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LACONIA.

I.—EXCAVATIONS AT SPARTA, 1908.

§ 5.—INSCRIPTIONS.1

INSCRIPTIONS FROM THE SANCTUARY OF ORTHIA.

T H E 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 vaiBiKOi aydov. 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: (a) New TratStKO? dycov inscriptions ;2 {b) New fragments
of previously published 7raiSiK0<; dyaiv inscriptions ; (c) Other inscriptions
from the Sanctuary of Orthia ; (d) Notes on the patronomate of the
divine Lycurgus.

Fresh Inscriptions.

66 s (2571). Gable-topped stele of greyish marble, complete above
and on 1. -32 x '31 X 045. Letters 'OI5--O2 high. Socket for sickle in
centre.

1 I am indebted to Mr. M. N. Tod for his constant and ready help throughout this paper.
2 Except where it is stated to the contrary, the inscriptions commemorating the iraiSmbs ayiv

were all found in the substructure of the Roman circus on the side towards the Eurotas.
3 The numbering is carried on from B.S.A. xiii. p. 199.
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AA^

viKuaas T[6]

e

fiioai [eVt Kuj/a]-

5 yera [TrapOev]-

wi 'Opdeiai.

A(a)[/tU7T7TO? ?]

Aa/x - -

6 - -

For the use of the dative in the name of the contest in this series
see B.S.A. xii. p. 381. For Damippus, son of Aboletus, ibid. p. 360,
No. 3. Sidamus is not known elsewhere as Eponymus : the name =

= <8>e6Safj,o<i, on the analogy of such Laconian names as 2tVo/t7ro9,
etc. In 1. 5 - - yera is puzzling : it is not improbably the end

of the genitive of the name Kwayirav, which is, however, unknown at
Sparta. If so, it will enable us to restore Kway[era] as the name of
the Eponymus in B.S.A. xii. p. 373, No. 35, 1. 8, and infra, No. 78, both
which inscriptions, like the present, belong to the first century B.C.

LI. 7-9 perhaps contain the allusion to another subsequent victory,
but the stone is too mutilated for us to be certain. In 1. 6 we may have
the end of [-rrapde^coi : it is only found once as a title of the goddess
in these inscriptions (B.S.A. 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.

f '

Krj.

['T&](p)(ioyevr)$ Ma/3. Avp.

<ra . . 1 -

(K)aa[arjpaT6piv ave] -
[Orj/cev] 'ApTe/iiSi [Bopffea].

Exact restoration is impossible. The interesting feature is the
heading NiVjy, 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 Map/co? Avpt]\io<;,
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 #oi5 high, with
large apices.

69 (2581). Lower half of stele of white marble, broken through,
•25 x 30 x 'O8. Letters -O2 high.

BOY/
TTAT1*

ropri i$>
TfJ-<N \AAP
KAT0HPATOPIN
APTEMITIBHPZEA
ANEZHKE

^ov(a)['ybp eVt]
iraT(p)[ov6fJL<o]

rOfl7(0[irw](«)
TO) (Toprylirirw) (i

5 KaT0r)paTOptv
'Apri/iin Bmpaea
dvearjKe.

Unfortunately the victor's name is lost. We now possess three
records of victories in the year of Gorgippus, as S.M.C. 219+501 records
the victory of Philetus in the iceXva, and B.S.A. xii. p. 368, No. 21 that of
Cleander in the fiaja 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 veiicaap in the
former and vi/cdap in the latter. In the present inscription I restore
vei/cdap, as there seems ample room for ei 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.
•46x-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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irarpovofiov

T»J5 ^tXotfXeou?

Aye<ri\d<p(J) TCS NeoXa
5 Kaaev drpoTrdv-

Trat? vucaaas TO
iraihi'Xpv Ka60r)-
paTopiu) dvedrjKe
'ApTSfll-

IO TI

'Opdela.

The photograph shows the careless writing plainly : in 1. 2 the
engraver forgot altogether the first syllable of Eu/cXet'Sa and crowded it in
later; and in 1. 4 we apparently have the result of his attempting to spell
'Ayr)ai\dq> with no rj and a round a, 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: NeoXa? occurs
also in S.M.C. 206, and C.I.G. 1292 as a Spartan name, and 'AyrjatXao<; is
often found.1 'ArpoTrdvjrai<; in 1. 5 confirms the correctness of the reading

1 He cannot be identified for certain: the name is found also in C.I.G. 1249, 1298b, 1424,
1470. The first of these instances cannot refer to the same man, as his father's name there is also
' \yi\ai\aos.
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lhmv aTpoira^Traihcov K.T.X. in the inscription of this class
published in B.S.A. xii. p. 366, No. 15. *

L. 8. Kaddr)paTopL({> should be compared with ficoai 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 '41X "048.
Letters '03 high. Socket for sickle.

STPATANBO

0EOKAEOYEE
T0NNEIKA2AS/

MITFOpGEr
K.pa,Tr)<ri/c\f)s (%"jrpd-

TCOVOS (d) Kal

mi
IAQN

MIOY
WAY
TOTTAI

)APTE

ftovaybs
TrparoTrafiTralScov

5 TOP eirl HO(TT\IOV) "Mefifiiov

iviav-

rbv veiKcicras TO TTCU-

SiXof fJt&ti(v) 'A

'OpOet(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.

TLQTTXUX; Mefi/xiof ®eo/c\rji may very well be the same as the ®eo«X^?
who is Eponymus in C.I.G. 1254 {ca. 150-170 A.D.), but it is not a rare name
at Sparta. KpaT^o-iKXjj? is not identifiable ; indeed the name does not
occur elsewhere at Sparta : he can hardly be the XrpdTcov ^Tpdrmvo^ of
S.M.C. 205. Boi/aYo? Trparo7ra/nraiSa)v is a new phrase in these inscrip-
tions. It clearly shows that the •n-paroTrd/jLTraiBe'i 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 x-2OX"O7. Letters '025 high.

AAKiMC ( ) [ ]

AAETTIN Ba eV! N
KAiFH'^ / Kal (eVl) 2
OSNlKAS os viKaa[a<; TO irai]-

5 AIXONKE 5 BLXOV Ke[\rjav].

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 'Opdeia after Ke[\r)av].
"A\/a/tM>? is also found in B.S.A. xii. p. 469, No. 23, where his father's
name begins with £, the rest being illegible: if he is the man who was
victor in this inscription, it would lead us to restore "ZwickeiBas or
or some such name as his father's.

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

Ato-

eirl iraTpovofiov
S Tt/S. KXavBiov 2-nia-

vov vei/cijcra<i TO

irai&iKOv fimav 'Ap-

refiiBi 'OpOeia dve-
6rjKe.

The winner is probably the man whose name is found in the Le Bas-
Foucart 167, where he is honoured by his crvve<[>r}/3oi in a metrical dedica-
tion. The Eponymus is no doubt the Sejanus whose name occurs in
C.I.G. 1249, and also in B.S.A. xii. p. 364, No. 11, where he appears as
K\avBio<i %eiavo<;. The latter records the victory of Philocharinus, son of
Lysippus, in the KardrjpaTopiv 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.A. loc. cit.) that Philocharinus is son and not
father of Lysippus Philocharini f., who was Eponymus in the reign of
Hadrian:1 this suits the probable date of C.I.G. 1249, whereas the
alternative view does not.

74 (2590). Gable-topped stele of yellowish marble, broken through.
•58 x 285 x 05. Letters -oi5 high. Sockets for four sickles. Surface
worn and discoloured.

\
€ I C K G \

O1ANKAIMHA s T
NKAJ fc/A G HPA "Kai Kadr)Pa'

&av Kal

I 0 MXP I
KeVa9 T0{/(0 r a ( a ) o '

Kal %<T'ivea

M|T[OP©€IA J5
This stone has several points of considerable interest. The victor is

not known elsewhere, but his father is perhaps to be identified with the
Sosidatnus in S.M.C. 208. Eudamus to whom Nicagorus is icda-ev may-
very likely be the Eponymus of C.I.G. 1241 ( = S.M.C. 204) [Hadrianic
Age]: that he may also be identified with the Eudamus of B.S.A. 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 veiicdera<; KeXoiav Kal fiwav Kal KaOrjparopeiy Kal

v, we gather that he won the fi&a twice and the other contests once
1 See also a note on his date, B.S.A. xiii. pp. 200 foil.
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each. Then the phrase /cal curb puciyitpiiivwv pkypi fieWetpovetas, 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 1 adds to
the difficulty of interpreting the last few lines: in 1. 11 the second letter is
written C instead of £, and apparently the ninth letter is o instead of c :
in 1. 14 we have II instead of H- TOW Taaoxovs tcai 'Acrdvea are appar-
ently cognate accusatives, and the sense is this : from the time when he was
/j,iKixi£6/j.evo<: till he was peWeiprjv he won the boys' wrestling match at
the Faaoxoi. and the 'Acrdvea. 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 B.S.A. xiii. p. 176) : then the
name was spelt <yaiaF6-%o<; ; it is hardly possible that any other can be
alluded to here, though we should perhaps have expected the word to
be spelt yaiaoxot, but the difference is after all trifling.

'Acrdvea also offers some difficulties: it may be an instance of the
frequent use of <r for 0 in late Laconian inscriptions (cf. dviarjKe for
dvedytce, etc.) and thus = 'AOdvea, a possible spelling of 'Affdvaia
{ = 'AO-qvaia). We know from the Damonon inscription ibid, 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 'Affdvata we
have no exact parallel, but in Attic inscriptions of the Imperial age at 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,3 i.e. as
7rpo7rat5, irais, and fj.eXKelpr}v.

1 Ka9ripaTip€ir spelt with one 6 and exy for iv (which is, of course, a contraction for -IOV) can,
I think, only be due to ignorance ; and fitWeipovtias is an impossible form for a noun derived from
ficAAelpriv.

2 See Meisterhans, Crammatik der attischen Inschriften^, p. 34, note 185, who quotes four
instances of 'A6i]vta for 'A0rit>aia, and numerous others of the use of € for at in Attic inscriptions of
the Roman Age.

3 Compare the famous gloss on Herodotus, quoted most recently by Mr. Tillyard, B.S.A. xii.
p. 386, note 2. This inscription would lead us to emend ntWeip-qv for fieKeipTjv there, which is
probably a mistake, as the word is compounded of /ie\\u and tipy*. The word is spelt with two
lambdas in Hutarch, Lycurgns, c. 17.

G 2
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75 (2557)- Slab of bluish marble, complete above and on 1.
•32 x '22 x -o6. Letters '025 high, with no apices. Socket for sickle on 1.

' Hpaic(\)[a,vov

Err
|\[ OAV v°rtov

AA Q YA 5 A40"
i—p Qy TO (ir)[aiBixov

|< C~ /cefX^ai' - -

Restoration of the first two lines is practically certain in the light
of S.M.C. 612 where we have Aa^a'p^? rH(/aa)«X - - , which we may
complete as 'Hpaickavov. 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 [%i8d]/j,ov from No. 66 above, where
Damippus, son of Aboletus, wins the jicoa. 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 -/.

j6 (2607). Gable-topped stele of white marble, broken below, but
inscription probably complete. 'U x '295 x "05. Letters '024 high, with
large apices. Cutting for sickle. Found in masonry south of temple.

NJ£IJI 0 OS KAA N<W™ KaX-

I TlparoXa

eras TO

"JsJ 5 KeXiav

Op©£;j/X\ I '0P6eia.
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None of these persons can be identified for certain. UparoXai; may
be the man who appears in S.M.C. 206, but he is not known elsewhere as
Eponymus. KaXKiKpariBaf is not a rare name at Sparta; N//a7T7ro?
seems to occur there only twice, namely, B.S.A. xii. p. 453, No. 2 B, and
Le Bas-Foucart,

yj (2611). Fragment of a stele of grey marble complete on r. with a
small portion of the pediment. -i6x-i3X-O4. Letters'027 high, well cut
with large apices.

VEPMO 'E7rt Tra.Tpov6fM)~\(v) '

i^WNOZ yepovs rov T\v](tc)a>vo<;

•1<OY B/oacrt'Sa? 'Ap[iov\C)icov

- \ r - - -- (e\) . .

The restoration of 11. 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 Tra,Tpov6fio]v in 1. 1, it is hard to account for the v before
the beginning of the name 'Epfj,o[yev>j<;] (a certain restoration in conjunc-
tion with -(K)(OVOS, as 'Epfioyevij<s TXVKWVOS is a known person at Sparta).1

The victor's name is less certain : the most likely names for his father are
' Ap/i6viKo<; and XirapTidTiKo^, 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 EuSa/40? Sirapnaritcov gives us nineteen, and his brothers'
names were longer still. Tipacr[,8a<; 'AppovLicov is not known for certain,
but his existence has been conjectured by J. M. Paton2 (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 iuKi%i£o/ievo<! 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. -30 X '225 x "065. Letters "Oi high.

1 C.I. G. 1242, Hermogenes is Eponymus : B.S.A. xii. p. 366, No. 14, T\VKUV 'Ep/ioyevovs wins
the fiua. For his date see B.S.A. xiii. p. 203.

2 Transactions of the American Philological Association, xxvi. (1895), p. 35.
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nPATIAAAS
xPiST-n-NO
NIKAAZTOTTAI

YipaTid(B)a<;

(y)iicda$ TO irai-

5 <ov iv TS>I

(KvvayeT)[ai\

The reading as far as it goes is certain, but the formulae are distinctly
unusual, /cerevow is unintelligible unless we suppose it to be a slip for
KeXevcov, and even so is not easy to explain. It might possibly be a
participle of a verb Kekeuw, to compete in the xeXrja, supposing that such a
verb existed, or it might more likely be a genitive plural depending on
traiZvxpv, meaning ' the boys' part of the fceXrja (iceXeOa) contests.' In the
latter case it should be compared with TO iraiSixov tcaOdrjpaToplcov in B.S.A.
xiii. p. 186, No. 58 (though possibly this may be a mistake of -uov for -LOV).

'Ev Twi Eu/3aX«et must be a way of expressing the date, but it is
unparalleled in these inscriptions. He is apparently Eponymus in B.S.A.
xii. p. 373, No. 35, where Lachares, son of Lachares, wins TO TraiBixov
KeKeav, and ibid. p. 370, No. 26. In the latter case the reading is uncertain.
If iceTevwv contains an allusion to a victory in the /ceXfja, 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.A. 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.

(KvpayeT)[cu] seems to be the correct restoration, and strengthens the
case for restoring his name both in No. 66 above and in B.S.A. 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

'ApicTTcovos, the victor in B.S.A. 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 x-40X-05. Letters -OI--O2 high, neatly cut with apices.

I inNAAMinfiOYNlKAEAS tiwv Aa/itirirov
TOFTAIAIXONMni AIETTITI TO iraiSixov fiooiai eirl TV
MAPXOYKAITTOAYA fj,dpXov teal Uo\v(S)[dfiap]-
TOS O P 0 - TO? 'OPe(e)[Lq].

Neither Tt'yu.a/3%05 nor YloXvBd/j.a'i (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.I.G. 1262 and 1418, the latter in
S.M.C. 207, but none of these can be dated exactly. %imv AapL-rrrvov is not
known elsewhere, though both names are common at Sparta : if he were
son of Adfinnros 'AfioXtfrov in No. 66 above, this would date our inscription
roughly a generation later than No. 66. The rare form fiwia is also found
in B.S.A. 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
1. and below, and surface damaged in several places, 'lj x "21 X '035.
Letters '015 high. Cutting for sickle below.

iHZTIMON (T)JJ
//// 1AKAIKEAEA [w/wjo-a? /u](ft>)a «at xeXea.

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. [KaXXi/cpd](T)r)<; would suit the space.

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

101 - - tot? - -
? p]fba 6 e(v) ?- - - [tVt ?

TOFTAIAIX TO 7rai8ix[ov - -
OPOEIA 5 'Op0eia.
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I can make nothing of the first two lines, though in 1. 2 we may have
the end of the word fijaa, separated by a long interval from the word
Traihtxov 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 x'24 X"o6. Letters 025 high. Traces of sickle-socket.

« " "n-arpov](6)fi(o)[v] (Aa) - -

The Eponymus' name is quite uncertain. Damocles, Damonicidas,
Damocratidas, and Damares are all possible, and .all held office in the
second century A.D. 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 in 1. 3 : it is
not improbable that at the last moment he forgot whether he was recording
a victory in the KeXrja or the tcadOrjparopiv. 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 ['OpOeia 'A](p)Te'/«8t as in
B.S.A. xii. p. 358, No. 1, for we have no certain instance of the omission of

c'a, though 'AprefuSi is often omitted.1

83 (2642). Fragment of grey marble, complete below only.
•22 x 17 x 05. Letters -03 high.

0^. — poflfy](o9) yirpaTo-

IAIA 7TCl/jLj('7rjCLLd\(OV ?

AtlAZTO w«](a)o-a? TO

AIXON Trai\hi\bv
5 flAN 5 (A\a>av ['OpOela?

The use of two shapes of <r in the same word is noteworthy : some
such restoration as that suggested above will alone account for (Tr)ai(B) in

1 This was pointed out by Mr. Tillyard, B.S.A. xii. p. 391.
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1. 2 and 7rai]8i%oi/ in 1. 4 : the former can hardly have been part of a

proper name. For the phrase I3oayb<; irpuToirafjiTralhayv see No. 71 above.

84 (2649). Blue marble, complete on Land below. '17 x -i 15 X 04.

Letters 'Oi6 high, well cut with small apices. Found in earth south of

temple.

[eVt - - T

TO7ra/j,Tra[t,8cop

KEAOIAAh* /ceXoia d(v)[edr)/cev

APTEMITI 'Aprefiin [Bcop-

5 9EA 5 Oea.

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.

For the word irparoTrafjiiralhoov see Nos. 71 and 83. KeXota is another

instance of the dative being used for the name of the contest, as in 66,

70, and 79 above.

85. Stele of grey marble with plain gable-top and cutting for sickle.

7 1 X'33- Letters '025 high, surface worn away in places. Built into the

wall of a private house in Sparta.1

ATA0H TYXH 'Aya6r} TVXV-

nonAI-p M6MI I Uo-TrXtjp Me>(».

EfTAPTIATlKOP tirapTidnicop

AAMAPOY BOAPP Aafidpov^) ftoaybp

5 MIKKIXIAOME 5 fUKKix^ofie-

NHN ETTI T7ATPO vtov eVt Trarpo-

NOMH OEJQ AY VO/UO 6ew Av-

K V P m TO VK *[o](v)pya> TO Vd

EFm FAnMENHTAP (iyiri(/i)e\to/ievm rap

10 TTATPONOMIAP TlkAA IO irarpovo^iap Tt. KXa.

BPAZIAA Tli BPAZIAA Bpaal8(a) ra BpaalSa

NEIKAAP KAZIHPAATOPI^1 veiicdap KaaarjpaTopiv

MDAN KEAOIAN APTE fi&av xeXolav'Apre-

MIAI nPOEA ANE2H /juSi'ilpffea avearj-

15 KEN 15 icev.
1 The owner preferred that his name and address should not be made known.
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The archaistic language is noteworthy : HoTrXyp no doubt = W6irXiop =
HOTTXIO?, though the use of rj as = to is not at all common. We should
perhaps compare 'Api&TOTeXrfp1 ( = 'Apia-ToreXeop = 'ApiaroreXeos =

'ApiaTOTeXow;) in B.S.A. xii. p. 365, No. 12. The victor is not certainly
known elsewhere: he is hardly likely to be identical with the (Me/i/Mos)
^vaprtan/cos who is Eponymus in C.I.G. 1240-1249 [about 150 A.D.]. He
comes of a well-known family, and is probably younger brother of
IT. Me/i/uo? TIpaToXaos 6 xal 'Apt<rTo«\)/9 kafidpow;, whose name is found
frequently at Sparta2 (see below p. 108): Aafidpov here is probably
a slip of the engraver's for Aafidpovs.

The patronomate of debs AvKovpyos 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 iirifieXafievo^. Tt. KA. BpacriSa? 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. JJ above. The date of this inscription is
probably in the last quarter of the second century A.D.

86(2580). Fragment of white marble broken on all sides. "i5X'08x
•03. Letters '025 high.

- - - [? vi/crjcra?

_ 11 ? Kacr]{crr)\par6pLV

NAPT Ka\ ficoajv 'ApT[efiiSi,

< E 'Opdeia avedti](ic)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. - n x -185 x '015. Letters '013 high, very badly

cut: no apices.

- - - ['Ap-

reMITIb ( T » m (B)[opOea av-

€0H e0r)[Ke.

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.A. 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.S.A. xiii. pp. 207, 8.
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88 (2595). Fragment of gable from a similar votive slab, complete on
1. -i6x-o8x'O4. Letters "025 high.

A 'A[y«>

ei 0(3)
TYX

8g (2610). Fragment of rosso antico, complete on 1. and below.
•08 X "17 X 032. Letters about '015 high, poorly cut. Found in masonry
south of temple.

K A G H P A T D P K{a)0ripar6p[tv]
APTEMITIDP0L/ 'Apre/un 'OpO(ea).

The spelling of Ka0r)paTop[iv] with one 6 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. -2OX -14 X'045. Letters '013 high.

d](ve0)r)/ce

P06IA 'O]p0eia.

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

AAEZlKPATH A;
ITOAYZENOY UoKvgevov

The winner is not known : he may possibly be the son or brother of
o? TloXvgei'ov of C.I.G. 1245. But neither name is sufficiently rare

to make this certain.

92 (2639). Fragment of gable-topped stele, complete on 1.
•062. Letters 'oi high.

c-eir

The winner's name is probably to be restored thus:
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 X 07 x 025. Letters -015 high, showing traces of red paint. Found in
earth north of temple.

il(J> - - i<j> - -
N EIK i/«/c[j?o-a? ? - -

This probably belongs to the same series, but it is not quite certain :
perhaps we should restore i](v)l &[t,\a}v£8a] 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. "50x35 x "09. Letters -O2 high. Sickle was attached
by rivets below.

[®](e)oyevov?

5 TO iraiSixov fitoav
eVt Al^a 'OpdeLa.
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The names in lines i and 2 are not easy to account for. There can be
no doubt that Ni/co/epdTr)<; was the victor and apparently also the dedicator
of the stele. Whether OeoSorr) was the name of his sister, who possibly
shared or provided the cost of the dedication, or whether we should read
®eo8oTr)[s], assuming the ? to be missing from the beginning of 1. 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 fj,a>a 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.
•42 x'30 X'05. Letters "025 high, with apices. Found in masonry south
of temple.

A
0
PI

JIKOYAPTejum
iAXPICR

ON
M. OV\TTIO<; 'ApuTTO-

KpaT7j<; KaWl/cpd-

TOVi, owecprjficK; 'lov-

\iov Evpv>c\eov<;

5 veiKrj<ra<; iee\6-
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av

vwv e7ri KXavBiov

'ATTIKOV 'A

'OpOelq
IO piov.

The word ^apia-TTjpiov is unique in this series of inscriptions: the
nearest parallel is vUaOpov in No. 35 (B.S.A. xii. p. 373). Another record
belonging to the year of (Tib.) Claudius Atticus is in existence, commem-
orating a victory in the /caddrjpaTopiv in the same year, namely S.M.C. 783
( = B.S.A. xii. p. 357, h). The date of the patronomate of Atticus was
ca. 134 A.D. : Eurycles, to whom the victor is avve<\>'q^o<;, was Eponymus
ca. 124 A.D.1 Consequently if he chose the boy Aristocrates as crwe'<£r/y8o?
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 awicprifios 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 <rvve<{>r}[3o<;, 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.
2O4( = C.f.G. 1241). Otherepigraphical evidence for his career is collected
in Dittenberger, Sylloge2 392 (note i), where his full name is given:
C. Julius Eurycles Herclanus Lucius Vibullius Pius. See also the genea-
logical table of the family constructed by J. M. Paton {Transactions of the
American Philol. Assoc. 1895, p. 38). The victor is not known elsewhere.

Fragments which Join or complete Inscriptions already 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 on r. "60 x '51 X '03 —
045. Letters -oi 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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Tto? ' fj,coa<;

irpa(r

The bottom left-hand corner alone was found in 1906 and is published
in B.S.A. xii. p. 380, No. 47. The photograph shows that between the
two central columns there was room for at least four letters after the T of
flPAl, so we may restore irpa{T)[oird^\'7rai<; and thus avoid the necessity
of inventing the form irpaToirai'; which was conjectured here before
{B.S.A. loc. tit.).

The hexameter line on the architrave of the temple tells us that the
winner was son of Aristocritus and that he won the fi&a, 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 ar/3O7ra/x.7rai?, as we find that in B.S.A. xii. p. 366, No. 15 this is
the name of one of the years later than nrparoiTdnira^. Ma>a? is hard
to account for grammatically, and indeed cannot be explained under
any ordinary rule governing the use of genitives.1 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 TraiSi/cbs d<ya>v than in Greek grammar or composition. The winner
cannot be identified elsewhere, nor can A^i'Xo^o?.

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.

a b c d

24* (2168 + 2327 + 2572 + 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 a and b and c and d join, though
there is no join between ab and cd; 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 + b measure "25 x-2OX "04, c+d 19 x'23 x'04.
Letters "oiS-'O^ high, c is complete on 1.

a + b TAGHT 'A]yo^ r[vXV-]
SIAAN StX(a>[o? - - eVi]
ypON Tra\Tpov6(fMo) [M. Kvprfklw K\]-

\NAPninKAIM e](a)v8pw (T)W KOI M[r)via> VL\-

MfiXNKE 5 tcdap] (fi)5sav Ke[\fjav ical tcaa]-

c+d <iiii/\ (<Tr)pa)[To]-

PINAPT piv"Apj[e\-

MITIBXIPZ fun Ba>p<x[ea]
ANEZHKE avionics.

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
liiXavos, though the a lacks the horizontal stroke. The Patronomus' name
is, I think, certain in the light of No. 29* and 30* below, and B.S.A.
xii. p. 368, No. 21. where he wins the yttwa in the year of Gorgippus. It is
true that in neither place is his name found with the praenomen and nomen
Map«o? AvprfXios, but in the former inscription his son is named M. Avp.
Ei/7ro/>o9, 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 1. 4, and also 11. 8 and 9. The date of this inscription
would, roughly, be a generation later than that in B.S.A. xii. loc. cit.,
i.e. about 200 A.D. (but see note on following inscription).

(2159 + 2167 + 2174 + 2175 + 2631). Fragment
of blue marble, complete on r. and below. *26 x '21 x "048. Letters "O2
high. Bottom of socket for sickle on r. Joins B.S.A. xii. p. 371, No. 30
on r. The upper half of this inscription was published separately in two
pieces in B.S.A. xii. p. 367, No. 18, and p. 369, No. 23.

(2631) 1 , OY
OY6Y
KA6AN

AIMHNIOY
0PO6IA

Putting the five fragments together we get the following text.
MSjCMCO?

[A]{v)prjXto<i
\Tlp](a)Tea<; Tvpdv[vov]
[/Soaj ^

5 [vco\v

[ ] ( > 7
(p)aropiv

( / ) [ ] ( )
10 (M)a[p]. Avpr)[\[,]ov Ev-

•jropov TO[V\ KXedv-
Bpov TOV /cat yirjviov
'A/3Te/wr[t] 'OpOela
ave0r)(ic)[e].

H
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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 TratStKo? ayd>v continued well into the third
century A.D., without losing its importance.

From the three inscriptions relating to Cleander, i.e. B.S.A. xii. p.
368, No. 21, the present one, and the preceding one, together with C.I.G.
1453, where we have his wife's descent alluded to, we can reconstruct the

following table.1 Hellanicus ? = Charteris
I I

Callistratus Aurelius Aristoteles : Aurelia Aristoclea
I I

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.I.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 A.D. as a terminus post
quern for the former's tenure (when he might be about 35), it will date his
victory in the fiwa 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 1., where it is
bordered by a plain raised moulding. -24X'I5X-O4. Letters-O2 high.

1 This discovery was kindly communicated to me by Mr. Wace while this paper was passing
through the press.
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BO/
AOM
ND.N
Enir

5 RAI
AP:

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

0o(a)[
80/j.e-
vwv
iirl p ( )

5 Uo(Tr\iov) At \ ( tov) 'AX/cav-
Bpi[B]a apyiepe-
op T](<O)P fi

<f>i\o]Kal<rapop

This confirms the conjectured reading of the previously published
fragment, but beyond explaining the doubtful letters jPi 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. "19 x -i8 X '075. Found in masonry south of temple.

NElKAA
ZHPA

PINM

This joins B.S.A. xii. p. 379, No. 45. We thus get the following:
(e)iSap

ftoaybp /tu](«)tf£^tr-
TOfj.ev](a>)v eirl ira-
Tp(o)v(6fJ.a>) Map. Avp. Net-

5 KT)cf>6p(o
veiK<ia{p)

H 2

p\j
piv, /j,[a>av
[Kal KeXeav]
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This gives us very little fresh information, except that the winner was
successful in all three contests : xal /ceXeav is a safe restoration, as there is
no KCLL connecting Ka<T<rripa\jo\piv with p[&av]. 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, i.e. there was no cutting for the blade. This joins B.S.A. xiii.
p. 187, No. 60. -2i x-22X'o6. Letters -013 high. The upper half is the
new fragment.

'Op-

61a.

TI Adicco-

TOV

' Av-

Oeariov <3>t-

5 Xotcpdrowi

(v)b$ "AyiBi

KXedvBpov

Ka(crev) vuc(ci<r)a<; TO

ircuhiyov

IO KeXolav fi(iic)[i\-

It will be seen that the restoration yA\/ca](<r|T)o<? "AyiBi K.T.X., B.S.A.
loc. at., is wrong: there can be no doubt that the 1 at the beginning of
line 6 is the bottom of Y not of T. 'AvOecmos is the Greek form of the
Roman nomen Antistius. The name of Damion's father was, in full,

?) 'Av0et7Tio<;
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Lacon son of Lacon is no doubt the man whose second patronomate
is mentioned in C.I.G. 1347, and who appears as vice-gerent for his
father in B.S.A. 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 iraTpovofiof TO /3': (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.A. xii. p. 372, note 1). Nothing is known of the other persons
mentioned here. 'Avdeo-Tios <S>i\o/cpdTr}<; is not found elsewhere at
Sparta, though he may be brother or son of 'AvdecrTua, whose
tombstone is in the Sparta Museum {S.M.C. 255).

The engraver had no room for 'Op0[a 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 + b + 2\6o). Upper part of plain gable-topped stele
of grey marble, of which B.S.A. 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 x -o6. Letters -oi high.

PAHI

FoopdeLai rah' 'Kp\rf\^iinro<i

'Ev \\
Trdhiv hopfjv <{>avepd.
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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 cr suggests
an early date, perhaps in the fourth century, or early in the third : the
shapes of v and ir 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 hopr}v — 6pdv is a typical Laconian use; we find it also in
the speech of the Laconians in Aristophanes, Lysistrata 1. 1077. 'Aveo-ijice
is interesting as showing an early example in actual use of the er for 6,
which was so frequently imitated in the archaizing inscriptions of the
second century A.D.1

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 : crvvoBoit iraihtov 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 rosso antico, complete on 1. Joins B.S.A.
xii. p. 368, No. 20.

oTOJ
ATPON
MAX

ITA
IAC

- - -['AW-
(CT)TO> [ie\((i)crev ewt TT-

arpovofiov Ae%i-

fia/xpv viKaaaf TO-
(v) Ta? Kaprepias a(y)a>-

5 (y)a 'OpOecq.

This shows the correctness of the restoration of the previously
published fragment, with the exception that we must read ra<; for TJ??

in 1. 4. Also we see that it was complete on the right, though this
was not previously mentioned. [*A\«a](o-)TO) seems a certain restoration,
but even now we have no exact evidence for the dating of the
inscription.

19* (2i62 + 2573 + 2573«). Three fragments of bluish marble, of which
2573 joins 2162 (which was published in B.S.A. xii. p. 367, No. 19). 2573 a

1 For instances of this use in inscriptions and in literature, particularly in the Lysistrata, see
Meister, Dorer und Achder, i. pp. 24 foil.
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certainly belongs to the same inscription, near the bottom, but there is a
great deal missing. 2573 measures "19x'305 ; 2573a, 'ogy.'iy.

(2573+2162) 3ATHZ< ? Ka\\t,ic](p)dTr)<; (KaWucpdrow;)

m O Y e-rrl ? AvaC\{ir)vov

(2573a) _, -[vuaj<ra<; TO]

AI K u N irai]Siic(bv) [«e-
IAN \o]lav - -

• T i

Exact restoration is impossible, though from the first two fragments
we may see that some name like KaWiKpa.Tr)'; stood in 1. 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 Hacriic](p)dTr)<;. KaWt/epaTTj? is, however, a common Spartan
name, and a man of this name, whose father also bore it, is known from
several inscriptions1: further, he seems to have lived in the Hadrianic
period, which would suit the date of Av<wnro<;, 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.A. 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 iraiSiKo*} dycov: they include an inscribed marble
bench and the remains of a few statue-bases, of which unfortunately only
one is complete.

1 (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.I.G- 1249, S.M.C. 204 i. 378.
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(a)riBa \ Sot^taSa? 'Api/cpdreos '. {dv)i(6)r]Kev
? I yepovTevo-as rpU 'Opdeiai.
u? Kal irpecrftwi yevofie-

vof 81$ Kara TO
5 677

Beyond the fact that the first line contains the remains of the genitive
singular of some name ending in -ariSa? 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 %TpaTio^ XoigidSa in S.M.C.
206, 1. 33, and perhaps also with the 'Zoi^idSw; 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. It 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 yepcov and on two successive occasions -rrpea^v} (sc. yepovcrias:),
though it is hard to say whether this means that he held office five times
altogether or only three. The verb yepovTevw 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 terminus ante quern 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 •jrai8iKo<; dyd>v before the
circns 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, ^ x ^ o x ' i o .
Letters -03 high. Found in the masonry of the N. side of the Roman
Building.

NIEAEY Za](v)li\ev-
PIOIAN 8e]p{oi'Av-

~INOI T(ove\lvot,
HP I ~ZfOT]r)pi.

The ordinary form of dedication to Antoninus Pius, of which there are
numerous examples in the Museum already {S.M.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 chiton and top-boots : the remainder of the slab is
inscribed. '24x'27 x'035. Letters roughly cut, "025-0375 high. Found
in ' east region ' of Roman Building.

9EOKAH
6EOKAL
">YC

XAIPE
5 ETHBIO) 5

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 rosso antico with plain raised moulding above.
•17 X'10 X'042. Letters'Oi high. Found ibid.

EM ft *" iroX]

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 n. 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 V and £, the third, or early second
century B.C. Any of the countless names ending in -nnros or some name
like %lirofji"iro<} are possible restorations.

5 (2305, 2481, 2596, 2640 a, b). Five fragments of a large statue-
base of greyish marble, of which two were found in 1906 and the rest in
1908 in the substructure of the eastern side of the Roman circus. The
largest (2640 a) measures "88 x'55 x at least -50, and is complete on r.:
2640 b is complete above and on 1. for a few cmm. only. 2305 joins 2640 a
at the bottom right-hand corner, and 2481 joins 2640 £ below, and is
complete on 1. 2596 has no joining surface, but is clearly part of 1. 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 2640 b. Letters
•03 high.

OIENTC
tlAOK
\EIITT iITAE

Al l ^ JNTTOfi.

\pincnDAErrfm

TIEQIOKIHEAYIDY

M 9 TvYKDYPI©

1TXTH3OY
'M 1MAV
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Ot ev T(O)[Z](?) 6[e/J,aTiKol<; dyaxriv]

(6)w\o/i(a)[x](oi ) 0(8) - -

[a](X)ei7TT[ai, ? e](7r)t ra e . . . . [TOV]

"?t(°)[^-07&>TaT](°)!' Tloir. (yV)\ifJ,fJLiov\

5 Y\pa,T\o\aai\(v) TOV KOI 'Apia(To)[ic\ea]

[eTrt,fi€\T}T](r))v TT}? Oeov Avicovp-

[yov irarpo]vo(i,Las TO TeTapTov,

[ical uovov KaV\ wpwTov TV eavTov

10 \TTaTpovoft,f\{a) avva^ravTa TTJV

6[eo](v) Av/covpyov

La*; tea]), TOV aipeOiv-

\ra VTTO Te TTJS \afJ-irp\oT(iTr)<; /3of-

Kal TOV iepu>Ta.To\(y hrjf

Fortunately we have an almost exact duplicate of this inscription,

except for the first three lines, in C.I.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 11. 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)Tr\o(j,(d)-

M(ot)> 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,1 where

they occur quite fifty times. On this ground we might well expect some

allusion to games in 1. 1, and the word defiaTi/cois just fills the space

1 In I.G. ii. Nos. 338 (where the 6w\oti&xos >s called l>ir\on&xns)t 465, 466, 467 (= Dittenb.
Syll.2 521), 468, 469, 470, 471, 478, 480. In I.G. iii. about forty different instances. For the
institution in other Greek towns see A.J.A. xi. (1896), p. 173, No. 1 ( = Dittenb. Syll? 935), at
Eretria; B.C.H. iv. (1880), pp. n o foil. (= Dittenb. Syll? 523), at Teos. See also Dumont,
Essai sur VEphtbie Atlique, pp. 165, 185 foil. For 6Tr\opixos a s a contestant in battle, see
references to Plato, collected by Dumont, loc. at. In the fifth and fourth centuries B.C. Sparta did
not approve of &ir\opaxta (Plato, Laches, 183 B, where the pleasant story of Stesilaus' unfortunate
appearance with his SopvSptvavov is told by Laches); but we do not know whether the exercises in
which the ivAo/xaxos 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 6ir\onax(a as a contest see Dittenb. T.A.M. 339, 1. 82 (at Sestos): the object of the
hoplomachus; 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 ophthalmicns ante :
Fecisti medicus quod facis hoplomachus.'
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between ol iv T(o)[t](?) and dyaxrip, if we adopt this for the end of the first
line. It is made certain by the identification of the fragment 2596, which
gives us part of a sigma and 0(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 iota, which seem to be the termination of the word oTrXofid^oi;
the 1 would naturally come almost exactly under the 6 in the line above, as
they are the ninth letters of their respective lines. That defiariKol aywi/e?
were held at Sparta is known already from an inscription (B.S.A. 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.1

In 1. 3 the restoration [a.](A.)et7rr[ai] seems safe, especially in the light
of oTrXond'xpi in the previous line : the aXetVTij?, 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
OTrXo/id^oi. Thus probably the aXetTTTJ?? did not as a rule rank so high as
the various 'specialists.' The restoration of 11. 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 o-Toiy(r}86v,
nor are the lines of exactly the same length : the remains of 1. 3 between
[a](\)er7TT[at] and [rbv] which may be restored from C.I.G. 1341 are quite
uncertain, but the first letter seems to be plainly TT, followed by irae, 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.I.G. 1341), ibid. 1342, B.S.A. xiii.
p. 184, No. 53 (where also he is deputy-patronomus for Lycurgus2)
and infra No. 6. His family-tree is reconstructed by J. M. Paton
{Transactions of the American Philol. Assoc. 1895, p. 34), and is re-
published below, with a few additions (see stemma facing p. 123).

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

1 Onomasticon, iii. 153 : we find an allusion to such games in Athens in I.G. iii. 128, 1. 30.
2 This new inscription proves that my suggestion that 2e<3 was a Grecized form of Seius is

clearly wrong : there was indeed no parallel for it, as it seems to have always been written 27) 10s
(C.I.G. add. 2322b, 2520, 39022, 3932, 4366W). It is, of course, an example of the archaizing
use of a 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 0eov
o r $eu>.
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No. 85 above, where Ti. Claud. Brasidas is eTr/,/Ae\d>fAevo<; of the patro-
nomate of 0eo? Avtcovpyos. Fourmont's faulty copy of the similar phrase
in C.I.G. 1341 was taken by Boeckh as reading iiri^eXrjT^v Oeov AvKovpyov,
•7ra,Tpov6fiov TO &'. This involved the existence of an office whose holder
was called eVt/x.eX??T̂ ? Oeov AvKovpyov, and also the supposition that
Pratolaus was Patronomus four times. By our present inscription we see
that he was eTrifJ.e\r)Tij<; 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.I.G. 1341.

The remainder of the restoration seems to involve no particular
difficulty, and will be seen to fit the vacant space satisfactorily: 1. 12 is
perhaps doubtful, as [KO]1, which alone seems to fit the gap after
[•n-arpovofiiai;] seems redundant, if we suppose the inscription to end
at the word Sijpov. But this is not at all certain, and if there was a
long sentence after Sij/iov explaining for what purpose he was elected by
the ' most distinguished council and most sacred people,' ical would be
necessary as a conjunction. Here, unfortunately, C.I.G. 1341 gives us no
help. Pratolaus can only have combined his own patronomate with the
' eVt/ueXeta of the patronomate of the divine Lycurgus,' if he himself had
held the irarpovo^ia 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. 1*85 X '565 x "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 iirifie\r)T7J<; for
the divine Lycurgus. The only man who is known elsewhere is the first of
these: NtK^opo? <&i\(ovlSa is found also in B.C.H. ix. 515, No. 6, and
B.S.A. xii. p. 379, No. 45 (cf. above, p. 99 of the present vol. for a further
fragment of the same stone): he is also found in C.I.G. 1379, where he is
alwvios ayopavofios, aloovios yvfivaeriap^o<;, 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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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 'Ap/idcrrr??, AOVKIOS, and "OXV/ATTOS.

The phrase -rrpoa-Tacrla irepl TO. AvKovpyia effrj is found also in C.I.G. 1342,
another honorary inscription to the same Pratolaus (a discussion of
its meaning will be found below).

7 (2485). 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 -O2 high.

: Ano
A Y P l i S

1Y

* n.
V

5

A 7T0[\i?]

Avp . . (<r) - -
(TV

. T

Sense quite irrecoverable: the first line can hardly have been
anything but 'A 7ro\t?, and in I. 2 we have Avp. (Map/cos 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 HZ, or possibly fllS ; the space
between the vertical strokes seems too great for the former, whereas there
is quite room for the second stroke of TT to be lost where the stone is
broken ; in 1. 4 we have perhaps the end of some such name as MevaX/ciSas.
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 TrepippavTtjpiov, 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.

\iv,riA>ISI(]IOV\IO ? - - oi(v)oiSU KCU(TOI)- -
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It is not quite certain that the third letter from the right is \A, 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 (y) seems probably correct. The inscription may
have some allusion to the procedure at the sacrifice to the goddess, in
which case the word = oivcoi, and the instructions on the rim would run
somehow thus: ' fill (or sprinkle) twice with wine and with the - - ?'
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 5)
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 (Qeo<i) 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. 'Ayadfj rvyr). \
TloirXqp Me/U.(/ii). [ ^irapTiaTiicop ] Aa/i.apoi»(?) ffoaybp || [u/CKiXiSofie | voav

eVi iraTpo\vo/iro 6eS> Av\ic[o](v)pya> TO Id, | (i)Trt(fi)eXa>p.ev<o rap || -rrarpovofilap

Tt. KXo. I Bpaa{S(a) TW Bpaert'Sa | vei/cdap /cao-o-rjpaTopiv \ fiwav iceXolav

'ApTe\fiiBi '£lp0ea dvearj \\ icev. 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 Trcu8i/cb<; dydtv 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: eirl Tra]Tpov6/j,a> crew AvKovpyw \ [TO 8'],
eirifieXovfiiva) Tap irwTpov\ [o/it'ap] (II.) Me/A. Up(aTo\)[dco], K.T.X. The
letters TO & 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 eTTifieXov/jievos 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 1842.1 It is usually transcribed as
follows : 'AyaOei TiJ%[et].| NYAMJ Neo[7ro]\eira>[v.] | 'E7rt Trarpovo^fiov)
(&)eo\v/cov I rov TO e, e7rifieXovfiepov || irarpovo^/jiov) M. Avp. ' A\icia6evov\<i\ |
TOV EveXiricrTov irpoo-Tar\ov 7ro]|\e&>?, ftiSeov Se M. Avp.'¥o[y<f>ov\ | (rov) . 2

But in 11. 3 and 4 the phrase for expressing the date is unusual, in that it
gives us rov after the presumable name of the Eponymus, but before the
phrase TO e', signifying that the office was held for the fifth time. Another
but a minor objection is the presence of the name Theolycus, which seems
to be used nowhere in Greek literature or inscriptions, and in the third
place we may note that there is no other evidence for an ein[ie\rjTi]<; of the
Eponymus, if that is the sense here, the formula being always iirl
iraTpovofiov TOV Selvos, Trarpovo/Aovvros Be virep avrov TOV Beivos, if a deputy is
referred to ; nor, if we suppose him to be an iirifieXrjTtfs of the cr<f>aipei<;,
have we any certain parallel. But a simple alteration disposes of every
difficulty : the stone was supposed by Ross to read (11. 3-5)

EniriATPOflGEOAYKo////
TOYTOEEfilMEAOYMENOY
nATPONMAYPAAKlZOENO////

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 1. 4, the following
simple correction gives what I believe to be the original and only possible
reading:

EniriATPOflGEOAYKOYP
rOYTOEEfllMEAOYMENOY
K.T.X.

Very likely the real reading in 1. 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 eirifie\<ofieva> rap Trarpovo/xiap in each
case. Here we may notice the absence of archaistic usages, and the

1 Published by him in Archdol, Aufsatze, 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 <r<patpets inscription (B.S.A. x. p. 69, No. 9), and, in facsimile, by
Dressel-Milchhofer, Ath. Mitt. ii. (1877), p. 383, No. 200.

I
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contraction fl ATP OKI for TraTpovofiia<; in 1. 5, as well as for -n-arpovofiov in
1. 3. The corrections involved are (a) © for 0, 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 Kl ; (&) YP supplied at the end of
I. 3, and (c) T for T at the beginning of 1. 4. If we adopt T?J? for the end
of this line we should suppose either that the reading was ©THZ, for which
Ross read 0Y, 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 n t h years of his tenure of this
office.

A less certain piece of evidence is furnished by the fragmentary
inscription C.I.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 Mapico<; AvprfXios K\edpe[To<;] Tei/u.o«Aeo[w], and in
II. 6-8, which are complete on the left, if the copy is trustworthy, we have

MOYGeOYAYKOYP
XOI . AYPI-PAKAGIA

It is tempting to restore here [em Trarpopo])/iov deov Av/coi>p[yov ol
trvpapJIxoi. The remainder of the lower part of the inscription consists
of names only, and evidently, if the restoration in 11. 6 and 7 is correct,
there is no mention of an eVtytteX^T^ 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 11. 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 [ol eirl ircnpovo\\tiov Oeov
Av/covp[yov . . . avvap] | ^ot Avp. 'Hpaic\e[8[a,<;, Avp. Eve\7T{] | CTTO?, 'A/3t.
<$>\eya>v . . . we find that we get lines of almost identical length, and
remembering that 'Up is written in ligature we find we have twenty-four
letters in 1. 6 and twenty-five in 1. 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 TO 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.I.G. 1244 which give us fragmentary lists of
Ephors eVt AvKovpyov also relate to one of the times when ' divine
Lycurgus' was Eponymus; but we see that (1) he is not called 0e6<?,
(2) none of the Ephors has the nomen and praenomen Map/co? AiprjXios,
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
eTTi/MeXeia of his patronomate. The most important of these is No. 5
above which, though incomplete, enables us to clear up some
difficulties in the interpretation of C.I.G. 1341, of which it is in part a
duplicate. In 11. 4-12 we have - - a^t,{o)\\oymraT"\{o)v IIOTT. {M){efifiiov\\
Hpa\roKao\(y) TOV KOI 'Apio~(jo\ickea\ | Aa/x,[dpovs] apiaToiroXiTevTrjv, \

[eTnnekr)T\(r))v rrj<! Oeov Avicovp\[yov 7raT/3o](i>)o/ua9 TO rerapTOv, \ \icaX

fiovov KCLI\ irpmTov Trj eavTov \ \TrcLTpovo[iC\(a) (rwdtfravTa TTJV \ [eirifJ-eXiav
Tv\v 6\e°]v AvKovpyov \iraTpovon.la<i Ka](l) . As the Pratolaus of this
inscription is clearly the same as in No. 53 quoted above, there can be
little doubt that the expression ' i-7rifie\r)Tij<; of the patronomate of
Lycurgus for the fourth time' means ' ein,p:e\r)T^<i of the fourth patrono-
mate,' and not that Pratolaus acted four times as 6Vt̂ eXr;T?f9; 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 e-miAekiqTris in this connexion. The
restoration is sufficiently certain to enable us to correct some points in
C.I.G. 1341, as follows:

1 2
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FOURMONT. | BOECKH. | A. M. W.

1. 12 EfllMEAHTHNCI iTri/j,e\r]T})v . . . j eTnfieXijTtjv

1 flATPONON Trarpov6/j.[ov] < 7raTpopo(fi)[ia<i]
1. 14 nPHTONH irpwrov . irpStTov [rrj eav-]

TOYrFATPONOMIAZZYNAS'AN ; • • • iraTpovofiLa<scrvvd^rav\ra\ rov

It will be seen that the text is now almost identical with that of the
new inscription, the chief difference being in 1. 16 where the former omits
TraTpovo/Aias, the genitive depending on eTrifieklav, 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.I.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 0eo? Av/covpyos as Eponymus :
why and when they did so is not so easy to say with great precision. We
know that the Lycurgan regime 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.1 It is needless to repeat
all the epigraphical evidence for its details, particularly in the matter of the
organization of the Spartan boys,2 but we may allude briefly to some
inscriptions which mention the interpretation of the system. In C.I.G.
1342, which is a mutilated inscription to the same Pratolaus whom we have
in C.I.G. 1341 and the other inscriptions quoted above, he is honoured
among other things, for his irpoa-Taaia irepl TO. AvKovpyeia eOrj, a phrase
repeated of him in No. 6 (p. 109 above): in C.I.G. 1350 a man is honoured
T % ev Tot? nrarpioit Avicovpyelois effecriv evyfrvxias KCU iretffapx^cn; x&P1" '•
ibid. 1364^ commemorates an i^rjyr)Tri<; T&V Avtcovpyelwv, i.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 ol
Bi8d[o-KaXoi [d/juf>l T<X AvKovpyei]a eOrj, 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 Ixiii. 14: Sii robs AvKoipyov vop.ovs as ivavrlovs Tp npoaipttrei airov Suras. His own
upbringing was singularly un-Lycurgan in every way.

2 Most of it is collected in Gilbert, Griechischen StaatsaUerthiimer'1, 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 regime and instituted special officers to enforce the recognition of
the old system: there would have been no need for the existence of an
i^rjyr)Tr]<; rwv AvKovpyei'av in the good old days when TO Av/covpyeia e6rj
were regarded as the only possible edrj 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: frequent instances are found at Iasos,1 as well as at Antandros,
Priene, Miletus, and Magnesia.2 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.M. Inscriptions, iii. pp. 19, 31, jfi.;J.H.S. viii. (1887), p. 99 ; Revue des Eludes
grecques, vi. (1893), p. 156; Fabricius in Berlin. Akad. Sitznngsber. 1894, p. 907.

2 These references are giver, by Fabricius he. cit. 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-Moellendorrf on the subject.
The latter also suggests that <rta> in the inscription alluded to above (p. 108, note 2) = Beov, 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.1 It is perhaps worth noting that at Iasos the post of
aTe<f>avr](f)6po<; 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.2

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 /3ov\rj 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 inifie-
\7}Trj<;. We know that Pratolaus, who appears as eVijUeX̂ T?;? 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 Romano, 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

1 For the cult of Lycurgus at Sparta see Herodotus i. 66 ; Strabo viii. p. 366 ; Plutarch,
Lycurgtts, c. 31, where we read Up6v re yap tanv avTOv Kai Bvovai xad' %Ka.<TTt>v iviavThv ws 0e$ ;
Suidas, s.v. Lycurgus ; Pausanias iii. 16 § 6. Cf. Wide, Lai. Kulle, pp. 281 foil.

2 Fabricius, op. cit. 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 •7rai&i/cb<; dya>v 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.1

The date at which Lycurgus was Eponymus can be roughly fixed by
prosopographical evidence. I have pointed out above (p. 90, note 2) that
Pratolaus, the eTrifie\r)Trj<; 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 {B.C.H. 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 eVt/iieX^Tj;? was
Marcus Aurelius Alcisthenes, and the same man, followed, as in this
inscription, by the title 7rpocn-aT?7? 7ro\e&>9 2 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 iirifieKrjTal 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
eTTifieXrjTijs of Lycurgus' eleventh patronomate that he lived at a time very
little later than the floruit of Publius Memmius Pratolaus, eViyaeXj/T??? of the
fourth patronomate. From the stemma 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 7roi5i/cbs ctywr 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.S.A. xii. p. 317).

2 This shows clearly that he was irpoaTarns of the city of Sparta, not, as Foucart thought
(Le Bas-Foucart, Explication, p. 100), of the city of Neo'iroAis. Tod (B.S.A. 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 eTri/jie\r}TJj<; 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
TraiSi/cbs dya>v in this very inscription is a brother of the aforesaid
P. Memmius Pratolaus : his name is P. Memmius Spartiaticus, son of
Damares (Aafidpov being in all probability an error of the engraver's for
Aafidpovs). The position we thus have is this: Spartiaticus is victor as
fitKix^ofievoi, i.e. at the age of ten, at least seven years later than his
brother had acted as eTrifie\r/Tt)<; 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 more 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 eVt/wX^Tj?? 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 iraiBiKO^ aya>v, and his wife must have been younger than himself,
as her great-uncle was alive and indeed actually acted as en-t̂ eA r̂)?'? 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 ein/xe\rjT^<s 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 eiriixeXr)Tal 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.I.G. 1241 (S.M.C. 204 I) 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 120 A.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 iTrifi,e\r]T>j<; 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 190. This view, from which there seems no refuge
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involves one noteworthy result, namely that the colleagues of P. Memmius
Pratolaus in his patronomate, which seems to belong to ca. 175, all
received the nomen 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 civitas Rontana 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: (a) 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,1 on the evidence of a restoration of
C.I.G. 1250, but not at all certain. But we now see from B.S.A. xii. p. 462,
No. 15 that this relationship is established.2 (Jj) On the evidence of No. 85
of the TraiBiicbs aya>v 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.
(c) 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. {d) 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. (e) We may add to
Paton's table all the genealogy drawn up by Durrbach, of the descendants
of P. Memmius Pratolaus son of Damares,3 which seems to have escaped
Paton's notice. ( / ) Less important, but equally worthy of insertion on
the ground of certainty, is the fact that S. Pompeius Menophanes (son of

1 Op. cit. p. 34.
2 This is pointed out by Mr. Tillyard in a note ad loc. His stemma, however, attributes the

dedication of C.I.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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Lamprias Diylus
I

1
T. Statilius Timocrates = Timosthenis Aristocrates

P. Memmius Pratolaus = Pasichareia T. Statilius Lamprias

P. Memmius Deximachus Memmia Timosthenis
1

Volussena Olympis P. Memmius Pratolaus P. Memmius Sidectas

P. Memmius Deximachus P. Memmius Damares

I II
Memmius Mnason Memmius Pratolaus P. Memmius Pratolaus* _ Claudia Longina*

qui et Aristocles ~ (see below)

P.M. Damares Memmia Longina = C. Pomponius Panthales
II Diogenes Aristeas

C. Pomponius Panthales Callistonice Arete
qui et Aristocles

P. Memmius Spartiaticus

Timocritus
I

Alcastns
I

S. Pompeius Theoxenus

C. Pomponius Agis

C. Pomponius Alcastus S. Pompeius Aristoteles

II.
Pleistoxenus

I
Ti. Claudius Harmonicus

I
I I I

C. Pomponius Aristeas S. Pompeius Theoxenus (S. Pompeius) Menophanes Pompeia Polla
Ti. Claudius Brasidas Pleistoxenus Xenophanes

Ti. Claudius Aelius
Pratolaus Damocratidas

I
Claudia Damostheneia = Ti. Claudius Eudamus Chareison

Hippothales

x = Ti. Claudius Pratolaus Ti. Claudius Brasidas Ti. Claudius Ti. Claudius
Harmonicus Spartiaticus Agatriocles

Aristeas = Claudia Polla

Pomponia Callistonice

I
Claudia Damostheneia

Ti. Claudius _ Julia
Aristoteles ~ Etymocledeia .

Ti. Claudius Pratolaus T •• ,,. , .
Damocratidas = J u l l a E t e a r c h l s

(Ti.) Claudius Elpis Callistonice
Alcandridas

Claudia Claudia* _ P. Memmius Pratolaus*
Philocratia Longina ~ qui et Aristocles

(see above for
their descendants)

[To face p. 123.
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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.A. 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. "jj of the TratSt/co? aya>v inscriptions I
restore [Bpatrt'Sa? 'ApfioviJKov, whose existence was conjectured by Paton.
Memmius Longinus (C.I.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 stemmata, 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, I> 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.

483 (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.A. xii. p. 462, No. 15). Dimensions 2-85 x 37 x 'i8. Letters -045 high
(the smaller letters in 11. 8, 10, 16, 18, and 20 about '015 high).

1 I have added from C.I.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.I. G. 1364) as names held by alternate generations in a (probably) collateral
family.

2 See B.S.A. xii. PI. I.
3 The numbering is carried on from B.S.A. xiii. p. 191.
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This is the first mention of the existence of ywaiKovo/j,oi 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, I. 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 inscriptionx leads one to
suppose that in that case also they were not state-magistrates but only
held office on the occasion of the festival. They occur in the former sense
at Magnesia ad Maeandrum,2 and at Gambreum near Pergamon.3 Their
institution at Athens is attributed to Demetrius of Phalerum.4 Aristotle5

says that specialization of officials is typical of well-regulated wealthy
communities, and cites yvvaucov6/j,oi 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 Map/co? AvprfXio*} 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
honorum of Spartan magistrates which belong to the first half of that
century {e.g. S.M.C. 204, C.I.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.I.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. Syll? 653, II. 26, 27, 32. 2 Ibid. 553, 1. 20. 3 Ibid. 879, 1. 17.
4 See Gilbert, Gr. Staatsalterthumer, ii. p. 337 (English Transl. p. 160, note 3).
5 Politics, viii. 1322 b, I. 37 : see Newman's note ad he., which mentions their existence also

at Samos and Syracuse (Politics of Aristotle, 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. '45 X '43 X'13.
Letters '03 high.

- - ape]Ta[<;]

eveica irpoa^he-

TO

) T«[/*o]-

Ta(?) [Tet]-

TA
AE

J A i ZTO
ANAAHi XTEI
Z0EMAC ZTAZ
Mol EO TAZ
TPO^ MO

I

Tjt)0(?)

T<£? \6v<ya\- ?

fio-

The restoration of 11. 6 and 7 is quite uncertain, though that suggested
fills the space required. Two women of the name of Timosthenis are
known at Sparta,1 but neither of them was daughter of Timocles.

50 (2615). Base of whitish marble built into foundations of wall
ibid. '8?X'47. Letters -035 high, with florid apices.

KAAAlKPATIAc})!
AOKPATIAA4>IAO
KPATIAANKAAAlKPA
TOYZ^TONFTATE

5 PATYMNAZIAPXH
ZANTAKAinATPO
N0MHZANTAA5II

XoKparlSa <$>i\o-

Kparihav K.a\\i/cpd-

Tou? TOV irare-

KCU Trarpo-

rd<;

10
KAlOEOAnPOZOEO
KACOYCTONTTEN
©EPON

IO «\(e)ou9 (j)6v irev-
Qepov.

The family-tree is easy to reconstruct, as far as it goes:

Callicrates

Philocratidas Theocles

. I I
Callicratia = Theodoras

1 See genealogical table of their family and descendants drawn up by J. M. Paton, Transac
tions of the American Philol. Assoc. 1895, p. 43 ; and above stemrna facing p. 123.
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Philocratidas appears also as Eponymus in C.I.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. Theodoras, son of Theocles, also occurs in C.I.G.
1254, which would seem to fix the date of this inscription to the middle of
the second century A.D. The sign ) after KaWucpdrow; in 1. 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.I.G. 1249), but the absence of TOV, though not un-
paralleled, renders this unlikely.

51 (2616). Base of greyish marble, ibid. io5X"57. Letters '03
high. All the letters have been chiselled out except a very few near the
left-hand margin.

O o

ANA dv(B)[pel,a<; ?

%(d)[piv seems a safe restoration, and apparently was the last word on
the stone. A possible alternative to 1. 3 would be [TOP eavrrjs] | av(B)[pa

52 (2617). Base of greyish marble broken through, ibid. -93X"5i.
Letters "055 high, with large apices.

ATTOAIZ 'A
RoYIBIONchl K.
AOKAEAYI \oK\eavi-
ONnAIlKAE ov UaaiKXe

5 OYZTATE 5 of? rd re
AAAAKAAHZ a\\a
T1OAITEYO
I4EN0NKAIA O)
r"OPANOMOYNTA yopavo/iovvTa

10 niETnlKAl IO TTtO-TW? KOI

AlKAinZAPF. huealas ape-

TASX, P!N
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The recipient of this honorary inscription would be styled in Latin
Quintus Vibius Philocles ; he also appears in C.I.G. 1237 as Ephor,
apparently ca. 100 A.D. The present inscription was erected during his
tenure of the office of ayopav6fj.o<i, which usually was held before the
ephorate,1 and would thus belong to a date slightly before 100 A.D.

53 (2618). Base of whitish marble, ibid. 79.x "47. Letters'04 high,
with large apices.

F1MEMMIOS U6(irXio<;)

ZTTAPTlATlKOS 1-rrapTt,dri,Ko<;

ONHZlcbOPON

ONHZIcbOPOY

5 TONc}>IAONMNH 5 rbv <J>L\OV fivr,-

MHZXAPIN W %apiv.

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.I.G. 1240 and 1249. Onesiphorus is not known elsewhere.

54 (2619). Block of grey marble with mouldings above and below,
built in ibid. -44X'66. Letters •o8s-"24 high, roughly scratched.

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 ibid. I*IOX-47. Letters, in
1. 1, "o6, elsewhere -O3--O35 high.

1 See Tod, S.M.C. Introduction, §§ 18, 22, and No. 204 I. for an instance of this fact.
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HIIOAIZ

TONA^IOAOmTATON

<J)AAOYIONAZKAHniAAHN

TONkAIAAEIZANAPONf

5 KAIZAPEATHZriAAAiZTEINHZ 5

ZYPIAZriAIAEIAZTEfcAIZYM

nAZHZAPETHZENEKA£

riPOZAEIHAMENOYTOANA

AHMATIBKAAY-ZnAPTIATlK©

10 TOYBPAZIAOYIEPEnZOE 10

AZPriMHEAPXIEPEilZAlZ

T^NZEBAZTHNKAITIIN

OEinNnPOrONHNAYT©

APIZTOriOAEITEYTOY

15 TOY(J)IAOY£ IS

'H

TOV

<&\aovtov '

TOV teal 'AXe^avSpov

Kaiaapea rrjs

'Zvplas 7raiSeta? re /cal

irdar]<i dpeTrjs eveica

TrpooSegafxivov TO avd-

TOV UpacriBov iepew; Oe-

a? 'P(Ofir)<;, dp^iepeax; St?

TS)V 2,e^aa'TS>v KCII TWV

deuov irpoyovcov avTov

dpicrTOTroXeirevTov

TOV cpiXov.

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 viewx is that it remained a separate province till the time of
•Constantine. Kaicrapea is accusative-of Kaicrapevs meaning 'a man of
•Caesarea'2; the word is also found in C.I.G. 2126^, 2929, 6788<r, 9990, add.
2811^, add. 4380 £1^2, add. 4795 c, but none of these instances refers to
•Caesarea in Palestine, except perhaps C.I.G. 9990. The town is referred to
in C.I.G. 4472, 1. 9. Tr?? Ua\aio-Teivr]<; %vpla<; is a unique variant for
Supta? RaXaurTelvris ; the latter is found not infrequently,3 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.I. 601, and note ad loc; and for the history of the province, Mommsen,
Jioman Provinces (English Transl.), ii. chap. xi.

2 For Caesarea see Mommsen, op. cit. (English Transl.) ii. p. 182.
3 C.I.G. 4029, 4151, 8719.

K
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For the meaning of TraiBeia in similar inscriptions see Mr. Tillyard's
note on B.S.A. xit. 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
eVt/aeXco/iei/o? 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 1761 with similar titles after his name.
Instances of the priesthood of 0ea 'Va>jMq are frequent, especially in Asia
Minor.2 AVTOV for avrotv is no doubt due to carelessness. Other Spartan
inscriptions commemorating or mentioning holders of the priesthood ol
the Augusti are S.M.C. 220, 544, C.I.G. 1357, 1364a, B.S.A. 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 125.4 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 ibid. i-58x-5i. Letters
in 1. 1 '065, elsewhere "035 high, with slight apices.

1 - - \rbv I al;i]o\oyti)TaTov [«ai TrlaPTa] Trpwrov iep[ea 6eus j 'Pii>fi]7]S opxfePea [Sis (?) | TUV
S]eBaCTay zeal [ T W | 8e(]a>v npoy6vo)P [avT&v | api<r]i-oiroAeiT€UT[V - -.

2 Cf. C.I.G. 2696, 2943, and 3887 (where, however, 'Pw/«j is not flei), 3187, 3490, 4266b,
4366 b. It is often coupled with that of other deities, e.g. with Zebs KcmeTiiKios (Capitolinus),
ibid. 3074; with Z. K. and the Synos 'Pafiaiav, ibid. 5880; with Dionysus, ibid. 4366 i 2 ; with
0 SejSao-Tos, ibid. 478 (at Athens) and 3902 b (at Eumenia in Asia Minor); with 0e)>s 2e£airT<(j, ibid.
4039 (at Ancyra). For the cult of Rome and Augustus at Pergamon see Ath. Mitt, xxvii. (1902),
p. 178, No. 30, and xxxii. (1907), p. 322, No. 50; Fraenkel, Inschr. von Pergamon, p. 374.

1 For a discussion of this magistracy see pp. 112 foil, above.
4 See my note, B.S.A. xiii. pp. 200 foil.
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HIIOAIS 'H

MAYPATAOONKAinZ M. Avp. "AyaOov Kal a>?

XPHMATIZEIAinNION XPr>fJ'aT^el' ala>viov

SEITIiNHNENZnA o-eiTcbvrjv iv o-rra-

5 NEISEITHNHZANTA vet, o-eirmvrjcravTa

(j)IAOTEIMflZTEKAI (fnXoreifiax; re Kal

AAtlAnsnPOZEME ha-jrikSx;, irpoaeixe-

NOYTOANAAnMA vov TO dvaXwfia

TIBKAflPATOAAOY Ti/3. K\. UparoXdov

IO TOYBPAZIAOY rov Bpam'Bov

TOY<j>IAOY rov <}>i\ov.

The phrase Kal w? %pr\iiarit,u is very rare indeed in inscriptions, and
calls for explanation. Xpr)fj,ar{£ei,i> in Hellenistic and N.-T. Greek means
not infrequently ' to style oneself,' or ' pass for,' so and so (see L. and S. s.v.).
In documents of the Imperial Age it comes to have a conventional use such
as we see here, and xal w? %pr]/j,aTi£ei 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,1 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 xpr)fj.a,Ti£eiv. A good example occurs ibid. III. dxii, 11. 1-3: Awpiw
elf'qyeTevo-as xal ft>? %pr) | /j,a,Ti'£a> 'Airitovc TS Kal Aiovvaia yv | fj,vacnap-)(r\-
(aavri) Kal &>? XP7lfJLaT^ei^ xa^P€LV- "^ne 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 Hunt, but it would be absurd to suppose that this was due to anything
but accident. Nor can I find any instance of the phrase in inscriptions
except in S.M.C. 456 ( = B.C.H. iii. p. 195), where, however, it is not
commented on, and in an inscription from the Nile Delta which reads Kal
w? (̂Oi/yaaTtfj;, found by Hogarth (J.H.S. 1904, p. 9).

1 Oxyrhynchus Papyri (edd. Grenfell and Hunt). I. lv. I. 2 (A.D. 283); Ixxx. 1. 3 (A.D. 240
circa); lxxxxiv. 1. 4 (A.D. 83); e. 1. 1 (A.D. 133). I I . cclxviii. 11. 2, 4 ; dec, xxvii. 11. 7, 8.
III . di. 1. 5 (A.D. 1S7); div. 1. 8 (early second century A.D.); dxii. 11. I, 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 <riTo>via
H. Francotte1 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 altovios aeirdivr}<i is not paralleled else-
where : it probably means that being a wealthy citizen he had undertaken
to act as CT6IT(»I/7/9 whenever occasion should arise, and this statue-base
records the fact that in the cnrdvi<; he fulfilled his promise generously. Epi-
graphical evidence for the aeiravia of private citizens is much more
frequent in Asia Minor than on the Greek mainland,2 and is not worth
citing here, but we may note instances of it in Imperial times at Athens 3

and Argos,4 and we have another example of it at Sparta, CJ.G. 1370,
where the complimentary adverbs Xafx.irpw'i re /cat fiejaXo-^v-^w; are added
after the verb aircovrjcravTa. Agathus himself is not known elsewhere.
Hpocre/j,evov is a variant for the usual word irpoa-Be^afiivov : I know of only
one other example of its use in an inscription in this sense, namely C.I.G.
1328, where Boeckh altered Fourmont's correct copy Trpoaefievov to
irpoa-Be^a/iievov. 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-Ii 13
in General Plan).5 -85 X "42. Letters '05 high. Surface very badly
weathered (a squeeze was useless).

1 Melanges Nicolt (1905), p. 135 : ' Lc fain a Ion march? el le pain grainit dans les citis
grecqiits.' I am indebted to Mr. Leonard Whibley, Reader in Ancient History at Cambridge, for
drawing my attention to this article.

2 Francotte, op. cit. p. 155.
3 I.G. iii. 645, 646.
4 I.G. iv. 619.
5 B.S.A. xii. PI. I.
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AA EY
NO

A
EP/ T

f l i 5

1'PAT
'HM!!Z

PIN 10

Restoration quite uncertain except in li. 9, 10, where we have
fiv\rifi{yj)<;\[j(a\piv. (J\pa)r[o\aov\ suggests itself in 11. 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. -2OX'2OX"o7. Letters '035 — '038
high, roughly cut.

\YZinnc - - A]i/o-t7T7r(o) - -
HZZTE't1 - - (??)

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.S.A. xiii. pp. 200 foil.). In 1. 2
a possible restoration would be 'A<yadoK\](r})(; tre{<f>\dvov, but it is not quite
certain ; if so, he would be the hero of the cursus honomm inscription in
S.M.C. 204 I. who might very well have held a magistracy in the same
year as one of the two Lysippi. In 1. 3 the probability is that (a)? 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. -25 x-25 x#o5. Letters -035
high, with apices.

LI. . - ( e V) [ i - -
•"IPEZ<i -
ZATHZ -
OZ0EO - - o?

S AHZ^ 5 - -
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The last sign in 1. 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 trpe<r(o-)[^v<; /SouA.?}?] or
yepovaias, though wpeao-fievTr)<; is also possible. The use of reduplicated a
is rare in Laconian inscriptions.1 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 ibid. Complete
below and on left. -325 x'13 X T05. Letters -022 high, without apices.

KAA Ka\ - -

NIK Nt« - -

XAAE XaXe[ivo<> XaXeivov],
ONHZ 'Ovr)<r\i<f>6po<i Xpvtrepco-]

NIKIA-

NlKAN

Evidently another list of names, but restoration is uncertain in several
cases. In 1. 3 we may have the beginning of XaXe[2vos], a name occurring
at Sparta in S.M.C. 2102 and B.S-A. xiii. p. 451, No. 3 B, 1. 2, where its
owner is styled XaXelvos (XaXeivov); if this is the same man we may be
disposed not unnaturally to restore 11. 4 and 5 'Ovr}cr[i<f>6po<i Xpvaepco]\Tos,
which names occur in the latter inscription, and give almost an identical
length of line, seventeen letters as opposed to sixteen, with XaXe[ivc<;
XaXeivov], if we restore the latter here. The coincidence inclines me to
identify the two men of the name of XaXeivos (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

1 For atx before a consonant in Attic inscriptions see Meisterhans, Gt'ammatik der attischen
Iiischriften3, p. 90, note 805, where it is pointed out that only one instance is known in Attic
inscriptions of <r<r before f), namely in the word AeVo-jSos in I.G. ii. add. 52c, 1. 32 [368 B.C.].
Before most other consonants, particularly r, it is not at all rare. I can find no other case of a<rfi
anywhere. For another example of the reduplicated a in Laconia see B.S.A. xiii. p. 259,
No. 2 (a).

2 Where his name is spelt without the e.
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was judged by Mr. Tillyard {ibid. 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.

In 1. 7 we may restore Ni/ca(i>)[8po<;] or NiKa(v)[SpiSa<;] which both are
common names at Sparta. The former is found in S.M.C. 203, 205, 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 ibid. 203, 206 and 204 I, where he is II. Ai\io<;
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.
•18 x -13 X -05. Letters -02 high. Found in Sanctuary of Athena Chal-
kioikos in 1907.

W --OI a ( 7 T 6 \ ) - -

j / O «! - - Kaiceh](a)iixovt(o) - -

A A A O £ l - - (*)<a\0? - -
Z D O K F - - & « * « ? - -
ONP C~ s " " 0 1 / 7 r o ( e ) - -

~Z N E F --(e>e<>?) --
} A l A P - - ( 0 ) a i a p - -
Z \ - - (e). - -

Unfortunately this inscription is too mutilated to enable any restoration,
to be made. In 1. 3 we may read - - («)a\Xo9 - - or, possibly, - - («) aWos - - ;
in 1. 4 eSooKe is perhaps the most likely reading: it is conceivable that
in 1. S vve have the remains of some such expression as iroKefj^ov
Tro(e)[<rdai\, but this is anything but certain; and in 1. 7 we seem to
have some infinitive passive or middle. In 1. 2 to restore some case
of the word Aa/ce&aifiovios seems obvious : the last letter visible on
the stone is part of O, i.e. o or a>. It is hardly possible that the
first line should contain mention of the word cnreWa, as this would
apparently involve that 01 should be the remains of T\OU, the dative
masculine of the article. The word aweXka does not seem to occur
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in Greek literature outside Hesychius, who says (s.v.) that cnreWat, mean
crrjKoi or eKK\r)criai, but it could not be any gender but feminine.1 The
word might be restored 'A(ire\)[Xovi, a Doric form for 'ATTOWOVI

( = 'ATT6XX(OVI in Ionic orthography), which occurs in S.M.C. 635 B, 689 ; or
it might be some part of such a verb as aireXavveiv, or indeed of
cnreXXd£eiv = to sit in assembly (see L. and S. s.v.).

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 ft seem to date it earlier than 400 B.C.,
though the E 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.A. xiii. pp. 174 foil.).

62 (2652). On a grey marble stele with relief of a 'Kore' to left.
The inscription reads downwards from r. to 1. •59X'2aX'ii. Letters
•022 high. Found ibid., 1908.

The style of the relief (for which see p. 144) agrees with the evidence
of the letter-forms, especially the five-stroke sigma, in leading us to date
this to ca. 500 B.C. at the latest. For the other Laconian inscriptions
which may be compared with this in style of lettering see Roberts, Intro-
duction to Greek Epigraphy, i. 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. 'Ai/aft/Sio? 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 Museum. For the name
compare C.I.G. 3060, and Pape-Benseler, Wb'rterbuch der Griechischen
Eigennamen s, s.v.: the use of the digamma with such names is frequent in

1 We find -rais jxfyaXais aireWais in two inscriptions at Gythium, Le Bas-Foucart, 242 a, 243 ;
these leave no doubt that the gender is feminine.
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early Laconian inscriptions : cf. FavatcTopies in 1. 30 of the bronze-serpent
inscription at Constantinople (Roberts, op. cit. p. 260, No. 259), etc.

63 (2653). On a limestone base,"-13 x-48 x-37. Letters 'O3-'O5 high,
roughly scratched. Probably incomplete on 1.

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 upsilon suggests
an earlier date than the fifth century, with which view the rough form of
the a and the retrograde v are consistent.1 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. - o 6 x - u x - o 7 .
Letters •oio.-tO25 high. Ibid., 1908.

Evidently part of some name like KXeo^apr;?, KXeo^apeta, or possibly
KXeo^a (for these names see Pape-Benseler, op. cit. 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 'Ava^i^io^ stele (No. 62 above).

65 (2657). Part of a gable-topped slab of greyish marble, complete
above only. -O9X-iiX-O5. Letters-015 high. Ibid., 1908.

AIA/VE Possibly rat A6avai](a)i dve [0r)/ce
IKO - irc(o) - -

Perhaps a votive stele : the shape of the v suggests the late fifth or
early fourth century as a probable date.

1 Roberts {op. cit. i. p. 135), who also points out that the preference for ov rather than 0 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. • I I X * I 7 X ' I 2 5 . Letters-O2 high. Found in a trial
pit north-west of Sanctuary of Athena Chalkioikos, 1908.

*N EXEi (a);

INAYTON iv ai/Tov

\ENTYfXX («) evTvyx(a)[v]
5 \AIAEA"'" 5 ai Be a(vT)-

AIFL" ai (««)--

Restoration is quite impossible: in 1. 4 we perhaps see the traces of
OV](K) ivTvyx(d)[vei] or some such expression : in 1. 5 we seem to have
some part of the word a(u-r)6?. 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. •5OX-3IX'3O.
Letters -03 high. Found in a trial excavation about 60 metres south of
Theatre.

ZEBASTHI %e{3ao-T(tiL
KAIEAPI Kaiaapi.

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 2 as in the Agora; since, though not found in
situ, 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 00 two sides. '44 x '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 SefWi-is K.aXaap is found in C.I.G. 478, 1879, 2715; Koiirap 2ej8ao-n$j, ibid. 369, 2959,
3569. 3953 '< 4O39- * Hi. ch. u . § 5.
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(a) FRONT FACE.

)K TOPKA
\l\ AICAPI

ZBAC roxcco
HPKAAKEAAI

5 ,OJN

(/>) LEFT-HAND SIDE.

ZANI
EAEY
GEPIC
ANTW

5 NEINO1

CUTHPI

AvT](o)/c[pa]Topc 'A
8pi](av)[a> K]aiaap

T\T)PI, Aa/ce8ai-

5 jwv](!)a>v.

Zavl
'E\ev-
0epi(o)[i]
'AVT(O-

5 veivo(c)
atoTrjpt

For similar inscriptions in honour of Hadrian at Sparta, of which
about fifteen are known, see S.M.C. Introd. § 31, and B.S.A. xii. pp. 457, 8,
where it is pointed out that he appears as acoryp T^? Aa/ce8aifj,ovo<; (S.M.C.
Nos. 381 and 507), and sometimes as cra>Tr)p ical evepyerrjs (B.S.A. loc. cit.
No. 7), or O-COTTJP ical KTt'o-TJj? (Ath. Mitt. ii. p. 438, No. 13) r?}? Aa/ceSacfiovoi;.
But he does not appear elsewhere at Sparta as crcorrjp AaKeScuftovicov.

The dedication to Antoninus Pius is of the usual type at Sparta (see
S.M.C. Introd. ibid?), 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 ro
terminations in the two inscriptions.

69 (9S4 in Sparta Museum). Stele of blue marble with gable-top,
•34X 17 X -o6. Letters ca. -013 high. Found at Kephala a few miles east
of Sparta.

ENPoAEn.nl iv

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
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a is too well known to call for comment. For the use of the same sign to
express both h and rj 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.I.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.I.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 - - ^AIONZTPA, not - - AAIONZTPA.

2. C.I.G. 1270. The following differences from the text given by
Fourmont in Boeckh should be noted. LI. 2, final 0 broken on r. : 1. 3.
first A missing, and rest of line reads MYKAAZT : ]. 4, only / remains of
name after Z]TE4>AN0Z : l. 5) Only A visible after AIOKAHZ: 1. 6,
nothing certain after IEPOKAHS, but the traces of the next letter do not
look like & : 1. 7, final OZ of cJ>IAOZTPATOZ gone.

3. C.I.G. 1354. All the letters are rather faint, from being trodden on.
L. 1 is lost: 1. 2, final 1 hardly visible, but A A is plain: 1. 3, N€T is plain:
1. 6, first 0 very faint: 1. 7, A is missing, 0 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

CcblAOTe,

TMATT

4. C.I.G. 1399. Now broken across above 1. 6: left-hand half of
11. 3-5 missing and all of 11. 1 and 2 : 1. 3 has lost first six letters, 1. 4 the
first five, and 1. 5 the first seven. LI. 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.I.G. 1370. The following corrections should be made in Four-
mont's text, most of which were made by Boeckh. L. 2 should read
fSAZINN : in 1. 3, AZINNIOY: in 1. 5, AAMTTPHZ: in 1. 6,
METAAOYYXnZ: in 1. 7, ad fin. Y i n not YTri : in 1. 10 MAPKOY not
MAPXOY, and AYPHAIOY not AYPYAIOY : 11. 14-16 are now lost.

6. C.I.G. 1380. Broken on all sides: letters -o6 high with apices.

AITHZ
TAZAI
npoz
TOANA

[>OY~

ARTHUR M. WOODWARD.


