
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 IG II2 II05. 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 EK r7s rep1LavLK7js 7^ZXoAs. 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 c, the 
upper portion) and on the transcripts of Koehler (fragments a, 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. 



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 II2 4795, face A only) +EM 396. Two pieces 
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 (I96I) I98-20I, with 
photographs (= SEG 21, no. 5o7). 

Ht. 0.31 m.; w., 0.31 m.; th., 0.075 m.; l.h., (face A) o.oI4-o.oI6 m.; 
(face B, lines I-2) o.oi8 m.; (lines 3-5) o.oI4-o.oI6 m.; (line 6) o.oI m.; 
(line 7) 0.007 m. 

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

b. EM 8390 (= IG II2 IIo5 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.; l.h., (face A) o.oI-o.oI2 m.; 
(face B) o.oo9-o.oI m. 

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

c. EM 8391 (=IG II2 II05 c)+EM 13350 (=Agora I 397). Two 
pieces preserving portions of both faces. Broken away on all sides. 
Joined by B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 3 (I934) 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.; l.h. (face A) o.oo9-o.oi m.; 
(face B) O.OI-O.OI2 m. 

This fragment provides lines I4-33 of the text of face A and lines 15-42 
of face B. 

d. EM 8389 (= IG II2 II05 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.; l.h., (face A) o.oI m.; 
(face B) o.oo9 (bottom) -o.o12 m. 

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

e. EM 8388 (=IG II2 II05 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.; I.h., (face A) o.oII m.; (face B) 
uncertain. 
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This fragment preserves lines 46-59 of face A and lines 59-63 (?) of 
face B. 

f. EM 4649. Fragment preserving portions of both faces, but broken 

away on all sides. Published by P. Graindor, BCH 5I (1927) 248-249, 
no. 3 (=SEG 21, no. 507). 

Ht., 0.27 m.; w., 0.22 m.; th., 0.082 m.; l.h., (face A) o.oI m.; (face B) 
o.oo8 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 I-3) 

ca. 60 (remaining lines) 
Fragment a 

oepevs TV Xopedov [,l ovvav p lepEVS rj-----] 

'Otiovo[la]s Tov 'EA[Avwvo ' Ti KA - "ATTaAos Av] 
[8]pcaya[os O]'Tr7Tos [--------------------- 
[... ]Kr [... ]T Kat r[-----------------------] 

S [...]Ao[--]a [ ------------------------] 
[---][ -------------------] 

Fragment b 

[------ ----- -----------------------------------] 
[---------------] vacat [ --------------------- ---- ] 

I [-----------------] TolOVrov I[---------------------------] 
10 [-------- rS a]vvo8ov rjpTrTat 7TTpc [TrEZVv ? -------------------] 

[-----------]1OV Kal TLwOS TEXVIr- [---------------------------] 

[------ATroK]padrop KalFap Tparavos ['ASplavos ?EgaaT -------] 
A small gap has been left between lines 12 and 13. 

[-----------]-- x nv avv[o8ov------- ]--------------] 

Fragment c 

II [AvroKpdrcop Kalaap] Eov TpaLavov [IHapOLKov vos Tpacavos 
'ASpta] 

I5 [vos eEcLaaTos adpX]EPevs. I,eylwaTos [8r,uapXtKiK2s E'ovatas Tor -- vTraros] 
[rTO Pr' vvo'8Cp rTv] rTEpI rov XO[p]ElOV T[eXVEtTW7v XalpELv.--------] 
[---------------? ]rTota 75 7rTOfU7l EaTa[-----------------------] 
[--------------] 8-raOe E'pyyco ?E3a[L ---------------------] 

III [EvT[eivXeTE. 2 A3To]Kplarop Kalaap 0E[ov Tpatavov IapOLKo6v vtos 

Tpatavos] 
20 [iA4pLavos 2e/3aaT]os. acpXLEPevS [ylta[Tros S7)qLapX(K7s. sEovatas Tr -- 

Vra'ros-] 
[TO 'r' cvvoO'O T)CV 7T]Epl TOV XoplEov T[EXVELTCV' XalpEtv ---------] 
------------------ J]rT aTvrov qra [------------------------ 

[-----------------------]one line lost[-----------------------] 
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[-------------------------- ]vv ---------- 
25 [--------------------------]7a7[ ------------------------] 

[-----------]O--------------]V XP[ -------] 

[-----------]---------------] Eat [----------------------- 
[---?------?---] ^cr [- ] 

IV [----- VTVrXEET' AvT]oKpadTo[p Kalaap Oeov1 Tpalavov U apOLKov 
vto] 

30 [TpaLavos AopLavos Zeafa]Tos apXlEp[vEs [ jE/EyiTroS 78r7apXlK?7s 
Jeovalas To - - lva] 

[Toso Tr - 7rTar7)p 7rarp]?Loso avvo'68 Tiov [Trepl rov XopeZov 

TEXVElTrV' Xalpelv.--] 

[------------------]aOq o Ao'yos' Kat war[-------------------] 
[---------------- -] rplLEVOVT[ ------------------- -- ] 

Fragment d and fragment e 

V [- ]------- ----- ]------ 
35 [---------------------------- raTea]vel?Trv LO[vaUKwcv ------- 

[----------------------------]v KXAaov 7TEpo[------------- 
[-------------------------]7T-V /laV T7' e7TriaT[oAS ------- 

[--------------------------] Av,roKpaTwp Kaiaa[p----------] 
[------------------]-------E']vav6a ypafjval E'l[------------] 

40 [--------------------------] ,a ev avra El E T A[---------- 
[--------------------------]a TTpdae L SLKaIws I[------------] 

VI [------- Eu7VX ZTE. A AtroKpa-rw]p Kalaap E0ov TpaLav[ov 
I7apOLKov vlos Tpata] 

[vos AS8pavos Ze/aarTOS dPXLepevs t/,E]ytaros o 8r7aPXLK71[s eSovalas 
T0 -- v TaTos 

[ro - 
' 
rraT7fp aTrarpctos avvo'So r&Tv 7rEpl] IOv Xopelov TEXVtE[rcTv 

XalpELv. - -] 

45 [----------------- ? "AraAo]s' d KpartLaros Aps /O[v--------] 

[.-]ap[ ...]v[---------------]a 7Tore e'v T- 7TrarpiS, aU'[roi----] 
Kal Ta [. . .]L A[- ------------- 'y v rea7TW [------------] 

VII Tro? [.]pOUvA[----------------] EUTVxEE.. o AVTOK[paJWp 
KaZaap] 

Oeov [T]pala[vov I1apOLKov vLos Tpatav]os ASpLavos ZEflaaTor[ 

dapXepevs /ieyLaros] 
50 8r]j[apXLKJs Et0ovalas To -- vrarTos'] TO r'raTrp 7r7a7rpi8[osg avvo68 

TWOV 7TEpl] 

ToV [Xo]pei[ov TEXV?LtTWV XalPEtv. ---------------------------- 

VIII lepooav[T------------evTvXelrT. X 
A3TOKpaTwp Ka&aap Oeov^ 

TpaLa] 
vovO napO[LKov vULO Tpatavos Aoptavos Eepaaros apXlepevs /Ecya'ro 

SII,appXK7ts] 

deovuaa[s T -- vTrarTO TO ' r7T rarTp TraTpIoos avvoop rTCv 7rept rTO 

Xopelov] 
55 TXYEiT[v' Xalpv --------------------------------------- 

[I972 I36 
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apv [-------------------------------------- 
7rv yEv'OA ----------------------------------------------] 

riapacaK[e ----------------- ------- --- - -] 

IX , 4 A3roK[pacrwp Ka?aap OEov TpaLavov 1apOLKov vios TpaLaoos 
A8pLavos 2efaaros] 

60 [a]p[Xtpeis ( eytaros KTA.] 

Fragmentf 

[ - 1o[ .a-----------] 
[ -----]oTr[----- -][---] 
[- - - - -]?aTr)9[- - - - ]vov[- - -] 

[-----]aeTo[- ]-------- 
[---- 1]A L.?[-----------] [ J.] [- ] 
[---]r [--------] 

Face B 
a. I38-I6I p. NON-2TOIX. ca. 32 (lines I-4) 

ca. 70 (remainder) 

Fragment a 

['0 Epev'S rTOv XopeLov Atovvat]oUv ' E[pev]F T7l's 

['O/ovotas TCV 'EAAXvwv T Ttl -] KA "ArraAos [Av] 
[8payaOos i ---------] TOSLS 7rEpp r 

[XopEtov Atdlvvaov Lovat].Kols TeXyfTaLts 

5 [---------------------]yas vacat 
I [--- ]]a[------------------------------ ]WV 

[------------------ 
Fragment b 

n [ -- ] [--------------------------] 
[----- - Kal V,:Etv avT[- 

Io [---- - -) r 7Tpoo,T7770V [ ----------- 
------ o avos e aAAa yt K[ ------------------- 

III [- - -. --iov] atEcolS reXvetra, svvXape [v ----------------------] 
[------ -]Iara e7Tpeapeva7Ev 7aA[---------------------- 
[ -]..Lpo [ ----- ----------- .--- ] 

Fragment c 
IV IS [ ---- EoV A8pt]avov Kat AArgoKp4[]op[a TLroY AAtov AVTovtvov 

Ev3,EflEjJ 
V [-----------]TaTrosvvXapetvvvetail[----------------------] 

[ - Tr7A]tKOVTWV. -V av oVv ?0{p[ ------------------- 

[-oW---------ovt S alaxpa Kal ava a Ka[----- 
[---------- vas . /Jtov Kat E OVK ------------ 

20 [-- -----] 'EVOLTO O 8rq1toala T0LovT[------ ------ 
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[----------] la3o<A>7v 7 avoos AaAL[3av ----------------] 
[----------] vv o ra o j ltv rS Uvy[o8ovv ---------------] 

[----------] ETaIVEocraL V/-La Kac UV17T r[------------------- 

VI [- - pp6aa] EvXo,LaL. vacat rrapa AT[raAXov ----------------- 

25 [-----------]'7v (EpovUav 7roAA)v [----------------------] 

[--------]qp 7TpoS rTOV alKElv [-----]--------- ------- 

[----------] K[a]AO,v lEv ov,v [-------------- 
---- 

[---------------- [------------------------------ 
[---------------- ]I ' -v 8 7 a [ ----------------- 

30 [-----------? yp]avra as e [------------------------] 
[------------ ]at aiov a a aAcvro [----------------- -----] 
[-.--------]oavov, ;y& o' o orp[aTry6s ?------------------ 

[---------- o]KEt 8 7 p --------------- ---- 

[------------]oas Kal tas' Eopras ET[---------------------] 

35 [------------] 06 vt<(E>)VsKal yap r [------------------- 
[------------] wTj ?rapovar]s 6lar [g------------- -----------] 

[----------- -]EL87v EJLLavTov Kpa[iT Tr ----------]----------] 

[------------] I7orAAa'Ks aAAoLs /LE[-----------------------] 

[-----------] v TOTOS ELrov'ro SeLa o [---------------- ---] 

40 [ rrpaTry- ErTl] ra o'rAa ELa ravrq[v---------------------- 
[--------- E7T7r]olirKac TE /iaKpoTEpp [V- --------------------- ] 

------------------] . OV p [v-------- ---- 

Fragment d and fragment e 

I[--------- -- vY 0 .61 [ - -------------------- -------] 

[- .--- EL---- L yOLEVOL Ka [----------------------------] 
45 [------- ]E TO KcaAs EXoV7L KaL [p ----------------------- 

VIII [------ ]vVO ;V ovTv TpETov EVK[lOV -----------] 
[----TO9 Ev]WPpooV(LV TraoS KaLpo Ev[ ----------------------- 

[--------]v o0ol aplLOviav TE Kal ovl[bpvlav ?-------------] 

[----------] oM' av "Ar-raAos' OL O[oKE ?----------------] 

50 [------]aL TrL,v SKalOl aKp s 7T[-------- ---------------] 

[- --- -- o ]o EVeEvvo'Xa MovUa[v -------------------------] 
-------] Irarpl , 7TtavTa lEv peA A [-----------------------] 
[-------oA]ACv /yEV 8ELOUvp a [WV------------------------] 

--------]po at,ov voY olaavres [-------------------------- 

55 [---------]wv Kalt Trovrp,v K[---------- -------------- 

[-------- ]at7T avTaxov TravO [--------------------------- 

[----E-- Eivp]yETriv ovO ASpta [vov -------------------------] 
IX I--- -jovaLK]oEs 7EXVElraLSVV [xalpELv ------------------------ ] 

[-------T]V 7Ov^ LfpES 7T[------------- ---Q --- ---]--[- .....] 
60 [------ "A.]7aAov 6E E7TraLvl [ --------------------------- 

[---------]aCLE Kat prapaxp[ [La-----------------] p[-----] 
[---------] rTO VOV- 7TpoOv[ LOV --- -- ---- -------] Kal 

[--------- ]aTov Kal Kopv o[ --------------------------- 

[-------------------------------- ---- vacat to bottom 
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Fragmentf 
XI [- ----------- -][----- ----------- 

[-----------]I 8LKs a[]ov AAa [- ----------] 
[ -]o [- - -]- - - - - - o[s - - - 
[----------- ]VOL 7r[ad]vras, &e putOv[[S ---------------------] 

[------------],ar,,V rO rv yvLv,, [--------------- 
5 [-------? o-a]A]jv -rap' evos vjLuy,v ro'aa[------------------ 

[-------- ] t aol dTT7TOr/L7T,rV K T7[s -------- ---------] 

[-] ^ 1-----------] rp trov 1 vac. [ ----------------] 

[---------] TI-rov A'ALov [Al]8pavOv A[vrrov?vov Zetaarov 
Ev?r/3j] 

[------------- -]yrcsE xl'veaOE o ls KAa[vtos "Ar-raAos ------] 
IO [----------------]ros V opOd7[-----------------------] 

[--------------- ]VS .T[---------------- ------o -] 

[-------------- [-------------------------] 
[---------------- [-------------------- 

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 Koehler, 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 offace A and lines 
30, 32 ((7rp[arr7ydcs), 33, 37, 40, 48, 49 and fragmentflines 5, 8, 9, 12 of 
face B. 

Face i. Line I: Mitsos [z]ov Xopelov [AvTtr ov. Lines 2-3: Mitsos 

[Alv|]payat [ov. Line 5: Mitsos - -]ro7ro[- -. Line 7: not read by Kirch- 
ner. Koehler (IG III 35) os. Line 8: noted by Koehler, but not Kirchner. 
Line Io: Koehler and Kirchner 7rpc3 [rov. Line i : Koehler and Kirchner 

av'vo]oov Kal. Line 12: Kirchner was able to read the dotted rho clearly. 
Lines I2 and 13: Koehler, who interpreted this as the beginning of a new 
letter, [Av,roKp]drwp Kacaap Tpata[vov IlapOtKov v16O .......... 

TpaLavos ASptavos CEfaaUros rots 'EXov]l? -r)v aUvv[oOov rTov 7repl rov 
A Lvvaov TEXVELTc3v. In his drawing the nu and a portion of the omicron 
of Tpata[vov as well as Vr' ci of EXov]ut. Line 13: Kirchner roZi 

E']XovUL 7rjv avv[oSov. 
Line 14: Kirchner read all of the dotted letters clearly. Line I6: 

Kirchner 7rarbp 7rarpt0os rols 7r]Epl rov XopElov [-EXveIvats. Line 19: 

Kirchner [IHapKo - - - - - - vLos] because of his longer estimated length 
of line. Line 21: Kirchner 7ra-r)p TrarptSos Tros 7r]epl rov XopEZov 
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r[eXVelTars. Line 28: Meritt-- erT Lx--. Line 29: Meritt -- 

Avr]o(K)parw [p. 
Line 34 has not previously been read. Lines 38-39: Koehler (IG III add. 

34b) and Kirchner avrtypaqov, rv] AvTroKparcop KaZa[ap - -1- - E'ypaev' 
o' E]vravOa ypafuivat da[Lto?. Line 42: Kirchner Tpatav[ov vtos to fit 
his shorter estimated length of line. Line 44: Koehler and Kirchner Trois 
7repl] Tov Xopeov reCXvE[rats'. Line 45: Mitsos o Kpdrataros k/[Ao]s 

t,[ov TLt3. KA. "ArraAos AvSpaycdov Z<qrTT1LOS - -]. Line 46: Koehler 

(IG III 34) and Kirchner ... - - -. Kirchner 7raTrptt p[ov, corrected by 
Mitsos. Koehler had recorded a triangular letter form for the alpha. 
Line 47: Kirchner was able to read the eta. Line 48: Koehler roZs E.-V -o. 
Kirchner Tors E[- -. Lines 49-51: restorations and line divisions are based 
on Oliver's alignment of fragments d and e (per litteras). Line 49: Koehler 
Oeov TpaAta (sic), corrected by Kirchner. Kirchner read the dotted 
omicron clearly. Line 50: Koehler and Kirchner S&t[a]pXt[Kc^s. Kirch- 
ner read the dotted letters clearly. Line 5I: Koehler and Kirchner 
rov . ope- -. Lines 54 and 55: Kirchner, following Koehler oros Trepp rdv 
XopeZov]l rEX[v]E [rTals. Koehler was able to read rEX[v]elT[aLs. 
Kirchner's restoration resulted in a line shorter than those preceding it. 
Line 57: Koehler r'v yev[opevrqv ?]. Line 59: Kirchner avTrol--, 
without the leaf. Koehler recorded the leaf, but Mitsos first noted the 
beginning of a new document. 

Fragmentf; line I: 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 AtoUr. Line 4: Graindor Eor and va. Line 5: Graindor 
read A for the initial dotted lambda. Line 6: Graindor oOEro. Line 7: 
Graindor E/L c. Line 9: Graindor urN. 

Face B. Line I: Mitsos [d lEpEVS Tro Xopelov AvTrvo]ov. Lines 3-4: 
Mitsos [Av[3paycaov. Line 4: Mitsos [XopElov Kat ros Adtovvat?]KoZs 
TreXYvEraLs. Woodhead (SEC 21, no. 507) Jtovvuaa(?)]Kots. Line 5: 
Mitsos --].as. Line 6, beginning, and line 7: not previously read. 

Line 9: Koehler (IG III 36) v4t.Zv A' ,. Kirchner VEitv - -. Line iI: 

Koehler y7EtvoKcW. Kirchner yEwao6K[o. Koehler and Kirchner would 
have a new letter begin here with AvroKpdrcop ---]. Line 12: restored 

by Oliver (per litteras). Koehler Alovv]ac(a>KoZs. Kirchner Atovv]caKo0s 
Line 13: Koehler and Kirchner -- Kpca]t(ara ErrpEcafevev ?aA[ovwos (vel 
ZaA[Aovartos)?. Line 4: Koehler r '. Kirchner--ta--. 

Line I5: Kirchner - -ov Kal aVoKpaT- -. Line i6: Mitsos v" 
Elw[a- -] 

Line 23: Kirchner read the initial pi clearly. Line 24: Mitsos first recog- 
nized trapa A'r[rdAov. Line 27: Kirchner r]ov v oIv - -. Mitsos first 
made the correct reading. Line 28: not previously read. Line 29: 
Meritt--.]v 6o. Line 30: Meritt e.[--. Line 31: Meritt--at adtov 
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aMAwv 7r- -. Woodhead restored - - 
K]al al'ov. Line 34: Meritt copras 

eC.- --. Line 36: Meritt StaLm[a- -. Line 38: Meritt po[--. 
Line 43: Kirchner 7TE1 [- -. Line 44: Koehler and Kirchner Kal 

[--. Line 45: Kirchner Kai[pa). 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 - - r]oTrots dPappovta re 
Kal ov--. Koehler and Mitsos had the correct reading. Line 49: 
Koehler - -]ov ov3'. Line 50: Koehler and Kirchner - - E- etraaT]ac rWv. 

Line I5: Koehler - -]ov (fort. ov) E6evr)vodxar Movaco [vtov (an Movaw[v ?). 
Kirchner - -]v, corrected by Mitsos. Line 52: Koehler saw the lower half 
of a vertical stroke after duEA?, but not Kirchner. Line 53: Kirchner read 
the beta clearly. Line 57: Koehler and Kirchner cdywvo]0erlv, corrected 

by Mitsos. Line 58: Kirchner overlooked the uninscribed space, although 
Koehler had noted it. Koehler ALovvctaK]oSg. Kirchner fr]os?. Line 
59: Koehler and Kirchner 1epE's EwT[--, corrected by Mitsos. Koehler 
and Kirchner--]IO[--. Line 60: Koehler 8e EAIN (= dv[?]) eLp... 
Kirchner E' e7ratvelv [--. Mitsos 8 ErTatvei p[--. Line 6I: Koehler 
and Kirchner - -]ecoa[--. Line 62: Koehler Kat. Kirchner without dot- 
ted letters. Line 63: Koehler ... Tro Kal KO ... Kirchner - - rov^ Kal 

ro[--. Mitsos vrpo)]rov Kal Kopvq[alov - -. At the end of the line both 
Koehler and Kirchner were able to read vovV... s. 

Fragmentf, line I: Graindor saw both letters clearly. Line 2: Graindor 
saw the lower half of the iota of a [6t]ov. Line 7: Graindor did not record 
the uninscribed space used as punctuation. Line II: Graindor - -]/E . 7ro[-. 
Line 13: Graindor - -to--. 

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 I, tau: the tip of each end of the cross-bar. Line 5, 
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 because of the corroded condition of the stone 
at this point. Line io, the second (undotted) eta: 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 i6, 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. 

I4I 



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 -ro]v Xop[etov. 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 arp 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 
5o, alpha and delta: in both cases the peak of a triangular letter. Line 5 I, 
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 seen, 
but because they are fleeting and confused with scratches or flaking, it is 
impossible to suggest readings. Line I: 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. Iota (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 either 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 I: 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 ends of the vertical bars. Another possible 
restoration would be "ArTT[aAo - -. 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 I6, 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 
halffree-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 is pitted. Line 42, each 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 
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letters read on fragment e represent shapes often vague which survive 
despite serious corrosion. Line 59: 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 I, 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 5, 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 o1, tau: half the cross-bar. Line 
II, 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 I2 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 c 
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 II and III). This indicates that these must be the two 
earliest 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 fragmentf 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 fragment e. 

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 

See apparatus criticus, notes to lines I9 and 42. 
2 IG II2 5062, LtepeC Avrvo'ov XopEdov EK TEXVEXr(TWv. G. Blum, JAN x6 (I914) 

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 Omestes and Mainoles. 
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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,4 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.6 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.7 Although Trajan is called the "new Dionysus" by the 
oecumenical synod,8 the emperor who is most attested in this manner 
is his Philhellene successor.9 Antoninus inherited the honor, but it 

4 For references see W. S. Ferguson, Hellenistic Athens (London 1911) 11-12. 
5 OGIS 50, 51 (=F. Poland, RE 5 [I934] Nachtrage, s.v. Technitai, 2473-2558, 

nos. 34, 33); OGIS 164 (= Poland, no. 39), I66 (= Poland, no. 38), and probably SEG 13, 
no. 586; 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 5.49 (2I2DE); Poland (above, note 5) 2500 believes that the result of the 
role played by the technitai was the exile of the Athenian Synod to Eleusis. IG II2 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 II2 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 (I48CD). For Antony, see also Plut. Ant. 60; Seneca Suas. I.6; Zonar. 
10.23; IG II2 1043, line 23; but Athen. 4.29(I48C) relates AErovpyovvrTwv avt3r Trcov 
se 'IraAta IE-ra7TretqOevrcov dKpoa,udrwav. 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, 
Melanges Syriens offerts a Rene' Dussaud (Paris I939) 735-38, (= Opera Minora Selecta I 
[Amsterdam I969] 607-Io). He is also eponymous of the synod at Nimes, IGRR I, 
no. I8 (Poland [above, note 5] no. 53). For Trajan and this synod, see Poland (above 
note 5) 2517. 

9 E.g., SEG 6, no. 58; 59 (Poland [above, note 5] no. 74); IGRR 3, no. 211 (Poland, 
no. 73); Sardis 7(I), no. I3 (Poland, no. 2I); 14 (Poland, no. 22); Le Bas-Waddington, 
Voyage Arche'ologique (Paris I847-70) no. I619 (Poland, no. 64). On Chios he is so 
entitled on a dedication of the demos, SEG I5, no. 530, and the synod at Nimes, IGRR i, 
no. I7 (Poland, no. 52) was named after him. See Poland, 2517-I8. 
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seems not to have passed to succeeding emperors.I0 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.I2 The 
independent status of the synod around Dionysus Kathegemon 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.I3 Likewise inscriptions make clear that mystai 
and technitai were not to be confused.I4 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 I). 
The Athenian technitai did participate in the mysteries at Eleusis.I5 

IOE.g., BCH 9 (1885) 124-3I (Poland [above, note 5] no. 69); IG II2 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 + 347B (=IGRR 4, no. 1361) (Poland 
[above, note 5] no. 46). On Antoninus and later emperors, see Poland, 2518-I9. 

II I.e., the Synod at Nimes, see notes 7 and 8. 
12 For references see H. W. Pleket, "An Aspect of the Emperor Cult: Imperial 

Mysteries," HTR 58 (1965) 335-36; Poland (above, note 5) 2526, 2522. 
I3 E.g., IG XI 4, nos. io6I + I136 (Poland [above, note 5] no. II); C. Michel, Recueil 

d'inscriptionsgrecqties (Brussels 900o) no. IOI4 (Poland, no. 17), and see L. Robert, BCH 59 
(I935) 198 (=Opera Minora Selecta [above, note 8] 266); Michel, no. IoI6 (Poland, 
no. 12); R. K. Sherk, Roman Documents From The Greek East (Baltimore 1969) no. 44 
(Poland, no. 24) and no. 49. See 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 5] no. 45A); CIG 3190 (=IGRR 4, no. 1433; Poland, no. 44); 
32IO (Poland, no. 45); SIG3 85I (Poland, no. 43); BCH 57 (I933) 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. 

I5 IG 112 1338, but see note 5 above. See P. Foucart, Les Mysteres d'Iletisis (Paris 1914) 
245-46; A. Mommsen, Feste der Stadt Athen in Alterturn (Leipzig 1898) 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.I6 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.17 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.I8 The annual ephebic games in 
honor of Antinous were held not only at Athens, but also at Eleusis.19 

Throughout the empire generally the most common assimilations of 
Antinous were to Dionysus and to Osiris.20 The Eleusinian connection 
is particularly stressed in Hadrian's elaborate scheme of tribal and deme 
names at Antinoopolis.2I 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 Sacrees des Cites 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 l'apogee de l'empire I (Paris, 1955) 250. On 
deification through drowning in the Nile, see W. den Boer, Mnemosyne 8 (I955) I37. 

17 Foucart (above, note 15) 245-246. Of significant interest are Plut. frag. 24 
Sandbach= Hippolytus, Refutatio haeresium 5.20.5) and 212 (Sandbach = Theodoretus. 
Cur. Graec. Affect. I 468a). See also G. Blum (above, note 2) 67-70. G. E. Mylonas, 
'EAevaUs Kat Atdovvaoso," ArchEph (I950) 68-iI8, 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, Athenes 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) I00-I02 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, Aristaeus, Ganymede, Vertumnus and Sylvanus. 
For a description of the spread of the cult see E. Holm, Das Bildnis des Antinous (Diss. 
Leipzig I933). 

21 See M. Guarducci, "Adriano e i Culti misterici della Grecia," BMusImp 12 (I94I) 
145-58; Beaujeu (above, note i6) 167-69. 

22 Graindor (above, note i8) 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 I). Several other 
documents of later date are preserved25 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.27 This would have occurred during his second visit to 
Athens during late A.D. I28 and early I29.28 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 (I972) 
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 I7 (I943) 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 II2 2955. 

25 IG II2 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 I348, and possibly IG II2 
I349. IG II2 I350 may not be from Attica, and IG II2 IIo6 has been shown to be 
concerned with an athletic guild byJ. H. Oliver, Marcus Aurelius, Hesperia Supplement I3 
(1971) Io8-9, no. 22. 

26 For Hadrian's interest in the technitai, see Poland (above, note 5) 2517-2518. It is 
possible that he was concerned with some degree of reorganization of the technitai. 
See BGU 4, I074, re-edited by P. Viereck, Klio 8 (1908) 415-17, line 3, which contains 
an excerpt E'K StaraOy,xaros Oo 'ASpio avoO given to the synod daro' rCjs oIKOVuLev7Ts. 

27 Foucart (above, note I5) 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 29 and by a letter dated to the 13th tribunician power30 suggest- 
ing that his stay must have continued at least until io 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 agon 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.3I The 
initial letters cannot have been written long before the incorporation of 

paterpatriae 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.D. I30 Antinous drowned in Egypt.33 Although 
several scholars speculate that Antinous had received initiation together 
with Hadrian at Eleusis in the autumn of I28,34 there is no direct 
evidence. 

29 Hieronym. Strid. de vir. ill. I9 (ed. Herding, p. 23); Eus. Chronica in Hieronym 
to the year 3 1. 

30 IG II2 IIoI. The first line of text, - -]v Els rT[i]v A- TrK7V, 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," MAAAR 15 (1938) 43-45, dating the I3th tribunician power from Io December 
128 to 9 December 129. 

3I Hadrian could not have been present physically at this celebration commemorated 
in a document dated December 6, A.D. I28: W. H. Buckler,JRS I6 (I926) 246-49 = SEC 
6, no. 58, [crt v7rarorwv N]covlov ToK [ova] -rov AoiTrpij[va Kal M. Avvlov A[l3ovo]s 
Tpo E' El8(WV) AeKeE,Ulplw'v. For the consuls see A. Degrassi, IFasti 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 I (I954) 533-38, no. I7. For the position of the hierophant in imperial mysteries 
see Pleket (above, note 12) 337-39 and Nilsson (above, note I4) 52-53, 56-57. 

33 Blum (above, note 2) 59-60. 
34 E.g., Graindor (above, note 18) I4, Guarducci (above, note 2I) 152. 
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The letters following A.D. I28 cannot be dated precisely. Hadrian 
returned through Athens from his trip to the east in A.D. I3I/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. I133/4, probably because of the interval necessary 
for their organization. Blum 36 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 ]6oavov 
(line 32), rS Eoprads (line 34) and 'TEpov XopOv (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 Attalus 39 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: Ts 7rrapoar's &aLr7t [s. 
38 If line 34 can be restored 'y r 8' o arp[arrys cr o&rAa. 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 (I967) 24 and 30. 

39 There are striking similarities to a series of documents discussed by L. Robert, 
Hellenica 8 (Paris I950) 91-92. 
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The position of fragmentf 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 I5 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 fragmentf 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 indicates4I that the priest of Homonoia of the Hellenes 
served the cult of Zeus Eleutherius at Plataea which had been established 
after the Persians were expelled from Greece.42 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, c). Most had obtained 

40 The gnome of line 4 would be the proposal as presented for approval of the Roman 
official. Line 5 may be concerned with setting up the memorial. 

41 (Above, note 39) 90-9I; J. & L. Robert, BullEp (1966) no. I44. 
42 Plut. Arist. I9-2I. 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.43 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 
boule 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 ofA.D. I40/I.46 

The title "priest of Homonoia of the Hellenes" suggests the identifica- 
tion with a dedicator at Sparta47 and the restoration of the second 

43 Attalus, Themison (Appendix 2, a), Mond6 (Appendix 2, e) and an unidentified 
Athenian (Appendix 2, b). Mond6 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 I963) 
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) Ioo, 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. Delos 2538, IG II2 2047, 2048. For the date of his archonship see E. B. 
Harrison, The Athenian Agora, I Portrait Sculpture (Princeton 1953) 37, note 6. 

47 IG V I, no. 452, as re-edited addendium, 303; for additional letters see B. D. Meritt, 
Hesperia Supplement 8 (I949) 220. The inscription is usually restored as a dedication 

commemorating a concord between Synnada and Sparta, and the first line to read 

[' Y7rp rT]S oLovolas T-oV [I7ro'Awv (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. II8; (1951) no. 104. Therefore the first line might be better restored 

['IEppes r]rs 'O vLovotas r6v ['EAIArvwcv and the name of the dedicator KAavstos 
"Ar[rajAos Av8]pdya0os. These restorations and those suggested on p. 303 of IG V i 



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.48 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.50 
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 scientifique de Moree (Paris I832-I836) 2, no. I6 (but not on P1. 42, fig. IV) 
and by Philippe Le Bas, Inscriptions grecques et latines (Paris 1936) 2.I37, no. 37. The 
stone is now lost. 

48 For these cults at Synnada see L. Robert (above, note 39) 90. They will be treated 
in his forthcoming monograph, Les origines legendaires de Synnada et les parentes de peuples; 
see J. & L. Robert, BullEp (I951) no. o04; L. Robert, Hellenica I3 (Paris 1965) 124, 
note I. Synnada was believed to have been colonized by Athenians and Lacedae- 
monians. 

49 MAMA 6, no. 374. L. Robert has recognized that the lepevs irv 'EAArvcov is 
actually the epev1s r7s 

' O luovolas T-rv 'EAArvcwv Kal -rov 'EAevOeplov A ts, Centennial 
Publication of the American Numismatic Society (New York 1958) 582, note 27. 

50 As L. Robert will demonstrate; see BullEp (1966) no. I44. 
51 Five fragments of this document can now be identified. P. Graindor, REG 3I 

(1918) 227-37 identified IG III 55 as fragment A and IG III 7 (= IG II2 I075) as fragment 
B. His edition is still the most reliable, and citations here will be made from it. 
IG II2 229Ic may be designated fragment C, a non-joining fragment preserving the 
initial seven lines of a document. To these may be added Agora I I55 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 I966 
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 (I966) no. I44, and C, line I. 
See also C, line 3. 

53J. 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 I4, 
if line 13 can be restored rovs 7ToAE] ragS la,Cv KAatv8dy re "A-raA[o]v Av[SpacyaOov. 
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portion of the document would relate the benefactions of the persons 
honored to the city of Synnada.54 

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 ofJ. 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., o.o55 m.; l.h., (lines I-8) 0.025-0.03 m.; 
(lines 9-Io) .oI 5 m. 
ante a. I28 p. ca. 29-30 (heading only) 

AvroKpa [rcWp KaZaap 0Bov^ Tpalavov] 
17ap0lKo[V^ vlOs OEov NEpova viwvos] 
TpaLavos .A[optavos ZefaaTos apXLepevs] 
LE)yLTOS' 8 [rJLapPXtKjs 9Eovalas TO - -] 

5 vrraToS ro T[pltov 7Tararp 7raTptlos T?rtl] 
Trv A6Orv7 [oLv crvvoo'wt uTov 7TEpl rov] 
Al vvaov rE[Xvetr6)v LepOVeLKUV aTE] 

cfav,Erc-v vac. [XalpEtv vacat] 
Zvvooov tvaL, pov[crK- -- ------------] 

10 []TEpOV JLETEXOVT[a - - - - - - - - - - - 

[------------- -------------] 
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 
TrCV AO'vr'q[aLt rpt rov XopELov, but this falls about 51 letter spaces 
short of the estimated length of line. Further, if the synod peri ton 

54 See L. Robert (above, note 39) 90, where the contents of a forthcoming monograph 
are summarized (above, note 48). 

55 Deltion 19 (I964) 36, no. 3, with photograph, pl. 30; G. Daux, BCH 90 (I966) 731, 
with photograph, fig. I5 ;J. and L. Robert, BullEp (1967) no. I89. I am 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 byJ. and L. Robert. 

APPENDIX 2 

The Priest of Homonoia of the Hellenes.56 

a. (Plate I) 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 I7). 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., O.I6 m.; w., 0.2I m.; th., o.io m., l.h., o.oI6 m. diminishing to 
O.O04 m. in the lower lines. 

saec. II p. ca. 14 

[- - - - - -]V[ 
[lepeOS' rjs] 'O/OVO' 

[as. TCDV 'EA]A'rVCJv 
[Kal TOV 'EA]Ev0Epiov 

5 [J ds 'IovA] OE,laEcuo 
[vos TOV K]al HaElcla, 
[vovS IHaa]vLAw S a p 
[eTaVTos T}]7V ETC) 

[VVo10v aiPXrv - - -] 

Line i. 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 II (I942) 31, no. i, of 
A.D. I69/70 or somewhat later, and Hesperia Supplement 12 (I967) i66, 
line go. The former text identified Themison 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. Themison. The demotic would 
exclude restoration of the name of Claudius Themison of the tribe 
Leontis and Munatius Themison of Azene57 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. I2 and commentary; for Munatius 
see TAPA 71 (I940) 308; Hesperia 3 (I934) 57, no. 44, as restored by Notopoulos, 
Hesperia I8 (I949) 56; IG II2 2203, lines 31, 33, 71 and 77. 
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tribal affiliation is the only reason for preferring this identification to that 
with Aelius Themison whose tribe is unknown.58 The nature of the 
document is uncertain, but one might suggest a citation in the heading of 
a public document,59 or a genealogy from a dedicatory monument like 
IG II2 3592.60 

b. IG II2 3522, found in the Theater of Dionysus, which probably can 
be restored as follows: 

ca. med. s. II p. ca. 39 

[d Aolovalow]v Tov be[pE'a Trjs 'Otovotas Tr)V 'EMArvwv] 

[Kal 'rov 'EAEv]0Eplio[Vu AOS Kal K7'pVKa rT7S E!; ApElov Tra] 

[yov fovArjs Kc]a aTpaTr[yr'^jcavra E'ri ra 7rAa * * tov] 
[?7TrCVVLOV] dapXov[7a ----------------] 

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.6I 

c. IG II2 3623, found near the Church of Haghia Triada (?).62 The 
text of Graindor, Dittenberger and Kirchner is reproduced here. 

[ . . .....] Kal ad[ywvo0e'rrqs yEVoLEVOg] 

'OAvPtrlov KOLVWv Tr[s Aialas ...ca 10. . ] 

r7-S Aulas, 2.vpval[cv..... 
ca 

15.....] 
lepevs OEOV ASptav[ov IHaveAAqrviov Kal] 
'Oitovolas -rwJv 'EA[AXrvwv Kal 7TCOvvu.os rrjs] 
I7Tnroroovrl [osg ckvAXrs evvolas EVEKEV] 

T,7S EL[s EavTov.] 

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. IG II2 1352, now in the Louvre. The readings of Kirchner are here 

58J. H. Oliver (above, note 25) 4, line i; 6, line 50; and iI. 
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, "XpartavvLKal AO-rivat," OprV)KEVtK7LrS Kal 'HOLKijs 'EyKVKAolrat- 

eSlas, 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-III p. ca. 29 

TOV KopVK OS [- ------------] 

LepeoWS T7-7S 0Op[ovoaS rcjv 'EAArivcwv Kal] 
roV 'EAEvOEplov [AlOS- -------] 

EK8LKr7aVTO [------------] 

5 KE(daAaCLov T[- -----------] 

avv~,E,p,ov [- 
--------- 

] 
Tvvtr ptov [-------------- 
TLKaVoa T[I- - - - - - - - - - - -] 

Ol KaTa -Tv [- - - - - - - - - 

[- -]K7aa[--------------] 

Line 2 Boeckh lepe'gs rrsg 'Op[4rvlas ArjLrpos - - TV slos]. To 
restore line I as herald of the Areopagus would require the repetition of 
lepelWS 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.63 

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

'E7rt apXovTos r T ' TOV Kpa [lEpEwS AOsvasg] 

IoA,a8os' Kal lepeCos rs 'O[povolas 7Trv] 

'EAArvwvc TIr' PA' Movcovvo [s - - - - 
TOV (LAelvov 'Aveus ' K7A. 

Line 2, originally Oliver, Hesperia 2 (I933) 505, no. 17, lepEWc T7JS 

'O[,rrvtlas Trov nav]lHXrEAvov. It was corrected by Graindor (above, 
note i8) 289 and by Oliver in his second publication. 

For the Boeotian origins of this family see Oliver, Hesperia 2 (1933) 5Io, 
and C. Dunant, BCH 76 (1952) 630. 

APPENDIX 3 

Additional Fragments of IG II2 1075 and III 55 (see note 5I). 

a. Fragment C, IG II2 2291 c.64 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 95o9a (not 25o9a as Kirchner). First edited by Dittenberger, IG III Add. 52a, 

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 52a) and Kirchner. 

vac. 

--] AaKE8aiLo[v--- 
- - a7Tro]LKdav ayaryo[vr- - 

-- -] y7V 77TLK [V - - 

---] ASptavos [--- 
-- -]o ovov [- - - 

---] &laL 7rpo[-- 
- --]EV [--- 

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 i. The reference to 

leading a colony recalls the dedication from Sparta (see above, note 47). 
The third line reflects an unpublished inscription from Miletus 6 apparently 
dealing with similar subject matter. The fourth line refers to the emperor 
Hadrian. 

b. (Plate 2) Fragment D, Agora I I55. Fragment preserving portions 
only of the face and roughly picked back. Found on February 13, I932 
in the wall of a modern house at the north foot of the Areopagus (I 16-17). 

H., o.I65 m.; w., 0.26 m.; th. 0.I95 m. ., .h., .o m. 

[- ] N--1. [ ...] 
[--- ] Xov[t -----] 

3 [-- --] 'AiELS E.v.[-- - - ] 

[- - - -'O].vltrov [- -] 

[--- -. 7 7r].,LS [----] 

Line I: 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 
ro[0v E] AMrTTtK7S ev3yeVEta[S] JdtolXaroS, 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 I, 1934 in modem house walls outside the 
market square to the southwest. 

Ht., o.I6 m.; w., 0.20 m.; th., o.I95 m. (to the inscribed surface), 
0.2I m. (to the moulding); l.h., o.oI m. 

[...].V---------- ------] 
[. .]..os A[-- - - - -- - - TpaL] 

3 qvovi ASplav[ov Zefpaarov -- - -- ] 

apt AOlr a[tv ------------] 

Line I: Only the lowest portion of one side of the iota is visible along 
the break. Line 2: The first two letters are barely visible through heavy 
corrosion. Line 4: The spelling of the locative is highly irregular; see 
K. Meisterhans-E. Schwyzer, Grammatik der Attischen Inschriften3 (Berlin 
I900) I46.3. One might also read AOrqvit Z[-- - -. For the cult of 
Athena at Synnada see L. Robert, Hellenica 13 (Paris 1965) 124, note I; 
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 [Tpa]javov A8ptiav[ov 
Zeflaarov 'O]. vf,ri'ov. 
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