ATTIC INSCRIPTIONS: AGORA XV, No. 420 (*)

This prytany catalogue has been attributed as belonging definitely to
the tribe Kekropis, but J. Kirchner’s suggestion (*‘Catalogus prytanum
Cecropidis?”’) was based on the association of [Pn]ropwos (line 12) with
the fictitious Z(€)k. P(n)ropwcds (‘Adatevs) of 1G 1I: 1788 (1), line
15-No. 387, line 34: Zkpt. Tlalu[w]lkos (‘Aaweis), of 182/3 (2).
Moreover, even Kirchner’s other suggestion that "Avpiog IwTokpdTns
(‘ANatets) of the same document (line 10=31) might have béen men-
tioned in line 6 is no longer valid, as the name is interpreted below.
M. Fourmont on whose apographum the text of No. 420 is based tran-
scribed the second name in line 6 as IIETOKPATOTZ, and it seems
unlikely that the OT is a misreading of H (3). It should be noted also
that between the first and second name, a dot has been indicated, but
this is probably an accidental notation (4), since the presence of a dot
should indicate an abbreviation of a nomen as in lines 2 and 3 (below)
and 17 (MEMM - EII). However, there was no abbreviation in line 6.

As the evidence indicates, No. 420 is a catalogue of Aiantis, and the
prytaneis therein, or at least most of them, seem to have hailed from
the deme Marathon (5). This will become clear from the associations
made in the commentary which follows.

Line 1: [Knyplwédwpos Zwaiuov (Fourmont=CIG, No. 187: I1ZO-
AQPOTTOZIMOTY). The prytanis’ name could be rendered also as
[Awv]voédwpos (cf. Line 2 below), but the CIG text shows the ini-
tial iota directly over the initial A of line 2. Thus, the name may be

(*) B. D. Meritt and J. S. Traill, The Athenian Agora, vol. XV, Inscriptions: The
Athenian Councillors, Princeton 1974, hereafter cited as No. 000. All dates in this
study are A.D.

(1) Hereafter, the references to the 1G 11 edition are given without that desi-
gnation.

(2) The date is based on the so-called ‘“‘archon list” from the Athenian Agora
(“Hesp.”” 44,1975, 402-408).

(3) Unless one was to imagine that Fourmont corrected H to OT, but even this
interpretation does not seem plausible.

(4) In line 23 (d[vr]ryp<a>peds), the ANTI had been read with a dot (AT), as
printed in CIG, No. 187, line 11.

(5) Aiantis’ other demes are Kykala, Phalerum, Psaphis and Rhamnous.



148 E. KAPETANOPOULOS

read as’lo< (> 8wpos Zwoipov, although the left margin does not appear
to have been reproduced with great accuracy. However, even this does
not contribute to the identification of the prytanis. There are the ephe-
be and prytanis Elol§wpos Zwaoinov Avap, and [Awwaedd |wpos Zwoi-
uov [‘Avla. of 2086, line 172 (163/4), and Nos. 380, lines 30-31 (169/
70), and 425, lines 21-22 (=20-21) [of about 193-195=writer], but
they belong to the tribe Antiochis. On the other hand, the names’lal:
Sdwpoc and Zdwowos do occur in the deme Marathon (3736, lines 7-8,
and Nos. 340, lines 3 and 7, 420, lines 23-24, and 446, linc 14).

Line 2: "A<ti>A05) Awwwoddwpo-¢> (Fourmont - CIG: AIIAI-
AIONTZOAQPOTY). The correct name of this prytanis is A<e> Al aut
A~ €~ Al Awvvoddwpo<c> (6), and he is to be identificd with the e-
ponymos archon of 4718, line 1: [én]i <dp> xovTos A<e€>, aut A<er>,
A(v)owaod[wplov, and “Hesperia” 5, 1936, p. 95-=ibid., Suppl. VIII,
1949, p. 243- “Phoenix” 32, 1978, p. 230, line 7: Ae[--7--- Awwv-
006 Jwpos npxe. The number of letters in the archon’s nomen has been
determined from the photograph in “Hesperia” 5, p. 94, which depicts
part of the Sarapion Monument (7). It is interesting to note here that
both Fourmont (= No. 420) and Pococke (= 4718) have read the begin-
ning of the prytanis’ and archon’s nomen as AIl. However, the prytanis’
nomen was disguised when it was interpreted as 'A< 7i>N\i(os) (8). It
should be noted also that it was James H. Oliver who associated the
archon of the Sarapion Monument with the archon of 4718 (9). The
name Dionysodoros is found in Marathon (cf. 2106, line 6: Awwvod-
8wpos Evodov [M]apabwrws, of about 178/9), but no sure association
can be made between the two (10). Finally, the archon Dionysodoros
of 3120, lines 1: Awv|vo]édwpos fpxe and 3: doxwvy Awrvodswpos
Evkdpmov, who may be the father or son of the prytanis EUkapmos
Awovvaodopov [ZT]elpl(tevs) of No. 477, line 23, of about or after

(6) The I1 in the nomen may stand for El, as it may be deduced from ZIMITAX
-'[:jpu<ei>ac in line 28 (= CIG, No. 187, line 16). The nomen cannot be identitied,
and for this reason speculations are omitted.

(7) Mrs. Chara Karapa-Molisani restudies the Sarapion Monument (cf. D. J. Gea-
gan, “ANRW” 11. 7. 1, 1979, 425). In 1978 she informed me (per litt.) that there
were no objections to any comments on the archon’s name.

(8) The nomen had been first interpreted as such by Wilam(owitz), under 1798,
line 2.

(9) “lesp.” 5,1936, 101.

(10) There is also Awwoddwpos Meyak (Aéovs) (Mapadvog) of 2207, line 27,
of 210/1- 211/2 (=writer), but of coursc no degree of relation, if any, can be esta-
blished.
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212/3 (11), cannot be identical with Ae. or Ae<t>. Dionysodoros,
since they come from different demes, if the archon of 3120 hailed
from Stiria, and since the victors in the literary contests in 3120 and
the Sarapion Monument could not be the same.

Line 3: OOA(mws) IevédAws (Fourmont=CIG: ON-TENEG®AIOZX).
This prytanis’ name may best be rendered as O(D)A. Fevé@).\wc. The
nomen Ulpius occurs at least once in the deme Marathon, as restored
here in No. 347, linec 7: [O]J0\. Edkawos (Mapaldwvios) - [AJUN. EU-
katpos (Mapafdwwog), of at least after 127/8 (12). On the other hand,
the prytanis’ name may have been @X, Tevéfhiog, for this nomen is
better attested in Marathon (cf. Nos. 322, lines 29-33, 446, line 1= 450,
line 10, and 460, linc 1=lines 11-12).

Line 4: [AAkidauos ‘Irmofdovs (Fourmont- CIG: KIAAMOZIII-
IMOOAAOTZ). This prvtanis’ correct name is [ Ap Jxidauoc Irmofdovs,
and he is attested as Tatavorric in 2481 - J. H. Oliver, “TAPA” 71, 1940,
p. 303, line 20: TIOP (in ligature) ‘Apxidauos ‘Imrmofd[Aovc], of apparen-
tly after 196/7 (13). The ligature is to be read evidently as TIOP (14),
but it does not seem to be an abbreviation of the nomen Ilop(ktog), as
previously interpreted (15), for the cives attested therein carry no pa-
tronymic. Morcover, no nomen is given for the prytanis in No. 420.
Therefore, the ligature (ITOP, as it seems) must stand for something else.
The prytanis’ patronymic (‘lrmofdAnc) is rare, and it is attested one
other time in Attic inscriptions of the Imperial period. This is in 2094
(= “SEG” 12, 1955, p. 38, No. 110), lines 10-11: ..7... ‘Irmofdhovs
M[a]pabwvwos / [...5... ‘Ilmmofalovs Mlapaf]w[vios], of about 166/7.
Because of the patronymic’s rarity and the number of letters, line 11
may be restored to read ["Apx(8auos Ijmmofdlovs M[apaf]w[vios]. The
association appears to be certain, and this is a good indication that No.
420 must be of the tribe Aiantis.

Line 5: "AN< k> (oG= [..]"AN< k> (pos (Fourmont= CIG: AAPIMOZ).
The prytanis seems to have been a civis, but he cannot be identified.
There is also the possibility of reading the name as [..|"Av@wos (16),

(11) The writer’s chronological limitation.

(12) The writer’s date. No. 347 falls about the med. aut post med. s. 11 p., more
or less.

(13) “’Apx. Aedriov” 26, 1971= 1972, 290, under No. 26.

(14) Unless it should be interpreted as 'OP or I'oP, but even this does not solve
the problem.

(15) J. Kirchner, under 2481, line 20. .

(16) As suggested by J. S. Traill, “Hesp.” 47, 1978, 320, under Lines 19-20.
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or even as [IT]aupuN)os. The name Pamphylos is found in Marathon
(2068, line 106: Mt (17) ’Emxdpns Maupi(Aov) Ma., of 155/6). The
possibility exists also that a homonymous patronymic sign may have
been omitted, although Fourmont has recorded patronymic signs else-
where (18). In No. 420, the homonymous patronymic sign in line 28
has been read as an inverted Y after the name Hermeias (ZIMITAZA).

Line 6: [- -]kws Ilwrokpdrovs (Fourmont=CIlG: ..KIOZ - [IIZTO.
KPATOTY). This prytanis’ name is to be rendered probably as [Ty]< el
v>o0s Ilwrokparovs (see above). If this is correct, then the prytanis can
be identified with the ephebe of 2052, line 103: “Yyeivos [IlwoTokpd-
Tovs Map], and 2055, line 9: “Tyewos Ilworokpdrovs Mapaldviog, of
145/6. The prytanis Ilwrokpdrns ‘T[yellvov (Alavric) of No. 450,
line 17, of 200/1-204/5, has been identified as being the son of the
ephebe (19), and the new association shows that the father had also
served as prytanis. Other relations of the family are perhaps Zéuvos
“Tyivov Mapab wovos of 2037, line 24, of about 111/2 (20), and “Yyel-
vos 0 kal Adumos Mapa. of 2128, line 88, of 184/5 (21).

Line 7: [--)’Emiktnros = [..]’Emiktn7os (Fourmont: CIG: .. EINIKTH-
TOZ). Apparently a civis, but he cannot be traced.

Line 8: Edy<p>alos A< pl> 0rwros (Fourmont = CIG: .ETPAIOZ.-
AHZTONOZ). The prytanis’ name should probably be rendered to
read [N](v)upaios ‘A< pi> oTwvos (22), for the name Nymphaios occurs
in the tribe Aiantis [2228= Simone Follet (23), line 96: Zw(7]np Nou-
waiov (Eavridoc)], of about 220-227 (24). Nymphaios may be from
Marathon, as his ephebe son is listed among Marathonians, and his name
closely parallels Fourmont’s reading, while the previously suggested
Euphraios is not attested in the Imperial period.

Line 9: [lo]idoros (Fourmont- ClG: IAOTOZ). This name occurs,
for example, in the deme Marathon, and it is carried by the dmoypau-
uateds in Nos. 367, line 9: Eloiboros ) [Mapa]fdwios, of 165/6, 369,

(17) It is unclear what the two letters at the beginning stand for.

(18) For example, No. 402=CIG, No. 194, lines 11, 14, 19 and 51 (=15).

(19) Agora XV, 440 (index).

(20) The writer’s date; cf. “‘EAMukd” 29, 1976, 262.

(21) The date is based on the so-called ‘““archon list” (note 2 above).

(22) Conceivably the reading AHZTONOZ could stand also for some other
name, such as (Né)oro(p)os.

(23) Athénes au 11€ et au 1€ siecle: études chronologiques et prosopographi-
ques, Paris 1976, 410, No. 8.

(24) The writer’s date. It will be necessary to comment separately, since No. 8
(note 23 above) is actually made up of two distinct texts.




ATTIC INSCRIPTIONS: AGORA XV, No. 420 151

line 65: [Eig{]8oros, of 166/7, 371, line 77: Elvidoros, of 167/8, and
372, line 37: Eioldoros ) Mapafdvios, of 168/9. However, no sure con-
nection can be established, unless a homonymous patronymic sign has
gone unrecorded (but see under Line 5 above).

Line 10: [--] A77wkos=[..] Arrids (Fourmont= CIG: ATTIKOZ).
If Attikos was a civis, as it scems, perhaps his name should be restored
as [KA]'Arrwds (cf. No. 460, line 90: KX. ’Ar7ios Mapa., the kijpvk
Bovic kal 8nuov of 209/10). There is also Al< X> tos ’A77ikds of Alan-
tis (25) in No. 347, linc 16, of at least after 127/8 (26).

Line 11: [Af]\wos Tepri<a>vés (Fourmont=CIG: \IOZTEPTIZI-
NOZ). Nothing clse is known of this prytanis, but the romen Aelius
does occur in Marathon (No. 424, line 10, of before 145/6) (27), as
it does in Phalerum (No. 340, line 10, of about 145/6) (28). An Al\wog
Tepriavoc is attested as ephebe in 2227, line 6, of about 225-235 (29),
but no other connection can be discerned than their homonymy.

Line 12: [Pnlropwdc (Fourmont=CIG: TOPIKOZX). This name is
attested in the tribe Aiantis [2199, line 134: Apréuwy ‘Pnropikod
(Aiavridoc), of 200-210 (30)], and in the demes Marathon [2044, line
51: Anuirpws Pnropwod Map. (31), of 139/40, and No. 424, line 4:
Evruxidns Pnropwod (|[Mapabwrws]), of before 145/6 (32)], and
Rhamnous [No. 340, line 15: ['Pn]ropwds Anuntpiov (‘Paurodatos), of
about 145/6 (33)].

Central Connccticut State College EI.IAS KAPETANOPOULOS

(25) The prytaneis of col. I1, lines 12-18, are either from Marathon or possibly
from Rhamnous.

(26) See note 12 above.

(27) This writer’s date. See Aelius Attikos (under Line 10 above) who may be a
Marathonios (see note 25 above).

(28) This writer’s date. For the Aelii from Phalerum, see “Apx. Aeltiov” 26,
1971=1972, 286, No. 11, and the others therein. The evidence is cited selectively,
for it is not necessary to append it in full.

(29) Cf. S. Follet (note 23 above) 486.

(30) The writer’s tentative limitation.

(31) Perhaps this ephebe is a < 'Pau>(vodows); cf. the prytanis from Rhamnous
(below).

(32) See note 27 above.

(33) See note 28 above.




