HADRIAN AND THE ATHENIAN
DIONYSIAC TECHNITAI

DANIEL J. GEAGAN
McMaster University

Crucial to the history of the Dionysiac technitai at Athens under the
Roman Empire is the series of letters and documents edited by J.
Kirchner as IGII? 1105.  Since that publication several new fragments
have come to light. It is now a suitable time to reedit this inscription
and to draw some further conclusions.* Currently eight pieces of the
opisthographic Pentelic marble stele, now reduced to six by joins, have
been identified. All preserved surfaces are smoothly dressed. The
lettering uses lunate forms whenever possible and does not resemble
that of the workshop ordinarily responsible for inscribing imperial
letters to the Athenian state. The letter shapes of face A resemble those
of face B, but they are slightly larger and less deeply cut, while those
of face B are cut quite deeply. Kirchner could give the provenience
of the five pieces he published merely as “in arce (?),” and one piece
(EM 396) is known to have been transferred to the Epigraphical
Museum éx 77s I'eppavikijs Zyodns. The only piece whose pro-
venience is certain is that found in the Athenian Agora. Kirchner’s
edition, based on squeezes and on his own transcript (fragment ¢, the
upper portion) and on the transcripts of Koehler (fragments 4, b and d),
is still the only attempt at a unified text. His readings, on the other
hand, are not as dependable as those of Koehler (IG III 34-36 and add.

* Prof. J. H. Oliver has read this manuscript and the author wishes to acknowledge his
many helpful suggestions. Mr. R.. Laval Hunsucker has offered suggestions concerning
the cult of Dionysus. Mrs. Dina Peppa-Delmousou and her staff at the Epigraphical
Museum have extended their usual hospitality and assistance. Study of the text was
carried out in Greece during 1970 under a fellowship granted by the ACLS. The need
for a new text became apparent during the study of the Dionysiac technitai in connection
with the Isthmian festival.
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34 a,b). Both faces of fragment e have deteriorated since the readings
of Koehler and Kirchner.
The fragments are as follows:

a. EM 3942 (=IG II* 4795, face A only) +EM 396. Two picces
preserving both faces and an edge: that to the left of face A and to the
right of face B. Joined by M. Mitsos, ArchEph (1961) 198-201, with
photographs (= SEG 21, no. 507).

Ht. 0.31 m.; w., 0.31 m.; th., 0.075 m.; Lh., (face A) 0.014-0.016 m.;
(face B, lines 1-2) 0.018 m.; (lines 3-5) 0.014-0.016 m.; (line 6) 0.01 m.;
(line 7) 0.007 m.

This fragment provides lines 1-6 of the text of face A and lines 1-7 of
face B.

b. EM 8390 (=IG II? 1105 d). Fragment preserving a portion of both
faces. Broken away on all sides.

Ht.,, 0.165 m.; w., 0.245 m.; th., 0.07 m.; Lh., (face A) 0.01-0.012 m.;
(face B) 0.009-0.01 m.

This fragment provides lines 7-30 of the text of face A and lines 8-14
of face B.

¢. EM 8301 (=IG II? 1105 ¢)+EM 13350 (=Agora I 397). Two
pieces preserving portions of both faces. Broken away on all sides.
Joined by B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 3 (1934) 40-41, no. 29, with sketch
(=SEG 21, no. 507). The latter piece was found in a modern house west
of the library of Pantainos (Q 14).

Ht., 0.46 m.; w., 0.21 m.; th., 0.08-0.085 m.; Lh. (face A) 0.009-0.01 m.;
(face B) 0.01-0.012 m.

This fragment provides lines 14-33 of the text of face A and lines 15-42
of face B.

d. EM 8389 (=IG 112 1105 b). Fragment preserving portions of both
faces, but broken away on all sides. J. H. Oliver has noted (per litteras)
that the last five lines of face A align with the first five of face A of frag-
ment e.

Ht., 0.35 m.; w., 0.26 m.; th., 0.075-0.08 m.; Lh., (face A) o.01 m.;
(face B) 0.009 (bottom) —o0.012 m.

This fragment provides lines 34-50 of the text of face A and lines 43-63
of face B.

e. EM 8388 (=IG II 1105 a). Fragment preserving the left edge of
face A and the right of face B together with the side between them.
Broken away on all other sides. For the alignment with fragment d
see above.

Ht., 0.295 m.; w., 0.14 .m; th., 0.08 m.; Lh., (face A) 0.o11 m.; (face B)
uncertain.
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This fragment preserves lines 46-59 of face A and lines 59-63 (?) of
face B.

Jf- EM 4649. Fragment preserving portions of both faces, but broken
away on all sides. Published by P. Graindor, BCH s1 (1927) 248-249,
no. 3 (=SEG 21, no. 507).

Ht., 0.27 m.; w., 0.22 m.; th., 0.082 m.; Lh., (face A) 0.01 m.; (face B)
0.008 m.

The placement of this fragment in the sequence is not certain, and a new
series of line numbers is assigned to it.

Face A
a. 138-161 p. NON-ZTOIX. ca. 35 (lines 1-3)
ca. 60 (remaining lines)

Fragment a

6 lepevs Tob Xopelov [dwoviaov fB iepeds Tiis ------ ]

‘Opovolials Tév “EA[Mjvwy - TiB - KA - "Arrados Av)

[8]pdyablos Zd]rrrios [------=---ccmcmmmmaonn ]

[...]em[. . Jrov kal @] -===--mmmmm oo ]

Fragment b
S N ST ——— )
[remmmmmmmm - ] vacat [----occcc oo ]
I [ommmmmm e ] TotodTewy I[ <=eccccc e ]
10 [------- Tiis o]wwddov fpryTaL mpw|Tedwy P <------cc-ccoennn-- ]
[-==-------- 180v kai Twos Téyrms [---------cccmieeeo oo ]
[------ Abrok]pdrwp Kaioap Tpaiavos [‘A8piaves Zefacros------- ]
A small gap has been left between lines 12 and 13.
[------------- éxovar Ty ovv[oov-------ccccmmomiiii o ]
Fragment ¢
II [Adrokpdrwp Kaioap] feob Tparavod [Ilapbixod vics Tparavos
‘Abpia]
15 [vos ZeBaoros dpyliepeds puéyiaros [Snuapxiris éovaias 76 - - Smaros]
[0 - owwddw T@v] mepi Tov Xo|pleiov T[exverr@v: xalpew.-=------- ]
[-------me-- 8]mota 1) mopmy €oTa[--------cc-mcemcomnaon ]
[rommmmeemnmnen ] 8énofe Zoycs eBali=-nnnn-wnmmmemmmeenne- ]
11 [edrvxeire. 5 Adrolkpdrwp Kaioap Oe[od Tpatavod Iapbikod vids
Tpaavos)
20 [A8pavds LeBact]os dpyiepeds péyio[ros Snuapyuxiis éovaias 7o --
Umatos]
[r6 - owdde Té@v m]epi Tov Xopeiov T[exverrav: yalpew. --==------ 1
[c---mmmmmree Jotw adrob ¢no[-------ecmmecaaoon ]

[r-=-mmmmmm el Jone line Jost[-----=--ccccooooomnao- ]
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[

25 |
S A S ——— ]
- S 3 — ]
S A — i A ]
v [----- ebrvyeite: [ Air)oxpdrw[p Kaioap Oeod Tpatavos Iapbikod

30 [Tpatavds Adpiavos ZeBac]ros dpyiep[evs péyioros Snuapyris
éfovoias 16 -- Uma
[ros 6 - marip marp)iSos ovwddw @y [mepi Tév Xopeiov
TexveLTdy: Yaipew. - -]
e L Jobn 6 Adyos kai wg| -=-----c-cceeaaan. ]
R ] mepupevory| - = mmm e ]

Fragment d and fragment e

v [--mmmmmmm s lo§[-------mmmmmnmn ]
35 [-meeemmm e oredalveitdv polvoikdy------- ]
[co-mmmmmm Inv Kédaov mepo[------------- ]
[c----mmmmmrrr el Jrev Spiv is émor[oAfs-------- ]

[rommmm e ] Adrokpdrwp Kaiog[p---------- ]
[rmemmmmr e élvradbo ypadivar éf[------------ ]

40 [-memm el lra év adrd €l 8¢ 70 A[---------- ]

[----mmmrr e Ja mpdfet Sikalws I[--==--m---- ]
VI [------- edrvyeire. 5 Abroxpdrwlp Kaioap Oeot Tparav[od
IHapbicod vics Tpaia]
[vos A3puaves ZeBaotos dpyiepeds pélyioros Snuapyuxcis efovaias
70 -- Jmartos
[76 -T marsp marpidos ovvdSew v mepi] rov Xopeiov rexvei[rv:
xaipew.--]

N ? "Arrado]s 6 kpdrioTos idos polv-------- ]
[Farp[. .. . Jp[-------==ecamn- Ja moré év 17 marpidi ad[rod----]
kal 1a [...]pA[-======mcccun- N]yepdvowr peréorwl------------ ]

VII Tols [.]JpovA[-=-=====ccccam- ] edrvxeire. S Abrox[pdrwp
Kaioap)
feod [T]pa.ta[voi? Hapomoﬁ vios Tpacav]ds ASpLavdg Zeﬂaafc}[s
apyiepeds péyioTos)

50 Snulapxukis éfovalas 76 - - Smatos] 76 I marip marpidos cvvéde

T@V mepi]

70y [Xo]petov Teyveirav: yalpew.---==ccceeeuooo. o ]

VIII lepoav[r------------ ebrvyeire. 5 Abroxpdrwp Kaioap feod

Tpaia]

vod Ilapb|ikod vics Tpaavés A8piavos ZeBaords dpyiepeds péyraros
dnpapyuxis)

ééovala[s 76 - - Imatos 76 I marip marpiSos ovwddew T@v mepl ToV
Xopeiov]

S5 TeXVET[@V YAUPEW. === === e e e ___ ]
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AVBP@Y [ === === mm e e o e e ]
TNV YeV[é0May === == == e e ]
TOPAOK[€V === === === = o e e e e e e e ]

IX [ Adrox[pdrwp Kaivap Oeot Tparavod Iapfixod vids Tparasds
Adpiavés Zefaotos]
60 [d]p[xtepeds uéyioros krd.]

Fragment f
[------ log[------------ ]
R e T —— ]
[---=Joor[------- rel--]
[----- Jeornf][------ Jvoul---]
5 [=---JALJemol----ro[---]
[----- Jobero[-----------
RS )
----- Jmee [--===-=--]
[-----lrns [------------ ]
Face B
a. 138-161 p. NON-ZTOIX. ca. 32 (lines 1-4)
ca. 70 (remainder)
Fragment a

[0 {epeds Tod Xopelov diovialov fB ie[ped]s Tis
[‘Opovoias tév “EAMjvwy + TiB <] KX - "Arrados [Av]

[8pdyabos Zdrjrrios-=-=-====-- Jrw Tois mepi Tov
[Xopeiov didvvoov povat]kois Teyveirars
5 [ --------------------- ]yas vacat
I [---Jatg[----mmmmme Jov
------------------------------------------ Jos
Fragment b

L S e ]

[----------- Jouro kal Speiy avr[-----mmmmmmmm oo ]
10 [----------- Jr& pa) mpoomoinToy T[-------cmcmmmmeamaon ]
[-------- ] 6 adrds 8¢ dAAa yewdok[w ----mmmmmmeeaa ]

I [-- - - pov]oikols Texvelrars®” yalpe[w----=m-mmcammmoa oo ]
[-------- Jiora émpéoBevoey ZaA[------mmmcmmm e ]
[-----mmmme- JoguoTe[-=m-mmmm e ]

Fragment ¢
v 15 [------ Bcov ABpilavov xai Adroxpd[r]op[a Tirov Aidiov Avrwvivoy
EdoeBi]

\% [-----mmmm-- Jrdrois™ xalpen™ etg[-= === mmmm e ]
[--------- A|icodrwr Ay dv 0By feu[ ---m-mmmmmm e e ]
[---------- o]rws aloypd kai dvdfia kafl ~-----ncccmeaann- ]
[--==mmmm-- Jvas piofod kai éywye odk Ay ----=mmmmmmmmana- ]

20 [---------- ] yévouro 6 Snpoaia TotovT[- === mmmm e ]
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[---------- ] 8taBodAday 7 ovvobos Aau[Bay -----=--=-=cm-n-- ]
[---------- Jvwv odv Ta fuiv s ovy[8ov - --mmmmmmmmon-- ]
[---------- ] émawéoerar Suds kal ovum[-----------mmmmmnn- ]
[--éppdobalr edyopar. vacat mapa Ar[rdlov ---=-------------- ]
25 [----------- Jumy dépovaay oAy [---------mmmmmmamaaan- ]
[---------- Jap mpos Tov ddikely [---------mmmmmmmmaaamaan ]
[---------- ] [a]Aov pev ofy [-------ccccmmmm e ]
------------------ Ppy[---mmmmmmm e
S IR S5 S50 0 O — ]
30 [--------me- ? ypd|havra Spds gf-----=---m-m-nomoooooon- ]
[------------ Jae dérov & dAwvTo [------mmmmemm oo ]
[--------- E]davov éyw & 6 oTplaTnyds P-------mmmmmmannn ]
[---------- 8olket 8 éuol movmpoly -----=--------ccoooooo- ]
[------------ Joas kai Tds éopras eT[------=---mmmmoomaonn ]
35 [------------ ]0e du<edis®kal yap 76 p[------------------- ]
[------------ ] Ts mapovons Staurijs-----=--------------- ]
[------------ Jetdny éuavrod kpa[rioT--------mccmemooo oo ]
[------------ ] moAXdkis dAots pre[------------mmmmmoooonn ]
[----------- ] uév Tovrois éavrovs [ -------mmmmmmmmmaoo ]
40 [otpatny- émi] Ta SmAa petd TaYTY[V - mmmmmmm oo ]
--------- mem|olnkd Te paKpdTePo[v=------------cccmunan-]
[remmmearennaeeee Rt H ]
Fragment d and fragment e
[--------- pely oy émel [-=----mmmmm e ]
[-===---- Jets ywdpevor kal [=--------=-=cccemeoo ]
45 [-------- e & kadds éxovti kat[pd---=-==---mmmmmmmamao-- ]
[------ w16 pév odv mpémov vkw|piov--=-----cccmmcmmaooomn ]
[---Tois ed]dpovoiiow mds kaipds €d] ==-=---==========----" ]
[-------- Jv ofros dppoviav Te kai ov|udwvioy 2------------- ]
[--------- Jwv 008 dv "ArTalds pot S[okel ? -----mmmmmonn ]
so [------ Jou 7@V Sikaiwy drpifels [ =========-=2cmcmeamo - ]
[------- Jov ééevmydyare Movod[y ---=-=======---------o--- ]
[------- ] marpibe mdvra peév pédn A[---------cceeee o ]
[------- moA]A@v pév SebupdupBlwy -----=--mmmmmmmem e ]
[-------- Jos déwov vopioavres [-========mmmmmmmmmmeeeo ]
ss [--------- Jov kai movnpdy K== --mmmmm e ]
[-------- Jat mavrayod TadTo [----------mmmmemmaeeeeon ]
[------ evep|yérny Bedv Adprafyoy --------=-cccemmmaooo ]
[- - - povour]ols TeyveiTais™ [yalpew =====mmmmmmemmmmeeeo ]
[------- ]9 700 lepéws Nm[-===-----mmmeeeee Ho[------- ]
60 [------ "Ar]radov 8¢ émawet pl==mmmmm e ]
[--------- laper kal mapaypfilpa----------------- Jewo[-----]
[--------- ] Tov vodv mpdfu[pov = === - mm e ] reqs
[---------- JaTov kai kopy[ - === oo Is
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Fragment f

S 1) LT ]
[----------- | 8lkens d[éi]ov dAAG o[----===-==mm=mmmmcnn ]
[----------- Jvot w[d]vras 8¢ pubuod[s--==-==========""---- ]
[------------ Jorwy 76 Ty pwdpny [---=-==-mmmmmmmeoooo- ]
s [------- ? o)Ay map’ évos Sudv Téoa -----------m-mmn-- ]
[------------- ] kai dmomopmiy éx THj[s =-=-====m=m-n-m--- ]
[------------- Jv viv wpdiTov dPby vac. [---------mmmmmmnn- ]

[--------- ] Tirov Athov [A]8piavov Avrawvivor Zefaorov

EvoeBi)

[--------""n-- Jvres paiveode ols Kda[vbios "Arrados------ ]
10 [-----------eee- Jros Tov 8pldT[--------mmmmmmm oo ]
[-------mmmmmee- 7oV pe.To[--=----mmmommmmnooeeo- ]
[-----mmmmmmee- Jev Spliv -===--nmmmmmmmmm oo ]

APPARATUS CRITICUS

The following critical apparatus does not cite fuller readings by the current
editor unless the wording of the text is affected. In many instances these
fuller readings attest to the soundness of the restorations of previous editors.
As the basis for comparison of readings the sketches of Kochler, Graindor
and Meritt have been preferred to their transcribed texts. The restora-
tions of the last previous editor have been retained except for those items
cited below and the restorations of lines 35, 57 and 58 of face A and lines
30, 32 (o7p[aryyds), 33, 37, 49, 48, 49 and fragment flines s, 8, 9, 12 of
face B.

Face 1. Line 1: Mitsos [r]od Xopeiov [Avridov. Lines 2-3: Mitsos
[Av|8]paydf[ov. Line s: Mitsos - -Joro[--. Line 7: not read by Kirch-
ner. Koehler (IGII 35) os. Line 8: noted by Koehler, but not Kirchner.
Line 10: Koehler and Kirchner mp&[rov. Line 11: Koehler and Kirchner
ovvo]Sov kai. Line 12: Kirchner was able to read the dotted rho clearly.
Lines 12 and 13: Koehler, who interpreted this as the beginning of a new
letter, [Adrokp]drwp Kaioap Tpoaua[vod ITapbikod wvics ..........
Tpawavos Adpiavos ZePaaros tols éyov]ar? v avv[odov 1@V mepi Tov
Aiéyvoov Texverr@v. In his drawing the nu and a portion of the omicron
of Tpaafvod as well as VNV of éyov]or. Line 13: Kirchner rois
é]xovar v avv[odov.

Line 14: Kirchner read all of the dotted letters clearly. Line 16:
Kirchner mamjp marpibos Tois m|epl Tov Xopelov [rexveirars. Line 19:
Kirchner [ITapbikot - - - - - - vios] because of his longer estimated length
of line. Line 21: Kirchner mamjp marpios tols mlepi rov Xopetov
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7lexveiraus. Line 28: Meritt--éore p--. Line 29: Meritt--
Al’}T]O(K)Pa’.‘Tw [P.

Line 34 has not previously been read. Lines 38-39: Kochler (IG III add.
34b) and Kirchner dvriypadov, fv] Adrokpdrwp Kaio[ap - -|- - éypapev:

0 éJvratfa ypapivar dé[u?. Line 42: Kirchner Tpaiav[od vics to fit
his shorter estimated length of line. Line 44: Koehler and Kirchner rots
mepi| Tov Xopelov teyvei[rais. Line 45: Mitsos ¢ kpdriaros ¢i[do]s
plov TiB. KA. "Arrados Avbpaydfov Zrirrios - -]. Line 46: Koehler
(IG I 34) and Kirchner ...7---. Kirchner marpi8i ufov, corrected by
Mitsos. Kochler had recorded a triangular letter form for the alpha.
Line 47: Kirchner was able to read the eta. Line 48: Kochler rots €.-ov).
Kirchner rois €[--. Lines 49-51: restorations and line divisions are based
on Oliver’s alignment of fragments d and e (per litteras). Line 49: Koehler
feod Tpaka (sic), corrected by Kirchner. Kirchner read the dotted
omicron clearly. Line s0: Koehler and Kirchner dnu[a]pxt[«7s. Kirch-
ner read the dotted letters clearly. Line s1: Koehler and Kirchner
Tov. .ope- -. Lines 54 and §5: Kirchner, following Koehler rois 7ept Tov
Xopeiov]| Tex[v]el[rars. Koehler was able to read rey[v]eir[ous.
Kirchner’s restoration resulted in a line shorter than those preceding it.
Line s7: Kochler mw yev[ouémy ?]. Line s9: Kirchner adrol--,
without the leaf. Koehler recorded the leaf, but Mitsos first noted the
beginning of a new document.

Fragment f, line 1: Graindor read both letters clearly as well as the hori-
zontal stroke of the base of a third. Line 2: omitted by Graindor. Line
3: Graindor Moor. Line 4: Graindor eor and ve. Line §: Graindor
read A for the initial dotted lambda. Line 6: Graindor ofero. Line 7:
Graindor ey w. Line 9: Graindor "™,

Face B. Line 1: Mitsos [0 iepeds Toi Xopelov Avrwd]ov. Lines 3-4:
Mitsos [Av|8paydfov. Line 4: Mitsos [Xopetov kai Tots diovvai?]kois
rexveirars. Woodhead (SEG 21, no. 507) diwvvoia(?)]kois. Line s:
Mitsos - -Jias.  Line 6, beginning, and line 7: not previously read.

Line 9: Koehler (IG III 36) dueiv Arv. Kirchner duetv --. Line 11:
Kochler yewwokw. Kirchner yewdor|[w. Koehler and Kirchner would
have a new lctter begin here with Adrokpdrwp ---]. Line 12: restored
by Oliver (per litteras). Koehler Aiovv]oi{a)kois. Kirchner diovv]owkois
Line 13: Kochler and Kirchner - - kpdr|iora émpéoBever ZdA[ovios (vel
ZaA[dovoTios)?. Line 14: Koehler '™ . Kirchner - -0~ -.

Line 15: Kirchner - -ov kai adrokpdr--. Linc 16: Mitsos ™ elw[fa - -]
Line 23: Kirchner read the initial pi clearly. Line 24: Mitsos first recog-
nized mapd Ar[rddov. Line 27: Kirchner 7]v pév odv --. Mitsos first
made the correct reading. Line 28: not previously read. Line 29:
Meritt - -]y 8¢. Line 30: Meritt el--. Line 31: Meritt--at d€iov



Vol. 103] HADRIAN AND DIONYSIAC TECHNITAI 141

dMwv 77- -. Woodhead restored - - ]al déwov. Line 34: Meritt éopras
elp---. Line 36: Meritt Stari[as --. Line 38: Meritt o[- -.

Line 43: Kirchner émel [--. Line 44: Koehler and Kirchner «ai
[--- Line 45: Kirchner xat[p®. Line 46: The uninscribed half-space,
used as punctuation, has not previously been noted. Line 47: Koehler
read the phi, but not Kirchner. Line 48: Kirchner - - 7]odrois dppovia e
kal oyp--. Koechler and Mitsos had the correct reading. Line 49:
Koehler - -Jov 098’. Line so: Koehler and Kirchner - - éferaot]al r@v.
Line 51: Koehler - -Jov (fort. 6v) ééevnréyare Movow[viov (an Moved|v ?).
Kirchner - -]v, corrected by Mitsos. Line 52: Koehler saw the lower half
of a vertical stroke after uéhy, but not Kirchner. Line s53: Kirchner read
the beta clearly. Line 57: Koehler and Kirchner dywvo]@érny, corrected
by Mitsos. Line 58: Kirchner overlooked the uninscribed space, although
Kochler had noted it. Kochler dwovvoiak]ois. Kirchner r]o?s. Line
59: Koehler and Kirchner {epéws én[- -, corrected by Mitsos. Koehler
and Kirchner - -]JO[--. Line 60: Kochler 8¢ EAIN (=¢éav[?]) ew...
Kirchner 8¢ émaweiy [--. Mitsos 8¢ émawet u[--. Line 61: Kochler
and Kirchner - -Jewo[- -. Line 62: Koehler kg. Kirchner without dot-
ted letters. Line 63: Koehler ... 700 xai xo... Kirchner - - 1ol xai
7o[--. Mitsos mpd]Tov kal kopud[alov --. At the end of the line both
Koehler and Kirchner were able to read vous. . .s.

Fragment f, line 1: Graindor saw both letters clearly. Line 2: Graindor
saw the lower half of the iota of ¢[£i]ov. Line 7: Graindor did not record
the uninscribed space used as punctuation. Line 11: Graindor - -|pe. mo[-.
Linc 13: Graindor = =0~ -.

EPIGRAPHICAL COMMENTARY

The letters cited or described below should be understood as those dotted
in the text. Epigraphical considerations alone, and not linguistic, govern
this commentary.

Face A. Line 1, tau: the tip of each end of the cross-bar. Line s,
omicron: theta is also possible. Line 6, rho: the upper portion only of the
vertical is definite; the trace of the top of the loop might also be a scratch;
if it is a scratch, a circular letter may follow, although the trace of its upper
right hand edge is uncertain becausc of the corroded condition of the stone
at this point. Line 10, the second (undotted) cta: right hand vertical and
a trace of the cross-bar. Line 12, rho: the loop is visible at the edge of the
stone. Line 13: only the upper portions of the dotted letters.

Line 14: the lower portions only of all the letters. Line 16, pi and tau:
the tip of the cross-bar in each case.  Line 17, alpha: lambda is also possible.
Line 24, omicron: lower forward quarter of the circumference of a circle.
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Line 26, omicron: on the break the outer edge of about one third of the
circumference. Line 27, upsilon: chi or kappa is also possible. An al-
ternate restoration might be 70]§ Xop[elov. Line 28, nu: full height of
the left edge of a vertical stroke. Rho: a trace only of a vertical stroke on
the break. Line 31, iota: the lower tip of a vertical line. Nu: the full
height of a vertical line on the break. Line 32, sigma: the left half of the
circumference of a circle. Line 33, tau: complete length of the horizontal
bar.

Line 34, omicron: the bottom third of the circumference. Xi: the
horizontal bar at the base.  Line 36, omicron: the left half of the perimeter.
Line 37, pi: the lower end of the final vertical stroke; the spacing sug-
gests pi.  Tau: the end of the cross-bar. Line 38, alpha: the lower tip of
the rising bar. Line 40, pi: the end of the cross-bar; a downward curve
resembles that of the bar of pi elsewhere. Line 41, iota: a complete free-
standing vertical bar; but since the right angle corner of kappas elsewhere
often do not touch the vertical bar, the reading cannot be certain.  Line 45,
lambda: the bottom edge of the rising stroke. Omicron (first): intermit-
tent clear traces of a large portion of the circumference through corrosion.
Omicron (final): the edge of a third of the circumference on the break.
Line 46, alpha: the lower end of the descending stroke. At the beginning
of the corrosion following the a7p is a small trace possibly of a circular
letter, possibly from a scratch. Upsilon: the lower portion of a vertical
bar. Line 47, rho: the upper portion of the vertical is sure; the rest of
the shape is visible through corrosion; beta is also possible. Sigma: the
two ends of the lunate shape are clear and the trace of the rest is visible
beneath corrosion; epsilon is also possible. Line 48, rho: a trace of the
edge of the curve of the loop, although flaking makes the trace suspect.
Line 49, omicron: about half the circumference of a round letter. Line
50, alpha and delta: in both cases the peak of a triangular letter. Line s1,
nu and iota: a free standing lower end of a vertical bar in each case. Line
55, nu: the outline of a letter whose external shape is rectangular ; the center
is flaked. Tau: the tip of the cross-bar. Line 60, rho: about two thirds
of the loop; beta is also a possible reading.

Fragment f is very badly worn. Traces of many letters can be scen,
but because they are fleeting and confused with scratches or flaking, it is
impossible to suggest readings. Line 1: faint traces of two circular letter
forms. Line 2, lambda (initial): flaking within a triangular area. Lambda
(final): traces which may represent the two legs of a lambda or which
may be scratches. Line 3, iota (initial): a faint vertical stroke, probably
free standing. Tota (final) and omicron: intermittent traces of a vertical
line and a circle, with no clear indication of the absence of other connected
lines or, in the case of the circle, of the presence or absence of a break in its
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circumference. Line 4, epsilon: any circular or lunate letter is possible.
Eta: two vertical lines, with the area between them obscured. Theta:
a circular shape which might belong to any circular letter, including omega.
Line 5, each lambda could be cither of the other triangular letters. Each
sigma might be any other circular or lunate letter. Line 7, lambda: the
faint trace of the full height of the descending bar. Sigma: faint traces
of a circular or lunate letter. Line 9, tau: one half the cross bar.  Sigma:
a quarter the circumference of a circular or lunate letter.

Face B. Line 1: the bottom portions only of the dotted letters are
preserved. Line 4, kappa: the forward tips of two converging diagonal
lines. Nu: the final vertical bar. Epsilon: a lunate shape beneath flaking.
Line 5, nu: the final vertical bar. Line 6: the upper tips only of the dotted
letters are visible above the break.

Line 8, sigma: the lower forward quarter of a circular or lunate letter.
Line 9, epsilon: the lower forward quarter of a circular or lunate letter.
Upsilon and tau: the lower cnds of the vertical bars. Another possible
restoration would be “Arr[ados --. Line 14: only the uppermost portions
of all letters are preserved.

Line 15, alpha: the lower end of the descending bar. Only the lowest
portions of the remaining dotted letters are preserved. Line 16, sigma:
the forward third of the circumference of a circular or lunate letter. Line
20, gamma: the end of the horizontal bar. Line 21, lambda: alpha on the
stone. Line 22, nu: the full height of the forward vertical with the upper
half free-standing. Line 23, epsilon: the upper end of the luna; not enough
is preserved to guarantee that it is not the end of a horizontal bar. Line 24,
iota: the upper two-thirds standing free. Line 26, alpha: the descending
stroke along a break. Line 28: the upper and lower tips of the letters
can be seen on the breaks. Line 29, nu: final vertical on the break.
Omicron: the forward lower quarter of a circular or lunate letter. Line
30, epsilon: a lunate shape. Iota: the lower tip. Line 31, omicron: the
forward side of a curved letter form on the break. Line 35, epsilon
(bracketed): sigma on the stone. Line 36, tau: the end of the cross-bar.
Eta: the initial vertical. Line 38, epsilon: a lunate form with the lower tip
obscured; there is pitting where the cross bar ought to be. Line 39,
sigma: the line of the curve is visible on the break. Line 41, omicron:
the center s pitted.  Line 42, cach epsilon might also be sigma.  Omicron:
a quarter of the curve of a lunate or circular letter on the break.

Line 43, iota: the lower half. Line 44, iota: the bottom tip. Line 45,
iota: the lower third. Line 52, lambda: the bottom of the rising bar; the
slope is less than one would expect, so that a letter beginning with a verti-
cal stroke is also possible.  Line 53, beta: rho is also possible.  Line 54, omi-
cron: about half the circumference of a circular letter. Lines 59-63: the



144 DANIEL J. GEAGAN [1972

letters read on fragment e represent shapes often vague which survive
despite serious corrosion. Line §9: the clear remains of a vertical stroke
closely followed by a circular shape. Line 61, epsilon: a lunate shape.
Omega: a circular stroke, believed to belong to an omega because of the
narrowness of the loop and the resolution of the end of the stroke into a
line apparently straight and at a slight slant. Omicron: any letter whose
initial edge is curved is possible. Line 62, kappa: a certain reading if the
traces truly belong to a letter and are not merely scratches or corrosion.
Alpha: a triangular shape. Iota: the traces might be corrosion, but seem
more likely to represent the remains of a letter. Line 63, alpha: the de-
scending bar of a triangular letter on the break. Rho: the upper half,
but somewhat corroded. Upsilon: the upper-most portions.

Fragment f. Line 1, mu: lower edge of a circular letter distinguished
by a mark which is probably the tail of a mu, but which could be a scratch.
Line 2, iota: full height of vertical bar; possible contiguous bars are ob-
scured by corrosion. Alpha: lambda is also possible. Line s, lambda:
the peak of a triangular letter. Line 7: the outlines of nu and pi are barely
visible beneath the corrosion. Theta: the central dot is obscured. Line
9, nu: the upper half of the final vertical bar. Epsilon: the curve of the
base of a circular or lunate letter. Line 10, tau: half the cross-bar. Line
11, upsilon: the line of the vertical and one slanting bar, but unclear be-
cause of corrosion. Sigma and epsilon: lunate letter shapes. Line 12,
epsilon: a lunate letter shape.

SEQUENCE OF THE FRAGMENTS

Face A contains a series of letters from the emperor Hadrian to the
synod of Dionysiac technitai at Athens. The uniformity of lettering
suggests that the whole series was inscribed on one occasion. Parts of
at least seven letters are preserved. Similarly face B contains a series
of documents, but if one judges from the brevity of the headings,
apparently not imperial letters. The uniformity of lettering on this
side also suggests that it was inscribed on a single occasion, although not
necessarily at the same time as face A.

Fragment a preserves the heading of both faces of the stele. An
uninscribed area at the top of fragment b on face A probably represents
the transition from this heading to the actual text, especially in the light
of the minimal indication of the separation between the individual
letters below. The text of face A of fragment b (document I seems to
be an introductory paragraph rather than an actual letter. The
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meaning of the somewhat greater interlineation between lines 12 and 13
is not immediately clear.

The restorations on face A of the imperial titles and of the name of
the synod caused problems for Kirchner when it came to balancing out
the length of the lines.” The joining of the two pieces of fragment ¢
by Meritt has permitted a more accurate estimate of the length of the
lines in the headings of the individual letters and has pointed up the
necessity of omitting pater patriae from the imperial titles in two of
them (documents Il and ITI).  This indicates that these must be the two
carliest of the preserved headings of letters. J. H. Oliver’s observation
of the relationship of fragment d to fragment e guarantees that these are
to be placed lowest among the preserved fragments, since fragment e
contains the final line on face B, and therefore must be the lowest
preserved fragment. The placement of any fragment on face A
(or face B), of course, determines the relative position of the text on the
opposite face.

The placement of fragment f is not clear, since the text of face A is
too badly corroded to permit the necessary restorations; while face B
gives no clear indications. Certainly it belongs above the lower part
of fragmentee.

DIONYSUS CHOREIOS AND ANTINOUS

Mitsos has restored the title of the priesthood as that of Antinous
Choreios on the basis of an inscribed seat in the theater of Dionysus.2
The epithet technically belongs to Dionysus and so it was used in the
letters on face A. Plutarch applies it to Dionysus.3 In non-literary
sources it occurs only at Athens, where it would be natural in the light
of the city’s dramatic tradition; but it does not occur beyond the few
documents cited here. In considering this cult of Dionysus and
especially the application of the epithet to Antinous, two principles
must be considered: first that it was not unusual for the technitai to

I See apparatus criticus, notes to lines 19 and 42.

2 IG II? 5062, iepéws Avrwdov Xopelov ék Teyveir@v. G. Blum, JIAN 16 (1914)
61-64, comments on the prestige of those on whom functions in Antinous’ cult were
conferred.

3 Quaest. conviv. 5 (680B) and de cohib. ira 13 (462B); in both instances it is coupled with
Lyaios, and in the latter the two epithets are opposed to Oméstés and Mainolés.
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bestow the epithet “new Dionysus” and the associated cult on those
persons whom they wished to honor; second that at Athens we are
dealing with a mystic synod, that is an organization of technitai
specifically devoted to the maintenance and performance of rites
related to a specific localized cult.

At Athens it is said that Alexander was decreed to be Dionysus,* and
various Ptolemies were among those venerated by the Dionysiac
technitai elsewhere.5 At Athens the most striking exercise of this
prerogative was the case of Mithridates of Pontus.® Mark Anthony
and Caligula also bore the title “new Dionysus,” the former certainly
at Athens, but there is no specific connection of the epithet with the
technitai.? Although Trajan is called the “new Dionysus” by the
oecumenical synod,? the emperor who is most attested in this manner
is his Philhellene successor.? Antoninus inherited the honor, but it

4 For references see W. S. Ferguson, Hellenistic Athens (London 1911) 11-I2.

5 OGIS so, s1 (=F. Poland, RE s [1934] Nachtrage, s.v. Technitai, 2473-2558,
nos. 34, 33); OGIS 164 (= Poland, no. 39), 166 (= Poland, no. 38), and probably SEG 13,
no. $86; Ptolemy Auletes had “new Dionysus’ as part of his official titles, SEG 8,
no. 468. On ruler cults generally see Poland 2515, 2524.

6 Athenaeus s.49 (212DE); Poland (above, note s) 2500 believes that the result of the
role played by the technitai was the exile of the Athenian Synod to Eleusis. IGII2 1338,
which honors Philemon for his services in the Eleusinian functions of the Synod in the
years 78/7 and 77/6 B.C., was indeed found at Eleusis. But the Athenian technitai did
have functions in the mysteries (see below), and another decree, IG 112 1340, apparently
of the same technitai and dated to the mid-first century before Christ, was found on the
Acropolis. The Eleusinian decree does indicate that the resources of the Athenian
technitai were diminished, a fact which is borne out by the lack of source material until
Hadrianic times and the generally poor economic state of Athens until Hadrianic times
(e.g. see Paus. 1.20.7).

7 Athen. 4.29 (148cp). For Antony, see also Plut. Ant. 60; Seneca Suas. 1.6; Zonar.
10.23; IG II? 1043, line 23; but Athen. 4.29(148c) relates AewTovpyotvrwy adTd TdV
é€ ’Iralias perameudfévrwy drpoaudrwy. Whether the Athenian technitai had
ceased in that city, or Athens had not deigned to provide them, or whether Antony
preferred his own company, is not clear.

8 SEG 7, no. 825; on the meaning of portions of this document, see L. Robert,
Meélanges Syriens offerts @ René Dussaud (Paris 1939) 735-38, (= Opera Minora Selecta 1
[Amsterdam 1969] 607-10). He is also eponymous of the synod at Nimes, IGRR 1,
no. 18 (Poland [above, note 5] no. s3). For Trajan and this synod, see Poland (above
note s) 2517.

9E.g., SEG 6, no. s8; s9 (Poland [above, note 5] no. 74); IGRR 3, no. 211 (Poland,
no. 73); Sardis 7(1), no. 13 (Poland, no. 21); 14 (Poland, no. 22); Le Bas-Waddington,
Voyage Archéologique (Paris 1847-70) no. 1619 (Poland, no. 64). On Chios he is so
entitled on a dedication of the demos, SEG 15, no. 530, and the synod at Nimes, IGRR 1,
no. 17 (Poland, no. s2) was named after him. See Poland, 2517-18.
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seems not to have passed to succeeding emperors.’® Under the
empire the use of the name of the emperor beside that of Dionysus in
the title of a synod, with a single exception,! appears to have been the
prerogative of the oecumenical synod of technitai. The name of the
emperor does not appear coupled with that of Dionysus in the titles of
the mystic synods.

For a given group of technitai to be organized into a mystic synod,
that is to devote themselves to a given cult and to take the name of the
synod from that cult, is attested elsewhere than at Athens.’? The
independent status of the synod around Dionysus Kathégemén was
maintained in the official title of the organization of the technitai even
during the period when the synod was joined with the synod of Ionia
and the Hellespont.’3 Likewise inscriptions make clear that mystai
and technitai were not to be confused.’# The principle indication that
a synod was a mystic synod is the use of the specific epithet of the god
honored in its title. Under the empire when the official title of guilds
came to include hieronikai and stephaneitai, the mystic organizations
remained the preserve of technitai and mystai only. Thus in a recently
published letter of Hadrian the title of the synod to which it was
addressed ought not to be restored peri ton Choreion (see Appendix 1).
The Athenian technitai did participate in the mysteries at Eleusis.s

"0 E.g., BCH 9 (1885) 124-31 (Poland [above, note 5] no. 69); IG II? 1348 can be
restored with the name either of Hadrian or of Antoninus; the name of Antoninus as
“new Dionysus’ can be restored in CIG 3476 + 3478 (= IGRR 4, no. 1361) (Poland
[above, note 5] no. 46). On Antoninus and later emperors, see Poland, 2518-19.

1 Le., the Synod at Nimes, see notes 7 and 8.

2 For references see H. W. Pleket, “An Aspect of the Emperor Cult: Imperial
Mysteries,” HTR 58 (1965) 335~36; Poland (above, note s) 2526, 2522.

13 E.g., IG XI 4, nos. 1061 + 1136 (Poland [above, note §] no. 11); C. Michel, Recueil
d’inscriptions grecques (Brussels 1900) no. 1014 (Poland, no. 17), and see L. Robert, BCH 59
(1935) 198 (=Opera Minora Selecta [above, note 8] 266); Michel, no. 1016 (Poland,
no. 12); R. K. Sherk, Roman Documents From The Greek East (Baltimore 1960) no. 44
(Poland, no. 24) and no. 49. Sece especially, Sherk 264-65.

14 E.g., in the cult of Dionysus Briseis, Le Bas-Waddington (above, note 9) 3, no. 248
(Poland [above, note $] no. 454); CIG 3190 (=IGRR 4, no. 1433; Poland, no. 44);
3210 (Poland, no. 45); SIG3 851 (Poland, no. 43); BCH 57 (1933) 308 (Poland, no. 23).
M. P. Nilsson, The Dionyiac Mysteries of the Hellenistic and Roman Age (= Skrifter utgivna
av Svenska Institutet i Athen 8°, 5, Lund 1957) 47-48 would confuse the actors with the
mystai, but the inscriptions always specify their separate nature.

1s IG 112 1338, but sce note s above. See P. Foucart, Les Mystéres d’Eleusis (Paris 1914)
245-46; A. Mommsen, Feste der Stadt Athen in Altertum (Leipzig 1808) 240-42. A
parallel can be cited also in the law regulating the mysteries at Andania (F. Sokolowski,
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When Antinous drowned in the Nile in the fall of A.D. 130, he was
assimilated to the Egyptian god Osiris.’6  As early as the time of
Herodotus (2.42.2) and commonly by Hadrianic times it was believed
that the Eleusinian cults and the Egyptian cult of Isis and Osiris honored
the same divinities, and Dionysus had become associated with the
mysteries in a role paralleling that of Osiris in Egypt.'? Antinous
appears to have been assimilated to Dionysus at Eleusis. His statue has
been found there with an omphalos, an attribute which is usually
associated with Eleusinian Dionysus.’® The annual ephebic games in
honor of Antinous were held not only at Athens, but also at Eleusis.?
Throughout the empire generally the most common assimilations of
Antinous were to Dionysus and to Osiris.2® The Eleusinian connection
is particularly stressed in Hadrian’s elaborate scheme of tribal and deme
names at Antinoopolis.2!  Graindor has seen in the reliefs reused in the
stage front of the Theater of Dionysus at Athens, but originally taken
from a Hadrianic building, a scene representing Antinous assimilated
to Dionysus and the Eleusinian divinities.22 For Antinous to have

Lois Sacrées des Cités grecques [Paris 1969] no. 65), lines 73-75. For the participation of
technitai in imperial mysteries see Pleket (above, note 12) 331-47; and for mystic drama
as a part of Dionysiac rites, see M. P. Nilsson (above, note 14) 60.

16 See J. Beaujeu, La religion romaine a I'apogée de I'empire 1 (Paris, 1955) 250. On
deification through drowning in the Nile, see W. den Boer, Mnemosyne 8 (1955) 137.

17 Foucart (above, note 15) 245-246. Of significant interest are Plut. frag. 24
Sandbach = Hippolytus, Refutatio haeresium s.20.5) and 212 (Sandbach = Theodoretus.
Cur. Graec. Affect. 1 468a). See also G. Blum (above, note 2) 67-70. G. E. Mylonas,
*Edevols kal Adidvvoos,” ArchEph (1950) 68-118, has suggested that originally
Dionysus was associated merely as one of the divine mystai, but the archaeological
evidence does not support his thesis in Hellenistic and Roman times.

18 For the iconography, see Mylonas (above, note 17); P. Marconi, *“ Antinoo, saggio
sull’arte dell’ eta adrianea,” MonAnt 29 (1923) 202-3, recognized the attribute. See also
P. Graindor, Athénes sous Hadrien (Cairo 1934) 266-67, 277-79. C. Clairmont, Die
Bildnisse des Antinous (Bibl. Helvetica Romana 6, Rome and Bern 1966) 14, prefers to
associate Antinous in this instance with Asclepius.

19 Graindor (above, note 18) 100-102 reviews the evidence for the very tenacious
ephebic cult.

20 Paus. 8.9.8. Beaujeu (above, note 16) 250-53, lists according to frequency Dionysus,
Osiris, Adonis and Hermes, then Pan, Aristacus, Ganymede, Vertumnus and Sylvanus.
For a description of the spread of the cult see E. Holm, Das Bildnis des Antinous (Diss.
Leipzig 1933).

21 See M. Guarducci, ““ Adriano e i Culti misterici della Grecia,”” BMusImp 12 (1941)
145-58; Beaujeu (above, note 16) 167-69.

22 Graindor (above, note 18) 277-79. For the date J. Travlos, Pictorial Dictionary of
Ancient Athens (London 1971) 538, and Mary Sturgeon in a paper presented to the
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become the object of a mystery cult at Athens is consonant with
literary testimonia and with his cults elsewhere.23

THE DOCUMENTS OF FACE A

Under Hadrian the technitai at Athens make a startling reappearance
after an obscurity of almost two centuries.24 A letter from Hadrian
addressed either to the remnants of the once great Athenian synod, or
to members of the international synod at Athens has been found
recently in the theater of Dionysus (see Appendix 1). Several other
documents of later date are preserved?s in addition to the documents
of face B. This dramatic increase in documentation is a direct
reflection of Hadrian’s Philhellenism and his great benefactions aimed
at restoring Greek cultural life.26 But evidence can be introduced
indicating even closer ties between Hadrian and the synod about
Choreios.

Hadrian was the first emperor to gain the epopteia, or the second
initiation into the highest mysteries at Eleusis, supposedly those of
Dionysus.2” This would have occurred during his second visit to
Athens during late A.p. 128 and early 129.28  Graindor would prolong
his stay until March of 129, reasoning that in his new and fuller capacity
as a participant in the mysteries he would have waited until after the

73rd General Meeting of the Archaeological Institute of America; see AJA 76 (1972)
221-222.

23 Mysteries to Antinous are attested in the Orac. Sib. 8.56-58; Origenes Cels. 3.36;
Clem. Al protr. 4.49. Mysteries were established at Bithynium-Claudiopolis, Antinous’
birthplace (L. Robert, RPh 17 (1943) 184-85, note 9), and at that city’s supposed mother
city, Mantinea (Paus. 8.9.7-8).

24 See above, note 6. There are some undated documents which probably belong to
Hadrianic times or later, IGRR 3, no. 733, found at Rhodiapolis, and IG 112 2955s.

25 IG 1I2 3323 is an altar set up by the technitai honoring someone as “new Dionysus.”
The editors have restored Hadrian’s name. See also IG II2 1348, and possibly IG II2
1349. IG IIz 1350 may not be from Attica, and IG II2 1106 has been shown to be
concerned with an athletic guild by J. H. Oliver, Marcus Aurelius, Hesperia Supplement 13
(1971) 1089, no. 22.

26 For Hadrian’s interest in the technitai, see Poland (above, note s) 2517-2518. It is
possible that he was concerned with some degree of reorganization of the technitai.
See BGU 4, 1074, re-edited by P. Viereck, Klio 8 (1908) 415-17, line 3, which contains
an excerpt ék Sardyparos @eod ‘ABpiavod given to the synod dmd Tijs olkovpuéims.

27 Foucart (above, note 15) 443-50.

28 Graindor (above, note 18) 37-39.
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celebration of the lesser mysteries in the spring. This conclusion is
reinforced by various references to his having spent the winter at
Athens?9 and by a letter dated to the 13th tribunician power 3° suggest-
ing that his stay must have continued at least until 10 December 128.
During the same tribunician year he was able to write to the people of
Ephesus a letter recalling his arrival there from Eleusis (SIG3 838).
The celebration of the mystikos agén by the oecumenical synod at
Ancyra while the emperor was wintering at Athens may have been
related to the epopteia which had occurred shortly before.3' The
initial letters cannot have been written long before the incorporation of
pater patriae into the official titles in A.D. 128, and there is a real likelihood
that the series is directly connected with Hadrian’s second visit.
Possibly he was responsible for setting up the mystic synod resembling
those of Smyrna, Pergamum or Ephesus in connection with his own
epopteia. The fragmentary state of the letters conceals any verification
of these conclusions, except for the reference to the hierophantes in
line 27.32

From Athens Hadrian proceeded on his tour of the east, and probably
in October of A.p. 130 Antinous drowned in Egypt.33 Although
several scholars speculate that Antinous had received initiation together
with Hadrian at Eleusis in the autumn of 128,34 there is no direct
evidence.

29 Hieronym. Strid. de vir. ill. 19 (ed. Herding, p. 23); Eus. Chronica in Hieronym
to the year 131.

30 IGII2 1101.  The first line of text, - -lv els T[]y Ar7uknw, could be a reference
to the emperor’s arrival the previous autumn. For the date of the assumption of the
tribunician power I follow M. Hammond, “The Tribunician Day during the Early
Empire,” MAAR 15(1938) 43-45, dating the 13th tribunician power from 10 December
128 to 9 December 129.

31 Hadrian could not have been present physically at this celebration commemorated
in a document dated December 6, A.D. 128: W. H. Buckler, JRS 16 (1926) 246-49 = SEG
6, no. 58, [émi dmdrwy N]wviov Topx[ovd] Tov Aompri[va xai M. Awiov Al{Bwvols
mp6 { €ld(wv) dexeufpiwv. For the consuls sce A. Degrassi, I Fasti Consolari dell’impero
Romano (Rome 1952) 37; Beaujeu (above, note 16) 172 needs correction.

32 For hierophants in the mysteries of Dionysus in Asia Minor see G. Quandt, “De
Baccho ab Alexandri Aetate in Asia Minore Culto,”” DissPhilHal 21 (1913) 249-50; of
Dionysus Briseis at Smyrna see Poland (above, note 5) 2537; at Histria see D. M. Pippidi,
Histria 1 (1954) 533-38, no. 17. For the position of the hierophant in imperial mysteries
see Pleket (above, note 12) 337-39 and Nilsson (above, note 14) 52-53, 56-57.

33 Blum (above, note 2) 59-60.

34 E.g., Graindor (above, note 18) 14, Guarducci (above, note 21) 152.
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The letters following A.p. 128 cannot be dated precisely. Hadrian
returned through Athens from his trip to the east in A.D. 131/235 to
initiate the Panhellenia, which he had founded, and to dedicate the
Olympieum. Oliver shows that the first Panhellenic games occurred
two years later in A.D. 133/4, probably because of the interval necessary
for their organization. Blum 3¢ has seen that the coins commemorating
Antinous were issued around A.D. 134, the penteteric anniversary of his
apotheosis. It is conceivable that Hadrian carried his reform of the
Athenian mystic synod a step further in 131/2 by causing the technitai
to assimilate Antinous to Dionysus Choreios. The reference to a
birthday (line 57) may reflect an aspect of this cult.

FACE B

Face A records the formation of the synod. Face B records a series
of events in the history of the synod after the death of Hadrian. The
letters, if the brevity of their headings is an indication, were not
written by the emperor. The subject matter is not always clear, but
several words are suggestive. Document III seems to be the reply to
an embassy from the synod. Document V contains very strong
language and would appear to be concerned with a dispute involving
certain prerogatives of the synod. Document VI is a copy of a letter
written by Attalus himself (line 24), and this too seems to be concerned
with a dispute37 regarding a festival, reflected in references to a £]davov
(line 32), Tas €opras (line 34) and érepov yopov (line 42). If Attalus is
writing as an Athenian magistrate,38 the case probably is being taken
before a Roman official. Document VIII may well be a reply of a
Roman official to a proposal of honors for Attalus39 for his benefactions
to Athens and the technitai. Document IX takes up the same theme.

35 Most recently see Oliver (above, note 25) 119-20, no. 38, and 132-33.

36 (Above, note 2) 60.

37 Especially line 38: 79s mapovons Starry[s.

38 If line 34 can be restored éyw 8’ 6 orp[arnyds émt 76 SmAa. Cf. line 43. On
the responsibility of this general for the conduct of festivals see D. J. Geagan, The
Athenian Constitution after Sulla, Hesperia Supplement 13 (1967) 24 and 30.

39 There are striking similarities to a series of documents discussed by L. Robert,
Hellenica 8 (Paris 1950) 91-92.
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The position of fragment f is not certain, but Document XI also may
be concerned with honors for Attalus.40

Face B seems to have been written during the reign of Antoninus.
Beyond the fact that Attalus was active under Hadrian and Antoninus,
references to various emperors can be cited. Line 15 has portions of
two names. The former can be restored as that either of Trajan or
Hadrian. Since Trajan was not concerned with the synod of technitai
at Athens, the latter of these seems preferable. This permits the
restoration of Antoninus’ name as the living emperor. Although
document VIII falls late in the series, it does refer to the deified Hadrian
as benefactor. In line 8 of fragment f the name can be restored only as
that of Antoninus.

Thus face B of the stele probably records documents associated with
Attalus’ services to the technitai and concludes with the correspondence
regarding a decree in his honor. Attalus himself then undertook the
expense of setting up the two sided stele, as the appearance of his name
in the prologue of each side indicates.

THE PRIEST OF HOMONOIA OF THE HELLENES AT ATHENS

L. Robert indicates4! that the priest of Homonoia of the Hellenes
served the cult of Zeus Eleutherius at Plataea which had been established
after the Persians were cxpelled from Greece.#2 The major portion of
the epigraphical documentation for the priesthood comes from Athens,
but the nature of this documentation supports the non-Athenian
character of the cult. The names of the priests and the contexts in
which the priesthood is cited indicate the importance of the cult, yet
references to the priesthood are made only incidentally to the context
in which the name of its holder was cited; that is, it occurs among
others in lists of offices held or as a courtesy because of the prestige of
the office (see Appendix 2 for the documents). Three of the priests
attested were not Athenians by birth: Attalus (see below) was from
Synnada; Mondo was Boeotian (Appendix 2, ¢). Most had obtained

40 The gnémé of line 4 would be the proposal as presented for approval of the Roman
official. Line s may be concerned with setting up the memorial.

41 (Above, note 39) 90-91; J. & L. Robert, BullEp (1966) no. 144.

42 Plut. Arist. 19-21. IG VII 2510 directly connects the cult of Homonoia with that
of Zeus Eleutherius.
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Athenian citizenship, and four of the six attested priests at some time
held the eponymous archonship at Athens.#? J. H. Oliver44 has
documented the changing concept of citizenship whereby men of
eminent status could attain office and similar status in cities to which
they were not native-born. The prestige of having held office at
Athens, especially the archonship and the resulting membership in the
boulé of the Areopagus, was particularly attractive, and both the
Panhellenia and the elevation of Athens to predominance as a center of
Hellenic culture under Hadrian would require frequent and extended
visits by eminent non-Athenians. Of course Athens could expect
financial assistance in return for these honors.45

TIBERIUS CLAUDIUS ATTALUS ANDRAGATHUS

The man responsible for setting up the stele was Tiberius Claudius
Attalus. Enough of the demotic is preserved to guarantee his Athenian
citizenship and to permit identification with the archon of A.D. 140/1.46
The title *“ priest of Homonoia of the Hellenes” suggests the identifica-
tion with a dedicator at Sparta4? and the restoration of the second

43 Attalus, Themisén (Appendix 2, a), Mondd (Appendix 2, €) and an unidentified
Athenian (Appendix 2, b). Mondé is the earliest attested archon to have served a second
time.

44 (Above, note 25) 44-57. For non-Athenian office holders see also Geagan (above,
note 38) 3-4 and 6. For the case of sophists who undertook liturgies and office in
various cities, see G. W. Bowersock, Greek Sophists in the Roman Empire (Oxford 1963)
17-42 and passim.

45 For the archonship as a liturgy see Geagan (above, note 38) 6; for the eponymos of
a tribe (as no. c) 100, where the conclusions follow those of J. H. Oliver, ‘‘Patrons
Providing Financial Aid to the Tribes of Roman Athens,”” AJP 70 (1949) 299-308, 403.
Oliver (above, note 25) 44-57 discusses the financial considerations.

46 Inscr. Délos 2538, IG 112 2047, 2048. For the date of his archonship see E. B.
Harrison, The Athenian Agora, I Portrait Sculpture (Princeton 1953) 37, note 6.

47 IJG V 1, no. 452, as re-edited addendum, 303; for additional letters see B. D. Meritt,
Hesperia Supplement 8 (1949) 220. The inscription is usually restored as a dedication
commemorating a concord between Synnada and Sparta, and the first line to read
[*Ymep T]ijs Spovolas Tév [méAewv (recently A. M. Woodward, “* Sparta and Asia Minor
under the Roman Empire,”” Studies in Honor of David Moore Robinson [St. Louis 1953]
2.868-83), but L. Robert has recognized that the inscription is concerned with the cult
of Homonoia of the Hellenes and Zeus Eleutherius at Plataea: J. and L. Robert, BullEp
(1954) no. 118; (1951) no. 104. Therefore the first line might be better restored
[Iepeds ]7s ‘Opovoias 7&v ["EX|Mjvwr and the name of the dedicator KAavdios
"Ar[raldos Av8]pdyabos. These restorations and those suggested on p. 303 of IG V 1
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cognomen, rather than the patronymic which Mitsos restored, confirms
this. At Sparta Attalus was acting as a representative of Synnada in
Phrygia, setting up a statue of Athena Polias as a dedication to the hero
Thynnarus.#® A dedication of the demos of the Athenians at Synnada49
mentions Attalus (Andragathus) as the uncle of the man honored,
Claudius Attalus, and brother of Tiberius Claudius Piso Tertullinus.
Attalus Andragathus must have been himself originally from Synnada. 5°
The interconnections among the family and the three cities are clearly
indicated in an honorary decree of the city of Synnada set up at
Athens.5! The decree mentions by name the cities of the Athenians
and the Lacedaemonians,52 Claudius Attalus, Tiberius Claudius Piso
Tertullinus and possibly Claudius Attalus Andragathus.53 The major

for the remaining lines do result in a balanced length of line, if one uses the text reported
in Expedition scientifigue de Morée (Paris 1832-1836) 2, no. 16 (but not on PL. 42, fig. IV)
and by Philippe Le Bas, Inscriptions grecques et latines (Paris 1936) 2.137, no. 37. The
stone is now lost.

48 For these cults at Synnada see L. Robert (above, note 39) 9o. They will be treated
in his forthcoming monograph, Les origines legendaires de Synnada et les parentés de peuples;
see J. & L. Robert, BullEp (1951) no. 104; L. Robert, Hellenica 13 (Paris 1965) 124,
note 1. Synnada was believed to have been colonized by Athenians and Lacedae-
monians.

49 MAMA 6, no. 374. L. Robert has recognized that the {epeds rav “ENujvav is
actually the lepeds T7is “Opovolas rav ‘ EAMjvwy kal Tot * EXevBepiov Aids, Centennial
Publication of the American Numismatic Society (New York 1958) $82, note 27.

50 As L. Robert will demonstrate; see BullEp (1966) no. 144.

51 Five fragments of this document can now be identified. P. Graindor, REG 31
(1918) 227-37 identified IG III 55 as fragment A and IG IIl 7 (=IG II? 1075) as fragment
B. His edition is still the most reliable, and citations here will be made from it.
IG II? 2291c may be designated fragment C, a non-joining fragment preserving the
initial seven lines of a document. To these may be added Agora I 155 and 1267 as
fragments D and E (see Appendix 3). Graindor believed the document to be an Athenian
decree of honors for Hadrian, although Dittenberger had recognized an honorary decree
in each of the fragments he published. L. Robert (see J. and L. Robert, BullEp 1966
no. 144) has recognized that these two fragments belong to a decree originating at
Synnada, and he will discuss them in his forthcoming monograph (above, note 48).
Copies (B, lines 15-19) were to be set up at Athens, at Synnada in a location related to
the cult of Zeus Pandemus (see L. Robert [above, note 49] 582, note 27) and at Plataea
in a spot related to the cult of Zeus Eleutherius, and probably also at Sparta.

52 B, line 12, recognized by J. and L. Robert, BullEp (1966) no. 144, and C, line 1.
See also C, line 3.

53]. and L. Robert (above, note 52) recognized Claudius Attalos (B, line 15) as the
man honored in MAMA 6, no. 374. His uncle and father are found in A, lines 13 and 14,
if line 13 can be restored rovs mole]iTas Hudv KAavdidy re "Arrad[o]v Av[Spdyabov.
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portion of the document would relate the benefactions of the persons
honored to the city of Synnada.5+

APPENDIX I
A Letter From Hadrian To The Technitai At Athens.

N. Platon has recently published a letter from the Emperor Hadrian to
the technitai, hieronikai and stephaneitai at Athens.5s It was found in the
area of the Theater of Dionysus, and probably had been set up there.
George Daux first recognized the nature of the document; the suggested
restoration of J. and L. Robert offers some difficulties.

The letter is inscribed on a slab of Pentelic marble with a smoothly
dressed back. The decorated upper edge is damaged. The left side is
preserved, but it is broken away at the right and below. The letters are
rectilinear, resembling those usually identified with the workshop respon-
sible for publishing imperial letters to the Athenian state.

Ht., 0.48 m.; w., 0.33 m.; th., 0.055 m.; Lh., (lines 1-8) 0.025-0.03 m.;
(lines 9-10) 0.015 m.
ante a. 128 p. ca. 29-30 (heading only)

Adroxpd[rwp Kaioap feot Tparavoi]
IapBikco[ vids ot Népova viwvos]
Tpaiavos A[8piavos Zefaoros dpyiepeds]
péywaros 8[muapyiciis éovaias 76 - -]

S Umaros 76 T[piTov mamp marpidos i)
7&v Abjm[ow ovvddwi 16y mepi Tov]
Aidvvoov Te[yveirdv iepoveidv are|
daveirdv vac. [yaipew vacat)

2vvodov elvar povofuk--=------------ ]

10 [€]repov peréyovra == - == === - oo oo ]

The slightly greater length of line 3 is guaranteed by the slight crowding
of the letters in the preserved portion. The Roberts have restored line 6
t@v Abivnlow mepl tov Xépeiov, but this falls about s} letter spaces
short of the estimated length of line. Further, if the synod peri ton

54 See L. Robert (above, note 39) 9o, where the contents of a forthcoming monograph
are summarized (above, note 48).

55 Deltion 19 (1964) 36, no. 3, with photograph, pl. 30; G. Daux, BCH 9o (1966) 731,
with photograph, fig. 15; J. and L. Robert, BullEp (1967) no. 189. Iam deeply indebted
to Prof. Eugene Vanderpool who, with the kind permission of the Ephor of the
Acropolis, Mr. George Dontas, obtained a squeeze and description of this stone.
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Choreion is truly a mystic synod, the hieronikai and stephaneitai ought not
to be included. The restoration of lines 5 and 6 was suggested by J. H.
Oliver (per litteras). Lines 7 and 8 were first restored by J. and L. Robert.

APPENDIX 2
The Priest of Homonoia of the Hellenes.56

a. (Plate 1) Portion of the inscribed face of a block of Pentelic marble
found in the Athenian Agora (I 6928) in June of 1969 in the Post-Herulian
Fortification north of the Eleusinion (S 17). It is broken away on all
sides and behind. The right edge of the text is indicated by a change in
the surface dressing of the face.

Ht., 0.16 m.; w., 0.21 m.; th., 0.0 m,, Lh., 0.016 m. diminishing to
0.014 m. in the lower lines.

saec. II p. ca. 14

- - - s
[(epéws Tis] ‘Opovol
[as T@v “EX]Ajvev
[xai 70D *EX]evfepiov
s [diws *Iovd] Oepiow
[vos Tob k]ai ITauué
[vovs Hawa]viéws dp
[avros T]py émd

[vopov dpxipy - - -]

Line 1. Only the lower third of the omicron is preserved. Line 7.
The line of the vertical stroke of the rho can be seen along the break.
Line 8. The upper portion only of the omega survives.

For the restoration of the nomen see Hesperia 11 (1942) 31, no. 1, of
A.D. 169/70 or somewhat later, and Hesperia Supplement 12 (1967) 166,
line 9o. The former text identified Themisén as eponymos of the tribe
[Pandionis ?], while the latter lists him as an Areopagite of that same tribe.
This is the first instance where his full name is given, since in the other
documents he is listed merely as Iul. Themisén. The demotic would
exclude restoration of the name of Claudius Themison of the tribe
Leontis and Munatius Themisén of Azénés7 but the attestation of the

56 Permission to include this text and two unpublished texts in Appendix 3 has been
generously granted by Professor B. D. Meritt. The excavation staff of the Athenian
Agora has been most helpful in assisting in the preparation of these texts.

57 For Claudius see Hesperia 40 (1971) 314-21, no. 12 and commentary; for Munatius
see TAPA 71 (1940) 308; Hesperia 3 (1934) §7, no. 44, as restored by Notopoulos,
Hesperia 18 (1949) 56; IG 112 2203, lines 31, 33, 71 and 77.
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tribal affiliation is the only reason for preferring this identification to that
with Aeclius Themisén whose tribe is unknown.8 The nature of the
document is uncertain, but one might suggest a citation in the heading of
a public document,9 or a genealogy from a dedicatory monument like
IG 112 3592.50

b. IG 112 3522, found in the Theater of Dionysus, which probably can
be restored as follows:

ca. med. s. 11 p. ca. 39

[ é€ Apeiov] mdyov Bo[vAy) kal 1) BovAn T7dv ¢’ kal ¢ Sfuos]
[6 Abnraiw]v Tov ie[péa Tis ‘Opovoias Tédv ‘EXjvwr]

[xal 705 *EXev]fepio[v dids kal xijpuka Tis é§ Apeiov md]
[yov BovAijs k]ai orpar[pyioavra émi Ta SmAa - - ToV]
[émdvupov] dpyov[ra - = - - - ----------- ]

The restorations are made on the basis of the tendency at Athens to list
offices in a descending order of prestige. The heraldship of the Areopagus
and hoplite generalship usually come first after the archonship, but in this
restoration it is assumed that the archonship is the current office for which
the honors are being voted.!

c. IG II? 3623, found near the Church of Haghia Triada (?).62 The
text of Graindor, Dittenberger and Kirchner is reproduced here.

*Odvpmriwv kowdv s Aolas .. .% 10, .. ]
s Aolas, Spvpvaifwy .. ... °8 WA ]
iepeds Beod Adpiav[od Ilavelmpiov kai]

¢ ! -~ ¢ / A ) I4 ~
Opovolas té@v “EX[Mvwv kai éndvupos i)
‘Immofowvtidos dulijs edvolas évexev]

s €l[s éavrdy.]

Repeated references to liturgies served in Asia Minor indicate birth and
early career in that part of the empire. The Panhellenic priesthoods
probably brought the dedicatee to the Greek mainland.

d. IGII? 1352, now in the Louvre. The readings of Kirchner are here

58 J. H. Oliver (above, note 25) 4, line 1; 6, line 50; and 11.

59 Concerning such citations see D. J. Geagan (above, note 38) 24-28, where the
appearances of the hoplite general are considered.

60 Re-edited by E. Kapetanopoulos, REG 83 (1970) 63-69.

61 For the sequence see D. J. Geagan (above, note 38) 7,18,57. The sequence given
would be that used until about the mid-Second Century.

62J. Travlos, “Xpioriavicai A0fvar,” Opnoxevrucis kai *HOucijs *Eyrvrlomo-
Selas, 30 (Athens 1962) 745-26, 755—58, lists two churches of that name; one, which no
longer exists, was in the Odeum of Herodes Atticus, the other is north of the Acropolis.
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reproduced. The underlined portions were read by Boeckh, CIG 524,
but were not preserved on Kirchner’s squeeze.

s. II-IIT p. ca. 29

70D K1jpUKOS [- = === === == - - - ]
iepéws Tis ‘Opfovoias 7dv ‘EAjvwy kail
70 *E)evlepiov [dids - - - - - - - - ]
éxducrioavtos [: ----------- ]

s kepddatov T[- === == -mn-- ]
ouvédpiov [-------------- ]
Tiravod 7[-=-=-=-==----- ]
oi kard Y [remmm e ]
[- -lenoaf- - == - - m oo ]

Line 2 Boeckh iepéws ijs *Oulmvias ddunpos - - Tod diss]. To
restore line 1 as herald of the Areopagus would require the repetition of
iepéws at the end of line 2. The capacity under which the person cited
rendered his judgement is not clear. Synhedrion can have a wide range
of meanings.3

e. J. H. Oliver, Hesperia 11 (1942) 71, no. 73, an ephebic catalogue from
the latter half of the third century after Christ. The heading opens:

*Eni dpyovros 16 B’ Tod kpa’[lepéws Abnvas]
IoMAdSos kal iepéws Tis ‘Ofunovoias Tév]
‘EMajvwv Tir” ®X' Mévdwvols - - - - - - ]

700 Didelvov DPAvéws kTA.

Line 2, originally Oliver, Hesperia 2 (1933) $0s, no. 17, iepéws tijs
"Olumvias tév Ilav]|eMsjvwy. It was corrected by Graindor (above,
note 18) 289 and by Oliver in his second publication.

For the Boeotian origins of this family see Oliver, Hesperia 2 (1933) s10,
and C. Dunant, BCH 76 (1952) 630.

APPENDIX 3
Additional Fragments of IG II? 1075 and III 55 (see note s1).

a. Fragment C, IG II2 2291 c.6¢ This fragment, found on the north
slope of the Acropolis, resembles the other fragments in thickness, surface

63 For those attested for Athens see D. J. Geagan (above, note 38) 36-38.

64 EM 9500a (not 2509a as Kirchner). First edited by Dittenberger, IG IIT Add. s2a,
from the readings of Koehler. Both editors rightly use the words argumentum obscurum
about the subject matter.
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dressing and letter shape, and in the crowded quality of the lettering.
The slightly larger size of the letters may be attributable to their position
at the beginning of the document. The intervals between the bases of
the lines coincide exactly with those of the other fragments. Below is
the text of Koehler (IG III s2a) and Kirchner.

vac.

- -] Aaxedarpo[v- - -
- - dmo]wkiav dyayd[vr- -
- - -] yiv Arrucily - -
- - -] Adpiavos [- - -
- = -Jos wdvov [- - -
- - -] 8iar mpo[- -
---lew [---

The uninscribed line at the top and the slightly higher letters suggest
that this fragment comes from the top of the stele. The Spartan con-
nections probably of Synnada are recalled in line 1. The reference to
leading a colony recalls the dedication from Sparta (see above, note 47).
The third line reflects an unpublished inscription from Miletus 65 apparently
dealing with similar subject matter. The fourth line refers to the emperor
Hadrian.

b. (Plate 2) Fragment D, Agora I 155. Fragment preserving portions
only of the face and roughly picked back. Found on February 13, 1932
in the wall of a modern house at the north foot of the Areopagus (I 16-17).

H., 0.165 m.; w., 0.26 m.; th. 0.195 m., Lh., 0.01 m.

3 [----] médes €3d]- - -]
[- - - - *OJwpmiov [- - -]
[----7%7]dhs [----]

Line 1: The lower portions only of the last three letters are preserved.
Line 3: Just the tip of the horizontal bar of the pi is visible. The upsilon
could also be a tau. Of the delta only the horizontal stroke is certain.
Line 4: The upper tip of the lambda is preserved. Line 5: The upper
portions only are preserved.

c. (Plate 3) Fragment E, Agora I 1267. Fragment preserving the left
hand margin of the text and a portion of the left hand moulding. Except
for the face and the roughly picked back no other original surfaces are

65 70[0 €€ Arrixiis edyevela[s] déwdpatos, cited by L. Robert (above, note 49) 582,
note 27, in connection with legendary foundations of cities.
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preserved. Found on February 1, 1934 in modern house walls outside the
market square to the southwest.

Ht., 0.16 m.; w., 0.20m.; th., 0.195 m. (to the inscribed surface),
0.21 m. (to the moulding); Lh., 0.01 m.

[..18c0s A[-==-=====--- Tpai]
3 avod Adpiav[od ZefaocTod - - - - - - - ]
ap Abjpmo[w === - === - - - - - ]

Line 1: Only the lowest portion of one side of the iota is visible along
the break. Line 2: The first two letters are barcly visible through heavy
corrosion. Line 4: The spelling of the locative is highly irregular; see
K. Meisterhans-E. Schwyzer, Grammatik der Attischen Inschriften® (Betlin
1900) 146.3. One might also read A0 Z[- - - -. For the cult of
Athena at Synnada see L. Robert, Hellenica 13 (Paris 1965) 124, note 1;
Journal des Savants (1962) 52, and elsewhere.

Only a lack of confirmatory restorations has prevented aligning the two
pieces from the Agora so as to restore [Tpai]lavod Adpiav[od
2efactod *Ovumiov.



el

PLATE 1. Agora I 6928

PrATE 2. Agoral1ss



PraATE 3. Agora I 1267
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