyal-
ol o(h)
TYY o(x)[n]

89 (2610). Fragment of rosso antico, complete on 1. and below.
‘08X 17x032. Letters about ‘015 high, poorly cut. Found in masonry
south of temple.

- - - [mrroas]
KaoHPATOP x(a)dnparop[iv]
APTEMITIOPOL/ "ApTépiti ’Opb(éa).

The spelling of xafnpardp[ev] with one € is only found once elsewhere
(No. 74 above) and may be a mistake of the engraver’s,

90 (2612). Fragment of grey marble, complete below, cutting for
sickle on r. '20x°14Xx'045. Letters ‘013 high.
1. oHKE al(véd)nxe
POEIA 'Olpbeia.

91 (2634). Greyish marble, complete on 1. and above. 25X ‘21 X 05.
Letters about ‘025 high. Sickle-socket on r.

AAEZIKPATH "AneEuepat(n)[s]
MOAYZENOY IHoavEévov

The winner is not known : he may possibly be the son or brother of
IorvEevos TloavEévov of C.L.G. 1245. But neither name is sufficiently rare
to make this certain.

92 (2639). Fragment of gable-topped stele, complete on 1. 09 X ‘09 x
‘©062. Letters ‘o1 high.

Cell™ Sei(m)[opmros]

The winner’s name is probably to be restored thus: Selmoumos=
Beomopmos on the analogy of other Laconian names beginning in the same
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way. A man of this name is Eponymus in S.M.C. 204, but it need not be
the same man.

93 (2651). Fragment of grey marble, complete on 1. and below.
‘06 %07 x'025. Letters ‘015 high, showing traces of red paint. Found in
earth north of temple.

‘ 1 -

NEIK vewu[joas? - -

This probably belongs to the same series, but it is not quite certain:
perhaps we should restore é](7)i ®[Awrida)] or some such name.

94 (2143). Gable-topped stele of grey marble, broken through, with
one or two small fragments missing. The smaller piece was found 1906,
the larger in 1908. ‘50Xx'35x'09. Letters ‘02 high. Sickle was attached
by rivets below.

BcoSirn

[®](e)oyévous
N{(o)x(oxp)dTns Ocoryé-

vovs v(e)[wwr](aas)
5 70 madiyov pdav
émi Aiya *Opbelq.
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The names in lines 1 and 2 are not easy to account for. There can be
no doubt that Nixoxpdarns was the victor and apparently also the dedicator
of the stele. Whether ®eodory was the name of his sister, who possibly
shared or provided the cost of the dedication, or whether we should read
BeodoTy[s], assuming the ¢ to be missing from the beginning of l. 2, is hard
to say. In the latter case it would no doubt be the name of the victor’s
brother, who also wished to be commemorated for some reason: possibly
he was a member of the winning team, if it is assumed that the puda was
contested by teams. None of these names except Nicocrates and Lichas
are previously known at Sparta, and neither of their bearers can be iden-
tified for certain.

95 (2662). Stele of rosso antico, apparently without gable-top.
42x°30%05. Letters ‘025 high, with apices. Found in masonry south
of temple.

Cl\PI CTO

XI%{CGYPY /tie 8?&'}
NeIKHCACK 6/\0
ANMIKIXTZO

NWNETTIK NRY Y

ATTIKOYAPTEMTI
OPOEIA CH
OIS XAP]

M. OdArmios "ApiaTo-
xparns Karherpd-
Tous, auvépnBos "lov-
Aov Edpvriéovs

5 velkiaas KeNo-
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av pvyifope-

vov émi Khavdiov

ArTicod AprépiTe

'Opbeia yapioTi-
10 ptov.

The word yaptaripiov is unique in this series of inscriptions: the
nearest parallel is vikafpor in No. 35 (B.5.4. xii. p. 373). Another record
belonging to the year of (Tib.) Claudius Atticus is in existence, commem-
orating a victory in the xa@fnpatiper in the same year, namely S.M.C. 783
(=B.5.4. xii. p. 357, £). The date of the patronomate of Atticus was
ca. 134 A.D.: Eurycles, to whom the victor is ouvvédnBos, was Eponymus
ca. 124 A.D! Consequently if he chose the boy Aristocrates as cuvépyBos
while he himself was Eponymus, the latter cannot at the time have been
more than twelve months old, and perhaps this estimate is excessive.
Here at any rate, if we assume with Boeckh that cuwédnBos meant a
boy-orderly to the Eponymus, the office must have been honorary. The
inference which is inevitable, as the chronological evidence seems con-
vincing, is that curépnBos, in this case at least, means something like
adopted son or ‘god-son.

Eurycles is already known as holding the patronomate from S.M.C.
204 (=C.I.G. 1241). Other epigraphical evidence for his career is collected
in Dittenberger, Sylloge? 392 (note 1), where his full name is given:
C. Julius Eurycles Herclanus Lucius Vibullius Pius. Seec also the genea-
logical table of the family constructed by J. M. Paton (Zransactions of the
American Philol. Assoc. 1895, p. 38). The victor is not known elsewhere.

Fragments which join or complete Inscviptions alveady published.

47%2% (2161). Six fragments of an elaborate stele representing a Doric
temple (distyle in antis), with the spaces between the columns occupied
by cuttings for three sickles (v.s. p. 6). Incomplete onr. ‘60X'5I X '03—
‘045. Letters o1 high.

1 See B.S.A. xiii. pp. 207, 8.
2 These are the numbers (followed here by an asterisk for the sake of clearness) under which

they were published previously.
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Tios 'Apiotokpitew Eevorris pwas pe 4[védnre)

Hevor\ijs wpa(t)[omrdul-
Aniroxor kdoev  wass
ptreytd8opevos

The bottom left-hand corner alone was found in 1906 and is published
in B.5.4. xii. p. 380, No. 47. The photograph shows that between the
two central columns there was room for at least four letters after the 7 of
MPAT, so we may restore wpa(7)[omdu]mars and thus avoid the necessity
of inventing the form wparémais which was conjectured here before
(B.S.A4. loc. cit.).

The hexameter line on the architrave of the temple tells us that the
winner was son of Aristocritus and that he won the uda, and the inscrip-
tions below the sickles tell us in which years of his age he won. It is
unfortunate that the lower right-hand corner is missing, as it would
give us his standing on the occasion of his third victory: it may have
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been as arpomduwais, as we find that in B.S.4. xii. p. 366, No. 15 this is
the name of one of the years later than mparowdumwars. Mdas is hard
to account for grammatically, and indeed cannot be explained under
any ordinary rule governing the use of genitives.! As we may notice
in almost all the metrical dedications of this series, their standard from the
point of view of either poetry or grammar is not very high: one is led to
suppose that they were composed by the victors themselves. If this was
the case one may be pardoned the suggestion that Xenocles, like most of
the other dedicators who essayed verse, was more likely to win prizes in
the waidikds aydy than in Greek grammar or composition. The winner
cannot be identified elsewhere, nor can AniAoyos.

The wedge-shaped strokes of the letters are noticeable ; as no other
inscription in the series shows them, it is not unlikely that this inscription
dates very early in the series, perhaps from the second century B.C.

24% (216842327 +25724+2582). Four fragments of whitish marble, of
which the first two were found in 1906, the other two in 1908. There is
still quite half of the stele missing, but @ and & and ¢ and & join, though
there is no join between aé and «@; but from the nature and thickness of
the stone, and from the style of lettering, there can be little doubt that
they belong together. a@+44 measure 25X 20X 04, c4+d ‘19X 23X 04.
Letters '015—012 high. ¢ is complete on 1.

a+6 TASHT "Alyafi T{ixn]

ZIAAN Sn(a)los - - émi]

TPON ma|rpové(pw) [M. Adpniio Kr)-

\NAFQIQKAIM e](a)vépw (T)d xai M[priw vi]-

MOANKE 5 xdap] (w)dav xe[Ajav xal kaa]-

c+d Linn (onpa)[Td]-

PINAPT pw "Apt[€]-

MITIBQPZ et Bopoléa)

ANESHKE avéanxe.

The difference in length between the first five and the last four lines is
to be explained by the fact that there was probably a groove for a sickle
on the right-hand lower corner of the stone. The restoration adopted

1 It might equally well be the accusative plural, though this would not simplify the con-
struction,
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involves the loss of the lower part of 1. 5 and the upper part of 1. 6, at the
left-hand side of the stone, and much more on the right.

The winner’s name is not known elsewhere: it must have been
Si\avds, though the a lacks the horizontal stroke. The Patronomus’ name
is, I think, certain in the light of No. 20* and 30* below, and B.S5.4.
xii. p. 368, No. 21, where he wins the uda in the year of Gorgippus. It is
true that in neither place is his name found with the pgraenomen and nomen
Maépros Avpriteos, but in the former inscription his son is named M. Adp.
Etmropos, so very likely the same names were borne by Cleander. And it
is hard to see what else would give us the requisite number of letters in
1. 3. I give the restorations in the archaistic style which we should expect
from the remains of L. 4, and also ll. 8 and g. The date of this inscription
would, roughly, be a generation later than that in B.S.4. xii. loc. cit,,
i.e. about 200 A.D. (but see note on following inscription).

18% +23%4+20%430* (2150+216742174+2175+2631). Fragment
of blue marble, complete on r. and below. -26x21x'048. Letters ‘02
high. Bottom of socket for sickle on r. Joins B.5.4. xii. p. 371, No. 30
onr. The upper half of this inscription was published separately in two
pieces in B.5.4. xii. p. 367, No. 18, and p. 369, No. 23.

(2631) 1.10Y
OYEY
KAEAN
AIMHNIOY
OPGEIA

Putting the five fragments together we get the following text.

Mapxos
[A](D)priAsos

[TIp](a)réas Tvpdr[vov]
[Boalyos pexriyilopé-

5 [rely r(e)-
[ka](c)as
[<)a)on-
(p)atopwy
émi (watp)[ovo}(u)ov

10 (M)afp]. Adpn[ri]ov Eo-

mwopov To[D] Khedv-
dpov Tob rxai Myviov
"Aprémr[i] 'Opbeia
avéOn(x)[e].
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The shortness of the lines in the upper part is due to the sickle-blade
curving round in that direction, the handle being in the lower right-hand
corner. This is one of the latest dedications, perhaps the latest, that we
possess : there can hardly be any doubt that the Eponymus here is son of
the one in the previous inscription, and thus, allowing a generation to
elapse between the dates of father and son holding the same office, we
should arrive at about 230 A.D. for the date of this stone. We may notice
the absence of archaisms and the careful lettering, which show that, if the
date suggested is correct, the macdixos ayewr continued well into the third
century A.D., without losing its importance.

From the three inscriptions relating to Cleander, ze. B.5.4. xii. p.
368, No. 21, the present one, and the preceding one, together with C.7.G.
1453, where we have his wife’s descent alluded to, we can reconstruct the
following table.!

Hellanicus ? = Charteris
Callistratus Aurelius Aristoteles _ - Aurelia Aristoclea
Cleander ‘qui et Menis’ ~-———  Aurelia Charteris

M. Aurelius Euporus

Boeckh would identify Aurelius Aristoteles with M. Aurelius Aris-
toteles Hellanici f, whose name appears in C./.G. 1321 as Ephor in a
dedication to Caracalla at Caenepolis in Southern Maina, which he dates
to A.D. 214. This would make him out to be very old indeed, if we assume
that he was holding office about fifteen years after bis son-in-law Cleander
had been Patronomus at Sparta.

If we adopt this identification, which is not indeed certain, but far
from unlikely, it will lead us to believe that my suggested dates for the
patronomate of Cleander and his son, and possibly also for his victory in
the boys’ games at the temple of Artemis Orthia, are rather too early. In
fact we can hardly expect Cleander to have held the patronomate before
his father-in-law was Ephor. If we suggest 215 AD. as a fterminus post
quem for the former’s tenure (when he might be about 35), it will date his
victory in the uda to 190 or so, and his son’s tenure of the patronomate to
ca. 245. But the weakness of the evidence makes the matter uncertain.

2% (2574). Fragment of white marble, complete on I, where it is
bordered by a plain raised moulding. 24 x°15x'04. Letters ‘02 high.

! This discovery was kindly communicated to me by Mr. Wace while this paper was passing
through the press.
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BO/
AoM
NQN
ETHI

5 HAI
AP

This joins B.S.4. xii. p. 359, No. 2, giving total breadth of 38
(inscribed face is *28 broad). Putting the two together we get

Bol@lyl(op wlomwix:
Sopé-
vwy
émi maTpovéuov)

5 To(mAiov) AlA(tov) "AAkav-
opi[8la apyiepé-
op T](@)w %e,@ao'n?w
durolraicapop
xai Gper](o)mar(pe)[Sop - - -

This confirms the conjectured reading of the previously published
fragment, but beyond explaining the doubtful letters )Py in the first two

lines gives us no fresh information. E

45* (2698). Fragment of grey marble, complete on 1, with cutting
for sickle on r. "19Xx°'18%'075. Found in masonry south of temple.

TPUNu
KHboPQg
NEIKAA

SHPA
PINM

N/

This joins B.5.4. xii. p. 379, No. 45. We thus get the following :

- - - (e)idap

Boayop /.LL](IC)KLXLT-

Topévl(w)v émi wa-

7p(0)r(duw) Mdp. Avp. Ne-
5 «ndpopw Drwvica

vewcdal(p) kac-

anpa[ré-

pw, ulday

[xatl xexéar]
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This gives us very little fresh information, except that the winner was
successful in all three contests: xai xe\éav is a safe restoration, as there is
no kai connecting xaconpafré]oww with u[@dav]. There is no doubt that
the Eponymus is Nicephorus, son of Philonidas, although the absence of
Tov is striking.

60* (2622+2519). Gable-topped stele of rosso antico, with rivet-mark
from sickle, ze. there was no cutting for the blade. This joins B.5.4. xiii.
p- 187, No. 60. ‘21 Xx'22x'06. Letters ‘013 high. The upper half is the
new fragment.

Bt Adxow-
vos Tod (Adxwvos)
Aapiowr’Av-
Oeoriov -

5 AoxpdTous
(0)os "Aryibe
KX\edvdpov
xd(aev) vix(da)as To
Tatdiyov

10  xerotav u(ik)[i]-

xeLopevo(s)
"ApTépaTe

It will be seen that the restoration*Ahka](o|7)os "Ayid k.7, B.S.A.
loc. cit., is wrong : there can be no doubt that the | at the beginning of
line 6 is the bottom of Y not of T. ’Av@éctios is the Greek form of the
Roman nomen Antistius. The name of Damion’s father was, in full
Ddsos (?) ’AvBéarios PehoxpdTys.
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Lacon son of Lacon is no doubt the man whose second patronomate
is mentioned in C./G. 1347, and who appears as vice-gerent for his
father in B.S.4. xii. p. 371, No. 31. His present tenure of the office is
probably a distinct occasion from either of these: (a) he is not, as in the
former case, described as watpovéuos o B': (b) if he were only deputy
Patronomus here, he would be described as he is in the latter inscription.
The date of this inscription would fall about the middle of the first century
A.D, for Lacon the younger was born probably not later than about 30 A.D.,
and perhaps as much as twenty years before that date: the earlier date
is more likely, seeing that he had a brother, who was married by 33 A.D.
(see B.S.A4. xii. p. 372, note 1). Nothing is known of the other persons
mentioned here. ’AvfésTios Peihoxpdrys is not found elsewhere at
Sparta, though he may be brother or son of ’Avfestia, whose
tombstone is in the Sparta Museum (S.M.C. 255).

The engraver had no room for ’Opfia at the bottom of the stone, and as
the photograph shows, had to crowd it in to the upper right-hand corner.

48%* (2157 a+6+2160). Upper part of plain gable-topped stele
of grey marble, of which 5.5.4. xii. p. 380, No. 48 is the right-hand end.
An uninscribed fragment (2160) joins this below, and contains part of
five cuttings for sickles. ‘38 x 46 x06. Letters -o1 high.

FnPOElA\TAAAP =\Mnog,
NiknN ANE SHKE
ENLYNOAOIZMA NN
NAHI NHOPHNPANEPA

) -.

\

FopBetar a8 ’Ap[rj]Eimmos
vikdv avéonke,

"Ev cvvédots mali]daw
awrahw hopijy dpavepd.
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The orthography of this inscription distinguishes it from the others in
the series: the use of the digamma and of the intervocalic h for ¢ suggests
an early date, perhaps in the fourth century, or early in the third: the
shapes of v and # seem to confirm this view, but the ‘almost horizontal
upper and lower strokes of the o warn us not to date it too early.
The spelling of hopfiv=0pav is a typical Laconian use; we find it also in
the speech of the Laconians in Aristophanes, Lysistrata 1. 1077. ’Avéon«e
is interesting as showing an early example in actual use of the o for 6,
which was so frequently imitated in the archaizing inscriptions of the
second century A.D.!

Arexippus is not found elsewhere at Sparta: we see from the number
of sickles that he won at least five victories, but we cannot tell in what
contests they were gained : ourddors maddv may be taken as meaning ‘in
the boys’ contests,” or simply ‘in the places where the boys gather together’
(at the festival of Orthia),

20* (2163 a). Fragment of »osso antico, complete on I. Joins B.S.4.
xii. p. 368, No. 20.

- - ['A\kd-
cTW (e)yre [k)(d)oev émi -
ATPON atpovépov Aeki-
MAX HAXOV ViKdoas To-
ITA (v) Tas xaprepias a(y)d-
5 1AC 5 (v)a’Opfeia.

This shows the correctness of the restoration of the previously
published fragment, with the exception that we must read ras for Tijs
in 1. 4. Also we see that it was complete on the right, though this
was not previously mentioned. ['Alxd](c)re seems a certain restoration,
but even now we have no exact evidence for the dating of the
inscription.

19 * (2162 + 257342573 a). Three fragments of bluish marble, of which
2573 joins 2162 (which was published in B.S.4. xii. p. 367, No. 19). 25734

3 For instances of this use in inscriptions and in literature, particularly in the Lysistrata, see
Meister, Dorer und Achier, i. pp. 24 foll.
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certainly belongs to the same inscription, near the bottom, but there is a
great deal missing. 2573 measures '19 X305 ; 2573 @, '09 X "17.

(2573 +2162) 2ATH=E< ? Kaanex](p)dmns (KarhixpdTovs)
rmnoy éri ? Avol](m)mov
(2573a) -[vuericas 6]
AIKCN mas]duc(ov) [re-
1AN AoJiav - -
T Aprép](ere) |'Opbeia.

Exact restoration is impossible, though from the first two fragments
we may see that some name like Kal\ixkpdrys stood in L 1; this contains
about the number of letters we should expect from the fact that the apex
of the pediment of the stele comes immediately over the p: it can therefore
hardly have been a longer name, and might have been one letter shorter,
such as Ilaouwc](p)arns. Karhikpdrns is, however, a common Spartan
name, and a man of this name, whose father also bore it, is known from
several inscriptions?!: further, he seems to have lived in the Hadrianic
period, which would suit the date of Adoimroes, if we restore his name as
Eponymus in 1. 2. We know that there were two Eponymi of this name
in Hadrian’s reign (B.S.4. xiii. p. 205).

Other Inscriptions from the Sanctuary of Artemis Orthia.

The following inscriptions are those which do not belong to the series
relating to victories in the maidikds dyww: they include an inscribed marble
bench and the remains of a few statue-bases, of which unfortunately only
one is complete.

I. (2656). Marble bench to hold three persons : the left-hand seat, as
the photograph shows, is almost entirely missing, but the rest is complete.
The three back-panels are inscribed. Present length 1°155; height of
back °45; middle panel -335 wide, right-hand panel ‘36 wide. Letters
‘018 high. Found in the substructure of the Roman circus on the S.E. side.

1 C.1.G. 1249, S.M.C. 204 i. 378.
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- - - (a)Tiba | Soifrddas Apikpdteos | (v)(B)murev

oo J rye,\;ov-rs/ziaaq TplS ’Opbeiac.
---us kal mpéoBus yevoue-
vos 6is katd 70 éE(7js)
5 émi KalhikpdTeos

wat Tewoo(T)p[d](Tov), .

Beyond the fact that the first line contains the remains of the genitive
singular of some name ending in -aridas we cannot tell what the left-hand
panel had inscribed on it. Soixiadas, who dedicated this bench, is not
known for certain elsewhere, but considering the rarity of the name we may
very plausibly identify him with the father of Srpdtios Sotkidda in S.M.C.
206, 1. 33, and perhaps also with the Zoifiddas who appears in Le Bas-
Foucart 165, 1. 2 as Eponymus. His date is uncertain, and the lettering, -
which is neat and free from any peculiarities or affectations, does not help us
much towards a date. [t could hardly be earlier than the middle of the first
century B.C., and Soixiadas, if we identify him with the other persons of
the same name, could not have lived later than 100 A.D. He was three
times épwy and on two successive occasions wpéoBus (sc. vyepovaias),
though it is hard to say whether this means that he held office five times
altogether or only three. The verb yeporredw is also found at Sparta in
C.I.G. 1261. The name Callicrates is common, and there seem to have
been two and perhaps three Patronomi of this name, but it is uncertain
which one is in question here ; Timostratus, however, is not known before
at Sparta. Another Zerminus ante guem for this inscription is furnished by
the shape of the seat, for it presumably cannot belong structurally to the
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Roman circus, being straight and not on a curve ; so we may conclude that
it was provided for distinguished spectators of the waibixos ayor before the
circus was built, and this would be consistent with the fact of its being
found low down in the substructure.

2 (2636). Block of greyish marble, complete on right and below,
broken on left; probably nothing is missing from above. 43X 20X -10.
Letters ‘03 high. Found in the masonry of the N. side of the Roman
Building.

NIEAEY Za|(v)i érev-
PIOIAN Gelpios ’Av-
“INOI Twvelivor
HPI Sotlhpe.

The ordinary form of dedication to Antoninus Pius, of which there are
numerous examples in the Museum already (S.#.C. Introd. p. 24).

3 (2637). Slab of grey marble broken into four pieces, of which the
right-hand half bears a rough relief representing a bearded man : he stands
en face and wears a short ckifon and top-boots : the remainder of the slab is
inscribed. ‘24 x27x-035. Letters roughly cut, ‘0250375 high. Found
in ‘east region’ of Roman Building.

OEOKAH BOcox\1}
8EOKAL Oeorh(é)-
IYC (o)vs
XAIPE xaipe
5 ETHBIW 5 & Bus-
CAC K5 ala)s w5

Theocles is not known elsewhere: it is not likely that he is to be
identified with the Eponymus Publius Memmius Theocles in No. 71 above,
as he died at the age of twenty-six, when he could hardly have begun a
civic career: of course he might be this man’s son, but it is quite uncertain.
The poor style of the relief does not warrant a date before 150 A.D.

4 (2638). Fragment of »osso antico with plain raised moulding above.
‘17X 10X '042. Letters ‘o1 high. Found zé:d.
Tog - - = (m)os
MO év mor](é)pw(e].

There can be little doubt that the above is the correct restoration.
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The stone is damaged to the right of the g and probably | is lost. For
similar plain but noble epitaphs cf. S.M.C. Introd. p. 25. The date of this
is roughly, on the evidence of the TT and £, the third, or early second
century B.C. Any of the countless names ending in -imrmos or some name
like S/mopros are possible restorations.

5 (2305, 2481, 2596, 2640 @, 6). Five fragments of a large statue-
base of greyish marble, of which two were found in 1906 and the rest in
19}38 in the substructure of the eastern side of the Roman circus. The
largest (2640 ) measures ‘88 x ‘55 x at least ‘50, and is complete on r.:
2640 & is complete above and on 1. for a few cmm. only. 2303 joins 2640 «
at the bottom right-hand corner, and 2481 joins 26402 below, and is
complete on 1. 2596 has no joining surface, but is clearly part of L. 1, for its
surface shows the same beginning of the curve from the plain surface of
the inscription up to the moulding above, as we see in 26404. Letters

OIENTC o
MAOM, ~ DJAN
\EITTT UTAE,
Az INITOTLG,
[TPA] + [ONKAIAPIY Iv..
ARt \PIY. TOITOAEITEYFA
INTHEOEOYAYKO¥
NOMIAY. TOTETAPTON
TIPQIO YTOY
AYYNAVANTATHN
Ne  AYKOYP®
ITONAIPFSm
TATHIBOY

TIMAOY
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Oc¢ év 7(o)[i](s) O[emaTirois aydowv)
(o)mhou(a)x](oe ) ... ... o(8) - -
[d]Netmr[ac.. ... ?é](miTae....[Tov]
ako)hoywraT](o)y Mémw. (M)[éupiov]
5 Hpat[orao](v) Tov xai 'Apte(To)[xAéa)

Aa(p)[dpovs] apioTomoriTeuTriy,
[émeperyr](9)v Tiis Beod Avkovp-
[yov warpolvouias 7o TérapTov,
[kai uovov kail] wpadTov TH €avTod

10 [warpovouil(a) cvvaravra THv
[émiperiav T9]v 6[eo](D) Avkolpyou
[ratpovouias rkali Tov aipebév-
[ra ¥mo Te Tijs NapmploTdTys Bov-
[Ajs xai Tob {epwTaTo](v Srjpov)

Fortunately we have an almost exact duplicate of this inscription,
except for the first three lines, in C.Z.G. 1341: we are thus enabled to
restore not only the original breadth of the inscription, as I have done in
my squeeze, but all the contents as far as they go. There are still some
gaps in 1l. 2 and 3, but I think we may claim to have recovered their
general purport. The restoration of 1. 1 was based on the word (6)mAou(d)-
[x](et), which seems certain in 1. 2. They seem to have been trainers of
competitors for games; they are not mentioned elsewhere in Spartan
inscriptions, but are well known in the Attic Ephebe-Inscriptions,! where
they occur quite fifty times. On this ground we might well expect some
allusion to games in L 1, and the word Oeuaricois just fills the space

! In Z.G. ii. Nos. 338 (where the éwAoudxos is called émAoudxns), 465, 466, 467 (= Dittenb.
Syll? 521), 468, 469, 470, 471, 478, 480. In 1.G. iii, about forty different instances. For the
institution in other Greek towns see A./. 4. xi. (1896), p. 173, No. 1 (= Dittenb. Sy/..2 935), at
Eretria; B.C. A, iv. (1880), pp. 110 foll. (= Dittenb. Sy/.% 523), at Teos. See also Dumont,
Essai sur I'Ephébie Attique, pp. 165, 185 foll. For émAoudxos as a contestant in battle, see
references to Plato, collected by Dumont, /oc. ¢z¢. In the fifth and fourth centuries B.C. Sparta did
not approve of énAouaxia (Plato, Lackes, 183 B, where the pleasant story of Stesilaus’ unfortunate
appearance with his dopuSpémavor is told by Laches) ; but we do not know whether the exercises in
which the éwAoudxos was instructor were exactly of the same type in the second century A.D., to
which our inscription belongs, as they were five centuries or so earlier.

For émAopaxfa as a contest see Dittenb. 7. 4. M. 339, 1. 8z (at Sestos): the object of the
hoplomackus, at any rate when he appeared in Rome, seems to have been to poke his opponent’s
eye out, if we may believe Martial (viii. 74). ‘ Hoplomachus nunc es: fueras ophthalmicus ante :
Fecisti medicus quod facis hoplomachus.’
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between o év 7(o)[¢](s) and aydaory, if we adopt this for the end of the first
line. Itis made certain by the identification of the fragment 2596, which
gives us part of a sigma and 8(e)- - : its place in the line is beyond doubt,
when we see that it contains in 1. 2 o and an apex of another letter,
probably Zofa, which seem to be the termination of the word omhoudyor ;
the ¢« would naturally come almost exactly under the € in the line above, as
they are the ninth letters of their respective lines. That @epatinol dydves
were held at Sparta is known already from an inscription (8.5.4. xii. p. 466,
No. 19); they were contests in which a money-prize and not merely a
wreath was offered, as we know on the authority of Pollux.!

In 1. 3 the restoration [a](A)eiwt[ai] seems safe, especially in the light
of omhoudyor in the previous line: the a\e/m7ns, unless the word had
entirely lost its old sense of ‘anointer,” was probably the trainer who
looked after the physical condition of the athletes as opposed to their
special practising, which was no doubt in the hands of experts like the
omhoudyor. Thus probably the dhe/mrns did not as a rule rank so high as
the various ‘specialists.” The restoration of 1l. 4-11 is beyond doubt, and
gives us on an average 23 letters to the line : it need not surprise us to find
24 in the restored first line, as the inscription is not of course arouyndov,
nor are the lines of exactly the same length : the remains of 1. 3 between
[a](\)etmrr[ai] and [rov] which may be restored from C.Z.G. 1341 are quite
uncertain, but the first letter seems to be plainly m, followed by t7ae, and
the division of the words suggested in the transcript seems the only
possible one. Publius Memmius Pratolaus, qui et Aristocles, Damaris f. is
well known in Spartan inscriptions ; we find him, besides, in the inscription -
in his honour already mentioned (C./.G. 1341), 2bid. 1342, B.S. 4. xiii.
p. 184, No. 53 (where also he is deputy-patronomus for Lycurgus?)
and znfra No. 6. His family-tree is reconstructed by J. M. Paton
(Zransactions of the American Philol. Assoc. 1895, p. 34), and is re-
published below, with a few additions (see stemma facing p. 123).

Ll 7, 8. The restoration is certain, in the light of the sickle-inscription

Y Onomasticon, iii. 153 : we find an allusion to such games in Athens in Z.G. iii. 128, 1. 30.

2 This new inscription proves that my suggestion that Zeé was a Grecized form of Seius is
clearly wrong : there was indeed no parallel for it, as it seems to have always been written Zfos
(C.1.G. add., 23225, 2520, 39027, 3932, 4366 w). It is, of course, an example of the archaizing
use of ¢ for 6 : we may note that it occurs in one of the series of sickle-inscriptions, where such
archaisms are rife, whereas in all the other cases of the tenure of the same office we have 6¢ob
or fed.
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No. 85 above, where Ti. Claud. Brasidas is émruerwuevos of the patro-
nomate of feos Avrodpyos. Fourmont’s faulty copy of the similar phrase
in C.1.G. 1341 was taken by Boeckh as reading émriuernTiv @eot Avrovpyov,
maTpovopov 76 8. This involved the existence of an office whose holder
was called émipernTis Beod Avxovpyov, and also the supposition that
Pratolaus was Patronomus four times. By our present inscription we see
that he was émrpernmis not of the divine Lycurgus, but of the patronomate
of the divine Lycurgus. Further evidence for this arrangement is cited
below (p. 115), and we shall see that we are now enabled to restore
correctly the corresponding passage in C.1.G. 1341.

The remainder of the restoration seems to involve no particular
difficulty, and will be seen to fit the vacant space satisfactorily: l. 12 is
perhaps doubtful, as [xa]i, which alone seems to fit the gap after
[raTpovopias] seems redundant, if we suppose the inscription to end
at the word d&jumov. But this is not at all certain, and if there was a
long sentence after 8juov explaining for what purpose he was elected by
the ‘most distinguished council and most sacred people, xai would be
necessary as a conjunction. Here, unfortunately, C.Z.G. 1341 gives us no
help. Pratolaus can only have combined his own patronomate with the
“émepéreta of the patronomate of the divine Lycurgus,’ if he himself had
held the marpovouia earlier. This supposition is made certain, for we
have, by a fortunate coincidence, the list of his six colleagues in this office
in the inscription printed below (No. 6).

6 (2650). Large base of greyish marble with cuttings to receive a
statue in upper surface. 185X '565x'50. Letters ‘03 —"042 high, not very
regularly cut. Found lying loose in substructure of Roman circus south-
east of temple. (For inscription see next page.)

These six names are evidently those of the colleagues of Pratolaus in
his patronomate in which he was Eponymus and not merely émiueAnris for
the divine Lycurgus. The only man who is known elsewhere is the first of
these: Nungopos ®dwrida is found also in B.C.H. ix. 515, No. 6, and
B.S.A. xii. p. 379, No. 45 (cf. above, p. g9 of the present vol. for a further
fragment of the same stone): he is also found in C.Z.G. 1379, where he is
aiwvios dyopavouos, alwvios yvuvaciapyos, as in B.C.H., loc. cit. We may,
if we like, infer from this that at the date of the erection of our present
inscription he had not yet received the latter title, but the point is
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OIZYNAPXONTEL 01 sovdpyoves

MAPK z 'AYP O z Mapros Adprinos

NIKH QP OI MNIAA Nundbpos Bravida

¢MO EAPKAL IA_OI—[AH’f Pihbraioap rai pdmaTpis
AIQNT OZAr OPAN OMOZ 5 aiduios dyopavoos,
MAPKOZ ME{]\[OEEYHOP@ Mapros Adpririos Efmopos
APMOYTOYMAPKOTAYPH v Mo v
AIOLACYKIOS AOYKIOY Neos Aovkios Aovkiov,

MAP KOZ AY PI—]A[OE IAO Mapros Adpririos Piko-
KPATHYENTINIKOY- KE 10 spirns Exmivixon, Mapros
AYPHNO__ZITAN@HPAZ OAYM Adpinos Havbijpas "Odp-
HOY”MAP AYP- L QYIKPATHY rov, Mép. Adp. Swowpdrns
XQZIKPAT OYE‘TONAEIO AO Swaepdrovs Tov dfioko-
[QTATONTTATPONOMONTION véraror marpoviguon Tism
MEM HFATOMONTONKAIAPH, 15 Méu. Tparéraoy Tov xai "Apioo
KAEAAAMA_EOYZA}’]ZTOHQ]\EI inéa Aapdpovs dproTomoher-
TEY THNNATE THNTIEPI TAAYKer  7evrim bud e miwmepi mé Avwop
[“]AE@HHPOEW]ANKAIT}_{N wyea & 7r(\)o¢71'/a0't'av xal Ty
TTEHAYTOY z E\{ NO[AN > mepi adrods edvoiav.
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unimportant. It is interesting to note that he is Eponymus in the sickle-
inscription just quoted, so that also is nearly contemporary with the present
stone. None of the other men are known; indeed, some of the names are
not previously known at Sparta, such as "Apucarns, Aovxios, and "Orvuros.
The phrase mpooracia mwepi Ta Avkodpyia €6n is found also in C.1.G. 1342,
another honorary inscription to the same Pratolaus (a discussion of
its meaning will be found below).

7 (24%5). Five fragments of a large limestone base, of which three
are inscribed : found in Roman masonry north-east of arena. Much
damaged by burning as well as by breakage. Max. height, ‘44 ; max.
breadth *32; thickness at least '19. Letters ‘02 high.

ATIO ‘A mo[Mis]
AYPIS Adp .. (0) - -
Y oV - - -

Kia x(e8) - - -
5 T Q0 5 (6).@---
T ST - - -

f- - - -

Sense quite irrecoverable: the first line can hardly have been
anything but ‘A 7dXss, and in 1. 2 we have Adp. (Mdapkos being omitted)
followed by the beginning of a name: the break in the stone makes it impos-
sible to say whether the name began with HE, or possibly 11X ; the space
between the vertical strokes seems too great for the former, whereas there
is quite room for the second stroke of 1T to be lost where the stone is
broken; in l. 4 we have perhaps the end of some such name as Mevai«{as.
Date probably late in second century A.D. The material, a rough reddish-
grey limestone, is not often found in use for inscriptions at Sparta.

8 (2575). Two adjoining fragments of the rim of a large marble bowl
or mepippavtrpiov, of which the original diameter was probably a metre or
more. Letters -035 high, running from right to left. Surface rather
scratched in places. Found built into masonry of Roman circus on
north side.

vu M TAXSIAI0A L0 ? - - ol(v)os Bis xai (T6¢) - -
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It is not quite certain that the third letter from the right is W, owing
to scratches on the stone: if the inscription were not retrograde one
might think it was A with a scratch on the stone above it to the left, but
as it is, digamma is impossible with the short stroke on the left side and
not on the right; so (v) seems probably correct. The inscription may
have some allusion to the procedure at the sacrifice to the goddess, in
which case the word =olvw:, and the instructions on the rim would run
somehow thus: ‘fill (or sprinkle) twice with wine and with the - -2’
This cannot be regarded as more than a tentative conjecture. From the
letter forms we should date it earlier than the fifth century.

The Patronomate of the Divine Lycurgus.

The discovery of the inscriptions published above (Nos. 85 and 35)
give us for the first time definite information of an interesting, but still
obscure, episode in the history of the administration of Imperial Sparta,
namely the election of the divine (feds) Lycurgus to the post of the
eponymous patronomate. The former inscription is worth quoting again,
as it is the clearest recorded instance of this occurrence. ’Avyaf7 Tiyn. |
émanp Méu(w). | Zmapridrinop | Aapdpov(s) Boayop || pirrixiSoué | vav
émi mwatpolvopw Bed Avlk[o)(D)pyw 70 i, | (é)mup)erwuéve Tdp || Tatpovouiap
T.. Kha. | Bpacid(a) & Bpacida | veixdap rxaconpatipw | pbav reloiav
'Apréjude 'Qpbéa avéan || kev. From this we see that Lycurgus was elected
at least eleven times to this post,and that, not unnaturally, it was necessary
to elect a mortal vice-gerent. This, it will be seen, is the normal formula
found in inscriptions from the maidikos dydv at the Sanctuary of Orthia
and elsewhere which relate to the tenure of the patronomate by Lycurgus.
We may now without hesitation restore No. 53 of the same series
(B.SA. xiii. p. 184) on these lines: éwi ma]rporépw ced Avkodpyw | [0 &),
émuehovpuéve Tap matpov|[opiap] (II.) Men. Ilp(ator)[dw], x.r.X. The
letters 76 & are restored from the inscription found this year (No. 5), which
is in honour of the very P. Memmius Pratolaus himself who appears here
as émipuerovuevos of the patronomate, and will be discussed below. We must
first consider two more inscriptions, of which one certainly, and the other
probably, belongs also to this class, which are dated by one of the years of
the patronomate of Lycurgus. The first is a fragment, now entirely lost,
which was copied first by Ross, before the fire which destroyed most of the
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contents of the Sparta Museum in 1842} It is usually transcribed as
follows : ’Avyafei Tuxlec]| Niky Neo[wo]rerd[v.]| 'Emi wartpovi(uov)
Ocorvrov | Tob 6 €, émipeNovpévou || watpovo(pov) M. Adp. ’Arkia@évor[s] |
Tod EdeAmriocTov wpooTatov wo]hews, Bidéov 8¢ M. Adp. Po[vpov]| (T0D)- - -. 2
But in Il 3 and 4 the phrase for expressing the date is unusual, in that it
gives us Tod after the presumable name of the Eponymus, but before the
phrase 7o ¢, signifying that the office was held for the fifth time. Another
but a minor objection is the presence of the name Theolycus, which seems
tc be used nowhere in Greek literature or inscriptions, and in the third
place we may note that there is no other evidence for an émipeyTijs of the
Eponymus, if that is the sense here, the formula being always émi
ratpovépov Tod Seivos, waTpovopobvTos 8€ Umép adTov Tob Setvos, if a deputy is
referred to; nor, if we suppose him to be an émeperntiis of the odarpels,
have we any certain parallel. But a simple alteration disposes of every
difficulty : the stone was supposed by Ross to read (1l. 3-35)

EMNNATPOROEOAYKO////
TOYTOEEMIMEAOYMENOY
NATPORMAYPAAKIZSOENO////

bearing in mind the fact that there is at least one letter missing at the
right-hand end of every line on the stone, except possibly I 4, the following
simple correction gives what I believe to be the original and only possible
reading :
ENINATPOROGEG®AYKOYP
FOYTOEEMMEAOYMENOY

K. T\

Very likely the real reading in L. 4 ad fin. was @THZ, but this is hardly
worth restoring, as it makes the line rather longer than the others; it
would, however, bring still closer the resemblance of this inscription to
the other two quoted, where we have émiperwpéveo Tap ratpovoulap in each
case. Here we may notice the absence of archaistic usages, and the

1 Published by him in Arckiol. Aufiitze, ii. p. 659, No. 21.

2 See Foucart’s note in Le Bas-Foucart, p. 100, No. 180, which describes his identification of
a copy of the only surviving fragment of this stone made by Le Bas in 1844 after the fire. It is
republished by Tod as part of a o¢aspels inscription (B.5.4. x. p. 69, No. g), and, in facsimile, by
Dressel-Milchhofer, Atk Mite. ii. (1877), p. 383, No. 200.

1



114 A. M. WOODWARD

contraction MATPON for watpovouias in 1. 5, as well as for mwarpovouov in
1. 3. The corrections involved are (¢) ® for O, such a monogram being
frequent in Spartan inscriptions of the late second century A.D., to which
we may provisionally date this, and the more likely to occur where we
have such orthographical peculiarities as N; () YP supplied at the end of
1. 3, and (¢) I for T at the beginning of 1. 4. If we adopt 7is for the end
of this line we should suppose either that the reading was @ THE, for which
Ross read OY, the HZ having vanished, or that possibly there was some
ligature employed such as HZ, to avoid giving us an exceptionally long
line, but it is not necessary to postulate exact identity of formula with the
other two stones. This inscription, then, relates to the victory in the
ball-game in the 5th year of the patronomate of Lycurgus, and so far
we have evidence of the 4th, 5th, and 11th years of his tenure of this
office.

A less certain piece of evidence is furnished by the fragmentary
inscription C.Z.G. 1362, of which the sense is very hard to restore, as neither
are we certain that Fourmont’s copy is right in every detail, nor can we tell
how much is missing. It is apparently a statue-base erected to some
Spartan citizen named Mépros Adpitios Khedpe[Tos] Teiporréo[vs], and in
1. 6-8, which are complete on the left, if the copy is trustworthy, we have

AMOYOEOYAYKOYP
X0l . AYPHPAKAEIA
CTOCABIPAErQN

It is tempting to restore here [émi matpovs)pov Beod Avkxorp[yov of
avvap[(yor. The remainder of the lower part of the inscription consists
of names only, and evidently, if the restoration in 1. 6 and 7 is correct,
there is no mention of an émueryrijs of the patronomate of Lycurgus ;
but this would not be necessary, as the inscription is not definitely dated
by the year in which Lycurgus was Eponymus; it only happens to
mention incidentally that he was Eponymus, in recording the names of
Clearetus’ colleagues in that year. If then we are right in supposing that
this contains an allusion to his patronomate, can we say which year of his
tenure is alluded to? Unfortunately there is no evidence whatsoever : we
do not know what office Clearetus and his colleagues held, and we can
only say that a possible restoration of the names in Il. 7 and 8 seems to
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point to there having been room on the stone for three or four letters
indicating the year; for if we restore thus [of émi maTpovd]juov Oeod
Avkovp[yov . .. atvap]|yoe Adp. ‘Hparheld[as, Adp. Edérmi}|oros, "ABe.
Préywv . .. we find that we get lines of almost identical length, and
remembering that ‘Hp is written in ligature we find we have twenty-four
letters in 1. 6 and twenty-five in l. 7. This leaves us room for three letters
to indicate the year of Lycurgus’ tenure of office and may very well be
correct, but what letter followed 76 we cannot at all tell.

It is just possible, but not in my opinion likely, that the two inscrip-
tions S.M.C. 215 and C./G. 1244 which give us fragmentary lists of
Ephors émi Avkovpyov also relate to one of the times when °‘divine
Lycurgus’ was Eponymus; but we see that (1) he is not called feds,
(2) none of the Ephors has the nomern and praenomen Mapros Avprilios,
which we rather expect to find prominent Spartan citizens in possession of
at the time to which the other inscriptions of this class belong (see below),
(3) Lycurgus is not a rare name, and may have been borne by some
Spartan citizen: thus it is not wise to class these two inscriptions with
those that give definite evidence of the ‘divine Lycurgus’ acting as
Eponymus.

There remain to be considered the inscriptions which relate to the
émuéreta of his patronomate. The most important of these is No. §
above which, though incomplete, enables us to clear up some
difficulties in the interpretation of C./.G. 1341, of which it is in part a
duplicate. In 1l 4—12 we have - - d€i(o)[NoydTat](o)y Ilomw. (M)[éppiov]]
Ipa[Téraol(v) Tov xai ’Apic(To)kréa] | Aau[dpovs] apioTomoriTevTiiy, |
[émepernT](n)w Ths Beod Avrovp|[yov marpo](v)ouias To Téraprov, | [kal
povoy rai] wpdtov T éavtob | [watpovouil(a) cvvdyravra Tov | [émiperiav
v 6[eo]b Avkovpyov [marpovouias kal(i) - - -. As the Pratolaus of this
inscription is clearly the same as in No. 53 quoted above, there can be
little doubt that the expression ‘émipernTis of the patronomate of
Lycurgus for the fourth time’ means ‘émiuerntss of the fourth patrono-
mate, and not that Pratolaus acted four times as émueAnTyns; his other
glory consists, as is pointed out in a note on this inscription, in having on
some previous occasion been Eponymus himself, and thus being the only
ex-Eponymus who had acted as émpuernmis in this connexion. The
restoration is sufficiently certain to enable us to correct some points in
C.LG. 1341, as follows:
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FOURMONT. | BOECKH. | A. M. W,
12 - - - EMNIMEAHTHNC! ]] .- - GTLPEANTRY . . . - - - émuenyTiy [Ths]
I3 ---[ATPONON | - - - warpovoufov] ’ - - - qratpovo(u)[{as]
14 - - - NMPQTONH | - - - wpédToOV . - - - mpdTov [1h éav-]

.15 TOYTTATPONOMIASSYNAYAN | - watpovouias cvvdrav[ta] Tob waTpovouiq cvvdyrar[Tal.

It will be seen that the text is now almost identical with that of the
new inscription, the chief difference being in I. 16 where the former omits
mwatpovopias, the genitive depending on émiuellav, which after all is not
necessary to the sense.

Pratolaus in this inscription can no longer be supposed, as Boeckh
thought, to have been Eponymus four times; but in what office he was
supported by the six colleagues who set up the base bearing C./.G. 1341 in
his honour we cannot tell.

This concludes the evidence for the fact that on at least eleven
occasions the Spartan people nominated feos Avwodpyos as Eponymus :
why and when they did so is not so easy to say with great precision. We
know that the Lycurgan #égime was in force at Sparta in Imperial times;
Dio Cassius tells us that Nero on his visit to Achaia did not go to Sparta
as he disapproved of the system in vogue there! It is needless to repeat
all the epigraphical evidence for its details, particularly in the matter of the
organization of the Spartan boys? but we may allude briefly to some
inscriptions which mention the interpretation of the system. In C.ZG.
1342, which is a mutilated inscription to the same Pratolaus whom we have
in C.1.G. 1341 and the other inscriptions quoted above, he is honoured
among other things, for his mposracia mepi Ta Avkodpyeia &0y, a phrase
repeated of him in No. 6 (p. 109 above): in (.Z.G. 1350 a man is honoured
Ths év Tols marpiots Avkovpyelows €0eaiv ebruyias xai melbapyias ydpiv:
ibid. 1364 b commemorates an éfnynTis Tov Avkovpyeiwr, Z.e. an interpreter
of the Lycurgan code: and a fragmentary inscription, Le Bas-Foucart 176,
is restored by the latter with considerable probability as reading o:
Sidda[axarot [audi Ta Avkovpyer]a éfn, which seems to allude to professors
of the theory and practice of the Lycurgan system in general.

A possible reason for this activity in expounding and upholding

1 xill. 14: 8:& Tobs Avkolpyov wiuovs &s évavtlovs 7§ mpoaspéges abrot Srras. His own
upbringing was singularly un-Lycurgan in every way.

2 Most of it is collected in Gilbert, Griechischen Staatsalterthiimer?, pp. 29, 30; English
Transl. p. 28.
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the prevailing system at this particular time, which seems to fall, roughly
speaking, in the last quarter of the second century A.D., may be found in a
consideration of the position of Sparta at the time. During the first two
centuries A.D., Sparta evidently was in a state of continually increasing
wealth and prosperity : more and more of her citizens obtained the Roman
civitas and felt themselves more Roman than Greek. They could no
doubt afford to travel, and saw that in other states the education of the
young was conducted on less antiquated lines than at Sparta. Again, as
one of the conditions of the ideal Lycurgan system was the prevalence of
strict communism, there was, now that wealth was accumulating in private
hands, less reason on the face of things for the common education and
organization of the youth of Sparta, and no doubt this position was
represented, from the point of view of personal comfort, by the boys to
their parents. It is a very natural inference, then, that the conservative
party among the citizens was alarmed at the growing distaste for the
Lycurgan »égzme and instituted special officers to enforce the recognition of
the old system : there would have been no need for the existence of an
éEnynras Tov Avkovpyelwr in the good old days when Ta Avkovpyeia €6y
were regarded as the only possible &fn at Sparta, and this will explain the
need for the efforts of men like Pratolaus towards enforcing the old system
and the honour in which he was held for that reason.

But this is far from being a complete explanation of the patronomate
of the divine Lycurgus. We know that the practice of nominating a
tutelary god or hero to the eponymous office was by no means rare in
Asia Minor : trequent instances are found at Iasos,! as well as at Antandros,
Priene, Miletus, and Magnesia.? The explanation usually given is that the
expenses incidental to the office sometimes debarred any private citizen
from accepting it, and that consequently a local deity or hero was elected,
out of whose treasury the funds were supplied. But in none of these cases
have we any mention of the election of a mortal vice-gerent, and this leads

1 See B.J. Inscriptions, iii. pp. 19, 31, 32; /. A.S. viil. (1887), p. 99; Revue des Efudes
grecques, vi. (1893), p. 156 ; Fabricius in Berlin. Akad. Sitzungsber. 1894, p. 907.

2 These references are giver by Fabricius Zoc. ci2.  The fullest list of references is given in
J- Keil and A. von Premerstein, Bericht iiber eine Reise in Lydien und der siidlichen Aiolis,
pp. 4 and 5. [Wien, 1908.] For some of these instances I am also indebted to Mr, Tillyard, who
has kindly forwarded a communication of Prof. U. von Wilamowitz-Moellendorff on the subject.
The latter also suggests that ged in the inscription alluded to above (p. 108, note 2) = 8¢o5, and that
we should connect it with the other instances of a divine Eponymus in Asia Minor (as I had
already done, since this paper was written before I received Mr, Tillyard’s letter).
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me to think that the office at Sparta was not purely honorary, but that for
the transaction of business in the assembly or elsewhere it was necessary
to have an active Eponymus. In spite of the wealth of Sparta at the
time there were eleven or more occasions when Lycurgus was elected,
and evidently his treasury must have been well filled to support the
expense! It is perhaps worth noting that at Iasos the post of
oTeparndopos was held, apparently in the first century B.C., by Apollo
on no fewer than fourteen occasions, of which the last nine fell within
a period of about twenty years.?

If we suggest then that there were political reasons, as well as
economic, for appointing Lycurgus to the patronomate, we shall probably
be nearer the mark. The necessity of electing a vice-gerent indicates
that the Eponymus was an important person and perhaps the most im-
portant of his year, in public affairs, and may, though we have no evidence
either way on this point, have had a considerable voice in legislation:
whether he also had a veto which he might exercise with regard to
measures from the BovAs is also uncertain, but not impossible. If this were
so, the Eponymus could stop revolutionary proposals with regard to state
organization and education, if he thought fit. And who could be a safer
Eponymus from the conservatives’ point of view than Lycurgus himself,
presuming that his vice-gerent was a strong conservative ? Perhaps then
the pro-Lycurgan party took advantage of the nomination of their hero to
the patronomate, and installed a staunch conservative to act as his émiue-
AnpTis.  We know that Pratolaus, who appears as émiuerntss in the case
of the fourth patronomate, and Ti. Cl. Brasidas, who fulfils the same:
function in the case of the eleventh, both belong to old Spartan families;
it is true that they had possessed the civitas Romana for two or three
generations, but that did not prevent them from zealously upholding the
old Lycurgan system. If such a man represented the views of Lycurgus
in public affairs, we can hardly suppose that the revolutionary party made
much progress.

That some such combination of purposes as this, underlay the election
of Lycurgus as Eponymus seems now more than probable; that the act
was successful is proved indirectly by the fact that some at least of the

! For the cult of Lycurgus at Sparta see Herodotus i. 66; Strabo viii. p. 366; Platarch,
Lycurgus, c. 31, where we read {epdv 7¢ ydp éomiv adrob Kal Obovet xab’ Ekactov éviavrdy &s Oed ;
Suidas, s.2. Lycurgus ; Pausanias iii. 16 § 6. Cf. Wide, Zak. Aulte, pp. 281 foll.

2 Fabricius, op. cif. p. 905.
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rites and usages which are associated with the Lycurgan system in the
education of the Spartan youth, namely the sra:dicos dyor and the
flogging at the altar of Orthia, lasted on long after the period to which
the events discussed in this note seem to belong.!

The date at which Lycurgus was Eponymus can be roughly fixed by
prosopographical evidence. I have pointed out above (p. 9o, note 2) that
Pratolaus, the ériuerntris on the fourth occasion of his tenure, is almost
certainly grandson of Publius Memmius Sidectas, the Eponymus in
125 A.D,, when Hadrian visited Sparta for the first time. Allowing three
generations to a century the date of the activity of his grandson would fall
about the years 180-200: he evidently lived to a considerable age, for in
an inscription relating to statues set up to his son-in-law Pomponius

- Panthales Diogenes Aristeas (B8.C. /. ix. (1885), p. 515), his grandchildren
subscribe to the expense as well as himself, which shows that he was still
alive when they were more or less grown up. The next point to settle is
whether there was any appreciable interval between the occasions on which
Lycurgus was Eponymus, and if so, how long it was. We know from the
inscription relating to his fifth year in that office that the émuernic was
Marcus Aurelius Alcisthenes, and the same man, followed, as in this
inscription, by the title wpoaTaTns mworews? also appears as sharing the
expense on the base recording the erection of statues to Aristeas just
mentioned. Alcisthenes then was living at the time when these statues
were set up, and thus clearly was taking part in public life when Pratolaus
was still alive. So far then, we can see that the fourth and fifth patrono-
mates of Lycurgus occurred sufficiently close together to enable their
respective émipuernTal to be alive at the same time; that they belonged to
the same generation we cannot say on the present evidence. But it is
instructive to see from the prosopographical evidence relating to the
émriperntiis of Lycurgus’ eleventh patronomate that he lived at a time very
little later than the floruiz of Publius Memmius Pratolaus, émiueAnTss of the
fourth patronomate. From the szemma of Ti. Claudius Brasidas given by
J. M. Paton and reprinted below we see that he was a member of a large
and distinguished Spartan family: in No. 55 below we find that he had a

1 The latest waidids aydv inscription seems not earlier than 240 A.D. (see above) ; the flogging
at the altar lasted till nearly the end of the fourth century at least (B.S5.4. xii. p. 317).
2 This shows clearly that he was mpoordrys of the city of Sparta, not, as Foucart thought

(Le Bas-Foucart, Explication, p. 100), of the city of Nedworis. Tod (B.S.4. x. p. 77) points this
out plainly.
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brother named Ti. Claudius Spartiaticus, a fact unknown before, who in
turn had a son Ti. Claudius Aristoteles. Now from the inscription quoted
above (B.C.H. ix. p. 515) we see that Publius Memmius Pratolaus married
Claudia Longina, daughter of Aristoteles; presumably the father’s name
was Ti. Claudius Aristoteles, and I think he may without hesitation be
identified with the son of Ti. Claudius Spartiaticus. The wife of
P. Memmius Pratolaus is thus grand-daughter of this Ti. Claudius Sparti-
aticus and grand-niece of Ti. Claudius Brasidas, the émipernris for the
eleventh patronomate of Lycurgus. But matters are somewhat compli-
cated, when we find, as seems to have been the case, that the victor in the
mawdieos dyov in this very inscription is-a brother of the aforesaid
P. Memmius Pratolaus: his name is P. Memmius Spartiaticus, son of
Damares (Aaudpov being in all probability an error of the engraver’s for
Aapdpovs). The position we thus have is this: Spartiaticus is victor as
ueexelopevos, Z.e. at the age of ten, at least seven years Jafer than his
brother had acted as émiuernriis for the fourth patronomate of Lycurgus.
There is nothing impossible in this, for he may well have been as much as
thirty years younger than his elder brother ; if this was so, and if, for the sake
of argument, the patronomates of the divine Lycurgus are assumed to have
been in successive years, seven years before he was Eponymus for the eleventh
time, in which year Spartiaticus won, Pratolaus would be about thirty-three ;
and if we assume that he acted as Eponymus before the series of Lycurgan
patronomates began, he could not have been morc than twenty-nine when he
did so. He might indeed have been even younger, but this is unlikely :
but the conclusion seems to be that the years in which Lycurgus was
elected Eponymus, if not actually successive, were extremely close together.
There is no reason against the former view, and every year by which we
lengthen the period between the fourth and the eleventh tenure of the
office involves a correspondingly longer interval between the ages of the
two brothers concerned in these two inscriptions, for we have a roughly
fixed point in the minimum age at which Pratolaus could hold his
important posts. But the émuernTis is yet to be mentioned in the matter
of dating the later inscription : the inference seems inevitable that he was
a very old man on this occasion, for, as I remarked above, he was great-
uncle to Claudia Longina, the wife of Pratolaus, who in turn must have
married young as his grandchildren were apparently grown up before he
died ; he was in fact probably married before his younger brother won in
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the maidixos dydv, and his wife must have been younger than himself,
as her great-uncle was alive and indeed actually acted as émiuernTss for
the divine Lycurgus in that year. But this solution alone suits the
evidence from genealogy, and though it may seem strange that Ti. Claudius
Brasidas acted as émueryTis at least seven years later than his great-
nephew by marriage had held the same position, there seems no other way
out of the difficulty. In any case he was probably younger than his
brother Ti. Cl. Aristoteles, the father-in-law of Pratolaus, but even so the
disparity of age between the two émiuelnral is very striking. Another
possible explanation would be that the Brasidas here mentioned is a son of
the Brasidas who was brother of Ti. Claudius Aristoteles, the father-in-law
of Pratolaus; but this involves the invention of a personage for whose
existence there is no real evidence, and I prefer the alternative view in
spite of its difficulties. But these difficulties become impossibilities if we
suppose that even a very few years intervened between each occasion of the
patronomate of Lycurgus, and the natural conclusion is that these events
took place in successive years. The period into which they fall is settled
by the date of P. Memmius Pratolaus, and he, having a brother some thirty
years younger, must have been born before his father P. Memmius Damares
was much more than thirty years of age, perhaps a few years before he was
thirty. Now Damares is found in C.1.G. 1241 (S.M.C. 204 1) as Ephor at a
date which seems to fall soon after the reign of Hadrian, and probably
before the middle of the second century: he cannot then have been born
much later than 120 A.D.,, and probably was born before then, as the
ephorate is one of the more distinguished Spartan offices, and a man was
not usually Ephor until after he had occupied other less important posts.
Assuming then that 120A.D. is the latest possible date for the birth of
Damares, 150 is almost the latest possible date for the birth of his elder son
Pratolaus. But we saw also that he cannot have been more than thirty-
five when he was émiueryTijs for the fourth patronomate of Lycurgus (when
his younger brother would be three years old), and thus we are led to infer
that the latest possible date for his tenure of this position is 185 A.D., and
that it can hardly have been before 175 : within these limits the later date
is on the whole more likely to be correct. The conclusion we arrive at is
that the patronomates of the divine Lycurgus, which were held almost
indubitably in successive years, began within a year or two of 180 A.D,, and
lasted till at least 19o. This view, from which there seems no refuge



122 A. M. WOODWARD

involves one noteworthy result, namely that the colleagues of P. Memmius
Pratolaus in his patronomate, which seems to belong to e 175, all
received the women and praenomen Marcus Aurelius during the lifetime of
the Emperor of that name. This shows that Spartan inscriptions in which
persons with the names of Marcus Aurelius occur may very well belong to
the second century, and that other evidence is necessary than the mere
presence of such names before we are to date them without hesitation to
the reign of Caracalla, when the civizas Romana and the adoption of these
names became universal in the Roman world.

In drawing up the genealogical table of the families of which several
members have been mentioned in these pages a few important facts have
come to our knowledge since the first publication, and these I think
warrant its re-appearance here. The facts are as follows: (2) we now
know that P. Memmius Sidectas, the Eponymus in 125 A.D. is son of
P. Memmius Deximachus, and thus brother of P. Memmius Pratolaus (2):
this was thought possible by Paton! on the evidence of a restoration of
C.1.G. 1250, but not at all certain. But we now see from 5.5.4. xii. p. 462,
No. 13 that this relationship is established.? (4) On the evidence of No. 83
of the waidikos daywv inscriptions, discussed above, we have to add to the
family of Sidectas a grandson named P. Memmius Spartiaticus, the
younger brother of P. Memmius Pratolaus qui et Aristocles Damaris f.
(¢) Ti. Claudius Brasidas the elder besides his sons Ti. Claudius Pratolaus,
Ti. Claudius Brasidas, and Ti., Claudius Harmonicus, had a son Ti. Claudius
Spartiaticus (p. 128, No. 55), known already (though not as the son of
Ti. Claudius Brasidas) as the father of Ti. Claudius Aristoteles and
Ti. Claudius Eudamus. (¢) We may be almost equally certain that Claudia
Longina, who appears in B.C.H. ix. p. 515 as wife of P. Memmius Pratolaus,
son of Damares, is the daughter of Ti. Claudius Aristoteles and grand-
daughter of the aforesaid Ti. Claudius Spartiaticus. (¢) We may add to
Paton’s table all the genealogy drawn up by Durrbach, of the descendants
of P. Memmius Pratolaus son of Damares,® which seems to have escaped
Paton’s notice. (f) Less important, but equally worthy of insertion on
the ground of certainty, is the fact that S. Pompeius Menophanes (son of

1. 0p. cit. p. 34.
2 This is pointed out by Mr. Tillyard in a note ad Joc. His stemma, however, attributes the
dedication of C.7.G. 1340 to the sons of P. Memmius Deximachus (1) instead of to those of

his grandson P. Memmius Deximachus (2). Paton’s view is the latter, and seems preferable.
3 B.C.H. loc. cit.
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S. Pompeius Theoxenus the elder) whose sister Pompeia Polla had a
daughter who married Ti. Claudius Pratolaus, and is thus connected by
marriage with the family of Ti. Claudius Brasidas, had a son, S. Pompeius
Aristoteles (see B.S.A4. xiii. p. 185, No. 57). We have no other equally
certain connexions to include in the stemma though no doubt there are
other members to add and other relationships to trace, had we more
trustworthy evidence. In No. 77 of the watbiwos aywv inscriptions I
restore {Bpagidas 'App,m;p’]/cov, whose existence was conjectured by Paton.
Memmius Longinus (C./.G. 1359) is no doubt connected with the family of
P. Memmius Damares ; he may indeed be a brother of the well-known
P. Memmius Pratolaus, son of Damares, but I omit him from the table, as
we cannot be sure of the relationship. It is worthy of note that subsequent
discoveries in these fields have not led to the necessity of any corrections
in Paton’s sfemmata, so that any differences to be observed consist only of
additions. To distinguish the latter from the original, new connexions are
indicated by a double line in thick type, and conjectures of Paton’s, now
apparently verified, are indicated by a dotted line and a thick one side
by side : there is only one case where this usage is employed, namely in
the case of Brasidas, son of Harmonicus mentioned above, and this is not
entirely above suspicion.

INSCRIPTIONS FROM THE LATE-ROMAN WALLS.

The following inscriptions (Nos. 48-60) were found as a result of
excavation along the south face of the late-Roman wall (General Plan
K 13, L 13),2 which surrounds the mediaeval ‘kastro,” in places where the
foundations had not been laid bare in the excavations of the two previous
years.

48 (2594). Stele of white marble with moulded cornice above, built
face upwards into east wall of a tower projecting from the wall (close to
B.S.A4. xii. p. 462, No. 15). Dimensions 2:85x 37 X 18. Letters ‘045 high
(the smaller letters in 1l. 8, 10, 16, 18, and 20 about ‘o135 high).

1 I have added from C.Z.G. 1442 Ti. Claudius Alcandridas and Elpis Callistonice as children
of Ti. Claudius Pratolaus Damocratidas, on the strength of Alcandridas and Damocratidas
occurring elsewhere (C.Z. G. 1364) as names held by alternate generations in a (probably) collateral
family.

2 See B.S.4. xii. PL. L.

3 The numbering is carried on from 5.5.4. xiii. p. 191.
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This is the first mention of the existence of yvvaixovéuor at Sparta as
a state-magistracy. They are not to be confused with the officials of the
same name who are mentioned in S.M.C. 203, l. 10, as the latter apparently
only held office on the particular occasions of the feast in honour of Helen
and the Dioscuri, the privileged participators in which are enumerated in
that inscription. Their duty no doubt was to marshal and control the
female population of Sparta on the occasion of the festival. The mention
of the same officials in the famous Andania inscription® leads one to
suppose that in that case also they were not state-magistrates but only
held office ou the occasion of the festival. They occur in the former sense
at Magnesia ad Maeandrum,? and at Gambreum near Pergamon.?® Their
institution at Athens is attributed to Demetrius of Phalerum.# Aristotle
says that specialization of officials is typical of well-regulated wealthy
communities, and cites yvvairovduor as a case in point, without, however,
quoting states where they were to be found.

It is hardly likely that they were in existence at Sparta much before
the end of the second century A.D., to which date the frequent use of the
names Mdapros Adpniios would lead one to attribute this inscription; for
it is hard to believe that only accident should prevent us having mention
of such an office in one of the many inscriptions recording the cursus
honovum of Spartan magistrates which belong to the first half of that
century (eg. S.M.C. 204, C.1.G. 1249, etc.). The only one of the persons
mentioned here who is perhaps known elsewhere is the Eponymus, S.
Pompeius Theoxenus, whose name is found in C.1.G. 1369, followed by the
same complimentary titles as he receives here ; but as there seem to have
been a father and a son of the same name, we cannot be certain which is
alluded to here, as probably the son inherited the complimentary titles.
It is natural to attribute this inscription to the age of Caracalla, when the
Roman citizenship was extended to the civilized world, and this view is
supported by the fact that such a name as Apollonius, son of Zosimus,
would be more likely to be borne by a man of humble origin than by a
Spartan citizen of good family, as they are both names often borne by
slaves and freedmen. We have no clue, however, to enable us to fix the
date exactly.

1 Dittenb. Sy/..? 653, 11. 26, 27, 32. 2 Jbid. 553, 1. 20. 3 [bid. 879, 1. 17.
* See Gilbert, Gr. Staatsalterthiimer, ii. p. 337 (English Transl. p. 160, note 3).

> Politics, viil, 1322 b, 1. 37: see Newman’s note ad /oc,, which mentions their existence also
at Samos and Syracuse (Politics of Avistotle, iv. p. 567).
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49 (2614). Fragment of whitish marble broken through and badly
weathered, found in trench about 100 metres east of No. 48 : complete on
left and below and only a few cmm. missing on right. 45X 43 %X°13.
Letters ‘03 high.

TA - - apelrals]
AE évexa mpoa]de-
T4 =TO0 E(a)[uévnls To
ANAAQI ATEI avarw[p](a) Tepo]-
5 TOENIACZTAZ 5  o0e(v)id(o)s Ta(s) [Tec]-
Mul EO TAZ no(k)[N]éo[s] Tas [Buyal-?
TPO> MO Tp0(s) - - - po-

The restoration of ll. 6 and 7 is quite uncertain, though that suggested
fills the space required. Two women of the name of Timosthenis are
known at Sparta,! but neither of them was daughter of Timocles.

50 (2615). Base of whitish marble built into foundations of wall
ibtd. 87 x°47. Letters 1035 high, with florid apices.

KAAAIKPATIAGI Kazxexparia Do-
AOKPATIAADIAO roxpatida Piro-
KPATIAANKAAAIKPA xpartibavy Karikpd-
TOYZ>TONTIATE TOUS TOV TraTé-

5 PATYMNAZIAPXH 5 pa yuuvaciapXi-
SANTAKAITTATPO cavta kai TaTpo-
NOMHZANTAAZI vouicavta aEi-
QETAZTMOAEQE S TaS TONEWS
KAIGEOAQPOZQEO xai Oeddwpos Oeo-

10 KACOYLTONMEN 10 #\é)ovs (T)ov Tev-
OEPON Oepov.

The family-tree is easy to reconstruct, as far as it goes:
Callicrates
|
Philocratidas  Theocles

o !
Callicratia = Theodorus

1 See genealogical table of their family and descendants drawn up by J. M. Paton, 7ransac-
tions of the Amevican Philol. Assoc. 1895, p. 43 ; and above stemma facing p. 123.
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Philocratidas appears also as Eponymus in C./.G. 1248, but he is
difficult to date accurately. Callicrates is a very common name at Sparta
and the present man cannot be identified for certain with any of the other
bearers of the name. Theodorus, son of Theocles, also occurs in C./.G.
1254, which would seem to fix the date of this inscription to the middle of
the second century A.D. The sign ) after KaAaikpdrovs in L. 4 is probably
an ornament; it might mean that his father had the same name, and
Callicrates, son of Callicrates, is known as a magistrate at Sparta in the
second century (C.1G. 1249), but the absence of tof, though not un-
paralleled, renders this unlikely.

51 (2616). Base of greyish marble, 76id. 105%°57. Letters 03
high. All the letters have been chiselled out except a very few near the

left-hand margin.
& 0-~-

ANA av(d)[peias ?
X 4 x(a@)[pw.
x(a)[pev seems a safe restoration, and apparently was the last word on
the stone. A possible alternative to 1. 3 would be [7ov éavtiis] | dv(8)[pa
aperijs] | x(d@)[pw.

52 (2617). Base of greyish marble broken through, 767d. -93x-51.
Letters ‘055 high, with large apices.

ATIOAIZ ‘A moles
IKOYIBIONG!I K. Od{Biov Du-
AOKAEAYI Aox\éa vi-
ONNAZIKAE ov Iaotehé-

5 OYETATE 5 ous Td Te
AANAKAAQS A a Kalds
TMOAITEYO TONLTEVS-
MENONKATA (w)evov rai a-
FOPANOMOYNTA YopavouovvTa

10 NMIETOsEKAI I0 mMoTdS Kal
AIKAIQZAPE Sikalws ape-

TAZX, P!N ras x[d]pw.
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The recipient of this honorary inscription would be styled in Latin
Quintus Vibius Philocles; he also appears in C./.G. 1237 as Ephor,
apparently ca. 100 A.D. The present inscription was erected during his
tenure of the office of dyopavéuos, which usually was held before the
ephorate,! and would thus belong to a date slightly before 100 A.D.

53 (2618). Base of whitish marble, 26id. °79x'47. Letters ‘04 high,
with large apzces.

FAMEMMIOE II6(mAros) Méupcos
STTAPTIATIKOS SrapTidTicos
ONHZipOPON 'Ovnaipopor
ONHZIdOPOY "Ovnaudpopov

5 TONJGIAONMNH 5 7ov dikov pvij-
MHZXAPIN H7S XdpLy.

Publius Memmius Spartiaticus is probably to be identified with the
victor in the Orthia inscription above, p. 89, No. 85. He is there
described as son of Damares, and thus is a brother of Publius Memmius
Pratolaus (Aristocles), who is honoured in two inscriptions, No. 5 (2640)
and 6 (2650) above. He is probably not the same as the Patronomus of
C.1.G. 1240 and 1249. Onesiphorus is not known elsewhere.

54 (2619). Block of grey marble with mouldings above and below,
built in 76d. 44 %'66. Letters '085-24 high, roughly scratched.

HENOC [ DA povos ?

This may be a mason’s mark: the stone is complete, but the
inscription may have been continued on adjoining blocks in the building
from which this was taken.

55 (2620). Base of grey marble built in 767d. 1°10X°47. Letters, in
L. 1, 06, elsewhere ‘03—~035 high.

1 See Tod, S.M.C. Introduction, §§ 18, 22, and No. 204 L for an instance of this fact.
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HMNOAIZ ‘H mors
TONAZIOAOTQTATON Tov aErohoywTaTor
OAAOYIONASKAHMIAAHY Draoviov "Agrrnmiadny
TONKAIAAEZANAPONE Tov xai 'ANéEavSpov

5 KAIZAPEATHENAAAISTEINE 5 Katwsapéa ijs Hakaworeivys
SYPIASNAIAEIASTEKAISYM Svplas wawdelas Te rai qup-
MASHZAPETHIENEKA¢ wATNS apetiis €veka
MPOSAEZAMENOYTOANA mpoadekapnévov T0 dvd-

AQMATIBKAAY-ZNAPTIATIK® ropa TiB. Krav(8lov) Srapriaticvov
10 TOYBPASIAOYIEPEQSOE 10 700 Bpagibov (epéws fe-

AZPQMHEAPXIEPEQSAIZ as ‘Pouns, apyrepéws dis
TONZEBASTQONKAITON TOV SeBacTdr kal TV
OEIONNPOTONONAYT® Oeiwv mpoyovwy adTod
APIZTONOAEITEYTOY ApLeTOTONELTEVTOD

15 TOYPIAOYE 15 Tob ¢pilou.

The signs at the end of lines 4, 7, and 15 are, of course, ornaments.
Flavius Asclepiades was evidently a man of Caesarea in the province of
Syria Palestina, which was a province under a separate legatus from 66 to
165 A.D. (though till about 137, the date of the suppression of the Jewish
revolt, it was called Judaea), and possibly was united to Syria proper at
that date by Marcus Aurelius, though this is far from certain, and the
prevailing view! is that it remained a separate province till the time of
Constantine. Kaigapéa is accusative -of Katoapeds meaning ‘a man of
‘Caesarea’?; the word is also found in C.1.G. 2126 4, 2929, 6788 ¢, 9990, add.
28110, add. 4380018 add. 4795 ¢, but none of these instances refers to
‘Caesarea in Palestine, except perhaps C./.G. 9930. The town is referred to
in C.IG. 4472, 1. 9. Tis Iarawsrelvns Svplas is a unique variant for
Swptas IMaraiorelvns ; the latter is found not infrequently® but it would
not be surprising that a Spartan lapidary should be ignorant of the proper
title of a distant province of the Roman Empire.

1 See Dittenb, O.G.Z. 601, and note ad /oc.; and for the history of the province, Mommsen,
Roman Provinces (English Transl.), ii. chap. xi.

2 For Caesarea see Mommsen, 0p. cit. (English Transl.) ii, p. 182.

3 C.1.G. 4029, 4151, 8719.
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For the meaning of wadela in similar inscriptions see Mr. Tillyard’s
note on 5.5.4. xii. p. 460, No. 11, and the parallels there quoted.

Ti. Claudius Spartiaticus, son of Brasidas, will be found in the
genealogical table facing p. 123: the fact here stated, that he was son
of Brasidas, was not known before. His brother, Ti. Cl. Brasidas, is
émiperduevos of the patronomate in the Orthia inscription above
No. 85, and no doubt another brother is Ti. Cl. Harmonicus (Brasidae f.),
who appears in Le Bas-Foucart 176! with similar titles after his name.
Instances of the priesthood of fea ‘Poun are frequent, especially in Asia
Minor.?2 Adrod for adrév is no doubt due to carelessness. Other Spartan
inscriptions commemorating or mentioning holders of the priesthood of
the Augusti are S.M.C. 220, 544, C.1.G. 1357, 13644, B.S.4. xii. p. 359,
No. 2.

The date of this inscription can roughly be fixed near the end of the
second century A.D., for Spartiaticus is brother of Brasidas who was
vice-gerent for the eleventh patronomate of ‘the divine Lycurgus’3; this
must have been at least seven years later than the similar fourth patro-
nomate, which is mentioned in two inscriptions from the sanctuary of
Orthia (p. 107), and was held as vice-gerent by Publius Memmius
Pratolaus, grandson of Publius Memmius Sidectas, who held the
office of Eponymus in 125% Thus Spartiaticus would be alive two
generations later than the Hadrianic Era: closer than this it is impossible
to date him, but this at any rate goes to show that Caesarea was styled
‘Caesarea in Syria Palestina’ towards the end of the second century, which
confirms the view mentioned above that Syria Palestina remained a-
separate province after 165 A.D.

56 (2621). Base of greyish marble built in 76id. 158 %51, Letters
in L. 1 ‘065, elsewhere ‘035 high, with slight apices.

.- [rov | atidoroydraror [ral wldvral] wporov iep[éu Beds | ‘Pdulns dpxiepéa [3is (?) | Tdv
3]eBaoTdv xal [Tav | Oellwy wpoydver [abrdv | &pio]TomoreiTevt[4y - -.

2 Cf. C.1.G. 2696, 2943, and 3887 (where, however, ‘Pdun is not 8ed), 3187, 3490, 4266,
4366b. Tt is often coupled with that of other deities, e.g. with Zebs KawerdAios (Capitolinus),
ibid. 3074 with Z. K. and the 3Huos ‘Popaiwy, 7bid. 5880; with Dionysus, 6id. 43661%; with
6 ZeBaords, ibid. 478 (at Athens) and 3902 b (at Eumenia in Asia Minor) ; with feds ZeBaards, 2bid.
4039 (at Ancyra). For the cult of Rome and Augustus at Pergamon see A¢k. Mitt. xxvii. (1902),
p. 178, No. 30, and xxxii. (1907), p. 322, No. 50; Fraenkel, Zuschr. von Pergamon, p. 374.

? For a discussion of this magistracy see pp. 112 foll. above.

4 See my note, B.5. 4. xiii. pp. 200 foll.
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HMOAIZ ‘H wohis
MAYPATAQONKAIQS M. Adp. "Avyabov xai s
XPHMATIZEIAIQNION  xpnuatiles, aloviov
SEITONHNENZA ceTovyy év oTd-

5 NEIZEITONHEANTA veL cetTomiocavta
DINOTEIMQSTEKAl  ¢eroTelpws Te cal
AAYIAQSNPOSEME  dayrddds, mpooeué-

‘NOYTOANAAQMA vov To drdlwua

TIBKAMPATOAAOY TeB. Kr. Hpatordov
10 TOYBPAZIAOY 09 BpaaiSov

TOYDIAOY T0D pilov.

The phrase xai s xpnuarile is very rare indeed in inscriptions, and
calls for explanation. Xpnuatifeww in Hellenistic and N.-T. Greek means
not infrequently *to style oneself,’ or ‘ pass for, so and so (see L.and S.s.2.).
In documents of the Imperial Age it comes to have a conventional use such
as we see here, and xai o5 ypnuatilec means ‘or however he styles
himself’: it seems to be used to avoid enumerating a man’s titles in full
and to give an air of legal precision to a man’s description. There are
numerous examples in the Oxyrhynchus Papyri! which shows that it was
in use for some two hundred years at least (to adopt the Editors’ dating of
the fragments), and that it was used with any person of the present tense
of ypnuatifev. A good example occurs zéz2. 111, dxii, 1. 1-3: Awplov
ébnyetedoas xal ws ypn|patilw 'Awivve 76 xai Awovvelyp yv|pvaciapyi-
(cavte) kai ws xpnuatifers yaipew. The majority of the examples come
from the openings of letters or contracts. Curiously enough there are no
instances of its use among the other volumes of papyri edited by Grenfell
and Huat, but it would be absurd to suppose that this was due to anything
but accident. Nor can 1 find any instance of the phrase in inscriptions
except in S.M.C. 456 (=B.C.H. iii. p. 1935), where, however, it is not
commented on, and in an inscription from the Nile Delta which reads «ai
ws xpnpatily, found by Hogarth (/.H.S. 1904, p. 9).

U Oxyrkynchus Papyri (edd. Grenfell and Hunt). 1. Iv. 1. 2 (A.D. 283); Ixxx. 1. 3 (A.D. 240
cirea) ; Ixxxxiv. 1. 4 (A.D. 83); c. L 1 (A.D. 133). II. cclxviii. 1. 2, 4; dce., xxvii. 1l 7, 8
I11. di. 1. 5 (A.D. 187); div. 1. 8 (early second century A.D.); dxii. 1L 1, 3 (A.D. 173).

K 2
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M. Aurelius Agathus received his statue for generosity in providing
corn in time of shortage, but he seems to have been perpetual ‘ corn-buyer’
as well. In an interesting and comprehensive discussion of the cirwria
H. Francotte ! points out that of the three alternatives open to Greek states
as a remedy for shortness of corn among the citizens, if they received no
assistance from outside, namely state-largesses, state-plus-individual-
largesses, and individual largesses, the last was the most frequent solution.
The recipient of the present inscription no doubt bought and brought
to Sparta a supply of corn on the occasion of a famine and distributed it
gratis to the citizens, The phrase aldvios cetTdvys is not paralleled else-
where : it probably means that being a wealthy citizen he had undertaken
to act as ceitorns whenever occasion should arise, and this statue-base
records the fact that in the gmavis he fulfilled his promise generously. Epi-
graphical evidence for the ceTwvia of private citizens is much more
frequent in Asia Minor than on the Greek mainland,? and is not worth
citing here, but we may note instances of it in Imperial times at Athens?3
and Argos* and we have another example of it at Sparta, C.Z.G. 1370,
where the complimentary adverbs Aaumpds Te kal peyaloyrvyws are added
after the verb ciTewvijcavra. Agathus himself is not known elsewhere.
I pooeuévov is a variant for the usual word mpoodefauévov : 1 know of only
one other example of its use in an inscription in this sense, namely C./.G.
1328, where Boeckh altered Fourmont’s correct copy wpoogeuévov to
mpoadekaucvov. Ti. Claudius Pratolaus would seem to be a brother of
Ti. Claudius Spartiaticus who paid for the erection of the inscription
published above (No. 55); thus this may roughly be dated to the same
epoch.

57 (2641). Block of whitish marble probably incomplete above, built
into the same wall, four metres east of large tower (at junction of K-I, 13
in General Plan)® -83x'42. Letters ‘05 high. Surface very badly
weathered (a squeeze was useless).

Y Mblanges Nicole (1905), p. 135: ‘Le pain @ bon marché el le pain gratuit dans les cités
grecques.’” 1 am indebted to Mr. Leonard Whibley, Reader in Ancient History at Cambridge, for
drawing my attention to this article.

? Francotte, op. cif. p. 155.

3 7.G. iii. 645, 646.

* 7.G. iv. 619,

3 B.S.A. xii. PLL L.
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AN EY

NO

A

EPS T
20 5

TPAT
‘HMitZ
PIN 10
Restoration quite uncertain except in 1. 9, 10, where we have

pwvlgu(n)s| [xdlpw. (Mpa)rfondov] suggests itself in 1. 8, 9. From the
lettering it might belong to any date in the first or second century A.D.

58 (2645). Fragment of whitish marble broken on all sides, found in
trench a few metres east of No. 57. '20x'20x-07. Letters 035—-038
high, roughly cut.

VY ZIMN¢ - - Alvounm(o) - -
4Z=TESH - - (n)s Zre(¢p)avov - -
ASH --(a)s (N) - -

Evidently a catalogue of names, probably of magistrates. Lysippus
occurs frequently at Sparta : he may be one of the two Eponymi of that
name who belong to the Hadrianic Era (see B.5. 4. xiii. pp. zoofoll.). Inl, 2
a possible restoration would be’Ayafox\](H)s 2re(¢p) dvov, but it is not quite
certain ; if so, he would be the hero of the cursus fonorun: inscription in
S.M.C. 204 . who might very well have held a magistracy in the same
year as one of the two Lysippi. In Ll 3 the probability is that (a)s is the
end of one name and N (or possibly M) the beginning of the father’s
name.

59 (2609+2626). Fragment of greyish marble found in trench near
Nos. 50-57, broken through and on all sides. 25x-25%x-05. Letters ‘035
high, with apices.

ki - - (ém)i - -
APEZ . - - wpea(a)[Bus - -
TAMHE - -5 Aynofe - -
OZOEO - - 05 Oco - -

5 AHZED® 5 --Ajs - -
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The last sign in I 5 is probably part of a leaf-ornament, as it does not
seem to have the same shape as any of the marks used to denote the fact
that the owner of the name preceding it bore the same name as his father.
This seems to be the remains of a list of magistrates together with their
previous distinctions. In 1. 2 we probably have mpec(a)[Bvs BovAis] or
yepovaias, though mpeaaBevris is also possible. The use of reduplicated &
is rare in Laconian inscriptions.! None of the names can be restored for
certain, and we have no clue to the date except that the writing seems not
to be earlier than the second century.

60 (2627). Fragment of grey marble, found in trench ¢4:d. Complete
below and on left. -325Xx-13X%°105. Letters ‘022 high, without agzces.

KAA Kax - -

NIK Nk - -

XAAE Xaxe[ivos Xakelvov],

ONHZ "Ovna{ipopos Xpvaépw-)
5 TOZaFv 5 TO§, 3 - -

NIKIA L Newla(s) - -

NikKAN Nika(v)[dpos? - -].

Evidently another list of names, but restoration is uncertain in several
cases. In 1 3 we may have the beginning of XaXe[ivos], a name occurring
at Sparta in S.M.C. 2102% and B.S.4. xiii. p. 451, No. 3 B, L. 2, where its
owner is styled Xaheivos (Xakelvov); if this is the same man we may be
disposed not unnaturally to restore ll. 4 and 5 'Owna{idpdpos Xpvaépw]|Tos,
which names occur in the latter inscription, and give almost an identical
length of line, seventeen letters as opposed to sixteen, with Xa\e[ivos
XaXelvov), if we restore the latter here. The coincidence inclines me to
identify the two men of the name of XaXelvos (as extremely few names
beginning in the same way are known at Sparta), and to suppose that our
fragment contains a list of magistrates contemporary with those enumerated
in the ‘Leonidaea’ inscription mentioned above. The date of the latter

! For oo before a consonant in Attic inscriptions see Meisterhans, Grammatik der attischen
Inschriften®, p. 9o, note 803, where it is pointed out that only one instance is known in Attic
inscriptions of o¢ before 8, namely in the word AégoBos in L. G. ii. add. 52¢, 1. 32 [368 B.C.}.
Before most other consonants, particularly 7, it is not at all rare. I can find no other case of so8
anywhere. For another example of the reduplicated ¢ in Laconia see B.S.4. xiii. p. 259,
No. 2 {a).

2 Where his name is spelt without the e.
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was judged by Mr. Tillyard (zbid. p. 456) to be towards the end of the first
century A.D., and if my suggestion is correct, our fragment will belong to
the same period.

Inl 7 we may restore Nika(v)[8pos] or Nura(v)[8pidas] which both are
common names at Sparta. The former is found in S.M.C. 203, 203, 207,
411; of these four instances the first two seem too early and the last too
late to refer to the present man. No. 207 may, however, do so. The latter
name is found zb:d. 203, 206 and 204 I, where he is TI. Ai\cos NekavdpiSac :
none of these suit the date required by our inscription.

INSCRIPTIONS FROM OTHER SITES (ACROPOLIS, ETC.).

61 (2518). Fragment of whitish marble broken on all sides.

18x°13X05. Letters -0z high. Found in Sanctuary of Athena Chal-
kioikos in 1907.

DJATES - - o d(mer) - -
- Aa/ceg:Ka)t/wV‘(o) T

FAAN
(/\/\/\Oét - - (&)d\hos - -

EDOKF - - Bwxe? - -
INMC™ 5 --ovmo(e) - -
“NEF - - (we(p?) - -
DAl AP - @acdp - -
N --(e). - -
Unfortunately this inscription is too mutilated to enable any restoration,
to be made. In l. 3 we may read - - (k)dA\os - - or, possibly, - - (k) @\os - - ;
in 1. 4 wxe is perhaps the most likely reading: it is conceivable that

O
ES
(>

in 1. 5 we have the remains of some such expression as moheu]ov
ao(é)cfac], but this is anything but certain; and in 1 7 we seem to
have some infinitive passive or middle. In l. 2 to restore some case
of the word Aaxedaiudvios seems obvious: the last letter visible on
the stone is part of O, ze. o or w. It is hardly possible that the
first line should contain mention of the word améiia, as this would
apparently involve that o: should be the remains of 7]é:;, the dative
masculine of the article. The word amé\\a does not seem to occur
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in Greek literature outside Hesychius, who says (s.2.) that d7méA at mean
oniol or éxxlnoiacr, but it could not be any gender but feminine.!! The
word might be restored 'A(wé\)[Aove, a Doric form for ‘Amoidove
(="AmdéA\wye in lonic orthography), which occurs in S.M.C. 635 B, 689 ; or
it might be some part of such a verb as dwehavvers, or indeed of
amelidafewy =to sit in assembly (see L. and S. s.2.).

It is regrettable that this fragment tells us so little, as it seems to be
one of the few extant Laconian inscriptions earlier than 400 B.C. The
shape of the D and absence of H and @ seem to date it carlier than 400 B.C,,
though the g and N are relatively advanced in form. But it is impossible
to arrive at an exact date on the evidence of the letter-forms, as singularly
few characteristic letters appear on it. The lettering is rougher than, but
probably not far removed in date from, that of the Damonon inscription
(B.S.4. xiii. pp. 174 foll.).

62 (2652). On a grey marble stele with relief of a ‘Kore’ to left.
The inscription reads downwards from r. to 1. "59x-29x°11. Letters
022 high. Found ¢4:d., 1908.

£0Ig9IXAMAA FavaE{Buos.

The style of the relief (for which see p. 144) agrees with the evidence
of the letter-forms, especially the five-stroke sigsna, in leading us to date
this to ca. 500B.C. at the latest. For the other Laconian inscriptions
which may be compared with this in style of lettering see Roberts, /ntro-
duction to Greek Epigraphy, 1. Nos. 243-248 and S.M.C. Nos. 200, 447, 599,
611 (and Introd. §§ 2-4). The closest resemblance is to No. 599, which is
boustrophedon. ’AvaEiBios is more likely to be the name of the dedicator
than of the artist, unless they were the same man: this is perhaps a
representation of his daughter in the guise of a worshipper, and should
therefore rank with the famous statues of ‘Korai’ dedicated on the
Acropolis at Athens, now in the Acropolis Musecum. For the name
compare C./.G. 3060, and Pape-Benseler, Worterbuch der Griechischen
Eigennamen?, s.v.: the use of the digamma with such names is frequent in

! We find 7afs peydAats dméAraes in two inscriptions at Gythium, Le Bas-Foucart, 2422, 243;
these leave no doubt that the gender is feminine.
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carly Laconian inscriptions: cf. favaxtopiés in 1. 30 of the bronze-serpent
inscription at Constantinople (Roberts, 0p. czt. p. 260, No. 259), etc.

63 (2653). On a limestone base, '13x 48 x37. Letters '03—05 high,
roughly scratched. Probably incomplete on 1.

AQoriion ? Svpl(a)kovaiow.

The stone is not broken on the left, but probably the inscription was
on two adjoining blocks, forming a long base for some dedication. The
restoration given here seems more than likely. The letter Q does not occur
in early Laconian inscriptions, but it would naturally be found at Syracuse,
which used a Corinthian alphabet. The early form of the wpsilon suggests
an earlier date than the fifth century, with which view the rough form of
the & and the retrograde » are consistent! There is no clue to the
occasion which should lead Syracuse to make a votive offering to Athena
of the Brazen House.

64 (2655). On a fragment of white marble broken at both ends
resembling a ram’s horn in shape, with one side flattened. ‘06X 11 X-07.
Letters ‘019—025 high. /did., 1908.

AYo4A» (K)reox(a) - -

Evidently part of some name like Kieoydpns, Kheoydpera, or possibly
K\eoya (for these names see Pape-Benseler, 0p. ¢it. s.vv.). The archaic e
suggests the end of the sixth century as a probable date: this form of the
letter occurs also at Sparta in S.M.C. 200, 599, and in a fragment of an
inscription found at the Sanctuary of Orthia not yet published, which,
however, reads from 1. to r. The date will be not far different from that of
the ’Avafifios stele (No. 62 above).

65 (2657). Part of a gable-topped slab of greyish marble, complete
above only. '09x-11I%x'05. Letters -o1s high. /é:d., 1908.
AIANE Possibly 7a¢ Abavai](a)e avé[Onke
Ko - (o) - -
Perhaps a votive stele: the shape of the » suggests the late fifth or
early fourth century as a probable date.

1 Roberts (0p. ¢#¢. i. p. 135), who also points out that the preference for ov rather than o in
pure diphthongs is a notable characteristic in Corinthian inscriptions even of very early date.
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66 (2660). Fragment of greyish marble, complete on r. only, and
surface much worn. -11x-17x-125. Letters 02 high. Found in a trial
pit north-west of Sanctuary of Athena Chalkioikos, 1908.

\/ \ - T
VIHEXE - - - (& éxe
INAYTON - - - w adToV
\ENTYIX# - - - (#) évrvyy(a)[v]
5 (AIAEAMT 5 ---adéaldr)-
AlFv ---at(ex) - -

Restoration is quite impossible: in 1. 4 we perhaps see the traces of
ov)(x) évtuyx(a)lver] or some such expression: inl 5§ we seem to have
some part of the word a(dr)és. We have to deal, apparently, with a
fragment of an honorary decree. From its lettering, which is neat and
un-apicated, it might belong to the first century B.C. or the early Imperial
Age.

67 (2606). On a small altar of white marble. -50x°'31X°30.
Letters ‘03 high. Found in a trial excavation about 60 metres south of

Theatre.
ZEBAZTAQI SeBacTide

KAISAPI Kaloap:.

This is evidently a dedication to Octavian! himself, erected after
Jan. 13th, 27 B.C.,, when he was voted the title of Augustus. It is possible
that this humble altar is in the neighbourhood of the Temple of Augustus
mentioned by Pausanias? as in the Agora; since, though not found i
sttu, it seems to have been lying among some remains of Roman date. If
so, it would establish a valuable topographical point. But as against this
we must bear in mind that it would be easily portable and may have been
brought subsequently from elsewhere.

68. Block of greyish marble inscribed on two sides. 44 %42 X ‘25.
Letters, on front ‘03, on side ‘037 high. Much worn on 1. edge of, and
cutting for cramp in middle of, front face. Found outside chapel on
Analipsis Hill.

1 ZeBagtds Kaicap is found in C.Z G. 478, 1879, 2715; Kaiocap SeBastds, 7bid. 369, 2959,
3569, 3953 ¢, 4039. ? jii. ch. 11. § 5.
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K TOPI<A AdT](0)x[pd]ropt A-
AN AlCAPI 8piJ(av)[@ Klalicap:
IBAC Mw«<Cw 31(e)BacTe cw-
HPICAAKEAAI Tlhpe Aaxedac-
5 1WN 5 uor](Doww.
¢ o
(4) LEFT-HAND SIDE.
ZANI Zavi
EAEY *EXev-
OEPIC Qepi(o)[¢]
ANTW ’AvTw-
5 NEINO! 5 wvetvo(e)
CWTHPI owOTIpL

For similar inscriptions in honour of Hadrian at Sparta, of which
about fifteen are known, see S.M.C. Introd. § 31, and B.S.4. xii. pp. 457, 8,
where it is pointed out that he appears as cwTyp Tijs Aaxedalpovos (S.M.C.
Nos. 381 and 507), and sometimes as coTip xal edepyérns (B.S.A4. loc. dt.
No. 7), or cotip xai kriomys (Ath. Mitt. ii. p. 438, No. 13) s Aarxedaipovos.
But he does not appear elsewhere at Sparta as coryp Aarxedarporviowr.

The dedication to Antoninus Pius is of the usual type at Sparta (see
S.M.C. Introd. i6id.), but this is the first instance of a stone bearing
inscriptions in honour of these two Emperors. It is instructive to note not
only the different letter-forms but the different orthography of the ¢
terminations in the two inscriptions.

69 (954 in Sparta Museum). Stele of blue marble with gable-top,
34X 17 %x'06. Letters ca. ‘013 high. Found at Kephala a few miles east
of Sparta.

NIKAHIKAHS
ENMoAEMA

For similar epitaphs over fallen warriors at Sparta see S.M.C. § 32;
another example is published above p. 105, No. 4. The intervocalic h for

Nixkahuerijs

3 4
€V TONEUWL
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o is too well known to call for comment., For the use of the same sign to
express both h and 5 we have parallels in S.M.C. 377, 387, the former of
which is dated to the beginning of the fourth century, and is probably
somewhat earlier than our present inscription. The latter has B and not H
and is earlier still.

INSCRIPTIONS COPIED BY FOURMONT.

As in the two previous years, we were fortunate enough to re-discover
some of the Spartan inscriptions copied by Fourmont, but not so many as
in the previous years. Only one, however, was found in excavations,
namely No. 1 (2613) (a portion of C./G. 1327, unfortunately now
very incomplete), which was found in the trench along the south face of the
Byzantine walls, close to the spot which yielded the large harvest published
above (Nos. 49-56). The rest were copied by some members of the British
School on the floor of the little church of Hagios Demetrios in the hamlet
of Hagios Joannes, three miles S.W. of Sparta, where they serve as part
of the paving of the nave.

1 (2613). C.[1.G.1327. A large fragment, consisting of the lower
right-hand corner of the inscription, and two small chippings, of which
one joins the main piece and the other does not. These give us part of
the last eleven lines. The following differences of reading should be
noted : 5th line from bottom should read - - AYRAIO (as Boeckh emended):
3rd line from bottom ends ATOPANO, not AFOPAN: 2nd line from
bottom reads now - - VAIONZTPA, not - - AAIONSTPA.

2. CIG. 1270. The following differences from the text given by
Fourmont in Boeckh should be noted. Ll 2, final O brokenonr.: L 3.
first A missing, and rest of line reads MYKAAZT: 1. 4, only # remains of
name after E|TEQANOZ: L 5, only A visible after AIOKAHZ: 1. 6,
nothing certain after IEPOKAHZ, but the traces of the next letter do not
look like Q: 1. 7, final O of GIAOZTPATOZX gone.

3. C.1.G.1354. All the letters are rather faint, from being trodden on.
L. 1islost: 1. 2, final | hardly visible, but AA is plain: 1. 3, NET is plain:
1. 6, first O very faint: 1. 7, A is missing, O nearly lost; end of line reads
0€, As the bottom left-hand corner is lost the last lines now read
thus :—
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ITHCTY
CPIAOT,
A€ZAME
IMATI

4. CILG. 1399. Now broken across above I 6: left-hand half of
1. 3-5 missing and all of 1l. 1 and 2: L 3 has lost first six letters, 1. 4 the
first five, and 1. 5 the first seven. LIl 13 and 14 are also lost, except for
top apices at right-hand end of 1. 13. No differences of reading between
new copy and Fourmont’s.

5. C.[1G. 1370. The following corrections should be made in Four-
mont’s text, most of which were made by Boeckh. L. 2 should read
FRASINN......: in L 3, ASINNIOY: in 1l 5, AAMIOPQS: in I 6,
MEFAAOYYXQZ: inl 7, ad fin. YIQ not YTQ: inl. 10 MAPKOY not
MAPXOY, and AYPHAIOY not AYPYAIOY : Il. 14-16 are now lost.

6. CJI.G. 1380. DBroken on all sides: letters ‘06 high with apices.

AITHS
TAZAI
neos
FOANA
\O0mA°
povy-

ARTHUR M. WOODWARD,



