LACONIA.

[I. —~EXCAVATIONS AT SPARTA, 1906.

§ 9.—INSCRIPTIONS FROM THE ARTEMISIUM.

THE inscriptions may be classed as follows: (1) about fifty from
the Artemisium; (2) a few fragments found near the Altar; (3) about
forty from various other sites. The last class includes many which
were found built into the late Byzantine walls and a few which were
obtained outside the area of the excavation, but are undoubtedly of Spartan
origin. A final section deals with the inscriptions copied by Fourmont.

It has been thought best to publish without delay everything but
small fragments. The commentary does not claim to be complete ; this
applies especially to the inscriptions from the Artemisium, where no
finality of conclusion can be reached until all available stones have
been dug out and read. With very few exceptions the inscriptions
are given from my own copies and impressions.!

The figures in brackets are the current numbers of the Excavation
Inventory and are at present affixed to the stones in the Museum at
Sparta. All measurements are given in metres.

1 T wish to thank Mr. M. N. Tod for his great kindness in reading through the whole of this
article, and for many valuable corrections, notes, and references; and Mr. D. G. Hogarth and
Dr. W. H. D. Rouse for their help and suggestions. Mr. A. M. Woodward has kindly supplied
the paragraphs marked with his initials.
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INSCRIPTIONS FOUND AT THE ARTEMISIUM.

Of all Spartans cults the worship of Artemis Orthia is the most famous
and the most typical of the Spartan character. The goddess, who had
been adored at Sparta from the earliest dawn of men’s tradition,! was the
patroness of the Spartan youth in their warlike training ; at her altar the
lads underwent the ordeal of the lash? and to her the choirs of maidens
sang and brought their offerings by starlight® Her worship lasted
late into the Roman Empire; Pausanias, no less than Plutarch, speaks of
the ordeal as still in use in his own day,* and inscriptions of the Imperial
age tell of offerings to the goddess by winners in certain contests
among the boys. A few of these stones had long been known in
the Sparta Museum,® but all record of their finding-place was lost.
The circumstances of the identification of the Artemisium have been
related above (pp. 278 f.). The precinct has already yielded inscriptions
in large numbers, among them a few archaic fragments.

1 Her image was said to be that stolen from the Tauri by Iphigenia and Orestes (Paus. iii. 16,
§ 7). Helen was said to have danced in her temple (Plut. Z%es. 31).

2 Paus. 7. § 10,

3 Alcman, fr. 5 (Bergk) 60 f. Tal wereiddes yap qulv | "Opbia papes pepoicars | vikta 3
duBpoaiav &re ofpiov | darpov &Fepopévas pdxovrar.

4 Paus. 6. ; Plut. Zycurg. 18 . . . moAXobs éml Tod Bwpot 7is 'Opblas éwpdrouev amofvhiorkovras
rais wAnyats. Cf. Plut. Znst. Lacon. p. 239 C; cf. Sam Wide, Lakonische Kulle, 99, 113, and
pp. 317 f. above.

5 These are given below.
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Avrchaic Fragments.

1. On an archaic relief of a horse in soft stone; letters scratched
unevenly.!

EMANIDASTAITA! "Emravidas Td¢ wa(p)[févo
AR OI® avé)@(e)xe Fopb(et)alc].

There is no room for any form of *Apteuis on the stone. The second
vowel of dvéfexe seems to have been left out by mistake, and also
the -e¢ - in ’'Opfela ; the final iota may be worn away. It is doubtful
whether F or R was the form for p, the short stroke may be merely a flaw in
the stone.

This inscription may go back to the late seventh or early sixth century
B.C. It has the forms which mark the earliest period of the Laconian
alphabet: three-stroke o, crossed 6, e with long back-stroke, the use of
F, and the boustrophedon writing (cf. Roberts, Introd. to Gk. Epigr. i.
pp. 248 ff.). The stone was found with pottery of the ‘ Corinthian’ type.
The chief point worthy of note is the name of the goddess, who is
called Ilapfévos 'Opf[ei]la with no mention of Artemis. Itwill be seen
below that even in later times she was often called simply Orthia,
and it is easy to believe that such was her popular name throughout. The
title wap@évos recurs in a metrical dedication to Artemis Orthia (5 below).

2. Small fragment of relief with horse’s head.

Fc Flo)[pOelas
Fl avélle(x)[e. ?

This inscription is of the same nature as the last.

Dedications by the Winners in the Boys' Contest.

Of this class of inscription a fair number of examples are already
known, and the excavations yielded a great many new stones of the same
type. In almost all cases the victory is recorded on a small ornamental
slab or stele of local marble; the decoration consisted of a gable-top,

1 For a reproduction see p. 334, Fig. 1.
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sometimes with the addition of corner ornaments or acroteria ; elsewhere a
small pediment was carved on the slab, or it was embellished with rosettes
or other conventional designs. Many of the slabs further show a groove
or socket for holding a sickle-shaped object, and in two instances this
object has remained in place. It is iron and resembles a flat rather clumsy
sickle-blade ; for the prevent therefore it will be spoken of as a sickle
without any assumption as to its real nature. Sometimes the sickle was
not let into the stone but fastened to it by rivets. Every stone of this
class that is whole or nearly Whole shews some trace of the sickle, which
therefore must have been an ‘essential to the dedication. The form of
words stating the successes of the victors seems to have been fixed by
custom, and hence it is possible to see the sense of many small fragments
which otherwise could not be uhiderstood. A feature of some of these
inscriptions is their attempted retiirn to the old Doric dialect ;—that this is
merely affectation is shewn by the varying degrees of archaism that the
inscriptions present, and by the laténess of the date, since the most consist-
ently archaistic inscriptions seeiti to belong to the reign of Marcus
Aurelius. A detdiled discussion 6f the various points presented by these
inscriptions will be given at the¢ end of the body of texts, but at the
outset a few words of explanatioh may be allowed. The dedicators are
boys, who as leaders, seemingly, of their own bands (Bodac or dyérat) won
certain contests: these were either the Hunt (called xa@8nparipey, etc.—
that is, some kind of athletic match) or a Musical Competition (called
either u@a or xehfja, the two being probably different). The contest is
commonly called 76 watSirdy, as a whole, the other three words describing
the branch of it in which the winner had been engaged; the age of the
winner is sometimes specially defined, mostly by the term uixeyilouevos,
which seeems to have meant a boy in the third year of his state-training
when he was nine years old! The other indications of age or standing are
obscure and will be discussed later. The iron sickle let into the stone
as an offering to Artemis Orthia was the prize given for the contest. The
inscriptions generally give the date of the victories, the year being fixed, as
usual under the Romans, by the mwatpovéuos émwruuos, who is alluded to
simply as marpovouos. The dating of most of the inscriptions is a matter

1 The tentk year of a boy’s life being denoted by muxixi{éuevos, such boys are often called
boys of fen years ; whereas (as far as can be determined) they were still according to our reckoning
nine years old.
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of great uncertainty. The earliest of those newly found may belong to
the beginning of the Roman era, and the latest to the age of Commodus ;
within these limits there are few fixed points, and even where the
Eponymus is known it is seldom possible to fix his year of office. It
is to be hoped that further discoveries will increase the means for building
up a system of Spartan chronology. In order to give a complete view of
the inscriptions in hand we shall first repeat the examples already published.

(@) Gable-topped slab of white marble with sickle let in. Collitz-
Bechtel, 4501 (pp. 41, 145). Preger, Ath Mitt. xxii (1897), 334 f. No. 1,
with facsimile. S.M.C! No. 218.

'Oplein 8épov Aeovteds dvébnlee Boaryds Byl |
pdav vikijoas kai Tad émabia | AaBdv BYN | 5
xal @ Eareyre walrip elaapiBuoss | Emear Byrr' |

‘(Dianae) Ortheae donum Leonteus dedicavit boagus (7.e. dux puero-
rum), victor certaminis Moae (cantus), hoc praemio reportato. Et me
honoravit pater aequalibus versibus.”?

The sum of the numbers represented by the letters in each line
amounts to the same total, 8yrA/, that is 2730. Between the second and
third verses there is a space, perhaps meant for another hexameter.

() Similar slab. Collitz-Bechtel, 4500 (pp. 41, 145). Preger, 2.
No. 2. S.M.C. 2194 501.

"Ayabi t0)xn. | PiAnTop Pid\ijrw | émi mwaTpollvopw Top- | 5
virmw @ (Copyimrmw) | vetkdap xehdav | "Apréuite
Buwpoéa | avéonxe.

Keavay, given by some authorities, should certainly read xerdav, a
by-form of the usual keAfjav. The stone has A not A.

¢Quod dedicanti bonum et faustum sit; Philetus, Phileti filius, patro-
nomo Gorgippo Gorgippi f. victor certaminis Celyae (cantus), Dianae
Ortheae dedicavit.’

! This abbreviation has been adopted throughout for Sparte Museum Catalogue.
? A literal translation is added to each inscription. I have chosen Latin for the sake of
keeping the order of words.

A A2
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(¢) Similar slab. Collitz-Bechtel, 4499 (pp. 40, 145). Preger, 7b.
No. 3. S.M.C. 2zo0.

"Ayald | toxa. | M. Adp. ZevEurmop o k[ai] | K\éavdpop
Diropotow iepevp AcvkimrmiSov kai Twdap:|dav 5
Bovaydp mexxixedopé\vwy émi watpovouw Io. Ai-

Mo | Aapoxpatiba 76’ Alkavdpida dp|yiepéop Té

2eBactd xal Tév||[0lelwv mpoybvwr dTd diro- 10
[«|aio]apop rai ¢pihomdTpidop, allw|viw] dyopaviuw
wheoTov[eikw | mapadlofw kai dpiaTw ‘EANd[vev |

vewd)ap kacanpatiopw ||['Apt]éuide Bwpbéa dv[éln] kev. 15

In line 14 the editors inserted udav after xacomparépw. There is
indeed room on the stone, but no further ground for the addition.

‘Bona fortuna; M. Aur. Zeuxippus, vel Cleander, Philomusi filius,
sacerdos Leucippidum et Tindaridarum, dux puerorum decennium, patro-
nomo P. Aelio Damocratida Alcandridae f. pontifice maximo Augusti et
eius Divorum patrum, amico Caesaris, amico patriae, perpetuo agoranomo
(vel aedili) victore illustrissimo, optimo Graecorum, victor certaminis Cassera-
tori (venationis) Dianae Ortheae dedicavit.’

(d) Slab with sockets for two sickles. Collitz-Bechtel, 4498 (pp. 40,
145). Preger 6. No. 4. S.M.C. 221
- - - |os xati Newnddplos oi Newendpdpov,|veixdavrep xao- |
onpatopw pday ka\[7]|av 'Apréude Bwpbéa av|é- 5
Onkav émi matpovou|ov Mdp(xov) Adp(niiov) Swoweikov |
7ot Newdpwvos, ¢p()[M](o)[xal]|(cap)op xai piromdTpidop.]
¢- - - us et Nicephorus, Nicephori filii, victores certaminum Casseratori
Moae Caeleae (venationis et cantus), Dianae Ortheae dedicaverunt,
patronomo M. Aur. Sosinico Nicaronis f. amico Caesaris, amico patriae.’
In Il 4-5 xa\[]av or kai\[§]av is a better reading than xawr[@]av. The
reasons for the change will be seen below.

(¢) Slab with socket for sickle. Martha, B.C.A. III. 194, No. 5.
Preger, 76. No. 5. S.M.C. 410.
Mapros Odaré|pios Odhmiaves | "AdpbérmTos Zw)-

(awe)[pldTovs Bovayl|[os pmiri8](Sopé){vewy - - - 5
‘M. Valerius Ulpianus Aphthonetus, Sosicratis filius, dux puerorum
decennium . . . sc. Dianae dedicavit.’
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The winner may be a younger kinsman of M. Ulpius Aphthonetus,
the Eponymus in 12 (below).
(f) Preger, 75. No, 6.
ETIIEP
FHPAL////
MEM//I
Zimax//l
Sickle
XA e

Preger restores the last line as Bovayos wi]eeyid[Sopévwr]. The other
letters seem to be fragments of names, say

émi ‘Eplpoyévovs] -|- - | Mépfucos - - - Ael|Elpayfos - - -]
(g} Preger, 6. No. 7. Fragment with trace of socket for sickle,
1TAA
“\\P - -
L

Meaning doubtful.
(%) Slab with trace of socket for sickle. Tod, Az Mitt. xxix (1904),

s0. S.M.C 783.
- - - [Boaryos | pex](t)xt880ué|vwr émi watpo|vopov TiB.
KX\av||lov AtTirod | vetnrioas 10 | maidikdv xab|Onpatipiov | 5
"ApTéuide 'Oplifeia avé(8)[n] «]ev. 10

‘.. dux puerorum decennium, patronomo Tib. Claudio Attico, victor
puerorum certaminis Cattheratori (venationis) Dianae Ortheae dedicavit.’

(/) The following should be added.
C.I.G. 1416. Collitz-Bechtel, 4471, and Tod, 75. include it in this
series, following Foucart (Le Bas, Explication, p. 79).

Aaporieldas Xaréa, émi 'Alcimmov vekdaas 10
wradicov | KEAHA "Apréucte QPOEPA,

The last word was rightly altered by Boeckh into ’Opfeia. He made
xeAnd into xéinTe, but kerjja ! must be the right reading.

1 Meister in Collitz-Bechtel, III. 2, p. 145, reads xéAwp, with the same sense.
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‘ Damoclidas Chaleae filius Alcippo (patronomo) victor puerorum
certaminis Celeae Dianae Ortheae (dedicavit).’

In support of his view that the contest here alluded to was the horse-
race (whence xéAnti), Boeckh referred to an inscription on a black-figured

Panathenaic Vase ! kéAnte Aapoxiidas ; but the likeness of name seerns
a mere coincidence.?

New Inscriptions from the Temple-Site.

I. (2118)2 Gable-topped slab of blue marble, ‘40 % 28 x-03. Letters
‘02—0or h. Socket for sickle.

T AIOTIOYAIOZ I'dios 'TovAsos C. Julius
XAPIZENOX Xapikevos Charixenus
CAIOYIOYAIOY Tafov "TovAlov C. Julii
AYZ I KPATOYZYIOS Avaikpdrovs vios, Lysicratis filius
ETNSIKAEIAATIA 5 émri Sukhelda, wra-  Siclida (patronomo)
O ffecto
TIONOMOYN TO® povopoyTos suffecto
vmrép avrov TiBe-  Tiberio Claudio
YTIEPAY TONTIBE plov Khavdiov ‘Ap- Harmonico,
PIOYKAATAIOTA P
MONEIKOYNl€OII<HP povelkov, velk)- victor puerorum
10 gas 710 waidi- certaminis moae
ZA wov pdav 'Opfei- (cantus)
a 'ApTéueds avé- Ortheae Dianae
2. "Ap

Onxev. dedicavit.

Lines 5 ff. watpovopoivros seems to agree with ‘Apuoveirov, and to
denote that the latter was taking the place of the Eponymus. See 31 and
note there. Charixenus, son of Lysicrates, belongs to a house of which
several members are already known; Julius Charixenus appears as

! Reproduced in Walpole, Memoirs, p. 321, where no mention is made of the inscription ; the
date therefore cannot be inferred.

2 The name is fairly common. Two examples both distinct from the present in Pape-

Bens. 5.z, Preger, /Zc. 341, follows Boeckh’s reading without noticing the possibility of taking it
otherwise.

3 The numbers added in brackets are those of the day-book of the Excavation, and,
temporarily, those of the Museum where the stones have been placed.
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Eponymus in C.Z.G. 1241, and in 1240 C. Julius Lysicrates son of Charixenus
is senior Ephor ; in 16 Lysicrates son of Charixenus wins the xa8@yparépwv ;
in S.M.C. 718 J. Lysicrates appears as Eponymus, and in 719 C. Julius
Lysicrates seems to be an Ephor. There is every reason for believing the
same father and son to occur in all the cases. The dates are not fixed, as
Siclidas was not known before as an Eponymus. In Le Bas-Foucart 182,
a C. Charixenus occurs’ as Eponymus; in Le Bas-Foucart 286 b ].
Charixenus occurs before Hadrian himself, as Eponymus. Hadrian doubt-
less accepted the office on the occasion of one of his visits to Greece, either
in 126 or 129 AD. If C. J. Charixenus was Eponymus before 126, he
must have won the Boys’ Match in the reign of Trajan. The present
inscription might, as far as the style of writing is concerned, belong to
the Trajanic age. It is possible that Charixenus here may have been the
father of the C. Julius Lysicrates who is senior Ephor C.Z.G. 1240. The
latter inscription may belong to the latter part of Hadrian’s reign, and the
inscription S.M.C. 718, where Lysicrates is Eponymus, may be still later.
The tree might therefore be as follows :

C. J. Lysicrates — here.
!
C. J. Charixenus wins the Boys’ Match, 1.
i eponymus C./.G. 1241.
C. J. Lysicrates wins the Boys’ Match, 16.
senior ephor, C.7.G. 1240.
ephor, S.M.C. 719.
eponymus 76, 718.

2. (2119). Slab of white marble, ‘34 X 26 x°'04. Socket for sickle.

B falx (-ope)
-€

JATPON émri] (m)arpové(uov) patronomo
AAAKAN I1. A{\({ov) ’ANkav- P. Aelio Alcan-
AAPXIEPE 5  Opidla apxepé- drida pontifice

AINZEBAZTan os 78 )v SeBasTiv maximo Augustorum
KAIZAPOP dihox]aloapop amico Caesaris
CTIATP! xai ¢erolmdTpi[dop - - - amico patriae

An Alcandridas occurs in inscription (¢) as father of P. Aelius
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Damocratidas. That inscription from its lettering might belong to the reign
of Marcus Aurelius. The Alcandridas there mentioned may quite well be
theZpatronomus of the present inscription, which would thus fall about
Hadrian’s reign. Tév SeBagrdr probably refers not to any colleague of the
Emperor, but to the whole series of deified Augusti. In C.ZG. 1364 (a)
there is an inscription in honour of P. Ael. Alcandridas son of Damocratidas
and ¢ high-priest of the emperor’ besides ¢pihoxaiocapa kai ¢puhémaTpey; it
is signed by the five colleagues of Alcandridas of whom four bear the name
of Aurelius. The wholesale adoption of this Imperial name dates probably
from Caracalla’s edict, shortly after which the inscription should be placed.
We m®y therefore take the Emperor to be Caracalla, and this Alcandridas
the son of the Damocratidas of inscription (¢) and grandson of the
Alcandridas of our inscription. The style of writing in C.Z.G. 1364,
which is full of contractions, bears out the view taken of its date.

3. (2122). Gable-topped slab of greyish marble, unbroken, '55x 31
x°'08. Letters about "0z h. Socket for sickle.

s A

AYICTQKP }k&xe'r "ApioTorpaTns AploT-  Aristocrates Arist-
gﬁ&&rrerg' k‘? OMOY| y05 érl maTpovduov  onis filius, patronomo
ToN N NI XCD&%B é{lr Aapimmrov Tot 'ABory- Damippo Aboleti f.,
DI RONMWR To TOV vikdoas TO TaL- victor puerorum
Suyov poa .5 certaminis moae (cantus)
o P ST Ip\ "Opbeiq. Ortheae (dedicavit).

7N

The name Aristocrates is very common, but no previously known
bearer of it can be identified safely with the present winner.

Damippus, son of Aboletus, does not occur in Boeckh’s list of Eponymi,
but a man of that name is found as colleague of the émiuerntds in
S.M.C. 216 (date; probably first century B.C.), and this may be the same.
[In C1.G. 1361 we read of Damippus, son of Aboletus, as husband of
Alcibia, the daughter of Tisamenus. She belongs to the first century B.C.
on the evidence of 23, p. 468 (2002). Thus this inscription, with 35 (q.v.),
dates from the Augustan age, or earlier.—A. M. W.]
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4. (2123). Gable-topped slab of blue marble, ‘43X 31 X 06. Letters
‘02 h. Two sockets for sickles.

Hevoxdis Eevoxréos Xenocles Xenoclis

émi Edéreos vikdas filius, patronomo

70 madiyov uwias Euete, victor
"Opbeias puerorum certa-
xal én[i 5 minis moae (can-
“Tararap- tus) Ortheae (dedicavit),
xov atque Hipparcho
woav- patronomo
TwS. iterum.

None of the men here mentioned seem to be known elsewhere. This
inscription is of value as shewing that a boy could win the match in
two different years.

5. (2134). Slab of blue marble, ‘43X 23 x'05. Letters about o1 h.
Socket for sickle. Very faint writing,

Topoxpdrns "Eme- Timocrates Epini-
EET vikida émi ’Ape- cidae f, patronomo
N AR aroTé\eos vika- Aristotele, victor puero-
TOTEAEOS ;“,“"“ as 16 waudiyov rum certaminis
\i?«?’:’“x N KeNT] Q. celeae (cantus). 5
[ed]oTouov evrpo[yd]rov Clara suae nanctus
' LTOMOM LT ~ov yAwoons 768 deBrov facundae pracmia
FANT LHITOL ATOA! N 5 7 -
N1 S aeipas o lmgua'e .
V32N THELOLTO [Mapbéve oot aperas Artis Timocrates

(Tepo)xpdarns édero. haec tibi, Virgo, dedit. 10

The writing is even fainter than would appear from the facsimile, the
reading needed much patience and even now the text, especially in the
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metrical part, is not quite certain. ’Aperds if right, must be a genitive, on
which yAwoans depends. Edorouov though in grammatical agreement with
defhov in sense qualifies yA@oons. Timocrates son of Epinicidas is not

known elsewhere.
One Claudius Aristoteles occurs as eponymous patronomus in C./.G.
1243, and may be the magistrate of the present inscription.

6. (2139). Part of carved gable-topped slab of greyish marble, ‘25 x 16
% ‘04. Letters 015 h. Stone unbroken on left side, on right side about

half is lost.
N
D)5

EFIATPOIvOx
TOYCTOY[OY
ROAIOCN \HE
MIKIXIZ OM&
OHKENAPT

"B matpovo(pov) [Ilacixpd-] Patronomo Pasi-
Tovs Tob (v)ioD [6 Selva] crate filio, aliquis
Boayos viialas pdav] dux puerorum victor
peceyilope vos avé-) moae (cantus) decennis ipse
5 Onrev *Apr[éuede "Opbéal. dedicavit Dianae
Ortheae.

Naogicpdrys veorepos occurs as Eponymus in C.L.G 1254 and 1257,
and this suggests Iaoixpdrovs Tod viot as a possible reading here. In the
present inscription, as in the other two, the style of writing points to a
somewhat late date. The word ‘warpovouov could easily have been con-
tracted, thus leaving room for the proposed reading.
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7. (2140). Bluish marble, ‘11 x*12Xx'06. Letters ‘02 h.

L N - - - =
TIPA! Hpa(r)[évikos ?

BOAHT "AlBoni(T)[ov Boayos
TAAM élmi Aaplovikida - - -

Restoration uncertain. There is indeed no doubt about ’ABo\sjrov,
but the first line might be MpaTéhaos or Ilparéas, while for the Eponymus
there is a choice between Aapo - - ®ihorpdrovs (C.LG. 1258), Aaudpns
(1243), Aapoxparidas (1364), 'lovhios Aap - - (1320), Aapovikidas (1276),
and Admemmos (3 above).

8. (2142). Red marble, '18 x 21 x'04. Letters 02 h. Very ornate

writing.
-4‘1}':/:: 1 - - o5 Kkai aliquis et
r( ‘2:7( J :‘N - - kxé](o)vs adex- - - -, fratres
¢ dot - -}- - ot "AvTimrd- filii Antipatri, victo-
: Tpov - - vewk|(d)ravres 1o res puerorum certa-
Tratdiyov - - -Joxhijs pév pid- minis, - ocles quidem 3
~ av - - - 8¢ keA]éav émi Aapo- moae, - autem celeae,
- - - - warpo|vopotvr(os). patronomo Damo - - - -

There is a vacant space at the end of line 3, the reason being that the
mason, who has kept very carefully to the division of syllables, had not
room for the letters -tpov. In the fourth and following lines the writing is
smaller and rather crowded. The inscription seems to refer to two sons of
Antipater. The above restoration, though of course uncertain, will give the
general sense. The readings udav and xeréav cannot be doubted. The
Eponymus might be one of those suggested for 7.

9. (2306). Lower end of slab with raised left edge and carved leaf.

nHAn
_ILEAANEZH)
p s

Perhaps [- - - wcdap 7o mawdiyov ke](A)i(a)[v
[Bwp)(oé)a avéan(x)[e] - ?
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10. (2147). Slab of bluish marble, "47 X ‘32 X ‘03. Letters '02. Sickle
had been rivetted on.

YXPhe ENOCAAN O XaptEevos Aapo- Charixenus Damo-
g PATY 81'\7’1‘?}“'0”}\]\«\] v kpatida wpatomdu[mwa- cratida filius, puero-

IC AT OLAMOX TE‘% s Kpiroddpuov Tesaa-  rum primus,
N\EN mey -0t Ld- Critodami, Tisameni,
OY EDCE  wov kdoe- 5 lami comes,

NETYRTP™ NOM v é(mi) marpovip- patronomo Pratonico
ﬁ\E] {FI-AE?N #_OO\{ ov H;,)a'rov[[]/cou . victor
l l L VGL/CELO'\GS‘ TO
Taibiroy TO puerorum
TT’\,yI‘AO)EgHr g%ﬂ ch]&(a)iranga'r- -2)’)/_7“[/01]0 Certiminis : tionis)
~ T)épede ’ - cattheratori (venationis
EM A Oobe [ec':t] d/:éﬁ- nx/:v. Dianae Orthiae

BxN :@ O HEEN dedicavit.

Pratonicus appears as Eponymus in C.I.G. 1250 and 1276. The date
of these is not known. The question raised by the forms mpatomdumars
and xacev will be discussed later. Tisamenus may have been an Eponymus
(C1G. 1282), -

11. (2151). Gable-topped slab of bluish marble, ‘54 %27 %04
Letters ‘02 h. Sickle had been rivetted on.

//\\g
EIITATPONO
M(D IQAYA W po Khavdio mo Claudio
CG[AN(D IAO Seiav®, Piro-  Seiano, Philo-

XAP GIN O /\Y xapeivop Av-  charinus Ly-

5 oimme sippi filius

‘Emri maTpové- Patrono-

B OA[' OPALI ’ Boaryop - dux puerorum
K [X [AAOLLE' ey 168oué- decennium

NWN Nel K/\ vov veweaa[p]  victor
KATGHPATOPIN(J katOnpatépy  certaminis cattheratori
(venationis) Dianae

APTEAMLIAI 10 "ApTéuide
BWPOEA Bwpbéa. Ortheae (dedicavit).
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Sniavos occurs as Eponymus in C./LG. 1249, and Seiavés possibly
Eponymus in S.M.C. 787. Both these may be the same as our Claudius
Sejanus. In S.M.C. 204, 1. 19, C.I.G. 1242 Lysippus son of Philocharinus
is mentioned as Eponymus : this Philocharinus may be the present victor.!
His name also seems to occur in S.M.C. 372.

12. (2152). Slab of bluish marble, 33X%'24x°'04. Letters ‘02 h,
Place for sickle.

- - - ®ovr]-
BiQAAKI Biw Adx(w)[vos, Fulvii Laconis f.
TQAPICTOTE 76 'ApiaToTé- cujus Aristoteles
AHPCYNEDH Mp ouvédn- synephebus,
BOPETINTATPO Bop, émi watpo- patronomo
NOMOQAOYA vopuw M. OOA- 5 M. Ulpio
TQAPOONH wiw *AdGovii- Aphthoneto
TONEIKAAP T@ veLKAap victor
TOTIAIAIKON TO Tadikov puerorum certaminis
MOAMIXIXIA poa peyixed- moae, decennis
AQMENOP Sopevop. 10 ipse.

The sense of the first two lines is rather doubtful. The winnet’s name
is lost and -Biw seems to be the end of a Roman ‘nomen. Ta the
archaistic form for Tod must be used as a relative pronoun, otherwise the
construction becomes impossible. Aphthonetus occurs as Eponymus in
C.1.G. 1241, but without any Roman names ; that inscription may belong
to Hadrian’s reign, to which the present one also might be assigned, and
it is therefore very likely that the same Eponymus occurs in both. In
B.C.H.1. 380, No.. 3, M. Ot\1rios "Adpb6rnTos is Eponymus.? The present
magistrate must be the same.

13. (2153). Slab of blue marble, '43x29%x'04. Letters 02 h.
Socket for sickle.

PIACNIKOX ®IAL| Préviros Pro- Philonicus Philo-
NIKOYNIKAX AZ| virov wkdcas  nici, victor
TOITAT A XONERE| 7 maidixor ke- puerorum certaminis ce-

AI"TA/*"\O POF Mie  'Opbéa. leae (cantus), Ortheae
(dedicavit).

{* Or probably his grandfather.—A. M. W.]
2 The reading in B.C. 4. l.c. may be corrected from OdAmiavod to ObAwiov on the strength of
the present inscription. Cf. S.M.C. 211,
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Philonicus is a fairly common name in many parts of Greece
(cf. Pape-Beus. 5.2.) but does not seem to have been borne by any leading
Spartans.

14. (2154). Slab of blue marble, ‘43X '30 % ‘04. Letters ‘02h. Socket
for sickle.

[AYKUWNEPHOTeNOYC | Iivkwr ‘Epuoyévous Glycon Hermogenis

NEIgANTONAISIK On vewxdas. To mawdikdy  victor puerorum cer-
MWAPXAPIN uoa(v) ydpw. taminis moae {cantus)

gratiam (retulit),

The formula is unusual. Muwap might be an archaistic genitive for
uwas, but the construction would be unusual, and it is more likely to be a
mistake due to the nearness of the letters -ap- in ydpw.

One Hermogenes occurs in C.[.G. 1242, but there is nothing to shew
whether he was akin to the present winner. The dates are not
certain, but neither inscription seems to be earlier than Antoninus Pius,

15. (2155). Gable-topped slab of bluish marble, 25 x 24 x ‘05. Letters
‘o1 h. Socket for sickle.

ONALIKAEIAALSIRO "Ovacicieidas Piro-  Onasiclidas Philo-
ZTPATOYNEIRAEAE  srpdrov vewcdcas strati victor cer-
KAIEHPAT%“SE%O kacanpatipiy wpaTo- taminis casseratori
ggﬁg:}fnyq E1PE wapmaidoy atpo  (venationis) puerorum
NONAE __ XEAOCIAN mapwaidwy, eipé- 5 primus (?)
voy 8¢ kelolav. juvenumque celoeae (cantus)
victor.

The meaning of line 4 is obscure, unless indeed atpo can have been a
mistake for wpato, and even then the repetition of wparorapmraldov would
be curious.

The winner is not known elsewhere.
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16. (2156). Gable-topped slab of bluish marble, '39 x'24 X 035s.
Letters '02. Broken through.

AYZIkPATHEXA Avaikparns Xa- Lysicrates Charixeni
PIZENOYETTIAP! piEévov émi’Ape- (filius) Aristocle
ZTOKAEOYS agTokAéovs (patronomo)
NEIKASASTO vewkdoas To victor puerorum certa-
TTAIAIXON///AB madiyxo(v) [x]ab- 5 minis cattheratori
OHPATOPINAP Onpatipew ’Ap- (venationis) Dianae
TEMITIOPOE] Téuere "Op(el)[al. Ortheae (dedicavit).

For the persons here mentioned see note on No. 1.
17. (2158). Bluish marble, ‘14 X 16 x03. Letters ‘02 h. Socket for
sickle.
APETTANHN - - - (O)pemdvmy [Tivd dvé-
7ANMBON, Onl(xa Aa)Bov.
- - - falcem hanc acceptam dedicavi.
This scems to be part of a metrical inscription. The restoration

is uncertain, though Spemwdvny is plain.

18. (2159). Greyish marble, ‘22 x'22%x03. Letters ‘0oz h.

MAPKOC Mapxos Marcus Aurelius
/PHAIOC [A(D)prprsos Prateas Tyranni
ATEACTYPAN [p)(a)Téas Tvpd(v)[vov filius dux puero-
-0CMI |<|<)|(I [Boalyos merreyi[fopévoy - -  rum decennium - - -

The letters supplied fit the vacant space. In line 4 the letters -yi-
were left out by mistake and added later.
Mpartéas is known as a Spartan name, cf. S.H7.C. 247.

19. (2162). Fragment of gable-topped slab of blue marble, ‘16 x 17
x'04. Letters ‘025 h.

THEL - s (- - - Teos)
rroy - - émi - - {J(mw)mwov - -

This seems to give the winner’s name and father, with the datc; the
latter might be the year of Lysippus, who is mentioned in C./.G. 1241, 1242.
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20. (2163). Two fragments of red marble (thickness '04) measuring
26 x ‘19 and ‘20x‘'09. Letters ‘025 h.

"\CEN GT‘ il xldaev émi (m)[atpo- - - - comes patro-
OMOYAGZ] v]opov Aekifud- nomo Dexima-
JYNl KA( ,\c TO X]Ov vikdoas Tb[v cho victor
- . Th]s kapTepiasd(y)d- certaminis patientis
\KAPTGPIACAIUJ 1§ kapTepLas aly rtaminis patientiae

JFoeeIA 5 va] 'Opbeia. Ortheae (dedicavit).

Deximachus is a possible reading in Il 2, 3 ; although no Eponymus
is known whose name began with the letters seen above, yet in C.Z.G. 1261
we find that the Eponymus Pratolaus had as father Deximachus, so that
the present magistrate might have belonged to the same family.

raptepias aywy refers to the flogging at the altar: see pp. 314 f. for a
full discussion of this inscription and the contest in question,

21. (2165). Slab of bluish marble, 45 x27x'08. Letters ‘0oz h.
Socket for sickle. Neat writing.

[

K ]\E ANLAP OP I(()»ét\wSp?p Cleander .
OKAIMHNIP | { L5 Catisas e
Kéngpm " Bovayop émi dux puerorum

B YAI—S ETHN TaTpovou® 5 patronomo
I"OI mPlI‘O] momm < Lopyimme 6 (Foef)’b"ﬂ'ﬂ'w) Gorgippo Gorgippi f.
NIKAAPMQRNAPTE "0 7 e
MITIBQPZEE\ANEIH ‘ ) ’

E

K€. Ortheae dedicavit.
Gorgippus, son of Gorgippus, is Eponymus in another inscription of

this class ((6) above) in which the victory of Philetus in the xe\dav is
recorded. The year of Gorgippus falls in the reign of Marcus Aurelius.
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22. (2166). Bluish marble, ‘22 X '10x03. Letters ‘oz h,

APA: (a)pas - - [ue-
KiXi2 ey e(8)[Sopevop éri
MATP matp[ovouw - -
NAID vayw) - -

TOP 5 Top - - [ApTéut-
TIB Tt Bopbéq - -2

Except in line 1 no letters are lost on the left side. Line 4 may have
given the Eponymus.

23. (2167). Fragment of bluish marble, ‘15 x 17 x'03. Letters ‘02 h.
Socket for sickle.

VZOME - = - peey)(Dopévov - - 1

24. (2168). Fragment of gable-topped slab. Whitish marble, 21 X ‘10
%X '04. Letters ‘015 h.

FASHT "Alyaf t[xn

SIAAN - - - ZuMav)[os - -

TPON émri malrpovo(uov) [I1. AlA.
\NAI "Ank](a)wd(p)[ida - - - -

Restoration quite uncertain. Alcandridas seems to be Eponymus in

2, and may be read here.

25. (2303). Corner of slab with carved pediment, ‘11 x08. Letters

~015 h.
AT A€ "Avyallj Tixy - -
s o --[A¢fo-?
NHT Q1 ViTo - -

‘This fragment seems to belong to the series, but the sense is doubtful.
B B
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26. (2170). Fragment of red marble, '16 X *13 X '04, showing traces of
carving in upper left corner. Letters ‘o1 h.

MT?]O / . § AapaTpiov
%\ €N Hfl [k]doer puri] yi§oper-

ols vmo m(a) - -

N . vpwy - -
\l'fb 5 . ke\eiat To -

w QYBN . (0) & EdBdA[xeos
The reading in the first two lines is fairly safe and xe\ela: in the fifth
line is clear, but the meaning of the rest is doubtful. EdJBd\«ns, which
seems to have stood in I. 6, is known as a Spartan name (S.M.C. 203, 393).
Itis a form of Edfdlxns, the B standing for F (as in Bepaéa, 21 = Fopféa).

27. (2171). Fragment of greyish marble, ‘10X 13 x'02. Letters ‘or h.

[- - - vikdoas To maidiyor
ANAPH udlav’ Ap(té)uide "Opbeia
EEKEN avé]fexer.

Restoration quite uncertain.

28. (2172). Fragment of gable-topped slab of greyish marble,
23X 20X '04. Letters o1 h.

AAMOKPATO//// - - - Aaporpdarovfs vi-
TTATAIX kdaas 1] wadex[ov - -
i - =& - -

In line 1 -ov- is written in contraction.
29. (2174). Blue marble, ‘17 x'15x'04. Letters -o15 h.
1 v ---

NNE: v ve) -
cAC kal(o)as
CCH x)(a)oor -
1ATOPIN 5 (p)atopew
ETTITTIAN® émi (watp)[ovépov - - -
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30. (2175). Blue marble, '23 x'17 X ‘05. Letters "0z h.

| L. I4 ]
LETTL TATPOVOLOV

na . AYPH (M)ap. Avpn[riov - -
TMOPOYTO moépov To[D - -
APOYTOYK Spov o0 K - -
APTEMIT "Aprémr[e "Opbeia
ANEBGHN 5 avéfn(x)[e.

In line 3 there seems to be the end of a name like Etwopos, which
however would not suit any known Eponymus ; in line 4 is the end of a
name like "Alravdpos; what follows is uncertain. Finally we have the
usual form of dedication.

31. (2178). Gable-topped slab of bluish marble, 48 x 32 x '03. Letters
‘02—01 h. Iron sickle in socket.

A EYE 0 OpagvBovros Kan- Thrasybulus Cal.i-
9 §<PAT0 YAOEK Mexpatovs 'BEvvupavti- cratis Enymanti-
ada kdoev éwi Adrwvos, adae casis, (patro-

%TPONOHOYNTOEAEM maTpovopovvTos 8¢ Umeé- nomo) Lacone,

5 p adTov Adxwvos Tod vod suffecto autem
kAtA © T'OTtALA] v[¢]|xdoas TO wads- ejus filio Lacone,

WoN KIEAO LA AYTEMITI  xov kehota *Apréucre victor puerorum
OPOEIA 'Opbeia. certaminis
celoeae (cantus) Dianae
Ortheae (dedicavit).

An Enymantiadas occurs in S.M.C. 210 (Le Bas-Foucart 173 a)
where Chalinus and Hierocles stood to him as xdois; this may be the
Enymantiadas mentioned here.

The statement that some other man acted for the Eponymus is made
here, in 1 and in 38. In the present case there is no doubt as to the
construction, so it cannot be thought that the acting-patronomus discharged
his duties merely in relation to the winner (as if vwép adTdy, in the present
inscription, could refer to Thrasybulus and not to Lacon). We must there-
fore believe either that the deputy took over the whole duties of the

B B2
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Eponymus after the latter had had the honour of giving his name to the
year (as with the suffectio of consuls under the Roman Empire), or else
that he merely took the place of the latter at the boys’ contest. While the
fact that the Eponymus was no longer acting would not need to be
mentioned in most documents, it is quite possible that the Patronomus took
a leading part in the Artemis festival, and that therefore the name of the
official actually in charge was of some interest; not otherwise can we
understand why the whole list of titles borne by the Patronomus should be
mentioned in this class of inscription (as in (¢) and probably 2).!

In the present case Lacon may have been an old man, and therefore
willing to make way for his son, who may have been elected as a compli-
ment to the father.

32. (2179). Handsomely carved slab of greyish marble, 45 x "49 x ‘09.
Letters -02 h. Two sockets for sickles.

Ed8oxipop (Eddokipw) xe-
Nola kai Ed86ke-
pop Aaporpareop

0 xai 'Apioreldap xao-

HPATOPIOINEIKAAN

TePETIIAAKACT BOYAIol Tep émt *Ahxdoro Bovayol

MIXMOIIAEH(DNF (DP ey i8Souévewy, Fop-
oc€

Oéq.

[* This inscription szems to give us a new member of the family of Eurycles, namely a Lacon,
son of that C. Julius Lacon who was son of Eurycles and prominent in Laconia under Claudius:
his name appears on coins of that Emperor (B.M. Catalogue, Peloponnesus, Pl. XXV, 12). His
existence had been already conjectured by J. M. Paton (Zransactions of the American Philol.
Assoc. 1895, 38, where a family-tree is given). This inscription probably dates at latest from the
reign of Claudius. The elder Lacon also had a son named Argolicus, who was married before
33 A.D. (Tac. 4nn. vi. 18); which places his own birth earlier than 15 B.C., at least. It is
apparently Lacon the younger who is Eponymus for the second time in £.7.G. 1347.—A. M. W.]

anpaTopiot velkday- 5

i
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‘Eudocimus Eudocimi (filius) celoeae, et Eudocimus Damocratis (filius),
vocatus quoque Aristidas, casseratori victores, patronomo Alcasto, duces
puerorum decennium, Ortheae (dedicaverunt).’

The two boy-winners may have been cousins, both named after their
grandfather. An example of an a/ias has occurred in 21. Alcastus is
Eponymus in C./.GG. 1241, about the end of the reign of Hadrian. The
archaism is noteworthy.

33. (2183). Bluish marble, ‘10X 15 X -05. Letters ‘02 h.

IAYPHNI//// - - (M.) Adpinios]
0xYM XappJoau(v)[os - -
- o

Restoration uncertain,

34. (2185). Fragment of blue marble, ‘13 x ‘07 X '03. Letters ‘02 h,

€ -€-
TO viedas] (7)o [mraddi- victor puerorum -
<EAO xov] («)eho[iav certaminis celoeae (cantus)
ITIBO "Aprép]ire Bo[pbéa Dianae Ortheae
€6H av]éfn|«xe. dedicavit.

35. (2189). Slab of greyish marble. Broken through; -21x'17.
Letters ‘015 h. Sockets for three sickles.

AAXAPHIAAXAPE Aaxapns Aaydape- Lachares Lacharis
OZNIKAAZSTATT os viedas 1(0 ) asdi- filius victor puerorum
: UNIEAE x(0v) (x)ené(av) [émi certaminis celeae
EYBAA EdB(al) - - [ma-

TPONOM 5 Tpovoufov - - - e.g. Swrhel-

NN oa K - -

KAIKAEO® rat K\eo- -

KAIKYNAT ///] xai Kvvay - -

KAIAEPEI kal depet - -

NiIKABPONB 10 vixaBpov Blwpbéa.

Nothing seems to be lost on the left side. The letters are rather faint.
In line 4 a name like EdBdArens seems to occur,! though no such Eponymus
is known. In line 7 is the beginning of a name like Cleomenes, perhaps

1 Cf. perhaps 26, 1. 6.
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another winner recording his triumph on the same stone with Lachares.!
Of lines 6 and 9 nothing can be made. Kuvwvay[és] may be a proper name
in line 7 : wikafpov in line 10 means a thank-offering for victory.

36. (21694 2194)2 Two fragments of whitish marble. Letters ‘02 h.

--[B
Ny, Miky (oa)[yop] (perx) extddo- dux puerorum dec-
MEN(NETTL (w)év(wv) émi [ratpove- ennium patronomo

10TIBKAAYB (o TiB. Khav. B{paci8a ie- Tib. Cl. Brasida
2EQPAIPTAN 5§ (péwp Sip (Tdv) [SeBacTédv kai pontifice II. Augustorum
riaN &y I)(elw)v [wpoydvey ad- et eorum
T@V] - - divorum patrum.

Restoration somewhat uncertain. Cl. Brasidas is Eponymus in C./.G.
1259 and would suit the space here. In line 4 8/p is archaistic for &/s ; the
usual formula has been supplied.

37. (2206). From trench A. Part of carved slab, 2o x'19. Letters -0z h.
Socket for sickle. No letters lost on the right side.

/

Ayabi Jrixn Bona fortuna
l-\g - - "Apxiadap Archiadas
A\ BOAFOP - - a Boaryop - - - filius, dux

--- puerorum.

An Archiadas, son of Damolas, occurs in S.M.C. 267 ; as far as the
writing goes, there is no reason against the present Archiadas being the
same. The name is not very common,

1 [We seem to have another previously unknown member of the Eurycles family, for it is
probable that the elder Lachares is the father of C. Julius Eurycles, and thus that the younger
one—not known elsewhere—is the latter’s (? younger) brother; as Lachares was killed before the
battle of Actium (Plutarch, 4#uf. 67), this inscription dates back to the first century B.C.: a
conclusion which suits the date of S.7.C. 205, in which Eubalces occurs. —A. M. W, ]

% 2194 was found in the wall of the upper Roman building, trench B.
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38. (2248). Part of gable-topped slab, -25x-17. Letters ‘02 h.
Socket for sickle.

<. {o)vé{dnBos ém
w]atpovo[uov Tipo-
(n)évovs, (m)[arpovopo-
rTos vme[p avtov A, OD-
5 orooonvo(t) [Aaudpovs
piroraloapols kai edra-
Beatdrov, v[eikdoas 7o w-

adexo(v) - - -

‘- - - alicujus synephebus, patronomo Timomene, suffecto autem
L. Volusseno Damare amico Caesaris viro dignissimo, victor puerorum
certaminis - - -’

In line 2 Timomenes, the Eponymus of C..G. 1248, is a possible
reading. His year falls about the reign of Marcus Aurelius, to which age
our inscription, with its rather poor lettering, might belong.

In lines 3, 4 there is mention of a deputy Patronomus, whose honours
are given at length (cf. 31 and note there). The name Volussenus occurs
at Sparta in C./.G. 1438 and S.M.C. 281, both times with the names
Lucius and Damares. It is possible that here also is a mention of some
member of that house, wherefore the names have been restored.  The title
of ¢ihoxaicap does not denote an ‘amicus Caesaris’ in the sense of a
member of the Emperor’s council, but is merely complimentary, as also is
ebhaféaTartos,  worthy’ or ‘ pious.’

39. (2476). From trench before Temple. Slab with trace of sculptured

pediment and socket for sickle. Broken through in three places,
43 %18 x'025.  Letters ‘037 h., rather thick and clumsy.
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AACK
ToTl/
PA
Falx.
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"B [waTpovouov

Aap - -

das (- - 8a) - - [vewkacas
70 m(a)[8uxov kably-

pa[tépw - - -

Patronomo

Dam - -

- das (-dae filius)
victor puerorum
catheratori (ve-

nationis) - -

The letters in lines 1 and 2 are larger than those below.
The Eponymus might be Damares (C.Z.G. 1243), Damippus (3 above),
or some other of the possible names given under 7.

40. (2482).

Found face down in pavement before E. end of Temple.

Gable-topped slab of coarse marble, '65 x ‘41 x'095. Letters ‘016 h. Two
sickles were fastened on.
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"Bt maTpovépov 2 <t>wawix(ov) Patronomo Sosinico

I piuos Nypéos Meve- Primus, Nerei f, Mene-

x\el Kdoev vikdoas pda(v) clis comes victor moae (cantus)
"Aptéuuri 'Opbela avélnkev. Dianae Ortheae dedicavit.

"Emi rarpovo(uo)v Ed- 5 Patronomo Eu-

Sapov Ilpiuos No- damo Primus, Ne-

péos Mevexhel rei f., Meneclis

kdoev vikdoas comes victor

keNéav dvélnre[v] celeae (cantus) dedicavit
"Apréurri 'Opbeia. 10 Dianae Ortheae.

In line 1 the last two letters are written above ik, in line 5 -uo- are
left out probably by mistake,

In line 1 it is not easy to see what the name of the Eponymus can be
if not Sosinicus ; the inscription shows traces of carelessness and the -¢-
may be simply a mistake; the last six lines are rather crooked, though
they must have been added before the setting up of the stone.

In line 3 the mark on the stone above the A is the missing N.

The dating of this inscription presents some difficulty. The only
Sosinicus known to have been Eponymus is seen in (&) above; he bears
the names M. Aurelius, and further the inscription already gives the winner
of the uda in that year. It might indeed be believed that there could be
two dedications on the strength of one victory, one by the Boayds, the
other made unofficially by some private member of the team whose father
wished to record the event. On the other hand the only Eudamus known
to have been Eponymus seems to have borne office in Hadrian’s reign
(C.I.G. 1241), and must have been distinct from the present magistrate.
Primus, son of Nereus (as the right rendering seems to be), is hardly a
name that we should expect at Sparta as early as Hadrian’s reign. The
name Nereus is known (cf. Pape-Bens. s.2.).

41. From house of Matalas at Aphesou. Red marble, 095 X ‘09 X ‘04..
Letters '0z h.

tis - -

<AB6HI, xalbn(p)atdper]
oPAEKI épnBlop 8¢ x(e)Aéav - -
"OPGY/ (B)opb(é)la
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The reading épnBop, if at all possible, would imply that the winner
wwon the cattheratorin in his boyhood, and the celea when he was an ephebe.
Two forms @ and @ are used. The restoration is quite uncertain.

42. (2307). From Temple site. Bottom of slab with trace of socket
for sickle. Letters ‘oz h.

- ~ [vixa- victor
SAZ aas [10 mraidicoy puerorum certaminis
MQOQANFA udav (a)védnrev - - moae (cantus) dedicavit
- ---[Opbeiq - - Ortheae.
43. (2304). Corner of slab with carved pediment, ‘16X '08. Letters
“01s h,
AT A *Aya[ 07 Tiyn
SEKN Sé(Eros) U op(mifios) Aa-
MAINE patve[Tos Beofévov ?
BOATIC Boay(0)[s periyioué -
NON 5 vev - - -

The name inline 2 is Sextus not Secundus, as it is clearly a praenomen :
this seems to have been the common abbreviation (cf. C./.G. 1345 and
note). Boeckh believes that at the time of Sextus Pompey’s occupation of
the Peloponnese many Greeks took his name. The father of Damaenetus
may have been Theoxenus, as two 3ék. Ilou. Oedfevor and a Aaualveros
‘Beofévov are known (C.1.G. 1369, Le Bas-Foucart, 168 i).

44. (2475). Slab with carved pediment, 275%X26%x'04. Letters
015 h. The inscription seems to begin with two metrical lines, but what
follows is uncertain.

IPEYZESEIOMAKAIPAK ~
TETPAXEIPOEMOAN
OETOKAAAIKPATHS
EGHBOSONEYIF
MoYPXAA EYPY! 5
MANTIZATIOS

Ipeds oeto, Mdrawpa, x(a)avyviTov] | TeTpdyetpos
udav [viknaas dv]|fero Karkikparn(s).
- - - gvv]|épnBos - - || - - - - | pdvTis awoo - - - 5
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The use of geio and ipeds shows the dialect to be conventional Ionic,
of which (@) has already furnished an example. Madxatpa could be applied
to any goddess, Terpayeip was an attribute of Amyclacan Apollo!;
this suggests the reading xaciuywijtov in line 1. No line seems to have
been lost below.

Another priest appears as a victor in (¢) above. These may have been
hereditary priesthoods. It is also possible (1) that the stones were set up
some years after the victory, or (2) that Callicrates was on the verge of
manhood when he won the uda; this, as will be seen below, was not
impossible. Were this the case, épnBos might be read in line 4, though
auv]édpnBos would be equally allowable. On the other hand the winner in
{¢) was Bovayop pikriryiddouévor.

45. (22835). Slab unbroken on the right.

—1AAP - (e){dap - - - idas
“KEXIT Boaryop pe)(x)riyer- dux puerorum
-NETHR Topév)(w)y émi ma(T)- decennium patro-
« 2P AYPAEI povéul(w) Mdp. Adp. Ne:- nomo M. Aur. Nicephoro
HAQNIAA kngopw @) (PyAwvida 5  Philonidae f.
PRAS veicdal(p) xao- victor venationis ?
anpatipw] - - -

In line 1 there seems to be the end of a name. Line 2, periyitTo-
pévoy is a new form, instead of wirreyi8Souévwr. The Eponymus must be
M. Aur. Nicephorus, son of Philonidas, for whom see B.C.A. ix. 515, No. 6.
Owing to the free use of contractions this inscription must be placed late,
perhaps in the reign of Commodus.

46. (2284). Unbroken on left. Small fragment, ‘13 X ‘05. Letters ‘015 h.

N v--

TOYOL 700 8 - - - [a-
pICTON ptoTom[oAsTevTrs ?
OPBEIAA "Opfeia a[védnee].

1 Wide, Lak. Kulte, 68, 69, where several references are given, cf. 95. Cf. also Le Bas-
Foucart, Explication, p. 101.
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Other Inscriptions from the Awtemisium.

47. (2161). Lower end of whitish marble slab, ‘30 x '20x'03. Letters

TOPA Eevoxrijs mpa(t)[o-
TAlZ (A)ypendyor kdge[v) was
pLrLy1806pevos

This stone is of a different shape from those so far given, the letters
mpa(T)[6]mais being separated from the rest by a ridge. Though the end
of the inscription is here, there is no word of Artemis Orthia. The doings
of some boy are commemorated, as is shown by uexeyi68ouevos and by the
form arpatomats, which will be discussed later ; but beyond this the nature
of the inscription is doubtful.

48. (2157). Greyish marble cut to a point on left side, '16 X '12 x*05.
Letters o1 h.

? - - - ZedlEvmmos -

- Sov -
- vepa -

Meaning doubtful.

NOTE 1.—NATURE OF THE CONTESTS.

It is clear from the above inscriptions that there were at least three
kinds of competition. These are given in the following terms (a few
doubtful cases being left out).

(i.) 70 wacdikov udav 1, 14 (prob.); 70 maidikdy uwa 3,12 ; T0 Tadiyov
uaat 4 ; pdav (@) (d) 21, 40 ; polav] 8. .

(il.) 1o mabiyov xehja 5, 13 ; xeléav 40 ; Kehola 32 ; xeholav 15, 34
(prob.) ; xexelar 26 ; xaik[flav (d); xerbav (6).
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(iii.) 7o wadikov 7o (ka)TOnparopy 10; To waduyov kabbnparipw 16 ;
10 mabiyov xablnpardpiov (%) ; xarbnparipw 11; xaconpardpw 15,
29, (¢), (d) ; raconpatoplor 32.

The case-forms in which these words appear seem to be (1) accusative,
eg., I veknioas 10 wadiwov udav. Here 76 waidikov is a cognate accusative
after vewcrjoas, and udav an apposition to 7o wawdikdy which it limits and
explains. ¢ Having won the boys’ contest, namely the uda’ In the same
way are to be explained vewwdoas 10 wadiwor xabbnpatdépiov (%), verwiicas
70 7. kaBbnpaTopw 16, and others. The occurrence of kaffnpariopiov shews
that xa@Onparopiv is merely a shortened form,! not the accusative of a
noun in -ts. Elsewhere the name of the contest is used by itself as the
object of vewijaas, eg. (@) udav vikioas, (0) vewdap xeldav, (¢) vewxdap
xaocaonpatépw, and elsewhere. (2) Dative—either instrumental or locative
in its force. In view of updiar 4 and xeréar 26 it seems likely that the
other forms without the accusative ending are also datives and should
therefore be written with an iota subscript ; the omission of the iota in the
dative would of course be usual in late inscriptions. We should therefore
write uwa 3 etc., kedja 5 etc., xelolg 31, 32. These forms are found most
commonly with 70 mawdiwor (32 is a certain exception), but are quite
possible without it. Kagonparoplor 32, if not locative, may be an
archaistic dative.?

As to the exact meanings of these various terms there has been
a good deal of disagreement. It will be best to take each in order.

(i) Maa. This word, as suggested by Baunack,? seems to be a Doric
form of potoa ; by the change of intervocalic ¢ to h, and of -ov- to -w-
by the ordinary rules, we have povoa=puwha ; later the aspirate would
naturally be dropped. The contest would therefore be some form of
musical performance. In support of this view it may be mentioned that
the hymns of Alcman were sung in honour of Artemis Orthia by
choirs of maidens, perhaps in competition.*

1 The shortening of -tov to -tv which in the end produced the modern Greek forms ending in -
began at a fairly early date : cf. Jannaris, Hist. Gk Gram. §§ 302-3. v

2 -0l as a dative ending is common in archaic inscriptions ; cf. Z.G.4. 63. Roberts, /ntrod.
to Gk. Epigr. i. p. 253, No. 254, NfUIOI = ["Onv)wnie.

3 Rhein, Mus. xxxviil. (1883) 293. Hesych. pda: ¢d) woid. Plato, Laws 666 D moiav §¢
doovaw of drdpes pwriy § wobgav; (quoted by Meister ap., Collitz-Bechtel, IIL. 2, p. 144); Ar.
Lysist. 1297 (chorus of Spartan women) uda udéie Adrawa.

4 So Diels, Hermes xxxi. 1896, 339 fl. The passage of Alcman has already been quoted,
P- 352, footnote, above.
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(ii) xerfja, etc. All kinds of views have been held as to the meaning
of this group of words. In inscription (&) xai Adav was read, Adav being
taken in the sense of Adaw, ¢ quoit-throw.” This was the explanation of
Baunack, who further took xeavav to be meant for ke Aadaw, ¢ victorious
with the quoit twenty-five times’ Komnenos took Adéa to be another
form of Mpa (Aaxwvikd, 364). Preger took the words to refer to:
the musical competition ; he is followed by Meister,! who gives many
words from the same stem as wxeAfja, all connected with singing. Both
authorities considered the word to be either an apposition explaining uaav
or an adjective qualifying it.

The new evidence makes the meaning of xe\fia rather plainer. In
5 Timocrates, winner of the xe\fia, speaks of the ‘ Fair-sounding prize
of his tuneful voice’, and this seems to prove Preger’s view to be the
true one. But though the xelfja was a contest in singing it does not seem
to have been the same as the uda, for in. 8 the two are contrasted. In
that inscription two brothers, sons of Antipater, record their success and
state that in the same year one was victorious in the uda and the other
in the xeafja.?  What the difference was is not yet known, but there would
be nothing strange in having two singing contests: one («xeAfja) might
have been formal hymns to Artemis, such as the hymns of Alcman; the
other (uéda) marching songs like those of Tyrtaeus, accompanied perhaps by
instrumental music. Paus. iii. 17. 5 mentions the association of such
music with the Muses, and adds that the Spartans used the flute and lyre
to play their men into battle. Plut. Lycurg. 21 says the same thing
(mentioning the flute only) and adds that the king sacrificed to the
Muses in the field.

The various forms of the word itself seem to be due to the uncer-
tainty of spelling in a dialect word. It may be noted, if the reading
xerxdayv for xeavay be accepted, that all the forms in the modern Greek
pronunciation would have exactly the same sound, except xeAéa, where
the spelling may be archaistic.

(iii) xabbnpatopwv, kabBfnparipiov, etc. Here again the explanations.
are various. Baunack thought the word was connected with xaraf@npiv,

! In Collitz-Bechtel, III. 2, pp. 143 ff. Hesych. KaAooidia: &ydv émiterotpeves *Aprépdt maps
Adrwow.—KaraBoldiar év 7§ Tiis Aepedaridos iep@ *ApTémidos ¢déuevor Suvor. This word may be a
form of xeAfje. Hesych. Kéawp: ¢pwrh. Compare the words xéAados, keAadeiv, x.7.A.

2 Inscr. (@) proves nothing against this, for there may have been ¢47¢ winners, or the same:
dv€éAn might have won both uéda and xeAfja.
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“to hunt down,” and referred to some kind of beast-fight! Koumanoudes
took kacanparopw in (¢) as a dialect form of Katoapelotow? Komnenos
took it to be a foot-race® Foucart derived the word from the root of casszs
and fopeiv=‘a leap with a helmet.’* Preger, who thought that all the
competitions were musical, proposed either to connect xa@fnpatipir with
onpaddpos, or to make it =kata Onpatipiov ‘on the hunting ground, or
else to take it as the name of a festival, sc. dywropa’® Meister agrees
with the latter view and quotes dynmijpca, a Cyprian festivals Lastly Tod,’
on the discovery of (%), refuted the last view and justified Baunack’s idea..
Here the new inscriptions quite bear him out; the form xaf8npardpior
has been further established (32) and such a form as xarfnpatépw (11)
seems to fix the derivation from xard¢ and fppdrv. It remains to be seen
what kind of ‘hunt’is meant by the xaffnpardpiov. Baunack, Mayer,3
and Tod ? all refer it to an actual bull-fight such as is supposed to have
been held in the Mycenaean age. Baunack proves the existence of the bhull-
fight in Thessaly, and at Rome, and quotes five inscriptions from Hellen-
istic times onwards which show that it was common in Asia Minor, though
in no case definitely associated with the worship of Artemis. But all this
is not enough to prove that the same thing happened at Sparta. Baunack’s.
view that the Spartans borrowed the practice from Rome seems unlikely,
for the use of archaic words shows that the contest must have been an
old one ; and the idea of setting ten-year-old boys to fight bulls does not
seem reasonable. It seems therefore more natural to believe that the
xa@Onparopiov was a rough game played by the bands of Spartan boys,
which took its name from its likeness to a hunt or beast-fight. It need
not have been fought against a bull any more than the games of ‘ cock-
fighting’ and * bear-baiting’ nowadays have anything to do with cocks or
bears. The contest of the lads in the Platanistas described by Pausanias
(iii. 14. 9, 10), as a prelude to which two boars fought, may give an idea of
the kind of struggle that the hunt would have been. The matter however
is still uncertain.

Y Loc. cit., where the various forms of the word are explained.

2’A0hvaiov 1. 256, 3 Aakwvied, 363. 4 In Le Bas Explication, p. 143,

5 Loc. cit. 342. 8 0p. cit. p. 144. 7 Ath, Mitt. xxix (1904) 52.

8 Arch. Jahrbuck vii. (1892) 72 ff.  Mykenische Beitrige. 1. Stierfang.

9 Ath. Mitt. xxix (1904), §5, where three fresh examples of bull-fights are given, from:
inscriptions of Larissa. All these refer to imperial times.
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NOTE 2.—WHAT WAS THE THING DEDICATED?

INSCRIPTION 3I, SHOWING IRON SICKLE IN PLACE.

It would naturally be thought, if the same thing was offered up in
‘memory both of a musical and an athletic victory, that the object itself
-would have no connexion with either contest, but would rather have been
chosen for an altogether different reason.

The suggestions are :

I. A scraper! This being used by athletes may perhaps be a fit offer-
ing, but in a musical contest it would be out of place; moreover the shape
of the implement is not that of the Greek scraper, and we are told that
‘the Spartans used scrapers made of cane not iron.?

2. A kind of high cap called arheyyis. This is the view taken by

! So Reisch, Gr. Wetkgeschenke, p. 61, n. 2.

2 Plut. Jnst. Lac. 32 Zrreyylow ob oidqpals &ANG kahapivais expévro. Cf. Preger’s
mote Z.c. 335.
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Meister, Z¢. p. 143, and he quotes the following passages in support of it :
(i) In the Andania Inscription (Collitz-Bechtel, 4689 1. 13) the mpoTopdaras
are crowned with oTAeyyides ; (ii) Xen. Anab. 1. 2 § 10, Xenias gives golden
aTAeyyibes as prizes to Cyrus’ troops; (iii) Sosibius ap. Athen. xv. p. 674a
(F.H.G.ii. p.626) cal yap kai Aaxebarpovior kahdup aTedavoivrar €v T TéVY
Mpopayelov éopth, s Pnot ZwaiBos év Tols mepi TdY év AareSaipovi Quoiddv,
ypapwy olTws év TalTy ocvuBaiver ToUs pev amwo ThHs yopas xalduois
orepavoiofar ) aTheyyldi, Tods & éx ThHs aywyfs waidas doTedpavdTovs
axohovfeiy (where Meister would read ayéins for aywyfs). Lastly, Meister
compares the fixing of the iron sickle on the stone with the common
practice of carving a wreath to record the distinction of being crowned.

Meister’s proof however is not satisfactory. In the Xenophon passage
a golden scraper is quite as likely a prize in an athletic meeting as
a golden cap, though the latter is the usual rendering! The oTAeyyis at
Andania is not to the point, because there is no question of a prize there,
As to Sosibius, Athenaeus at least took him to mean that the votaries
wore wreaths of plaited reeds, in other words that o eyyis and xdrauo:
meant the same thing at Sparta.? It has been already mentioned that the
Spartans used reeds for scrapers, so probably arieyyis simply meant a
reed. In any case the wearing of a o7heyryis does not prove that it was
given as a prize ; nor does Meister explain how Tovs amo Tijs ywpas can
be the leaders of the bands, nor yet how dywyijs can be the same as
ayéans. Moreover the Promachea, whatever festival it may have been,
had nothing to do with Artemis® Again, if the ‘prize-cap’ was to be
offered on the stone itself it would have been just as easy to carve a cap in
stone as it was to carve and gild a wreath—and the fact that this was
not done is enough to show that there is no comparison between the two
cases. Nor is it easy to think of a worse copy of a gilded cap than a long
iron sickle.

3. A sickle-blade. This is the view of Preger, /¢, and it seems to be
proved by the new inscriptions. It must be noted, firstly, that-the thing
dedicated was the prize itself; so (a) 7d8’ émabra AaBdv. 5 768" debrov
detpas. 17 (8)pemwdvyy [11vd avéfnl(ka Aa)Bov.

1 In Polyb. xxv. 4, where Perseus gives golden orAeyyldes to a Rhodian crew as gifts, there is
the same uncertainty. Pollux vii. 179 gives both meanings.

2 With this custom may be compared the wearing of basket-crowns by the maiden worshippers
of Artemis Coloene at Sardis. Strabo xiii. 626.

3 Wide, Lak. Kulte, 349, 356.
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The last example proves that the offering was called a sickle, for in
spite of the broken state of the stone, the socket and the word Spemdvny
(both are quite plain) are not to be explained in any other way. How
then could a sickle be a fit offering ‘to Artemis? Let us think to
what uses such a tool could be put in early times. It would serve very
well for reaping corn, and perhaps for pruning olive-trees,! for hunting
however it would have been useless. It must therefore have been offered
to Artemis Orthia as the life-giving and fructifying goddess, the giver of
increase ; there is good reason to think that this was one attribute of
Orthia. It is moreover quite possible that the sickle had no special
connexion with Artemis Orthia, but was merely a useful prize such as

might be given in early times. Any such reward could have been offered
to the patroness of the contest.

NOTE 3.-—AGE AND STANDING OF THE WINNERS.

The use of the word macdikov of the competitions under discussion, as
it is found in most of the inscriptions, shows clearly that the competitors
were usually boys. The age for entry is further defined by the term
peeyrfouevor, clearly a form of wikifduevos,? which was applied at Sparta
to a boy in the third year of his state training, the tenth year of his life.
The common form, Boeayos wikiyilouévmy, etc. (as in 6, 11, 18, 32 (¢) and (¢))
seems to denote that the winner was the leader of a band of boys3 Each
band elected its own leader, and the leader kept the title through life
so that Boayds often appears in conjunction with the higher offices* It
seems likely however that in this class of inscription the use of Boayés had
a more definite meaning, and that the bands of boys, not the leaders, were

1 The Greeks to-day have a pruning-knife very like these votive sickles, some of the latter
even have a ‘shoulder’ on the reverse side, showing that they, like the modern tool, may have
been two-edged. In Hesiod, S%ée/d 1. 292, a pewdyy is used by vintagers,

2 This rests on the well-known gloss on Herodotus, quoted by all the editors. Tapa
Aaxedatpovios &v 7§ mpdre éviavr§ & mals PwPldas kareitai, 7§ Jevrépy mpouri(dueros (MS.
mpoxoui(buevos), 7§ Tpity muci{buevos, v§ TeTdpre mpimais, T¢ méumry wais, 1§ rw ueAelpyy.
(AéEers ‘HpoSébdTov. FEd. Stein, ii. 465.)

3 Hesych. Bovaydp: &yeAdpxns, & Tiis dyéAns Epxwy mals.

¢ Tod, S.M.C. p. 20, who gives what seems the only reasonable explanation.

The point is
discussed in Boeckh, C.7.G. i. p. 612.
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the real competitors.! In support of this it need only be remembered that
choral singing was specially fostered at Sparta, and further, that in the Ball-
match the winners were teams of ocdaipeis.? How is it then that, while the
whole team of winning o¢arpeis seem to have been mentioned individually,?
in the present case the leaders kept the honour to themselves? The
reason may be that the Bovayo/ under the empire seem to have been
chosen mainly through family influence, and therefore the wealthy fathers
of winning Bovayol set up the stones at their own cost merely to record a
family success, and so were not likely to care about the obscurer members
of the team.

[t is clear to anyone looking at the lists of Spartan magistrates that
high offices tended to run in certain families, and the fact that a Bovaryds
very often held high office later, suggests that he was chosen rather by
influence than for merit or strength. At the same time the matter is still a
little uncertain.

The contests were not however confined to the boys of ten. Inga
boy wins 76 maidikov pdear in two different years, and in 40 another boy
wins the uda in one year, and in a later year the xehéa. In 15 Onasiclidas
wins the Boys’ Hunt and afterwards the xedoia among the elpeves.t The
€lpeves were grouped in bands as the younger boys were, but as to the
details of contests which a boy could take between his tenth year
(miilopevos) and his twentieth (elpnv) our knowledge is too scanty
to allow of definite statement.

It is not uncommecn to find certain other distinctions mentioned in
these inscriptions besides that of Bovayss. They are ouvvépnBos, rdots
{or kdoev) and some form like mpatomrdaumass.

SvvépnBos. This is seen in 12 76 Apiororénp auvédnBop, and
38 - - cuvé[pnBos]; 44 is doubtful. The word is supposed to have two
meanings: (1) literally, a fellow-ephebe or playmate ;® (2) technically, a lad
chosen by an Eponymus as his ‘orderly.” The grounds for taking the word
in the latter sense are given by Boeckh.® We often find it among a man’s

1 So Preger, Z.c. p. 338.

2 Tod, S.M.C. p. 16 and B.5.4. x. 63 ft.

3 S.M.C. 400 and 721.

4 In 41 the reading is too uncertain for any argument to be based on it.

5 This sense is clear in Le Bas-Foucart, 167.

6 C.1.G. i. p. 612. Boeckh gives four examples of surépnBos, and in each case the name
connected with it is an Eponymus. Cf. Tod, S.4.C. p. 16.

cCz2
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distinctions that he had been so-and-so’s ocvrédnBos, and this, it is thought,
must refer to some formal office : for jane vere alicujus qui multo post patro-
nomus creatus sit hos et illos synephebos tum fuisse quum tlle ipse ephebus esset,
annotari non potevat nisi ab hominibus absurdis. This however does not
really settle the question, for synephebus would not be merely an ephebe
in the same year as another youth, but rather one in the same band, and
it would suit the vanity of the later Greeks only too well to record the
fact of having been the school-fellow of some famous man. The new
instances do not in any way clear up the uncertainty. In 12, if the
reading there given be right, it seems impossible to take ouvrépnBos except
in the literal sense, for though the youth might perhaps have been
boy-orderly to the Eponymus, the Eponymus would not have been
gvvédnBos to his own orderly. There would seem to be a contradiction in
the use of surédnBos in conjunction with ueyeyeSomevop in 12, and with
madicéy in 38, for a boy of ten could hardly be a svrépnBos! in any
sense. This might be explained away by saying that the stone was set up
some time after the victory, so that later distinctions could be added ; or
if, in spite of 12, Boeckh’s view be kept, it can only be said that cvvédnBos
has become so thoroughly technical, that it could be used of a boy who so
far from being a fellow-ephebe of the Eponymus was still three years
short of being an ephebe himself. A possible way out of the difficulty is
suggested below.

Kdaoev, etc. 10 'lauov kdoev; 20 [«ldoev; 26 (x)doev puri[yi18686-
wevos]; 31 'Buvpavriada rdoev; 47 (A)middyoe xdoev; 40 Mevexkel ndoey
(twice). Though the actual form xdoer was not known before, the same
stem seems to occur in many places. The forms K j¢ K' K KCT KAS
KCEN KAENrAloY ?are given by Boeckh (C.Z.G. 1. p. 613). Kdas seems
to occur (in the plural xdoes) in Le Bas-Foucart, 168 g (S.M.C. 411).
The name to which xdsev is added appears as a rule in the dative (as
probably in 47 and in 40). But in S.M.C. 411, L 15, and in 10 (above)
it seems to take the genitive; 31 might be either,

It is likely that all the forms given above are connected with the same
root which is found in xdois and in rasiyvyres and is explained by a note

1 Compare the end of the Herodotus gloss already quoted, épnBeber Te map’ adrois &wd érav o’
uéxpt xal «'.

2 It is clear from Boeckh’s text (C.Z.G. 1249 col. 1I. 1. 7) that the third element in this
word is a monogram of X and E. We need therefore have no hesitation in reading wdoer.

I'dios) 'Tob(Atos) dikimmos KTA.
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of Hesychius, Kdois oi éx Tijs adriis dyéns, aderdol Te xai dveyriol.
Boeckh had gathered from this that the xdots was a kind of wdpedpos or
assessor to the Eponymus and was chosen by him from those who had
been in the same band with himself. It also appears that an Eponymus
might have more than one kdois or one man might be xdois of two
magistrates.! From 40 it further appears that a man could either be
xdaev twice to a man who was no longer Eponymus, or having been xdoev
once, kept the title, Now the occurrence of the word xdoer on inscriptions
such as we are discussing raises a difficulty very much like that raised
by gurvédnBos ; are we to look for an office held when the victory was won
or to an honour gained in later life? Several explanations are possible
but none quite satisfactory. (1) If xdoev in the new inscriptions means
the same as xdois and the other forms, then it must be believed that the
present inscriptions were set up long after the victories recorded, so that
honours won in manhood could be added. (2) This assumption need not
be made in case xdais points merely to the honour of having been in the
same ayé\n with a boy belonging to a notable family. (3) It can hardly
be believed that xdois was (as is suggested for qurvédnBos) a kind of boy-
‘orderly’ of the Eponymus, for in C./.G. 1248 the «do:s is a senator, in
CLlG. 1242 a vopopvAraf, and in C.1G. 1249 an ephor,  Again the gloss
of Hesychius shows that the xdoeis were of the same standing one as the
other. ‘

On the whole the new inscriptions have strengthened the case for
taking both cvvépnBos and xdoer in the literal sense, that is, of class-
mates’ in the same ayény. Neither word seems to be used with Boayés,
and it may be that ordinary members of winning teams, if they wished to
record their success, might have set up dedications adding the name of the
principal boy in the band, perhaps the Boayés himself? Thus in 40 the
meaning would be, ‘In the year of Sosinicus, Primus son of Nereus and a
member of Menecles’ team, having won the uda, etc.’ In the second half
of the inscription he remained in the same team. In this way it is easy to
see how a man could, by passing from one team to another, have becn
xdaev to more than one person and how a man could have had more than
one xdgev. With regard to the use of xdois applied to grown-up men, it
may simply mean a past distinction like Boayds and auvrépnBos, and if so

1 Boeckh, Z¢.; Tod, S.M.C. p. 20.
2 This is Prof. Bosanquet’s suggestion.
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it would be an accident that the xdois seems always to be joined to the
name of an Eponymus. Otherwise xdois and xdoer must be taken in
different senses, the latter referring to comradeship in youth, the former to
office in manhood.

If cvvédnBos is to be taken literally there remains the difficulty of
reconciling it with the use of wadivdv and periytfopevos on the same stone,
for, as already mentioned, an ephebe was between fourteen and twenty
years old, and a ueeyeldpevos a lad of ten. It may be that such words
were not always used in their strictest technical sense, and that the contest
was sometimes called 7o wa:iedv and the competitors ueceye{duevor even
when the age limit of fourteen had been passed. This after all seems the
simplest explanation.

The form of xdoev is not easy to explain. It is undoubtedly used for
the nominative case and may either be an abbreviation, or perhaps a form
like elpyv the € being due to mistaken archaism in copying from some old
inscription, though the form occurs equally in inscriptions in Common
Greek.

mpaTomapmTard ... etc The following forms are found.
I0. TIPATOTTAMPAIZ ; 15. TIPATOTTAMITAIAQN ; 47. TIPAT I MAIZ.

These strange words do not seem to be known from any earlier
inscriptions, and it is not easy to fix their exact meaning ; wpatomraumraidov
would seem to be a shortened form of wpares wavter maldwv, while in 47
wpaTémars seems to be the reading. In the latter case the boy won some
distinction as xdoev and uuwiyi886uevos, while wpatémais may have been
added later. Perhaps these words have to do with the technical sense of
mals, that is, a boy in his twelfth year, and mwparémais might answer to
Boayos uikiyifouévewr, meaning the leader of a band of such boys. Whether
wpatorapmwaldwy refers to the same, or to an even higher distinction, such
as being the foremost of all twelve-year-old boys, is quite uncertain ; from
15, where indeed there is some doubt as to the reading, it would almost
appear that a boy could take the xaconparopr when he was mpartoraumrai-
dwv ; and this may strengthen the belief that this contest was not confined
to boys of ten, but went on until the competitor reached manhood.

It will now be worth while to give in a few words the outcome of the
discussion in the foregoing pages as to the meaning of the technical and
obscure words.

Bovayss or Boayds: aboy who was leader of his own band or ayé\y,
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and therefore the official dedicator if his band won a competition,
The word is specially used of a leader of boys in their tenth year, but
may have had a wider use. The title lasted for life.

mpaTomwars, etc. : the leader of a band of boys in their twelfth year.

cvv épnBos = fellow-ephebe: a boy in the same dayé\n with another,
properly applied to lads over thirteen.

k¢ o ev: the same, but properly applied to boys under thirteen.

T0 matduxov: general name for the boys’ matches in honour of Artemis
Orthia.

p®dwu: singing contest—warlike music with accompaniment probably on
the flute.

k €A1 a: singing contest—sacred music.

walOnpaTipw : < Hunt'—some rough game played by bands of boys.

NOTE 4—FORMS OF DEDICATION.

Besides the usual form with dvéfnxe, the following variants are found :

—

. Stmple dative, avéOnre dropped, (1), 3, 4, 11, I3, 16, 20, 31, 32.
. Some word meaning ‘ Thank-Offering.” ydpw 14, vikafpov 35.

3. Poetical Forms for avéOnre. éfero 5, avéfnka (?) 17, dv]feto 44.

4. Dedication-form left out altogether, 12, 15.

The Names applied to the Goddess occur as following (not reckoning
doubtful cases) : Artemis Orthia 15 times, Orthia alone 8 times, Artemis
alone, no certain case.! TIlap8évos? in metrical part of 5. Madkarpa in 44
(metrical).

The Opening Words AT AGH TYXH, etc. are found in (&) (prob.), (¢),
24, 25, 37

w

1 These figures strengthen the belief that Orthia was the usual name of the goddess, Artemis
being part of her official title,

2 Cf. the archaic inscription published above (No. 1, p. 353).
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NOTE 5.—~DIALECT.

The inscriptions fall into three classes.!

1. Inscriptions in Common Greek—rxowvi). (@) (where indeed 'Opfeln
is conventional lonic as suited to elegiac verse), (%), 1,6, 1o (where pekeioas
is used). 44 is another example of conventional lonic in verse (ipeds=
lepets, aelo=aod).

2. Inscriptions in ordinary Doric. The chief signs of dialect in this
class are wwdoas for wwdoas, mwaduyor for mawdicov, and ’Apréuere for
’Aptéuidt. The change of 7 to a is regular (Ahrens, De Dialecto Dorica,
126 ff.), but x for « is unusual. Probably this and the use of 7 for &
occurred in popular forms and were not strictly ancient.

3. Inscriptions in Avrchaistic Doric. The degree to which archaism
is carried varies from one inscription to another.

(@) Vowel-changes. a for n: regular in old Doric. Only in (&) the
common form is kept in ayaffj Téyn. € for 4 : in archaic inscriptions. o for
ov: confined to genitive singular of second declension, I'opylmmew (8), émi
matpovouw (c), etc., regular, also found in Crete and Magna Graecia. o
for av, as @@ =adTov (¢): not common in old Doric—draé for adraf is
given in E.M —but more usual in old Ionic (Smyth, G Dialects: Ionic
§ 205). Possibly the writer of the inscriptions was not clear as to the dis-
tinction. o for o, Bwpféa (¢), 11, etc. and on tile-stamps (p. 345 ff.): apparently
unique. An explanation is suggested by Kretschmer, Vaseninschr, 42 .

(6) Consonant-Changes. B for F, Bopaéa (6), Bwpéa (c), 11, Bo[pbéa] 34 :
common in Hesychius and other late writers (many examples in Ahrens
op. cit. 44). Apparently this change did not begin until about the fourth
century B.C2 F in use, fopféa 32 : a still more learned archaism, the archaic
relief has fopfa (pp. 334, 353, above). Digamma was in regular use in the
archaic age (£.G.4. 68, . 4 Férn; 69 B, 1. 6 Fli)kare; 72 dfai and else-
where). o for 8, Bopaéa (&), 9 (inscriptions of the same year); avéonre 21;
common in the literary remains of old Spartan, in Alcman, the Lysistrata,

! The technical words peculiar to Sparta are naturally in a class by themselves, little affected
by the dialect of the inscriptions where they happen to stand, and the same may be said of proper
names, such as Pratolas, Sidectas, etc.

2 Cf. Meister, Dorer w. Achder. 38ff. With his general theory, controverted by Niese in
Nackrichten der k. Gesellschaft der Wissenschaften zu Gottingen, 1906, 137, 2, we are not here
concerned.
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and elsewhere! On inscriptions 8 is kept until the third century B.C.
This peculiarity is thus explained by Meister 2: the Spartans pronounced 6
spirantially, but for the sake of uniformity kept the same sign that the rest
of Greece used for the ‘aspirated’ 6, although their own pronunciation
was nearer to that of ¢ ; the more phonetic spelling was first applied to
Spartan proper names and technical words of the government or religion ;
these, being peculiar to Sparta, did not cause any clashing with the
standard orthography. In the Tsakonian dialect € is to-day pronounced
like 0. s dropped between vowels, vewkdas (c), vikdas 14, vicdavtep 32: the o
had become /% about the fifth century B.C, and later the sign for the
aspirate was left out; the archaism is therefore right (Roberts, op. czz.
p- 264). The aspirate B is used in the Damonon inscription ; an example
of dropped /% is caduwy =onoduwy (C.1.G. 1464); others in the Lysistrata
and in the grammarians. The rule does not go back to Alcman? p for
Jinal s, ®iAnTop (b), pirokaigapop 2, cvvédnBop 12, Khéavdpop o xai Mijwip
21, 'Apiworeldap and vewwdavrep 32, iepéwp Sip 36, Boaydp 37, and many
more ; not found in archaic Laconian inscriptions nor in Alcman; it is how-
ever found once in the Lysistrata, and in many words given by Hesychius,
which show that the change was made without regard to the origin of any
particular final ¢ (Ahrens, op. cs¢. 71 ff.). In inscriptions of Elis final ¢ is
-often changed to p.
H. J. W. TILLYARD.
1 Ahrens, 0p. cit. 66 ff. ; Meister, op. cit. 26 ff., 33.

2 Meister, op. ¢it. 25. It might however be possible to account for the phenomenon otherwise.
3 7). 10-15 ; Ahrens, op. cit. 74.
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