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LACONIA.
[.—EXCAVATIONS AT SPARTA, 1907.

§ 10.—INSCRIPTIONS.!
NEW PORTION OF THE DAMONON INSCRIPTION.

THE beginning of Damonon’s votive slab, which was found by
Leake in the Monastery of the Holy Forty (“Aqioc Tecoapdxovra or

! I wish to thank Mr. A. M. Woodward for a number of suggestions of which he has most
generously allowed me to avail myself in the present article. Mr. Woodward had the advantage
of visiting Sparta in the autumn of 1907, when he made several discoveries in connection with the
inscriptions, which were then in the Museum. I have acknowledged his chief contributions as
they occur.
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Sapdvra) and is now in the Sparta ‘Museum, is one of the best known
and oftenest discussed of early Laconian inscriptions.

The following are the chief references. Leake, Travels in the Morea,
ii. 521 and Plate 71 (end of vol. iii.). A better copy, Dressel and
Milchhofer, Atk Mitt. ii. 318. Facsimile in Roehl, /.G.A. 79 and [imagines?
X. n. 16, p. 28 ; Fick, Bezs. Beitrage, iii. 121 ff.; Collitz-Bechtel, iii. 4416 ;
Roberts, Introd. to Gk Epigr. i.n. 264; Tod, Sparta Mus. Cat. n. 440.
{Other references, none of them of much importance, are given by Tod
and Roehl, Z. ¢.)

The end of this part of the inscription has suffered somewhat since
the early copies were taken. We print Dressel-Milchhéfer’s version beside
what now appears on the stone.

Dressel-Mtlchhifer. Present State.
“ADeeNiv///BEENV M A IIIf]] 35 TADEENIKABEENYMA'” 35
imp A/l Ao ND. i PPAT  All:oNDo -
= TN S IN > S BIAKAIKEAEX M1/

I asaa ITENITITIT 4 A€BA; V EN A
e =i _ N
Nl voNa /NI 40

The accepted restoration of the last few lines (due to Fick, /c.) is as
follows :

35 7dde évikahe ‘Fvvua - - | [ha] wparla yuv]awor, A - - - | - - sjhia

wat kiApE pe---|--asha--ev---v---|-- 40 [éh]y-
Blol[re himmed] - - -

Alternative Readings.
(el

38 ? ha[ua] év[inn). 40 ? [knw "Apliov{]afs].

This was thought to refer to victories of a woman, Enymacrita (?),
there being evidence that Spartan women did at times take part in chariot
racing. But in the light of the new fragment this view must be given up.
There is no possible doubt that the two stones belong together; the
lettering is the same, the same marble is used, and the measurements agree.
The portion already known is *235 m. wide, ‘16 m. thick. The details of the
new stone are as follows.
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Slab of whitish marble.

‘90X 23X 17m. Broken above and below.

Letters 011 m. Found in the foundations of a late Roman building on
the Acropolis, in the ruins of the temple of Athena Chalkioikus.
(The numbering from the beginning of the whole inscription is added.)

DOAIYO:
AMEPASBAMAENIKON
KAIMAPPAPONIAENIKE
ENYMAKPATIDAEDAIDAS
£TADIONKAIDIAYAON
KAIDOAIYONKAIBOKE
MIASAMEPASHAMA
ENIKE KAIDAMONON
ENIKEMAISIONEN
rAIAAOYOSXTADIONKAI
AYAON
\UDAMONONENIKE
I AIEIONAIQERIA
£TADIONKAIDIAYAON
KAIDAMONONENIKE
MAISIONMAAEATEIA
£TADIONKAIDIAYAON
KAIDAMONONENIKE
MAISIONAIZEBIA
£TADIONKAIDIAYAON
KKAIDAMONONENIKE
MAISIONIAPPAPONIA
£TADIONKAIDIAYAON
KKAIA@ANAIASTADION
BYMODEEYEMENEE]OPO
TADEENIKEDAMONON
AGANAIAENBEBOBAIS
BINPOILAYTOZANIOYION
KAIBOKEAEX MIAS

10

20

(5]
wn

dolexo[v kai ho kénE uids)

» ’ ~ s/
auépas haud évicwy.

\ ’ y ’
xai llapmapovia évikn
'Evvunaxpatidas waidas
oT.dov kal dlaviov
rai Soheyov xai ho é[AnE]
uds apépas hapa
b3 ’ AY ’
évikn. rai Aapwrov
Y 7 ~ ) hd
évikn mais lwy év
(Ta)aFéyw aradiov kai
8t ](a)vrov.
x)(a)i Aapdvov évikn
(m)ais twv Abrhia
orddiov kal dlaviov.

Ay ’ h) ’
kat Aapwvwyv évikn
Trais {wv Maledateia
oTddiov xai Slavioy.

\ ’ 3 7
xai Aapwvov évikn
mais lov Abrhia
oTddiov kai diaviov.

A\ ’ 3/
kai Aapovwy évikn

~ N 4
mwais twv lapmrapovia
oTadiov kal dlaviov,
xai’ Abavaia ordadeov.
hvrro 8¢’ Exepnévn épopo[v]
Tdde évinn Aapwrwy,
’Afdvaia évhnBdhacs
himmois abdros dvioyiwy

xai ho xénné pidas

45

50

55

60

65
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AMEPASHAMAENIKEKAI 30  apépas hapd évikn, kai
BOBYIOZL£TADIONBAMA ho hvios orddior haud
ENIKE B8YDPODE évikn. hvmo 8¢
EYINMPONEGOPONTADE Eturmov épopov Tdde
ENIKEDAMONONAGANAIA évikn Aaudvov, 'Abdvaia 75
ENBEBOBAIZBIMNOl 35 évhnBohats himmors
AYTOZANIOYICNKAI adTos avioyiwy xal
BOKEAEXMIAZAMEPAS ho xénnk pias auépas
BAMAENIKEKAIBOBY!IOE haua évikn, xai ho huids
E£TADIONBAMAENIKE otddiov haua évixy. 8o
BYMODEAPISTEEGOPON 40  huvmo 8¢ ’Apiotii Edopor
TADEENIKEAAMONON Tade évikny Aapwvoy,
ENFAIAAOYOENBEBOBAIS év PawaFoxw évhnBodhars

INMOISAYTOZANIOYION Jimrmoes avTos dvioxiov

AIBOKEAEXMIAZAMEPAS klai ho ké\n§ wias duépas 85

AMAENIKEKAIBOBYIOE 45  hlapa évien, cai ho huiss
STADIONKAIDIAYAONKAI oTadiov kal Slaviov kal
DOAIYONMIAEAMEPASE Sohuyov weas auépas
ENIKONDANTESHAMA évikwr mavtes haua.
BYMODEEYEMENEEGOPON hvrro 8¢ *Exeuévn Epopov 90
TADEENIKEDAMONON 50  Tdde évixn Aapdvov,

ENIFAIAAOYOENBEBOBAIZ
AIPPOIZEAYTO£ANIOYION
A'NoOYIOE£TADIONKA

év TawaFéyw évhnBohass
(h)mrmows adTos avioyiwy,

«)(ai h)o (h)vios aTddiov «(a)(i - -

Although the new portion does not make an exact fit with the bottom

of the old stone, yet from the shape of the ends it can hardly be doubted
that they must have gone quite close together. Lines 35-38 may be restored
as follows :—

Tadbe évivahe 'Evvua(k)[paris- 35
as] (m)parfos wlau(8)dr: So(\)[tyov
AdOrilhia kai xéxnE p(a)s

auéplas ha(p)[a] élirw] (). 38

N
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The following restoration of the broken part between the old and the
new stones is due to Mr. Woodward.

It must first be remarked that the shape of the broken ends of
the stones requires us to supply at least one line between L 4o, the last
line on the old stone, and the first line on the new stone, which will
therefore be 1. 42z,

[For lines 39 and 40 we have little to help us to a restoration: the
letters still visible on the stone are only N under BA of haud, and traces of
a curved letter, either B D ® or P before it, separated by one letter now
undecipherable. This led to Fick’s conjecture évhnBdvre himmwe : to retain
‘these letters in this order, I would suggest [kai épn](8)[é]v, the present
participle of épnBay, ‘to be an &pyBos’: it is not possible that évhnBdvte
h{mme: could stand here, as the passage alludes to victories in foot races, and
further, when a victory won by the xé\nf is mentioned, there is no allusion
to the age of the horse in any other case. 'E¢nBav also gains point from
the use of maidas and mais iwv below. Then, to retain the conjecture of
Dressel-Milchhofer for line 40, 'Apiortias, the space between é¢nBdr and év
"Apeovrias will exactly be filled by the name "Evvparparidas; to complete line
40 1 suggest évixn, and for the missing line grddiov xal dlavhov xal, which
gives uninterrupted sense, and supplies a line of required length for the gap
which exists between the two stones. The repetition évikn . . . évicwr is no
obstacle to this restoration: the grammatical standard throughout the
inscription is not high, and we have a similar repetition of évixn, évixwv below
in lines 45 and 48 (86-8g). This restoration does not claim to be certain,
but it employs the letters seen at any time in lines 39 and 40, and supplies
a line to fill the gap between the two stones.

The restored text will now read :—

7d8¢ évivahe 'Bvvpa(«)[patid- 35

as] (m)pat[os wlau8)dv So(N)[¢xor

Adbilhea xat kéiné pe(ad)[s

apéplas ha(u)[&)] évjixw](v).

xai épnlB)[é]v [ Evvparxpari-

Ras év " Al(pov(T)[((a)s évikn 40

loTddior xai Stavier xall

Soreyo(v) [kal he xéAnf peds

KT AMW.]
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From the occurrence of Enymacratidas, evidently Damonon’s son,
later in the inscription, there can be little doubt about supplying the name
here. Thus the theory of the woman falls to the ground. It is of course
possible that more lines have been lost, but the restoration above gives a
satisfactory sense.

Hpéaros sraibov probaby means that Enymacratidas was the first boy
to win such a series of victories. This view seems likelier than to take
the phrase as a variant of the title wpatomdumars in the Orthia inscriptions.

It will now be convenient to give a summary of the whole
inscription :—

I-35. Metrical dedication,

6-34. Damonon’s victories in chariot-races.

35-49. Victories of Enymacratidas, son of Damonon.

49-65. Victories of Damonon as a boy.

66-end. Victories of Damonon and Enymacratidas at the same

contests.

As to the games where these victories were gained a good deal can be
said, though many points remain uncertain :—

1. 'Bv Tawafoyw. (@) Damonon won four times in the chariot-race,
I. 9. It is probable that lines 83, 92 do not refer to fresh
victories, but only add extra details. (4) Damonon, as a boy,
won the Stadium-race and Double-course, l. 50. (¢) His son
won Stadium, Diaulos, and the Long Race, 1. 86, (&) also the
Stadium (and other events?), 1. 94. (¢) A horserace, 1. 85. It
is not stated that either of them rode the winning horse. He
may have been owned by the family and ridden by a hired
jockey.

The contest was held in honour of Poseidon, as we gather from

Pausanias.!

2. 'Afavaia. (a) Damonon won four chariot-races, L. 10 (two of these
with young mares, ll. 68, 75, évhyBwhais himmois). () Damonon
as a boy won the Stadium-race, l. 65. (¢) His son won the
Stadium race twice, Il. 72,80. (&) A horse-race twice, 11. 70, 78.

! Paus. iii. 20. 2. For the meaning of Tawdoyos cf. Roberts, 0p. ciz. n. 264. Taadxw is of
course genitive,

N 2
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The reference can hardly be to the Panathenaic games. These were
thronged by the best athletes from all Greece and one family could
scarcely have gained so many victories in face of such severe competition ;
moreover the rest of the games here mentioned seem to be Laconian (with
two exceptions) and it would be far-fetched without the mention of Athens
to suppose a reference to the Panathenaic games in this one case ;! and we
should expect Ilavafdvaca.

3. 'Exevhvria. Damonon won four times with his chariot, 1. 11,
and again four times, 1. 31. - Here eight victories seem to be
meant. In the first four Damonon drove his own team (of
full grown horses),? in the others he drove évhygBéhat himmo:.

This contest was in honour of Eleusinian Demeter, whose sanctuary,
according to Pausanias, was near Taygetus?

4. [Iohotdata Héxe:. Damonon won seven chariot-races, and seven
horse-races, 1. 12. [Since haua seems to mean that every time
the chariot won the horse also won.—A.M.W ]

5. IToholdata Oevplac. Damonon won eight chariot-races, 1. 18.

On these games, in honour of Poseidon, cf. Roberts Zc. The places are
Helos near the Eurotas mouth and Thuria in Messenia.

6. '"Ev Aptovrias. Damonon won eight chariot-races and eight horse-
races, 1. 24. Enymacratidas won the Stadium, Diaulos, LLong Race, and
horse-race, 1. 39 ff. It is uncertain where this contest was held.

7. Mapwrapévia. (a) Damonon as a boy won the Stadium and
Diaulos, I. 62.  (4) Enymacratidas won the boys’ Stadium, the
Diaulos, and the Long Race. The horse-race was won at this
same meeting, 1l. 44-43.

The Parparonia may have been held in Argolis, as the following
passages suggest: Hesychius. Idpmapos: év ¢ dywr #yeto xal Xopol
toetavro, and Pliny (iv. 5§ (9). 17) Montes (sc. Awgolidisy Artemius,
Apesantus, Asterion, Parparus. In whose honour they were held is
uncertain,

! The finding of a Panathenaic vase on the site (cf. p. 150) can hardly affect the conclusion
here drawn.

2 This is no doubt the meaning of vé&: abré (=éuvrov) refplrmw: ; cf. Roberts, e,
# Paus. iii. 20. 5. 4 Cf. Roberts, #bid.
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8. Aujhia. Damonon, as a boy, won the Stadium twice, and the
Diaulus twice, 1l. 53, 59. Enymacratidas won the Long Race
and horse-race, 1. 335 ff.

The Lithesia were no doubt held in honour of Apollo Lithesius, who
seems to have been worshipped on Cape Malea!

9. Ma)edreta. Damonon as a boy won the Stadium and Diaulos, 1. 56.

Although it would be most natural to refer this contest to Cape Malea
there seem to be good grounds for understanding it otherwise. Two
inscriptions, one from Prasiae,? the other from Selinus ? in Laconia, mention
a deity Maleates. These places, supposed to be represented by the modern
villages of Leonidi and Cosma, are nowhere near Malea. It is therefore
most likely that these games were held in E. Laconia, in honour of Maleates.
Whether he was in any way connected with Malea is uncertain. Maleates
was an ancient deity of the lower world, worshipped at Epidaurus, in
Attica, and elsewhere ; afterwards he seems to have been expelled by the
cult of Apollo, or identified with him.*

The dialect of the inscription shows the usual features of fifth century
Doric : the use of h for intervocalic ¢ is seen, ¢.g. in évhnBdhais =évyBuocars,
from évpBdw.® The form (wr from elul seems to be new to Laconia.t

The Date of the Inscription.

On epigraphical grounds we find that our stone is later than the
Bronze Serpent inscription,” which has AR, and probably later than the
Laconian dedication at Olympia,® which has & and may belong to
464 B.C. On the other hand the lettering is more ancient than the
inscription from Tegea /.G.A. 69, which has (if Fourmont’s copy can be

1 Steph. Byz. Awbhaios 6 ’AméArwy év v¢ Maréa (Alfp) mpooidpuuésos éxet. From this S.
Wide (Lak. Kulte, 71) gathers that A. Lithesius had a shrine on Malea, but other views are
held : cf. Roscher, Lex. s.v. ¢ Lithesios.” The matter is really uncertain.

2 Wide, op. <it. 71; B.C.H. i. 357. 3 Wide, 70; B.C.H. ibid.

3 Cf. Wide, 0p. cit. 91.; Roscher, s.o. ¢ Maleatas.” [Pausanias mentions a shrine or altar of
Apollo Maleates at Sparta (iii. 12. 8). He is also known at Troezen (7. G. iv. 950, 1. 31).—A. M. W.]

5 On these words cf. Roberts’ note, 0p. c#z. p. 265. Pausanias (vi. 2. 2) says that foals’ were
not entered at Olympia until 384. But the text is rather uncertain (cf. Frazer’s note ad /Joc.), and
of course they might have run in races elsewhere in Greece long before that date.

§ Ahrens, Dia/. Dor. 323, has only &v and éév in pres. part. [Other forms of this participle
idv from eiul are given by van Herwerden (Lexicon, s.v. eiuf). He quotes idvras, etc., from
QOrchomenos, but nothing parallel from Laconia,.—A. M. W.]

" 1.G.A. 70. 8 7.G.A4. 75. Made during Helot Revolt of 464 ff.
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trusted) MNA, and which is older than 416 B.C. The closest likeness to
our inscription is seen in the grave of a warrior slain at Mantinea (/.G.A4.
add. 77b: date thus c. 418), and in the manumission stone, B.M./. cxxxix.!
The latter probably dates before 431, as will be seen below,

On the historical side the evidence is very scanty. Three Ephors
occur in the inscription, and as none of them are found in Xenophon’s list
for the years 431-404.2 it is clear at the outset that the stone must date
before or after the Peloponnesian war. Nothing seems to be known of
Echemenes and Euippus; an Aristeus is mentioned in Thucydides3 as a
Spartan noble sent to Brasidas in 423, and an Aristeus occurs in the
manumission document /.G.4. 83 as Ephor, but to identify our Aristeus
with both these men would be rash. It is by no means certain that the
Ephor in the manumission deed is a Spartan magistrate and not a temple
official*  Again, the lettering of the manumission B.AM./. cxxxix is
certainly earlier than that of 7.G.A4. 83, and as neither of the Ephors
appears in Xenophon's list it would be most natural to put the former
before 431, and the ephorate of Aristeus after 404. Thus, as our inscription
has much the same lettering as B.M./[ cxxxix, we can hardly identify our
Aristeus with an Ephor who held office after 404 ; on the other hand our
Ephor may quite well have been the envoy to Brasidas. If the present
stone related to victories won not long before 431, there is no reason why
it should not have substantially the same alphabet as we find in 418.

The fact that Damonon and his son won long as well as short foot-
races, points to a fairly early date before very special training had come in.,
This was introduced by the runner Dromeus, whose date is probably the
middle of the fifth century. Consequently our inscription would belong
rather to the middle than to the end of that century.

FROM THE SANCTUARY OF ARTEMIS ORTHIA.

The first year’s trials showed that a great many inscriptions had been
built into the north-east part of the foundations of the platform of the
Roman theatre. This part of the masonry was not touched in the second
season, so that the stones now to be described were all found loose in the

b Cf. Roberts, ap. cit. No. 2654. The other manumission documents, 26:d. b, ¢, d, are later.
2 Xen. Hell. ii. 3. 10, 3 Thuc. iv. 132. 4 Cf. Roberts, #6d.
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earth, and their small number, compared with the first year’s harvest, does
not lessen the likelihood, or certainty, of unearthing far greater riches when
the most hopeful point of the ruins is reached.

As before, nearly all the inscriptions relate to the Boys’ Contest, and
seem on the whole to bear out the views taken about it. It is now clear
from 571 (2501), that a boy could win the Moa, Keloea, and Kattheratorin
in the same year. The mention of dpewdry in 63 (2507) strengthens the
theory that the prize was a sickle. The musical nature of the match is
shown by the use of duvord(x)[ov?] and edpbo(y)[yor?] in 50 (2492).
Hpatomavmras in 56 (2562) is a variant from mpatémars and wpaTomwau-
araidwy, but does not help to show their exact meaning. From 63 (2507),
1. 5,it may be gathered that the winner was crowned with bay, besides
getting a sickle. A new formula for the Deputy-patronomus is seen in
53 (2500). One or two Eponymi are found who were not known before.

49. (2489). Front of top of slab with carved pediment: bluish
marble, '17 X 11 X '04. Letters ‘02 h. '

AT A€ "Aya(0)[7] | Tox[n]
TYX

50. (2492). Slab '12x-09x08. Letters ‘o1 h.

EYOO.,
YMNOTOK
'AMBPOTOI
TAPYNOI
5 irAYanN

v

This is clearly a metrical dedication relating to some musical contest
(cf. B.5.4. xii. p. 361, n. 5), but a restoration is hardly to be attempted :
we can trace 1. 1 eddpBo(y)[yor ? - -, 1. 2 Juvordé(x)ov? - -, a poetical epithet
of a musician,? I. 3 duBpoto(v) - -, 1. 4 doubtful, L. 5 yAvwT(6)r.

! The numbering in each group of inscriptions is carried on from the last year’s article. All
measurements are given in metres.
2 [A late word used by Nonnus, D. 26. 204.—A. M. W.]
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51. (2493). In front of Temple: in whitish marble, ‘25 x 26 x 03.
Letters 03 h. Lower end of socket for sickle.

Ic
NAPT - - - quéOnrelv Apt[éwide
JEIA "Op)(B)eia.

52. (2497). In the earth: front of top of gable-topped slab: greyish
marble, ‘16X ‘15 X '04. Letters '013.

AFASH TYX' "Ayafli Tix[n].

53. (2500). S.W. of Temple: blue marble, 26 x ‘09 x08. Letters
‘02 h. Trace of socket.

TPONOMOWCEDAYKOYPTW éari malrpovouw Zéw Avkovpyw
ETTIMEACY MENWTAPTIATPON  émpelovuéve Tap watpov-
TMEMTIPATAA {opiap] (I1.) Mep. Hp(ator)[dw] - - -

Lycurgus is no doubt the Eponymus of C./.G. 1244 and S.M.C. 215:
he would belong to the Antonine age. Pratolaus may be the same as
the P. M. Pratolaus, Deximachi f, in C.Z.G. 1261, where he is Eponymus.
For the Deputy-patronomus cf. B.S.4. xii. 371.

[In line 1 we probably have in Séw a genitive of the Grecized Seius.

—A. M. W]

54. (2499). Probably built into Reoman masonry : grey marble, ‘08 x
07 Xx°'03. Letters o1 h. Very bad late lettering.

HN -~ - 270 mabikd Jp pdfav
NMW "Aptléuete [Opbeia
EMITI [avédnkev).

55. (2521). In arena: greyish marble, ‘13X 13%025. Letters ‘o2 h.

- - - - [Boayos
KKIXIAAC ) rercex08(o) pwé-
DNETHT v{w)y éwi (w)[atpo-
"MOMA® v](dpew M. A@)[p(yriw)
'KPATH Hac](e)xparn[p? - -

[Antonine Age—A. M. W]



LACONIA. SPARTA. 185

56. (2562). Roman pavement before Temple: gable-topped slab of
limestone, '40%x28 m.  Back left rough. Letters '0175—02 high, with
florid apices. Socket for sickle.

HPAKAIAASTTA ‘Hpax(\)idas Tla-
KQNIOYAAMO xwviov Aapo-
KPATIKAZENTIPA KkpdTL KdTEV TPaA-
TOTTANTTIAIZETTI Tomwdvmats émwt
MNAZIZETPATOYNI Mvraciotpdrov vi-
KA SAZETO xdoas TO

ALAL 7 (a)ee-

{ON (x)ov - - -

The Eponymus seems to be new,
[For xdoev and mparomdvrais cf. B.S.A. xii. 388, 300. The form
mpatomravrars with v instead of u is unknown elsewhere.—A . M.W.]

57. (2501). In carth near Temple: bluish marble, '375 X '37 X 05.
Broken through ; socket for sickle and trace of carving.

[ Ayabs rixly
[NI(et)xnepipop

Erepdvw, cuvé-

¢nBop op.

[Ap](t)oTorérnp 7& Mnvodd-
[vn]p, émi waTpovopw K.

> TOTEAHPTQMHNO®
PETTITIATPONOMQ KA
NTGNFIKAAPKARY.H
ATOPINMOANKEAOTANAP
TEMITIBQPOEAANESHKEN

CABl(a)oravrw vecdap kacon-

patépi, pdav, kehotav, " Ap-

Téuite Bwpbéa avéonrev.

The name of '"ABdaravros is known at Sparta C./.G. 1306 (where it is
spelt with a double o). This belongs to the end of Trajan’s reign, and if
the present Abascantus is the same, our stone would be Hadrianic.

[The elaborate archaisms, resembling eg. S.M.C. 219, 220, suggest a
date nearer the end than the beginning of the second century. Abascantus
might thus be grandson of the man in C.ZG. 1306.—A. M. W.]
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58. (2510). Near Temple: gable-topped slab of whitish marble,
‘51X 27%x05. Letters 'or3h. Socket for sickle.

TIBKAAYAlOCCWICIKRATHC TiB. Kratdios Swaikpdrns
ToAYeYKRTOY Ylo ¢ BoYAroc ! IloavedxTov viss, Bovayds

MIKIXIZOMENWNTO Ne|

AYCIKPATOYCENIAYTON Mot puceycbouévor Tov émy

AvaikpdTovs évtavTov ves-
Al y e \ N
o e T o

AL patépwy avédnrev 'Op-
Qel Oela.

The rare form @ for E occurs also in S.M.C. 380.

The Eponymus is no doubt the bearer of that office in S.M.C. 718.

[C. Julius Lysicrates : see B.5.4. xii. p. 359. Kaf0yparipiwr: the -tov
ending is without parallel ; the o is probably a mistake for o.—A. M. W.]

59. (2517). In earth inside Pier VII.: whitish marble, 26 x '12 X ‘043.
Letters "oz h.,

MNAT Mvad{iwcpdarnp ?
KAAAIK, Kaxxix(p)[aTeop ?
BOYAT C Bovay(o)lp mt-
KIXI1ZO weytlopévov éml
IOYAIQ 5 TovMw - - -
NEIKAA veikdalp - -

APTEI "Apté(u)[tte Bopbéa.

As there is no trace of the socket remaining and no indication of the
length of most of the lines an exact restoration is impossible. Probably
lines 1-3 adjoining the blade of the sickle were shorter than 4-7. The
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winner may be Mvdowy, or Mraciotpares, or Mvaaixpdrys, all three names
being known at Sparta (S.M.C. 207, etc).

60. (2519). In Arena: red marble, ‘19X 18 x'05. Letters 015 h.
Tenon at bottom and trace of socket.

? . VAN (kao)-

(T0)s "Aryide

KXedvépov

kd(cev), vikd(a)s 1O
5 mawdiyov

xehotav w(ue)|i-

e ter(o)ls

"Aptéuiti’Opbeia.

The name in 1L 1,2 is a safe restoration. In L 4 -a- or perhaps -ac-

must have been left out by mistake.

Lines 2-5 are whole : the following

lines were longer, and from the shape of the stone there would, I think,
have been just room for the word ’Opfeiq at the end. The date may have
stood at the beginning. & for xdoev, though common in other classes of
inscriptions, has not occurred before in the present series.

61. (2566). Arena in front of Temple, in the layer of sand. Its
position so low down is quite exceptional and must be due to some local
disturbance of the stratification. Black-veined white marble, broken all

round. Letters 018 h.

YOPANAPONI
OPMIKIXIA
WNETTITTA
WCEKCTW
IACIKPATHP
ACCHPATC

11 TP

-op "AvSpovi[xov
Boarylop puriyed[So-
uévlov émi walrpo-
véulw Sékatew [Tlowmni-
o 'O)(»)acicpdtnp [vekd-
ap [k}(a)osanpat(o)[pev
"Apté](pire B)[opbeta.

For the unusual form of the genitive 'Ovasikpdrnp cf. Nos. 55 and 57

and B.5.4. xii. p. 365, No. 12.

[In line 1 *Avdpovicov may be safely restored, but we have no clue for

restoring the name of his son.

The Patronomus in lines 4 and 5 is very

likely S. Pompeius Onasicrates, who, though unknown as a holder of that
office, is known from Le Bas-Foucart 168 b as dyopavouss, and from C.1.G.
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1357 as High-priest of the ¢ Sebasti’: in S.M.C. 243 he is honoured with a
statue. These inscriptions agree with the archaisms of the present
inscription in fixing his date, in all probability, in the reign of Marcus
Aurelius.—A. M. W.]

62. (2561). Face downwards on Roman pavement before Temple, E. :
gable-topped slab, complete with tenon below. Size 36X 25X 04.
Letters ‘025 h.

IAOCTPATOCTT Dinéarparos TI-

ACIKAEOCNIKACAC acikhéos vikdoas

TOTIAIAIXONMWAN 70 TaLdiyov pday
OPBEIA ’Opbela.

This stone to judge from its appearance might belong to the first
century B.C, but the victor cannot be identified with certainty.
INSCRIPTIONS FROM VARIOUS SITES.

40} (2537). Round building : bluish marble, '27 X '31 X '09. Letters
‘025 h. Complete above and on r.

\AIKPATOYZTFEPON - - Ka](MMiepdarovs ryépov-

IZ-KAITIPESBYS Tos] - - s xai wpéaPBus

ToNETTIATIAOS - - - Tov émi "Ayidos

ZAZAEKAITAZ éviavtov] - - Eas 8¢ xai Tas
MTAZAZ 5 - - - mdoas.

Agis is Eponymus in C.L.G. 1249, ii. 13, 1266. For the phrase with
émavtév cf. 58. (2510), p. 186. It would seem that a good many letters are
lost in every line. The inscription apparently gives the career of a
magistrate, wdoas agrecing with a word like dpxds. Perhaps mwpéoBus

[ovvapyias] is to be restored in line 2.

41. (2511). Fragment of base of bluish marble, "56X°33X5I.
Letters ‘o5 h. Built into the wall of the ruined Church of S. George, above

the Castania road near Sparta.

1 The numbering is carried on from B.5.4. xii. 476.
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K/ &(\) - -
BOA: Boa(y)[os - -
TAZK/ Tas K - - -
TATOZELI TaTos é(m)[i - - ?
5 “TASEI 5 ...7as &m)fi - -
JIAS evv)(o)ias - -
EN éw)exal.

No doubt the base of an honorary statue; a superlative may have
stood in I. 4. At the end the common formula may be filled in.

42. {(2559). Part of a sepulchral slab, found by the house of
Psychoguios, near the Magoula road.

‘ ¢ IAC Dirof[vix-

AXA a ya[tpe
| €TH ¢ [Bro-
- gal(o)|a - - -

43. Sparta Museum (No. 847), from house of ’lwdrvns Dixiwpys,
‘086s Edayyeriouot. Base of bluish marble, *32X'42x°19.  Letters ‘o4 h.
Stone unbroken above and on left side.

HITOAIZ ‘H mo\es
HAAKEAAIMC 1 Aaxedap(o)-
NIONKAAY AION viwry Khat8iov

)A 4
APISTOBOYAO proToBouoly]
yvuvaoiapyov 5
5 |FYMNASIAPXON rorelnams
¢|/\OTE|MQZ yvpvao()apyn-
FYMNAZ'APXH [cavTa] - -

This is no doubt the Tib. Cl. Aristobulus, Eponymus in S.M.C. 627
and 204, who lived in Hadrian’s time.

The office of Gymnasiarch was of the nature of a public burden!; but
the title of perpetual gymnasiarch was purely honorary.?

b Cf. Boeckh, C.Z.G. i. p. 611. 2 S.A7.C. Iatrod. § 18.
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44. Sparta Museum (No. 863). Found at dpéyye (Epidaurus
Limera). Grave-slab of bluish marble, ‘19 x 20 x ‘06. On the front, a man
wearing a toga ; on the back, a gorgon’s head. Very poor work. Inscription
above. Letters ‘o015 h.

ArABOKAHXA: *Ayabok\i, yaipe.
PE

45. Sbarta Museum (No. 848). Finding-place unknown. Greyish
marble, 33 x 28 x'15. Letters ‘05 h.

AAYPZI M(apros) Adp(jrios) Z(n) - -
ABHN# CA)Yonpv(a) - -

It is uncertain whether this was a dedication, or part of a list of names.

46. Sparta Musecum (No. 858). Round plate of greyish marble:
diam. -28, thickness ‘03 : on the back, a Byzantine carving, representing an
eagle holding a hare ; the plate was cut regardless of the inscription on the
other side. Letters "025 h.

ND --- (kB - --
CACENCAM - - - (ca)s év Sapfocdrors
PATEYOMED at)paTevipe(v)|os

TITOYCTIEPCA é(m)i Tods Mépaals dmd
CKATAPXHC 5 T](s) kaTapyis.t

As the stone is cut away all round, we cannot tell the length of the
lines, so that an exact restoration is hardly possible.

This stone clearly records the death of a Spartan soldier in one of the
wars against the Parthians. As the lettering seems to be late, it is most
natural to think of Caracalla’s expedition about 214 A.D., in which the
Spartans had the honour of serving as free ‘allies” Several other
inscriptions relating to this war have been collected by Wolters? (Azk.
Mite. xxviii, 291). They are :—

Le Bas-Foucart, 183 b. "Avrimatpo[s - - - pvoralywyos amo Oe[pam-
vav - - - | otpatevodulevos kata [lepaav].

1 Mr. A, J. B. Wace has kindly helped in the restoration of this inscription: to him I
owe 1l. 4, 5.

2 Boeckh and others thought of M. Aurelius’ Parthian war; but Wolters has clearly proved
" their reference to Caracalla’s. Cf. S.M.C. 245.
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C.1G. 1253. Newcorxhijs véos, Snuéaos, éatpate(viuévos 8is kata
Iepoé]v.

C.LG. 1495. Acookopa yaipe, émn Biwcas elrkoot kal éE, amenbov 8¢ els
v ebruyxeaTdTy cvvpaxiav v rata Ie(plodv xal émaveplyiuevos év
‘Tepamone éreevTyaen.

P. Wolters, Z ¢ (from Sparta). Mapros Avpriiios "Alefvs Oéwvos
oTpatevaduevos kata llepodv érn Buwoas A ‘

It appears that Caracalla raised two volunteer regiments at Sparta for
his eastern campaign, and called them \oxos Aaxkwwvicés and Adyos
Iliravdatys. The matter has been discussed by Wolters and by Prof.
Bosanquet,! and it seems in every way likely that we have before us another
monument of the same war.

47. Monastery of "Aqiot Tecoapdrovra, near Sparta. Fragment built
into refectory wall. Letters ‘02 h.

ChhaAMAL, mmem -

TQIETTEMOY T ém’ éuod

I'P"Aq)Ol p ypagot - - -

AAKEAAIM Aaxedaip[oviwv épopois kal
TAITIO 5 Tde mo[Ner - -

This inscription, which seems to belong to the Hellenistic age, may be
the letter of some prince to the city of Sparta. After [P (. 3) there seems
to be a later clamp-mark.

In the same monastery Leake copied an inscription 2 which is built
into the wall of the small chapel. Perhaps the above was plastered over
at the time of his visit, and hence not noted.

THE STAMPED BRICKS.

The trial pits in the neighbourhood of the Theatre have yielded a
large number of bricks, all seeming to belong to the same building. This
was the oxnrofikn or store-house, in which the wooden stage and other
properties belonging to the theatre were kept. Although no trace of such
a building was found in the excavation? yet the finding of these bricks,

1 B.S.A. xii. 316 ; cf. Strabo, viii. §. 5; Herodian, iv. 8. 3. There was a certain humour in
Caracalla’s act in founding a Adxes Iiravdrys, when Thucydides, correcting Herodotus, declared
that such had never existed (cf. Thuc. i. 20. 3, Hdt. ix. 53).

2 Travels in the Morea, iii. Plates, No. 72. 3 Cf. B.S. A. xii. 404.
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which were very numerous near the S.W. angle of the theatre, suggests its
whereabouts.

The bricks fall into several classes: the most valuable give the name
of the eponymous magistrate, the building for which the bricks were
meant, and the maker’s name. The Eponymus is Callicrates, who is
already known, and belongs to the first century B.c! The contractors are
Nicasion, Philicus, Cleon, Zeno, Cerdo, Hermogenes, and Prasion (?), who
are not known in any other connection. Some of the bricks bear the stamp

X0 3TAQAAAANIMNS

JAAHOOW AN lAl:t’OHAA |
TYPE 1b TYPE 1d
v\n‘ahﬁqa EJN’f(NHg
"\ AINITNBOOVA A VAL KA
AVAS 92 St
TYPE 5

€M) KAAAIK
5 a0 TiANC NS YL QS
TYPE 4

BRICK STAMPS,

of Athena, and must have come from the works of Athena Alea, which
made tiles also.?

The letters seem to have been stamped after the making of the brick,
and the stamp was probably wooden?® In some cases it seems to have
slipped or even to have been applied twice, the resulting impression being

1 S.A81.C. No. 205. 2 B.S.A. xii. 347.
% The 7émos EbAwos xepauldwy at Delos (B.C.H. 1882, p. 48, 1. 172) seems to have been a
stamp of this sort.
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illegible ;. this shows that the letters were not cut in the mould itself!
What proportion of the total number of bricks used was stamped is uncer-
tain. Although only one Eponymus occurs, and many of the bricks are
undated, the style of lettering allows us to refer them all to the first century
B.c. That various contractors should have delivered bricks for the same
building is by no means unlikely.

Type 1.
(@)

ZO3ITAWAIAAANING
‘33

1t |
(6) 2ZA>HOOMANZ ]':165 Thickness 05,
v oo
NQ3IAA . 93
©
(a) ’Emi Kaiiwkpdreos. () Zkavofikas. (¢) 'Ep(ydras) Khéwv.
(d) Aapooiar, sc. wAivlos.
The letters are stamped in relief on a sunk surface; on side (¢), however,

IAIZOAAL (d)

the stamp is hardly sunk at all: the writing runs from the right. This
peculiarity was most likely owing to the carelessness of the stamp-cutter,
who forgot to allow for the reversal. The complete stamp, though it does
not occur on any one brick, may be reconstructed with certainty from the
examples given below.

Forty-nine fragments seem to belong to the present type, though some
might equally well fall under one or other of the next classes. The
restoration is obvious. '

Same Stamps, but not on same sides of Brick.

2078. (@) ///[axtAna>in3a (¢) ////zA>H80
2082. (@) ////A9MIAAAINS () /l//axuec////

1 As may have been the case at Elatea (Paris, £latée, 116). Paris supposes that single bricks
bore parts of an inscription, which, when the bricks were built into the wall in proper order, would
read continuously (76. 117), but there is no sign of this at Sparta. Other examples of stamped
bricks are given by Paris, #5. 110; Richardson, ap. Waldstein, drgive Heracum, i. 218. 4; cf.
B.S.A. xii. 344ff. Most of them contain the word dnyudeies, and often the contractor and the
Eponymus.

2 T am unable myself to see any trace of the ép. Edduepos (5.5..4. xil. 346) on the fourth side
of this brick, which appears as the reading in the inventory.

0O
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2103. (@) ZoATAISIA//// (¢) ZASHOOMANZ
2112, (¢) XAM////]/ a2 (2) 1IAIZOMAL
Type 2.

The type of S.M.C. 712 recurs in two examples. It is in every way
like Type 1, only on side (¢) either Zsijpwv or *Ep. Zijywv is found. In S.M.C.
712 (a) and (¢) should denote, as here, the long sides of the brick. The
new examples are:—2250. Whole brick '33x°'165x°05. () NQWUH[T]

2243. ////HX 93
The restoration is of course ép(ywévas) Zijvwv=redemptor Zeno.

Type 3.
This type is already known from S.J.C. 535, which is a whole brick.
The normal size of the half bricks seems to have been '35 X 16x'05. The
same stamp is sometimes impressed on more than one side.

II\{v@o¢ bapooiar gravo- Lateres publici sceno-
Orjxas: émi KaXhikpdreos, thecae : patronomo Callicrate,
éoydva Nikaaliwvos. redemptore Nicasione.

Type 4.

No complete bricks were found belonging to this class. The stamp,
however, may be reconstructed with certainty.

émri Kalurpdris: Pidixos: Sapoaiav (sc. mhivBov) aravodikas.

The examples are :—

2106. - ari KaAhik - - ik - | Saposiav oravo - -
2106 A. - - MkpdTis Dikicos | - - av orarofixas.
2107 (a). émi Kaih - - | 8aposiav o - -
(&), - - - inkos | - - Gijxas.
2103 (a). émi KaAhwkpdtis: @ - - | Sapociav oravo - -
(6). - - (P)irexos | - - obi(x)as.
2207. o DN -] - - 0b - -
22109. -t Kaa(kpa) - - | - - (av) ax(a) -
2242. - - paris B - - | - - v oxavoel - -

6002. - - kparis Pihik - | - v oravodijx - -
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Kalhikpdres is either a dialectic or a mistaken form of the genitive of
KaX\wpdrys,! no doubt the same magistrate as in 7ype 1. ®Plhixos is the
contractor’s name.

Type s.
(@)

AAMOZIAI
i "33
(4) skANosHKAZ T
!
v

; EJMOTENHC (@)
|

KAAAIKPATHE
(0

The reconstruction here is uncertain, as the only complete brick (2112)
is much worn: it reads (@) AAMcE, (8) SKAR//, () KAAMKEATHE,
(d) £4M2r€eNH:. The other apparent examples show only one side.
They are: 2266. EAMOTENHC, 2267. EAMore////. 2301. edM////. The
lettering is very much like that of Zype 1. :

Type 6.

The following fragments may perhaps be classed together, the stamp
“having been (@) KAAAIKPATHS, (6) SKANOSHKAC, (¢) AGANAS,
(d) AAMOZIA,

2075. KAAA////. Another side twice stamped, but illegible. 2101
and 2101A. (@) KAA///l. (¢) /[//ANAS. This brick measures at least
‘35 x 32, thickness ‘05, letters ‘o1 h. 2217, Complete: 33X 16X 05.
(@) KA/lll, (© JI//ANAZ, (d) AAMoZ////. 2238. [///AMOZIA. 2263
AOANAZ. 2120. ////.NOBHKAC. 2300. ////AMOSIA.

The following is found only on one brick—stamped on two sides.

211QA. EPIrwNATIP////  Perhaps ’Epydva Ilp[a]aiwyos.
SIQNOZ

1T can find no parallel for this form anywhere.
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2254. Another single example reads

nQAd93ax - 13 "E(pywvas) Képbwr.

2236. The last is uncertain. ////Z3- 1113,

H. J. W. TILLYARD.

ADDITIONAL NOTES AND INSCRIPTIONS FROM THE SANCTUARY OF
ARTEMIS ORTHIA.

Broken slab of white marble: width 4o m. ;
Letters ‘02 m. high ; socket

63 (218042507 +2508).
original height atleast ‘5o m. ; thickness ‘05 m.
2180 consists of g lines, complete on 1, and was found, broken
2507 and 23508 were found close to the

for sickle,
through, in Trench B in 1906.
same spot in 1907, in the earth near the entrance to arena: the latter does
not join either of the other pieces but is obviously part of the same

inscription. 23507 is complete above and on the r.: 2508 is complete
on r. only.
1 APENAN - - "Opel](ne) Spemad(v)[nv
OlA KPATHS: Ta kelloia xpatia(a)[s]
UENHIFAGEQI va]de év fryabéwt
ZNOMHPAAABQN Ofiklev Sunpa AaBov.
SYNSTEGOMAIAAPNHI SvvoTédpouar Sdpvm 5
SOACEIAEITOISIFNAFOIS cohoetbes Tolaw (Boaryols)
TEIZAMENQL, Tetcapevie - - -
MAIZINAPIZET mawaiy dpioT|os éov
SAEKMAN -~ (s &) éx wav[rawv
1A - - - (18ov) - - 10
oz e (ls)
INZYN - - - ()W aur-
EOAON [épnBos? - - - - dlefrov
~msy --- (otga)-- 15

Restoration is difficult, in spite of the fact that we know the number

of letters to be expected in each line.
L. 1

of *Opfeine : the word before it must have been the victor’s name.

1t can hardly be anything but Hl, and that most likely the end
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L. 2. oiA is apparently the end of the word containing the name of
the contest: it can only be the accusative neuter plural (for this use cf.
vikdv 1o mwaiuyov, passim in these inscriptions). We must therefore read
xai\]oia or Ta kelloia,as no form of either uda or kabbnpariopior could end
in -ofu, and further there is room for only four or five letters before the ©.
The use of the plural is unparalleled. Ta xeA]oia seems preferable; we
have only one instance of the word being spelt with any other form but
xel- for the first syllable, namely xa\[flav in S.M.C. 221.

L. 3. Na]d: is almost certain.

L. 4. -evounpa is puzzling : it may (1) be the end of 8ijxev 6unpa : we
certainly need some verb to govern Spemdyny, but the transition from @fjxev
to cuvorépopar in the next line is very harsh. It must, however, be admitted
that the metrical dedications in this series should not be judged by a high
standard. Or (2) the reading may have been 8i«’ évéunpa. In this case
évopnpa, which is not known elsewhere, would be connected with dunpos,
and, like it, mean security : dunpa &iSovas="to give securities, is found
in Lysias, Or. xii § 69 ; Polybius, iii. 52, § 5, but we should have expected
it to mean here something like ¢ prize.’

L. 5. Swrerédw is not known elsewhere, but cvaoTedpavoisfar means
‘to be crowned together with somebody’ (véde L. and S.s..). We thus learn
that the victor and his fellow Boayol were crowned with laurel. Teicapevodr
is perhaps a dative of the agent: he may have been patronomus of the
year, or the man to whom the victor was xdger, or the official in charge of
the games. There is a pasronomus of this name in one of the inscriptions
of this series (8.5.4. xii. p. 364, No. 10), to whom Charixenus is kdoer : his
date, however, is uncertain. Or his name may be in apposition to Boeavyols,
and the word following may have been another proper name in the dative,
with the conjunction omitted. The letter after the name was either £, A,
X, or A: the A’s on this stone have conspicuous apzces, but this has none.

L. 6. Soxoeide, ze. like a adhos, is the natural sense, but a laurel like
a round lump of iron, the usual sense of the word, is, to say the least,
inappropriate.  If & stood for 8, as itoften does in archaistic Laconian
inscriptions [cf. avéanke, Bwpaéa, x.7A. in this series], a foros-like laurel is
not impossible as a synonym for a wreath of laurel, though the inference
would be that the wreath was a dome-like erection.

L. 9. There is room for only four or, at the most, five letters before Z,
perhaps alros (or mpdTos) & éx wavTwy.
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L. 10 seems to give us traces of - - «dov : further restoration is impossible.

L.12. --- xos -- We cannot complete this line, but it is
certainly not the ending of line 8, as there is no trace of a join; so we must
take [d]efrov as the end of the fourth hexameter line of the poem, which
thus consisted of four (or more?) couplets: the middle of this line may
have been &v ouvvépnBos.. Further restoration seems hopeless unless
other fragments are found later.

64 (2563). Two fragments of greyish marble, one with part of gable-
top and complete on left, the other with remains of socket for sickle.
Letters ‘02 m. high with large apices : found together in arena below base 1V.
These evidently belong to the same inscription but have no joining surface.

(1) APIZTOKP ’Aptaror(p){drys ? "Apt- Aristocrates
STNA a1(08)[duov] CA)(cé)[Tw: Aristodami, Anseti
[kdoev émi] maTplo- comes, patronomo
[véuov Mevalrkid[a - Menalcida - - -
(2) \WNeo
TATP
AKIZ

[

These restorations are speculative but consistent. - "ApioTorpdTys
and "ApioTédauos occur in inscriptions of the first century B.C.

In 1 2"Avgeros is a reasonable conjecture, as he is a patronomus in
S.M.C. 201, which seems to belong to the same period ; xdoev-ship is
alluded to as a rule immediately after the victor's name.

L. 4. AKIA must be part of some such name as Mevaik(8as, and a
patronomus of that name occurs in C.ZG. 1262, of which Boeckh says
‘titulus est e vetustioribus.’ This inscription would thus seem to be one
of the earliest of the series.

65 (2153). Blue marble, ‘18 m. x'09 m. x ‘02 m.; broken on all sides.
Letters ‘015 m. high. Found in earth north of Pier VI.

€EKCTO [Z]éxarols TToumrios Sextus Pompeius
HNOG [M1nved[drns Boay- Menophanes, dux
PMIK [o]p perleyiEopé- puerorum decennium

WNET [¥)(w)v é(m)[i - - patronomo - -
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The names are probable restorations in the light of C./.G. 1369, where
S. Pompeius Menophanes, son of S. Pompeius Theoxenus, is mentioned :
this man may be the victor here, or, if we restore [0 deiva MIyvod|drovs],
a son of Mnvopdrns, possibly Pompeius Aristoteles Menophanis f. (No.
57, above). In any case this inscription would belong to the latter part
of the second century A.D.

NOTES ON INSCRIPTIONS ALREADY PUBLISHED.

The following notes and corrections, made after further examination
of the stones themselves in the Museum, should be added to the
inscriptions from the Sanctuary of Orthia published last year (B.5.4: xii.
pp- 358 5¢¢.)

No. 5,1. 9. For dperas read 8pémavor, which is of course the object
of é0¢o.

No. 6, 1. 2. For TOYCTOYIOY read TOYCTOYPOY - - 7Ze. 70D
‘Pod[pov]: we may now restore [Kariwpd]rovs Tob “Pov[pov] from C.1G.
1240, and so have about twenty-one letters in each line, which would leave
room for about eight letters for the victor's name after ‘Podpov: there is
thus no need to suppose any contraction. Kelotav would fill up line 3
better than udap, but the change is unnecessary. Callicrates seems to
belong to the second century A.D., probably to the reign of Antoninus
Pius.

No. 12, 1l. 1 and 2. The construction seems rather to be this—o detva,
PovrBiw Adrwvos T& ‘ApioTotéAnp cuvédnBos, kTN ie. ‘ synephebus of
Fulvius Laco the son of Aristoteles’: curédnBos secems to take the genitive
case, as in No. 57 above, where Nicephorus is syneplebus of Aristoteles
son of Menophanes. There seems no rule as to whether gurégmBos
precedes or follows the name to which it refers.

No. 15, 1. 1. Onasicleidas son of Philostratus seems to occur in C./.G.
1246. Fourmont’s copy gives ®IAOSTATOY<, and Boeckh altered it to
DorokpdTous, which occurs lower down in the same inscription. The real
reading may very well be GIAOSTPATOYL, 7e. Onasicleidas son of
Philostratus, himself son of Philostratus. If so, the victor may be the man
in question, who was Ephor in about the time of Hadrian; for he has as
fellow-ephor Damonicus, whose father Damocles is Nomophylax under
C. J. Philocleidas in C.Z.G. 1237: this patronomate is dated by Boeckh
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earlier than Nerva’s reign; by Le Bas-Foucart (173 a) several years later,
(vide also B.S.A. xii. p. 456). If Damocles held office about 100, his son
may reasonably be supposed to have been Ephor a generation later. Thus
Onasicleidas was probably Ephor in the reign of Hadrian, and victor at the
Sanctuary of Orthia somewhere about the year 100. We have his whole
cursus honorum in C.1.G. 1258, which is unfortunately too mutilated to shed
any light on the subject of dating.

Nos. 29, 30. These fragments join in spite of the fact that the letters
in No. 30 are appreciably larger than those in 29, which fits on above it:
there is, however, nothing to add to the proposed restoration.

PROSOPOGRAPHICAL EVIDENCE FOR THE DATING OF THE
ORTHIA INSCRIPTIONS.

With regard to the dating of these inscriptions we cannot arrive at
any great degree of accuracy. No. 64, from the evidence of the names it
contains, and No. 62, from the quality of the lettering, seem to belong to
the first century B.C. The others, so far as they are capable of being dated,
seem to belong to the second century A.D., and in no case to be earlier than
the reign of Antoninus Pius. This year’s excavations have confirmed the
conclusions formed last year with regard to these inscriptions, namely
that a deliberate selection was exercised in taking these stones for
building purposes : none of those which were found in 1906 built into the
masonry seemed to date from a later period than the end of the reign of
Antoninus Pius: the three stones which were found built into the
pavement (Nos. 2482,' 2561, 2562) apparently agree with this conclusion,
though their dating is uncertain.

It is noteworthy that no stone has been found built into the masonry
or the pavement in which either the names M. Aurelius or any of the
more conspicuous archaisms occur (such as appear, e.g., in Nos. 21, 32, 57).

We can hardly hope to arrive at any exact dating for these inscrip-
tions on internal evidence alone; but where the names of victor or
Eponymus are also found in lists of magistrates, or in records of a

! There hardly seems sufficient evidence for dating 2482 to the age of Aurelius, as was
Mr. Tillyard’s view (B.5. 4. xii. p. 377), for Menecles, the patronomus who was kdaev to the victor,
is probably the man of that name who belongs to the year 97 or 98 A.D., and Eudamus may well

have been contemporary : further, in spite of the bad lettering, it is not certain that Sosinicus must
be M. Aurelius Sosinicus, nor that Primus must be a late second century name.
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magistrate’s cursus honorune, in many cases we may arrive at a very fair
degree of accuracy. To assist towards a solution of some of these
difficulties, I have tried to establish as far as possible a definitely
dated list of the pazronom: during the Hadrianic era, drawn almost
entirely from the Laconian inscriptions in vol. i. of Boeckh’s C.ZG.
The most valuable of these inscriptions for this purpose is C..G. 1241
(S.M.C. 204); the first part of this inscription deals with the career of
Agathocles son of Stephanus, and is a good example of the cursus
fonovumn' of a distinguished Spartan citizen. There is no means of
ascertaining the time that elapsed between his tenure of cach office, but we
have in any case the safe supposition to go upon that they are recorded in
the order in which he held them. There is no need to discuss these offices,
which are fully dealt with by Mr. Tod (loc. cit.), but the order of the
patronom: under whom he held them is as follows: Pasicrates, Seidectas,
Julius Charixenus, Seitimus, Aristobulus, Aphthonetus, Atticus, Aristoni-
cidas, Alcastus. It was during the years of his (wrrapyla and ayopavoula,
ze. in the years of Seidectas and Seitimus respectively, that Hadrian paid
his two visits to Sparta.  Diirr2 shows that in all probability these took
place in 126 and 129 A.D.: we have thus these two patronom: dated for
certain, and Julius Charixenus to one of the intervening years 127 or 128.
On the lower half of the same face of this stone we have a list of
magistrates, which does not assist towards a solution of the present
problem. But on the lower part of the right-hand side we have the career
of a man whose name is lost ; his first office was held under a parronomus
unfortunately unidentifiable, as only - - - os is left on the stone; then
follow these names of patronom: under whom he held his subsequent
offices :—Lysippus Philocharini f, Memmius Pius, Caius Julius Eurycles,
Seipompus, Seitimus, Tib. Cl. Aristobulus. Seitimus is presumably the
man mentioned in the first part of the inscription, so we may be certain
_that the other five patronomi were earlier than 129, and indeed earlier than
126, unless we adopt Seipompus as patronomus for the year between 126
and 129 not allotted to Charixenus, as I am inclined to do. We have then
the following facts established already, namely that Pasicrates, Lysippus
Philocharini ., Memmius Pius, and Eurycles were earlier than 126, the year
of Seidectas, that Charixenus and another man, possibly Seipompus,

1 Vide Tod in S.M7.C. Introd. § 22.
2 Die Reisen des Kaisers Hadrian, pp. 59, 70, 71.  But wzde postscript to this article.
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occupied the years 127 and 128, and that Aristobulus, Aphthonetus, Atticus,
Aristonicidas, and Alcastus were later than 129, the year of Seitimus.

The most interesting of these names is Atticus, for whose date we
have other indirect evidence of considerable value : he is the father of the
celebrated Herodes Atticus, and not, as Boeckh suggests (C./2.G. 1. p. 607),
his son. The latter appears to have been patronomus at Sparta towards
the end of the second century A.D. in the mutilated inscription C.7.G. 1256,
but was not born till after the date of our present inscription. We can
further establish a ferminus ante quem for the date of Atticus’ tenure of the
patronomate, for in ZG. iii. 478 we find his son Herodes inscribed as
hereditary priest, in a dedication to Hadrian: this means that Atticus had
died and Herodes had succeeded to the priesthood while Hadrian was
still alive. Atticus therefore died before the date of the death of Hadrian
in the summer of 138, z.e. early in 138 at the latest, and cannot therefore
have been patrononius later than 137. But we know from the inscription
under discussion that Aristobulus and Aphthonztus were patronom:i between
129 and the year of Atticus’ tenure of that office : therefore we can state
confidently on the present evidence alone that Atticus’ patronomate was not
before 132, and not later than 137. Other epigraphical evidence for his
tenure of this office will be mentioned below.

The other patronom: of these few years are also well known in other
inscriptions : Aristobulus is known as a patronomus, besides the mention
in the present instance, in C./.G. 1243, where he occurs in a mutilated list,
after Lysippus and before Aphthonetus: he may also occur in C./.G. 1265
(also damaged), and is mentioned in S.M.C. 627. In C/G. 1358 he is
mentioned - as ¢ehoTeiuws yuuvaciapyfoavra Kai T4 GANG TOMTEVOUEVOY
rkai@s, but we have no indication of the date either of his tenure of this
post or of the erection of this honorary inscription.

Aphthonetus is likewise known in several inscriptions : he is patronomus
in S.M.C. 211 and C./.G. 1243, besides the present inscription, and occurs.
in a long list of persons whose functions are unknown, in S.47.C. 208. He
must be distinguished from M. Valerius Ulpianus Aphthonetus, whose
victory at the sanctuary of Orthia when a boy, is recorded in S.M.C. 410.

The next name after Atticus is Aristonicidas, but there is no reason
to suppose that he followed necessarily in the next year : his name is also

! For his career vide Klebs, Prosopographia Imperic Romani, s.v. Ti. Cl. Appius Atilins
Bradua Regillus Atticus.
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possibly found in C./.G. 1258, where, if we accept Boeckh’s restoration, it
occurs as patronomus in the cursus fwonorum of someone unknown, between

Lysippus son of Mnason and Damo - - son of Philocrates. The former is
known to us in C.Z.G. 1242, where the list of patronomi afforded us by the
career of Sosicrates son of Epaphroditus is as follows: Lysippus son of
Philocharinus, Pius, Hermogenes, Lysippus son of Mnason, Nicephorus.
The first two of these patronomsi, it will be remembered, are found in our
present inscription (S.M.C. 204), and were shewn above to be earlier than
126. Further we know from C./Z.G. 1258, above, that Lysippus son of
Mnason is earlier than Aristonicidas, and from C./.G. 1242, that he was
himself preceded by Hermogenes. In connection with theseinscriptions C.1.G.
1243 becomes important, for there we have Aristobulus appearing between
Lysippus and Aphthonetus. Aristobulus, we saw above, cannot be later
than 135, as Aphthonetus held office between his year and that of Atticus;
so Lysippus cannot be later than 134. Hermogenes who precedes him
cannot be later than 133; but we have also a Zerminus post guem for his
year in the date of Seitimus, who held office in 129. We have no names to
insert between these last two mentioned, but now that we have fixed the date
of Hermogenes to one of the years 130-133, the other patronom: of the end
of Hadrian’s reign can be settled more accurately. The ferminus post quem
is the more satisfactory method of reckoning these dates, and we may now
proceed to put them in order. Hermogenes’ year is not before 130, that of
Lysippus Mnasonis f. not before 131, that of Aristobulus, who in C.ZG.
1243 is between Lysippus and Aphthonetus, not before 132, that of
Aphthonetus not before 133, and that of Atticus not before 134. We
know that Aristonicidas and Alcastus held office later than Atticus, so
their earliest possible dates will be 135 and 136.

Alcastus is known to us from several inscriptions, and he belongs to a
distinguished Spartan family,! several members of which held high offices.
An inscription found two years ago at Sparta (8.5.4. xii. p. 463, No. 17
(2128)) tells us that he went on an embassy to Lucius Caesar in Pannonia:
this no doubt is Hadrian’s adopted son, who died in 138 and was only
adopted late in 136. As the embassy presumably went to congratulate
him on his adoption, Alcastus must have been away from Sparta during

1 Vide Le Bas-Foucart, 174 ; B.5.4. xii. p. 463, No. 17. The Alcastus in B.S5.4. xii. p. 372,
No. 32, is grandson of the Alcastus of our present inscription; as such he appears also in
C.1.G. 1351,
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the end of the year 136 and part of 137. In the latter year he can hardly
have been patronomus, but whether he went to Pannonia as representative
magistrate for 136, or was elected after his return, must remain uncertain.

Other patronomi who belong to this period and call for brief mention
are Damo - - son of Philocrates, who held that office some time after
Aristonicidas (C.1.G. 1258). He may be the man whom we find below as
going through the cursus onorum which is recorded on the upper part of
the side of our present inscription, where I have conjecturally restored his
name as Damocles, son of Damocles also called Philocrates.

Nicephorus, whom we find in C..G. 1242 as patronomus later than
Lysippus son of Mnason may be the Nundopos ApioroBovrov who is
vouodpvraf under Cassius Aristoteles in the lower half of the first part of
our present inscription. As Aristoteles cannot fall within the Hadrianic
era I have not discussed his date, but if this Nicephorus is the same man,
his patronomate would fall considerably later, in fact hardly before 150:
but as Nicephorus is not a very rare name about this time, we necd not
necessarily identify him with the son of Aristobulus.

With regard to the patronom: of the earlier part of the Hadrianic era
our chief information is to be found in the upper half of the inscription on
the side of the stone we have been discussing. We have there the cursus

honorum of - - - okdijs (- - oxhéovs) Tob [Pi]hoxpdTovs; the stone is
damaged, and [®:] is a conjecture of Boeckh’s: but it is not impossible
that there was room on the stone for xai before ®: - -, in which case a

tempting reading will be [Aau]oxriis ([Aau]oxréovs) Tob [xat Pe|hoxpdaTous,
a name which occurs in C.Z.G. 1246 and 1366: this restoration if correct
will, T think, justify us in restoring Aauo[,Afis] PhoxpdTovs in C.1.G. 1258,
which I mentioned above. The patronomi mentioned are (adopting
Boeckh’s restoration of the names) Aristocrates, Pratolaus (or Pratonicus),
Dionysius, Caesar (7.¢. Hadrian), Lysippus.

Aristocrates is a common name among Spartan magistrates about this
time ; but we cannot positively identify him.

Pratolaus, if he is rightly restored, would be probably P. Memmius
Pratolaus, who is known in S.3.C. 254, and possibly the patronomus of
that name in C./.G. 1261 : according to the genealogical table drawn up by
J. M. Paton (7ransactions of the American Philological Association, 1895,
p. 39), his younger brother was P. Memmius Seidectas, whom we may
assume to be the patronomus of the year 126.
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Pratonicus might be the man whose son appears in S.M.C. 372, as
one of his colleagues there is [Lysip]pus Philocharini f.; Pratonicus, if
patronomus here, would be an old man, as his son was already holding
an important office, the ouvapyia, several years before the patronomate of
Lysippus Philocharini f.,, which, as I hope to show, we can date to about
120-123. But I am inclined to restore Pratolaus, as he comes of a family
which is well known in Spartan lists of magistrates.

Dionysius is not identifiable. Kato- in the text is no doubt Kaicap,
Ze. Hadrian : for his tenure of the patronomate at Sparta, cf. S.M.C. 374;
L.e Bas-Foucart 286b. In the former a pafronomus named Lampis is
mentioned as preceding him, and in the latter we have J. Charixenus and
P. Memmius Damares also mentioned as patrononi; but as this inscription
does not record a cursus konorim, we cannot be certain whether these two
men held office before or after Hadrian. A ferminus post gquem for
Hadrian’s patronomate is presumably 117, the year of his accession:
further accuracy in determining his date is difficult. If we accept the order
of names in Le Bas-Foucart 286b as certain evidence, Hadrian was later
than Charixenus, and therefore later than 127, for we saw reasons above
for placing Charixenus in that year (or possibly 128). But there are
indications on the other hand that this date is too late: we saw above that
he precedes Lysippus in our present inscription ; but there are two men of
that name who were patronomi about this time, the sons of Philocharinus
and Mnason respectively; further we know from C./.G. 1242 that the
former held office several years before the latter. I am inclined to think
that the former is the one who is mentioned as coming later than Hadrian,
and thus his year will fall at least four years earlier than 129, on the
evidence of the lower half of the inscription on the side of our present
stone, where four names separate him from Seitimus, whose date
is 129.

If, as I suggested above, Seipompus be put in to fill the year either
127 or 128, the latest year possible for Eurycles will be 125, for Memmius
Pius 124, for Lysippus Philocharini f. 123, and thus for Hadrian 122.
How many yecars carlier than these dates these pasronomi held office is
uncertain ; but the suggested date for Hadrian is more reasonable than if
we dated him just before the other Lysippus, ze. about 130. It is not
likely that Sparta would wait until nearly the end of his reign to make
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him patronomus: he was Archon at Athens indeed in 112 (Z.G. iii. 550),!
and it is possible, but not at all likely, that he held his Spartan
patronomate before his accession in 117. It seems more natural to
suppose that he was elected to it soon after that date and that it did
not involve necessarily that he should be present at Sparta at all during
his year of office.?

From the cursus fonorum of Agathocles we have only one patronomus,
Pasicrates, earlier than 126, the year of Seidectas : his year is hardly likely
to be earlier than 120, as there is not much likelihood of such a prominent
citizen as Agathocles, destined for so many posts of importance, having to
wait six years or more between his tenure of two offices. We may, I
think, date his year to about 122 at the earliest,in which case he might
have held office between Hadrian and Lysippus Philocharini f. This would
put back Hadrian’s latest possible year to 121, that of Dionysius to
120, that of Pratolaus(?) to 119, that of Aristocrates to 118: here we
may insert Lampis, who, as we know from S.M.C. 374, was carlier
than Hadrian. The only other name to account for is that of P. Memmius
Damares in Le Bas-Foucart 286 b, who is also Ephor under C. J. Eudamus
in the first list of magistrates recorded on our inscription, below that part
which records the career of Agathocles. He may well have been Ephor
after he was patronomus, but we have no clue to the date of his tenure
of either office, except the inscription alluded to above, where he is
mentioned together with Hadrian as pa#ronomus : he may then have held
this office shortly before, or after, the year 120, which is roughly the
year [ would assign to Hadrian. The year. of Eudamus we have no
means of settling, and it may fall later than the Hadrianic period.

It will be convenient to sum up in tabular form the conclusions
arrived at with regard to the dating of these patronom:.

A. Those whose order of succession is more or less certain :—

Aristocrates—not laterthan. . . . . 118 A.D.
Pratolaus y w o+ .« . . . 110

! An inscription from Delos enables Diirrbach to prove that this fell in the year r11/2 of the
Attic calendar (£.C A. 1904, p. 180).

% Weber (Untersuchungen zur Gesch. d. Kais. Hadrianus, p. 188, note 671) thinks that
Hadrian’s tenure of the patronomate must be dated to a year when he was present at Sparta, but
there is no reason why he should not have held such a magistracy in his absence.
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Dionysius—not later than . . . . . 120 A.D.
Hadrian S ¢~ 8
Lysippus Philocharini f.—not later than . 122,
Pasicrates—not before 120, but before . 126.
Memmius Pius—not later than. . . . 124

C. Julius Eurycles—not later than . . 125.
Seidectas . . . . . . . . . . . 126

Julius Charixenus . . . . . . . . 127o0r 128
Seipompus—probably . . . . . . . 127 or 128
Seitimius. . . . . . . . . . . . 129
Hermogenes—not before. . . . . . 130
Lysippus Mnasonis f.—not before. . . 131.

Ti. Cl. Aristobulus oo - .. I32.

M. Ulpius Aphthonetus .. ... . 133

Ti. Cl. Atticus " w - . . 134,and not after 13;.
Aristonicidas . w . . . 13,

C. Pomponius Alcastus ,, w - . . 136

B. Those also belonging to this period, whose dates we cannot fix :—
Lampis

s ) }-earlier than 121 A.D.
P. Memmius Damares |

C. Julius Eudamus

“w

D) e b
Dam‘oclcs }‘hl]OCI‘atlb f. after 136 A.D.
Cassius Aristoteles

Nicephorus

We have only two inscriptions from the sanctuary of Orthia which we
may with any confidence date to the years of any of these patronomi,
namely S.M.C. 783, which belongs to the year of Atticus, and B.S.4. xii.
p. 365, No. 12, which belongs to that of Aphthonetus. But it is strange to
find a considerable difference in style between them ; the former is guite
free from archaisms, which abound in the latter : this cannot, however, out-
weigh the evidence set forth above for their agreement in date, and we must
conclude that the archaistic style for these dedications was as yet rare
at the end of the Hadrianic era, though a generation later it seems to have
been the rule rather than the exception.

A. M. WOODWARD.
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Since these notes were written Dr. von Premerstein has kindly called
my attention to a note of Wolters (Az4. Mitt. 1903, pp. 294, 295) which
points out that Hadrian’s first visit to Sparta is to be dated almost certainly
to 125, and his second to 128. This view is followed by Weber ( Unter-
suchungen zur Geschichte des Kaisers Hadrianus, p. 188, note 671), and
though it does not affect the validity of the conclusions stated above, it
necessitates that all my dates of pasronom: in the above table and else-
where throughout the article should be put back one year earlier. Thus
the dates of Seidectas and Seitimus will be now 125 and 128 respectively,

and so forth.
A. M. W.

INSCRIPTIONS COPIED BY FOURMONT.

As in the first season, several inscriptions copied by Fourmont in, or
near the Late Roman walls have once more been brought to light.

2543. C1.G. 1344. ‘ Spartae prope turrim orientalem.” From trench
along south side of the wall. Reading: I. 2 = almost worn away. L. 3 0
likewise. L.4 K likewise ; this line ends TTAPATOIZ (not MATHE) = mapa
tois [eg. ‘Popalos]. L. 5 now reads ~“TEKAISTIOYAHS = . Te «ai
omovdis. L. 6 the letters SAEZ are worn. L. 7 = no longer seen.
L. 8 the first Y has vanished.

2545. C.I.G. 1433. ‘ luxta portam orientalem.” Found 76. undamaged.

2546, C/1.G. 1347. ‘Spartae prope turrim orientalem.” Found zé.

Boeckh’s corrected reading is substantially right. In L 2 read ON not @;
in 1. 6, 7 ENEKEN should be read: in Il. 13, 14 the reading is certainly

THCNITIOYAIOY.

2553, C.1.G.1304. ‘1) Dovbévy, iuxta fontem. Found in trench
west of South Gate, Surface much damaged, but traces of all the letters
are preserved, except in the first word of 1 3.
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ATIOAIS
TIAYPHAIONBHPONK AISAPA
NMoO KONONTPESBYS
AFAQOKAHZDIAITIITOY

5 ANTQNIOZQdEAIQN
ZEYZINTTOSTYNAAPOYE
bIAOKPATHEKAEANAPOYIPA
MNASQNAYSITITIOY

Cf. Le Bas-Foucart on the problems connected with the man to whom
this inscription refers (note on inscr. 173b). Foucart, after fresh exami-
nation of Fourmont’s copy in his MSS., reads [M. Aiiwr Adpir]folv
[O8pov Kaloapa, and attributes it to Marcus Aurelius, after his adoption,
but before he became Emperor. But the stone, on which the name,
though damaged, is almost certain, does not justify this alteration, and,
as it stands, the man mentioned is not known: it is possible, but hardly
likely, that a mistake was made by the graver.

2555 A. C.[.G. 1249. ‘Inter theatrum et turrim meridionalem.’
Found in trench west of South Gate. Col. L. 1. 4, 5

DIAONEIKI
AZ w1
L. 13 FTPMMATEYS (A omitted by the stone-cutter). L.15 APISTQN.
Below this there are two vacant lines, then the following, omitted by

Fourmont :
AHMoZ|0X

dIAoAELTT

. ToC
ie. Snudaios | Pihodéam|[o]Tos. The same man recurs in C./.G. 1239,ii. 1. 9
and 1276, 1. 5 (énfra).

Col. II. L. 2 KPATOYLToY3ToY L. 4 TIBKA ~7X. L. 5 an iota
appcars at end of line. L. 7 MJAYMWKACENRKIoY L. 9 TIMoTE-
AHCCRIKET L. 10 NoMopWNMAECR L. 13 MAKIWNOC x7A. L. 14
end KLEN L. 15 end FENNAloC L. 20 ADGOPOI #.T.A.

Col. ITL L. 1 worii2ll£y: L.2 for Ik read p. L. 4 for [f read R
L. g for ¢ read g L. 11 for R read [x L. 13 at end for I read 1

P
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L. 15 for EYAAMIAA read EYAAMIA L. 17 for ¢ read c{) L. 18
EMTIXAPAKoSR L. 19 ETIAPISTOEAOYSEF L. 27 fNoMoo

LL 28,29 NIKHoOPOoZAPI L. 31 NoMopYAA=
SToBOYAOYET!
Col. ' IV. L. 1 end AAK L. 2 end AAMoO 1. 3 KPAToYS

L. 6 AAMoKPIToX L. 10 AAMOKPATIAZ L. 16 MAEIZTo=ZE
L. 17 Nos////ap  In lines 15 and 17 there are small holes cut in the
stone, perhaps for clamps.

2555. C.LG. 1239. Spartae prope turrim magnam ad orientalem
plagam sitam.” Found 76. (The tower here mentioned flanked the South
Gate.)

This inscription now appears to have been continuous with that last
given, the style of writing and the use of contractions being the same in
both.

Col. I1. of this inscription goes below Col. IV. of C./.G. 1249. The
following corrections are needed in Fourmont’s reading :

Col. I L 2 NoMo¢ L. 3 for Mread m (= Hovr)uoc Méupos), for ¢
read cp L. 4 TARXPYSoroNs L. 5 for q) read d) L. 6 for TaN
read ToP|/ L. g for KAl read KAE After 1. 11 Fourmont has omitted
{line 11%) q)l/\oKAElAA L. 14 add = at end of line. L. 15 for [» read [»
L. 17 KirdYAAZ L. 18 ATQNoOER L. 20 EYPYKAEIQN L. 21
bIA0ZENIA

Col. II. 1. 9 AHMoSloS

Col III. 1. 3 YhECbl-BoZ,f.. L. 5 end (= yepovaias) L. 12 for ZTEAP
read ZENP L. 15 for E read &

Boeckh’s interpretation can be corrected in line 5, the sense being
really as follows: @cols. Edruyos, [o]uvépnBos [Adpovs To[#] BpovTov, ye-
povaias émi Kao. *Apiatoréhovs, k.7\. The letter after svrédnBos seems to
have been A or A or A, Auwpys occurs in S.M.C. 393, and is a safe
restoration here. He is not known elsewhere as Patronomus.

2556. C.1.G. 1276.) Both ‘ 21§ Touvdéwy, iuxta fontem’: both found
2556 A. C.1.G. 1257.} #6. The stones join.
In 1276, 1. 7 the reading given is certain: the chisel seems to have
slipped in 1. 8. In 1257, 1. 4 besides the ornaments at each end there were
probably letters before ¥ now lost.
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== [ve-

\Mvmiu 6‘121727 (apupato)-
PYAAZCAMA pUNaE "Apd-
PANTOZAH pavros An-
MEA wéa.

5 d)IAOAEZI'lOTOZ 5 DirodéamoTos

0IKONOMOS olxovdpos.
AT AOOKAHSAPIOS *Ayaforhis "Api(aT)o<a>-
KAESsETIMPATO \éovs émi Tpate-
NIKOKAIEPEYE viKov Kai (epevs
10 | OYPANIQONES 10 Odpaviwy, Epop(os)

ETTIAMONIKIA éni Aapovikida,
TBOETITTOAYEY y(pappaTeds) Bo(vhijs) éml [lorve(d)-
YTCYAI"OPANO C.1.G. (xkTov), (ay)opave-
MOZETT_I(\;?Z.QZI 7 pos én(i) TovA(fov) Swoi-
MKPATOYZ < 15 KkpaTovs,
>TLLE N ---0--

5] EMITTAZI éri llaao:-
KPATOYZEN kpdTovs v(ewTépov ?).
NOMOGYAA S vopopvAal
SQIIKPATHS 20 Swoikpdtys
GIAOYMENOY D novuévov

10 | OKAIZQSPA 0 xai SwoTpa-

ToX TOS.

C.1G. 1245. ‘215 Tovdévy prope fontem.” Now built into house of
Spiros Ermilios at Parori near Sparta (south of Mistra). Greyish marble,
now covered with whitewash, 41 x 24 x'18. Letters ‘03 h. Lines 11-end
are lost ; the rest is much mutilated and reads:

“BOYA
EoP
TQAAIQN
XAPHE a,
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5 YiAGOKAH
TTOAYZEI
MOYATTIOS

K AINO
RIOYAIOS
10 AAMONF////

C.I.G. 1444. In church of “Avyioc ®Oeddwpor, Trypi (‘Tpemrij’:
Fourmont). This stone is now broken into four pieces, and the top right-
hand corner is missing. But in spite of this and of the surface of the
stone being damaged in several places we can correct several letters of
Fourmont's copy, though the middle letters of each line are irrecoverable.

L. 4. There is no trace of | before the first A,

L. 6. The second letter is p, it is separated from the @ by a flaw in
the stone.

L. 10. The reading is KAIASKAHTTIOY. The last letter is plainly E,

LL 11, 12, The stone is badly damaged, but there seems to be a
vertical stroke after TTA at the end of the line; of line 12 we have only
i1...1A¢ .... and traces of the Al of TTAEIAIZ.

L. 13. The reading is TOYATQNO. We can safely restore Totr
ayavo[s] | Tov oeu(v)[o? T]drwr Aoak[ov]|pelwy instead of 7o [8] dywro-
[0é7.v] of Boeckh, for which there is not room.

L. 16. The last letter is certainly 0 not 0.

L.17. S[Q¢PJONESTATHS is the right reading.

H.]J. W. TILLYARD.
A. M. WOODWARD.

THREE NEW SQAIPEIS-INSCRIPTIONS.

IN a previous volume of the British Schoo! Annual' 1 published the
epigraphical texts recording the victories of the Spartan o¢apeis. Three
fresh inscriptions belonging to the same series have since been discovered,
and I am enabled to publish these, thanks to the courtesy of the Director of
the School and Mr. Tillyard. To Mr. Wace I am indebted for much kind

1 X. pp. 63-77.



LACONIA. SPARTA. 213

help: the description of the Dioscuri relief on No. 1 (below) comes from his
pen, and to him I also owe a copy of No. 3, of which I have not myself
seen the original. Of the other two stones I took copies and squeezes
while visiting Sparta in the spring of 190;.

1. On a gable-topped stele of coarse, dark local marble, formerly
built into the house of I'ewpyios Kodtons, now the prefecture: brought
into the Sparta Museum on March 23 (April 5), 1906: Inventory No. 844.
Broken at bottom, but otherwise complete except for the top and right
hand corners of the gable. Height "74 m.; breadth 46 m.; thickness 12 m.
In the field of the gable is a round object, in all probability a ball (cf. 5.5.4.
X. p. 70, Nos. 9, 10). The upper part of the stele bears a relief (see below).
The letters are large and somewhat clumsily engraved, with very slight
apices. Copy and squeeze.

EMMTATPONOMOY Bt maTpovopov
MNAZQNOXZSPAIPEI Mydawvos, adapeis]
TMTANATONOINEIKA Iliravardv of veikd-
SANTESTAZQBAS cavres Tas ofds,
5 QNTIPEZEBYZ 5 v mpéaBus
AAEZAZXPYZEPQTOZX Anetas Xpvoépwtos
DAAMIAASEPrITITT - - odauidas Topyi[mmov]

The surface of the stone is much worn and some of the letters are very
indistinct, but the reading may be regarded as certain except in the case of
the last line, half of which is broken away. Two or three letters are lost
before -08auidas, but in the latter case one must have been an ¢: [®\]-
odauidas or [Tiu]odauidas, for instance, would suit these requirements.
The last name may be Topy[mwiba].

Mudcwy occurs as eponymous Patronomus in C.LG. 1241 (=S.M.C.
204) col. 1,1. 25t and 1291. This is the first certain mention of the obe of
the Pitanatae, though the word may be restored with some probability in
B.S.A. x. p. 64, No. 2, and we have two inscriptions of a certain I'diog
ABiSios Ayabdayyeros iravatns (C.L.G. 1425, 1426).

The formula of this inscription, omitting to mention the B{évos and
SiaBétns, is simpler than that of any other text of the series with the
exception of Collitz-Bechtel 4478 (=5.5.4. x. p. 70, No. 10).

1 A second copy of this list is inscribed on a stone at Parori, 474. Afi¢t. ii. 435, No. 6.
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On the relicf Mr. Wace sends me the following note :

‘ Above the inscription is a representation of the Dioscuri in low and
rather flat relief (sce 7zf). They stand facing one another in exactly
symimetrical attitudes, wearing wilo: and carrying long lances. Their only
garment is a chlamys, which hangs looscly over the elbows and passes
behind the back, leaving the body quite nude. Their hair is long and
curly. A tall amphora with a conical lid stands on a square base between

Zd)AIPE I 2 RELIEF.

them, while above it, and apparently resting on its handles, are the éoxava.
These consist of two vertical joined by two horizontal beams in the middle
and at the top. The uppermost horizontal beam, which projects beyond
the vertical ones, is decorated with an egg between two snakes. In the gable
above the relief is a round object, obviously the ball of the oddacpels,
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which was to be seen on the relief described by Ross?! and also appears
at the top of No. 2 (see below).

This representation of the Dioscuri can be grouped with other reliefs
of them discussed in the introduction to the sculpture in the Sparta
Museum Catalogue, pp. 113 ff. The fact that the Dioscuri wear miloc
shows that the relief cannot be earlier than the late fifth century B.C.
while to judge from its style, it is not earlier than the second century B.C,,
and may even be later than the first century A.D3 Of the attributes of
the heroes we have here the funereal amphora, which refers to the
legend that they were buried near Sparta,* and the &ékava. This is
the third known representation of these walaia Tév Awoorolpwr
adidpipara,’ the others being on the Argenidas relief at Verona® and
another relief at Sparta.” Here, as in the other two reliefs, we have snakes
in connexion with the &déxava, and this relief seems to confirm the
arguments advanced in the Sparta Museum Catalogue that the Dioscuri
were worshipped as dead heroes. If the images of them which the kings
carried to war ® were the doxava, it seems that they could be divided ; but
from the reliefs this does not appear possible. In any case, the connexion
of the twin heroes with the two kings of Sparta seems to support the
theory of the mytholcgical origin of the Dioscuri, the belief that the
twins were lucky.’?

From the mention of the eponymous Patronomus it is possible to
date the inscription approximately. C./.G. 1291, which belongs to the
same year, is as follows:

[Nouopivraxr]es [é]mi Mrdswi[os]

[@&v mpélaBv]s T. []odrtos - -

{- - - - - Alapoxptto - - -
and the appearance here of the praenomen and nomen Caius lulius shows
that it must belong to the very end of the first century B.C. at the earliest.
But C./.G. 1241 (= S.M.C. 204) will lead us to place it even later. The first
five lines of that inscription must belong to about 140 A.D., for Agathocles

Vo Arch. Aufsitze, 1i. p. 659 (= B.S. 4. x. 69, No. 9). The inscription suffered severely in the

fire which destroyed the first Sparta Museum and the relief perished: see Le Bas-Foucart,
FExplication, p. 100.

2 Furtwangler, ap. Roscher, 1. p. 1172, 3 Cf. S.M.C. Nos. 201, 202, 203, 356.
4 Aleman, fr. 5: Pindar, Nem. x. 56 : Homer, //. iil. 243, Od. xi. 30I.

> Plutarch, De frat. amore, ad init. 5 S.M.C. p. 113, Fig. 14.
7 8.3.C. No. 588, Fig. 68. 8 Hdt, v. 75; cf. Rawlinson’s note ad loc.  * S.A1.C. p. 116.
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had been dyopavéuos in the year of Hadrian’s second visit to Sparta,
ca. 129 A.D. (L. 10), and had subsequently been Ephor, Senator for a second
time and Secretary of council. The relation of the lists which follow (Il
16-34) to Agathocles’ cursus lonorum is obscure, but these lists must
belong to about the same time, and this dating is borne out by the
occurrence in them of the names Publius Aelius Onesiphorus (1. 21), and
Publius Aelius Nicandridas (1. 27), which are not likely to have been borne
before Hadrian’s reign. Now Philocles, who is Ephor in one of these years,
is referred to as Mrd(cwri) kai Aveiu(dywe) ka(ow) (L. 25). If, as 1 believe,
this Mvdowy is the same as the eponymous Patronomus of our inscription,
it is hard to avoid the conclusion that his year is to be placed at the close
of the first, or in the first half of the second, century A.D.

2. On a large stele of coarse local marble, found in the ruins of a
windmill at the place called ’Aepouvios, north of Magoula: now in the
Sparta Museum (Inventory No. 837). Height 1°13 m.; breadth "445 m.;
thickness ‘12—17 m. Complete except at the foot. On the upper part of
the stele is a gable with acroteria in relief: in the field above this are
representations in relief of a ball with an oil-flask and a wreath to right

and left respectively (cf. B.S. 4. x. p. 70, No. 10).

ETIIATAOOKAEOYSTOY
AEOGANTOYHBIAYOY
AERZENQNOSTOYHIENC
STPATOYHAIABETEO««

Copy and squeeze.
"Eari *Avyabox\éovs Tob
[K]reopavrov—Bidvov
S¢—Eévwvos Tod—Eev[o]-
orpdTov—>diaféreo[s 6é]

5 OGIAEPQTOSTOYOEOZENY 5 DrépwTos Tob Beofévolv],
SPAIPEIZAIMNAEQNOINIK aaipeis Ayuvaéov of vix[1]-
SANTEZTAZC SQNIPE cavtes Tas [oPBdls, dv wpéa](Bus)
EMATAQOSIQKPATOYE "Endryabos Swrpdrovs
STPATOQN TTIEAE STpdtewv - - - -

10 TIPATONIK™~:  _1PQNTO 10 Ilpatovixos - - op@dvTo[s]
OrENI IZTOKE| . oyeri[bas 'ApliaToxpa[T]-
MOKPATHEZQTIONOE [T]poxparns Zwtiwves
IHKAPXOZAAGONIKOY [N]ixapyos 'Ayabovikov
TPITQN< Tpirwv (Tpitwros)
15 AODPOAEISIOSAPISTONOX 15 'A¢podeloios 'Aplarwvos
ZHAOZ/ TAGONIKOY Zijnos ['Alyabovikov

EYTYXOZSMENLNA
ZOQTHP SFAOHI ONT
AT A

Edrvyos <Mevavdp[ov]
Swmple . Js K[al8j[«]or[7os]
"Ava - -
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The formula is the usual one. It is tantalizing that the stone is
broken off after the twelfth name and gives no evidence as to the number
of members in a team of opaipeis. The Dirépws Geofévov of 1. § may be
the same as I'. "lodhios ®irépws BeoEévov, who appears as wpéaBus édopwr
in the year of Claudius Aristoteles (C./.G. 1243), and father or son of
Ocofevos PihépwTos (S.M.C. 208). In that case this inscription probably
belongs to the second century A.D. None of the other adarpeis of this list
occur, so far as I know, elsewhere. In 1. 18 we may restore 2wtrjp[iyo]s or
Swrnp[8als: the name Kabijrovros I restore from C.1.G. 1239, 1240, where
a certain Newajpopos Kabijxortos appears in a list of vouodiraxes. The
readings of the latter part of 1l g, 17 are very uncertain.

3. In the Sparta Museum (Inventory No. 873): found on the land of
Ledpoulos (General Plan, J 14). On a gable-topped stele of bluish local
marble _broken on the left and at the bottom. Height 63 m.; width
-35 m.; thickness ‘11 m. From a copy made by Mr. A. J. B. Wace.

KAAYAIOY [Eaxt warpovépnov] Khavdiov
YAEKANINI (----- Bidvolv 8¢ Kavwi-
BETEOZAE {ov Edmopov(?) Sia]lBéreas S¢
OPAZYBOYAOY [avTemrayyérTov] OpacuvBovrov
3 SolAPXAlol 5 [- - - - odaipet]s oi apxaios
JSINEIKASZANTES [Neomoretrior (?)] (0)i vewwdaavres
NTTPESBYE [ras @Bas - - &y mwpéaBus
SAZMloy e - - [E)p)acpiov
QPoy  aeeeeea [08]wpov
10 10 - ----=-----=---
JoY  mmsesmmem - mov

The letters are well and clearly engraved, with very slight apices. The
formula of the inscription is, so far as it can be restored, of the usual type.
Inl 1 [Emi TiBepiov] Khavdiov or [Emi Ti8.] Khavdlov might be restored,
but the length of the line is, I think, determined by l. 4 as restored, and
this points very strongly to ['Ewi warpovopov] Khavdiov as the reading of
. 1. Perhaps it will not be too bold to conjecture Bpaaidov at the
beginning of 1. 2: this, at least, is the only known name of an eponymous
Patronomus which has the Roman #nomen Claudius prefixed and consists
of eight letters, the number which is to be expected if 1. 1 is rightly
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restored. ’Arricod (S.M.C. 783 : cf. C.I G. 1241, 1245) and Seiavod (B.S.4
xii. 364, No. 11) are too short, while 'Apigrorérovs (C.L.G. 1243) and
"AptaroBothov (S.M.C. 204, ii. 32) are too long. Claudius Brasidas appears
as eponymous Patronomus in C.1G. 1259 (cf. 1286: B.S.A4. xii. 374,
No. 36). In 1. 3 Edwdpov can be restored with tolerable certainty : the
name Kavivos is found in Spartan inscriptions only with the cognomina
Edmopos (C.1.G. 1240) and ’Apiotéviros (C.1.G. 1278), both members of the
same family, and the former name has exactly the required number of
letters. In L 4 adTemayyértov is a certain restoration from B.5.4. x. 63,
No. 1; 66, Nos. [5,] 6. The vacant space of about five letters in 1. 5 is
puzzling: perhaps we should restore wvewré, abbreviated for vewTrépov
(S.M.C. 204, i. 34). 1 can offer no suggestion for filling the blankinl. 7, as
the word dvépedpor, which is otherwise most .suitable (5.5.4. x. 63 ff,
Nos. 1, 2, 3, [4], [7], [8]), is too long unless abbreviated.! In 1.6 I have
restored Neomorecrdr from B.S.A. x. 63, No. 1, 69, No. 9 as the only obe-
name which is sufficiently long to fill the required space. The phrase
adaipels oi apyaioe is without parallel in the other inscriptions of the series,
and there is no evidence enabling us to interpret it with any confidence.

MARCUS NIEBUHR ToD.

1 Or possibly the line is drawn in at each end, as in No. I, I. 5 (above), and there is no word
lost between wBds and Gw.



