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Preface
This volume seeks to present the evidence for places being declared ''sacred and
inviolable'' in the Hellenistic world. The material has long been known to historians. The
modern interpretation of it, that the declarations established military neutrality, derives
from Ezekiel Spanheim (1706). The locus classicus is Tacitus' account of the petitions by
various cities in 22 and 23 for Roman confirmation of their status as inviolable. Every
student of Greek coins is familiar with the title IEPAS KAI
used by cities of the
Greek East, and students of inscriptions of the Hellenistic period know the highly visible
place of declarations of territorial inviolability in our documentation on interstate
relations. Although this rich evidence has never been collected, such a corpus scarcely
needs justification.1 In no other way can we see the range of this gesture in space and
time, its terminology and characteristics, and the historical circumstances of its
development.
A.D.

I first became interested in these texts at the urging of C. Bradford Welles of Yale
University. Welles felt that the anomalies were not sufficiently appreciated ("They weren't
supposed to do that anyway"). The project has grown and changed over the many
intervening years, as it became clear that a corpus of the evidence would be of more use
to scholars than another essay of historical interpretation. But in all the work that has led
to this book, the challenge of Welles's originality, verve, and astuteness has been in my
mind. His students cherish the memory of his extraordinary ability to ask penetrating and
unexpected questions of ancient documents.
1. Wilhelm called for such a work in 1897 (AEM 20 [1897] 66, criticizing Barth's dissertation); Robert in 1934 (Op.
min. sel. III 1605); and Préaux in 1954 (Rec. Soc. Jean Bodin VI La Ville [Brussels 1954] 118: "A complete
chronological and topographical classification of the asylias, which so far as I know has not been done, would let us
appreciate the variety and diversity of intentions and results of this institution")
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Many have contributed to the completion of this work, in ways general and specific.
Among institutions, I am grateful for the support of the Harvard Society of Fellows, the
American School of Classical Studies in Athens, the Institute for Advanced Study in
Princeton, the Institut für Altertumskunde in Cologne, the Kleinasiatische Kommission in
Vienna, the National Endowment for the Humanities, the American Council of Learned
Societies, and Duke University. Of the many individuals who have helped me over the
years, I would thank in particular W. Blümel, G. W. Bowersock, B. F. Cook, Georges Daux,
Thomas Drew-Bear, E. Erxleben, Erich Gruen, Christian Habicht, Klaus Hallof, Peter
Herrmann, Arthur Houghton, Ludwig Koenen, Georges Le Rider, L. S. B. MacCoull, R.
Merkelbach, H. Müller, John F. Oates, Georg Petzl, Louis Robert, W. Schindler, Hans
Taeuber, and William H. Willis, who have variously shared their knowledge with me,
saved me from errors, opened up new avenues of thought, and offered encouragement
and practical assistance. I owe most to the patience of my wife and children.
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Introduction
A modern commonplace holds that Greek civic religion after the fourth century was an
empty shell, traditional forms followed without emotion, and that the Greeks' true
longings expressed themselves in the mystery religions and other novelties or in
philosophyin phenomena at once more personal and more universal than the cults of the
old gods. This view owes much to hindsight, our desire to explain the rise of Christianity.
An enduring source of strength of pagan cults was precisely their local and formal
character: the gods of one's own city and country watched over places familiar and
significant, bound up with the life cycle of the individual and the group. The holy places of
one's land had each been touched by a particular god for reasons known to the
community. Here were powerful roots, with which the new religions of Roman times
offered little to compete, until the rise of the cult of saints. Civic religion, polytheism,
would decline only with civic life itself in late antiquity.
B.C.

In the Hellenistic period, certain places, either temples with their precincts or whole cities
with their territories, were declared by foreign states to be "sacred and inviolable" in
honor of the city's tutelary god. This episode in the history of Greek civic religion and
Greek diplomacy is the concern of the present volume.
Sacred Space
Est locus . . . The literature of the Greeks and Romans provides rich testimony to their
emotional response to sacred places, where ritual, myth, dedicatory objects, or even
natural setting1 betokened the presence or past action of a god.
1. Stat vetus et multos incaedua silva per annos; credibile est illi numen inesse loco (Ov. Am. 3.1-2; cf. Fast.
3.295-296).
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Many religions, in separating the sacred from the profane,2 apply this distinction to space;
places attributed to the divine are in some measure under the god's authority, and in
them mortals may be bound by rules that do not pertain in secular space. In ancient
Greece this boundary was especially strong: as we see in many anecdotes from both life
and literature, anyone who entered a temple precinct or clasped an altar or even
achieved some other physical connection with sacred space3 was to be immune from
violence, for he had put himself at the discretion of the god rather than of man.4 Anyone
could do it, at any sacred place. Other religions can be cited in which this barrier is less
forceful or more selective. In Republican Rome such a "right of asylum" was an anomaly,
specially conceded to only one or two temples: immunity from secular intrusion was not
automatically a property of sacred space. Similarly, in pharaonic Egypt, temples seem not
to have enjoyed immunity from the civil authorities. So is it also in the modern West: the
rise of the secular state was accompanied by the gradual, and often disputed, rejection of
the late antique and medieval tradition of the right of asylum of Christian churches.5
Today in the United States, a fugitive from the law will gain no immunity by fleeing to a
church, synagogue, or mosque.
In 22, Roman authorities feared that the right of asylum practiced in their Greek
provinces posed a threat to civic tranquility. Moderns might well sympathize; exemption
from the power of the state seems on its face subversive to good order. It is worth
observing, therefore, that selective territorial immunity from the law is a widely attested
practice, despite which the needs of public order are successfully met. Early modern
London had various neighborhoods that served as debtors' asylums, from which the
instruments of public authority were excluded. These areas were left to govern
themselves, and they maintained strict admissions policies; the last of them was
abolished by act of Parliament in
A.D.

2. For Greek vocabulary on the distinction see W. R. Connor, AncSoc 19 (1988) 161-188. For the distinction in
Christianity see R. A. Markus, JECS 2 (1994) 257-271.
3. For example by a rope: so the Cylonian conspirators (Plut. Sel. 12.1); of places: Ephesus (Hdt. 1.26; cf. Polyaen.
6.50; Ael. VH 3.26); Rheneia (Thuc. 3.104.2).
4. See, for instance, U. Sinn, "Greek Sanctuaries as Places of Refuge," in Greek Sanctuaries, ed. N. Marinatos and R.
Hägg (London/New York 1993) 88-109.
5. For the case of England see I. D. Thornley, in Tudor Studies ... A. F. Pollard, ed. R. W. Seton-Watson (London
1924) 182-206. Eventually Tacitus' description of the review of A.D. 22 (Ann. 3.60ff.) could be invoked to argue that
these was no absolute right of asylum, that this was rather a gift of the state subject to limitations in the public
interest. The Roman Senate's argument in A.D. 22 is not unlike that of Henry VIII in 1519 (who could now know the
Tacitus passage): the original grantors did not intend asylum "to serve for wilful murder or for crime committed out of
the sanctuary sub spe redeundi. He would have that reformed which had been encroached by abuse, and would
reduce the privilege to the original plan of its founders" (Thornley 201).
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the 1720s.6 The University of Heidelberg maintained its own judicial and prison system
for its students until the beginning of the twentieth century. Modern embassies offer an
analogy to the ancient Greek temple, places in which the host state has no sovereignty,
sometimes with embarrassing consequences for the rule of law.
Greek temples were held to be automatically immune from war and all acts of violence.
So the Boeotians told the Athenians who seized and exploited the temple of Apollo
Delius.7 Pausanias knew stories about the vengeance of the Cabeiri upon soldiers who
entered their temple (9.25.10), and Antiochus III would apologize for the violence his
troops did to the temple of Artemis at Amyzon (below, p. 336). For this immunity several
terms were available,
being by no means the most common. From the classical
period to the end of antiquity, the boundary stones of sacred property illustrate the fact.8
A fifth-century boundary of a temple in Corinth uses the word for what could be said of
any Greek temple at any time (Corinth VIII.1 22 [LSCG Suppl. 34]):
.
In the Hellenistic period, by contrast, Greek states began to declare some spaces in other
states to be "inviolable" (of temples) or "sacred and inviolable" (of the whole city and
territory), in honor of the relevant god. The documentary testimony for these declarations
is voluminous. The inscriptions constitute a significant fraction of our epigraphical
evidence for foreign affairs in the Hellenistic period. Most are civic decrees or royal letters
declaring a temple or city to be inviolable; they reveal the form and something of the
historical circumstances of such declarations. Because in some quarters of the Hellenistic
world it became fashionable to inscribe civic titles on coins, we also have as evidence the
coinages of dozens of cities. These let us place pins on a map, often with dates, and thus
are crucial for tracing the spread of the civic title ''sacred and inviolable.''
A purely documentary definition of our topicplaces that were declared "inviolable,"
will reveal a coherent historical episode: the material record shows no such
declaration before the 260s and none after the senatorial review of the status in 2223, and more than ninety in between. A few earlier instances are alleged in our literary
sources; these will be seen to have served as precedents for the Hellenistic institution.
Citations of the title after 22 were probably survivals of grants of Hellenistic date.
B.C.

A.D.

A.D.

6. See Paul Haagen, "Imprisonment for Debt in England and Wales" (Ph.D. diss., Princeton University 1986) 270311.
7. Thuc. 4.97-98; the Athenians in response do not dispute the rule but claim that their actions are defensive, in light
of Boeotian violence against temples, and in any case under compulsion. Cf. Robert A. Bauslaugh, The Concept of
Neutrality in Classical Greece (Berkeley 1991) 38-39; Nock, Essays I 487-488.
8. Cf. M. Guarducci, Epigrafia greca IV (Rome 1978) 57-73.
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Declared Inviolability
These declarations ought in principle to cause surprise: all temples had always been
inviolable, and cities that chose to remain out of hostilities had always had the claim of
justice on their side in insisting upon their neutrality. Peace was the state of nature, and
it was war that was supposed to be declared.9 The gesture is intrinsically enigmatic.
What did these declarations add or accomplish?
Early scholars followed the Romans10 and took this to be a legislated "right of asylum,"
which is indeed what Tacitus portrays concerning the Hellenistic grants. Since Ezekiel
Spanheim, however, the declarations, at least when applied to a city, have been taken as
"neutralization," granting immunity from war. In the ancient authors the one articulated
account of the phenomenon is Tacitus' description of the Senate's review under Tiberius
in 22 and 23 (see pp. 580-586): many Greek cities now sought confirmation of their
previously granted privileges of inviolability; the Senate confirmed these, but with
limitations so that religion could not be used as a mask for self-aggrandizement. This is
certainly the same matter that we know from the Hellenistic documents, for most of the
cities and the cults Tacitus mentions are so recorded in the inscriptions. Tacitus leaves no
doubt about the substance, logic, and legal source of the privilege: it was the "right of
asylum" of a temple, immunity of sacred space from civil law, and it was granted by that
sovereign who controlled the city.
A.D.

Tacitus' portrait is at variance with the Hellenistic grants in two essential ways: in the
documents the grantors of asylia are not confined to the relevant sovereign (if in fact
there was one); and the recipients are not only temples but also whole cities with their
territories. In general, the Hellenistic evidence
9. For sacred space, see, e.g., Lys. 12.98; Dio Chrys. 31.88: "It is not customary to harm even evildoers if they
have taken refuge," invoking "the inviolability which such places [temples] provide to criminals"
(
and
);
Jos. AJ 15.90, the robbing of temples and tombs by Antony, who thought no temple too inviolable
(
). Praise of the exemplary behavior of Alexander
at Thebes: Polyb. 5.10.6-8. Cf. the complaint of the suppliant under attack in Achil. Tat. 8.2:
(contrast Lycurgus' opinion, cited below). As to cities, see
generally Bauslaugh, Neutrality; cf. G. Nenci, Il veltro 22 (1978) 495-506, to the effect that neutrality was in Greek
eyes the state of nature and did not need to be declared or legislated. For Onasander (Strat. 4.1-3) the first
principle in war is that "it must be clear to all that one is fighting with justice," which, he explains, will win the favor of
gods and men, and just wars are defensive.
10. The locus classicus is Servius ad Verg. Aen. 2.761 (the "asylum of Juno" at Troy): "This right is not for all temples,
only those to which it has been granted by a law"; the first was at Athens, a temple founded by the Heracleidae when
they fled there (he cites Stat. Theb. 12.497ff., then compares that of Romulus); summarized ad Aen. 8.342.
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reveals an affair of international relations among sovereign states, while Tacitus
describes the domestic governance of temples.
The first critical assessment of the civic title "sacred and inviolable" was offered by
Spanheim,11 and his analysis has guided all informed discussion since. Spanheim realized
from the coins that this status could be possessed by cities as well as temples; he
invoked in support of the coins the Oxford Stone for Smyrna and the literary testimonia
for Delos, which show inviolable cities. The context of the status, he saw, was an
especially revered shrine.12 Although gods owned their property, the right to receive
refugees was enjoyed only by temples of special veneration,13 a right formally granted by
the king or the Amphictyonic Council, as Tacitus says. But the "sacred and inviolable"
cities known from so many coins of Hellenistic and imperial date cannot have been places
to which criminals or slaves could flee; even temples were restricted on this score, and
the Romans would not have permitted such a situation. The solution, he concluded, is
found in Polybius' description of the primitive Eleans, who were declared by the Greeks
sacred and inviolable so that they were immune from war and free to administer the
Olympic games. Civic inviolability was such an immunity from war ("spoliationis militaris
periculo immunes") and from
, raids at will. Thus these grants were a tool of foreign
relations.
Logically these two interpretations (a temple's asylum, a city's neutrality) are not
incompatible, and many have seen the second, Hellenistic "neutralization," as an
outgrowth of the first, the traditional right of asylum of Greek temples. But the modern
understanding, neutralization, affects profoundly the historical interpretation of the
phenomenon: rather than arising from a desire to protect suppliants in various cities, the
grants are seen as an effort to limit war. The effort arose amid the growing violence and
anarchy of the Hellenistic age and limited as well the "right of reprisal" that was part of
Greek interstate relations. It ended when the Roman peace made such special
exemptions from
11. Dissertationes de praestantia et usu numismatum antiquorum. I have not seen the first edition (Rome 1664).
In the second (Amsterdam 1671), 778-783, he cites Suetonius' bald statement (Tib. 37) that Tiberius abolished
iura asylorum, and protests that the privilege is still attested by coins of imperial date; adding various literary
testimonies (Strabo on Ephesus, the two asyla of Rome, and others), he speaks of the extension of the right of
asylum beyond the temple proper but is thinking still of the right to receive fugitives, as in Tacitus. It is in the third
edition (editio nova, London 1706), I 659-674, that he makes his case instead for military neutralization. On
Spanheim (1629-1710) see H. von Petersdorff in Allgemeine Deutsche Biographie 35 (Leipzig 1893) 50-59. The
discussion (for example) of E. Chishull, Anliquitakes Asiaticae (London 1728) 124 (his introduction to the decrees for
Teos), is scholarly but brief, and conventional in holding that the declaration created places of refuge. An important
summation at J. Eckhel, Doctrina numorum veterum IV.2 (Vienna 1828) 306-309.
12. Spanheim 665: "ob peculiarem Numinis, quod apud eos colebatur, dicatique eidem Templi sanctitatem ac
religionem, cum IERAI, tum ASULOI ... dicerentur."
13. Citing Livy 35.51 (the Delium in Boeotia; cf. p. 83).

war unnecessary.14 Historians of the Hellenistic period invoke the grants as evidence for th
of order in the third and second centuries , and especially for the rise of piracy. This allege
motive require examination.
B.C.

Degrees of Sacredness

Sacredness might naturally be thought an absolute. Yet it is a familiar fact of religious cons
some things are more sacred than others: Lourdes is in some sense more sacred than one's
neighborhood Catholic church and is the object of pilgrimage; so too Apollo's temple at Del
from a hundred other temples of Apollo. Such places might well be felt to be more promisin
need, whether need of miraculous intervention or of refuge. Diodorus' account of the cult o
Caria illustrates the growth of sacredness and its vocabulary: the temple eventually obtaine
increase ( )15 that Hemithea was honored not only by the locals and their neighbors but by
afar, who brought sacrifices;

<><><><><><><><><><><><>

The greatest thing is that the Persians, when they ruled Asia and were plundering all the temples of the Greeks, held off
precinct of Hemithea alone, and the pirates, who were seizing everything,16 left this one quite unviolated, even though it
and plundering was free of risk.17
14. So, for example, D. Magie, Roman Rule in Asia Minor (Princeton 1950) I 504.
15. So too Strab. 8.3.30 (353) of the cult at Olympia by virtue of the crowned games.

16. For the sentiment ("unharmed even by" the worst of men) compare Cicero on Juno of Malta (below, p. 33 n. 14), D
(temple of Zeus at Mt. Ariadne), and Strab. 8.6.14 (374); cf. on 185.

17. Diod. 5.63; cf. J. M. Cook and W. H. Plommer, The Sanctuary of Hemithea (Cambridge 1966); Blümel, I.Rhod.Per.
Diod. 11.89 on the temenos of the Palici in Sicily, with its geysers: it was held in such awe that oaths are sworn here and
precinct has remained unviolated/inviolable from time immemorial (
), a
with cruel masters, who cannot remove fugitives by force but only upon a pledge of good treatmentno violation of this be
(
Compare the shock when Enna in Sicily was plundered by the Romans in 214 B.C.: it was distinguished vel ob insignem mun
locum vel ob sacrata omnia vestigiis raptae quondam Proserpinae ... non hominem tantum sed etiam deorum sedem vio
24.39.8). Again, because of the story that Persephone was abducted at Etna, people

(Footnote continued on next page)
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But for this obvious fact of popular sentimentthat some places are holier than othersthe
Greeks had no term and no institutional recognition. Pleonasm is a feature of religious
praise"the Lord is in His holy temple." So too a Greek could underscore sacredness, with
, for example, or
18or with
: one spoke of "an inviolable temple,"
,19
for emphasis, without implying some special grant or status. This is the rhetoric of praise,
not a legal category of temple.20 The superlative
is common enough, at least in
poetic and rhetorical contextsthe elative;21 but the comparative
(Footnote continued from previous page)
"honor and respect the place as inviolable and do not attack animals that pasture there" (Plut. Mor. 917F:
).
18. E.g., Hdt. 2.41.5, 2.44.1:
; cf. Androsthenes FGrHist 711 F 2 (Strab. 16.3.2); Theoc. 25.22; Etym.
Magn. 542.54; also Pl. Cri. 11 c:
(cf. Lach. 183B, Spartans defending their country reckon
Lacedaemon to be an
); Plut. Mor. 290C:
(of the Acropolis
and Delos); Ael. Arist. Sacr. 4.3:
; Poseidonius 87 F 33 (Strab. 4.1.13):
(and therefore a secure place to store money). These terms
connote the negative, like the Hellenistic formula "sacred and (therefore) inviolable"; for the negative connotation of
see E. Benveniste, Indo-European Language and Society (Coral Gables 1973) 466.
19. One flees to a (secular) person or place "as to an inviolable temple" in Polyb. 16.13.2 and Philo Moses 1.34; cf.
Iambl. Myst. 7.5 (259.3 Parthey), preserve ancient prayers "as though inviolable temples"; Liban. Declam. 32.9, let
the house be, "as though an inviolable and untouchable (
) temple."
20. A pleonasm that seems to reflect the influence of Latin is found in a bilingual advertisement from Panormus in
Sicily:
/ aidibus sacris (CIL X 7296).
21. One apparently literal superlativea representative is to be designated in the most holy temple in each kloina of
Camirus:
(T.Camir. 109.14-15 = Syll.3 339, III B.C.); cf.
Paus. 1.26.6 (cited below, p. 87). By contrast: in a hymn to Athena and Athens,
,
(Ar. Eq. 581-582); at Callim. Hymn. 4.3 islands that are
correspond (275ff.) to
and the absence of war. Cf. Dionysus in Limnae,
([Dem.] 59.76); the
temple of Athena Lindia,
(Syll.3 725.3); at Tithorea in Phocis,
(Paus. 10.32.13; cf. 7.24.5); similarly the temple of
Aphrodite on Cythera was
of the temples of Aphrodite in Greece (3.33.1); in Rome, the
temple of Jupiter Optimus Maximus is
(Plut. Ti. Gracch. 21.5); for
used of emperors or their temples, see Preisigke, Wörterbuch III 199. No formal distinction is at issue in
the
often met in the Roman East: e.g., Nicopolis (IGR I 581, 582, 591), Ephesus (I.Ephesos III 625),
the deme Pyleitae near Tralles (Nollé, EpigAnat 15 [1990] 124; Herrmann, 19 [1992] 115-116), the
(Nollé, Side I nos. 28, 29)a variation on
(p. 36). At Pliny HN 30.2.6 Telmessus is urbs religiosissima, meaning
"most superstitious" (the context is magic); sanctissimus deus (Cic. Verr. 2.1.49), etiam delubra omnia sanctissimis
religionibus consecrata (1.1.14), maximum et sanctissimum Dianae sacellum (Har. resp. 32).
in Anth. Gr.
8.250 of a buried corpse

(Footnote continued on next page)
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, whereby one would seriously draw distinctions in degrees of sacredness, is
exceedingly rare.22 Indeed,
was a broad word,23 applied to cities by poets and orators
from Homer ("holy Ilium") to the end of antiquity.24 Gregory of Nazianzus wrote to a friend
of a visit to a villa near the Halys in the hills of Galatia:
I am writing you this letter from "holy Vanota," if I do not wrong the place in calling it as they do locally; I say wrong
the place, because it has no elegance in its nickname, and the great charm of the site is not displayed in this
Galatian cognomen.

(He proceeds to describe its beauty at length.)25
Such emotive expressions need to be excluded from the evidence on places formally
declared sacred and inviolablenot always an easy task. Likewise, a Greek temple might be
so august that popular sentiment would hail it as a "common temple of the Greeks": this
was most often said of Apollo of Delphi, but a partisan might make the claim of lesser
shrines.26
(Footnote continued from previous page)
("utterly unplunderable" because poor, with nothing to steal). The word
was expunged by Woodward from
an inscription from Perge (below, p. 450), and accordingly from LSJ. Adler prints
at Suda 553: wrongly, for
the word that makes sense there is in fact what was written in the source of the Suda, Theoph. Sym. 3.16.5,
(the common happiness of mankind is a glorious and most inviolable treasure).
22. Plut. Mor. 350A, the battle of Mantinea made the twelfth day of Scirophorion more sacred (than before); 750C
(what is more sacred than marriage? cf. 758B); various metaphors at Ael. Arist. 35.37, 39.6, 44.12 Keil. A more serious
comparison at Paus. 3.10.8, but using a different term: in the view of the Spartans the cult of Apollo at Amyclae is
more distinguished (
) than that at Thornax, as is proved by their dedications (so already Polyb. 5.19.3, but
there
). At Paus. 4.33.6, the mysteries at Andania are second in solemnity only to Eleusis (
);
Cic. Nat. d. 3.50: a hero sanctius colunt quam quemquam nobilium deorum. Compare Benveniste 456, that sacer
admits of a superlative but not a comparative.
23. It can mean no more than "great," as ancient readers realized: Ath. 284C (
the scholiast explains
Cf. Benveniste 456-461.

); at Opp. Hal. 3.544

24. Not just cities, but Euboea (Il. 2.535), threshing floors (5.499), etc. After Homer: e.g., Pind. Nem. 9.53; Ar. Pax
1036; "sacred Talmis" in the hymn to Mandulis (Nock, Essays I 365). See S. Scully, Homer and the Sacred City
(Ithaca, N.Y./London 1990) 16-40; Robert, Etudes anat. 387 n. 1; Bull. épigr. 1954, 54. Rome as sacrosanctam istam
civitatem: Apul. Met. 11.26.
25. Ep. 20.1:
subsequently he calls it simply Vanota without ornament or apology. W. Ramsay, Historical Geography of Asia Minor
(London 1890) 288, thought that Gregory means that the name Vanota is Galatian. Rather, his apology is a Christian's
for the word "holy." Nothing else is known of the place: E. Honigmann, RE 8A (1955) 347-349.
26. Aeacus' temple on Aegina, in the time of legend,
(Isoc. 9.15; cf. Paus. 2.29; Wilamowitz, Kl.
Schr. VI 107); the temple of Apollo at Naupactus (Phlegon FGrHist 257 F 36.iii.6; W. Oldfather, "Naupaktos 1," RE 16
[1935] 1998).

Page 9

The Hellenistic declarations of inviolability will endow this popular sensibility with an
institutional form.
Dedication
There was of course a quite familiar way in which the secular could become sacred, by
the act of dedication. Any object, including land,27 once given to the god, was sacred and
therefore protected from violence under the law of hierosylia. The Hellenistic declarations
of inviolable places can resemble the language of dedication. As a noun, the status is
; in summary statements after the fact we find
applied to Teos and
Miletus,
to Xanthus (164). More often the recognizers "accept/approve" or "grant"
(
) the sacredness and inviolability of the place.
Historians, naturally seeking the political import of these declarations, have pointed to
similarity with the "sacred manumissions" of slaves:28 there one "dedicates" the slave to
the god, so that he is henceforth free and not to be treated like a slave. He is
"untouchable, unplunderable by all" (
, as in FD III.2 230.17, a phrase that
sometimes occurs in the asylia decrees) and other synonyms (including once
, as
in the declarations for Teos, IG IX.12 96). Those who have focused on the intentions of
sovereigns, primarily the Seleucids, have seen in this analogy support for asylia as the
waiving of some degree of sovereignty.29 This account, however, if valid at all, could
apply to the king alone and would not explain the Panhellenic recognition.
Hikesia
The legal immunity of a Greek temple is a negative fact, the absence of secular
jurisdiction; so too the legal immunity of a city with respect to other sovereign states,
which had no say about what went on within its boundaries. There was,
27. So sacred land was to be farmed only by the god or his delegates; violation of this occasioned Delphi's Sacred
Wars. Cf. in a Cretan land dispute of 112/1 B.C.,
(both "unfarmed" and "unfarmable": I.Cret.
III IV 9.73-78). The people of Lista in Italy, expelled from their country by war, "declared the land sacred"
(
) and invoked curses upon any who might farm it (Dion. Hal. Ant. Rom. 1.14.6).
28. See O. Benndorf in Beiträge zur alten Geschichte, Festschrift O. Hirschfeld (Berlin 1903) 77-78.
29. We find the notion in the story of Alexander's dealings with Indian Nysa: he is asked to "grant the city to the god,"
(Arr. Anab. 5.1.3) =
, (5.1.5), for the citizens
since their origin
(5.1.6), which Alexander grants
(
). Cf. Polyb. 13.9.5, some barbarians had been given peace and freedom by
the gods, which Antiochus III granted now. Compare the common expression for manumission,
(e.g.,
Dem. 36.14).
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however, a positive gesture, supplication (
).30 A human being in need of protection
might put himself at the discretion of another, god or man, by ritual actionclasping the
knees of the person or statue, sitting at the hearth or altar. Like other rituals in Greek
religion, this act was portable and not restricted to sacred space (the locus classicus is
Od. 22.330ff.: to supplicate an altar or Odysseus?).31 The one supplicated, however, was
free to choose: he might give the ritual response, "raising up" the suppliant and agreeing
to protect him, only if persuaded of the rightness of the appeal. In practice, therefore,
escaping to a temple was not enough for a fugitive from the law: the god or the god's
priest could refuse him. And in general, Greek cities had their means for dealing with the
practical difficulties that supplication might pose for public order.32 Commonly, one who
took refuge in a temple was required by the temple to undergo a kind of trial to
determine whether his flight was "just."33 The god was not obliged to accept and protect
every suppliant, only those who had a just claim. The founder of the cult at Andania in
the 90s stipulated that the place was to be a refuge for slaves (
34
,
, Syll.3 736.80), but his point was to define procedure
(no one to aid the fugitive, the priest to decide whether the flight is just). In cases of
supplication doubtless Zeus Xenios was watching,35 and the decision was not idle. But no
foreign government had a say in this matter.
B.C.

30. See G. Freyburger, Latomus 47 (1988) 501-525, with references to the extensive scholarly literature; Thuc.
8.84 is an informative instance.
31. The same analogy, refugees to a city and to a god are equally hiketai, is found at Hdt. 1.159. Cf. Eur. IA 911 and
973-974, Clytemnestra's
, and Achilles' answer
. A public debate on the subject at Diod. 11.92 (Syracuse).
32. On the famous law at Cyrene see J. Servais, BCH 84 (1960) 112-147; cf. V. Kontorini,
(Athens 1989) 17-29 no. 1 [SEG 39.729]. Refusal: e.g., Apul. Met. 6.2-3.

II

33. On this men disagreed. Note the Athenian statesman and religious thinker Lycurgus on Callistratus: exiled from
Athens, Callistratus was told by Apollo that he would receive lawful treatment (
) if he returned; he did
so, taking refuge at the Altar of the Twelve Gods, but was nonetheless executed"Justly: for lawful treatment for
wrongdoers is punishment, and the god rightly returned the guilty man to those wronged for punishment. It would be a
terrible thing if the same signs were manifested to the pious and to evildoers" (Leoc. 93). Lycurgus does not indicate
by what procedure Callistratus was removed from the altar. At 128 he approves of the starving of Pausanias in the
temple of Athena at Sparta (cf. Hdt. 9.10): this proves that the gods do not help traitors. Compare Eur. Ion 13141315.
34. Cf. Plut. Mor. 166E:
(214).

; the adjective recurs at Delphi (p. 48), Chalcedon (62), and Sardes

35. To quote an instance from the third century B.C.:
2.1131-1132). See O. Weinreich, in Roscher, Lex. 6.522-525 (Ausgew. Schr. II 549-554).

(Ap. Rhod.
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As to cities, in ancient law as in modern there was no such thing as a "right" of
extradition:36 the transfer of a person from the jurisdiction of one state to that of another
can take place only by consent of both powers, that is, by a treaty of extradition. A
pursuer might argue or demand that a city that received the fugitive surrender him,
threatening warwhence a political and religious dilemma. There are famous episodes of
this problem (Cyrus demanding Pactyes from the Cymaeans [Hdt. 1.157ff.], Alexander
Harpalus from the Athenians, the Romans Hannibal from Prusias and Mithridates from
Tigranes) and less famous (e.g., Hdt. 9.86; Polyb. 30.8-9; Tac. Hist. 3.48); and this
dilemma is a theme in Greek literature from its beginnings, so the Danaids at Argos. Thus
a declared immunity from war might be conceived as establishing a "right" of asylum, but
only if the flight were held to be "just" by both partiesa point on which parties tend to
disagree.
In accounts of the grants of asylia in the Seleucid kingdom, it is conventional to invoke a
story about the island of Aradus off the Phoenician coast: during the conflict between
Seleucus II and Antiochus Hierax, Aradus sided with Seleucus and made an agreement
with him whereby refugees from his kingdom were permitted to come to Aradus and not
be surrendered against their will (but they could not leave without his permission);
Aradus obtained much profit from these wealthy refugees, especially after they returned
home, in particular in terms of property on the mainland.37 Whatever the details or the
credibility of this arrangement, it is a form of subjection to the crown, not independence;
we would better compare Antipater, after Lamia, allowing exiles to remain in Greece
(Plut. Phoc. 29.3), or the Romans acknowledging cities of exile in Italy (p. 30). In any
case, this story portrays a bilateral treaty, and a phenomenon that is entirely secular in
character. The inscribed declarations of territorial asylia are neither.38
Ekecheiria
We must distinguish too the "sacred truce" (
or
) that pertained for the
Panhellenic festivals and many lesser games: participating states were not to engage in
warfare during the time specified.39 A clear legislated instance
36. Contra: Bickerman, Institutions 150; Bickerman considered that asylia was the partial restoration of juridical
autonomy by the king to his conquered cities; again, even if one accepted this, it would not explain the declarations
of inviolability as a whole, which are not confined to the Seleucids or to kings.
37. Strab. 16.2.14 (754) (Staatsvertr. III 491); cf. Kahrstedt, Syrische Territorien 76; Bickerman, Institutions 155; A.
Heuss, Stadt and Herrscher des Hellenismus, Klio-BH 39 (Leipzig 1937) 176.
38. Aradus never put "sacred and inviolable" on its coins, although we shall see that such silence proves nothing;
compare Tarsus, for example.
39. G. Rougemont, BCH 97 (1973) 75-106; F. J. Fernandez Nieto, Los acuerdos belicos en la anligua Grecia I
(Santiago de Compostela 1975) 147-184.
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derives from classical Athens, defining the dates of the
for attendance at the
Mysteries (IG I3 6 ). On its face, the effect is the same as with inviolability. But this was
conditioned upon time rather than space,40 and many of those Hellenistic grants of asylia
of a place that simultaneously accept crowned games grant
for the games.41 Thus
the two items, one old and a regular condition of great games, the other a novel title for
a place, apparently were not felt to overlap or compete. Some scholars hold that this was
the purpose of granted territorial asylia, the security of visitors to Panhellenic games.42
This does not account for the instances (the large majority) where no such games are
present.
B

The Sacred Life
Every city had its tutelary god,43 to whom the place might be called sacred in the rhetoric
of praise or in antiquarian writings.44 Such statements prove nothing singular about the
community or its status. But it was a common notion in ancient Greece that, just as
sanctity of person is accompanied by immunity from violence, a community of such
people might live a "sacred life," characterized by neutrality. I give two examples, which
sum up the cluster of expectations that went with the sacredness of such a community,
expectations that may well be pertinent to the Hellenistic phenomenon of declaring cities
"sacred and inviolable." Herodotus describes the Scythian Argippaeans: "No one of
mankind wrongs (
) these people, for they are said to be sacred ( ); nor have they
possessed themselves of any weapon of war. Furthermore, it is they who settle disputes
for their neighbors, and whoever takes refuge (
) with them is wronged by no
one."45 He regards them as strange
40. Demosthenes (21.10) even speaks against exercising the right of reprisal on holy days of the Athenian sacred
calendar.
41. So regularly for Magnesia; cf. in Boeotia 3 and 4, and at Cos inviolability for the temple and for those who come to
the games (9).
42. E.g., Gauthier, Symbola 226-230; but see 276 (in the absence of games, the goal of asylia is to protect the
inhabitants from pirates).
43. E.g., Plut. Thes. 6.1:
for Galen of Pergamum:

. A double patronage
(Libr. propr. 2, XIX 18-19 K.).

44. E.g., Strab. 8.6.14 (373):
; Dio Chrys. 38.87: the entire
city of Rhodes is sacred (
), yet the Rhodians mistreat even those statues that are in temples
(cf. Manil. 4.765: domus vere Solis, cui tota sacrata est); Julian. Or. 4, 150c (with Seyrig, Ant. syr. IV 132):
; Cic. Verr. 2.4.106: insulam Siciliam totam esse Cereri et Liberas consecratam, with
arguments from myth. Note, however, the similar statement about Cos, which had been declared inviolable (p. 111).
45. 4-23; whence Pliny HN 6.13: sacros haberi narrant inviolatosque esse etiam feris accolarum populis nec ipsos modo
sed illos etiam qui ad eos confugerint; Mela 1.117 on Scythians with iustissimi mores . . .

(Footnote continued on next page)
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people. Again, Oppian (Hal. 2.642-660) says that all fish are in a perpetual state of war
except the grey mullet, which is most gentle and righteous: they harm no one and eat no
living thing, being a holy tribe (
); so other fishes give them honorable respect
(
) and do not eat their young, which shows that justice is honored everywhere
(this observation leads him to praise the Roman peace, which ended the state of war
among men). More generally, legend told of various peoples who were especially given
over to the honoring of some goda life that Greeks felt was rather exotic.46 These ideas
were common coin and are part of the backdrop to the Hellenistic institution of declared
inviolability.
Explanations
An attempt at a comprehensive list of places declared inviolable was made by B. Barth in
1888;47 the fullest treatments of language and legal forms are those of E. Schlesinger
(1933) and P. Gauthier (1972). The goal of modern scholars has been to place these
declarations in a historical context;48 the most important contributions have come from U.
Kahrstedt, C. B. Welles, E. J. Bickerman, H. Seyrig, and M. I. Rostovtzeff.49
(Footnote continued from previous page)
sacri itaque habentur, adeoque ipsos nemo de lam feris gentibus violat, ut aliis quoque ad eos confugisse pro asylo
sit.
46. Three examples from Diodorus: in India, farmers, regarded as the common benefactors of mankind, are sacred
and inviolable and not molested by war and are exempt from military service and other liturgies (2.36.6-7, 40.4
[Megasth. FGrHist 715 F 4]); in Arabia a city ''sacred to Apollo,'' where the inhabitants spend their time honoring him
(2.47.3); in Africa a city considered sacred (
), which was conquered by the Amazons (3.53.6).
47. B. Barth, De asylis Graecorum (Strasbourg 1888). C. Fontana, RLN 90 (1988) 63-82, surveys the coin evidence
on the basis of Eckhel and Mionnet; Schlesinger dealt only with textual evidence and not coins and hence said nothing
on the many cases of asylia outside the Aegean area.
48. An early effort, often cited, is H. Usener, RhM 29 (1874) 38-39 (KI. Schr. III 399-402). Without mentioning
Spanheim, he listed cases of declared inviolability, invoked as the model the purification of Delos in 426/5 B.C., and
thought this invented neutralization of Hellenistic times a Seleucid device for protecting their cities from attack by the
Ptolemieshence its extensive use in Syria and Phoenicia. He added that neocoria, flattery of the emperor, succeeded
asylia. Other surveys of the topic: Heuss, Stadt und Herrscher 145-159; M. P. Nilsson, Cults, Myths, Oracles, and
Politics (Lund 1950) 119-122; C. Préaux in Rec. Soc. Jean Bodin VI La Ville (Brussels 1954) 113-118; P. Ducrey, Le
traitement des prisonniers de guerre (Paris 1968) 304-311; W. Ziegler, "Symbolai und Asylie" (Diss., Bonn 1975) 89101; J. K. Davies, CAH VII.12 (1984) 288-289; P. Debord, Aspects sociaux et économiques de la vie religieuse dans
l'Anatolie, EPRO 88 (Leiden 1982) 271-286; L. Boffo, I re ellenistici e i centri religiosi dell' Asia Minore (Pavia 1985) 5379; W. K. Pritchett, The Greek State at War V (Berkeley 1991) 125-132.
49. I will not attempt to list the scholars who mention "neutralization" in more general accounts of the Hellenistic world
or of Greek rules of war; or those who, unaware of the

(Footnote continued on next page)
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Our inscriptions leave no doubt that these declarations were first and foremost a religious
gesture, increasing the honor of the god.50 In strict logic, they do not seem necessary: all
temples were supposed to be inviolable, and for a city the option of military neutrality
was always there, without need of someone else's declaration.
Concerning temples, the prevailing solution in the nineteenth century was to save the
phenomena by distinguishing two levels of immunity: all temples had hikesia, the power
to give fugitives temporary sanctuary and a hearing, but only a few had asylia, the right
to protect permanently even guilty fugitives.51 This allowed scholars to believe the
Roman claim about granted immunity even in the face of the abundant anecdotal
evidence that any Greek sacred place might receive refugees. But this view presumed
(with Tacitus) some overriding legal authority that told Greek cities what their permitted
usages might be; it ignored (or exploited selectively) the conflicting opinions expressed in
Greek literature about the propriety of protecting a particular suppliant (cf. p. 10); and in
order to determine which temples enjoyed asylia, not just hikesia, scholars were drawn
into an idle debate about which individuals in those anecdotes were "truly guilty." H.
Usener's essay in 1874 reasserted Spanheim's treatment of the inviolable cities as a
phenomenon of foreign policy, and Barth's work in 1888 reminded scholars of the
geographical and legal range of the title (cities as well as temples); after this the debate
over asylia as the proper treatment of suppliants largely ended, and the topic became
(quite rightly) an item in the study of interstate relations.
These declarations of inviolability have often been taken to be compensations for a loss
of piety and a decline of traditional religion held to be characteristic of the Hellenistic
age:52 with the loss of religious faith, special enactments were
(Footnote continued from previous page)
scholarship, think that the Hellenistic grants created a "right of asylum" in the Roman manner, or merely
summarize what Tacitus says.
50. So already Spanheim; G. Radet, BCH 14 (1890) 227: "
appartenait toujours aux sanctuaires les plus
célèbres, à ceux dont les divinités étaient les plus fameuses et les plus vénérés"; cf. Robert, Laodicée du Lycos 289 n.
3.
51. E.g., H. A. Wallon, Du drvit d'asyle (Paris 1837); J. Jaenisch, De Graecorum asylis (Göttingen 1868) 14-36 (cf. 56, treatments of the topic from 1801 to Jaenisch's own day); E. Caillemer, "Asylia," DarSag 1 (1877) 501-510. Their
ability to disagree about the implications of Polyb. 4.35.3 for the "status" of Athena Chalcioecus at Sparta is illuminating
(see Jaenisch 28).
52. Schlesinger, "Asylie" 64-65; W. Günther, Das Orakel von Didyma in hellenistischer Zeit, IstMitt-BH 4 (Tübingen
1971) 82 n. 86 (that hierosylia became more common in the Hellenistic period); Ducrey 309 (declared inviolability "is
explained by the decline of religious sentiment which accompanied the wars and turmoil of the end of the third century
B.C. and brought countless violations of sanctuaries and temples"); cf. A. J. Holladay and M. D. Goodman, CQ n.s. 36
(1986) 151-160 (Greeks before Alexander took seriously religious constraints on warfare).
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needed to sustain what had been the traditional immunity of sacred or of neutral
places.53 The decline of religious scruples (whether this was historical or not)54 is
admittedly an ancient claim. Polybius says that in ancient times people declared war and
gave notice of battle, but now that is considered poor generalship, and only Romans
preserve a bit of the ancient practice.55 Diodorus (3.5.3-4) has the story that in earlier
times the Ethiopian kings, owing to their superstition, obeyed the priests (who would
order the king's suicide), until in the third century one king, who had a Greek education,
entered the abaton with troops and killed the priests. At Anthologia Graeca 8.198,
formerly these things were inviolable (
): a god, a corpse.
But it is easy to find contradictions to such elegies about the morally superior
pastviolations of classical date56 and moral indignation against such acts in the Hellenistic
period. Thus a denunciation of an undeclared war and of sacrilege:
.57 The
Alexandrians rioted when royal agents pulled a suppliant out of a temple (Polyb. 15.27.23, 29.8-14, 33.8). Polybius himself expresses outrage at sacrilege (11.7)not surprisingly,
for this sentiment is of a piece with lamenting moral decline. In Hellenistic times as
before, one was expected to show "piety toward gods, justice toward men."58
Moreover, to predicate declared inviolability upon a decay of religion is to hold that
people who had lost their religious scruples were being asked to obey an ad hoc
declaration that one should have religious scruples. Why would marauders who were
pointedly indifferent to an ancient and inherited taboo that protected temples or peaceful
cities honor such an artificial declaration of holiness?
53. Gauthier, Symbola 228-229, convincingly rejects this argument, pointing out both violations of sanctity in the
classical period and outrage voiced against them in the Hellenistic.
54. This view of Hellenistic indifference to religion, often found in historians of Hellenistic political life, must surprise many
historians of religion in the same period.
55. 13.3.5-6; contrast the polemic at 7.14.3 against Philip V. who both despoiled the gods and broke the laws of war;
9.30.2:
.
56. E.g., Hdt. 5.46; Ducrey (295-304) gathers instances of respect and disrespect for suppliants, ambassadors, etc.
57. IGBulg I 388 bis; cf. T.Calymnii 64 (= Syll.3 567), a war inflicted "unjustly" (without explanation: by Hierapytna
upon Cos); I.Priene 17.9ff., Gauls' raids on temples; Diod. 19.63.5, suppliants removed from a temple and killed
"contrary to the common conventions of the Greeks" (
).
58. Fouilles d'Amyzon no. 35.8-9. Other expressions of outrage at hierosylia, often noting the gods' vengeance: Livy
29.8-9; Diod. 27.4
: Persephone of
Locri), 28.3, 29.15 (Antiochus III in Elymais), 31.45 (Cretans at Siphnos), 32.21 (murder of Prusias in a temple of
Zeus).
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A variant theory of moral decline assumes a class distinction: ordinary soldiers were
superstitious and so would respect declared asylia, even though their educated and
cynical commanders knew better.59 Against this we must set the experience of the ages,
that it is the troops of the line who ignore fine moral principles and loot what they can,
and their commanders who then must apologize for the troops; an ancient example is
Antiochus III's letter to Amyzon.60 Another variant is the assumption that Hellenistic kings
did not acknowledge the inviolability of temples under their rule.61 That may be true and
relevant in some situations (perhaps the Seleucids and non-Greek temples), but it cannot
account for declared inviolability outside the kingdoms, or recognitions voted by cities
rather than kings, or recognitions of cities as distinct from temples.
A different answer to this dilemma is force majeure: the grants of asylia were promises to
provide collective defense if the place recognized were attacked.62 For this there is
support in the texts themselves: the several Cretan and Aetolian prohibitions of violence,
and most specifically the Cretan promises to come in aid if Teos is attacked. Against it
speak three facts: so far as we know, no such defense ever happened; most of the
recognizers would not have been useful as defenders; and, in contrast to military treaties,
which are seriously meant, no grant of asylia contains an oath to bind future behavior.
Thus, if in 242 the Coans had stood in genuine fear for their Asclepieum, they need not
have applied for protection to (for example) Naples (46): the Ptolemaic fleet would have
been sufficient. Welles's formulation is more consistent with the evidence: that the
requests were a general appeal to "Greek public opinion" to defend the inviolable place
(Royal Corres. p. 58). We might better call this wishful thinking, or rather admit that
religion, like diplomacy, involves not so much belief as hope.
B.C.

The goal of these recognitions is normally held to be the limitation of violence in an
increasingly chaotic ageespecially protection against piracy. Some scholars have written,
erroneously, that the grants of asylia come mostly
59. So Seyrig, Notes 21: "A deep religious fear was attached to such violation, perhaps less by some cynical
generals or condottieri, than by their simpler minded troops."
60. Fouilles d'Amyzon no. 9 (see p. 336); cf. P.Tebt. II 781.4, a temple damaged
(Epiphanes'
invasion of Egypt); FD III.1 22, Delphian thanks to a Messenian who came to protect the temple and the city and who
kept his troops
; Plut. Dem. 30.1, troops moved from Ephesus in order to prevent them from
looting the Artemisium.
61. Welles, Royal Corres. pp. 57-58; Bickerman, Institutions 150; Rey-Coquais, IGLSyrie VII p. 63. Perhaps the best
support for this is Royal Corres. 55: "As the
is sacred it absolutely must be taken" (Eumenes II on Pessongi).
62. Seyrig, Notes 20 n. 48: the recognitions were not sought from pirates but to bring upon offenders "some sort of
reprisals on the part of the states which had recognized that privilege."
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from Aetolians and Cretans, notorious pirates.63 The charge of piracy calls for some
caution, as would any such blanket characterization of peoples. Perhaps our third-century
evidence reveals more acts of seizure than we hear of earlier.64 But in general,
inscriptions of the third century are more numerous and informative than earlier. Many of
the seizures on record, moreover, arise as part of war or the right of reprisal.
Freebooting, sailing "against all flags," was perhaps not so widespread as some scholars
have thought, at least before the decline of Rhodes after 166 Nor are our literary
sources unbiased; our one connected narrative on the third century is stridently antiAetolian. What would our history of the fifth century look like if it had been written by a
Spartan or a Melian rather than an Athenian? Pirates collect tribute (
, Diod. 28.1),
of which the Athenians have left us some revealing lists.65 When one reads the modern
claim that fifth-century Athens kept the Aegean clear of pirates, one is tempted to
emend: other pirates; no one likes competition. If Aetolia, a significant power, acted like
one, that was nothing new. If Polybius had been an Aetolian, we might today be
assessing the difficult question of the "popularity of the Aetolian Empire."
B.C.

Was there in fact more violence in the third century , and (more important) were Greeks
so conscious of this as to devise a novel protection against it? It may be that the
acceleration of the spread of asylia late in the third century owes something to such
consciousness, as has been claimed. But can such a concern explain the beginnings of the
gesturethe grants to the Itonium in the 260s, to Smyrna and the Coan Asclepieum in the
240s? About this one may remain doubtful.
B.C.

Finally, it is common to treat asylia as a metaphor or charade for some other situation:
fiscal autonomy, legal autonomy,66 the right to act as a mediator, the holding of
Panhellenic games, etc. These are circumstantial approaches, none of them universally
applicable to the attested recipients. And kings were perfectly capable of granting
autonomy, tax freedom, etc., under their proper names: why would they resort to an
ambiguous facade for the same status?
63. E.g., D. van Berchem, MusHelv 17 (1960) 23: "It is certain ... that the peoples whose acts of recognition were
solicited were in the majority of cases pirates." On Hellenistic piracy see most recently H. Pohl, Die römische Politik
und der Piraterie (Berlin/New York 1993).
64. See the list in Pritchett V 324-348. An impressive list, however, could be compiled from the fourth-century orators.
65. Note

among the provisions of the Second Athenian Confederacy (Staatsvertr. II 257.23).

66. In most detail, Bickerman, Institutions 149-155; cf. Schlesinger, "Asylie" 68 (the meaning of asylia faded until in the
Roman Empire it was, like autonomy, merely a formal designation of a free city).
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Jurisdiction
This volume does not concern the legal protection of a god's propertyin both Greece and
Rome, severe penalties applied for theft or damage (e.g., to trees in a sacred precinct)or
the exclusions that attend ritual purity (e.g., childbirth, death, or iron excluded from
sacred space). These matters were the concern of the individual city. Who granted
territorial inviolability?
It is commonly claimed that seekers of asylia applied to pirates, or at any rate to powers
who were to be feared.67 Such a focus may well be present in several cases (Teos,
Tenos, Claros, Mylasa). But for the phenomenon as a whole, a glance at the map will
disprove this account; and it is unreasonable to think that those who already ignored the
norms of society would be dissuaded by a religious appeal. Rostovtzeff (SEHHW 845)
made the realistic deduction that they must have been paid, that the asylia decrees were
in effect purchased with protection money. To the contrary: when we hear of money
changing hands, it is going in the other direction, a donation to the god by the grantor
(e.g., 56.7).
In fact, the scope of the grantors is Panhellenic, as the inscriptions show. Tacitus could
not imagine this juridical situation: for him, the right of asylum is granted by the ruler of
the place. But the Romans attributed to the Greeks their own juridical notion. So Livy
(35.51), aware of the Greek origin of the word asylum, says that it applies only to certain
temples; troops of Antiochus III attacked Roman forces even though these were in an
asylum and war had not been declared (in fano lucoque ea religione et eo iure sancto,
quo sunt templa quae asyla Graeci appellant, et nondum aut indicto bello aut ita
commisso). This claim is repeated in late authors (see p. 4), and often enough in modern
times.
The Panhellenic character of the grantors also excludes the Roman notion of a sovereign
state waiving its sovereignty within now-sanctified space, an intention that scholars
attribute also to the Seleucid state. When in 242 the citizens of Naples declared the
temple of Asclepius on Cos inviolable, they could not have meant that a person could
henceforth, but not before 242, take refuge in that temple: such an act was none of the
Neapolitans' business. And if a malefactor in Naples wanted to escape punishment, he did
not need to go the Coan Asclepieum:68 like Medea, he needed only to leave for some
other city, where Neapolitan jurisdiction automatically failed.
B.C.

Thus territorial inviolability was normally a creation of the Greek people, at least in the
third and early second centuries (from which we have inscribed
67. E.g., R. B. McShane, Foreign Policy of the Attalids of Pergamum (Urbana, 1964) 52: "Asylia was not usually
sought from nearby friends but rather from the more distant and dangerous powers."
68. Except to the extent that taking refuge in the temple might help persuade the Coans not to expel him; so a
number of stories: e.g., Paus. 3.5.6 and 3.7.10 on Spartans at the temple of Athena Alea in Tegea.
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recognitions). To this scope there are several probable exceptions. The several extant
recognitions of Boeotian temples all are decrees of the Delphian Amphictyony; it may be
that in the beginning of our phenomenon, the Amphictyons (and the Boeotians) felt that
this was a sufficient representation of the Greek people. The later grants in SyriaPalestine may well derive exclusively from the relevant king, as no external recognitions
are attested; certainly this was the case in Egypt. And with Roman provincial rule, Roman
decisions supplanted Greek public opinion as the source of civic status.
The Unity of the Evidence
What defines the boundaries of this topic and this corpus? First, places versus persons: as
Schlesinger saw, the difference between personal and territorial inviolability is
fundamental.69 In terms of documents, a corpus on personal inviolability would begin in
the archaic period and extend through the Roman Empire. Greek cities granted to select
individuals and groups of individuals
, immunity from the right of reprisal (
), often
as one in a string of privilegesso for proxenoi, and for benefactors of various sorts. Such
awards to whole citizen bodies are rare in the classical period, but not unheard of.70 More
date from the Hellenistic period, most famously the Aetolian grants of asylia to the
citizens of a number of cities.71 These are acts of individual states and do not derive from
a Panhellenic quest by the recipient. They make no mention of cult or of piety, concerned
as they are simply to extend to a person or persons some of the privileges that came with
citizenship. This was no religious gesture, and there was nothing sacral about the
privilege or the person; it gave the recipient the right to seek redress in the grantor's
courts. By contrast, the documents recognizing territorial inviolability begin in the 260s
and stop with a decision in Rome in 22; they speak of piety and the honor of the god.
They are not to be confused with grants of personal inviolability, even the collective
grants to communities of foreign citizens.
B.C.

A.D.

Our concern here is the declared inviolability of places. It must nonetheless be admitted
that some grantors themselves confuse the two: the Aetolians and Cretans, with their
active use of personal inviolability, seem more than once to
69. Schlesinger, "Asylie" 53; cf. Robert, BCH 54 (1930) 330 n. 2 (Op. min. sel. I 149), carefully distinguishing
inviolability of temples and lands from that granted by the Aetolians to citizen bodies.
70. E.g., Staatsvertr. II 146 (Oeantheia and Chaleium), without using this noun (cf. Gauthier, Symbola 222-226);
CIDelph 13 (= LSGG Suppl. 41), a grant of collective asylia from Delphi to Sciathos (fourth century B.C.); A. Chaniotis,
Chiron 21 (1991) 247-252,
for the Melians restored in a Cretan decree.
71. H. Benecke, Die Seepolitik der Aitoler (Hamburg 1934) 17-31; Ziegler 168-263 (not distinguishing personal and
territorial grants).
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have granted this when in fact they had been asked to recognize the inviolability of a
place.
Second, temples and cities. Some scholars have thought that the inviolability of a temple
must be distinguished from that of a city and its territory, that these are different acts in
substance and were prompted by different motives. So Spanheim accepted that a temple
so recognized was to be an asylum in the Roman sense, a place of sacred refuge,
whereas a city and its territory were to be immune from war. The inscriptions, however,
by their language, geography, and chronology imply that asylia of temple and city was
the same. In one historical setting, the Aegean from the 260s to the 180s, certain Greek
cities sought through sacred ambassadors (theoroi) these Panhellenic recognitions in
honor of their chief divinity. Whether the object of the grant is the temple or the city and
country, the diplomatic procedures, the vocabulary, and the envoys' arguments are
identical; the particular boundaries of the place in question are only a detail. Accordingly I
follow the many scholars who have treated these acts as a single phenomenon,
declarations of the inviolability of a place, whether a temple alone or the entire city and
territory. A regular usage emerged quickly in the third century: a
alone is declared
; the entire
is declared
.A
is already
and cannot be
declared so;72 even verbally, therefore, these declarations are identical. We have no
instance in which a temple first was declared inviolable, and later this was expanded to
include the city and country.
Louis Robert recognized a regular feature in a city's choice whether to ask for asylia for a
temple alone or the entire city and country: with few exceptions, it is the temple when
this stood outside the city proper, the whole city and territory when the temple was
inside the city.73 A partial exception is Smryna in the 240s, the first extant declaration of
a city rather than a temple. But here too the Smrynaeans write with great care: the
Greek world is asked to "accept the temple of Aphrodite Stratonicis as inviolable and the
city as sacred and inviolable" (p. 98). That temple was in the city proper, and the
Smyrnaeans are asking that inviolability encompass more than the temple. I suggest that
the language and the substance here are transitional. The Smyrnaeans are not asking
that their entire territory be encompassed in the asylia, only the city in which the temple
stands. The more ambitious gesture has not yet in the 240s been attempted, and the
formula for it has not yet emerged. "City and country sacred and inviolable" is first met
with certainty at Magnesia in 221 , and probably already at Miletus somewhat earlier.
B.C.

72. As was observed by P. M. Fraser, BCH 78 (1954) 63.
73. Hellenica V (1948) 67 n. 1. Exceptions certain or probable: Thebes, Tenos, Miletus, Xanthus, Anaphe, Aphrodisias.
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Third, there may be differences in times and places. With rare exceptions, from the old
Aegean world we have grants, from the Greek East we have titlesinscriptions from the
260s to the 180s in the Aegean area, mostly coins from the 140s on in the East. The
inscriptions reveal clearly the procedures and the ideology that led to inviolability: honors
voted for a divinity and his place by the Greek people. From the title on eastern coins ("of
Tyre the sacred and inviolable") it cannot be proved that the same procedures and
arguments pertained: usually we are not told who declared the place inviolable or to
what god, if any.74 Do these two largely separate bodies of evidence constitute one
subject, and if they do, can we yet discern an evolution in this subject?
B.C.

A distinction has been drawn on the basis of historical context. Scholars have long treated
the eastern declarations of inviolability as part of the disintegration of the Seleucid
kingdom as rivals struggled for the allegiance of cities; from the point of view of the
cities, the recognitions are seen as a step toward civic autonomy and liberty. No one will
doubt the reality of both trends. The Aegean recognitions, where the religious motive is
so visible in our inscriptions, have not been read as emblems of royal decline; but the role
of competition seems evident there as well. Here again I have treated this phenomenon
as oneas is traditional, although scholars have tended to see quite different motives for
the grants in these different times and places (immunity from pirates in the third-century
Aegean, partial freedom from the crown in late Seleucid Syria). Vocabulary is consistent
(the title "sacred and inviolable"), and continuity is suggested by the pins on the map:
the last epigraphically attested declaration in the Aegean area, Pergamum in 182, is soon
followed by the spread of the title of inviolability on eastern coins, first seen at Tyre in
141/0.
In obvious ways Egypt stands apart, as does the Seleucid recognition 218, which shares
with the Egyptian material both its late date and the fact that it does not derive from the
world of the Greek city-state. In Egypt the inscriptions make substance clear: asylia is a
religious honor certainly, but granted by an internal decision of the Ptolemaic state, not
by Panhellenic recognition, and the substance is immunity from intrusion by the statea
"right of asylum" in the Roman sense and ours. I have included these inscriptions, if only
to err on the side of inclusivenessall Greek acts declaring places inviolableand because
the map suggests continuity with the Panhellenic phenomenon: our first Ptolemaic
declaration dates to 96
B.C.

Finally, the Roman grants for places in their eastern provinces present decided differences
from the recognitions (including Roman recognitions) down to 182 : under Roman rule
only temples are in question, and what they receive is the right of asylum as Romans
understood it, the right to take refuge within the
B.C.

74. The exceptions are Mopsuestia and Antioch, where the cults are specified and the authors of the grant are the
Seleucid king (Antioch) or "the kings" (Mopsuestia).
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boundaries of a temple; on this Tacitus and the inscribed Roman confirmations are
consistent. Tacitus' account guarantees that this is a continuation of the Hellenistic title;
but the substance is different. The Greek people claimed no authority concerning whether
some temple might receive refugees, but the Roman government did.
Honor
It remains to be seen what the declarations of territorial asylia meant and did. I see two
reasons to think that this gesture never brought a recipient anything but honor, and that
for most of its history no more than honor was intended by grantor or recipient.
First, the declarations are inherently contradictory or redundant. The oddity of the
request is betrayed openly by two of the earliest recognitions, among those for the
Asclepieum on Cos in 242 : Aegira says "the temple is to be inviolable from all, as it is in
fact the policy of the city and the Achaeans that temples are inviolable" (18); Pella grants
"inviolability as for all other temples" (23). Taken at their word, these decrees accomplish
and alter nothingthey admit to making a grant that promises no new behavior. They
betoken, in my view, surprise at such an anomalous request.
B.C.

Moreover, it seems that different interpretations could be put on the gesture by the
grantors. The Aetolian League repeatedly responded to such requests with the formulas it
used in its program of granting personal inviolability. The League believed, in other
words, that it was being asked to take legal responsibility for attacks by Aetolians on
foreign persons and their property. For the Romans, the request was interpreted as being
for a "right of asylum." And yet the Greeks continued to want the grant, indifferent to
what might have been the grantor's intent or any practical consequences.
Second, the declarations protected no one from war. We have no record of the title
thwarting an attacker, or even being invoked in an effort to ward off attack. This is an
argument from silence, but a strong one; most of the recipients of asylia were important
places, and it is their military history that we know best. We have abundant evidence that
"sacred and inviolable" cities took part in war, as aggressor or victim, and without
comment or criticism in our sources. To give one example out of many: in the 180s
Miletus and Magnesia fought a war against each other; the elaborate provisions of the
settlement that survives (Syll.3 588) make no reference to the fact that both places had
recently been declared inviolable, a fact that thus seems to have had no bearing on the
definition of peace.
B.C.

Rostovtzeff, with his acute sense of the real world, admitted that in the end, inviolability
did not work (SEHHW 194); to this I would add only that it did not work in the beginning
either. In 200 recognitions, moreover, no one ever adds an oath to bring aid in case of
war, the sine qua non of a serious military
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intent.75 The willingness with which the grantors acceded to these requests adds to this
suspicion: contrast the number of surviving asylia inscriptions with the very few inscribed
grants of autonomy or tax exemption by kings. It has fairly been doubted, moreover,
whether the kings or Rome would have allowed their subject cities to recognize
inviolability if this had entailed a real military commitment.76
There were unambiguous means of seeking neutrality or military protection; in such an
important matter an ambiguous request seems pointless. Thus an embassy could be sent
to ask that the city be left alone in a prospective war:
.77 And a state could promise not to
attack a place, without declaring it ''sacred and inviolable.''78 Or again, when Iasus asked
Rhodes for aid in order to remain "free and autonomous," Rhodes responded with
diplomatic, not military, help, and without an oath.79 Greek cities had at their disposal
clear diplomatic paths to security, of which the most familiar was the defensive alliance.
Thus, to describe crudely "sacred neutralization" as it has been envisaged: in the
Hellenistic period the Greeks, realizing that they had lost their religion and were acting
badly, in order to improve their behavior toward some places invented a pseudoreligious
constraint on warwhich they proceeded to ignore.
A pragmatic reading of these recognitions seems then to be fraught with difficulties.
Scholars are understandably skeptical that strenuous effort might be devoted to gaining
an "empty title"; it frustrates our desire to be tough-minded. Hence, especially regarding
the cities' clamor for Roman confirmation, the speculation that wealth accrued to places
that were allowed to receive fugitives, as in the Aradus story.80 Of this proposition we
may tough-mindedly ask for a cost accounting. How much money did a city spend in
sending ambassadors through the Greek world, or later merely to Rome, in order to seek
asylia, and how much money did it make from any "neutrality" that followed or from
fugitives who actually opted to flee there?81 In our assessment of what motivated a
Greek civic government, profit seems a meager possibility; and profit to whom
75. For the continuing force of oaths in the Hellenistic period see Wörrle, Chiron 13 (1983) 310-313.
76. A. Giovannini in Ancient Macedonia II (Thessalonica 1977) 467-478.
77. Syll.3 547.7-9, Athens to the Aetolians and to Philip V.
78. So IG II2 1130 (= I.Cret. II xxx 3), so far as can be seen from its fragmentary state.
79. I.Iasos 150. On Hellenistic Rhodes as a neutral mediator see S. L. Ager, Historia 40 (1991) 10-41.
80. E.g., Magie I 505; Herrmann, Chiron 19 (1989) 155-156, doubting that prestige can be an adequate explanation.
81. When Henry VIII established eight "cities of refuge" for debtors (with strict limits and procedures) as a palliative to
the more general abolition of privileges of asylum, first Manchester and then others of them protested vehemently
against this unwanted burden, and the project was soon abandoned (see Thornley 204).
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in the city? In default of a clear advantage deriving from the recognition, we might better
take the inscriptions at their word, that the purpose was to add to the honor of the god
and the city.
The phrase "merely honorific" would have struck most Greeks as paradoxical and
bewildering.82 There is no such thing as an empty title: words have meanings, whether
they invoke the realm of economics or that of religion; and every title betokens a
diplomatic success over one's rivals. The eager quest for civic titles so richly documented
among the Greeks under Roman rule had to start somewhere and sometime; I am
suggesting that it started here, in the first attested civic title "sacred and inviolable." We
see the spirit of the thing in 22: when the Greek representatives appeared before the
Senate, the Romans were embarrassed by the rivalries (studiis certabatur) and turned
the matter over to a committee. The rivalries were among the cities themselves, their
competing claims about the antiquity and dignity of their cults. The tone and substance of
the debate are audible in the opening presentation by the provincial capital Ephesus
(non, ut vulgus crederet, etc.); this shows clearly enough the locus of the sentiment for
asylianot military security or financial profit, but honor.
A.D.

But against these objections to the view that asylia genuinely intended neutralization
may be brought the charge of logic chopping, and the answer that human motives are
complicated; nor should we be surprised that people do not practice what they preach.
Logical inconsistency proves nothing: it is a fact of life, especially in religion. If tragedy
and comedy are the forms of expression most appropriate to acknowledge and explore
contradiction,83 documents of state diplomacy, like the asylia inscriptions, are the least;
in this arena one expects polite avoidance of probing or embarrassing questions. Inflated
claims prove nothing: in California and Italy are cities that have proclaimed themselves
"nuclear-free zones," a gesture not realistically enforceable by the civic authorities. A law
or declaration causes problems only if someone tries to enforce it; experience in the
United States shows that laws do not matter until they have been tested by the courts,
and that legislatures are willing to pass laws that they know will not stand up in court.
The universality and unanimity of the grantors of asylia prove nothing: compare the
nuclear nonproliferation accord, urged upon all countries whether or not they might
seriously be expected to acquire nuclear weapons. Redundancy proves nothing: the world
of diplomacy is filled with many routes to the same end.84 We may put a twist on
Eisenhower's
82. Athens, we are told, from its beginnings had competed for primacy, honor, and glory:
(Dem. 18.66, repeated at 203). Montaigne, Essays II 7, has it right.
83. See H. S. Versnel, Inconsistencies in Greek and Roman Religion I (Leiden 1990) 1-35, esp. 25.
84. On the juridical ambiguities in war and peace see Bickerman, RPhil 9 (1935) 21-22 (Religions 123-124). V. Ilari,
Guerra e diritto nel mondo antico I (Milan 1980) 357-372, provides a roster of citations of rules of war, arranged by his
categories.
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dictum: every peace will astonish you. UNESCO maintains a World Heritage List of places
whose historical monuments make them worthy of international protection. In 1992 the
committee added Dubrovnic to the "In Danger" section in the hope that this might protect
the city. The gesture proved ineffective, but it did not arise out of a random intention of
adding honor to Dubrovnic.85
Let us admit therefore that religion and diplomacy are alike fraught with hope,86 and also
susceptible to frequent reinterpretation. To read the minds of all seekers and grantors of
asylia at all dates is doubtless beyond our capacity. I would stress, however, both the
ancients' own uncertainty about the "true" force of these declarations, as is illustrated by
their successive interpretations of the title, and the common theme of honor seen
throughout its history. I offer the following survey.
Before Hellenism
The roots of the quest for asylia lie not in the decay of morality or in military anarchy, but
in some specifics of literature and myth. Spanheim saw the crucial passage but took it as
part of a historical continuum rather than a classical literary exemplum that was exploited
in a later and more self-conscious age. The juridical form, the vocabulary, and the logic of
the Hellenistic grants echo the old story about Elis and the Olympic games. But the new
usage was triggered by a real military event.
The only place that the Greeks declared immune from war in the classical period was
Plataea in 479, and the intent of that gesture was subject to conflicting interpretation
already in the fifth century, as we know from Thucydides. Similar stories of recognized
immunity came to be fabricated about primeval Elis, Delphi, and Delos. Thus by the time
of Alexander, it was traditional lore that certain peoples who presided over places of
great sanctity, "common temples of the Greeks," had been granted by the Greeks to be
allowed to live a sacred life,
85. This bears comparison with our topic both for its form and thought and for its intrinsic contradictions. See M.
Batisse, Environment 34.10 (1992) 13-32, esp. 16: "Parties to the convention share responsibility for protection of
the listed sites. This idea, is particularly innovative in international law, especially because it involves immovable
property. Thus, the convention expresses the revolutionary view that the whole of humanity must act as trustee
for all the great landmarks of the natural and cultural history of the globe"; cf. 17 on the "awkward situation" that
arises when a requesting national government overvalues or undervalues a place in the judgment of the
committee. Dubrovnic was the first case of intervention by the committee without being requested by the relevant
government.
86. Among the arguments that a Hellenistic historian attributed to Demosthenes for why Athens would win the war
against Philip, the first is that "you will have the gods as your greatest allies and helpers, whose guarantees he has
ignored and whose oaths he has violated by unjustly breaking the peace" ([Dem.] 11.2 = Anaximenes FGrHist 72 F
11b). This historian, one may add, knew that Philip won the war.
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free of war. These peoples performed unique religious services for the Greeks, and the
nearest example chronologically, the Plataeans, could by then be seen as conforming to
an old pattern: their city marked the place of the salvation of Greek freedom, and they
maintained the graves of those who fell against the Persians.
It is a feature of all these stories that the status no longer actually affected real life and
the necessities of war and peace. Hence its replication and dissemination in Hellenistic
times need not inconvenience anyone.
The Aegean Area, 260s to 182 B.C.
After Delphi was saved from the Gauls by the Greeks and their gods in 279 ,87 these
classical precedents suggested a new institution, declared territorial inviolability. We see
it first in Boeotia in the 260s under Delphian influence, the Amphictyony's declaration for
the temple of Athena Itonia. To many this may well have been at first a seriously meant
experiment in the complex world of war and peace. Our capacity for hindsight should not
blind us to others' capacity for hope. But sooner or later most Greeks will have seen the
military inconsequence of the recognitions, and what will have loomed larger was the
visible diplomatic success that it entailed. In effect, the gesture became a form of civic
honor, contemporary and parallel with the vogue for new Panhellenic games;88 this was
the first in what would become a long list of civic titles.
B.C.

Geographically, the recipients are in the old Greek world and its fringethe Aegean area
and the great Hellenized cities of western Anatolia; the grantors are the whole of the
Greek people, which came to include Rome in the early second century 89 The last
directly attested recipient in this stage is the temple of Athena Nicephorus of Pergamum
in 182 Through the third century , this honor went mostly to temples; but early on, in
the 240s, the mold was broken when the city of Smyrna, not just its temple of Aphrodite,
was declared sacred and inviolable.
B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

In this period the recognition of Panhellenic games often accompanied the recognition of
asylia; here was a clear and tangible emblem of the Panhellenic patronage of a cult. At
Miletus the two are expressly linked in the diplomatic argument (p. 175); the initial
failure of Magnesia in 221 suggests that there was by then a felt standard by which to
judge requests for asylia. Like the cities
B.C.

87. "A crisis like the Celtic invasion in the third century
Nock, Conversion (Oxford 1933) 22; cf. 279.

B.C.

could evoke a fresh awakening of religious emotion," A. D.

88. The spread of "crowned" games in the Hellenistic period is surveyed by Robert, Op. min. sel. VI 710-719.
89. In 228 B.C. the Romans had been allowed to participate in the Isthmian games, which in effect declared them to be
Greek (Polyb. 2.12.8; cf I.Délos 1660:
). But their recognition of asylia does not
seem to have been sought until Rome became involved seriously in Anatolia in the 190s.
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that today compete annually for the title "All-America City" or seek to host the Olympic
Games, the petitioner had to make a case, and apparently most cities chose not to make
that effort.90 Where games were wanting, sometimes we can see other items that
bespeak more than local patronage: at Teos, the presence of the Artists of Dionysus,
themselves inviolable; at Tenos, possibly elevation to the meeting place of the League of
the Islanders. Often, however, no such concrete emblem of wide patronage is evident to
us; the earliest such instance is Smyrna, already in the 240s.
This age had opened with the rebuilding of Thebes, the "refoundation" of the Panhellenic
Eleutheria at Plataea, and the defense of Delphi against the Gauls, but also with the flow
of power and opportunity to a new colonial world in the East. In the civic title "sacred and
inviolable," which in effect asserted that one's own place was comparable to Olympia and
Delphi and Plataea, a "common temple of the Greeks," we can see a spirit of selfassertion on the part of the Greek city-states in the face of this new situation of relative
powerlessness. We may regard this quest as plucky or pathetic, depending on our own
view of what is important in the historical process. In practice the declarations cost no
one anything, and the irrelevance of the political alignments of grantors and recipients
has long been noted with interest:91 mortal enemies were unanimous in these
recognitions. The one refusal on record is stated to reflect the inadequacy of the
Magnesians' proposed honors for Artemis (66).
The Hellenistic East after 141 B.C.
Around 170 Antiochus IV of Syria allowed a good many cities in his kingdom a
municipal bronze coinage, on which they put their ethnics. Not one of the cities here
claims inviolability or any granted title.92 Likewise Alexander Balas (150-145) granted
local coinage rights to a smaller number of cities, and these still have no titlesincluding
Seleuceia, which was to display
in 139/8. In view of the subsequent eagerness
of the cities of this region to display their titles, these bronzes under Antiochus and
Alexander supply a reliable terminus post quem for the arrival of inviolability in SyriaPhoenicia: the status did not exist there before 145
B.C.

B.C.

The honor spreads thereafter through Syria and Palestine and Cilicia, accelerating toward
the end of the second century As our evidence for this
B.C.

90. Some omissions deserve speculation. Athens and Rhodes, well documented in the inscriptions, evidently never
sought asylia, despite having arguably worthy cults (Eleusis, Athena Lindia); perhaps this reflects conservatism, an
unwillingness to participate in a new fad (cf. Robert, Op. min. sel. V 149, on their not using foreign judges; C.
Habicht, Vestigia 49 [1995] 91, on Athens' refusal to bury Marcellus inside the city walls).
91. Robert, Op. min. sel. II 781; Bickerman, REA 40 (1938) 373; Bousquet, BCH 64/5 (1940/1) 106; Nachtergael, Les
Galates 335.
92. See p. 37, however, for the case of Byblos.

Page 28

period consists primarily of titles and not the actual grants, we cannot be sure of the
identity of the grantors. Probably they were only the relevant rulers of these cities, and
not the Greek people approached by theoroi; for such missions might be expected to
have left some trace in the abundant epigraphy of Delphi, as they had earlier. The link
with Panhellenic games frequently seen in the Aegean area is not visible now. In this
period we also begin to see granted inviolability in Egypt, where the inscriptions show
that only the king was the grantor (as does the one Seleucid grant for a temple not in the
territory of a city but on royal land, 218).
The sequence of honor makes it clear that "sacred and inviolable" was a lesser prize than
"autonomy": it is obtained earlier and on the coins yields its place to autonomy when
space is lacking. It is questionable whether the granting of inviolability constituted a real
loss of power to the king. The traditional reading of civic inviolability as betokening the
decline of Seleucid power is valid in this sense: the title spreads in the context of the
competition of the rival monarchs for the loyalty of the cities; but it was that competition,
not some significant waiving of authority by the declaration of asylia, that caused the
Seleucid decline. I suggest that what the kings were granting was honor, not power. We
may compare the inflation in court titles in the late Hellenistic monarchies ("first friend,"
etc.): these titles reveal the king's favor and perhaps the recipient's influence at court,
but they surrendered no specified power.
The Republican Provinces
With the coming of Roman provincial administration, Rome supplanted Greek public
opinion as the highest source of law and became final arbiter of questions of status.
Romans, when asked for confirmation, granted what they thought asylia meanta temple's
right of asylum, temporary refuge from civil law; and accordingly that is what it did mean
henceforth, as far as the Roman authorities were concerned. The extant acts now are
almost all confirmations, not new rights, and by Rome alone.93 It seems therefore that
the Romans were already uneasy about the matter once they found themselves
responsible for the consequences; the Senate in 22 was enlarging upon an old
uneasiness.
A.D.

Support of Mithridates in the 80s cost many Greek cities their privileges, including the
asylia of temples; the great dynasts of the last generation of the Republic, acting as
benefactors to their Greek supporters, restored much of these losses, most systematically
the dictator Caesar in the 40s through the agency of Servilius Isauricus in Asia.94 At
Ephesus in the time of Augustus the asylia of
B.C.

93. A probable exception on both scores is the temple of Hecate at Stratoniceia in 81 B.C., which Panhellenic
recognition rendered inviolable; Aphrodisias, with its special relationship with Rome, may also represent a new grant
in the first century B.C.; and Soli-Pompeiopolis in Cilicia and Nicopolis in Epirus may owe their titles to their lounders.
94. Cf. J. and L. Robert, Hellenica VI (1948) 37-42.
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Artemis was felt to cause a problem for public order; this attracted the emperor's
strictures and perhaps established a precedent for the review of 22.
A.D.

The Roman Empire
Inviolability continues to be seen in Greek civic titulature into the late third centuryas
long as civic coinage lasts. But we can claim no certain addition to the list of inviolable
places in imperial times: no new recognition is extant on stone, and the title "sacred and
inviolable" on coins, because it is displayed so selectively, is not adequate evidence to
show a new privilege as distinct from a traditional one intermittently advertised. I
conclude that in 22 the Senate ratified existing rights but forbade the creation of new
asylums. This has been my assumption in interpreting the Roman material: but it cannot
be excluded that some emperor broke with tradition and granted the title anewHadrian,
for example, under whom we see so many places advertising asylia for the first time
(though I take this as a by-product of the expanded right of coining), or some emperor in
the third century.95
A.D.

As to refuge, the Roman government may in effect have abolished this in Greek cities.
That would be a surprising intrusion by the central government into the legal affairs of
the cities; but in fact attestations of flight to a temple in the Roman Empire are quite few.
There was moreover the palliative of statues of the emperor. And there soon came to be
a further palliative in the new civic title neokoros. This might be said to succeed and to
upstage asylia in two senses: the neocorate temples, because they housed the cult of the
emperor, had the right of asylum; and as an honor and object of competition, the
neokoria came to be the new religious entitlement to seek, to be selected as the
province's host for the provincial temple of the emperor, a cult of more than local
patronage for a god honored by all the Greeks.
This matter ended with paganism.96 But in late antiquity imperial legislation granting the
right of asylum to Christian churches became part of the legal inheritance of medieval
Europe and was often cited by the church in order to guard its jurisdiction over its own
properties against intrusion by secular government.
95. Attractive possibilities for a new grant in imperial times are Aezani, Trajanopolis, Capitolias, Dura-Europus. It is
well known that the second century A.D. witnessed a classicizing affectation (see Nilsson, GGR II 721, for its religious
side); but this archaism cannot tell us whether signaling the title on coins indicates the new acquisition of it, imperial
renewal of a title formerly enjoyed, or merely the local advertising of an ancient title that had never been lost.
96. For us, it virtually ends with the cessation of Greek civic coinage in the 270s
titulature; but see the case of Perge.

A.D.

and our best evidence on civic
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The Documents
Terminology
Thanks above all to the work of Schlesinger and of Gauthier, the Greek terminology for
legal immunity is well studied and well understood. I focus here on what is pertinent to
the inviolability of places. In Latin the meaning and use of the key term are
straightforward: there is only the noun, asylum, with only one meaning, a sacred place in
which one can take refuge from pursuers. The noun is concrete, not abstract: ius asyli is a
genitive of analogy, "the right of an asylum," comparable to ius Latii. There is no cognate
adjective; what served to render
, the formula that emerges suddenly in Greek
in the third century , was sanctus et inviolatus / inviolabilis.1
B.C.

The word itself was of course borrowed from Greek; but Greek usage was different and
more complicated. To express "refuge,"
and its verb were conventional and
versatile, applicable to the place or the act, and to the sacred or the profane; less
common was
(e.g., Xen. An. 2.4.22). When the Septuagint translators wanted a
special word to designate the "cities of refuge" prescribed in Numbers, they coined
; they did not avail themselves of the phrase "sacred and inviolable" that was
spreading among eastern cities in their own time.2 Neither does Polybius when he
describes the treaty relationship that some cities had with Rome whereby they could
receive
1. An early instance at Caes. BGall. 3.9.3, of envoys. A mannered writer, wanting to echo the Greek more literally,
used a quite recherché term, inspoliatus: [Sall.] Resp. 1.2.7, in the civil war men fled to Pompey "as debtors use a
sacred and inviolable temple," quasi sacro et inspoliato fano debitores usi (for this analogy cf. Cic. QRosc. 30: sicut
in aram confugit in huius domum). Inspoliatus means "unplundered," not "unplunderable," at Verg. Aen. 11.594
and Quint. 7.1.33. Cf. Tac. Hist. 4.58.6: castra incorrupta et intemerata servari.
2. LXX Num. 35:6: "You will give the Levites six cities of refuge (
murderer to flee there"; 11-15 (only unintentional

(Footnote continued on next page)

) which you will give to the
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Roman exiles with impunity:
Such a treaty relationship, not sacred inviolability, is also what the Seleucid monarchy is
said to have established with Aradus (for which Strabo offers no noun; see above, p. 11).
The privative of
, to "plunder," is first attested in the adjective,
. Widely applied, it
is not of itself a religious term,4 and it can be either descriptive or prescriptive,
"unviolated" or "inviolable." The earliest occurrence is in the Naupactians' law on land
tenure around 500 : ''Whatever someone plants, he is to be inviolable" for it, not subject
to legal seizure.5 In literature it appears first in Parmenides' poem, applied to Being, which
cannot be increased or diminished:
.6 Medea calculates where
she might find a
to which to flee; it did not need, or prove, to be literally sacred
land, only Athens.7 For her, as for any number of refugees, safety was gained by crossing
a political boundary, so long as her host agreed not to send her back.
B.C.

The noun
is abstract and has no Latin parallel: one grants, recognizes, asylia.8 This
was a privilege commonly granted to a foreigner by a city, immunity
(Footnote continued from previous page)
murder is thus protected from the avenger, with trial guaranteed), 32 (refuge not to be purchased); cf. Deut. 4:4143, 19:1-7; Josh. 20-21; 1 Chron. 6:57, 67.
3. Polyb. 6.14.8; bibliography at Walbank, Comm. I 682-683.
4. The people of Toulouse achieved
Cf. Theoph. Sym. 2.7:

for their gold by putting it at the bottoms of lakes: Poseid. FGrHist 87 F 33.
owing to their fortifications.

5. IG IX.12 609.6-9 (= M./L. 13; R. Koerner, Inschrifiliche Gesetzestexte [Cologne 1993] 47).
6. 8.47-48 D.-K. For "unalterable" compare the famous poem from Rome concerning the sacred precinct established by
Herodes Atticus:
(IGUrbRom III 1155.71-74). Antiochus
I of Commagene, dedicating villages to the gods, stipulates that the revenue is "an inviolable possession of the gods"
(
, IGLSyrie I 1.199-200 = OGIS 383), just as his statement is written in inviolable letters on sanctified
pillars (8) or inviolable steles (110). Cf. Theodoret Cyr. Rel. hist. praef.:
(PG 82.1284B).
7. Eur. Med. 386-388:
; answered at 728
(
) and in the lyric praise of Athens at 825-826 (
). "Unviolated" at Eur. Hel. 61 and 1587
and Pl. Leg. 866D; cf. Moretti, I. stor. ellen. II 76, officials praised because they rendered the meeting place of the
Amphictyony secure,
.
8. An exception is found at Jos. AJ 16.168: in an (apocryphal) edict of Agrippa to Ephesus, those who steal the sacred
moneys of the Jews and flce into asyliai (
) can be seized, by the same law as for hierosyloi.
An expression "right of asylia" (e.g.,
) would be redundant and does not seem to occur in Greek.
Schol. Ar. Thesm. 224,
, may reflect a late date and Latin influence;
but J. Jaenisch (De Graecorum asylis [Göttingen 1868] 27 n. 1) would emend to
.
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from reprisal and seizure, often phrased as the right to import and export
in
war and peace.9 This meant that when a foreign city had some claim against his own, or
when the two states were at war, he was nonetheless immune from seizure by the
foreign city. This was not a technical term, and one used synonyms easily.10 Nor was
there any connection with cult in this privilegethat is, there is nothing religious about it: a
merchant (say) granted asylia was in no way sacred, and the consequence of the grant
was purely juridical: access to the courts of the foreign city.
A literal equivalent of the Latin asylum, a concrete noun
meaning a
, is
altogether rare,11 and virtually confined to Ptolemaic Egypt; the Latin term can be
reckoned an instance of Egypt's prominence in the Hellenism of Rome. We find some part
of the temple of Poseidon outside Carystus in Euboea called the
,12 but this can have
no bearing on the Panhellenic declarations of asylia for entire sites; perhaps it is merely
the "holy of holies" that many temples had, under various names, or some adjunct
building.13
By contrast, a new phrase emerges suddenly in documents of the third century , when,
in a novel diplomatic gesture, places are declared inviolable. Normal usage in these
documents is that a temple is declared
, a city
B.C.

9. For the right of reprisal and the problems it raises for the historian see Gauthier, Symbola 209-284; B. Bravo,
AnnPisa X.3 (1980) 675-987, with Gauthier, RHD 60 (1982) 553-576.
10. Thus in otherwise identical decrees honoring soldiers in 208 B.C., Lilaea uses
and
interchangeably
(
, FD III.4 132-135; cf. Gauthier, Les cités grecques et leurs bienfaiteurs [Paris 1985] 164-169; O.
Masson, REG 106 [1993] 163-167). So too the Amphictyonic decree IG II2 1132:
(9),
(12; cf. Daux,
Delphes 357 n. 3; Flacelière, Aitoliens 121 n. 3). In the treaty of friendship between Sardes and Miletus Staatsvertr. III
407, movement
(8) is then called
(14); in IG VII 302 (Oropus)
.
11. Themist. Or. 15.190c (I 275.22 Downey),
, reflects Roman law, for by now it was true that only
some temples had the "right of asylum"; cf. Philostorg. 12.3:
(A.D. 408); HA Heliog. 2.3: in
templum dei Heliogabali confugisse, velut in asylum. See also on Amyzon and Stratoniceia, and p.90.
12. T. W. Jacobsen and P. M. Smith, Hesperia 37 (1968) 189: decree to be erected
. On the temple see R. W. M. Schumacher, in Greek Sanctuaries, ed.
N. Marinatos and R. Hagg (London/New York 1993) 77-80 (citing
at Eur. Cyc. 295). At Megalopolis,
in a fragmentary context,
(Syll.3 665.29); at Chrysippus SVF II 1000 (Gell. 7.2.13) perfugiunt ad fati
necessitatem tamquam in aliquod fani asylum.
13. E.g., Dion. Hal. Ant. Rom. 1.69.1:
; glossed by 67.1:
; cf. 69.3:
;
Polyb. 16.12.7:
(Arcadia); in Egypt P.Lond. VII 1975 (of Demeter); OGIS 56.59:
and OGIS
90:
(those who clothe the statue can go into the adyton; cf. I.Sardis 22); cf. Robert, Op. min. sel. V 498-500.
The inner sanctum, however, would be a strange place to publish an inscription; a decree of Callatis was inscribed
(Dacia 1 [1924] 139 no. 2.41-42), but the character of this "interior" is uncertain. On
Plot. 1.6.7.4 (
) see E. R. Dodds, Pagan and Christian (Cambridge 1965) 94 n. 4.
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and its territory
.14 The pair became a catch phrase by the end of the
Hellenistic period, applied metaphorically to many things praised as sacrosanct. Philo is
exceedingly fond of the phrase; a Roman of Martial's time had a pair of slaves named
Hierus and Asylus;15 in the third century a city in Lydia claimed to have a ''sacred and
inviolable worldwide festival."16 Synonyms found in the authors, such as
,17 are
almost unknown in the documents.
Modern scholars often call these texts "treaties" and seek some pragmatic motive on the
part of a grantor for establishing such a relationship with the other state. In fact, in both
form and vocabulary, the documents are not treaties and are not bilateral. They are
unilateral "recognitions" of a fact, the inviolability of a place. This, we sometimes are
told, is "added to the laws" of the grantor; like laws, these acts contain no oaths to
guarantee the behavior of the grantor. At least in the third century , the grants were
usually obtained from as wide a spectrum of the Greek people as the recipient could
canvas; hence the identity and ''motive" of any one grantor cannot be invoked as the
occasion or explanation of the act. The recipient initiated these doings.
B.C.

Problematic Evidence
Ordinary Greek respect for sacred space is not the subject of this book: it is not therefore
a collection of every episode in which someone takes refuge in a temple, whether
successfully or not. Our topic is declared inviolability. Various difficulties, however, attend
the proper definition of the evidence for this.
14. The order "inviolable and sacred" is found in 163; cf. 100.33-34; 129.18; 154.32; 157.13. So too Plut. Ti.
Gracch. 21.5 (of the tribune of the plebs; the usual order at 14.4 and 15.2); Arist. 21.2 (Plataea); Mor. 604A (the
isolation of an exile can be an "inviolable and sacred life"), 270F-271A (the wall of Rome is
); cf. 76oc (defend lovers "as though inviolable and untouchable temples,"
). In Latin, Cic. Verr. 2.4.103: the temple of Juno on Malta tanta religione semper fuit ut
non modo illis Punicis bellis ... sed etiam hac praedonum multitudine semper inviolaturn ("unviolated") sanctumque;
Sil. Ital. 16.16: inviolabile ... sacrunque caput; Gell. 6.18.1: inviolate sancteque.
15. Ep. 9.103, with CIL VI 280 and 30728. The personal name "
: in Latin, citations at TLL II 991, where it is
called a slave name. See, however, IG II2 3799 (an Athenian doctor) and SGDI 2057 (a citizen of Amphissa), both
late Hellenistic.
16. Malay, I. Manisa Museum 48: panegyriarch of

.

17. E.g., Aesch. Pers. 349 ("Is the city of the Athenians still unplundered?"); Eur. Med. 825-826, quoted above (p.
31); Hell. Oxy. 16.3 (not the region previously attacked but "another one that was unphundered"); Anth. Gr. 9.151.7
(at Corinth only the Nereids are unplundered); Dion. Hal. Ant. Rom. 1.68.4 (Troy unplunderable thanks to the
Palladium); Diod. 36.5.3 (Lilybacum an impregnable city); Marin. V.Procli 27 (temple of Asclepius still unplundered). For
see p. 48.
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1. Many cases of asylia are known to us only through titles seen on coins, and these often
date only from the Roman imperial period. Inscribing civic titles on coins came to be a
habit in the East in the second century , and it spread elsewhere only in imperial times
and often halfheartedly. What is the import of this sort of evidence for the date of the
recognition?
B.C.

First, the silence of coins needs to be carefully assessed. It is clear that cities might be
selective in their display of titles, and the selections tend to exhibit a hierarchy.18 In late
Hellenistic times, a city that is first "sacred and inviolable" and later "autonomous" will
give all three words when there is space, but when there is not will abbreviate the first
title, so as to produce "sacred and autonomous,'' or omit it entirely and inscribe only
''autonomous." This represents not the loss of inviolability but the fact that "sacred" alone
will serve for the whole title when space is wanting,19 and when not even that much will
fit the more prestigious title was displayed. In a city of the Roman Empire, neocoria is
more prized than asylia, and colonial status more prized than both: a colony will typically
supplant all previous Greek honors with the emblems and language of Rome. And in
Roman times traditional titles inscribed on coins can appear and disappear in successive
years or even the same year, this is not evidence for changes in status.
Hellenistic coins are more consistent in their advertising, when indeed cities had fewer
honors among which to select. But even in the Hellenistic period we find occasional
silences that are meaningless, or abbreviations or condensation that can obscure the
evidence. A clear instance of abbreviation is Tyre between 140 and 126; of omission,
Beirut, and probably Antioch between 93 and 48
B.C.

The tendency to abbreviate is usually unproblematic for us: when on the coins of some
city IEPA or even IEP alternates indifferently with IEPA or IEPA , we can easily
recognize all these as abbreviations for
. Some scholars have treated these as
two titles, distinct and separable.20 Seyrig, who has been widely followed, argued that
they were in fact sequential as well as distinct: that a city must first be declared "sacred"
by its sovereign and
18. Seyrig, Scripta numism. 262; cf. Ant. syr. IV 74 (autonomy tends to take precedence). Cf. A. Houghton and
S. Bendall, ANSMN 33 (1988) 72 n. 4 (silences are meaningless by the late first century B.C.).
19. Ascalon is unique in sometimes omitting "sacred" rather than "inviolable." In the inscribed recognitions sometimes
only one of the two words is used (e.g., 88.37, and often in the Tean material).
20. In particular Bickerman, Institutions 154-155; Rostovtzeff, SEHHW 845 ("by becoming 'holy' the city perhaps
acquired certain privileges in respect of royal taxation; by being asylos it may have been exempted from royal
jurisdiction"); recently, see, for example, A. Mastrocinque, AttiVen 135 (1976-77) 18; G. Dagron and D. Feissel,
Inscriptions de Cilicie (Paris 1987) 73 ("le double privilège de consécration et d'asylie").

Page 35

then would seek from the rest of the Greek world recognition as "inviolable."21 He
thought to prove this from several instances where IEPA seems to be found earlier than
IEPA or the like. But the instances that he alleged are of dubious chronology, and his
thesis ignored the extent and randomness of abbreviation.22 More important, there is no
inscribed example of the procedure that he envisaged; in particular, he was mistaken in
thinking that Seleucid kings did not declare their own cities "inviolable," only "sacred.'' To
the contrary, inscriptions by the score make explicit that ''sacred and inviolable" is one
item, granted in a stroke, and not two recognitions distinct in substance, juridical origin,
and date. The phrase means "sacred and (therefore) inviolable," and where space was
lacking on a coin, "sacred" was sufficient to imply the whole.23
The habit of putting titles on coins started in one region, Syria-Phoenicia, and never
became universal even in Roman times. Not a few cases of asylia are known only by coin
evidence of Roman date, sometimes quite latetypically in areas where inscriptions are
few and also coins of Hellenistic date. This silence too I take as meaningless, for in
several instances the chance survival of an early inscription reveals that the grant of
inviolability dates to the Hellenistic period and is not new when we first see it on the
coins centuries later (e.g., Soli-Pompeiopolis). Likewise, some cities exhibit inviolability
on coins after a hiatus of even centuries after first signaling it in the Hellenistic period;
such silences cannot safely be taken to represent abolition and restoration of the title. By
contrast, the many inscriptions of the Roman Empire have revealed no new grant of
inviolability. Accordingly my assumption is that the review of 22/3 led to the ending of
new grants of asylia, and that all known instances of the title derive form Hellenistic
grants; but I would stress that for many cases this cannot be demonstrated.
A.D.

We have seen the traditional rhetorical flourish of calling a city "holy." At a few cities, it
happens that no more than IEP or IEPA is ever found on
21. Syria 12 (1939) 35-39 (Ant. syr. III 1-5); accepted: e.g., Bickerman, RPhil 65 (1939) 339 n. 3 (Religions 219);
Gauthier, Symbola 224-226; contra: Herrmann, "Antiochos" 129. Seyrig's examples were Seleuceia, Ascalon, and
Sidon. (Aware that some cities did not have sovereigns. Seyrig thought that these would declare themselves
sacred. Were it so easy, what city would not?)
22. The best evidence for distinguishing the two terms is in fact verbal: Dagron/Feissel 134 no. 86:
(below, p. 470); 153.20:
.
23. Cf. 88.37. An epigraphical example from a different institution: a tribune of the plebs is frequently called "sacred
and inviolable" in Greek, but in Mon.Anc. 5.17 Augustus is voted tribunician power
/ sacrosanctus ut essem;
compare Dion. Hal. Ant. Rom. 9.1.4, where the tribune is simply
. Here too the implication is that the full
phrase has the logic "sacred and therefore inviolable."
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the coins.24 I have included these as representing declared inviolability, but it is possible
that this is no more than that flourish, which is not confined to literature but can be found
in inscriptions of imperial date. Where there is ambiguity, I have left the text in
majuscules, as IEPA might be either
or
. I have not, however, included in
the corpus the instances in which political organs are called "sacred": the sacred boule or
demos,25 or indeed "sacred" of the imperial house; these reflect the rhetoric of the age
and do not derive from some formal declaration.
Second, the referent of the adjective is a problem. Inscriptions are of course explicit in
recognizing either the temple or the city and country. Most coins apply the title of
inviolability to the city-state; for example,
, where the implied
feminine noun is taken to be
.26 How literally should we take this? The great god of
Antioch, Apollo of Daphne, had his temple outside the city proper; the usual Hellenistic
practice would suggest that the temple, not the city and country, was declared inviolable,
and Malalas supports this. But the coins later show
.
Moreover, what the Roman Empire allowed to be inviolable were temples, not whole
cities with their territories: the coin legends in imperial times simply cannot be literal,
because all rights of asylum, whatever their form before Roman rule, had been reduced
to the relevant temple precinct. The case of Mopsuestia is explicit: before and during
Roman rule, the coins show
; but a Roman confirmation inscribed on
stone reveals that what enjoyed asylia by then was a temple of Isis, not the city and
country. Thus the civic title does not allow us to deduce with confidence the form of the
original granttemple versus city and country. That the phrase is ambiguous on this score,
whether the grant of inviolability was to temple or to city and country, testifies to the
unity of the topic. Note, however, that no definitive instance of overlap is on
recordnamely, where we have both the original grant on stone (Mopsuestia is a Roman
renewal, Antioch is on the dubious authority of Malalas) and later coins that give
.
The possible exception is the unusual application of the adjective directly to the
god"inviolable Artemis," for instance (so at Ephesus, Nicaea, Perge, Side, and Sillyum; cf.
Aphrodisias). This may be an explicit statement that the right
24. So Epidaurus, Nicopolis in Cilicia, Hyde, Selinus, Mallus, Olba, Damascus, Byblos, Raphia, Nicopolis in Epirus.
25.
: e.g., Hadrianeia (von Aulock 1130-1131), Hadrianotherae (1147), Aezani (3336), Cadi (BMC Phrygia
117-118), Acmoneia (von Aulock 8311), Daldis (8223), Laodicea on the Lycus (8414), Aphrodisias (2444), Tralles
(3281-3283), Tabae (La Carie II pp. 139, 146), Apollonia Salbace (La Carie p. 267). Perge may be exceptional, cf. p.
451. On this usage see J. H. Oliver, The Satred Gerousia, Hesperia Suppl. 6 (Athens 1941), esp. 28-38.
26. Note, however, at Nysa-Scythopolis

(p. 538).
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pertained from the start to the temple rather than to the city and country; but as no
instance of this usage dates from before Roman rule, when only temples come into the
question, caution is in order.
Byblos in Phoenicia presents a special problem. The convention of using civic titles seems
to have originated in Phoenicia. Among the municipal coinages granted by Antiochus IV
ca. 170 Tyre, Sidon, and Byblos show titles in Phoenician, the first in the history of
money: Tyre is "mother of the Sidonians"; Sidon is "mother of Cambe, Hippo, Citium, and
Tyre"; Byblos is ''the holy" (''in Gebal the holy"). This last may pertain to our topic, and I
have included Byblos in the corpus. Later, Byblos put
IEPA on its coins; this may
well mean
, but the consistent use of the form IEPA and the attested
Phoenician precedent are suggestive: this title may reflect a different origin from the
Hellenistic Greek declared title "sacred and inviolable." The alternative would be
troubling: if the Phoenician inscription indeed represents declared inviolability, then little
Byblos would be the first city outside the Aegean to win it, anticipating great cities like
Tyre and Seleuceia. I think it more likely that, like Tyre and Sidon in 170, Byblos is
making a claim rooted in Phoenician history and myth, which only accidentally looks like
the granted Greek title that (to judge from the rest of our evidence) began to spread in
this area only a generation later.
B.C.,

Finally, the coins are silent on another scorecult. In the recognitions preserved on stone,
it is repeatedly explicit that asylia depends upon a cult and marks the special sacredness
of a place; this cannot be proved for most of the cases in the Greek East, where normally
all that we see is the use of the civic title "sacred and inviolable." We have explicit
instances of the cultic connection only at Mopsuestia and (probably) at Antioch. In
commenting on each case I have remarked on the chief cult of the city, but the relevance
of this, and the correct identification of the god honored by the title, is in most cases
suppositious. No one would deduce from the coins or any other testimony that asylia at
Mopsuestia came in honor of Isis, as the inscribed recognition shows.
2. In some instances of the phrase
, it is difficult to be confident whether or not
this betokens the Panhellenic declaration. I have included 228, thinking that in a
Ptolemaic edict the word
would not be idle, but have relegated 230 among the
doubtful cases. These two foundation texts are quite similar; and there is no other
instance in the corpus of a new temple obtaining inviolability, which normally marks a cult
of established and widespread patronage. If these two have an affinity that sets them
apart from other recognitions, that may be consistent with the suggested literary origin of
228.
A speech found in Polybius presents a similar problem. The Acarnanian at Sparta in 211
alleges that "inviolable temples" were plundered by the evil Aetolians (9.34.8-10):

Page 38

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
These dared to lay their hands even upon inviolable temples: Timaeus plundered that of Poseidon at Taenarum
and the temple of Artemis at Lusi, Pharycus robbed the precinct of Hera at Argos, Polycritus that of Poseidon at
Mantineia.

Does this mean temples of a certain legislated class, or just "holy temples," that is, all
temples?27 The claim here is partisan and inflammatory, and I believe that this list must
be regarded with caution as testimony for declared inviolability. Elsewhere Polybius may
make an explicit reference to such declarations (4.18.9-12): the temple of Artemis at Lusi
"is considered inviolable among the Greeks" (
); and an extant
Aetolian decree of personal inviolability for the Lusiates may be relevant. I discuss Lusi
and Taenarum (on which there is other evidence) in the corpus but have not taken
Polybius' list as sufficient evidence for the other two.
Again, writers on Pompey's campaign against the pirates preserve a tradition about their
depredations.28 According to Plutarch (Pomp. 24.4-5) they took 1,000 ships and 400 cities
and plundered temples that had heretofore been unviolated, which he lists:

Is this to be treated as a list of temples that had been declared inviolable? A literal
rendering makes this doubtful: "temples that had previously been unviolated and
untouched." Certainly there is overlap with cases of declared asylia known independently,
as one might expect: Apollo of Claros, Hera of Samos, Apollo of Didyma, possibly others.
But I would conclude that Plutarch's list of victims cannot be relied on to argue for
granted asylia.29
It happens that the Roman law of 58 (see p. 52) granting tax exemption to Delos
makes a similar claim about the pirates, but without listing victims (apart from Delos)
and without attributing any special status to these temples: praedones, quei orbem
te[r]rarum complureis [annos vexarint (?), fan] a delubra simu[la]cra deorum
B.C.

27. 16.13.2 presents the phrase as a metaphor (above, pp. 7 n. 19, 30 n. 1).
28. See the comments of Flacelière and Chambry, eds., Plutarque Vies VIII (Paris 1973) 293-295.
29. Compare the list at Eur. Cyc. 290-296, Greek sacred places protected against Trojan raids.
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inmor [t]aleium loca religio[sissuma devast]arint. Here it is evident that we have the
elative, not a legislated class of temple.
3. On Melos in the time of Nero a priest of Zeus dedicated to Zeus and the heavenly gods
a wall that he had built around
(IG XII Suppl. 165). Rather than
reflecting a specially granted title, this is partly the rhetoric of praise, comparable to the
punning
of temples of the emperor (above, p. 7 n. 21), partly one man's
articulation of the fact that any temple of the emperor had the right of refuge and thus
might appropriately be described with this now-traditional phrase.
4. "Inviolable" boundaries (like that quoted above, p. 3) are evidence of traditional sacred
land, not of some granted extra inviolability; the term occurs in this context as early as
the fifth century and therefore must be regarded as inconclusive as evidence for
declared inviolability when we find such boundaries in the Hellenistic age. Inscriptions
themselves may be dedicated and thus become sacred; for example, IG IX.12 138:
; and they may be the object of inflated rhetoric like the
"inviolable steles" of Antiochus of Commagene (p. 31 n. 6).
B.C.

5. It is possible that a story about the "sacred life" of some city of the remote past, told in
later times, reflects an actual declaration of inviolability in the Hellenistic period that has
left no trace in the documentary evidence. Thus the cases of Dodona and some others in
old Greece are suggestive, but no more; I have mentioned them briefly in what follows.
6. I have included the Ptolemaic declarations for temples, different as these appear from
the Panhellenic recognitions of the Greek world (to exclude them would have meant also
excluding 218, the Seleucid declaration for Zeus of Baetocaece), and inevitably the
Roman confirmations, whose substance is much like the Ptolemaic grants. I have not
included the late imperial grants of asylum to Christian churches,30 a phenomenon that
recreated the traditional immunity of pagan Greek temples but seems to have no
connection with the Hellenistic declarations studied here.
Under these restrictions, a coherent body of evidence emerges, and a coherent historical
episode.
The Corpus
In presenting the evidence I have given numbers to the documents that change the
statusrecognitions and confirmationsbut not to secondary references to the existing
status. These last, whether inscriptions, coins, or literature, I have quoted as fully as
seemed useful. This limitation is made necessary by the more abundant coinages: it
would be distracting and pointless to describe every coin
30. Cod. Theod. 9.45; L. Wenger, Philotogus 86 (1931) 426-454.
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of Tyre inscribed
; for such data, tabulation will serve. But for cities whose
titles are attested quite meagerly, I have presented such secondary references in rather
more detail. The order of the recipients is first by geographical regions (mainland Greece,
the Aegean and western Anatolia, the remainder of Anatolia, Syria, Egypt, Rome); within
these, by date, and from more certain instances to less. The grants are highly formulaic; I
have provided translations only selectively, where this seemed most helpful to the reader
or the most efficient way to indicate my interpretation.
In the lemmas I have tried to confine bibliographical citations to specific treatments of
the individual texts; more general historical comments are cited in the course of the
discussion. The equals sign refers to inscriptions, not editions: it is meant as a
convenience for readers, to signal other places where an inscription may be read.
Sigla
[] a restoration
a modern correction of an ancient error: addition of an omitted letter
<> when unexplained in the apparatus, correction of an ancient error when
the latter is given in the apparatus
() a modern expansion of an abbreviation
{} ancient material but superfluous, to be deleted
[{}]an ancient deletion
*

a modern correction of an early modern copy, when the stone is lost
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Before Hellenism
Several episodes from the classical past can be understood as the historical precedents
and models for declared inviolability in the Hellenistic period. As Spanheim first saw, the
legend of Elis shows clearly that "sacred and inviolable" means immune from war. The
recognitions for Elis and Plataea, whose genesis is described in some detail, have in
common an association with Panhellenic games, as does Delphi by implication; this was
to be the most common associate of declared asylia also in the third century. All three
episodes, however, include an oath sworn by the grantors: this is in striking contrast to
Hellenistic practice, when our documents never contain an oath.
Elis
The Hellenistic Greeks were much impressed with the story of the sacred life of the
primitive Eleans: after the Heracleidae returned to the Peloponnesus, Elis was declared
sacred and inviolable so that the Eleans, to be custodians of the Olympic games, could
lead a sacred life, immune from waralthough this lapsed in historical times. Ephorus
supplied a version, which Strabo retells; a rather different version is given by Diodorus;
and Polybius comments more generally on the matter. I summarize the passages:
Ephorus FGrHist 70 115 (Strab. 8.3.33): the Aetolians, ancestrally from Elis, helped the
Heracleidae return and then won from the Epeians Elis and the oversight (
) of the
temple at Olympia. With the consent of the Heracleidae, "all readily took an oath that
Elean territory is to be sacred to Zeus and that whoever should come against this land in
arms is accursed (
F
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), accursed also are any who fail to defend
Elis to the best of their ability. As a result those who later founded the city of the Eleans
left it unwalled." Armies passing through the country relinquished their weapons; and
Iphitus held the Olympic contest, "the Eleans being sacred" (
). Hence the
increase in population, for while others had wars the Eleans and their guests enjoyed
. As the Eleans possessed no weapons "on account of the peace" (
),
they could not prevent the forcible intrusion of Pheidon of Argos;1 after which they took up
arms and with Spartan help expelled him.

Diod. 8.1: "The Eleans being populous and well governed, the Spartans became suspicious
of their increase (
) and joined in arranging their common life, so that they would enjoy
peace and have no experience of the works of war. They dedicated them to the god, with
almost all Greeks joining in the grant (
).
Hence the Eleans did not join in the war against Xerxes2 but were excused because of their
tendance of the god's honor (
). And domestically, in the
civil wars of the Greeks, no one troubled them, as all were eager to preserve their country
and city as sacred and inviolable (
). But
many generations later they both joined in campaigns and themselves initiated wars."

Polyb. 4.73.9-74.1: the rural, prosperous, and just character of the Eleans reflects above all
"the sacred life they once practiced, when, having received a grant from the Greeks for the
sake of the Olympic contest, they inhabited Elis sacred and unplunderable, so that they
were inexperienced of any catastrophe or military difficulty"

(
Later, when they had been attacked by Arcadia over possession of Lasion and the Pisatis3
and "forced to defend their land and change their way of life, they no longer had the least
care to recover from the Greeks their ancient and ancestral inviolability but remained in the
same condition" (
1. Mentioned by Pausanias (6.22.2, under the eighth Olympiad).
2. Cf. Strab. 10.2.25 (Ephorus F 123), explaining why the Acarnanians did not participate in the Trojan Wara story they
told the Romans in order to win autonomy.
3. The events of 365-363

: cf. Swoboda, "Elis," RE 5 (1905) 2403-2405; Walbank, Comm. I 526.

B.C.
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)unwisely, says Polybius, who proceeds to describe the blessings of peace.
Phlegon's book on the Olympic Games (FGrHist 257 1; Parke/Wormell no. 489): after the
establishment of the games, the Peloponnesians entrusted the Eleans to conduct them
and to proclaim the sacred truce (ekecheiria). Later, when the Eleans wanted to help the
Spartans besiege Helos,4 the Pythian oracle was consulted: "Leaders of the Eleans,
keeping straight the custom of your fathers, protect the fatherland and abstain from war,
maintaining common friendship for the Greeks each time the benevolent fifth year comes"
(
). In the face of this
oracle "they abstained from war and took care of the Olympia"
(
).
F

Compare Diod. 37.7.1: Sulla got lots of booty here, because the temple had remained
, "unviolated/inviolable from time immemorial."5
It has long been recognized that this claim of primitive Elean neutrality is a fiction of the
classical period, with a political motive.6 Our versions disagree as to the date at which
Elis abandoned its neutralitythe seventh century (Ephorus, Phlegon), the fourth
(Polybius), "many generations" after the Persian Wars (Diodorus). More to the point, we
know that Elis was not neutral in early times; we have the Eleans' military alliance with
Heraea in the sixth century (Staatsvertr. II 110). And in fact their involvement in the
Persian Wars is (and was) well known (Hdt. 9.77; M./L. 27.9), as is their participation in
the Peloponnesian War.
This fiction reflects the Panhellenic aspirations of the late classical period.7 Pausanias, by
contrast, reports extensively on the early history of Elis and the Olympia; informed by
local sources and with no thesis to argue, he knows nothing of immunity from war and
mentions Elean participation against the Trojans and the Persians (see especially 5.4).
In Ephorus/Strabo, the word asylia does not occur:
is sufficient to signal immunity
from war, evoking the traditional image of a "sacred people." The story in Phlegon
associates abstention from war (a permanent condition) with
4. At the mouth of the Eurotas; the date is toward the seventh century
recorded at Paus. 3.2.7.

, if this is the initial Spartan conquest

B.C.

5. Cf. Diod. 31.34: Orophernes of Cappadocia plundered a temple of Zeus that "was from of old inviolable/unviolated":
. Compare Thuc. 8.24.3 (
), Macrob. 3.67 (Delphi).
6. References at Walbank 526, seeing it as anti-Spartan propaganda. E. Meyer, Geschichte III2 (Stuttgart 1937) 342,
suggested as ultimate source the book of Hippias of Elis on the Olympia (FGrHist 6 F 2).
7. On the Panhellenism of Ephorus see P. Gauthier, REA 68 (1966) 25-31.
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the sacred truce or ekecheiria that pertained only every four years on the occasion of the
games. It is suggestive, finally, that Polybius offers no contemporary example of this
inviolable status to hold up in criticism of the Eleans.
Delphi
Inviolability at Delphi is known to us from diverse and in part contradictory
testimoniesmost fully, the Romans' confirmation of Delphi's privileges. The Amphictyonic
recognitions of Boeotian temples as inviolable give us a sure terminus ante quem in the
220s (which is hardly surprising) for the belief that Pythian Apollo's temple already had
this status, since the status is invoked in them as analogy and precedent.8 We have no
evidence of a Panhellenic declaration of Hellenistic date, despite the unrivaled wealth of
Delphian epigraphy. The claim to inviolability surely rested upon earlier traditions, for
Apollo's was of old a "common temple of the Greeks,"9 and the goal of the "sacred wars"
of earlier times.
The temple of Apollo at Delphi is in the city proper, at its highest point (Paus. 10.9.1). It
is unnecessary to recount the stories of Apollo receiving and protecting refugees of
various stripes; Orestes and Ion come to mind. Familiar too is the noninvolvement of
Delphi in war, and the several wars to free the temple from interference by other
powers.10 The foundation legend for the protected status of the temple is given by
Aeschines: the Amphictyonic cities swore to come in aid if anyone should plunder the
god's property (
, 2.115) and to leave the sacred land unworked (3.109). In
Hellenistic times it was said that the Amphictyony had been founded to serve the Greeks
as a common bulwark against the barbarians and a forum for resolving their differences
and maintaining unity (Dion. Hal. Ant. Rom. 4.25). Given this reputation, the Delphians
apparently did not feel the need to seek the recognitions that became
8. 3.7, 4.22. The silence of the Amphictyons in 1 of the 260s is unprobative, as this is merely a summary of a
decree and no such details could be expected. And such analogies are absent from the much fuller Amphictyonic
decrees for Smyrna, Alabanda, and Pergamum. For Teos, the analogy invoked by the Amphictyons and the
Aetolians was not the temple at Delphi but the Artists of Dionysus (132, 133).
9. So the Soteria decrees of 246
Ael. Arist. Panath. 190 Behr:

:

(Nachtergael, Les Galates 435-447);

B.C.

.

10. See Bauslaugh, Neutrality 39-43, on the traditional exemption from war of peoples with Panhellenic sanctuaries; for
Delphi he sees no historical violation of this (in contrast to Olympia).

Page 45

fashionable in the Hellenistic period; probably that would have been demeaning rather
than an increase in honor. To the contrary: the Hellenistic fashion may have been
prompted by the actual demonstration of Delphi's inviolability in the repulse of the Gauls
in 279
B.C.

As for formal recognitions: the Athenian-Spartan truce of 423
guaranteeing all parties access to Delphi (Thuc. 4.118.1):

B.C.

began with a provision

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
Concerning the temple and oracle of Pythian Apollo we agree that anyone who wishes may use it openly and
without fear, in keeping with the ancestral laws.

Two years later the Peace of Nicias likewise began by stipulating unhindered access to
"the common temples" and then specifically guaranteed the "autonomy" of Apollo's
temple and of the Delphians (5.18.2):

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
Concerning the common temples, anyone who wishes may sacrifice and consult and visit in keeping with tradition ...
without fear. The sanctuary and temple of Apollo at Delphi and the Delphians are to enjoy their own laws and taxes
and justice ...

This is not yet the Hellenistic gesture, or "inviolability" at all, but rather a guarantee of
access and independence. Granting "autonomy" to the temple as well as to the Delphians
is odd.11 But this is echoed in the Romans' confirmation of the privileges of Delphi,12 just
as "the common temple of the
11. Despite the special pleading of the commentators: J. Classen, Thukydides V (Berlin 1882) 86: "Uebrigens
verbindet sich der Tempel mit den Bewohnern von Delphi, wie zu einer unzertrennbaren Gemeinde"); G. Daux,
Delphes au IIe et Ie siècle (Paris 1936) 259 n. 1 ("L'un ne va pas sans l'autre; le sort du dieu et le sort de la ville
sont intimement liés"); A. W. Gomme, Historical Commentary on Thucydides III (Oxford 1956) 667 ("The shrine
and the community of Delphians are almost one, at least so bound with one another that one could not be free
without the other"). Stranger still is the phrase "sanctuary and temple'';
is regularly the physical building, and
always so in Thucydides. I wonder if the words
are an intrusive gloss. Commentators
invoke 4.90.2,
, but it is proper so to describe the ditch around the
temple of Apollo Delius.
12. Roman absorption of the ideology of Delphi and its temple is obvious in Sherk, Roman Documents 40 (quoted
below), denouncing Perseus' intervention and invoking the Gauls' attack.
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Greeks" was invoked in the enlargement of the Soteria to Panhellenic status in
commemoration of the defeat of the Gauls.
Granted asylia at Delphi is first seen epigraphically in the Romans' confirmation of the
status in 190 When Manius Acilius Glabrio liberated Delphi from the Aetolians in 191,
he was approached by the city for favorable treatment on a number of mattersstatus,
control of property, domestic political tensions.13 His own response and the subsequent
ones from other Roman authorities are preserved by several fragmentary inscriptions.
B.C.

Concerning counterclaims that worried the Delphians, Glabrio wrote:14

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
Concerning the affairs of the temple, if the Thessalians or any others send embassies, I shall try [in Rome(?) to]
the best of my ability to take care that the ancestral usages concerning the autonomy of the city and the temple
remain in force for you.

Various disputed matters were indeed referred to the Senate. In 189 the consul Spurius
Postumius wrote to the Delphians and to the Amphictyons advising them of the Senate's
favorable action with regard to the status of city and temple:15

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
13. See Holleaux, Etudes V 249-294; Daux 225-270.
14. Roman Documents 37.A.7-10; a further fragment of the list of properties is published by J.-P. Michaud in Etudes
delphiques, BCH Suppl. 4 (Paris 1977) 125-136.
15. FD III.4 353.8-14 (Roman Documents 1). I have collated the surviving fragments; I quote here from the letter to
the Amphictyons, better preserved than that to the Delphians.
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The Delphians' envoys Bulon, Thrasycles, and Orestas [spoke] on the inviolability of the temple and the city and
[country] and on their freedom and tax exemption, asking that it be granted them by the Roman people. Know
that the Senate has decided the temple of Apollo Pythius [to be inviolable and] the city and country of the
Delphians, and the D[elphian]s to be autonomous and free [and tax exempt], living and governing themselves by
them[selves16 and] in control of the sacred land17 [and the sacred har]bor, as was ever their ancestral right.

On the same stone as these two letters are the remains of a later senatorial decree,
probably of 165 , in which we read (17-19):
B.C.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
Concerning the Delphians' [case about the temple being] inviolable, the city free [and autonomous and tax
exempt]: on this matter it has been decided thus: as previously [- - - the Senate(?)] had judged, it has been
decided to remain with that judgment.

These several texts attest a strange mixture of grants, and strange phraseology. Glabrio
in 191 spoke of the autonomy of the city and the temple; Hellenistic texts offer no
parallel for the ''autonomy" of a templebut the Peace of Nicias does. Postumius in 189
responded to an embassy that spoke on two items, the asylia of temple and city and
country, and the freedom and tax exemption of the Delphians; the actual decision
maintained this distinction and added "autonomy" in the second element. So there can be
no doubt that the Romans recognized the inviolability of the temple and city and country.
For this fullness there is no neat analogy, but some similarity at Smyrna, Anaphe, and
Tenos. The later senatus consultum, if it is rightly restored, and allowing for its odd
asyndeton, further defines matters by reserving asylia for the temple and freedom for the
city, a logical distinction and consistent with the later Roman understanding of the nature
of asylum as a category of temple.
We have some possible secondary references to asylia. The Roman letter ca. 171
denouncing Perseus was restored by Nikitsky so as to invoke the inviolability of Delphi
(Roman Documents 40.30-33):
B.C.

16. For the phrase cf. Diod. 14.17.3:
Athenian guarantees for Samos in 405 we have
Autonomia: Its Genesis and Early History [Chico 1982] 45).

(the Thebans for Oropus, ca. 400 B.C.). In the
(IG I3 127.13; cf. M. Ostwald,

17. On this see U. Kahrstedt in Studies ... D. M. Robinson II (Baltimore 1953) 749-757.
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<><><><><><><><><><><><>
[He paid no attention to the security granted by] the god to all those who come [to him nor did he take into
account that the sacredness and inviolability of the city of the Delphians recognized] by all mankind [for both
Greeks] and barbarians from all [time ...]

Livy's account of the speech of Eumenes II to the Senate in 172 (Livy 42.11-15; cf. 40)
lies behind the restoration of the text, but Livy does not there refer to the asylia of the
temple or city.
In advanced imperial times we find in several honorific inscriptions
;18 but
this is the rhetorical flourish typical of the age. A different item is more pertinent. On the
western section of the peribolos wall of the sixth century a boundary statement was
eventually inscribed (FD III.4 512: A with broken bar, large O, open W):
B.C.

This seems to mean "Boundary: place of refuge with respect to the parts below." For the
adjective compare the Delphian decree for Chalcedon (53.5), Caesar's edict for Sardes
(214.48), Plutarch Mor. 166 (
) and Rom. 9.3 (
,
Romulus' asylum on the Capitolium), and a rock-cut inscription in Laconia (IG V.1 1325:
).
E

The wall is at the high side of the temple of Apollo; it cannot be determined which way
the stone originally faced, eastward toward the building or toward the open area to the
west. Neither editor of this text has ventured a date; the writing seems late Hellenistic or
imperial. If this was inscribed under Roman rule, it will reflect the Romans' recognition of
the temple as an asylum and will be consistent with a Roman understanding of the law,
as allowing a place of refuge.
At Delphi as at Elis, we have the traditional portrait of a city wholly taken up with the
maintenance of its temple. As the treaties of the 420s suggest, the Panhellenic character
of the temple is already associated with neutrality and open access. It seems that the
Delphians told the Romans that their temple and city and country were traditionally
inviolable and autonomousan unusual
18. Statue bases of the second half of the third century and the early fourth: listed by T. Drew-Bear, REA 82
(1980) 168-169.
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amalgam that was made possible by the complex traditions about Delphian sacredness
and neutrality and also by the absence of any recognition of Hellenistic date and manner
that would have used the standard formulae. The Romans at first responded accordingly
but then clarified their thinking and restricted the asylia to the temple. Thus we can see
them, already in the second century , groping toward the application of their own notion
of an asylum.
B.C.

Plataea
The altar of Zeus Eleutherius was already "the common altar of the Greeks" in the
dedicatory poem attributed to Simonides (Anth. Gr. 6.50; Preger, IGMetr. no. 78); so later
Aelius Aristides (Panath. 190 Behr):
. Plataea is the one precedent
known to us from historical times for the declared inviolability of a secular place.
According to Thucydides, the Plataeans of his day maintained that the Greeks who
defeated the Persians at Plataea in 479 made solemn promises about the future security
of Plataea:
Pausanias, ... after he had made sacrifice in the agora of Plataea to Zeus the Liberator, summoned all the allies and
conceded to the Plataeans their territory and city to possess, living by their own laws, and no one was ever to wage
war against them unjustly or for enslavement: if anyone did, the allies there present were to bring aid to the best of
their ability
(
)....
We say to you, do not harm the Plataean territory or violate the oaths, but let us live by our own laws as Pausanias
decided (
).19
19. Thuc. 2.71, the Plataeans' speech to the Spartans; on
, "concede," see N. G. L. Hammond, JHS 112
(1992) 145; cf. Daux, FD III. 3 218.B.6 with p. 185 n. 3; contra: E. Badian, From Plataea to Potidaea (Baltimore
1993) 119-120 ("restore"). In their defense at 3.53-59, the Plataeans do not repeat this claim of immunity from
war, nor do they perceive an inconsistency in their seeking
with Thebes or Athens (55.1; cf. the Athenian
garrison at 2.6.4); they do invoke "the common gods of the Greeks'' (
) and
urge the Spartans to honor their fathers' oaths and not neglect these suppliants (
) at their ancestral tombs
(59.2). The Spartans answer that the Plataeans broke the oath when they joined in attacking Aegina (64.3), and did
not keep quiet in accord with the old truce (
) and remain open to both sides
(
68.1). For
as the converse of going to war

(Footnote continued on next page)
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Herodotus does not mention this oath; and in the lore concerning Plataea retailed in
[Dem.] 59, which derives from more sources than Thucydides alone,20 there is no trace of
the declared neutrality of the place.21
We see again the themes of a common cult of the Greeks and military neutrality. In fact,
an oath "not to wage war unjustly22 or for enslavement" anticipates already the central
paradox of asylia in the Hellenistic period: for as no one admits to waging an unjust war,
the oath could have no practical effect. Nor is it clear what this adds to the mutual
defense pact of 481 that applied to all the Greek allies. Finally, there is no practice of
military inaction either here or in the Spartans' interpretation (that the oath meant that
the Plataeans must help them free the Greeks from Athenian domination). It should be
noted, however, that the Spartans took special precautions before investing Plataea,
assuring the gods that they were not the first to do wrong (Thuc. 2.74-75).23
When Plutarch came to tell this story, he used the formulae that had been made standard
by the Hellenistic recognitions, and the event itself has been compounded: the Greeks
not only declared Plataea sacred and inviolable but also founded Panhellenic games, the
Eleutheria:24
(Footnote continued from previous page)
cf. 1.120.3; in the partisan claim of the Second Athenian Confederacy,
(Staatsvertr. II 257.9-11).
20. Cf. J. Trevett, CQ n. s. 40 (1990) 407-420.
21. On the question see P. A. Brunt, Historia 2 (1953) 153-156; F. R. Wüst, Historia 3 (1954/55) 144; W. K. Pritchett,
The Greek State at War III (Berkeley 1979) 178-181. Ostwald (16-22) has argued that the term
is
anachronistic, a buzzword of the later fifth century; T. Figueira, BICS 37 (1990) 63-88, while disputing Ostwakl's view
of the word, does not comment on this point regarding Plataea. The more famous oath before the battle of Plataea,
reported at Hdt. 7.132.2 and alleged in detail by a fourth-century inscription (Tod II 204), includes a provision that no
one is to destroy Athens, Sparta, Plataea, or any of the other allied cities. This provision has been recognized as a late
borrowing from the Amphictyonic "rules of war" (see Tod p. 307); but the specification of Plataea may derive from the
story of its special inviolability in Thucydides. G. A. Sheets, AJP 115 (1994) 51-73, urges the reality of legal constraints
in this affair but does not address the status of Plataea.
22. Badian (110) glosses "i.e., a war of aggression." In any case, the adverb would not seem in such a legal context
to be mere pleonasm. Contrast Xen. Hiero 4.18: because of their need for money, tyrants are habitually forced to
plunder unjustly both temples and men (
). Ptolemy
wrote to Cyrene
, "so we are eager that no
one under our rule be harassed beyond reason" (SEG 9.5.52-54).
23. Pritchett III 322-323, cites the few parallels. On the implications see Badian 112.
24. Arist. 21.1-2; cf. Eust. 269.15-17 (I 411 Erbse):
. On
Plutarch's use of Thucydides see C. B. R. Pelling, in Plutarch and the Historical Tradition, ed. P. A. Stadter
(London/New York 1992) 10-40 (not addressing this passage).
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At the common assembly of the Greeks, Aristeides proposed a decree that each year counselors and theoroi from
Greece gather at Plataea, and that they celebrate a quadrennial contest, the Eleutheria.... And to declare the
Plataeans inviolable and sacred, as they sacrifice to the god in behalf of Greece
(
).

In fact, the Eleutheria are not attested in the classical period and did not exist then, but
they are well known in the Hellenistic age.25 Plataea was destroyed after Leuctra in 371
and refounded by Alexander in 335,26 an age rich in historical fictions about Panhellenism.
The gamesand Plutarch's version, whatever his sourcewere created in this second period
of the city's history, to be a partner to the status of immunity from war described in
Thucydides.
Delos
Delos was invoked already by Spanheim in explaining the Hellernistic sacred and
inviolable cities.27 It was traditionally the "sacred island," hence the Athenians' several
purifications of it and the federal Ionian festival (Thuc. 3.104, 5.1). Herodotus (6.97)
portrays the agent of Xerxes promising not to harm the city:
. This passage
was later rephrased by the author of the Axiochus (371 ):
. At Callim. Hymn. 4.275ff. Delos is the holiest of
islands (
), whence the absence of war, and all cities send choruses each year
(which are well documented in the Hellenistic age). In inscriptions of Roman imperial
date we have
(Durrbach, Choix no. 177 and p. 266) and
(no. 182); cf. Verg. Aen. 3.73 sacra tellus.
A

25. Etienne and Piérart, BCH 99 (1975) 63-68; cf. Robert, Op. min. sel. VI 323-326; N. Robertson, Hesperia 55
(1986) 88-102 (esp. 102, "life imitating literature"). The earliest reference to the games is Posidippus frag. 31 K.-A.
(ca. the 280S B.C.). Compare Diod. 15.53.4 calling the Basileia at Lebedeia "crowned" from their foundation in 371 B.C.:
a Hellenistic expansion has been projected onto the origins of the festival.
26. Alexander proclaimed at the Olympia that in the Persian Wars the Plataeans had presented their territory to the
Greeks: Plut. Arist. 11.9, with L. Prandi in La Béotie antique (Paris 1985) 211-217.
27. See above p. 5; so too Usener, RhM 29 (1874) 38-39 (Kl. Schr. III 399-402).
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Scholars have debated whether Delos in fact enjoyed a "sacred neutrality" that made it a
safe port, and whether this immunity was abused by pirates.28 For us is only the narrower
question, Was Delos ever declared sacred and inviolable?
The Aetolian League in the mid-third century
"security" (IG IX.12 185):

B.C.

granted Delian citizens collectively

This gesture, well known in Aetolian foreign policy of the period, is not a religious act and
is not to be confused with territorial asylia (see above, p. 19).
This apart, we know of no declarations. The blessings of peace are sometimes seen, but
not arising from a Panhellenic stipulation in historical times. Around 200 military
measures were taken to see that warships did not use Delos as a base of operations
(Choix no. 67 = Syll.3 582). In 168, we are told, the sanctity of the temple and island
rendered its military visitors inviolable; so Romans, Macedonians, and the allies of
Eumenes mingled freely in the temple, the religion of the place supplying them a truce
(Livy 44-29.2: sanctitas templi insulaeque inviolatos praestabat omnes. itaque permixti
Romanique et Macedones et Eumenis navales socü in templo indutias religione loci
praebente versabantur). Again, "Delos was a market for the Greeks and seemed to offer
security (
) to merchants on account of the god"; but Mithridates' forces attacked it,
Delos being unwalled, and plundered the sacred properties, killed people, and razed the
city; Apollo, however, exacted his revenge (Paus. 2.33.3).
B.C.

By a law of 58 the Roman people exempted Delos from Roman taxes.29 A general
sentiment on the good sense of honoring the gods was followed by a specific evocation of
the cult of Delian Apollo (lines 27ff.):
B.C.

fanum A[pollinis - - - antiquissum] um ac religiosissumum sit constitutu[m - - -] sanctitatem caerimoniasq(ue), then
a historical argument, in qua insula Apollinem et Dianam n[atos esse arbitrantur?], vecteigalibus leiberari, quae insula
post hominum me[moriam semper fuit?] regum, ceivitatium nationumque imperieis sacra leib[era immunis?], then
an appreciation of the defeat of the pirates, who had been plundering all the most sacred places: now that there is
peace, Delos is to be restored to its ancient splendor, and ill]am insul[a]m nobilissumam ac sa[nc]tissum[a]m deis
inmo[rtalibus restitui? et i]nsulam l[ei]berari.
28.F. Durrbach, Choix d'inscriptions de Délos (Paris 1921) p. 92 ("sacred neutrality" made Delos a safe port and
open to all); cf. Nachtergael, Les Galates 329; contra: Tarn, JHS 44 (1924) 141-147 (sacred but not neutral).
Surveyed: W. A. Laidlaw, History of Delos (Oxford 1933) 279-282.
29. Text and commentary in C. Nicolet et al., Insula Sacra (Paris 1980) (= Choix no. 163; I.Délos 1511).

Page 53

The tax immunity now provided Delos is represented as the norm before the war of
Mithridates.
The only evidence suggesting that Delos may ever have received a formal declaration of
asylia, whether in the Hellenistic period or in lore about earlier times, is the one phrase in
the piracy law just cited, the familiar formula for recognition "by kings, cities, nations" as
sacred, free, and immune (?); but when the Romans thought this to have happened is
uncertain. I think it unlikely that there was a Hellenistic grant; the Delians, like the
Delphians, will have told the Romans about older traditions.
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Greece: Boeotia
In the history of asylia, pride of place goes to Boeotia. In Plataea the Boeotians
possessed the first site that the Greeks in historical times had declared inviolableso went
the story (cf. p. 49). The first extant decree of inviolability honors the Boeotians' federal
temple, the Itonium. Sheer volume, moreover, sets Boeotia apart: at least four places
declared inviolable in the third century , while the rest of mainland Greece has little or
nothing to show.
B.C.

The surviving evidence for Boeotia is coherent in that we find only temples granted
asylia, not cities; and the grants come only from the Delphian Amphictyony, with which
Boeotia had close ties in legend and in recent history. The substantially preserved acts
(3, 4) both invoke the temple of Apollo at Delphi as precedent for the declarations. The
Artists of Dionysus played an important role in these Boeotian cults, and the new status
of the temples is associated with their quest for personal inviolability.
Boeotian patriots and scholars linked the cult at Delphi with the great migration of the
Boeotians from Thessaly after the Trojan War: the Council was founded by Amphictyon,
son of Poseidon and Arne (or of Deucalion and Pyrrha).1 Of Amphictyon's two sons,
Aetolus fathered the Aetolian nation,2 and Itonus established the temple of Athena at
Coroneia; Itonus' son was Boeotus.
1. See variously FGrHist 324 F 58, 376 F 5, 378 V 1; Paus. 9.1.1; Diod. 4.67 (Boeotus directly the son of Poseidon
and Arne); schol. Eur. Or. 1094 (I 204-205 Schwartz). On the Amphictyony see especially F. R. Wüst, Historia 3
(1954/55) 129-153.
2. The Aetolians' account of themselves was understandably quite different. They reckoned themselves not Boeotians
from Thessaly but the original inhabitants of Elis in the Peloponnesus: Ephorus FGrHist 70 F 122; cf. 115; schol. II.
13.218 (FGrHist 65 F 1); cf. Wilamowitz, Kl. Schr. IV 544-546; H. Pomtow, Klio 18 (1923) 297-298; S. Bommeljé,
Historia 37 (1988) 301 n. 11, 311 n. 49. I assume that this belief in Elean kinship is the truth behind Polyb. 4.9.10
(Aetolians have always cultivated Elean friendship in order to be able to plunder the Peloponnesus). Note Aetolian
assistance of Elis against the Spartans ca. 400 B.C. (Diod. 14.17.9;

(Footnote continued on next page)
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Such tales are consonant with the close if uneasy relations of Boeotia with Delphi and the
Aetolians in the third century The stories emphasize the primacy of the temple of
Athena Itonia among Boeotians, and its ties with that of Apollo of Delphi; the two might
be called sister temples. If the Itonium was in fact the first place declared inviolable in
Hellenistic times, Delphi played an important role, for the model was the great temple of
Apollo.
B.C.

Temple of Athena Itonia, Coroneia
In the 260s the Delphian Amphictyony declared inviolable the temple of Athena
Itoniathe earliest declaration extant on stone. Athena Itonia had two famous temples,
one at Iton in southern Thessaly,3 the other, which the Boeotians believed to be an
offshoot of the Thessalian cult, in Boeotia in the territory of Coroneia. It is possible that
the Thessalian temple of Athena Itonia is in fact the subject of 1.4 Certainly it had
attributes often associated with inviolable temples: this was a federal temple of the
Thessalian League; Athena was a military goddess in costume, her name served as the
password of the early Thessalian army (Paus. 10.1.10), and to her were dedicated the
spoils of defeated invaders of Thessaly.5 The federal games, the Itonia, were famous.6
Nevertheless, Bousquet surely was right to refer the asylia decree 1
B.C.

(Footnote continued from previous page)
nothing suggests that these Aetolians were mercenaries, pace R. Unz, GRBS 27 [1986] 33), and the Aetolian
commanders of Elean armies in the Hellenistic period (Polyb. 5.30.2, 91.3, 94.2).
3. On this cult, known already to Hecatacus (FGrHist 1 F 2), see F. Stählin, ''Iton," RE 9 (1916) 2371-2373; Das
hellenische Thessalien (Stuttgart 1924) 176; Robert, BCH 59 (1935) 209 (Op. min. sel. I 277); Walbank, Comm. III
276; Deltion 20.II.2 (1965) 311-313; 22.II (1967) 295-296; A. Moustaka, Kulte und Mythen auf thessalischen
Münzen, Beitr.z.Arch. 15 (Würzburg 1983) 23-30; B. Helly, RN VI.8 (1966) 7-32 (the federal coins with their images of
Athena in battle).
4. This possibility was suggested by Pouilloux (FD III.4 p. 28); J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1977, 226, noted the
relevance of the Panhellenic games at Iton. Polybius (25.3.2) writes without further specification that the amnesty edict
of Philip V was to be posted at "Delos, Delphi, and the temple of Athena Itonia"; Walbank ad loc. takes this to be the
Thessalian one on the grounds of proximity.
5. A. S. F. Gow and D. Page, Hellenistic Epigrams (Cambridge 1965) I 195 (Theodoridas no. 17 [Anth. Gr. 9.743]),
Illyrian invaders; 137 (Leonidas no. 95 [Anth. Gr. 6.130]), Gauls defeated by Pyrrhus (the spoils from the Macedonian
invaders he dedicated in his own showplace, Dodona: Paus. 1.13.3 [Preger, IG Metr. no. 96]); Polyaen. 7.43
(Thracian invaders, and violation of the sacred truce).
6. A Coan delegation in the third century B.C.: Boesch 28; M. Segre, RivFil 62 (1934) 180. Callim. Hymn. 6.74-75
describes an international attendance at the Thessalian Itonia in mythic times.
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to Boeotia, the only part of mainland Greece that is certain to have obtained such
recognitions.
The Boeotian Athena Itonia, often seen on the coins of Coroneia, was federal and
military, like her Thessalian counterpart.7 Her temple, near Lake Copais in the plain
below Coroneia,8 was the religious center of the Boeotian League. Whereas the federal
council met at the grove of Poseidon at Onchestus, the great religious gathering of the
Boeotian people was the festival and games held each October9 beside the temple of
Athena, the Pamboeotia. Here in Hellenistic times the Boeotarchs presided over military
competitions among teams sent by the member cities. The federal character of the shrine
and games may well be as old as the League itself.10 Athena's statue was by a student of
Phidias (Paus. 9.34.1). The Boeotian-Aetolian treaty of the early third century is to be
inscribed at the temples of Poseidon at Onchestus, Athena Alalcomeneis, and Athena at
Coroneia.11 Many of the surviving decrees of the League derive from the Itonium.
At the battle of Coroneia in 394 , some eighty Boeotian soldiers and allies took refuge
by the temple; Agesilaus respected their immunity and let them retreat. Xenophon felt it
sufficient to refer simply to "the temple"
B.C.

7. A. Schachter, Cults of Boeotia I, BICS Suppl. 38.1 (London 1981) 117-127; P. Roesch, Etudes béotiennes (Paris
1982) 220-224; D. Knoepfler in Comptes et inventaires (Neuchâtel/Geneva 1988) 276 n. 36. A Hellenistic decree of
Coroneia refers to
(Robert, Et. épigr. phil. 12 n. 1; TrGF
I pp. 41-42). Alcaeus frag. 325:
. On the Pamboeotia see Moretti, I. agon.
gr. pp. 101-103; J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1973, 213; 1978, 210. The event
at the games (SEG 3.355)
supports Robert's attribution of
to the Thessalian cult (Op. min. sel. I 277), as does FGrHist 8 F I
(
of the Thessalian Athena).
8. T. G. Spyropoulos, AAA 6 (1973) 385-392 and Prakt 1975.2, 392-414, may have found the building, nearer to the
city proper than is usually thought; see further J. M. Fossey, Topography and Population of Ancient Boiotia (Chicago
1988) 331; P. Krentz, "Athena Itonia and the Battle of Koroneia," in Boiotika, ed. H. Beister and J. Buckler,
Münch.Arb.z.Alt.Gesch. 2 (Munich 1989) 313-317.
9. In Pamboiotios, the tenth month: cf. B. Latischew, AM 7 (1882) 31-39. The annual period is questioned by
Schachter (I 124 n. 3), who invokes the biennial festival of Dionysus, the trieteris, at Thebes. But Dionysus traditionally
had trietereis (e.g., Hymn. Hom. 1.11-12; Diod. 3.65.8, 4.3.1-3; Artem. Oneir. 4.39; further at A. S. Pease, Publi
Vergili Marvnis Aeneidos liber quartus [Cambridge, Mass. 1935] 280-281), while nothing suggests that the Pamboeotia
were other than annual.
10. Cf. L. Ziehen, "Pamboiotia," RE 18 (1949) 288; J. Ducat, BCH 97 (1973) 59-73, esp. 60-61 on the archaic
character of the games. Earliest mention of the contest is Pind. Parth. 2.41-42 (frag. 94b S.-M.).
11. Staatsvertr. III 463.a.4-6:
On the
treaty see Roesch 357-359.
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in describing the event,

; it is later authors who gloss this as the Itonium.12

At the start of the Social War in 220, the Achaeans complained that the Aetolians had
plundered the temple of Athena in time of peace
(
, Polyb. 4.25.2) and had violated the truce of
the festival
4.3.5; cf. 9.34.11). Nicostratus is named as
the man responsible; apparently he led a raid on the Boeotian forces marshaled at the
temple. So our partisan informant. Polybius assigns no date to the violation, but it seems
recent and surely cannot be as much as fifty years before the complaint.13 This violation
must therefore have happened after the extant declaration of inviolability in the 260s. Yet
Polybius mentions no special or enacted security of the Itonium: it was enough that it
was a temple, with the added outrage that the festival, with its sacred truce, was in
progress, and that there was no warthis was mere Aetolian piracy. We should not
conclude from his notices that Polybius would have found nothing wrong in the Aetolian
attack if it had happened in wartime, or again not during the sacred truce; nor does he
use this occasion to say that the Aetolians had violated a specific recognition of
inviolability. As in 394 proper respect was due a temple. On the other hand, we have
Livy 36.20, recording a Roman attack on the temple's land or vicinity in 191
(circumiectum templo agrum); Livy does not seem to see this as a sacrilege.14
B.C.,

B.C.

The Amphictyonic grant of inviolability, in the year of the archon Pleiston, can be dated
within limits. The membership of the Council places the decree in the 260s, and the
meeting is during the Pythia: therefore September of 266 or 262, and attractive reasons
have been offered for the later date.15 A great deal hangs on the choice, for the act is
either at the beginning of the Chremonidean War or else near its end. Athens still has a
seat on the Council, so (on the common assumption) the war is not yet over, and Athens
has not fallen to Antigonus Gonatas. As Flacelière noticed, however, it would be
surprising if Athens could observe such solemn normalities as a meeting of the Council
while
12. Xen. Hell. 4.3.20 (Ages. 2.13); cf. Plut. Ages. 19.1-2; Paus. 3.9.13. Roesch (221), taking this as evidence of
an early grant of asylia, considers that 1 might be a confirmation rather than a grant; but the text is
unambiguously a grant, and Agesilaus' respect was what was due any temple.
13. Dated 229/224: Feyel, Polybe (Paris 1942) 137-138, followed by Walbank, Comm. I 452; Roesch 222. Ca. 220: B.
Niese, Geschichte der griechischen und makedonischen Staaten II (Gotha 1899) 409; Flacelière, Aitoliens 289;
Klaffenbach, IG IX.12XXV.65.ff. and DLZ 69 (1948) 98 (rejecting Feyel's argument).
14. Cf. M. Sordi, "Acilio Glabrione e l'Atena Itonia," in La Béotie antique (Paris 1985) 265-269.
15. R. Etienne and M. Piérart, BCH 99 (1975) 59-62, arguing for the greater consistency of the membership if 262.
For the beginning of the war in 267 see D. Knoepfler, BCH 117 (1993) 327-341.
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under siege (Aitoliens 195 n. 2). This objection would point to 266 rather than 262.
Pouilloux, by contrast, has invoked the Panhellenic spirit of Greece in the aftermath of the
Chremonidean War.
In either case this was a period of close relations between the Boeotians and Aetolians
(cf. Feyel, Polybe 79). Aetolia remained neutral but profited from the allies' efforts
against Macedonia; the role of Boeotia is unclear. The allies in the war saw themselves
as engaged in rallying Greece to a new effort to ward off the Macedonians of the north.
Two other gestures of Panhellenic solidarity may be relevant. In the spring following their
recognition of the Itonium, the Amphictyons recognized the Ptolemaia in Alexandria as
crowned, agreeing to send theoroi to the first new Panhellenic contest of the Hellenistic
age.16 And from a Pythia probably in the same periodso perhaps the same meeting that
produced 1dates the Amphictyonic decree indicating the success of recent missions to
Ptolemy and Antigonus to obtain safe passage for those attending the Pythia.17
1. Amphictyonic Council
Delphi, temple of Apollo. Two joining fragments of a small marble stele. Inv. 1641 (lines
1-10) found in 1895 west of the Syracusan tripods; inv. 7577 (lines 11-14) found in 1957
south of the terrace of the Siphnian Treasury. The lower left quarter is lost, other margins
preserved; combined dimensions: h. 0.35, w. 0.34, th. 0.07. Blockish letters (h. 0.008,
intersp. 0.009) with slightly curving strokes, O usually small and suspended, right hasta of
N fully descended, S with somewhat splayed arms.
Lines 1-10: A. Jardé, BCH 26 (1902) 250 no. 6 (copy of Bourguet); Flacelière, Aitoliens
393-394.
Complete: J. Bousquet, BCH 82 (1958) 74-77 [SEG 18.240; Moretti, I. stor. ellen. II 74]; J.
Pouilloux, FD III.4 358. Collation.
Photograph: Bousquet fig. 10; Pouilloux pl. 5.

16. Moretti, I. stor ellen. I 75. Why this recognition comes so long after that of the Island League in 283/2 remains
a mystery; for this date see L. Nerwinski, "The Foundation Date of the Panhellenic Ptolemaea" (Ph.D. diss., Duke
University 1981). It may be that in 283 Ptolemy invited only his allies. C. Habicht, Gottmenschentum und
griechische Städte2 (Munich 1970) 259, considers the gesture of the 260s to represent a rapprochement between
the Aetolians and Ptolemy in connection with the war.
17. Moretti, I. stor ellen. II 76; cf. Will, Histoire I 230.
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vacat
7-8 Flacelière:

Jardé.

We have not the actual decree but a summary recording that the grant occurred.18 The
summary has omitted the preliminaries that would have mentioned the Boeotian
embassy and its arguments, and hence we have lost the portion that might have revealed
the historical setting or motivation of the grant. The Pamboeotia took place at the
Itonium about a month later, and no doubt this recognition will have been announced
there to the assembled Boeotians.
Temple of Apollo Ptoius, Acraephia
The cult of Apollo Ptoius with its oracular cave was famous and much patronized from
earliest times. The shrine occupied three terraces on the western slope of Mt. Ptoius in
the territory of Acraephia, at the eastern end of Lake Copais. The site has been
extensively excavated, yielding a rich body of evidence, especially of the archaic period.19
The Delphian Amphictyony recognized the inviolability of the temple in the 220s The
background to this event is obscure, for the development of the shrine in the fourth and
third centuries is poorly known. The date of the building itself, on the highest of the
terraces, is not firmly determinedeither the end of the fifth century or the late fourth.20 Its
inviolability is attested by inscribed texts of three sorts: an oracle of Trophonius, an
Amphictyonic Council decree, and boundary stones.
B.C.

The Amphictyonic decree (3) grants personal inviolability to Artists who compete in
Apollo's games, the Ptoia; declares the temple inviolable, with
18. Compare FD III.4 155 (Delphian grant of promanteia to Smyrna); IG XI.4 1050 (Aetolian grant of asphaleia to
the Delians, quoted p. 52); IG IX.12 175 (Aetolian grant of asylia to the Artists of Dionysus)all mid-third century B.C.
19. Testimonia and bibliography at Schachter I 52-73; Fossey 271-273.
20. J. Ducat, Les kouroi du Ptoion (Paris 1971) 41 n. 2.
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those who wrong the temple or its land made subject to prosecution before the
Amphictyons; regulates the length of the festival truce; and approves the addition of the
agonothete to the number of the administrators of the temple. The opening of the text is
lost; determination of the date rests, as Holleaux saw, on the authority with which the
Council instructs Ptoicles on the inscribing of the decree (3.17): therefore he must have
been a Boeotian member of the Council, and a Boeotian of this name was such in the
year of the Delphian archon Callias.21
The dates of this recognition and that for Dionysus of Thebes (4) must be addressed
together.22 The two are quite close in substance and language and have always been
considered close in date. The decree for Thebes, passed in the autumn (4.30), very
probably dates to the year of the Delphian archon Nicarchus. The two archons Callias and
Nicarchus both belong to years when Aetolia had fourteen seats on the Council and
Boeotia two. A third such year is attested; that year and that of Callias witnessed a
celebration of the quadrennial Soteria, and so this period encompassed at least five
archons. This distribution of seats probably began after the death of Demetrius II early in
229 and the Aetolians' victories in Thessaly and ended in 224 when the Boeotians again
allied themselves with Macedonia against the Aetolians. Thus the two Soteria years of
this period would be 229/8 and 225/4. To one of these two years should belong the
decree for the Ptoium, dated by Callias. The two possible dates are at the extremes of
the period in question, framing the year of Nicarchus and its decree for Thebes.
Which cult is likely to have been honored first? Feyel thought that the great city Thebes
would be the initiator and Acraephia the imitator in this competition. But the Boeotian
League, not just the city of Acraephia, spoke for the Ptoium, and the League may well
have preceded Thebes in such a matter; the relation of Thebes to the League had been
unstable and uneasy early in the century, Thebes joining definitively only in 288.23 I
tentatively give the Ptoium first place, therefore 229/8, with Dionysus of Thebes honored
in a subsequent autumn but before 225/4. If their similarity indicates immediate
proximity, then Apollo Ptoius (the season of this decree being unknown) may be spring
228 and Dionysus in autumn of the same year. But it remains possible to assign Thebes
to any autumn in 228-225, and Acraephia to 225/4.24
21. Holleaux, BCH 16 (1892) 455; cf. Flacelière, Aitoliens 405-406; Feyel, Contribution 142-147.
22. See Feyel, Polybe 251-256; Nachtergael, Les Galates 283-289.
23. Cf. Roesch 421-439.
24. These considerations build on the several contributions of Flacelière, Feyel (Contribution 147 n. 1 for the priority of
Thebes), Nachtergael, and R. Etienne and D. Knoepfler (Hyettes de Béotie, BCH Suppl. 3 [Paris 1976] 331-337), while
modifying them somewhat. The period of fourteen Aetolian seats has traditionally (since Homolle) been placed in the
early 220s. I have preferred this over Nachtergael's lower dating (his nos. 62-64: beginning later than 229/8,

(Footnote continued on next page)
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In the course of 228 Antigonus Doson recovered much of what he had lost and Aetolia
had gained in Thessaly in 229, driving the Boeotians to make common cause again with
the Aetolians.25 By mid-228, he had ravaged Doris and detached Phocis from the
Aetolians; in spring 227 there was fighting between Macedonia and Boeotia (Polyb.
20.5).26 This growing threat may be the context of the decisions by Acraephia and
Thebes to seek inviolability for their chief temples. The Council's favorable responses can
be seen as part of the restoration of good relations between Boeotia and Aetolia. If we
place those decisions in 226 or 225, we are on the eve of the renewed defection of
Boeotia from the Aetolians in 224. Earlier is perhaps more likely, with 228 spring and
autumn possible for the pair; but it must be stressed how many variables affect all this.
As for the Ptoium, by the time of the Amphictyonic decree this was a federal temple, for
the Boeotian League already shared in its administration; the burden of the decree on the
score of administration is to add an agonothete to the number of the temple authorities
(3.15). This suggests that the status of the god's games was now being increased. From
other inscriptions we know that late in the third century the cities of Boeotia voted to
increase the honors of Apollo by sending representatives to offer sacrifice at the Ptoia:
that is, the games became Pan-Boeotian.27 Feyel argued convincingly that this was the
same occasion as our Amphictyonic decree. Perhaps the enlargement of the games was
described in the lost portion of 3, the Council being asked to approve the formal
arrangements. In what survives of the Boeotian civic decrees accepting the Ptoia,
however, there is no mention of the inviolability of the temple. It would seem that in
Boeotia recognition by the Amphicytonic Council was regarded as authoritative and
sufficient for asylia, and no civic recognitions were sought; whereas certainly the
Amphictyony could not render the games Pan-Boeotianthe Boeotian cities themselves
must agree to that.
An oracle of Trophonius (2) is inscribed below the decree: Trophonius says that Lebadeia
is to be dedicated to Zeus and Trophonius, Acraephia to Apollo; and each is to ''proclaim
the holy contest" in every land. The stone evidently
(Footnote continued from previous page)
down through 221/0), for it seems to me still possible in light of his commentary (pp. 286-289) on the added
fifteenth Aetolian seat (which he places in 217/6); he dates Callias (3, the Ptoium) to 221/0 (4, not in a year of the
Soteria, does not enter his discussion). P. Gauthier, Nouvelles inscriptions de Sardes II (Geneva 1989) 143-150,
has argued for giving the Pythian year 226/5 to Alexandridas; see, however, Knoepfler, MusHelv 50 (1993) 40-42
(Alexandridas "soon after 214/3").
25. For the defection of the Boeotians from the Aetolians in the mid 2305 and their restoration on the Amphictyony ca.
229, see Flacelière, Aitoliens 248-250; Etienne and Knoepfier 336-337.
26. F. W. Walbank, ZPE 76 (1989) 184-192; cf. Gauthier, Bull. épigr. 1989, 275; Etienne and Knoepfler 334-335.
27. The dossier at Feyel, Contribution 133-147; cf. Polybe 254-256; S. Lauffer, "Ptoion," RE 23 (1959) 1547-1553;
Roesch 229-238.
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was intended as a dossier of texts pertinent to the increase of Apollo's honors; a third
text records a dedication of funds to the god. The physical arrangement need not reflect
their chronological order. Most scholars have taken the oracle as the occasion of the
increase in Apollo's honors, thus prior to the decree. The Acraephians may have inscribed
the Amphictyonic decree first as being the decisive text, and the oracle as an attendant
document, part of the case that persuaded the Amphictyony. Neither this decree (its first
half lost) nor those accepting the Ptoia28 mention any oracle; but such silences are
common in the asylia inscriptions.
If the oracle is the earlier text, what was its intent? The god would seem at first to
envision inviolability for the city of Acraephia: yet in the event only the temple was
declared inviolable. I think, however, that the poetic language of an oracle should not be
pressed. Presented with this statement, ambiguous on Lebadeia as well as Acraephia, the
Acraephians seem to have interpreted conservatively and in accord with their institutions:
asylia was sought for the temple alone, which was outside the city on Mt. Ptoius; the
games were to be Pan-Boeotian, proclaimed in every city of Boeotia.
It is possible, however, that the oracle is later and represents a subsequent stage in the
honors of the god. This implies a more literal reading, taking "sacred games" as this was
commonly used in Roman times, "declare the contest Panhellenic" (so Roesch). If that is
so, then Trophonius spoke later than the Amphictyons (thus in the order of the texts on
the stone) and now urged yet greater honor for Apollo Ptoiusgames not just Pan-Boeotian
but Panhellenic, inviolability for not only the temple but also the city and country. These
two statuses were never obtained, so far as we know; accordingly, I have assumed the
oracle to come first, prompting the attested events.
The oracle was addressed by the Opuntian Calliclidas rather than by a citizen of Lebadeia
or Acraephia; Roesch urged that he was acting on instruction of the Boeotian League and
the oracle should date from a time when Opus was in the League (the dates of which are
problematic).29 But this question need not be material, for the oracle may well be older
than the 220s, and the city's reaction slow or delayed, as we know could happen.30
2-3
Acraephia, temple of Apollo. Plaque of blue-grey marble broken at top and bottom, found
in 1885 reused in a Byzantine tomb north of the temple, now in the museum at Thebes;
h. 1.22, w. 0.58, th. 0.15. Three texts, a dossier on
28. Only one text is fully preserved, however, the decree of Oropus (LSCG 71).
29. Roesch 232-235; but see Etienne and Knoepfler (333), who deduce from Calliclidas' ethnic "Locrian" that Opus was
not in the Boeotian League at this time.
30. Again, if Trophonius does mean to order Panhellenic games and an inviolable city, the oracle is later than the
increase of the 220s and failed to be fulfilled.
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the temple probably cut by the same mason (so Roesch 232): the uppermost is the
Amphictyonic decree 3, then the oracle 2, then a dedication of money to Apollo (not
included here).
Holleaux, BCH 14 (1890) 19-33 no. 10 [Dittenberger, IG VII 4135-4136; Syll.2 557;
Michel, Rec. 700; Prott-Ziehen, Leg.Sacr. II 70; Pomtow, Syll.3 635; Sokolowski, LSGG 73].
Cf. Holleaux, BCH 16 (1892) 453-457, 472; A. Nikitsky, ZhournMinistNarod Prosv n.s. 38
(March 1912) 125-133; Feyel, Contribution 140-147; G. Klaffenbach, Philologus 97 (1948)
373-376; Etienne and Knoepfler, Hyettos 331-341; P. Roesch, Etudes béotiennes 60-68,
232-236; A. Schachter, AJP 105 (1984) 259-270.
2. Oracle of Trophonius

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
Calliclidas, Locrian from Opus, having gone down to Trophonius, proclaimed that Lebadeia is to be dedicated to
Zeus Basileus and Trophonius, and Acraephia to Apollo Ptoius, and no one is to wrong these (peoples). They are
both to collect sacred funds, for the common good, in every land, and proclaim the holy contest. Whoever repairs
the temple of Zeus Basilcus will wear the crown.

This is a complex answer to what may have been a series of questions, apparently posed
at the behest of the Boeotian League, as the questioner is not from either Lebadeia or
Acraephia.31 The League approached the most respected oracle in Boeotia, the
Trophonium in the territory of Lebadeia. The questions concerned how the two cities
might best honor their chief gods; perhaps the cities had put these issues before the
League, which sought divine sanction or adjudication. One can only speculate why the
affairs of two cities were put before the oracle at one time. This need not reflect some
collaboration between the two (on 6
see below); perhaps each had resorted to the
League for guidance, which in turn pooled the requests in consulting the oracle.
1: The verb reflects the fact that the Trophonium was a cave (cf.
at Philostr. VA
8.19; other instances at Schachter 260 n. 11). On the oracle see G. Radke, "Trophonios,"
RE 7 (1939) 685-691.
A

31. Holleaux took Calliclidas to be a religious expert whose services were sought out.
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4: Holleaux rightly took the second
as a pronoun;32 an adverb (so Dittenberger)
would refer back to nothing. But he took the pronoun to refer to the two gods rather than
the two peoples. Schachter takes
as "jointly," perhaps correctly. As to the
collection of funds, Miletus in the third century consulted Delphi about a religious
collection, asking "whether it will be pleasing to the goddess and advantageous to the
people to conduct now and in the future collections for Artemis Boulophoros" (LSAM 47).
Greek cities took care to regulate such religious solicitations, as Holleaux remarked, citing
in addition Isis on Samos (LSCG 123.10) and Artemis Pergaia at Halicarnassus (LSAM
73.26); cf. Segre, I.Cos ED236.
6-7: I assume that two contests are in question, despite the singular
; these two
cities did not share a contest. The phrase
can be taken to mean that the two
contests were to become Panhellenic, "in every land" (cf. Dem. 20.76:
the Isis aretalogy, IG XII Suppl. p. 98:
); the Magnesians proclaimed their
games
(111.25). But
is vague enough to allow a less ambitious
interpretation, every region or city of Boeotia,33 or "the entire land" of Boeotia.34 The god
thus can be taken to call for Pan-Boeotian gamesat any rate this seems to be how the
Acraephians took it.35 A single increase happened now, and thus Trophonius' instruction
to "dedicate" the city to Apollo and not harm the Acraephians is what prompted the
Amphictyony to declare the temple inviolable and to regulate the games that the
Boeotian cities would vote to share.
As to "sacred" in 7, Greek did not apply a word "Panhellenic" to festivals. The games that
all Greeks shared, by sending theoroi, were identified circumstantially: "crowned," "equal
to the Olympia,'' ''triumphal," etc. By Roman times a favored term had emerged, "sacred"
games (the prize was dedicated to the god). But that usage is a late development, and
all games were sacred to some god.36 Hence
is found early on as a poetic
effusion, without implying a contrast with ordinary games (agon thematites or
chrematites, with a cash prize).37 Of the technical usage, the earliest instance may be
I.Délos IV 1957 (ca. 150-130 ); cf. SEG 39.1243.I.7 (Claros, late II ); AM 33 (1908)
409 no. 40 (a
B.C.

B.C.

32. Cf. W. Blümel, Die aiolischen Dialekte (Göttingen 1982) 267.
33. Compare Dem. 23.139, Charidemus' attacks
34. Cf. Hell.Oxy. 11.3:
Attica.

= many Greek cities in Thrace.
(Boeotia); in poetry Ar. Plut. 773, honoring

35. For Lebadeia see below; we do not know the status of the Basileia of Lebadeia in the third century
36. E.g., Plut. Aem. 17.9, vowing a hecatomb and

=
B.C.

(Heracles).

37. This is probable in Pind. Nem. 2.4, 6.59; certain in Theoc. 16.47, 17.112 (a "sacred contest" of Dionysus at
Alexandria; Gow ad loc. is wrong to think that this is trying to equate the contest with the Panhellenic games); IG II2
11387 (of comedy).
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statue from Pergamum, I ?). We need not follow Roesch and Schachter in interpreting
Trophonius to intend the technical usage, with the Acraephians instructed to seek
Panhellenic games; I have argued above that the Acraephians did not interpret the oracle
so.
B.C.

7-8: I take this to mean
Syll.3 708):

, "to be the priest"; compare I.Scythiae I 54.19-20 (=
(Istria); LSAM 13.11-12:
(Pergamum). Schachter thought rather "to win a crown"
as a reward for services; cf. Etienne and Knoepfler 341.
3. Amphictyonic Council
Inscribed above 2.

The division in the opening lines is to a degree arbitrary; and line 5, though short, seems complete. 1-4 Feyel. 2 init.
Klaffenbach:
Feyel.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
[(inviolability) ... for five days] in coming [and as many in departing] and while the festival [takes place, both for
themselves and their] attendants and their [property,

Page 66
everywhere.] If anyone contrary to this seize or rob anyone, let him be subject to prosecution before the
Amphictyons. The temple of Apollo Ptoius in Acraephia is to be inviolable, as the boundaries define, as is the temple
in Delphi; the other sacred land of Apollo Ptoius no one is to harm; if anyone does, he is to be subject to
prosecution before the Amphictyons. The sacred truce and security are to begin on the fifteenth of Hippodromios
by the moon as Boeotians reckon, of Apellaios as Delphians. Those in authority to administer the temple affairs are
to be the prophet, the priest of Apollo Ptoius, the city of Acraephia, and the Boeotian League, as previously, and
the agonothete elected for the contest of the Ptoia ... (provisions for inscribing) ... If any offense occur contrary to
the decree of the Amphictyons, the wrongdoer is to pay 2,000 staters plus damages and the fine is to be
dedicated to Apollo Ptoius. The hieromnemones are to report this decree to their respective cities or nations so that
all may know what the Amphictyons have decreed.

1-4: Compare 4.19-22, the two passages serving to restore each other; cf. 1 Macc. 10:34:
. The privilege voted the Artists, right of complaint to
the Amphictyons if they are harmed, is to pertain only to the time of their travel and
performance at the Ptoia. Cf. IG XII.9 207.63-64 (for the Artists on Euboea); for an
individual, I.Delos 502.17-19. For excused absences cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 12 (1909) 140
(Kl. Schr. II. 1 362); parallels for their "attendants": J. and L. Robert, Bull. èpigr. 1958,
261. For the inviolability of the temple, by contrast, no time limit is stated, and the
analogy with Delphi implies that none was intended.
7: One of the few references to boundaries in a grant (outside of Egypt); compare Apollo
Chresterius at Chalcedon and Athena at Pergamum. The precedent of the inviolability of
the temple at Delphi is used also in 4.22 from Boeotia, but nowhere else in the asylia
inscriptions. Similar precedents are invoked in Ptolemaic Egypt and in the Roman province
of Asia (pp. 19, 389)closed legal systems in which a single authority rather than Greek
public opinion is the source of the grant. This supports the idea that Boeotians felt the
will of the Amphictyony to be sufficient to establish the status and did not seek
recognition by the Greek world at large; such at least is the scope of the evidence extant.
The word
indicates that Apollo owned other land, not contiguous with his temple on
Mt. Ptoius;38 this was nothing unusual, but the express inclusion of such land in the grant
of asylia is not paralleled.
11-12: The calendric equation is useful.39 The months were to be as reckoned by nature
(
), by the sighting of the new moon, without regard for intercalary months or days.
The law on performance in Euboea makes explicit the problem presented by
intercalation: when an intercalary month has been
38. Cf. Rigsby, AJP 108 (1987) 733-734.
39. See Roesch 37, 60-68; cf. J. Pouilloux, REA 66 (1964) 211-213; Samuel, Chronology 68-69, 74.
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inserted, the magistrates are to do whatever is necessary to guarantee synchronism (IG
XII.9 207.49-51; cf. 61:
, compare on 25.16-17). Apellaios was the first month at
Delphi; Boeotian Hippodromios, their eighth month, is equated by Plutarch with Attic
Hecatombaion (July/August). The Ptoia began on the 20th of Hippodromios (five days
after the start of the truce, line 1), hence roughly mid-August.
12ff.: The Council evidently was asked to give its imprimatur to a change in the
administrators of the "temple affairs" (for the phrase see Robert, Op. min. sel. I 562), to
whom an agonothete was now added.40 From this addition, some have concluded that no
games were celebrated in Apollo's honor before now.41 In my view the status of the
agonothete is here increased along with that of the contest, which until now was local;
for there is some evidence for the Ptoia earlier than the 220s.42
24ff.: The same provision is in the Amphictyonic decree Syll.3 704E.43ff.
The excavators of the temple found two boundary stones (neither in situ), one by a
fountain near the temple complex, the other just down the hill from the temple itself. I
give here the text of the better preserved, underlining what is extant only on the other
stone.
Holleaux (1890) 7-8 [IG VII 4153, 4154].

The script, as reported, seems no older than the third century The text evidently was
more elaborate than the chaste
of ordinary temples of the classical period,
Hieracome, and the rest; it seems to have made a statement and likely reflects the
decreed inviolability of the temple. Hence the markers probably are subsequent to 3 and
respond to its intent. The findspot of the one stone might suggest that the limits of asylia
stipulated at 3.7 were to encompass only the terrace of the naos itself. But the
Amphictyony adds that the rest of the land belonging to the god is not to be harmed (3.78), for Apollo owned other land in the territory of Acraephia; that too will have had
boundary markers.
B.C.

40. At 4.24-26, however, the Council similarly approves the administrators of the games at Thebes, although it is
not evident what is changed there.
41. References at Lauffer 1547.
42. See AJP 108 (1987) 729-740: probably in the 230s, a special competition for Athena held at the Ptoia, to which
Acraephia invited neighboring Haliartus.
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Temple of Dionysus Cadmeius, Thebes
Thebes had the distinction of being the birthplace of two sons of Zeus, Dionysus and
Heracles.43 The prominence of Dionysus in the legends of Thebes is well known; this was
the home of Semele and the city that owed her son first honor. The prominence of
Thebes in the affairs of Boeotia is equally familiar; refounded in 316 after its destruction
by Alexander, it became one of the five members of the Boeotian League privileged to
have an
on the federal council in the third century.44 The festivals of Dionysus
and of Heracles at Thebes had each obtained Panhellenic status by the early second
century 45 The inviolability of Dionysus Cadmeius46 is attested by an inscription at
Delphi of the 220s: the Amphictyony defines the privileges and responsibilities of the
Artists who perform at Dionysus' festival, and also declares the temple inviolable. Half a
century later, the Artists would state that oracles of Apollo had persuaded the most pious
among the Greeks to grant them personal inviolability because of their role in the contest
of Dionysus at Thebes, among other festivals (IG XI.4 1061.16).
B.C.

The temple has not been located with certainty; nonetheless Thebes seems to provide an
instance of inviolability of a temple (rather than city and country) when the temple is
inside the city.47 Within the temenos of Dionysus was a
(4.17, 28). The opening of
Euripides' Bacchae (with
, 11) portrays the palace and Semele's tomb
juxtaposed on the citadel of Thebes, where the lightning struck her. Pausanias was
shown a ruined chamber (
) of Semele48 in the agora, together with an altar made by
the sons of Praxiteles
43. Testimonia on Dionysus of Thebes are listed at Schachter I 185-187; add FGrHist 380 F I with Jacoby's
comments, the tradition that Dionysus sent the Sphinx to Thebes. For Heracles, Schachter, Cults II, BICS Suppl.
38.2 (London 1986) 14-30. On the topography see F. Schober, "Thebai," RE 5A (1934) 1423-1452; for the temple,
A. D. Koumanoudis, Deltion 3 (1917) 341-346; S. Symeonoglou, The Topography of Thebes (Princeton 1985) 57,
127.
44. P. Roesch, Thespies et la confédération béotienne (Paris 1965) 138.
45. See Roesch, ZPE 17 (1975) 1-7, with J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1976, 301; A. Schachter, "The Boiotian
Herakles," Teiresias Suppl. 2 (1979) 39; D. Knoepfler, Chiron 22 (1992) 476.
46. Apart from 4 the only mentions of the cuit epithet of Dionysus of Thebes are in an epigram a generation earlier
(Kaibel, Epigr. 926.13-14) and at Paus. 9.12.3. Cf. Anth. Gr. 11.40.5 (A. S. F. Gow and D. Page, The Garland of Philip
I [Cambridge 1968] 126, Antistius 3), referring to Dionysus simply as
(corrected from
).
47. The temple is usually identified with a structure near the Electra gate; cf. Fossey 204. In the asylia inscription,
(4.14, 28) is too vague to be useful; so the rural Itonium could be
(FGrHist 378 F I; schol. Ap.
Rhod. 1.551a; 1.14; n. 11 above), the Ptoium
(3.6), the Sarapeum
(Paus. 1.18.4); cf. Philostr.
VA 4.1 (
and
).
48. 9.12.3; compare
at Callixenus FGrHist 627 F 2.31 (Ath. 200B),
at [Ael. Arist.]
25.2 Keil; cf. J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1982, 298. For
see Bourguet, FD III.1 p. 200.

Page 69

and a statue of the god: here a log had fallen from heaven, which the Thebans adorned
with bronze and called Dionysus Cadmeius. So there is good reason to think that
Pausanias' thalamos is the sekos of the inscription (hence the restoration of Semele's
name), and that the temple was in the center of Thebes. This evidence is not conclusive,
however: Pausanias does not mention a temple, and he puts the tomb of Semele in the
lower city to the northeast (
, 9.16.7; Symeonoglou 190), in contrast to Euripides.
Keramopoullos's suggestion that the temple was defunct and in ruins in Pausanias' day
seems contradicted by the celebration of the games (though fused with the Heracleia) in
imperial times.49 So the possibility remains that Dionysus' temple stood outside the city
(as did Heracles'), like most others declared inviolable.50
The festival at issue is here called the
rather than a proper name; a two-year
period was typical for Dionysus (see above, p. 56). The contest was certainly old in the
220s, attested, for example, by the Pythocles epigram before the mid-third century.51 The
Amphictyons obviously envisage that the contest will become of more than local
patronageit is to be proclaimed "to the cities" (compare, on the Ptoia, 2.5 and 3.25). In
fact games of Dionysus administered by Thebes and the Artists, the Agrionia, are
attested as Panhellenic as early as 170 The name does not occur in our inscription of
the 220s. Robert suggested that the present effort to increase the games to Panhellenic
status failed and that subsequently the festival was reorganized and renamed as part of a
new (and successful) effort (Op. min. sel. VII 778). Instead, it may be that the
Panhellenic status of the games was indeed gained now and the Amphictyons' failure to
call the trieteris the Agrionia is not significant: as a generic term, like thysia, panegyris,
and agon, the word is often found substituted for the proper name of a festival (e.g., at
Pergamum).52 The Amphictyons will naturally have echoed the language of the embassy
that made the request. I suggest however a third possibility: what is envisioned in the
220s is making the games only Pan-Boeotian. The absence of the Boeotian League from
the administration of the cult perhaps speaks against this; but that the proclamation of
the games is to be "to the cities" (and not "kings, dynasts, nations, cities,'' the
conventional Panhellenic roster) suggests a restriction, surely to Boeotia. The revised
terminology that Robert detected will have come about later, as he thought, when the
games became Panhellenic; the present effort, however, was not a failure, merely less
ambitious.
B.C.

As to date, decree to inscribe the previous enactments concerning Theban cult was
passed in a subsequent Pythian year.53 Of the two decrees then inscribed
A

49. On the reorganized Dionysia-Heracleia see Robert, Op. min. sel. VII 778-779.
50. For the Heracleum, Arr. Anab. 1.8.3-5, with J. G. Frazer, Pausanias V (London 1898) 46-47; Symeonoglou 133;
Schober 1448-1449.
51. Kaibel, Epigr. 926, with Nachtergael, Les Galates 318-322.
52. See C. P. Jones, Chiron 4 (1974) 186-187.
53. Probably 214

; see Flacelière, Aitoliens 295 n. 4; Feyel, Contribution 143 n. 4.

B.C.
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below , the second and better preserved, , is dated to autumn of the Delphian archon
Nicarchus; this decree alludes (31-33) to the substance of its predecessor, , and
regulates a further detail concerning the Artists. Feyel argud that this is an afterthought
to decree , responding to the same request and passed at the same Council session as
54 To this it can be added that states not that the Amphictyony has declared the temple
inviolable but that the Thebans have requested as much. If was prompted by a different
embassy sent later, surely the grant, the acquired fact of inviolability, rather than the
request, would have been invoked. thus seems to be a rider on current business, and so
, like , dates to Nicarchus' year. The asylia of the temple of Dionysus thus would belong
to an autumn of the years 228-225 (see above on Acraephia); I would prefer the earliest
of these, autumn 228, in immediate proximity to that for the Ptoium at Acraephia and
amid the events that led to war with Macedonia in 227.
A

C

B

B

B.

C

C

C

B

C

The later decree ( ) grants a request to inscribe the previous enactments concerning the
cult of Dionysus. These earlier decrees have been abridged, for both lack their lists of
hieromnemones, and has no preliminaries describing the embassy and its petition.
alone reveals (31) that the embassy was a joint one by Thebes and the Artistsin keeping
with their joint administration of the cult and proclamation of the games as stipulated in
(23-26; cf. 12, 15). As a rider voted on the same occasion, adds penalties to enforce the
provisions of
A

B

C

B

C

B.

4. Amphictyonic Council
Delphi. Five fragments of two marble blocks, originally part of a wall of the Theban
Treasury. Careful, somewhat crowded lettering (0.008-0.01; intersp. 0.009, diminishing)
of the late third century : strokes slightly curving, occasional thickening at the ends; A
with straight bar; Q, O, W small and suspended; right hasta of N slightly raised. Word
division is observed at the line ends.
B.C.

Inv. 632, upper block, lines 1-15; h. 0.24, w. 0.242, th. 0.24; found built into the wall of a
modern house, removed to the museum in 1893: E. Dodwell, A Classical and
Topographical Tour (London 1819) 508 [Le Bas-Foucart, Voyage 842]; Boeckh, CIG 1689
(copy of Koehler); F. Thiersch, Ueber die Topographie von Delphi, AbhBerlin 3.1 (Berlin
1840) 68-70; J. L. Ussing, Graeske og Latinike Indskrifier (Copenhagen 1857) no. 30
(copy of Brfndsted); Baunack, SGDI 2532 (squeeze).
Inv. 632, +1142+4449 (lower block, broken in the middle, found by the Theban Treasury
in 1894; combined h. 0.34, w. 0695 [slight upward taper], th. 0.82): E. Bourguet, FD III.1
351 and p. 199.
Inv. 632+1142+4449, +5084 (bottom center of upper block, Theban treasury; h. 0.087,
w. 0.01, th. 0.037) +7705 (bottom center of lower block, Theban Treasury; h. 0.12, w.
0.18, th. 0.037): J. Bousquet, BCH 85 (1961) 78-88 [SEG
54. On the inconsistency of dialect between the two, he noted (Contribution 145 n. 1) that C is itself inconsistent,

first Koine, then Doric.
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19.379; Pickard-Cambridge, Dramatic Festivals of Athens2 309-310 ( and ); SEG 28.487
(from Robert 1977)].
B

C

Photograph: Bourguet pl. X (632+1142+4449); FD II Trésor de Thebes pl. 69 (1142);
Bousquet figs. 8-11 (all but 1142).
Cf. Pomtow, JahrbClPhil 40 (1894) 548-558; 43 (1897) 806; Wilhelm, Beiträge 292;
Nikitsky, ZhournMinistNarodProsv n.s. 38 (March 1912) 125-133; Flacelière, Aitoliens 409410; Feyel, Contribution 140-147; Klaffenbach, Philologus 97 (1948) 373-376; Daux, RA
1950, 194-195 (copy of A. F. Sturtzenbecker [1784] and squeeze); Robert, ArchEph 1977,
195-210 (Op. min. sel. VII 765-780); D. M. Lewis ap. Schachter, Cults I 189 n. 2;J. Ebert,
Epigraphica 45 (1983) 7-10.
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Text of Bousquet. Some letters once read have been lost to flaking; I have not indicated the losses. 1:
Sturtzenbecker,
? Daux. 3:
. 4:
or
Pomtow. 5:
Pomtow. 6: Sturtzenbecker read the verb in full;
Pomtow;
Bourguet. 7
Ebert (
. Bousquet):
Bourguet. 8:
THPIDWN Sturtzenbecker;

Page 73
Pomtow; [
(or
, p. 198) Bourguet. 9:] DIEN Sturtzenbacker;
Wilhelm;
Pomtow;
Bourguet. 10: [
] Pomtow;
Bourguet. 11
Feyel. 12
init. Robert:
Pomtow;
Bourguet;
Bousquet. 14 Lewis: ]AMEIOI Koehler;
Boeckhh;
Pomtow;
Bourguet;
Bousquet;
Robert;
or
Ebert. 14-15 Robert (or
and
Bourguet;
Bousquet. 16:
Nikitsky;
Bourguet. 18:
Bourguet. 19
Klaffenbach;
del. Nikitsky:
Bourguet. 20:
Bourguet;
Nikitsky. 21-22 Bourguet:
Nikitsky. 23 Nikitsky:
Bourguet. 24 Nikitsky:
Bourguet. 25 Nikitsky:
Bourguet. 26-32 Bourguet. 33 Robert:
? Nikitsky. 34 Nikitsky:
Bourguet. 35 Nikitsky:
Bourguet.
36 Ebert:
Bourguet;
Bousquet. 37:
Bourguet. 38:
Bourguet. 39:
Bouguet;
- - - Nikitsky.

: In a Pythian year (214?) the Council grants a request by a single Theban envoy that the
earlier decrees about the trieteris be inscribed on the Theban Treasury and put in the
"tradition," the papyrus record of official acts that the annual magistrates passed on to
their successors.55 The original decree provided for an inscription (line 27); perhaps this
was not carried out or was in a place too obscure to satisfy the Thebans. At Teos and
Tenos it was felt worthwhile to send a special embassy around Crete to request that
earlier asylia decrees be inscribed.
A

The two decrees and , like 3 for the Ptoium, define the administrative control of the cult
and make the safety of the festival a legal concern of the Delphian Amphictyony; , in
effect a rider, stipulates the penalties for defaulting performers.
B

C

C

55. On the paradosis see Wilhelm, Beiträge 292. The form was perhaps the
known from the
papyrieach new document glued to the last until a roll was made up; cf. N. Lewis, Papyrus in Classical Antiquity
(Oxford 1974) 81.
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: So that the sacrifice to Dionysus [Cadmeius and the] games c[onducted by the city of the Thebans and the]
Isthmian-[Nemean] Artists may be [as fine as possible,] the hieromnemones of the [year in which the] trieterides
are [held for Dionysus] Cadmeius in Thebes [are to see to it that the sacred truce begins] on the day [on which
the Thebans and the Artists] wish.... All [Artists assigned to the sacrifice] of the trieterides are to have security and
inviolability for five days in coming [and as many in leaving] and while the festival lasts, both themselves [and their
assistants,] everywhere. If anyone contrary to this seize or plunder any of them, [he is to be subject to
prosecution before the Amphictyons.] The temple of Dionysus Cadmeius [in Thebes] is to be inviolable [from all],
like the temple in Delphi. The Thebans and the Artists [are to proclaim] the sacrifice and truce to the cities. [Those
empowered to] administer the temple affairs are to be the priest of Dionysus, the overseers named by the Artists,
and the agonothete of the Thebans. (Provisions for inscribing.)
B

: Inasmuch as the Thebans and the Isthmian-Nemean [Artists] have asked the Amphictyons to make the temple
of [Dionysus] inviolable and to take care of the security of the contest as well, so that the sacrifice of the trieterides
for Dionysus Cadmeius may be conducted as finely as possible, [the Amphic] tyons decree that if any flutist,
chorist, or tragic or comic actor assigned to the trieterides by the Artists should not compete in the trieterides
conducted in accordance with the law of Thebes but, in good health, should miss the competition, neither he nor his
assistants is to have security in war or peace. If he should not compete and is punished by the agonothete, he is
to be subject to arrest everywhere. If any city or [magistrates or private person] should remit the fine ...
C

14: For

of games cf. 97.25; 101.35; Plut. Dem. 40.7:
. For
Ebert adduced 100.30 (
, but Syll.3 690.3
.

16: The provision for inscribing this decree begins only later (26ff.). The present passage
comes after the statement that the date of the festival is to be at the organizers'
discretion, and before the privileges for Artists who participate. Perhaps here was a
provision that the date of the festival, when decided upon, is to be posted beside the
sekos of Semele, perhaps on a temporary leukoma,56 so
; but the usual verb is
and its compounds (e.g., at Miletus:
).57
22: For the citation of the precedent see on 3.7.
23-24: The city and the Artists are joint sponsors of the games (cf. 12); what they
proclaim jointly ''to the cities" (of Boeotia, in my view) was only the games
56. On the practice see Wilhelm, Beiträgs 246-247, 273-274.
57. Syll.3 577.29. Cf. I.Ephesos 4.21; I.Priene 59.36; Dem. 56.18;
I.Cret. III IV 7.14; but LSCG 50.17: (the decree)

IG IX.2 1109.35; SB XIV 12144.15;
; and Dem. 58.8-9.

:
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of Dionysus, the "sacrifice and truce": like Acraephia, Thebes requested asylia from the
Amphictyony, games from the cities.
24-26: At Acraephia the parallel passage brought about an innovation, the addition of the
agonothete (3.15); here it is not made clear what is changed.
34ff.: For the privilege conditional upon fulfillment of a contract cf. IG XII.9 191.A.37-38:
Chaerephanes and his laborers will enjoy asylia only so long as they are doing their work
for the city. Again on Euboea, Artists who miss work are to be
, 207.42-45; compare
62,
, with line 39 here.
Unidentified Boeotian Temple
I place here a mention of inviolability for a temple that certainly was Boeotian and
possibly was that of Dionysus at Thebes; its date is ca. 225-200
B.C.

5. Amphictyonic Council
Delphi, Theban Treasury (?). Two nonjoining fragments of white marble. Letters and
intersp. 0.008: full-sized O, right hasta of II almost fully descended, S with somewhat
divergent bars; last quarter of the third century (Bousquet).
B.C.

Inv. 1145, upper fragment; h. 0.20, w. 0.15, th. 0.18; found in 1894 probably by the
Theban Treasury: H. Pomtow, Klio 14 (1915) 301 [Flacelière, Aitoliens 417].
Inv. 1145, +7664, lower fragment (find unrecorded); h. 0.11, w. 0.15, th. 0.165:
Bousquet, BCH 88 (1964) 385-387 [SEG 22.450]; Roesch, Etudes béotiennes 10-11 [SEG
32.541].
Photograph: Bousquet fig. 5.

vacat
B.

1 Roesch:

- - - Bousquet. 4

Roesch;

. Bousquet.

Page 76

We do not know how much is lost between the two fragments. A longer line than even
Bousquet envisaged is possible; and 5 may have gone on to provide for more than one
copy. At 1ff. Roesch suggested
(name)
Thus he assumed that the body of the
Amphictyonic decree begins at 1 rather than earlier and also ends there and that a
different decree, of the Bocotians, begins at 2; this reconstruction is arbitrary and
improbable.
B.

B.

B.

B.

The month Thelouthios is exclusive to Bocotia (the seventh, ca. July).58 From the color
and grain of the stone as well as from the excavation records, Bousquet assigned the
decree to the Theban Treasury59 but found it incompatible in its lettering with any extant
text from there. No city but Thebes is known to have inscribed its documents on the
treasury.60
From the double date ( 3-4) I suggest that a sacred truce is being specified, as at 3.11,
with the games in Thelouthios. That excludes certain major Boeotian festivals whose
season is knownthe Pamboeotia in Pamboiotios, the Ptoia in Hippodromios (3.11), the
Basileia of Lebadeia in Panamos.61 We do not know the season of the Theban festival of
Dionysus, and the Amphictyons had left the specific day to the discretion of the local
authorities (4.15-16). The present decree might be a subsequent enactment about the
same cult, expressly fixing, as was done for the Ptoia, the day and month on which the
truce is to begin and mentioning (as 4.31-32 does) the inviolability of the temple of
Dionysus.
B.

One might expect, however, that the Agrionia were held in Agriomios, the fourth month
(April/May). Hence this may well be a new grant of asylia for another Boeotian shrine,
possessed of an important festival whose month is not otherwise known to usfor
example, the Mouseia at Thespiae62 or the Amphiaraea at Oropus.
58. For the Boeotian calendar see Roesch, Etudes 3-87, who recognized the Delphian equivalent. F. Lefèvre, BCH
115 (1991) 586 n. 25, remarks the rarity of such equations in Delphian epigraphy.
59. He found the inventory numbers consistent with those of the Theban Treasury (rather than the Athenian
Treasury, as in the excavation journal); accepted with caution by J.-P. Michaud, FD II Le Trésor de Thèbes (Paris
1973) 129.
60. A contrary statement has been restored at FD III.1 36.2: see, however, Robert, Op. min. sel. I 136.
61. Feyel, Contribution 74.
62. The Mouseia seem to have become Panhellenic late in the third century; cf. Feyel, Contribution 88-132; A.
Schachter, NC VII.1 (1961) 67-70.
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Temple of Amphiaraus, Oropus
The oracular and healing shrine of Amphiaraus stood in the frontier region between Attica
and Boeotia.63 The first great "increase" in the cult had occurred in the fourth century ,
a tumultuous period during which Athens and the Boeotians disputed control of the
sacred place. Much of its major construction dates from those years, and there is
evidence that the number of pilgrims swelled. Already in the fourth century the panegyris
and games of Amphiaraus were celebrated with greater pomp every fourth year
).64 The Hellenistic age, when the site was Boeotian (after 295/4),
was more peaceful, and few events are known in the history of the shrine. Oropus, some
three kilometers to the northwest of the temple, possessed the place, evidently without
significant challenge;65 and, as at some other important Boeotian temples, the Boeotian
League seems to have played a role in its administration.66 During this long period of
stability the cult enjoyed an international patronage, visible in the many extant
dedicationsespecially by Romans in the age of Cicero. The games of Amphiaraus may
have become Panhellenic by the early second century 67
B.C.

B.C.

No primary grant survives, and the inviolability of the Amphiaraeum is known to us only
by a reference of Roman times. Sulla, during his brutal passage through Greece, besieged
Athens in 87 and in the next year fought Mithridates' forces in Boeotia.68 At the
Amphiaraeum, we learn, he made a vow to add land to the temenos "so that that land
too will be inviolable" (6.45)a kindness at variance with his reported plundering of other
temples in Greece. The term
here reveals an existing privilege of asylia, expanded
now with the limits of the temple land, as Caesar would do at Didyma and Antony at
Ephesus.
63. V. C. Petrakos, 'O
(Athens 1968), and
(Athens 1980)
(cf. SEG 31.418ff.); A. Petropoulou, GRBS 21 (1981) 39-63; cf. Schachter I 19-26. On the chronology of ownership
of the shrine see D. Knoepfler, Chiron 16 (1986) 71-98; 22 (1992) 452.
64. IG VII 412.26, 414; Petrakos (1968) 196 no. 47; Syll.3 287.13. 675.35.
65. Athens attempted to take possession in 156

; cf. Syll.3 675, with Petrakos (1968) 37-39, 187-188.

B.C.

66. In the 260s, we are told, the philosopher Menedemus, exiled from nearby Eretria, took up residence in the
Amphiaraeum; but charged with stealing sacred vessels, he was required to leave by vote of the Boeotian League:
Diog. Laert. 2.142; cf. K. von Fritze, "Menedemos 9," RE 15 (1931) 789-790; D. Knoepfler, La vie de Ménédème
(Basel 1991).
67. Mentioned in Moretti, I. agon. gr. 45 (early II

), a list of distinguished games, though not all Panhellenic.

B.C.

68. On Sulla in Boeotia see P. W. Wallace, Strabo's Description of Boiotia (Heidelberg 1979) 176-177. For the possibility
that he made a grant to Trophonius as well as to Amphiaraus, see below on Lebadeia.
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The occasion of the original recognition we can only guess at. Other Boeotian instances,
and perhaps Panhellenic status of the Amphiaraea by about 200 , would suggest a date
in the second half of the third century. But the silence of the rich material from the site,
apart from Sulla's inscription, recommends caution. It may be that the local authorities
foisted upon Sulla some claim of a right of asylum from more remote antiquity, and there
was no recognition of Hellenistic date. Compare Delphi, and perhaps the Asclepieum at
Epidaurus (cf. p. 90), which first flourished, like the Amphiaraeum, in the early fourth
century and which apparently never sought a Hellenistic recognition of inviolability. At
any rate, the harvest of inscriptions from the Amphiaraeum can show nothing of asylia
before Sulla's visit.
B.C.

The Sulla inscription contains the following:
A. a covering letter (lines 1-6) to Oropus from the consuls in October 73 conveying the
following:
B. a report (lines 6-59) submitted to the Senate in October 74 by the consuls together
with a committee of senators, rendering their opinion (16-34) and quoting from
1. the lex locationis69 as it concerns Sulla's power to dispose of sacred land (35-42)
2. Sulla's declaration, in 86
3. the

S.C.

of 80

B.C.

, of the fulfillment of his vow to Amphiaraus (42-51)

B.C.

ratifying Sulla's acta (51-59)

C. an of October 73 (two days after A) reaffirming that of 80 (B.3) in light of the
consuls' investigation (59-69)
S.C.

The Oropian land in question (32-33, 65-66:
) is judged to be exempt from
taxation because Sulla lawfully assigned it to the god Amphiaraus. Publicans had
challenged the tax exemption,70 on the argument that Amphiaraus was not a god.
As this is a secondary act, and one to which asylia is only incidental, I quote it here
selectively, in chronological sequence (and indicating the outline given above).
6. Rome
Oropus, temple of Amphiaraus. White marble stele found in 1884 by the statue base of
Sulla (IG VII 264); now in the local museum (inv. 452).
S. Vases, ArchEph 1884, 101-120 (from a squeeze by Leonardos) [Mommsen, Hermes 20
(1885) 268-287 (Ges. Schr. V 495-513); Viereck, Sermo Graecus 18;
69.
(1926) 935.

(25, 35, 66): strictly speaking, the lex censoria for his province; cf. Kornemann, RE 13

70. On the phenomenon see R. Bernhardt, Polis and römische Herrschaft (Berlin 1985) 194-197. For the question of
the status of Oropus between the Roman conquest in 146 and Sulla see Knoepfler, MusHeln 48 (1991) 275.
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E. de Ruggiero, L'arbitrato pubblico (Rome 1893) 25]; Dittenberger, IG VII 413 (collation
by Lolling) [Syll.2 334; Bruns, Fontes7 42; Laum, Stiftungen 26 (lines 42-50); Hiller, Syll.3
747; Abbot and Johnson, Municipal Administration 18; Riccobono, Fontes2 36; Sherk,
Roman Documents 23]. Collation. Photograph: C. Lanzani, Lucio Cornelio Silla (Milan,
1936) p. 172.
(B.2) The committee's description of Sulla's vow and dedication of 86

B.C.

(lines 42-51):

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
Sulla is found to have stated: ''In fulfillment of a vow I attach to the temple of Amphiaraus land for one mile
continuously in every direction, so that this land too be inviolable." Likewise it is found that to the god Amphiaraus
have been dedicated all the revenues from the city and territory and harbors, for the games and sacrifices which
the Oropians celebrate for Amphiaraus, likewise those which they will celebrate hereafter in honor of the victory and
power of the Roman peopleexcepting the fields of Hermodorus son of Olympichus, priest of Amphiaraus, who has
always remained in the friendship of the Roman people.

(B.3) Ratification of this by the Senate in 80

B.C.

(lines 54-57):

(B) L. Domitius Ahenobarbus' protest in behalf of the publicans, as described by the
committee (lines 25-29):

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
While in the lex locationis those lands are excluded which Sulla granted for the security of the sacred precincts of
the immortal gods, Amphiaraus, to whom these lands are claimed to have been granted, is no god, so that it is
permitted that the publicans enjoy these lands.
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(C) The Senate's decree in 73 on the findings of the committee in favor of Amphiaraus
(lines 65-67):

The issue here was not asylia but the tax status of land and of revenues that had
formerly been secular and were now sacred. The publicans challenged the sacredness of
the added land and the dedicated revenues, not a "right of asylum," which Sulla mentions
only in passing.
According to Augustine (De civ.D. 4.27), the pontifex maximus Q. Mucius Scaevola
(consul in 100 ) had written that the general public ought not to be told that Asclepius
and the like had been mortal, lest doubt be raised about their divinity. Cicero, who was a
member of the committee that found against the publicans in the case of Oropus (lines
11-12), years later wrote complacently of the controversy, without mentioning the
outcome or his own participation:71
B.C.

an Amphiaraus erit deus et Trophonius? nostri quidem publicani, cum essent agri in Boeotia deorum inmortalium
excepti lege censoria, negabant inmortalis esse ullos qui aliquando homines fuissent. sed si sunt hi di, est certe
Erechtheus ...

Thus Sulla did two things in 86. He increased the god's land by adding one mile to the
radius of the precinct,72 and he diverted to the upkeep of the god's festival the taxes that
the city of Oropus paid annually to Rome. The first entailed ownership, the second
"enjoyment" (
).
The topographical import of the first act is uncertain, for we do not know the original
radius.73 The narrow valley in which are crowded the temple and its attendant buildings
is about four Roman miles from the city proper. Even before Sulla, the sacred land may
well have extended to the coast. The harbor Delphinium, about a mile from the temple,
Strabo calls "the sacred harbor";74 if this usage is older than Sulla, the original sacred
land may already have extended a mile from the temple.
As to the resignation of Roman taxes, nature and art combined to make the harbors of
this coast very lucrative, and the Oropians are singled out for their
71. Nat. d. 3.49. with A. S. Pease ad loc. (II 1080-82). At Leg. 2.19 he has no doubt that Asclepius ought to be
worshipped. For publicans' encroachments on sacred land see Rostovtzeff, SEHHW III 1526 n. 89.
72. Compare two miles at Didyma and Hieracome, and Antony's doubling at Ephesus.
73. The boundary stone IG VII 422 (IV
.

?) is from the site itself, but precisely where is not recorded:

B.C.

74. Strab. 9.2.6 (403):
Cf. Petrakos (1968) 11; Wallace 25, 43-45.

; restored by Köhler at IG I3 428.6:
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rapacious taxation of trade;75 from Oropus one can see Eretriathe shortest passage
between Attica and Euboea.76 Taxes on sales and transit of goods and on land formed
the bulk of any Greek city's revenue. By
(47) are meant Rome's revenues, its tax
on Oropus, and not the tax revenues of Oropus itselfthe diversion of which to the god
would have ruined the city. The god will now "enjoy" (not own) those resources, receiving
the revenues that formerly went to Rome. Oropus, we know, hailed Sulla as savior and
benefactor77 and renamed the Panhellenic games the
.78 The taxes they had paid to
Rome now would go to their god, to pay for games that would otherwise have been a
substantial expense to the city. Alexander had done a similar favor for Artemis and the
Ephesians when he assigned to the goddess the taxes that the city had paid the
Persians.79 Sulla himself assigned the income of half the territory of Thebes to repay the
temples at Delphi, Olympia, and Epidaurus for the goods he had requisitioned of them.80
The priest's property is exempted from the assignment to Amphiaraus (50); apparently
this dignitary and friend of Rome81 was already exempt from Roman taxation, and
consequently from the transfer of that obligation to the god.
Temples of Zeus Basileus and of Trophonius, Lebadeia
In his oracle inscribed at the Ptoium in the 220s (2), Trophonius had as much to say
about his own Lebadeia as about Acraephia, calling for its dedication
75. Heraclid. Perieg. 7 (p. 76 Pfister); see Robert, Hellenica XI-XII (1960) 265.
76. And traditionally Oropus' mother city: Nicocrates FGrHist 376 F 1. Knoepfler (above, n. 70) 278-280 suggests that
Oropus did not in fact exist in the preceding generation, with the Amphiaraeum attributed to Eretria, and that Sulla
reestablished Oropus. The silence of 6 about this reestablishment perhaps speaks against this idea.
77. IG VII 264 (Petrakos [1968] pl. 58b); cf. 372 for his wife.
78. On this and other Boeotian festivals in the age of Sulla see A. G. Gossage, BSA 70 (1975) 115-134, esp. 117-118
n. 6.
79. Arr. Anab. 1.17.10. Cf. Antiochus I of Commagene on the revenue of villages dedicated to the gods (IGLSyrie I
1.19, quoted p. 31 n. 6).
80. Plut. Sull. 12, 19; App. Mith. 54; Diod. 38.7.
81. Cf. A. J. Marshall, AJP 89 (1968) 52-53. We know or suspect other members of Hermodorus' family: an
Olympichus was priest of Amphiaraus early in the third century B.C. (Petrakos [1968] 156 no. 12 = IG VII 336); toward
150 B.C. Hermodorus' father proposed the pro-Roman decree Syll.3 675 (defense against Athens; cf. Knoepfler [above,
n. 70] 276 n. 109); a probable descendant in IG VII 341 was the agonothete of the first of the new games after Sulla
(Knoepfler 280 n. 127).
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to Zeus Basileus and Trophonius, the proclaiming of a contest, and the repair of the
temple of Zeus. As to asylia: if the Lebadeians did as the Acraephians, they will have
sought inviolability for their temples of Zeus and of Trophonius, and at some date in the
last quarter of the third century. We have, however, no evidence that they did so.82 A
text of the third century need reveal no more than the rhetoric of its age in speaking of
"the holy city of Lebadeia,"
(IG VII 3105). As to the games, the facts are
uncertain. As we have seen, the Acraephians probably responded to the oracle by making
the Ptoia Pan-Boeotian, not Panhellenic, and possibly the Thebans did likewise in these
years. At Lebadeia two festivals83 come into the question because two gods are named.
The Basileia, founded after Leuctra in 371, are first attested as Panhellenic at the end of
the third century , the Trophonia in the early second.84 Thus we know only a terminus
ante quem for each, but that much is consistent with their gaining the status as a result
of this oracle, and thus in the last quarter of the third century.
A.D.

B.C.

Asylia for these two sacred places, which adjoin each other on a hill outside the city
proper, would not have been untoward.85 The cults of Zeus Basileus and Trophonius were
famous. In the Boeotian-Aetolian treaty (early third century ), the oath begins with Zeus
Basileus.86 A new temple of Zeus seems to have been begun toward the end of the third
century and extensively repaired in the first half of the second, partly with funds from
Antiochus IV; it does not seem ever to have been completed.87 Apollo's son88 Trophonius,
who spoke from a cave, was the most respected oracular god in Boeotia, and much
frequented. Pausanias gives examples of cities that are dedicated to gods:
...
(1.34.2). The cult statue was by Daedalus (Paus. 9.40.3), and the
fame of the oracle had spread beyond Greece already in archaic times (Hdt. 1.46, 8.134).
B.C.

82. But see the unattributed 229, where one might restore a reference to Zeus Basileus.
83. See Moretti, I. agon. gr. pp. 105-107.
84. References at D. Knoepfler, Chiron 22 (1992) 487. Diodorus (15.53.4) knew an oracle of Trophonius delivered
upon the occasion of the founding of the Basileia in 371 B.C., stipulating that the games be Panhellenic
(
); this certainly is anachronistic.
85. For "Zeus Trophonios" see E. Rohde, Psyche I (New York 1925) 107-108. Dicaearchus wrote a tract on the
Trophonium: frags. 13-22 Wehrli.
86. Staatsvertr. III 463; cf. Roesch, Etudes 359-364. In the second century
dedication to "Zeus Basileus and the other ancestral gods" (SB III 6664).

B.C.

some Boeotians in Egypt made a

87. Etienne and Knoepfler 337-342; Feyel, Contribution 67 n. 1. On the topography see E. Vallas and N. Phaklas, AAA
2 (1969) 228-233; Lee Ann Turner, "The History, Monuments, and Topography of Ancient Lebadeia" (Ph.D. diss.,
University of Pennsylvania 1994).
88. Hence perhaps Lactant. Plac. ad Stat. Theà 7.345 on Lebadeia: civitas Apollini sacrata.
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On the question of deified mortals, Cicero mentioned not only Amphiaraus but also
Trophonius before citing the publicans' challenge to the tax exemption of fields "in
Boeotia" (Nat. d. 3.49, cited above). Larsen concluded that Sulla made the same gesture
to Trophonius at Lebadeia as to Amphiaraus at Oropus.89 Feyel observed that the Basileia
in the first century had more money than in the preceding century and that this derived
now not from the cities of the League but from a tithe: this, he thought, reflected the
assignment of Rome's tax burden to Trophonius as at Oropus.90 But his case rests on an
unjustified equation of the Trophonia and the Basileia.91 So I leave open the question
whether Sulla intervened in this way at Lebadeia, noting only that the assignment of tax
revenues does not prove inviolability, as the two are distinct matters.
B.C.

Temple of Apollo Delius, Tanagra
The Delium, the famous temple of Apollo that Tanagra possessed on its coast, some
eight kilometers from the city,92 is described as follows by Livy (35.51), in narrating the
attack on a Roman army there by troops of Antiochus III in 192 :
B.C.

ubi et in fano lucoque ea religione et eo iure sancto, quo sunt templa quae asyla Graeci appellant.

The Greeks and Flamininus, we are told, expressed outrage (Diod. 29.1). Roman troops
gathered at the temple were attacked, Livy says, in spite of the sanctity of the place and
the fact that there was not yet the formality of war. No doubt Livy's source was Polybius,
who mentions the inviolability of a threatened temple in Arcadia, and who makes a
similar complaint about an attack at the Itonium in time of peace (see pp. 57, 91). Hence
this passage may be no more than partisan fulmination. But it is possible that at some
time Tanagra laid before the Romans the claim and evidence that the temple had been
declared inviolable; and indeed Livy's phrase has the ring of a Roman legal
pronouncement. A brief statement by Appian about the Delium (Syr. 12:
) is too generic to decide the matter.
89. In T. Frank, ed., Econ. Survey IV (Baltimore 1938) 307-308, 365, 427; cf. Wallace 176-177.
90. Feyel, Contribution 86-87; cf. Knoepfler (above, n. 7) 294.
91. See Moretti, I. agon. gr. p. 105.
92. For references see Wallace 27-29; Fossey 62-66; Schachter I 44-47. Honors voted by Tanagra announced at the
games of Apollo Delius and elsewhere: IG VII 20.12.
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Alalcomenae
The temple of Athena Alalcomeneis stood on the south shore of Lake Copais, in the plain
below Mt. Tilphossium.93 Here Athena was born; the Boeotian month Alalkomenios and
the legendary Alalcomeneus (Page, PMG 985) hint at the early importance of the cult.
When Alexander attacked Thebes, the statue of Athena Alalcomeneis burst into flames
(Ael. VH 12.57). The Boeotian-Aetolian treaty (early third century) was inscribed
as well as at the Itonium and Onchestus (Staatsvertr. III 463.a.5). Boeotians
held that when Homer mentioned
he meant their goddess, not, as others
thought, ''guardian Athena."94 The temple suffered the depredations of Sulla, and in
Pausanias' time it was in decline and overgrown; he was told little of local legend (9.33.57).
Strabo, with access to earlier and better sources than Pausanias, reports a local story and
claim (9.2.36 [413]); this was an ancient temple of Athena, greatly honored, and here
she was born:

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
This is probably why there is no mention of men from here in the Catalogue: for being sacred, they were exempt
from the expedition. And in fact the city has always continued unplundered, although it is not large ... for all men,
respecting the goddess, have abstained from any violence.

Hence (he concludes) the Thebans fled to Alalcomenae during the war of the Epigoni.
The story, certainly older than the time of Sulla, bears an obvious similarity to the fourthcentury Elean explanation of their absence from early wars. It is possible that the tale
reflects a formal grant of inviolability dating to the Hellenistic age, which has left no trace
in inscriptions. But it seems more likely that the opposite is the case, and the story is a
myth of classical date.
93. Schachter I 111-114; Roesch, Etudes 218-220; on the topographical problem see W. K. Pritchett, Studies in
Ancient Greek Topography II (Berkeley/Los Angeles 1969) 86 n. 10; Wallace 143-144; Fossey 332-335.
94. Il. 4.8 = 5.908, with H. Erbse, Scholia graeca I (Berlin 1969) 446.
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Greece: Doubtful Cases
In Greece apart from Boeotia, several instances of declared inviolability are possible, but
all are subject to various kinds of uncertainty.1 Most of these (Epidaurus, Calaureia,
Taenarum, Hermione, Nicopolis) are on Plutarch's list of inviolable temples attacked by
the Cilician pirates.
Athens
Athens cultivated the reputation of being the benefactor and savior of the Greeks and the
protector of suppliants. In Roman times we know of an "Altar of Mercy" (IG II2 4786;
Paus. 1.17.1); Statius offers the fullest account, that the goddess Clementia founded an
altar in Athens where all might take refuge, hence Athenian protection of suppliants from
the Heracleidae on (Theb. 12.481-518).2
1. The famous temple of Hera at Argos is called an asylum in a late Latin source, as well as in the piracy list of
Plutarch and the list in Polybius (p. 38): Ampel. Lib. mem. 8.6: Iunonis templum magnifice ornatum, quod asylum
vocant; cf. Pomp. Mela 2.41: templum Iunonis vetustate et religione percelebre. I hesitate to press this as
evidence for an earlier Greek belief or recognition. Likewise Pausanias when he remarks the particular capacity of
various temples to receive suppliants: so 3.5.6, the "Peloponnesians" from earliest times held Athena Alea at Tegea
in such awe that foreigners took refuge there and no one thought to demand their surrender
(
); cf. 2.13.4 on Hebe at Phlius (
).
2. R. E. Wycherley, Athenian Agora III (Princeton 1957) 67-74, 122 (perhaps the Altar of the Twelve Gods); P.
Bruggisser, Romulus Servianus (Bonn 1987) 175-183. On the individuality of the Statius passage see J. F. Burgess, CQ
n.s. 22 (1972) 339-349; A. W. Verrall, Collected Literary Essays (Cambridge 1913) 225-226, argued that the notion of
Athens as humane to refugees had first been developed in the second half of the fifth century.
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Of declared inviolability at Athens, early or late, there is no clear proof. But some
problematic material needs to be considered. It was a commonplace by Roman times,
and often in modern, that in ancient Athens two holy places had the right to receive
suppliants: the Theseum east of the Agora and the Grove of the Furies, the Semnai
Theai, on the Areopagus. Not surprisingly, given Greek norms, there is quite explicit
evidence that sacred places in classical Athens other than these two received suppliants.3
I suggest that the reports of their special exemption are a projection of Roman notions
onto the classical past.
The Theseum
Theseus had at least two temples in Athens, the Theseum on the north slope of the
Acropolis and the depository of his bones by the Agora.4 As to status, first the late
evidence. Diodorus (4.62.4) states that for the bones of Theseus, brought back to Athens
from abroad, the Athenians "made an inviolable precinct" (
); Cimon
brought the bones from Scyros in the 470s.5 In the scholia to Aristophanes and Aeschines
and in the lexicographers, the Theseum is explicitly a place where slaves can escape their
masters; so too Plutarch:
(Thes. 36.4).
What items are old and cannot be attributed to the influence of Roman usage (selectively
granted right of asylum)? We have Philochorus 177, from the Etymologicum Magnum:
F

Jacoby treated only the last sentence as from Philochorus, and indeed the first part of the
entry looks much like the other statements in the late scholia and lexica. Strictly
speaking, the correction ("in ancient times not only slaves fled
3. Lipsius, in Meier/Schömann, Der attische Process2 II (Berlin 1883) 626 n. 382, listed various temples; he
explained, however, that only the two had "the right of asylum," while the rest were merely used by fugitives (on
this attempted distinction see above, p. 14).
4. S. Koumanoudes, ArchEph 1976, 194-216; cf. Jacoby on Philochorus FGrHist 328 F 177; Wycherley 113-119;
Thompson and Wycherley, Athenian Agora XIV (Princeton 1972) 124-126; A. J. Podlecki, JHS 91 (1971) 141-143; H.
Herter, RE Suppl. 13 (1973) 1223-1224; K. A. Christensen, AJAH 9 (1984) 23-32; H. A. Shapiro, Art and Cult under
the Tyrants in Athens (Mainz 1989) 143-149. For the games of Theseus in late Hellenistic times see G. R. Bugh, ZPE
83 (1990) 20-37.
5. Plut. Cim. 8.5-6; Thes. 36.2; Paus. 1.17.6. See R. Garland, Introducing New Gods: The Polities of Athenian Religion
(London 1992) 82-98. The sacred place was certainly older than the bringing of the relics; cf. Herter 1224.
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to the Theseum but those with any sort of supplication") might come either from
Philochorus or from the scholiast who has seen in Philochorus an instance of a nonslave
taking refuge. If the correction is Philochorus', then the notion that the Theseum had a
special status with regard to slaves is older than the early third century But that cannot
be guaranteed from this passage.
B.C.

By contrast, we have from the classical period some passages of comedy. Aristophanes
used the word
, meaning "someone who spends time at the Theseum" (frag. 475);
and a slave is found to say: "Best for me to run to the Theseum and stay there until I find
a sale,"
(frag. 577, cited by Pollux as
evidence that the Athenians had the same humane practice as the Romans for a slave
with a cruel master); we find also the expression
in Pherecrates'
Doulodidaskalos (frag. 46). Finally, at Aristophanes Knights 1311-1312 one of the
Athenian ships, wanting escape from bad politicians, says: ''I think we should sit [as
suppliants], sailing to the Theseum, or at the Dread Goddesses"
(
). Thus it was known in late fifth-century
Athens that the Theseum was a good place to escape to.
None of these passages proves a peculiar legal status for the Theseum, less still that
other temples could not receive suppliants. Philochorus may have known that the
Theseum had a reputation for protecting slaveswhich is no more than we see in the fifthcentury comic writers. Perhaps, however, he considered this the intention of the founder
Cimon, if Diodorus'
too derives from Philochorus. Only if that intention was
Philochorus' belief do we have a notion, at the beginning of the third century, of a
specially designated place of refuge. The comic authors of the fifth century offer no
explicit support for such an institutionalized right of refuge, only for a popular sentiment.
The Grove of the Furies
There was a grove of the Furies on the Areopagus.6 One act of refuge is most pertinent,
that of the Cylonian conspirators. Herodotus' brief account is almost without topography
(5.71): Cylon occupied the Acropolis but, unable to prevail, "sat down as a suppliant at
the statue"
;7 officials "raised them up" (
) upon guarantee of their
lives, but they were murdered. Thucydides adds a good many details, including
topographical (1.126): besieged on the Acropolis, the conspirators "sat down as
suppliants
6. E. Wüst, "Erinys," RE Suppl. 8 (1956) 128.
7. Certainly the statue of Athena Polias at the Erechtheum. Paus. 1.26.6: Athenians honor Athena most highly, for
whereas each deme has its own divinities, all have one of Athena as well; "and the holiest thing, jointly worshipped
many years before the unification of the demes, is a statue of Athena on the Acropolis; legend holds that it fell from
heaven."
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at the altar on the Acropolis" (
); officials raised them
up, promising security, when they saw them dying of starvation in the sanctuary (
),
but led away and murdered them and "also did away with8 some who were sitting at the
altars of the Dread Goddesses on the way"
(
). These are taken to be some of
the group from the Acropolis, escaping to the Areopagus while being led away, for this is
what we are told by Plutarch (Sol. 12.1: the rope they had attached to the statue of
Athena broke near the altars of the Furies, to which some fled and where they were
slaughtered).
The import of this story is that the temple of Athena on the Acropolis was the hoped-for
asylum. Flight to the Grove of the Furies was an afterthought by a few persons in
extremis.
We have another testimony for the asylum of the Furies. Pausanias says that during the
Peloponnesian invasion that led to the death of Codrus, the invaders departed,
abandoning some of their own; these, realizing their danger, fled to the altars of the
Furies on the Areopagus; they were allowed to depart unharmed because of an oracle of
Zeus of Dodona:9

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
Watch the Areopagus and the smoking altars of the Eumenides, where Lacedaemonians, pressed by the spear, will
supplicate you: do not kill them with iron, or harm suppliants; suppliants are sacred and holy.

Pausanias goes on to contrast the Athenians' later treatment of the Cylonians there.
Again the comic authors are crucial. A character in Aristophanes proposes flight
(Thesm. 224); a scholiast explained
.10 And Aristophanes in the
8. The verb, perhaps a euphemism current at the end of the fifth century for murder by deception, recurs at Ar.
frag. 374 (the Lemnian women who killed their husbands) and at Thuc. 3.81 (the Corcyraean democrats killed
[
] all of the opposite party whom they could find in the city, and Messenian troops whom they had
persuaded to board ships they then debarked and did away with
[
]). Of those who had taken refuge as suppliants in the temple of
Hera, fifty were persuaded to come out and stand trial, and were condemned; the majority, who refused, took
their own lives in the temple.
9. Paus. 7.25.1-2; cf. H. W. Parke, The Oracles of Zeus (Oxford 1967) 130-131.
10. The noun

may reflect a late date and Latin influence; see above, p. 31 n. 8.
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Knights (quoted above) links the Theseum and the Grove of the Furies as places of
refuge: but which grove of the Furies is not said; the scholiast's plural suggests his own
uncertainty.
Conclusion
What then can be said of a special status for these two shrines? It is the comic authors
who need explanationas was already felt in antiquity; and all the claims about the two as
special asyla likely derive from scholarly attempts to explain Aristophanes.
We can imagine why shrines of the Furies by the fifth century had entered popular
consciousness as a traditional place of refuge, for such were the storiesthe Peloponnesian
troops, the Cylonians, Oedipus, doubtless more. The more interesting question concerns
Theseus' tomb, half a century old when Aristophanes wrote. I think it impossible that one
temple in the 470s can have been formally declared to possess a "right of asylum,"
with the implication that others did notthat is a Roman notion. But how then did the
Theseum come, by Aristophanes' time, to be seen as an especially good place for a slave
to flee to? Plutarch's explanation may well be right (Thes. 36.4), "because he was of a
protecting and helpful nature and attended generously to the requests of the weak": the
comments in the comic writers reflect not some formal enactment but popular
appreciation of the character of Theseus.
B.C.

Dodona
Dionysius of Halicarnassus, writing of the age before the Trojan War, says that the
residents of Dodona were sacred and thus no one would inflict war upon them; hence
their kinsmen the Pelasgians took refuge with them:
(Ant. Rom. 1.18.2).
Dodona flourished in the Hellenistic period, and it may have well have been declared
sacred and inviolable then; but in the absence of more concrete evidence this is
speculative.
Epidaurus
At Epidaurus was the first great pilgrimage shrine of Asclepius, situated in the countryside
outside of the city. In imperial times the city is sometimes called
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"Epidaurus the holy." The city so names itself in erecting a statue of Caracalla,
(IG IV.12 611), comparable to monuments at Roman Delphi (p. 48). In the
40s the Athenian Areopagus and demos each voted a statue for a distinguished citizen
who had died prematurely at Epidaurus (IG 82-84): his family had ranked with those of
the finest cities of GreeceLacedaemon, Argos, "Epidaurus the holy"and statues of him are
to be erected at Eleusis and "Epidaurus the holy'' (copies of these two decrees are to be
sent simply to "Epidaurus"). So too in the authors: Aelius Aristides was directed by a
vision
(52.1); Plutarch says ''holy Epidaurus" when alluding to
Pericles' siege at the start of the Peloponnesian War (Per. 35.3:
;
see also Paus. 2.1.4:
; cf. 2.26.3:
). Plutarch (Sull.
12.3) says that Sulla "disturbed the asylums of Greece (
), transferring
the richest dedications from both Epidaurus and Olympia." His use of the noun may
suggest a Latin source. He also includes the Asclepieum in his list of inviolable places
raided by pirates in the early first century (Pomp. 24.5). In poems, finally, we find
(IG 128.37, 692.5).
A.D.

B.C.

Such was the affectation of the time for a place possessed of a famous shrinethese
phrases need not prove that there had been a formal recognition of asylia. It is more
telling that the word appears on some bronze coins of the city under Antoninus Pius and
Caracalla: IEPA
(BMC Pelop. 159). I would nevertheless urge that Epidaurus
remains a doubtful case. The coins may reflect the rhetorical usage described above and
need not attest to a declaration of inviolability, whether Hellenistic or legendary.
The great "increase" in the cult of Asclepius came in the first half of the fourth century ,
100 years before the beginnings of declared inviolability. Perhaps Hellenistic Epidaurus
had some legend that, as for Olympia or Delphi, gave it the luxury of an early claim to
the status and no need to seek formal recognition; but if that is so, it has left no trace in
our literary evidence.
B.C.

Calaureia
On the little island Calaureia was a well-known temple of Poseidon.11 Strabo (8.6.14
[373]) calls it an asylum sacred to Poseidon or an inviolable temple of Poseidon
(
), who gained the island from
11. See Wilamowitz, Kl. Schr. V. 1 100-113; R. W. M. Schumacher, in Greek Sanctuaries, ed. N. Marinatos and R.
Hagg (London/New York 1993) 74-76.
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Leto in exchange for Delos.12 He proceeds to quote Ephorus for an oracle that calls for
the exchange and compares Calaureia to Delos but says nothing of asylia:13

The first part of this chapter of Strabo, with the word
than from Ephorus in the fourth century (

, seems to be his own rather
).

The temple of Poseidon, much enriched by new constructions in the fourth century , was
the center of a religious amphictyony; it is in the list of those attacked by Cilician pirates.
It was well known to Hellenistic and later authors because Demosthenes took refuge
there,14 and there his grave was shown; perhaps this moved Strabo to apply the word
"asylum" to it.
B.C.

Temple of Artemis, Lusi
According to Polybius, in 220 an Aetolian army pillaging Arcadia approached the temple
of Artemis at Lusi, "which is between Cynaetha and Cleitor and is considered inviolable
among the Greeks (
), and threatened to seize the flocks of the
goddess and the other things that belonged to the temple; but the Lusiates, by prudently
giving them some of the furnishings of the goddess, averted the impiety of the Aetolians
and suffered nothing serious" (4.18.9-12). Again, in the anti-Aetolian speech of the
Acarnanian at Sparta in 211 (cf. p. 38), Polybius includes this shrine among the
"inviolable temples" plundered by the Aetolians (9.34.8-10):
B.C.

the alleged event is
conventionally assigned to the 240s (cf. Walbank, Comm. I 483). Thus Polybius claims
that the Aetolians plundered the temple on one occasion and extorted from it on another,
even though it was "inviolable."
B.C.

12. In the preceding sentence he had stated blandly that "Troezen is sacred to Poseidon, from whom it was once
called Poseidonia"; this means no more than that Poseidon was the patron divinity; cf. above, p. 12. For other
testimonia for the exchange of Delos and Calaureia see Parke/Wormell II 126 (earliest: Callim. frag. 593 Pf.).
13. FGrHist 70 F 150; Parke/Wormell no. 314. Paus. 2.33.2, quoting the oracle, comments:
14. Plut. Mor. 846 (suppliant first at the temple of Aeacus on Aegina, then Poseidon on Calaureia); cf. 849B.

.
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In fact we have an Aetolian grant of collective personal inviolability to the citizens of Lusi
(IG IX.12 135, from Calydon):

This decree belongs with the dozen or so Aetolian grants of personal inviolability, a kind
of act that does not concern cult. And we may as easily restore
in 2-3, as in the
Aetolian decree for the Delians (quoted p. 52). This grant should not be confused with
the status of the temple,15 whatever the value of Polybius' claimyet just this equation has
been the basis of dating the inscribed decree to the episode of 220 (Poulsen) "or soon
after" (Klaffenbach), which strictly speaking would contradict Polybius, who portrays
asylia as a fact already in 220. Indeed, the clipped formulary and the script of this decree
seem to me rather earlier.
Thus the two items need have no connection. But Polybius' words may imply not merely
an attitude on the part of the Greeks but a concrete declaration of Hellenistic date, and
the Aetolians may be responding in their own manneras they would do for Magnesia and
Teos. But if that is so, they would here be departing even further from the usual
formulary of territorial asylia, of which this decree shows no trace. So the question of
asylia of this temple turns in the end on the credibility of Polybius when he denounces
Aetoliansin my view, another non liquet.
The goddess was Artemis Hemera,16 known already to Bacchylides (Epin. 11.92-112) and
to Callimachus (Hymn. 3.233-236); her games, the Hemerasia, are attested in the second
and first centuries The temple, a kilometer east of the city proper, was built toward 300
, and the cult seems to have enjoyed its greatest prosperity in the third century. But this
is not one of the greater cults of Arcadia, and we must doubt that Polybius' statement
implies a recognition of asylia in the Hellenistic period. The city had ceased to exist by
Pausanias' time (8.18.8).
B.C.

B.C.

15. E.g., P. Ducrey, Le traitement des prisonniers de guerre (Paris 1968) 310: "The sanctuary had received from
the Aetolians the privilege of asylia."
16. See M. Jost, Sanctuaires et cultes d'Arcadie (Paris 1985) 419-425.
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Temple of Poseidon, Taenarum
Cape Taenarum had a famous shrine of Poseidon.17 Scholars sometimes have included it
in their lists of Greek temples with the "right of asylum," and a notorious act of refuge
occurred there.18 We have seen above that Ephorus knew an oracle that set in parallel
Delphi and Taenarum, Delos and Calaureia. Polybius, in the tendentious passage quoted
above, applies to this temple the phrase
. The case for declared inviolability
seems to me dubious.
Hermione
In late antiquity Hermione in the Argolid was reputed to be a special place of asylum; a
phrase in Aristophanes perhaps gave rise to the several accounts that survive.
At Zenobius 2.22 we find the following: "
: the saying applies to those who save
suppliants, since in Hermione in the Peloponnesus was a temple of Kore and Demeter
that supplied security to fugitives (
); Aristophanes mentions this
saying in Babylonians [frag. 89]." The Suda (a2459) calls Hermione a
Photius states:
.
S. V.

Rather than a Hellenistic declaration, some episode in myth or history can easily lie
behind this reputation, but our sources on the cult at Hermione do not seem to have
preserved it. The cult of Kore Chthonia there had the usual trappingsthe place where
Kore was seized, an entrance to the underworld, and, perhaps most significant, in the
Hellenistic period federal games called the Chthonia.19
Nicopolis
In 30 Augustus founded Nicopolis in Acarnania in commemoration of the battle of
Actium. The evidence for asylia consists of the brief inscription on
B.C.

17. F. Bölte, RE 4A (1932) 2037-2044; J. Ducat in Mélanges Pierre Léoêque I (Paris 1990) 183-187; Schumacher
72-74. The general statements are Strab. 8.6.14 (373):
...; and Nepos Paus. 4.4:
quod violari nefas putant Graeci.
18. Thuc. 1.128; cf. 1.133.
19. Bölte, RE 8 (1912) 840; Farnell, Cults III 320; Robert, Et. épigr. phil. 68.
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the coins: we see the sporadic
IEPA (or the genitive) throughout imperial times.20
As elsewhere where no more than
is guaranteed, this may be no more than rhetorical
and may not reflect a granted title of inviolability.
The great god of the place was of course Apollo of Actium, who had brought victory to
Augustus. From the point of view of Greek festivals, Nicopolis was unique in beginning life
with Panhellenic games, the Actia. Originally a property of the city of Anactorium, the cult
of Apollo was taken over by the Acarnanian League late in the third century , and the
Actia became their federal festival. The fate of the games in the difficult years of the late
second and first centuries is unknown. At any rate, the first quadrennial celebration of
the games, now Panhellenic, apparently took place in 28 , the quadrennium after the
victory, and the season is presumed to encompass 2 September, the day of the battle.21
B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

It is possible that the temple of Apollo had been declared inviolable in the Hellenistic
period and this is what brought the Roman city the title (so I have assumed, for example,
for Aezani and Capitolias; cf. Paneas). This temple is in Plutarch's list of inviolable shrines
attacked by the Cilician pirates. If that is both literal (reflecting granted asylia) and not
anachronistic (Plutarch knowing the status in his own day), then its inclusion would imply
a Hellenistic recognition of the temple's inviolability, which later was advertised by the
new city that came to own the temple.
Little reliance, however, can be placed on the Plutarch passage, and it is possible that
Augustus first declared the place inviolable when he founded Nicopolis. Pompey may have
done the same for his foundation Soli-Pompeiopolis a generation earlier. Inviolability
would be an unsurprising companion to the new Panhellenic games at Augustus' city.
20. M. Karamesine Oikonomidou,
(Athens 1975); cf. C. Kraay, NC VII.16 (1976) 237,
on the one coin on which
was once read. No other titles occur, with the possible exception of nauarchis
(once on an issue of the mid-third century attributed to Nicopolis: Karamesine Oikonomidou p. 147 no. 36).
21. See Moretti, I. agon. gr. pp. 205-206.
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Smyrna and the Temple of Aphrodite Stratonicis
The case of Smyrna has a special importance in the history of asylia. It is the second
known, some fifteen or twenty years after the grant to the Itonium and slightly before
that to the Asclepieum on Cos. It is the first case about which we can gather some
circumstantial detail from our texts, and the first grant for a city rather than for a temple
alone.
In the 240s the Greek world declared inviolable both the temple of Aphrodite Stratonicis
in Smyrna and the city itself. The Smyrnaeans had received an oracle of Apollo
demanding this honor for the goddess, and so they put the request to King Seleucus II;
presumably they had obtained the oracle on their own initiativeSmyrna, not Seleucus,
was the instigator of this affair. Seleucus recognized the inviolability and in addition
granted the city freedom and immunity from tribute; he also gave their envoys a letter
asking the Greek world to join in the recognition of asylia. With this letter, the oracle, and
their decree of request, the Smyrnaean ambassadors now set about their missions. Our
evidence consists of the answering decree of Delphi1 and a description of the event in a
later Smyrnaean decree preserved on the famous "Oxford Stone"; the recognition appears
to be mentioned also in a decree of Smyrna accepting the Soteria at Delphi as
Panhellenic. Tacitus, finally, describes Smyrna among the petitioners of 22.
A.D.

Aphrodite Stratonicis was the patron divinity of the Hellenistic city. Aelius Aristides
probably is describing her temple at 17.10 K.:
; he
implies that it was near the acropolis, and Vitruvius (5.9) supports this by indicating that
the stoa of the Stratoniceum was near the theater, which is at the foot of the acropolis.
Probably it stood on the "sacred way," which Aristides says was one of the two main
streets of
1. A decree of Athens has also been alleged; see p. 590.
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Smyrna.2 Smyrnaeans included the name of their goddess in their oaths; at her temple
they put up some of their public inscriptions and honorific statues.3 The goddess owned
revenue-producing lands in the territory of Smyrna (I.Smyrna 723 and p. 377). In the
second century Smyrna had occasion to defend before an emperor the "rights" of its
temples (
), which must therefore have been
challenged by a provincial governor or a rival city; such rights were most likely asylia or
neocoria.4 The statue of Aphrodite Stratonicis is thought to be represented on Hellenistic
coins that show an Aphrodite wearing a long chiton and a polos and bearing in her left
hand a Nike who crowns her.5
A.D.

Smyrna, founded by Theseus,6 was destroyed by the Lydians early in the sixth century
and its former citizens lived in villages (
) thereafter; they were reconstituted as a
city only at the beginning of the Hellenistic age.7 Thus Smyrna was in a sense a relatively
new polity when it was declared inviolable. What claim to honor or antiquity could be
made in behalf of the cult of Aphrodite Stratonicis? The epithet has been taken by many
scholars to derive from Queen Stratonice, grandmother of Seleucus II.8 The similarity of
the names is obvious, and according to the Oxford Stone Seleucus told the Smyrnaeans
that he benefited their city because of their piety toward the gods and their loyalty to his
ancestors; he specifies that his father,
B.C.

2. For the topography of Smyrna see the brief account by R. Naumann and S. Kantar, IstForsch 17 (1950) 69-75.
The Stratoniceum is mentioned also in Anth. Gr. 11.97; cf. Robert, Op. min. sel. VI 418-419. A priestess of
Aphrodite probable at Petzl, I.Smyrna 751 (I B.C.).
3. I.Smyrna 573.70, 83 (= OGIS 229; Staatsvertr. III 492; Ihnken, I.Magnesia am Sipylos 1: the Oxford Stone);
578.4.
4. Philostr. VS 539. For the neocorate temples of Smyrna see Petzl on I.Smyrna 594; Burrell, "Neokoroi" 334-361. In
imperial times Smyrna had a magistrate called the
, presumably the Stratoniceum (I.Smyrna 697, 771, 773,
with p. 193). Aristides, describing a dramatic or choregic competition for Dionysus, seems again to assume the primacy
of Aphrodite: "It is proper to hold celebrations for Dionysus, and indeed by Zeus for Aphrodite and all the other gods"
(29.4 K.). For Aphrodite on coins of imperial date see C. P. Jones, AJN 2 (1990) 65-69; D. O. A. Klose had thought
that the cult was then in decline (Die Münzprägung von Smyrna [Berlin 1987] 24-25).
5. R. Weil, ZfN 8 (1881) 337-338; J. G. Milne, NC V.7 (1927) 6; SNG Copenhagen Ionia 1183-1198, 1226-1232, 1327,
1335; von Aulock 2168, 2170, 2198.
6. For references see C. J. Cadoux, Ancient Smyrna (Oxford 1938) 47; Petzl on I.Smyrna 200.5-6.
7. Strab. 14.1.37 (646): reestablished by Antigonus and by Lysimachus. Cf. Tscherikower, Städtegründungen 24;
Cadoux 94-104; R. Meriç and J. Nollé, Chiron 18 (1988) 230-232.
8. Dittenberger, OGIS 228 n. 5; Gebhard, "Stratonikis," RE 4A (1931) 325-326; Cadoux 111; M. Segre, Historia 5
(1931) 246-247; Robert, Op. min. sel. VI 418-419. Couve (BCH 18 [1894] 233) believed that Stratonice or Antiochus
founded the cult of Aphrodite Stratonicis.
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Antiochus II, and his grandmother Stratonice have been given divine honors at Smyrna.9
Nevertheless, one must question whether a goddess so new and artificial might become
the patron divinity of a Greek city and then quickly be honored with inviolability. The
Oxford Stone implies that Antiochus II and his mother were the first Seleucids to be
worshipped at Smyrna; the city must have come into the Seleucid alliance after his
accession in 261. His mother, Stratonice, died at Sardes in 254, Antiochus himself at
Ephesus in 246. Smyrna's cults of Antiochus and Stratonice were founded during these
years. Did the Smyrnaeans now also abandon a former chief divinity10 for an invented
"Aphrodite who is like Stratonice" or "founded by Stratonice"? This seems to me unlikely.
Royal epithets added to gods are not common in civic cult;11 assimilation and syncretism
were more often literary and artistic extravagances than facts of cult.
As Nipperdey recognized, moreover, we should distinguish the divine honors of Antiochus
and Stratonice from the cult of Aphrodite Stratonicis.12 The former are a recent
innovation, eliciting Seleucus' praise. That the latter cult is new is in no way implied in
the Delphians' decree of acceptance (7), or in the Oxford Stone (lines 7-12):

9. I.Smyrna 573.7-12, quoted below; see C. Habicht, Gottmenschentum und greichische Städte2 (Munich 1970)
99-102. The month name Stratonikeon must derive from the queen rather than the goddess, in parallel with the
months Antiocheon and Laodikeon (cf. Robert, Op. min. sel. II 786-791; Bull. épigr. 1971, 630).
10. Perhaps the Two Nemeses, so visible and honored at Smyrna in imperial times; references at Petzl, I.Smyrna 628
and 741; M. K. and J. Nollé, ZPE 102 (1994) 245 n. 17.
11. Cf. Aphrodite Laodice at Iasos in 193 B.C. (I.Iasos 4.80). The adjectival form: Zeus Philippios at Eresos (Tod II
191.5); Heracles Diomedonteios on Cos, founded by Diomedon ca. 300 B.C. (Syll.3 1106; S. Sherwin-White, Ancient Cos,
Hypomnemata 51 [Göttingen 1978] 363-364); Zeus Antigoneios in Lydia (H. Malay, Catalogue Manisa 69-74); Apollo
Leonteios (Corsten, I.Bursa II 1017). Zeus Seleukios, attested in Lydia (see TAM V.1 426), has been suggested as a
royal conceit; cf. Nock, Essays I 156-157; but see J. and L. Robert, Hellenica VI (1948) 25, and H. Schwabl, RE 10A
(1972) 358-359, for the pre-Hellenistic origin of the epithet (though no one will deny that the Seleucids came to look
with favor on this god). See the cautious assessment by E. Badian in Ancient Macedonian Studies ... Edson
(Thessalonica 1981) 40-41.
12. Karl Nipperdey, P. Cornelius Tacitus I9 (Berlin 1892) 228: "This goddess can be neither the same as Stratonice ...
nor named after her, as the words ceteros obscurisinitüs niti and propiora Sardianos etc. show. The epithet stands on
its own" (citing Aphrodite Strateia, Nicephorus, and Venus Victrix).
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<><><><><><><><><><><><>
he honored our city because of our loyalty and zeal toward his kingdom and because of his father the god
Antiochus and his father's mother the goddess Stratonice being founded among us, honored with conspicuous
honors ... and he guaranteed to the people autonomy and democracy, and he also wrote to the kings, dynasts,
cities and nations asking them to accept the temple of Aphrodite Stratonicis as inviolable and the city as sacred and
inviolable.

The king's interest is not in Stratonice alone but also in his father Antiochus; and his
stated motives are typical of the age, as are the Smyrnaeans' honors for his two
ancestors. This was background and coaxing for their present request regarding the
status of the city and the temple of Aphrodite, which is a different cult from that of
Antiochus and Stratonice.
Tacitus says that the oracle the Smyrnaeans showed the Senate in 22 called for the
foundation of the cult: "Others relied on origins obscured by age: the Smyrnaeans
invoked an oracle of Apollo, on whose command they dedicated the temple to Venus
Stratonicis.... The Sardians evoked more recent things, a gift of the victorious
Alexander."13 In this account the oracle with which the Smyrnaeans opened their case to
the Romans was not the one that called for asylia in the 240s (7.5-6, 16) but a more
remote one that established the cult itselfolder even than the refounding of Smyrna in the
time of the Successors.14 There is much room for confusion here by Tacitus or
exaggeration by the Smyrnaeans, but the implication of this report is that Aphrodite
Stratonicis was worshipped at Smyrna already before the time of Alexander and thus well
before Stratonice.
A.D.

Accordingly, I follow those scholars who take the similarity of words, Stratonicis and
Stratonice, as a happy accident. Aphrodite's epithet and cult were already in place; here
as in some other cities she was a military goddess, "of the victorious army."15 Possibly
the cult was no older than the refoundation
13. Ann. 3.63; as Segre pointed out, however, the same sentence is applied to Tenos, whose cult of Poseidon
seems to date from the fourth century B.C. (see p. 163); but he thought that the oracles were those calling for
asylia.
14. Compare the cases of Samos and Cos. The oracles mentioned in 7 and Tacitus are equated by Gebhard, Segre,
Cadoux, and Parke/Wormell (II 140): that is, a single oracle both called for a new cult of Aphrodite Stratonicis and
demanded its inviolability. Segre and Couve held that Tacitus is simply wrong about the date of the oracle and that the
Smyrnaeans in A.D. 22 exaggerated the age of the temple. (The Oxford Stone does not mention an oracle.)
15. After Nipperdey, Wilamowitz, Nordionische Steine, AbhBerl 1909.2 (Berlin 1909) 55 ("mit Rücksicht auf Stratonike
umgedeutet"); Höfer, in Roscher, Lex. 4 (1915) 1551-1552. For images of Aphrodite in armor see Gow and Page,
Hellenistic Epigrams II 334, 397. On the coins of Smyrna, however, there is nothing military about the image of
Aphrodite, from which alone one would have deduced no more than the epithet nikephoros.
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of the city at the end of the fourth century. But it is just as likely that the cult was
maintained across the centuries when the inhabitants lived
and without civic
institutions. The archaeological record of Old Smyrna shows that the temple of Athena
there was rebuilt after the Lydian destruction of ca. 600 ;16 surely other cults were
similarly kept up by the propertied families or by the villageseven or especially after the
renewed destruction of the old site by the Persians ca. 545. If this view is correct, it bears
the implication that the site for the refounded city was chosen with the temple of
Aphrodite in mind, for the temple was at the center of the Hellenistic city (compare the
Magnesians' choice).
B.C.

The date of the grant to Smryna is subject to several controls:17
1. Seleucus' predecessor, Antiochus II, died at Ephesus in 246; Seleucus' accession was
known in Babylon in August.18
2. The Delphian recognition of Smyrna's asylia (7.14ff.) provides that the theoroi sent to
proclaim the Pythia are to praise Seleucus for his favor to Smyrna. The year 246 was a
Pythian year, with the games occurring in August/September.
3. The Smyrnaean decree on the Oxford Stone opens with this account of Seleucus'
movements at the start of his reign:
previously at the time when King Seleucus crossed over into the Seleucis and many grave dangers were besetting
our city and territory, our people maintained loyalty and friendship toward him, not disconcerted by the approach of
enemies and not reckoning the loss of our possessions,19 but counting everything second to holding to our policy
and assisting his kingdom as much as we could, as we had undertaken from the start,

whence his gratitude and his grant of asylia and other benefactions (quoted above). Thus
between the death of Antiochus and the Delphian recognition for Smyrna (7) there was
time for Seleucus to pass from Ephesus to Syria, for the Smyrnaeans, having suffered at
the hands of enemies, to report their loyalty to him, for his benefactions to be reported to
Smyrna, and for Smyrnaean ambassadors to reach Delphi. If Antiochus died in the spring
or summer of 246, all this cannot have happened before the Pythian theoroi departed to
announce
16. E. Akurgal, Alt-Smyrna I (Ankara 1983) 75-79, 120-123; MeriV and Nollé 230-232.
17. See Nachtergael, Les Galates 209-241, 328-338; cf. Ihnken pp. 36-42; Will, Histoire I 257-258. The traditional crux
is the date of the Athenian archon Polyeuctus; Nachtergael's case for 246/5 is given further support by M. J. Osborne,
ZPE 78 (1989) 219.
18. A. J. Sachs and D. J. Wiseman, Iraq 16 (1954) 206; H. Heinen, CAH VII.12 (1984) 420-421, is mistaken in writing
summer 245. Nachtergael (Les Galates 234 n. 141) admits the difficulty that the August 246 notice poses to dating
the asylia of Smyrna to 246.
19. Seleucus' restoration of the Smyrnaeans' "ancestral territory" (7.8-9) perhaps undid the work of these enemies,
whoever they were.
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the games that would be celebrated in August/September of 246.20 Either he died very
early indeed in 246, or else the future Pythia mentioned in 7 were those of 242.
4. In the spring of 245 the Aetolians sought Panhellenic recognition of their Soteria; their
theoroi were in Athens in April. A stone at Delphi seems to contain Smyrna's acceptance,
which also mentions the acquisition of asylia:21

The context of this citation is not easy to imagine, but it would appear to impose on the
inviolability of Smyrna a terminus ante quem of spring 245.
The provision at 7.14ff. that the next Pythian theoroi will praise Seleucus is a weak
control, for it need not imply that the games are in the near future. The delay of a polite
diplomatic gesture for months or even years, until some more weighty or regular business
arose, is well attested;22 the Delphians would naturally be reluctant to travel for the sole
purpose of praising the king for his favor to another city. Pythian theoroi would eventually
be in Smyrna, and it cost Delphi nothing to instruct them to praise Seleucus on that
occasion.
Most scholars have preferred 246 for the recognition, relying on the mention of Smyrna's
asylia in its acceptance of the Soteria in 245. This requires that we posit a rapid course of
events. Thus Antiochus will have died in Ephesus
20. So A. Mastrocinque, La Caria e la Ionia meridionale (Rome 1979) 111, assigning the grant to Smyrna to 243;
he does not notice the difficulty presented by I.Smyrna 574. In the fourth century the Pythian theoroi departed
Delphi six months before the games, in Bysios (February/March): Rougemont, CIDelphes 10.46 (= Syll.3 145),
with BCH 97 (1973) 98.
21. I.Smyrna 574 (= FD III.1 483), restored by Robert (Op. min. sel. II 678-686); the dossier of acceptances of the
Soteria is at Nachtergael, Les Galates 435-447.
22. So in the second century the Eleans vote that a letter to Miletus be delivered by the next theoroi to the Didymeia
(I.Olymp. 39.40, with Robert, Op. min. sel. I 128 n. 2); here no more than a few months' delay is implied, if the
quadrennial Didymeia occurred in the year after the Olympia (see p. 175)for otherwise Olympic theoroi would take the
letter to Miletus. Around 100 B.C. Samothrace votes to give a decree honoring a citizen of Priene to the next theoroi
coming from there to the (annual) festival of the Samothracian Gods (I.Priene 68.9-11, with Robert, Op. min. sel. I
233). Ca. 250 B.C. the Aetolians grant citizenship to Heraclea, ''and if any embassy should go to King Ptolemy,'' it is to
urge him to be attentive to any requests of the Heracleans (IG IX.12 173 [Moretti, I. stor. ellen. II 77]). Cyme votes
to convey a decree to the (not very distant) Attalid king by means of the next ambassadors who should happen to be
sent to him (SEG 29.1216.16-17, with J. and L. Robert, Bull.épigr. 1980, 434, and Fouilles d'Amyzon I p. 194 n. 6).
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at the beginning of the year. Seleucus went at once to Syria to make contact with loyal
forces before trying to assure himself of the disaffected cities of western Anatolia.23
Smyrna remained loyal, and their ambassadors told him so, surely the same ambassadors
sent to congratulate him on his accession.24 There were rival claimants to the throne, and
Seleucus will have moved quickly. These events may have taken no more than the first
three or four months of 246. As to the Babylonians, perhaps they simply waited to replace
Antiochus' name in their records until it was clear which claimant would win. In Smyrna's
acceptance of the Soteria in spring 245, their unusual evocation of the grant of asylia will
reflect its recentness. But all this is difficult; its virtue is to salvage the simultaneity of the
decrees accepting the Panhellenic Soteria.
An alternative: if we must rely on the Babylonians' date of the death of Antiochus, then
the first half of 246 is excluded for the inviolability of Smyrna, and the Pythia mentioned
at 7.15 cannot be those of 246. The simplest solution then is Elwyn's, separating the
Smyrnaean decree accepting the Soteria from the rest of the series.25 In citing
Smyrnaean inviolability that decree is decidedly more verbose than the other extant
acceptances: we must place it later than spring 245, for whatever reason. In the one
precedent for enlarged games, the Ptolemaia first held in 282, the two extant
recognitions are separated by more than fifteen years, the Islanders' decree in 283/2, the
Delphians' in the 260s. The Delphian recognition of Smyrna's inviolability will date before
early 242 (when the Pythian theoroi of that year will have set out from Delphi), but it can
be well before then. Even spring 245 might be too soon to accommodate the events
described by the Oxford Stone; and in spring 245 Aetolian envoys, surely with Delphian
help, were canvassing the Greek world for recognitions of the enlarged Soteriaa mission
that might have been instructed to praise Seleucus at Smyrna, if Delphians were part of it
and if 7 was voted as early as early 245. Hence better summer of 245 or indeed 244 or
243 for the inviolability of Smyrna.
I am uncertain how to choose between these alternativesa very rapid set of events in the
first half of 246, or an unhurried one that entails a delayed Aetolian approach to Smyrna
about the enlarged Soteria. In either case, the Coans then had the fairly recent example
of Smyrna when in 242 they set about their own quest for inviolability.
As at Teos a generation later, the Seleucid king's grant, while not exclusive, is prior to the
Panhellenic recognition of the status, which the king and the city
23. See Will, Histoire I 249-250, for sources, especially Just. 27.1.1: "all the cities of Asia" opposed Seleucus. We
now have a Ptolemaic letter from these uncertain months, from Kildara in Caria, but unfortunately not expressly
dated: W. Blümel, EpigAnat 20 (1992) 127-133.
24. As did the Milesians: Welles, Royal Corres. 22 (cf. p. 174). This incidentally implies that Smyrna already had the
oracle calling for increasing the honors of Aphrodite, as there seems insufficient time to seek one.
25. S. Elwyn, JHS 110 (1990) 177-180.
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cooperated in seeking; and games are not involved in the grant.26 Of subsequent
developments nothing is known. There is no need here to recount the wars in which
Smyrna engaged over the next two centuries.27 The inviolability survived at least to
as we know from Tacitus.

A.D.

22,

7. Delphi
Delphi. Equestrian statue base of grey limestone found in 1894 west of the temple of
Apollo (inv. 1338); h. 0.944, 0.642-648, th. 0.774. The first of four Delphian decrees28
inscribed (by different hands) on one of the ends; letters 0.01, intersp. 0.005-0.012. A
few letters have been lost to flaking since the first edition, which I do not mark here.
W.

L. Couve, BCH 18 (1894) 227-235 no. 1 (copy of Homolle) [Baunack, SGDI 2733; Michel,
Rec. 258; Dittenberger, OGIS 228]; Flacelière, FD III.4 153. Collation.
Drawing of the monument: F. Courby, FD II La Terrace du Temple 295 fig. 241.
Cf. B. Haussoullier, Etudes sur l'histoire de Milet (Paris 1902) 122 n. 2; G. de Sanctis,
AttiTor 47 (1911-12) 967-968; Herrmann, "Antiochos" 120 n. 154.

26. Smyrna had a Panhellenic contest by the late second century B.C.: Claros I p. 64 [SEG 39.1244.11.32]. The
Roberts were inclined to attribute this to Nemesis or the Two Nemeses, who had Panhellenic games in imperial
times (p. 26); but these divinities, for all their importance in Roman Smyrna (
, Ael. Arist.
20.23 K.), are not attested in the Hellenistic period.
27. See Cadoux 128-170.
28. FD III.4 153-156. The second honors a citizen of Antioch on the Cydnus (Tarsus; archon Aristion, "256/5?"
Daux); the third grants promanteia to Smyrna (240s B.C.); the fourth (same year) honors the dynast Lysias, who was
an ally of Seleucus III. Four such statue bases stand in a row here behind the temple, and Pomtow took them all to
be of Seleucid kings (Klio 16 [1920] 174; RE Suppl. 4 [1924] 1353-1356 no. 87); that next to ours was certainly the
base of Antiochus III, inscribed with the Delphian decree for Alabanda (163).
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8 Haussoullier and de Sanctis:

Couve. 15 Baunack, citing SGDI 2644.11:

Couve.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
Inasmuch as King Seleucus son of King Antiochus has sent a letter to the city asking that the temple of Aphrodite
Stratonicis and the city of the Smyrnaeans be sacred and inviolable, he himself having previously obeyed the oracle
of the god and done what he is asking our city to do as well; and he has granted the Smyrnaeans that their city
and country be free and exempt from tribute, and guarantees their existing territory and announces that he will
restore their ancestral territory; and as the Smyrnaeans, having sent as ambassadors Hermodorus and Demetrius,
also ask, as does the king as well, that what has been granted them be inscribed in the temple: it is decreed by the
city of the Delphians that the temple of Aphrodite Stratonicis and the city of the Smyrnaeans be sacred and
inviolable, just as the king has written and the city of the Smyrnaeans asks (etc.)

3-6: The operative phrase used here and at 12-13 abbreviates the full and logical
statement made by the Smyrnaeans themselves subsequently in the Oxford Stone
(I.Smyrna 573.10-12):
. As remarked
above (p. 20), a temple,
, cannot logically be declared
because it already is. Thus
the Smyrnaeans' meticulousness of expression is consistent and compelling; this
precision, which must have been in the Smyrnaean decree requesting inviolability, as it is
in their decree on the Oxford Stone, evidently was lost on the Delphians, who condense
matters so as to declare the temple and the city sacred and inviolable.29 The
Smyrnaeans' phrase is not closely paralleled, and I suggest that it is transitional; the
Delphians' condensation of it in 7 perhaps reflects the unfamiliarity of the situation and
the language. The Smyrnaeans' intent was that the whole city be declared inviolable, not
just the temple;30 so far as we know, this was a novelty in the 240s, and they may have
felt obliged to state explicitly the physical continuity of temple and city. But I do not know
why the "country," which later was regularly included, here was omitted; that more
ambitious proposition perhaps had not yet been imagined. At any rate, in the extant
evidence Smyrna sets the
29. Unless the word
has fallen out, as suggested by Herrmann, "Antiochos" 120 n. 154; but this error will
have to have occurred twice, in 3 and 12.
30. Will, Histoire I 257, is mistaken in thinking that asylia had already been given the temple and was by this act
extended to the city; the two inscriptions are explicit that a single act created the asylia of both temple and city.
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immediate precedent (as opposed to the ancient one, Plataea) for the religious
inviolability of a city, secular space.
The Delphians, however, also expand on what the Smyrnaeans later would state in the
Oxford Stone: there Seleucus alone granted autonomy and democracy; everyone was to
recognize the temple as inviolable and the city as sacred and inviolable, but the
Smyrnaeans do not actually say that the king did the latter. The Delphians, by contrast,
make plain that the king granted Smyrna inviolability:31 Seleucus asked Delphi to
recognize the asylia of Smyrna, "himself having previously obeyed the oracle and done
what he is asking our city to do as well; and he has granted" freedom etc. This also
implies that the oracle concerned only asylia, as was normal, and not the civic privileges
that the king grants in addition. And the oracle was not about the creation of the cult, as
has been thought by scholars who would equate it with that shown the Romans in 22.
A.D.

At another point the Delphians' decree is at first misleading: their summary of the request
implies that Seleucus asked for the asylia while the Smyrnaeans (and the king) asked
merely for the inscribing of the texts at Delphi. It is only at line 14 that we learn that the
Smyrnaeans also (as we would expect) requested Delphian recognition of the asylia.32
The king sent only a letter, not ambassadors of his own: contrast the behavior of
Eumenes II and Pergamum two generations later, when the king and not the city
sponsored the theoric missions.
That the Delphians speak simply of "the oracle of the god" shows that the god was
Apollo, but this need not prove that it was Apollo of Delphione might think too of Claros
or Didyma.
7-9: Smyrna approached Seleucus, who was fresh on the throne, with a number of
requests: inviolability, freedom and immunity from tribute, and restoration of lost
territory. These are carefully distinguished; only the first appears to have been urged by
the oracle, and only this is what was asked of the Greek world at large. The king had sole
authority over those other matters, but not over inviolability. The Delphians say that the
king granted freedom and exemption from tribute; the Smyrnaeans' account (I.Smyrna
573.10-12) used the words "democracy and autonomy." A tantalizing fragment (I.Smyrna
576, undated) refers to democracy(?), autonomy, ancestral (land or constitution), a
request by someone, presumably to a Hellenistic king.
8:
is restored from Syll.3 656.9; cf. Robert, Hellenica XI-XII (1960) 513, for further
examples.
31. This was denied by Seyrig, who, relying only on the Oxford Stone, thought that the king did not himself grant
asylia but only urged others to do it: Syria 20 (1939) 36-37 (Ant. syr. III 2-3); see above, p. 35.
32. W. Günther, Das Orakel von Didyma, IstMitt-BH 4 (Tübingen 1971) 83, states that only the king, and not
Smyrna, made the request for inviolability; that is consistent with the silence of the Oxford Stone (see on 7.9) but
overlooks 7.14.
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9: Smyrna in the Oxford Stone mentions the king's letter but not any missions sent to the
Greeks by the city itself (the context is praise of the king). The Delphian decree shows
that such ambassadors were sent, as we would expect. The two envoys are not called
theoroi here, probably because games were not in question.
17: The Pythian announcers will make a sacrifice to Aphrodite (compare the frequent
slogan in the Cretan answers to Teos, "we too worship Dionysus"). I take it, therefore,
that the theoroi in question are those to be sent to Smyrna, not to Seleucustheir praise of
the king was not to his face.
17-18: The civic decree is indeed inscribed "in the temple," that is, in the precinct of
Apollo, in this case behind the building itself; similarly a text inscribed on the Polygonal
Wall nearby is "in the temple" (Syll.3 436). The (lost) royal letter, by contrast, was to be
published in the city proper, on the wall of the archives building; this phrase does not
recur at Delphi.
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Temple of Asclepius, Cos
Asclepius, patron of Cos, had his sanctuary on a hill four kilometers southwest of the city,
looking across town and sea toward the peninsula of Halicarnassus. The sacred place
occupied two lower terraces and the plateau at the top and encompassed a cypress
grove.1 The city of Hippocrates was the home of a distinguished medical tradition,2 and
the Asclepieum of Cos became one of the great healing shrines of the Hellenistic world,
rivaling Epidaurus and the Amphiaraeum, ultimately to be eclipsed by Pergamum in
Roman times. The great flourishing of the cult occurred across the first half of the third
century , when a number of the sacred buildings were erected. How old the cult of
Asclepius at Cos was we do not know; but the grant of inviolability in 242 was the crown
to a systematic "increase" that was recent. Cos, a Ptolemaic ally, was the birthplace of
Ptolemy Philadelphus and enjoyed the special favor of Egypt at its height.
B.C.

The games of Asclepius were declared Panhellenic and his temple inviolable in 242 Cos
has yielded the earliest extant archive of asylia decrees, parts of more than forty
surviving; they have not yet been fully published, and the following presentation must be
preliminary.3 The quest was called for by an oracle, although this fact is mentioned only
once (by Philippi, 27.3). In their speech to one of the kings, the Coan theoroi cited the
favorable decree of the Delphian Amphictyony (8.9). This implies that Cos had obtained
that decree
B.C.

1. See generally R. Herzog and P. Schazmann, Kos I (Berlin 1932); S. Sherwin-White, Ancient Cos, Hypomnemata
51 (Göttingen 1978) esp. 334-346 on the growth of the cult. Segre, Iscr.Cos ED177,
(III A.D.); Plin. HN 2.9.4.
2. Privileges granted the Asclepiadae by Delphi already in classical times: CIDelphes I 11-12 and the Hippocratic
Presbeulikos IX 415 Littré.
3. The chief publication is R. Herzog and G. Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden aus Kos, AbhBeri 1952.1; see the comments
of J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1953, 152. I have not seen R. B. Harlow, Eine Dialektanalyse der koischen
Asylieurkunden (Dunedin 1972), cited by Risch (below, n. 50).
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before its theoroi spread out across the Greek world. I assume that the Coans sent to
Apollo of Delphi (though he is not specified in 27) asking how best to honor Asclepius,
and perhaps their ambassadors, upon obtaining the oracle calling for asylia, at once put
that petition to the Amphictyony while they were still in Delphi. This may have been at
the spring sitting of the Council, March/April 242, but an earlier event is possible. The
numerous theoric missions probably all were armed with this precedent, even though it,
like the oracle, is mentioned only once in the extant documents.
When in 23 Samos and Cos petitioned Rome to confirm the inviolability of the Heraeum
and the Asclepieum, the Samians relied on an Amphictyonic decree dating from the time
"when the Amphictyony regulated Greek affairs and when the Greeks by their foundations
in Asia ruled the sea; the antiquity of the Coans' claim was as great" (Tac. Ann. 4.14).
Tacitus does not say that the Coans also had an Amphictyonic decree, although his
silence might be taken to imply as much. At any rate, what the Coans put before the
Senate was claimed to date from the age of the great migrations, a forgery like the
Cretan decree for Magnesia after the Trojan War.4 If that was a pretended Amphictyonic
decree, then that, rather than a contemporary act, might be what the Coans showed
around in 242; but 8.10 is explicit that the decree concerned the games and asylia. In
fact the petitioners to Rome in 22/3 sowed with the whole sack, describing the history of
their cults and honors from the beginning. Romans were impressed by antiquity of
precedent, but this sentiment is little seen in the Hellenistic acts. I conclude that the
decree evoked in 242 was new or recent rather than a forgery credited to the remote
past. Thus by spring 242 Cos had from Delphi an oracle and an Amphictyonic decree;
what the Coans told the Senate 300 years later took in the whole mythic history of the
cult from its alleged foundation during the great wanderings.5
A.D.

The archive offers only one date: the theoroi who made the long journey up the Greek
mainland were in Macedonia during Gorpiaios of Antigonus Gonatas' 41st year, ca. August
of 242.6 The games to which they invited the world, the first Great Asclepieia, are to
happen nine months hence (25.17), so in April/May 241. All the civic decrees, insofar as
they are preserved in the right places, accept the new games and can be assigned to
summer 242. Doubt has arisen only about some of the royal letters: since Herzog,
scholars have thought that some of the royal letters are earlier than 242, maintaining
that several make no mention
4. I.Magn. 20; cf. p. 181. H. Bürgel, Die pyläisch-delphische Amphiktyonie (Munich 1877) 76-77, already saw that
this was the date claimed by Cos and that that excluded a genuine decree.
5. For ancient accounts of the establishment of the cult of Asclepius see Sherwin-White 335-340. The contemporary
Herodas (2.95-98) says that the sons of Heracles brought it from Tricca in Thessaly.
6. 26.2. On the regnal dates of Gonatas see M. Chambers, AJP 75 (1954) 385-394; cf. N. G. L. Hammond, History of
Macedonia III (Oxford 1988) 582.
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of the Asclepieia and that another (13) was written by Ptolemy II, who died in January
246even though this king speaks of the Asclepieia. Decrees of inviolability, however,
usually stem from a single occasion; we should not divide up the Coan material without
strong reasons.
Letters 8 and 12 belong unmistakably in 242. Letter 8 accepts the "sacrifice and festival"
of Asclepius; that this brief phrase denotes the Great Asclepieia of 242 is guaranteed by
the mention of the Coans' theoric missions canvassing the world (line 11). And the
garbled 12 speaks of theoroi, though in what is extant Asclepius is not named.
Letter 9 grants asylia to "those who come to the Asclepieia" (10), as well as to the
temple. This is merely a periphrasis for the ekecheiria, the sacred truce, of a Panhellenic
contest; it is reminiscent of asylia for Amphictyonic representatives on their way to a
meeting (FD III.4 359) and performers at enlarged festivals in Boeotia (3, 4). Several
civic decrees, in recognizing the Asclepieia as Panhellenic, phrase this simply as
"accepting the ekecheiria." This acceptance was an essential and evidently sufficient
gesture in making a festival Panhellenic. Accordingly, the author of 9 is by this phrase
joining in the Panhellenic recognitionthat is, in 242.
As to 10 and 11, the first is too fragmentary to reveal whether it mentioned games or
not. Ziaelas of Bithynia (11), however, in his long discourse does not mention the
Asclepieia. He does allude to and grant "the other benefactions" (7-8:
; 48:
). This letter is so idiosyncratic in manner
that little reliance should be placed on its precision or thoroughness; his casual reference
to other benefactions may well mean to encompass acceptance of the Asclepieia.
Scholars have thought the letter early because the Coans have not had dealings before
with Ziaelas, and the king invokes the memory of his father. But the date of his father's
death cannot be established independently of this letter; and we know that Ziaelas had
to struggle against his half brothers for an unknown time to gain the throne.7 Cos may
have had no occasion to approach him before 242 and therefore mentioned their dealings
with his father. His letter, moreover, is linked to 9 (which accepts the Asclepieia) because
the chief theoros to Ziaelas bears the same name as the theoros praised in 9 for speaking
well in the Coans' interestthat is, the two missions had the same architheoros. This
implies that Ziaelas too was approached in 242. Admittedly in 242 the city of Cius was
visited by different theoroi, which might mean that the mission to Ziaelas was on another
occasion. But it is possible that Ziaelas was not at the time in his capital Nicomedia
nearby.
By contrast, 13, which is attributed to Ptolemy II, is linked to the asylia recognitions only
by virtue of mentioning the Asclepieia. Its substance and date
7. See G. Vitucci, Il regno di Bitinia (Rome 1953) 29-31.
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are uncertain: it may not belong to this archive and hence is not a reliable control on the
date of the archive contents.
Thus only the silence of Ziaelas about the festival and the inclusion of 13 as a recognition
by Ptolemy II suggest a date earlier than 242, both doubtful points. If we defer to these
two, we must conclude that Cos invited selected foreign friends to the local Asclepieia
celebrated before 242 (an attested practice) and simultaneously asked for their
recognition of the inviolability of the temple. I believe that this complication is
unnecessary and that we have insufficient grounds for separating out any of the
recognitions of asylia and assigning them an earlier date.
The quadrennial games first celebrated in 241 had most likely been preceded by a local
and annual festival: this was the normal situation, and one of the Hippocratic letters
speaks of an annual festival and procession to the cypress grove in honor of the god.8
The Great Asclepieia are illustrated in the victor lists extant at Cos over the next hundred
years, and occasionally in agonistic inscriptions elsewhere.9 There was a procession,
mentioned only once (49.31);10 only the decrees of the Sicilian colonies and an
unpublished fragment mention that the games are to be quadrennial and are to include
both musical and gymnic competitions (48.15, 49.14, inv. M86a).11 The elaborate
definition of a Panhellenic festival that is offered in the earliest such recognition, that of
the Ptolemaia (Syll.3 390.38ff.), and often thereafter, is given only by implication in the
Coan archive. No title such as "crowned," "isolympic," or the like is directly applied to the
Asclepieia. Rather, future Coan theoroi announcing the games will receive the same
honors as those of the Olympia (49.32) or Pythia (26.15, 27.16), or as "those who
announce crowned games" (21.16, 23.14). Under these
8. IX 324-326 Littré; cf. Sherwin-White 356-357. This text does not make clear, however, whether this was the
state festival to the god, the Asclepieia, or some ceremony of the medical guild. The asylia decrees speak of the
games in the present tense, with the exception of the future at 23.8. From this last Klaffenbach deduced that
there were no games before 242; but such a reading is needlessly literaland the Panhellenic games now requested
do lie in the future.
9. Tit.Calymn. pp. 10-11; I.Didyma 98.2 with Robert, Op. min. sel. III 1627; cf. T. Klee, Zur Geschichte der
gymnischen Agone (Leipzig/Berlin 1918) 59-60, 118. In OGIS 42 Cos honors a Coan who has led his fellow Ptolemaic
theoroi from Alexandria to Cos with a
for Asclepius, presumably for the Great Asclepieia and thus 241 B.C. or later
(cf. Sherwin-White 103 n. 107); evidently the same man, son of a doctor, was active in high Ptolemaic circles in 240
(P. Mich.Zen. 55; cf. C. Gorteman, ChrEg 32 [1957] 327; Pros.Ptol. VI 16614; E. Olshausen, Prosopographie der
hellenistischen Königsgesandten, Stud.Hell. 19 [Louvain 1974] 315-316). In the second century B.C. the city of Aptera
requested that its honors for a Coan doctor be announced at the Asclepieia (I.Cret. II 111 3).
10. The sacred law LSCG 165 mentions processions to the cypress grove in honor of various gods (no mention of
Asclepius extant).
11. The victor lists of the Asclepieia show by their
Sherwin-White 357 n. 559).

that there were also equestrian competitions (references at
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terms, any variant of which was sufficient, the games were ''accepted'' and a
theorodochos elected. The decrees mostly make no provision for sending theoroi to
attend the Asclepieia; one has, in an uncertain context,
(19.8,
but see too 12.19). Thus the texts are strangely silent about the essential feature of a
Panhellenic festival, the commitment to send theoroi to observe the gamesthis too
apparently was assumed.
The decrees for Cos exhibit greater diversity of formulary than later asylia decrees or
archives. It is evident that individual letters were written by the Coans to the several
kings; and that a special letter was written to their colonies in Sicily, whose responses are
quite similar to each other but not to those of the other cities. Yet even in the more
uniform responses, we find a diversity of details not easily paralleled in later decrees of
asylia. This reflects, I believe, the early date; the status itself was relatively new in 242,
and the formulary of the act has not yet become rigid with use and familiarity. Another
feature of the archive that in my view reflects its early date is the apparent surprise at
the request expressed by two grantors (18.7, 23.13).
There is no political Tendenz to be seen in the grantors; in a time of very difficult
relations especially between Seleucus and Ptolemy, all the great powers "join in
accepting" the inviolability of the Asclepieum (cf. on 23.4-6).12
As to the later treatment of the Asclepieum, it is worth noting first that around 200 the
Coans voted to take military measures "to protect the temples and city and country,"
probably from the forces of Philip V.13 It seems to have been obvious to them that a
declared status would not protect the sanctuary. The construction of a large new temple
on the uppermost plateau is dated to the second century Cos sided with Mithridates,
but the Coans assured the Senate in 23 that the Asclepieum protected Romans during
the massacre of 88 14 In 32 the Antonian admiral D. Turullius cut down much of the
sacred grove of Asclepius; after Actium Octavian surrendered him to the Coans for
punishment.15 In circumstances that are not recorded, Cos lost its freedom in the
Augustan period. Although this disadvantage lasted until the 70s , the inviolability of the
temple was not compromised, as we know from the investigation of 22-23.16 Cos and
Samos approached the Roman Senate
B.C.

B.C.

A.D.

B.C.

B.C.

A.D.

A.D.

12. By contrast, Bengtson from the mere existence of the Sicilian decrees deduced that Rome and Ptolemy were
friendly (Historia 3 [1954/55] 456-463 [Kl.Schr. 358-366]; followed by H. H. Schmitt, Rom und Rhodos [Munich
1957] 51, but not Will, Histoire I 323; cf. the skepticism of the Roberts, Bull. épigr. 1976, 522).
13.
: M. Segre, RivFil 61 (1933) 365 (= Iscr.Cos ED49), linked to the
Cretan War. Cf. Holleaux, Etudes V 274-275; P. Baker, Cos et Calymna 205-200 a.C. (Quebec City 1991).
14. App. Mith. 23; Tac. Ann. 4.14; cf. Sherwin-White 138.
15. Dio 51.8.3; Val. Max. 1.1.19.
16. See Sherwin-White 145-149.
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for the renewal of asylia not in 22 like the rest of the Greek cities but in 23. An
inscription from Samos (184) suggests that this divergence in date is not a result of the
hearings dragging over into the new year, for the decree is dated in September. Cos may
have honored Tiberius after the success of this appeal.17 Finally, in 53 on the request of
the Coan doctor C. Stertinius Xenophon, the emperor Claudius persuaded the Senate to
grant Cos immunity in honor of its famous medical tradition, "so that henceforth the
Coans might inhabit an island that is sacred and subject only to the god" (Coi sacram et
tantum dei ministram insulam colerent, Tac. Ann. 12.61); immunity was granted, but not
yet liberty.18
A.D.

A.D.

Most of the texts are inscribed on steles of white marble, usually gabled opisthographic
steles; three of the royal letters, however, are on a three-sided prism of blue-white
marble. Inscriptiones Graecae in Berlin has a set of squeezes, which I have collated
selectively. Diversity of script shows that several masons were employed. They are not
consistent in their use of headings; several allow themselves the luxury of quite ragged
right margins.
The excavations conducted by Herzog early in this century and later by the Italians have
not been fully published. The exact findspot of many stones has not been stated, so that
it is unclear where in the sanctuary the archive was inscribed, or what its order was. One
principle of organization is revealed by 46.1,
: the texts
were grouped according to the theoric missions that obtained them. Rather than a
cartographic logic, the thinking was either bureaucratic, naming the ambassadors
responsible, or chronological, wherein decrees were inscribed as they were brought to
Cos by the several missions. There were exceptions to this grouping: the decree of
Corcyra follows three from Macedonia. The individual decrees were not necessarily in the
sequence of the itinerary (the mainland Greek ones seem to be, while Naples and Velia
are not).
Thus there was no archive wall but rather a large number of freestanding steles; even the
decrees on the prism stand apart from one another, obtained by different theoroi and
inscribed by more than one hand. Probably mere reasons of space lie behind the
exceptional placement of some documents.
17. A Coan inscription was fully restored to this effect by Herzog, HZ 125 (1922) 222 n. 2:
. Without a full
publication it is difficult to be confident of the restorations.
18. Sherwin-White 149; at I.Ephesos VI 2055.4-5 (early III A.D.),
. It has been suggested that
ministra translates
: H. Furneaux, The Annals of Tacitus II2 (Oxford 1907) 139; but this seems unlikely at this
early date. For the sentiment of the god's place see p. 12.
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Cos: Asclepieum
These are Klaffenbach's texts except as noted, which he edited from Herzog's notes and
squeezes and occasionally from notes from the Italian excavation.19 I give the royal
letters first, beginning with the one that mentions the existing Amphictyonic decree and
the Panhellenic quest now in progress.
8. Ptolemy III (?)
Two joining fragments of a stele, right margin preserved. Lower right fragment (lines 920), found in 1902; h. 0.33, w. 0.245, th. 0.105. The other fragment is known only from a
squeeze, and nothing is recorded about its discovery or dimensions. Letters 0.009-0.013,
intersp. 0.005; same hand as 9 and 10 (on the prism).
Lower fragment: Herzog, Hermes 65 (1930) 463-471 [Schroeter p. 105 frag. 5; Welles,
Royal Corres. 28].
Entire: Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 2 [SEG 12.369].
Cf. Robert, BCH 54 (1930) 345 (Op. min. sel. I 164); Wilhelm, Griechische Königsbriefe,
Klio-BH 48 (Leipzig 1943) 16-20; D. Musti, AnnPisa 26 (1957) 278-279; J. and L. Robert,
Bull. épigr. 1966, 306.

19. I omit from this corpus Herzog, Heilige Gesetze aus Kos, AbhBerl 1928.6 no. 13 [Sokolowski, LSCG 158],
assigned to the first half of the third century B.C. Of this fragment Herzog offered a complete restoration as a
sacred law providing for the boundaries of the inviolability of the temple in accordance with an oracle of Apollo. The
restorations seem to me groundless and unconvincing.
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I omit Herzog's extensive restorations (and Wilhelm's modifications of them); dismissed already by Robert and
Welles, they were proved wrong by the upper fragment, which revealed a far shorter line. I init. J. and L. Robert.
17 init. Wilhelm. 18-19 J. and L. Robert:
Herzog,
Klaffenbach.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
[King Ptolemy (?) to the council and] people of Cos, [greetings. It is fitting (?)], what your chief theoros Phaenis
and theoroi Philophron and Archepolis proclaim concerning the sacrifice which you are celebrating for Asclepius and
concerning the temple of Asclepius being inviolable. For [they say] too that the Amphictyons have voted on these
things and that requesters have been sent to the other kings and nations and cities. We accept the sacrifice and
festival and the inviolability of the temple, especially for the sake of the god but next on your account. They have
reported too that the statue [of us - - -] has been crected and that you accept the contest which we are
cel[ebrating at Hiera Ne]sos. Farewell.

Inclusion of the Asclepieia should date this to 242 with the other texts. Herzog's
attribution to the Attalid dynasty was based on elimination and on the restoration of
Dionysus in line 19. But Eumenes never took the title of king, and Musti concluded that be
cannot have alluded to "the other kings" (10-11). Dionysus, moreover, was not, as
Herzog and others believed, an ancestor of the Attalids; he became prominent at
Pergamum only in its later years, and because of his role in the Artists' guild rather than
in the dynasty.20 The only known Attalid festival that might have enjoyed more than local
participation at this early date would be that of Athena (Polyb. 4-49.3).
The Roberts would restore in line 19 the toponym Hiera Nesos, in effect assigning the
letter to a Ptolemy; although they did not publish their arguments, the attribution seems
compelling. The author sponsored games to which he had invited the Coans. The only
Panhellenic festival held by a king at this date was the Ptolemaia at Alexandria. But that
festival seems excluded here, for the Coans would have accepted it a generation
earlier.21 A gesture of special friendship is evinced when a city shares in an otherwise
local festival,22 and for Cos this points to the Ptolemaic house. At Hiera Nesos, then the
great center of Greek culture in the Fayum, the Ptolemies sponsored a lesser version of
the Ptolemaia,
(PSI IV 364: 250 ). The village
B.C.

20.See Robert, Etudes anat. 25-26; Op. min. sel. VI 464-465 n. 42.
21.It is, however, a peculiar feature of our evidence for the Ptolemaia that the two extant acceptances derive from
widely different dates, the Islanders' in 283/2 B.C. and the Amphictyony's in the 260s.
22.Thus around 220 B.C. Prusias of Bithynia invited his friends to share in his festival the Soteria at Nicomedia and
thereby learned who his friends were (Polyb. 4.49.3).
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is several times called
marking the prominence there of the cult of
Ptolemy I and his wife.23 Our king avoids ambiguity with the Panhellenic Ptolemaia by
naming the place rather than the festival.
Coan attendance at this local Ptolemaia is paralleled in a letter of Ptolemy III to Xanthus
in the 240s: Xanthian theoroi have attended both the Ptolemaia and the Theadelpheia
(SEG 36.1218). There the first festival, described only by name and without the
geographical circumlocution of our letter, was the Panhellenic Ptolemaia at Alexandria.
The second was a festival for the Theoi Adelphoi Ptolemy II and Arsinoe, attested several
times;24 it was not Panhellenic. Apparently the Xanthian visitors troubled to sacrifice at
both, as would be appropriate to the close relations of their city with the Ptolemaic
house.
Our letter is of a businesslike brevity, and that too might well be taken to suit a Ptolemy,
whose dealings with the island must have been frequentcontrast the verbosity of the
Bithynian and Spartocid(?) kings, who have never written to Cos before. For whatever
reason, this is the only text in the archive that invokes the Amphictyonic decree and the
Panhellenic quest.
Chambers (AJP 391-392) described the enlargement of the Asclepieia in 242 as an act of
Ptolemy III commemorating his northern Aegean victories. In fact it was an act of the
Coans commemorating Asclepius, and if this letter is rightly attributed, their action was
news to him, as it was to all the others (nor does he know a Ptolemaic precedent for his
favor to Cos: see below).
2: Klaffenbach suggested
or perhaps
as at 48.17-18 (for
parallels see Holleaux, Etudes III 236-238; Herrmann, "Antiochos" 75 n. 56).
4-5: These theoroi are not met again in the extant texts. Philophron was a common name
at Cos (see Sherwin-White 542) as elsewhere; I assume that Philophron son of Dardanus
who went with two others to Italy (46, 47) was a different man.
13-14: The Great Asclepieia, therefore 242 , must be meant by this phrase, given the
Panhellenic quest described in the preceding lines.
B.C.

16-19: The king had already made his own invitation to the Coans, and the theoroi now
mention their city's favorable response as part of their appeal. This gesture of friendship
was accompanied by voting the king a statue (which, again, the Byzantines refused to do
for Prusias, Polyb. 4.49). Line 18 will have specified the location;
(Herzog) would
suffice in this context.
9. Seleucus II (?)
On one face of a triangular prism of blue-white marble found in the Asclepieum in 1903;
h. 1.15; letters 0.008. 10 and 11 are on another face; the third, which has suffered from
use as a threshold, is undeciphered.

23.References in A. Calderini, Dizionario dei nomi geografici III (Milan 1978) 17.
24.J. Bingen, ChrEg 23 (1948) 208; J. Bousquet, REG 99 (1986) 27.
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Herzog, Hermes 65 (1930) 463-471 [Schroeter 17; Welles, Royal Corres. 26].
Cf. Robert, BCH 54 (1930) 343-344 (Op. min. sel. I 162-163); Wilhelm, Griechische
Königsbriefe 20; Rigsby, Phoenix 38 (1984) 103.

3 Rigsby:

Herzog,

Robert. 4 the squeeze:

Herzog.

The author accepts the Great Asclepieia and the date is therefore 242. Herzog assigned
the letter to a Seleucid, hence Seleucus II, partly by elimination (having given 8 to the
Attalid dynasty), partly because the same theoroi visited Ziaelas (11) and one wants
therefore a king who ruled in Anatolia. Welles thought the clear and direct style
impossible in a non-Greek ruler. If this is so, the choice lies between Eumenes I and
Seleucus II: which, in the summer of 242, is the more likely to have stated cautiously that
his affairs were now peaceful (25)? Eumenes' successor would soon be confronted with
war against Antiochus Hierax and then the Gauls; but Eumenes himself, now in the last
year of his life, is not known to have engaged in any military enterprise
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in his later years.25 Seleucus, by contrast, toward 242 returned to Asia Minor from his
largely successful Syrian campaign; at Sardes he now agreed to share power with
Antiochus Hierax, and his treaty with Ptolemy followed in 241.26 The reference to peace,
not a banality, suits Seleucus' situation well.
1-4: The plural verbs show that there were several theoroi; Diogeitus, praised at 16ff.,
must have been their chief and spokesman, as he was to Ziaelas. In 3, as Robert and
Welles saw respectively, it makes no sense for the Coan ambassadors either to
"dedicate" or to "conduct" someone else's festival. But the object of the verb is : the
sense should be "they performed the rites and contributed the things for the sacrifices
and contest.'' For such a gesture in the course of diplomacy, compare Aphrodisias and
Rome 4.15-16:
.27 I suggest the compound
, thinking of the many
instances of
28 Perhaps ambassadors arrived while the king was presiding over
some festival; as any Greek king from Nestor on would do (Od. 3.32ff.), he invited them
to share in it, and they naturally made a contribution, presumably a sacrificial animal. We
need not, therefore, look for Panhellenic games;29 indeed in 242 there were none in Asia.
It may be that these were games to which Coans had been specially invited, as Welles
assumed; but that gesture is improbable of Seleucus for Ptolemaic Cos. It seems more
likely that the Coans' arrival at the games was accidental.30 Seleucus will most likely have
been at Sardes. In any case, that a festival is in progress cannot tell us where the king
was. As Philip (cf., for example, Dem. 18.192-193) and Alexander demonstrated, a king
could celebrate one anywhere if circumstances called for it.
25.R. B. McShane, Foreign Policy of the Attalids of Pergamum (Urbana 1964) 42-47.
26.For the chronology see Beloch, Gr. Gesch. IV.2 541; cf. Will, Histoire I 257-261.
27.See, however, C. P.Jones, EchCl 29 (1985) 312, who takes the sacrifice in the Aphrodisias text to be spontaneous.
28.Also possible is
as at LSAM 37.1517:
(a priest's duties, Priene, II
B.C.); also at Segre, Iscr.Cos ED236.4. The verbs are unfortunately lost at IG IX.12 187.16-18 (praise of a foreigner):
(so Klaffenbach:
Kern).
29.Herzog considered the games of Aphrodite at Smyrna or the Didymeia at Miletus; cf. Segre, Historia 5 (1931) 244
n. 9 (against the Didymeia). Contra: Welles p. 127 n. 3 on the silence of the asylia documents for Smyrna, and rightly
rejecting the Didymeia; Welles observes that "it is possible also to think of special games as well as of periodic, games
possibly in honor of Seleucus' recovery of Syria for which he received the epithet Callinicus" (p. 128).
30.Cf. IG II2 1330.49:

.
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7: A favorable attitude "to the temple and the city" is often praised in cities where a
particular temple played a large role, as at Delphi, Delos,31 Ephesus, or Samothrace.32
25-26: For guarded promises in diplomatic discourse compare 56.7-9; Moretti, I. stor.
ellen. I 14.30-31; Syll.3 537.70 (= IG II2 916); Helly, I.Gonnoi 109.34-35.
10. Unknown king
On the other legible face of the triangular prism.
Herzog, Hermes 65 (1930) 463-471 [Schroeter 21; Welles, Royal Corres. 27].
Photograph: Herzog, AM 30 (1905) pl. 7.

1-2:
Herzog 3 Rigsby:

Herzog,

Welles.

Herzog assigned the letter to Ptolemy III, because he took the opening lines to invoke a
previous grant by another king, therefore a predecessor (which he thought extant in 13),
and lines 9ff. to order administrative subordinates to observe the asylia, therefore the
sovereign of Cos. But lines 9ff., as the parallels show, are a promise to order the cities
subject to the king to recognize the inviolability.33 As to the opening,
"join in
establishing," is the usual verb for this actjoin the Coans and the world,34 not a
predecessor as Herzog thought. A second recognition of asylia by the same dynasty
would be unparalleled; here the matter rests finally on the tense of a restored verb. In
line 3, it is more in keeping with the attested language of diplomacy to restore a future,
alluding to the polite request: "They said that I would
31.C. Vial, Délos indépendante (Paris 1984) 92.
32.P. M. Fraser, Samothrace II.1 (New York 1960) 57 n. 5.
33.So Welles ad loc. and Sherwin-White 93.
34.For the force of ouv-see Welles, Royal Corres. p. 150.
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gratify the people by accepting the inviolability."35 Moreover, the decree of Aenus (28),
though earnestly expressing the city's loyalty to King Ptolemy, does not cite a Ptolemaic
precedent or desire concerning the inviolability of the Asclepieumnot of Ptolemy III
naturally, for that was only now being sought; but neither of Ptolemy II, which the Coans
surely would have invoked had it existed.
Accordingly, nothing speaks for Ptolemaic authorship, which would be impossible if 8 is
rightly assigned to Ptolemy III. Of the six letters for Cos, two are from non-Greek
monarchs and two can be attributed with some probability to Ptolemy and Seleucus. Two
major dynasties remain, the Attalids and Antigonids. On the situation of Eumenes I see
above (p. 115). As to Antigonus Gonatas, we know that he joined in the recognition of
the Asclepieum, and his favorable response, as promised here, was made known to the
cities subject to him (25.10, 26.14, 27.14); this gesture, however, is too common to
narrow the field (all the kings did this for Magnesia a generation later).36 If this is
Gonatas, we have no other letter of his to compare.37 Presumably Gonatas was
approached by the same ambassadors who canvassed Greece and Macedonia, and they
seem to have found him at or near Pella, for the decree of that city (23) does not
mention the king's favorable response, whereas the Macedonian cities subsequent on
their route do.
1: Friendship for all time at 20.7, but inviolable for all time at 35.8.
4: The author mixes singular and plural, or else his singular here reflects the text of the
Coans' request. Such mixing is common: Royal Corres. 1.65 with Welles's note; Syll.3
572.3 (Philip V); here, 11.49.
7-8:
recurs in the Coan material only in the decrees of Pella and Amphipolis
(23.10, 26.11); perhaps it was peculiar to the version of the Coan request sent to
Macedonia.
11. Ziaelas of Bithynia
Inscribed below 10 by a different hand, letters slightly larger.
Herzog, AM 30 (1905) 173-182 [Hiller, Syll.3 456; Schroeter 20; Welles, Royal Corres. 25;
Dörner, TAM IV 1].
Photograph: Herzog pl. 7.
35.Thus a civic request to a royal official for help,
(Syll.3 644.26-27); a
king
(Moretti, I. stor. ellen. II 77, with Robert, DAM 173-186); cf. I.Magn. 15b8;
OGIS 329.30; AM 72 (1957) 242 no. 65.17; Robert, Op. min. sel. 33 n. 1. Welles (p. 130) envisioned this
expression but thought that then
would be expected, which mistakes the formula. On the tone of the
expression we have Theophr. Char. 24-13.
36.On the formula see Bickerman, Religions 218-219.
37.From his 36th year (248/7) we have a letter from his son Demetrius, BSA 40 (1939-40) 14-16 [SEG 12.311]; cf.
Chambers pp. 390-391.
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20:

lapis.

These theoroi visited (probably) Seleucus at Sardes (9.16-17), but not the city of Cius on
the Propontis (32), which would be on their way to Nicomedia; it may be that Ziaelas was
not at the time in his capital. Perhaps the same men went on to South Russia for 12.
Herzog placed this letter earlier than 242 , but on flimsy grounds. Nicomedes had died
between 255 and 246, leaving as king a son by his second wife; Ziaelas had to supplant
this rival to become king, and how long that took is not known.38 When Ziaelas speaks of
his father's benefactions to the Coans at 9-11, he is surely echoing their request;
evidently Cos has not previously had dealings with Ziaelas himself. He goes on to
emphasize the continuity of his policy with that of his father. Like Seleucus II, who had
been treated by his father in the same way,39 Ziaelas had an interest in stressing the
legitimacy of his position and might have done so for many years. The government of Cos
is not likely to have had frequent occasion to address the Bithynian monarchy. Thus the
letter need not be near the start of his sole rule, whenever that was; especially given the
uncertain chronology of the dynasty, the date is best left at 242 with the rest of the
Coan archive.
B.C.

B.C.

The letter is unusually discursive and shapeless (see Welles's comments on style). Ziaelas
does not explicitly mention the Asclepieia, although this may be concealed in his
reference to the ''other benefactions" he is granting (8, 48). Together with many
generalities, the king says as much about protecting Coan visitors as about the
Asclepieum; the ambassadors had raised the question of the safety of merchants who
landed or were wrecked on Bithynian shores (29ff.). In the course of all this we learn that
Ziaelas is allied with Egypt (23).
1: By contrast with the practice of the civic decrees, this text (the only royal letter in the
archive whose beginning is preserved) lacks a heading naming the author. Bickerman
thought
intrusive and perhaps an addition by the Coan archivist;40 Reynolds
restored the ethnic at Aphrodisias and Rome 4.1, which may be another letter from a
Bithynian monarch; but see Jones (above, n. 27) 317.
7: For

compare Aphrodisias and Rome 4.22 (adduced by Jones 313).

38.For details see C. Habicht, "Ziaelas," RE 10A (1972) 387-390.
39.Cf. Will, Histoire I 249-250. Compare Royal Corres. 22 (p. 174 below), which admittedly is from the start of
Seleucus' reign.
40.Mélanges I. Lévy (Brussels 1955) 23-24 n. 1 (Studies II 34-35).
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9ff.: Coan relations with the dynasty are reflected in I.Cos 35 (= SGDI 3635), a cult
calendar of uncertain date that includes a sacrifice to King Nicomedesbut it is not clear
which of the three (cf. Habicht, Gottmenschentum 126; Sherwin-White 137).
16: For

"this matter," see J. and L. Robert, Bull. èpigr. 1965, 221.

23: A connection between the Bithynian house and Egypt is first seen in the fact that
Ptolemy II was among those named in Nicomedes' will as guardians of his heirswho did
not include the exiled Ziaelas: Memnon FGrHist 434 1.14; Habicht, RE 389.
F

29ff.: The Coans, whose luxury goods were famous and whose amphorae are found
throughout the eastern Mediterranean,41 here made an issue of the safety of their
merchants. For the dangers of an earlier time compare Xen. An. 6.4.2; but good relations
with Sinope are evidenced by the decree at Segre, Iscr.Cos I pp. 26-27. Antigonus
Monophthalmus had declared
during his siege of Rhodes (Polyaen.
4.6.16); a similar concern at I.Erythrai 28.3-12.
36-37: "enter territory under our control," Welles; better "put in at [so LSJ] places we
rule":
usually were settled places. For Bithynian good treatment of the shipwrecked
we have Nicolaus of Damascus FGrHist 90 113. The insecurity of which the Coans
complained may have resulted from the Bithynian dynastic struggle in the 240s and
diverse loyalties of the cities.
F

12. Spartocid king (?)
Four joining fragments; th. 0.1-0.15; letters 0.006-0.01, intersp. 0.003-0.004. The decree
of Gela (49) is on the other side.
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 3 [SEG 12.370; F. P. Rizzo, La Sicilia e le potenze
ellenistiche, Kokalos Suppl. 3 (Rome 1973) 15-20].
Cf. J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1953, pp. 156-157; Welles, Gnomon 25 (1953) 398; F.
Piejko, Gnomon 57 (1985) 614.

41. See Sherwin-White 229-243.
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7
end:

Rigsby (cf. Royal Corr. 58.6):
Herzog. 16:

Herzog. 9 middle:

Herzog. 10-12:
Herzog. 14

Herzog. 16-19:

Herzog; 17 Piejko:
Klaffenbach. 20:
Klaffenbach. 31:

. Klaffenbach; 18:
Herzog. 22 AIAN lapis. 26:
Herzog. 32:
Herzog. 34:
Herzog.

Piejko; 19
Piejko:
Herzog. 30 Rigsby:
Herzog. 39-40:

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
... in accordance with [their instructions,] they made proclamation [of the sacrifice and games, using] their education
[so beautifully that] wonder overcame [us ...] since the time when [we acceded to?] our kingdom ... concerning these
things ... so many and such long-standing [benefactions toward you. As there are just
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now certain things] standing in the way of these things, if [for this the theoroi] seem to find fault [with us, we ask
you nonetheless to judge] that we are accommodating ourselves to the times, [reckoning] that indulgence is owed
us, whenever ... we should be unable to send theoroi to [the celebration] of these [games]. I and my sister ...
and our citizens accept both your [proclamation] that has been made for the god and the inviolability, and we also
have accepted gladly the kinship as true and worthy of you and us, the best testimony being that of our father,
which you have made clear he himself furnished. If any [of the other] Greeks, [making this] a start of friendship,
should first proclaim us [kin], we would gladly approve them many times over, having full gratitude towards those
who remember such kinship and blood ties and choose to preserve them. [And now] we approve your loyalty and
in the future we shall try to maintain for your people the [benefactions] established in ancient times and now finely
and suitably brought to the best [renewal] by you, loyal friends, and, heeding [your requests, always] to gratify
you to [the best of our ability]. Farewell.

Because the decree of Gela is on the other side of this stone, Herzog assigned the letter
to Hieron of Syracuse; Klaffenbach at first preferred his son Gelon but then realized (p.
30) that the placement of the texts is irrelevant. The author's odd expression "our
citizens" (21) shows his urban base, which would be consistent with a tyrant of
Syracuse.42 As the Roberts remarked, however, his happiness that some Greeks have
acknowledged his kinship with them (27ff.) shows that he was not Greek; their
suggestion, a king of the Cimmerian Bosporus, has not been bettered.43 For this dynasty's
urban constituency see Diod. 20.24.4-5. In 242 this would be Paerisades II or one of his
two sons.44 From the author's reference to his father (14ff.) Seyrig concluded that he
must be newly on the throne, therefore not Paerisades. This must be left open, however,
for it is the Coans who introduced the father into the discussion, evoking some prior
dealing with him that may have been years in the past (
36).
With this clumsy and rambling letter there is little to compare, and it discourages
restoration; rightly did the king marvel at the educated discourse of the Coans (9-10).45
The sequence of thought is garbled, the apologetic emphasis on himself ungracious and
pathetic. If rightly assigned, it is a precious document on the Hellenism of the Spartocid
dynasty. In the first twenty lines I have given
42. Cf. Diod. 19.73.6, 20.24.4, 20.63.23.
43. Bull. épigr. 1953, pp. 156-157; accepted by Klaffenbach, DLZ 76 (1955) 737; Seyrig, Scripta numism. 12-13; D. M.
Pippidi, StClas 7 (1965) 322-324; Gauthier, Nouv. Inscr.Sardes II 73 n. 83. Welles 398 had suggested Demetrius the
Fair, who ruled Cyrene briefly ca. 250 B.C. (cf. Will, Histoire I 244).
44. R. Werner, Historia 4 (1955) 421-430; see CIRB 24, 25, 75, 822. Paerisades came to power in 284/3 (Diod.
20.100.7) and was alive as late as 250 (IG XI.2 287.B.126). That he died around 245 is merely Werner's guess that
he cannot have lived much longer.
45. Welles 398: the letter "uses few of the usual chancery formulae."
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Klaffenbach's conservative version of Herzog's reconstruction. Nevertheless, much is to be
doubted.
9:
is normally "instruction" or a "lesson," not "education''; perhaps the king
marveled at the lesson or presentation the Coans had offered about his ancestral
connections with Cos.46
11: Some verb is needed for the king's accession; Welles (398) suggested
.

or

12: Perhaps a form of
, if this passage looks forward to the author's excuse for not
sending theoroi to the Asclepieia; cf. the contract of a contemporary flute player
promising
(CPR XVIII 1.12-13).
15ff.: This reconstruction is only a possibility. The certain element is the phrase
"whenever ... we should be unable to send theoroi" (19-20). The reference is to the
future, but the puzzling thing is that the envoys have already blamed the king for
something, and this cannot be failure to send theoroi to past Asclepieia. Another
possibility is that something has impeded the Coan theoroi (
15), for which he
apologizes (these may be the same theoroi who complained to Ziaelas about Bithynian
treatment of visitors, 11.12).
20: "Sister" for the king's wife is a usage familiar in other Hellenistic kingdoms; see C. P.
Jones, GRBS 34 (1993) 81-85.
rather than
is found in the several dedications
to the Bosporan royal family (CIRB p. 844).
23ff.: Legend traced the Coans to Thessaly; the Spartocids were Thracian (references at
Werner 419), but what account they gave of themselves is unknown.
24: For

see Gauthier, I.Nouv.Sardes II no. 2.17 with p. 73.

34: I am uncertain what the adverb modifies: I translate with
better go with what follows.

, but it might

36: The good relations with Cos stem from "ancient times"; the envoys only reminded
him of them, bringing about a fine "renewal." This suggests something older than the
time of the king's father and may rest, like his Greek kinship, on the presentation of texts
or arguments from the mythic past. But that would leave in doubt what the father "did"
(line 27).
13. Ptolemaic king
Two joining fragments broken on all sides, found in 1903 and 1905; dimensions not
stated; letters 0.01-0.013, intersp. 0.005.
Lines 3-8, 14-16: Herzog, Hermes 65 (1930) 465 [Schroeter p. 104 frag. 3; Welles, Royal
Corres. 21].

Entire: Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 1 [SEG 12.368].

46. An inscribed example of such a discourse is SEG 38.1476.
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3:

Herzog. 4: Welles suggested

? Herzog;
Klaffenbach. 14-15:
Herzog; perhaps
Welles. 15:
Herzog. 15-16
Herzog.47

. 8:
? Klaffenbach. 11:
Welles. 16:

Herzog. 9:
Klaffenbach. 12:
Herzog. 18

Herzog. 10:

and

All scholars have followed Herzog in thinking that the author is Ptolemy II (who died in
246), given the mention of "sister Ar[sinoe]" (5)Arsinoe Philadelphus, who died in 268.48
Earlier than 246 this recognition would be of the asylia of the temple but not yet the
Panhellenic games of 242 (the games mentioned here would be still local). No one has
thought that the letter
B.C.,

47. F. Piejko, Epigraphica 48 (1986) 9-15, restores an entire text; the result is a speculative pastiche, and I have
not cited it here.
48. E. Grzybek, Du calendrier macédonien au calendrier ptolémaique (Basel 1990) 103-112; L. Koenen, in Images and
Ideologies (Berkeley 1993) 51 n. 61.
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can date from Arsinoe's lifetime; as Welles remarked, the passage would refer to some
prior policy or benefaction by the king and his late sister. 10 was taken as a subsequent
confirmation of Coan asylia by Ptolemy III. But this would be an astonishing gesture
within a dynasty, and indeed no act of ''confirmation" is attested before Roman times: the
Panhellenic recognition was decisive.
That this is a Ptolemaic letter that refers to Arsinoe seems assured; what is not assured is
that it is a recognition of asylia. The Coans joined in celebrating a royal festival (2-3; cf.
9), and then (7) put a request to the king. That this request concerned asylia and the
games and that this inscription belongs with our archive is suggested only by the mention
of the Asclepieia (14; panegyris, 8). What little surives of a detailed response, with
frequent mention of "your citizens," does not show the diagnostic phrases of a recognition
of asylia.
The letter need not be written by Ptolemy II in order to contain a reference to the famous
Arsinoe. The script looks to be of the mid-third century rather than earlier (or later:
Ptolemy IV had a wife Arsinoe), and much like that of 8 and some others in the asylia
archive. I suggest that it derives from Ptolemy III and that the occasion was a celebration
of the Theadelpheia in Egypt, in honor of "my father Ptolemy and his sister Arsinoe" (who
was not the mother of Ptolemy III); SEG 36.1218 shows theoroi from Xanthus attending
this festival. The Coans may well have had reasons to discuss with Ptolemy III either
foreign visitors to the enlarged Asclepieia or his own theoroi (like those honored in OGIS
42).
B.C.

Thus the substance of this letter must be left in doubt. That it is a recognition of asylia is
in my view improbable; it is impossible if 8 is rightly assigned to Ptolemy III.
14-18. Gabled stele broken across the middle but complete; reused as a threshold and
badly worn; found in the North Hall on the uppermost plateau; h. 1.03, w. 0.475, th.
0.075-0.095; letters 0.009 for the headings, 0.006-0.008 for text, intersp. 0.005. Five
decrees of Peloponnesian cities, the theoric mission of Aristolochus, Heraclitus, and
Macareus.49
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 4 [SEG 12.371].
14. Sparta

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
49. Macareus' son is attested at the end of the century; cf. Sherwin-White 485.
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Decree of the Lacedaemonians, in the ephorate of Euxenus: we accept the truce of the Asclepieia for all time which
the Coan architheoros Aristolochus and Heraclitus and Macareus proclaim;50 we give the Coans what they ask, that
the temple of Asclepius on Cos is inviolable.

In 243/2 Agis IV, newly king, undertook a revolutionary program to restore "the ancient
dignity of Sparta" (Plut. Agis 6.2) by returning the Spartans to the laws of Lycurgus, the
of their ancestors (8.2). The ephor Lysander sponsored the program of land
distribution and social reform, and in 242 the hostile king Leonidas was deposed. When
the ephors of 242/1 opposed the program, they too were deposed and Leonidas exiled.
Internal disputes and military pressure in the course of 241 put a stop to this first of
Hellenistic Sparta's revolutions.51
The Coan theoroi, canvassing Greece in summer 242, will have arrived in the midst of
these events. The Spartan civil year began ca. October,52 hence the Coans must have
arrived during the still unshaken regime of the revolutionary ephors of 243/2. Of these
our literary sources name only Lysander.53 The inscription gives us another, Euxenus, and
reveals that he, not the leading partisan Lysander, was the senior and eponymous ephor.
Sparta grants the barest essentials, recognizing "the truce" of the games and the
inviolability of the temple. The "laconic" manner54 that the decree affects may well be a
mannerism of the archaizing government rather than normal Spartan public discoursewe
have no decrees of the third century to compare.55 This text thus may well be drafted in a
self-consciously "Lycurgan'' manner.
50. On the force of the verb see E. Risch, ZPE 60 (1985) 1-9.
51. The events are surveyed by Will, Histoire I 333-338; B. Shimron, Late Sparta (Buffalo 1972) 14-27; L. J. Piper,
Spartan Twilight (New Rochelle 1986) 32-41; G. Marasco, Prometheus 7 (1981) 35-42; P. Cartledge, Hellenistic and
Roman Sparta (London/New York 1989) 43-47; none citing the present decree.
52. References at Andrewes, HCT IV 38.
53. Modern scholars sometimes include Lysander's supporters Agesilaus and Mandrocleidas among the ephors, but the
sources do not make this explicit. References in A. S. Bradford, Prosopography of Lacedaemonians, Vestigia 27
(Munich 1977) 11, 273. H. Michell, Sparta (Cambridge 1952) 129-130, argued that Agesilaus (Agis' uncle) was the
eponymous ephor of 242/1 (after the deposition of the first board of 242/1); that would be consistent with a date still
in summer 242 for our decree with its different eponym.
54. Noted, for instance, by Herzog ad loc. and E. J. Bickerman, Athenaeum 41 (1963) 76 n. 22 (Religions 479). Loci
classici are Hdt. 3.46, Thuc. 1.86, and Xen. Hell. 1.1.23.
55. Two proxeny decrees of the next century show nothing of this manner and are composed in conventional
Hellenistic formulary (IG V.1 4-5). The dialectical forms in our decree are not consistently carried out (compare Syll.3
594 n. 7) and may also be something of an affectation. Around 200 B.C. Nabis, who renewed the revolutionary program
of Cleomenes, put the dialectic
on coins (so too the stamped tiles SGDI IV.4n 24.22 [p. 687]), with which

(Footnote continued on next page)
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It is worth recalling that King Leonidas and his daughter took refuge in the temple of
Athena Chalcioecus and did not come out until the new ephors took office in autumn 242
(Plut. Agis 11-12): thus they were there during the Coans' visit. In 241 Agis, defeated,
took refuge there himself (16.3). Hence the Coans' request might have touched a nerve;
no Spartan in 242 can have been unaware of the traditional respect of suppliants, and of
the problems that this could cause. Evidently this was not thought relevant.
15. Messene
Inscribed below 14.

Another asylia decree of Messene is 93 a generation later. Messene may have been an
ally of the Aetolians by the date of our decree.56 Although the decree records the Coan
request to accept the games and at the end provides for theorodochoi, it does not in so
many words recognize the games, but only asylia.57
9:
Phigeleia);

in the contemporary Staatsvertr. III 495.9-10 (isopolity with
in IG V.1 1425.3 ca. 300
B.C.

11-12: For the daily allowance given the Coan theoroi compare 88.57:
;
presumably this was for the duration of their stay in Messene; contrast the arbitrary
figure of ten days at 17.9. The sheep was for sacrifice "at the (public) hearth" of Messene
(cf. 17.9, 18.8); for joint sacrifices of magistrates and theoroi at the public hearth see
49.33ff. On such donations to theoroi cf. Boesch 71-82.
(Footnote continued from previous page)
contrast the issues of
in the 260s: S. Grunauer-von Hoerschelmann, Dis Münzprägung der
Lakedaimonier (Berlin 1978) 126, 112; cf. A. Furtwängler, Gnomon 57 (1985) 639.
56. Polyb. 4.6.11; cf. Schmitt, Staatsvertr. III p. 184.
57. For such variations see Rigsby, AJP 108 (1987) 732.
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13: As Klaffenbach notes, this may be a relative, possibly an older brother, of the
Mnasagorus son of Manticrates who commanded some Messenian troops at Delphi toward
the end of the third century (FD III.4 22.8).
16. Thelphusa
Inscribed below 15.

4: PWS lapis. 5
Herzog.

, corrected by the mason. 11: TAN

corrected by the mason;

No other decree of Thelphusa in western Arcadia is extant; it is on record as having
recognized the inviolability of Magnesia in 208 (88.67). On the road north from Heraea
and Elis to Psophis and Achaea, Thelphusa was repeatedly drawn into the wars between
Achaea and Aetolia. Little is otherwise known of its history.58 The city had joined the
Achaean League by about 238;59 the decree is silent about the League (contrast Aegeira,
18.7-8), which may suggest that Thelphusa was not yet a member in 242.
17. Elis
Inscribed below 16.

58. Polyb. 2.54.12, 4.60.3, 4.73.2, 4.77.5; E. Meyer, RE 5A (1934) 1618-1620; M. Jost, BCH 110 (1986) 633-645;
Sanctuaires et cultes d'Arcadie (Paris 1985) 60-70.
59. Beloch, Gr.Gesch. IV.1 632.
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8:

Herzog.

This is our only third-century decree of Elis (which recognized the inviolability of
Magnesia, 89.49). The Eleans were now allied with the Aetolians, who around 244 had
helped them annex Triphylia.60 Of the constitution of Hellenistic Elis little is known.61 The
treasurers (line 8) are met in second-century texts (I.Olymp. 39.29, 52.26);
is
otherwise found only in the West, a "decree" of the heliaia (IG XIV 612.5, Rhegium) or a
"meeting" (256.4 Gela, 952.7 Acragas, both in dating formulae).
1: As at Magnesia, these headings were added by the Coans and do not reflect the Elean
dialect (6-7).
6-7: The meaning seems to be that the treasurers are to add the decree "to what exists,"
that is, as in other decrees, to add the asylia of the Asclepieum to the existing laws (cf.
48.8).
8-9: "Sustenance for the theoroi for ten days, three adult sacrificial animals worth sixty
drachmas"; cf. on 15.11-12.
18. Aegeira
Inscribed below 17.

2

: an alpha was written above the epsilon in order to correct to Doric
Herzog.

8-9:

and

Aegeira on the Corinthian Gulf was one of the original twelve Achaean cities and an early
member of the revived League.62 The city enters little into the historical record, but for
the Aetolian attack on it in 219 to which we owe Polybius' detailed description of the
site (4.57-58). A summary
B.C.,

60. Polyb. 4.77.5-10; Beloch, Gr.Gesch. IV.1 619-620.
61. Swoboda, RE 5 (1905) 2429-2430.
62. Joining the League ca. 272 B.C. (Beloch, Gr.Gesch. IV.1 574); see IG XII.9 1187 and Syll3 488 (Damosthenes' year
at Delphi, in the 260s; cf. R. Etienne and M. Piérart, BCH 99 [1975] 59-62).
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decree of the second century makes a similarly favorable reference to the Achaean
League (SEG 24.337, a man praised for his devotion to the city and the League).
B.C.

7-8: I take
as abstract, not a concrete "decree" that the Aegeirans are following: "as
it is a belief of the city and of the Achaeans that temples are inviolable." Compare the
Achaeans' statement about policy at 89.24-27, which suggests that here too at Cos is
meant an attitude rather than a decree. In my view this is an expression of surprise, not
a piece of legal information, and as such it will reflect the rarity in 242 of the request for
asylia (see p. 22).63 Contrast the claim that the Achaeans in 235 became the first to
ignore the inviolability of contestants going to the Nemean games (Plut. Arat. 28.4:
).
B.C.

9: The money for Asclepius, if truly only ten drachmas, would be offensively low; the
aparche was typically sixty. Rather, by
, an "addition" to the
they have just
described, the Aegeirans would seem to intend an additional ten drachmas per theoros
per day.
19-22. Stele found in 1933; left margin preserved; h. 0.38, w. 0.22, th. 0.085; letters
0.006-0.01, intersp. 0.005. Inscribed on both sides by the same hand; remains of two
decrees on each side.
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 5 [SEG 12.372].
19. Thebes in Achaea Phthiotis

5: Klaffenbach suggested

6: the name as at IG VII 288.5
.

63. Contra: A. Giovannini in Ancient Macedonia II (Thessalonica 1977) 469-471, who argues that only leagues and
not their member cities could recognize asylia (which is contradicted by 88 and 92, Achaean cities recognizing
Magnesia).
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Thebans on the Greek mainland who offer a geographical specification (5) and do not
speak Boeotian are necessarily the city in Phthiotis on the Gulf of Pagasae. Here as at
Homolium (22), it is surprising to find them using Koine at this date: contrast IG IX.2 132,
apparently of the second century Of the place we have a description in Polyb. 5.99; by
242 Thebes was probably an Aetolian ally (Flacelière, Aitoliens 199-200).
B.C.

7-8: In the Coan archive this seems to be the only provision for sending theoroi to future
Asclepieia (cf. 12.19).
9: The verb is suggested from 100.48.
10: Klaffenbach thought a chronological indicator was to be restored here; for the phrase
in Thessaly see IG IX.2 11.11. Here too, as Klaffenbach notes, is our earliest attestation
of
for the honorarium given theoroi, more often
or the more general
.
Something like
followed in 11 (cf. 21.17).
20. Megara (?)
Inscribed below 19.

1:

Herzog. 9 init. Rigsby:

Klaffenbach.

Klaffenbach reckoned that a decree of a Dorian city Me- (7), not more than nine letters
long, will be Megara; at the beginning of 1 he thought E more likely than L on the
squeeze. The trace there is very faint and dubious, and the number of letters perhaps
uncertain. One might think also of the far north of Greece, given the other contents of this
stele; but the form
(7) speaks against restoring Melitaea or Meliboea.64
21. Unknown city
Inscribed on the other side of the stele bearing 19-20.
64. F. Bechtel, Die griechischen Dialekte I (Berlin 1921) 166.
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Cf. J. and L. Robert, Bull. èpigr. 1953, p. 45.

Klaffenbach suggested the following exempli gratia: 2
9 end
, 10 end
, 15

,8
. 6 end Robb.:

,
Klaffenbach.

The Coans expressed their loyalty to the city and "the rest of the nation" (6) of which this
city must have been a member. The Roberts suggested Demetrias, with its ethnos the
Magnesians. The Thessalian League also comes to mind, but it is thought not yet to have
come into being at this date. Whatever the city, Cos claimed kinship with its citizens (14),
a claim not idle or universal.
22. Homolium
Inscribed below 21.
Cf. J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1953, p. 45.

2 end Robb.:
.

Klaffenbach. Klaffenbach suggested the following exempli gratia: 4

,7
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Homolium was the northernmost city of Magnesia. This text, our only decree, proves that
Homolium escaped the incorporation into the new city Demetrias in the south that befell
most other Magnesian cities in 293.65 Of its institutions we learn (2-3) that a priest was
eponymous (as often in Macedonia) together with ( ) what looks to be a royal governor.
Close control by the Antigonid monarchy would not be surprising at this city. The priest
might be of the royal cult rather than the city's chief god.
It may be at this point that the three theoroi divided. We know that only two of them
went to Macedonia; the third may have taken ship to visit the northern islands or
conceivably crossed west to Corcyra, whose decree (45) is inscribed with the Macedonian
texts.
23-24. Gabled stele, broken at bottom, found in 1902; h. 0.365, w. 0.54, th. 0.075-0.85;
letters 0.005-0.009, intersp. ca. 0.006. The decrees of Naples and Elea (46, 47) are
inscribed on the other side.
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 7 [SEG 12.374].
23. Pella

This is our only decree of the Antigonids' capital city. The month is the eleventh, placing
the decree in August/September. Of the four Macedonian decrees for Cos, only Pella's
fails to cite the favorable response of Antigonus Gonatas. The simple inference is that the
theoroi reached Pella first of the four cities (as was inevitable if they were coming from
the south) and that they
65. See Klaffenbach's references and F. Stählin, AM 54 (1929) 205; Pagasai und Demetrias (Berlin/Leipzig 1934)
181 n. 5.
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addressed the city's assembly before they had their audience with the king.66 The reason
may be nothing more significant than the travels or schedule of Antigonus at the time. A
famous instance is at Dem. 19.155.
The Macedonian decrees suggest the speed with which the theoroi moved: at Pella in
Gorpiaios, at Amphipolis by the 19th of the same month; between these two stops they
must have addressed Antigonus, presumably at or near Pella, and then Cassandreia.
From Amphipolis they went on to Philippi, and possibly thereafter to Maroneia and Aenus.
1: The city's eponymous priest was perhaps of the royal cult, but compare Amphipolis
(26.3).
4-6: At all the Macedonian cities the Coans stressed their loyalty to Antigonus; this
sentiment, perhaps surprising in a Ptolemaic ally, points up the nonpartisan character of
recognizing inviolability.67 The expression of loyalty to the "land" of the Macedonians is
strange; contrast the following decrees, which speak properly of loyalty to the
Macedonians. But for
evidently in the sense of "nation" or "community" required here,
cf. 217.13, 1 Maccabees 15.16, and I.Labraunda 42.10 (someone useful to the
of the
Plataseis).
8: Klaffenbach thought the future implied that no games now exist; but strictly speaking
no Panhellenic games now exist, and this has no implication for local ones.
11ff.: The phrases by which the Coans are praised are quite similar in all four Macedonian
decrees; this must echo the particular Coan decree that the theoroi presented in
Macedonia, which will have mentioned their good relations with Antigonus.
13: "inviolability for the temple as for other temples"; the Pellans, like the Aegeirans
(18.7), seem surprised at a request for what is normal usage.
24. Unknown city
Inscribed below 23.
[ 4-5 ]

This is the heading of another civic decree. If also Macedonian, Pydna is a good
possibility, as Klaffenbach suggested; but the other decrees (on the following stele)
proceed from south to north, as the theoroi apparently did.
66. Bengtson, Kl. Schr. 365-366, citing only line 12 and not 6, was mistaken in writing that Pella, like Amphipolis
(26.8), omits to include itself in the expression of loyalty, and that Amphipolis, like Pella, omits mention of the
wishes of the king (see 26.14). He concluded that these two cities were of a more independent legal status than
Cassandreia and Philippi; his attempt to deduce differences of status from these decrees is refuted by J. J.
Gabbert, "The Greek Hegemony of Antigonus II" (Ph.D. diss., University of Cincinnati 1982) 11-14, and F.
Papazoglou in Ancient Macedonia III (Thessalonica 1983) 202-205.
67. Giovannini, however, takes the phrase to refer to a general edict of the king declaring temples inviolable, parallel to
the "wishes of the king" in the other Macedonian decrees.

Page 136

25-27. Stele with a cornice at the top, broken at bottom, found by the Italian excavators
on Terrace 4; dimensions not reported; letters and intersp. ca. 0.007. Klaffenbach had a
copy by Laurenzi, a bad squeeze, and a photograph. Remains of four decrees, three from
Macedonia and that of Corcyra (45).
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 6 [SEG 12.373].
25. Cassandreia

Several decrees are now known from Cassandreia in the Chalcidice (the former Potideia),
the shipyard of the Antigonids.68 Ours is a decree of the boule alone (8):69 I assume that
the Coans, pressing on with their travels, were unwilling to wait for a meeting of the
assembly and contented themselves with the council's vote (see also on 27.2).
2: Nomophylakes are found as high executive magistrates in several other cities founded
or closely controlled by Hellenistic kings: thus at Athens under Cassander, at Demetrias,
at Gonni (83.28), at Alexandria, and at Pergamum.70
10: The Coans now and hereafter could cite the favorable action of Antigonus, which they
seem to have lacked as yet at Pella.
68. See M. B. Hatzopoulos, Une donation du roi Lysimaque, Meletemata 5 (Athens 1988) 19-21; and Meletemata
10 (1990) 135-148.
69. Cf. at Thessalonica IG X.2 1028, ca. 230

B.C.

70. See E. Ziebarth, RE 17 (1936) 832-833; a fuller list in A. P. Christophilopoulos, Platon 20 (1968) 134-143; cf. F. W.
Walbank, Philip V (Cambridge 1940) 229.
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14: As their honorarium (
) the theoroi receive ''the disposition prescribed by law,''
equivalent, as Klaffenbach noted, to
. For this use of the noun the
nearest parallel I find is in the Murabba'at papyri:
, "the statutory
interest" (P.Mur. 114.15-16 [SB 10304], II ).
A.D.

15: The theoroi are to be entertained at the founder's hall or temple, probably a cult
place of the founder Cassander (cf. 28.9). For parallels see Klaffenbach ad loc., who also
considered Apollo Archegetes possible, and J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1953, pp. 45-46;
for state entertainment at a temple, Robert, DAM 290 n. 49.
16-17: The Asclepieia were proclaimed for nine lunar months hence, around May of 241.
This is a precious testimony on how theoroi coped with the diversity of local calendars in
the Greek world in announcing the date of their festival: of necessity, they reckoned by
the moon. See also 3.11-12, 128.5, 130.9.
26. Amphipolis
Inscribed below 25.

This is one of the few decrees extant from Amphipolis on the Strymon.71 Its preface
contrasts with the other Macedonian decrees for Cos in such a way as to suggest that this
city was more subordinate to the king than were the others,
71. I. Papastavru, Amphipolis, Klio-BH 37 (Leipzig 1936).
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which cite only civic institutions: first a royal date and a royal overseer, then the civic
facts, the eponymous priest (of Asclepius)72 and the bureaucratic docket dating the
decree to 19 Gorpiaios (late August). This provides our one date in the Coan material,
late in the 41st year of Antigonus Gonatas, 243/2
B.C.

3: The name Orgeus I have found only of the father of two Thasians prominent ca. 480
one of whom took an interest in the coastal possessions of Thasos.73 Perhaps our
Amphipolitan was descended from Thasians.

,

B.C.

The plural
need not be taken literally74 and can label this decree alone; but it
might instead come from an archival heading in Amphipolis' record office, "decrees of 19
Gorpiaios" (compare 166). This would mean that they organized their acts
chronologically; see p. 73 on the
form.
17: This records the count of votes (understand
);75 unanimity was not uncommon
(e.g., IG XI.4 1057), especially as extant inscriptions tend to be about honors more than
about policyas was asylia, in my view. The adjective
is not in LSJ; it occurs in a
Byzantine doctor, Aetius Amid. 6.55 (CMG VIII.2 203.16):
; but perhaps by
error, for his source Galen shows
(XII 420.13 Kühn). On the adverb
and synonyms see J. Nollé, Chiron 17 (1987) 363 n. 12.
27. Philippi
Inscribed below 26.

72. For the priest and for epistatai in Macedonian cities see Moretti, I. stor. ellen. II p. 96 n. 2, 99 n. 6; D. Hennig,
Chiron 17 (1987) 161 n. 66; Hatzopoulos, BCH 115 (1991) 347.
73. Hdt. 7.118; J. Pouilloux, Recherches ... Thasos (Paris 1954) 264-265 no. 28.11.
74. See Welles, Royal Corres. p. 9 n. 9; Klaffenbach, AbhBerl 1958.2, 16; Hesperia 5 (1936) 422 no. 15.2; a neat
example is I.Magn. 89.17 versus 18.
75. For such records in Greek decrees see P. Gauthier, "Quorum et participation civique," in Du pouvoir dans l'antiquité,
ed. C. Nicolet, Cahiers du Centre Glotz 1 (Geneva 1990) 73-99, with 96 n. 95 on this text and 28.

Page 139

2: in
H has been corrected by the mason from E. 11: LE lapis. 13-14:
written in rasura;
either is redundant or should be
.

and

lapis. 16:

Of Hellenistic Philippi little is known,76 although we have from Appian a rather detailed
description (BCiv. 4.105ff.). It was the easternmost city in Macedonia proper.
2:
appears to be Philippi's archival label, reflecting a formal agenda of the sort that
Greek cities commonly had, with proposals classified under "sacred matters" coming first;
there follows the label of the specific decree within this category.77 Of a proposal
sponsored by the entire assembly, odd as that seems, we have several examples;78 it is
of a piece with the unanimity of the Amphipolitans (26.17). It must be relevant that this
was a decree of the assembly alone (9): I conclude that the theoroi, again wishing to
press on, arrived in time for a meeting of the assembly and did not pass it by in order to
wait for the council and then the next assembly; thus their request was dealt with by the
assembly without a probouleuma.
76. P. Collart, Philippes (Paris 1937); Hatzopoulos, BCH 117 (1993) 315-326.
77. The Roberts, however, took
78. Syll.3 589.10:

to designate the type of assembly: Bull. épigr. 1959, p. 214.

(Magnesia, 196

); others at Schulthess, RE 7 (1912) 1491-1492.

B.C.

Page 140

3: This is our only mention of an oracle for the Coans; but the anacoluthon shows that
after
something has fallen out of the text, so that the burden of the oracle is
uncertain. Klaffenbach suggested
: this might then be the oracle shown the Romans
in 23, which concerned the foundation of the cult.79 But what is needed here is some
act or attitude that is both ancestral and requested by an oracle, such as "making much
of" or "honoring" the temple, for example,
; cf. IG XII.5 802.35, XI.4 542.13ff., XII.8
156.5 (Samothrace II p. 39).
A.D.

8, 13: Only the Philippians among these Macedonian cities add "Greeks" to Macedonians
in describing themselves.80 This may reflect the demographic facts of Philip's original
foundation and the strong Thasian presence that preceded it; cf. Collart 133-166. The
coins struck in the old Thasian peraea and in Philip's new city offer graphic testimony of
continuity.81 This may also be why this decree alone speaks of the
(6) of the Coans
where the others (and here at 12) say "loyalty."
18-20: Ambassadors and foreign judges were often given a military escort to their next
destination.82 The port city Neapolis is sixteen kilometers distant.83 These mercenaries
evidently were civic troops, at the disposal of Philippi, and not royal.
28. Aenus
Stele broken above but complete below, found in 1922 reused in an altar on the middle
terrace; h. 0.28, w. 0.475, th. 0.09; letters 0.001, intersp. 0.005.
Lines 3-11: Herzog, Hermes 65 (1930) 468.
Complete: Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 8 [SEG 12.375].

79. Sherwin-White (341) refers the oracle to the construction of the new temple in the third century.
80. Compare a Thessalonican mentioning

(IG X.2 1031, ca. 143

).

B.C.

81. Cf. Head, HN2 217; A. R. Bellinger, ANSMN 11 (1964) 29-30; G. Le Rider, Le monnayage d'argent et d'or de
Philippe II (Paris 1977) 339 n. 4.
82. Boesch 53 n. 2; Robert, Op. min. sel. I 56 n. 1; expressly for security at Delphinion 152.13-14; Syll.3 614.33,
615.14, 679.23; and IG XII.7 44.
83. D. I. Lazaridis,

(Athens 1969).
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6: KAIKAS lapis. 11:

Klaffenbach.

If the theoroi with Aristolochus continued on across Thrace, they will have obtained the
decrees of Maroneia and Aenus; but a different team may well have been sent north from
Cos and canvassed Thrace from east to west. This region had only recently been
conquered by Ptolemy III.84 He is warmly invoked here, but, in contrast to most of the
Macedonian cities, the Aenians do not yet know of their king's response to the Coans'
request. That is to be expected, given the geography; what is more revealing (pertinent
to 13) is that they cite no response of Ptolemy II. The two decrees are close to each
other in formulation; the Coans evidently offered an individualized decree and speech to
their fellow allies of Ptolemy.
2: For the plurals compare 35.5, 7, 50.3; genitive singulars are also possible; cf. 16.5-6.
4: The decree does not expressly accept the contest, except to the extent that this might
be encompassed in the "good things," an expression frequently met in the asylia
inscriptions and in other summations on religious matters (e.g., IG II2 661.15, 668.6;
Moretti, I. stor. ellen. I 15.17; I.Stratonikeia 14.5).
7: The singular

recurs in the decrees of the Coan colonies (48.24, 49.25).

9: As at Cassandreia (25.15) the theoroi are entertained in some connection with the
royal cult (cf. C. Habicht, Gottmenschentum und griechische Städte [Munich 1970] 122123).
10: On the

given to sacred ambassadors see Boesch 75-77.

11: Klaffenbach considered the text senseless and emended it so as to mean "all
attended." This should be rejected. In a Greek assembly one might take a written vote to
be sure of a quorum (see Gauthier [above n. 75]), but it would be unnecessary and
unwieldy to reckon whether all eligible voters were in attendance (nor in practice would
they ever be). Klaffenbach saw that the verb, emended or not, could not mean "voted
for," indicating a unanimous vote as at 26.17. I suggest rather that
means that
all "were proedroi'': that is, there was no presiding committee at this meeting, for
whatever reason, and the assembly served as a "committee of the whole.''85 One thinks
too of the proposing of the decree (cf. 27.2, proposal by the assembly as a whole); but
even if the verb can mean that, here we have a decree of the council and people both.
84. References in R. S. Bagnall, Administration of the Ptolemaic Possessions (Leiden 1976) 159-168; Robert, DAM
289-294.
85. For placing such information at the end, compare statements of the source of the proposal in Delian decrees; cf.
80.2; Syll.3 644.11 from Argos.
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29-30. Stele of grey marble (rather than the white of the others), the right margin
preserved; h. 0.12, w. 0.18; same hand as 28.
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 9 [SEG 12.376].
29. Maroneia

The restorations of Herzog and Klaffenbach were exempli gratia, but they regarded 2-3
as complete and the length of line as certain; the effect would be to exclude the
reference to Ptolemy that we find at Aenus. But a number of longer variations can be
imagined at 2-3.
30. Unknown city
Inscribed below 29.
Letters somewhat larger than what precedes, so that Klaffenbach took this to be the
heading of another decree, an ethnic with some geographical specification. But while
some of the descriptive headings in the archive extend to the right margin, none runs
over to a second line, as this seems to have done. So it may be that the variation in size
is not significant and these letters belong to 29.
31-32. Stele, broken on all sides, found in 1933; th. 0.09; letters 0.007-0.01, intersp.
0.005.
31. Unknown city
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden p. 25.
Unpublished: the final seven lines of a decree in Doric.
32. Cius
Inscribed below 31.
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 14 [SEG 12.381; Corsten, I.Kios 18].
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Cius on the Propontis was not visited by the same theoroi who approached Ziaelas (11),
whose capital Nicomedia was the next major city on the coast. The text so far as we have
it makes no reference to the Bithynian monarch. Nicomedes had appointed the city as
one of the guardians of his second set of children, Ziaelas' rivals (FGrHist 434 1.14);
relations between Ziaelas and Cius may well have been difficult, and the city had an
interest in maintaining its independence. A generation later, in unknown circumstances,
Cius allied itself with the Aetolians; it was destroyed by Philip V in 202 (Polyb. 15.23) and
given over to Prusias of Bithynia, who refounded it as Prusias ad Mare. A Coan proxeny
decree for a Cian is extant from the third century (I.Cos 2).
F

The decree is rather abrupt; extant decrees of Cius a century earlier show elaborate
preliminary formulae, which could not be restored here without assuming an improbably
long line (I.Kios 1, 2, 25). These phrases may have been deleted by the Coan redactors.
4: The name Eucritus (see Sherwin-White 448) recurs at Cos only as one of the
companions in Theocritus Idyll 7, which is widely viewed as describing historical
personages. The respective dates would be consistent for identifying the father of the
theoros with Theocritus' friend.
33-35. Stele in four fragments, three found by Herzog, the fourth (lower right) by
Shazmann in 1922; Herzog associated the lower three, Klaffenbach added the uppermost;
remains of three decrees; letters 0.01, intersp. 0.005; through 35.5, written over an
erasure.
33. Unknown city
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden p. 25.
Unpublished; in Koine.
34. Unknown city
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden p. 25.
Unpublished; in Aeolic. The architheoros is Hippotes, so probably the team that visited
Cius.
35. Iasus (?)
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 15 [SEG 12.382; Blümel, I.Iasos 21].
Cf. Herzog, Heilige Gesetze p. 34.
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1:
9-10:

Herzog; vacat?]

. Klaffenbach. 5: KA A lapis. 8:
Herzog ("too short," Klaffenbach).

Herzog.

The attribution of this decree presents some difficulty. A singular toponym rather than the
ethnic is unparalleled in the Coan archive, and the decrees of Hellenistic Iasus have a
dating formula far too long to fit in line 2. As it is, the placement of the word in line 1
seems too far to the right to be centered; even with Herzog's addition it does not quite
balance (better
). There is no change in letter size spacing or skipped line from
34 (so too M100), so that line 1 may be the end of the preceding decree; the present
decree would then lack a heading (as does inv. M86a on the same stele, and apparently
39).
5, 7:

unusually in the plural; cf. on 28.2.

8: The "for all time" clause, as in a treaty, recurs only at Sparta (14, of the truce) among
the decrees for Cos. Cf. on 10.1.
8-9: A penalty clause, found at Cos also in 36.11.
36. Unknown city
Three (?) fragments that Klaffenbach indicates are to be joined; complete at top.
Paton and Hicks, I.Cos 20, with bits of inv. M83, 85, quoted at Herzog, Heilige Gesetze p.
34, and Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden pp. 25, 26.
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3 cf. Klaffenbach p. 25:
Patton/Hicks. 10-12:

Patton/Hicks. 4: a longer restoration is possible. 6 init.:
("too short," Klaffenbach)
Herzog.

The same theoroi went to Cius. Line 11 shows a penalty clause, as does 35.
37-40. Stele broken on all sides, found in 1906; th. 0.09; letters 0.008-0.01, intersp.
0.005.
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden p. 26.
37. Unknown city
Unpublished: last two lines of a decree, possibly in Koine; chief theoros Herippidas.
38. Unknown city
Inscribed below 37. Unpublished; a decree of ten lines, in Koine; same chief theoros as
37.
39. Minoa on Amorgos
Inscribed below 38.
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 16 [SEG 12.383].
Cf.J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1953, p. 159.

1 init. Rigsby, from IG XII.7 222.1. 5 Robb.:

Herzog/Klaffenbach. 5f.:
Herzog/Klaffenbach.

The Roberts saw the authorship from the ending of the ethnic in line 5;86 I restore line 1
accordingly. For other decrees of Minoa see Robert, Op. min. sel. I 563 n. 2. Klaffenbach's
restorations seem for the most part filler; the length of line must remain uncertain, and
indeed the name of the theoros. It is troubling too that as published, the decree lacks a
heading (cf. on 35).
40-41. Marble fragment with the remains of two decrees.
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden pp. 27, 29.
86. See further Hellenica XI-XII (1960) 162-163 n. 2; accepted by Klaffenbach, DLZ 76 (1955) 737; Sherwin-White
(114 n. 162) undecided.
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40. Unknown city
Unpublished; in Doric, probably from Rhodes: last words quoted as

.

41. Unknown city
Inscribed below 40. Unpublished; in Doric, theoroi - - -

- - -.

42-44
Stele with remains of three decrees of Cretan cities.
Unpublished; see Guarducci, I.Cret. I p. 100 n. 2; RivFil n.s. 21 (1944) 67-68; D. Musti,
AnnPisa 32 (1963) 227; Herzog/Klaffenbach p. 29.
42. Phaestus
43. Hierapytna
44. Istron
The theoroi were Charippus, Dio, and Plato.
45. Corcyra
Inscribed below 27 (see on 25-27).
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 10 [SEG 12.377].

Another asylia decree of Corcyra is 94 for Magnesia.
1: Of the decrees from the Greek West, all whose beginnings survive offer a description of
the seal on the papyrus;87 perhaps the chief theoros in Sicily and Italy (Epidaurius) was
devoted to this detail,88 and he may have obtained 45 from Corcyra as well. Decree 45,
however, was inscribed apart from the decrees brought back by those theoroi, for the
heading of their decrees is at the top of 46. Decrees were legally binding documents and
arrived sealed; so, for example, in the context of a boundary adjudication,
(I.Olymp. 52.12-13). Klaffenbach remarked that no griffon
appears on the coins of Corcyra. Some coins of neighboring Dyrrachium
87. For references to these in inscriptions see Robert, Monnaies antiques en Troade (Geneva 1966) 52 n. 4; T.
Ritti, MemLinc VIII.14 (1969) 261-360.
88. Another example at Cos, of a foreign decree: Herzog, Koische Forschungen (Leipzig 1899) 125-128 no. 190.24-25
(
).
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are countermarked with a griffon head (BMC Corinth 101 nos. 14-15); these marks may
derive from Corcyra. Assured Corcyraean countermarks, however, are the civic initials
(BMC Corinth 112; Thessaly 153);89 and the coins of Dyrrachium circulated widely in the
Balkans.
46-47
On the other side of the stele that bears 23 (Pella). Letters as 23, but line 1 larger (0.01).
Two decrees of Italian cities; presumably the theoroi were traveling northwards, although
the texts are not in that order on the stone.
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 11 [SEG 12.378].
46. Naples

1: AHOT lapis. 2: letters not so widely spaced as the headings of most other decrees (so too 47.1). 9: Ilapis.

Other extant decrees of Naples are of imperial date and much influenced by Roman
usages. In 242 southern Italy and Sicily were in the last year of the First Punic War, which
seems to leave no trace in these texts and the travels that they reflect. Naples and Elea
were Roman socii and had lent Rome ships at the start of the war (Polyb. 1.20.14).
1: The heading names only two theoroi, yet a third was at Naples and the length of line
guarantees that his name is to be restored in the decree of Elea
89. In Roman times, a dolphin or Zeus Casius: C.J. Howgego, Greek Imperial Countermarks (London 1985) nos.
356, 532.
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that follows. His omission from the heading suggests that he diverted from his fellows
along the route to canvass other cities and returned separately. A further oddity is that a
different (and single) theoros accompanied Epidaurius in Sicily. Evidently the Coan travels
in the west were complex, and they defy reconstruction.
2: A "male figure" at Naples, a "seated female figure" at Elea (47.1); I do not know
whether the Coans mean to distinguish
and
. The two words appear successively
at IG XI.2 161.74 and 76, without making clear a distinction. Both images will have been
of human figures, given the specification of gender. Pugliese Carratelli
(ArchStorCalabLucan 24 [1955] 1-7) suggested the man-faced bull seen on coins of
Naples, perhaps Sebeithus; at Elea perhaps the nymph Elea or Persephone.
10: The sacrifice, worth 120 drachmas, is for Asclepius in Cos, not part of the honors for
the theoroi; if we are to judge from 49.30, this was a once-only donation and not a
permanent commitment for a sacrifice to be offered by the Neapolitan theoroi to Cos at
each Great Asclepieia.
47. Elea
Inscribed below 46.

From Elea we have no other public acts. On the city see G. Radke, RE 8 (1958) 23992405; PP 21 (1966) 191-377, 25 (1970) 5-300.
A

Epidaurius and a different colleague toured Sicily, from which we have the decrees of
Camarina and Gela, neighbors on the south coast. The theoroi in their speech appealed
to these cities as colonies, whence we learn that Cos had participated in the
refoundations of Timoleon.90 The Sicilian cities maintain cults inherited from Cos and
invite the Coans to their festivals (
48.20-22, 49.21-23); they are united with the
mother city by isopolity (48.11).91 The decrees are so similar that these points must
reflect the decree and speeches
90. Bibliography at Sherwin-White 80-81. Diod. 16.82.7 mentions Timoleon's intervention at Camarina; Plut. Tim.
35.2 at Gela. In the latter passage some scholars have thought to emend the origin of the colonist Gorgus from
to
; discussion at R.J. A. Talbert, Timoleon and the Revival of Greek Sicily (Cambridge 1974) 204-205.
91. Cf. W. Gawantka, Isopolitie, Vestigia 22 (Munich 1975) 111-113.
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of the theoroi, composed with these colonies in mind. The Sicilian decrees are alone in
mentioning the program and period of the Asclepieia (48.15, 49.14) and the procession
(49.31), although these must have been specified also in the decrees presented to the
other cities.
The Sicilian decrees are puzzling for their constitutional form. Each has two sections;
what is granted in the first section does not recur in the second. Neither section reads as
though it were a rider to the other in order to add points omitted inadvertently (an
omission that is unlikely to have happened at both cities). This format seems to bespeak
at both cities a division of jurisdiction. The first section (insofar as it survives) grants
asylia and provides that this and the acceptance of the Asclepieia be added to the laws;
in the second, the assembly votes only to accept the games (there is no mention of
asylia) and to entertain the theoroi. The first section therefore is not a probouleuma and
the second the decree (although there was a probouleuma; cf. 48.8),92 for the decree
does not repeat the first section. Perhaps the first is instead a decree of nomothelai,
reflecting the sort of distinction between a law and a policy decree that pertained in
fourth-century Athens.93 Yet in the first part both asylia and the acceptance of the games
are "added to the laws" (48.6-8). Or possibly the distinction is fiscal, with the assembly
voting funds for a policy decision made by the council.
48. Camarina
Stele broken at top and bottom, found in 1904; h. 0.43, w. 0.445-0.45, th. 9.5-10; letters
0.006-0.008, intersp. 0.004.
Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 12 [SEG 12.379; G. Manganaro, Historia 13 (1964)
414-419; Rizzo, La Sicilia 10-11; Dubois, IG dial. Sicil. 117].
Photograph: Manganaro 1964; 1990 pl. 76.2.
Cf. Manganaro, AnnPisa 20 (1990) 391-408.

92. A western example of this normal procedure is IGUrbRom 2.10:
93. See M. H. Hansen, The Athenian Ecclesia (Copenhagen 1983) 177-206.

(Acragas).

Pa

1-3:
Herzog;
Manganaro 1964 (2

1990). 4-5: or

; cf. 24 (Klaffenbach).

The inscription confirms Niese's view (II 187) that Camarina was not wholly destroyed in 25
The city's sorry condition, Klaffenbach thought, explains the fact that so little is done for the
theoroi.

8: On , frequent for "assembly" among the western Greeks, see Schulthess, RE 7(1912) 2
2241.
apparently only here for the familiar
or
when "transferring" a text fro
one body to another.
19: For such "remembering" of kinship (also 49.19) see on 66.27.
21: Sharing the same gods was a proof of kinship, according to Isocrates (4-43; cf. Jos. AJ
12.125-26, 257-60).
49. Gela

Inscribed on the other side of the stele bearing the royal letter 12, and apparently by the sa
hand.

Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden 13 [SEG 12.380; Rizzo, La Sicilia 12-14; Dubois, IG dia
Sicil. 160].
Photograph: Manganaro pl. 77.
Cf. Manganaro, AnnPisa 20 (1990) 391-408.
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2: or

; cf. 24 (Klaffenbach). 35:

Herzog.

The Gelans who survived the destruction of their city by the Mamertines ca. 280
maintained their identity when resettled at Phintias some sixty kilometers to the west.94
Whatever others called them, their coins and inscriptions show that they continued to call
themselves
. The specification of the toponym ''Gela'' in line 7 (contrast 48.9-10)
must reflect consciousness of the distinction between the old site and the new one.
94. Diod. 22.2.2, 23.1.4, and Klaffenbach's references; see generally Manganaro.
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9-10: Klaffenbach considered

an error for

.

30ff.: The provisions for honoring the Coans are the most elaborate in the archive, and
the amount for the sacrifice in Cos, 600 drachmas (33), is the largest. The contrast with
Camarina is indeed striking. It is clear from
(30) that this is a once-only donation
given now to these theoroi (compare 56 for Tenos), not a provision for an ongoing
commitment for sacrifices at future Asclepieia. The sacrifice at 33ff. is local, in the Gelans'
Asclepieum, part of entertaining the present theoroi (see on 15.11-12).
30-31: The poleteres of Gela (this form also at Delphi, CIDelphes II 32.88, 92) were
obviously "treasurers" broadly; elsewhere poletai usually let contracts. The office was
common in the Dodecanese, including Cos (T. Lenschau, RE 21 [1952] 1361; Manganaro
399-400), where their functions were similarly broad.
36: Compare the adult animal for Asclepius at Cos, LSCG 162.10-11.
50. Unknown city
Fragment of a marble stele; h. 0.25, w. 0.17, th. 0.08; letters 0.08, intersp. 0.07.
Segre, Iscr.Cos ED38. Collation.
Photograph: Segre pl. 12.

vacat

3-5: Segre treated the text as continuous; but the formulae can vary, so that the line
length and line divisions must remain unknown. The nouns might be genitive singulars;
cf. on 28.2.
51. Unknown city
Fragment of white marble preserved at left; h. 0.09, th. 0.05; letters 0.01.
Segre, Iscr.Cos ED170.
Photograph: Segre pl. 47.
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52. Unpublished
(a) Herzog/Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden pp. 10-11 (18 incomplete lines): Herzog thought
the hand the same as that of Ziaelas' letter and restored the text as a letter of Hieron II;
Klaffenbach reserved judgment whether this is a letter or a decree; (b) p. 26 (inv. M 89):
the same theoroi as to Cius; (c) p. 27: Priene? (d) various phrases cited at Herzog,
Heilige Gesetze p. 34.
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Tenos
The temple of Poseidon and Amphitrite on Tenos stood in a grove on the southern shore
of the island two kilometers west of the city proper; it enjoyed its own small harbor. The
complex has been partially excavated; there is no certain trace of cult activity before the
mid-fourth century , and the city itself seems to have moved from the interior to its
coastal site only at about that time.1 The first temple was built toward 300 ;
Philochorus, who died in 261, reports a famous sculpture of the two gods, the work of the
Athenian Telesinus (FGrHist 328 176). There was a major project of expansion around
200 including a new temple, and another toward 100 , which added a large stoa. The
temple included an eating facility, a mark of a major pilgrimage shrine.2 Games of
Poseidon are attested at least as early as the quest for asylia (IG XII.5 802.25), but not
their enlargement to Panhellenic status.
B.C.

B.C.

F

B.C.

B.C.

The evidence for asylia at Tenos presents grave difficulties. One decree has been
assigned to the 270s or 260s (making it the earliest extant); others to the period 250230; and yet others, which are reckoned to be renewals, to the early second century
The texts are disparate also in content, and it is uncertain how to form a coherent picture
from this material.3
B.C.

B.C.

53. Phocian League
Stele, preserved only at left, found built into a wall on the site of the temple of Athena
Cranaea at Elatea; now lost. Writing "assez regulière," O and W smaller.
1. R. Etienne, Ktema 9 (1984) 205-211; Ténos I-II (Paris 1986-90).
2. Strab. 10.5-11 (487); cf. Nock, Essays I 434.
3. Boesch 128-132 (initial recognition, including Phocian, in the second half of the third century, renewal in the early
second); cf. Guarducci, RivFil n.s. 28 (1950) 144-145 (Phaestus ca. 250, renewals early II B.C.). The list of inscriptions
at Fiehn, RE 5A (1934) 524, is careless.
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P. Paris, BCH 11 (1887) 332-337 no. 9 [Elatée (Paris 1892) 245-247 no. 57; Michel, Rec.
278]; Dittenberger, IG IX.1 97 (copy of Lolling) [Hiller, IG XII.5 p. ; Schwyzer 352;
Etienne, Tenos II 93-95].
XV

vacat
Text of Dittenberger. 2-3:

Paris. 22-23:

Paris.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(3ff.) the temple of Poseidon and Amphitrite on Tenos and the island are to be inviolable; toward the construction
of the temple of the god, for the present to give five mnai, later when affairs and the war are in order for the
Phocians to send in a manner worthy of the gods and the existing kinship with the Tenians; and to praise the city of
the Tenians because they are taking care of the temple (etc.)

We have also the Phocians' recognition of Magnesia in 208 (84); in this decree, as in
84, the last sentiment in the preliminaries is to invoke the friendship of the recipient (2,
whatever nouns are to be restored). Only one ambassador, called a theoros, visited
them, consistent with IG XII.5 802 (see below). Boesch concluded from the term theoros
that games must also have been requested; but games are omitted also in the body of
the decision, nor are they found in the other (admittedly fragmentary) asylia texts for
Tenos.
B.C.
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Most scholars have followed Hiller in dating this decree to the period 278-261 , hence
the earliest extant recognition of asylia.4 The argument is that the temple in question (6)
was built by 261 (death of Philochorus, who mentions the statues) and that Phocis could
not have put up an inscription at Delphi (21) before becoming a member of the
Amphictyony in 278. But states not in the Amphictyony inscribed at Delphi; and line 6
might mean adornment (so Paris 335) rather than construction or might refer to the new
construction of ca. 200 rather than the earlier one. Roesch in fact remarked that this
decree can as well come from the second half of the third century and maintained that
Phocarchs (22) were instituted only after 228.5 In the early 220s Delphi honored a Tenian
Diaetus son of Thestias, who already had ancestral proxeny:6 this might be either the son
of our theoros or his father, hence no help in dating this decree. In a catalogue we have
,7 who Hiller thought might be the father of the theoros; but the
date of the catalogue is doubtful, as is the relationship. As to when Phocians were at war
(9), there are too many options. Accordingly the date of the Phocian recognition must be
left open.
B.C.

B.C.

3-5: The terms of the recognition have no immediate parallel, but the intent is clear. The
entire civic territory is to be inviolable; what is exceptional here is that the temple stood
outside the city. In this circumstance the formula "city and territory sacred and inviolable"
was avoided; but it would have been misleading to say
"the temple and
(its) territory." Therefore, I take it, "temple and island." The odd phrase might suggest an
early date, before usages had become fixed.
9: For the sentiment compare Delphinion 141.32 (
Wilhelm, Hermes 41 (1906) 74-77.

); on such reservations see

14-15: isopoliteia with the League, not with its individual cities, according to E. Szanto,
Das griechische Bürgerrecht (Freiburg 1892) 74.
54. Aetolian League
Stele of white marble with acroteria found in 1902 between the temple and the exedra,
now in the local museum (no. 74); h. 0.84, w. 0.36, th. 0.06; writing of the mid-third
century (so Klaffenbach; A with straight bar, S with somewhat splayed arms, W small
and raised; small apices); the surface is extremely worn and hard to read throughout.
B.C.

4. Most recently Etienne, Ténos II 95-96 (even as early as the 280s).
5. Etudes béotiennes (Paris 1982) 359-364.
6. J. Bousquet, BCH 82 (1958) 84-85 [SEG 18.187], with 83 (1959) 146 n. 1 and 84 (1960) 166 n. 1.
7. IG XII.5 872.109 (ca. 300

: Hiller, Wilhelm; ca. 200: Holleaux, Etienne [1984] 210).

B.C.

is a tribal affiliation.
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H. Demoulin, MusB 8 (1904) 88 no. 15 (line 11); Hiller, IG XII.5 857 (copy of Demoulin; 7
lines); Graindor, MusB 14 (1910) 43-45 no. 22 (21 lines); Klaffenbach, IG IX.12 191
(squeeze; selected lines) [IG XII Suppl. p. 135]. Collation.
(6-7 lines effaced)

Klaffenbach's text, plus the lines that Graindor reported; I could confirm only occasional phrases on the stone.

This is a white stele uninscribed on the back, rather than the grey opisthographic stones
that held the archive (below). It was a long decree; the lettering suggests the third
quarter of the third century Of the few words legible, line 8 would be consistent with a
grant of inviolability for the city and country; but all that is assured in this text is
"security" (1) and "territory" (8). This need not be an asylia decree.
B.C.

55. Phaestus
Stele found reused at Miamu (ancient Leben) south of Phaestus, preserved at left and
bottorn; h. 0.68, w. 0.28, th. 0.24; letters 0.015-.02; now lost.
F. Halbherr, MusItal 3 (1890) 726-727 no. 178 (squeeze) [Blass, SGDI 5085; Guarducci,
I.Cret. I 1; Staatsvertr. III 562].
XVII

Drawing: Halbherr.
Cf. Graindor, MusB 10 (1907) 22-23; Guarducci, RivFil 71 (1943) 66-73.
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Text of Graindor. 6 Guarducci (or

):

Graindor.

Guarducci thought the lettering to date to the mid-third century or soon after. In what is
otherwise reconstructed to be a decree of personal asylia intrudes a declaration for the
temple, a restoration prompted by the name of Poseidon (6); at 11 might be
. 3 and 4 show a similar mixture; but Graindor's entire reconstruction must
be regarded as uncertain.
If 54 and 55 are both responses to the Tenians' quest for inviolability of the temple, then
the Actolians and Cretans have responded in their manner and assumed that the Tenians'
goal was personal inviolability; and the palaeography of these would dictate the date of
53: the Tenian quest would be in mid-third century or soon after. But other constructions
could be put upon both 54 and 55.
An archive of decrees was inscribed on opisthographic steles of grey marble, the same
stone as that used for the temple. Only for 57 can the length of line be estimated with
some confidence, on the assumption that the headings were centered and that the text
did not extend onto a neighboring block. These texts have been understood as
subsequent "renewals" of asylia granted by "our ancestors" (57.9), like the second series
for Teos. Normally, however, what one "renews" in Hellenistic diplomacy is friendship,
and this is done by the initiator as a preliminary to the substance of the mission; the
word in effect means "remind." In the several fragments, the mention of the temple of
Poseidon comes so soon after the verb of ''renewing'' that (under the presumed line
length) one must assume that the Tenians "renewed" asylia. For this phrase we have one
parallel (154):
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. But even in this passage, it is still the Teans who did
the "renewing," not Aptera. Thus strictly speaking there is no parallel for a grantor
"renewing" asylia. As to what the Cretans now vote, the nearest we come is in 59.5:
perhaps to inscribe the old grants, as for Teos.
In this sense I follow others in taking these texts as "renewals" of asylia; but with the
caution that with a longer line one might instead restore the familiar renewing of
friendship, as a preliminary to the request for asylia. That is, these texts all might be
reconstructed as initial grants, thus presumably contemporary with the Phocian decree;
but this seems less likely than a "reminder" of the sort the Teans sent to Crete.
In what survives, the ambassadors are called presbeutai rather than theoroi. That is
perhaps the best evidence for separating out this archive from the assured grant (53) and
deducing that this mission concerned inscribing rather than the status of the cult. It is
only in this renewal series that we hear of an oracle (57.6); that is the case also at Teos.
IG 802 shows a theoros bearing an oracle of Delphi, and that will surely be the same
quest that produced the Phocian decree.
Some letters (especially in 59, badly corroded) have been lost to flaking since the earlier
copies, which I have not marked.
56. Gortyn
Four joining fragments of a stele with molding at top, now in the Tenos museum; h. 0.12,
w. 0.37, th. 0.03; letters of the first third of the second century , h. 0.008 (0.014 lines 12), intersp. 0.005.
B.C.

P. Graindor, MusB 11 (1907) 20 no. 32 [Hiller, IG XII.5 867]; Guarducci, I.Cret. IV 196
(squeeze consulted by Klaffenbach). Collation.
Photograph: P

LATE

1.

Cf. Graindor, MusB 14 (1910) 91; Halbherr ap. Maiuri, RendLinc V. 20 (1911) 666-667; H.
van Muttelsee, Verfassungsgeschichte Kretas (Hamburg 1925) 48-49; H. van Effenterre,
La Crète et le monde grec (Paris 1948) 138.

(traces of one line)
1 van Effenterre, Guarducci:

Hiller, Muttelsee. 3 init. Halbherr, Maiuri.

The regional heading used by the Tenians suggests a more systematic grouping of the
documents than is evident in other asylia archives; the Coan archive is only quasigeographical, grouped by the theoric missions themselves. The restoration
ought
strictly to mean the Cretan League, which would
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be inappropriate here. The heading also implies that other places than Crete were
approached in this "renewal."
If the headings are centered, a far shorter line was used here than in the other decrees of
this archive.
3: The reverse order at I.Cret. IV 184:
4: Perhaps

.
; cf. I.Cret. IV 181.

57-58
Fragment of grey marble from Tenos, badly corroded, left edge preserved (Athens,
National Museum, no. 11567); h. 0.42, w. 0.28, th. 0.06.
57. Unknown Cretan city and Tylissus
Graindor 21-22 no. 32 bis; Hiller, IG XII.5 868B [Guarducci, I.Cret. I
(traces of one line)

Text of Hiller. 4-5 Rigsby:
Guarducci. 5-6:
Guarducci,

The traces at the top are the end of another decree.
58. Aptera (?)
Inscribed below 57; line 1 larger.
Cf. van Effenterre 138-139.

II. Hiller;
Hiller.

XXX

2]. Collation.
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1, 2 van Effenterre, from the position on the stone and parallels to the personal names.

59-60
Fragment broken on all sides, found in 1881 built into a wall of a church near the city; the
reverse side of 57-58, into which it fits (Athens, National Musuem, no. 11568); h. 0.33, w.
0.23, th. 0.034; letters 0.008 (headings 1.2), intersp. 0.007.
A. Latischew, BCH 7 (1883) 247-250 [SGDI IV p. 1032 (59 only)]; E. Georgantopoulos,
(Athens 1889) 42-43; Hiller, IG XII.5 868A [Guarducci, I.Cret. II 2 (59 only)]. Collation.
XVI

Photograph: Hiller (squeeze, 59.10-60); P

LATE

2.

59. Lappa
Cf. Hiller, BCH 24 (1900) 615.

Latischew's copy of 59-60 is useful for confirming a few letters that Hiller dotted; Georgantopoulos's copy is not useful.
3-7 Rigsby:
Hiller. 7-9:

Hiller. 9:

? Latischew. 11 init.:

Latischew.

This becomes a letter in form, like many of the Cretan responses to Teos. Hiller's restoratio
of 3 has Lappa renew the asylia of the temple and call on the Tenians to accept a crown.
But the "renewer" should be the Tenians in
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the preliminaries; the decree proper, I believe, begins in line 5, whatever action was
voted by Lappa.
2: Perhaps

.

7: A secretary accompanying the ambassadors, quite regular for foreign judges, is
unparalleled in the asylia decrees.
60. Axus (?)
Inscribed below 59; line 1 larger (0.013).
Cf. Paris, BCH 1887, 336 n. 1; van Effenterre 139-140.

1 van Effenterre, from the position on the stone. 6-7 Rigsby. 8:

'A.] Paris.

I am not at all confident of the restorations suggested in 6-7, which make a difficult
transition from the temple in the dative to the city and island in the genitive (especially
given in 6). In the fragments of the "renewal" archive, this is our only mention of "city
and island" as the subject; but elsewhere in these Cretan decrees "temple" is only a
restoration, while "temple and island'' were the subject of the Phocian grant.
7: The singular article does not need correction; for terminal for cf. 138; 161.20;
I.Cret. I
4; I.Mylasa 650; Gortina I (Rome 1988) p. 331; Bechtel, Die griechischen
Dialekle II (Berlin 1923) 737.
XXIII

61. Rome
Fragment of grey marble found in the sea by the temple; h. 0.14,
between words.

W.

0.21, th. 0.03; dots

Graindor, MusB 12 (1908) 5ff. no. 1 (copy and squeezes by Sakellion) [IG XII.5 test.
1381].
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This Roman decision about the temple may derive from the senatorial review of 22, or
from the work of Servilius Isauricus (40s ), who we know restored some statues to the
temple (IG 917). The remains defy restoration. Line 5 shows the argument from analogy
that we meet elsewhere in Roman confirmations of asylia.
A.D.

B.C.

Finally, we have the following secondary items:
IG XII.5 802: The Tenians praise a Byzantine, Nymphaeus son of Athenaeon, for helping
their theoros who was sent to proclaim the asylia:
[5-7]
Nymphaeus exerted every effort for the
god and the theoros in the assembly (
). This surely alludes to the quest that also
produced the Phocian decree; but the present decree cannot be closely dated. If Phormio
son of Nymphaeus, a Byzantine active in Egypt in the years 217-204 (Pros.Ptol. VI 14635),
was the son of the theoros, that might date the Tenians' quest well before the end of the
third century; but it need not, nor is the filiation necessary.
IG XII.5 860 (cf. Etienne, ZPE 39 [1979] 145-149 [I ]): In a time of threats by pirates, a
Roman is praised for his aid:
B.C.

This last description may be no more than vague and grandiloquent; but similar
statements are made about Pergamum and Ephesus under Roman rule in possible allusion
to their declared inviolability.
Tacitus Ann. 3.63: In 22 the Tenians showed the Senate an oracle of Apollo "wherein
they were ordered to dedicate a statue and shrine to Neptune." This appears to be the
foundation text of the cult rather than the oracle that called for asylia.
A.D.

Certainty is out of reach, but I would urge that we have no intrinsic basis for dating the
Phocian decree, our clearest text, and hence no reason to put it earlier than others. If 53
and 54 are indeed recognitions for the temple, then the probable date for the Tenians'
quest is the period 250-225 But they need not be, and the quest and the Phocian decree
then might well be as late as ca. 200, when Tenos became the center of the Island
League. The "renewal" seen in the archive would seem to belong in the next generation.
B.C.

8. Hiller and Etienne (Tenos II 95) considered the space too short to restore the Byzantines; but Klaffenbach from
the squeeze thought it possible (IG XII Suppl. p. 134), and Gauthier (ap. Etienne) urged that only a citizen could
have supported a foreign theoros in the assembly.
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Chalcedon
In Roman times a visitor to Chalcedon remarked that among all the monuments in the
city notable for age and history none was more marvelous than the oracular temple of
Apollo, inferior to none of the greatest oracles in the world.1 This shrine, the oldest of the
Chalcedonians, was chosen by Cocconas, associate of Alexander the False Prophet, as the
lucrative place in which to fabricate oracles of his own (Lucian Alex. 10). Around 250
the Istrians consulted the Chalcedonian god concerning the worship of Sarapis.2 The
epigrammatist Antiphilus of nearby Byzantium (first century ) could evoke this oracle in
the briefest terms:
3 Apolline types, such as the lyre and
tripod, dominate the city's coins; one series shows the god seated on an omphalos.4 An
inscribed act of Hellenistic date is headed by the chief magistrates:
,
; the third, obviously an important figure, must have served
Apollo.5 Boeckh first recognized the Chalcedonian Apollo as Pythian, arguing from the
Pythian games mentioned on coins and from the cult of Apollo
at Chalcedon's
mother city Megara. The Pythia were Panhellenic in imperial times.6 Thus many
testimonies show that Chalcedon was the city of Apollo. But the two extant inscriptions
concerning asylia at Chalcedon suggest that his worship was not simple in its history or
its geography.
B.C.

A.D.

1. Dionysius of Byzantium frag. 67 (GGM II 93). Testimonia on Chalcedon are collected by Merkelbach,
I.Kalchedon pp. 91-141.
2. Pippidi, I.Scythiae 15 (= SEG 24-1091).
3. Anth. Gr. 9-551; cf. Gow and Page, The Garland of Philip (Oxford 1968) II 123.
4. Recueil gén. I.2 294ff.; Seyrig, Essays ... Stanley Robinson (Oxford 1968) 196-197 (Scripta numism. 228-229); K.
Hanell, Megarische Studien (Lund 1934) 165.
5. I.Kalch. T; cf. 19, 42; a prophetess at 61; cf. Hanell 150; Robert, RPhil III.13 (1939) 188 (Op. min. sel. II 1341).
6. IGR 1802, IV 161; MAMA VIII 521.
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Chalcedon city occupied a small peninsula (modern Kachköy) jutting into the entrance to
the Bosporus; a wall separated the city proper from its extensive mainland territory.7
Some ruins were still visible in the sixteenth century, but all have yielded to modern
construction. In fact 63-64 is the only inscription from the site that actually names the
ancient city. So the topography of Chalcedon is in general obscure; but Dionysius and
Lucian leave no doubt that the oracular shrine was in the city itself, not outside in its
territory.
Our two inscriptions are a Delphian decree found at Delphi and a fragment of an archive
of decrees found at Kachköy. Discrepancies between the two inscriptions have given rise
to not a little debate. In fact the differences are striking and decisive: Delphi (62)
declares the temple of "Apollo Pythaeus in the Chalcedonia" to be inviolable and a
refuge; Phocaea and Tenedos (63-64) declare the city of Chalcedon sacred and inviolable,
and in the name of Apollo Chresterius. Lemerle took it that the Phocaeans wrote
"Chresterius" (63.5; the Tenedians used no epithet) as an ignorant choice of their own,
the true epithet being Pythaeus, as in the Delphian decree. Klaffenbach rightly countered
that asylia decrees normally repeat the language of the request. Latte concluded that the
original Megarian epithet "Pythaeus" was supplanted by "Chresterius" when the shrine
became oracularafter 62 but before 63-64;8 so there would be two occasions, the asylia
of the temple being extended to include the whole city. Klaffenbach, however, thought
the dates too close to allow for a change in the cult title and assumed, like Lemerle, a
single occasion: the god will have possessed both epithets, although Klaffenbach did not
explain how the Delphians can have used one and the Phocaeans the other. We know
now, moreover, that whatever the relative and absolute dates of the two inscriptions, the
oracular power of Apollo is older than both, and thus the god cannot have changed his
name between the two upon becoming oracular.9
The burden of these discrepancies is greater than has been realized.10 The two
inscriptions share no signficant phrase, precisely where (as Klaffenbach remarked) asylia
decrees regularly echo the terms of the request. Thus the god's epithet is different; one
inscription concerns the temple, the other the city; at Delphi we have the highly
individual
, in the other inscription the familiar
. But the crucial
difference is geographical: the Delphians' explicit and pointed
(62.4) must
mean that the temple of Apollo Pythaeus was not in the city proper at
7. On the region see R. Janin, EchOr 21 (1922) 335-386; 22 (1923) 50-58, 182-198; 26 (1927) 287-303.
8. K. Latte, "Orakel," RE 18 (1939) 848.
9. Pippidi recognized this in publishing the Istrian inscription and adduced the coins as further early evidence; followed
by Pouilloux.
10. For fuller discussion, especially on the Megarian background, see Rigsby, GRBS 28 (1987) 93-102.
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Kachköy but somewhere out in the territory11as was usual when it was a temple that
received the status. By contrast, it is expressly the city (and not the familiar "city and
country") that Phocaea and Tenedos declare sacred and inviolable to Apollo Chresterius;
and we know from the literary sources that the oracular shrine of Apollo was in the city
itself.
We have therefore not merely two occasions but two sacred places: Apollo Pythaeus in
the countryside, Apollo Chresterius in the city. This split in the worship of Apollo appears
to reflect a similar split in the original cult of Apollo Pythaeus at Megara; and Miletus
supplies a well-documented parallel. Of our two inscriptions, the Delphian is clearly the
older, perhaps by a generation or more: as at Megara, first honor at Chalcedon went to
the country god, whose epithet reflected still the Megarian origin of Chalcedon. The city
god ranked second; his epithet changed when the oracular power of this shrine exhibited
itself, at some date before the Hellenistic age (Apollo of Megara had no oracle). Both
were important to the Chalcedonians, but owing to the growing popularity of the oracle
the city temple has eclipsed the country temple in our literary evidence.12 Thus
Chalcedon was one of those few cities that eventually gained two recognitions of asylia
for two places; so too Pergamum and Stratoniceia later.
Of topography we are not wholly ignorant. The archive fragment 63-64 was found
(though not in situ) at Moda on the southern side of Kachköy, the area thought to be the
oldest part of the ancient city;13 probably somewhere in this region we should place the
temple of Apollo Chresterius. Of the chief temple, Apollo Pythaeus in the country, we can
say only that it was not on the Bosporan coast, about which we are richly informed:14
rather in the interior, which is little knownperhaps, like that of Apollo Pythaeus in the
Megarid, at some high place within a day's walk of the city. One thinks of the pleasant
heights of Big and Little Camlica several miles northeast of Kachköy, to which modern
Istanbulers like to resort for picnics.
The two inscriptions thus seem to stem from two episodes, not one. The date and
context of these events are problematic. On the basis of letterforms, the Delphian
inscription has been assigned to the last third of the third century the archive fragment
to the end of the third or the beginning of the second.15 The former has A with straight
crossbar; N and II with right hasta only half descended; Q, O, and W somewhat small and
raised; S with splayed arms.
B.C.,

11. Such was the common usage of Greek; for Chalcedon see Hdt. 4-85,
end of the Bosporus.
12. The temple at Lucian Alex. 10 (
need not be taken literally; cf. p. 7.

, of a place at the northern

) is the city temple of Apollo; but his adjective

13. On Moda see Janin (1922) 354.
14. See Janin, and Oberhummer, "Bosporos 1," RE 3 (1899) 742-757.
15. So, on the Delphian stone, Pomtow, followed by Pouilloux; on the Chalcedonian, Laurent, followed by Klaffenbach,
who nevertheless thought that the two must be contemporary.
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It might be little later than the mid-third century. The Kachköy inscription has small
apices, A sometimes with broken crossbar, the hasta of N and II further descended, arms
of S quite parallel; it cannot comfortably be placed much earlier than ca. 200 The texts
at Kachköy show the fully evolved formulary of asylia decrees. The Delphian one is
clipped and undeveloped, and its
unique in the decrees, as though the formulae
have not yet become firm. The inviolability of the two temples might be separated by as
much as half a century, though a much shorter hiatus is of course possible.
B.C.

Greater precision is speculative. In the 220s the city cooperated with Byzantium in taxing
traffic on the Bosporus, which led to the intervention of Rhodes.16 In 202 Philip V
compelled Chalcedon, which with Lysimacheia and Cius had recently joined the Aetolians,
to abandon the alliance and join him (Cius, which refused, he destroyed). 17 Chalcedon's
alliance with Aetolia is usually placed between the beginnings of the First Macedonian
War ca. 215 and the start of Philip's invasion of Thrace ca. 204. We might imagine the
first grant of asylia in a time of good relations with the Aetolians and the Amphictyony,
the second a decade later during the negotiations with Philip. But these events and
political ties need have no relation to asylia at Chalcedon.18
On each of our two occasions, an oracle prompted the quest for asylia. The
Chalcedonians had no need to go abroad for their oracles, and at least on the second
occasion the source was Apollo Chresterius himself (63.5, 64.5). The latter decrees
mention "oracles" in the plural (63.5, 9, 16; 64.5, 10). This might be taken as further
evidence for the two occasions; but in fact oracles often accumulated before they were
actually fulfilled. Finally, in no text is there question of games of Apollo.
The odd vocabulary of the Delphian grant reflects, I believe, a relatively early date,
perhaps not much after 250 What is odd in the second grant is the specification of the
city alone, not the usual city and country. Smyrna offers a parallel, but I suggest that the
explanation lies in the existing facts at Chalcedon. While Pergamum and Stratonicea
would also receive two recognitions, these were for temples in the countryside, and there
can have been no question of overlapping inviolable boundaries. When the Chalcedomans
sought asylia for their city temple, the formula "city and country" was conventional for
that situation; but the country place already had the status, and perhaps they limited
B.C.

16. Polyb. 4-38ff., with Seyrig, Scripta numism. 215-235.
17. Polyb. 15-23.8; cf. Walbank, Comm. II 477-479; Schmitt, Staatsvertr. III 549 and Untersuchungen 234.
Merkelbach (I.Kalch. p. 10) deduced from Orac.Sib. 3.434-435 ("Chalcedon ..., you also one day an Aetolian child will
come and plunder") that Aetolians attacked Chalcedon between 220 and 210.
18. See Flacelière, Aitoliens 312 n. 3, and Klaffenbach, against the precision of Pomtow (ca. 213-203

).

B.C.
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the honor for the city god to the city itself so as not to subsume or encroach upon the
older honor of the country temple.
62. Delphi
Delphi, temple of Apollo. White marble stele found in 1894 north of the opisthodomos,
near the steps of the theater; now in the Delphi museum (inv. 1906). Broken at the top;
h. 0.275, w. 0.22 at bottom, 0.195 at top, th. 0.085; letters 0.007 (last two lines 0.006),
intersp. 0.006. Lettering of the last third of III (see above).
B.C.

H. Pomtow, Klio 15 (1918) 14-15 no. 38; Syll.3 550 [Schwyzer 330a; Merkelbach,
I.Kalchedon p. 116]; Pouilloux, FD III.4 372. Collation.
Photograph: Pouilloux pl. 8A; P

LATE

1: Hiller suggested [

3.

, Pomtow

This is not a summary of a decree like 1, but a decree of unaccustomed brevity. For what
immediately preceded the extant text, the beginning of the formula of oracles (Hiller) has
no place here, thus truncated and without the necessary dependent clause (''that it is
better and more fitting to recognize," etc.). Pomtow's suggestion makes better sense but
renders the whole strangely repetitious.
5:
recurs in our inscriptions only in a boundary of the temple of Apollo at Delphi (p.
48) and in Caesar's edict for Sardes (214.48). Plutarch applies the term to Romulus'
asylum on the Capitolium (p. 576). Polybius uses it of a purely secular place of refuge
(9.29.4, 13.6.9), like Medea's
(Eur. Med. 387). As old as Homer (Od. 5.359; cf.
Ap. Rhod. 2.1147), the word evidently has a literary ring and is used here to expand on
the bare asylos; I assume that it had occurred in the verse oracle that prompted the
quest.
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12: The name Rhodocles recurs in Boeotia at Lebadeia (three men in the first century ,
IG VII 3077 and 3106). Rhodocles' role here is unclear. He has been invoked in order to
date the act to a period when Boeotia had a seat on the Amphictyonic Council.19 The
Council does sometimes instruct one of its members to see to the inscribing of a text (cf.
3.17); but this is a decree of the city of Delphi, and it includes a provision to inscribe the
text. When Delphian decrees state who is to see to the inscribing, it is usually
(e.g., FD III.3 120.19); a Boeotian can have had no formal role here. One assumes that
the Council also recognized the inviolability of Apollo of Chalcedon; if Rhodocles was now
a member, the Boeotian representative, perhaps he was ordered to see to the Council's
inscription and volunteered to take care of that of the city of Delphi at the same time.20
But this is an independent monument, small and not very finely written. It may be that
Rhodocles was a private citizen acting as a friend to Chalcedon or to Delphi; if that is so,
his gesture cannot help date this text.
A.D.

63-64
Chalcedon. White marble slab found in rubble beneath a burned schoolhouse of the
convent of Notre Dame-de-Sion, in the Moda district of Kachköy; the stone has been
reworked since antiquity for reuse; h. 0.635, w. 0.746; lettering of late III/early II (see
above).
B.C.

V. Laurent, EchOr 27 (1928) 24-44 [SEG 4-720 (Robert)]; Klaffenbach, Varia epigraphica,
AbhBerl 1958.2 (Berlin 1958) 10-14 no. 4 (squeeze, photograph) [SEG 17.540];
Merkelbach, I.Kalchedon 5 (squeeze).
Photograph: Laurent p. 27, Merkelbach pl. 1.
63. Phocaea

19. Pouilloux points to 217-212 but is rightly skeptical about the role of Rhodocles for dating the event. According to
Flacelière, Aitoliens (and there are many gaps in the evidence), there was a Boeotian seat in the years 245-235,
ca. 229-219, 217-212.
20. Pomtow thought (mistakenly) that some of the forms in the decree are exclusively Boeotian, and attributed these
to Rhodocles. Unless Rhodocles actually composed or carved the text, his own dialect is irrelevant.
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Text of Klaffenbach. 3 init.: [
[
] Laurent. 5-6:
from 15. 11-12 Robert:
Laurent,
Merkelbach.

] Laurent. 3-4:
Laurent,
Robert. 4:
Laurent,
Robert. 7-8 Laurent; cf. 64.8:
Laurent. 14-15 Robert:
Laurent. 16-17:

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(4-9) [describing the oracles given] them by Apollo Chresterius in which he says that the city of the Chalcedonians
is his and is for all [mankind] sacred and inviolable, and they call upon us to join in increasing [the honors of the
god], as is in fact incumbent upon us, and declare the city of the Chalcedonians [sacred and] inviolable in keeping
with the oracles of the god (etc.)

Hellenistic Phocaea is poorly documented; of decrees there is little to compare.21 The city
joined Attalus I in 218 (Polyb. 5.77) but had reverted to the Seleucid alliance before 191
(App. Syr. 22). It was favorably treated in the peace of 188, its ancestral constitution and
territory restored (Polyb. 21.45.7). The tantalizing fragment from Delos mentioning
Phocaea (Staatsvertr. III 550) is roughly contemporary with our decree.
2: Klaffenbach's restoration is doubtful; I.Priene 65 has
formula.

after the decree

8: The recognition of inviolability is taken to be an obvious moral duty; cf. at Amorgos
(IG XII.7 231.5 for a doctor). For
the sentiment compare Eumenes' urging to Cos,
(176.36), and the frequent
response to the Teans, "we too worship Dionysus." The action is "declare" in the request,
"accept and declare'' in the response (15-16).
17: As Klaffenbach remarks, we do not know which magistrates at Phocaea were in
charge of such expenditures. The Phocaeans make no provision for inscribing the decree.
21. Cf. I.Priene 65, with Robert, RA 1926 II, 180-181 (Op. min. sel. I 239-240).

Page 171

64. Tenedos
Inscribed below 63.

4:
Laurent. 5-6, or
Klaffenbach:
mason has corrected IEPAN to Aeolic IPAN (likewise in 9);
Laurent. 8:
Laurent,
Klaffenbach,
Merkelbach. 9-10:
Robert. 12-13:
Laurent.

Laurent,
Robert. 7: the
lapis. 8-9:
Laurent,

Other decrees of Tenedos are IG XII Suppl. 147-148 (II : both proposed by individuals
rather than the council). The city was presumably Attalid;22 the decree reveals that
Tenedos was now an ally of Chalcedon (line 3). Only one ambassador, diverting from the
other two in the party, visited the island, which perhaps was judged less important than
Phocaea.
B.C.

5:

, to "divulge" an oracle to an assembly at Hdt. 5.79; cf. Diod. 1.27.6:
.
22. Cf. Livy 31.16.7. For its links with the mainland see L. Robert, Etudes de numismatique grecque (Paris 1951)
10-11;J. M. Cook, The Troad (Oxford 1973) 189-198.
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Miletus
The chief god of the Milesians was Apollo, represented by the Delphinium in the city and
the Didymeum in the country. The latter stands more than fifteen kilometers south of
Miletus, linked to the city by a sacred way and also easily reached by sea.1 Didyma, a
large complex that included a village (
),2 was one of the great oracular
shrines of the Greek world, patronized already by the eastern monarchs of early times
(Hdt. 1.92, Croesus), and flourishing especially in the Hellenistic and Roman ages; the
cult enjoyed the particular favor of the Seleucids, descended as they were from Apollo.
His games, the Didymeia, became Panhellenic late in the third century In 26 the
Milesians lost in the competition to host the provincial temple of Tiberius on the grounds
that they seemed fully occupied with the worship of Apollo, as were the Ephesians with
Artemis (Tac. Ann. 4.55.2: caerimonia occupavisse).
B.C.

A.D.

Tacitus' account of the senatorial review of 22 places the Milesians' claim of asylia for
the Didymeum among the oldest, for ''they relied on King Darius" (Ann. 3.63). The
epigraphical record suggests instead the more familiar situation, Greek recognitions late
in the third century : Tacitus' report is neither complete nor exact. The precedent of
Darius might be a Hellenistic
A.D.

B.C.

1. W. Günther, Das Orakel von Didyma in hellenistischer Zeit, IstMitt-BH 4 (Tübingen 1971), and J. Fontenrose,
Didyma (Berkeley 1988), both with further bibliography; cf. Robert, Op. min. sel. III 1622-1639, V 584-615;
Hellenica XI-XII (1960) 440-489. The sacred way is richly documented by I.Delphinion 133; on the territory of
Miletus see M. Piérart, MusHelv 40 (1983) 1-18; 42 (1985) 276-299. Note the Milesians' temple of Apollo at
Naucratis (Hdt. 2.178; cf. A. B. Lloyd, Herodotus Book II II, EPOR 43.3 [Leiden 1988] 228) and a statue
dedicated by some Milesians at Medinet Habu (
SB 1530); Milesian sailors'
dedications on Cos to Apollo Didymeus (Segre, Iscr.Cos EV 14, 192); and Damodamas' altar on the Syr Darya
(Pliny HN 6.49, with Robert, DAM 455-460).
2. References at K. Tuchelt, Vorarbeiten zu einer Topographie von Didyma, IstMitt-BH 9 (Tübingen 1973) 29-30.
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forgery. But the Achaemenids were especially friendly to Apollo, and it seems more likely
that the Milesians had a legitimate Greek text of some Persian benefit or immunity for the
temple of the sort we know elsewhere.3 In my view it cannot have been, at that early
date, a grant of asylia isto nomine, but perhaps some fiscal immunity, which the Milesians
will have evoked in their discourse on the traditional privileges of the temple. For this
wide scope we may compare the arguments offered by the Ephesians.
Miletus contradicts the "rule" that rural shrines received asylia alone, urban ones the
whole city and territory; for Syll.3 590 is explicit that "the city and country" of Miletus
became inviolable in honor of Apollo Didymeusthe rural god. In the city proper was the
temple of Apollo Delphinius, prominent in the life of Miletus, but not the honorand of the
status. It is perhaps relevant that, at least in Roman times, some events of the Great
Didymeia were celebrated in the city and others at the temple (I.Didyma 183).
Inscriptions of imperial date attribute asylia to the temple alone; but that surely
represents both the interpretatio Romana of asylum and the constriction that came after
the punishment of the city for its Mithridatic stance.
In the 250s Antiochus II freed the Milesians of a tyrant and gave them freedom and
democracy,4 which they seem to have preserved for the rest of the century, maintaining
effective independence from the competing monarchies.5 From the second half of the
third century comes a bilateral treaty of personal inviolability with the Aetolians.6 In the
third century Miletus fought a war with Priene (I.Priene 26), and in the 180s with
Heracleia and with Magnesia on the Maeander, the latter settled without reference to the
asylia of either Miletus or Magnesia;7 evidently this relationship was not felt to overlap or
compete with territorial inviolability. At the Peace of Apamea in 188 , sacred land that
Miletus had lost in war was restored to the city's possession
(
, Polyb. 21.45.5). Didyma is in
Plutarch's list of inviolable temples attacked by pirates in the first century For siding
with Mithridates in the 80s Miletus was punished with the loss of the Didymeia.
B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

3. Cf. Meiggs/Lewis no. 12, with discussion and parallels in L. Boffo, BollIstDirRom III.20 (1978) 267-303, esp. 273274.
4. Rehm, I.Didyma 358; App. Syr. 65.
5. See M. Holleaux, Rome, la Grèce et les monarchies hellénistiques (Paris 1921) 91; Etudes IV 329-331 (cf. Gauthier,
Symbola 266 n. 160; H. Müller, Milesische Volksbeschlüsse, Hypomnemata 47 [Göttingen 1976] 14-15; R. S. Bagnall,
Administration of the Ptolemaic Possessions [Leiden 1976] 174), against the notion (based on the vague and inflated
claims of the Adulis inscription, OGIS 54-13) that Miletus became Ptolemaic soon after 246 (e.g., Hiller, RE 15 [1932]
1607).
6. Staatsvertr. III 564, with Gauthier, Symbola 263-265; Ziegler (above, p. 13) 189-190.
7. Syll.3 633; 588, with R. M. Errington, Chiron 19 (1989) 279-288, for the date.
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Upon his accession to the throne in 246, Seleucus II was approached by his allies with
congratulations, as we have seen at Smyrna, and doubtless with requests for favors. We
have most of his response to the Milesian embassy; it has been suggested that this
response included a declaration of inviolability.8 The king evokes the benefactions given
Miletus by his ancestors because of the oracles of Apollo Didymeus and their kinship with
the god and cites the crown the Milesians have brought him from the Didymeum; he
approves their loyalty and then proceeds: "reckoning it of first importance to bring [your
city] to a more distinguished standing ... benefactions ..." Holleaux's restorations make
this an increase of their existing privileges:

The final words restored ("to increase your present privileges in the way you desire,"
Welles) are questionable, and we must in any case doubt that asylia was what the king
went on to recognize. He has said nothing about the Milesians' or his own piety, which we
would expect in a grant of inviolability, nor does the surviving text suggest that the
ambassadors made any request of him. Admittedly the Milesians were later to claim that
the Greek world granted Miletus asylia "unasked" (see below), but that claim is
intrinsically unlikely. In the final extant line the king may in fact be waxing more general
rather than more specific, promising vaguely to seek to improve their condition in the
future (so Ptolemy II to Miletus ca. 260, Royal Corres. 14). The verb
in public acts,
when it is not ''donate,'' is frequent with the reflexive, "devote oneself" to public good;9
and we find this usage of promises for the future, thus 102.64:
. Such
may have been the sentiment here,
. And there are of course other
possibilities, including Haussoullier's
.
Accordingly, I do not include this letter as a grant of asylia.10 This incidentally eliminates
a chronological discrepancy, for 65 seems to be a generation later than Seleucus' letter.
Our fullest reference to the inviolability of Miletus comes from the Milesians themselves
rather than from a foreign recognition. Between 218/7 and 206/5 the Didymeia were
recognized as Panhellenic. We have the Milesian decree requesting that honor, in the
version sent to Cos (Syll.3 590.4-18):
8. Royal Corres. 22 (= I.Didyma 493); cf. Günther 66-85.
9. E.g., Royal Corres. 75.6; Syll.3 591.4; I.Priene 108.147; cf. Robert, Op. min. sel. I 197.
10. That the stele was erected in the Didymeum is not evidence that the letter concerned the temple, for other public
acts were inscribed there: e.g., I.Didyma 487 (honors for foreign judges), 492 (letters of Antiochus II concerning the
property of Laodice). L. Boffo, I re ellenistici e i centri religiosi dell' Asia Minore (Pavia 1985) 181 n. 218, is properly
cautious.
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<><><><><><><><><><><><>
inasmuch as the people by ancestral custom celebrate the festivals and games at Didyma for Apollo Didymeus,
and as the city and country have been made sacred11 on account of the joining of Leto and Zeus at that place
and on account of the oracles of the god, in response to which not a few nations and cities and, of kings, those
who have obtained the greatest things from the advice of the god, proclaimed unasked the sacredness and
inviolability, rendering to the god and the city proper thanks for those things ...

For these reasons Miletus, in keeping with the oracles, now seeks to enlarge the
Didymeia to crowned status. As to the date,12 the limits are suggested by Delphinion
143.9-10 [Staatsvertr. III 537] (Trallian theoroi specially sent to the annual sacrifice to
Apollo Didymeus in 218/7) and Syll.3 577.70-71 with I.Didyma 259.25 (quadrennial
Didymeia already existing in 206/5 when Eudemus was honored). There is some reason
to think that the Didymeia occurred in the year after the Olympia (like the Magnesian
Leucophryeneia): Elis honors someone who has treated Olympian theoroi well, and the
decree is to be sent with the next theoroi to the Didymeia.13 This would place the first
celebration in 215 or 211 or 207. Thus the Panhellenic Didymeia probably were in place in
207 at the latest, and the quest for the recognition must have occupied the preceding
year; the recognition of asylia preceded that quest, by how long is unclear. I think it
probable that both these honors for Miletus preceded those for its lesser neighbor and old
enemy Magnesia in 208. If that is so, then it was in the years during which the
Magnesians were smarting over their failure of 221 that Milesian Apollo inaugurated
crowned games, in 215 or 211.14 Inviolability was older, perhaps not long before 221 and
prompting the Magnesians' first effort.
B.C.

B.C.

11. For the verb, see p. 9; Greek has no verb deriving from

(cf. 156.12, 219.4).

12. For Milesian chronology in this period see M. Wörrle, Chiron 18 (1988) 428-448; cf. Günther 100-107.
13. I.Olymp. 39. Hiller, RE 15 (1932) 1608, held that this was the local and annual Didymeia; apparently he relied on
the excavators' earlier date for the inscription. See Robert, Monnaies grecques (Paris 1967) 42-45; Herrmann, IstMitt
25 (1975) 159.
14. For the possibility of dating the Milesian "Persic" silver drachmas to this period see P. Kinns, NC 146 (1986) 256257.
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It is interesting that the Milesians do not claim that the recognition of asylia is
Panhellenicrather, many nations and cities, some kings, "unasked." Of these recognitions
we appear to have one fragment.
65. Aptera
Marble stele found at Aptera in Crete; preserved only on the right; h. 0.135, w. 0.23, th.
0.065; letters 0.005-0.01. The lettering is known only from the drawing published by
Guarducci: A with broken bar, right hasta of N fully descended, of II mostly so, bars of S
only slightly splayed, W small and suspended, some thickening at the ends of strokes; "III
" Guarducci; I should think the last quarter.
B.C.

Guarducci, I.Cret. II 111 16.
Cf. Robert, Hellenica I (1940) 113-115; M. Segré in Hellenica V (1948) 123 n. 1; Günther
85 n. 100.

(traces)
2

Robert. 3

Günther. 4 Robert: - - -

Guarducci.

Guarducci took this to be a treaty, perhaps with Miletus, referring to sacred land and
islands of Aptera. Robert and Segré independently recognized a declaration of Milesian
inviolability. The islands of Miletus were a substantial part of the civic territory and
presumably were specified for that reason.15 I think that the succession of topics in lines
3-5 requires a longer line than Günther's restoration of line 3: here instead may have
been invoked oracles "of Apollo Didymeus"; hence the line length must be considered
uncertain.
If this is indeed a decree of inviolability, then the event probably was in the last quarter
of the third century, if we can judge from the script, and not earlier in the time of
Seleucus II. If, however, we take the Milesians' own statement literally, then there was
no Panhellenic quest,16 and we may well be mistaken to seek a coherent occasion and
date for the inviolability of Miletus. A complete decree of recognition would resolve these
doubts by revealing whether Milesian theoroi in fact canvassed the Greek world for
15. On them see G. Manganaro, Annuario 41-42 (1963-66), esp. 293-295, and Piérart (1985) 276-292; the phrase
"city and country and islands" is found in the lex sacra I.Didyma 488.19 (= LSAM 48) of 276/5. Compare at Itanos
disputed "territory and islands," I.Cret. III IV 8.10-11, 9-44; at Calymna attack on the "city and territory and
islands," T.Calymnii 64.9 (= Syll.3 567).
16. Benefactors who act "unasked": 102.64; OGIS 194.11, 248.25.
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the status, or by contrast governments recognized it casually in the course of other
dealings with Miletus; this latter seems improbable behavior, and unparalleled.
The remaining evidence for inviolability at Miletus concerns Roman policy toward the
temple at Didyma. Miletus was deprived of freedom in the 80s for supporting
Mithridates; the Didymeia were abolished, and the temple was in some way separated
from the city administratively (perhaps fiscally), for a distinct calendar now functioned
there. The "festival and games" were restored in 63, and the city regained its freedom
after the Parthian invasion in 40.17
B.C.

Some cities punished by Rome in these circumstances lost their inviolability, only to have
it restored in the 40s on Caesar's orders. At Miletus things were otherwise. The temple
treasurer of the first semester of 44 stated that in his term "Caesar increased the
existing asylia of the temple by two miles,"
18 In effect, this will have been the work
of Servilius Isauricus,19 so active in this regard, and contemporary with Caesar's edict for
Sardes (214); Caesar was of course dead before this treasurer went out of office and put
up his inscription (hence perhaps the brief "Caesar"). The two miles is doubtless an
addition to the radius, the sort of gesture attested at Ephesus, Oropus, and Hieracome.
We do not know the original boundary to which this extension was added. Certainly the
resulting perimeter cannot have approached the city proper and created the problems
that the Romans observed at Ephesus, but (as Rehm saw) the south coast with its harbor
Panormus is just over two miles from the temple and must now have come within the
inviolable perimeter.
B.C.

The temple, not the city and country, now possesses asylia. Perhaps in the 80s, rather
than abolish the status, the Romans stripped it from the city and country but let it
continue at the temple, which for a generation was in some degree treated separately
from the city. This moreover would accord with Roman thinking about asylum, a property
of temples and not cities. Caesar's favor on this topic accordingly had to be different here
than elsewhere, an expansion of the boundaries rather than a restoration of the status.
In the time of Augustus a distinguished Milesian was honored because he obtained from
the emperor "the inviolability of Apollo,"
17. See Rehm, SBMilnch 1939.8; the relationship between city and temple in these years, about which Rehm wrote
with caution, suggesting some fiscal separation (p. 41), remains obscure. For the status of the Panhellenic
Didymeia in Roman times see Herrmann, IstMitt 25 (1975) 149-166 and 38 (1988) 309-313.
18. I.Didyma 391.II.A.7-10 (= OGIS 473), with Günther, Gnomon 63 (1991) 605. For the topography see Rehm
(1939) 24 n. 1. The bare term "Caesar" is odd, but the date admits of no doubt (Haussoullier had thought the
reference was to Caligula). Extensions of the boundaries of asylia are not attested after Augustus.
19. So Habicht, GGA 213 (1959) 152; cf. p. 28 above.
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.20 Apparently the status was revoked or at least threatened at some
moment after 44 ; perhaps Caesar's expansion of the limits had provoked hostility and
challenge on the part of some affected party such as publicans. On a later occasion the
Milesians honored a citizen with a statue in the temple precinct; among his past services
was an embassy to an emperor concerning the inviolability of the temple and the rights of
the city,
.21 This
may refer to the inquest of 22; the text is consistent with Tacitus, who says that the
embassies were sent to the emperor, who deferred them to the Senate. Finally, we have
a small fragment of a stele found near the temple; its script indicates a much later date,
perhaps the third century :22
B.C.

A.D.

A.D.

The subject appears to be some repair to the temple or repopulation (
) of the
sacred village, a change that apparently required the permission or generosity of the
emperor. The mention of "two miles" might allude to Caesar's enlargement of the
inviolable territory, but that is speculative.
20. Herrmann, IstMitt 44 (1994) 203-219.
21. I.Didyma 107.9-13 (= OGIS 472).
22. I.Didyma 304; on
188.

(line 4) see Robert, Op. min. sel. III 1631; Hellenica XI-XII (1965) 463; Amyzon I p.
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Magnesia on the Maeander
Arternis Leucophryene was from earliest times famous as the archegetis of Magnesia,
praised already by Anacreon as the shepherdess of the city.1 Her epithet, "of the white
brow," derives from the place Leucophrys where the temple stood and to which the city
proper was moved early in the fourth century ; already for Xenophon the temple was "of
great sanctity" (
, Hell. 3.2.19; cf. 4.8.17). The prominence of her temple among
the Greeks of Asia is reflected in the Oxford Stone ca. 240 , the treaty between Smyrna
and the soldiers at Mt. Sipylus: Smyrna's copy is to be inscribed not only at Smyrna but
also in the temple of Artemis at Magnesia (Staatsvertr. III 492.84). To build her
Hellenistic temple the Magnesians employed the most famous architect of the age,
Hermogenes (Vitr. 7 praef. 12). Artemis dominates the handsome civic tetradrachms of
the mid-second century 2 In imperial times she is shown often on the civic bronze
issues, accompanied by her two eagles and Nikes; and the one neocoria gained by
Magnesia was held in the name of Artemis rather than of an emperor.3
B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

1. Anac. frag. 1; cf. Nic. frag. 74.15-16 (
). The testimonia on Magnesia are set out by Kern,
I.Magn. pp. v-xviii. For description of the site and the remains see C. Humann, Magnesia am Maeander (Berlin
1904); A. Yaylali, Der Fries des Artemisions von Magnesia, IstMitt-BH 15 (Tübingen 1976); on the cult, R.
Fleischer, Artemis von Ephesos, EPRO 35 (Leiden 1973) 140-146. Pausanias was shown on the Athenian Acropolis a
statue of the goddess dedicated by the sons of Themistocles, who had been made tyrant of Magnesia (1.26.4:
; on Magnesian honors for Themistocles see I. Malkin, Religion and
Colonization [Leiden 1987] 223-228). On Arist. frag. 631 (Magnesians sacred to Apollo, being colonists of Delphi)
see Wilamowitz, Kl. Schr. V.1 81-82.
2. N. F. Jones, ANSMN 24 (1979) 63-109. For the coins of Roman date see S. Schultz, Die Münzprägung von
Magnesia (Berlin 1975).
3. Robert, BCH 101 (1977) 75 (DAM 33); RPhil III.41 (1967) 51-54 (Op. min. sel. V 391-394); Burrell, "Neokoroi" 323326.
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The temple of Artemis was in the heart of the city, facing the agora. In 1891-92 the
excavators found what remains today the largest archive of texts deriving from a quest
for asylia, inscribed on the perimeter walls of the agora. More than sixty decrees and
letters survive; to judge from the distribution of the stones, this may represent little more
than two-thirds of what was once inscribed. Subscriptions appended to fifteen of the
decrees ("the following voted the same way") name more than 100 other cities whose
decrees were not inscribed at all, their authors instead listed thus in short form.4
Geographically, the attested grantors range from Sicily to Iran. The organization of the
texts is not unlike that of a modern epigraphical corpus: some covering documents came
first, then royal letters, then civic decrees in roughly geographical groups, beginning in
central Greece and proceeding to the rest of the mainland, then the northwest, the
Aegean, Anatolia, and the far west and the far east.
The most important item is the Magnesians' own account of events (66), which gives us
their reasons and a chronology.5 As a result of some sign, it seems, the Magnesians
consulted old oracles of Apollo, in which the god spoke to them about "preserving their
holy city." Later a manifestation of Artemis occurred, and the city sent to consult Delphi;
Apollo ordered that he and Artemis be honored and the city and country of Magnesia be
declared sacred and inviolable. In response the Magnesians in 221/0 sought recognition
of inviolability and of a competition with cash prizes to which they invited the Greeks of
Asia. But this quest failed: the Magnesians were "fobbed off" (66.24). So in 208 they
decided to establish a "crowned" competition for all the Greeks, quadrennial and with
prizes equal to the Pythia ("just thanks" to Artemis, as the grantors often say), and to
renew their quest for asylia now in connection with the enlarged contest: this invitation
was universally approved, with the city and country recognized as sacred and inviolable
and the Leucophryeneia as Panhellenic.6
One text stands apart, a decree of the Aetolian League inscribed at Thermus and Delphi
(67). The Aetolians recognize the asylia of Magnesia but do not mention the games or
indeed Artemis. This act must derive from the Magnesians' first effort, in 221, before they
added Panhellenic games to their request.
4. I hope to comment elsewhere on various aspects of these lists.
5. Overviews of the episode, from various perspectives: O. Kern, Hermes 36 (1901) 491-515; R. Laqueur,
Epigraphische Untersuchungen (Leipzig 1927) 32-39; Robert, REA 38 (1936) 12-15 (Op. min. sel. II 775-778);
Parke/Wormell I 371; Gauthier, Symbola 270-274.
6. The proper distinction is explicit at 102.33-35, 105.7-16, 120.28-33, and 129.17-19, to cite a few instances: the
oracle urged asylia for Magnesia; the Magnesians added their own request for enlarged games. More often the
grantors simply merge matters, implying that Apollo's oracles asked for both games and asylia (e.g., 112.28). The
Epirotes (82.6-14) seem to distinguish two divine orders, the oracles (
) that called for Panhellenic games (cf.
83.12 and 131.10) and the oracle (
) that called for inviolability. Various oracles were recited in the context of
narrating Magnesia's history and services (85.9, 86.9, 96.13-14, etc.).
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The decree of request in 208, often cited in the responses, does not survive; it mentioned
the epiphany and oracle and also the many benefactions of Magnesia to the Greeks,
which included their aid against the Gauls in the invasion of 279 and their recent
mediation of civil war in Crete.7 The theoroi took with them texts that illustrated the
antiquity, honor, and good deeds of their city.8 Fragments of two of these survive
inscribed with the recognitions: a history of the foundation of Magnesia and a (forged)
decree of the Cretan League voting to assist the ancient Magnesians in their original
emigration from the mainland to Asia.9
The embassies apparently left in spring, as was common,10 and their travels spanned a
summer, as is shown by several month names in the decrees. At least twenty teams of
theoroi are attested.11 The Leucophryeneia probably were held in the month Artemision,
the goddess's month; this was very likely the last of the year, for the first celebration was
to happen still within the same civic year (66.28), so in the spring of the next year.12
Indeed, it was possible already in the decree of acceptance to elect the theoroi who
would attend the first celebration (e.g., 115.10-11): that is, this canvass for recognitions
also served as the invitation to the first enlarged games. The canvass probably took place
across 208 , and so the first crowned games were held in spring 207. The games are
thereafter attested only occasionally outside of Magnesian inscriptions, in victory lists of
late Hellenistic or imperial date.13 The Panhellenic status was still acknowledged as late
as the third century (I.Magn. 193).
B.C.

A.D.

7. The Epidarnnians alone specify these particulars (96.8-12); more vague allusions to Magnesian services to the
Greeks and to the temple at Delphi are found in 85.8, 86.8, 94.13, etc. Several Cretan inscriptions attest honors
voted to Magnesians there in Hellenistic times: see I.Cret. III 111 3.C, with Guarducci's notes.
8. In addition to their own poetic and historical texts, they were able to cite earlier decrees of other cities honoring
them for Magnesia's services (85.9-10, 88.22-29, and most specifically 96.15-16: "honors and crowns"). The theoroi
do not seem to invoke the other asylia decrees that they have themselves gathered (but see 94.17).
9. I.Magn. 17, with J. Ebert, Philologus 129 (1985) 54-63; I.Magn. 20-21. Cf. Wilamowitz, Kl. Schr. V.1 78-99; Jacoby
ad FGrHist 482; A. Chaniotis, Historie und Historiker in den griechischen Inschriften (Stuttgart 1988) 34-40.
10. Cf. Robert, Op. min. sel. II 777 n. 3. In arriving at spring 207 for the quest, he was assuming that the Magnesian
year started in autumn; but see below, and on 87.
11. See Kern, Hermes 499-504.
12. The month is suggested by the name itself and by the fact that a lesser and annual festival instituted at the
temple in the second century B.C. was held on 6 Artemision: Syll.3 695.6-7, 56 (= LSAM 32); this decree also reveals
that the annual elections took place on 2 Artemision (lines 77-79), as would suit the last month of the year. At
neighboring Miletus the year began in spring, and its last month was Artemision. For all this see Ebert, Philologus 126
(1982) 212. Foreign theoroi attending the new games were to be sent in the month Posideion on Paros (100.49), on
18 Terpheios on Lesbos (101.38), and in Hyacinthios on Rhodes (104.23).
13. IG XII.1 73.b.6; I.Didyma 97. B.4; J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1972, 366; cf. I.Priene 108.160 (a theoros from
Priene at Magnesia).
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The bulk of the responses traditionally have been assigned to the period from 208/7 to
203.14 But the year of the quest was most likely 208, for the Magnesians' phrase "the
fourteenth stephanephorus" from Zenodotus in 221/0 (66.25) implies inclusive reckoning
rather than exclusive. I assume as a working principle that all the extant responses date
to 208 except those we have good individual reasons to place later (or, in the one case,
earlier). These are the Aetolian decree of 221 (67), the Seleucid letters (69, 70), and the
appended decrees of some Attalid cities (128-131); and from Tacitus we know the Roman
recognition of 189
B.C.

The Magnesians report that in 208 all who were asked accepted the games and the
inviolability (66.30ff.). Among the extant decrees, however, several states accept the
Panhellenic games but do not mention asylia: these are Attalus (68), the Seleucid kings
(69, 70), Argos (90), Sicyon (91), Chalcis (97, yet mentioning the epiphany), Delos (99),
Rhodes (104), Antioch in Persis (111, yet mentioning the oracle), probably the Aetolian
League and Delphi (78, 79), and later than 208 an Attalid city (131).15 Some doubt is
possible. Thus we do not have the end of the letter of Attalus, who might have gone on
to introduce asylia, although this seems unlikely. Rhodes, in its brief decree, "accepts the
festival that the Magnesians are holding for Arternis, and the other things, and joins them
in taking care to increase the things voted by them"; so too the Seleucid kings. These last
vague phrases might be taken to encompass asylia, but that seems excluded by
:
these are the honors voted by Magnesia for Artemis (cf. 95.25).
These omissions of asylia have been interpreted as deliberate refusals. In their own
account of the initial quest (in 221) the Magnesians make clear that one might well
refuse to recognize asylia (66.24)a decision that in the nature of things normally leaves
us no evidence. If the omissions are intentional, what do these states have in common?
Of kings, Welles noted, only Ptolemy accepts asylia as well as the games: "Just the kings
with territorial interests in the Maeander Valley ... held aloof."16 This, however, does not
explain the silence of these cities (not all, for example, were allies of the aloof kings); nor
was Ptolemy without territorial interests in the Maeander Valley.
A. Giovannini has offered the astute alternative that subject cities and league members
did not have the freedom offoreign policy to recognize asylia; the league or the king
spoke for them.17 This is not, however, borne out consistently; thus Corinth and
Megalopolis, members of the Achaean League, accepted asylia as well as the games, as
does Antigonid Eretria (but not Chalcis). Giovannini's
14. Kern, Hermes 499-504; followed by Holleaux, Etudes IV 187 n. 1, among others.
15. At least: some texts are too fragmentary to allow for certainty.
16. Royal Corres. p. 147; further O. Picard, Chalcis et la confedération eubéenne (Paris 1979) 275, who states that
independent cities recognized the asylia of Magnesia but the kings did not.
17. In Ancient Macedonia II (Thessalonica 1977) 465-472.
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assumption was that asylia was a serious foreign policy decision with military
implications, which would not have been permitted to a subordinate state.
Careless writing is a possible explanation: thus Corinth (92), Corcyra (94), and Tralles
(129) in the preliminaries of their decrees cite the request for the crowned games, even
referring (Corcyra at some length) to the Magnesian benefactions and the oracles, but do
not mention asyliayet each then grants asylia in the decree proper. Conceivably a
complete omission in other texts might reflect no more than such an error. Cnidus (105)
cites the request for asylia but in the grant proper abridges this to accepting "what they
request, in keeping with the oracle."
Another explanation, equally unsinister, seems to me more likely. We have a decree of
the Aetolian League (67, surviving only at Thermus and Delphi) that derives from the
quest of 221; the Aetolians recognize asylia but of course not the games for the Greeks of
Asia, to which they would not have been invited. The omitters of asylia in 208 may
represent those states that had recognized the inviolability of Magnesia in 221, so that a
recognition from them would be superfluous in 208. And in fact the decree of Gonni (83)
describes the inviolability of Magnesia as a fact and proceeds to recognize only the
games. The "omitting" states can hardly have been 10 percent of the extant archive; if
that fraction had recognized Magnesian inviolability in 221, then we have a gauge on
what the Magnesians regarded as being "fobbed off," as constituting failurethe Greeks'
refusal was not total. If this is so (whatever the percentages), it would seem that the
most active grantors of asylia in the Hellenistic period, the kings and Delphi and its
patrons, hastened to recognize Magnesia in 221, but few others did. It may be objected
that those putative early recognitions of asylia have not been found inscribed in the agora
with the decrees of 208; but this applies as well to 67, whose date in 221 is secure.
To the Senate in 22 the Magnesians stated that Scipio and Sulla had recognized the
inviolability of the temple of Artemis. The first must be L. Cornelius Scipio at the
beginning of 189 , when after the defeat of Antiochus III he and his brother were
approached by a number of Asian cities in their first diplomatic contact with Rome.18
Magnesia surrendered to the Scipios and became one of the cities where the Roman army
wintered (Livy 37.45). Sulla granted Magnesia freedom because the city had opposed
Mithridates,19 and also confirmed the inviolability, unless Tacitus here has merged the
two in summarizing the Magnesians' survey of their Roman honors.
A.D.

B.C.

The Magnesians make no mention of a political or military background or motive in their
quest for inviolability.20 By their own account, their motives
18. See Sherk, Roman Documents p. 218; Jacoby ad FGrHist 434 F 18.6; M. Worrle, Chiron 18 (1988) 427.
19. App. Mith. 61; cf. 21; Livy Epit. 81.
20. So also Kern, Hermes 511; M. P. Nilsson, Griechische Feste von religiöser Bedeutung (Leipzig 1906) 250. A political
motive for the enlarged games, friendship with Philip V, is argued by

(Footnote continued on next page)
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were religious: ordered to add inviolability to the honors of Artemis, they at first
misjudged the character of the games that would be the fitting accompaniment for the
status. Gods, however, tend to manifest themselves when they are needed. Possibly the
sojourn and expulsion of Antiochus Hierax early in the 2205 put the city in difficulty and
moved the Magnesians toward the undertaking of 221 21
B.C.

Why was it in 208 that they tried again?22 The most pertinent fact seems to me to be the
success of Magnesia's neighbor and enemy Miletus in obtaining first Panhellenic games
and then inviolability. Until Michael Wörrle backdated a crucial set of Milesian
stephanephoroi, it was thought that the asylia of Magnesia preceded that of Miletus by
several years and inspired it.23 It is altogether sensible that the great city came first and
the lesser neighbor followed.24 The envy will have been all the sharper if Miletus
succeeded after Magnesia had first been rebuffed. There is reason to think that the
Leucophryeneia were placed in the same year as the Didymeia (see p. 175), which would
be an obvious convenience for the competitors and an aid to the success of the
Leucophryeneia.
The city began issuing large denomination silver with local types at about this time,
which may well have been prompted by the new honor;25 similar gestures are likely at
Alabanda, Teos, and perhaps Miletus.
Nothing suggests that the recognition protected Magnesia from war. In 201 the army of
Philip V imposed requisitions (Polyb. 16.24.6). In the 180s Magnesia and Miletus fought a
war against each other; the elaborate peace treaty that survives makes no mention of
the inviolability of either city, as though this was irrelevant to matters of war and
peace.26 The Magnesians told the Senate in 22 that they had opposed Antiochus III in
190 and Mithridates a century later.27 It is possible that the status was revoked at a later
time and then restored by Caesar in 44 through the agency of Servilius Isauricus. for the
Magnesians
A.D.

(Footnote continued from previous page)
S. Duanic, Epigraphica 45 (1983) 11-48; cf. Rec.tran.Fac.Phil. (Belgrade) 15 (1985) 43-64 (non vidi: summarized at
SEG 35.1127).
21. The outbreak of war in the Greek mainland in 220 may be relevant. Compare Wilamowitz, Kl. Schr. V.1 361, noting
the special arrangements for security attested in 221/0 (I.Magn. 15. B.24-26); and Haussoullier, Etudes 143-144. But
there was war in the Peloponnesus in 208, the Achaean League attempting to seize the Olympic games (Livy 28.7.15).
And, in any Panhellenic undertaking, when will there not have been war somewhere?
22. Because of the threat of war: Wilamowitz, GGA 162 (1900) 575; the building of Hermogenes' temple: Kern,
Hermes 495-499, and others.
23. So Rehm, SBMünch 1923.8, 22; Hiller, RE 15 (1932) 1608; W. Günther, Orakel von Didyma (Tübingen 1971) 100101.
24. Cf. Strab. 14.1.40 (647) for Magnesia's subjection to Miletus in the seventh century.
25. Cf. P. Kinns in Kraay-Markholm Essays (Louvain 1989) 137-148; but note that the iconography (horseman | bull,
conventional since the fourth century) shows nothing of Artemis.
26. Syll.3 588, with R. M. Errington, Chiron 19 (1989) 279-288.

27. Tac. Ann. 3.62.1 (Antiocho ... Mithridate pulsis). Cf. B. C. McGing. The Foreign Policy of Mithridates VI (Leiden
1986) 111 n. 110.
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thanked Isauricus for his benefactions to the temple and city:
(I.Magn. 142).
The dossier is inscribed along the southern and western walls of the agora colonnade,
facing in upon the agora (see Kern's Plate II); 114.21 suggests that the Magnesians had
decided in advance of the missions where they would inscribe the resulting decrees.28
The letteringmostly, it seems, in one handis ostentatiously handsome and regular, with
split-end serifs, and sometimes punctuated by vacats (and in 66 by dashes; cf. 129.14);
the royal letters at the start of the archive are written somewhat larger than the rest. The
majority of the blocks are in the Pergamon Museum in Berlin; a few were left on the site.
Squeezes are in the care of the Inscriptiones Graecae in Berlin. I follow Kern in not
reporting the dimensions of the blocks; the texts are Kern's except as indicated. I have
collated stones and squeezes only selectively. For the most part I follow Kern's order of
presentation (and retain his line numbers); I ornit here the historical texts that were used
in the quest for asylia but are not grants.29 Finally, stones found at Thermus and Delphi
preserve texts not extant at Magnesia (67, 78-79).
66. Magnesia on the Maeander
Kern, I.Magnesia 16 [Dittenberger, Syll.2 256; Hiler, Syll.3 557;Jacoby, FGrHist 482 2];J.
Ebert, Philologus 126 (1982) 198-216 (squeeze) [SEG 32. 1147].
F

Photograph: Ebert pp. 214-215 (squeeze).
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 25 (Kl. Schr. II.1 153); Hermes 36 (1901) 493 n. 1;
Haussoullier, RevCrit 35 (1901) 209 n. 1; Kolbe, SBHeid 1942/3.1, 16-17; Parke/Wormell
no. 347.

28. Cf. the honorific (but not asylia) decree of Cnossus inscribed arnong the archive texts:
(I.Magn.
67.6 [I.Cret. I VIII 10]). I take it that 109.b.18 and 125.b.10 are simply ignorant and relying on formula in asking
the Magnesians to place the decree in the temple of Artemis Leucophryene; cf. I.Magn. 89.82, stipulated for the
temple but found in the southwestern part of the agora like the asylia inscriptions.
29. I.Magn. 17 (the foundation legend), 20-21 (Cretan assistance then). Cretan thanks for Magnesian help in settling
the recent civil war also came to be inscribed on the agora wall (I.Cret. I VIII 9-10; IV 176). I omit also I.Magn. 29a-b,
51, 62, and 84, none of which contains a complete word.
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Text of Ebert. 1-2:
Kern;
Ebert. 3-4 Kern:
5-6:
Kern;
18

vel
Hiller. 2 Kern:
Ebert. 2-3:
Hiller;
(but not enough space for
)
Hiller. 4-5:
Kern,
Wilhelm, Jahresh.;
Hiller.
Haussoullier (accepted by Kern, Hermes 493);
Hiller. 17 Kolbe. Kern: 10
, A., 15 [
], 16
, 17
,
, 20
, 21
, 22
, 24
, 25
, 26
. 27:
Kern,
Hiller. Kern: 28
, 29
, 30
, 31
, 32
. 33 Wilhelm, Hermes, accepted by Kern 495:
Kern. 34:
. Kern,
j. Dittenberger (accepted by Kern 495). 35 Dittenberger.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(4ff.) But when later, upon Artemis Leucophryene manifesting herself to them, they sent Agaristus, the god
proclaimed in response to their enquiry: ''It is better and more auspicious for those who honor Apollo Pythius and
Artemis Leucophryene and recognize the city and country of the Magnesians as sacred and inviolable.''
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After the manifestation of Artemis had occurred and they received the oracle, when Zenodotus was
stephanephorus, Thrasyphon archon in Athens, first year of the [Pythi]a in which [] Bocotian won as cithara-singer,
one year before Olympiad 140 when Hegesidamus Messenian won in pancration [for the third time], they first
voted to hold a moneyed contest for those who live in Asia, making this interpretation of the oracle, that these (the
Asians) would honor Artemis in this way, being in general piously disposed toward the divine, if accompanying the
Magnesians to the [old] altar they should render gifts pleasing to the Foundressinasmuch as other contests had
been established originally with moneyed prizes, but later as a result of oracles became crowned. But when having
undertaken this they were fobbed off, when Moeragoras was stephancphorus, the fourteenth from Zenodotus
under whom the oracle was given them, remembering their ancestral [friendships] they revealed to others all that
had been prophesied; and, in Moeragoras' year, they established the crowned contest, equal to the Pythia, giving a
crown worth fifty gold staters, with the approval of the kings and all the other Greeks to whom they sent
ambassadors, voting by nations and cities to honor Artemis and to make inviolable the city and country of
Magnesia, because of the god's urging (etc.)

1-4: Hiller restored an allusion to earlier festivals and prizes. I suggest a different
possibility, although the word order is clumsy:
(or
)
, "Such being the question, the god
ordered them to fulfill all the oracles that had already been given, according to which
they would preserve the holy city."30 This last was merely the familiar poetic phrase,"31
which then in 221 (lines 6ff.) was given a contemporary and literal reading when Apollo
was consulted again and ordered that the city be declared sacred and inviolable. The
repeated issuance of oracles, with growing clarity and insistence, is a familiar pattern; a
graphic case is the famous Sarapis papyrus, PSI IV 435.
B.C.

6: The only other Magnesian Agaristus on record is the father of one of the theoroi of 208
(see on 103).
B.C.

12ff.: The more precise date of this first quest was probably spring/summer 221; see on
67. This text gives us one of the few externally dated archons of third-century Athens
(listed by C. Habicht, Untersuchungen zur politischen Geschichte Athens, Vestigia 30
[Göttingen 1979] 113) and helps to anchor the list IG II2 1706
30. For

in Delphian oracles compare Parke/Wormell II nos. 292 (

) and 339 (

).

31. Compare the verse oracle quoted in I.Magn. 215.13,
, where "holy town" is
merely poetic. This text, an "ancient oracle," is older than the mid-third century, as the date by a prytanis shows (see
Hiller on I.Priene 2.4 and Kern on I.Magn. 5.11; cf. A. D. Nock, Conversion [Oxford 1933] 277), and thus earlier than
the asylia declarations.
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(cf. B. Meritt, Hesperia 23 [1954] 244). Zenodotus is named on civic coins, as is
Moeragoras (line 25): H. Engelmann, ZPE 10 (1973) 278.
15: Kern's [
], about which he was doubtful, implied that the narrative was composed
after 200 , when the boys' category was added in pancration (Paus. 5.8.11; Kern,
Hermes 494). The Olympia are identified by the pancratiast with the number of his
victories (rather than by stadion) also at Thuc. 3.8 (tacitly) and 5.49.1.
B.C.

16: Ebert's
eliminates the self-contradiction that Kern's
had involved.32
The oracle did not specify what the proper honor for Artemis was, and the Magnesians
had to interpret. They intended a gradual promotion of the contest, from local to Asian to
Panhellenic, and from moneyed to "crowned." For the term (which Ebert, 202 n. 17,
preferred because of the echo in 22) note the contrast at Ath. 584c
(
); but
or
are also possible.
17: The notion of the "Greeks of Asia" was of course old,33 and it does not seem to have
expanded in the Hellenistic period despite the many civic foundations in Asia by
Alexander and later kings. That is, I suspect that the Magnesians in 221 did not invite to
the games all the Greek cities from Ionia to Afghanistan, but rather, as we see in the
Delphian theorodochoi list, the old Greek cities of Aeolis, Ionia, and the Dorian south.34
18: For the expression cf. Polyb. 22.7.6:

.

20: If Ebert's restoration is right, this is the original altar rather than the Hellenistic great
altar (Humann 91-99), a distinction envisioned by Kern, Hermes 494. This implies that
the extant great altar was in place by 208 ; it is normally taken to be the work of
Hermocrates and contemporary with his temple.
B.C.

22: The Magnesians are defensive about their first interpretation of new honors for
Artemis, which proved to be inadequate.
24: For
of an oracular "undertaking," Robert adduced an example from Antioch
by Cragus:
(Laodicée du Lycos 306 n. 7). Ebert took
to
mean that the Magnesians "were slow in their undertaking" (to establish crowned games,
which he believed to be their intention from the start), and that annual games for the
Greeks of Asia
32. Hinted at already by Robert, REA 38 (1936) 13 n. 1 (Op. min. sel. II 776).
33.See R. Seager and C. Tuplin, JHS 100 (1980) 141-154.
34.Polybius often uses "Asia" of western Anatolia; thus 18.46.15 (the freedom of the Greeks in 196) and 21.17.12 with
21.18.2 (the peoples this side of the Taurus = "all those in Asia"). Cf. Arr. Anab. 1.20.1 (after Alexander took Miletus,
the Persians no longer had a port in Asia); App. Syr. 3; M. Segre, RivFil 60 (1932) 446 (Eumenes II saved from the
Galatians not only his own subjects but all the inhabitants of Asia). See Robert, Op. min. sel. I 336-337, on the
geographical limits of the Delphian theorodochoi. The extant fragments of Nymphodorus' "Periplus of Asia" (ca. 200
B.C.?) all concern the Aegean (FGrHist 572 FF 4-8). See generally D.J. Georgacas, The Names for the Asia Minor
Peninsula, Beitr.z.Namenforsch. n.F. 8 (Heidelberg 1971) 27-29.
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were a reality down to 208.35 He guessed that they were waiting on the new
constructions of altar and temple for the final elevation of the games. This seems to me
mistaken, and Kern's understanding of an initial failure correct. The passive
ought not to mean "were delayed," with no moral tone, but "were turned aside," "fobbed
off." That is regularly its meaning and tone in Ptolemaic papyri, where the word figures in
complaints and petitions when one is being ''stalled'' or "fobbed off" (especially by
debtors or by bureaucrats).36 And the defensive tone of the passage does not suit the
success story that Ebert deduces, a growth from local to Asian to Panhellenic games, with
an apology only for its slowness. Rather,
is the undertaking of both the Asian
games and (as specified in the oracle) asylia, and the Magnesians met with refusal of
both in 221. Refusals will not normally have left any record. We evidently have one result
from the quest of 221, the decree of the Aetolians (67).
25: The phrase "fourteenth stephanephorus from" 221/0 implies inclusive reckoning, as
would be natural in counting eponyms in sequence, thus 208/7 rather than 207/6.37 We
have seen that the quest began early in the civil year, so spring 208.
27: So other cities "remember" their kinship and friendship with Magnesia (84.16, 88.29,
102.62; Ebert cites also I.Cret. III 111 3.C.2-4); cf. 12.33, 48.19, 49.19, and the
Xanthians being asked to remember (
) their kinship with Cytenium (SEG
38.1476.14).
28: The force of repeating the citation of Moeragoras is that he not only dates the year of
invitations (
) but was still stephanephorus when the enlarged games actually came
to be celebrated (spanning spring to spring, in my view). The text thus speaks against
the theory of Ferguson (see on 87) that the Magnesian theorvi went out in 209 and
Moeragoras merely dates their return to Magnesia.
35. He argued (205) from the detail of the Asians' sacrifice envisaged at the old altar, and from the annual contest
attested in a decree of 221/0 (I.Magn. 15b.4-5), which he took as the Asian garnes. As to the latter text, surely
there had long been a local and annual contest for the patron divinity, so that this passage
(
)
is not proof of the existence of
the contest for Asians between the local and the Panhellenic games. Ebert speculated that the vacat in 24
represents an erasure and that the mason intended
and, having omitted
by mistake, altered the
conjunction.
36.So all three instances in P.Enteuxis (32.9, 55.14, 75.10); all seven in the Zenon papyri, listed at P. Pestman, Guide
(P.Lug.Bal. 21) p. 698 S.V. Note especially P.CaixZeuan 59355.108:
cf. (all passive) UPZ 20.42, 57; 39.8 = 40.7.
37.Kern assumed exclusive reckoning. Inclusive: W. S. Ferguson (Athenian Tribal Cycles [Cambridge, Mass. 1932]
128); Welles (Royal Corres. p. 147 n. 9); Kolbe; Ebert (206). The discussion of W. B. Dinsmoor, The Athenian Archon
List (New York 1939) 166-167 (cf. S. V. Tracy, Hesperia 41 [1972] 44-45) is confused.
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32: Note that a single word (whether
or
) is sufficient to evoke the status;
compare the elliptical allusions in 88.37 and 140.7.
34: D.Musti, AnnPisa 32 (1963) 225-239, has argued for the increasing banality of the
claim of kinship by the late third century ; for "kinship with all," however, he cites (227228) 27.7-8 of 242
B.C.

B.C.

67. Aetolian League
Copies at Thermus in Aetolia and at Delphi, not at Magnesia.
Thermus: inv. 57+86, found in 1897, inscribed with several other Aetolian acts; limestone
stele broken at top; h. 0.63, w. 0.75, th. 0.39; letters 0.010-0.015, intersp. 0.007.
I.Magn. pp. xiv-xv (copy of Soteriades) [Dittenberger, Syll.2 923; Schwyzer 385;
Soteriades, EphArch 1905, 83; Pomtow, Syll.3 554]; Klaffenbach, IG IX.12 4.c.
Photograph: Kern, Inscriptiones Graecae (Bonn 1913) 34.
Delphi: inv. 60, a small fragment found ca. 1892, preserved only at bottom right; h. 0.13,
w. 0.11, th. 0.038; letters 0.008, intersp. 0.003-4.
Bousquet, BCH 82 (1958) 90-91 [SEG 18.246].
Photograph: Bousquet fig. 18.
I give the Thermus copy, underlining the little that survives at Delphi.

5

, 17

lapis. 20 Dittenberger:

lapis. 21

Delphi.
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<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(4ff.) Inasmuch as the Magnesians on the Maeander, sending as envoys Mnesiptolemus and Hipponicus, have
renewed their friendship with our people and made clear the loyalty they have toward the League, it is decreed to
preserve our friendship with them, and their city and country are to be sacred and inviolable, as the ambassadors
proclaim. No one of Aetolians or those living in Aetolia is permitted to seize anyone from Magnesian territory,
operating from anywhere, by land or sea. If anyone does, the current strategos is to impound the visible property,
while for that not visible38 the synedrvi are empowered to fix such fines as they deem fit, as upon those harming
League affairs, and to collect the fines and pay them over to the victims. They are to be given as well a
hieromnemonic vote in the Amphictyony.

At Thermus a subsequent Aetolian decree (IG IX.12 4.d) was inscribed below this one; it
mentions King Philip, hence a terminus ante quem of 179 The text, mostly lost, was
restored by Klaffenbach as a grant of a crown and citizenship to the Magnesians in thanks
for their prior grant of these to the Aetolians, with a provision to include in the laws the
decree under Agelaus. Most of this is speculative, and the act can provide no reliable
guide for defining the occasion or date of 67.
B.C.

When was Agelaus strategos for the second time? Polybius names other men as the
Aetolian strategoi of 221/0 and 220/219 (4.5.1, 4.27.1), and Agelaus in 217/6
(5.107.6)but which time this was for him Polybius does not say. Agelaus was strategos
again in 206/5 (SEG 38.1476.79, also unnumbered). Klaffenbach, treating the chronology
of the strategoi, dated our decree to 224/3thus before the first effort of the Magnesians in
221, which is impossible; Bousquet preferred to call 217/6 the first and 206/5 the third,
with our text somewhere in between.39
The Aetolians here grant the Magnesians a seat on the Amphictyony. This seat is first
seen with certainty in 133, probably 202/1 (the Delphian archon Megartas). Flacelière
assigned to the years from ca. 220 to Megartas as many as five Amphictyonic decrees
that seemed to lack the Magnesian seat. Accordingly he placed this decree with the
second quest, in 208. This too should be judged impossible, given the silences of the
decree. The Delphian evidence seems in fact to be inconclusive on whether Magnesia had
a seat during the period 220-202.40 Moreover, we now have in 78 an Aetolian decree
given to the Magnesian theoroi
B.C.

38. That is, already disposed of.
39. Klaffenbach, IG IX.12P.I. (he put the first tenure in 231/0; he could not know about that of 206/5); J. Bousquet,
REG 101 (1988) 26-27.
40. So also P. Fraser, BCH 78 (1954) 65. See Flacelière, Aitoliens 324-325, 409-412. Flacelière admitted (325 n. 1) that
his I 42 and 43 were of quite uncertain date; I 40 and 41 are too fragmentary to show whether the Magnesians are
absent; I 39, almost complete and certainly lacking the Magnesian seat, he assigned to 216/5 (archon Polycleitus): but
225-214 or 206-205 according to G. Daux, Chronologie delphique (Paris 1943) 48.
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of 208, accepting the Leucophryeneia: that occasion could not have produced two
Aetolian decrees. We must judge by the nature of the act itself and put it into the
historical context defined by the Magnesians' account (66).41
The Magnesians send two ambassadors, not called theoroi, both otherwise unattested,42
who speak on friendship; the Aetolians approve the friendship and declare the city and
country sacred and inviolable, dwelling at length on penalty clauses of the sort regularly
found in Aetolian grants of collective personal inviolability. This decree differs from those
Aetolian grants only in making inviolable not the people but the city and country, which
(the Aetolians add) is what the Magnesians are "proclaiming" (11-12). This territoriality,
by contrast, is the only point that the present act shares with the recognitions of the
inviolability of city and country that date from 208: there is no mention of Artemis, the
oracles, the epiphany, games, or the piety and past benefactions of the Magnesiansthe
"case" that they would make in 208.
This decree, therefore, is a response to the first Magnesian effort, in which they asked
baldly for inviolability without "revealing" all the oracular testimonia (66.27), and without
requesting crowned games for Artemis; nor of course would they invite Aetolians to the
games for the Greeks of Asia. The Aetolians responded by reading this request into their
own conventional formulary for collective personal asylia, as they would for Teos later
(132) and as the Cretan League would for Anaphe (175). Indeed in 221 the Aetolians
may never before have been faced with a request for the asylia of an entire city and
country.
B.C.

The Magnesians say that they failed in their effort in 221: we can conclude that the
Aetolians' recognition was exceptional. In 208 a number of Aetolian cities responded to
the Magnesians by accepting at least the Panhellenic games (77): but not enough of that
decree survives to indicate whether they granted asylia at the same time; likewise it is
not certain that the Delphians (79) granted asylia in 208. All these may well have
followed the League's lead in 221 and granted asylia then.
1: The date is Olympiad 139.4 = 221/0 (66.14). Aetolian strategoi served from autumn to
autumn (Polyb. 4.37.2); another man is certain in 221/0 (Polyb. 4.5.1), so Agelaus' year,
his second tenure,43 must be 222/1.44 Our decree must date from the last months of his
term, in the summer of 221.
41. Beloch (Gr. Gesch. IV.2 417), Pomtow (ad loc.), and Daux (JSav 1939, 122) have all seen that this act must
precede those of 208; cf. Gauthier, Symbola 273-274. Summary by Fraser, (above, n. 40).
42. The name Hipponicus is found again at the end of the Hellenistic period, I.Magn. 88.f and 346.
43. His term in 217/6, unnumbered at Polyb. 5.107.6, will be his third.
44. To this year Klaffenbach (p. 74) assigned Pantaleon's fourth tenure, but with much hesitation. He invoked
Pomtow, who, however, said no more than "c.a. 220" (Syll.3 522 n. 5) and "c.a. 222" (546.A n. 1).
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16-17: On these terms for disputed property see J.-H. Michel in Le monde grec (Brussels
1975) 508-512.
18-19: For parallels for "harming" see Wilhelm, WS 29 (1907) 3.
68. Attalus I
To the left is inscribed the list of Cretan cities I.Magnesia 21, apparently the subscription
to the forgery I.Magnesia 20.
Kern, I.Magnesia 22 [Dittenberger, OGIS 282]; Schroeter 23; Welles, Royal Corres. 34.
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 27 n. 6 (Kl. Schr. II.1 154); Holleaux, Etudes I 315;
P. Roussel, REA 38 (1936) 229; R. E. Allen, The Attalid Kingdom (Oxford 1983) 169.

13 Dittenberger:
Kern. 16
Roussel,
Rigsby:
Kern ("pour moi un
grand mystère," Holleaux); the Berlin squeezes reveal nothing after OMILOg. 18 Holleaux:
Kern; or
? (the squeezes are illegible in the right half of the line). 21-22 Wilhelm:
Kern (followed by Allen);
the squeezes show the stone broken in the middle of omicron, so that Kern's nu was either lost after discovery or
an error of recording.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
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Your envoys Pythion and Lycomedes brought me a decree in which you ask me to accept as crowned and
isopythian the musical, athletic, and equestrian contest you are holding for Artemis Leucophryene; and they
themselves spoke in keeping with the text, and asked that also the cities under me accept it likewise. Seeing that
your people are mindful of my past benefactions to them and are always friendly in their dealings with me (?), I
accept the contest as you ask and have given orders to give a firstfruits sacrifice; and the cities that obey me will
do likewise, for I have written them asking. And in all else, insofar as your people ask, I shall join in increasing the
contest ...

I place Attalus' letter first, for although he makes no allusion to the fact, Magnesia
certainly was on some terms an Attalid city in 208.45 Presumably they had been allies
since the 220s and his defeat of Antiochus Hierax, who had held Magnesia.46 Attalid rule
over much of Caria would be ended for a time in 204 by the western campaign of
Antiochus III.47
In what survives of the letter, Attalus does not mention the request for asylia. He alone
among the kings specifies the categories of competition (8-9) and promises to provide a
sacrifice for Artemis (18-19).
3: This pair of theoroi is not met again; the same number, rather than the usual three,
were sent to Ptolemy (71). A Lycomedes visited some Anatolian cities (125, 126), while
perhaps a different one toured the Greek mainland (cf. on 73); but the name was
common at Magnesia.
16: Kern's text is unparalleled in a diplomatic context and dubious Greek,48 hence
Roussel's emendation ("
avec un adverbe"). For the construction compare Origen
Cels. 7-35:
. One might instead have
; compare
at Philostr. VA 4.16.
19-21: "The cities subject to me will do likewise because I have written them asking" is
revealing concerning
in the mouth of a Hellenistic king. The verb is common in
the asylia decrees; when a recipient "calls upon" a grantor to recognize inviolability, that
is a request to a sovereign state. Attalus' statement might be taken to imply that
Magnesia was not among these obedient cities,
45. A tribe Attalis is attested soon after, I.Magn. 89.7. A. Mastrocinque, La Caria e la Ionia (Rome 1979) 154-156,
from the fact that Ptolemy alone of the kings grants asylia, infers that Magnesia was Ptolemaic; Fraser, BCH 1954,
67, assumes that it was Seleucid (on his claim of an Amphictyonic recognition for Magnesia, see J. and L. Robert,
Bull. épigr. 1955, 122).
46. Porphyry FGrHist 260 F 32.8; cf. Will, Histoire I 296-300.
47. The city is attested as Seleucid a generation earlier (I.Magn. 5.4; G. Le Rider, BCH 114 [1990] 543-551 [Antiochus
II]; the last issues of the Seleucid royal mint come under Seleucus II; cf. Newell, WSM 290) and was so again by 201
(Polyb. 16.24.6).
48. Kern cited IG IX.1 235, a poem on an individual, its text uncertain; in honorific prose we have
at OGIS
505.7; compare
at Eur. Hipp. 452. With this sentiment
would be jarring; and the phrase
is not well supported by the parallels adduced by Welles.
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rather an ally. Several Attalid cities are represented in the archive, and some recognized
inviolability as well as the games (e.g., Teos, Colophon, later Tralles).
21ff.: As Welles (p. 151) remarks in support of Wilhelm's restoration,
makes no
sense with
(and Pergamum surely would be reckoned among Attalus' subjects).
The "other things" whereby he will help increase the games might be an indirect
reference to inviolability, but this seems improbable, uselessly unspecific; compare the
Seleucid letters (69.6, 70.6), in which Magnesia has voted to establish "the contest and
the other things."
69. Antiochus III
Kern, I.Magnesia 18 [Dittenberger, OGIS 231; W.Janell, Ausgew. Inschr. (Berlin 1906)
51]; Schroeter 25; Welles, Royal Corres. 31.
Photograph: Kern pl. III.2 (lines 1-15).

6 Welles:

Kern.

Antiochus, engaged in his eastern expedition (211 to 205 ), was found by the envoys at
Antioch in Persis (9-10), whose decree also survives (111). Since
B.C.
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Kern (pp. 13, 15) this letter has been dated to 205.49 Other reasons are doubtful, but the
geographical argument for 205 and against 208 is strong. Antiochus wintered in Carmania
in 206/5 (Polyb. 11.34.13) and was on the Persian Gulf by late 205 (13.9.4-5): he
therefore passed through Persis in 205. His whereabouts during all of 208 are not
certain,50 but probably he defeated the Parthians in 209 and began his invasion of Bactria
in 208 (Polyb. 10.48-49). It is very unlikely that he came as far south as Persis in
between. If the Magnesians were willing to take the trouble to find him in Iran in 205 but
not in the northeast in 208, that must reflect his engagement in his campaign, ended by
205. But this need have no bearing on the date of the non-Seleucid letters.
Of the Magnesian request he mentions the crowned games but not asylia, unless the
latter is encompassed in "the other things" they have asked (6); what he goes on to
approve is in fact rather vague, the "honors voted by you." If this mission was delayed
until 205 (these theoroi do not recur in the archive), then the Magnesians apparently had
no difficulty about addressing themselves to Seleucid cities in 208 (e.g., Laodicea on the
Lycus, which does recognize asylia), before they had approached the king.
23-25: "It is our intention to join in increasing these things in whatever ways you might
ask or we ourselves might conceive" (for
see Gauthier, Nouv. inscr. Sardes II p. 77).
25-28: The reference to royal officials is generic, and no particular level of government is
meant; their task, well illustrated in other Seleucid inscriptions, will be to convey down
the chain of command a letter of the king signaling his decision about Magnesia. Attalus,
by contrast, implies that he will write to his cities directly. None of the answers from
Seleucid cities (notably that of Antioch in Persis, 111) cites the king's opinion in this
matter, except perhaps 110.19contrast such allusions to the Antigonid kings in decrees
for Cos (25-27) and once for Magnesia (97). The reason, rather than constitutional, may
be chronological: most had been approached in 208; or instead geographical: even if the
Seleucid letters date to 208, the Magnesian theoroi had long scattered on their missions
before this set found Antiochus in Iran and could report his answer to others. As to
Antioch in Persis, it is possible that the theoroi received a hearing from the city before
they could obtain one from the king; the same may have happened to the Coan envoys at
Pella (cf. on 23).
70. Antiochus son of Antiochus III
Kern, I.Magnesia 19 [Dittenberger, OGIS 232]; Schroeter 26; Welles, Royal Corres. 32.
49. Cf. Holleaux, CAH VIII 142; Etudes III 178 n. 4; Schmitt, Untersuchungen 28 n. 3; Welles and Will (Histoire II
65) for all the royal letters to Magnesia.
50. "We lose sight of him," Holleaux, CAH 141.
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Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 25 (Kl. Schr. II.1 153); Holleaux, Etudes I 315.

18 Dittenberger:

Kern. 21 Dittenberger:

Kern,

Wilhelm, Holleaux.

The eldest son of Antiochus the Great, born in 220, was co-regent by 209 and died in
193; he never ruled alone.51 Evidently he accompanied his father on the eastern
campaign, and it is visible that he has his father's answer before him; but it need not
follow that he too was at Antioch in Persis (in whose decree the response of neither king
is mentioned). That the Magnesians obtained a separate letter from him (contrast the
letters of the joint rulers Theodore and Amynander to Teos and Claros) might suggest
that the two were in fact not in the same place. And the Magnesians presented the
decree and made their speeches "to me" (10), not to the two together.
4-5: For this simple citation of the parent see Aymard 86 n. 2, 93 n. 5. The son makes
explicit that the ambassadors were sent "to my father" and not to himself.
51. For the dates see A. Aymard, Etudes d'histoire ancieunes (Paris 1967) 217 n. 1, 267-268; Schmitt,
Untersuchungen 13-20.
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71. Ptolemy IV
The only inscription of the archive that was found exposed to the elements, its text was
badly worn and had a furrow down the middle; the stone was left at the site. Kern
derived more from the squeezes. The letters become increasingly crowded, so that the
loss in the middle of each line is hard to estimate.
Kern, I.Magnesia 23 [Strack, ArchPF 2 (1903) 543; Schroeter 24; Welles, Royal Corres.
33].
Cf.J. De Decker, RPhil n.s. 29 (1905) 160 (squeeze).

7

Welles. 8:

De Decker. 13 end Welles:

Kern. 18 end, 19-21 Welles. 22-

24: Welles suggested

Ptolemy alone of the kings explicitly recognizes the inviolability of Magnesia. These two
theoroi are not met again. The name Ithalides (6) is unparalleled and has no evident
Greek root; but the squeeze, faint as it is, seems to support Kern's reading. Perhaps
correct to the heroic name
, the herald of the Argonauts; the name
is
common enough (six known in Athens: Osborne/Byrne, Lexicon of Greek Personal Names
II [Oxford 1994] s.v.).
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72. Unknown king (Philip V?)
Small fragment, with large lettering as in the openings of the other royal letters; left at
Magnesia.
Kern, I.Magnesia 24 [Schroeter p. 107 frag. 13].
Kern suggested Philip on the basis of elimination and of the mention of his favorable
response at 97.1-2; followed by Boesch 41, among others.
73. Boeotian League
Kern, I.Magnesia 25; Feyel, Contribution 5-14 (squeeze).
Cf. P. Roesch, Thespies et la confédération béotienne (Paris 1965) 82-84 (cf.J. and L.
Robert, Bull. épigr. 1967, 524); R. Etienne and D. Knoepfler, Hyettos de Béotie (Paris
1976) 311-312 (squeeze); Knoepfler, Chiron 22 (1992) 427-428.
Two fragments, the upper (lines 1-2) in Berlin, the lower left at Magnesia and deciphered
by Kern mostly from the squeezes.
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vacat
3 (QIB clear on the squeeze) Kern, Roesch, Etienne/Knoepfler: [
) Feyel;
Knoepfler. 4 Feyel. 14-17, 27-29 Feyel: 15
17-19,

[

] (or
Kern. Feyel suggested:

This decree of the Boeotian League, one of the few extant, was evidently long, Feyel saw
essential points of its structure. At 17ff. the Boeotians acknowledge the piety and kinship
they shared with Magnesia; at 22ff. they recognize the games and the inviolability; at
27ff. the theoroi are honored; 32ff., provision for inscribing. These theorvi canvassed
central Greece (attested also in Euboea, Athens, and Phocis).
Feyel claimed (p. 15) that only the Boeotian League, and not individual Boeotian cities,
could recognize asylia; so also Giovannini (above, p. 182), on the grounds that members
of leagues were not free to decide the foreign policy matter of war and peace implicit in
declaring inviolability. This assumes that the Boeotian League took a general
constitutional posture about allowing these recognitions, and the general principle is
contradicted by several civic decrees for Magnesia by members of leagues.
74. Unknown city
A heading, inscribed below 73.
Kern, I.Magnesia 25c.

75. Larisa (?)
The stone is badly damaged and difficult to read.
Kern, I.Magnesia 26.
Cf. A. Fick, BeitrKundIndogermSpr 26 (1901) 280-281.
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2, 18 Fick. 23 Fick:
lapis.

Kern. 24 Fick: EATAI lapis. 25, 26 Rigsby:

and

Kern. 27:

The dialect is Thessalian. Kern's suggestion of Larisa seems best. Our city had more than
one treasurer (29), which is unusual in Thessalian cities but richly attested at Larisa.52
The city seems to have supplied the Magnesian theoroi with a boat for some part of their
voyage (22); Larisa had a harbor on the Peneius River, which was navigable,53 and we
can envisage a boat downriver to Homolion. Whichever was the city, its king (28) was
Philip V.
The sequence of thought is difficult to make out. At 17-18 we seem to have a provision
for making known the documents (
) brought by the theoroi (so Fick), then for
honoring the men (19) and sending them on their way (21-22).
52. Occasionally too in texts of Gonni, Crannon, and Hypata.
53. IG IX.2 517.42:

cf. Plut. Pomp. 73,

at the mouth of the Peneius.
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Perhaps in 23-24 the reference is to a request that the decree be inscribed in a
conspicuous place in Magnesia; at 27-28 is the provision for inscribing the act locally, next
to the statue of the king.
18: Probably the inscriber's error for Thessalian
cf. error for Thessalian relative
in 30).

, ''set out, published'' (so Fick;

23: "Erecting the decree in full view"; cf. F. Bechtel, Die griechischen Dialekte I (Berlin
1922) 206.
24-26: As I restore, "not only for their kinship ... but also for their whole policy." For
cf. IG IX.2 461.28, 504.4; BCH 59 (1935) 56 line 40; Bechtel 204.
is
nearly a hapax.54 Rarity may intensify the implication of
: this seems a stronger word
than the familiar
. That is perhaps especially apt for a Thessalian city addressing
the Magnesians, whose ambassadors will have described their origins in the region (I.
Magn. 17).
76. Unknown city
Kern, I.Magnesia 27.

77. Calydon
Inscribed to the right of 76.
Kern, I.Magnesia 28 [Klaffenbach, IG IX.12 186].
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 25-26 (Kl. Schr. II.1 153); Holleaux, Etudes I 315.

54.Posidonius FGrHist 87 F 105b (Strabo 16.4-27) uses it of three Arab tribes. See also Diosc. 1 prooem. 3, where
the noun is prompted by long use of the adjective
in biology; whence a scientific tone in Epicur. frag. 36
Usener (of two perceptions); cf. Iambl. In Nic. 38.23 Pistelli.
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vacat
1
Al]- Klaffenbach. 3 end Wilhelm, Holleaux (or
Holleaux:
Kern. 5 Klaffenbach. 13 end Klaffenbach:
(1945) 185.

, or

):
Kern. 4 end Wilhelm,
Kern. 14 end "arbitrary," L. Lerat, RPhil III.19

Attribution to Calydon, already envisaged by Kern (hence Artemis Laphria, 6) because it
is absent from the subscription, was guaranteed by Klaffenbach's recognition of
Damocritus in line 5, a Calydonian who was later a strategos of the League (cf. IG IX.12
31.131). If I am right, the League decree 67, granting asylia but not the crowned games,
dates to 221 If individual members had been approached then, we should expect this
decree of 208 to omit asylia, as having been already granted; but the substance is lost.
B.C.

Swoboda argued that the list of Aetolian cities implies a date after the Aetolian loss of
western Thessaly in 208/7 and before the Peace of Phoenice late in 205 (Klio 11 [1911]
450-456). But 208/7 reflects his date for the Delphian archon Babylus, whom Flacelière
would place around 212/1 (Aitoliens 295-296).
2: It is difficult to see what sentiment would introduce the following genitives;
perhaps
.
6: On the cult of Artemis Laphria at Calydon see E. Dyggve, Das Laphrion (Copenhagen
1948); C. Antonetti, Les Etoliens (Paris 1990) 245-262.
78-79
Stele found at Delphi in 1936 (inv. 6163), complete only on the left, badly worn; h. 0.40,
w. 0.19, th. 0.135; letters 0.004-.008, intersp. irregular; two decrees cut by the same
hand.
H. van Effenterre, BCH 77 (1953) 168-176 [SEG 12.217];J. Bousquet, REG 101 (1988) 2728 (only 78) [SEG 38.412]. Collation.
Cf. Bousquet, BCH 82 (1958) 91 n. 1.
78. Aetolian League
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vacat
4 Bousquet 1988. 5 Bousquet 1958. 8
Effenterre. 10
Bousquet 1988:

Bousquet 1988. 9 Bousquet 1988:
van Effenterre. 12 Bousquet 1988.

van

It happens that in the Magnesian archive decrees of the Aetolian League and Delphi have
not survived. But the theorvi (79.6) are those attested in the Magnesian archive for
northwestern Greece, so the occasion is certain. The Aetolians here manifestly recognized
the crowned games, which their decree of 221 (67) had not done; nothing of what
survives here suggests that the Aetolians granted inviolability again, which no doubt
would have been felt superfluous.
We have two decrees, both addressing the games. Enough survives of the first (1-6) to
reveal it as the League's initial acceptance of the games (3-4), however we reconstruct
the first two lines. The second (6-12) is a summary text, stating a decision without the
preliminaries that would have revealed the occasion; the provision is to incorporate their
earlier vote on the Leucophryeneia into the lawsat the prompting of the Magnesians, if 9
is rightly restored. This act is a later rectification of an oversight in the initial decree; on
Bousquet's understanding of line 9 ( with a previous strategos), it was passed at the
same meeting as the decree it emends, the autumn meeting at which election of the new
strategos took place.
1-2: Van Effenterre's restorations, based on 132, assume reference to earlier decrees
(which would include 67); but this reconstruction must remain in doubt.
6: A second and subsequent decree begins here, which apparently provided only for the
inclusion of the first in the laws.55 A federal strategos Ma- is not otherwise known in the
late third century (which is in fact rather full); if this is August/September of 208, then
this man was strategos in 208/7, and his predecessor was named in line 9.
79. Delphi
Inscribed below 78, after an interval.

55.Compare IG IX.12 4.d (above, p. 191), which adds an earlier decree to the laws.
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The theoroi are those we know from the Magnesian archive to have traveled
northwestern Greece, so the decree derives from the Magnesians' second quest, the
summer of 208.56 This fixes the Delphian archon Athanion to 209/8 or 208/7,57 depending
upon how quickly the theoroi reached Delphi (where the year began in early summer).
The presence of both the Aetolian and Delphian recognitions on this stone at Delphi
would suggest that the Aetolians' was obtained first; if it is rightly assigned to their
autumn meeting, then the Delphians' is also autumn and Athanion's year was 208/7. The
alternative, with the Magnesians traveling from east to west, is that the Aetolians' decree
was sent on to Delphi before the Delphians had gotten around to inscribing their own
decree.
There is not room to restore mention of a request for asylia in lines 7-8, which would in
any case be too early in the text. If van Effenterre was right to restore the recognition at
23-24 (where nothing survives but an allusion to the oracle), then this decree is like those
of Corinth and Corcyra in neglecting to mention the request in the preliminaries. It may
be, however, that Delphi does not mention asylia at all but following the lead of the
Aetolians had granted it in 221.
80. Unknown city
Kern, I.Magnesia 30.
56.Van Effenterre (175-176), with much the same argument as Swoboda, held the date to be 207, after the
Aetolians' loss of part of Thessaly.
57.Thus Daux, Chronologie 45; "248-7?" in Flacelière, Aitoliens 463-464.

Page 206

From the Doric and the location in the archive, Kern surmised a city in the northwest,
perhaps Oeniadae (which is absent from the list in 81).
81. Acarnanian League
Inscribed below 80.
Kern, I.Magnesia 31; Klaffenbach, IG IX.12 582.
Cf. Habicht, Hermes 85 (1957) 110 n. 2.
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3: perhaps
, Klaffenbach in sched. IG, from IG IX.12 246-247. 24: XON lapis. 31:
by the mason. 48 end Habicht.

, then corrected

The Acarnanian League was at this time allied with Philip V against the Aetolians. For the
constitutional details seen here we have a close parallel in Staatsvertr. III 523, a League
treaty of about a decade earlier. The earlier text adds a nauarch to the roster of
magistrates (in third position) and calls the two secretaries those of the council (
) and
magistrates. The Aetolian League likewise had two secretaries (cf. Klaffenbach ad IG
69.3-4).
8-10: Aristodamus, with varying companions but always named first, went on up the
Illyrian coast; he had one set of companions on the southern mainland, another
companion (who went on to Sicily) on the western islands (where he was second to his
brother) and then Illyria. The brother later served as Magnesia's representative to the
Amphictyony, and both were then honored by Delphi and the Aetolian League (I.Magn. 91
[Syll.3 598; IG IX.12 187], 190s ).
B.C.

26-27: "The council and the Thousands" recur in the decree at P. Funke et al., Klio 75
(1993) 131-144; "the Thousands" are reported to have been mentioned in a now lost
inscription of the early third century, IG IX.12 207. Staatsvertr. III 523 lacks the
authorizing phrase; in later League decrees (listed at Habicht 90) we find
.
31-34: The League can order its member cities to elect theorodochoi; so too the Aetolian
League (178.25). Presumably this is the same as ordering them to recognize the crowned
games, as Attalus did with his subjects.
40-41: Staatsvertr. III 523 reveals that the temple of Apollo at Actium became a federal
temple of the League only about a decade before the present decree.
82. Epirote League
Kern, I.Magnesia 32 [J. Pouilloux, Choix d'inscriptions (Paris 1960) 22]. Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 26 (Kl.
Schr. II.1 153).
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Page 209

11:
Schulze ap. Kern. 19: the mason wrote THI, then corrected to AHI (i.e., he misplaced the new letter).
24: NAIOTIDEXETAI lapis. 37 Wilhelm: Y HI lapis.

On the institutions and the extant decrees of the League see P. Cabanes, L'Epire (Paris
1976) 353-383; Gauthier, RPhil III.53 (1979) 120-128; Moretti, I. stor. ellen. II p. 129 n.
10. As Pouilloux remarks (p. 87), the Magnesian inscriber has omitted the constitutional
mechanics that would have headed the decree. In 208 the League was already
dominated by Rome; cf. S. I. Oost, Roman Policy in Epirus and Acarnania (Dallas 1954)
30-39.
31-33: On this collective grant of proxeny to the Magnesians see Gauthier, Les cités
grecques et leur bienfaiteurs (Paris 1985) 163.
35-36: The oracular shrine of Zeus at Dodona became the federal temple of the Epirotes
toward 230 As Kern saw, the bema of the Athenians must be the dedication mentioned
by the fourth-century orators, called a bronze trapeza (Dem. 21.53) and an ornament of
the throne of Dione (Hyper. Eux. 24).
B.C.

37: Cabanes (364, 392; cf. 362 on
) suggests that Crison may be the same as a
man attested some years earlier whom he takes also to be a strategos (SEG 24.446,
451), hence here for the second time or more.
46:
is often granted in Epirote proxeny decrees, always as one in a list of rights and
therefore not easily interpreted; LSJ translate "full rights." Here the word seems to be
more specific, and to balance
. Perhaps the pair means "with tax immunity and
liability" the same as of Epirotes.
83. Gonni
Kern, I.Magnesia 33 [Helly, Gonnoi no. 111].
Cf. Boesch, Hermes 52 (1917) 136-140.
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vacat

Gonni in Thessaly was a dependency of the Antigonids.
2: Micythus is attested as tagos in another decree (Helly no. 12 = Moretti, I. stor. ellen. II
104); cf. Helly I p. 108; Habicht in Ancient Macedonia I (Thessalonica 1970) 269.
5-7: "Having their city and country sacred and inviolable for Artemis Leucophryene and
intending to increase their piety toward the gods," they are establishing the games: the
Gonneis clearly state that Magnesia possesses inviolability already and do not describe
this as part of the request, nor do they grant it. It is evident that this is not a refusal, but
a presumption that that status already exists and what is at issue is the new games. I
would conclude that they had granted inviolability already in 221
B.C.

11: For

of a contest see Syll.3 457.15 (the Mouseia of Thespiae).

20: "Demetrian drachmas" are silver of Demetrius Poliorcetes (283), which the hoard
evidence shows to have circulated throughout the third century and later.58 No coinage
has been attributed to Demetrius II (239-229 ). Only bronze issues are known on the
part of Gonni (Helly I 155-159).
B.C.

B.C.

23: For

of a festival cf. IG XII.7 36.22, OGIS 326.25.

28: For nomophylakes in cities closely controlled by kings, see on 25.2.
58.E.g., Coin Hoards 5 (1979) no. 42 (buried ca. 190

).

B.C.
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30-31: The city itself rather than a private citizen is made responsible for hosting future
theoroi. Boesch (111-112) compares the city of Delphi serving as proxenos for Sardes in
Syll.3 548 (on which see Gauthier, Nouv. inscr. Sardes II pp. 143-144).
34: Phalanna, about fifteen kilometers southwest of Gonni up the Europus River,
presumably shared a border, as no city is known in between (cf. Helly I 34).
84. Phocian League
From line 13 on a lower block, from 30 on a third.
Kern, I.Magnesia 34.
Cf. Robert, RPhil n.s. 53 (1927) 114-115 (Op. min. sel. II 1069-1070).
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23 Schultze ap. Kern: OSIA lapis. 33: so I read, most doubtfully, on the stone; the squeeze shows nothing here:
Kern,
Robert,
Tj6 A Klaffenbach in sched. IG.

The only other Phocian decree extant is 53 for Tenos. In 208 the League was allied with
Philip V and the Achaeans; Elateia was under Macedonian control from 217 to 197 (cf. F.
Schober, RE 20 [1941] 490-494).
8: The word order seems garbled. Given his one error, I suspect that the mason realized
that he had skipped
, and in inscribing it late included the article again by mistake;
that is, the true text was
.
32: The temple of Athena Cranaea, the federal temple of the Phocians, was atop a hill
two miles southeast of Elateia; 53 was discovered in the ruins. For the excavations see P.
Paris, Elatée (Paris 1892) 73-206.
33: Robert saw that the Phocians ought not to call themselves a city. On the squeeze I
can see nothing; the stone yields faint traces, which I report with much uncertainty.
Perhaps the mason meant to write
.
85. Same
Kern, I. Magnesia 35.
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These theoroi went on to Ithaca, Corcyra, Apollonia, and Epidamnus. This is the only
extant decree from any of the four cities of Cephallenia; the subscription (38-39)
indicates that the other three were successfully asked by the Magnesians. In these years
the four were Aetolian allies and held a seat on the Delphian Amphictyony, which rotated
among them (Flacelière, Aitoliens 284-285). Same alone resisted Rome in 189 and was
destroyed (Livy 38.28-29).
9-10: These laudatory decrees of other states were not other grants of asylia that the
theorvi had collected but earlier honors voted to the Magnesians for the services to
Greece that they cited in their decree of request; see above, p. 181.
14: The Samaeans are unusual in specifying the basis of their kinship with the
Magnesians. The hero Cephalus, eponym of the island, is seen on the coins of several of
the cities: he was given the island for helping Amphitryon with his wars.59 His father,
Deion, was the brother of Magnes, whence the kinship.
59. Strab. 10.2.14 (456); Apollod. 2.4.7; schol. Il. 2.631 (I 315 Erbse).
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The same theoroi at Ithaca apparently mentioned no kinship there, although Odysseus
was great-great-great-grandson to Deion.
19: Collective proedria at the local games was also voted by neighboring Ithaca, 86.16.
36-37: The provision of an escort was a common civility of Hellenistic diplomacy and does
not (as Kern thought, Hermes 506) prove the political dependence of Ithaca upon
Cephallenia; cf. Dittenberger, Syll.2 257 note 2. This gesture would seem to imply that
Same was the last of the Cephallenian cities visited; at any rate, it was the closest to
Ithaca.
86. Ithaca
Kern, I.Magnesia 36 [Dittenberger, Syll.3 558].
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The one decree of Ithaca extant. To judge from the space in 1-2, the eponymous
damiourgoi numbered three; this magistracy was common in Dorian cities. The
epidamiourgos (30) was by contrast rare; the same function, overseeing the inscription, is
found at Chaleium in Locris.60
2: The Ithacans assembled in the Odysseumdoubtless they were not numerous. That the
decree was inscribed in both the Odysseum and the temple of Athena (29-30) suggests
that one of these was out in the countryside. This may have been the Athena temple,
because it is named second and because the civic assembly met in the Odysseum; but
perhaps rather the latter was the putative site of Odysseus' palace outside of the city.61
It is of course one of the engaging features of this decree that these partners from
literature figure prominently in the cults of Hellenistic Ithaca (including games of
Odysseus, 16); so too on the city's coins, which show only Athena and Odysseus (BMC
Pelop. 105-106).
4-5: ''ambassadors, and the same men as proclaimers'';
recherché way of saying
. The formula is at 96.5:

seems to be a hapax, a
.

20: Hellenistic Ithaca is known to have struck only bronze, and that sporadically. Yet
these "local drachmas" appear to be the gift to the present Magnesian theoroi, not money
for the Ithacans who will attend the future festival and might be expected to use the
"local" money there, that is, Magnesian silver.62 Unless we have failed to recognize
Ithacan money, the requirement would seem to indicate weight: every city of course had
a definition of the drachma.63
87. Athens
Kern, I.Magnesia 37.
Cf. S. V. Tracy, Hesperia 41 (1972) 44-45.

60. IG IX.12 740.35; cf. L. Lerat, Les Locriens de l'Ouest II (Paris 1952) 120.
61. It was certainly not the cave at Polis (S. Benton, BSA 35 [1934/5] 54). Corcyra had an apparently rural temenos
of Alcinous, a vineyard (Thuc. 3.70.4).
62. Thus in the Zenon archive some visitors'
, "(their own) native money," as distinct from Ptolemaic
(P.Cair.Zenon 59021.12). But once in the Milesian accounts "local drachmas" = "Milesian," evidently in opposition to
Alexander drachmas (Rehm, I.Didyma 471.7, with p. 152); a scholiast to Thuc. 8.101.1 on Chian
explained
.
63. Hultsch, "Drachme," RE 5 (1905) 1624, took the coins to be "local" to Greece and thought the phrase indicated a
standard (Aeginetan).
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1:

Tracy.

In 208 Athens was free and neutral.64 The other extant Athenian decree of asylia is 162
for Alabanda several years later.
The date of this text has spawned a substantial literature, conceived in the main as a
conflict between the implications of 66 (with the missions commonly dated 207-205) and
the Athenian tribal cycle (line 2: fourth position, implying
64. Cf. W. S. Ferguson, Hellenistic Athens (Cambridge, Mass., 1911) 255; Habicht, Studien zur Geschichte Athens,
Hypomnemata 73 (Göttingen 1982) 137-138.
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209/8).65 In fact the Athenian year 209/8 is what we should expect from the Magnesians'
account in 66 (with inclusive reckoning): the theoroi, leaving in spring or early summer
208, will likely have reached Athens before midsummer and the end of the Athenian year
209/8. The problem is not in the year but in the season.66
Pyanopsion in the fifth prytany requires us to assume an intercalary month earlier in the
year,67 making the season late autumn, well into November. This, however, is not the
time we expect the Magnesians to be in Athenscertainly too early if we go by the tribal
cycle and posit November 209, probably too late if we disregard the cycle and posit
November 208. Chronologically, therefore, this text seems to me a non liquet, and I
continue to rely on 66.68
2-6: These Athenians are not otherwise on record. In 2, we expect
secretary's name; in 4,
.

before the

39: Holleaux (Etudes I 316) thought that this unideutified temple must be that of the
Demos and the Charites, where a number of Athenian decrees were inscribed in these
years; cf. Habicht, Studien 85 n. 33. But the noun is at best ambiguous, for the usual
expression is
.
88. Megalopolis
A second column begins at line 41.
Kern, I.Magnesia 38 [Dittenberger, Syll.2 258; Hiller, IG V.2 p. XXV; Syll.3 559; Maier, Gr.
Mauerbauinschr. 34].
Photograph: Maier pl. 21 (lines 60-67 col. b).
Cf. Fick, Beitr KundIndogermSpr 26 (1901) 283-287; Wilhelm, Jahresh. 3 (1900) 58; 4
(1901) Beibl. 25 (Kl. Schr. II.1 74, 153); Laqueur, Epigraphische Untersuchungen 33.
65. Relying on the tribal cycle: Kirchner, IG II.42 p. 14 (but 222/1 B.C.); Ferguson, Athenian Tribal Cycles 36, 128129 (209/8 B.C., with the return of the theoroi in 208/7 under Moeragoras); Meritt, Historia 26 (1977) 178; Habicht,
Studien 171. Relying on the unity of the theoric missions: Robert, Op. min. sel. II 775-778; Nachtergael, Les
Galates 224; Ebert (Philologus 1982, 208-209) follows a different numeration of the cycle to arrive at 205/4.
66. The 6th of Pyanopsion (line 3) was a sacred day for some purposes, but apparently no state festival obstructed
the council from meeting, see J. D. Mikalson, The Sacred and Civil Calendar of the Athenian Tear (Princeton 1975) 6778, who cites this decree and IG II2 1014 for meetings on this day.
67. So W. K. Pritchett and O. Neugebauer, Calendars of Athens (Cambridge, Mass. 1940) 90, claiming other instances
from the last quarter of the third century; Kern and Dinsmoor (Athenian Archon List 234) considered emendation
necessary ("fifth" prytany to fourth, Dinsmoor). The usual intercalation was Posideon II, hence later than our decree;
but a Hecatombaion II is attested (IG I3 78).
68. Pritchett, Greek State at War III (Berkeley 1979) 173 n. 66, on a different problem, evokes erroneous month
names in the prescripts of Attic decrees. In ours, however, name and number, even while incompatible, are each
improbable for the travels of the theoroi, both being well into autumn.
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1 end Laqueur, from 89.2:
Kern; cf. line 9. 8 end Wilhelm (cf. 93.11):
lapis. 10
, 11
, 13
and
, 23
, 25 ANAKA and GENETO lapis. 47
Wilhelm:
lapis. See Kern and Fick for the mason's errors in transcribing Arcadian.

The theoroi visited a number of Arcadian cities, but the Magnesian authorities chose to
inscribe the decree of Megalopolis and merely list the others (58ff.). Authorship is
established by lines 22-29, citing Magnesia's earlier contribution of 300 darics toward the
building of the city walls; in Arcadia this can only be the famous walls of Megalopolis. The
birthplace of Polybius was the most important member of the Achaean League and in 208
was allied with Philip V and Macedonia.
20-22: "to return favors to kinsmen and friends with a view to showing ourselves to be
unstinting friends to all who have preferred us"; the participle seems an error for
or
(Kern).
25-29: Able to name the Megalopolitan envoys who came to Magnesia in 369 and the
Magnesian who returned, the theoroi obviously had consulted the old Magnesian decree
voting funds. The literary evidence on the foundation of Megalopolis does not preserve a
report of such a far-ranging quest for funds. Panhellenic donations aided the rebuilding of
Thebes late in the fourth century (Holleaux, Etudes I 1-40). The use of darics, Persian
gold staters, is to be
B.C.
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expected at Magnesia in the fourth century; cf. the references at Hultsch, RE 4 (1901)
2182.69
37: "Sacred" seems to be thought a sufficient answer, even though "sacred and
inviolable" was in the request (18).
45: Legislation fixing the amount to give future theoroi is to be drafted in the year of
Lycinusthe next year, one assumes (although no introductory dating formulae are given
at the beginning that would prove that this is not Lycinus' year). This specification reveals
that we are near the end of the Megalopolitan year. There is some reason to think that
their year began ca. September,70 if that is so, then the Magnesians were in Arcadia in
summer or late summer. In the second century the eponym of Megalopolis was the
secretary of the synedroi (IG V.2 439ff.).
B.C.

54: Descendants of Niceratus are known; cf. Habicht, Chiron 2 (1972) 115.
89. Achaean League
Kern, I.Magnesia 39.
Cf. Holleaux, Etudes I 316; De Decker, RPhil n.s. 29 (1905) 160 (collation).
From line 45, on a lower block.

69. This excludes the suggestion of T. Reinach, BCH 28 (1904) 13 n. 1, that the contribution may have been
recent, after the destruction that followed the battle of Sellasia in 222 (Polyb. 5.93.5).
70. See Samuel, Chronology 97: Achaean usage, which was followed in some Arcadian cities in the second century
had the seventh month equal to the tenth at Delphi (SGDI 1774 of 170/169), whose year started ca. June.

,

B.C.
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2:

lapis. 45: Holleaux suggested
De Decker ("parait impossible," Robert ap. Holleaux).

, citing 132.16ff.;

The theoroi in the Peloponnesus divided their task; the three were together at
Megalopolis, Messene, Argos, Sicyon (these two after the Achaean League had been
addressed), and another city (122); but only one of them approached the League and
another city (124), and a different one Corinth. This must reflect geographical
convenience and is not (as Kern thought) evidence of some diminution of the importance
of the Achaean League.
The provision (43-46) that "the nomographoi are to place this into the laws, the next ...
to put matters before the Achaeans," suggests that we have here
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a decree of the federal council, which met with some frequency, whereas the full
assembly met only when called.71
Lines 23-24 seem poorly formulated, as we expect a noun parallel to
(cf.
,
93.15;
, 96.9). Arguing for the Magnesians' interpretation of the oracle, the
ambassador told the Achaeans that "by acceding to the request and joining in increasing
the honors of Artemis, they would be acting in accord with the oracle of the god and the
benefactions already rendered to them." They respond with an observation of their own
(
), apparently not part of the genitive absolute that begins in line 1 and
summarizes the ambassador's speech (cf. 93.22, 96.25, 98.13, etc.): "It is ancestral to
Achaeans to join in increasing honors among those who do so for the Achaeans."
Compare 18.7-8 about the Achaeans, which I take as a general sentiment.
27: At Syll.3 519.13 we find
. Our wording in its ambiguity may reflect
that this is a decree of the Achaean council rather than the full assembly.
33: For the damiourgoi as executives of the League (e.g., Staatsvertr. III 452.3; Syll.3
519) see Larsen 221-223.
37: The temple of Zeus Amarios was a federal temple; the cult is also attested in
Achaean colonies. This is the first god by whom the Achaeans swear in Staatsvertr. III
499.8 (a generation earlier). See Aymard, Assemblées 277-293; Mélanges Navarre
(Toulouse 1935) 453-470; H. Schwabl, "Zeus," RE 10 (1972) 270-271.
A

45: Aymard (Assemblées 187 n. 2) and Lehmann (248 n. 28) took the phrase to be "into
the first laws," which makes no sense. Holleaux saw that the adjective means "next," a
prescription for the future, and modifies
; for example: "the next [elected and
empowered] to put business before the Achaeans ..." This would mean that entering
decrees of the council into permanent law required approval by the full assembly.
48-49: Elis, appended by the Magnesian redactors in this subscription, was an enemy of
the Achaean League.
90. Argos
Kern, I.Magnesia 40.

71. On the problems raised by Achaean political bodies see A. Aymard, Les assemblées de la confédération
achaienne (Bordeaux 1938), esp. 80 n. 1 (rightly observing that the use of 'A
does not establish which body
passed this decree); G. A. Lehmann, ZPE 51 (1983) 237-261; in general, J. A. O. Larsen, Greek Federal States
(Oxford 1968) 227-233.
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Argos, approached by the brother of the Magnesian who addressed the Achaeans, was a
member of the League. The decree, preceded by a letter of transmittal, is of unusual
brevity, containing almost no specifics of the action. It offers no description of the
request, does not mention asylia, and deals with the crowned games not by description
but by concurring with the Achaeans' vote and providing future Magnesian theoroi their
due on analogy with the Argive Nemea. I hesitate to take such a clipped statement as
evidence that Argos deliberately did not recognize asylia; perhaps this was not requested
by the Magnesians (on the theory that Argos had recognized it in 221). The somewhat
fuller decree of Sicyon (91) also is silent about asyliayet both cities, in addressing the
games, claim to be acting on the example of the Achaean League, which granted both
games and asylia. Neither city, moreover, makes any provision for a sacrifice to Artemis
or for sending their own theoroi to the games. We cannot deduce that the League
arrogated these powers to itself (so Giovannini) and left to member cities only the right
to receive Magnesian theoroi as they passed through, for the response of Achaean
Megalopolis is lengthy and detailed and granted the full Magnesian request.
On the formulary of Argive decrees see P. Charneux, BCH 114 (1990) 395-415 (396 n. 7
on the several omissions here).
91. Sicyon
Inscribed below 90.
Kern, I.Magnesia 41.
Cf. Holleaux, Etudes I 316.
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14 Holleaux:

Kern. 15

add. Holleaux.

The only decree of Sicyon extant. It was a member of the Achaean League. In summer
208 its territory was raided by Roman forces and defended by Philip V (Livy 27.31.1-2,
27.32.2; Broughton, MRR I 287). Like the Argives, the Sicyonians evoke the League
decree but do not mention asylia; but they are more detailed in dealing with the games.
17: Instead of
Beiträge 244, 287).

, which reveals Sicyon published its laws on tablets (so Wilhelm,

20: Another city may have been subscribed to the left, and the list may have continued
on a block below. The coins of Callistae give the ethnic as
(cf. von Geisau, RE 10
[1919] 1673); but the Magnesians, in composing these subscriptions, several times got
the ethnic wrong.
92. Corinth
Kern, I.Magnesia 42.
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Corinth, a member of the Achaean League, was approached by only one of the theoroi for
the Peloponnesus. Other extant decrees of Corinth are quite fragmentary (cf. Corinth
VIII.1 pp. 2ff.). This decree is in general as brief as that of Sicyon; it does not mention
asylia in its preliminaries yet proceeds to grant it as well as the games (the same
omission in 94 from Corcyra). Like the Argives, the Corinthians use their own games
rather than the Pythia as the analogy for the Leucophryeneia, voting reciprocal honors for
the theoroi (13-14); Syracuse, a colony of Corinth, also cites the Isthmia (120.39).
93. Messene
Inscribed below 92; from line 23, on a lower block.
Kern, I.Magnesia 43.
Cf. Holleaux, Etudes I 316-317.
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10: singular participle for plural. 11, 16: the participles should be nominative, as Kern noted. 21-22 Holleaux:
Kern.

Messene was an Aetolian ally in 208, and around this time Messenian troops are found
helping to defend Delphi (FD III.421-24 = Syll.3 555-556). The request for asylia is
mentioned twice in the preliminaries (by virtue of quoting both the oracle and the
speech); unless the decree had an omission the reverse of that of Corinth and Corcyra,
the grant must have come in the damaged lines 23-25.
16: For
89-90.

as ''government'' see Robert, Monnaies antiques en Troade (Geneva 1966)

94. Corcyra
Kern, I.Magnesia 44.
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 26 (Kl. Schr. II.1 153); Holleaux, Etudes I 317.
From line 43, on a lower block.
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2:

lapis. 41 init. Wilhelm:

Kern. 42-43 Holleaux.

Corcyra (like Apollonia and Epidamnus) had been a Roman socius since the time of the
Illyrian War (Polyb. 2.11.6-8). This is one of the most detailed decrees from the Magnesia
archive, and yet (like that of Corinth) it fails to mention the request for asylia in the
preliminaries, although it then in fact grants it (35-36).
The formulary seen here differs in some details from that of the extant Corcyraean
proxeny decrees of Hellenistic date. With line 20 contrast
at the beginnings of
IG IX.1 685-688; with line 1 contrast
at IG 682, but also
in 694.72 Line 3 explicates the bare
of 682; the probouloi of Corcyra are
elsewhere always coupled with prodikoi, responsible for inscribing decrees (683, 685,
686; also 688, adding strategoi).
2: Ambracia also had a month Phoinikaios; Athena Phoenice was honored at Corinth
(Höfer, in Roscher, Lex. 3.2398-2399), and doubtless also in its colonies.73
72. Republished with legal commentary by A. Mannzmann, Griechische Stiftungsurkunden (Münster 1962); the date
is uncertain.
73. See Wilhelm, Kl. Schr. I.1 447-451 (restoring Attic Thargelion, ca. May, as the synchronism at IG II2 951.3).
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3: A Straton is the prytanis of IG 682, which has been assigned to the end of the fourth
century. We have Corcyraean amphoras stamped
, also bronze coins (BMC
Thessaly 149 nos. 525-526), of uncertain date.
10: LSJ take
as an adjective, "(sc.
), specially convened meeting," as in
Athens an
.74 To the contrary, in this context it is clearly a noun and must
be western usage for "assembly." In fact we know how the Corcyraeans named a
specially convened meeting:
(IG 694.53). Compare the noun
in Italy,
also
(= consilium, IG XIV 657, 660),
(= the prytaneis? 612; Hesych. s.v. of
a privy council at Syracuse).
17: While many grantors invoke the honorific decrees that cities have voted for Magnesia,
this passage alone suggests that these might include the recognitions that were now
being gathered; in practice a team of theoroi could know only those that they themselves
had been given. But the aside may be generic rather than specific: "accept, as Greek
cities do," rather than "as the Greek cities have."
25: With this pious sentiment compare many of the decrees for Teos ("we too worship
Dionysus"); at Magnesia, only the Eretrians (98.11-13), but cf. 96.24-25.
30: For a cautionary note about sending theoroi in the future ("so long as it is possible for
the city"), compare 12.15; 109.b.6 and 120.35 in the other decrees for Magnesia.
32: Payment in "drachmas of Corinthian silver" also in IG 694, and at Epidamnus (96.41);
cf. Staatvertr. II 480.39, one "Corinthian stater" per day for a cavalryman in Aetolia and
Acarnania in the 260s. Of course the phrase had long been in use for true Corinthian
money (e.g., Thuc. 1.27.1). But Corcyra issued its own drachmas and didrachmas in
abundance,75 though by now bearing the types familiar from Corinthian coins (regularly
the Pegasus reverses), with Corcyra's identity signaled merely by a monogram. This
native money must be intended or at least included in "Corinthian silver."
33: The provision to give the present ambassadors their gifts when they make the
proclamation of the contest reveals a two-stage process: the Magnesians made one
speech to request the new status, and a second, only after that was approved, in order to
invite Corcyraeans to the upcoming contest of 207. This legal nicety is clear otherwise
only at Paros (100.42-45), another unusually detailed decree. Possibly it was true in all
cases, and other texts merely condense the stages of the visit.
74. So G. Busolt, Griechische Staatskunde (Munich 1920) 444 n. 2, 447 n. 1; F. Ghinati, PP 15 (1960) 371, argued
that the Corcyraean
was an oligarchic assembly, between a council and a full assembly.
75. E.g., BMC Thess. 135-139 and Hunterian Coll. II 18; S. Fried, "The Autonomous Silver Coinage of Korkyra" (Ph.D.
diss., University of Michigan 1982), stops with 229 B.C. and the end of the drachmas that give the ethnic
in
full (the exact date 229 is conventional).
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46: In the late third century, Oricum, the harbor city on the Epirote mainland near the
mouth of the Aous, was in a sympoliteia with Corcyra, as we know from a question put to
Zeus of Dodona by the two cities jointly.76
95. Apollonia
From line 44, on a lower block.
Kern, I.Magnesia 45.
Cf. Boesch,

72 n. 1; De Decker, RPhil n.s. 29 (1905) 161 (collation).

76. SEG 23.474; J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1971, 382; bibliography at Cabanes, L'Epire 315.
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2: ALOT lapis. 33-34
[
47 Boesch: [
] Kern.

De Decker. 34-36:
De Decker.

The only extant decree of Illyrian Apollonia, whose coins, with those of Epidamnus,
dominate the Hellenistic hoards of the Balkans; on the two cities see P. Cabanes, Les
Illyriens (Paris 1988) 208-212. They and Corcyra had been allied with Rome now for two
decades.
2-3: The month Heliotropios is attested otherwise only at Epidamnus (96); it must fall in
summer, as Wilhelm saw (Kl. Schr. I.1 450), presumably linked to the summer solstice.
17ff: In describing the speech of the theoroi the Apolloniates mention crowned games,
but not asylia, which emerges only when they quote the oracle (cf. 100). They then grant
asylia, but not in so many words the games, which are in effect recognized as isopythian
by defining the reward for victors (29-31).77
50: On the frequent use of bronze for inscriptions in this part of Greece see Robert,
Hellenica X (1955) 289-290.
51: Apollo was naturally the patron god of Apollonia. An epigram names Phoebus as its
founder;78 the city kept a flock of sheep sacred to Helios (Hdt. 9.93-94).
96. Epidamnus
From line 44, on a lower block.
Kern, I.Magnesia 46 [Dittenberger, Syll.2 259; Hiller, Syll.3 560].
77. So too 115 and 131; cf. AJP 108 (1987) 732.
78. Paus. 5.22.3 (Preger no. 60): cf. I.Olympia 692.

Page 231

Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 26 (Kl. Schr. II.1 153); Holleaux, Etudes I 317; De
Decker, RPhil n.s. 29 (1905) 161-162 (collation).
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2: - - -

or
Rigsby:

Holleaux:

Kern;
Kern. 39 De Decker: [
] Holleaux. 40 Holleaux:
De Decker. 43-46: De Decker as modified by Hiller.

De Decker. 16
Kern. 41 init.
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Our only decree of Epidamnus, this text provides unique details about the Magnesians'
speech; lines 8-12 identify the services of Magnesia to the Greek people, so often cited in
the abstract, as aid to Delphi against the Gauls in 279 and arbitrating civil war on Crete.
2-3: For Heliotropios see on 95.1-2. In Apollonia on the third of the month, the envoys
had passed through Epidamnus before its end, as we should expect.
5: For this description of the ambassadors see on 86.4-5.
16: This sentence suggests, if only by its silence about the games and inviolability, that
these decrees, cited elsewhere in more general terms, concerned past honors and are not
the new recognitions. A unique verb (so LSJ
) is then followed by an emendation and
a lacuna. I suggest therefore that further emendation is warranted here; for the common
expression with
see the index, and on 102.65.
24-25: For expressions of one's own piety see on 94.25.
37-39: Apparently the prytanis, who was eponymous (cf. Robert, Hellenica X 289), is to
pray to the Magnesian goddess and to the goddess of the Epidamnians' public hearth
"that the things voted with the goodwill of the gods be fulfilled now and forever for the
good of the Magnesians and Epidamnians." Such public prayer is a common enough
stipulation in honorific decrees (in the asylia texts: 111.53, 125.b.13), but elsewhere it is
done by priests rather than magistrates. In what follows the sentiments are clear but not
the structure or details: the prytanis is to invite the theoroi to sacrifice at the hearth in
the prytaneum, giving them a sheep, from which they get the legs and fleece, and some
money as the sacrificial allowance, and in addition a half-mina of silver. This last is the
amount of the enekecheron at 85.31, but some second item seems to be intended here.
97. Chalcis
Kern, I.Magnesia 47 [Dittenberger, Syll.2 260; Ziebarth, IG XII.9 pp. 166-167; Hiller, Syll.3
561].
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 3 (1900) 58 (Kl. Schr. II.1 74); O. Picard, Chalcis et la confédération
eubéenne (Paris 1979) 275.
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1 Picard:

Kern. 6 Wilhelm:

Kern; the stone and the squeeze are too faint to decide.

Chalcis was the largest city on Euboea, and subject to the Antigonids, as is explicit here.
The decree is brief and without verbal flourishes. It does not even provide for the
inscribing of the actand it makes no mention of asylia.
Lines 1-8 summarize the letter of Philip V to Chalcis (hence
, reflecting the
Magnesians' argument to Philip, not to the Chalcidians); in direct speech, "I have myself
acceded, and you too would do well to accept the men sent concerning this"that is,
accept them favorably, as
at 88.26. For the expression cf. Royal Corres.
13.13:
. The deference to the king implied by this opening is
striking and contrasts with the decrees of Macedonian cities for Cos, which mention the
wishes of the king in brief and in the body of the decree. It contrasts too with the decree
of Eretria (98), which does not mention Philip at all.
The Chalcidians speak of two prompting events, the royal letter and the Magnesians' visit.
It would seem that the king's letter arrived before the theoroi, who are not said to have
brought it. These are the men who canvassed central Greece, and unless they were
traveling from north to south, they did not approach Philip; already others had done that,
and early enough for his letter (of the sort promised in some extant royal letters) to reach
Euboea before the theoroi.
1: The dating by hegemon that commonly precedes Chalcidian decrees has been omitted
at Magnesia. A board of strategoi we see otherwise at IG XII.9 900.c.8. Strategoi
commonly propose decrees at Eretria (whose Hellenistic epigraphy is more abundant than
that of Chalcis).
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3: Macedon and Magnes were brothers (Hes. frag. 7 M.-W.), whence this kinship. By
contrast, neither the Chalcidians nor the Eretrians claim kinship with Magnesia.
98. Eretria
To the right of 97.
Kern, I.Magnesia 48 [Ziebarth, IG XII.9 p. 162].
Cf. Robert, Op. min. sel. I 28.

19 Robert:

Kern.
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This decree of Antigonid Eretria, to which that of Histiaea is subscribed (36), makes no
mention of the wishes of Philip V. Possibly we should deduce some more privileged
condition than that of Chalcis; but perhaps an easier explanation is that the king's letter
had not yet reached Eretria when the theoroi arrived. The tone seems a good deal
friendlier to the Magnesians than that of the Chalcidians (cf. 12-13, and the elaborate
honors for the theoroi). At any rate, Eretria grants asylia as well as the crowned games.
For the theoroi they add a distinction (27-28) which enlarges upon the more familiar
phraseology in the granting of personal inviolability: ''They are to have inviolability and
security in war and peace whenever coming into the city and country.''
1: In the fourth century a board of strategoi commonly authored proposals (IG XII.9 205,
206, 208, 212), but here alone we see one as eponymous.
12-13: Cf. on 94.25 for parallels. Eretrian honor of Artemis is richly illustrated in the
inscriptions of the fourth century, all probably pertaining to the cult of Artemis Amarynthia
east of the city; cf. W. Wallace, Hesperia 17 (1947) 134; D. Knoepfler, CRAI 1988, 382421.
33: The temple of Apollo Daphnephoros was in the middle of the city; see IG p. 162 and
P. Auberson, Eretria I (Bern 1968). A number of public acts were inscribed there, and the
oath of IG 191 was sworn there.
99. Delos
Kern, I.Magnesia 49.
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 26-27 (Kl. Schr. II.1 153-154); Holleaux, Etudes I
325, with Robert in n. 4.

2 Wilhelm:

Kern. 10 Robert:

Holleaux. 11 Holleaux.
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The attribution to Delos was established by Wilhelm (confirming Kern's suggestion), who
recognized Aristeides as the proposer of other Delian decrees (IG XI.4 704ff.). Delos is
not in the list of Cycladic cities subscribed to the decree of Paros (100).
The decree is of the utmost brevity and does not grant asylia. Here as elsewhere, I
suggest that the Delians were not motivated by military designs upon the Maeander
Valley but rather had recognized asylia in 221.
100. Paros
Beginning below 99, a second column from line 18, a third from 60.
Kern, I.Magnesia 50 [Dittenberger, Syll.2 261; IG XII.5 1341 (excerpts); Hiller, Syll.3 562].
Cf. Holleaux, Etudes I 326; Wilhelm, Jahresh. 3 (1900) 58-59, 4 (1901) Beibl. 27 (Kl. Schr.
II.1 74-75, 154); GGA 165 (1903) 792; A. Oguse, BCH 53 (1929) 140; Fraser/Matthews,
Lexicon of Greek Personal Names I (Oxford 1987) 326.
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3 Wilhelm, from line 48:
Kern; the stone and squeeze are indeterminate. 8 Wilhelm: TWN lapis. 9:
add.
Dittenberger. 14 Holleaux:
Kern. 27 Holleaux. 31:
Kern,
Dittenberger (the stone confirms N). 33
Holleaux:
Kern. 67-68 Dittenberger. 75 Fraser/Matthews:
Kern. 84
Hiller.

For this long decree of Paros parallels are supplied by the decree found on Pharos: see
Robert, Hellenica XI-XII (1960) 520-526. The names of a number of the Cyclades are
subscribed, excluding, however, the Delians, whose decree was inscribed separatelyand
who did not vote asylia (99).
3-5: This procedure is seen at the start of other Parian decrees (Robert 520-524; L.
Migeotte, L'emprunt public [Paris 1984] no. 62): "Concerning the matters which the
archons proposed about the decree from Magnesia, it is decided that the archons are to
introduce the theoroi to the assembly ..." In 8 the phrase resembles that by which a rider
is added to a decree; Dittenberger deduced that the council had refused the Magnesian
request but was overridden by the assembly (Wilhelm was skeptical of this). But this
phrase occurs also in the Pharos decree; and there as here probouleuma and decree were
proposed by the same man. The council, without dealing with the substance of the
request, simply put this item on the agenda of the assembly and named the sponsors of
the Magnesians' appearance there. Compare (in the realm of religious policy) IG II2 337,
in which the council's role is confined to urging the assembly to discuss a request to
establish a cult of Astarte.
14-17: The preliminaries as we have them do not mention asylia, so probably the oracle
was quoted in these damaged lines and that was felt sufficient, as in 95. Oguse
suggested
33-34 and 39: For the order "inviolable and sacred" see p. 33. For the provision in 39-42
to proclaim the inviolability to the public we have perhaps 109.a.29; it is to be proclaimed
only once (
, the "next" Dionysia, 41). By contrast, the present theoroi are themselves
to proclaim the upcoming Leucophryeneia immediately (43; cf. 94.33); where we are not
told. For a festival there was a schedule to be met, and real consequences, the
participation
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of foreigners; Magnesia was employing one theoric visit both to seek Panhellenic
recognition and to invite visitors to the first Panhellenic celebration. The Parian Great
Dionysia (42) are known otherwise only at IG XII.5 129.34 (II ).
B.C.

49: The calendar of Paros (Wörrle, Chiron 1993, 352-357) is too imperfectly known to
determine when in the year the archons were to make arrangements for the theoric
mission to Magnesia. If their Posideon matched the Athenian month, then midwinter,
which would be reasonable for a spring festival.
50:
might be used here because the theorodochos will introduce future Magnesian
theoroi to the Parian assembly; the term does not recur in the governmental usages of
Paros.
58ff: Here probably was quoted the praise of the Magnesian ambassadors that was to be
read out at the Dionysia (61).
68: For
as a state fund for buying sacrificial victims see Wilhelm 1901 and JRS 27
(1937) 146-148; cf. Robert, Hellenica XI-XII 126-131.
69-71: The Parians make provision to keep the Magnesians' decree of request in the
record office, and to ask that their own decree be inscribed at Magnesia (two gestures
that cost them nothing), but make no provision to inscribe either text at Paros. Their
specification that the inscription be in the temple of Artemis at Magnesia (73) is simply
formulaic and uninformed as to the Magnesians' intentions.
77ff.: Arsinoe is Coresia on Ceos, on which see Robert, Hellenica XI-XII (1960) 132-176.
Robert, REG 46 (1939) 423-442 (Op. min. sel. I 549-568), argued cautiously that the
Asclepieis are Thermae on Icaros, given both its warm springs and the next entry Oene
on Icaros; but these lists are not arranged geographically.
101. Mytilene (?)
Kern, I.Magnesia 52.
Cf. A. Fick, Beitr KundIndogermSpr 26 (1901) 281-283; Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl.
28 (Kl. Schr. II.1 154); Robert, REG 38 (1925) 41 n. 2 (Op. min. sel. II 733 n. 2); Hiller, IG
XII Suppl. 138.
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vacat
See Fick on the dialectical forms and the mason's errors (28, for
; 36, for
; 39, for
). 1-2 Robert,
ET.QEI confirmed by Klaffenbach from the stone, ETIQE by Rigsby from the squeeze:
Kern. 3: e.g.,
vel sim. 4 Rigsby:
Kern. 5 Rigsby. 11 the mason wrote ENTI ( ). 17 I'ENHA lapis. 38 Wilhelm: ['O]
Kern. 39-40 Rigsby:
Kern.

The author is either Mytilene or Eresus, as the other two cities of Lesbos are named in
the subscription. The stone has been beveled off immediately to the right of
(42);
if a third ethnic was inscribed here, there is room for
, but not for
.
3: Some verb for sending the theoroi is to be assumed.
17: As to kinship, Magnes had a brother Macar, who was founder of Mytilene (Hom.
Hymn. Ap. 37; Paus. 6.21.11).

Page 242

33:

for

seems to be attested only here; perhaps a mason's error, as at 102.12.

38: The season of Terpheios is unknown; there might be a parallel for specifying the day
on which future theoroi are to be elected at 111.69.
39-40: I cannot confirm on stone or squeeze Kern's
, a hapax for
and
incompatible with the plural that follows; Klaffenbach (in sched. IG) glosses this as an
error. I have assumed the familiar
.
102. Clazomenae
A second column begins at 44.
Kern, I.Magnesia 53 [Engelmann/Merkelbach, I.Erythrai/Klazomenai II 507].
Cf. Wilhelm, Neue Beitr. 4 (1915) 36-37 (Kl. Schr. I.1 210-211); B. Haussoullier, Etudes
sur l'histoire de Milet (Paris 1902) 143-147.
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11 [AI, 12 ENAGG (or

; cf. 30

), 51 MENOIS lapis.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(47-66) our people, acting in keeping with the example of our ancestors, who for the sake of good reputation and
honor devoted themselves to everything that was advantageous to cities in need and who undertook many great
struggles because of their understanding that their good deeds stored up among many were a fine and honorable
thing, have always imitated them worthily on every occasion, and now, seeing that the Magnesians for their part
are acting in keeping with the policy of their ancestors and are piously and honorably disposed toward the divine, on
this occasion approve the honors and praise the Magnesians, seeing that they are making a fine and distinguished
display of their zeal for the most serious things; and for the future our people, mindful of our traditional friendly and
beneficial attitude toward the Magnesians, will devote ourselves without being asked and will stint in nothing of what
befits the city of the Magnesians as regards honor and the rendering of thanks.

That the author is Clazomenae was suggested by Kern and supported by Wilhelm and
Haussoullier. Of Ionian cities, only Miletus and Clazomenae are missing in the
subscription. The name Hermesilochus (73) occurs on coins of Clazomenae, and exetastai
(72) are known there but not at Miletus. Of decrees of Clazomenae we have also
I.Erythrai/Klazomenai 503, of the early third century
B.C.

These theoroi are not again attested, perhaps because they visited only Ionian cities, all
of whose decrees have been reduced to the subscription. Different men, however, were
sent to the Dionysiac Artists at Teos (103). Probably the Ionians, near neighbors of
Magnesia but in opposite directions, were visited by several sets of theoroi.
The text is especially detailed and ornate and might fairly be reckoned an example of
what would later be called the Asiatic style. The unusual passage at 47ff., a long account
of the Clazomenians' motives, in effect explicates philotimia as a civic policy.
2: Kern's restoration is dubious, as Engelmann and Merkelbach note; this is not yet the
moment to mention the approach of the theoroi to the assembly, which first occurs at 16.
14-16: The reasoning of the Magnesian decree is summarized: "for by acting in accord
with these requests they will be acting in accord with the oracles of the god and will
gratify our people." On the future
see on 10.3.
19: On

see Holleaux, Etudes III 142-143.
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29: The crowning of the city, and with a golden crown, is a substantial honor, and in the
Magnesian archive a rare oneotherwise done by the Artists (103), and in gold at 107.23
and perhaps 109.b.27.
33-35: The decree carefully distinguishes that the games were requested by the
Magnesians, the inviolability by the god.
65: For

see Robert, Villes 32 n. 2.

73: The name recurs of a mint magistrate on a Hellenistic bronze issue, BMC Ionia 27 no.
87, Copenhagen Ionia no. 101.
74ff.: With the author Clazomenae, these are the original thirteen Ionian cities, if we
restore Miletus at the end. On Old and New Colophon (the latter is Notium) see Wilhelm,
Beiträge 173; Robert, Villes 62.
103. The Artists of Dionysus
From line 45, on a lower block.
Kern, I.Magnesia 54.
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The Ionian-Hellespontine branch of the guild of the Artists of Dionysus was
headquartered at Teos. The decree shows that the guild was treated in international law
as a Greek government, of like standing with the ''kings, nations, cities'' of the formula.
The theoroi are not those who visited Clazomenae (102), to whose decree the vote of
Teos was subscribed. The present men are attested again (whence the restoration) in a
second inscription pertinent to the Artists, when subsequently the three were sent by
Magnesia to attend a sacrifice conducted by the Artists.79 Epicurus is also named on silver
didrachms and drachms: Kinns, Kraay-Merkholm Essays 141.
13: Or perhaps [
single adjective see 88.37.

], to be closer to the text of the oracle; but for a

15: Otherwise only the Epirotes (82.11) mention that the oracle included honor to Pythian
Apollo (67.7).
21: The procession that Kern restored is explicit elsewhere only in line 39; certainly there
was oneeach year, according to I.Magn. 100a.33. In the Coan archive only a single
allusion survives to the procession for Asclepius (49.31).
34: I do not understand how the Artists can dictate the proclamation of their action in a
contest at Magnesia, or why it is athletic rather than musical; the latter would seem more
appropriate, at which too the Artists were subsequently granted proedria (I.Magn. 89.15).
79. I.Magn. 89, a stele, not part of the wall, and cut by a different hand, but apparently erected in the southwest
corner of the agora near the asylia inscriptions (even though the stipulation was to erect it in the temple of Artemis,
lines 82-84).
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36:

= "treasurer" also at Istria; but

is the usual verb for what treasurers do.

42ff.: Here will have been the provision to crown the envoys, mentioned in I.Magn. 89.
104. Rhodes
Kern, I.Magnesia 55.
Cf. Robert, RPhil n.s. 53 (1927) 115 (Op. min. sel. II 1070).

11 Robert:

Kern.

These theoroi went to Cos (?: 106) and elsewhere (107), and one of them to Cnidus
(105).
The Rhodians' decree is brief and unspecific; the preliminaries do not even mention the
topic of the Magnesian embassy, and the substance accepts the
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festival "and the other things as they ask" but does not explicitly mention asylia. The
decree serves to date to 208/7 or 207/6 the eponymous priest of Helios Aristonidas (line
18), who is also attested by amphora stamps.80
The few details are bureaucratic in tone. Where the theoroi would normally be said to
have presented the Magnesian decree, here they "made their deposition" (5). The
Rhodians, rather than electing a theorodochos and providing for the future honors for
Artemis, establish the lines of authority for doing so and leave all specifics to the future
(17ff.): "The prytanies who hold office in the first semester of the year of Aristonidas, and
those who do so in future at such times as the Magnesians celebrate the sacrifice and
games for Artemis, are to draft (a proposal) and bring it before the council and people in
the month Hyacinthios so that the sacrifice may be sent" (a similar procedure at Cnidus,
105-31ff.). It seems a conservative response, committing Rhodes to as few specifics as
possible.
I take it from 18 that we are near the end of a year and the next eponymous priest of
Helios, Aristonidas, is already known. The Rhodian year began in spring or summer (its
two semesters were first summer and then winter). In Roman times Hyacinthios (line 23)
was the ninth month, so perhaps early spring; but there are grounds for thinking that the
calendar was reformed in the second century See Samuel, Chronology 108-110; C.
Börker, ZPE 31 (1978) 193-218.
B.C.

105. Cnidus
Kern, I.Magnesia 56 [Blümel, I.Knidos I 219].
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 28-29 (Kl. Schr. II.1 154-155); Holleaux, Etudes I
318; De Decker, RPhil n.s. 29 (1905) 162-163 (collation).

80. But the Aristonidas of these is dated to 222

B.C.

by V. R. Grace, AM 89 (1974) 199.
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1, 2-3 De Decker. 11 De Decker:
Kern. 12: APXAGATID lapis. 22 Wilhelm, Holleaux:
Kern. 23 (confirmed by De Decker):
Wilhelm. 26 Blümel:
Kern. 28
De Decker:
Wilhelm, Holleaux. 35
Holleaux. 36-37 De Decker:
Kern.

As Kern saw, a Dorian city that entertains foreigners in the damiourgeion (34-35) is
almost certainly Cnidus; cf. I.Knidos 59.7, 606.7; the damiourgos was eponymous at
Cnidus. The preliminaries of the decree convey the Magnesian request in full, but the
substance does not repeat this, merely providing "to accept the things they ask, in
accordance with the oracle" (26-27), and then addressing what was entailed by the
enlarged games.
2-3: On this restoration a verb is apparently lost, on which
(11) depends. Perhaps
instead
, "the Magnesians have written [cf. 104.10, 106.23],
mindful of the many close connections our cities have with each other [cf. 102.62], ...
that it has been decided by them ..." But this seems clumsy and abrupt.
28-30: Cf. 106.34ff. for the phrase and the structure.
106. Cos
Kern, I.Magnesia 57.
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 29-30 (Kl. Schr. II.1 155); Robert, REA 38 (1936) 17
(Op. min. sel. II 780).
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18:
Kern. 32

lapis. 28
add. Wilhelm:
Kern. 30 Wilhelm:
Robert. 33 Pomtow in sched. IG: [..... ] Kern.

Kern. 31 Robert:

As Kern saw, a Dorian city visited by these theoroi may well be Cos, and Wilhelm
adduced some parallel phrasing in Coan decrees. This decree, while
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not mentioning asylia in the preliminaries (except perhaps in "the things asked," 12; cf.
105.26, 107.30), in fact grants it, though in the briefest possible terms (25: "the
inviolability and the contest and sacrifice").
28: Wilhelm saw that a new clause, concerned with funds for the sacrifice, begins here
and that its subject (
if this is Cos; cf. S. Sherwin-White, Ancient Cos [Göttingen 1978]
210-211; or, for example,
) has been omitted by the mason.
32: Kern considered
but lacked a parallel; for
= "travel money" cf. Delphinion
152.65, 104; I.Cret. II 111 3.18. A trip of thirty days is envisaged; contrast the period of
five days before and after a festival in 3 and 4.
36: A verb has been omitted by the mason.
107. Unknown city
I.Magn. 58 was in situ on the wall, while 73 was found detached; Oguse showed 73 to be
the right side of 58.
Kern, I.Magnesia 58 and 73a; joined by Oguse, RPhil n.s. 54 (1928) 313-319 [Robert, SEG
4.502].
Cf. Holleaux, Etudes I 326; Robert, RPhil II.53 (1927) 115-116 (Op. min. sel. II 10701071).
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Text of Oguse. I omit here restorations attempted before the two fragments were joined (the join largely
confirmed those of Holleaux and Robert); see Oguse for details. At 9-13 an ancient fault in the stone has caused
the mason to skip several spaces, which I have not marked (e.g., 10 STAAEN TES). 7: or
, better for
the space. 13-14 Rigsby: - - - ] . v Kern. 14 end:
Oguse, which seems too long 15:
PAPEALA lapis. 18 end:
Kern. 23 end:
Kern. 31 Robert's correction
is confirmed by
the squeeze:
Oguse. 32 Robert:
Oguse (nothing visible on the squeeze). 34-35 Robert:
Oguse. 35:
. Kern. 36 Robert. 39 init. Rigsby: . up. . Kern,
Oguse; there is no space after
. 40:
Kern.

Evidently the city was in the direction of southwestern Asia Minor; Lampon (3) was alone
at Cnidus, and the full team was at Rhodes and Cos. The city spoke Koine and had
proedroi (38); Oguse restored an archon as the eponym (39).
It is odd that the decision to crown Magnesia (a rarity in the archive in any case) is put
before the response to the request. 108.14 similarly declares a holiday before answering
the Magnesians' request.
25: Parallels for

at Holleaux, Etudes I 301.

39: Here as occasionally elsewhere, specifying the eponym under whom money is to be
provided for the sacrifice implies that the city was near the end of its current year.
108. Unknown city
Inscribed to the right of 107.
Kern, I.Magnesia 73b.
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Cf. Boesch,

55 n. 3; Robert, RPhil III.10 (1936) 124 (Op. min. sel. II 1203).

2 Rigsby:
Kern. 3 Boesch:
14 corr. Robert: NgN lapis. 15-16 Robert: - - -

Kern. 5: SAI lapis. 12-13 Robert:
- - - Kern.

The substance of the decree begins with a declaration of a public holiday, of a sort found
in some other honorific decrees but extravagant and rare in the asylia inscriptions
(otherwise only 125). It is strange too that this is the first item (cf. 107); in 125, as one
would expect, these honors come after the Magnesians' request has been granted. The
text then seems to proceed rather abruptly to the games (if
is right in 18); in the
context of the holiday one expects at least a statement of the occasion or date, for which
there is scarcely room in lines 17-18.
109. Laodicea on the Lycus
Two columns (a, b), with some loss between.
Kern, I.Magnesia 59.
Cf. Holleaux, Etudes I 326-327; Robert, RPhil n.s. 53 (1927) 98, 116; III.10 (1936) 123126 (Op. min. sel. II 1053, 1071, 1202-1205).
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Klaffenbach confirmed on the stone Robert's emendations, except for a.8. a.8:
confirmed by Klaffenbach). 9 Robert:
Kern. 11-13 Robert:
Kern. 17 Robert:
19
Rigsby. b.2-3 Robert. 6-10 Robert: 6
,8
- - -, 9
12 Holleaux:
Kern. 16-17 Holleaux: - - and

Robert (Kern's IAS

]-, 10
Kern.

Kern.
[Kern. 11-

Kern saw from the subscription that this Laodicea must be in the vicinity of Caria, thus
the city on the Lycus. Useful parallels are supplied by the decrees I.Priene 59 and MAMA
VI 5. This Seleucid foundation makes no reference to the king, so far as we have the
decree (contrast 110 and 111). This was, however, a long text, and much is lost: we have
the provisions for the sacrifice sent to Artemis and for honors for the Magnesians, which
followed the recognition of the games (by a.5-6) and asylia (the latter is included in the
announcement prescribed at a.29). All of the second column is taken up with provisions
and requests for inscribing the text.
a.16: Annual crowning of individuals also in I.Priene 59 (foreign judges); the festival, not
named here but implied by the month, was the Antiocheia (cf. Robert, Laodicée du Lycos
pp. 251ff.).
a.27: Kern's restoration is uncertain; only the theoroi (a.15), not the Magnesian people,
are voted a crown in what survives (the provision may have come in a.22-24). What
follows concerns the Laodiceans' proclamation, whether at their own Antiocheia or by an
ambassador elected (a.24) to travel to Magnesia for the purpose.
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b.9: For the eponymous priest of the City see Robert, Laodicée p. 325. Here as
occasionally elsewhere, we seem to be near the end of the civic yearthe next eponymous
magistrate is known.
b.20-21: Perhaps what were ''assigned'' were rewards for future theoroi, the verb used as
at 84.20 and Robert, Op. min. sel. V 354 (cf. 357 n. 2); a new sentence may begin with
this finite verb.
b.30:

or

; cf. Robert, Hellenica VII 189-193.

110. Unknown city
Kern, I.Magnesia 60.

The author was a subject of the Seleucids, making deferential references to Antiochus III
(9, 19). If
is right in 23 and the king or a subordinate is the subject (as in 97.2),
then the city has received instruction from him and this decree must date later than
69perhaps then later than 205 But too much is lost to be confident of this. What little
we have preserves mention of the games but not of asylia.
B.C.
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111. Antioch in Persis
Inscribed to the right of 110. A second column begins with line 57; on a second stone
from lines 44 and 100.
Kern, I.Magnesia 61 [Dittenberger, OGIS 233].
Cf. Holleaux, Etudes I 318-319; Haussoullier in Anatolian Studies Ramsay (London 1923)
188; Oguse, BCH 53 (1929) 144; Robert, Hellenica VII (1948) 20 n. 2; Laodicée 330-331;
Fouilles d'Amyzon 168 n. 40; F. Piejko, Epigraphica 50 (1988) 45.
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1 Robert, Hellenica:
Kern. 13 Holleaux:
Dittenberger. 31: F ION lapis. 42-44 Piejko: (delta is
clear on the squeeze)
Kern. 45
and
Holleaux,
Dittenberger. 54:
add. Holleaux. 55-56 Dittenberger:
Kern. 59, 64, 65
middle, 67-74 middle Dittenberger. 66: or
Oguse. 74
Robb., Amyzon:
Kern. 75 Robb.:
Dittenberger. 79-80, 82 end, 86-89, 93 end, 95 Dittenberger. 111 Haussoullier.

This is the fullest decree we have from a Seleucid subject city or royal city, a city both
founded and governed by the Seleucid crown. See generally the Roberts' remarks at La
Carie II pp. 300-302; Robert intended a commentary on this decree (Op. min. sel. V 392
n. 7). Antioch in Persis is not again attested, and its exact location is disputed.81 Here the
Magnesian theoroi found Antiochus III (69.9-10), yet in what survives there is no mention
of an instruction from the
81. See C. Rouché and S. Sherwin-White, Chiron 15 (1985) 9 n. 18.
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king to the city concerning their request. Although the Antiochenes mention the oracle
(25), they apparently relate it only to the crowned games and (like the Seleucid kings) do
not mention inviolability. The king's presence there seems to guarantee that the year is
205 , his return from his long and successful campaign in the northeast; but it is striking
that he is not here given the appellation Antiochus the Great, which that campaign had
occasioned (Holleaux, Etudes III 162).
B.C.

1-6: On dating by the priest of the royal cult see J. and L. Robert, Amyzon p. 168. The
calendar, with division into semesters and the months Pantheos and Herakleios (6970),82 is not Macedonian, nor does the city use the Seleucid era (see La Carie II 301 n. 6;
Bickerman, Institutions 206). It is interesting that the son (cf. 70) has not only the royal
title but also a cult.
7-10: An archival docket, "the decrees of the major assembly submitted [to the record
office; cf. Syll.3 665.15] by the secretary." Compare the heading at 26.3, and the heading
of Lampsacene decrees interpreted by J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1954, 209.
14-20: As at Megalopolis, the Magnesians were able to cite a historical connection that
gave them a special claim on this city's favor: "When previously Antiochus Soter [281-261
] did us the benefaction of increasing our city, which was named for him, and sent to
them about a colony, they passed a fine and honorable decree, made prayers and
sacrifices, and sent men sufficient in number and distinguished in virtue, as they were
eager to join in increasing the people of Antioch." Apparently Antioch already was in
existence, whether founded by Nicator or Antiochus. We know also that Magnesia at
some date sent colonists to Antioch in Pisidia (Strab. 12.8.14 [577]:
)the only colonists there mentioned by Strabo.83
Dittenberger in fact considered the possibility that the latter is our city, with
in line
1; that is excluded if 125 is from Antioch in Pisidia (cf. Boesch,
66 n. 1).
B.C.

40-41: In general the sentiment here is like that expressed by so many Cretan cities to
Teos, "we too worship Dionysus." But certainly the Magnesian colonists will have brought
some of their own cults with them to Antioch.
51-53: "and because they have used well their private prosperity and the well being of
their city and have preserved their ancestral constitution"the solicitude of a colony for its
mother city; cf. Robert, Laodicée 331 n. 4.
75: The Roberts' restoration is on the assumption that Ephesians had also joined in the
colony (cf. Laodicée 330), not that Ephesus had crowned games (although that is possible
at this date).
108: On Seleuceia on the Eulaeus see Robert, Op. min. sel. II 982-985.
82. Literary evidence of Roman date attributes the same two months to the original Seleucid capital, Seleuceia in
Pieria (Samuel, Chronology 174); but two inscriptions from there use Seleucid dates (IGLSyr 1183-1184: II B.C.).
83. On Hellenistic colonization see P. Briant, Klio 64 (1982) 83-98.
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112. Unknown city
From line 36, on a lower block.
Kern, I.Magnesia 62.
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 30 (Kl. Schr. II.1 155); Holleaux, Etudes I 319-320;
Oguse, BCH 53 (1929) 141; Robert, Sanctuaire de Sinuri (Paris 1945) 23 n. 2.
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1-4 Oguse: 1
Holleaux: 20
Wilhelm:

X., 2
, 22
Kern. 33-34 Rigsby (cf. 97.23):
Kern.

, 23

,3
Kern. 20-23
Kern. 32 init. Rigsby:
Kern; fin.
Kern. 38-40 Holleaux: 40

No detail survives to identify the author; the theoroi (37) are not met elsewhere.
42:

is frequent enough of cult distributions but unusual of a fund of the state; cf.
at 103.36.

113. Unknown city
Inscribed to the right of 112.
Kern, I.Magnesia 63.
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 30 (Kl. Schr. II.1 155); Holleaux, Etudes I 320; De
Decker, RPhil n.s. 29 (1905) 163 (collation).
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vacat
12-13: M.
De Decker. 14:
De Decker. 15
Wilhelm, Holleaux,
supported by the squeeze (IO . SIN):
Kern,
Oguse. 16-17 Holleaux. 19-20:
&. De Decker. 20-21:
. Holleaux. 22-23 Holleaux:
. De Decker. 25-26: init.
; fin.
De Decker. 26-27:
Holleaux;
De Decker. 27-28:
Holleaux. 28-29: a.
De Decker.

The theoros (2) is unknown, and the city unidentified. If the acceptance of the games
was expressed in line 25 (as De Decker restored), this was with unaccustomed brevity; if
not, the substance of the decree grams asylia but not expressly the Panhellenic games,
although both are cited in the preliminaries and there appears to be provision for electing
a theorodochos (28).
114. Unknown city
Kern, I.Magnesia 64.
Cf. Boesch,
(three lines lost)

9 n. 4, 79 n. 4, 97 n. 3; Oguse, BCH 53 (1929) 142-144.
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vacat
11, 13 init. Boesch. 10-14: Oguse suggested
15-16:
or
. and
17 Rigsby. 20-21 Oguse: 20 end

Oguse.
Kern;

Boesch. 22:

Boesch.

The city was kin to the Magnesians (8) and perhaps had common gods (14), unless the latt
refers to the Seleucid kings (cf. Herrmann, "Antiochus," no. 1.51).

10-14: In keeping with the future
, Oguse took the substance of the decree to begi
with the election of future theoroi to the Leucophryeneia (cf. 115.4-5; 130.15).
11: On this formula for the theoroi cf. on 86.4-5.
17: For this phrase in a cult law cf. I.Magn. 99.8 [Sokolowski, LSAM 34].
115. Unknown city
Inscribed to the right of a decree of Cnossus.84
Kern, I.Magnesia 66.

84. I.Magn. 65b [I.Cret. I VIII 9], honoring Magnesian arbiters of Cretan hostilities; nearby were found 65a+75 [IV
176], Gortyn similarly, and 67 [I VIII 10], Cnossus honoring two Magnesians (cf. II 111 7.c) for unspecified favors.
These decrees probably were carried by the theoroi in illustration of Magnesian services to the Greeks.
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If 3-4 are the transitional phrase that introduces the substance of the decree, then this
city responded only to the request for games and did so rather offnandedly, merely
providing for the future representatives. Alternatively, 3-4 refer to a prayer appended to
the preceding action (acceptance of the games and asylia); but then we should expect
.
116. Unknown city
Inscribed to the right of the Cnossian honorific decree I.Magn. 67.
Kern, I.Magnesia 68.

The theoroi appear to be father and son; compare the pair of brothers who canvassed
western Greece for Magnesia, those sent to Tralles, and those who traveled through
central Greece for Alabanda.
117. Unknown city
Inscribed to the right of 116.
Kern, I.Magnesia 69.

Part of a covering letter to a decree; cf. 90.
118. Unknown Cretan city
Kern, I.Magnesia 70 [Blass, SGDI 5156].
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7:

Kern. 11: HTAN lapis, but see p. 162.

7: A Theodotus and Aristomachus obtained from Hierapytna in Crete a decree to inscribe
various ancestral privileges enjoyed there by Magnesians (I.Cret. III 111 3.c). Although
the Hierapytna decree is probably later than 208 the privileges listed do not include
territorial inviolability, which apparently was not a concern. Guarducci, who assigned the
script of the Hierapytna decree to the early second century rightly remarked that
nothing guarantees the name of Aristomachus at 118.7. Note, however, the second visit
to the Artists at Teos by the three theoroi of 208 (cf. on 103).
B.C.,

B.C.,

23-24: Here seems to have been a provision for the military defense of Magnesia, parallel
to those in Cretan recognitions of other cities but not in the other decrees for Magnesia.
119. Unknown city
Kern, I.Magnesia 71.

Page 267

17 Rigsby:

. Kern.

Line 15 shows that this was a letter in form.
120. Syracuse
Kern, I.Magnesia 72 [Dubois, IG dial. Sicil. 97].
Cf. Holleaux, Etudes I 327-328 (squeeze); Wilhelm, Beiträge 181-183.
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Written in rasura; the squeeze is too faint at most points to control readings. 2-5 Wilhelm: 2
,3
,
5
and
Kern; at 5 init. the squeeze suggests TPOTA, so perhaps
7-8 Wilhelm:
Holleaux. 10 Wilhelm: [
] Kern. 21-23 Holleaux: 21-22
Kern. 25-26 Holleaux:
Kern. 26
Rigsby, cf. 7:
Kern;
and
or
Holleaux. 31
Holleaux:
Kern. 33
Holleaux (or
). 34:
is clear
on the squeeze; fin. Holleaux: [
] Kern. 39 Holleaux (reading EXME): ETME,
Kern. 40
Holleaux:
Kern. 41: some magistrate, e.g.,
(Holleaux).

The only extant decree of Syracuse, and passed three years after the city was sacked by
M. Claudius Marcellus. Of the theoroi, Diotimus canvassed western Greece with the two
sons of Diocles (and was not the chief of that mission); he is paired here with a different
man, otherwise unknown.
Lines 4-7 seem to be a docket rather than part of the decree proper, for they summarize
the act so far as to omit where the theoroi came from. The preliminaries reveal an
elaborate attention to the probouleuma (as do the Sicilian decrees for Cos 48, 49). A
committee of ten drafted the bill and put it before the assembly.
1: The eponym of Syracuse is reported to have been the priest of Zeus Olympius (Diod.
16.70.6).
25-26: See Dubois ad loc. for bibliography on the problem of constitutional forms. I have
assumed a simple pair, council and assembly.
39: The Panhellenic games most in honor at Syracuse are those of its mother city, Corinth
(cf. 92.14).
121. ApFound near 111.
Kern, I.Magnesia 74.
A heading, from an Apamea or an Apollonia (Kern).
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122. Unknown city
Inscribed to the right of the Gortynian decree I.Magn. 65a+75; the stone was found near
113.
Kern, I.Magnesia 76.

Kern restored the names of the theoroi who canvassed the Peloponnesus.
123. Unknown city
Kern, I.Magnesia 77.

vacat

124. Unknown city
Found near 130.
Kern, I.Magnesia 78.
Cf. Boesch,

27 n. 2.
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vacat
26-27 Boesch:

Kern.

The city was Dorian. Philiscus toured the Peloponnesussometimes alone as here (23),
sometimes with others. Boesch saw that the pair at 27 were not his subordinates but the
foreign city's theorodochoi. The city's executive or fiscal magistrates were
hieromnemones (23), a rarity in the Peloponnesus; we know the office at Roman Sparta,
and they were eponymous at Hellenistic Lusi (IG V.2 393-394).
125. Antioch in Pisidia (?)
Kern, I.Magnesia 79+80.
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 30 (Kl. Schr. II.1 155); Holleaux, Etudes I 320-321;
Robert, RPhil n.s. 53 (1927) 116-117, III.10 (1936) 123-124 (Op. min. sel. II 1071-1072,
1202-1203); Oguse, BCH 53 (1929) 129-140, 148-150.
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a: 2-6, 8 init. Oguse doubtfully; 4
,7
, 8-9, 13
, 14, 23 init. Robert. b: 2 init.
Robert:
. Kern;
Holleaux; fin. Robert: - - Kern. 5
Holleaux:
Kern. 6 init. Holleaux. 7 fin. Robert:
Holleaux. 9
Wilhelm, Holleaux: [ - - ] Kern.
16: TOgS. 17
Holleaux. 21 Holleaux:
Kern. 22
Holleaux, which the
squeeze confirms: ....
. Kern. 22-23 Holleaux: - - 8. Kern.

The text is in two columns, with only one line lost at the top of b; Kern envisioned that
his 80 might continue 79 rather than begin below 79, and Robert urged that the two
columns are in fact one decree. This seems quite probable, because there can have been
little space below a to start a new decree that completes its grants before turning (by the
top of b) to the attendant celebrations.
The theoroi are the same as in 126, inscribed below b. Their leader might be the same
Lycomedes who went to Attalus, but need not be (cf. on 68.3). Both cities were named
Antioch; Kern urged Pisidian Antioch (cf. Robert, Laodicée 330). Our city gave special
honor to the Thesmophoroi and Artemis Savior (b.19-20)widespread usages. Robert's
restoration of a.23 makes this a decree of the council alone (cf. 25).
What is most striking in this decree is its effusive honors for Magnesia, including public
prayers and a public holiday on the occasion of the future visits of the theoroi (b.12ff.).
That may point to Antioch in Pisidia, which Magnesia had helped colonize (Strab. 12.8.14
[577]); in what survives, the Leucophryeneia are accepted, but asylia is not mentioned,
which is consistent with the betterpreserved response of the colony Antioch in Persis.
Both were very long decrees, as might befit colonists for a mother city.
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126. Antioch in ?
Inscribed below the second column of 125.
Kern, I.Magnesia 81.

Inscribed immediately after 125, this decree was obtained by the same theoroi. The
decree was evidently short, and in what survives there is evidence of games but not
asylia. The city dated its acts by a strategos. The month Smision (7) is attested otherwise
only at Magnesia itself, so this passage may state a synchronism (for the sending of
future Magnesian theoroi?) rather than a month of the author.
127. Unknown city
Found near 110-111; inscribed by a different hand from that of the rest of the archive.
Kern, I.Magnesia 82.
Photograph: Kern pl. v (lines 7-16).
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Prytanis was one of the theoroi to the Artists at Teos (103), a relatively short trip, so that
he was perhaps available at once for another mission. As the fragment begins the city is
accepting the games; mention of inviolability does not survive. The invitation to ''dinner''
(
) is the most individual item (14); as occasionally elsewhere, an escort is provided
for the departing theoroi (16).
128. Attalid city
Inscribed to the right of 127, but in the script of the majority of the archive.
Kern, I.Magnesia 83.
Photograph: Kern pl. v (lines 5-14).
Cf. Holleaux, Etudes I 321-322.

8 Holleaux (or

). 9 Holleaux: THS lapis. 9-10 Holleaux from the photograph:
Kern. 16 Rigsby, from 127.16.

Although this decree appears to have been inscribed by the same mason who did the rest
of the archive, Kern assigned it to the reign of Eumenes (197-159 ), noting its
placement to the right of 127; and if Holleaux was right
B.C.
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in seeing the queen mother rather than Stratonice, the date is before Eumenes married
Stratonice.
In 208 Attalus had promised that his subjects would respond favorably (68); this decree,
like those that certainly are under Eumenes, may derive from a city acquired by the
Attalid dynasty only in 188 But in general I do not see why the Magnesians would have
failed to canvass these cities in 208 (especially their neighbor Tralles), no matter who the
cities' ruler had been at that time. Two ambassadors made up this team (14). Line 6
shows that the games were accepted; no trace survives about asylia.
B.C.

5: "by the moon"; the season of the Leucophryeneia is here defined in terms of the local
calendar, as "in the second month" at the Attalid city of 130.9.
8-10: It seems the formula was like that found in the decrees of Attalid cities that
certainly are later than 208 (130.16, 131.15), hence Holleaux's emendation of ThS.
B.C.

129. Tralles
Inscribed by a different mason, who also carved 130 and 131.
Kern, I.Magnesia 85 [Poljakov, I.Tralleis 21].
Photograph: Kern pl. v (lines 1-10).
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 30 (Kl. Schr. II.1 155); Holleaux, Etudes I 322-323,
330; De Decker, RPhil n.s. 29 (1905) 164-166 (collation); Robert, RPhil III.3 (1929) 122 n.
1 (Op. min. sel. II 1088).
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Text of De Decker (somewhat longer line than Kern's). 2 punctuation Robert: Kern assumed patronymics. 2-3
Robert:
Kern. 3:
Merkelbach ap. Poljakov. 4-5:
Kern,
Holleaux. 5 fin.
Kern. 7
,9
Holleaux:
Kern. 13:
Holleaux. 16:
Kern. 17 Holleaux:
Kern, [
] De
Decker. 19:
Kern. 20 Kern:
De Decker (the mason omitting the third
name). 24-25 Holleaux. 27 init. Merkelbach.

In 208 Tralles would still have been called "Seleuceia"; it reverted to its original name
after the defeat of Antiochus III in 190 and the end of Seleucid power in western
Anatolia. This confirms the implication of the common hand that wrote 131 in the time of
Attalus II, that the Trallian decree was obtained later than the rest of the archive.
B.C.
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These ambassadors do not recur in Magnesian inscriptions; but Diagoras son of Isagoras,
evidently the ambassador's son, moved the decree for a new statue of Artemis in the
second half of the second century (I.Magn. 100).
B.C.

The games but not inviolability are mentioned in the preliminaries (although the oracle
is); but both are granted in the decree proper. The letter of Attalus I (68) does not
include asylia.
1: The proposal is by the college of executive magistrates; strategoi were frequent in
Attalid cities, often numbering five, as at Pergamum (cf. 131; see Allen, Attalid Kingdom
104-109).
3: Magnesia and Tralles shared a border, Tralles being the next city up the Maeander
Valley.
18: For the order "inviolable and sacred" see p. 33.
20: In 208 there would have been few "isopythian" games that could have been
invoked; the comfortable analogy used here reflects the later date, for Panhellenic
festivals proliferated in the late third and early second centuries.
B.C.

23ff.: Such a specification of a dedicatory object to be presented to Artemis by the first
Trallian theoroi is unique in the asylia inscriptions.
130. Attalid city
Same mason as 129 and 131.
Kern, I.Magnesia 86.
Cf. Holleaux, Etudes I 323; Wilhelm, Jahresh. 4 (1901) Beibl. 30 (Kl. Schr. II.1 155);
Klaffenbach, Asylieurkunden aus Kos p. 17; Robert, BCH 59 (1935) 494 n. 7 (Op. min. sel.
I 307).
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6 Wilhelm: [- - 17
Robert: [

"E. Kern. 7 Wilhelm:
] Kern.

Kern. 9 Klaffenbach:

Kern. 15

Holleaux.

Inscribed by the same mason as the other two late decrees of Attalid cities, this dates
explicitly under Eumenes II Soter (197-159). Inviolability is not mentionedbut the
epiphany is (6), and in fact little of the text survives; 129 omitted asylia in the
preliminaries but recognized it in the decree proper, which here is mostly lost.
The roster of the royal house is quite full, like that of 131 under Attalus II (cf. 128), more
than in 129. In line 9, the phrase for "for security and inviolability" seems to apply to
"those who come" to the games (cf. 9.10) rather than to territorial inviolability. In 9, the
date of the Magnesians' festival appears to be reckoned by the moon.
131. Attalid city
Same mason as 129 and 130.
Kern, I.Magnesia 87 [Dittenberger, OGIS 319].
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25-27 Dittenberger.

The city was ruled by Attalus II (159-138). Its executive magistrates were five strategoi,
as was common in the Attalid kingdom (see on 129.1). The personal names are mostly
too widespread to point to a region for this city. For the rare "Galestes," Dittenberger
cited an Alexandrian (Pros. Ptol. VI 14904); cf. the Galestes prominent at Stratoniceia in
the first century (I.Straton. I p. 141); at Pergamum, AM 27 (1902) 122. There is no
mention of asylia; but, as in 129, the oracle is mentioned, here for the games but not
inviolability.
A.D.

The Magnesian theoroi are not otherwise known. Dittenberger and others have suggested
that the decree was not obtained in 208 because the city had then not yet been founded;
but that theory cannot account for the lateness of Tralles' decree. Kern (ad I.Magn. 83)
considered that the Magnesians originally sent theoroi to Attalus I alone and relied upon
his letters to obtain the civic recognitions, but then sent out theoroi to cities after the
new king came to power.
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Teos
The patron god of the Teans, their archegetes, was Dionysus.1 Local legend held that the
god was born here, and a miraculous fountain of wine was shown in evidence; Dionysiac
motifs dominate the coins of Teos from the fourth century on.2 Doubtless the
prominence of the cult had a part in attracting the Ionian-Hellespontine Artists of
Dionysus to choose Teos as their residence in the third century.3 The god's epithet at
Teos, about which the inviolability texts are silent, is uncertain;4 the frequency of the
cithara on Tean coins suggests that he was especially honored in his musical aspect, and
certainly music was the focus of the Artists.5 His temple was in the midst of the city, 400
meters south of the acropolis and theater.6 For the new building the Teans recruited
Hermogenes, the most famous architect of the time.
B.C.

1. References at W. Ruge, "Teos," RE 5A (1934) 560; Robert, Etudes anat. 20-37 (24:
); Magie II 899 n. 113.
2. Diod. 3.66.1-2. BMC Ionia 313-322; SNG Copenhagen Ionia 1444-1533; non Aulock 6.2264-2273.
3. By the 220s; see Herrmann, "Antiochos" 102 n. 105, on the date of SEG 2.580.
4.

is usually cited: C. Picard, Ephèse et Claros (Paris 1922) 406, Ruge 560, from Le Bas-Waddington 106:
. But this epithet is doubtful in text (only Hamilton's copy preserves the whole word)
and meaning (Farnell, Cults V 123; Zwicker, RE 2A [1923] 1895-1896; W. Kroll, AJP 60 [1939] 105-107). Deriving from
a rhetorical utterance of imperial date on the part of a private thiasos, this need not be the title of the civic cult.
5. Dithyrambic competitions at Teos: Le Bas-Waddington 93; BCH 4 (1880) 176-177 (II B.C.). The Tean ambassadors
of the second asylia series, who surely were also Artists, sang poems of Timotheus with cithara (I.Cret. I VIII 11.7-11,
XXIV 1.6-9).
6. On the sporadic excavations (from 1775 on) see Y. Béquignon and A. Laumonier, BCH 49 (1925) 282-283; Y.
Boysal, TürkArkDerg 14 (1965) 231-233.
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Teos was declared inviolable by Antiochus III and the Greek world toward 203/2

7

B.C.

The major festival of Teos was the Dionysia; the games may well have been Panhellenic
by imperial times,8 but certainly no such increase accompanied the recognition of Tean
inviolability,9 for the decrees make no mention of games and nowhere call the Tean
envoys theoroi. Neither do the grants expressly envisage the building of a new temple
(cf. 53), although Hermogenes' work may have followed soon after.10 In their decree
thanking Antiochus III (quoted below) the Teans allude to grave fiscal problems before
his arrival; we may conclude that whatever the dates of Hermogenes and of the enlarged
Dionysia they are subsequent to the declaration of inviolability. Probably one of their
arguments for Panhellenic honors for Tean Dionysus was the presence of the Artists,
whose personal inviolability, already granted by the powers at Delphi, was evoked there
as the analogy for the inviolability of Teos (132.15, 133.18, 134.11).
Teos had gone over to the Attalid house in 218 , abandoning Achaeus.11 The occasion of
the recognition of inviolability was the reassertion of Seleucid power in western Anatolia
during 204-202 , as was revealed by the inscriptions discovered in 1963.12 The Teans
now voted Antiochus III and Laodice elaborate cultic honors in gratitude for his
benefactions, and their description of these is the fullest external account of a grant of
asylia after that of the Magnesians (66):13
B.C.

B.C.

7. L. M. Gluskina, VDI 139 (1977) 82-94, argues on grounds of probability that Antiochus was confirming an Attalid
recognition. A. Mastrocinque, in I santuari e la guerra, ed. M. Sordi (Milan 1984) 142-163, seeks a political context.
8. Ruge 560; the victory list at Segre, Iscr.Cos p. 228 (in part Syll.3 1065: Cos, Augustan date) includes the Dionysia
at Teos among contests at least some of which were Panhellenic.
9. Pace Sherk, Roman Documents p. 215.
10. References for Hermogenes and Teos at P. Gros, Vitruve III (Paris 1990) 110-112; Herrmann, "Antiochos" 33.
11. Polyb. 5-77.5; cf. Herrmann, "Antiochos" 101. R. E. Allen, The Attalid Kingdom (Oxford 1983) 45-57, attributing
mere "influence" to Attalus (49) and then Antiochus (50), is too vague to be convincing.
12. In addition to Herrmann's detailed commentary, see J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1984, 365.
13. Herrmann, "Antiochos" 34-35 no. 1.6-29.
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<><><><><><><><><><><><>
he proclaims himself to be the common benefactor of other Greek cities and of ours; previously, while on the far
side of the Taurus, he was responsible for many good things for us, and on coming into our region he restored his
kingdom to a favorable condition; and visiting our city14 and seeing us weakened in public and private on account of
the continual wars and the burden of contributions we were paying, and wishing to act piously toward the god to
whom he has dedicated our city and country,15 and wanting to gratify the people and the guild of Artists of
Dionysus, he came in person into the assembly and declared our city and country sacred and inviolable and exempt
from tribute, and he promised that through him we would be relieved of the other contributions that we had been
paying to King Attalus, so that, with the affairs of the city improved, he would have the credit not merely for
benefiting the people but for saving them. He stayed in the city with his friends and the troops that were with him,
making the greatest demonstration of his goodwill toward all mankind. Thereafter he has been responsible for many
good things for us, setting an example to all the Greeks of how he conducts himself toward his benefactors and
those well disposed toward him; he is accomplishing the good things through which our city is coming to a happy
state, and he will go on accomplishing them ...

Antiochus now invited a Tean embassy to be sent to him and announced to them that the
relief from the tribute they had paid the Attalids would be permanent (rather than for a
stated period of recuperation, as was common). Statues are therefore voted of the king
and queen, whose action (now a joint action) is again described (47-49):
14. Compare his personal appearance at Thebes, App. Syr. 13.
15. Not some separate act prior to the declaration described next, but a generic reference to it.
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<><><><><><><><><><><><>
who declared the city and country sacred and inviolable and released us from tribute16 and thus benefited both the
people and the Artists ...

A second decree, inscribed in the same hand and probably voted soon after the first,
summed up the royal benefactions yet again (Herrmann, "Antiochos" no. 2.50-53):

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
the king furnished not only peace17 but also a lightening for the future of the heavy and harsh taxes, by releasing
us from the contributions,18 and he has made work and agriculture in the countryside profitable by virtue of
security ...

Our documents on inviolability at Teos say nothing about the genesis of Antiochus'
declaration. No initial Tean embassy to him is mentioned. Yet it seems unlikely that the
new honor for Dionysus was an unprompted whim of the king; and the Teans do not
claim, as others sometimes did, that the king acted "unasked,"
. The
ambassadors of the second series of requests, at least at one city, supported the
inviolability of Teos by citing oracles from Delphi and Didyma (157.9): perhaps the initial
quest did likewise, and these have been passed over in silence, as happened at Cos. But
it is possible too that, as at Alabanda, the oracles were acquired only once the quest had
begun and Tean envoys passed through Delphi and Didyma. Antiochus' recognition clearly
preceded all others; for those powers that could in principle subject cities to tributeother
monarchs and Romefollow Antiochus in adding
to their grants of asylia.19
16. The phrase is synonymous with
item from the grant of inviolability.
17. Cf. the praise of Antiochus at I.Iasos 4-43,
18. Cf. I.Iasos 3.12:

and replaces it; this element, tax relief, clearly was a separate
, and in connection with Alabanda (163).

.

19. On the term see Herrmann, "Antiochos" 138-145. Readers of the Roman letter have often expressed puzzlement,
since Rome did not collect taxes in Teos; see variously A. Heuss, Die völkerrechtlichen Grundlagen der römischen
Aussenpolitik, Klio-BH 31 (Leipzig 1933) 95; W. Dahlheim, Struktur und Entwicklung des römischen Völkerrechts (Munich
1968) 103; P. Klose, Die völkerrechtliche Ordnung des hellenistischen Staatenwelt (Munich 1972) 188none of whom cite
the Athamanian letter (nor Klose the Antiochus documents). But unlike
is morally loaded; loyal subjects and
citizens pay "taxes," defeated enemies pay ''tribute'' (Polyaen. 4.7.1:

(Footnote continued on next page)
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The chronology of these events is subject to several limits.20 The Delphian and Aetolian
eponyms establish a lower date of about 200 Tean envoys were on the Greek mainland
near the start of a Julian year, for they obtained the Aetolians' decree at the Panaetolica
(132.2), held at Naupactus ca. March,21 they were at Delphi later (133.13). So they will
have left Teos by about the first of the year at latestand, presumably, not long after
Antiochus' visit and declaration, which ought therefore to be assigned to the latter
months of a Julian year. The king was fighting in the East well into 205, in Syria during
201 and perhaps already in 202; the Carian campaign was in between. His benefaction to
Teos accordingly occurred in the late months of 204, 203, or 202.
B.C.

The Tean decree thanking Antiochus gives the impression, perhaps accurate, that the
king and his army swept victoriously through Caria and reached as far as Teos, where his
generosity won over the city from Attalusa single and rapid campaign. But the account
given is schematic, and it is possible that the campaign was slow and difficult.
Amyzon, seventy miles southeast of Teos, had been conquered from Ptolemy by May 203,
when Antiochus wrote the city offering reparations for the misdeeds of his troopsthe
earliest known date in Antiochus' Carian campaign. Seleucid benefactions to Amyzon then
continued over several years: decrees in response date from late 202 and late 201.22
Teos, before the king's arrival, had suffered from "the continual wars." These might be,
as Herrmann suggested (105), local wars among cities or some involvement in the Cretan
War; but we should consider too the Seleucid invasion itself and the inevitable responses
of forces loyal to Ptolemy, Attalus, or Philip to defend their territorial interests (leading
(Footnote continued from previous page)
is also what pirates do (Diod. 28.1); it is prohibited by the
terms of a manumission,
(IG IX.12 96). The word, like
"sacred and inviolable," is a promise not to treat a city hostilely; compare earlier Thuc. 8.37.2; Staatsvertr. II
257.21-23 (the Second Athenian Confederacy); Tod II 185-13 (Alexander and Priene); I.Iasos 2.30 (314 B.C.); and
Polyb. 21.45.5(the Peace of Apamea). In the asylia inscriptions this recurs only at Mylasa, texts of uncertain
character, and at Smyrna.
20. Wilhelm, GGA 160 (1898) 219-220; Holleaux, Etudes IV 178-203; Herrmann, "Antiochos" 66, 93-100 (who
considered 204 B.C. too early); Gauthier, Symbola 281. The attempt by F. Piejko, Belleten 55 (1991) 13-69, to redate
Antiochus' grant to 197/6 B.C., later than the recognitions of the mainland states, is arbitrary and unconvincing; in my
view it is excluded by the Athamanians' use of Antiochus' word
(135); for further reasons see C. P.Jones,
GRBS 34 (1993) 80-88. The attempt by H. R. Rawlings, AJAH 1 (1976) 17-19, to date the first series of Cretan
decrees to the 190s is rightly rejected by S. Kreuter, Aussenbeziehungen kretischer Gemeinden (Munich 1992) 60; cf.
E. S. Gruen, The Hellenistic World and the Coming of Rome I (Berkeley 1984) 182 n. 150.
21. Holleaux, Etudes I 219-227;J. A. O. Larsen, TAPA 83 (1952) 7, 30; Pomtow (Syll3 563 n. 2) thought precisely at
the vernal equinox, in parallel with the autumn Thermica (Polyb. 4.37.2). The Amphictyony met around March/April;
cf. F. Lefevre, BCH 115 (1991) 579-594.
22. Fouilles d'Amyzon nos. 9, 14, 15; see below, p. 336.
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finally to Philip's personal intervention in 201). Alabanda was the immediate eastern
neighbor of Amyzon, and we might have expected Antiochus to make his grant to
Alabanda at about the same date (spring 203: in fact it is two years later) and then move
on to Teos. A close grouping of events, therefore, does not seem required. At any rate, it
seems hard to envision the king in Teos already in the latter half of 204; but this cannot
be excluded.
A crucial fact is that the inviolability of Alabanda and that of Teos were voted at Delphi
under different Delphian archonsMegartas for Teos (season unrecorded), Philaetolus for
Alabanda (autumn meeting). The latter, following upon a celebration of the Soteria, is
probably the autumn of 201, so Philaetolus' year was 201/0. Hence Antiochus' grant to
Alabanda must have been made earlier in 201and in absentia, for he was by then in
Palestine. The king's personal appearance at Teos cannot be later, so Megartas' year at
Delphi was 202/1 or earlier.
We have also the uncertain chronology of the Fifth Syrian War. The thesis, argued by
Holleaux and widely held, that the war began in 202 rests in the main on the impression
given by Polybius (15.25.13ff.) that the war began soon after the accession of Ptolemy V
(apparently summer 204; see Herrmann, "Antiochos" 96). The Scythopolis archive (Bull.
épigr. 1970, p. 471) shows the Holy Land already reconquered from Ptolemy before
October 201; the successful siege of Gaza at the southern extreme of Palestine was
completed in 201. It seems we must follow Edouard Will (Histoire II 102) in leaving open
the choice between 202 and 201 for the first hostilities in Syria. Hence it is in theory
possible that Antiochus was at Teos as late as the last months of 202. But that seems the
less likely date, for no one will be comfortable with having to fit into roughly one year the
conquest of all Palestine down through Gaza, where the siege reportedly was long. This
leaves 203 as the most likely for Antiochus' visit.
If then Antiochus was in Teos late in 203, the Tean ambassadors were at Naupactus and
obtained the Aetolian decree toward March of 202 (this makes Alexander the Aetolian
strategos in 203/2; cf. 132.2); if they went on at once to Delphi for the spring sitting, as
has long been assumed,23 then Megartas' year was 203/2. But it is possible that they now
made their tour of the northwest, including Athamania, and came back by way of Delphi
in autumn, so that Megartas' year was 202/1; but this seems less likely.
If, on the other hand, Antiochus was in Teos late in 204, all these dates are earlier by a
year and the Teans' quest was in 203. My guess, however, is that Antiochus' appearance
in Teos is better placed in late 203, and that the Tean envoys canvassed the Greek world
during 202.
By contrast, the Roman recognition of Tean inviolability (153), obtained by Antiochus'
envoy Menippus from the praetor M. Valerius, dates to 193 , for
B.C.

23. Pomtow, RE 4 (1901) 2631; Holleaux IV 179 n. 2.
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we know independently that Menippus was in Rome at the start of 19324 and that M.
Valerius Messalla was then praetor peregrinus.25 This delay of about ten years after the
initial series of grants is in principle disquietingthough the Teans' use of a royal envoy
rather than one of their own underscores the separation of this Roman act from the
others. Holleaux's explanation (IV 200-203) was that Teos, while subject (as he thought)
to Philip, would not have approached Philip's enemy Rome ca. 203; but that in 193
relations between Antiochus (in control of Teos since 197) and Rome were nominally
friendly, hence an appropriate time to make good the omission. We know now, however,
that Teos became Seleucid in 204/3; while in 193 relations between Antiochus and Rome
were by no means cordial, with both actively preparing for war after several years of
negotiations.26 Here as elsewhere, the attempt to see political motives in the recognition
of inviolability, reflecting relations between sovereigns, is dubious: even mortal enemies
are found joining in the recognition of the asylia of places. Asylia was created by common
consent of the Greek people (here see 154.51-52). In 228 the Romans were in effect
declared Greek and allowed to participate in the Isthmian games (Polyb. 2.12.8); but that
declaration by Corinth evidently was not widely taken seriously, at least in Asia, before
Roman intervention in Asia in the 190s. At any rate, separate and subsequent recognition
of asylia by Rome is certain at Magnesia and possible at Claros; evidently it did not occur
to these cities to include Rome in a Panhellenic quest until Rome's presence in Greek
affairs made this inclusion a polite necessity.
B.C.

In 190 Teos was storing supplies for Antiochus; a Roman army ravaged its territory in
order to extort the supplies (Livy 37.27-28). We might conclude that the Romans
reckoned that Teos had given up its neutrality by helping Antiochus. But no such fine
calculation is likely, and in Livy's brief account of the praetor's demands and the Teans'
deliberations there is no mention of asylia.
The tenor of the Tean decree of request can be seen from the responses. The envoys
invoked the good relations of Teos with the grantor, and, where possible, kinship.27 They
described the sanctification and inviolability of Teos to
24. With Hegesianax and Lysias: Livy 34.37; Diod. 28.15; cf. E. Olshausen, Prosopographie der hellenistischen
Königsgesandten, Stud.Hellen. 19 (Louvain 1974) 190-193.
25. Livy 34.55.6. Explicitness is needed here because the M. Valerius who authored 153 might well have been M.
Valerius Falto, one of the praetors of 201 and so nearer to the original declaration.
26. The paradox is noted by E. Badian, Studies in Greek and Roman History (New York 1964) 138; R. M. Errington,
ZPE 39 (1980) 279-284, deduces from the Roman recognition in 193 elaborate and self-interested designs on the part
of both Rome and Antiochus.
27. So the Athamanians and Cretans but not the Aetolians, Amphictyons, and Delphians. Little should be trusted to
silence, however: if we are to judge from silence, we would conclude that the Teans never mentioned Antiochus'
declaration (even when in the presence of his

(Footnote continued on next page)
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the archegetes Dionysus, and the other distinctions and honors: "By voting these for the
god you will yourselves join in increasing them and become responsible for some benefit
to the people; and in so doing you will be acting piously toward the divine and will be
doing the greatest favor for our people" (139, 148, 150, more briefly 149, 151).
Eventually the Teans could cite oracles from Delphi and Didyma, although no decree of
the first series mentions them. No extant decree expressly identifies Antiochus as having
made the recognition first (contrast the first Seleucid case, Smyrna). Yet the Athamanians
and Romans include the king's
, and one Cretan city uses his authoritative
and the Athamanians use
(cf.
at 142.22).28 These terms doubtless reflect the
Tean decree of request, which in turn will have reflected the king's language. Antiochus is
said by the Teans to have "granted" the privileges (
, Herrmann, "Antiochos" no.
1.18, 47, quoted above). The verb is there used in the context of a liberation from taxes
as well, where it is more appropriate than
and the like.
It seems evident that the envoys invoked the presence of the Artists of Dionysus and
their personal inviolability in asking for the recognition. The first Tean decree for
Antiochus couples Teans and Artists as joint beneficiaries of his action (Herrmann,
"Antiochos" no. 1.17). The states of the Aetolian orbit (132-134) make explicit the
analogy of the personal asylia of the Artists for Teos, and several Cretan decrees
assimilate the grant for Teos to one of personal inviolability by adding penalty clauses
against harming Teans.
The civic grantors respond, often in letter form, with greater legal precision than is usual,
and in greater detail. Agreeing to join in honoring the god ("we too worship Dionysus,"
the Cretans often say),29 they make the security of Teos and the Teans an explicit matter
of law. Those in the Aetolian group, who had already recognized the Artists' personal
asylia, could invoke this as an analogy (and this was sufficient for the Delphians and
Amphictyons; the Aetolians, like the Cretans, add provisions against the seizure of
persons and property). This analogy is lacking in the Cretan decrees, but details are of
the same sort: property stolen from Teos or a Tean may be seized by any citizen or Tean
and claimed in the local courts by the rightful Tean owner (139, 141, 151). The privilege
of access to the courts and the right of seizure on foreign soil were substantial matters,
should the need have arisen. But their inclusion is peculiar to the
(Footnote continued from previous page)
envoy Hagesander). Note the disparity of the responses to Alabanda concerning Antiochus: praise and honors from
Delphi (163); silence, apparently, from Athens (162).
28. Welles (p. 155) urged the difference between "granting" and "accepting" the status and suggested it reflected
Teos' lesser importance than Cos or Magnesia.
occurs at Teos, Alabanda, and Pergamum, where royal
initiative was important; but also 111.25.
29. Perhaps thinking of the several traditions that connected the god specially with Crete (Farnell, Cults V 117).
Oenopion, father of Athamas (see on 135.9-11), was a son of Dionysus.
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Aetolian and Cretan acts, where such strictures had become a traditional tool of foreign
policy.
Two embassies, each consisting of two men, are known to usone in northern Greece (two
brothers) and the other in Crete. The Teans organized the inscribing in accordance with
the embassies that obtained the decrees, as at Cos, for the texts are otherwise inscribed
in no geographical order. It is possible therefore that the later envoys to Crete brought
back a decree of Cnidus (158), where they will have passed on their voyage. But the
attested range of grantors does not seem to reflect the mere accident of the survival of
stones (those decrees that happen to derive from the Cretan and northwest Greek
embassies), for the second series has exclusively Cretan decrees, though inscribed later
by a different mason; and the grants for Claros show much the same distributionthe
Aetolian orbit, the Athamanians, and Crete. Scholars have accordingly drawn the
inference that the Tean quest was selective, addressed to pirates.30 This is cast in doubt
by the apparent exceptionsCnidus for Teos, as Thessaly for Claros; and the piracy of
Athamania is especially hard to prove. It is possible instead that we have before us a set
of military allies, though this was not so at Alabanda. If I am right that the Tean
recognitions span the year 202, this was a period of alliance between Macedonia and
Syria against Egypt, dating from 203.31
The ambassadors to Crete were seconded by two royal agents; for a parallel among the
recognitions of inviolability, we have the case of Pergamum.32 At one city, in fact, a royal
agent alone and not the Teans addressed the assembly (141). The Rhodian Hagesander,
a friend of Antiochus "sent to resolve the war,"33 accompanied the Tean envoys to two
cities; the Macedonian Perdiccas, "an ambassador sent by" Philip V who has also been
granted citizenship in Teos, accompanied them to seven; in two decrees neither is
mentioned, and at one city both men appeared (149); the other decrees are too
fragmentary to reveal whether either agent was present. Five cities accede to the Teans'
request "wishing to please Perdiccas.'' Because the political allegiance of Teos is no
longer in doubt,34 the question to be asked is why an Antigonid agent has any
30. E.g., Welles p. 154; P. Brulé, La piratérie crétoise hellénistique (Paris 1978) 94; Kreuter 58; Errington (282)
adds that in 193 Rome was feared, like pirates.
31. See the cautious assessment by Holleaux IV 198-199.
32. Cf. IG II2 844.15-17, the Cretan Eumaridas who aided Athenian envoys to Crete by serving as their fellow
ambassador to some cities and writing letters to others.
33. So only 149.15. On the Cretan War see Brulé 29-56; on Hagesander, 3. L. Ager, Historia 40 (1991) 19. A decade
or so later he and his brother dedicated a statue of their father as priest of Athena Lindia: I.Lindos 158, with Robert at
Holleaux, Etudes 191 n. 1.
34. Holleaux offered reasons (rejected by Bickerman, Hermes 67 [1932] 68 n. 4 [Religions 60]) for thinking that Teos
was Antigonid (and the Cretan decrees therefore from 201 B.C., upon Philip's Asian expedition and somewhat later than
the Tean mission to the Greek mainland); the finds of 1963 confirmed the view of Ruge.
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role here. The answer is probably the political influence that Philip V achieved in Crete
after 218.35 At this moment in 203/2, to judge from the joint appearance at Eleutherna
(and indeed from the appearance of the Seleucid agent anywhere), we may guess that
relations were good between Antiochus and Philip. No doubt, as Holleaux argued,
Hagesander was in Crete primarily on other business for Antiochus (resolving the Cretan
War) and not for the sole purpose of helping the Teans. But that does not explain
Perdiccas, or in general the unusual behavior of these Tean envoys. The state of war in
Crete may itself lie behind the use of royal escorts by the ambassadors. Again, their selfeffacement is perhaps paralleled by the absence of any Tean from the request to Rome in
193.
At some later date the Teans sent a new pair of envoys to at least Crete. These
canvassed the cities and obtained a number of "renewals" of asyliathat is, reminders: for
the granting cities had not let the status lapse,36 and the substance of what they now
voted was to inscribe the former decrees granting asylia, as the Teans expressly
requested (154.13). These decrees commonly add to the earlier substance the provision
that if anyone harm the Teans or their land, the grantor will come with such military aid
as is possiblea formula from defensive alliances, although here not backed up by any
oath. What the Teans now asked was that the old decrees be inscribed; and indeed most
of those extant from the first series have no provision for publication. Two do (Arcades
and Biannus), however, though the request of the second series was put to them as well.
The burden of the Tean embassy seems therefore to have been a reminder. And two
cities apparently felt nothing new was necessary, and simply praised the Tean envoys for
their culture without mentioning asylia; the envoys, obviously Dionysiac Artists, had given
recitals about the traditional relations of Crete and Teos.37
Tenos may also have approached cities, and apparently not only Cretan ones, to "renew"
its inviolability; and Athens had occasion to remind various Cretan cities of the existing
philanthropa, in order to assure the safety of Athenians (IG II2 844).
What occasioned this reminder? On its date, guesses have ranged down to 131 ;38 the
only internal marker is that the Cretans' "ancestors" had first recognized Tean asylia,
which since Waddington has usually been taken to
B.C.

35. Polyb. 4.55, 7.11.9, 7.14.4; cf. Holleaux 187; Kreuter 55-61.
36. Contra Gauthier, Symbola 280 (the privileges "étaient peu à peu devenus lettre morte"); Kreuter (58) postulates
"continual violations" of inviolability in the interim. S. Sahin, Epigr. Anat. 23 (1994) 1-36, a pirate attack on Teos in the
third century, may be relevant.
37. Cnossus (I.Cret. I VIII 11) and Priansus (I XXIV 1), not included here, though in the second case this is probable
evidence that Priansus was among the grantors on the first occasion.
38. Listed at Ruge 550. The only published photographs are of 160 and 161; I agree with Guarducci (I.Cret. I p. 28) in
thinking the script to be of the first rather than the second half of the second century (note especially the unbroken
bar of A).
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require a date after about 170 Several decrees state plainly that the status had not
lapsed. Several add more pointed promises about the defense of Teos. There is no hint
that the Cretans themselves had violated the territory of Teos, and this would be a very
roundabout way of addressing such an act (cf. 154.41).
B.C.

Some other royal letters to Teos (Herrmann, "Antiochos" 157-159) may be relevant to
this later mission. In one a king has received a Tean embassy offering him a crown; he
mentions honors and his ancestors, then turns to his present benefactions (7-13):

A second letter on this stone, from a king and his sister, similarly confirms existing
privileges in response to an embassy (16-19):

Another letter on a different stone makes reference to the author's "brother"; apparently
the author is the sister mentioned in the second letter.
These letters have quite reasonably been taken to derive from Antiochus and Laodice,
hence within ten or twelve years of the grant of inviolability and alluding to the
benefactions of ca. 203. But Antiochus was first to grant asylia to Teos and was the last
of his dynasty to control the city; it is hard to see how any Seleucid's "fathers" can be
invoked on the topic of the asylia of Teos. Herrmann reports that the script of these texts
is far different from those of ca. 203. I have wondered whether these letters are Attalid:
perhaps after their reversion to Attalid rule in 188 the Teans felt it expedient to seek
confirmation of a title they owed to the usurpation by Antiochus, and on the same
occasion sent out envoys to Greek cities with their reminder. But again the "fathers" of an
Attalid king did not initiate asylia at Teos. Hence, for either dynasty, these ancestors
must be invoked here in allusion to a policy of past good relations, not specifically the
granting of asylia; the letters likely are from Antiochus and Laodice, adding further
benefactions to the asylia of ca. 203. Similar gestures spanned several years at Amyzon.
The Romans' attitude has left no direct trace. The worship of the emperor Tiberius came
to be associated in some way with the temple of Dionysus, as
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happened also at Claros.39 This may reflect Roman confirmation of the privilege of asylum
in 22, despite the silence of Tacitus about both places.
A.D.

So far as we know, Teos issued gold money only once in its history, of which a single
specimen has survived. It shows a running griffon on the obverse and a lyre and the
magistrate
on the reverse.40 A Polythrous was one of the two Tean ambassadors
to Antiochus, and Herrmann (86) did not fail to note the several bronze issues that also
give this name as a magistrate. Surely the occasion of this rare and commemorative gold
is the liberation from Attalid rule, asylia, and the "lightening of burdens," and on this coin
at least it is the same man as the ambassador; as Herrmann remarked, he is also very
likely the founder of a school known in a famous inscription from Teos.
The asylia decrees for Teos were inscribed on blocks of the blue-grey marble quarried
east of the city41 and used to build Hermogenes' temple of Dionysus; the "renewals" of
the status voted in the second century specify only that the decree would be inscribed "in
the temple." Most of the stones, like other Tean inscriptions, were early scattered, used
to build the monurnents, walls, and tombs of the surrounding Turkish villagesSegacik, the
port town on the north side of the Tean peninsula four miles from the city, Tepecik and
Araka some miles to the east, and Gesusler to the northeast. Waddington reported that
the Roman edict and the Cretan decrees of the first series were inscribed in ''exactly
similar letters";42 if this means the same hand, then possibly the Teans waited at least a
decade to inscribe their archive, perhaps on the new temple of Hermocrates. But such a
vague assessment of style is dubious, and such a delay seems improbable.
The general order of the Tean archive cannot be reconstructed, although the relative
positions of texts on the same stone have been respected here (in this I follow
Waddington); I divert from this only in following the Delphian rather than Tean order of
the decrees known also in a Delphian copy (at Delphi, the Aetolians preceded the
Amphictyony, the actual chronology; at Teos the reverse).
39. Robert, Etudes anat. 34-35 (LSAM 28.12); Op. min. sel. VI 540.
40. G. K. Jenkins, BMQ 29 (1965) 91-92, who thought that style placed the coin in the third century
simultaneously,Jenkins could not know the Antiochus inscriptions nor Herrmann the gold coin.

B.C.

Publishing

41. So Richard Chandler recognized in 1764: Travels in Asia Minor and Greece I (Oxford 1825) 122.
42. From Chishull (p. 102) until Wilhelm it was therefore assumed that the grants were all contemporary with the dated
Roman recognition, 193 B.C.; but note that the epigraphic copy printed by Le Bas shows a different sigma in the Roman
text, with straight rather than flaring arms. The flaring letters (especially pi) portrayed by Le Bas are those we see in
the Antiochus inscriptions published by Herrmann.
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A number of the texts were copied by Sherard in 1709,43 with some known to us from
other early sources.44 Le Bas added to this substantially, and the archive was put in order
and discussed by Waddington, who had Le Bas's copies and squeezes.45 The French
excavation after World War I contributed two more decrees.46 Finally, it was the
spectacular discoveries of the Turkish excavators in 1963 that showed the occasion of the
grants. From Delphi come copies of the Aetolian and Delphian decrees, and of an
Amphictyonic decree not extant at Teos. The texts printed here are Waddington's (and
the majuscules Le Bas's) except as indicated.
132. Aetolian League
Two copies, at Delphi and Teos. I give the text and line divisions of the Tean copy, which
was virtually undamaged.
Teos: block found by Sherard reused at Segacik.
E. Chishull, Antiquitates Asiaticae (London 1728: copies of Sherard) 104-107; F. Hessel,
preface to Antiquae inscriptiones by M. Gude (Leeuwarden 1731) no. 72 (copy of H. van
der Horst) [Boeckh, CIG 3046];47 Le Bas-Waddington 85 [Cauer 96; Cauer2 238;
Dittenberger, Syll.2 280; Fick, SGDI 1411; Michel, Rec. 68; F. Bleckmann,
Gr.Inschr.z.gr.Staatenk. (1913) 6; Pomtow, Syll.3 563; Schwyzer 387; Klaffenbach, IG
IX.12 192].
Delphi: found in 1893 on the inward face of the north anta of the Athenian Treasury (on
which are a number of non-Athenian texts), containing 132-134
43. The botanist William Sherard, resident in Smyrna from 1703 to 1716, whence Chishull's edition. It is for the
sake of simplicity that I bracket CIG as merely derivative from Chishull; in fact Boeckh, through the agency of C.
O. Müller, consulted Sherard's manuscript, from which he often corrected Chishull's printed texts.
44. Chandler, during his tour of 1764/5, examined a number of the inscriptions with Chishull's edition in mind but printed
none; of two readings he offered corrections, both wrong (139.1
, 140.1
): R. Chandler,
Inscriptiones antiquae (Oxford 1774) p. iii. Pococke in 1739 saw the block with 158 and following and recorded a few
letters: Inscriptionum antiquarum liber (London 1752) 17 no. 8, here 158 (KATAYI and TIO
) and 159.1.
45. The early copies occasionally show a more convincing text than Le Bas's, which makes one suspect that
Waddington did not or could not always control the text from Le Bas's squeezes.
46. Béquignon and Laumonier, BCH 49 (1925) ??08, mention finding fragments of other asylia decrees, which have
not been published.
47. The Tean inscriptions in the Gude volume were copied at Segacik in February 1??19 by two members of the
Belgian consulate in Smyrnamost by the consul himself J. de Hochepied, the Aetolian decree by his aide H. van der
Horst; they passed on their copies to C. A. Duker, who sent them to Hessel (I note this because of the frequent
confusion in subsequent editions about the genesis of these copies; Hess?? "addenda to the preface" of Gude's book
is unpaginated; his explanation of his sources is placed after his no. 73 of this series of texts).
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and a Delphian proxeny decree for the ambassadors.48 Three blocks associated by
Homolle (inv. 439: h. 0.44, w. 0.90; 471: h. 0.377, w. 0.97; 493: h. 0.365, w. 0.53) and a
small piece (436: h. 0.042) of the block that lay between the upper two, added by
Pomtow; letters 0.008, intersp. 0.007. Copied by Bourguet (439, 436), Couve (471), and
Homolle (the three large blocks).
Jardé, BCH 26 (1902) 281-286 no. 23; G. Colin, FD III.2 134a.
Cf. Wilhelm, GGA 160 (1898) 216-220.
I give the Tean copy; the Delphian preserves diminishing amounts of lines 1-7.

48. This text (FD 134d [Syll.3 564]) does not survive at Teos and may not have been inscribed there, although
noninviolability decrees were at Teos (see n. 37) and in the Magnesian archive.
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1:
instead at Delphi. 2: Delphi omits
name, possibly also after the first. 4:

. 3: Delphi adds the patronymic
Delphi.

after at least the second

2: Alexander was Aetolian strategos for the second time in 196/5, for the third in 185/4;
here, without number, is his first tenure, and 203/2 if my reasoning is correct. See
Klaffenbach, IG IX.12 pp. xxxiii and 51 (who assigned Alexander to 204/3 on the basis of
Pomtow's date for Megartas at Delphi). The season of the Panaetolica was early spring,
ca. March.
7-8: These philanthropa already granted Teos by the Aetolians are unknown to us;
possibly personal inviolability, as in the case of Miletus (p. 173). The analogy is weaker
with Magnesia, with its close ties to Aetolia and a seat on the Amphictyonic Council.
9-16: The Aetolians give a clear exposition of their understanding of the Teans' objective:
personal asylia, against seizure of movable goods, including persons:
no Aetolian or resident of Aetolia operating from anywhere is to seize Teans or residents of Teos; rather they shall
have security and inviolability with respect to Aetolians and Aetolian residents; if anyone seize either them or their
property from city or country, the general and synedroi in office are to confiscate the visible goods, while for those
not visible49 those who committed the seizure are subject to trial, right to prosecute50 and other procedures being
available to the Teans, as Aetolian law stipulates also for the Artists of Dionysus.

Their analogy with the Artists, who had no territorial state, underscores the assimilation
of this act to a grant of personal inviolability, which is what the Artists enjoyed. Thus the
Aetolians choose to focus on the Teans rather than on the place Teos, and they say next
to nothing of Dionysus. What they grant the Teans, in effect, is access to Aetolian courts.
14: The unaspirated

at 181.5.

133. Delphian Amphictyony
At Delphi, inscribed below 132; no Tean copy extant.
Lines 3-9: L. Couve, BCH 18 (1894) 240-241 [Baunack, SGDI 2530].
Entire: Jardé no. 23; Colin, FD III.2 134b; Pomtow, Syll.3 564.

49. I.e., already disposed of; cf. on 67.16-17.
50. Cf. FD III.2 205.10,

of someone who ''filed charges" before the Amphictyons.
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Text of Colin. 3 fin. Pomtow (who had first thought
[
]-Jardé.

). 4 Couve:

lapis. 7 end Pomtow. 11:

10: The theoroi evidently were traveling from west to east, Naupactus to Delphi. The
Council makes explicit that the Teans have already obtained the vote of the Aetolian
League, and indeed this decree reads like a précis of the Aetolians' decision, including
even the citation of earlier Aetolian, not Amphictyonic, philanthropa. In the preliminaries
the Council does not even say what the Teans wanted, not mentioning friendship or
asylia, as do the Aetolians and Delphians.
134. Delphi
Copies at Teos and Delphi, the Delphian inscribed below 133, the Tean (h. 0.40, w.
1.175) seen by Le Bas built into the fort at Segacik, by Wilhelm in 1891 in Izmir.
Delphi: Jardé no. 123; Colin, FD III.2 134c.
Teos: Le Bas-Waddington 84 [Michel, Rec. 67; Cauer2 208]; Wilhelm, GGA 160 (1898)
216-220 [Baunack, SGDI 2675; Pomtow, Syll.3 565; Schwyzer 331].
I give the Tean copy, more complete, underlining what survives only at Delphi.
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1:

instead at Delphi. 2: init.
.

, then YAF OSO at Teos. 15: Delphi reverses the order of

and

135. Athamanian kings
Inscribed below 134 (Tean copy); broken below line 14, with one or two lines lost before
the second column begins.
Le Bas-Waddington 83; Wilhelm, GGA 160 (1898) 216-220 [Welles, Royal Corres. 35].

Text of Wilhelm, who recognized this as a royal letter. 1
. Waddington.51

, 3-4 [

], 4-5

51. 15ff.: a continuous and complete text has been composed by F. Piejko, Epigraphica 50 (1988) 41-46 [SEG
32.1227].
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The Athamanian pair52 also recognized the inviolability of Apollo of Claros; they may
appear too in the tantalizing fragment Staatsvertr. III 550.12texts all close in date. An
Amynander son of Machaus made a donation to Melitea (where Hellenus was buried);
there too he is not called king.53 But Polybius calls the king of the Athamanians in 220
"Amynas" (4.16.9). Theodorus is known otherwise only in the Delian temple inventories:
his daughter Phila made dedications there before 225 :
.54 Other
literary sources know only Amynander as king of the Athamanians: if he is rightly
identified with the donor at Melitea, then Theodorus cannot be his father. Perhaps
Theodorus was now in effective retirement, being old enough to have begotten a
daughter well before 225.
B.C.

B.C.

The Athamanians, having been independent of Epirus for a generation by now, were at
various times allied with the Aetolians and may well have been in 203/2.
9-11: The Athamanians' uneasy insistence on their Greek descent may reflect the view of
others that they were barbarians (Strab. 7.7.1 [321]). They cite their kinship with all
Greeks, as Athamas was a descendant of Hellenus (a tale otherwise unrecorded, as
Waddington remarked). According to a legend as early as the fifth century (Pherecydes
FGrHist 3 102), Teos itself was founded by Minyans led by Athamas, grandson of
Athamas. An account at least as old (Ion, 392 1; cf. Jacoby's note 44) held that
Oenopion and his son Athamas came from Crete to Chios, and the son may then have
been taken to be the founder of Teos ( 3). Moderns have distinguished the Minyan and
the Cretan Athamas, but the Teans seem to have found it convenient to merge them, at
least when they dealt with the Cretans.55
F

F

F

136-143 on two once adjacent blocks (above and below), found reused at Segac??k.
136. Cnossus
J. Kennedy Bailie, Fasciculus inscriptionum (Dublin 1846) 127-130 no. 154; Le BasWaddington 61 [Blass, SGDI 5165; Guarducci, I.Cret. I 8].
VIII

Cf. W. Aly, Der kretische Apollonkult (Leipzig 1908) 13.
52. On them see Moretti, I.stor.ellen. II pp. 5758; on Amynander, S. I. Oost, CP 52 (1957) 1-15; W. Welwei,
Historia 14 (1965) 252-256; M.-F. Baslez in L'Illyrie méridionale (Clermont-Ferrand 1987) 167-173.
53. IG IX.2 208; Strab. 9.5.6 (432); Oost 13 n. 9.
54. I.Délos 338Bb.29; 369A.6-7; 442B.13, 184, 213.
55. See Jacoby ad loc.; Pfeiffer ad Callim. frag. 49; G. Huxley, GRBM 10 (1984) 149-152; D. C. Braund, CQ n.s. 32
(1982) 350-353; on the Boeotian Athamas who reared the infant Dionysus, see H. Fuhrmann, JdI 65-66 (1950-51)
105-107.
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13 Aly:

Waddington.

The envoys of the second Tean mission visited Cnossus and sang of Tean-Cretan
relations but obtained only honors for themselves, without mention of asylia (I.Cret. I
11; so too at Priansus, of which no decree survives from the first mission: I 1). Unless
this was a polite refusal, the Cnossians may be thought to have kept their earlier grant
inscribed, although no provision for inscription occurs in 136.
VIII

XXIV

5, 8:
is merely what others would call
, the other inhabitants of Teos
besides citizens; the same term recurs in the decree of Sybrita (141.20).
137. Polyrrhenia
Inscribed below 136.
Lines 1-5: Chishull pp. 121-122 [Boeckh, CIG 3054; Kennedy Bailie has line 1 (his no.
154.17)]. Complete: Le Bas-Waddington 62 [Cauer 49; Cauer2 126; Blass, SGDI 5166;
Michel, Rec. 52; Guarducci, I.Cret. II
3].
XXIII
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12:

Cauer.

Polyrrhenia was in the western extreme of Crete. The decree is short, and to the
recognition of territorial inviolability it appends personal inviolability, called simply
for residents of Teos, irrespective of their location.

,

9-10: It is conventional to construe an infinitive
dependent on
("it is given to
the god from us to recognize" etc.). This is clumsy at best, and I suspect that a phrase
has fallen out, the true subject of
(as in 139.20-21 etc.): the god first is given his
honors and then "we grant" inviolability, thus
(or whatever the word
order).
138. Rhaucus
Second column.
Chishull pp. 116-117 [Boeckh, CIG 3051]; Kennedy Bailie no. 155; Le Bas-Waddington 63
[Cauer 50; Cauer2 127; Michel, Rec. 53; Blass, SGDI 5167; Schwyzer 188; Guarducci,
I.Cret. I
1].
XXVII

Cf. K. Meister, IGForsch 18 (1905/6) 200.

3 Chishull:
Waddington; 11
Kennedy Bailie:

Le Bas. 10-12 Chishull: 10
, 11
Meister. 14:
Chishull, Kennedy Bailie,
Le Bas;
Chishull, Kennedy Bailie. 15

12
Le Bas;

Le BasChishull,
Chishull.

The only extant decree and almost the only inscription of Rhaucus, a small city in the
Heraclion valley. Here, as with Axus and Eranna (and Allaria in Polybius), the spelling of
the name apparently varies (line 3). The city was
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partioned by Cnossus and Gortyn in 166/5
Rigsby, TAPA 106 (1976) 316.

B.C.

and ceased to exist: Guarducci p. 291;

5, 9: Terminal n for V; cf. on 60.7.
10-12: Here, among all the decrees for Teos, the early copies raise a question of
substance. I have relied on Chishull's text:56 as the ambassadors have stressed Tean
friendship with Rhaucus and called for asylia, with Hagesander zealously calling for this
too and the Tean ambassadors likewise stressing their loyalty and devotion, it is decreed
to answer (etc.). On Le Bas's reading: as the Tean ambassadors have called for asylia,
upon Hagesander calling for it and "our ambassadors stressing your loyalty," it is decreed
(etc.). The implication of this last would be that some Rhaucian ambassadors had passed
through Teosin the course of dealing with the Seleucid government, Waddington deduced
(followed by Holleaux 192, Herrmann, "Antiochos" 135). Chishull's version, though clumsy
and to a degree redundant (mentioning the Teans' speech twice, but for rather different
arguments), eliminates this extra embassy from little Rhaucus, for which the other
decrees for Teos offer no parallel.
139. Cydonia
Inscribed below 138, with line 14 beginning the third column.
Lines 1-2 init., 27 end: Chishull 122 [Boeckh, CIG 3055]. Lines 14-26: Kennedy Bailie no.
156. Complete: Le Bas-Waddington 64 [Cauer 51; Cauer2 124; Michel, Rec. 54; Blass,
SGDI 5168; Schwyzer 203; Guarducci, I.Cret. II x 2].

56. I put little faith in Kennedy Bailie's copies (Waddington p. 30 was mistaken in stating that these derived from
Borrell): more than others, he seems to normalize spelling and dialect and "see" restorations, or again to reproduce
with suspect exactitude already published readings; on p. 130 he makes clear that the majuscules he prints are
emended versions of the copies he made. At any rate, here his text gives
at 3 end,
in 6,
in 8,
in 14; at 9 after META he gives
where Chishull printed dots and Le Bas
.
At 10ff. he duplicates Chishull but with PAPATHIWN where Chishull had printed PAPATHIWN, i.e.,
. Note,
however, 139.15-17, where Kennedy Bailie is the sole authority.

Page 301

2 APXONTES Le Bas: KOSMOI Chishull (but Sherard's copy ends with KAI). 15-17: the line ends are reported by
Kennedy Bailie (16-17:
) but not Le Bas; 16
Blass,
Guarducci. 20:
ENEKEN Kennedy Bailie. 21:
Kennedy Bailie. 24, 25 Cauer:
and
Waddington.

Cydonia in the west, modern Chania, was reckoned the third city of Crete (Strab. 10.4.7).
Its decree is one of the more detailed in this series; the penalty clause (24ff.) empowers
any Cydonian or Tean to ''seize and restore" goods to the victim (cf. Allaria, 151).
8ff.: If I have understood this morass, the envoys "showed the most earnest zeal and
public spirit about establishing the sacredness to Dionysus and inviolability of the city and
country of the Teans, and about us voting to join in increasing the other existing
distinctions and honors they enjoy on account of the god and being always ready with
some good for their people, and that by doing these things we would be acting in keeping
with piety toward the divine and would greatly gratify their people." Cf. 148, 152, and
more briefly 149.11ff., 150.11ff. (this last passage is clearest for sorting out the two
parties in the sentence).
14: The parallel passage in 148 has nothing of the phrase restored here.
19: Cf. on 145.
24: Cauer's correction is doubtful; we expect

.

140. Axus
Beginning below 139 in the third column; 16ff. on another block (in Izmir: seen by
Wilhelm in 1891, and again by Robert).
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Chishull pp. 114-116; Hessel no. 6 (copy of J. de Hochepied: only lines 16-24) [Boeckh,
CIG 3050]; Le Bas-Waddington 65 [Cauer 52; Cauer2 122; Michel, Rec. 55; Blass, SGDI
5169; Guarducci, I.Cret. II v 17].
Cf. Wilhelm, GGA 160 (1898) 215 (autopsy); Robert, Hellenica I (1940) 118 n. 4 (autopsy,
Le Bas's squeeze).

13 Robert:
Sherard,
Robert, and Le Bas's squeeze:

Le Bas. 17 Blass:
Waddington.

the copies. 23 after

Chishull,

Axus was an important city, situated at the foot of Mt. Ida west of the Heraclion valley.
The crucial phrase (19ff.) is unusually full: the city "declares the sanctification to Dionysus
of the city and country of the Teans and accepts it as sacred and inviolable."
141. Sybrita
On the second block, beginning below 140 end; second column begins with line 19.
Lines 1-9 and 19-27: Chishull pp. 113-114; Hessel no. 6 (copy of de Hochepied) [Boeckh,
CIG 3049]. Complete: Le Bas-Waddington 66 [Cauer 53; Blass, SGDI 5170; Guarducci,
I.Cret. II 1].
XXVI

Cf. Holleaux, Etudes IV 183; M. Muttelsee, Die Verfassungsgeschichte Kretas (Hamburg
1925) 12 n. 4.
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6 Boeckh from Sherard's copy (line omitted by Chishull and Hessel): init. Holleaux:
Waddington;
Boeckh, T omitted by Le Bas. 9-10:
Waddington. 10 end Muttelsee:
Waddington. 13 [
], 14
, 15
, 16
, 17-18 .
Waddington. 19: OPMIS Sherard, Hessel, Le Bas, OPMW Chishull,
Boeckh; BPISTAS Hessel, BPITIAS
Chishull.

Sybrita, at the western foot of Mt. Ida, has left little trace in the historical record;
Polybius, in a lost passage, had occasion to mention the city under the year 206/5 (I.Cret.
p. 289, from Steph. Byz. ). Only here in the archive does a royal agent speak for the
Teans.
S.V.

19ff.: The terms of the penalty clause are unusually elaborate and somewhat redundant
(cf. 142.24ff.): "If anyone operating from Sybrita wrong any Tean or resident of Teos
contrary to the decree of inviolability written by the city of the Sybritans, the Tean or
resident of Teos is empowered to come and take both persons and property, if anyone
has seized them; the annual kosmoi are to force
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restitution by those in possession, acting with impunity and immune from any
prosecution.''
142. Lato
Below 141, with line 19 beginning the third column.
Lines 1-6 init., 19-31: Chishull p. 122; Hessel no. 7 (copy of de Hochepied) [Boeckh, CIG
3058]. Complete: Le Bas-Waddington 67 [Cauer 54; Blass, SGDI 5171; Guarducci, I. Cret.
I 2].
XVI

9-12 Blass. 18-19 Blass:

Waddington.

Lato stood on a high saddle looking west across the Gulf of Mirabello and the harbor town
Ayios Nikolaos. We learn from 152 that a distinct "Lato by Camara" existed at Ayios
Nikolaos, apparently in sympolity with Lato proper. See generally E. Kirsten, RE Suppl. 7
(1940) 342-365.
5-6: For
as "assembly" (here also at Istron and Arcades) or "government" see
Robert, Monnaies antiques en Troade (Geneva 1966) 90.
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20ff.: The recognition is clumsily phrased, but parallel to 150.29: "We grant the
sanctification to Dionysus and that the city and territory be sacred and inviolable, wishing
to please Perdiccas."
31: Eleithyia was clearly the patroness of Lato. Other inscriptions were set up in her
temple (I.Cret. 35), and the Latoans tooks oaths by her as well as by the national Cretan
goddess Britomartis (5.75). One of the two promontories of Lato is occupied by a temple,
perhaps hers: P. Ducrey and O. Picard, BCH 94 (1970) 567-590.
143. Lappa
Below 142 (third column).
Lines 1-6 init.: Chishull p. 122; Hessel no. 8 (copy of de Hochepied) [Boeckh, CIG 3056].
Complete: Le Bas-Waddington 68 [Guarducci, I.Cret. II 3].
XVI

Cf. Holleaux, Etudes IV 189 n. 2.

8 Holleaux, Guarducci: [

] Waddington. 14: perhaps

Guarducci.

Lappa was in the western part of the island; as Guarducci remarks, little trace of the
Cretan dialect remains in this decree.
144-146 are known from an eighteenth-century copy that included also 147; Waddington
accordingly placed them here.
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144. Hierapytna
A. Torres y Ribera, Antiquitates Cretenses (Venice 1805) 39 no. 1 (copy of Maffei); S. A.
Naber, Mnemosyne 1 (1852) 118-125 no. 4 (copy of Cobet) [Le Bas-Waddington 68a;
Blass, SGDI 5172; Guarducci, I.Cret. III 2].57
III

2 NIBO, 3 TANTA, 5

, 7 MENOD, 9 fin. AEN Naber.

Hierapytna, the important city in the southeast of Crete, is richly documented.
3: "We shall hold to our friendship because it is fitting" is a recherché expression for a
familiar sentiment in Hellenistic diplomacy.
145. Aptera
Torres y Ribera; Naber no. 5 [Le Bas-Waddington 68b; Blass, SGDI 5173; Guarducci,
I.Cret. II 1].
III

57. I have not seen the book of Torres (on it see S. Ricci, MonAnt 2 [1897] 79; Guarducci, I.Cret. III p. xii). The
copies were obviously poor, confusing E/S, K/N, O/W etc., which I have not marked; omissions too were probably
due to the copyist.
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1: TINA. 6 Guarducci:

Naber. 8: MIN. 9

add. Blass;

; KATAI. 10: AAAS. 12:

.

Aptera stood atop the ridge overlooking Suda Bay and bordered Cydonia, whose decree
(139) this one closely resembles; for both, the Teans "have conducted themselves
worthily of the god" (cf. 151.22;
is a synonym at 149.24). A subsequent decree is
also extant (154). Aptera omits "sacred" from the recognition (6) but in the later decree
refers to the present act as "sanctification."
146. Biannus
Torres y Ribera; Naber no. 7 [Le Bas-Waddington 68c; Blass, SGDI 5174; Guarducci,
I.Cret. I 1].
VI

2: PASSTWS.
Biannus was in the south of Crete, though at some remove from the coast. A decree is
also extant in the second series (156), even though the present one makes provision for
being inscribed.
7: The aberrant accusative is not a mason's error, for as Guarducci notes it recurs in
148.37.
11: The binding of Ares by Otus and Ephialtes (Il. 5.385ff.) occurred at Biannus, where
one of the brothers was buried and the Hecatomphonia were celebrated in honor of Ares
(Steph. Byz.
; Guarducci p. 29).
S.V.

147-149 on a block at Segacik.
147. Apollonia
Torres y Ribera; Naber no. 6; Le Bas-Waddington 69 [Blass, SGDI 5175; Guarducci, I.Cret.
I 1].
III
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3 TAIAII. 9

, 10 Blass.

Guarducci urged that this is the Apollonia that was a port city west of Cnossus (Historia 7
[1933] 363-367); the other Apollonias that ancient authorities place in Crete are obscure
and unlocated.
9: Apollo "who receives a tithe" is known at Hierapytna (I.Cret. III
(Paus. 1.42.5).

III

9) and at Megara

10: Hospitality for the envoys is for some reason rare in this first series of Cretan decrees
for Teos. This word applied to guests (rather than mercenaries) is unusual; compare the
noun
at 197.6; cf.
at 155.49 and 156.36.
148. Istron
Inscribed below 147, continuing to a second column at line 18.
Chishull 110-113 [Boeckh, CIG 3048]; Le Bas-Waddington 70 [Cauer 55; Cauer2 123;
Blass, SGDI 5176; Michel, Rec. 56; Guarducci, I.Cret I 1].
XIV
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15

ad. Cauer. 18 Blass: KAIT . . . AIO - - - Chishull,
Le Bas,
Waddington,

Boeckh, KAI . . . . . . . .
Cauer.

Istron was a small city south of Lato on the Gulf of Mirabello. The decree gives an
unusually detailed representation of the Teans' speech and is unusually deferential to
Perdiccas (for the phrase at 30 cf. 142.22).
8ff.: The same intricate sentiment at Cydonia (139).
28ff.: This clumsy expression amounts to a gloss: "Wishing to please Perdiccas, we grant
the sanctification to Dionysus of the city and country, that they be sacred and inviolable";
which is simply asylia at 35.
37: Here is a clear instance of Chishull tacitly correcting Sherard's copy: Sherard and Le
Bas give
(and cf. 146.7), Chishull
. So too at 149.5 the two give
, and
Chishull prints
.
149. Eleutherna
Third column; the opening lines had deteriorated by Le Bas's day, so that Chishull's text is
more complete.
Chishull 108-110 [Boeckh, CIG 3047]; Le Bas-Waddington 71 [Cauer 56; Blass, SGDI
5177; Michel, Rec. 57; Guarducci, I.Cret. II 21].
XII

Cf. Wilhelm, AEM 20 (1897) 88; GGA 160 (1898) 215.
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1-4 derive almost entirely from Sherard's copy. 4 init.: SANTES Sherard, SANYOS Chishull. 7
W. Blümel by
communication, from 151.8: [
] Boeckh. 9 Blass:
Boeckh,
Wilhelm. 11
Wilhelm.
12-13 Wilhelm:
Chishull,
Waddington,
Blass.

This is the one city where the two royal agents appear together; it is the only text to
state Hagesander's purpose, and it is relatively quiet about Perdiccas. Holleaux (IV 197198), who believed that every appearance of Perdiccas proved Antigonid aiiiance,
conciuded from his being mentioned briefly and second that Eleutherna has just now
been brought to reconciliation with Rhodes and the Seleucids.
7: Boeckh considered that

(or

27: The formula is varied with

. For the abrupt ending compare 138.

150-152: block found at Tepecik by Le Bas.

, Wilhelm 1898) has fallen out after

.
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150. Arcades
A second column begins at line 30.
Le Bas-Waddington 72 [Cauer 57; Michel, Rec. 58; Blass, SGDI 5178 (in part); Guarducci,
I.Cret I v 52].
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22 [ ], 35

ad. Blass.

Arcadia was an important city at the eastern extreme of the Messara; on the problem of
the site see D. Viviers, BCH 118 (1994) 232-234.
43: The major festival was the Asclepieia; cf. Staatsvertr. III 512.9 of about this date.
151. Allaria
After 150, continuing to a third column at line 13.
Le Bas-Waddington 73 [Cauer 58; Blass, SGDI 5179; Michel, Rec. 59; Guarducci, I.Cret. II
1].
I
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4 Blass: APESTEILANTES. 12 Blass: TES. 14: error for

Blass.

Allaria has not been located but was probably in the west of Crete. Polybius had occasion
to mention the city under the year 206/5 (book 13: Steph. Byz. ), no doubt the same
passage that mentioned Sybrita.
S.V.

152. Lato by Camara
After 151, continuing to the fourth column on the stone at line 11.
Le Bas-Waddington 74 [Cauer 59; Cauer2 125; Blass, SGDI 5180 (in part); Michel, Rec.
60; Guarducci, I.Cret. I 15].
XVI
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4 Blass: TAN Le Bas,
Cauer. 5:
. Waddington; or
, unless this is iotacism. 18
ad. Blass. 20
Blass:
31: error for
(Blass). 33:
may have been omitted after

9:
Waddington. 30:
.

Guarducci. 16: error for
Guarducci.

The distinction ''Lato by Camara'' is made only in the Teans' heading added to this
decree, not in the decree itself. Evidently the two Latos are in sympolity. No two decrees
in the archive are so similar (but note Istron and Arcades). Both moreover are to be
inscribed in the temple of Eleithyia; I take it this was a single temple shared by the two.
One thinks of the two Colophons, obliged to ratify each other's decrees (Robert, Villes
62). The separation probably was brief; several lists of Cretan cities extant (admittedly
incomplete) know only one LatoStaatsvertr. III 582.38 (260 ); I.Cret. IV 179.a.6 (183
). Xenion by contrast knew Camara as a city that used to be called Lato.58 Evidently the
harbor city flourished at the expense of the hill site in late Hellenistic times. On all this
see E. Kirsten, RE Suppl. 7 (1940) 357-358.
B.C.

B.C.

153. Rome
A block found in the cemetery at Araka near Segac??k.
Chishull pp. 102-104; Hessel no. 1 (copy of de Hochepied) [Boeckh, CIG 3045]; Le BasWaddington 60 [Dittenberger, Syll. 204, Syll.2 279; Viereck, Sermo graecus 2; Michel,
Rec. 51; Hiller, Syll.3 601; IGR IV 1557; Sherk, Roman Doc. 34].
Cf. S. Accame, Il dominio romano (Rome 1946) 51-52; Schmitt, Untersuchungen 97.

58. FGrHist 460 p 7. This speaks against Ziegler's suggestion to date Xenion before Polybius and even in the fourth
century B.C. (RE 9A [1967] 1479-1480).
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4: Le Bas did not report
Sauppe ap. Viereck. 18:

.6
Chishull, Hessel:
Chishull.

Le Bas. 16: Le Bas did not report

. 17:

sugg.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(4ff.) Menippus the ambassador sent to us by King Antiochus, and already elected by you to serve as ambassador
in behalf of your city, presented your decree and himself spoke with all zeal in keeping with it. We received the man
gladly because of the reputation he had established and because of his manifest excellence, and we heard his
requests favorably. And that we take the greatest account of piety toward the gods one may easily guess from
the favor we have consequently obtained from the divine. For many other reasons besides we are persuaded that
our primacy in honoring the divine is clear to all. So for this ??eason and out of loyalty toward you and because of
your worthy ambassador, we judge your city and country to be sacred, as it in fact now is, and inviolable and
immune from tribute as regards the Roman people, and we shall try to join in increasing honors for the god and
privileges for you, if you also hereafter preserve your loyalty to us.

1-2: The date in 193 is given by the combination of Menippus and the praetor M. Valerius
(see above, p. 286). The intervention of a praetor, in the absence of the consuls, to
present foreign envoys to the Senate is well attested in this period (e.g., Roman Doc. 1,
4, 7, all covering letters to senatus consulta). The list of authors here is comparable to
two other acts of the early second century (Roman Doc. 38, 39): a consul (or praetor),
the tribunes of the plebs, the Senate. I do not know whether the tribunes had an actual
role in these proceedings, all of which concern foreign policy.59
Evidently no Tean came to Rome in 193; but it is explicit that the Seleucid envoy
Menippus carried with him a decree of Teos and was chosen by the city to do so.
Presumably he had passed through Teos in the immediate past, but it is not clear
whether this was a new decree or the same one that the Teans had circulated a decade
earlier. Note that Valerius nowhere mentions Dionysus.
7: On the verb see Holleaux, Etudes I 357.
59. Perhaps as a redaction committee for the Senate, according to O'Brien Moore, RE Suppl. 6 (1935) 698.
Mommsen (Ges. Schr. II 314 n. 1; cf. III 655 n. 3, 1027) thought the tribunes were mentioned simply in order to
include a nonpatrician office; it may be more pertinent that tribunes were not in the Senate.
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20: The phrase "sacred, as it now is, and inviolable" might suggest a twotiered process
consistent with Seyrig's theory (above, p. 35) that the king granted "sacred" and
foreigners "inviolable"; but that is expressly excluded for Teos, as we know the terms of
the king's recognition. The phrase here probably reflects merely the late date of the
Roman recognition.
24: Picard (Ephèse et Clares 148 n. 3) considered that in this clause the Romans imposed
a condition that Teos remain loyal, hence their attack on Tean territory in 190 (Livy
37.27-28) was justified;60 Errington (n. 26: 282) held that the reservation was calculated,
given the circumstances of 193. Compare the Senate's answer to Demetrius I of Syria in
160 (Polyb. 32.3.13):
(cf. Diod. 31.30:
).
B.C.

In the second series of civic decrees, the order on the Tean stones, so far as that is
known, again does not appear to be geographical; and one decree (158) does not seem
to come from Crete. The script is more blockish than that of the first series.
154-157: block found at Tepecik.
154. Aptera
The second column begins at line 30, the third at 58.
Le Bas-Waddingon 75 [Cauer 60; Cauer2 128; Michel, Rec. 61; Blass, SGDI 5181;
Schwyzer 204; Guarducci, I.Cret. II 2].
III

Cf. Robert, Hellenica I (1940) 118 n. 4.

60. J. Briscoe, Commentary on Livy Books CCCIX-CCCVII (Oxford 1981) 331, offers neither argument nor
citations: he notes the Roman recognition of asylia to Teos, "but that of course would not protect it on the present
occasion."
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15 Cauer: HNANKAI Le Bas,
Waddington,
Michel,
verb has been misplaced. 30 Wilhelm ap. Schwyzer. 37: ANEN. 58:

Blass. 25-26 Robert: the
. Waddington.

Page 318

The earlier decree of Aptera (145) makes no provision for being inscribed. Here lines 3435 are explicit in claiming that the status has not lapsed, and 41 that it has not been
violated by Aptera. Like a number of these later decrees, the Apterans offer more lengthy
protection clauses than in the first series; perhaps the second Tean decree had
mentioned this feature of the earlier Cretan acts. Lines 44-45 explictly apply the territorial
formula to persons, recognizing the Teans themselves as sacred and inviolable (cf.
160.5).
30: For honoring all the gods cf. 53 and 159.11; but "all our gods" is a strange expression,
as Blass saw, and not paralleled in 159.
33: For the order "country and city" see 156.27. 56: Artemis Aptera only here; see
Guarducci p. 9 for the possible meanings of the epithet.
155. Eranna
Below 154, continuing on to the fourth column on the stone at line 28.
Le Bas-Waddington 76 [Cauer 61; Michel, Rec. 62; Blass, SGDI 5182].
Cf. Wilhelm, GGA 160 (1898) 216.
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29 Wilhelm:

.

The earlier decree is not extant; the city of is attested also in the list of Cretan allies of
Eumenes II in 183 (I.Cret. IV 179.a.6:
, as twice here). It may have been in the
Lasithi; cf. P. Faure, Kadmos 32 (1993) 69. Evidently Asclepius was their chief god; cf. the
Arcades (150.43, 159.34).
B.C.

10: They are asked to inscribe the decree that their ancestors "set down": the verb is
unusual and perhaps implies that the first decree had not been publicly inscribed.
11: On the order "inviolable and sacred" (contrast line 27; cf. 157.13, 159.32) see p. 33.
23ff.: Eranna is rather less explicit than Aptera in claiming that the status has continued
in force. The protection provision concerns the place Teos, and there is no confusion with
personal asylia; when granting honors to the Teans as persons Eranna turns quite
properly to citizenship rights (so too Biannus).
156. Biannus
Below 155, continuing to the fifth column on the stone at line 7, the sixth (which has
longer lines) at 35.
Le Bas-Waddingon 77 [Cauer 62; Michel, Rec. 63; Blass, SGDI 5183; Guarducci, I.Cret. I
2].
Wilhelm, GGA 160 (1898) 216.

VI
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7 Rigsby: [
Blass: [

] Waddington. 17 Wilhelm: ABAD. 35 Blass:
Waddington. 36:
] Waddington. 38 Blass; fin.
Waddington. 39 fin. Guarducci.

add. Blass. 37 fin.

The earlier decree of Biannus (146) had contained a provision for inscription; in fact the
present decree does not specify what the Teans now requested, but proceeds to grant a
new inscription.
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11:

has been omitted or rather was felt superfluous (cf. 148.35, 157.7).

15: As at Eranna (155.23), a rather foggy assurance that the status has not lapsed.
18: For

, "join in an enterprise," as a civic virtue cf. IGLSyrie III 1183.7-10:
(Seleuceia, 186

).

B.C.

157. Malla
Below 156 (still in the sixth column). Le Bas reckoned five lines at the end to be
inaccessible, the stone being set into a modern structure; the stone is now dislodged and
in Ireland, and W. Blümel will publish the five lines.
Le Bas-Waddingon 78 [Blass, SGDI 5184; Guarducci, I.Cret. I

XIX

2].

Cf. Wilhelm, Griechische Kònigsbriefe, Klio-BH 48 (Leipzig 1943) 30.

The Tean mason wrote the city's name
throughout. 7
Rigsby,
Waddington. 8 fin. Wilhelm:
Waddington,
] Waddington. 15 Blass:
Waddington. 17 Blass:
Blümel confirms Guarducci's suggested restoration.

Wilhelm, Blass:
Blass. 10 fin.: METAP[. 13 Blass:
. Waddington. 19:

Malla was a small city south of the Lasithi, facing the south coast; its earlier decree does
not survive.
8: This is the only mention of an oracle in the Tean material. For
see Welles, Royal Corres. p. 367.

, "demonstrate,"
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14: On the god see Guarducci pp. 232-233.
16:
for the more common
; note
without
(hence Waddington's
restoration at 7; cf. 159.39, 160.7; but the formulae of the recognition are not those of
the protection clause); "city" alone at 156.11 (the recognition).
158-159. Block found in the cemetery at Gesusler.
158. Cnidus (?)
Chishull 118; Hessel no. 16 [Boeckh, CIG 3052.12]; Le Bas-Waddington 79 [Blümel,
I.Knidos 802].61

Boeckh thought the lines centered and a heading for the Arcadian decree that follows;
Waddington saw that we have the end of a different decree. He invoked the eponymous
damiourgos to suggest C??idus as author; neither this office nor the month Artamitios is
found in Crete. Possibly it was inscribed in this group because the Tean ambassadors to
Crete passed through Cnidus on their way there or back.
159. Arcades
Below 158, continuing on to the second column at line 29; below are inscribed the
decrees of Cnossus and Priansus praising these envoys but not mentioning asylia.62
Lines 1-11 init., 28-50: Chishull 118-120; Hessel no. 16; Pococke 17 no. 8 [Boeckh, CIG
3052.3-55]. Complete: Le Bas-Waddington 80 [Cauer 63; Michel, Rec. 64; Blass, SGDI
5185; Guarducci, I.Cret. I v 53].
Cf. Wilhelm, GGA 160 (1898) 216.

61. Pococke saw the stone; see above, n. 44.
62. Hessel no. 16 reports only the headings of these three decrees, and also (preceding them) another, ATTAWN.
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8:

Chishull,
Sherard,
Le Bas. 10: KAI . . TAN Chishull,
Boeckh, II . . O .
Le Bas,
Waddington,
Blass. 13
ad. Wilhelm,
Blass:
Le Bas-Waddington. 18: where
we should have . 24: [
] Blass. 25 Blass: [
] Waddington,
Wilhelm. 27 Blass: [
]
Waddington, [
] Wilhelm. 28 Blass:
. Waddington. 43: ESTIN Sherard.
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The Arcadians voted 150, which was to be inscribed in the same temple as this decree
now provides again (34). They are ''unwilling to be behind with regard to those who are
faithfully disposed on the score of gratitude'' (29-30). At 36 they say quite explicitly that
isopoliteia and other civic rights were requested by the Teans. In the penalty clause (39)
they merge the protection of persons and territory (restored in 157.15, expanded in
160.5).
160. Hyrtacina
Block found by the acropolis in 1924; h. 0.49, w. 0.42, th. 1.36; letters 0.01, intersp.
0.005.
Y. Béquignon and A. Laumonier, BCH 49 (1925) 298-303 no. 1; cf. 482 [SEG 4.599;
Guarducci, I.Cret. II 2].
XV

Photograph: Béquignon and Laumonier pl. 10.
Cf. Robert, RPhil 53 (1927) 97-99 (Op. min. sel. II 1052-54).

18 Robert.

Hyrtacina was in the southwest of the island.
4: The request has been merged with personal inviolability. For the phrase, here oddly
applied, cf. 156.26.
5: Cf. 154.44.
7: Cf. 157.16.
18: On the envoys' entertainment in a temple see Guarducci, SMSR 13 (1937) 162-163.
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161. Unidentified Cretan city
Block found by the acropolis in 1924; h. 0.49, w. 0.48, th. 1.30; letters 0.01, intersp.
0.004.
Béquignon and Laumonier 303-305 no. 2; cf. 482-483 [SEG 4.600].
Photograph: Béquignon and Laumonier pl. 11.
Cf. Robert, BCH 50 (1926) 491 n. 3 (Op. min. sel. I 55).

3 Wilhelm (SEG):
communication:

Béquignon and Laumonier. 4 Wilhelm: - - B./L. 10 Robert: . B./L. 24: or EX; perhaps

B./L. 6 Blümel by
Robert (SEG).

The only hint toward identifying the city is the cult of Athena, too common to be useful.
The name is to be supplied in 4. At 9ff.: "Both previously (
) we exercised
every care for the things about which the Teans have written, joining in devoting
ourselves nobly in every way, and now, holding to the same policy, we have attended to
the envoys favorably, and wishing to act in keeping with the benefactions already
established by us toward the city of the Teans, we renew" etc. In 20 the accusative
appears to be an error for the genitive (but cf. p. 162).
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Alabanda
Alabanda stood over the valley of the Marsyas River and the road that connected
southern Caria to the Maeander Valley. The city was rich and important in the Hellenistic
age and enjoyed an enduring relationship with the Seleucid dynasty. Refounded as
"Antioch of the Chrysaorians" around 260 it maintained the royal name throughout the
troubled generations that followed, reverting to "Alabanda" only after the defeat of
Antiochus III in 190. This was one of the few cities of Caria south of the Maeander that
became free after 188, excluded from the gift to Rhodes.1
B.C.,

The inviolability of the city and country, attested by decrees of Athens and the Delphian
Amphictyony, was recognized in the wake of the western expedition of Antiochus III (204202 ).
B.C.

The recognition was made in the names of two gods, Zeus Chrysao??eus and Apollo
Isotimus. The first was patron of the League of the Chrysaoreans, of which many cities of
Hellenistic Caria, including Alabanda, were members;2 they met at the temple of Zeus
Chrysaoreus at Stratoniceia.3 Thus there is nothing surprising in finding this god honored
also at Alabanda, although in fact the two asylia decrees are our only testimony.
1. Magie II 993-995; J. and L. Robert, Fouilles d'Amyzon I p. 17. On the names, Holleaux, Etudes III 141-157;
Robert, Op. min. sel. I 22-23 and BCH Suppl. 1 (1973) 435-466 (refuting the traditional chronology that dated the
refoundation to the end of the third century). Some limited excavation was carried out in 1904-5; the remains have
deteriorated greatly since then: Edhem-Bey, CRAI 1905, 443-459; 1906, 407-422; H. Lauter, Bjb 171 (1971) 134139; G. Bean, Turkey beyond the Maeander (London 1971) 80-89. Freedom: Polyb. 30.5.15; Livy 43.6.5; cf. P.
M. Fraser and G. E. Bean, The Rhodian Peraea (Oxford 1954) 107-108; Seyrig, Trésors 55; M. Errington, Chiron
17 (1987) 101.
2. Robert (1973, 452-453) notes that the coins allude to the city's membership by the emblem of Pegasus, the horse
of Chrysaor (Hes. Theog. 281); cf. Amyzon p. 224.
3. Strab. 14.2.25 (660); cf. A. Laumonier, Cultes indigènes en Carie (Paris 1958) 200-211.
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As to Apollo, his temple was identified by means of dedicatory texts inscribed on two
columns in Roman times:
and
.4 This
Ionic temple, in the northern part of the city, was the largest building observed on the
site. It seems to date from the later second century part of the frieze survives, showing
an Amazonomachia. Vitruvius, discussing pseudodipteral temples, mentions first the
Magnesians' by Hermogenes of Alabanda, then that of Apollo by "Menesthes";5 the
second temple is usually taken to be that at Alabanda, which is in fact pseudodipteral.
B.C.;

In the two decrees Apollo is named second after Zeus. The civic coins, however, make
clear that Apollo, not Zeus, was the patron of Alabanda.6 The abundant Hellenistic issues,
which begin ca. 200 show on the obverses only Apollo; the reverses show Pegasus (the
horse of Chrysaor), or on smaller silver and on bronze Apolline types (cithara, tripod)
among others. His epithet
marks him as being "of equal honor"equal, apparently,
to his father, Zeus. Clearly this was Apollo's official title, used even when he is named
without Zeus, as on the columns from the temple precinct.
B.C.,

The epithet has been variously interpreted: as an act of Hellenism, Greek Apollo given
equal honor with Carian Zeus (so Dittenberger); or as a refiection of contemporary
politics, the Seleucid ancestor given equal honor with the city's traditional patron Zeus
upon the royal refoundation (so Robert).7 But the beginnings of the cult cannot be dated
and need not be credited to Seleucid rule. A reading of the epithet that holds the chief
civic cult to be no more than an expedient and temporary political fiction is in my view
unlikely and unnecessary. The sentiment expressed by Apollo's epithetequality of honor
asserted against some challengeis readily paralleled in the religious sphere and need not
be taken as a metaphor from contemporary politics. Thus Poseidon
4. Edhem-Bey 1906, 419; Laumonier, BCH 58 (1934) 298-299; cf. Cultes 436-437.
5. Vitr. De arch. 3.2.6 (a Menesthe facta). The architect is not otherwise on record; the name, though known in myth
(Il. 5.609; FGrHist 328 F 111), is not common (a Euboean, IG XII.9 1220; an Alexandrian, I.Cret. II XVI 8). I suggest
that this is an error for the more familiar name Menestheus, especially popular at Carian Aphrodisias, where it is found
in one family of artists (Lippold, RE 15 [1931] 852), and also of a mint magistrate at Alabanda (C. Boehringer, Zur
Chronologie mittelhellenistischer Münzserien [Berlin 1972] 188-189).
6. For the sequence of the coins see Boehringer 9-11, 186-189; Seyrig, Trésors 54-55; N. Waggoner in Kraay-M??
rkholn Essays (Louvain 1989) 283-290; M. J. Price, The Coinage in the Name of Alexander (London/Zurich 1991) 308310.
7. Robert 1973, 460; Amyzon p. 141. Laumonier, Cultes 434-435, envisioned this only to reject it, though on the
dubious grounds that only an old and indigenous god would have been thought worthy of inviolability, and that
may conceal some non-Greek epithet. Farnell, Cults IV 176, took it to mean "the god of equal civic rights," comparing
Apollo Eleutherius at Alabanda (followed by Adler, RE 9 [1916] 223).
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once heatedly asserted his equality with Zeus,
,8 and Apollo's son Branchus
was patrio aequalis honori.9 The epithet
may derive from some local myth about a
past rivalry of the two gods for the city, with Apollo winning the role as patron and
acknowledged as equal to his father. The cult and cult title may well be older than
Seleucid rule, although doubtless the Alabandans, like others, exploited their cult of
Apollo in their dealings with the Seleucids.
I suggest that if there is anything "political" about the pair of gods honored in the asylia
quest, it is rather Zeus Chrysaoreus who is the polite addition, named first in deference to
the League of the Chrysaoreans. So too at Amyzon, where Artemis is seen to dominate
before and after Antiochus' conquest, Apollo's name was placed first in its asylia
documentsprobably in deference to the Seleucids (see p. 335).
Two gods are named, but we have only one occasion and request. Was one cult place in
question or two? The Pergamenes, for example, eventually came to have two inviolable
temples on their territory, as did Stratoniceia and apparently Chalcedon, but these as a
result of separate requests at different times. Because the Alabandans make a single
request, and because the recipient of the status is the whole city and territory, I assume
that only one sacred place is at issue, and within the city: therefore the large temple
inscribed as Apollo's and mentioned by Vitruvius. Perhaps the precinct contained a sekas
of Zeus Chrysaoreus, whom the Alabandans felt it expedient to mention on this occasion.
The date is controlled by the eleven Aetolian seats on the Council and the Delphian
archon Philaetolus (163: end of the third century), the thirteen Athenian tribes (162.26:
before 200), and the role of Antiochus III (whose similar actions at Amyzon, Labraunda,
Nysa, and Teos were part of his western expedition, 204-202 ). At Delphi the Alabandan
envoy competed in the Panhellenic Soteria (163.31-32: ca. August) before attending the
autumn meeting of the Amphictyony; if Nachtergael's reckoning of the cycle of the Soteria
is correct, this must be August of 201 (Les Galates 232-235, 342 n. 182). The envoys
probably set out from Alabanda in the spring; so the king's recognition would be late in
202 or early in 201.10
B.C.

8. Hom. Il. 15.186. Cf. Hymn. Hom. Merc. 172-173, Hermes
, with
E. Benveniste, Indo-European Language and Society (Coral Gables 1973) 463-464; Theoc. 17.16-17: Ptolemy
Soter
; Callim. frag. 84 dieg.:
Diod. 4.24.1:
(Heracles).
9. Stat. Theb. 3.478; cf. Varro Rev. div. ap. Lact. Plac. ad Theb. 8.198 (p. 389 Jahnke): et Apollini et filio pariter
consecrat sunt templa. Compare Ov. Fast. 5.18: par erat omnis honos among the primeval gods.
10. See Habicht, ZPE 69 (1987) 87-89.
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Scholars have sometimes dated the grant to Alabanda to 203, contemporary with the
king's dated letter to Amyzon concerning his army (p. 336).11 And in 201 Antiochus was
certainly not in Caria but engaged in the Syrian war. The cycle of the Delphian Soteria, on
which I have relied, is admittedly debatable. But Seleucid control of this region lasted
down to 190, and precisely from Amyzon we have evidence of negotiations between
crown and city over several years following his western expedition (letters dated to 202/1
and 201/0). Antiochus' dramatic personal appearance at Teos in recognizing asylia there
need not have been duplicated at other cities and was of course unusual. His several
reported benefactions to Alabandademocracy as well as asyliamay have emerged from
slow diplomacy (as may have gone on at Teos even after his grant there),12 perhaps
spanning 203 to 201 and certainly not requiring his presence in Caria. But if instead this
was a single gesture, the event should be dated ca. winter 202/1, with the Alabandans
sending out their asylia envoys to the Greek world in spring 201.
Only one embassy is known to us, a pair of brothers: both appear at Athens, one at
Delphi.13 Thus they probably were in Athens first and parted thereafter in order to
canvass different parts of the mainland. The two are called presbeis, not theoroi,
probably because games were not in question at Alabanda (so too at Teos). The
Alabandans' decree of request mentioned their Greek descent14 and their piety, also the
favor of Antiochus in protecting the city's democracy and peace (as he did at Teos, p.
284, and perhaps at Amyzon, Amyzon no. 9.4). He is not stated to have recognized
inviolability, but the same silence is found in the many acceptances for Teos. The
Amphictyony states that an oracle of Apollo of Delphi supported the request of Alabanda;
it is explicit, however, that this oracle was obtained only now by the ambassador during
his visit and did not initiate the quest.
It seems therefore that the quest for asylia recognitions occupied the spring and summer
of 201. In late summer or early autumn, Philip V of Macedonia ravaged the land of the
Alabandans "as enemy territory" (Polyb. 16.24.8):15 certainly this was subsequent to
Antiochus' recognition of inviolability, and possibly subsequent to the return of the
ambassadors from their various missions. Polybius portrays Philip as excusing his action
by claiming his army's need for provisions; but the excuse is prompted by Philip's alliance
with Antiochus, not by the inviolability of the place, which Polybius does not mention. In
197
B.C.

11. Cf. H. R. Rawlings, AJAH 1 (1976) 2-3.
12. Cf. p. 284; Herrmann, "Antiochos" pp. 157-159.
13. A Dionysicles son of Iatrocles of Alabanda, possibly a third brother, was granted proxeny by Delphi in the year of
Eucles, who, however, has been placed a generation earlier: discussion at Flacelière, Aitoliens 462-463.
14. Perhaps from equating the two heroes named Kar, one the founder of Alabanda, the other of Megara (see
Eitrem, RE 10 [1919] 1924).
15. Cf. F. W. Walbank, Philip V (Cambridge 1940) 125-126, 309.
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a battle between forces of Philip V and Rhodes may have been fought on Alabandan
territory.16 In 189, troops of Cn. Manlius Vulso, at the Alabandans' request, expelled from
one of their fortresses a dissident faction and restored the fortress to the city (Livy
38.13.2). In 167 Alabanda participated in the war against Rhodes (Livy 45.25.13; Polyb.
30.5.15). In 40 the city resisted the Parthians without success (Dio 48.26.3-4).17
B.C.

162. Athens
Two joining fragments of a stele of Hymettian marble, found in the Agora in 1970 and
1976 (Agora Museum I 7182); broken at top and bottom; h. 0.952, w. 0.544-0.578, th.
0.141; letters 0.006-7; the names at bottom are in inscribed crowns.
R. L. Pounder, Hesperia 47 (1978) 49-57 [SEG 28.75]; J. Osborne, Naturalization in
Athens I (Brussels 1981) D 95. Collation.
Cf. Osborne, ZPE 38 (1980) 99-101.
Photograph: Pounder pl. 8.

16. Livy 33.18.7; but the geography is surprising, and the Roberts have questioned the text (La Carie II 379 n. 4).
17. On the fate of Alabanda in the Mithridatic war see C. Marek in Alte Ceschichte und Wissenschaft, Festschrift für K.
Christ (Darmstadt 1988) 285-308, addressing in particular a decree of Alabanda concerning
and
from
Rome.
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In a few restorations I have modified the line divisions of Pounder or Osborne. 5: T is possibly I. 13 Osborne:
Pounder. 20 Osborne:
Pounder. 20-21 Osborne:
Pounder.

The Amphictyonic Council (163) would praisc Antiochus III with some vigor for his favor to
Antioch-Alabanda. In what survives the Athenian decree does not mention him at all. This
might reflect the accident of what is preserved;18 but from the crowns at the end it is
certain that Athens did not crown Antiochus, as the Council did (163.26). Ptolemy's
traditional friend Athens here accedes to a request occasioned when Antiochus deprived
Ptolemy of his Carian cities; we are on the eve of the war in which Antiochus and Philip V
would cooperate to deprive the Ptolemies of their overseas possessions. If the Athenians,
while honoring Alabanda as was expected, omitted to mention Antiochus, that may
reflect what was for them a delicate situation.
2ff.: Here apparently was talk of increasing the honors of Zeus and Apollo (or perhaps
those of the Alabandans: so, for example, 155.9), then of the asylia of the city and
country.
8ff.: The Athenian answer first spoke well of the envoys, then cited the existing good
relations between the two cities, then expressed the hope of losing no occasion for
improving them to the extent of their ability.
18. So Habicht suggested, Chiron 19 (1989) 11 n. 17.666
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20: Citizenship for an entire city is an extraordinary honor at Athens; Osborne's catalogue
indicates that the only precedents known are for Plataea and Samos long before, and
subsequently only a grant of isopoliteia to Rhodes around 200 (Polyb. 16.26.9).
B.C.

23: "in so far as it is in the Athenians' power," a polite caution of a sort found in some
other grants of asylia, especially the Cretan decrees for Teos offering protection "so far as
it is in our power" (e.g, 142.24); for the phrase compare Isoc. Arch. 8:
;
Dem. 23.11:
; FD III.2 48.14:
; here, 107.15-16.
26: The thirteen tribes reverted to twelve early in 200
162-164), hence a terminus ante quem.

B.C.

(W. K. Pritchett, TAPA 85 [1954]

29: The name Pausimachus, while widely attested, seems to have been especially
popular in Caria: I.Magnesia 3 (Alinda); IG XII.9 1187.24 and Demetrias V 307
(Halicarnassus); I.Iasos 271.40=272.41; Amyzon no. 28.26-29; cf. Klee, Agone p. 15 line
57 (Cos); App. Syr. 23 (Rhodes). So too Iatrocles; cf. Gauthier, Bull. épigr. 1989, 255.
163. Delphian Amphictyony
Marble base of a statue of Antiochus III19 (cf. line 33) found in 1893 west of the temple of
Apollo at Delphi (inv. 635); h. 0.81, w. 0.58, th. 0.72; letters 0.006, intersp. 0.006.
L. Couve (with copies by Homolle and Bourguet), BCH 18 (1894) 235-247 [Baunack, SGDI
2529; Michel, Rec. 252; Dittenberger, OGIS 234]; Flacelière, FD III.4 163. Collation.
Photograph: P

LATE

4.

Cf. Wilhelm, GGA 160 (1898) 224-225; Pomtow, Syll.3 II p. 7.

19. Amid other equestrian statues, apparently of Seleucids: see on 7.
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A few letters have been lost to flaking since earlier editions; I have not indicated these losses. 4 cf. Dittenberger n.
3:
Couve. 6 Pomtow:
Couve. 6 Baunack:
Couve. 17 Flacelière:
Couve. 21
Wilhelm: AN, Couve.

2: The date of Philaetolus (201/0 on my reasoning): 205-202 Porntow (cf. Holleaux,
Etudes III 144 n. 2); ca. 202/1 Flacelière, Aitoliens 412-413 (rightly remarking that line 28
does not show that the year is Pythian and therefore 202/1); cf. Daux, Chronologie 45.
13-17: The case was argued on the basis of Greek kinship, the precedent of other honors,
and now an oracle: Alabanda, "having sent ambassadors to many (cities), has obtained
all the honors and benefactions; and their ambassador Pausimachus has conducted
himself among them excellently and worthily of the Greeks, and now having in addition
obtained an oracle from the god and obeying this ..." The oracle will have urged other
Greeks to join in the recognition; evidently the Alabandans originally had no oracle to
argue fromat least no oracle of Delphi. Similarly, in their detailed account of Antiochus'
visit, the Teans claimed no oracle, which is then mentioned only in the second series of
grants.
21-22: At Alabanda Antiochus guarantees not only democracy but "peace"in the context
of the king's expedition, surely peace with other states, as was urged by Dittenberger and
Robert (1973, 448), not domestic harmony. So too at Teos: peace and tax relief (p. 283:
line 50) sum up what the king stated as inviolability and tax relief (lines 18-19).
Consistent with Seyrig's view of asylia, this decree does not actually state that the king
granted the status; but compare the ellipsis in the Delphian decree for Smyrna (p. 104).
Here, by
the Council may
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mean precisely the recognition of inviolability. For
ancestors see Robert, REG 94 (1981) 351 n. 60.

as the ''example'' set by a king's

24: As at Teos, one "grants" (here
) rather than "accepts" the inviolability; here
too this may reflect the king's choice of words in his own recognition. The word order
"inviolable and sacred" is rare (see p. 33); this reversal, which is not in the Athenian
decree and probably was not in the Alabandan request, seems to aim at the recherché,
as does
(18).20 The omission of the name of Zeus is surprising. "The
Chrysaorean" seems not enough information for a foreigner; inasmuch as the Athenian
decree does name Zeus, he was likely named in the Alabandan decree, and we may
suspect a mason's error at Delphi, omitting
(Holleaux III 141 n. 2 considered that
was omitted by mistake at 13).
26: These honors are quite substantialcolossal statues of both Antiochus and the Demos
of the Antiochenes, as well as golden crowns; the Athenian honors (citizenship for all
Alabandans, 162.20) are substantial in a different way, but they may not have extended
to the king.
31-32: As Dittenberger saw, Pausimachus has won a prize at the Soteria at Delphi, and
on this visit, for he has not yet "brought home the crown"; for the phrase see Robert,
RPhil III.4 (1967) 17 (Op. min. sel. V 357). The season is consistent: the Soteria occurred
in August, in the weeks before an autumn sitting of the Amphictyony. And he was in
Delphi long enough to consult Apollo, reportedly possible only on the seventh of each
month (Callisth. FGrHist 124 49; cf. Plut. Alex. 14). As remarked above, if Nachtergael's
chronology of the Soteria is right, the year is 201 21
F

B.C.

20. The verb occurs in verse in the Jewish epigram Bernand, I.métr.Egypte 16.12 (imperial date).
21. Nachtergael, however, does not apply his own chronology to this particular case, repeating from Daux (Chronologie
45) "dernières années du 3e siècle ou 199/8" (474).
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Temple of Artemis, Amyzon
The small Carian city Amyzon stood in relative isolation high in the area of Mt. Latmus
south of the Maeander.1 The Amyzonians' temple of Artemis looked over this
mountainous country from its large terraces. Votive statuettes of the Carian goddess who
came to be seen as Artemis are found as early as 500 , Hellenistic inscriptions refer
repeatedly to the temple of Artemis,2 and Artemis dominates the coins; Apollo was a
Hellenistic addition who remained secondary.
B.C.

The main structures of the temple go back to the mid-fourth century , under the
Hecatomnids. A peribolos wall, entered by a monumental propylaeum, surrounded the
sacred terraces, which included a theater and a fountain. The excavators found no public
center apart from this complex, and no public buildings of a secular nature.3 The citizens
of Amyzon evidently lived in their villages scattered across the territory, and their public
resources, no doubt meager, must have gone mostly to maintaining the cult of Artemis.
The Seleucid governor of Amyzon was called
(Amyzon no. 15.7); a
decree of 321/0 lists as the chief magistrates the eponymous prostates, a committee of
three archons, the head of the mountain patrol, and the "treasurer of the goddess" (no.
2). Thus the Artemisium dominated the civic life of Amyzon. The inscriptions indicate that
it was the temple, not the city and country, that was declared inviolable.
B.C.

B.C.

When in 204/3 Antiochus III swept through Caria and reestablished Seleucid rule, his
troops did extensive damage to this site, as surely happened elsewhere;
1. J. and L. Robert, Fouilles d'Amyzon en Carie I (Paris 1983).
2. Amyzon nos. 3.17, 15.7, 16.9; cf. 2.6. The sequence "Artemis and Apollo" seen under the Ptolemies (no. 3.13)
becomes "Apollo and Artemis" under the Seleucids (nos. 10, 21)a politic gesture. See Amyzon pp. 123, 167, 251.
3. It may be significant that the early decrees are of "the people"; a council is not mentioned until after 190
22).

B.C.

(no.
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his work of restoration has left us a number of documents, first put into context by
Wilhelm.4 Those that may be pertinent in some way to the inviolability of the Artemisium
can be tabulated as follows.
Amyzon no. 9. In a letter to the people of Amyzon written in May 203, Antiochus
encouraged them to remain in place, promising security, reconstruction, and the same
rights they had enjoyed under the Ptolemies; he concludes:
. He
does not mention the temple or asylia in what survives of this letter.
No. 13. A fragmentary royal letter confirming privileges does mention the temple:

1:. DIKHI,

Robb.; the alpha seems visible on the photograph.

The letterforms are quite similar to those of nos. 9 and 10. The Roberts suggest that at
lines 2-4 the traditional constitution
was guaranteed.5 The brevity with which the
Artemisium is invoked in 6 suggests that the temple was mentioned earlier in the letter;
or else this may be a general evocation of prior benefactions granted "to the city/people
and the temple."
No. 10. Antiochus also wrote to his army, giving some instruction about the temple, of
which only the opening words survive:
.6
Presumably he ordered them not to molest it, and the letter may well have contained a
statement that the temple was inviolableperhaps baldly here in the first sentence:
- - -]. This cannot be the recognition itself, which will have been
addressed to the people of Amyzon.
No. 11. A Seleucid official, certainly the viceroy Zeuxis, wrote a letter to the city, some
phrases of which were copied in the nineteenth century. These include
4. AnzWien 57 (1920) 40-57 (Kl. Schr. 1.2 39-56).
5. F. Piejko, Gnomon 57 (1985) 613, restores the text whole cloth, although nothing assures the line length; at 5-6:
-a strange sequence of Greek.
6. Piejko 612 restores
, an odd sentiment: kings did not need to wish for a
place to be inviolable, or to explain their policies to their troops.
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Honorific decrees: no. 14 (October 202) for the royal governor of neighboring Alinda who
had aided Arnyzonian embassies to Zeuxis in obtaining some decision favorable to the
city's
in the recent war; no. 15 (November 201) for the royal epistates of the temple
for his assistance in winning favor with Zeuxis, and for helping restore to the place
persons who had been driven away
; no. 18 for a
citizen who went on an embassy to the king himself to gain the return of sacred slaves;
no. 19 for a military unit that raised a siege of "the fortress" (
; cf. no. 25); no. 22
for an ambassador to Zeuxis who won some philanthropa for the city.
No. 1. An inscription on the architrave of the temple itself shows that Zeuxis, acting in his
own name, dedicated or secured land for the cult:
[- - -].7
No. 12. A small column, inscribed in rather large letters, makes a summary statement
about the action of Antiochus III and his son:

The script looks to be ca. 200 The Roberts describe this as a boundary. The pertinent
formulae are lost, however, and given its findspot within the temple complex itself, this
column may instead have been an element of the temple, inscribed with a brief
statement of the royal benefaction such as adorned the gate of Xanthus in Lycia (164). As
the Roberts note, the verb suggests restoration rather than the creation of a new status. I
am unsure whether
is a second predicate, "restored the temple (to be) inviolable,"
or a simple adjective, "restored the inviolable temple" [to the goddess, people, vel sim.].8
B.C.

No. 20. A civic decree honors one Hierocles who went on an embassy, presumably to the
royal authorities, "concerning those who were plundering ... the asylum, and destroyed
the bandits":

7. Cf. SEG 35.1476.9-10:

(the Failaka letter).

8. Piejko 613 restores and reads from the photographs

, a surprising use of the singular.
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7/8 Rigsby:

is also possible;

Robb.

The script appears to be of the late third or early second century. Here is a rare instance
of
as a noun. If this restoration of 7/8 is correct and the verbs are not
exaggerations, not only land but the temple itself suffered attack some time under
Seleucid ruleas had happened in 204/3.9
It is evident that Antiochus' benefactions included recognizing the inviolability of the
Artemisium. It is worth stressing, however, that none of the extant texts is demonstrably
such a grant; the obvious candidate is the lost beginning of no. 13. Nor do these several
testimonies establish with certainty whether the inviolability of the Artemisium was newly
granted now or merely confirmed by Antiochus in 203a new status or the continuation of
a Ptolemaic privilege. Several passages (in 13, 10, 12) might suggest such continuity,
while the analogy of Antiochus' actions at Teos, Alabanda, and Xanthus points to a new
status.
9. The natural thought that the two events are onethat the "brigands" were Seleucid troops and the embassy was
to Antiochus III and prompted his intervention at Amyzonseems excluded by the claim that Hermogenes
"destroyed" the malefactors. But I do not understand the relation between the embassy and this act of
destruction, unless this last was in fact accomplished by the king (i.e., Hierocles ''brought about the destruction" of
the malefactors).
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Xanthus
Xanthus, the greatest city in Lycia, gave first honor to Leto and her children.1 Here Leto
came for rest after the birth of Apollo and Artemis. Their temple complex stands on a hill
across the river, five kilometers downstream from the city proper. The excavators of the
Letoon have found that the sacred place flourished from the Achaemenid period through
the Roman. The largest of the temples, Leto's, appears to derive from the late third
century or soon after; that of Artemis was funded by a Ptolemaic officer in the years
between 205 and 197.2 Mithridates was deterred by a dream from cutting trees in the
Letoon (App. Mith. 27). The Lycian philosopher Proclus had a good education in the
musical arts because he received it at his home city,
(Marin. V.Procli
6).
B.C.

Xanthus is the one certain case of declared asylia in Lycia.3 The grant is known from one
inscription, a secondary reference but seemingly contemporary with the recognition itself.
164. Antiochus III
Limestone block (h. 2.0, w. 0.91) forming the right pillar of the southern gate of the city;
the text, which was subsequently erased, faces across the passageway.4 Monumental
letters of early second century , 0.018, intersp. 0.013, A with
B.C.

1. Strab. 14.3.6 (666):
1974, 322-333.

; P. Demargne and H. Metzger, RE 9A (1967) 1375-1408; C. Le Roy, RA

2. TAM II 263 (= OGIS 91); cf. Pros.Ptol. VI 15203.
3. Roman Tlos, praising itself as the site of a cult of Livia newly instituted by the Lycian League, offers an clative:
"They designated the most holy city of the Tloans, because of its race of good men, its zeal in every undertaking, and
its distinction for justice and loyalty."
(TAM II 549:
Boeckh). This is not evidence that Tlos had been declared inviolable.
4. Contrast TAM 264 and 265, facing outward.
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broken bar, right hasta of N and II half descended, S with fully parallel bars.
O. Benndorf, Beiträge zur alten Geschichte, Festschrift O. Hirschfeld (Berlin 1903) 77-78
(copy and squeeze made by Heberdey and Zingerle in 1898) [Dittenberger, OGIS 746;
Kalinka, TAM II 266]. Squeeze (Vienna).

Benndorf took the occasion to be Antiochus' Lycian expedition of 197 He considered
that the king, failing to take Xanthus, "dedicated" it as a facesaving compromise on the
analogy of freeing a slave by dedicating him to a god.5 But as Schmitt saw
(Untersuchungen 287), the king's campaign in Ptolemaic Lycia in 197 was largely
successful, and it is at least as likely, on the analogy of asylia elsewhere, that the grant is
a favor to a city that the king in fact won over, whether as conqueror or friend; and the
recognition may have come only after longer negotiations, like the favors to Amyzon and
perhaps Teos, and so perhaps somewhat later than 197. In any case, a decree of Xanthus
of late 196 (Amyzon 15b) reveals a Seleucid city, dating its acts by the Seleucid calendar
and the priest of the royal cult, but doing its own business as a Greek polis. This decree,
if it is subsequent to the declaration of inviolability, offers neither support nor
contradiction to the notion of asylia as equivalent to fiscal (or other) independence from
the crown.
B.C.

Like Miletus, Xanthus seems to be an exception to the rule that the temple alone
received inviolability if it stood outside the city proper. In this summary statement on the
gate, the mention of the "city," without the territory, need not be taken to reflect the
terms of the recognition; compare "city" alone in the oracle for Cyzicus (165.7-8 but
168.8). It is interesting, in the context of the parallels we have, that the king alone is
credited with the recognition, not a Panhellenic quest; but we should put little reliance on
this brief text.6 The stated motive, Seleucid descent from Apollo, is the same one seen at
Miletus.
2: The compound
(instead of ) is rare before the Roman period: e.g., a
manumission (IG VII 3332) and a dedication (I.Délos 1757; cf. 1753).
5. This has been widely accepted; cf.J. and L. Robert, Fouilles d'Amyzon I p. 161; doxography at L. Boffo, I re
ellenistici e i centri religiosi dell' Asia Minore (Pavia 1985) 322-323.
6. Seyrig, Ant. syr. III 4, adduced this inscription in arguing that "sacred" was an act of the king and "inviolable" an act
of the Panhellenic community.
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Cyzicus
Cyzicus, the great city on the Propontis, was given by Zeus to Kore as her dowry upon her
marriage to Hades, and there she was held in first honor.1 She defended her city against
the Giants, and again in 73/2 when she destroyed the siege engines of Mithridates.2
Her image is regularly shown on the coins already in the fourth century, labeled
;3
later her torch marks the pseudo-Lysimachean tetradrachms issued by Cyzicus,4 and she
continues to dominate the coins in Roman times. The Mysteries of Kore are mentioned
often in the inscriptions.5 The exact location of her temple is not known, but it was
certainly within the city proper: this is explicit in Appian's account of the siege by
Mithridates; we hear also of a "sacred agora," and a statue of a poet was set up "in the
precinct of blooming Kore, so that boys born later may have in the
B.C.

1. App. Mith. 75:
. The rape occurred at Cyzicus, according to Propertius
(3.22.4) and perhaps Priapea 75.13. Cf. F. W. Hasluck, Cyzicus (Cambridge 1910) 210; Robert, BCH 102 (1978)
460-477 (DAM 156-173); M. J. Price and B. Trell, Greek Coius and Their Cities (Detroit 1977) 109-116. Kore is
probably the patrias thea mentioned in I.Didyma 504; cf. Robert, DAM 167.
2. FGrHist 472 F 2. App. Mith. 75; Plut. Luc. 10; Porph. Abst. 25; cf. B. C. McGing, Phoenix 38 (1984) 12-18, for the
date.
3. BMC Mysia 124-133; SNG Copenhagen Mysia 53-55; von Aulock 1217-1226. Bronzes of imperial date with
BMC 175-179, 200-201, 209; Copenhagen 99-102; von Aulock 1252-1253. Cf. Robert, DAM 168-169.
4. Seyrig, Centennial Publication of the ANS (New York 1958) 618 (Scripta numism. 207); M. J. Price, The Coinage in
the Name of Alexander (Zurich/London 1991) 207; torch on late Hellenistic bronzes: BMC 146, 160-167; Copenhagen
79-84; von Aulock 1234, 1238-1243.
5. Hasluck 212-213. Neanthes of Cyzicus (early III B.C.) wrote a tract
had a place: FGrHist 84 F 15; cf. 37 (Neanthes exiled for impiety).

, in which the Cyzicene rites no doubt
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city a testimony to hospitality and an incitement to wisdom."6 In the western part of the
city Kore had a monumental altar,7 probably commemorating her assistance in some
Cyzicene victory.
Around 200 Cyzicus obtained inviolability and Panhellenic games, the Soteria, in honor
of Kore. In testimony we have (with various degrees of probability) an oracle of Apollo of
Delphi urging the quest, isolated decrees of Rhodes and of Dium in response to the
Cyzicene request, and a fragment of an archive of recognitions by cities in northwestern
Greece.8
B.C.

The oracle (165) is known through copies at Delos and Delphi. At Delos the oracle is
followed on the stone by a Delian decree granting space for the inscribing of Apollo's
oracle, as requested by three Cyzicene theoroi. This title shows that their primary mission
was not this simple request of Delos: rather they must have been religious emissaries
returning from Delphi, sent either to obtain the present oracle or to proclaim the games
and inviolability that the oracle had called for. Because no Delian decree of inviolability is
on this stele, and the Cyzicenes invoke only the oracle and no recognition from Delphi, I
believe the first option is more likely: these are not the proclaimers of the new honors,
but the men who had been sent earlier to consult Apollo. The extant Delphian copy of the
oracle seems to be later in script than the Delian; apparently it was a reinscribing of the
inscription that is mentioned in the Delian decree, done when a gathering of texts
pertinent to Cyzicus was made. Thus one control on the date of the inviolability of Cyzicus
is the script and prosopography of the Delian inscriptionhence the end of the third century
or the beginning of the second.
We have, I believe, two segments of the archive of decrees of acceptance that must have
been inscribed at Cyzicus. The two fragments are consistent in date with each other and
with the oracle, ca. 200 A decree of Rhodes (166), found at Cyzicus, has not been
recognized as a grant of asylia, because the substance of what was requested does not
survive. At the prompting of three Cyzicene theoroi, Rhodes "accepts the proclamation"
and praises the Cyzicenes for their piety: given these phrases, their request can only have
concerned Panhellenic games or territorial inviolability; and Apollo had told Cyzicus to
proclaim both.
B.C.

Not content but attribution is at issue with the archival fragment, an inscription that
Viscount Strangford acquired in the East, now in the British Museum (167-170).
Strangford stated that it came from Megara. Foucart in
6. CIG 3671 [Kaibel, Epigr. 880; IGR IV 164]:
. The sacred agora: E. Schwertheim,
ZPE 29 (1978) 213-228 [SEG 28.953.58] and Ael. Arist. 26.14 K. For the topography of Cyzicus see Hasluck 1-16.
7. See I. Samothrace 29, with J. R. MacCredie, ArchDelt 26 (1971) Chron. II 443 and pl. 438.
8. The fragments FD III.3 359-361 (with Robert, DAM 173 n. 116) may be relevant, as they mention games and the
goddess; Cyzicus has voted to send ambassadors, not theoroi, to Delphi, so this is probably not the mission seeking
the games and inviolability; perhaps instead merely to request space for inscriptions.
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brief and Holleaux in detail argued that the subject of the decree of Megara is the cult of
[Kore] Soteira (170.6) at Cyzicus, whose honors were known from the oracle. Robert,
however, who established that the inscription contains distinct decrees and derives from
an archive, concluded that Megara must be the source of the request and the home of the
theoroi, where alone such an archive would be inscribed; and that the Megarian goddess
Artemis Soteira was the honorand.
In my view, his attribution to Megara is improbable. The Greek mainland has little to
show of asylia outside of Boeotia, and Robert already saw other objections to his
attribution. The great god of Megara was Apollo Pythaeus; an Artemis Soteira we know
only from two mentions of Roman date.9 Nor should a Megarian envoy bear an Ionic
name (170.4).10 Robert's recognition of the archival character of the inscription is
inescapable, but so too is the attribution of this goddess Soteira to Cyzicus. The error lies
rather with Strangford.
Attributions in the Strangford Collection have several times proved false,11 for good
reason. The antiquities that Viscount Strangford eventually donated to the British
Museum he collected while he was British ambassador in Constantinople from 1821 to
1824.12 These were the first years of the Greek war of independence, which early on
effectively removed the Peloponnesus from Ottoman control. Strangford, so far as I can
determine, never left Constantinople during his tenure as ambassador.13 He arrived
toward June 1821, after the fighting had begun; on 10 April 1822 one of his entourage,
William Hamilton, could write to Robert Gordon in Vienna: "From the Morea we hear the
most contrasting reports."14 Thus it seems certain that Strangford acquired our inscription
(167-170) in Constantinople and could have no personal knowledge of its origin. His
attribution can be no better than his informant, this in a time of great turmoil in Greece.
We might reckon a Peloponnesian origin in fact rather unlikely, given the circumstances of
the 1820s. By contrast, many stones over the
9. For Apollo of Megara see Rigsby, GRBS 27 (1986) 93-102; Artemis Soteira: Paus. 1.40.2 and the priestess at IG
VII 112.
10. For the opposite, the affecting of Doric in names, see J. and L. Robert, Fouilles d'Amyzon I 100 n. 26.
11. R. A. McNeal, Archaeology 20 (1967) 263; B. Cook, JourJPGettyMus 1 (1974) 35; Rigsby, GRBS 16 (1975) 405 n.
8.
12. I owe to Brian Cook, Keeper of Greek and Roman Antiquities, the information (derived from the record of
donation) that all the material in the Strangford Collection, though donated to the museum years later, was gathered
during his diplomatic mission, an important fact that does not seem to be in the public record.
13. On Percy Clinton Sydney Smythe (1780-1855), sixth viscount of Strangford, see Dict. Nal. Biog. 18.603-605; E.
Barrington de Fonblanque, Lives of the Lords Strangford (London 1877) 107-203. My immediate remarks are based on
unpublished correspondence, now in the British Library, deriving from the years in Constantinople.
14. British Library MS 43213 f. 167, quoted by permission.
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years have found their way from Cyzicus to Constantinople; to quote Bernard Ashmole,
Cyzicus, ''close to the sea and a few hours' sail from Constantinople, invites spoliation."15
Hasluck was able to assign to Cyzicus several unattributed inscriptions in the Strangford
Collection.16
I suggest that the present inscription is another such, and its reported attribution to
Megara is the result of confusion or mendacity. It is the weakest piece of information we
have about the stone, whereas the arguments of Foucart, Holleaux, and Robert are
compelling. The inference is that this is a part of an asylia archive from Cyzicus. The
script dates this inscription to the late third century or early second. The Rhodian decree
does not survive to compare on the score of script. The decree found at Dium in
Macedonia, which was of course Dium's copy rather than a wandering piece of the archive
at Cyzicus, is not yet published.
To these honors for Kore of Cyzicus we have another Hellenistic reference. Toward 120
the explorer Eudoxus of Cyzicus visited Alexandria as a
.17
This certainly is the Panhellenic Soteria urged by the oracle;18 Posidonius says Koreia to
indicate the Cyzicene games of Kore, where Soteria would have been ambiguous for his
readers. The use of
, as for the Eleusinian Mysteries, shows that mysteries were
a part of the Panhellenic festival. From the first century on, we hear instead of the
Phersephassia and of the Mysteriesapparently the terms were interchangeable; at any
rate no inscription uses both. This was the "sacred isopythian contest of Kore" attested in
imperial times:
.19 It seems probable that the Soteria lapsed late in
the Hellenistic period, like many other Greek festivals, and was reorganized and renamed
after civic life had revived in the Greek world during the early Empire.
B.C.

A.D.

Other testimonies to the status of the city and the cult are few. A friend of the Attalids,
Cyzicus was declared a free city in the settlement of 188 (Polyb. 25.2.13). In the 130s
a Cyzicene was praised for his embassies to the Roman authorities concerning, among
other things, the safety and the "rights" of the city.20 In 73 the miracle of Kore persuaded
Mithridates to abandon
B.C.

B.C.

15. JWarb 19 (1956) 81. Examples: CIG 3657; Robert, Op. min. sel. III 1581-1583; DAM 148-156; Bull. épigr.
1966, 254; 1971, 419; 1972, 287; R. Demangel, Contribution à la topographie de l'Hebdomon (Paris 1945) 33.
Marbles from Cyzicus helped build Hagia Sophia: Codinus, De S. Sophia 132.9-10 (65B Bonn).
16. Hasluck 266 on CIG 3661 and 6851; cf. Robert, Etudes anat. 187 n. 4.
17. Posidonius FGrHist 87 F 28 (Strab. 2.3.4 [98]); cf. Pros.Ptol. VI 16258; P. M. Fraser, Ptolemaic Alexandria I
(Oxford 1972) 182-184, 200.
18. So Robert, DAM 166, with references to earlier discussion, and for the evidence on the games of Kore in Roman
times. Plutarch (Luc. 10) calls the festival Phersephassia in reference to the events of 73, but perhaps
anachronistically.
19. AEM 8 (1884) 219-220 no. 49 (Perinthus-Heraclea), a list of victories.
20. IGR IV 134; cf. D. Magie in Anatolian Studies Buckler (Manchester 1939) 181 n. 2; E. V. Hansen, Attalids of
Pergamum2 (Ithaca, N.Y., 1971) 155.
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the siege of Cyzicus, "inasmuch as it is sacred" (
).21 Tacitus does not mention the
city in his notice on the appeals of 22-23 concerning asylia.
A.D.

165. Oracle of Apollo of Delphi
The Delian copy is the older, dated by its script to the late third or early second century;
it is followed on the stone by a Delian decree granting space for inscribing the oracle.22
The Delphian copy is on a stone with two other oracles pertinent to Cyzicus,23 inscribed
by the same handa gathering of texts, cut later in the second century
B.C.

Delian copy: two fragments (inv. 123 A, B) of a white marble stele, A found in 1878 north
of the temple of Apollo, B in 1879 south of the temple, joined by Homolle; broken at top,
right, and bottom; h. 0.54, w. 0.315, th. 0.083; letters 0.007 (the heading
larger).
T. Homolle, BCH4 (1880) 471-477 [Michel, Rec. 852; Dittenberger, Syll.2 791]; Roussel, IG
XI.4 1298 [Hiller, Syll.3 1158].
Delphian copy: the upper left corner of a marble statue base near the statues of Attalus I
and Eumenes II (see Daux, FD III.3 pp. 295-297), inv. 4953 + 2247 + 2423; letters and
intersp. 0.008.
G. Daux, BCH 59 (1935) 92-94; FD III.3 342 [P. Amandry, La mantique apollinienne (Paris
1950) 163 no. 18; Parke/Wormell II 138-139 no. 341]. Collation.
Cf. Wilhelm, Neue Beitr. III (1913) 22-27 (Kl. Schr. I.1 144-148); Robert, Et. épigr. phil.
295 n. 4; Daux, BCH 63 (1939) 171-172; Robert, BCH 102 (1978) 460-477 (DAM 156173); Daux, BCH 103 (1979) 467-471; Merkelbach, ZPE 34 (1979) 70.
I give the Delian copy, underlining what survives only in the Delphian.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
The god prophesied to the Cyzicenes, [who] first have [annually?] celebrated the Soteria for Kore Soteira well and
piously and happily, that it is better and finer
21. App. Mith. 75, though nothing of this is at Memnon FGrHist 434 F 28.
22. IG XI.4 1027; the same proposer moved 710 and 1026, both dated late III/early II.
23. FD III.3 343-344: these, quite fragmentary, were probably not pertinent to the asylia of Cyzicus, for they were
not included at Delos; I do not include them here. The same base also contains a manumission (337) cut by another
hand.
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that they proclaim to mankind their city as sacred, in accordance with the oracles, and the sacrifice to the goddess.
The Delian version has a heading
theoroi, provided space for a stele

; the decree that is below, passed at the request of three Cyzicene

.
The Delphian version, arranged in four lines, is headed by A[- - -]I; Daux considered the space wrong for
.
At the end is added
. 1-3 Robert 1978:
Homolle;
Dittenberger, followed (without
) by Daux (but
) and Merkelbach
(but ). 3:
Homolle;
Dittenberger, Merkelbach;
Hiller. 5 Homolle: [
] Dittenberger.

The text is problematic. In line 2 we should not have the redundancy of the "sacrifice" in
parallel with its name (Homolle); Robert's suggestion corresponds to the facts (a local
and thus annual festival to become Panhellenic), although it seems prosaic and lends an
odd emphasis. As in the oracle on Acraephia (2), the usage is loose and poetic, not the
language of a decree: by "city" I assume that the god means city and country (so 168.8;
cf. 164 for Xanthus); by "sacred," sacred and inviolable. The Cyzicenes, who were first to
honor Kore the Savior with annual games, have asked how to add to her honors, having
oracles that need interpretation; they are told to proclaim to all people the sacredness of
their city, in accordance with the oracles, and the sacrificethat is, to seek Panhellenic
recognition of the inviolability of Cyzicus and of the games of Kore.
166. Rhodes
A stone broken at right and bottom, copied near Cyzicus by Pococke in 1739, now lost.
R. Pococke, Inscriptionum antiq. graec. et lat. liber (London 1752) p. 27 [Boeckh, CIG
3656; P. Müllensiefen, SGDI 3752].
Cf. C. Schumacher, De republica Rhodiorum commentatio (Heideiberg 1886) 49; Hiller,
AM 20 (1895) 390.
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Text of Boeckh. 3 Schumacher, with Hiller:
Pococke;
Pococke. 10 end:
Pococke.

Boeckh. 7 end:

Line 3 shows that this is the beginning of one section of an archive of decrees of
acceptance, organized, as at Cos and perhaps Tenos, by theoric missions. Only the
preliminaries of a Rhodian decree survive. It is unfortunate that the Rhodians do not
actually say what the Cyzicenes requested; but the references to piety and to a
proclamation by theoroi (11-12) are sufficient to indicate games or inviolability.
The decree is dated by the priest of Helius, Aratophanes. Of these we know two,
distinguished and approximately dated by the amphora stamps of Rhodes; the earlier is
named on a series assigned to ca. 210-175, the later ca. 100 24 Our decree must belong
to the earlier, in order to be consistent with the other texts.
B.C.

Cyzicus and Rhodes were now allies (line 4). The basic stance of Cyzicus in this period
was allegiance to the Attalids, and this placed Cyzicus and Rhodes on the same side in
several wars, for example during the years 201-199.25 When toward 220 Rhodes fought
Byzantium over the latter's Bosporan tariff, Cyzicus can hardly have remained neutral.26
But a rigorous date for the asylia of Cyzicus must await the clarification of Rhodian
chronology.
1: The eponymous magistrate of Cyzicus was the hipparch. In the second century a
hipparch Apollophanes son of Ar[istander] was served by a fiscal magistrate Aristander
son of Apollophanes;27 the names were popular at Cyzicus, but these may be the son and
grandson of our hipparch. An Aristander
B.C.

24. V. R. Grace in Délos XXVII (Paris 1970) 290-291, 313. To the later priest must be assigned the decree
ASAtene n.s. 1-2 (1942) 156-161 no. 18 (revising SEG 3.674). In a letter of 24 May 1976 Miss Grace kindly wrote:
"I would now suggest a date slightly after 180" for the earlier priest.
25. Polyb. 16.31.3; Livy 31.17.6; cf. Walbank, Comm. II 505; Will, Histoire II 124, who notes that this alliance may be
older than 201. The two cities fought on the same side again in 180 and in 156 (Polyb. 25.2.13, 33.13.2).
26. Polyb. 4.50.5, with Holleaux, Etudes IV 236 n. 2. For Cyzicene trade through the Bosporus see Rostovtzeff,
SEHHW I 587-589. For a list of other Rhodian alliances see S. L. Ager, Historia 40 (1991) 11 n. 9. Rhodes and Cyzicus
were among the mediators (with Byzantium and Aetolia) between Ptolemy and Antiochus in 219 (Polyb. 5.63.5).
27. Robert, Etudes anat. 199-201.
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son of Apollophanes proposed the honorific decree CIG 3657, which cannot be closely
dated.
2: On the name

at Cyzicus see J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1966, 158.

3: Boeckh, not punctuating after
, was puzzled by the plural and considered
emending
. I punctuate here because the theoroi will have gone to more than
one city, and accordingly the plural
should be taken literally (see by contrast on
26.3): this is an archival entry, followed then by a heading for the present decree.
The festival of Kore appears to have been held in early spring (the sacrifice that
Mithridates' siege interrupted),28 as would befit Persephone. There is some reason to
think that the Rhodian month Sminthius fell in early spring,29 and it follows that the
Cyzicene theoroi began their mission about a year before the Panhellenic festival.
167-170
Two nonjoining fragments of white marble obtained by Viscount Strangford in the 1820s,
allegedly from Megara; now in the British Museum. A: h. 0.44, w. 0.15, th. 0.02; B: h.
0.395, w. 0.15, th. 0.02. Letters 0.01-0.013 (except the headings: 0.015 at 168.1 and
170.1), intersp. 0.01-0.013. Writing of the late third century (so Klaffenbach) or early
second: flaring strokes with serifs, A with crossbar either straight or broken, O and Q
sometimes smaller and suspended, W full-sized, N with elevated right hasta, II with right
hasta half descended, S with divergent and curving arms.
Boeckh, CIG 1052b (copy of Brønsted);30 Newton, IGBM II 136 [Dittenberger, IG VII 16;
Holleaux, REG 11 (1898) 267-273 (Etudes I 211-217)]; Robert, Et. épigr. phil. 70-76
(squeeze); Klaffenbach, IG IX.12 388 (squeeze: only 168). Collation.
Photograph: Robert pl. 6 (squeeze).
Cf. P. Foucart in IG VII p. 742; Wilhelm, Beiträge (1909) 268; P. Charneux, BCH 90 (1966)
176 n. 2; Rigsby, GRBS 16 (1975) 405.
Parts of either three or four Doric decrees, depending on whether 168 carried over to
fragment B; I number them as four. The theoroi Oenopion, Dionysas, and -nthodemos
toured northwestern Greece, for they visited Medion. Given the various formulae possible,
the length of the lines is uncertain and the line division arbitrary.
167. Unknown city
Fragment A, lines 1-7.
28. For the chronology see Broughton, MRR II 101 and 106-108; McGing (esp. Plut. Luc. 33.3).
29. C. Börker, ZPE 31 (1978) 193-218, esp. 201.
30. P. O. Brønsted (1780-1842), Danish classical scholar and ambassador to the Vatican, visited England in 1824,
1826, 1828, and 1831: K. F. Johansen and M. C. Gertz, Dansk Biografisk Leksikon 4 (Copenhagen 1934) 295-302.
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1 end, the lower left corner of E or B:

Newton,
Holleaux. 2-3 Dittenberger;
Rigsby:
Newton. 4 Wilhelm:
Dittenberger. 7 Dittenberger:
,
Dittenberger;
M.] Wilhelm.

We are here in the final provisions, inviting the theoroi to the prytaneum; accordingly I
follow Robert's suggestion (75 n. 2) that
belongs with what precedes.
168. Medion
Fragment A, lines 8-20.

The continuous text restored through 9 by Klaffenbach assumes a needlessly short line and contains some
improbable phrases. 1 Dittenberger (before Robert established that a new decree begins here); see on 167.7. 2-3
Holleaux:
Robert. 4-9:

Klaffenbach. 5

Robert ap. Holleaux 212 n. 1. 6 Robert. 7 init. Rigsby. 8-9 Rigsby:
Dittenberger. 10ff. are in rather larger letters (0.013). 10:
Newton.
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The only extant decree of Medion in central Acarnania. Only the structure of the text is
suggested; the formulae could be padded out to any line length.
169. Unknown city, or Medion
Fragment B, lines 1-4.

3:

Boeckh;

Newton. 4.

Holleaux.

It is uncertain whether 169 is part of a new decree or the continuation of 168.

170. Unknown city
Fragment B, lines 5-18.

1 Dittenberger; or
Charneux. 2-3 Holleaux:
Dittenberger. 6 Holleaux:
Robert. 8 Foucart. 10 Dittenberger:
Newton. 14 Dittenberger.

13: The form
northwest.

Newton. 7

, which worried Dittenberger in Megarian Doric, is normal in the

171. Dium in Macedonia
Unpublished decree found at Dium; announced by D. Pandermalis in 1994.
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Temple of Apollo of Claros, Colophon
In a narrow valley in the territory of Colophon was one of the great oracular shrines of
the Greek world, Apollo of Claros. Apollo was the ''lord and savior" of Colophon.1 The cult
is most richly documented in the second century but was praised already in the
Homeric Hymns (1.40, 8.5) and by the poet Nicander, a priest of Apollo (Ther. 958; Alex.
9-11). The temple was a mile up the valley from the sea, amid a sacred grove. A new
building was completed between the middle and the late years of the third century
Excavations by Picard and Macridy-Bey early in the century, by the Roberts in the 1950s,
and now continuing have revealed some of the history of the sacred place.2 The finds are
for the most part unpublished, and only a schematic notice can be given here on the
asylia of the temple.
A.D.

B.C.

From an archive of grants of inviolability inscribed at the temple3 have come the remains
of a letter of the Athamanian kings Theodorus and Amynander
; decrees from Thessaly, Crete, and unidentified places; and
a letter of the Scipio brothers (190/189) (173). The last was quoted by Picard in a
footnote; the others are listed briefly by Robert.
1.

, L. and J. Robert, BCH 106 (1992) 279; cf.

SEG 39.1244.11.26.

2. T. Macridy-Bey and C. Picard, BCH 39 (1915) 45-52; Picard, Ephèse et Claros (Paris 1922) 138-155; Robert, Op.
min. sel. VI 523-549; cf. IV 154, 184; J. de la Genière, CRAI 1992, 195-208.
3. Robert, Op. min. sel. VI 538-539; TürkArkDerg 10 (1960) 4. The Athamanian letter is quoted at C. Picard, BCH 39
(1915) 46 n. 2; cf. Ephèse et Claros (Paris 1922) 143. Also R. Demargne and A. Laumonier, BCH 47 (1923) 378 no.
6:

The restorations are rightly rejected by Robert, SEG 4.572.
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No physical description of these inscriptions has been published; but another, copied at
the turn of the century, has been described and published (172).
Apollo's games, the Claria, became crowned late in the third century (Claros I pp. 5253); 172 shows that asylia was gained on the same occasion, at the prompting of a
manifestation of the god. The Roman letter dates to late 190 or early 189: as at
Magnesia and Teos, the Roman grant was sought only after Rome became involved in
Anatolia in the 190s.
B.C.

As for later developments, this is one of the inviolable temples listed as devastated by
pirates early in the first century The worship of the emperor Tiberius was incorporated
into the temple during his reign, as it was at the temple of Dionysus at Teos (Robert, Op.
min. sel. VI 540); this may respond to Roman confirmation of the privilege in 22/3,
despite the silence of Tacitus about both cities.
B.C.

172. Unknown city
White marble stele; h. 0.26, w. 0.28, th. 0.05; copied at Notium by Benndorf in 1897 and
by Keil in 1905.
H. Engelmann, EpigAnat 2 (1983) 21-22 no. 1 [SEG 33.973].

4: Engelmann suggests the name

.

The city was Doric but has left no further trace of its identity.
8: Cf. the unpublished text quoted at Picard, Ephèse et Claros 143:
.
173. Rome: L. and P. Cornelius Scipio
Fragment of a wall (which also contains the Athamanian letter); writing of the early first
century
B.C.

Picard, Ephèse et Claros 145 n. 5 [SEG 1.440; ArchEph 1925, 107; Sherk, Roman
Documents 36].
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Cf. Holleaux, RivFil 52 (1924) 29-44; Robert in Holleaux, Etudes VI (1968) 34-35.

Text of Holleaux but line divisions of Robert, who saw that the loss is mainly on the left. 3:
and
vel sim. Holleaux.

Picard. 9-10 Robert:

The consul Lucius and his famous brother Scipio Africanus (his legate) landed in Asia in
spring 190 in order to confront Antiochus III. The king put pro-Roman Colophon-Notium
under siege but abandoned this in late summer when his fleet was destroyed off
Myonnesus by the praetor Aemilius Regillus. The Scipios' victory at Magnesia followed;
they left Asia by spring of 189.4 Colophon-Notium was rewarded with tax exemption (Livy
38.39.8).
The Colophonians' embassy was probably later than the lifting of the siege, and perhaps
later than the battle of Magnesia: they may have sent their embassy only after fighting
was done and the outcome was clear, the last months of 190. The successful repulse of
the siege would be a fitting occasion to seek Roman honors for the god.
The same pair of Romans wrote to Heraclea by Latmus (Roman Doc. 35, its opening
formulae identical with ours) thanking the city for its support and granting liberty and
sending a military contingent to provide protection. Here too the precise date in relation
to the campaign is uncertain; Heraclea sent a far larger embassy (eight men as against
Colophon's two).
The text is a reinscriptionPicard (Ephèse et Claros 146) speculated that after the
destruction of Claros by the pirates, the temple was rebuilt under the favor of Sulla, as
Colophon had opposed Mithridates.
4. Livy 37.26, 31; cf. Broughton, MRR I 356ff.
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Unidentified City (Bargylia?)
A Hellenistic inscription seen by Pococke on Samos in 1739 contains two texts concerned
with asylia and games. Pococke was told that the stone had been brought there from
Mylasa, but concluded that Bargylia in Caria (line 1) was the more likely origin. The
recipient of the recognition has not been convincingly identified.
The first text, a letter to Bargylia, was reckoned by Boeckh to be from the recipient of the
recognition, a vote of thanks sent to the grantor for its recognition, which follows on the
stone (hence in reverse chronological order). This implies a rather elaborate exchange of
courtesies. Graindor thought instead that the letter was the initial request, and that the
recipient was thus a Doric city seeking these honors for a goddess, specifically Telos (25:
) for the Persian goddess (6:
). In 1975 I argued for Cnidus
and Artemis Hyacinthotrophus; a fragmentary decree at Delphi showed her games
recognized as Panhellenic in the late third or early second century after a miraculous
intervention (perhaps during the siege by Philip V in 201).1 A well-preserved invitation
and response on the enlarged Hyacinthotropheia have since been published, however,
and there is no recognition of asylia.2 The identity of the recipient is therefore in the air.
There is a different possibility, however: we may have the normal documentary situation,
a fragment of an archive containing two recognitions of asylia, the first in letter form, like
so many for Teos. If that is so, then the recipient
1. Polyb. 16.34, with Wörrle, Chiron 18 (1988) 442-443. The prominence there also of Aphrodite is well known; but
Ael. Arist. 38.13,
, is inconclusive as evidence for declared asylia.
2. After Pugliese Carratelli's publication, Blümel, I.Knidos 220 (= SEG 38.812).
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was necessarily Bargylia with its chief goddess Artemis Kindyas.3 What speaks against
this is line 2, ''we have sent to you," followed soon after by the names of the theoroi. The
grantor's letter might open by saying that they have sent this through the agency of the
Bargylian theoroi; but normally that goes without saying, and I do not know a parallel
(this is not a covering letter for a separate decree, like 90).
The decrees cannot be convincingly reconstructed:4 in the second, clearly a grant, too
many variant phrases are possible, while a recipient's letter of invitation (if that is what
the first text is) would have too few parallels to work with (176, 177). Hence the line
length cannot be established. The second decree seems to move too quickly in the short
line postulated by Boeckh and Graindor:
174. Unknown city or cities
R. Pococke, Inscr. ant. liber (London 1752) 44 [Boeckh, CIG 2670; P. Graindor, MuséeB 7
(1903) 296-300; Blümel, I.Iasos/Bargylia 606].
Cf. Rigsby, GRBS 16 (1975) 403-409; G. Pugliese Carratelli, PP 233 (1987) 110-123;
Gauthier, Bull. épigr. 1989, 269.

3. For the city and the goddess see, in addition to Blümel's corpus, Robert, Etudes anat. 459-465. A tetradrachm
of the early second century B.C. preserves an arresting image: a quite Hellenic Artemis standing beside an archaic
statue of herself wearing a polos: G. Le Rider, Greek Numismatics and Archaeology: Essays ... Margaret
Thompson (Wetteren 1979) 155-157.
4. As Robert observed, BCH 49 (1925) 236 n. 5 (Op. min. sel. I 30), criticizing Graindor's full restoration.
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1:
Boeckh,
Boeckh (

Boeckh. 2-3:
Pococke), [- - -

Boeckh. 15 Boeckh. 16:
Boeckh;
Boeckh,
23 init. Graindor:
Boeckh. 23-24:
Boeckh. 25-27:

Graindor. 4-5:
and
and
Graindor. 8:
; end Boeckh. 10 Boeckh. 12:
Boeckh. 13:
and
Boeckh. 14:
Boeckh. 18-19:
Graindor. 20:
Boeckh. 21:
Graindor. 22 Boeckh;
- - - Graindor.
Boeckh,
Graindor. 24
Boeckh,

Graindor. 27-29:
Graindor.

Graindor restored the second half of the first text:

6: Graindor assumed that the relevant divinity (female, line 11) was named here, as did I
(suggesting
rather than the Persian
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Goddess). But the name may have come later (in 8 or 9), and other words are possible
here, for example, reference to a victory or to a periodic festival or sacrifice (
).
8: A "restoration" of the games is the most individual feature, which may serve finally to
identify the recipient. One thinks, however, of
; cf. 94.18:
.
12: Perhaps
29: Perhaps

.
.
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Temple of Apollo, Anaphe
In order to give safe anchorage to the Argonauts, Apollo caused Anaphe to rise up from
the sea east of Therawhence the name, from its sudden appearance (
); above the
harbor the Argonauts established a precinct sacred to Apollo
(
in the
Hellenistic inscriptions), named for the flash of his bow when he revealed the island.1 In
this eastern part of the island, beside a good harbor some three kilometers from the
height of the ancient city, his temple may still be seen in large part, incorporated into the
monastery Panaghia Kalamiotissa.2 Apollonius describes an altar in a grove in the time of
the Argonauts; the temple building we see is Hellenistic but not closely dated. The chief
festival of the Anaphiotes was the annual panegyris called the Asgelaia, known to the
ancient authors for the ribald participation of women.3 The Strangford Apollo may be the
cult statue.4
The one document revealing asylia at Anaphe is of exceeding brevity: there is no mention
of an Anaphiote embassy, nor is the god identifiedyet surely it can only be Apollo. The
decree is one of the few extant of the Cretan League and dates to the first half of the
second century Too little is known of the history of Anaphe to speculate about the
occasion.
B.C.

This decree is the best candidate we have for an extension of inviolability from the
temple to the whole city and country (but see on 14-15); if indeed the Cretans are
expanding the boundaries of an existing privilege, that might explain the lack of detail.
1. Callim. frag. 7.19ff. (from the Aetia); Ap. Rhod. 4.1701ff. (1715:
Theophr. in SVF I 106; Conon 49; Apollod. 1.26.1. Cf. Farnell, Cults IV 139.

);

2. See Hiller in Thera I (Berlin 1899) 351-358.
3. E.g., Conon 49; IG XII.3 249.21-22; cf. 25-27:
4. R. A. McNeal, Archaeology 20 (1967) 254-263.

celebrated at times in the city, at times in the country.
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175. Cretan League
White marble stele from the temple. As first seen, h. 0.63, w. 0.245, th. 0.085; letters
0.01, intersp. 0.005; first half of the second century Below, in a different hand, an
Anaphiote proxeny decree for a citizen of Lyttus in Crete.5 In 1976, a section at left and
below had been slivered off and was not located; nothing was legible after line 22, and
the stone breaks off at 25 (thus losing the proxeny decree).
B.C.

K. S. Pittakis, ArchEph 2 (1840) 372-373 no. 477 (with facsimile); E. Legrand, BCH 16
(1892) 144-147 no. 35 [Michel, Rec. 439]; Hiller, IG XII. 3254 [Blass, SGDI 5146];
Guarducci, I.Cret. IV 197 (collation of squeeze in Berlin by Klaffenbach). Collation.
P

LATE

5.

Cf. Wilhelm, GGA 160 (1898) 233; Beiträge (1909) 172; Neue Beitr. VI (1921) 14-19,
AnzWien 1924, 154-156 (Kl. Schr. I.1 305-310, I.2 196-198); A. Maiuri, RendLinc V.19
(1910) 45-46, 112; Guarducci, RivFil 61 (1933) 232-233; Daux, BCH 59 (1935) 94-96; 61
(1937) 439-440; Hiller, IG XII Suppl. p. 83; H. van Effenterre, Crète et le monde grec
(Paris 1948) 148 n. 4.

5. On this decree see Robert, RN VI.4 (1962) 13-17 (Op. min. sel. II 1040-1044).
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3 Wilhelm 1898:
Legrand. 6: [
Guarducci. 6 Wilhelm 1898:
Legrand. 7
Guarducci 1933:
Hiller;
Blass. 8 init. Guarducci. 11:
Kaibel (IG). 11 end Guarducci, 12 Legrand,
Maiuri:
Wilamowitz (IG). 14-15 Wilhelm 1898. 16-17 Wilhelm 1909:
Wilhelm 1898. 17
Hiller. 17-18 Wilhelm 1898:
Legrand,
Hiller. 20 init. Blass, Daux 1935:
Wilhelm 1898,
Wilhelm 1924, Daux 1937. 20-21 Wilhelm 1898:
Hiller,
van
Effenterre. 21-24 Guarducci: (23)
Legrand,
Hiller,
Wilhelm 1921. 24-25 Wilhelm 1921:
Legrand,
Hiller.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(12ff.) The city and [country of the Anaphiotes] is to be inviolable just as the [temple] is already inviolable
according to the law of the Cretan League. If anyone operating from [Crete] should seize any Anaphiote, from
either city or [country], he is to be subject to trial both among the Anaphiotes, whatever trial they should order,
and in the League court without preliminary arbitration or security deposit; and the exaction is to be binding in
accordance with the law.

There is no talk of cult, beyond the mention of the temple (without naming the god). Like
many of the Cretan civic decrees for Teos, this act of the League leaves no doubt that the
Anaphiote request was understood to concern personal inviolability: the declaration about
the place is glossed by the statement that persons are not to be seized from it and those
who are will have access to the Cretan tribunal for redress. Taken literally, the combining
of personal and territorial inviolabilitymostly closely paralleled in the Aetolian grants for
Teos and Pergamummeans that Anaphiotes seized by Cretans elsewhere (e.g., in Crete
or on the high seas) are not included and have no recourse.
For the import of this text for the constitution of the League see M. Muttelsee,
Verfassungsgeschichte Kretas (Hamburg 1925) 47-50; M. van der Mijnsbrugge, The
Cretan Koinon (New York 1931) 17-20; Guarducci, RivFil 78 (1950) 148-154; Gauthier,
Symbola 324; S. L. Ager, JHS 114 (1994) 1-18.
14-15: "just as the temple is inviolable in accordance with Cretan law"; this can be taken
to indicate that a previous grant to the temple is now being enlarged to encompass the
whole island. But it seems to me equally likely that this is merely a statement of the
normal, such as we find of Cos (cf. p. 22), saying that in Cretan law temples have this
immunitya generic fact cited as explanation and analogy rather than a concrete
enactment cited as historical precedent.
20: The restoration turns on whose city and country are in view, Anaphe or Crete; I follow
those who prefer the former, consistent with what is voted at 13.
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24-25: Restored from I.Cret. IV 175:
(see Maiuri 45-46);
as arbitration in lieu of a public trial at Aristophanes frag. 278 K.-A. Cf. Gauthier 329.
27: On
see Guarducci's references at I.Cret. IV 169; it seems to mean ''law code"
at I xvi 1.36-38; cf. the
at Cyrene (SEG 9.5.56).
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Pergamum
The two great divinities of Pergamum were Athena and Asclepius, in that historical
sequence.1 In Roman times Asclepius came to surpass Athena as the city's chief god, but
the two could still be invoked as joint patrons of Pergamum as late as the third century
2 The two temples of interest to us were out in the territory, not in the city itself, and it
was the temples, not the city and country of Pergamum, that were declared inviolable.
The inviolability of the Nicephorium was gained at the request of Eumenes II in 182 ,
that of the Asclepieum later, but before 88 ; both entitlements probably were abolished
after the Roman Vespers in 88. That of Asclepius was restored by Caesar ca. 45; Athena's
restoration is doubtfulTacitus does not mention it, but it may be referred to in Caesar's
edict on Sardes (214). This honor of two asyla in one city is rare, preceded by Chalcedon
(if I am right about its two temples of Apollo) and followed by Stratoniceia. The Attalid
kings were closely involved in the institutions of their capital city, and they shared in the
sponsorship of the great festivals. The unusual, even ostentatious, quest for two
inviolable temples doubtless reflects the peculiar eminence and ambition of the Attalids in
world affairs in the second century
A.D.

B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

1. E. Ohlemutz, Die Kulte und Heiligtümer der Götter in Pergamon (Giessen 1940) 16-59, 123-173; C. P. Jones,
"Diodoros Pasparos and the Nikephoria of Pergamon," Chiron 4 (1974) 183-205.
2. The two together on a coin under Herennius Etruscus: G. Le Rider, RN VI.15 (1973) 75 with fig. 9. Cf. the relief
published by E. Boehringer, AA 81 (1966) 467-469 with pl. 44: Athena and Asclepius, flanked respectively by Zeus and
Hygieia, crown a seated female; Boehringer thought the date early Hellenistic. A law on the priesthood of Asclepius is to
be inscribed in the Asclepieum and in the temple of Athena on the acropolis (I.Perg. 251.38-39 [LSAM 13], II B.C.).
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Temple of Athena Nicephorus
Whatever the importance of Athena at Pergamum before the Hellenistic period, the
founder of the Attalid dynasty set out to make her the visible patroness of a second
Athens. Her temple was on the terrace that overlooks the theater, near the royal palace.
Early Hellenistic texts regularly give her no epithet. Later, when there was need to
distinguish her cult from the newer one of Athena Nicephorus in the country, she is called
Athena Polias; perhaps this title was old, but it was used only when necessary.3 Great
antiquity was credited to her worship at Pergamum: Auge, Heracles' victim, brought the
cult statue from Tegea when she came with their son Telephus from Arcadia to Asia.4
As early as the mid-third century Athena had a public festival of first importance, the
Panathenaia.5 Probably it was to this festival, a "contest of Athena," that Byzantium sent
participants (
) at the invitation of Attalus I in the 220s.6 Despite the presence of
these foreigners, Pergamum did not have Panhellenic games in the third century;
evidently the Byzantines were among friends or allies of Attalus specially invited7 to a
local festival (the Nicephoria passed through a similar stage forty years later). It was to
Athena (without epithet) that Attalus dedicated the spoils of his defeat of the Gauls,8 and
that victory may be the occasion, with Attalus inviting his allies.
The cult of Athena Nicephorus was distinct from that of Athena on the acropolis. The
Nicephorium was a sacred grove outside the city, not yet located by the excavators of
Pergamum.9 It was without defenses, and we first hear of Athena Nicephorus when in 201
Philip V ravaged the place, cutting down
3. See, however, Fränkel, I.Perg. I pp. 76-77; Ohlemutz 24-25. I.Perg. 251.39 makes the explicit location
.
4. I.Perg. 156; cf. Robert, REG 40 (1927) 212-213 (Op. min. sel. I 453-454). Ohlemutz (20-22) argued that in fact
the cult and image did not come into being until about 300 B.C.
5. OGIS 267 (= Royal Corres. 23): on advice of Eumenes I, Pergamum honors its five strategoi for their distinguished
service; he has announced his own decision to crown the five at the Panathenaia (17:
), which thus was an affair of the king as much as of the city.
6. Polyb. 4.49.3 (when the Byzantines angered Prusias of Bithynia by refusing his invitation to his festival, the Soteria).
Many scholars follow Holleaux (Etudes II 61-62) in seeing the Pergamene festival as the Nicephoria (cf. Ohlemutz 34;
Jones 184). For the Panathenaia: W. Kolbe, Hermes 68 (1933) 445; Walbank, Comm. I 503; E. V. Hansen, Attalids of
Pergamum2 (Ithaca, N.Y., 1971) 448.
7. For such a discrimination cf. the Cnidian decree enlarging the Hyacinthotropheia by asking their "friends and allies to
share in the sacrifice and the games" (Blümel, I.Knidos 220).
8. OGIS 273-279; see R. E. Allen, The Attalid Kingdom (Oxford 1983) 194-199, on the problem of the date.
9. Generally thought to be near the "Red Hall"; cf. H. Müller, Chiron 22 (1992) 201; bibliography in Walbank, Comm. II
501; cf. Hansen 242. In the asylia inscriptions Eumenes and his respondents call the sacred place a
, an
appropriate term for a rural precinct with

(Footnote continued on next page)

Page 364

the grove and damaging the sacred buildings.10 While the statue of Athena placed by
Auge in the city temple was doubtless Greek, possibly archaic or archaistic, that of Athena
Nicephorus was of an oriental style; on some coins of Pergamum she poses in the manner
of Artemis of Ephesus, wearing a polos, veil, pectoral, and bracelets.11 Her cult was linked
to that of Athena Polias to the extent that, at least under Roman rule, a single priestess
regularly served both goddesses.12
It is debated how long before 201 the sacred grove of Athena was established; and the
date of her epithet (and thus what victory it commemorates) is perhaps a separate
question. In his letter of 182 Eumenes seems to claim personal credit for the epithet
(
, 176.6); the natural interpretation is that the goddess has acquired the
epithet thanks to the victory over Prusias of Bithynia in 183.13 How she might have been
called earlier would then be a questionbut the same ignorance applies to Athena in the
city, whose
is not attested until after the epithet
was in use for the country
shrine.
B.C.

The date of the inviolability of the rural shrine and the Panhellenic Nicephoria, however, is
fixed with certainty in 182.14 The Aetolians (178.26) voted their recognition under the
strategos Proxenus (183/2), the Amphictyony (179.1) in the archonship of Demosthenes
(182/1). It follows that the Amphictyons voted at their autumn sitting of 182, in
connection with the Pythia in September; the Aetolians had acted earlier, for they instruct
the individual cities to submit the names of their new theorodochoi to Proxenus at the
upcoming Pythia (178.24-26). The Aetolian decree possibly was voted at the regular
League meeting, the Panaetolia, in March; but an extraordinary meeting (these were
frequent), nearer in time to the Pythia, seems more likely (see on 177.11).
(Footnote continued from previous page)
a grove (cf. AJP 108 [1987] 734), though the respondents then revert to the more general term
179.23).

(178.28,

10. Polyb. 16.1.6:
cf. 18.2.2; Livy 32.33.5.
11. Le Rider 69-70; O. Mørkholm in Festschrift filr Leo Mildenberg (Wetteren 1984) 187-192.
12. I.Perg. 226 (113

), 489-525; for a parallel in Syria cf. IGLSyrie III 1184, with TAPA 110 (1980) 236.

B.C.

13. This would mean that Polybius is anachronistic in calling the grove the "Nikephorion" in 201 (above, n. 10). Segre (in
Hellenica V [1948] 119) thought that "Nikephoros" commemorated the victory at Chios in 201 and took Polybius' use to
be anachronistic; this was denied by J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1952, 127; Klaffenbach, MdI 3 (1950) 102 n. 10;
Walbank, Comm. I 503. On the problem see D. Musti, AnnPisa II.26 (1957) 279-282.
14. Robert, BCH 54 (1930) 332-338 (Op. min. sel. I 151-157), recognizing Proxenus rather than a proxenas; Jones
183-205, with Bull. épigr. 1974, 466 (p. 268).
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Thus the Pergamene theoroi were canvassing Greece during 182, and the first
quadrennial15 Nicephoria were held in 181. Writing in 182, Eumenes reminded the Coans
that they had twice before attended the Nicephoria at his invitation. This must refer to
local celebrations, as Segre saw (urging 197 and 189 ), and the Coans evidently were
invited as a gesture of special friendship. These celebrations, however, will have been
annual, and I suggest that the invitations were not sporadic but occurred in 183 and 182:
thus the Nicephoria were indeed founded to commemorate Eumenes' defeat of Prusias
early in 183.16 If this chronology is correct, it implies that the festival was held in the
spring:17 that is, immediately upon the defeat of Prusias, Eumenes invited his allies, who
included the Coans,18 to join in celebrating the new Nicephoria at Pergamum in the
spring, repeated this gesture to his allies for the celebration in 182, and then decided to
seek Panhellenic recognition.
B.C.

Eumenes is said to have planted the Nicephorium with a grove (Strab. 13.4.2 [624]).
Conceivably he did this at the start of his reign (197), repairing the damage done by
Philip in 201. But the occasion may instead have been the attention paid the sacred place
in the 180s (see on 176.19).
Athena Nicephorus, like some other gods, issued coins in her own name (
),
struck from bullion belonging to herself.19 Two sorts are known: silver tetradrachms
bearing Medusa on the obverse and a standing Athena on the reverse; and small
denominations in silver and bronze, with the helmeted head of Athena on the obverse
and various reverses. The tetradrachms are known from only three examples, which used
two obverses and three reverses; two were found in a hoard buried ca. 165. Only
moderately worn, they cannot be much older than that, and Le Rider is surely right that
they were issued soon after the elevation of the status of Athena's cult in 182.20 It is a
reasonable assumption that this was a festival coinage, struck on the occasions of the
Nicephoria and
15. Jones has demonstrated that the Panhellenic games were from the start quadrennial, and his discussion makes
it unnecessary to recount here previous efforts to make sense of the asylia inscriptions under the theory that the
festival was biennial.
16. Habicht, Hermes 84 (1956) 90-100, established the dates of the battle and subsequent treaty.
17. This in turn implies that the Aetolian decree was not voted at the Panaetolica ca. March, which would be too early
for the Pergamenes to have visited; but see on 177.11.
18. For other testimonies of the alliance between Cos and the Attalids in the second century see S. Sherwin-White,
Ancient Cos (Göttingen 1978) 132-133.
19. See Le Rider for the two hoard tetradrachms and a survey of the small issues, Morkholm for the third
tetradrachm; for the date, M. J. Price in Kraay-M??rkhalm Essays (Louvain 1989) 233-243. Sacred revenues of Athena
Nicephorus: Syll.3 982.
20. So too Mørkholm; Price (239-240) suggests instead that the coins are associated with the threat of Gallic invasion
in 168. I pass over the use of the Attic standard of the tetradrachms for purposes of dating, as the relevant
Pergamene royal issues are not yet securely dated. See Le Rider, JSav 1989, 163-190, esp. 175-176; H. Nicolet-Pierre
in Kraay-Morkholm Essays 203-216.
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thus at four-year intervals. The three extant tetradrachms, struck from different dies and
obviously (from their rarity) in numbers insufficient to wear out the dies quickly, should
probably be assigned to three different festivals, from among those of 181, 177, 173, and
169. It seems that the first Panhellenic celebration was accompanied by a decision to
honor the goddess with a coinage of her own. Evidently there was never much silver
available for the coins of Athena, for the tetradrachms are rare in the extreme, and even
they were given up, on present evidence, after the first several festivals. The smaller
coinage, which cannot be closely dated, perhaps was subsequent to these first ambitious
efforts. In this respect the coinage of Athena Nicephorus contrasts sharply with the
voluminous issues of Artemis Pergaea or even Athena Iliensis.
At Pergamum the word panegyris is often applied to the Nicephoria. It is seen first at
176.10 and 16, where Eumenes mentions the two celebrations previously held and the
coming Panhellenic one. The games and temple were probably associated physically with
the ''panegyric gymnasium," where competitors in Panhellenic games exercised.21 The
Nicephoria survived the Mithridatic war (or were soon after revived), still a Panhellenic
festival.22 A text of the 70s or 60s names the major festivals of Pergamum in what
appears to be a descending order of importance:
23
(the Dionysia)
.24
B.C.

The Pergamenes, however, had sided with Mithridates, and they massacred Romans who
fled to the Asclepieum for refuge (see below); the city lost its freedom and privileges.
This is the obvious occasion for the revocation of the asylia of both temples. In the review
of 22 the Pergamenes, as Tacitus reports the event, spoke only of the Asclepieum and
not the temple of Athena; possibly they put their better case forward, a cult dear to
Romans. The Nicephoria survived, attested once in Severan times (I.Perg. 525), but there
is no hint that the games were still Panhellenicwitness the silence of the many victor lists
of imperial date.25
A.D.

176. Letter of Eumenes II; decree of Cos
From Cos, two joining fragments of a white marble stele, the lower found in 1907 built
into a modern house in the city, the upper found in 1938 built into a Turkish tomb at
Koumournou, eight kilometers from the city; joined now in the
21. Robert, Monnaies antiques en Troade (Paris 1965) 46; distinguished from the gymnasium of the neoi in IGR IV
294.5, 28.
22. So expressly the 29th, presumably 69

, IGR IV 293.I.??; theoroi at 294.12.

B.C.

23. The Nicephoria at least, but perhaps also the Soteria/Heracleia, called panegyris in IGR IV 300 (as is a festival for
the emperor later in I.Asklep. 36.6).
24. IGR IV 292.33, with Jones 187 on the terminology; 293.II.25ff. neatly distinguishes the panegyreis and trietereis
(
) and assigns the latter to Dionysus.
25. J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1974, 466 (p. 268).
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city's museum (inv. 255). Broken at right and bottom; h. 0.79, w. 0.24, th. 0.13; letters h.
0.013 with large apices, irregular and increasingly crowded.
Lower fragment (lines 21-45): R. Herzog, Hermes 65 (1930) 455-463 [Schroeter 40;
Welles, Royal Corres. 50; Allen, Attalid Kingdom 216-217].
Complete: M. Segre in Robert, Hellenica V (1948) 102-128.
Photograph: Segre pl. 1.
Cf. G. Klaffenbach, MdI 3 (1950) 99-106; J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1952, 127; 1974,
466; D. Musti, AnnPisa II.26 (1957) 279-282.
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1-23 Segre. Klaffenbach attributed the earlier actions (8-10) to Attalus I: 8
; see contra Musti. 12:
Klaffenbach. 16 J. and L. Robert 1974:
Klaffenbach. 17-19 Klaffenbach:

Segre:
Segre:

Herzog. 26
Herzog.

,9

, 10
Segre,

Segre. 20-21:
Welles. 22 Klaffenbach:
Welles. 22-23: - - Herzog,
Welles. 24-25
lapis. 29 Welles:
Herzog. 41 Welles:
Herzog. 43

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
King Eumenes to the council and people of the Coans greetings: [we honor Athena] most of all the gods [because
of her] bestowing upon us [many and] great [successes on] all sorts of [occasions], and we have dubbed her
[Nikephoros, consider]ing this to be a most [beautiful] and appropriate epithet, as [we wrote you before]; for twice
already, when you were invited [by us to the] panegyreis which at that time [we proclaimed, you accepted] in
friendly fashion, and send[ing theoroi you shared] in the sacrifices [properly and piously; and now], wishing to
increase [her honors] and render greater thanks [for our contests in war], we have decided [to celebrate for her] a
panegyris every fourth [year and crowned musical] and gymnic [and equestrian contests,] and we have [declared
her temple at Pergamum inviolable,] for which we shall set [the boundaries]; and judging it proper that these things
[be proclaimed by theoroi, so that these] games [will be celebrated with all] the most devoted [of the Greeks, as a
thank offering to Athena] for great successes, we have sent theoroi (etc.)

Eumenes' two letters of 182 give us our only extant request for asylia (see, however,
174). The king speaks of the festival, indeed of the cult itself (
2), as his own rather
than Pergamum's; he has sent the theoroi (24), and he will himself set the boundaries of
the Nicephorium (19). As the Aetolians tell it (178.6-7, 16), the king decided to celebrate
the festival, and his brothers and Pergamum join him in the celebration.26 The city joins
in the
B.C.

26. Contrast I.Perg. 223: the games of 129 B.C., probably the first after the end of the dynasty, are described
pointedly as
. For the sharing of festivals by the royal family and the city of Pergamum
cf. OGIS 248.50-51.
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announcement as well (176.31, 177.5), and on his approval (176.29, cf. 177.3) some
elected Pergamene citizens join the courtiers whom he sends as theoroi.27 The king in
effect gives them a letter of introduction. An unusually large team went to Cos; only the
courtier Megon and one Pergamene visited Iasus (?: 177).
4: Parallels for

at J. and L. Robert, Fouilles d'Amyzon I p. 204 n. 9.

6-8: The implication would seem to be that Eumenes himself named the goddess
Nikephoros, and explained his choice of name to the Coans in his earlier letter. This
suggests that the epithet dates from 183 and commemorates the victory over Prusias
(see, however, n. 13).
16-18: The king does not specify the status of the several competitions, as do the extant
recognitions: these details must have been included in the explanatory speech of the
theoroi (cf. 41).
19: The responses echo Eumenes' talk of boundaries. In the recognitions of asylia the
mention of boundaries is unusual; an inevitable feature of any sacred place, they were
simply assumed as a given. Here that may not be so, for Eumenes' future
suggests
that the boundaries are to be changed, presumably expanded. The king is said by Strabo
(624) to have planted the grove of the Nicephorium; the new honors for the goddess in
the 180s may have been the occasion (cf. Segre 111), perhaps accompanied by an
expansion of the sacred precinct.
36: "as befits you"; for the moral obviousness of granting asylia compare the Phocaeans'
response to Chalcedon:
(54.8).
177. Letter of Eumenes II; decree of Iasus (?)
White masonry building block found "in Ionia" and acquired by the French School at
Athens ca. 1885; now in the Louvre; h. 0.39, w. 0.565, th. 0.34-0.40; letters h. 0.01,
intersp. 0.08-0.01, with large apices.
S. Lambrino, RA V.29 (1929) 107-120 [Herzog, Hermes 65 (1930) 459-463; Schroeter 39
(lines 1-11)]; Welles, Royal Corres. 49 [W. Blümel, I.Iasos 6; Allen, Attalid Kingdom 215216].
Photograph: Lambrino pl. 1.
Cf. Holleaux, RA V.29 (1929) 390; Robert, REG 42 (1929) 433, BCH 54 (1930) 338-343
(Op. min. sel. I 221, 157-162); Segre in Hellenica V (1948) 105; Wilhelm, Griechische
Königsbriefe, Klio-BH 48 (1943) 41-43.

27. Robert suggested that the extensive involvement of the Attalids in cult at Pergamum reflects the civic rather

than Macedonian origin of the dynasty: RPhil 58 (1984) 14-15 n. 42 (Op. min. sel. VI 464-465).
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1-14 Welles. 1 init.:]

14:

20

Lambrino,
Herzog. 1-2: - - Lambrino,
Herzog. 2-3:
Lambrino,
Herzog. 3-4:
Lambrino,
Herzog. 4-5:
Lambrino,
Herzog. 5:
Lambrino,
Herzog. 6 Herzog, Robert:
Lambrino. 7 end Lambrino. 8-9:
Lambrino,
Herzog. 9 Lambrino:
Herzog. 10 Lambrino:
Holleaux, Herzog.
Lambrino. 15-20 Segre: 15-16
'A] Lambrino; 16-17
Lambrino; 17-18
Lambrino,
Herzog,
Robert,
Welles; 18-19
Lambrino,
Herzog,
Robert,
Wilhelm. 19Herzog. 20 end:
- - - Lambrino,
Herzog.
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In relation to Eumenes' letter to Cos, this version is abbreviated in occasional phrases.
The theoroi sent to Cos have split up, but the combination of a royal and a civic
representative remains. The identity of this city, which the king perhaps regarded as less
important than Cos, is uncertain. The delegation remained together until it had passed
Cos, and so the two theoroi here may well have gone on to the Carian coast and Iasus.
The chief reason for Lambrinos' attribution is that the assemblies of Iasus were held on
the sixth of each month. But the docket stating that the theoros ''presented on the sixth"
(line 11) is perhaps ambiguous: this might refer to his presentation of the letter to the
magistrates, or presentation to the council rather than to the assembly (for such dockets
see Robert, Op. min. sel. I 125). And as Robert observed (I 157 n. 3), the reference to an
epistates that is regularly found in decrees of Iasus is missing here.
11: This is the usual verb for "presenting" a decree or letter to a foreign city or a king.
That only one man is said to do it suggests a physical action, whether presenting the
decree or making the speech. Anthesterion was usually a month of early spring (e.g., at
Athens, Ephesus, Miletus). Eumenes undertook his quest in 182 before late summer (the
Pythia of 178.26) but (on my assumption) after the second annual Nicephoria in spring; if
this is so, then Anthesterion at this city cannot be so early as early spring.28 Robert,
however, may have been right to press this as evidence for spring and to assign 178 to
the Panaetolica in March, dating the quest early in the Julian year (Op. min. sel. I 154).
14: The king's parents (and his brothers; cf. 178.12) must have been discussed in the
speech of the architheoros, for they are absent from Eumenes' letter.
178. Aetolian League
Delphi: temple of Apollo. Two fragments of the base of the statue of Eumenes II
dedicated by the Aetolians.29 Letters 0.007, intersp. 0.004.
B. Haussoullier, BCH 5 (1881) 372 no. 3 [Cauer2 236; Dittenberger, Syll. 215; Syll.2 295;
Fick, SGDI 1413; Michel, Rec. 291]; Pomtow, Syll.3 629 (squeeze); Klaffenbach, IG IX.12
179 (squeeze); Daux, Delphes au IIe et Ie siècle (Paris 1936) 298-302; FD III.3 240
[Allen, Attalid Kingdom 212-214].
Cf. Wilhelm, GGA 162 (1900) 104; 165 (1903) 795; Holleaux, REA 5 (1903) 210 (Etudes I
367); Robert, BCH 54 (1930) 332-338 (Op. min. sel. I 151-157); Daux, Mélanges Gustave
Glotz I (Paris 1932) 290-291.

28. The late antique calendric lists allege that at Perinthus Anthesterion matched September; see Samuel,
Chronology 88-89.
29. For the monument see E. Bourguet, REG 25 (1912) 18-19; drawings: F. Courby, FD II La Terrasse du temple
275-277 and fig. 221; in general, Daux, FD III.3 p. 231, who in Delphes 298-302 added a detached fragment (inv.
3277: ends of 16, 26-29, 32-33).
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Text of Haussoullier. 3 Klaffenbach:
Haussoullier. 4 Holleaux ap. Robert 151:
Haussoullier; the
mason corrected EM to EN. 6 Wilhelm 1900:
Haussoullier. 7 Klaffenbach:
Haussoullier. 11
Klaffenbach:
Haussoullier. 12
Klaffenbach. 14 end Daux:
Haussoullier. 15 corr. Daux:
lapis. 16 init. Klaffenbach:
Haussoullier;
add. Pomtow. 17 Holleaux ap. Robert,
Klaffenbach:
Haussoullier,
Dittenberger. 18
del. Dittenberger;
Holleaux
1903, Wilhelm 1903:
Haussoullier. 20-21 Daux:
Haussoullier,
Klaffenbach. 26
Robert:
Haussoullier. 27 Wilhelm 1900. 30 Klaffenbach. 35:
- - - Pomtow.

2: The alliance between the Attalids and the Aetolians was at least as old as 211 (Livy
26.24.8; Staatsvertr. III 536); cf. Polyb. 4.65.6, with R. B. McShane, Foreign Policy of the
Attalids of Pergamum (Urbana 1964) 101.
B.C.

10, 16: For such a differentiation in defining competitions, compare the Panhellenic
Soteria at Delphi, isopythian in the musical competitions but isonemean in the athletic
and equestrian (Nachtergael, Les Galates 435-444). These details, absent from Eumenes'
letter, must have been included in the speech of the theoros.
14: The identity of the monument is confirmed by a separate inscription, FD III.3 230 (=
Syll.3 628).
18ff.: "Just as King Eumenes designates the precinct of Athena Nicephorus at Pergamum
inviolable, as he defines the boundaries, the Aetolians join in recognizing it to be
inviolable with respect to Aetolians and those living in Aetolia, and they are not to seize
or plunder anyone inside the boundaries; if
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anyone should seize or plunder or take by force or seize as security, he is to be subject to
trial before the council by the victim or anyone who wishes, in trials with open
admission."
Although penalty clauses are frequent in Aetolian grants of personal asylia, this one is
unusually rich. To the usual terms for seizure
and
are added
and
. The former normally has the general sense of "do violence." Here, however, it
might mean to force someone out of the sacred space so that he can be despoiled; the
verb and its cognates appear in the Ptolemaic texts for inviolable temples.
is yet
more esoteric, here to "take pledges" most literally, "seize as security'' for debtthe
effective meaning of
; compare
in the charter of the League of the Greeks in
302 , protecting League personnel
; in Vespasian's grant of
personal asylia to doctors and teachers, against
.30 I do not think that fine
legal distinctions are intended by the several terms, only two of which were thought
necessary in lines 20-21; for the Amphictyony,
was felt sufficient to convey
the same meaning (179.25).
B.C.

I think it improbable that Eumenes stood in genuine fear that his allies the Aetolians
would plunder the temple of Athena but for the protection of this decree; the Aetolians
are waxing eloquent in their manner, importing the formulae of their grants of personal
inviolability. A real legal fact is being established, however, in granting a foreigner access
to Aetolian courts. I have followed Dittenberger in translating
(22) to indicate the
permission needed by a foreigner to use a court.
24-27: It is interesting to find this peremptory instruction to member cities to appoint
theorodochoi (cf. the Acarnanian League, 31.32), although they are not instructed to
accept the games; it is as though the League decree to that effect spoke for all and what
remains is the mechanical convenience of providing local theorodochoi and the usual
emoluments for the Pergamene theoroi. I do not know what need the League would have
of the resulting list of theorodochoi, which would obviously be of more use to Eumenes
and the Pergamenes; of course the list would show that the member cities had done
what they were told.
30-31: The theoroi were two courtiers and a Pergamene citizen, so a mixture as at Cos
and Iasus. Aegina had been an Attalid possession for a generation; it is more noteworthy
to find a Syracusan in Attalid service. Cf. E. Olshausen, Prosopographie der hellenistischen
Königsgesandten, Stud.Hellen. 19 (Louvain 1974) 329-333.
30. Staatsoertr. III 446.64-65; Oliver, Greek Const. 38.6-7. Cf. P.Dion. 12.18 (108 B.C.):
; Claros I p. 64 [SEG 39.1244.38], the city freed
from
, compulsory sureties.
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179. Delphian Amphictyony
Delphi: temple of Apollo. On the base of the statue of Attalus I (near the monument of
Eumenes II),31 seven fragments recognized by Bourguet in 1907 and constituted and
published by Holleaux, an eighth (inv. 1955, lower left) later recognized by Bourguet and
by Pomtow. Maximum preserved dimensions h. 1.15, w. 1.60; letters 0.02, intersp. 0.01,
with moderate apices.
Seven fragments: M. Holleaux, Philologie el linguistique, Mélanges offerts à Louis Havet
(Paris 1909) 187-196 (Etudes II 63-72).
Entire: E. Bourguet, REG 25 (1912) 19-20; Pomtow, Delphica III (1911) 114-116 (= BPW
32.14 [6 April 1912]); Syll.3 630; Daux, Delphes 293-298; FD III.3 261 [Allen, Attalid
Kingdom 214-215].
Photograph: Daux, Delphes pl. 3 (lines 1-26); FD pl. 7; Daux, BCH 77 (1954) 371 (lines
21-26).
Cf. Robert, BCH 54 (1930) 346 n. 3 (Op. min. sel. I 165); Wilhelm, Griechische Inschriften
rechtlicher Inhalt (Athens 1951) 48-51 (Kl. Schr. I.3 442-445); Daux, BCH 77 (1954) 370371.

31. See Daux, FD III.3 pp. 231-232, with drawing by A. Martinaud.
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Text of Holleaux. 6 Robert:
Holleaux. 9 Daux:
Holleaux. 12 Daux:
Holleaux. 17 Roussel
in FD:
Holleaux. 26 init. Daux 1954:
Pomtow;
Daux, FD;
Wilhelm; end:
Holleaux. 27 Daux:
Holleaux. 27-28:
Pomtow. 29 IIIIK lapis. 31-32 Bourguet:
Holleaux,
Pomtow, Delphica.

At the beginning the text evidently has been condensed for inscribing, for it lacks a
register of the Council members.
The Council displays a historical (and partisan) consciousness of Eumenes' role in world
affairs that is absent from the king's letter and rather less specific
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in the Aetolian decree; this was a theme of the ambassador's speech (cf. 14). ''Always
ready to be the source of some good for the Greeks, he has shared their dangers in
behalf of the common security for the greater part of Greek cities, and has given gifts to
the end that their established autonorny be preserved: for which reason the Romans,
seeing his policy, have increased his kingdom, considering it necessary that those of the
kings who plot against the Greeks obtain fitting censure, while those responsible for no
evil are worthy of their highest trust." Holleaux (Etudes II 70-72) deduced that the
enemies of Philip and friends of Rome now dominated the Council membership, and that
a letter of the king helped shape the decree. The decree does not trouble to name the
ambassadors.
Temple of Asclepius Soter
The Asclepieum of Pergamum is situated two kilometers southwest of the city proper,
among the hills on the far side of the Selinus River. Of its inviolability no primary grant
survives, rather a fragment of a Roman confirmation ca. 45 (Servilius Isauricus: 181).
Tacitus reports that in the investigation of 22 Pergamum had rather more recent and
credible proofs for the inviolability of the Asclepieum than those offered by some cities,
which could cite only oracles or remote grants by Darius or Alexander; this may well
mean that the Pergamenes had a Roman document to show the Senate. Isauricus was
acting within the framework of Caesar's restoration of the privileges of Pergamum; a
fragment of a letter of Caesar to Pergamum mentions inviolability (180), but here the
identity of the possessor of the statusthe Nicephorium, the Asclepieum, or the city and
countryis lost.
B.C.

A.D.

The benefactions to Pergamum are invoked in a series of statue bases, which show that
the city's honors were now restored after a lapse, not granted for the first time.
Pergamum had entered Roman rule in 129 as a free city, its privileges intact.32 The
occasion on which the asylia of the Asclepieum and the Nicephorium was abolished was
surely the Roman Vespers of 88, when in fact Romans who took refuge with Asclepius
were killed by the Pergamenes.33
B.C.

In 48 Caesar pursued Pompey to Egypt after the battle of Pharsalus, passing along the
coastal cities of Asia Minor.34 During the several weeks of his progess
32. For the status of Roman Pergamum see Habicht, I.Asklep. pp. 4-6, 23, and Jones 203.
33. Cic. Flac. 57; App. Mith. 23; Plut. Sull. 11. In 85 Fimbria fled to the Asclepieum before committing suicide (App.
Mith. 60).
34. H. Hepding, AM 34 (1909) 335-340; A. E. Raubitschek, JRS 44 (1954) 65-75; Robert, Hellenica X (1955) 257-260.
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he was hailed and honored by the cities of Asia. The Pergamenes erected a statue of him
dated by his second consulship (which lapsed in December 48): calling him their patron
and benefactor and the savior and benefactor of the Greeks, they praise him for his piety
and justice (IGR IV 305). On this occasion, therefore, Caesar merely pardoned Pergamum
for its support of Pompey and did nothing more positive to which the Pergamenes could
allude. By contrast, statues dated by his second dictatorship (November 48 to April 46)
reflect a different visit, during his tour of Asia late in the summer of 47, after Mithradates
of Pergamum had saved his life in Alexandria.35 Now, doubtless at the prompting of
Mithradates, Caesar announced as a policy a major "restoration" of the city's status. 180
must stem from this decision; Isauricus, arriving in Asia some months later at the
beginning of 46, was left to carry out details; he was in Asia until mid-44.36
Caesar apparently ordered the general restoration of the lost rights of Pergamum,
including its "ancestral constitution" and the inviolability of at least the Asclepieum.
Isauricus will have taken time to sift through what claims were ancestral and therefore
legitimate; and evidently he had to address conflicting interests. We have a fragment of a
decision by him about the Asclepieumcertainly favorable because it was inscribed by the
Pergamenes at the templeafter its asylia was challenged (181). Evidently there were
those who were disadvantaged by this status; the case of Oropus suggests that the
inviolability of the Asclepieum may have been challenged by publicans, as tax status was
in question.
Statues at Pergamum commemorating all three men date to the period 46-44
Mithradates has "restored to the ancestral gods the city and country,"
.37 Isauricus is savior and benefactor for "giving
back to the city its ancestral constitution and its democracy unenslaved,"
.38 The text on Caesar's two statue
bases is more problematic; he is Pergamum's savior and benefactor for restoring the city
and country to the gods (I quote the better preserved, underlining what is preserved only
in the other):39
B.C.

35. On Mithradates see Rostovtzeff, SEHHW 1527-1528; Bowersock, Augustus and the Greek World (Oxford
1965) 9.
36. R. Syme, Anatolian Studies Buckler (Aberdeen 1939) 307-308 (Roman Papers I 127-128). On Caesar's program of
restoration in Asia, carried out by Isauricus, see J. and L. Robert, Hellenica VI (1948) 37-42.
37. Two statue bases: Hepding 330-331 [IGR IV 1682]; cf. Robert, Etudes anat. 53.
38. I.Perg. 413 [OGIS 449; IGR IV 433; ILS 8779]; for Isauricus' daughter, I.Perg. 414.
39. I.Perg. 379 and 380, with Hepding 336-337 [IGR IV 1677]; cf. Passerini 276; Robert, Op. min. sel. I 614, V 581;
Hellenica X 253; Magie II 1259.
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To restore at the end either the name of a god (
; or some other, Segre 126) or
(Hepding) contradicts what we know about Pergamum (but see
on 180.b.15-16): it was not the city and country of Pergamum that had been declared
inviolable, but two of its temples.40 One might deduce that the status had later been
extended to the whole city and territory. There is no parallel, however, for the Romans
doing that in their provinces; in fact they seem everywhere to have done the opposite,
restricting asylia to temples. And at Pergamum, Isauricus' subsequent confirmation of the
asylia of the Asclepium alone would be meaningless if the status were possessed by the
city and country as a whole, nor in such a circumstance could the status of the temple be
isolated and challenged.
The language of these statue inscriptions (especially Mithradates') must therefore be
taken as rather hyperbolic rhetoric, hailing all the acts of Caesar and Isauricus as the
restoration of their ancestral laws, and of their city and country to their gods (whatever
we restore in line 6). We have a Hellenistic precedent for such comprehensive language
at a Bithynian city conquered in the second century , where a helpful citizen "asked the
king to restore to the people the laws and ancestral constitution and sacred precincts and
funds (etc.) that they had always possessed."41 The plural
might be taken to mean
that Caesar restored the asylia of the Nicephorium also, and this may be supported by his
edict for Sardes (214). But it may also simply be vague; Romans had a special fondness
for healing gods, and the Pergamenes both now and in 22 may have been content to
put their better case forward.
B.C.

A.D.

The original recognition of Asclepius' inviolability is most likely later than that of Athena,
for she was the chief divinity of the Hellenistic city; and we might otherwise expect some
mention of the asylia of Asclepius in the lengthy documents of 182 It should date
therefore to the intervening century, either from the later Attalids or from the first forty
years of Roman rule. The latter seems to me the less likely time, for new grants of asylia
under Roman rule are quite few.
B.C.

By contrast, we have substantial evidence of the later Attalids' special devotion to
Asclepius. Attalus II established a contest in honor of Asclepius Savior and Heracles (who
was the ancestor of the Pergamenes and their kings), the
40. But cf. I.Straton. 512.21-22:
41. Corsten, I.Prusa II 1001.9-11:
For parallels
see Robert, Op. min. sel. V 580-581; and p. 163 above on Tenos.
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celebrating the defeat of Prusias II in 155/4.42 Prusias had invaded the territory
of Pergamum, ravaging the Nicephorium and robbing the Asclepieum, only then to see his
forces ruined by disease and by storm, the work of Asclepius and Heracles.43 The royal
house was much involved with this festival; the agonothete at the second celebration was
the prince Athenaeus, who defeated Prusias.44 In the 130s Pergamum honored Attalus III
for a victory with a statue in the naos of Asclepius Soter, whose priest would hereafter
lead a procession annually, on the day of the king's triumphal return, from the prytaneum
in the city to the Asclepieum.45 The
lapsed during a subsequent wareither
Aristonicus or Mithridatesbut were then restored (IGR IV 300). The festival is not heard of
thereafter; perhaps this last text is to be assigned to the first years of the province and
the games were abolished after 88 When the civic and religious life of Roman
Pergamum revived, it was Asclepius alone who acquired Panhellenic games (around the
time of Domitian), the Attalid ancestor Heracles no longer so honored.46
B.C.

Like Athena, Asclepius in the second century inaugurated a festival coinage (inscribed
or
), small change similar to the small denominations of
Athena and similarly difficult to date precisely.47
B.C.

In light of these things, I suggest that the inviolability of the Asclepieum was originally
granted in the last Attalid generation, perhaps on the same occasion as the foundation of
the Soteria/Heracleia ca. 153
B.C.

180. Rome: Julius Caesar
Two fragments, now lost, of a dossier of Roman acts, which included the
territory of Pergamum,48 inscribed on marble building blocks in the

S.C.

on the

42. See Robert, RPhil 58 (1984) 7-18 (Op. min. sel. VI 457-468).
43. Polyb. 32.15 (
226.

); Diod. 31.35 (

). Cf. Robert, Etudes anat. 111-118; Müller, Chiron 22 (1992) 195-

44. I.Asklep. 3. The peace was established in summer 154. Robert (Op. min. sel. VII 461) took the games to be
Panhellenic and quadrennial, which is by no means assured, and reckoned 149 or 148 as the date of this inscription
(Eumenes' brother Athenaeus presiding over the second celebration). If in fact the festival was not annual, its cycle
was surely so fixed as to avoid the Nicephoria (153, 149, etc.). Note the victory of Attalus II commemorated at the
Nicephoria of 149 (OGIS 299), probably his final defeat of Prusias (Hansen 137-138; Jones 183-189).
45. OGIS 332, with Robert, BCH 108 (1984) 472-489, 109 (1985) 468-481 (DAM 460-477, 522-535), and Müller.
46. On the Asclepieia see the references at Habicht, I.Asklep. p. 8 n. 21; on civic titles, 158-161. For Asclepius on the
Pergamene cistophori of Hadrian see W. Metcalf, The Cistophori of Hadrian, ANS NumismStud 15 (New York 1980) 911.
47. See Le Rider (above, n. 2) 68-70. Revenues of the temple mentioned at OGIS 332.19
48. I.Smyrna 589 = Roman Doc. 12.
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agora of Smyrna. Frag. a: h. 0.36, w. 0.12; b: h. 0.33, w. 0.19; irregular letters, h. 0.010.015, of the first century
B.C.

A. Passerini, Athenaeum n.s. 15 (1937) 273-277 (from a photograph) [Sherk, Roman
Documents 54 (frag. a)]; Petzl, I.Smyrna 590 (squeeze of frag. b).
Photograph of squeeze (frag. b): Petzl, I.Smyrna II pl. 2.
Cf. M. Segre, Athenaeum n.s. 16 (1938) 119-127; Robert, Anatolian Studies Buckler
(Manchester 1939) 227-230 (Op. min. sel. I 611-614).
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vacat
Text of Passerini as emended by Segre; but the line length remains uncertain, as variant formulae are possible. 1
end:
Passerini.
(or
) Rigsby;
Passerini. 3-4:
Passerini,
Segre. 4:
- - - Passerini.
5:
and
Passerini. 6-7:
vel
Segre;
Passerini. 7-8: - - Segre. 10:
Passerini. 11:
Passerini, an unlikely statement in an edict. 13 Rigsby:
Passerini. 15 Rigsby:
Passerini. 16: or
Robert. 17 Petzl:
Passerini. 18
Petzl:
Passerini. b.6:
Passerini. 8:
Passerini. 9:
Passerini. 10:
Passerini. 11:
Passerini. 15-16:
--Passerini;
Petzl.

Attribution to Caesar as dictator in 47 rests upon the consistency of the hand with the
rest of the late Republican texts from this archive at Smyrna, and to Pergamum (as Segre
and Robert saw) upon the mention of Caesar's Pergamene friend Mithradates (a.4).
The substance is beyond recovery. Segre took it to be lands added to Pergamene territory
by Attalus' will, reasoning from a.12 (Attalus III, adopted son of Eumenes II). Little that
he restored carries conviction; the phrase "the city Pergamum and territories" (6) is
impossible, both for the simple toponym and the lack of an article before
. After
mention of the king (12), we have
and then
. It is possible that King Attalus is
cited not for his will but as grantor of the asylia of the temple.
The diagnostic fact about frag. a would seem to be the string of plural aorist active verbs
at 13-15. Frag. b might not continue the same document; in an archive, identity of hand
does not guarantee that. Here at least the land of Elaea on the coast was in question,
evidently a boundary dispute.
a.3: To assume that a copy is mentioned here may be mistaken. It would be odd for a
Roman magistrate to write a covering letter for his own act.
18: Cf.
19: Perhaps

in Caesar's edict on Sardes (214.43-44).
, as at Roman Doc. 38.20.

20: Perhaps the beginning of a dependent clause,

.

b. 15-16: Strictly speaking, Passerini's
would be inconsistent with the statue
bases; if the subject is the Roman authorities (rather than an ancient
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act of "the kings" or "the Greeks") we would expect
. Petzl's restoration has the
merit of being consistent with the statue base of Julius Caesar and reflects Hepding's
restoration; but I doubt whether that florid utterance of the Pergamenes belongs in an
edict of Caesar.
181. Rome: Servilius Isauricus
White marble plaque found in the Asclepieum in 1927, now in the local museum (inv.
1927 no. 2). Broken at bottom; h. 0.28, w. 0.42, th. 0.12; letters h. 0.007-0.008 (line 2:
0.012), with large apices.
T. Wiegand, Zweit.Ber.Pergamon 1928-1932, AbhBerl 1932.5 (Berlin 1932) p. 32 [AEpigr
1933, 260; Sherk, Roman Documents 55]; Habicht, I.Asklep. 1.
Photograph: Habicht pl. 1.1.
Cf. M. Segre, MCl 3 (1933) 485-488; 4 (1934) 71.

15 Segre 1933:

Wiegand. 17 end Segre 1934: - - -

Wiegand.

The substance of Isauricus' edict is clear from the title (2) and from the fact that it was
inscribed at all:49 the inviolability of the Asclepieum, challenged by a Roman citizen, is
confirmed as the Pergamene envoys request. The envoys "approached me concerning the
sacred laws and asylia of Asclepius. Your counterplea against M. Fannius in behalf of the
temple privileges has
49. Segre thought the dispute might have involved a slave seeking refuge or else some physical desecration; Sherk
that the subject is uncertain but important and that the outcome "may have been favorable" to Pergamum.
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been received(?). On this matter, when the [opposing] speeches had been delivered by
each party....'' This last is restored from Jos. AJ 14.246 (Servilius),
, and Roman Doc. 70.7.
Marcus Fannius is not known. Wiegand noted the Fannius who would be a legate of
Cassius in Asia (App. BCiv. 4-72); but this dignitary seems improbable. For in what
capacity did Fannius complain? The elaboration of his nomenclature and tribe, rather than
an office, shows that he was a privatus, very likely a publican,50 speaking for the interests
of his group against the exemption of the Asclepieum and its lands. This had happened
earlier to Apollo of Didyma (I.Didyma 367) and to Amphiaraus (6), and possibly the same
argument was used here as against Amphiaraus, that Asclepius was a mortal and not a
god.
5-10: The nine envoys constitute a roster of the Pergamene officialdom: the eponymous
prytanis,51 the hereditary priest of Asclepius, the five "magistrates" (Isauricus uses the
generic term, as Roman texts often do: certainly these are the five strategoi familiar at
Pergamum), the secretary of the assembly, and the gymnasiarch.
50. See R. Syme, Historia 13 (1964) 116 (Roman Papers II 594), followed by Habicht.
51. As Wiegand saw, Cleitus' wife is on record as priestess of the Meter Basileia (I.Perg. 481-483).
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Temple of Artemis, Ephesus

The temple of Artemis of Ephesus stood about a mile distant from the Hellenistic city, acros
the Selinus River. There is no need to repeat here the testimonies concerning this famous
shrine,1 reputedly built by the Ionian people jointly (Livy 1.45; Dion. Hal. 4.25.4), more
venerable than any other of Artemis (so Callim. Hymn. 3.237ff.), and a subject for scholarly
investigation (FGrHist 267: third century ). The goddess "whom all Asia and the world
worships" (Acts 19:27; cf. Paus. 4.31.8) was honored among Greeks and barbarians alike,
said the Ephesians, for her manifest miracles (I.Ephesos Ia 24.c.9-14). Her temple stands
outside the city proper, and it was the temple, not the city and country, that was inviolable
B.C.

Despite the rich epigraphical record at Ephesus, no initial recognition has been found; with
one possible exception (182), the extant evidence dates under Roman rule. It may well be
that there was no Hellenistic grant, that the Ephesians invoked older traditions about refug
to persuade the Romans that the Artemisium was an asylum. The want of evidence can as
easily be meaningless, however, for the site of the temple, where declarations would have
been inscribed, was heavily exploited before modern times and has yielded few inscriptions
Artemis of Ephesus was of old famous as
, protective of suppliants (Etym. Magn. s.v.
and myth and history show numerous acts of refuge
1. Assembled by R. C. Kukula, Forschungen in Ephesos I (Vienna 1906) 237-282; note Plut. Mor. 828D, in praise of
frugality:
See R. Fleischer, Artemis von Ephesos, EPRO 35 (Leiden 1973); B. L. Trell, The Temple of Artemis at Ephesus, ANS
Monogr. 107 (New York 1945).
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to her temple.2 Achilles Tatius sets in the temple the scene of an elaborate proceeding to
determine whether a suppliant had just claim on the goddess's protection (7.13; cf. 8.9).
While in general I have ignored incidents of refuge as possible evidence for declared
inviolability, the case of Ephesus may stand apart, because of the centrality of this lore to
the identity of the temple and city.
First were the Amazons, who founded the temple (so the earliest version we have, Pind.
frags. 173-176) or themselves took refuge therewhence the name
, whether from
the name of an Amazon or from Artemis' freeing them from danger when they fled before
Dionysus to the temple (
,
).3 Croesus tried by physical means (a rope) to
attach the city to the sanctity of the temple (Hdt. 1.26),4 and the Achaemenids respected
its suppliants (Xen. An. 1.6.7). Some of the Ephesian oligarchs, on being overthrown by
Alexander, took refuge in the Artemisium, but they were removed and stoned to death by
the people (Arr. Anab. 1.17.10); on a later occasion Alexander ordered the Ephesians not
to interfere with another suppliant (Plut. Alex. 42.1). In the mid-third century Ptolemy
"the Son" took refuge in the Artemisium, only to be murdered by Thracian mercenaries,
evidently not by due process (Ath. 593 ). After the Roman Vespers in 88 at least one
pro-Roman family fled from Rhodes to the Artemisium upon the approach of Mithridates
(Royal Corres. 74); but when Ephesus later joined Mithridates, some suppliants were
removed and executed (App. Mith. 23). Some of those defeated at Philippi fled to the
temple; Antony on arriving let them depart with impunity, except for two who were
involved in the murders of Caesar and Dolabella (App. BCiv. 5.4); later at Cleopatra's
urging he had Arsinoe killed, who had taken refuge in the temple.5 The temple was much
used as a bank of deposit.6
A

B.C.

At the senatorial review in 22, the claims of Ephesus, capital of the province of Asia,
were heard first, and Tacitus reports the Ephesians' presentation in greater detail than
the subsequent cases. They explained that the sacred grove was the birthplace of Apollo
and Artemishere, not on Delos, was Leto's olive tree.7 At the temple Apollo made
expiation for killing the Cyclopes,8 and here the Amazons took refuge from Dionysus.
Heracles as ruler of Lydia had
A.D.

2. Quoted at Forsch. Ephesos I 258-260; a selection at C. Picard, Ephèse et Claros (Paris 1922) 139, 148-151.
3. Forsch. Ephesos I 239-241. For the epithet cf. Zeus
at Argos (FGrHist 156 F 16). For the statues of the
Amazons that stood in the precinct, ranging in date from the classical age to the Augustan, see Brunhilde S. Ridgway,
AJA 78 (1974) 1-17; Proc.X.Internat.Congr.Class.Arch. (Ankara 1978) 761-770.
4. Cf. D. van Berchem, MusHelv 17 (1960) 24-26.
5. Jos. AF 15.89; Dio 48.24.2; cf. Magie 1279 n. 5.
6. References at Forsch. Ephesos I 261-262.
7. For the tree see Callim. Hymn. 4-209; Ov. Met. 6.335.
8. Cf. Eitrem, "Kyklopen," RE 11 (1922) 2333.
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increased the sacrosanctity of the Artemisium, and Persians, Macedonians, and Romans
had confirmed it.
This last statement implies that the Ephesian ambassadors cited documents: a privilege
dating from mythic times was confirmed by various rulers (auctam hinc concessu Herculis
... caerimoniam templo etc.). The alternative view would be that they had in mind no
more than the stories mentioned above, anecdotes in which kings respected suppliants of
Artemis; but the specificness of auctam and concessu suggests formal grants. These need
not all have concerned asylia, for the cities in 22 seem to have taken the opportunity to
recite the histories of their temples and their privileges; the Ephesians surely cited
benefactions of various sorts to the temple. Some Achaemenid benefaction to Artemis is
credible and easily paralleled.9 Several favors of Alexander are on record, one of them
(the temple boundaries: see below) pertinent to asylia.10 It is in fact Heracles' action,
aucta caerimonia, that best echoes the terms of the Hellenistic recognitions. His rule in
Lydia was his sojourn as Omphale's husband, whence the line of Heracleidae in Lydia that
ended with Candaules.11 Tacitus normally ignores Panhellenic recognition in favor of royal
precedents, and in this he probably echoes the embassies of 22. The story of Heracles
appears to have been shaped by Hellenistic practice, described as a formal recognition by
a ruler.
A.D.

A.D.

A fragment of a Hellenistic decree of the Chrysaorean League or one of its members
grants some request of an Ephesian ambassador; the substance is lost to us, but there
was mention of a temple and of the close relations of the author with Ephesus (I.Ephesos
IV 1388):

This might be a recognition of asylia, but the diagnostic sentiments (piety, honoring the
god) are not found in what little remains.
9. So the Milesians alleged to the Senate a recognition by Darius; cf. Meiggs/Lewis 12 (Darius for Apollo).
10. In addition, the taxes the city had paid the Persian crown henceforth go to the temple (Arr. Anab. 1.17.10); for
such gifts of Alexander see T. Corsten, Historia 43 (1994) 112-118. The immunity of the temple from taxes and
billeting is attested in an inscription of 302 B.C. (I.Ephesos V 1449.5). Compare the Seleucid favors to Zeus of
Baetocaece, 218.
11. Cf. Gruppe, RE Suppl. 3 (1918) 972-977.
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Thus, in the current state of our evidence, it is not possible to determine whether the
Ephesians extended back to the beginning of their history a status that was actually
obtained by a Hellenistic grant of the usual sort, or instead relied on their reputation as a
refuge and disdained to seek such a recognition in the Hellenistic period. If in fact the
initial grant was Hellenistic (Tacitus' ''Macedonians"), it was likely earlier than the Peace
of Apamea in 188 , when Ephesus was given over to the Attalid kingdom on rather
unfavorable terms.12 Hellenistic evidence for the privilege is confined to a boundary
inscription of the second century , whose text is uncertain.
B.C.

B.C.

182. Boundary
White marble block broken at right; h. 0.28, w. 0.415, th. 0.30; not in situ, reused in
imperial times.13 Letters, with small serifs, of the second century : A with broken
crossbar, O and W smaller, II with right hasta more than half descended, S with parallel
bars; h. 0.025, intersp. 0.014.
B.C.

Hicks, IGBritMus III 520 [Dittenberger, Syll.2 574; Forsch. Ephesos I 280 no. 26; Hiller,
Syll.3 989; Sokolowski, LSAM 85; I.Ephesos V 1520]. Collation.

Text of Dittenberger. 1 end: a serif of a rising angular stroke, A or L. 2: Hicks added
end: part of a serif of a stroke that cannot be vertical, only A or L probable;

exempli gratia. 3
Hicks.

In 1 some synonym is possible instead, compare
at Delphi (p. 48). In 3 the
restored words are easily paralleled,14 but not with the nominative
.
The block derives from the perimeter wall of the temple. The sacred peribolos underwent
a number of changes, especially in the first century (see below). But the script here
seems older than that. The inscription may, as Hicks thought, derive from an otherwise
unreported change in the boundaries of inviolability, in the second century ; but it may
equally have marked construction of a new wall along an old line or repair to the old wall.
The script seems to me earlier than the beginning of Roman rule in 129 , but that must
remain uncertain. This text, however, is our best evidence for a terminus ante quem for
the inviolability of the temple; but it might in fact state no more about the Artemisium
than was true of any other temple.
B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

The Romans' recognition of the status, attested from the age of Caesar on, may have
occurred upon their earliest contact with Anatolia in the 190s, as at Claros, Teos, and
Magnesia. In the 90s, according to Cicero, the quaestor of
12. References at Phoenix 33 (1979) 43.
13. I.Ephesos 1687.6 is on the reverse.
14. Cf. Robert, Etudes anat. 415-416.
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the province, whose slave had taken refuge in the Artemisium, an asylum, was prevented
by an Ephesian magistrate Pericles from seizing him; Pericles was brought to Rome to stan
trial for this injustice.15 Certainly the asylia of the temple will have been abolished as a
result of the killing of Roman partisans who took refuge there in 88
B.C.

Our terminus ante quem for the restoration of the asylia of the Artemisium is 44 , when
the status was cited as precedent for the inviolability of the temple of Artemis at Sardes
(214.47):
. So again for Aphrodite at Aphrodisias in 39
(212.56-57):
B.C.

Thus the temple served as a legal precedent for asylia elsewhere in the province, perhaps
because Ephesus was the capital; or possibly this shrine was the first in the province to
regain the privilege after the Mithridatic interlude. In imperial times Ephesus paid divine
honors to Servilius Isauricus, so it may have been Isauricus, as Caesar's agent in 45-44 ,
who restored inviolability and other traditional rights, as he did elsewhere in Asia.17
B.C.

Strabo gives this history of the fluctuating boundaries of the inviolable precinct (14.1.23
[641]):

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
The temple retains its rights, but some to a lesser degree. It remains inviolable now as before, but the boundaries of
the inviolability have often been changed. Alexander increased them by a stadion. Mithridates shot an arrow from the
corner
15. Cic. Verr. 2.1.85 (in illud asylum confugisset); cf. J.-L. Ferrary, CRAI 1991, 573. A Pericles was mint magistrate at
Ephesus in 58 B.C., BMC Ionia 67.
16. For such a citation of precedent compare the evocation of Diana Aventina at CIL XII 4333 and elsewhere (cf. p.
578). For parallels for "the same status as" see C. Nicolet, Insula sacra (Paris 1980) 102 n. 46.

17. So Robert, Hellenica VI (1948) 41-42. Earlier Caesar had boasted of having twice protected the temple treasury (BCiv
3.33, 105). In 56 B.C. Ptolemy XII appears to have taken up residence in or by the Artemisium (Dio 39.16.3:
but Ptolemy was not in flight from anyone, and this may be no more than a pretentious way of saying that Ptolemy
resided in Ephesus (compare Libanius, below, p. 442).
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of the roof and reckoned that it had gone somewhat beyond that stadion. Antony18 doubled this and thus
encompassed in the right of inviolability a part of the city; but this was deemed harmful, making the city over to
wrongdoers,19 and Augustus Caesar revoked it.

The topographical import of the extensions is uncertain. As the near wall of the
Lysimachean city of Ephesus is about a mile, some eight stadia, from the temple, scholars
have long insisted that Strabo's dimensions fall well short of intrusion upon the city.
Benndorf concluded that the "city" Strabo meant was at Ayashuyuk just north of the
temple and that this was the original site of Ephesus and still called "the city" in Augustan
times.20 Such an obscure usage by Strabo is unlikely, and I think unnecessary: for we
must take into account the distance missing in Strabo, the original radius of the peribolos.
This, the radius to which Alexander added a stadion and Mithridates a little more, we do
not know. Nor does Strabo make clear whether the distance (
) that Antony doubled
was the whole radius or only the addition of Alexander and Mithridates. Sulla had added
one mile to the radius of the Amphiareum at Oropus, Caesar two miles to that of the
Didymeum at Miletus; I should guess that Antony's favor was similarly ostentatious,
doubling the current radius rather than merely adding another stadion to it. If the
primitive radius had been only three stadia (about 600 meters), Alexander's stadion and
Antony's doubling will have brought the perimeter into the walled city.21 Note finally that
the population of Augustan Ephesus surely spread beyond the Hellenistic walls.
The question is not controlled as yet by the archaeological record. J. T. Wood found a
corner of what seemed the Augustan peribolos, for it contained the inscriptions cited
below; the corner is 460 meters from the temple. But we now know that the wall is of
late Roman date and the inscribed blocks reused.22 Even if we assume that this late wall
followed the line restored by Augustus, Antony's doubling of that distance would not have
extended the peribolos to the city walls.
18. Antony visited Ephesus in 42/1 after Philippi (App. BCiv. 5-4; Plut. Ant. 24; Dio 48.24) and again in 33 with
Cleopatra (Plut. 56, 58), but probably too on other occasions during his long command in the East; a visit is
mentioned in Sherk, Roman Documents 57-5, which is not otherwise dated; also Jos. AJ 14-304.
19. Echoed in one of the letters of Apollonius of Tyana, literary forgeries of later antiquity, in which Apollonius rebukes
the Ephesians for this permitting of lawlessness: Ep. 65 (Forsch. Ephesos I 259 no. 295).
20. Forsch. Ephesos I 31-48.
21. The uncertainty is not resolved by the report of Mithridates' bow shot, which (if we accept the story) could have
outstripped either Alexander's stadion or the original radius plus that stadion. The official world record at present is 851
yards, about four stadia: J. D. Latham and W. F. Paterson, Saracen Archery (London 1970) 109.
22. See W. Jobst, IstMitt 30 (1980) 241-260. For early relations between Augustus and Ephesus see P. Scherrer,
Jahreshefte 60 (1990) 87-101.
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183. Rome: Augustus
Ephesus: temple of Artemis
Two white marble blocks built into a late antique wall; they flanked a corner
symmetrically, at a point 460 meters south of the temple (now in London and Berlin).
Each ca. h. 0.44, w. 1.76.
MousSmyrn 1 (1873) 116 no. 14; J. T. Wood, Discoveries at Ephesus (London 1877) pp.
132-134 and app. I p. 2; Mommsen, CIL III 6070, 7118; Hicks, IGBM III 522 [Dessau, ILS
97; I.Ephesos V 1522].
Cf. Jobst 251-253.
Imp. Caesar divi f. Aug. cos. XII tr. pot. XVIII pontifex
maximus, ex reditu Dianae fanum et Augusteum muro
muniendum curavit, [[C. Asinio Gallo procos.,]] curatore
4 Sex. Lartidio leg.

The date is the first half of 5 The name of the governor has been erased (incompletely
in one copy: I underline what survives there); Gallus (PIR2 A 1229) was disgraced and
executed in the early 30s
B.C.

A.D.

Augustus' act here is described only as the building of a wall, not as an alteration of the
boundaries of the Artemisium as described by Strabo. Yet even on its own terms it seems
little favor to Artemis: the goddess, not the emperor, had to pay for this wall, and also (if
Jobst is right) for a distinct wall surrounding the temple of Augustus in the new agora of
the city.23 On the same occasion and also through Lartidius, the emperor saw to the
planning and repair of roads and a waterway leading to the temple.24 Other benefactions
of Augustus cannot be closely dated. Some dedications are on record, including perhaps
the restoration of a statue by Myron stolen by Antony.25 He guaranteed the boundaries of
some land owned by Artemis well to the east in Ephesian
23. Jobst has argued for separating the two temples named in this inscription. The Augusteum wall is the
mentioned in Syll.5 818 (= I.Ephesos II 412) as needing repair in A.D. 79/80. For the two Augustea of
Ephesus see H. Engelmann, ZPE 97 (1993) 279-289.
24. I.Ephesos V 1523-1524 (with Jahresh. 59 [1989] Beibl. 223-226), again duplicate inscriptions placed symmetrically
in the late wall, and likewise of uncertain topographical import.
25. Pliny HN 34-58 (see, however, F. Münzer, Hermes 30 [1895] 595); Ridgway esp. AJA 1974, 14-15.
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territory.26 He also restored to her some funds the use of which had been usurped by
private persons.27
Thus Augustus several times addressed himself to the well-being of the Artemisium. The
wall built in 5 is to be placed among these examples of his concern. If this was the
peribolos wall, 5 will be a terminus ante quem for the restoration of the boundary to its
former situation before Antony's enlargement. But the building of this wall need not be
the same act as changing the sacred boundary; the repudiation of Antony's change would
seem more likely to belong early in Augustus' reign.
B.C.

B.C.

Ephesian coins show that the Artemisium, "the jewel of the whole province," as one
governor called it, continued to enjoy asylia through the imperial period.28 On occasional
civic bronzes scattered in date from the late first century to the mid-third, we find on the
reverse the image of the goddess and the label
(P 6) or
.29
But this notice is a rarity, in contrast to the frequent citation of the neocories with the
image of the temple.
LATE

In conclusion, our authors may be right, and the Ephesians claimed inviolability for their
temple from time immemorial. But it is possible instead (despite the silence of the
epigraphical evidence) that the status of the temple followed the usual pattern: that is,
that the asylia of the Artemisium was created by Panhellenic grant in the third century
30 In any case, it was abolished by the Roman authorities after 88 and restored later,
perhaps in the 40s on Caesar's orders.
B.C.

Strabo sees the asylia of the Artemisium in Roman terms: it was an asylum in which
persons might take refuge, a privilege deriving from remote antiquity and old already in
Alexander's day. I suggest that his source in this passage is the Roman decision on
boundaries, made in Augustus' time, when the Ephesians, in the context of a complaint
against them, contrived their case to satisfy Roman expectations and limitations.
Just as Artemis of Ephesus served Rome as the precedent for defining asylia in the
province, she may also have served as the precedent for restricting that right in 22, for
there is an obvious similarity in the problem perceived at
A.D.

26. I.Ephesos VII 3501-3502, the first a substantial pillar found on the north slope of Mt. Mesogis, five hours' walk
from the city. For other rural properties of Artemis guaranteed by imperial boundaries, see I.Ephesos VII 35063513; cf. II 566, simply
.
27. I.Ephesos Ia 18.b.5-7; cf. c.10-11, 19b.5.
28. I.Ephesos Ia 18.b.2-3.
at III 625 merely is the rhetoric of the age. The goddess took the place of
the emperor in holding one of the neocories of the city: Robert, RPhil III.41 (1967) 48-50 (Op. min. sel. V 388-390);
Burrell, "Neokoroi" 262-267.
29. See the list of types in S. Karwiese, "Ephesos," RE Suppl. 12 (1970) 331-361 (examples under Domitia, Antoninus
Pius, Severus Alexander, Etruscilla, Philip Junior, and Otacilia Severa).
30. Artemis' games, the Ephesia, were Panhellenic by imperial times, but we do not know when they became so.
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Augustan Ephesus, as described by Strabo, and during the Senate's inquiry under
Tiberius.31 The lawless behavior that resulted from Antony's enlarging the asylum at
Ephesus (for a period that perhaps ended in 5 and thus lasted a generation, but that
may have been far shorter) entered Roman legal lore as a grave objection to the right of
asylum, on which the first princeps imposed limits at Ephesus. Augustus' solution there,
however, was not so much legal as geographical: for at Ephesus the problem of public
order was solved by restoring the precinct to its isolated remove from the city, an option
not available in the diverse cases put before the Senate in 22.
B.C.

A.D.

31. See p. 29; B. Haussoullier, RPhil n.s. 23 (1900) 156.
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Temple of Hera, Samos
The largest temple in Greece in the classical period was the Heraeum of Samos, situated
on the south coast of the island about six kilometers from the city proper; seated in the
middle of the plain, the temple faces Mt. Mycale across the strait.1 ''Autochthonous Hera,"
born at this site, was the patron divinity of the Samians.2 Her aniconic cult statue, of
great antiquity, was famous, and the temple and its dedications attracted scholarly
interest in the Hellenistic age,3 and the greed of Verres in 80 and of Antony later.4
B.C.

In 23 the Samians offered the Roman Senate an Amphictyonic decree as authority for
the inviolability of the Heraeum: "a decree of the Amphictyons, in whom resided chief
judicial authority over all things, at the time the Greeks, through their founding of cities
along Asia, ruled the shores of the sea" (Tac. Ann. 4.14). This appears to invoke the time
after the Ionian migration in the Dark Ages, rather than the Hellenistic period.5 Such a
claim may have rested on an anecdote from a local history or on a forged document from
such a book, such as we have in I.Magnesia 17 and 20.
A.D.

1. Hdt. 3.60 for its size (cf. A. E. Furtwängler, AM 99 [1984] 97-103); the temenas encompassed a
according to the archaic poet Asius of Samos (frag. 13; cf. J. N. O'Sullivan, GRBS 22 [1981) 329333). See in general H. Walter, Das Heraion von Samas (Munich 1976); H. Kyrieleis, Führer durch das Heraion von
Sames (Athens 1981).
2.
Klio 33 (1940) 164-170 (FGrHist 540 F I: epigram, II B.C.); Paus. 7-4-4 on her birth. A famous early
illustration of this poliouchos thea is the Attic stele IG II2 1: O. Kern, Inscriptiones Graecae (Bonn 1913) 18. At LSCG
Suppl. 81.15-16
. Note the Samians' temple of Hera at Naucratis (Hdt. 2.178).
3. FGrHist 536 F 3, with Jacoby's notes; 537 F I; 540; 541; Paus. 7-4-7; Callim. frag. 100.
4. Cic. Verr. 2.1.50 (a temple antiquissimum et nobilissimum); Strab. 14.1.14 (637). For the statues by Myron,
Antony's phunder, see E. Buschor, AM 68 (1953) 51-62.
5. So H. Bürgel, Die pylaeisch-delphische Amphictyonie (Munich 1877) 76-77, invoked by Herrmann, AM 75 (1960) 91
n. 73; see p. 107.

Page 395

If there was a Hellenistic recognition of asylia, no remains of it have been found in the
inscriptions. In the second half of the third century Samos was a Ptolemaic dependency.
Ptolemy III (246-221) had occasion to regulate the treatment of suppliants in the
Heraeum.6 This is a most interesting intervention by the king into the legal and religious
affairs of a city, but unfortunately little of the stone survives. A trial was to be held before
the hieropoiai, who are to
;1 the case may have involved slaves
(
) the king laying down the conditions under which these
may be handed over to their masters (
) A roughly contemporary
law of Samos prohibits several categories of persons (slaves, soldiers, veterans,
suppliants, indigents) from being employed in the shops established within the temple
precinct;7 here too trial will be before the hieropoiai, whose decision must be ratified by a
civil court. From these texts it is clear that suppliants were an important part of the life of
the temple in the third century , and that the government of Samos imposed legal
procedures on the phenomenon as did other Greek cities. What we see at the Heraeum
need not be a consequence of a Hellenistic grant of asylia, as distinct from the usual
Greek rights and regulations for suppliants, and the attraction for them of an especially
honored and spacious temple.
B.C.

The epigraphical evidence for declared asylia derives from the Roman confirmation in
23. We have a fragment of a decision concerning the Asclepieum on Cos and the
Heraeum on Samos (184). And from the Heraeum come two statue bases of the consuls
of 23, dedicated by the people of Samos;8 presumably the consuls authored an advisory
opinion to the Senate on the matter.
A.D.

184. Rome
Stele of white marble broken on all sides, found on Samos reused in a church near the
Heraeum; h. 0.45, . 0.27, th. 0.095; letters 0.014, intersp. 0.01.
W

P. Herrmann, AM 75 (1960) 90-93 no. 5 [Sherk, Roman Doc. 32].
Photograph: Herrmann pl. 38.3.

6. C. Habicht, AM 72 (1957) 226-230 no. 59; cf. S. V. Tracy, "Hands in Samian Inscriptions," Chiron 20 (1990) 75;
R. S. Bagnall, Administration of the Ptolemaic Possessions (Leiden 1976) 81 n. 8. In this same period donations
were being collected from the citizens to pay for restoration work on "the great temple" (SEG 1-367:
).
7. Habicht, AM 87 (1972) 211-225 no. 9 [SEG 27.545]; photograph: Tracy fig. 27, who attributes both inscriptions to
the same mason. Commentaries by L. Koenen, ZPE 27 (1977) 211-216; L. Soverini, Opus 9-10 (1990-91) 59-121.
8. AM 44 (1919) 37 [SEG 1.389; IGR IV 1724]; cf. Herrmann 150; Habicht 1957, 228-229. A statue erected by the
Samians to Tiberius may be from the same occasion (SEG 1.390); Herrmann compares the statue of Tiberius on Cos
(above, p. 111).
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1:

Herrmann, perhaps
, Herrmann.

Sherk. 8 Rigsby: ó

Herrmann. 9: perhaps

Herrmann thought that the first line might begin the inscription and be a heading. He
suggested reasonably that we have a first text, the consuls' report, and a second (10ff.),
the Senate's decree. If that is so, however, the letter seems to end rather abruptly and
the decree to move rather swiftly into its subject. Perhaps instead a quotation (like the
many in 6) begins in line 10, introduced by words lost on the left in the one line between
9 and 10.
4: The consuls are those of 23, when Tacitus says the embassies of Samos and Cos
were heard by the Senate. As is clear from 6-8, the two cases were addressed jointly,
perhaps because in 22 they had been assigned to a committee whose report reached the
Senate only in 23. But the date in September (line 5) suggests that these two cities
appealed later than the others.
A.D.

8: I suggest a relative clause, some such expression as quod püssimis / sanctissimis
caerimoniis; cf. Cic. Verr. 1.14: sanctissimis religionibus consecrata; Sest. 56: fanum ...
sanctissimarum atque antiquissimarum religionum.
13. Herrmann noted the parallel in the Roman grant to Aphrodisias, 212.56.
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Samothrace
The Samothracian Gods were widely honored; but only literature makes a claim of
inviolability for their temple, attributing it to mythic times. The queen of the Amazons,
obeying a dream vision, made this uninhabited island sacred to the mother of the gods
(
meaning "sacred island" in Amazonian); here the goddess established her
mysteries and ordained that the precinct be inviolable (
)so Dionysius
Scytobrachion in the third century 1 From as early as the mid-third century, Greek
theoroi were being sent to attend the celebration of the Mysteries on Samothrace. In the
280s the temple was pillaged by someone (Syll.3 372); and Samothrace is in the lists of
temples plundered by the pirates in the first century.
B.C.

B.C.

Of declared asylia in Hellenistic times there is no trace. But there was a famous act of
refuge in the temple, by King Perseus of Macedonia with his friends and his money in 168
2 The extant sources on this episode attribute to the temple no more than a temple's
ordinary capacity to receive a suppliant (Livy 45.4.3: fani religione non viribus suis tutus
esset). What most nearly suggests a granted status is the Roman speech demanding the
surrender of the king and his party (45.5-6): do we rightly understand that the island is
sacred and entirely of revered and inviolable soil (sacram hanc insulam et augusti totam
atque inviolati soli esse?); how then could the Samothracians allow there a man stained
with crime (Evander who attempted murder at Delphi)? The Samothracians agree that
Evander must stand trial at a hearing traditional for just such a purpose (iudicia apud
sese more maiorum), or else leave the temple; Perseus himself then has
B.C.

1. Frag. 4 Rusten (Diod. 3.55.8; FGrHist 32 F 7); a different account at Callistratus FGrHist 433 F 10. On the cult
see S. G. Cole, Megaloi Theoi, EPRO 96 (Leiden 1984).
2. The testimonia at N. Lewis, Samothrace I (New York 1959) nos. 106-127. Arsinoe II fled to Samothrace in 280
(Justin. 24.3.9); Ptolemy was urged to in 170 (Polyb. 28.21).
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Evander killed but realizes that he has thus violated the two most holy temples in the
world, at Delphi and Samothrace (duo sanctissima in terris templa ... violata); he gives
himself up to the Romans. The version of Plutarch says simply that the Roman
commander allowed Perseus inviolability in deference to the gods,
(Aem. Paul. 26.1).
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Temple of Pluto and Kore, Nysa
Nysa in Caria looks across the Maeander Valley from the foothills of Mt. Mesogis. Its
patron gods were Pluto and Kore, whose temple stood three kilometers west of the city
proper in the ancient deme or village Acaraca, connected to the city by a sacred way.1
Here was a grove consecrated to the two infernal gods; in the slope above was a cave
sacred to Charon,2 where each year the ephebes of Nysa sacrificed a bull (released into
the cave, the animal died miraculously, untouched). By late Hellenistic times the
Plutonium was a famous healing shrine, where the sick received healing dreams sent
through the cave by Pluto, and where they could find men expert in medicine and in the
interpretation of dreams. Nysa celebrated a Panhellenic festival, the Theogamia or
''divine wedding" of Pluto and Kore.3
In this rural setting, we should expect that the temple, rather than the city and country,
was declared inviolable, and the terms of the grants support this:
(185.7-8)
(186.10-11). Therefore I have placed with
the adespota an inscription found at Acaraca, in which a lawyer (evidently from Nysa, as
he is given no ethnic) is honored by a city that is
but this might
1. Strab. 14.1.43-48 (649-650); at 44 the MSS give
(for x/X see J. and L. Robert, Fouilles d'Amyzon I p.
201). The correct spelling, seen in the one inscription (n. 5 below), seems reflected in the Etym. Magn. s.v.
("later called Nyssa," with mention of the hero Athymbrus). See W. von Diest, Nysa ad Moeandrum, JdI-EH 10
(Berlin 1913); PetMitt 55 (1909) 174-177; for Pluto and Kore on the coins of Nysa and neighboring cities see
Robert, DAM 32-33; A travers l'Asie Mineure (Paris 1980) 331-332; cf. IG XI.4 1235 (dedication on Delos by an
Athymbrian, beginning with Pluto and Kore).
2. Some parallels for such caves at E. Des Places, ed., Iamblich. Myst. (Paris 1966) 147-148 n. 3.
3. Boeckh ad CIG 2949; von Diest 88-90; Syll.3 1066 (Augustan); Robert, Etudes anat. 431; Laodicke du Lycos 297;
Magie II 990.
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after all be Nysa itself, given the looser usage of imperial times.4 The great pilgrimage
shrine dominated the lives of those Nysaeans who lived at Acaraca; "those who reside in
holy Acaraca" they call themselves on a statue base of imperial date:
.5 In this text
might allude to a juridical status of the village
with respect to the city, but more likely it merely evokes a familiar fact of its daily life,
the prominence of the temple.6 Roman Nysa was exceedingly chaste in its advertising of
titulature: occasional coins show it only as the "sixth" city of Asia, thus ahead of nearby
Magnesia.7
In 1 an archive of old documents pertinent to the rights of the temple was inscribed
there. Three substantial texts survive (together with the beginnings or endings of several
more): a letter of Seleucus I and his son in 281 granting some privilege to the temple
in response to an embassy from the city of Athymbra, which possessed the sacred place
at this early date, before the Seleucid foundation of Nysa; another royal letter (185)
confirming existing privileges, including asylia; and from 1 a decree of Nysa recording
the success of a civic petition to the governor of Asia to permit the restoration of these
texts to the city's record office, together with the beginning of the governor's letter (186).
B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

The citizens' intent in 1 was the comprehensive restoration of privileges, such as are in
fact listed in 185 and 186: that is, the collected documents were not confined to
recognitions of asylia. It seems to me certain that Seleucus' fragmentary letter of 2818 is
too early to be one, with Nysa anticipating cities like Smyrna or Cos. That Seleucus is
granting a privilege to the temple (rather than the city) is clear from line 7,
and from the inclusion of the letter in this archive. At its
beginning Hiller restored the list of privileges whole cloth from 185 and 186:
B.C.

This is not credible in its own right: for precisely here the temple needs to be named, and
with this restoration it is not identified at all in the letter. Moreover, this indiscriminate
list of privileges is in keeping with the relatively late date of
4. BCH 14 (1890) 224-225 no. 2; see pp. 36, 588.
5. BCH 232-233 no. 4 [AM 15 (1890) 282 no. 33]; photograph at Deltion 7 (1921/22) 81 fig. 65; cf. Robert, Etudes
anat. 147 n. 3.
6. For such "sacred villages" see L. and J. Robert, La Carie II p. 295 (including Acaraca); cf. Strab. 10.1.10 (449) on
the former city Tamynae in the territory of Eretria (
,
cf. FGrHist 427 F I).
7. Robert, BCH 101 (1977) 64-77 (DAM 22-35). In I.Ephesos Ia 22.48 (II A.D.) the Artists of Dionysus will erect an
honorific inscription
of the honorand; the word is certainly their ornament rather than a
granted title.
8. Royal Corres. 9 (addressed, like 218, to a royal official rather than to the city); cf. W. Orth, Königlicher
Machtanspruch und städtische Freiheit (Munich 1977) 32-36.
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185 and 186, the result of accumulation over time. Rather, here in 281 we likely have
one of the rights found renewed later, coupled with the name of the god as is necessary:
for example,
. The last extant line (12) was restored by Hiller
to refer to asylia:
..., "we permit to all temples that have
inviolability ..." This seems a strangely generic response to the ambassadors' petition
about the Plutonium, a general policy prompted by a particular request. Strictly speaking
it might also be at variance with the restoration of asylia in line 2, since the king now
assumes that this temple has inviolability and proceeds to grant something further.
Instead I suggest, we have here a statement of existing policy or attitude,9 marked by ,
which would have been followed ( ) by a decision about the present request. As to how
temples were characterized here, whatever weight is to be attached to the reading ,
Welles's restoration,
, seems to me historically less credible than Hiller's,
for it implies that in 281 there was in the Seleucid kingdom a class of temples treated
as inviolable as distinct from those that were not (perhaps native temples). The case of
Baetocaece in Phoenicia can be invoked for the distinction, but not for this early date.
Hiller's text can be understood rather as the beginning of a polemic statement of policy:
"We permit10 to all inviolable temples," that is, to all temples.11 Accordingly I omit this
letter from the corpus, and also the surviving traces of other documents in the archive, as
none can be shown to concern inviolability rather than some other honor to the temple.12
B.C.

B.C.

Our evidence, then, is confined to the two confirmations of the alreadygranted title; if I
am right that 185 was written by Mithridates VI, then the original recognition occurred
before 88 An obvious possible origin would be the Carian expedition of Antiochus III in
204-203;13 and in fact there was mention of Antiochus at the end of the document written
above 186: (traces) [- - . But the original occasion must remain
speculative.
B.C.

The name of the author of 185 is lost in the first line. Hiller assumed Antiochus III, who is
mentioned in the traces that precede. Welles showed that those traces belong to another
letter, and also thought here an Attalid to be excluded by the space available and by the
awkward style; he suggested some barbarian Ariarathes or Mithridates joining in the
recognition of the asylia of
9. Cf. 18.7, 23.13.
10. If this was the verb; one thinks of
(Polyb. 7.9.15).

cf. the treaty between Philip V and Hannibal:

11. Compare Polyb. 9.34-9, a persuasive piece in which
p. 38).

are all the temples ravaged by the Aetolians (cf.

12. Royal Corres. 43, a letter of an Antiochus found in the city rather than at the temple and not on the same stone
as the temple archive, Welles thought nonetheless to be a grant of the three temple privileges; contra: L. and J.
Robert, La Carie II p. 291 n. 9.
13. So the Roberts, Amyzon p. 144 n. 10, attribute 185 to Antiochus III, as had Hiller.
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the temple. I have argued elsewhere that his authoritative decision shows that this king
rules in Caria and is not joining in a Panhellenic recognition; he is not Seleucid, as he
invokes the "previous kings" rather than his ancestors; and his mixing of authority and
deference does not suit an Attalid dealing with either a subject or an ally. These features
make sense if this is Mithridates VI of Pontus, after his conquest of the area in 88 ;14 the
only extant letters of Mithridates come in fact from Nysa, documenting his antipathy to a
pro-Roman citizen of Nysa, who eventually fled the city (Royal Corres. 73-74). By now the
privileges of the temple have been gathered into a seemingly repetitious list, which we
find again in the Roman confirmation in 1 further evidence, I believe, for the lateness of
185. That a governor's permission was needed to restore the documents to the temple
indicates that its privileges had been revoked by Rome; presumably Nysa joined
Mithridates, and it is easy to imagine that Roman partisans were killed in the temple, as
occurred at Pergamum and Ephesus.
B.C.

B.C.

The archive was inscribed on blocks of white limestone, part of a wall or building
associated with the temple at Acaraca. The lettering is large (h. 2.0 cm) and blockish,
with apices.
185. Mithridates VI of Pontus?
Two joining blocks, the left (h. 0.71, w. 0.78, th. 0.34) found built into the mosque at
Salavath (by ancient Acaraca), the right (h. 0.68, w. 0.59, th. 0.34) built into the mosque
at Sultan Hissar (by Nysa); now in the Izmir museum. Surface much worn; to the right, a
vacat of ca. 20 cm to the end of the block.
Lines 9-14 left: G. Radet, BCH 14 (1890) 224-231 no. 1.
Entire: Hiller in Nysa ad Maeandrum 62-69 (copies of Kubitschek, Oehler, Pringsheim)
[Schroeter 29]; Welles, Royal Corres. 64 (squeeze).
Cf. Wilhelm, Jahresh. 24 (1929) 195; Griechische Königsbriefe, Klio-BH 48 (Leipzig 1943)
59-60; Robert, Laodicée du Lycos 289 n. 3; B. Lifshitz, ZPE 6 (1970) 60-61; F. Piejko,
Chiron 18 (1988) 61.

14. TAPA 118 (1988) 149-153. Orth (34) thought Eumenes II the probable author.
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Text of Welles. 1 Rigsby:
Hiller. 6:
1943;

Hiller. 2:
APXEI Kubitschek. 9:
Piejko. 12 corr. Wilhelm 1943:

Wilamowitz ap. Hiller. 4:
Hiller;
Wilhelm
lapis; Wilamowitz. 15 Wilhelm 1929.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(5ff., the envoys spoke) concerning the rights of supplication, inviolability, [and tax exemption, asking me as well]
to grant roughly the same as what [had been granted also previously by the] kings before me to your temple [of
Pluto and Kore.] Therefore, wishing to increase your friendship toward us and seeing from the things shown me by
the ambassadors that the rights of supplication, inviolability, and tax exemption have existed from ancient times, I
grant it as (defined) by the boundary stones established by the previous kings; and all other benefactions and
honors such as the kings before us granted I permit, and for the future I shall try always to be ready with some
good to your advantage.

By the time of this letter, the inviolability of the Plutonium was old (explicit at line 10)
and is subsumed here in a list of privileges; by now the Nysaeans could speak of them in
the same broad terms with which they addressed a Roman governor in 1 If the author
is Mithridates in the 80s , his emphasis on continuing exactly what "previous kings" had
granted may be intended to annul the acts of the Roman government since the end of the
Attalids. The invocation of precedents (9-10), other than one's ancestors, is unusual in
the royal letters;15 an example of the insistence on such proofs on the part of a minor and
ephemeral ruler is I.Labraunda 42 (Eupolemus granting ateleia).16 It is quite rare in the
asylia documents because of their Panhellenic scope: once granted, the recognition did
not need to be confirmed, until the coming of the Romans.
B.C.

B.C.

One must of course wonder whether an act of Mithridates would be submitted in evidence
to the Roman government (so Gauthier, Bull. épigr. 1989 p. 408). The letter may have
been included on the argument that "even Mithridates" respected the inviolability of the
Plutoniumas he did that of the Asclepieum on Cos (S. Sherwin-White, Ancient Cos
[Göttingen 1979] 138); compare the claims at Diod. 5.63.1 and Cic. Verr. 2.4.103
(quoted, pp. 6, 33).
2: If Welles's restoration is right, this king was not in his normal residence but on the
move.
5-6: The gods may have been named in line 5 rath er than 8. The list of privileges is
repeated in the decree of 1 , in an altered order (186.10ff., "texts
B.C.

15. E.g., Royal Corres. 15.9; see TAPA 1988, 151-152.
16. On Eupolemus see now R. A. Billows, ClAnt 8 (1989) 173-206.
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about the gods and their inviolability'' etc.); this is not the rigorous precision of primary
recognitions of earlier times. A comparable amalgamation of rights is found in 218 for
Baetocaece, also of a late date. The word
does not recur in the documents of
inviolability earlier (of Roman Stratoniceia, p. 418); it is not obvious how it might differ
from
, and I believe that here it is merely part of the murkiness and redundancy that
characterize the whole letter. Grants of tax exemption to temples for their economic
activities are by contrast well attested in the Hellenistic kingdoms (see on 218.26).
12: Klaffenbach (ap. Welles) saw that the mason has slipped and repeated the verb from
the preceding line. Lifshitz defended the existing text; cf. J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr.
1971, 617.
186. Rome: Gn. Lentulus Augur
Copied by Pococke at Nizili, the village by ancient Mastaura twenty kilometers east of
Acaraca; the stone is lost.
R. Pococke, Inscriptionum liber (London 1752) p. 13 U.M. Gesner, Comm. Gotting. Ant. 5
(1782) p. 7; Boeckh, CIG 2943; Viereck, Sermo Graecus 24 (lines 15-16); Hiller in Nysa ad
Maeandrum 64-65; Syll.3 781; Ehrenberg-Jones, Documents ... Augustus2 316; Sherk,
Roman Documents 69].
Cf. Robert, Etudes anat. 519 n. 5.

Text of Boeckh; I do not indicate the trivial errors in Pococke's copy (e.g., confusions of O and W, G and T, and E,
H, N, P; evidently the stone was hard to read. 12 end:
Pococke. 13: T and N omitted by Pococke, who
reported a leaf at the end of the line (unique in the archive), which may in fact be the required N. 15:
Pococke (P a typesetter's error?). 15-16 Robert:
HPOTEIH Pococke;
Boeckh (a
nonsyllabic division, as Viereck noted). 16 end Rigsby:
Pococke,
Boeckh.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
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(8-13) Artemidorus Papas, son of Demetrius, one of the generals of the city, oversaw the restoration to the record
office of the holy documents about the gods and their inviolability and right of supplication and the tax immunity
belonging to the temple, after appearing before the proconsul Gnaius Lentulus Augur and bringing back the following
letter.

The city's text, insofar as we have it, is not a decree ("inasmuch as ...") but a statement
of fact, a heading for the governor's letter. Our inscriptions will be copies of the papyrus
documents that Artemidorus restored to the record office in Nysa city (line 10; called
at CIG 2950.4). The privileges of the temple must have been revoked by Rome; if,
as Hiller thought (p. 65), mere physical damage is being repaired, there would be no
need to seek the governor's consent, nor could damage to old inscriptions explain why
the relevant papyri were not in the archivesunless we assume the accidental destruction
of both the inscriptions at the temple and the papyri in the city. I assume that they or
copies had been kept privately over the intervening years by interested parties. The
alternative is that grammateion here means the archival wall at the temple.
In 1 Artemidorus submitted to Nysa the governor's letter of answer in May (line 14);
some three months later in August (lines 4-5) the work of restoring the papyri to the civic
archives and setting up the appropriate monument and inscribing the texts at the temple
was completed.
B.C.

1ff.: The preliminaries are an extravagant display of pro-Roman sentiment: mention of
priests of Rome and Augustus, of Jupiter Capitolinus, of Tiberius (now in exile on nearby
Rhodes), the consular year.17 I take it that this is an affectation,18 offered in the context
of seeking Roman restoration of the temple's rights; the true eponym of Nysa was the
stephanephoros (cf. CIG 2950.4), who alone is cited in line 14. It is surprising, given the
apparent gravity of the affair, that only one man seems to have gone on the embassy to
the governor and presented the case (12:
).
2: I do not understand why a citizen of Mastaura, Nysa's neighbor to the east, is serving
as Nysa's priest of Rome.19 On Mastaura see J. and L. Robert, Amyzon pp. 25-26 n. 3.
14: The date is local. I am uncertain whether this line is the heading of the governor's
letter, as has been thought (cf. Roman Doc. 61.22), or rather goes with what precedes
(
) and dates the presentation of the letter to the civic
17. Already in the 20s or 10s B.C. Nysa had renamed several of its tribes for members of the imperial house: see
Hiller p. 68. This suggests a campaign to make friends in Rome, of which the present rehabilitation may be seen as
a result. The patron of Nysa in the preceding generation is known to have been Ti. Claudius Nero (RE no. 254),
Livia's first husband (Cic. Fam. 13.64.1). For priests of Tiberius in the Greek world see W. Orth, Die Provinzialpolitik
des Tiberius (Munich 1970) 134.
18. Cf. Robert, Laodicée 326, on Roman affectations in dating Greek documents.
19. At I.Stratonikeia 1317 a strategos of Stratoniceia is taken to be a citizen of Iasus,

.
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authorities; if the latter, there should be no punctuation at the end of 13, where
Pococke's leaf may be the missing N.
15: On Lentulus see Syme, Augustan Aristocracy (Oxford 1986) 284-299.
16:
seems too vague a term here, and it would need to be followed by
; we
expect an ambassador, and it seems to me possible to recognize the word in Pococke's
copy.
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Mylasa
The ruins of Mylasa, the old Hecatomnid capital,1 have yielded fragments of decrees of
Cretan cities that resemble those for Teos and Tenos. I include these texts here, although
they may well be military alliances and not declarations of inviolability.2
The texts certainly were inscribed in archival form; but possibly they represent more than
one archive, for the reported lettering and stones are diverse (as they are, however, at
Cos). There is talk of war and of peace, and reference to Mylasa as "immune from
plundering," "at peace," or ''inviolable." The Mylasan ambassadors, like those of the
second Tean mission, included literary demonstrations of their historical links to Crete.
The date, to judge from the script, is the second century ; the historical context is lost
to us. Mylasa was attacked by Philip V in 201 and by Rhodes in 167 (Polyb. 16.24.7,
30.5.15). The city honored above all Zeus Osogo.
B.C.

The stones were found reused in various houses of Milas.
187. Unknown city
Le Bas-Waddington 380 [Blass, SGDI 5157; Blümel, I.Mylasa 641].

1. Ruge, RE 16 (1933) 1046-1064.
2. So Holleaux, Etudes III 155-156, followed by Ruge 1052.
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188. Unknown city
Le Bas-Waddington 381 [Blass, SGDI 5158; Guarducci, I.Cret. IV 177; Blümel, I.Mylasa
642].

189. Unknown city
Le Bas-Waddington 382 [Blass, SGDI 5159; Blümel, I.Mylasa 643].
Cf. Wilhelm, Kl. Schr. II.3 479-480 [SEG 13.489].

I follow Blümel's conservative text rather than Wilhelm's complete restoration.
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190. Unknown city
Fragment of limestone.
Le Bas-Waddington 383a [Blass, SGDI 5160a; Blümel, I.Mylasa 644].

191. Unknown city
Column written to the right of 190.
Le Bas-Waddington 383b [Blass, SGDI 5160b; Blümel, I.Mylasa 645].

192. Unknown city
Le Bas-Waddington 384a [Blass, SGDI 5161]; Blümel, I.Mylasa 646 (copy of Szanto).

193. Unknown city
Column to the right of 192.
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Le Bas-Waddington 384b [Blümel, I.Mylasa 647].

194. Unknown city
Cousin and Diehl, BCH12 (1988) 8-11 no. 1; Blümel, I.Mylasa 648 (copy of Hula).

195. Unknown city
Inscribed below 194.
Cousin and Diehl, 8-11 no. 1 [Blass, SGDI 5162a; Blümel, I.Mylasa 649].

196. Unknown city
Column to the right of 195.
Cousin and Diehl, 8-11 no. 1 [Blass, SGDI5162b]; Blümel, I.Mylasa 650.
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197. Unknown city
Marble fragment.
Doublet and Deschamps, BCH 14 (1890) 618-620 no. 17 [Blass, SGDI 5163a; Blümel,
I.Mylasa 651].

198. Unknown city
Column to the right of 197.
Doublet and Deschamps, 618-620 no. 17 [Blass, SGDI 5163b; Blümel, I.Mylasa 652].
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2: On the singing of Thaletas' songs (cf. 199.8) see A. Chaniotis, ZPE 71 (1988) 154-156.

199. Unknown city
Fragment of limestone.
Blümel, I.Mylasa 653 (copy of Hula).

200. Unknown city
Fragment of grey marble.
Judeich, AM 15 (1890) 262-263 no. 16 [Blass, SGDI 5164; Guarducci, I.Cret. IV 178;
Blümel, I.Mylasa 654].

201. Unknown city
Hula and Szanto, SBWien 132 (1895) II 13 no. 4 [Blümel, I.Mylasa 655].
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202. Unknown city
Blümel, I.Mylasa 656 (copy of Hula).

203. Unknown city
Fragment of limestone.
Blümel, I.Mylasa 657 (copy of Hula).

204. Unknown city
Fragment of bluish stone.
Blümel, I.Mylasa 658 (copy of Hula).
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205. Unknown city
Fragment of limestone.
Blümel, I.Mylasa 659 (copy of Hula).

206. Lappa
Two fragments of white marble; letters 0.014-.015, intersp. 0.01.
Blümel, EpigAnat 19 (1991) 14-15.

207. Unknown city
Column to the right of 206.
Blümel, EpigAnat 13 (1989) 5-6 (left side), 19 (1991) 12 (left and right).
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208. Unknown city
Blümel, EpigAnat 19 (1991) 13.

209. Unknown city
Column to the right of 208.
Blümel, EpigAnat 19 (1991) 13-14.
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Tralles
Tralles in Caria, ''Seleuceia" until the end of Seleucid rule in 188 , was the next city up
the Maeander from Magnesia. The great god of the Trallians was Zeus Larasius, whose
temple stood in the middle of the city proper, on a plateau looking south across the
river.1 His games, the Dieia, were Panhellenic in the second century ;2 prominent men
held the priesthood (Strab. 14.1.42 [649]). Zeus appears frequently on the coins, often
with his epithet (
).3
B.C.

B.C.

The evidence for declared asylia is weak. We may begin with a famous inscription, if only
to exclude it. A stone said to have been found on the site of Tralles was inscribed in the
first century
A.D.

Robert, Coll. Froehner 96 [Sokolowski, LSAM 75; Poljakov, I.Tralleis 3].

1. Ruge, RE 6A (1937) 2117-2118; Robert, Op. min. sel. II 1186; Etudes anat. 406-407; BCH 105 (1981) 356
(DAM 266).
2. Habicht, Olympia VII Bericht 221 [SEG 22.350.27]; on the Olympia of imperial date see Robert, Op. min. sel. II
1133-1135.
3. F. Imhoof-Blumer, Lydische Stadtmünzen (Geneva 1897) 168-180.
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The text is conventionally assigned to the mid-fourth century ; it was reinscribed in the
first century To the Senate in 22, more than one city invoked Persian precedents for
the inviolability of a temple. But as Robert saw, this text cannot derive from such an
invocation, because no authority but the city stands behind the act. Moreover, a Greek
city does not normally declare that one of its temples could receive suppliantsany temple
could do that. Perhaps a private cult, of the sort so well known for Dionysus, is here being
made public, and its sacral rights are being affirmed by the city for the first time; so for
the new cult at Andania the right of refuge was stipulated in order to state its limits (cf.
p. 10. The burden of the law, therefore, may be to specify the penalty for violation of a
suppliant at a new temple. The inscription seems to combine two texts (1-7, 8-12), which
in part repeat each other. This stone apart, the worship of Dionysus has left little trace at
Tralles (a statue at I.Trall. 5); and there is no implication that this was the chief godthat
was Zeus. Finally, it is not certain that the inscription comes originally from Tralles. But
whatever its source and burden, the fact that this law was reinscribed in Imperial times
might suggest that the city cited it to the Romans, who we know were uneasy about this
privilege.
B.C.

A.D.

A.D.

The material more clearly pertinent to declared inviolability at Tralles concerns Zeus, as
we would expect. In the third century Tralles cites among its titles ''sacred to Zeus
Larasius by decree of the Senate":
A.D.

. (I.Tralles 81,

A.D.

215-217; the same titles fully

preserved at 74, but omitting "metropolis of Asia")

One might discount "sacred" in a late list like this,4 but for the pointed addition "by
decree of the Senate"; this suggests a granted title, and of late Republican date if I am
right that no such grant occurred after 22. This honor may have been new under
Republican rule but was more likely a Roman confirmation of a Hellenistic privilege. One
could only speculate on an occasion.5 Nothing emerges about Tralles from the evidence
on the Carian expedition of Antiochus III in 204-203; the city flourished under the
Attalids. It supported Caesar against Pompey; repaired with imperial aid after the
earthquake of 26 , it became Caesarea Tralles. Tiberius spoke in favor of the Trallians
at a hearing before Augustus; its topic, however, is unknown (Suet. Tib. 8).
A.D.

B.C.

4. So

sometimes on coins of Tralles: e.g., BMC Lydia 342 no. 105.

5. F. Piejko, Chiron 18 (1988) 55-69, restores in Royal Corres. 41 (concerned with tax relief) a confirmation of
inviolability of a temple of Apollo at Tralles; he attributes the letter to Eumenes II and the original recognition to
Antiochus Soter (281-261). The text he composes is arbitrary and at points impossible; see instead the important
comment of Pleket at SEG 38.1170.
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Stratoniceia
Stratoniceia was one of the great cities of the interior of Caria, "autochthonous and
mother-city of Caria."1 Founded probably in the 270s by Antiochus II through the
synoecism of smaller cities, it possessed a large territory. Controlled variously by the
Seleucids and Rhodes over the next century, Stratoniceia was liberated from Rhodes with
the rest of Caria in 166. The city cultivated the goodwill of Rome: we are not told how the
Stratoniceians regarded Aristonicus,2 but in 81 their loyalty to Rome was said to be
ancestral;3 unlike many in Asia, they opposed Mithridates in 88 (unsuccessfully) and the
Parthians in 40 (successfully), gaining high regard at Rome.4 After 40 a consul-designate
saw to the restoration of their "ancestral freedom and constitution" (
...
I.Straton. 509).
B.C.

Two temples in the territory of Stratoniceia came to be recognized as inviolable, Hecate
at Lagina and Zeus at Panamara. Pergamum supplies a parallel for this double
achievement, and perhaps Chalcedon. In imperial times the inviolable status of the two
was evoked with pride:

1. Sahin, I.Straton. 15.2; parallels at Robert, Etudes anat. 304.
2. Robert, Villes 261, assigned Aristonicus' last stand to the Stratoniceia in the Caicus Valley.
3. I.Straton. 505.3-5 (Sulla):
4. App. Mith. 21; Dio 48.26 names Stratoniceia alone as resisting the Parthians, although besieged.
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<><><><><><><><><><><><>
our city has from the start been preserved from many and great and continual dangers by the providence of its
very great presiding gods Zeus Panemerios and Hecate, whose temples the sacred Senate by decree designated
as inviolable and having the right of asylum because of the manifest miracles they accomplished in behalf of the
rule of the great Romans... (I.Straton. 1101.2-4, ca. A.D. 200; cf. 512, quoted below)

In

A.D.

22 the Stratoniceians appealed to the Senate concerning both temples:

the Aphrodisians and Stratoniceians offered an edict of Caesar the dictator on account of ancient services to his
faction, and a more recent one of the deified Augustus in which they were praised because they bore the Parthian
invasion without wavering in their loyalty to the Roman people...5

Stratoniceia's extraordinary honor of two inviolable temples seems to have been linked in
both cases to the city's loyalty to Rome in the first century
B.C.

The Temple of Hecate at Lagina
Strabo knew the temple of Hecate as the most distinguished in the territory of
Stratoniceia (
).6 Lagina was a fertile plain seven kilometers north of the city; its
life was dominated by the temple of Hecate, the inhabitants constituting a deme called
the
7 Eventually legend traced the name
to the act of refuge in Hecate's
temple by a hare.8 The walled precinct, some 150 m by 135 m, was large enough to
accommodate permanent dwellers,
(or
)
(Laumonier 346). From
the temple itself much of the sculptured frieze survives, illustrating elements of Carian
legend, including Hecate's defeat of the Giants.9 This temple dates from the late
Hellenistic period, perhaps after the Roman favor of 81 ,10 and little material evidence
from the site is older than about 200 The cult is first
B.C.

B.C.

5. Tac. Ann. 3.62.2; cf. p. 585. Augustus' edict does not survive, but he is known to have helped with the
reconstruction of the temple of Hecate (I.Straton. 511).
6. 14.2.25 (660). The cult is surveyed by A. Laumonier, Cultes indigènes an Carie (Paris 1958) 344-425; cf. T. Kraus,
Hekate (Heidelberg 1960) 24-56.
7. Robert, Etudes anat. 555-561; M. Sahin, The Political and Religious Structure in the Territory of Stratonikeia (Ankara
1976), with J. and L. Robert, Bull. epigr. 1979, 466.
8. Steph. Byz. s.v.

, with Laumonier 345.

9. A. Schober, Der Fries des Hekateions, IstForsch 2 (Baden 1933); Robert, Etudes anat. 552-555; Etudes de
numismatique grecque (Paris 1938) 101-104.
10. So Robert, Etudes anat. 427 n. 2; after 129

B.C.

according to Laumonier 357.
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mentioned in a text dating under Rhodian rule (197-166
by the council to the priesthood of Helios and Rhodes.11

): a priest of Hecate is restored

B.C.

The inviolability of the temple is unusual in being a new grant under Roman rule.
Mithridates, actively opposed by the Stratoniceians (I.Straton. 505.80-82), had to take
the city by force and imposed on it a substantial tribute. Sulla's victory brought grave
hardship upon most of the cities of the province but rewards to the few that had
remained loyal to Rome. And it seems clear that Hecate herself had intervened against
Mithridates. In the documents of 81 she is
: these epithets are specific
and pointed, implying a miraculous appearance in time of dangeras Zeus of Panamara
would do a generation later.12 There followed the recognition, by all the Greeks and by
Rome, of her temple as inviolable and her games the Hecatesia as a quadrennial
Panhellenic festival. The enlarged games were combined with the Rhomaia, as at Oropus,
Xanthus, and elsewhere during this period.13
B.C.

Sulla left Asia in 84; given the fighting in Italy, it was not until March 81 that the Senate,
prompted by ambassadors from Stratoniceia, ratified Sulla's benefactions to their city.
Stratoniceia is the one sure example of a city in solo provinciali seeking asylia from the
Greek world at large and not just Rome. The new political reality seems reflected,
however, in the fact that only Rome's recognition was inscribed on the temple wall, the
Greek grantors being reduced to a list.
We have the remains of two letters of Sulla to Stratoniceia, a senatus consultum, and a
decree of the city; this complex inscription, because most of it does not concern asylia,
will not be reproduced here in extenso. Fragments listing the Greek grantors reveal that
more than one copy of this list was made.
210. Rome
Fragments of thirteen blocks containing five columns of writing; parts were copied as
early as the mid-nineteenth century, and the whole was constituted by Cousin and Diehl
in 1885.
Sahin, I.Stratonikeia 505 (= Dittenberger, OGIS 441; Sherk, Roman Doc. 18).
The first letter (lines 1-14), of uncertain date, praises the Stratoniceians for their
ancestral loyalty to Rome and now again in the war against Mithridates
11. I.Straton. 504. The episode probably reflects the hostility engendered by Rhodian rule and its symbols;
compare the Stratoniceian exiles' complaints to the Senate (Polyb. 30.21.3, 30.31), and the known acts of rebellion
in Caria and Lycia (Robert, RN VI.19 [1977] 32-33 [Op. min. sel. VI 194-195]). Possibly an allusion to the culi as
early as the fourth century B.C.: Robert, Etudes anat. 570.
12. See especially Robert, Etudes anat. 521.
13. "Hecatesia" alone in Syll3 1066, a list of Panhellenic victories (cf. L. and J. Robert, Claros I 52 n. 259). See R.
Mellor,
, Hypomnemata 42 (Göttingen 1975) 176-177, for the omission of the Rhomaia here. A list of priests
begins with "the first pentacteris held after the war" (against the Parthians), I.Straton. 609.
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and mentions a civic embassy. The second (15-17) briefly conveys to Stratoniceia a
decree of the Senate. This decree, proposed by Sulla as dictator and dated late in March
of 81, describes the Stratoniceian ambassadors, who have brought a crown to the Senate,
and their city's steadfast loyalty to Rome (18-48), and grants that the city enjoy the same
laws and privileges as in the past and that it possess those places that Sulla added to its
territory (49-58); the temple of Hecate is to be inviolable (59-61);

and the governor is to make good the losses suffered by the city during the war, including
the restoration of captives (60-66). After first praising the serviceable actions of the
Stratoniceians (67-86), the Senate confirms these things, with rather greater detail on
the right of Stratoniceia to tax those places added to its territory (103-109), but briefly on
the temple (115):
The civic decree that follows on the stone provides for drafting and inscribing a list of
those who have recognized the inviolability of the temple and the Panhellenic games of
Hecate, with allowance for latecomers to be added (I.Straton. 507.1-8):

Of the list of recognizers (I.Straton. 508) three fragments survive, one of which (B) is a
second copy inscribed by another hand (cf. BCH 9 [1885] 473 n. 1):
A:
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There is some geographical grouping; as Robert observed, simple proximity can account
for the early appearance of cities in Caria.14 If the Stratoniceians began their Panhellenic
quest at once upon Sulla's declaration (around 84), such a list might have been drawn up
as part of their argument before the Roman Senate in 81, as precedent and as proof of
their worth.15
Finally, some inscriptions derive from the aftermath of the Parthian attack of 40 In one
(I.Straton. 512), because of their piety the people have been repeatedly saved from
dangers and have become free and autonomous (
)16 and possessed
of the greatest good things, for Hecate has stood by them in all these dangers
(
B.C.

14. BCH 108 (1984) 526 n. 159 (DAM 514).
15.A similar list of cities, whose object is lost, has been found on Andros (p. 589).
16.In imperial times an embassy to Rome obtained the restoration of the city's freedom,
(I.Straton. 220a).
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); there is reference to "those who committed impiety against our land (?) which
is sacred and inviolable,"
;17 the miraculous
power of the goddess (
) is clear to all men. In another (511), damage to
the temple (
) was made good by Augustus. And there was now a
restoration of land sacred to Hecate (510).
The Temple of Zeus at Panamara
The temple of Zeus at Panamara was discovered in 1886 on a hilltop by modern Bagyaka,
twelve kilometers southeast of the city proper.18 A complex site with attendant shrines (of
Hera, Artemis, and others), it has a situation typical of the mountain temples of Zeus in
Caria. With its substantial walls, the sacred place was a virtual fortress; it had a special
epistates under both Philip V and the Rhodians.19 The god was called both Zeus Karios
and Zeus Panamarios (with variant spellings).20 No inscription seems earlier than the late
third century In the earliest we hear of a biennial festival of Hera (I.Straton. 1); the
annual Panamareia of Zeus and the Mysteries are first attested only under the Empire.
Philip V visited the temple himself in 201 and made a dedication (I.Straton. 3). In Roman
times it was said that "Zeus of Panamara, greatest and most manifest, protects the city
always, and the most pious and patriotic men wish to serve as his priests."21 Foreign cities
were by then invited to attend the Mysteries of Zeus, and some of these invitations
survive.22
B.C.

The date of the inviolability of the temple is unclear. The likely occasion is the aftermath
of the Parthian invasion in 40 ; but several texts that seem earlier refer to the "asylum."
B.C.

A. Decree of Stratoniceia?
Complete at left; "petites lettres de bonne époque" (Cousin).
17. Compare I.Priene 17.17:

(the Gauls).

18.For a general survey see Laumonier 221-343.
19.I.Straton. 4 and 9 (called a
(Amyzon no. 15.7).

here and in 10). Compare the situation at Amyzon with its royal epistates

20.Laumonier 241; "Zeus Panamarios" is attested also at neighboring Hyllarima already in the second century
Robert, Etudes anat. 513-515.
21.I.Straton. 15.3-4:
22.I.Straton. 22-39; cf. L. and J. Robert, Claros I pp. 53-55.

; cf.

B.C.
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J. Hatzfeld, BCH 51 (1927) 58 no. 1 (copy of Cousin) [SEG 4.243; Sahin, I.Straton. 19].

4: or

(SEG). 8:

init. Hiller (SEG):

Hatzfeld. 9
. Wilhelm (SEG). 11:
Hatzfeld. 12:
Hatzfeld.

Ziebarth (SEG). 13

The date is uncertain ("s. IIIa?" SEG). The elaborate provisions for inscribing show that
this is not a foreign recognition of asylia but a decree of Stratoniceia or the deme
Panamara. The act may have nothing to do with inviolability; at any rate it would be
subsequent to recognition of the status. Line 7 as restored, "the asylum must be ...," is an
odd sentiment and odd word order. The noun asylon is found only rarely outside of Egypt
(cf. p. 32).
11: Compare
24 [I ]).

in a decree of Odessus (BCH 55 [1931] 44 lines 23-

B.C.

B. Decree of Stratoniceia?
Complete at right; h. 0.23, w. 0.21, th. 0.065; "petites lettres, graveure soigneuse"
(Cousin): 0.01, small apices, A with crossbars both straight and broken, II with right hasta
fully descended, Q and W full-sized.
Hatzfeld 58-59 no. 2 (squeeze and copy by Cousin) [SEG 4.244; Sahin, I.Straton. 20].
Of. Robert, Etudes anat. 520 n. 3.
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7-8: - - Hatzfeld;
Hiller. 13:

Hatzfeld. 14:
Sahin. 16:

Hoeg (SEG). 12 Sahin:
Hatzfeld. 15:
Hatzfeld;
Hiller;

Sahin.

The date is again uncertain: "époque macédonienne" (Hatzfeld), "s. IIa?" (SEG). Here too
the provisions for inscribing exclude a foreign recognition. There is talk of miracles, of
someone's piety toward the god, of the most ancient and inviolable and tax-exempt
temple, and of a proclamation, with little space remaining for the substance of the
decree. Perhaps therefore the city merely approves and inscribes something that has
been proclaimed by delegates from the deme of Panamara, for that important deme is
found once addressing itself to the city by means of a decree and a delegation (I.Straton.
7, below). Inviolability seems already to be a fact; the praise of the temple, which has
the ring of Roman imperial date, will have been background to some addition or
restoration of honors of the god.
C. Decree of Stratoniceia
At some date one Leon, a former priest of Zeus,23 persuaded the city to enlarge the
festival of Zeus and seek the participation of some foreign cities (
). He showed
the people a decree of Panamara and quoted from old books to illustrate the previous
honors and inviolabilities enjoyed by Zeus and the Panamarans (I.Straton. 7.3-6):

23. Nilsson, GGA II 2 54 n. 2, thought of the historian Leon (FGrHist 278), of Hellenistic or Roman date; but he
reportedly came from Alabanda, whereas this man seems to be Stratoniceian, the local priest.
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The date is once more uncertain (second century , Laumonier 237). The association of
enlarged games and inviolability is familiar, here sequential as at Miletus. The plural
apparently is occasioned by the two possessors indicated, the place and the people.
B.C.

During the Parthian invasion Stratoniceia stood by Rome, and Zeus intervened to protect
Panamara and drive off the enemy; a famous inscription describes the miracle.24 In 39
the Romans rewarded the city by confirming earlier privileges.25 The substance of one
fragment of the is almost entirely lost (I.Straton. 11 = Roman Doc. 27). But an on
another stone, whether a part of the same act or of a subsequent one, included a
provision for the temple of Zeus.
B.C.

S.C.

S.C.

211. Rome
Two fragments of a white marble stele at Panamara, preserved at left; h. 0.32, w. 0.55,
th. 0.095; lettering badly worn.
Hatzfeld, BCH 51 (1927) 59-61 no. 3 (squeeze and copy by Cousin) [SEG 4.246; Sherk,
Roman Doc. 30; Sahin, I.Straton. 12].

1-2 Ziebarth (SEG): 2 XOPH Cousin and squeeze. 3 init. squeeze:
Cousin. 4-6 Sahin: 5
Cousin,
squeeze. 7:
Crönert (SEG). 8-9 Hiller (SEG). 10-13 Hatzfeld. 14 Sahin, and suggesting
16 Hatzfeld. 16-17
Sahin.

15-

As restored at 15-17 (inspired by the for Aphrodisias, 212), this could be either initial
recognition of inviolability or confirmation of a traditional right. If
S.C.

24. P.Roussel, BCH 55 (1931) 70-116 [I.Straton. 10]; on the episode see, for example, Pritchett, Greek State at
War III (Berkeley 1979) 6-7.
25.See also above for I.Straton. 511 and 512 from Lagina.

Page 427

it is the initial grant, then the three decrees cited above ought to be subsequent to 39 ,
which seems difficult but possible. But the might rather be enlarging the perimeter of
an existing right of asylum, as at Ephesus and Miletus and Oropus: for example (15),
(number),
. Some
statement of distance is needed,26 whether at 16 end or in what follows.
B.C.

S.C.

Fragments of a list of ethnics survive at Panamara, inscribed in monumental letters 2 cm
high (I.Straton. 21):
(traces)

The date is again unknown. These cities may be the recognizers of the inviolability of the
temple of Zeus or of the enlarged games later.
So the question remains, When did the asylia of Zeus first originate? The silence of
Tacitus about acts before the Roman grant of 39 is uncompelling. Perhaps more
significant is the silence of Sulla about Zeus in his long statement in favor of Stratoniceia;
he recognizes the inviolability of Hecate but also addresses generally the good services of
the city. Hecate, however, had intervened against Mithridates and was gaining a new
honor in 81; if the asylia of Zeus was at that time traditional, the citizens might not have
needed to raise the matter of the honors of Zeus. Still, we might expect Sulla to cite Zeus
of Panamara as precedent for Hecate if his temple was already inviolable. Efficiency of
information, moreover, would suggest that Zeus became inviolable after his epiphany
against the Parthians in 40 , as had Hecate in the 80s. Finally, there is the matter of
priority: the cult of Zeus flourished more in imperial times; for Strabo, Hecate was the
great divinity of the territory of Stratoniceia--he does not mention Zeus of Panamara.
Perhaps then Hecate is more likely to have been the first honored with inviolability, and
Zeus only in 39
B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

The consequence, however, is that the civic inscriptions cited above should be of imperial
date. If by contrast these have been rightly assigned to the Hellenistic period, then we
probably should place the original grant to Zeus of Panamara amid the competition for
control of Caria between the end of the third century and the beginning of the Roman
province in 129. I believe the first option to be more probable, with Hecate in 81 and
Zeus in 39, and the inscribed allusions to his asylum later.
B.C.

26. So Herrmann, Chiron 19 (1989) 144 n. 41.
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Temple of Aphrodite, Aphrodisias
Aphrodisias in eastern Caria naturally gave first honor to Aphrodite; a Roman governor
once promised to visit the city and sacrifice to their
1 Her cult statue was of a
hieratic manner similar to that of Ephesian Artemis. The temple was in the city proper,
north of the agora; the extant building, repeatedly adorned in imperial times, seems to
date from the first century It was the temple, not the city and country, that obtained
asylia; this would be consistent with a grant originating under Roman rule and Roman
thinking--an earlier recognition we might expect to be of the whole city and territory.
B.C.

Of the Hellenistic history of the sacred place little is known. The city is first attested only
in the second century , then standing in sympolity with Plarasa. The cult is mentioned
first in the time of Sulla: warned in a dream by a military Aphrodite, he sent an axe and
crown to be dedicated here, for he had an oracle identifying a ''great city of the Carians
named for Aphrodite.''2 Caesar dedicated an Eros in the temple, which was stolen later
when the Parthians plundered the city in 40 (Reynolds no. 12.13-15). Games of
Aphrodite are attested only in imperial times, when the wealth of the goddess is well
documented (Laumonier 483-485).
B.C.

B.C.

Aphrodisias is probably to be counted among the few instances of asylia that began under
Roman rule; the near analogy is Stratoniceia. A recognition of the inviolability of the
temple of Aphrodite came from Caesar, whose act
1. Joyce Reynolds, Aphrodisias and Rome (London 1982) no. 48.13-14; cf. MAMA VIII 413a:
; 424.8:
; I.Didyma 92:
. See generally Laumonier, Cultes 478-504; on the temple, J. de La Genière and D. Theodorescu in
Aphrodisias Papers I (Ann Arbor 1990) 49-74; on the cult statue, Robert, FSav 1971, 93 (Op. min. sel. VII 171);
for Aphrodite on the coins, D.J. MacDonald, Aphrodisias Papers II (1991) 173.
2. App. BCiv. 1.97; bibliography at Reynolds p. 3. For the axe in Carian cults see Laumonier 85-95.
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was confirmed by the Senate in 39 In 22, according to Tacitus, the Aphrodisians were
able to show the Senate an edict of Caesar that spoke of their loyalty to Rome (probably
in the time of Aristonicus or of Mithridates), and one of Augustus praising them for
resisting the Parthians. He mentions nothing older, but his silences are not to be trusted.
The relatively late development of Aphrodisias might suggest that asylia is unlikely before
the second century or indeed before Roman rule; and the great favor that the city
enjoyed at Rome also points to a Roman origin of the grant. But if this is so, in contrast to
Stratoniceia, no reference survives to a Panhellenic recognition.
B.C.

A.D.

B.C.

Neither of the edicts mentioned by Tacitus survives,3 but rather the senatorial
confirmation of 39 , inscribed on the theater wall. Because this complex text concerns
asylia only in brief, it is reproduced here only in the relevant sections.4
B.C.

212. Rome
Reynolds, Aphrodisias and Rome nos. 6-8.
In 39 Octavian as triumvir wrote to the city in response to their ambassador, sending
them copies of an edict from him and Antony and a senatus consultum
(
6.26-30). Fragments of the edict and of the survive.
The Senate confirms privileges and immunities granted by Caesar to Aphrodisias-Plarasa:
the city is a friend and ally of Rome, immune from taxes and requisitions (8.60:
); this last shows that encroachment by publicans
on inviolable land occasioned the Aphrodisian petition, as at Oropus. Of inviolability the
Senate declares (38-42):
S.C.

The scope of the grant is then specified (55-58):

3. See Reynolds p. 80, and p. 585 below.
4. The added fragments and Reynolds's magisterial edition make it superfluous to give here a lemma with earlier
publications (which include OGIS 453-455 and Roman Documents 28).
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<><><><><><><><><><><><>
The temple/precinct of the goddess Aphrodite that exists in the city of Plarasa-Aphrodisias, that temple/precinct is
to be inviolable with the same law and religion as is the temple/precinct of Artemis Ephesia in Ephesus; and in a
circle from that temple/precinct in all directions for 120 feet, that area is to be inviolable.

Strictly speaking, this does not make clear whether the privilege is a new creation, a
confirmation of an old one, or an expansion of the boundaries of an old one. The analogy
and precedent offered for the right of asylum is the case of Artemis of Ephesus, in the
capital city of the province, which Caesar himself had probably restored as inviolable.
This is the only inscribed grant outside of Egypt that specifies the dimensions of the
asylum; perhaps this too should be taken as evidence for the Roman origin of the
privilege. The size stipulated is small compared with the mile or more at Ephesus,
Oropus, or Didyma in the first century The site itself suggests that an inviolable
perimeter of 120 feet from the building will have extended to no significant building in the
vicinity. The temple had of course a peribolos wall; to the west of the building lie traces
of wall about 120 feet distant, to the east perhaps nearer.5
B.C.

Two boundary stones of the temple precinct survive from the Augustan period,
unfortunately neither found in situ; Robert recognized the character of the text. I give the
better preserved (A), underlining what survives only in the other.
213. Temple of Aphrodite: boundary
A: Block copied in 1893 by Kubitschek; h. 0.6, w. 0.62, th. 0.32; letters 0.025.
J. M. R. Cormack, BSA 59 (1964) 22 no. 16 [Robert, AntCl 35 (1966) 401-413 (Op. min.
sel. VI 25-37)].
B: Marble block now in the Aphrodisias Museum; h. 0.36, w. 24, th. 0.34; letters 0.02.
Reynolds no. 35.
Photograph: Reynolds 24.2.
Cf. Herrmann, Chiron 19 (1989) 137 n. 15, 154 n. 75.

5. See Reynolds p. 84; more recent excavation has shown that the precinct was more symmetrical; cf. de la
Genière and Theodorescu.
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1 'A. Herrmann:

Reynolds.

The famous Zoilus was priest of Aphrodite for life (Reynolds no. 30); but his fixing of the
sacred boundaries probably followed soon upon the stipulation in the of 39 He also
sponsored some construction or repair of the temple itself (no. 37).
S.C.

B.C.

As at some other places where the temple alone and not the city enjoyed the title, we
find the adjective applied to the goddess herself: in the third century a statue is to be
placed in the temple
.6 Robert has suggested that another inscription may
relate to the right of inviolability, as it seems to forbid binding in chains within some
perimeter:
EIII.7 Finally, we have from the third century the
base of a statue of the Demos that gives the titles of Aphrodisias:8
A.D.

A.D.

This would be straightforward, but line 11, with the word crucial to us, has been written
somewhat smaller; the mason has been taken to have added this as an
6. Robert, Etudes anat. 299 n. 2.
7. MAMA VIII 430, with Robert, Hellenica XIII (1965) 172. But the exclusion of iron from temples is a well-attested
item of ritual purity (cf. Sokolowski, LSCG Suppl. p. 115), and no more than that may be involved here.
8. Reynolds no. 43. Several other texts state the titles of Aphrodisias, but none mentions asylia (nos. 9, 42); the
fragmentary no. 49 shows the city defending its traditional privileges before an emperor:
[
].

Page 432

afterthought. The resulting word order is indeed strained, but the published photograph
shows that the writing is only slightly smaller and has not been fitted in between existing
lines; it cannot be a later addition. Applying the word to the polis is an apparent
contradiction of the fact that it was the temple that enjoyed asylia. But this is paralleled
in the civic titles seen on coins of imperial date (see p. 36).
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Sardes
Sardes, the seat of Lydian kings and Persian and Seleucid governors,1 was the city of
Artemis. Already under the Achaemenids, there was a special link with Artemis of
Ephesus.2 Her temple was at the western foot of the acropolis, facing across the Pactolus
River. In Roman times, at least, the temple was not within the city walls. This was the
great monument of Hellenistic Sardes.3 Built between 270 and 220, the temple escaped
major damage in the decisive event in the history of Hellenistic Sardes, the siege of 215213. The goddess possessed substantial lands and other wealth (I.Sardis 1); a text of 1
mentions "those who reside in the temple of Zeus Polieus and Artemis" (8.134); her
priestess was prominent in the life of the city (50-54, statue bases). Under the Attalids
we find a supervisor of the temple appointed by the crown (I.Sardis 4).

B.C.

Achaeus' capital was plundered and burned by Antiochus III, who then undertook to
repopulate and rebuild the city.4 Around this time the structure of the temple was
substantially altered, when a second cella was added to accommodate the cult of Zeus. It
may be to Antiochus' program of reconstruction that we should attribute the original
recognition of asylia, as at Amyzon a decade later. But in the several inscriptions that
survive from this program there is no mention of inviolability. No Greek grant survives, in
fact; we have rather an act of Caesar, dated eleven days before his murder, and the brief
mention in Tacitus.
The coins and inscriptions of imperial date reveal various other titles, but not explicitly
asylia: "metropolis of Asia, Lydia, and Greece" (through Pelops);
1. G. M. A. Hanfmann and J. C. Waldbaum, A Survey of Sardis (Cambridge, Mass. 1975); Sardis from Prehistoric
to Roman Times (Cambridge, Mass., 1983).
2. I.Ephesos 2; Ar. Nub. 598-600; Autocrates frag 1; architectural similarities of the two temples: Survey 75-76.
3. See Survey 53-87; 79 on the uncertain date of remodeling; 109 on Building I.; cf. Sardis 119-120.
4. P. Gauthier, Nouvelles inscriptions de Sardes II (Geneva 1989).
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"first"; "neocoros"; "friend and ally of Rome"; ''autochthonous"; "sacred to the gods.''5
This last, despite its vagueness, might well reflect granted inviolability. Tacitus, who does
not name the god in question, shows us the Sardians in 22 adducing "a grant by the
victorious Alexander." We know that in 334 Sardes surrendered voluntarily to Alexander,
who accordingly allowed the city freedom and "the use of the traditional laws of the
Lydians" (Arr. Anab. 1.17.4). Perhaps this grant was the prime text put before the Senate
in defense of the traditional rights of Sardes; for the Sardians' purpose Alexander's favor
need not have concerned asylia isto nomine, and in my view cannot have done so at that
early date. Tacitus' silence does not prove that the Sardians did not also cite later
authorities that addressed asylia directly; and indeed it would be surprising if they did not
cite Caesar's edict.
A.D.

The inscription makes clear (line 2) that Caesar expanded the boundaries of an existing
right of asylia; this was not a new grant but a confirmation and enlargement. Sardes had
opposed Mithridates in 88 (Oros. 6.2.8) and probably never lost its privileges, as did
cities that acted otherwise.
B.C.

214. Rome: Julius Caesar
Marble stele, badly worn, found 500 meters from the temple of Artemis on the road to the
city; h. 2.02, w. 0.45-51, th. 0.28; letters 0.014-17 in lines 1-10, 0.011-13 in lines 30ff.
P. Herrmann, Chiron 19 (1989) 127-164 [AEpigr 1989, 684; SEG 39.1290]. Squeeze (from
Herrmann).
Photograph: Herrmann pls. 1-6.

5. See especially Head, BMC Lycia cvi-cix; I.Sardis 13.12 (
), 63-68, with Robert, Hellenica I
(1940) 56-59 (
); Herrmann, Chiron 23 (1993) 238-243; cf. Nonnus 41.356 (Sardes the
oldest of cities). Autochthony and freedom were linked by Lycurgus (Leoc. 41). Burrell ("Neokoroi," 376-379)
considers that the second neocoria was for the temple of Artemis.
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37:

lapis. 46: possibly

or

Herrmann.
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The Sardians have inscribed several documents: their statement of the boundary of
inviolability (1-10); a second text that was subsequently erased (11-30), which seems to
have introduced the third, Caesar's decision allowing inviolability (31-76). The last, written
in the third person, may derive in some way from Caesar's unexecuted acta or papers; the
erased text may come from Antony. The Sardians' embassy most likely was prompted by
the taxing of sacred land by publicans (62-64), as at Oropus. On this difficult inscription
Herrmann's detailed commentary should be consulted in its entirety. I note several matters
as they pertain to asylia.
In the crucial passage (45-50) Herrmann's reconstruction is supported by the
Aphrodisias (212:

S.C.

for

The passage implies that Caesar addressed himself to the inviolability of at least four or
five temples in Sardes simultaneously, not just that of Artemis. Perhaps in 49 we should
restore
, the other temples that are in the city, followed by some in the country.
Such a collection of inviolable temples in one city is unparalleled, however.

I suggest therefore another possibility, that the temples listed after Artemis of Ephesus are
other foreign precedents rather than Sardian recipients. I have imagined a text as follows:

On this theory, these temples were cited by the Sardians as examples of asyla that had
been recognized by the Roman authorities. Asclepius is so recorded, and Apollo of Claros;
but we do not know independently that Rome confirmed the asylia of Athena of Pergamum
This logicprecedents rather than a massive grant to Sardeswould be attractive, whichever
cults and cities are restored. I make this suggestion with much hesitation.6 These
restorations of 49 and 50 init. seem too long; at 49 middle L (?) seems too far to the right
to fit with
. The grammar of this reconstruction is discomforting, with the precedents
as accusatives following upon Caesar's declaration. And the passage that then follows
certainly concerns Sardes (53, 58), and it mentions more gods, whose asylia is not on
record in other
6. The photographs and squeezes, generously shown me by Professor Herrmann, reveal nothing at 47 middle; in 50
middle I seem to see on the squeezes
N, but quite doubtfully. It should be stressed that Herrmann worked
repeatedly with the stone itself, reading with carbonized water.

Page 437

cities.7 We should have to posit a new theme, not the asylia of Artemis, beginning at line
52. Clearly this was a complex and detailed decision by Caesar, and it may well be that
the asylia of a number of Sardian temples was addressed here.
2: The verb implies that Caesar increased the boundaries of inviolability, a gesture
attested elsewhere (cf. Herrmann 137). If the findspot of the stone is at all near its
original place, the result was not a large perimeter, certainly less than a Roman mile.
48: The Roberts postulated a cult of Athena Nicephorus at Sardes: Hellenica IX (1950) 725. In inscriptions the adjective
recurs in various forms at Delphi, Chalcedon, and
Andania (above, p. 48).
50: Herrmann reasonably suggested the important cult of Artemis at Koloe in Sardian
territory to the north of the city.
67: Possibly the city or the temples are "freed from the fasces"; cf. Herrmann 151-153 on
the difficulties here.
7. Zeus Megistos (54) is surely Sardian; cf. Herrmann 147-148.
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Temple of the Persian Goddess, Hieracome-Hierocaesarea
Hieracome in the Hyrcanian Plain,1 Hierocaesarea after 17, was famous for its cult of
"the Persian Goddess." Anaitis, eventually seen as Artemis, arrived in Lydia with the
settlement of Persians in Achaemenid times, and her worship is widely attested in the
region.2 Her image dominates the coins of Hieracome;3 one of the city gates was
dedicated to
(TAM V 1244). Her games, the Great
Artemisia, are attested in Roman times (Hellenica 43-48). The very name of the city
suggests that the cult dominated the life of the people.4 In the Hellenistic period we hear
of
(TAM 1253; cf. 1252).
A.D.

Tacitus describes at unusual length the appeal of the Hierocaesareans in 22: these
presented an older case, a temple of Persian Diana dedicated by King Cyrus; and they
cited acts of Perperna, Isauricus, and many other commanders, who had granted the
same sanctity not just to the temple but for two miles around. Perperna was the victor
over Aristonicus in 129, Isauricus Caesar's agent in rehabilitating the rights of the cities of
Asia; an expansion of two miles is what Caesar did for the Didymeum (p. 177). The
success of the appeal in 22 may have been the occasion of the erection of a statue of the
Senate as a "goddess manifest" (Hellenica 50-52; TAM 1264).
A.D.

The ambassadors in 22 emphasized, as was typical, ancient beginnings and Roman
confirmations; but in between there may well have been a Hellenistic recognition, the
real origin of asylia, left unmentioned by Tacitus. Too little is
A.D.

1. See J. and L. Robert, Hellenica VI (1948) 27-55; Herrmann, TAM V pp. 444ff.
2. J. Keil in Anatolian Studies Ramsay (Manchester 1923) 250-251; Robert, Op. min. sel. V 502-509, VI 140-141.
3. Imhoof-Blumer, Lydische Stadtmünzen (Geneva 1907) 5-20 (labeled simply
4. Cf. La Carie II pp. 294-295.

, never Artemis).
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known of the Hellenistic history of the city to afford speculation about an occasion for the
grant. Philip V visited the city in 201 ,5 and Prusias of Bithynia plundered the temple in
155.6
B.C.

Apart from Tacitus, we have as evidence an inviolable boundary stone of Artemis, and
possibly also a confirmation of her inviolability.
215. Temple of Artemis: boundary
Marble stele found reused in a modern house less than a mile from the ancient city; h.
0.43, w. 0.49, th. 0.15; large letters 0.05.
J. and L. Robert, Hellenica VI (1948) 33-42 no. 5; Herrmann, TAM V 1251. Photograph:
Hellenica pl. 21.3.

The editors did not venture a date, and writing this large is difficult to assess; I should
think this square script not earlier than the late Hellenistic period. Given the findspot of
the stone, either the temple of the goddess was in the city proper or the stone has been
moved from elsewhere (which the Roberts doubted) or else it defined some other
property of the goddess. I prefer the last option; even if her shrine was rural, she no
doubt kept a place in the city itself.
We have also an inscribed grant, which was once ascribed to Artemis of Hieracome, but
which the Roberts (58-59) urged pertains to a neighboring city. In it a ruler confirms the
asylia of the Persian Goddess, and simple efficiency had led to its attribution to the cult of
Hieracome described by Tacitus. The inscription was found at Sariçam twenty-three
kilometers west of the city, a substantial stone at a substantial place with other public
inscriptions; the Roberts thought the stone unlikely to have been brought there from
Hieracome and considered Sariçam to be the site of an independent city as yet
unidentified, with its own temple of the Persian Goddess. This seems to me unnecessary.
Certainly there were more cities in Anatolia than we hear about and can name;7 and the
silence of Tacitus about another Lydian city is uncompelling. But it strains belief that an
unknown city next to Hieracome might receive like Hieracome a Hellenistic declaration of
asylia for the Persian Goddess.
To the contrary, the two-mile expansion of the perimeter described by Tacitus implies
that Hieracome's temple was in the countryside, not the city proper, as
5. Polyb. 16.1.8; TAM 1261 (statue base).
6. Polyb. 32.15.11:
Etudes anat. 112-114.
7. See in particular J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigt. 1976, 595 (p. 533).

; cf. Holleaux, Etudes IV 250-251; Robert,
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does the raid by Prusias: I suggest that it stood at Sariçam.8 Similarly Didyma was a
substantial place with public inscriptions, fifteen kilometers from its city. Hence I place
this inscription here with Hieracome, on the theory that Sariçam belonged to that city and
was the location of its famous temple.
216. Rome
Brought from Sariçam to the house of a stonemason at Manisa, where it was seen by
Fontrier in 1886 (seen again, reused, by Keil and von Premerstein in 1906); h. 0.69, w.
0.95, th. 0.115; lettering monumental and "thick," h. 0.04.
Fontrier, Mouseion Smyrna 5.2 (1886) 28 no. ; Foucart, BCH 11 (1887) 81-84 no. 2
(Fontrier's squeeze) [Michel, Rec. 48; Dittenberger, OGIS 333; Schroeter 51; Welles,
Royal Corres. 68; Herrmann, TAM V 1396].
Cf. Robert, REA 36 (1934) 525 (Op. min. sel. III 1574); Rigsby, Asia Minor Studien 17
(1994) 77-83.

Foucart's restorations, except the following: 2 Dittenberger:
Foucart,
Dittenberger. 5 Rigsby:
Foucart,
Dittenberger:
Foucart. 12 Dittenberger.

Foucart. 4: Rostovtzeff ap. Welles:
(or
) Dittenberger. 6

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
The inviolability of the Persian [Goddess] among you I confirm for you on this condition, that by this grant what is
traditional among you is in no way altered, provided that you enjoy this because you have actually received written
statements from the [kings] and from my ancestors. As there were two decrees [given] to me by your envoys
which were nearly identical, I have dictated one order in answer to them, and have commanded that it be written
out in a typos and given to your two [ambassadors] and that the names of their fellow ambassadors [be written
there].
8. This is argued in more detail at Asia Minor Studien 17 (1994) 77-83. We do not know the westward extent of the
territory of Hieracome; but Thyateira stood only sixteen kilometers to the north (TAM 859), and the long narrow
territory implied by this attribution is a difficulty.
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Earlier scholars thought the author to be a Hellenistic king; Robert preferred a Roman
emperor but did not give his reasons. The crux is in line 5; I summarize here the case
argued in Asia Minor Studien. The chief worry of the author, and the argument that
convinced him, was precedent. That is a common theme of emperors (whose "ancestors"
were their predecessors) but rare in the letters of Hellenistic kings. If we restore
in
5, the author is drawing the familiar distinction between the Hellenistic kings and the
Roman emperors, as Valerian does at 218.10-12.
Other features seem to be Romanisms: ecthesis of the two sentences,
(9) (cf.
iussus), the reference to dictation, and
without article (1).
(10) should not be a
"summary" as Welles thought (which would be of little use to the recipient)9 but may
render exemplum, hence a Latin double dative ("written out as a copy for your
ambassadors"). The undiplomatic and bureaucratic manner is not that of a king
concerned to keep the loyalty of his cities, but of an emperor amid his paperwork.
A village four kilometers from Sariçam has yielded a certainly Roman enactment from the
time of Claudius (Hellenica 61-62; TAM 1404); its lettering can well be described as
"thick." It may have been carried there from Sariçam, as was a dedication to Claudius
(TAM 1398). Claudius therefore had dealings with this place, and it is possible that he is
the author of our letter.
10: Foucart's notion that there were two embassies has caused heavy weather. Welles
suggested that one came from the city and one from the temple.10 That is constitutionally
impossible; in fact there were merely two ambassadors. The question rather is why the
city passed two decrees; but second thoughts and second decrees must have been
common enough in Greek government--Thucydides offers some famous examples.
9. The letter has been truncated in that it lacks the greeting and farewell; but that was done by the inscribers at
Hieracome rather than by the author.
10. Followed by L. Boffo, I re ellenistici e i centri religivsi dell' Asia Minore (Pavia 1985) 95.
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Nicomedia
Nicomedia was founded in the 260s to be the capital of the Bithynian kings,
incorporating ancient Astacus and its vicinity. The site, at the head of the Olbian Gulf of
the Propontis, has yielded a good many inscriptions; but public documents remain few,
and almost nothing survives of Hellenistic date.1
B.C.

The city's chief divinity was Demeter. Libanius, who visited in the 340s, contrasts
Nicomedia "the city of Demeter" with Nicaea "the city of Dionysus."2 Arrian of Nicomedia
served as priest of Demeter and her daughter, "to whom the city is dedicated";3 he
reports the civic myth that the Mysteries of Demeter and Kore originated here, spread
thence by the local hero Iasion, who had become their
.4 The Mysteries have left
some trace in the inscriptions,5 and Demeter is often seen on the civic coins, holding her
torch. A festival Demetria was held in imperial times, Panhellenic by the third century.6 I
assume that inviolability was in her honor.
In the 220s Prusias I of Bithynia was angry with the Byzantines for sending theoroi to
the Pergamene games of Athena but disdaining his festival, the Soteria; neither festival,
it seems, was Panhellenic, and the Byzantine gesture betokened
B.C.

1. F. Dörner, TAM IV.1 (1978). Cf. W. Ruge, "Nikomedeia," RE 17 (1936) 468-492; S. Sahin, "Neufunde von
antiken Inschriften in Nikomedeia" (Diss, Münster 1973).
2. Or. 1.48; cf. 1.51: he lived five years
3. FGrHist 156 T 4 (from Photius):
at Arr. Cyneg. 35.2:
spurious: TAM IV 402.

, i.e., at Nicomedia.
; the earlier phrase
. His priesthood is mentioned in a purported inscription, thought to be

4. Arrian FGrHist 156 F 107; he makes Iasion and Dardanus descendants of Priam and brothers of Harmonia, whom
Cadmus later married (F 64).
5. TAM IV 42:

.

6. Recueil général 1.3 553 nos. 281-282,

with agonistic crown (under Elagabalus).
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special friendship for the Attalids and a corresponding insult to Prusias.7 We do not hear
again of Soteria at Nicomedia; perhaps the festival commemorated some royal victory
and did not survive the dynasty. It need not have honored the chief divinity of Nicomedia;
Demeter is not known anywhere with the epithet Soteira (although Kore was so called at
Cyzicus).
One of the civic tribes was named
; this may have been the tribe in whose district the
temple of Demeter stood.8 That the temple was in the heart of the city we know from the
Life of Saints Indes and Domna, martyrs under Diocletian, which reports that a very great
temple of Demeter, the greatest goddess among the Nicomedians, was next to the
theater.9 The theater could be seen from the Nicaea roadfrom the south (Liban. Or.
61.10); it must have stood against the south slope of the hill behind the modern city, with
the temple beside it.10
The earliest coins of Nicomedia, under the late Republic, offer no titles, as is usual in
Hellenistic Asia Minor; those of imperial date proclaim only the city's neocories and its
titles "first" and "metropolis," but not asylia.11 Two inscriptions, however, give its
titulature more fully than any coin, and these are our only evidence of the inviolability of
Nicomedia:
In or after the time of Commodus (A.D. 180-192) Nicomedia erected at Delphi a statue of a famous citizen, the
flutist T. Aelius Theodotus (FD III.6 143; TAM IV 34):
At Nicomedia itself the city dedicated a statue of Julia Domna, who wintered there in A.D. 214/5 (copied by Count
Vidua in 1817: Inscriptiones antiquae [Paris 1826] tab. 5 [CIG 3771, IGR III 6, TAM IV 25]):

A third inscription, heavily damaged, probably gave much the same titles.12
7. Polyb. 4.49.3; for games to which allies are invited see Staatsvertr. III 537, and p. 363.
8. TAM IV 258, with J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1974, p. 297.
9. So the version of Symeon Metaphrastes (Migne, PG 16.1073B:
Kleopas-Koikylides,
point (
taken out of the city,

); the rather fuller recension published by
(Jerusalem 1907) 77, does not add to the topographical information on this
). The martyr is then ordered to be
.

10. C. Bosch, Die kleinasiatischen Münzen II.1 (Stuttgart 1935) 216-218, offers a reconstruction of the central city,
placing the temple facing south across the agora, where a dedication to Demeter was found (TAM IV 54).
11. On the competition for titles between Nicomedia and Nicaea see Robert, HSCP 81 (1977) 1-39 (Op. min. sel. VI
211-249; 238-239 on the two inscriptions).
12. M. Zahrnt, ZPE 36 (1979) 215-218 [SEG 29.1345].
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Thus for the date we have no better than a terminus ante quem toward the end of the
Antonine period. The origin of the status may lie in the rivalry of the Bithynian kings with
Pergamum in the late third or the second century or in the first century amid the
competition of Roman commanders. Military history is as usual unedifying. In 149 the
Nicomedians, besieged by an Attalid force seeking the overthrow of Prusias II, allowed in
a contingent who found and killed the king in a temple of Zeus (App. Mith. 7); and in 86
the city was plundered by the troops of Fimbria (Diod. 38.8.2).
B.C.,

B.C.

B.C.
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Nicaea
Nicaea, the great neighbor and rival of Nicomedia, was the city of Dionysus.1 Dionysus
had founded the city, naming it for the nymph Nicaea; both are frequently seen on the
coins.2 As at Nicomedia, evidence of Hellenistic date is slight. In the imperial age
Panhellenic Dionysia are attested; and by the time of Hadrian the city held neocories in
the names of Dionysus and of Heracles, as we know from several inscriptions that list
various civic titles, but not inviolability:
.3
Inviolability at Nicaea is attested by a single bronze coin of the second century

A.D.:

M. Aurelius as caesar | Dionysus standing with thyrsus, pouring a libation on an altar;

.4

Here, as at Ephesus and in Pamphylia, the adjective attaches to the god rather than to
the city or ethnic. I take this to mean that it was the temple rather than the city and
country that originally received the status; perhaps therefore
1. Liban. Or. 1.48; perhaps also 39.8,
, although the coins show that Heracles too was regarded
as a founder (Recueil général 1.3 p. 396). See generally Ruge, ''Nikaia 7,'' RE 17 (1936) 226-243; S. Sahin,
Museum Iznik (IK IX-X).
2. References at Ruge 228, 239.
3. Museum Iznik nos. 29, 30, 30a (Hadrianic); emphasizing ties with Rome: AEpigr 1939, 295 (Severan). On titles and
the competition with Nicomedia, Robert, HSCP 81 (1977) 1-39 (Op. min. sel. VI 211-249; on these inscriptions, 218219, 236). For the games see C. Bosch, Jahrb.f.Kl.Forsch. 1 (1950/51) 80-99, esp. 88.
4. Recueil général 414 no. 125; cf. Robert, A travers l'Asie mineure (Paris 1980) 225. The dedicatory structure
(nominative and dative) is found with several other gods on Nicene coins (e.g., nos. 168, 209, 220).
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the temple stood outside the city proper, amid the vineyards that surround Nicaea's lake.5
Of the Nicenes' temple of their chief god, nothing further is known. The epithet
is
puzzling. The adjective can bear some rather distinct meanings6 and as a divine epithet is
found primarily of Zeus as guardian of hearth and home.7 Here, however, the word is
illustrated by the image and invokes the god "at the hearth" or altar.8 Probably this was
not the god's formal cult title (no more was
) but rather reflects an aspect of the
story of Dionysus as founder of Nicaea, a possible occasion for the unusual situation of a
god offering a libation. A label is here offered for the particular image, which may well
derive from a statue or painting in the temple.9 It was told already at the beginning of
the Hellenistic age that Dionysus had fled Hera to an altar in Phrygia, where he was
purified by Rhea.10
As with Nicomedia, we are rather well informed on other titles of Nicaea, which appear to
have outweighed asylia in the minds of these competing cities in Roman times: we learn
of this status only through the rarest of documents. I assume that the grant was not new
at the time of our one testimony but derives from the Hellenistic age, whether under the
Bithynian kings or the Romans of the late Republic.
5. On the topography of Nicaea, of which little is known, see ruge 240-242.
6. Of a suppliant at Plut. Mor. 299D; a house guest at Plut. Arat. 49.1. Plato Leg 931A says that a statuette is the
more potent for being placed on the hearth (
).
7. Cf. Jessen, RE 5 (1905) 2823; H. Schwabl, RE 10A (1972) 312.
8. For

= altar see Robert, RPhil 84 (1958) 32-33 (Op. min. sel. V 172-173); so at Herodas 4.10-11 the conceit
.

9. Parallels for Dionysus pouring a libation: E. Simon, Opfernde Götter (Berlin 1953) 47-57 (vase paintings of classical
date); Nilsson, Dionysiac Mysteries (Lund 1957) 99-106; a statue carried in the famous procession of Ptolemy II (Ath.
1980; FGrHist 627 F 2); cf. Ath. 471C. Apollo is so portrayed on coins of Side, and cf. M. Cremer, IstMitt 38 (1988)
181-182.
10. Callixenus FGrHist 627 F 2; Apollod. 3.5.1; cf. E. E. Rice, The Grand Procession of Ptolemy Philadelphus (Oxford
1983) 99-102. Expiation is one context in which we hear of gods sacrificing: e.g., Plut. Mor. 418B (Apollo for killing
Python).
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Aezani
The great city of northern Phrygia was Aezani, "well-born and ancient," as a Roman
governor called it, its citizens claiming Arcadian descent.1 As befits Arcadians, their chief
god was Zeus, whose sanctuary faced on the agora; the extant building, of Hadrianic
date, is the best-preserved temple in Turkey.2 Zeus was born here, and the city held a
neocoria in his name; we hear of a panegyriarch in Roman times.3 Additions to the god's
lands made by kings Attalus and Prusias were confirmed by the Romans.4
The coins of Aezani, while rich in their testimonies to the city's cults and traditions, never
mention asylia. The title is known to us from two inscriptions on statue bases dedicated
by the city in the third century
A.D.:

Le Bas-Waddington 875 [IGR IV 581], a statue erected by the council and people of
.
Le Bas-Waddington 988 [IGR IV 567], a statue of Caracalla erected by
.

The city of Aezani was founded only ca. 20 later than the last new grant of asylia that
we know of. This need not prove that the privilege was of imperial origin, for the temple
was widely honored in the Hellenistic period, and these Severan inscriptions may merely
transfer the title of inviolability from temple to city, as do the coins of so many cities in
the Roman Empire. I assume that the original grant dates from the Attalid period or the
Republican province.
B.C.,

1. IGR IV 572:
; cf. Robert, Etudes anat. 301-305; BCH 105 (1981) 331-360 (DAM
241-270). An overview by B. Levick in Sociétés xrbaines, sociétés rurales dans l'Asie Mineure et la Syrie (Strasbourg
1987) 259-270.
2. H. Weber, AM 84 (1969) 182-201.
3. Le Bas-Waddington 984 and IGR IV 584, with Robert, Hellenica XI-XII (1960) 17-18.
4. U. Laffi, Athenaeum n.s. 49 (1971) 3-53.

Page 448

We do have an earlier text, but it is of doubtful relevance. In the Julio-Claudian age the
governor C. Norbanus Flaccus wrote to Aezani (MAMA IX 13), citing a letter of Augustus
that the city's envoys had shown him.5 He responded to their petition favorably (9-10);
but his description of the matter at issue is a difficult passage, of which the editors
offered only a tentative reconstruction:

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
your ambassadors presented to me a letter of Augustus Caesar, in which he wrote: "he has granted inviolability and
immunity (?) ..." Accordingly, wishing to increase the privileges of your city, I grant, in keeping with...

Line 7 is troubling (
lapis). LSJ's
is cited from the Etym. Magn., which
gives
as from
and comparing the paroxytone
. But there the word might
well want emendation:
, in light of the attested noun
and adjective
. In
any case
, if it existed, does not belong in the formulary of a document. Finally, one
expects a direct quotation to be in the first person. I wonder then if Augustus' statement
might have been
, "We have granted you nearly ..." If that or
something like it is so, then nothing survives to suggest that this document concerned
inviolability.
5. I assume the consul of A.D. 15 rather than his father (who governed Asia ca. 12 B.C.), because a ruling of
Augustus seems more likely to have needed citation after his death than before. If that is so, his governorship will
certainly have been subsequent to the Senate's review of asylia in A.D. 22/3 (cf. Syme, Roman Papers IV 350).
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Perge
Perge in Pamphylia was the city of Artemis, whose temple was among the most famous
in the world.1 Callimachus calls Perge her chief city (Hymn. 3.187); Cicero calls the
temple "the oldest and most holy of Artemis" (Verr. 2.1.20). A hymn in mixed dialect sung
at her service was famous (Philostr. VA 1.30). The goddess was oracular (unde fata
petuntur) and informed Artemidorus of Perge, the Ptolemaic official on Thera, that he
would live to be ninety.2 The scholar Polemon describes the pilgrims who came to the
temple seeking help.3 The worship of Artemis Pergaea spread to a number of other cities,
and we hear of wandering mendicants in the service of the goddess.4 The temple was
rich with votive offerings, and the goddess issued an abundant coinage in silver and
bronze in her own name,
.5
1. B. Pace in Anatolian Studies ... Ramsay (Manchester 1923) 297-314; H. Oppermann, "Pergaia," RE 19 (1937)
683-689; A. Akarca in Excavations and Researches at Perge, TTKYay V.8 (Ankara 1949) 62-68; Robert, BCH 102
(1978) 541 (DAM 237); I. Kaygusuz, TTKBelleten 44 (1980) 249-256 (an early inscription); T. S. MacKay, ANRW
XVIII.3 (1990) 2048-2078. Artemis and Athena represent Perge and Side on homonoia issues, BMC Lycia 141-142.
On the city generally, K. Lanckoronski, Städte Pamphyliens und Pisidiens I (Vienna 1890) 33-63; W. Ruge, RE 19
(1937) 694-704; S. Jameson, RE Suppl. 14 (1974) 375-383; A. M. Mansel, AA 1975, 57-96; Seyrig, RN VI.5
(1963) 38-51 (Scripta numism. 42-55). The inscriptions are reproduced in Merkelbach and Sahin, EpigAnat 11
(1988) 97-170; an important collection of coins, Y. Akyay,
13-14 (1967) 246-286.
2. Ps.-Ascon. 237 Stengl; IG XII.3 1350; cf. O. Palagia in
177.

, Lakonian Studies ... H. Catling (London 1992) 171-

3. Robert, Hellenica V (1948) 64-69.
4. See Oppermann 687-689 for references; on Cos, Segre, Iscr.Cas ED236, EV179.
5. The dedications: Cic. loc. cit.; Philostr. VS 2.6; Migne, PG 117.568 (a menologium deriving from a lost life of two
Pamphylian martyrs, whose decisive act was to overturn "the idols" in the temple of Artemis; that this is the temple at
Perge is an old assumption). The

(Footnote continued on next page)
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Perge held the valley of the Cestrus River, or at least its right bank. The city itself was
some twelve kilometers from the coast. The temple of Artemis was elsewhere, "near the
city on a high hill" according to Strabo (14.4.2 [667]); the site has yet to be discovered.
Because the adjective
is repeatedly applied to the goddess herself rather than the
city, we may suspect that inviolability was granted to the temple rather than the city and
country, as was typical of a rural shrine.
Our evidence for asylia at Perge is all of imperial date.6
Under Domitian (A.D. 81-96) a tower in the countryside (at Lyrboton Kome) was built by a priestess of Demeter and
dedicated to the emperor and to Artemis, who is called
.7
In the early second century a statue was erected of a priestess of Artemis,
.8
Between 198 and 214 a nymphaeum in the city was dedicated to Artemis and the imperial family:
.9
At an uncertain date a prominent citizen, who begins the list of his services with the priesthood of Artemis, obtained
by his embassies to Rome the restoration of something for Artemis:
.10
If Wilhelm's restoration is correct, this loss and recovery of asylia still need not date before Domitian (as Woodward
thought), for such losses might be quite short-lived. Nor does the omission of Perge from Tacitus' account of the
appeals of A.D. 22/3, given the many other omissions, prove that the original grant of asylia occurred later than
22/3.11
On coins, Roman Perge was more disposed to advertise its neocories. As noted above, many issues are labeled
already in the Hellenistic period, and in imperial times as well. We first see the fuller
in the 240s A.D. and thereafter intermittently into the 260s (near the end of

(Footnote continued from previous page)
coins: BMC Lycia 119ff. On the date and character of the Hellenistic issues: Seyrig, Scripta numism. 47-52; Robert,
Monnaies antiques en Tioade (Paris 1966) 45-46.
6. See generally A. M. Woodward, CR 46 (1932) 9-11.
7. As interpreted by Woodward (SEG VI 672; McCrum/Woodhead, Documents of the Flavian Emperors no. 144;
Merkelbach/Sahin 158 no. 151).
8. Lanckoronski no. 39 [IGR III 797; Merkelbach/Sahin 127 no. 48], found reused in a church in the city.
9. Mansel 69-70 [Merkelbach/Sahin 112 no. 14].
10. Lanckoronski no. 33 (restoring
127 no. 47].

), emended by Wilhelm, AEM 20 (1897) 65-66 [IGR III 796; Merkelbach/Sahin

11. So C. P. Jones, HSCP 80 (1976) 236 n. 43; see E. Bosch in Vorlaeufiger Bericht ... Side 1947, TTKYay V.11
(Ankara 1951) 69, who observes that Tacitus' omissions are meaningless.
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the civic coinage).12 In some types that give the ethnic
rather than the name of the goddess,
is
inscribed in the gable of the temple.13
An unusual literary testimony: in the Acts of Saint Ariadne, set at Prymnessus in Phrygia, the civic benefactions of
the saint's master are portrayed, as Robert saw, in language apparently borrowed from an inscribed honorific
decree; these include his sacrifices to
.14 Robert reckoned the phrase to
be a pastiche, with
a scribe's addition and
taken from the cult of Artemis at Prymnessus, but
accurately echoing that at Perge.

Some testimonies, however, imply that the city rather than the temple possessed the
title:
A series of acclamations in praise of Perge inscribed under the emperor Tacitus (A.D. 275-276) begins
.15
Several texts apply "sacred" to the city, as one of a string of epithets (but not "inviolable"). Its force might be no
more than rhetorical:
;16
;17 on some coins,
.18

Artemis of Perge was honored with games, surely already in the Hellenistic period if her
coinage was federal; Strabo mentions an annual panegyris. Coins of the third century
show a link between the games, by now Panhellenic and equal to the Pythia, and the
goddess's epithet
: the adjective
serves to identify the games of Artemis, thus
19 a prize crown labeled
resting on a table labeled
;20 a
crown resting on a table labeled
with
inscribed below (viz.
; von Aulock
4757); crowns resting on a table labeled
with
above and
below (4715). Finally, an inscribed acclamation has
.21 We
can see, amid these attendant adjectives,
A.D.

12. BMC 129ff.; on some issues
is inscribed around the border while
is in the architrave of
the temple portrayed (e.g., BMC no. 51; Imhoof-Blumer, RevSuisse 4 [1908] 66 no. 3; SNG von Aulock 47314732).
13. Imhoof-Blumer, Kl.M. 333 no. 35; von Aulock 4759.
14. A travers l'Asie Mineure (Paris 1980) 248-256.
15. Kaygusuz, EpigAnat 4 (1984) 1-4 [Merkelbach/Sahin 115 no. 22]; commentary by C. Roueché, CambrPhilolSoc
Suppl. 16 (1989) 206-228; P. Weiss, Chiron 21 (1991) 353-392.
16. Lanckoronski no. 34 [IGR III 793; Merkelbach/Sahin 126 no. 46].
17. Lanckoronski no. 10 [Merkelbach/Sahin 125 no. 43].
18. Inv. Waddington 3409; NC III.19 (1899) 105 no. 30; Imhoof-Blumer, KlM. 332 nos. 32, 34; von Aulock 4729,
8529.
19. RevSuisse 66 no. 4.
20. BMC 136 no. 84, with Woodward 10 n. 9.
21. Quoted, Merkelbach/Sahin 116.
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that the games were called the "Asyleia," a neologism deriving from the habitual epithet
asylos applied to Artemis of Perge, which indeed we might even capitalize, "Asylos."
Thus the status is applied to the goddess rather than to the city and country by most
testimonies. The apparent exceptions come in highly rhetorical settings: the acclamations
recorded in the late third century, and the word "sacred" amid laudatory as well as official
(granted) titles. I think that these exceptions are rhetorical exaggeration; certainly the
claim to be the "sole inviolable" city is not to be taken literally, but the elative
.22 I
would conclude that the original and formal grant of asylia was expressly for the temple
and not the city and country.
For the date, we have no better than a terminus ante quem late in the first century I
assume the Hellenistic period; but Pergaean evidence of that date is quite meager: the
temple coinage shows no titles, but that is to be expected in Hellenistic Anatolia
(compare the issues of Athena of Pergamum). The city apparently was free after the end
of the Attalid kingdom, but little of its history is known.
A.D.

22. Roueché, however, takes this to mean "only" in Pamphylia (cf. J. Nollé, Side in Altertum I, IK 43 [Bonn 1993]
90); for such elatives in acclamations see H. S. Versnel, Inconsistencies in Greek and Roman Religion I (Leiden
1990) 224, 243.
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Side
The rich harbor city of Side occupied a small peninsula, walled where it joins the
mainland; the port, although artificial and poor, was much used as one of the few
possible anchorages along the coast of Pamphylia. The region flourished especially in the
third century with the growth of Roman military commitments in Syria.1 While the
founder Apollo was prominent, the true patron divinity of Side was Athena, called
in an inscription of the third century.2 Strabo, whose account of
Pamphylia occupies a single paragraph, is content to report: "Side, a colony of Cyme; it
has a temple of Athena" (14.4.2 [667]). The goddess, in military dress, dominates the
coins from the fifth century to the end of antiquity; she normally represents the city on
the homonoia coins of imperial date.3 The evidence of the third century pointedly
illustrates, here as at Perge, the city's Panhellenic games granted by Gordian,4 as does
Athena's epithet
.
A.D.,

B.C.

Inviolability at Side is revealed by two documents. First, a bronze coin of the time of
Aurelian ( 270-275):
A.D.

Bust of Aurelian | Athena of Side, helmeted, in her left hand a palm, with her right holding a token over an
amphora,
(PLATE 7).5
1. A. M. Mansel, Die Ruinen von Side (Berlin 1963); RE Suppl. 10 (1965) 879-918; J. Nollé, Side. Cf. Robert,
Hellenica V (1948) 69-76; Seyrig, RN VI.5 (1963) 57-64 (Scripta numis. 61-68); Nollé, Chiron 16 (1986) 204-206.
2. Bean and Mitford, Denkschr Wien 102.3 (1970) no. 19.7 (Nollé, Side p. 195).
3. For the coinage see S. Atlan,
V.23 (1967) on the earliest; TTKBelleten 31 (1967) 483-511 on the Alexanders;
39 (1975) 575-611 on the coins of Amyntas.
4. Cf. P. Weiss, Chiron 11 (1981) 317-346, with J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1982, 450.
5. BMC Cilicia 296 no. 128A; cf. Imhoof-Blumer, Kl. Münzen p. 347. For the agonistic type see Robert, Hellenica VII
(1949) 107-108; RPhil 32 (1958) 21 (Op. min. sel. V 161).
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The palm and amphora evoke the games and prizes of Athena. Second, in the third
century Side erected a statue of the Roman Senate; most of the inscription on the base is
occupied with naming the organs of government responsible, together with their titles
(Nollé, Side no. 26):

Concerning the status and titles of Side, the coins are rather modest. No title of any sort
appears before Gallienus; thereafter coins mostly advertise the neocories, but
occasionally their alliance with Rome and their "mystic" contest. The inscriptions on stone
are also reticent, showing usually
,
, and
.6 One approaches the detail of
that quoted above, without, however, calling Athena "asylos" (Side no. 44):
The application of the adjective to the god rather than the city would suggest that the
temple alone was so recognized, and it therefore may have been outside the city proper;
such was the usage at Ephesus and at neighboring Perge. On the seaward extreme of the
peninsula of Side, side by side facing east, stand two contemporary temples, one
somewhat larger than the other. Mansel dated them to the second half of the second
century and reasonably suggested that they belonged to the two great civic gods,
Athena and Apollo.7 If I am right, however, the inviolable temple of Athena is to be
sought elsewhere.
A.D.

Given especially the reticence of the coins, their silence is unprobative.8 Here as at Perge,
I assume that the recognition dervies from the Hellenistic period.
6. Cf. Mansel, RE 886; Nollß, Side 88-91.
7. Mansel, Ruinen 77-86. On the temple of Apollo, see CP 91 (1996) 78-80.
8. Nollé (90; cf. 316), taking seriously Perge's claim to be "sole inviolable," limits that claim to Pamphylia and suggests
that the original grant for Side came later, in A.D. 272/3.
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Sillyum
Sillyum in Pamphylia stood some ten kilometers from the sea at the beginning of higher
ground, on a bluff east of the Cestrus River overlooking the coastal plain.1 The plateau
itself is approachable only from the west; Alexander failed to capture the city (Arr. Anab.
1.26.5). The extant inscriptions reveal little about cultApollo and Tyche, a ''priestess of
Demeter and all the gods and kierophantis of the ancestral gods.''2 The chief divinity of
Sillyum is revealed rather by the coins (almost all of imperial date): the moon god Men,
shown in various poses, dominates.3
Here as at Side, the civic coinage signals asylia only quite late (under Aurelian,
275) and sparsely; we have two issues:
Aurelian | Men bust, or Men on horseback;

A.D.

270-

.4

As elsewhere in Pamphylia, the title goes to the god rather than to the city. This suggests
that the temple of Men rather than the city and country of Sillyum had received the
recognition, and possibly that the temple was not in the city itself on the plateau but
down in the plain. If the original grant occurred in the late Hellenistic period as I would
prefer, it is interesting that this came in the name of a non-Greek god. A certain parallel
is Mopsuestia with its inviolable temple of Isis (217).
1. Lanckoronski, Städte Pamphyliens I 64-84; cf. G. Bean, Turkey's Southern Shore (New York 1968) 59-66 with
pls. 13-18.
2. Lanckoronski nos. 57, 58, 60.
3. Conveniently collected by E. N. Lane, Corpus ... Dei Menis II, EPRO 19 (Leiden 1975) 134-151. Tyche is seen most
frequently after Men. The nude male pictured on some of the rare Hellenistic issues (e.g., BMC Cilicia 165 no. 1) is
perhaps the hero-ïounder Mopsus: compare BMC 108 no. 24 from Mopsuestia; for Mopsus in Pamphylia see Kruse,
"Mopsus 2," RE 16 (1933) 242; R. D. Barnett, JHS 73 (1953) 142; for a statue of him at Sillyum, Bean p. 60.
4. Lane 151 nos. 53, 54; cf. Robert, AntCl 36 (1966) 411 n. 5 (Op. min. sel. VI 135).
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Hyde
Hyde was a city of some importance in southern Lycaonia.1 It appears to have struck
coins on only one occasion in its history, some half dozen issues in the early 160s
(obverses of M. Aurelius, Faustina, and Verus). The reverses show Cybele, a standing
Hermes, or a river god, and are inscribed
IEPAS,
.2 I am uncertain
whether we are to take this as
and the granted title, or as a rhetorical
flourish, "Hyde the sacred."
A.D.

1. See G. Laminger-Pascher, DenkschrWien 232 (1992) 94-98; H. von Aulock, Münzen und Städte Lykooniens,
IstMitt-BH 16 (Tübingen 1976) 40-41, 86, 93-95. The city is on record consulting Apollo of Claros: J. and L. Robert,
Fouilles d'Amyzon I p. 34.
2. The second element, which is variously abbreviated, recurs at nearby Barata and Dalisandrus. It may imply that the
occasion of these coins was the hosting of games of the League.

Page 457

Tyana
Tyana in southern Cappadocia, the home of the seer Apollonius, stood above the valley of
the Lamus River and the main road from central Anatolia to the Cilician Gates and was an
important city already in Xenophon's time.1 Hellenistic evidence for its history is slight.2
Strabo's report that the city's dynastic name was "Eusebeia under Taurus" (12.2.7 [537])
would indicate refoundation by the Cappadocian kings in the second century the name
is not found in our several documents. Inscriptions of any date are few, and the earliest
coins are imperial and never numerous.
B.C.;

The few autonomous bronzes, unfortunately not datable, give the city no titles,
;3
likewise an isolated issue under Nero.4 The city reckoned an era from 116/7 and began
under Trajan to issue coins regularly; from the first of these the city boasts of being
inviolable and autonomous:
A.D.

This is seen, variously abbreviated, on all issues down to Caracalla, when the last extant
coins of the city show these titles supplanted by the dignity of colonial status.5
1. Xen. An. 1.2.20. See Ruge, RE 7A (1943) 1630-1642.
2. We have a list of gymnasiarchs in the time of Ariarathes VI of Cappadocia (ca. 130-118

): SEG 1.466.

B.C.

3. BMC Galatia no. 1; Copenh. 34.315; H. C. Lindgren and F. L. Kovacs, Ancient Bronze Coins of Asia Minor and the
Leoant (San Mateo 1985) 92.
4. RPC I 3659-3660 ("year 12").
5. BMC Galatia 96-98. Once (BMC no. 9) the three adjectives are written out in full within a wreath; an issue under
Trajan (BMC no. 3; von Aulock 6536) omits the titles to make space for the name of the governor. Von Aulock 6537
under Hadrian shows no titles, but the coin is small and the strike partly off the flan.
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We should deduce nothing from the silence of the few coins before Trajan, or of the
colonial issues; Tyana probably had the title of inviolability throughout the imperial
period. This region was annexed by Rome only in 17not long before the Senate's
review of asylia. At Tyana as elsewhere, I suggest that the status was older than the
Roman Empire, granted probably by one of the Cappadocian kings in the late second or
the first century Of cult, we see Zeus, Athena, Perseus, and Asclepius on the coins, as
well as the predictable Tyche. In the 270s it was claimed, the city was saved from
molestation by an epiphany of Apollonius.6
A.D.

B.C.

A.D.,

6. HA Aurel. 24.3; the miracle is absent from the account at FHG IV 197.
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Comana in Pontus
Comana, in the fertile valley of the Iris River, claimed to be the daughter city of Comana
in Cappadocia, and like the Cappadocian city it honored above all the goddess Enyo-Ma.1
The city came under Roman rule in 34 and became eventually Hierocaesarea-Comana.
With one exception the coins show no titles. Inviolability is known from an inscription
from the site and from one of the few pseudoautonomous bronze coins.2
A.D.

The inscription is a dedication to the emperors made by the city in the 160s
describes itself as
.3 The coin, being
pseudoautonomous, cannot be easily dated:
Dionysus (?) bust,
Severus?")

: the city

A.D.

| Goddess standing, IEPA.... (Rec. gén.2 I 108 no. 8; "time of Septimius

The most active year of the mint was the local year 162 = 195/6,4 during which the
coins almost all show for the first time a monumental temple of a goddess, presumably
Ma; but these give the city no title.
A.D.

1. Ruge, RE 11 (1921) 1126-1127; B. Remy, Pontica 1 (Istanbul 1991) 104-107.
2. The other pseudoautonomous issues (Rec. gén. no. 7), which lack "Hierocaesarea" as well as any title, are assigned
to the 30s A.D.
3. Ramsay, JP 11 (1882) 153 no. 14, from a local copyist [IGR III 106].
4. In the Recueil, eight of the nineteen issues come from this year.

Rigsby:

Ramsay.
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Cilicia
The inviolable cities of Cilicia were numerous;1 the status seems to arrive toward 100
somewhat later than in Syria-Palestine. Various of the cities were intermittently under
Seleucid kings, often rivals of one another, or under the lesser dynasts after the collapse
of Seleucid authority in Cilicia in the 90s,2 and the title spreads amid their growing
competition for the loyalties of the cities.
B.C.,

Aegeae
Aegeae held the fine harbor that looks eastward across the Gulf of Issus toward
Alexandria/Iskenderun and the road through Mt. Amanus to Syria.3 In imperial times this
was the city of Asclepius, whose miracles attracted to his temple pilgrims from all the
world.4 The inviolability of Aegeae is attested
1. For MAMA III 65 see p. 589. See generally G. Dagron and D. Feissel, Inscriptions de Cilicie (Paris 1987), and F.
Hild and H. Hellenkemper, Kilikien und Isaurien, TabImpByz V (= DenkschrWien 215) (1990), whose bibliographies
should be consulted for all the cities that follow. On several Cilician civic festivals see R. Ziegler, Städtisches Prestige
und kaiserliche Politik (Düsseldorf 1985) 19-57; and Tyche 8 (1993) 203-219 on civic eras.
2. No Seleucid mint seems to have operated in Cilicia later than 93
(Wetteren 1984) 102.

B.C.:

A. Houghton in Festschrift für Leo Mildenberg

3. See Robert, JSav 1973, 161-211; 1978, 145-150 (Op. min. sel. VII 225-282); P. Weiss, Chiron 12 (1982) 192-205.
4. Cf. CIG 5616, Asclepius and Hygieia the
literary and numismatic testimonies at Robert, Op. min. sel.
VII 248-268. Note, however, the puzzling "ancestral goddess,"
mentioned in an inscription of the second
century A.D. (Robert, DAM 77-90, at 84-85; line 24 of the inscription).
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by coins of the late Hellenistic period; issues of imperial date show a good many other
titles, but not asylia. These later titles reflect the patronage of individual emperors5 and
the legendary origins and political prominence of the city:
for their Argive descent
through Perseus, and "Macedonian," also
and
eventually
and, almost
unique among civic titles,
"dear to god,"6 presumably Asclepius. The games of
Asclepius were made Panhellenic in the third century 7 Nevertheless, the image of
Asclepius is not seen on the coins until imperial times, and it may be that some other cult
occasioned the recognition of inviolability in the Hellenistic period.8
A.D.

Of the numerous bronze issues of late Hellenistic date9 some show
with no titles;
these are followed by bronzes with the titles "sacred and inviolable," then "sacred and
autonomous":
A. Tyche bust | Horse's head,

Bloesch nos. 103-107.

B. Athena bust | Goat, inscription as A; a smaller denomination. Bloesch no. 108.
C. Tyche bust | Horse's head,
Bloesch nos. 113-172, 204-208;
Ziegler, Münzen Kilikiens, Vestigia 42 (Munich 1988) 171-172 nos. 1365-1368.
D. Athena bust | Goat, inscription as C; a smaller denomination. Bloesch nos. 173-189;
209-210; Ziegler no. 1369.
E. Heracles bust | Club and bow, inscription as C; a still smaller denomination. Bloesch
nos. 190-203, 211-212.
Then titles vanish until the developed imperial age, when Aegeae begins to display other
honors. A terminus ante quem for the end of the title of inviolability on the coins might be
given by Hellenistic Aegeae's several extant silver issues, which are without titles, only
: we would expect the silver to exhibit
5. As elsewhere in Cilicia: J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1970, 407; Ziegler, Prestige 67-120.
6. Found also of Hermoupolis Magna in Egypt (
, BGU III 924, 937; CPR VI 73; SB 9358). The word
probably had an antiquarian and poetic ring (cf. Homeric
); it had been applied to cities in classical
epinician; cf. LSJ s.v.; F. Dirlmeier, Ausgewählte Schriften (Heidelberg 1970) 99. Compare
as a title at Gaza, the
superlative at Nicaea.
7. Robert, Op. min. sel. VII 251; Ziegler, Prestige 51.
8. So Robert, Op. min. sel. VII 225 n. 119, against K. Latte, Kleine Schriften (Munich 1968) 735 n. 10. But against
Robert's view that the vogue for Asclepius was a late phenomenon, note Alexander's celebration of Asclepieia at Soli in
Cilicia: Arr. Anab. 2.5.8; cf. Curt. 3.7.3.
9. Assembled by H. Bloesch, ANSMN 27 (1982) 53-96, who would assign most of A-E to the years 110 to 83 B.C., the
remainder to "60/50-47." His chronology is artificial; and especially for the latter group (his meager Period 5, here the
second citations under C-E) it seems to me to have little foundation.
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titles if the city had any. These coins, dated by the Caesarean era, are first seen in 44/3
and come down to 30/29.10
An exception is found in two issues of bronze:
F. Bust of Alexander the Great | Bust of Julius Caesar,
40/1.11SNG Levante 1691, 1692; RPC I 4036.

, date (?)

= 87 =

A.D.

If these are rightly dated, they contrast not only with the silence of the other coins of
imperial date, which would not be significant, but also with that of the post-Caesarean
silver. Perhaps therefore these two issues represent a genuine alteration of the titles of
Aegeae, a brief restoration in the first year of Caligula (the heralding of Alexander and
Caesar may be relevant). Or else we must take the silence of the silver as meaningless,
or ZP as not a date.
For the initial grant of asylia the style of the bronzes (A-B) suggests a date of roughly 100
, so perhaps in the context of the loss of Seleucid control in the 90s. If the distribution of
extant issues is any evidence, the recognition of autonomy followed fairly quickly upon
that of inviolability.12 The silence of the silver should indicate that the city lost both asylia
and autonomy toward the mid-first century: probably at the hands of Pompey rather than
Caesar, since it is after Caesar that Aegeae is seen to enjoy both a new era and the right
to strike silver. If this is so, then Aegeae gained asylia and then autonomy amid the
dynastic rivalries of the late second or early first century and lost them in Pompey's
settlement in the 60s.
B.C.

Hierapolis-Castabala
Castabala, some thirty kilometers inland on the Pyramus River, was the city of the
goddess Perasia, who is attested already in Achaemenid times. Originally a version of
Cybele, eventually equated with Artemis by Greek authors, Perasia is regularly shown on
the coins of Hierapolis; her priestesses attracted notice for
10. See O. Mørkholm, ANSMN 32 (1987) 57-60, and A. Houghton and S. Bendall, ANSMN 33 (1988) 71-85,
refuting Bloesch's assignment to early I B.C. (when these coins would certainly have borne the titles of inviolability, like
the bronzes of that period). A further example: M&M 569.17.
11. Levante's interpretation for the date, which must be called uncertain; one issue has MI left, ZP right; the other
only ZP left.
12. Houghton and Bendall argue reasonably that autonomy came after the end of Seleucid rule and before the
invasion of Tigranes, i.e., in the period 93-83 B.C.
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their ritual dance on hot coals.13 Robert suspected that the temple stood on the hill at the
eastern end of the main street. It is uncertain when Castabala acquired the Greek name
Hierapolis (it is already so on the earliest coins, under Antiochus IV ca. 170 ); the name
signals the importance of the cult to the life of the city. In the first century the city
came to be the capital of the dynasty of Tarcondimotus.14
B.C.

B.C.

The civic bronzes with imperial obverses, and thus datable, attribute no titles to
Hierapolis. The pseudoautonomous issues, not closely dated, seem to begin in the second
century and may come down as late as the Roman Empire. Of the nineteen
pseudoautonomous issues identified by Robert (Déesse pp. 66-99), six show the title of
inviolability, with two images:
B.C.

A. Tyche bust | Eagle,
Münzen 160 nos. 1285-1287.

. Robert 67 nos. 3-6;15 Ziegler,

B. Tyche bust | Perasia seated on a throne, same inscription. Robert nos. 7, 13; SNG
Levante 1571-74.
We have two absolute dates. Hierapolis, like many other Seleucid cities, was allowed a
pseudoautonomous coinage by Antiochus IV around 170 (Robert nos. 1-2), and as
everywhere else, these coins claim no titles. A terminus ante quem, equally unsurprising,
is provided by an inscription from the site, the base of a statue of Tarcondimotus as
toparch:16
B.C.

Thus Hierapolis was sacred and inviolable before the 30s , when Antony promoted
Tarcondimotus from toparch to king. Tarcondimotus is first met,
B.C.

13. Strab. 12.2.7 (537); cf. H. Taeuber, EpigAnat 19 (1992) 19-24 (a

).

14. A. Dupont-Sommer and L. Robert, La déesse de Hiérapolis Castabala (Paris 1964); more inscriptions at M. Sayar,
P. Siewert, and H. Taeuber, SBWien 547 (1989) 9-33 [SEG 39.1497- 1516]. Tarcondimotus has been surveyed by W.
Hoben, "Untersuchungen zur Stellung kleinasiatischer Dynasten" (Diss., Johannes Gutenberg-Univ., Mainz 1969) 195211 (without knowing Dupont-Sommer/Robert); R. D. Sullivan, Near Eastern Royalty and Rome (Toronto 1990) 185192.
15. Robert felt that his no. 6 did not contain
, and suspected therefore that it preceded the other five issues
(in keeping with Seyrig's thesis that
represents the earlier of two titles). Even if that reading were correct, with no
other control on the relative chronology of these coins we might think instead that IEPAS abbreviates the whole; but
we now have an obverse die link with Ziegler no. 1287, whose reverse reads IE[PAS] KAI [
].
16. Heberdey and Wilhelm, Reisen in Kilikien, DenkschrWien 44.6 (1896) no. 63 [IGR III 901; OGIS 752; Robert p.
38]; squeeze (Vienna).
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already an ally of Rome, at the end of the 50s (Cic. Fam. 15.1.2) and is thought to have
owed his rule to Pompey's settlement ca. 64 The title does not recur in the several
other inscriptions from the site; but such silence in inscriptions is common and is matched
by the coins of imperial date, so that these silences need not have any chronological
significance.
B.C.

Accordingly, the recognition of the inviolability of Hierapolis occurred in the latter part of
the second century or the first half of the first; greater precision would require a surer
dating of the bronze coins. The grantor might be one of the rival Seleucids during their
last twenty years in Cilicia, or one of the lesser dynasts thereafter, or indeed Pompey,
who may have been the first benefactor of Tarcondimotus.
Elaeusa-Sebaste
Elaeusa was situated by a small harbor at the eastern extreme of Rough Cilicia; when in
the first century the kings of Cappadocia ruled part of Cilicia, Elaeusa stood on their
western frontier with the Roman province of Cilicia. From the 20s Archelaus I of
Cappadocia developed the city as a royal residence, building a palace on the island in the
harbor; he renamed the city Sebaste in honor of Augustus.17 For us this is useful as a
terminus ante quem for inviolability, which is first attested when the city was still under
the name Elaeusa. For cults we rely mostly upon the coins; but the strongest hint of the
city's patron is given by an inscription of imperial date: the penalty for violating a tomb is
to be paid to
and
.18 Athena is often seen on the coins of
Roman times; in the most unusual image, widely found in Cilicia and suggestive of the
local myth, she attacks the serpent-footed giant Enceladus.
B.C.

B.C.

Elaeusa was seat of a Seleucid royal mint in the late second century, especially prolific
under Seleucus VI (96/5 ).19 Some autonomous bronzes of late Hellenistic date are
extant; these show simply
without titles and may be assumed to precede the
grant of inviolability. The first testimony to asylia consists of four meager issues of silver
tetradrachms of late Hellenistic date:
B.C.

17. Strab. 14.5.6 (671). See Keil and Wilhelm, MAMA III pp. 220-228; F. Imhoof-Blumer, RevSuisse 8 (1898) 2440; E. Kirsten, AnzWien 110 (1973) 347-363, and in Mélanges Mansel (Ankara 1974) II 777-802; H. Hellenkemper
and F. Hild, Neue Forschungen in Kilikien, DenkschrWien 186 (1986) 69-85; Archelaus is surveyed by Hoben 179194; Sullivan 182-185.
18. JHS 12 (1891) 231 no. 11.
19. See Houghton, ANSMN 33 (1988) 67-69, 85-89, for references.
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A. Tyche bust | Goddess standing left with tiller,
Four issues: Houghton p. 86.

.

In imperial times, scattered bronzes of the late second to mid-third century cite asylia,
while most issues omit this title and prefer others (emperors' epithets, ''metropolis,''
, "loyal ally of the Romans"). I cite examples to illustrate the range of abbreviation:
A.D.

B. Commodus | Athena attacking giant,

.

Imhoof-Blumer 39 no. 42; BMC Lycaonia 235 no. 13.
C. Septimius Severus | Nike,
D. Gordian III | Eagle,

. I(EPA)
IEPA

. Ziegler, Münzen 78 no. 573.

SNG Levante 852.

E. Valerian | Asclepius standing,

,
. Imhoof-Blumer no. 45; Ziegler no. 577.

The sporadic citation and abbreviation of asylia on the imperial bronzes is obviously
without political significance, and we can conclude that the city possessed the status
throughout the imperial period.
The occasion of the original grant will depend on the date of the silver tetradrachms for a
terminus ante quem. Imhoof-Blumer thought their style ca. 100 ; Mørkholm found their
weight standard to be in the range typical of the 80s and 70s;20 Houghton has argued for
the decade following the end of Seleucid rule toward 93 The grant thus probably came
early in the first century , as at Aegeae, and in the context of the Seleucid loss of the
region.
B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

Mopsuestia
Mopsuestia stood in a fertile plain some fifty kilometers up the Pyramus River from its
mouth, founded by the seer Mopsus whose fire altar is so often seen on the coins.21 An
inscribed confirmation by Rome in 86 reveals that the cult
B.C.

20. Mørkholm, ANSMN 32 (1987) 58 n. 4, and in Studia Paulo Naster oblata I (Louvain 1982) 139-149.
21. W. Ruge, RE 16 (1933) 243-250; T. S. MacKay, ANRW XVIII. 3 (1990) 2115-2116; on Mopsus, J. and L. Robert,
Bull. épigr. 1966, 464; F. Bron, Recherches sur les inscriptions phèniciennes de Karatepe (Geneva 1979) 172-176; for
the coins, H. von Aulock, AA 1963, 231-277; D. Metzler, Kernos 3 (1990) 235-250 (Mopsus on coins).
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for which inviolability was granted was that of Isis and Sarapis. This is a surprise when
one considers the coins, where the Egyptian gods are not representeda cautionary lesson
on the limitations of the coin evidence. The inscription also makes clear that, despite the
title on the coins ("of the Mopsuestians the sacred and inviolable"), in Roman eyes it was
the temple, not the city and country, that held the title of inviolability.
The political history of Mopsuestia in the second century is known mainly from its coins.
Refounded as "Seleuceia" by Antiochus IV, the city was at times the seat of a royal
Seleucid mint22 and also issued bronzes in its own name. These coins are without titles;
the civic bronzes show the name
, which eventually yields to
, the city reverting to its ancestral name at an uncertain date. Thus asylia is not
attested while the city used the name "Seleuceia"; only after the reversion to
come the civic coins that reveal inviolability and then autonomy, while the
inscription gives a terminus ante quem of 86 for inviolability. Seleucus VI died violently
in Mospuestia in 95, and the city may have become free of Seleucid rule after that.23
B.C.

B.C.

It is convenient to begin with this Roman recognition. In the first letter a magistrate
follows the recommendation of Lucullus in granting the inviolability of the temple of Isis;
in the second Lucullus the quaestor writes to Mopsuestia stating his decision that the
temple is inviolable and adding to the privileges of the priest Diodotus. Clearly this is in
reverse chronological order, the definitive decision placed first when the two letters came
to be inscribed. In 86 Lucullus, quaestor to Sulla, was sailing the eastern Mediterranean
in search of military support for his commander, who was in Greece preparing for war
with Mithridates; he returned from Phoenicia by way of Cyprus, thus coasting Cilicia. The
inscription reveals that he was now approached by Mopsuestia; no embassy is
mentioned, which may mean that he went inland to Mopsuestia in person. After his return
to Greece, the commander Sulla ratified the acta of the quaestorperhaps only after the
defeat of Mithridates in 85 and the general settlement of affairs in Asia.
B.C.

B.C.

217. Rome: Lucullus and Sulla
Marble block in the Adana museum, preserved only on the left; h. 0.60, w. 0.38, th. 0.16;
letters 0.01.
22.Assigned to Mopsuestia because of the emblem of the fire altar: Jenkins, NC VI.11 (1951) 19-21; von Aulock
(1963) no. 4 (tetradrachm of Antiochus IX, 108/7 B.C.); cf. Bellinger, "End" 71-72 nn. 64, 70.
23. The statement in the Armenian translation of Eus. Chron. (123 Karst) that Antiochus and Philip now destroyed the
city in retribution for Seleucus is weak testimony in its own right, and now contradicted by the Roman grant of 86 B.C.
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M. H. Sayar, P. Siewert, and H. Taeuber, Tyche 9 (1994) 113-130. Squeeze (Vienna).24
Photograph: Tyche pls. 20-23.
Cf. Gauthier, Bull. épig. 1995, 601.

2: The editors suggest as possible
or
. 3 Rigsby:
edd. 4
Rigsby. 5 Rigsby:
edd. 6 Rigsby:
? edd. 7 Rigsby:
or
edd. 12 Gauthier:
edd. 22 end Rigsby. 29: YOHS.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
24. I am most grateful to the editors for discussing this inscription with me in advance of publication.

edd.) and
or
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(4ff.) [... as?] the temple has been [honored?] by the kings [on account of] their piety toward the [goddess.
(?)Therefore I have listened to the] request of [quaestor] Lucullus and grant that [your temple] of Isis is to be
inviolable.
Lucullus, quaestor pro praetore, to the magistrates, council, and people of Mopsuestia, [greetings. The] temple of
Isis and Sarapis, being [most revered] and distinguished, famed in every [city] and country and found worthy of
the greatest honor among you, I myself, in keeping with the decision of the commanders before us, [have
decided] to be inviolable. Diodotus son of [Diodo]tus grandson of Athenion, the priest of Sa[rapis] and Isis, I have
found to be valuable ... distinguished, and I approve of him for attending to the gods most generously and [do]ing
the most pious services and increasing most devotedly the honors of the gods and adorning the place [through his
personal?] supervision; so I wish to [honor?] him. Inasmuch as you yourselves have granted him an honor far
more worthy because of his dignity and renown with the people by providing, at the farming out of tax contracts,
immunity on his person and his wife and three sons and the [property] he possesses ...

Some features of this text have made me wonder whether it might be of imperial date
(hence Flavian or later), an unknown provincial quaestor Lucullus acting for the legate
and being ratified by the emperor. Lucullus uses only his cognomen, and his superior
grants him no more (a humble gesture first on record of Agrippa, Roman Doc. 66);25 line
15 might evoke as precedent "the emperors before us," the words emperors themselves
often use. But the editors' assignment to the famous Lucullus and to Sulla is persuasive;
and it is difficult to envisage a provincial governor (less still his aide) complacently
granting asylia on his own authority rather than referring the question to the emperor. As
to the cognomen, this is our one letter by a quaestor in the Republic: modesty befits
quaestors.26 And it ill befits any imperial magistrate to speak of "the emperors before us"
(meaning our time), for fear of being thought to use the royal We. But which Roman
"commanders" might have recognized asylia at Mopsuestia before 86 remains a
problem.
B.C.

2-3: E.g.

.

4: For the structure cf. I.Cret.III 9.139 (with Kern, I.Magn. p. 253)
.
IV

5: So Roman Doc. 58.78; or else

, as at Royal Corres. 69.7.

25. Contrast the traditional usage of more dignified individuals under Augustus: Roman Doc. 66, 69, 71.
26. A magistrate in the 50s B.C. mentioned
(Roman Doc. 51.8, context lost), perhaps a quaestor
of his commander. Lucullus' letter gives no hint that his decision is provisional and dependent on that of Sulla; but the
Mopsuestians evidently understood that, for they waited until they had received Sulla's letter before inscribing both.
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6: Cf. 135.7:

; Syll.3 672.6:
. But the restoration is somewhat long.

8: For Sulla it is a temple of Isis, for Lucullus of Isis and Sarapis, while the priest is of
Sarapis and Isis. Isis was served chiefly by priestesses, Sarapis by priests; in the present
diplomatic dealings between the city and Rome, the male apparently took the lead.
15-16: For imperator generically of a field commander with imperium we have from
Sulla's time Roman Doc. 23.36 (cf. 6):
(the Senate speaking).
What Roman commanders earlier than 86 (and later than the mid-second century ,
given the first appearance of asylia on the coins) recognized the inviolability of Isis of
Mopsuestia? A province called "Cilicia" was first voted in 102,27 and three commanders
are known before 86, including Sulla himself in the 90s; but the apparent silence of his
letter about this (unless we have
in line 2) suggests that he is not one of those
who had already granted Mopsuestia's request. No province Cilicia was needed, however,
for the Mopsuestians to approach a Roman with this request (compare Teos, Magnesia,
and Colophon, long before a "province" of Asiawith Magnesia allegedly reconfirmed by
Sulla); but what campaign, military or diplomatic, might have put Mopsuestia in contact
with the Romans before 102 is not obvious.
B.C.

B.C.

18-19: Woodward, JHS 58 (1938) 111, on IG II2 1074 suggested
.
The Hellenistic bronze coins first show inviolability only after the city had reverted to the
name Mopsuestia. At least some of the issues described under A-D will be earlier than the
Roman confirmation of 86; but a more certain chronology remains to be found.
A. Zeus bust | Fire altar,

. Von Aulock (1963) no. 5 (six issues).

B. Apollo bust | Artemis, same inscription. SNG Levante 1315-1316.
C. Numerous issues of the late Hellenistic period in several denominations with various
types (Zeus | Fire altar; Tyche | Zeus; Apollo | Artemis),
.
Von Aulock nos. 7-10; SNG Levante 1308-1314, 1317-1318; Ziegler, Münzen 122 nos.
929-930.
D. King or hero | Tripod, same inscription.
Von Aulock no. 6 (eight issues); SNG Levante 1306-1307.
27. On the early province see P. Freeman in The Defence of the Roman and Byzantine East, BAR-IS 297 (Oxford
1986) I 253-275.
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Under the Empire, pseudoautonomous bronzes, roughly mid-first through second century
, are without titles with the exception (as at Aegeae) of three issues of the mid-first
century :
A.D.

A.D.

E. Zeus | Corybantes (?),
SNG Levante 1323; RPC I 4055.

. Von Aulock no. 12 ("time of Claudius");

F. Tyche bust | Apollo, = 118 = 50/1, same inscription. Von Aulock no. 13; SNG
Levante 1324; RPC I 4056.
G. Apollo | Artemis,
RPC I 4057.

= 51/2, same inscription.28 Von Aulock no. 14; SNG Levante 1325;

On bronzes with emperors on the obverse (Tiberius to Gallienus) the title of inviolability
occurs only in 93/4 and 94/5:
A.D.

H. Domitian | Standing male (Mopsus or Apollo),
161 = 93/4. Von Aulock no. 27; SNG Levante 1326.29

, date

=

I. Domitian and Domitia | Tyche, same inscription. Von Aulock no. 30.
J. Domitian | Standing male, same inscription but date

= 94/5. SNG Levante 1328.30

The next issues come under Hadrian, when the first of the imperial epithets appears:
, later
and others. Inviolability and autonomy do not recur after
94/5.
Thus the coins document the city's inviolability during the late Hellenistic period and in
the first century ; thereafter asylia is supplanted on the coins by the greater glory of
titles indicating imperial favor. This silence of the later coins is supplemented by two
inscriptions. In 140 the Mopsuestians made a dedication in Rome to Antoninus Pius,
who had decided in their favor at a judicial hearing about the city's privileges (IGUrbRom
I 24):
A.D.

A.D.

Likewise a statue of Antoninus Pius erected in Mopsuestia (Dagron/Feissel 134 no. 86 =
IGR III 915:
28. Von Aulock no. 15 (RPC I 4058), a smaller denomination of the same year, apparently lacks titles.
29. A smaller issue of the same year (von Aulock no. 28) has no titles.
30. Again contrast 1329 (von Aulock no. 29), a small denomination of the same year without titles.
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We can conclude that the silence of coins after the first century is without meaning and
Mopsuestia probably possessed inviolability throughout the Roman period.
As to the beginnings of the status, we cannot date closely the autonomous series A-B;
any better date than the estimate from style will depend on identifying the kings on two
possible royal issues. Von Aulock no. 1 (King? |
without titles) would give a
terminus post quem for asylia if we could identify the king.31 Again, von Aulock
considered the bust on D to be a king, probably Antiochus X ca. 95 ;32 this would
establish a terminus ante quem for both asylia and autonomy. But it is not at all certain
that either of these images is of a king rather than a god or hero.
B.C.

Whatever the exact date, the recognition of inviolability appears to have come after a
significant relaxing of Seleucid authority over the city, marked by the city's abandonment
of the royal name. The number of issues with only asylia suggests that at least several
years separated the grant of inviolability from that of autonomy.
Soli-Pompeiopolis
Soli, to the east of Elaeusa and possessed of a good harbor, was an important city
already under the Achaemenids, and a mint from quite early times. Tigranes of Armenia
razed the city in 83 and transferred its population to Tigranocerta; Pompey refounded it
as Pompeiopolis, which is seen to use thereafter an era of 66/5.33 The coins reveal
diverse cults, with none noticeably dominant. The Hellenistic bronzes under the name Soli
claim no titles, giving only
, and thus should constitute a terminus post quem for the
recognition of asylia; but they cannot be closely datedthey may not extend as late as
Tigranes in 83.
B.C.

31. Von Aulock took the obverse to show Antiochus IV; but Mørkholm, Antiochus IV of Syria (Copenhagen 1966)
126 n. 35, thought the identification wrong and the coin later.
32. Hill (BMC 103) thought this Antiochus IV, Imhoof-Blumer Alexander Balas; either is impossibly early for the titles
"sacred and autonomous." Levante suggests Mopsus. At least some issues of D are subsequent to some of C: cf.
Robert, Déesse 96 n. 5 (on the countermarks).
33. W. Ruge, RE 3A (1927) 935-938; Hellenkemper/Hild 87-99. For Seleucid silver issued at Soli (down to the 130s B.C.)
see O. Mørkholm, ANSMN 11 (1964) 58-62; H. Pfeiler, SM 19 (1969) 42-43; A. Houghton, NC 149 (1989) 15-32.
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A terminus ante quem is given by the base of a statue of Pompey from the site, perhaps
from 66/5 or at any rate before he left the East in 62:34

The coins stand in contrast: from the earliest issues of the proud new city35 they show no
titles throughout their history, with one exception:
Julia Mamaea | Asclepius, Hygieia, Telesphorus,
232/3.36

date

= 298 =

A.D.

Thus we have no evidence that the Hellenistic city Soli (isto nomine: down to 83 )
gained inviolability. It is quite possible that "sacred, inviolable, autonomous" came whole
cloth from Pompey upon the creation of his new city Pompeiopolis in 66/5 So too later
Nicopolis upon its foundation by Augustus apparently was similarly honored.
B.C.

B.C.

Rhosus
Rhosus stands at the southern extreme of the Gulf of Issus, atop a hill projecting into the
gulf from a fertile plain. Its harbor made it an easy point of crossing from Syria to Aegeae
and the interior of Anatolia; myth also links the city to Cilicia rather than Syria. Demetrius
Poliorcetes and Seleucus I conferred at Rhosus in 300 37 In Hellenistic times, however,
its fame was rather overshadowed by its neighbor to the north, Alexandria ad Issum,
which lay nearer the road through Mt. Amanus into Syria. The ruins of Rhosus, described
by Heberdey in 1892, have not been further explored.38
B.C.

The earliest coins of the city have been assigned on the basis of style to the middle of the
first century Two bronze issues are known, and both show already the title of
inviolability:
B.C.

34. IGR III 869; I have collated the squeeze in Vienna (letters 0.04 h.).
35. An early example is BMC 152 no. 48: Pompey | Athena Nicephorus,

, date

= 16 = 51/0

B.C.

36. Imhoof-Blumer, Zur gr.-röm. Münzkunde (Geneva 1908) p. 220; cf. Inv. Waddington 4523 (reporting
...).
37. Plut. Dem. 32. Earlier, the city had voted honors for Harpalus: Ath. 586C, 595D (FGrHist 115 F 254, 137 F 30).
38. Reisen in Kilikien, DenkschrWien 44 (1896) 20. For the coins and the civic era see Seyrig, Syria 27 (1950) 32-34
(Ant. syr. IV 98-101); E. Levante, NC 145 (1985) 237-243.
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Either Tyche bust, or shield decorated with a walking bull Draped hieratic male statue standing on a base, holding a
thunderbolt and a knife or an ear of grain, flanked by bulls,
.39

The sporadic later coinage shows that Rhosus inaugurated a civic era in 42/1 ; this
would reflect a benefaction by Antony, who arrived in Syria in 41. And two documents
dating soon after reveal that autonomy has been added, surely the benefaction
commemorated by the era of 42/1:
B.C.

In December 35

(year 8), Octavian wrote to the city:
.40
A bronze issue of 27/6 B.C.: Tyche | The hieratic statue,
4077).
B.C.

, year 16 (RPC I

Most of the coins of imperial date give Rhosus no titles.41 A few are exceptional:
Tyche | The hieratic statue,
Commodus | Either goddess bust or a seated Aphrodite,

, year 177 = A.D. 135/6.42
IMPAS, both types year 219 =

A.D.

177/8.43

Finally, an undated coin that might be late Hellenistic or imperial:
Zeus bust | Tyche bust,

IEPAS.44

On these last the full title of inviolability has been abbreviated; the undated issue is a
small denomination, but those under Commodus are not.
Accordingly, Rhosus was declared sacred and inviolable before 42/1: around the middle of
the first century if the style of the first coins is rightly estimated and if they coincide with
the granting of the status. So far as can be seen from extant evidence, both asylia and
autonomy continued without interruption through imperial times.
As to cults, the most distinctive image on the coins is of a draped male cult figure
associated with bulls. This was probably the patron god of the Rhosians, apparently a
descendant of the storm god, the bull Baal, who dominated the area of Mt. Amanus in the
Bronze Age.
39. Imhoof-Blumer, Monn. grec. 440 no. 8; SNG Copenhagen 36.386-387; H. C. Lindgren and F. L. Kovacs,
Ancient Bronze Coins of Asia Minor and the Levant (San Mateo 1985) no. 2117; Hunterian III 210 no. 1.
40. Sherk, Roman Documents 58.3-4, 86 (Seyrig's reading of the date).
41. Imperial obverses under Claudius, Trajan, Caracalla (see Seyrig Ant. syr. IV 99-100); a pseudoautonomous dated
to 106/7 (Weber 7992; Hunterian no. 2).
42. Seyrig, RN VI. 10 (1968) no. 273 (Scripta numis. 349).
43. BMC Galatia 268 no. 2; Seyrig Ant. syr. IV 100.
44. BMC no. 1 ("first century

?").

B.C.
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Epiphaneia
Epiphaneia stood at the head of the Gulf of Issus and about ten kilometers inland. Its
early history is unknown; its name is taken to reflect a refoundation by Antiochus IV
Epiphanes (175-163).45 A Pompeian era is evidenced by the coins, on which no cult
seems to predominate. Issues are few before the time of Trajan (after which they show
no titles). Inviolability is known from the following bronzes of the first century :
A.D.

A. Antiochus IV | Artemis,
1806.

IEPAS, date

= 99 = ca.

A.D.

31. SNG Levante 1805-

B. Tyche bust | Zeus Nicephorus,
, same date. Several issues:
Hunterian III 198 nos. 1, 2; BMC Galatia 242 no. 1; SNG von Aulock 5551; SNG Levante
1807-1808; Lindgren/Kovacs, Ancient Bronze Coins no. 2050; RPC I 4067, 4070.46
C. Athena bust, helmeted | Nude standing Apollo, branch in right hand, left on column,
inscription as B, undated. BMC no. 2; Copenhagen Lycaonia 130.
D. Domitian | Tyche,

IEPAS, date

= 161 = ca.

A.D.

93.

Ziegler, Münzen 178 no. 1411.
Evidently the beginning of the coinage in the 30s occasioned a diverse celebration of the
city; yet another issue of "year 99" shows Tiberius | Tyche and no civic titles (RPC no.
4066). The issue showing Antiochus IV (A) had been assigned to the Aradian era, thus
168 ; Seyrig refuted this usage, and that date would in any case be too early for asylia
in Ciliciaand the coincidence of two different years 99 improbable. Rather, the city is
honoring its founder posthumously on this occasion.
B.C.

I assume that inviolability is not new with the coinage in the 30s and derives from a late
Hellenistic or Republican recogmtion.
45. At Gözeneler Harabeler, cf. Hellenkemper/Hild 102-104; see in general Heberdey's discussion at Reisen 17-24.
Pliny HN 5.27.93 says the original name was Oeniandus; for Antiochus IV see V. Tscherikower, Die hellenistischen
Städtegründungen (Leipzig 1927) 41. For attribution of the coins to Cilician rather than Syrian Epiphaneia and to a
Pompeian era, see Seyrig, Syria 27 (1950) 25-26 (Ant. syr. IV 91-92).
46. At Hunterian no. 2 MacDonald reports a possible date " " (107 = ca.
reading; it does not seem to be confirmed among the several specimens.

A.D.

39), but he was quite dubious about the
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Tarsus
Tarsus, metropolis and ''greatest city in Cilicia'' (Diod. 14.20.2), stood on the Cydnus
River at an important crossroads linking Anatolia and Syria.47 The city issued coins
already in Achaemenid times; it was honored by the Seleucids as "Antioch by the Cydnus"
and eventually became capital of the Roman province of Cilicia. The Tarsians gave first
honor to Heracles/Sandon, worshipped throughout Cilicia but one of the founders of
Tarsus (Amm. Marc. 14.8.3). His ritual pyre is often seen on the coins.48
The city is rather modest in its display of titles on coins, which nowhere show asylia; we
see regularly "metropolis," eventually two neocories, and the many epithets from
individual emperors.49 These are attested also in the inscriptions. For example, a
monument to Severus Alexander gives an ambitious roster, without mentioning asylia; it
ends, however, with an "et cetera" (ZPE 15 [1974] 32 no. 1 = IGR III 880; cf. 879):

.

Inviolability is revealed by two other inscriptions:
Dagron/Feissel 73 no. 29 (lettering first century

), statue of a benefactor erected by
.
74 no. 30 (under Severus Alexander), a dedication by
A.D.

.

I assume that the status, attested already in the first century
Hellenistic period.
47. Ruge, RE 4A (1932) 2413-2439.
48. See Philipp, RE 1A (1920) 2264-2268; C. P. Jones, GRBS 25 (1984) 177-181.
49. Ruge 2425-2426; Burrell, "Neokoroi" 491-495.

.

, derives from the late

A.D.
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Seleuceia on the Calycadnus
The Calycadnus is the largest river emptying out of Rough Cilicia; the royal foundation
Seleuceia stands at the point, several kilometers inland, where the river is crossed by the
major road leading from the coast toward Iconium in the interior. This was the greatest
city of Rough Cilicia, founded by Nicator himself.50
The coins do not suggest who might have been the chief divinity. A rich coinage is extant
from the late Hellenistic period, royal silver down to ca. 94 , and civic bronze that is not
closely datable; Houghton takes the bronze to succeed the silver. Only the bronzes give
the ethnic, and these show no titles:
, or
alone. Then, at
an uncertain date, the bronzes cease, and Seleuceia did not mint again until the time of
Hadrian. From Hadrian to Commodus, Seleuceia issued both pseudoautonomous and
imperial bronzes, which for the most part show no titles of any sort.51 The testimonies for
the title of inviolability are as follows:
B.C.

A. Hadrian | Heracles,
188.
B. Sabina | 10,

. SNG Switz. Levante Cilicia Suppl.
. Inv. Waddington 4458.

C. Apollo and Artemis,
= 136/7 | Athena
attacking giant,
. BMC Lycaonia 131 no. 17;
Inv. Waddington 4457; Imhoof-Blumer, KlM. 575; SNG Levante 720.
A.D.

D. Antoninus Pius | Athena Nicephorus,

IEP.

BMC no. 20; Ziegler, Münzen 62 no. 418; SNG von Aulock 5822.
These variations clearly are sporadic; IEP and IEPAS stand for the full title. More
important, two silver issues under Pius (BMC nos. 18-19) are without titles. These few
coins are sufficient to imply that Seleuceia possessed inviolability throughout imperial
timesbefore Hadrian we have no coins, while the absence of the title on other issues is
meaningless. Here as elsewhere, my assumption is that the status derives from the
Hellenistic period. If that is so, and if the silence of Hellenistic issues can be trusted, then
the recognition came after the end of the extant Hellenistic coinage. The last coins of
Hellenistic Seleuceia thus give us our terminus post quem for asylia, probably the early
first century
B.C.

50. Keil and Wilhelm, MAMA III pp. 3-22; G. E. Bean and T. B. Mitford, Journeys in Rough Cilicia, DenkschrWien
102.3 (1970) 196-198; A. Houghton in Kraay-Markholm Essays (Louvain 1988) 77-98.
51. Apart from the four issues listed here, the only title attested at Seleuceia is
issues of the third century A.D.

, which appears on many
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Selinus-Trajanopolis
The site of Selinus, at the western extreme of Cilicia, is typical of the coastal cities of
Rough Cilicia; its acropolis falls steeply to the sea, while the city itself spreads down into
the valley to the west.52 Of its cults and its Hellenistic history little is known. Selinus
issued its earliest extant coins under Antiochus IV of Commagene ( 38-72); the reverses
show
with no civic titles.53
A.D.

After Trajan died here in August 117, the city was refounded as Trajanopolis, and both
names appear on the fairly abundant bronzes that follow, down to the mid-third century.
The city was granted ins italicum,54 presumably on the occasion of its refoundation. The
title of inviolability occurs only infrequently on these coins (and no other titles are
claimed). The types show a temple of the god Trajan, and not surprisingly the Apollo of
nearby Side; but otherwise no cult is clearly dominant. No more than
IEPAS is
guaranteed by the coins, as at Mallus and Olba; and a number of issues across the whole
period of the mint are without any titles. I cite a selection in order to illustrate the range
of images and abbreviations:
A. M. Aurelius | Temple, with statue of Trajan, labeled
IEP. SNG Levante 460 (for the extreme abbreviation cf. Inn. Waddington no. 4486 under
Macrinus).
B. Faustina Junior | Two goddesses standing, title

IEPAS.

Ziegler, Münzen 32 no. 178; M&M 325 (July 1971) no. 28 (for the type cf. Inv. Waddington
no. 4485).
C. Caracalla | Standing Sidetan Apollo with raven, title
Blumer, JHS 18 (1898) 164 no. 7.
D. Herennia Etruscilla | Standing Dionysus, title
no. 185.

IEP (left) AS (right). Imhoof-

IEPAS. SNG Levante no. 469; Ziegler

If this inscription is more than rhetorical and implies a grant of inviolability, neither the
cult nor the occasion for the grant is evident from the meager testimony of the coins. In
the absence of earlier evidence we cannot discount a Hellenistic recognition of Selinus;
but an obvious possibility is that the cult was in fact Trajan's and the occasion of the
grant of asylia was the refounding of the city in his namethat Trajanopolis is possibly a
new recognition in imperial times.
52. Wilhelm, Reisen 149-151; Bean/Mitford 153-155; E. Rosenbaum, G. Huber, and S. Onurkam, Survey of the
Coastal Cities of Western Cilicia, TTKYay VI.6 (Ankara 1967) 29-35 with photographs.
53. Imhoof-Blumer, KLM. 486; SNG Levante nos. 456-458; Ziegler, Münzen 31.
54. Dig. 50.15.1.11, from which it is often claimed that Selinus became a Roman colony (Kornemann, RE 4 [1900]
552; von Premerstein, RE 10 [1918] 1240; Magie II 609); but there is no hint of colonial status in the coins, which like
the inscriptions remain entirely Greek and which reveal an
in the time of Caracalla (Imhoof-Blumer, KLM. 526).
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Mallus
Mallus, the city of the hero Amphilochus, stood beside the Pyramus River twenty-five
kilometers inland, bordering on Aegeae to the east and Tarsus to the west (Dio Chrys.
34.11, 43-46); in 1950 the site was discovered near Kiziltahta.55 The finds have not been
published, and the coins of Mallus, which begin in Achaemenid times, remain our best
evidence for its cults. Its territory extended south to the coast and included the village
Magarsus at the mouth of the Pyramus, with its temple of Athena Magarsis, who is often
shown on the Hellenistic coins. This goddess figured prominently in the foundation
legends of the regionMagarsus was built by Pamphylus, and the heroes Mopsus and
Amphilochus were buried here.56
In Roman times, however, the great god of Mallus seems to have been the founder
Amphilochus, son of Amphiaraus; his oracle, the truest in the world according to
Pausanias, was of great repute, communicating by means of dream visions.57
Amphilochus and the Mallians were Argive, so already Alexander, himself of Argive
descent, in his passage made a point of sacrificing to the hero and to Athena.58 The city
became a Roman colony in the third century, and one subsequent issue has agonistic
types and the inscription Mallo colonia dei Amfilochi.59
The Hellenistic coinage consists of Seleucid silver across the second half of the second
century from Demetrius I to Antiochus IX (inscribed M or
) and some civic bronzes
(
), all without titles. The coins that suggest inviolability are all from 217/8:
B.C.

A.D.

A. Macrinus | Tyche with two river gods,
, date
= 284
= 217/8. Several issues: Imhoof-Blumer, JHS 18 (1898) 163; SNG Levante 1284; 1283
(undated); Ziegler, Münzen 119 no. 907; 908 (undated).
A.D.

B. Diadumenian | Amphilochus, nude, with serpent, same inscription and date. ImhoofBlumer, JHS 164; SNG France 2 Cilicie 1927.
C. Diadumenian | Temple with Athena,
Levante 1285.

, same date. SNG

I am uncertain whether the phrase "sacred city of the god Amphilochus" should be taken
as evidence of a granted status, inviolability, or merely as a
55. Ruge, RE 14 (1928) 916-917; H. T. Bossert, Belleten TTR 14 (1951) 664-666; L. Robert, CRAI 1951, 256-259;
MacKay (n. 21) 2113-2115; A. Houghton, Festschrift Mildenberg 91-110.
56. Lycoph. Alex. 444.; Lucian Alex. 29, Deor. con?? 12; cf. Bethe, RE 1 (1894) 1938-1940.
57. Paus. 1.34.3; Plut. Mor. 434D; Dio 72.7.1; Clem. Strom. 1.34.4; cf. Protr. 2.11.2.
58. Arr. Anab. 2.5.9; Strab. 14.5.17 (676).
59. Hill, BMC p. cxxiv; SNG Levante 1296; Lindgren/Kovacs no. A1545B; Ziegler, Prestige 51, and in Asia Minor Studien
8 (1992) 181-183.

Page 479

rhetorical expression that forms part of the evocation of Amphilochus, parallel to colonia
dei Amphilochi.
Olba
Olba, home of Zeus Olbius, stood twenty-five kilometers from the sea, some 1,000
meters above sea level amid the spectacular gorges of Rough Cilicia. Legend traced its
origin to Ajax of Salamis, who during his passage to Cyprus founded the temple of Zeus
(at Uzuncaburc four kilometers west of Ura) and began the Teucrid dynasty that we meet
first in the third century 60
B.C.

The coins exhibit only one title, and this for a brief time in the early first century The
city Olba issued bronzes in the late Hellenistic period, which show emblems of Zeus and
the ethnic
without titles. Under Ajax, high priest and toparch, the coins are of the
Lalasseis and Kennateis, with no mention of the city Olba. Then under his successor
Polemon, dynast and king under Tiberius, these ethnics are preceded by another,
IEPAS. There follows a hiatus in the coins; by the end of the first century , an
independent city has been founded at Uzuncaburc, Diocaesareia.61 Olba continued to
exist (as did the koinon of the Lalasseis and Kennateis), striking coins from the time of
Hadrian to that of Philip, which frequently show Zeus Olbius. Over time both cities came
to enjoy various honors: the imperial epithets familiar in Cilicia (Hadrianoi, Antoninianoi),
colonia, "metropolis"but IEPAS does not recur.
A.D.

A.D.

The great temple of Zeus that we see at Uzuncaburc appears to date from the early
second century and may have been built under the patronage of Antiochus IV.62 To
judge from the archaeological record, Diocaesarea prospered at the expense of Olba once
this area passed into the Roman province of Cilicia in the 70s
B.C.

A.D.

60. J. Fraser, Golden Bough3 V (London 1914) 143-152, with an evocative description of the site; Wilhelm, Reisen
84-92; T. S. MacKay, "Olba in Rough Cilicia" (Diss., Bryn Mawr 1968); C. Borker, AA 1971, 37-54; A.-M. Vérilhac
and G. Dagron, REA 76 (1974) 239-242. For the problems of the pre-Greek toponym Ura see R. H. Beal, AnatSt
42 (1992) 65-73. On the Lalasseis see Syme, Roman Papers VI 293. The coins: G. Hill, NC III.19 (1899) 181-207;
G. M. Staffieri, La monetazione di Olba (Lugano 1978); NumAntCl 16 (1987) 229-249. A statue base from the site
registers for some city the title of inviolability (see p. 589).
61. Probably sponsored by Tiberius, as he was given a statue as founder and savior of the city (Wilhelm, Reisen 84
no. 160, from the temple). See Kirsten, AnzWien 110 (1973) 347-363.
62. Caroline Williams, AJA 78 (1974) 405-414. Both Seleucid and Teucrid patronage is revealed by the inscription Reisen
85 no. 166 (late II/early I B.C.): one of the Teucrids, as high priest, renews roofing, apparently along the peribolos, that
had been dedicated by Seleucus Nicator.
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Thus the coins that suggest inviolability at Olba are bronzes of Polemon. If the years 10
and 11 are era dates rather than regnal, these coins date to 20-22; if regnal, probably
in the period 28-35. All have the bust of Polemon on the obverse, and on the reverse the
inscription
IEPAS
. The reverse varieties, which
all allude to the cult of Zeus, are as follows:
A.D.

A. Throne, or thunderbolt;
B. Thunderbolt;
Münzen 56 no. 370.

M.A.

C. Throne, or thunderbolt;
Staffieri nos. 32-33.

. Hill 194-195 nos. 1-2; Staffieri nos. 29-30.
. SNG von Aulock 5792; Staffieri no. 31; Ziegler,
. Hill nos. 3-4; M&M Aukl. 41 (June 1970) no. 569;

Here as at Selinus and Mallus, I am unsure whether to take IEPAS as more than a
rhetorical flourish.
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Phoenicia and Syria
Tyre
Tyre, the mother city of Phoenicia, and of Greece through Cadmus and the West through
Dido,1 was probably the first city outside the old Aegean world to be declared sacred and
inviolable, gaining the title in 141/0
B.C.

The patron of the Tyrians was Heracles-Melqart.2 No testimony explicitly links the city's
inviolability to him, though some tesserae (described below) are suggestive; but Heracles
is the obvious candidate.3 Herodotus went to Tyre to see the famous temple, which he
was told was 2,300 years old.4 The colonies of Tyre annually sent firstfruits to this
temple.5 Alexander's first wish on approaching the city was to sacrifice in the world's
oldest temple of his ancestor, and on taking the city he spared those who took refuge in
the temple, and held victory competitions (as he did thoughout his campaign) here for
Heracles, who had
1. Eissfeldt, RE 7A (1948) 1876-1908; M. Chéhab, Tyr: Histoire, topographie, fouilles (Beirut 1969); MUB 38 (1962)
13-40 on Roman Tyre; the coins: J. Rouvier, JIAN 6 (1903) 269-332. For Cadmus and Dido on the coins of Roman
Tyre see Hill, BMC Phoenicia pp. cxli-cxlii; Sidon too claimed Cadmus (Kaibel, Epigr. 932, and its coins). On Tyre's
rivalry with Beirut for titles, Robert, HSCP 81 (1977) 24-25 (Op. min. sel. VI 234-235).
at Meleager Anth.
Gr. 7.418.2 is merely poetic; cf. 419.5.
2. E.g., I.Délos 1519.15:
M. G. Guzzo Amadasi, Iscrizioni fenicie (Rome 1967) 16 no. 1 (= IG XIV
600: Malta):
, translating Phoenician "our lord of Tyre" (both II B.C.); cf. Strab. 16.2.23 (757); Diod. 20.14.1-2;
Lucian Syr. d. 3. See C. Bonnet, Melqart, Stud.Phoen. 8 (Namur 1988). Nock found Heracles labeled
only at
Tyre: Essays II 923 n. 21. On the apparent counterindication at Eus. Hist. ecd. 9.7.7 (Zeus
), see S. Mitchell, JRS 78 (1988) 119.
3. This has long been assumed: e.g., Pomtow, Klio 15 (1918) 27.
4. Hdt. 2.44. Cf. Menander Eph. FGrHist 783 F 1 (temple of Herac??es and Astarte built in the tenth century
5. Arr. Anab. 2.24.5; Polyb. 31.12.11-12.

).

B.C.
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encouraged him in a dream.6 The Seleucid Demetrius II, upon his defeat by Alexander
Zabinas in 126, fled eventually to Tyre in order to "protect himself by the sanctity of the
temple" but was killed as he debarked at the port.7 In Heracles' honor Tyre held
quadrennial games, first attested in the 170s when Jason sent from Jerusalem theoroi
with 300 drachmas for sacrifices; the festival was Panhellenic in imperial times.8 The club
of Heracles marked the Seleucid silver issued by their mint at Tyre, and with the
liberation of the city in 126/5 his portrait replaced that of the king on the obverse.
B.C.

On the local bronzes permitted by Antiochus IV ca. 170 , at Tyre as elsewhere there is
no claim of inviolability; the Tyrians do, however, state in Phoenician "mother of the
Sidonians."9 During the second century Tyre was seat of a Seleucid royal mint: the
silver issues are marked on their reverses by the club of Heracles surmounted by ; royal
bronzes have the inscription Tup
without titles as late as 143/2 (under Demetrius
II).10 But then on a silver tetradrachm of Demetrius dated to 141/0, the emblem is
replaced by
, written somewhat smaller than the king's name.11 As Seyrig
saw, this sudden bold assertion on royal silver, not repeated in this explicit way on the
subsequent royal issues, must commemorate the winning of the status and is not merely
a terminus ante qucm.12 In the period from 141/0 to 126/5, the royal silver reverts to
using the civic monogram, but adds to the left IEPAS or IEP or IE, and to the right ;
Babelon recognized that these abbreviate
.13 On the royal bronzes struck at
Tyre in these years, the civic monogram is flanked by IEP and
or (on the smaller
denomination) IE and ; or indeed these titles are omitted entirely.14
B.C.

B.C.

6. Arr. 2.15.7, 18.1, 24.5-6.
7. Justin. 39.1.7; Bellinger, "End" 64. The family of Pompey fled to the temple after Pharsalus, Dio 42.49.
8. 2 Macc. 4:18-19; IGLSyrie IV 1265, with Moretti, I. agon. gr. p. 209. Neither the quadrennial period nor Jason's
theoroi need prove the games Panhellenic (but see Robert, Op. min. sel. VII 704); Jason's act might be an ex??
aordinary gesture of diplomacy, like that of Antiochus VII at Jerusalem (Jos. AJ 13.236ff.; Plut. Mor. 184F).
9. BMC Sel. Kings 39 no. 55; Babelon, Rois 86 nos. 674-681; Rouvier nos. 1842-1844. "Sidonians" means Phoenicians,
as in FD III.1 435 (
, III B.C.) and probably the "Sidonians at Marisa" (OGIS 593). But it is also a nice
insult to the Sidonians, who answered at length (cf. p. 492). Strabo (16.2.22 [757]) knew of their dispute about which
was
.
10. E. Rogers, The Second and Third Seleucid Coinage of Tyre, NNM 34 (New York 1927) p. 18; cf. Rouvier no. 1885;
SNG Copenhagen nos. 288-289; Coll. Houghton no. 753.
11. Rogers nos. 39-40.
12. Seyrig. Notes 19-20. Terminus ante quem: e.g., Kahrstedt, Syrische Territorien 77.
13. Babelon, Rois cxxxiv; the fullest of these versions: e.g., Coll.Houghton no. 760 under Antiochus VII; the last royal
issues, in 126/5: Rogers nos. 117-120; Rouvier no. 1942; Coll. Deuing no. 2625.
14. Rogers pp. 24ff.; no. 122 is a fractional bronze of 129/8 with IE but omitting

.
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In 126/5, with the death of Demetrius II (killed at Tyre) and the liberation of the city
from Seleucid rule, the royal mint ended, and Tyre began its own silver coinage, dated by
a civic era. This enduring and widely used money, showing Heracles-Melqart on the
obverse and the Ptolemaic eagle on the reverse, runs with few interruptions from 126/5
to the 60s Without exception, the inscription is that seen in 141/0,
.
The civic bronze is more sporadic but continues longer; on it the titles are abbreviated to
(or are omitted entirely). In 93/4 the title "metropolis" is added, either by
compounding the Tyrian monogram to
or by writing in full
. The
metropolitan monogram sometimes is accompanied by the monograms for "sacred and
inviolable," sometimes not; while the written form is sometimes expanded to
(or
), sometimes not. All four of these variants are found in
93/4 and repeatedly thereafter: clearly these differing labels do not represent fluctuations
in the city's status, but different options available to the die cutters. Thus the inscription
must imply the full "sacred and inviolable metropolis"; this variant is
found as late as 195/6, our last allusion to Tyre's inviolability.15 Thereafter the types of
the new colonial status supplant the title of inviolability (although the Roman title
"metropolis,'' as happens at other Roman colonies, continued to be advertised).16
A.D.

A.D.

Several inscriptions supplement the evidence of the coins. In the latter part of the second
century Tyre sent a letter to Delphi to announce some great benefaction just gained;
the author is
. Pomtow took the occasion to be the
liberation of 126/5, and Wilhelm restored an allusion to inviolability:17
B.C.

4 Crönert:

Wilhelm.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
[... as we have always preferred] to increase our concourse [with you] and for there to be a lasting memorial to
the [generosities of the kings,] and [wishing also to appear useful] to you and to those who [come to our city, so
that] you not be without a share in both the common benefaction [of inviolability and the one
15. Rouvier no. 2204; BMC 264 nos. 328-330, with p. cxxxvi.
16. So also the inscription at Chéhab (1962) 19:
17. AnzWien 59 (1922) 11-13 (Kl. Schr. I.2 77-79) [SEG 2.330].

(III

).

A.D.
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that] has happened [now, our obtaining of freedom,] we have taken care to make clear...

This reconstruction is in my view strained and unconvincing; I suspect in 8 some more
banal expressionfor example,
"the common benefaction that has
come about for our citizens." However this may be, the titles at the head suggest that
inviolability is already a fact and not the new item that is now announced.18
At Didyma in 102 the Tyrians erected a monument to C.Julius Quadratus:
A.D.

.19
In 174 the Tyrian residents at Puteoli wrote a letter to Tyre, addressing their mother
city with almost the same titles as in 102 (IGR I 421, omitting "Coele-Syria"). Finally,
making a dedication at Puteoli, of unknown imperial date, Tyre calls itself
.20
A.D.

The consistency of the silver coins and the information added by the inscriptions show
that the silences and variations in the bronze are meaningless.21 We can conclude that
Tyre possessed inviolability from 141/0 to at least 195/6 with no known interruption.
Nor need we doubt that the status continued into the third century when Tyre had been
promoted to a colony.22
B.C.

A.D.

We have finally two bronze tesserae (diameters 2.9 and 2.7 cm), struck on both sides as
though a coin, with a Phoenician inscription:23 on one side, l mlqrt | b sr, "to Melqart in
Tyre"; on the other, hyrw | 'sls, which has no meaning in Phoenician. One tessera bears a
date in Greek, LHN = year 58 = 69/8 24 Seyrig convincingly argued that the second side
transliterates the Greek title of
B.C.

18. Cf. Royal Corres. 71-72 (Seleuceia: p. 486). A unique Tyrian double stater of gold is dated to 104/3: this is
evidence for yet another great event, at this date probably aid from Ptolemy Lathyrus (so A. B. Brett, AJA 41
[1937] 456). The letter of Teos to Tyre SEG IV 601 gives Tyre no titles; this may be older than 141/0, however.
The titles of Tyre do not appear in the two purported letters of Antony at Jos. AJ 14.314, 319, where we would
expect them if the letters are genuine (cf. Octavian's letter to Rhosus, p. 473).
19. I. Didyma 151, with C. Habicht, GGA 213 (1959) 163-164, for the date.
20. IGR I 419, with J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1949, 196.
21. Note that no coin, silver or bronze, of any date has either
or
Tyre was granted autonomy by the kings (no doubt the liberation of 126/5
Pompey) confirmed this grant.

Strabo 16.2.23 (757) says that
) and that the Romans (presumably

B.C.

22. On the types of the colonial coins see B. Servais-Soyez, in Studia Phoenicia I, Or.Lovan. Anal. 15 (Louvain 1983)
97-106.
23. A. Fuchs and J. Schwartz, GNS 30 (1980) 68-69 (dated); Seyrig, Syria 28 (1951) 225-228 (Ant. syr. IV 205-208),
who, with the dated example not yet known, thought that the technique of his specimen placed it somewhat before
126/5.
24. Fuchs and Schwartz calculated instead from 141/0, which is not an attested usage of Tyre.
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inviolability, linked by the Phoenician conjunction waw: ''hyr and asulos."25 We might take
this as evidence for associating inviolability with the cult of Heracles; but strictly speaking
the tesserae merely state the civic title when naming the city, as might be done in a
context not associated with the god.26
Thus Tyre was declared sacred and inviolable in 141/0, soon after the usurpation of
Tryphon.27 Tryphon failed in his attempts to win over the great cities of Phoenicia: his
enemy Demetrius II struck tetradrachms at both Tyre and Sidon throughout the years of
Tryphon's rivalry.28 It seems certain, therefore, that in 141/0 the status was granted by
Demetrius, and surely as part of his effort to retain the loyalty of the city that was his
effective capital.
Seleuceia in Pieria
Seleuceia at the mouth of the Orontes was the first city founded by Seleucus Nicator after
his defeat of Antigonus Monophthalmus in 301, the seat of his first mint, the site of his
tombin short, his capital city.29 The rise of Antioch would come only in the generation of
his son Antiochus; but apparently Seleuceia continued to be regarded as the origo of the
dynasty.30 The great god of the city was Zeus Olympius, whose emblem, the thunderbolt,
is often seen on the coins.31 On our present evidence, Seleuceia was at least the second
(two years after Tyre) and possibly the first city outside of the Aegean to be declared
inviolable.
In the mid-second century Alexander Balas allowed certain cities of the kingdom to
issue bronze coins under their own names; those of Seleuceia (most showing on their
reverses the winged thunderbolt of Zeus) give the city no titles,
.32
These were issued as late as 147/6, which accordingly is a terminus post quem for the
granting of the status. The evidence for the inviolability of Seleuceia can be summarized
as follows:
B.C.

25. A. Catastini, RStFen 13 (1985) 9-10, urged that waw be taken instead as part of what precedes and that the
Greek so transliterated was
, which he translates "residence of the holy one"; this is not possible Greek.
26. Thus the letter to Delphi, and the civic titles of Seleuceia in Royal Corres. 71.
27. On the chronology see H. R. Baldus, ZNG 20 (1970) 217-239.
28. See Seyrig, Notes 11.
29. So E. Honigmann, RE 2A (1923) 1185-1186, followed by G. Downey, History of Antioch in Syria (Princeton 1961)
56-60.
30. See Royal Corres. 71.15, with Downey 59 n. 25.
31. Rigsby, TAPA 110 (1980) 233-238; note especially App. Syr. 58:
.
32. BMC Galatia 269-270; Coll. Houghton (ACNAC IV) 410; cf. Rigsby 242-248.
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A. Under Antiochus VII, Seleuceia was again allowed to strike pseudoautonomous
bronzes; one issue is known, dated to Seleucid 184 = 139/8 : Antiochus VII bust |
Seated Zeus,
date
(P 8).33
B.C.

LATE

B. Some smaller bronzes are undated: Zeus bust | Winged thunderbolt,
IEPAS.34
Newell's brief remark on the style and date of these coins has guided subsequent scholars
in the view that Seleuceia was declared sacred ca. 146-144 (B), inviolable in 139/8 (A).
But style cannot establish such a fine distinction in date, nor is the inscription on the
small coins (B) sufficient to show that the city possessed less than the full title of
inviolability. Rather, whatever their exact date, I take the latter to carry an abbreviation
for reasons of space; hence our earliest secure date is 139/8.
No coins of Seleuceia are explicitly dated in the generation after 139/8, although some or
all of the undated bronzes (B) may belong in this period. Then comes an inscription:
C. On 29 Gorpiaios of Seleucid 203 (= 6 September 109 ) Antiochus VIII or IX wrote to
Ptolemy IX announcing the liberation of Seleuceia:
. He
refers to the citizens as
(Royal Corres. 71).
B.C.

D. From Seleucid 204 (= 109/8 )35 Seleuceia reckoned a civic era, and an abundant new
coinage is dated by it. Tetradrachms (Tyche bust | Enthroned thunderbolt) are extant
between 106/5 and 84/3; of the rare fractional silver, the earliest dates probably to
107/6.36 The bronzes, though quite sporadic after the 80s, come down
B.C.

33. ZOV 29 (1912) 99 no. 27; an example (from Newell's collection) in the ANS in New York (pictured here). See
Newell ap. Welles, Royal Corres. p. 292 (imprecise in implying that there is silver with the title as well as bronze);
followed by Seyrig, Notes 13 n. 21 and 21 n. 49.
34. Seyrig, RN VI.8 (1968) 8 no. 265 (Scripta numism. 348); Antioch-on-the-Orontes IV.2 (Princeton 1952) p. 69 no.
726; H. C. Lindgren and F. L. Kovacs, Ancient Bronze Coins (San Mateo 1985) no. 2121; BCH 110 (1986) 406-407
nos. 78-79. Newell thought them stylistically closer to the issues under Balas and therefore placed them earlier than
coin A of 139/8. The layout of this small bronze is, however, quite similar to that of the small silver dating to 97/6
(e.g., Seyrig. Scripta no. 267).
35. As the year 204 began almost one month after Antiochus' letter to Ptolemy, his decision about Seleuceia took a
month or more to reach the city (for such delays see A. Aymard, Etudes d'histoire ancienne [Paris 1967] 223-226).
Bellinger, "End" 69, assumed that the author was Antiochus VIII and that he was in Seleuceia, having been expelled
from Antioch where Antiochus IX issued coins in 203 = 110/109. Antiochus IX replaced Antiochus VIII at Antioch in the
course of 110/109 (A. Houghton, SNR 72 [1993] 91-92); note that Antiochus VIII also controlled Beirut in the Attic
year (July/July) 110/109 (I.Délos 1551). We do not know where either brother was at the moment of this letter, but
the author apparently was not in Seleuceia.
36. Tetradrachms: BMC Galatia 270-271; SNG IV Fitzwilliam 5959-5960, VII 1368; Dewing Coll. 2654; Seyrig, Tiésors
pl. 34; ANSMN 31 (1986) pl. 32.5; for the dates, Seyrig, Syria 27 (1950) 29 (Ant. syr. IV 95). Fractions: BMC no. 24
(year 3 = 107/6, if the date is placed as on the

(Footnote continued on next page)
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to the time of Augustus.37 And an isolated silver issue was struck under Augustus (Augustus | Thunderbolt).38
These coins are inscribed
, with the exception of the fractional silver, which gives
,39 certainly abbreviating for reasons of space (sometimes in the same year as tetradrachms
with
). The "autonomy" of the coins is obviously the "freedom" granted in the Seleucid letter of
109 B.C.

The early silver ends when it does because the victory of Tigranes of Armenia in 83 ,
who was opposed by Seleuceia while supported by its neighbor Laodicea, altered the
fortunes of the two cities.40 But the titles on the bronzes, which extend later, show that
Tigranes did not cancel the inviolability of Seleuceia; it may be that he never took the
city.41
B.C.

E. In 5/6 in Rome, perhaps at the Porticus ad Nationes, Seleuceia erected an honorific
monument to Augustus:42
. In two nonjoining
fragments Alföldy restores [Seleuciae Pieriae populus liber e]t sacer el inviola [bilib] us
utens am[icitiaque p(opuh) R(omani) firmus(?)], a reconstruction that must remain
doubtful.
A.D.

Of the later coins of Seleuceia (all bronzes), those with imperial obverses and therefore
datable give the city no titles, normally
(BMC pp. 274-277). The few
pseudoautonomous issues are otherwise:
F. Tyche, date
= 79/80 | Enthroned thunderbolt,
with PIR2 C no. 603).
A.D.

(BMC no. 31,

G. Tyche,
| Shrine of Zeus Casius,
, two issues dated by year
3 and year 5 of an emperor (BMC nos. 29-30; Antonine period?).
Thus Seleuceia was declared sacred and inviolable in the period from 147/6 to 139/8
autumn 109 the city was also declared free; "autonomous"

B.C.

In

(Footnote continued from previous page)
tetradrachms); Fitzwilliam 5962; ZfN 3 (1876) 350-351; Seyrig, Scripla numism. 348 no. 267. Note that Demetrius
III issued bronzes at Seleuceia ca. 92 B.C.: Babelon, Rois 207; Coll.Houghton no. 414; cf. Bellinger, "End" 75 n. 75.
37. BMC nos. 15, 25-28; more reported at Seyrig, Ant. syr. IV 95 n. 1.
38. BMC no. 32; Auktion F. Sternberg 25/6 Nov. 1976 no. 705.
39. Compare instances at Antioch and Laodicea.
40. Eutrop. 6.14.2: non recepisset. As Seyrig saw, the end of Seleuceian silver coincides with the arrival of Tigranes
and the beginning of the teuadrachms of Laodicea (which like much of Syria welcomed him): Ant. syr. IV 95. Pompey
restored Seleuceia to freedom for resisting Tigranes:
(Strab. 16.2.8 [751], as emended by Bouché-Leclerq).
41. So Bellinger, "End" 81; Seyrig, Ant. syr. IV 94; Downey 137 n. 87.
42. I. Kajanto, L'area sacra di Largo Argentina I (Rome 1981) 108-111 no. 27; G. Alföldy, Studi sull' epigrafia (Rome
1992) 77-93, who also restores Seleuceia in an earlier dedication made jointly with Damascus (see p. 512 below).
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supplanted "inviolable" on the coins thereafter, but the inscriptions on stone show that
"sacred and autonomous" and ''autonomous" are abridgments for "sacred and inviolable
and autonomous." While only infrequently attested, these titles persist through imperial
times with no known interruption.
The most important uncertainty is the date of the small bronzes with
IEPAS (B): if as
Newell thought they precede A, they would show the status to be older than 139/8 ;
and Newell, Seyrig, and others have taken this as evidence for "sacred" and "inviolable"
being distinct and sequential statuses.43 The simple chronological question is of some
consequence, for Tyre received the titles in 141/0: one or the other was the first city
beyonà those of the old Aegean to be declared inviolable and by its example began this
competition in Syria-Palestine.
B.C.

In the early 140s Seleuceia emerged as the effective capital of Alexander Balas and (after
145) of his widow and children (Jos. AJ 13.221). Seleuceia was the base of Demetrius II
in his fight against the usurper Tryphon; when in 139 Demetrius was captured by the
Parthians, his wife, still at Seleuceia, married and made king his brother Antiochus VII in
fear that the city would go over to Tryphon.44 Thus in 139/8, the date of A, Antiochus VII
was in his first year; we have his coins too at Antioch and Tyre. That Seleuceia has no
other dated coins from this generation (147/6-107/6) and none of this large size (the
issues B are small and undated) suggests that A is a commemorative issue.45 I regard it
therefore as more than a terminus ante quem, but as marking the occasion itself: in the
course of his first year, 139/8, Antiochus was prevailed upon to grant to his ancestral city
an honor equal to that recently granted Tyre by his brother Demetrius. It was an
appropriate moment for Seleuceia to seek a favor from the king.
Ptolemais
Ptolemais in Phoenicia, Akko/Acre, is strategic for its citadel, its fine harbor, and its
access to the Galilee.46 The place has often served as head43. Newell deduced from his chronology that "sacred" (146-144) was granted by Alexander Balas or Demetrius II,
"inviolable" (144-138) by Tryphon or Antiochus VII (cf. Rostovtzeff, SEHHW 846: Demetrius and then Tryphon);
Seyrig (Notes 21 n. 49) excluded Tryphon, for Seleuceia stood with the legitimate house.
44. See Bellinger, "End" 57.
45. Cf. Seyrig, Notes 13 (n. 21: "to congratulate him on his accession").
46. Schürer II 121-125; Enc.Arch.Excav. I (1975) 14-25; N. Kashtan, in Mediterranean Cities, ed. I. Malkin and R. L.
Hohlfelder (London 1988) 37-53.
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quarters for those who would control the Holy Landthus Antiochus III in 218, Tryphon
around 140, and repeatedly during the growing political turmoil of the late second century
It owed its first Hellenistic name to Ptolemy Philadelphus, its second, "Antioch in
Ptolemais," to Antiochus IV. Of its cults47 we know too little to guess which god might
have given the city a claim to inviolability.
B.C.

Issues of the royal Seleucid mint at Ptolemais, which come down through 107/6
indicate the city by at most a monogram (and rarely that) and add no titles.48 Civic
bronzes permitted under Antiochus IV ca. 170 give the name as
without titles; so too pseudoautonomous coins, not readily datable, which Seyrig would
assign to the same period.49 Whatever the precise date of the latter and the length of the
subsequent hiatus, in 126/5 the city began issuing bronzes that now have the title of
inviolability.50 These, in three denominations, show on the obverses the Dioscuri, Zeus, or
Apollo, with suitable reverses of cornucopia, a standing Zeus, or a cithara; the inscription
is
. The dated coins are found from 126/5 through 118/7. An
undated issue (still under the name Antioch) also shows the titles.51
B.C.,

One undated bronze (Dioscuri | Cornucopia) gives only IEPAS.52 Seyrig thought the style
earlier than the "sacred and inviolable" coins (the fian is beveled as on the untitled
issues) and concluded that this coin reveals a preliminary declaration, "sacred," some
years before the addition of "inviolable"; he suggested that "sacred" derived from
Tryphon ca. 140 The layout of the inscription is as on the untitled bronzes, with
to the right of the cornucopia,
to the left, and now IEPAS added
below. Even if we follow Seyrig in placing this issue earlier than the ''sacred and
inviolable" issues, I would urge that IEPAS implies the full titulature and that the artist
merely has not yet solved the problem of adjusting the layout so as to fit on the coin the
fully written title (name on the right, adjectives on the left). We need not assume Seyrig's
interval of fourteen years: I suggest that this version, if in fact it came
B.C.

47. Seyrig, Syria 39 (1962) 193-207 (Ant. syr. VI 100-114); a connection with Heracles: FGrHist 788 F I; a
dedication to Zeus Soter: SEG 19.904; to Hadad and Atargatis: SEG 18.622, with J. Teixidor, The Pagan God
(Princeton 1977) 52-59.
48. Newell, The Late Seleucid Mints in Ake-Ptolemais and Damascus, NNM 84 (New York 1939) 2-40.
49. L. Kadman, The Coins of Akko Ptolemais, CNP IV (Jerusalem 1961); Seyrig, RN VI.4 (1962) 25-50 (Scripta
numism. 261-287, at 263).
50. Seyrig, Scripta numism. 264-265; cf. 365 no. 411. Kadman no. 28, read by him as
= 181 = 132/1, has not
been confirmed. His no. 29,
= 130/129, was reread by Seyrig as
= 120/119; but note the report of another
specimen dated
, Auktion F. Sternberg 25/6 Nov. 1976 no. 690 (the dies are not the same as Kadman no. 29).
51. Seyrig, Scripta numism. 266-267, who assigned it tentatively to the first century

B.C.

52. Babelon, Perses no. 1506, with Seyrig, Scripta numism. 264, who first saw the title.
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first, was quickly abandoned, immediately followed by the issues with the full title dated
to 126/5.
The fate of the city's privileges over the next two generations is uncertain, and details
must await a more reliable chronology of the coins. Royal silver down through 107/6
gives the civic name only in monogram, and in this situation, as earlier, there are no titles
(Seyrig, Scripta numism. 265-266)this does not indicate that the title had lapsed. Around
103 , besieged by Alexander Jannaeus, the city appealed unsuccessfully to Ptolemy
Lathyrus; it was then besieged and taken by Cleopatra III and severed thereafter from
Seleucid rule (Jos. AJ 13.324-351). The Seleucid name was abandoned, and the title
"autonomous" was gained, as we know from some bronzes of the first century and from
an inscribed decree of Rhodes.53
B.C.

B.C.

The bronzes, dated "year 9" (L Q), show on the obverse the Dioscuri, on the reverse
Tyche and flanking her these monograms:

To the left is the familiar monogram of the city, regularly used in the second and first
centuries whether the legal name was "Ptolemais" or "Antioch in Ptolemais"; the
monogram on the right appears to contain IEPA
.
The inscription concerns a Rhodian whose honors included being crowned by the city of
Ptolemais:
. This text, probably of the 60s
, guarantees that the monogram on the coins implies the full "sacred and inviolable and
autonomous," as does
on coins of various other cities.
B.C.

The first half of the first century is obscure to us, with no coins securely dated.54
Sporadic issues dated by the Caesarian era to the third quarter of the century display
inviolability,
or as brief as
, but no longer autonomy (compare
Ascalon, apparently deprived of autonomy by Pompey); these are found through the
regime of Antony and Cleopatra (Seyrig, Scripta 270-271 no. 20) and down to 27/6
(RPC I 4743). The city was refounded under Claudius as Germanicopolis and soon after
became a Roman colony:55 the coins now show no titles. This might represent an
abolition of asylia in the time of Augustus (again compare Ascalon), but more likely it is
only
B.C.

B.C.

53. V. Kontorini, RN VI.21 (1979) 30-41; Inscriptions inédites relatives à Rhodes (Louvain 1983) no. 3 [SEG
33.644].
54. See the important article of Kontorini for the problems. We have also an issue still of "Antioch in Ptolemais the
sacred and inviolable" and another of "Ptolemais the sacred and inviolable," each also from a "year 9."
55. Colony by Nero's time: AEpigr 1949, no. 142.
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the selective advertising that is typical at cities that came to be honored with a Roman
connection.
Strictly speaking, 126/5 is no more than a terminus ante quem for asylia. Before that
year, however, Ptolemais had been the seat and mint of Demetrius II and Cleopatra
Thea; but in 126 Demetrius was defeated near Damascus by Alexander Zabinas and
repudiated by his wife, who closed Ptolemais against him (he fled to Tyre and was killed).
She issued coins in her own name at Ptolemais and then found it expedient to associate
with her rule her son Antiochus VIII; coins follow, still in 126/5, issued by the two jointly
at Ptolemais. The declaration of the city's inviolability fits well in this period of
competition, granted probably by Cleopatra alone, as she sought to assure herself of
support.56 These events, the same in which Tyre became free, are consistent with the
first dated coins of Ptolemais showing inviolability.
Sidon
Sidon, the great rival of Tyre, paid special honor, like all Phoenicia, to the divine triad
Baal, Astarte, and Eshmun.57 At Sidon, however, first place seems to have gone to
Astarte. In a rare early inscription the fifth-century king Ashmunazer displays his devotion
to her (ANET3 662). From the late second century to the time of Hadrian, one of the
favored images on coins struck at Sidon is Astarte standing on a ship's prow and holding a
crown, labeled "the goddess of Sidon,"
.58 The author of the Oxyrhynchus hymn
to Isis, surveying the world, equates his goddess with Astarte at Sidon (POxy. XI
1380.116). It is a fair guess that when in the 120s Sidon was declared inviolable, Astarte
was the honorand.
B.C.

Seleucid issues struck at Sidon first show the civic name under Antiochus IV and
sporadically thereafter during the next half century, in both Greek (
56. So Newell 20; Bellinger, "End" 63-64; Seyrig, Scripta numism. 265.
57. W. Baudissin, Adonis and Esmun (Leipzig 1911) 211-213. On the temple of Eshmun, M. Dunand, MUB 24 (1971)
19-25. Sidonians resident at Athens in the third century B.C. founded a temple of Baal (IG II2 2946). Festivals of
imperial date: Robert, Op. min. sel. II 1029-33, VII 703. On the city see E. Honigmann, RE 2A (1923) 2216-2229; the
coins: J. Rouvier, JIAN 5 (1902) 99-134, 229-284.
58. The earliest example is of 133/2 (BMC Phoen. 181; Babelon, Rois no. 1174; Rouvier no. 1262), the latest at the
end of the Greek coinage in A.D. 117/8 (Rouvier 1475). Bickerman, Institutions 153, misinterpreted
in 133 as a civic
title ("divine") and thought that "sacred" was added in 122/1; Seyrig, Ant. syr. III 4, wrote that at least two years
separate "sacred" from "inviolable" at Sidon.
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or abbreviated) and Phoenician. Under Antiochus IV, Sidon takes space to claim in
Phoenician to be "mother of Cambe [Carthage], Hippo, Citium, and Tyre" (Rouvier 1213).
But before 122/1 there is no claim of inviolability:
as late as 134/3, SI in 128/7
(Rouvier 1269, 1265);
instead of the ethnic in 127/6 (Rouvier 1271). There is
then a hiatus of several years, and when in 122/1 we next see a coin struck at Sidon, it
bears the title of inviolability:
Cleopatra Thea and Antochus VIII | Ptolemaic eagle,
= 191 = 122/1 B.C. Babelon, Rois 1352; Rouvier 1272.

and IEP left,

right =

; date

This title appears on the royal issues for as long as they continued to be struck at Sidon,
regularly on the silver, but omitted on the bronzes that give "goddess of Sidon" in Greek
in place of the ethnic.59 Some undated silver under Antiochus VIII60 omits the civic ethnic
but still gives the title in the further abbreviation .
Sidon inaugurated a civic era in 111/0, in the midst of the "war of the brothers."61 Over
the next 150 years, the rather sporadic coins of the city display the title of inviolability
only occasionally (compare especially Antioch). On pre-Augustan bronze no titles are
found; on the silver asylia is first ??voked in 82/1 and last in 43/4:
B.C.

Tyche | Eagle on prow,

(or

A.D.

.62

A bronze of 6/5 gives
(Rouvier 1450). On some bronzes in the 80s
the "goddess of Sidon" type is augmented by civic titles:
B.C.

Tyche | Galley,

above,

A.D.

below.63

So when we see soon after
IEPAS in 116/7,64 this certainly abbreviates the full
title "sacred and inviolable."65 Most coins of imperial date give no titles at all. The mint
was inactive for a century after 118, until
A.D.

A.D.

59. Rouvier 1279, 1280 (114/3, 113/2):

and the Phoenician ethnic, without titles.

60. Babelon 1413-1419; BMC Sel. Kings 88 nos. 9-12.
61. Seleuccia on the Orontes would be freed in September 109; cf. p. 486.
62. BMC Phoen. 158-161 nos. 104-117; Rouvier 1309-1328; Baramki, Beirul Museun 182 nos. 64-65. Silver issues
without titles are extant in 107/6, 106/5, 100/99, 97/6 (BMC nos. 100-103; Rouvier 1305-1308; RN VI.10 [1968] 20).
The civic bronze, untitled, is first seen in 110/109 (BMC no. 118; Rouvier 1329:
and Phoenician, no titles).
63. Rouvier 1293-1297; BMC Phoen. nos. 193-196; Baramki nos. 164-168 (A.D. 80/1-87/8); other issues of 87/8 have
this type but not the titles (BMC nos. 183-188).
64. Tyche | Chariot of Astarte: BMC Phoen. nos. 197-203; SNG IV 6059; Baramki nos. 195-198. Same inscription on
RPC I 4604, where the reported date of 10/9 B.C. is uncertain.
65. Other issues of 116/7 have either
nos. 216-233.

BMC Phoen. nos. 217-224; Rouvier 1469; Baramki
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colonial status with its trappings was gained from Elagabalus (coins inscribed colonia
Aurelia Pia metropolis Sidon, with no invocation of asylia).66 Finally, a glass disk has been
found inscribed in imitation of the coins,
(= 77/8) /
.67
A.D.

The inviolability of Sidon thus was granted in the course of the war between Alexander
Zabinas and Cleopatra Thea, with 122/1 as the terminus ante quem. We have no coins
from Sidon between 127/6 (under Demetrius II) and 122/1 (under his widow Cleopatra
and son Antiochus VIII) by which to narrow the date of the grant. Cleopatra operated in
the 120s from Ptolemais, from which she excluded Demetrius after his defeat by
Alexander in 126, and which was declared inviolable in 126/5. By late in the decade
Alexander's fortunes were waning: in 123/2 Cleopatra gained Antioch and Ascalon, by
122/1 Damascus.68 Without coins, we cannot know which faction was holding Sidon
during these four years. If Alexander, then the inviolability seen under Cleopatra and
Antiochus in 122/1 may mean that she won over the city in that year or soon before and
precisely now granted it the title. But it is possible that she ruled Sidon earlier and 122/1
must remain only a terminus ante quem.
Beirut
Beirut in the Hellenistic age was one of the lesser cities of Phoenicia.69 Its coinage is
meager, and of its natives we are best informed about the merchants resident at Delos.
In the second century Beirut bore the dynastic name "Laodicea in Phoenicia," and
through much of the second century it was the seat of a royal mint issuing some silver
and more bronze.70 Some civic bronze, assigned by style to the second century shows
in Phoenician "in Laodicea in Canaan" and
=
; or else BH F. In the first
century some coins give
in full; and we find a civic era reckoned
B.C.

B.C.,

B.C.

66. Also
on a medallion of the same period: Seyrig, Syria 27 (1950) 249 (Ant. syr. IV 144). An
exceptional issue in 193 under Pescennius Niger (
without titles): Rouvier 1477.
67. D. Barag, in Ann. 10e congr. hist. du verre (Amsterdam 1987) 109-116, known to me only from Bull. épigr. 1991,
158.
68. Bellinger, "End" 64-65; A. Houghton and G. Le Rider, BCH 112 (1988) 404.
69. J. Lauffray, ANRW II.8 (1977) 135-163.
70. Rouvier, JIAN 3 (1900) 263-312; Wayne Moore, GNS 42 (1992) 117-125. Note both a "Beirutian" and a
"Laodicean from Phoenicia" in a list from Rhodes: L. Migeotte, BCH 117 (1993) 351-352.
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from 81/0 evidently reflecting benefactions of Tigranes.71 No coin, whether of "Beirut"
or of "Laodicea," shows any civic titles.72 The city became a Roman colony around 15
and this limited the information displayed on its coins in imperial times. The great
flourishing of Beirut was of course in later antiquity; Nonnus devoted his books 41-43 to
its traditions.
B.C.,

B.C.,

As to cults,73 Nonnus gives various detailsCronus was founder, Aphrodite visited Beirut
first, it is the seat of Hermes, etc.but it is Poseidon whose story dominates and who won
the city, "and he brought to the dwellers in Beroe victory at sea in maritime war."74 The
Beirutians on Delos organized themselves around the worship of Poseidon,
.75 Poseidon with his hippocamps is shown often on the Hellenistic
coins (BMC pl. 7).
The inviolability of Beirut is attested by a single inscription, found on Athenian Delos. In
the archonship of Polyclitus at Athens (110/9 ) the city erected a statue of its
"benefactor and savior" Antiochus VIII, calling itself "Laodicea the sacred and
inviolable":76
B.C.

It happens that no coins of Beirut are extant for 110/9.
In itself this inscription need offer no better than a terminus ante quem for the
recognition. But the statue must commemorate some royal benefaction, and the year
110/9 is suggestive. Here again, we are in the midst of the war of the
71. Seyrig, Syria 27 (1950) 38 (Ant. syr. IV 105).
72. So too a weight dated to 128/7: RN IV.1 (1897) 369. Strabo's statement that the city was destroyed by Tryphon
(ca. 141 B.C.) and revived by the Romans is exaggerated at best, like many such claims in the ancient authors (16.2.19
[756]:
,
); M. Dunand and R. Duru, Oum el 'Amed (Paris 1962)
182, invoke Strabo to cast doubt on the identity of the Laodicea of CIS I 7 (apparently of 133/2).
73. See Hill, BMC Phoenicia xlvii-xlix; Seyrig, Syria 20 (1939) 315-316 (Ant. syr. III 46-47: Roman divinities), 31 (1954)
71-72 (V 90-91: Dionysus), 87 (V 106: a Phoenician triad, rendered as Poseidon, Astarte, Eshmun/Asclepius).
74. 43.396-397; cf. Philo of Byblos FGrHist 790 F 2 (Eus. Praep. evang 1.10.35), Cronus gave the city to Poseidon and
others.
75. I.Délos IV 1772-1796; earlier (ca. 178

) they refer to themselves as
, IG XI.4 1114.

B.C.

76. I.Délos 1551; photograph at BCH 31 (1907) 445.
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brothers, and at a moment evidently difficult for Antiochus VIII.77 During the Seleucid
year (October to October) 111/0 he had controlled Antioch and Tarsus; his brother ruled
both in 110/9,78 while Antiochus VIII apparently coined only at Ascalon; he was once
again in control of Antioch in 109/8 (and also of Damascus as well as Ascalon). The
Delian inscription reveals that in the Athenian year (July to July) 110/9, he held Beirut. It
is possible, therefore, that, driven from Antioch in 110, he fled to Beirut, or at least won
the city over (or kept its loyalty) by benefactions that included inviolability, and that this
was itself the occasion of the statue on Delos.
Tripolis
Phoenician Tripolis, at modern Al-Mina, with a good harbor and a rich territory on the
road into Syria, was important already in the fourth century 79 Of its cults we know very
littlethe coins show especially the Dioscuri, but also Astarte and Zeus Hagios.80
B.C.

The city's privileges derive from the last years of the war of the brothers. Antiochus IX
held the city ca. 106 (Jos. AJ 13.279) and issued tetradrachms there at least in 105/4.81
At some point in the subsequent ten years, Tripolis began an era of liberty. Thereafter
come occasional issues of silver tetradrachms; six such issues are known, each quite
abundant, scattered from year 3 to year 32, that is, roughly from 100 to 70 They all
have the same form:82
B.C.

B.C.

Dioscuri busts | Standing Tyche,

.

77. See the chart at Bellinger, "End" 87. Since the first editor (Roussel), 110/9 has been thought the actual date of
the grant; 122/1 at Bickerman, Institutions 153, is a lapsus (110/9 in n. 7).
78. In its adhesion to Antioch VIII, Beirut seems the exception among the several Phoenician cities whose loyalties we
know: Antiochus IX held Ptolemais throughout these years, and Sidon in 113/2 and 111/0. See Bellinger 87 (but
excluding Tripolis, which was not a royal mint: A. Houghton and G. Le Rider, BCH 112 [1988] 406-408); A. Houghton
and W. Müseler, GNS 40 (1990) 60-61.
79. R. Dussaud, Topographie historique de la Syrie (Paris 1927) 75-78; Honigmann, RE 7A (1939) 203-207.
80. The coinage of Hellenistic Tripolis was put in order by Seyrig?? Syria 27 (1950) 38-43 (Ant. syr. IV 105-110); cf.
Rouvier, JIAN 6 (1903) 17-46.
81. A. Houghton and G. Le Rider, BCH 112 (1988) 406-408.
82. Some illustrated examples: Weber no. 8068; Jameson no. 1774 (year 3); BMC Phoenicia no. 4 (year 8); BMC no.
2; Fitzwilliam no. 9509; SNG Salting I.1 45 (year 11); BMC 5; Babelon, Perses no. 1874 (year 18); SNG IV 6066;
Seyrig, Scripta numism. 357 no. 333 (year 30); Glendining Sale Nov. 25, 1953 no. 109; cf. BMC 7 (year 32).
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While this silver does not fail to cite the titles of inviolability and autonomy, the several
bronze issues that seem earlier than Pompey apparently omit them.83
In 64/3 or the next year, the city began a Pompeian era, and henceforth to the end of
antiquity the coins of Tripolis display no titles,84 with the exception of
in the third
century 85 That this is mere chasteness on the part of the coins is proved by a statue of
a provincial governor erected on the Acropolis in Athens around 130.86
A.D.

A.D.

Thus, the coins are selective in their testimony. The silver gives a terminus ante quem of
ca. 100 for inviolability and autonomy. It seems to me likely that at this relatively early
date in this part of the world, inviolability preceded autonomy, as at Tyre, and the two
honors were not granted simultaneously. Both the new era and the right to issue silver
tetradrachms will reflect autonomy, hence granted between 105 and 95. Before that we
are without evidence at Tripolis. Other examples from this last generation of the second
century suggest that asylia might have preceded autonomy by some years. The
competition of the brothers Antiochus VIII and IX is a possibility, as we have seen at
Beirut ca. 110
B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

Antioch
Antioch, the Seleucid capital, was the city of Apollo, ancestor of the dynasty; the temple
was in the sacred grove at Daphne outside the city. Here the royal house sponsored a
panegyris, attended by foreign theoroi.87
83. Briefly treated by Seyrig, Ant. syr. IV 108 n. 3. SNG IV 6068 is dubiously read:
, year 9 = 90s B.C. At Babelon, Perses 1879,
LTKE by Rouvier (no. 1679).

IKA; taken as a date

84. Certainly the series dated by the Seleucid era and beginning in 30/29 is without titles (Seyrig, Ant. syr. IV 107; cf.
Scripta numism. 357), likewise issues earlier under Cleopatra in 36/5 B.C. (RPC I p. 646).
85. E.g., BMC cxxii; 225 no. 133; SNG IV 6080. Neocoros has been alleged once, at Rouvier 1754.
86. IG II2 4210.1-5 (I have collated a squeeze at the Institute for Advanced Study).
87. FGrHist 87 F 21; J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1955, 122; 1965, 436. Note, however, that in the first century B.C.
when asylia was granted, the civic coins are entirely dominated by Zeus. On the cult of Zeus at Antioch (whose temple
was in the city proper) see G. Downey, History of Antioch (Princeton 1961) 67-68, 75-76. Bibliography on the city at J.
Lassus, ANRW II.8 (1977)

(Footnote continued on next page)
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Around 170 the Jewish high priest Onias fled to the temple of Apollo for safety
(
), only to be lured outside
and killed by an agent of
Antiochus IVwhich caused an outcry among the Antiochenes.88 The author of 2
Maccabees is here applying the language of Ptolemaic Egypt to the normal immunity of a
Greek temple: his words should not be taken as evidence of some prior recognition of
asylia (that would make Antioch by far the earliest instance outside of the Aegean area).
Strabo, however, in describing the grove at Daphne with its
of Apollo
and Artemis (16.2.6 [750]), might well reflect the granted status, which by then had been
confirmed by Rome.
B.C.

Antiochus X expelled Seleucus VI from Antioch in 94 ; during some of 93 he was in turn
supplanted by Seleucus' brother Antiochus XI but succeeded in returning and holding the
city until his expulsion and death in 92; in 92/1 the city was taken by Demetrius III.89
That Antioch was an object of competition is obvious. For the development of civic
privileges we have the following items:
B.C.

A. According to Malalas (234), Antiochus XI (hence in 93 ) built temples for Apollo and
Artemis in the grove at Daphne, erected two gilded statues there, and "granted the
privilege to whoever took refuge there not to be expelled from these temples,"
. This account admittedly is
murky, and we can hardly believe that Antiochus XI had the time (or the need) to build
temples of the chief gods of Antioch; but the specific claim of the granted privilege looks
to be a Roman way of saying that Antiochus declared the temple at Daphne inviolable.
B.C.

B. In 92/1 Antioch obtained the right to issue bronze coins. These show only one title,
, from 92/1 to 48/7.90
(Footnote continued from previous page)
54-102; for the coins see Newell, "The Pre-Imperial Coinage," NC IV.19 (1919) 69-113; Seyrig, Syria 27 (1950) 515 (Ant. syr. IV 72-82).
88. 2 Macc. 4:33-34, with C. Habicht, 2. Makkabäerbuch, Jüd.Schr.hell.-röm.Zeit 1.3 (Gutersloh 1976) 221. Queen
Berenice fled to Daphne in 246 B.C. before being murdered (Justin. 27.1).
89. This chronology is a probable reconstruction; the relevant coins are not dated: Newell, "The Seleucid Mint of
Antioch," AJN 51 (1918) 111-118. A coin of Cleopatra Selene and her son Antiochus XIII was struck probably in
Antioch in 92 after the death of her husband Antiochus X: Bellinger, ANSMN 5 (1952) 53-55; but the mint and date are
uncertain.
90. An example taken by Dieudonné as 103/2 B.C. would be exceptional and is surely mistaken (RN IV.30 [1927] 13,
followed by Downey 130): the alleged Seleucid 210, SI, reads in the wrong direction, and SNG Copenh.Syria no. 70
with SII shows that it is not a numeral. Seyrig tacitly rejected Dieudonné's interpretation in omitting these coins from
his account of the earliest issues of Antioch. Seyrig (IV 81) deduced from the absence of issues after 70/69 until 64/3
that coinage rights were abolished by Antiochus XIII when he replaced Tigranes in 69, and were restored by Pompey;
but the activity of the mint is sporadic enough that this hiatus may be fortuitous. The city used a Pompeian era of
66/5.
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C. Antioch sided with Caesar against Pompey. In June 47 Caesar visited the city;
according to Malalas (216), before arriving Caesar issued an edict in which he declared
the city free,
; Malalas claims to quote the opening words,
. This reads like a
heading rather than the opening of a letter, and it appears to be an accretion of a later
age or a literary context (so especially the final two titles, but also ''autonomous" when
this is the object of the edict). In any case, Malalas is specific in stating that what Caesar
now granted was freedom, not inviolability.
D. Bronze coins extant from 48/7 to 41/0, dated now by a Caesarian era, show
; likewise a weight of year 7 = 43/2, from which
no coins seem to survive (IGLSyrie III 1071.i). We find condensations: on the smallest
denominations of 47/6 and 46/5, only
(Newell nos. 4-10); on a coin of 42/1
(no. 12; RPC I 4222), yet the titles in full on other issues of this
year (condensed again in 41/0, no. 13); similarly
on a
drachma of 47/6.91 In these years Antioch also issued silver tetradrachms, the pseudoPhilips, which lack ethnic and titles but have the monogram , which might represent
.92
E. An issue dated suddenly again by the Seleucid era, 272 = 41/0, shows
(Newell no. 14). This reveals that when the Parthians
conquered the city they revoked the autonomy and the era that derived from Caesar, but
not inviolability or metropolis that derived from the Seleucids.
F. From 41/0 to 4/5 (Copenh. Syria no. 94), the coins have
. This
is merely a short form, and not evidence that inviolability has been canceled, for the
same short form is found on the issue of 42/1 and Roman restoration of autonomy
after the expulsion of the Parthians will not have been coupled with abolition of asylia.
Different condensations occur in this period: an undated silver issue under Antony (BMC
157 no. 52 = RPC I 4135) and the bronzes of 31/0 (Newell nos. 20-22) omit
; the
smallest denominations of 25/4 and 23/2 omit instead
(Newell nos. 35, 39; RPC
I 4244); several issues under Augustus have no titles but the monogram .
A.D.

B.C.,

G. From 11/2 (Copenh. no. 96) until the end of Antiochene coinage in the late third
century, no title appears but "metropolis," and this rarely (e.g., RPC I
A.D.

91. This last I owe to the kind advice of Arthur Houghton.
92. So Wroth (BMC 166) and Newell (72); MacDonald was skeptical (NC IV.4 [1904] 110 n. 11).
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4162 of 35/6). Here as elsewhere the silence of these later coins should not be taken to
imply the end of other titles.93
Thus Antiochus XI declared the temple of Apollo inviolable in 93 or else declared
Antioch inviolable in honor of Apollo. The first option is consistent with Malalas and with
the frequent pattern of rural shrines in declared inviolability. The right of bronze coinage
came in the next year and simultaneously the title ''metropolis"; this was a grant of
Demetrius III, outbidding his rival for the loyalty of the city. Caesar added freedom,
whence
and the new era seen on the coins. This Roman addition was briefly
canceled by the Parthians, but not Antioch's Seleucid titles of inviolability and metropolis.
B.C.,

This account requires that we discount the silence of the first generation of Antiochene
coins about the acquisition of asylia, a surprising silence.94 Antioch displayed a single
title,
, from 92/1 to 48/7; asylia is shown only from 48/7 to 41/0, and
never again. But as we have seen, the Antiochene coins of the first century exhibit
other omissions; contemporary Sidon is similarly modest in display. I suggest that the
title "metropolis," familiar to us from imperial times but unprecedented in 92 was felt
by the Antiochenes to outrank asylia, and so they put this alone on their coins until the
time of Caesar and liberation, when for a few years everything was listed.
B.C.

B.C.,

Larisa
Larisa stands some twenty-five kilometers southeast of Apamea, at the point where the
middle Orontes valley comes to be closed in by hills.95 The river emerges here from a
sheer canyon, the left bluff of which served as the acropolis of ancient Larisa, later a
medieval fortress. This was a strategic place; here the valley has its natural southern
limit, and here the river, as it breaks from its winding gorge, is easily bridged. The site is
attested already in the Bronze Age, under the name it still uses, Shaizar. The pastures of
the Seleucid horse
93. So also Seyrig, Ant. syr. IV 81.
94. Seyrig, relying on the coins and not Malalas 234, held that Caesar declared Antioch "sacred, inviolable, and
autonomous" in a stroke in 47 B.C.
95. R. Dussaud, Tepographie historique de la Syrie (Paris 1927) 110, 200; La Syrie (Paris 1931) pl. 104; E. Honigmann,
"Syria," RE 4A (1932) 1662; R. Mouterde and A. Poidebard, Limes de Cha??is (Paris 1945) 26 and 42 with pl. 7; M.
Dunand, De l'Amanus au Sinai (Beirut 1953) 117-119; cf. J. L. Burckhardt, Travels in Syria (London 1822) 144. A writer
from Apamea ??once specifies
so as not to confuse his readers: Posidonius FGrHist 87 F 36 (Ath.
212A).
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and elephant herds, which our sources associate with Apamca, will certainly have
extended up river to Larisa. Of the history and the cults of Larisa little is recorded.96 Its
citizens, recruited and named from Thessaly in the time of Seleucus Nicator, were famous
as horsemen. In the time of the usurpation of Tryphon, who came from Apamea, war
broke out between the two neighbors, and both cities came to be used as bases by
Tryphon.97
The only coins attributed with certainty to Syrian Larisa are some autonomous bronzes of
the first century and these are our evidence for inviolability:
B.C.,

A. Zeus bust | Throne, IEPAS, date
(227 = 86/5 ). BMC Galatia 264 no. 1
(diameter 1.6 cm); Leake, Numismatica Hellenica: Asiatic Greece (London 1854) 75;
Lindgren and Kovacs, Ancient Bronze Coins no. 2109.
B.C.

B. Tyche bust | Horse's head,

. Leake, Supplement (1859) 65.

A is a coin of small denomination; I assume that IEPAS abbreviates the full title
. This provides a terminus ante quem of 86/5 for inviolability, hence before the
regime of Tigranes, which so benefited Laodicea. Autonomy came subsequently, perhaps
in fact from Tigranes.
Laodicea ad Mare
Hellenistic Laodicea was overshadowed politically and commercially by Seleuceia, its
neighbor to the north; it has left little mark in history before the first century when it
was promoted at the expense of Seleuceia by Tigranes of Armenia, who conquered the
region in 83 98 As to its cults, later evidence reveals several gods, none visibly
dominant; the bronzes struck in the second century under Antiochus IV and Alexander
Balas show Poseidon, appropriate to this harbor city.
B.C.,

B.C.

B.C.

Here as elsewhere, bronzes under Alexander Balas in the early 140s show no titles
(
), and so too a civic weight of 106/5
B.C.,

96. In addition to the coins: I.Syrie IV 1378 (a priestess of some divinity,
(Ant. syr. VI 144-147; a dedication to Artemis).

A.D.

201/2); Seyrig, Syria 42 (1965) 28-31

97. FGrHist 87 F 2; Strab. 16.2.10 (752); Diod. 33.4-5. Compare the deposition against the bishop of Apamea in
519, which details another battle between the two neighbors: E. Schwartz, ACO III (1940) p. 107.
98. Honigmann, RE 12 (1924) 713-718. On the political difficulties of the city in the 160s
ambassador, threat of destruction) see C. Habicht, ZPE 74 (1988) 211-214.

B.C.

(murder of a Roman

A.D.
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which supplies a likely terminus post quem for the city's titles.99 A civic coinage in silver
and bronze, marked by a civic era, begins probably in 81/0.100 These coins show from the
start the titles "sacred and autonomous":
A. Tyche (silver) or Zeus bust (bronze) | Zeus Nicephorus (silver) or tripod or Artemis
(bronze),
; dates attested from year 1 to year 34 (81/0-48/7).101 A
unique hemidrachma of year 4 gives
;102 this certainly is an abridgment
for reasons of space.
Two civic weights belonging to the same generation have the following inscriptions:
B.

(53/2

).103

B.C.

C.

.104

The second weight, half the size of B and with other matters to inscribe, has condensed
the titles as do the coins.
With benefactions gained from Caesar in 48/7 Laodicea took a new name and began a
new era: from now until the city gained metropolitan and then colonial status in the 190s
the coins give no titles, only
.105 But it is not believable that it can
have lost its honorific titles at the same time as being honored by Caesar: the Caesarian
name has merely usurped the space of the earlier titles. In fact a number of inscriptions
on stone show that inviolability and autonomy survived.
B.C.,

A.D.,

D. A statue of Caesar's Cnidian friend Theopompus was erected by the Laodiceans at
Cnidus; they call themselves
(IGBM IV 801 = I.Knidos 58).
Their gratitude to Theopompus must have been incurred during the passage of Caesar
and his entourage in summer 47 on their way to Egypt.
99. Babelon, Rois 118; BMC Sel. Kings 57. IGLSyrie 1271b:
must be considered a possibility.

; but

100. See Seyrig, Syria 27 (1950) 26-32 (Ant. syr. IV 92-98); Mørkolm, ANSMN 28 (1983) 89-107.
101. Mørkholm 93. Most years are represented; Mørkholm reports a year 1; year 2 is represented in bronze by BMC
Galatia 248 no. 10; for year 34 (48/7), Seyrig Ant. syr. IV 93 n. 2.
102. For this I am indebted again to Arthur Houghton.
103. Seyrig, BMusBeyr 8 (1949) 53 no. 3 with pl. 5 (Scripta varia 383) [IGLSyrie IV 1271c, by lapsus omitting
.
104. IGLSyrie IV 1271d; the one-digit year must have been 10, 20, or 30.
105. BMC Galatia 249ff., the earliest extant of year 2 = 47/6; on the late titles see Seyrig, Syria 40 (1963) 30-32 (Ant.
syr. VI 132-134).
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One coin shows a temporary change in year 7:
E. Tyche bust | Nike,

(Seyrig, Ant. syr. IV 97).

This attests the loss of the Caesarian name in 42/1, and probably also the titles, if we can
treat this issue on a par with the "pre-Julian" issues that do give titles. In year 8 the coins
revert to the normal
, still without showing titles.
F. In
G. In

A.D.

A.D.

109/110 the city erected at Ephesus a statue of A. Julius Quadratus, governor of Asi
(I.Ephesos III 614.10-13).
132 it erected a statue of Hadrian in Athens, our fullest list of its honors:

Accordingly, Laodicea had been declared sacred and inviolable and autonomous by the time
of the earliest civic coins in 81/0; it probably lost these privileges along with its Julian name
during 42 under the regime of Cassius, but these were restored by Antony upon his arrival i
Syria in 41.

Certainly "autonomous" came with the civic era and the right to coin: it dates from 81/0. Th
question for us is the origin of its inviolability, for which the coins need give no more than a
terminus ante quem. As Seyrig stressed, the victory of Tigranes changed drastically the
respective fort??mes of Laodicea and Seleuceia. After his arrival Laodicea, which had struck
no civic money before, became the only source of silver tetradrachms in the region, when
Tigranes made it the chief port of northern Syria. It is easily possible that, unknown to us fo
want of coins, asylia was gained before 81/0, preceding autonomy by some years, as was
common; this seems more likely than that the two were granted in a stroke in 81. Even at
that, asylia may yet derive from Tigranes, granted in 83 or 82; but little Larisa inland had t
title by 86/5, and perhaps the asylia of Laodicea should also be placed earlier than Tigrane
Apamea
On its strategic plateau overlooking the middle Orontes valley, Apamea was the military
headquarters and one of the residences of the Seleucid kings.
106. IG II2 3299.2-6 (QALS); I have collated a squeeze at the Institute for Advanced Study. Syngeneia derives from
the nomen Julia according to D. Musti, Ann Pisa II.32 (1963) 237.
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Here the kings pastured their horse and elephant herds; and the elephant is the most
common emblem on the late Hellenistic coins of Apamea. The Belgian excavations have
revealed much about the Roman city but little of its Hellenistic predecessor.107 Seleucid
Apamea is known mainly from its coins, which also are sole witness for the city's
inviolability. Here as elsewhere in the region, in the 160s and 140s occasional local
bronzes were allowed by the crown; these show on their reverses Zeus in armor and the
ethnic
without titles.108
The more abundant civic coinage of Apamea, still in bronze, begins only toward the end
of the Hellenistic period.109 The types are predominantly Zeus bust | Elephant; but we
find also Tyche, Athena, Demeter, and Dionysus. The first series runs from 76/5 to 68/7,
with most years represented. Then after a hiatus of a generation, coins are extant again
from 43/2 and continue sporadically into the 20s Thereafter they are less and less
frequent, ceasing entirely in the early years of Tiberius, but for some issues (including a
silver tetradrachm) under Claudius after the city was refounded under his name.110 Thus
the right to coin was granted by Tigranes of Armenia and then canceled by Pompey,
whom Apamea resisted in 65/4.111 The privilege was restored by Caesar, whose era is
seen on the two issues extant before the Parthian invasion (43/2 and 42/1).
B.C.

On all extant coins from 76/5 through 41/0 the inscription is
. From
40/39 through 30/29 it is
.112 After 30/29 it reverts to "sacred and
inviolable" and continues so until the end of this series in 14/5. The coins of "Claudia
Apamea" are without titles,
.
B.C.,

A.D.

107. IGLSyrie IV 1311-1375; Fouilles d'Apamée de Syrie I- (Brussels 1968-); J. and J. C. Balty, ANRW II.8 (1977)
103-134; Burckhardt's description is still valuable, Travels in Syria (London 1822) 138-139; an evocative photograph
of the citadel and its valley at M. Dunand, De l'Amanus au Sinai (Beirut 1953) 115; on foundation legends, A. S.
Hollis, ZPE 102 (1994) 153-166.
108. With royal obverses: e.g., SNG VI 1105(Alexander Balas, 150/149
Galatia 233 nos. 1-2.

); with autonomous (showing Tyche): BMC

B.C.

109. The sequence of issues, after a beginning by Seyrig, Syria 27 (1950) 15-20 (Ant. syr. IV 82-87), was established
by M. El-Zein, "Geschichte der Stadt Apameia" (Diss., Heidelberg 1972) 138-197, and by RPC I pp. 631-634 without
reference to El-Zein.
110. See the table at El-Zein 191-197; further examples at SNG IV 5948-5950. Before Claudius, the dates are by
Seleucid era except at the beginning of the second series (coins of Caesarian 7 and 8 = 43/2 and 42/1); evidently the
Caesarian era was abandoned after the Parthian invasion and the benefactions of Antony.
111. Jos. AJ 14.38. Seyrig attributed abolition of coinage to Antiochus XIII, who was installed in place of Tigranes in
69/8. But he was dead within a year (see Bellinger, "End" 83), probably before the issues of Apamea in 68/7, it is
merely the sporadic character of striking that explains the absence of coins from 67/6 to the personal arrival of
Pompey early in 64.
112. El-Zein 175; RPC I 4335.
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Thus the city was declared sacred and inviolable in or before 76/5 As at Laodicea, the
grantor may well have been Tigranes, in power here after 83 When in the 60s the city
lost the right to coin, it may have lost the right of inviolability as wellwe are without
evidence from the generation that follows. If asylia was abolished, Caesar restored it in
the 40s. In 40 Antony added autonomy, as reward to the Apameans for resisting the
Parthian invasion.113 In 29 Octavian canceled what Antony had added but no more
(compare his treatment of Ephesus). The titles were supplanted by the imperial name
under Claudius; this represents not abolition of the title but selectivity of display.
B.C.

B.C.

In Roman times the great god of Apamea was Bel. By the third century his shrine was
oracular (ILS 4333); the priest Aur. Belius Philippus makes a dedication on the orders of
.114 The Hellenistic coins are dominated by Zeus in armor, an unusual
image, who is probably the Bel of the imperial texts.
After the early start by the old capital Seleuceia (by 139/8), the other cities of the
Orontes Valley obtained inviolability in rapid successionAntioch (93), Larisa (by 86/5),
Laodicea (by 81/0), Apamea (by 76/5); it is surprising that little Larisa to the south
seems to have anticipated both Laodicea and its traditional enemy Apamea.
Temple of Zeus, Baetocaece
The temple of Zeus of Baetocaece in Phoenicia occupies a small upland valley, modern
Husn Suleiman, east of the island of Aradus and some thirty-five kilometers inland.115 The
impressive ruins have been studied since the eighteenth century. The standing temple
with its peribolos wall derives from Roman imperial times; traces of its predecessor, a
smaller temple, cannot be closely dated.
113. Dio 48.25. The coins of 41/0 (still "sacred and inviolable") abandon the Pompeian era and revert to the
Seleucid, reflecting Parthian control; some issues of years 2 and 3, "sacred and autonomous," are assigned to a
brief civic era, 40/39 and 39/8, by RPC.
114. J.-P. Rey-Coquais, AAAS 23 (1973) 66-68; further references at IGLSyrie VII pp. 78-79; Seyrig, Notes 9;J. C.
Balty, JRS 78 (1988) 94-95. The Apamean theophoric name Belius also at E. Schwartz, ACO III (1940) 109.23
(monastery of the blessed Belius, A.D. 518).
115. R. Krencker and W. Zschietzschmann, Römische Tempel in Syrien (Berlin/Leipzig 1938) 65-101; J.-P. ReyCoquais, Arados et sa pérés (Paris 1974) 61-64, 108-121, and in Sociétés urbaines, sociétés rurales, ed. E. Frézouls
(Strasbourg 1987) 191-198; the inscriptions are at Rey-Coquais, IGLSyrie VII 4028-4041.

Page 505

The dozen dedications from the temple, all of imperial date, reveal by their occasional
epithets (Keraunios, Olympios) a weather god, the local Baal-Shamin. He is called Zeus in
our one Hellenistic document (218.18); in the later texts he is normally identified merely
by the toponym "the most high god of Baetocaece."116
probably means "the
house of the castor oil tree" (kiki), which is cultivated in these hills. The inscriptions
attest to the vitality of the katochoi of the god especially during the middle years of the
third century the period when they obtained confirmation of the temple's rights.
A.D.,

This confirmation was commemorated by the most famous inscription from the site, a
collection of acts displayed on the peribolos wall beside its main entrance. Four events
are represented: the confirmation by Valerian of the traditional rights of the temple
around 260 a Seleucid memorandum granting inviolability and other privileges; a
"decree of the city sent to Augustus" in which civic magistrates are forbidden to tax or
requisition goods traded at the festival of Zeus; and the dedicatory statement of the
katochoi of Zeus around 260.
A.D.;

Clearly the temple was widely patronized; its bimonthly fair (line 26) is characteristic of a
popular rural shrine. Seyrig in fact thought it the federal temple of a league of cities. The
evidence for this is weak, however, and at the times represented by the inscription, the
silences are telling: in the Seleucid memorandum, the king alone controls the temple and
village, which appear to be on royal land; in the civic decree, the city alone (Aradus, in
Seyrig's view) controls it.117
The king Antiochus cannot be identified. For the date of his grant we cannot of course
rely on palaeography. It has traditionally been assigned to the last years of the dynasty,
as it was taken to betoken the enfeeblement of the central government. Whatever one
thinks of that argument, a date in the late second or early first century118 will be
consistent with other grants of inviolability in the Hellenistic East; also with the existence
of a satrapy of Apamea (line 21).
Antiochus' motive as stated is purely religious: he has been impressed by the "power,"
the miracles, of the god. The past owner of the village is dead or disgraced, and
Antiochus, to increase the honor of the temple, gives the
116. The exception is at 218.40, where perhaps the katochoi were influenced by the Hellenistic text that they were
using.
117. Seyrig, Syria 28 (1951) 191-206 (Ant. syr. IV 170-200); RN VI.4(1964) 28-47 (Scripta numism. 98-117). ReyCoquais, Arados 125, invokes as possibly relevant a fragmentary inscription from Husn Soleiman that mentions "seven
cities and seven villages"; this text does not appear to have been published as yet. Seyrig's assignment of the decree
and hence Baetocaece to Aradus might be doubted. Aradus never put civic titles on its coins, so we do not know
whether it claimed inviolability.
118. In defense of this date see Rigsby, TAPA 110 (1980) 248-254. Seyrig argued for a date early in the third century
B.C., on the grounds that the temple is on Aradian territory and Seleucid rule ended there in 259 B.C. (the "era of
Aradus"): but nothing suggests that Aradus owned the temple at the time of the Seleucid memorandum, which does
not mention a city.
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region over to the god rather than to another mortal.119 The fiscal immunities seem the
primary reward; the spirit of the act is not unlike that of Sulla for the Amphiaraeum at
Oropus (6). Even the favor conjoined with making the temple inviolable, making the
village immune from billeting, is mainly an economic benefaction. These fiscal
benefactions do not amount to asylia; the same pair, exemption from taxes and troops, is
met at the Artemisium of Ephesus at the end of the fourth century (I.Ephesos 1449).
The specific meaning of asylia is not spelled out here. Because the king is not dealing
with a sovereign state (a Greek city), it may be that here as in Egypt asylia meant the
exclusion of the police powers of the crownthe right of asylum in the Roman sense.
B.C.

Thus the grant to Baetocaece stands apart from other Seleucid recognitions and is similar
instead to those in Ptolemaic Egypt: civic prestige is not at issue here, and what the
temple gained was immunity from the royal authoritiespolice powers, royal taxes,
billeting of royal troops. We are not in the legal world of the Greek polis. It seems that
(at least by this date) the royal government here as in Egypt did not treat the temples on
royal land as regularly immune. If this policy was relatively new, and we have no other
evidence for the Seleucids, it may reflect the influence of the Ptolemies that was so
pronounced in this last half century of the Seleucid dynasty.120
To round out the story I include the later documents, even though asylia does not come
into the civic decree of Augustan date, whose economic emphasis, the fiscal
independence of the temple from the city, is even more pronounced than in the royal
memorandum. The temple has now passed into the territory of a city, perhaps upon the
liquidation of the Seleucid monarchy by Pompey and the distribution of the crown lands.
The present text reflects the tensions between the city and a temple that it had only
recently acquired, perhaps by a Roman decision. Clearly some appeal from those involved
with the temple has reached the governor, who likely consulted Augustus; the victory of
the temple authorities was capped by their sending the city's decree of acquiescence to
Rome.
218. Seleucid king
On the peribolos wall of the precinct, to the right of the main entrance, inscribed in an
inset of h. 213, w. 105.
119. Cf. Bickerman, Institutions 181, for such assignments. Antiochus of Commagene stipulated that "the villages
which I have dedicated to these gods it is wrong for anyone to appropriate or alienate or transfer or damage in any
way, either these villages or the revenue, which I have dedicated as an inviolable possession of the gods" (IGLSyrie
I 1.192-200 = OGIS 383).
120. Welles (p. 285) thought to see late features and Ptolemaic influence in the vocabulary:
in line 17,
and singular
in 18. The express
before the name of a god (18) is a usage more characteristic of imperial
times than earlier.
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R. Chandler, Inscriptiones antiquae (Oxford 1774) 88-90 [S. Donati, Ad novum thesaurum
(Lucca 1765) 147; Franz, CIG 4474; Orelli, Inscriptionum latinarum II (Zurich 1828) 3657
( ); CIL III 184; ILS 540 ( )]; Waddington, ap. E. G. Rey, Archives des miss. scient. litt.
II.3 (1867) 337 and pl. 3 (squeeze) [Le Bas-Waddington 2720a; Dittenberger, OGIS 262
( ); IGR III 1020]; H. H. Jessup, Pal.Expl.Soc.Report 2 (1873) 32-38 (poor copy of lines 121 by D. S. Dodge); H. Lucas, BZ14 (1905) 21-25 (squeeze) [Laum, Stiftungen 209;
Schroeter 61; Welles, Royal Corres. 70 (all )]; Rey-Coquais, IGLSyrie VII 4028.
A, E

A, E

B-E

B-C

Photograph: Rey-Coquais pl. XI.
Cf. Seyrig, Ant. syr. IV 170-200; Scripta numism. 98-117; H. Kreissig, Wirtschaft und
Gesellschaft im Seleukidenreich (Berlin 1978) 53-54; Rigsby, TAPA 110 (1980) 248-254;
A. Baroni, "I terreni e i privilegi del tempio di Zeus a Baitokaike," in Studi ellenistici I, ed.
E. Gabba (Pisa 1984) 135-167.
(A)Imp. Caesar
Publius Licinnius
Valerianus
4 Pius Felix Aug at Imp.
Caesar Publius Licinius
Gallienus Fius Fel. Aug. et Licinnius
Cornelius Saloninus
8 Valerianus nobilissimus Caesar
Aurelio Marea et aliis:
regum antiqua beneficia, consuetudine
etiam insecuti tenporis adprobata, is qui provinciam regit, remota
12 violentia partis adversae, incolumia vobis
manere curabit.
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<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(A) (10ff.) The ancient benefactions of the kings, which are supported also by the custom of subsequent time, he
who governs the province will maintain intact for you, for the threats of the opposing faction have been set aside.
(B) Letter of Antiochus the king. King Antiochus to Euphemus, greetings. The following memorandum has been
issued. Therefore let it be done as indicated as regards what must be carried out through you.
(C) Report having been submitted to me about the power of the god Zeus of Baetocaece, it was decided to grant
to him for all time that from which the power of the god in fact arises, the village of Baetocaece, which formerly
was held by Demetrius son of Demetrius son of Mnaseas in Tourgona of the satrapy of Apamea, together with all
its appurtenances and properties according to the existing surveys and with the current year's harvest, so that the
income from this (village) may be spent on the monthly sacrifices and the other things that contribute to the
increase of the temple by the priest selected by the god as is customary, and so that tax-exempt festivals may be
conducted each month on the 15th and the 30th. And the temple is to be inviolable and the village exempt from
billeting, no objection having been reported. Anyone who contravenes any of the aforesaid is liable to prosecution
for impiety. Copies are to be inscribed on a stone stele and placed in the same temple. It will be necessary
accordingly to write to the accustomed persons so that things be done in keeping with what has been made clear.
(D) Decree of the city, sent to the deified Augustus. And all merchandise must be brought up through the agency
of the local and rural agoretai in order to be sold at each monthly festival, so as to be at the uninterrupted disposal
of the worshippers who come up, with the city agoretes to oversee and not to interfere or bother on excuse of
requisition, tax, and any abuse or extortion; slaves, cattle and other animals are to be sold in the place on the
same terms, without tax or any abuse or extortion.
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(E) The katochoi of holy heavenly Zeus have posted the imperial rescript, to be respected by all, of the emperors'
piety toward the god and liberality toward the place.

This composite inscription is rather like those from Ptolemaic Egypt, except that are
historical documents, part of the case made to the emperors in the third century. The
chronological sequence is the king's decision; his letter of transmittal to a royal
functionary (with a heading added by the katochoi, line 15); an extract from a civic
decree under Augustus (with an added heading, 32); the imperial confirmation ca. 260;
and the dedication of the inscribed monument. For various details and references see
the valuable commentaries of Welles and of Rey-Coquais.
B-D

C,

B,

D,

A,

E,

7-9: Saloninus was Caesar from 258 to 261: Wickert, ''Licinius 46,'' RE 13 (1926) 238-239.
"Aurelius Mareas and the rest" are presumably the katochoi who petitioned the emperor.
17ff.: A memorandum was submitted to the king, who responded with his own
memorandum to a royal agent (references at Rey-Coquais p. 61). Such were the internal
procedures of the Seleucid state, like the Ptolemaic. A city, by contrast, would have
addressed the king through an embassy and been answered directly by his letter. It was
not a city (Aradus or whichever) but the temple, on crown land, that initiated this event.
19-20: Attribution of the miraculous power of a god to the place itself is a familiar
sentiment in all religions. Diodorus, on his native city, says of the precinct of Iolaus
(4.24.5): "Such is the sanctity and awe of the precinct" that boys who do not perform the
expected ritual become mute
.
21: Most scholars have followed Wilamowitz in seeing Tourgona as a toponym.121 I take
the phrase about the satrapy of Apamea to go with the place rather than the person; but
see Rey-Coquais p. 62. I imagine Demetrius to have been a courtier of some rank (he is
given no ethnic), and I doubt that such persons were "registered" by satrapy, if indeed
anyone was. Rey-Coquais cites a Ptolemaic document for the region, C.Ord.Ptol. 22
(
of those surveyed), but this means no more than their civic ethnics. The
attested dates (meager evidence) for a satrapy of Apamea are between the mid-second
century and the early first, before which we hear of the satrapy of the Seleucis (cf. Rigsby
253).
22: For parallels for "the appurtenant places" of a temple see on 223.21 and Rey-Coquais
p. 27.
23: Troubling to include assignment of the growing crops will have removed this
important matter from any litigation.
121. F. Piejko, Berytus 30 (1982) 98-99, suggests an error for

or

'A(- - -).
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25: That the priest was chosen by the god rather than by a city government is consistent
with the absence of any civic authority over the place.
26: To Rey-Coquais's examples of tax exemption for festivals (62 n. 11) can now be
added Wörrle, Chiron 18 (1988) 424 (Heraclea by Latrnus); Gauthier, I.nouv.Sardes II
3.11 (Sardes).
27: Given a lunar calendar, Greek months often did not reach a 30th day.122 But
can
mean the last day of the month, even if it is in fact the 29th: so IG XII.1 4 (Rhodes). In
any event, the thirty-day month was common parlance; see T. Heath, Aristarchus of
Samos (Oxford 1913) 246; Pritchett, Greek State at War III (Berkeley 1979) 211.
29: Prosecution envisaged is before the crown, as no city-state comes into the
questionimportant testimony that there was such a category of law in the Seleucid state
just as in a city. The Ptolemaic state had laws concerning hierosylia, cf. C.Ord.Ptol. 53.5,
53 ter.5:
; P.Köln VII 313.A.5-6:
.
32-33: The heading with
is anachronistic; either it was added when the documents
were gathered (this is not the stele of line 30) and inscribed in the third century or it
derives from a docket in the papyrus version kept by the temple. Few civic decrees have
survived from Phoenicia. As inscribed this decree obviously is an extract, for it lacks any
preliminaries and begins with ; hence precious constitutional information is lost to us,
including certainty about the identity of the city.
35: The source of the conflict seems to be the coexistence of a city and a country
magistrate claiming fiscal authority over the temple. This division may derive from the
original condition of the temple, as not being in any civic territory.
40ff.: The sentence has troubled readers. Rey-Coquais (pp. 66-67) thought that its
difficulties might reflect the modest education of the katachoi or the cultural decline of
the third century 123 The solution lies in the word
. The emperors do not in fact
grant freedom to the place, and I suggest that the word renders liberalitas rather than
libertas (whichever stood in the original Latin). Cf. earlier UPZ 62 (
); in
the fourth century, Greg. Nys. Hom. 9 Cant. (VI 284.7 Jaeger):
, Basil
Ep. 108 (PG 32.517 ):
. For confusion or equation of libertas and liberalitas,
A.D.

A

122. Rey-Coquais, Sociétés 194 n. 13, deduces that the provision reflects a 365-day Roman calendar and must be
a revision of the original text.
123. His translation, "le réscrit impérial de la liberté due à la piété des Empereurs envers le dieu et la localité," is
properly rejected by Herrmann, Gnomon 45 (1973) 72, who understands "rescript through which the emperors
showed their piety toward the god and granted the privilege of freedom for the place." B. Virgilio, PP 222 (1985) 218222, argues for an omission in the text, and for a personified Pietas:
.
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and both translated
, see TLL VII 1299, 1318-1319; cf. A. U. Stylow, "Libertas und
Liberalitas" (Diss., Erlangen 1972) 70-73 (imperial slogans in the third century).
Damascus
Damascus, the great oasis of Coele-Syria, appears to have prospered especially in the
late Hellenistic period. It was the base of Demetrius III (96-88 ), who was crowned king
here, and the similarity of some coins of a city "Demetrias" to those of Damascus
suggests that Demetrius III refounded the city.124 Seyrig did not live to put its coins in
order as he intended or to publish the many that remain unpublished;125 this account of
the numismatic evidence for asylia must be tentative.
B.C.

Damascus was the site of a Seleucid royal mint from 138 until 69;126 these coins do not
name the city and thus reveal no titles. Three issues of civic bronzes, however, seem to
derive from the first century 127 the reverses show variously Tyche, Nike, or a standing
male, all inscribed
IEPAS.128 Throughout the imperial age Damascus issued
civic bronzes, in no
B.C.;

124. So R. Dussaud, JA X.3 (1904) 198-199. Newell, The Late Seleucid Mints in Ake-Ptolemais and Damascus,
NNM 84 (New York 1939) 83, thought that |D| on some Seleucid coins might indicate the royal name; this in fact
appears already under Demetrius II in his last year 126/5 (no. 77), and still on the silver of Tigranes in 71-69 (nos.
148-149). The name was discarded before the 30s B.C., SNG Copenh. 36.419 D
, and perhaps as early as
the expulsion of Tigranes in 69 (cf. Newell p. 100). On the city see C. Watzinger and K. Wurtzinger, Damaskus
(Berlin/Leipzig) 1921; J. Sauvaget, Syria 26 (1949) 315-358.
125. Syria 27 (1950) 34-37 (Ant.syr. IV 101-104).
126. See Newell 41-100; A. Houghton and A. Spaer, GNS 40 (1990) 1-5; Houghton and W. Müseler, GNS 40 (1990)
57-62. Tigranes' mint at Damascus: Newell 95-100; P. Bedoukian, Coinage of the Artaxiads (London 1978) 21.
127. Of the three obverses, one has Tyche; one a male formerly thought to be Antiochus XII (88-84 B.C.) but shown
by Bellinger ("End" 78 n. 88) to be Apollo; one another male, once thought to be Demetrius III but suspected by
Bellinger to be the Nabataean Aretas III, who was invited into the city upon the death of Antiochus XII. This
identification is also dubious; and the Damascene coins of Aretas are undated (Newell 92). Hence we have no sure
dates for these bronzes; see Newell 41-42. A poorly preserved issue attributed to Damascus: Lindgren and Kovacs,
Ancient Bronzt Coins no. A2138A, Zeus | Tyche, ... IEPAS(?).
128. BMC Galatia 289; SNG IV 5069. On one reverse, Tyche is offering an untied fillet, as Newell argued (94-95:
rather than holding a sword); an unmistakable image of this gesture and object is at R. Ghirshman, Fouilles de
Châpour: Bîchâpour II (Paris 1956) 43-44 and frontispiece; also, as a welcoming gesture, in the Palestrina mosaic; cf.
Nike with untied fillet on the

(Footnote continued on next page)

Page 512

great quantity. Apart from "metropolis" granted by Hadrian129 and colonial status gained
from Philip I, the only titles displayed on the coins come under Elagabalus:130 the
reverses have
IEPAS
and within a wreath
, the crowned games.131
Thus no more than
is guaranteed by the coins. This I believe is sufficient to prove the
full title of inviolability. Unfortunately, the Hellenistic issues cannot be dated with enough
confidence to suggest, from their style, a terminus ante quem more precise than the midfirst century The reign of Demetrius III (96-88) is an obvious possibility for the original
grant. We do not know how long after his death the city retained the royal name; Aretas
or Pompey might rather be the source. The title recurs under Elagabalus after a long
hiatus, but the intervening silence need not indicate an abolition of the status.
B.C.

In 14 the people of Damascus honored the consul Crassus with a bilingual monument in
Rome; the part that concerns us has been restored:132
B.C.

Whatever the precise text to be restored, here is testimony for the inviolability of
Damascus in the long period of the silence of the coins.
The famous god of Damascus, their
, was the Zeus known elsewhere as Jupiter
Damascenus,133 a Syrian Hadad associated with the bull and with agriculture. Alate writer
called Damascus "truly the city of Zeus and the eye of the whole East, sacred and
greatest Damascus" (
,
[Julian.] Ep. 392c). The temple, dismantled to build the Umayyad palace, is in its Roman
imperial version the largest temple attested in Syria. Zeus's consort Atargatis is
represented in some detail on all the tetradrachms of Demetrius III, Zeus
(Footnote continued from previous page)
early coins of Catane. A Damascene issue of Demetrius III showing a knotted diadem: Houghton/Spaer 2-3.
129. In addition to the coins, SEG 7.224.
130. De Saulcy, Numismatique 42; BMC Galatia 21.
131. The Sebasmia are mentioned on other coins of Damascus and at IG II2 3169/70.29-30 (mid-III A.D.).
of
cities recurs in southern Asia Minor, at Side (see p. 454), Syedra (BMC Lycaonia 160-161), and Anazarbus (BMC 34ff.;
AnatSt 2 [1952] 138, the Acta of Probus, Tarachus, and Andronicus).
132. L. Moretti, MiscGrRom 15 (1989) 209-211, and G. Alfoldy, Studi sull epigrafia (Rome 1992) 77-93, independently
recognized Damascus; I have preferred Moretti's restorations where they differ.
133. See R. Dussaud, Syria 3 (1922) 219-250. This epithet is in the main peculiar to Italy (references at H. Schwabl,
RE 10A [1972] 296); once, however, at Bostra (IGLSyrie XIII 9013). On an altar from the temple itself, rhetoric typical
of the imperial age:
(Syria 6 [1925] 354-356).
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himself then on those of Antiochus XII.134 This cult, at the center of the city, was
presumably the occasion of the inviolability of Damascus.
Dora
Dora was the southernmost city on the Phoenician coast, a well-fortified place at the foot
of Mt. Carmel. It withstood the siege of Antiochus III (Polyb. 5.66), and here Tryphon fled
and was besieged by Antiochus Sidetes.135 Ultimately it was eclipsed by the foundation of
Caesarea at the end of the first century , twelve kilometers to the south.
B.C.

The coins of Dora136 show sporadically the title of inviolability. From the first civic issues
in the 60s to the time of Trajan, the coins have no titles, merely
(or
abbreviated). Then a large number of issues were struck in the local year 175 = 111/2.
Some show only the ethnic; one has a war galley and
IEPA (a small denomination),
another the hero Doros son of Poseidon and
. In 116/7
we find issues both with and without these various titles, and again in 143/4. Under the
Severi, down to the last issues in 210/1, come issues with IEPA alone (two are large
denominations) and some with
alone.
B.C.

A.D.

Thus coins of the second century often cite the title of inviolability, often sharply
abbreviated. If the grant is to be placed in the Hellenistic period (rather than 111/2), we
can note that Dora was involved in the turmoil of the last decade of the second century
, taken by Jannaeus who freed the city from the tyrant Zoilus; Pompey removed it from
Jewish rule, and it now began a new era (at 64/3). The original recognition of asylia may
derive from that half century.
A.D.

B.C.

Samosata
Samosata controlled a fertile plain and a crossing over the Euphrates where major
highways of northern Syria met; it became the seat of the kings of Commagene.137
Although the site had been inhabited since the Bronze Age,
134. Newell 78-92; Houghton/Spaer 3-5.
135. Jos. A?? 13.223:
1 Macc. 15:11-37. See Schürer II 118-120; EncArchExc I (1975) 334-337;
E. Stern and I. Sharon, IE?? 37 (1987) 201-211.
136. Rouvier, ??IAN 4 (1901) 125-131; Babelon, Rois cxxxix; Y. Meshorer, IN?? 9 (1986/7) 59-72, with H. R. Baldus,
Chiron 19 (1989) 477-480.
137. Babelon, Rois ccviii; Weissbach, RE 1A (1920) 2220-2224; M. Mellink, A??A 95 (1991) 135-136; on the royal
house, R. D. Sullivan, ANRW II.8 (1977) 732-798.
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its name and foundation as a Greek city are thought to derive from the first of the kings,
around 150 Little is known of the Hellenistic history of the place; it suffered sieges by
the forces of Pompey in 69 and Antony in 38. The royal coins do not name Samosata,
nor did the city itself issue coins in the Hellenistic periodhence we lack evidence about its
status then.
B.C.

B.C.

Some autonomous bronzes, perhaps of the 30s , feature variously a lion, Zeus, or the
city Tyche, and are inscribed
without titles (RPC I 3848-3851). In 72 the
monarchy was dissolved, and Commagene was annexed to the province of Syria. The
later civic coins show Samosata with the added name "Flavia" and an era reckoned from
71/2, these usages attest the settlement of troops and no doubt new construction
ordered by Vespasian. These bronzes do not in fact begin until Hadrian, who evidently
granted the right to coin, which continued into the third century.
B.C.

A.D.

The coins of the second and third centuries regularly show the title "metropolis of
Commagene." But the abundant issues struck under Antoninus Pius and under M. Aurelius
and L. Verus add to this inviolability and autonomy:
, with the city Tyche seated over
the river god Euphrates.138
Asylia surely will not have come early to this remote district (remote compared with
Cilicia and coastal Syria-Phoenicia). If, as I assume, it is pre-imperial, it might derive from
one of the two great castern expeditions of Rome, Pompey's or Antony's; or if the
autonomous bronzes are rightly dated to the 30s and if their omission of asylia is
significant, then it will have been granted by the native kings, honoring their capital city.
B.C.

Of civic cults we know no more than can be discerned from the coins; the most
suggestive image is the association of Pegasus with the city Tyche in coins of the third
century , perhaps reflecting a foundation legend. It is a pity that Lucian tells us so little
about his native place.
A.D.

Nicopolis ad Issum
Nicopolis, founded by Alexander or by Seleucus I, was situated on the eastern slope of
Mt. Amanus, on the road from Syria north into Cappadocia.139 Little
138. BMC 118; Hunterian III.2 128 nos. 17-22; Copenhagen 36.19-20; SNG IV 5842; Baramki, Coins ... Beirut
(1968) 57 no. 187 (sometimes further abbreviated). Early scholars reported the titles also under Commodus and
Septimius Severus (Mionnet V 120, Suppl. VII 93).
139. E. Honigmann, "Nikopolis 7," RE 17 (1936) 535-536; Jones, Cities of the Eastern Roman Provinces2 (Oxford
1971) 244. The site is assured by the modern toponym Niboli and by the aqueduct inscription.
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is known of its history. Tiberius paid for the construction of an aqueduct for the city
(IGLSyrie 164). This is one of the cities said to have been burned by the Persians in the
time of Valerian (Malalas 297).
Distinguishing the coinages of the several cities named Nicopolisin Epirus, Pontus, Cilicia,
Palestine (Emmaus)is at times difficult. For the city by Mt. Amanus, the certain issues are
three bronzes that bear an unambiguous geographical marker, "Nicopolis of the Seleucis,"
dating under Septimius Severus, Severus Alexander, and Philip I.140 On the earliest of
these the reverse presents, within a wreath, the ethnic
, surrounded by
. IEPAS. The other two give the ethnic and region without a title.
Thus a single issue in the time of Septimius suggests that Nicopolis was declared sacred
and inviolable, although no more than "sacred" is assured. Of cults, the other two coins
show Nemesis with her wheel and Tyche and another figure and a river god; the civic
seals have a conventional picture of Tyche above a river god.
Dura-Europus
Dura-Europus, the fortress-city on the Euphrates, successively Macedonian, Parthian, and
Roman,141 is unique in the Greek East for the wealth of its documentation, represented in
largest part by its papyri. The case of Dura is a cautionary tale. A small city of little
consequence, it never struck a coin.142 The harvest of inscriptions, unusually large for a
Syrian city, yielded no mention of asylia. Only the chance survival of papyri has preserved
the title of inviolability
140. BMC Galatia 265 (no. 1 with title); Lindgren and Kovacs, Aucient Bronze Coins no. 2110. Some clay seals from
papyri in the civic archives give the ethnic
without a title: D. O. A. Klose, ??NG 34 (1984) 63-76
(several bear a date "286," of whatever era); cf. Robert, Hellenica X (1955) 293-294.
141. Rostovtzeff, Caravan Cities (Oxford 1932) 153-219; A. Perkins, The Art of Dura-Europus (Oxford 1973); C.
Hopkins, The Discovery of Dura-Europus (New Haven 1979). The recent work: S. Downey, Syria 63 (1986) 27-37; 65
(1988) 343-347; various authors in 69 (1992) 1-151.
142. Some Seleucid issues found in the excavation are attributed to a short-lived royal mint at Dura (270s B.C.): WSM
79-81, 402-406; cf. Excavations at Dura-Europus: Final Report VI The Coins (New Haven 1949) 109-110. A further
caution concerning Dura is that some of the excavation records of the Hellenistic finds, from the 1935-36 and 1936-37
seasons, disappeared in the 1940s; we have the summary account at Excavations at Dura-Europus: Preliminary
Report, Ninth Season I (New Haven 1944) 3-68, and see in particular the articles of Downey and Matheson in Syria
1992 (138 on the losses, concerning which I am also indebted to the advice of L. Richardson, Jr.).
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and among the hundreds of papyri, only on one. How many other small cities of the
Hellenistic-Roman world, which have left us few or no coins and few public inscriptions
and of course no papyri, enjoyed this title?
The last dated papyrus from Dura is among the most surprising. On the heels of a
number of inscriptions and papyri of the second and third centuries in which the city
exhibits few pretentions, suddenly, in an otherwise unexceptional document of 254, we
find a grandiose claim: a divorce settlement is registered
(P.Dura 32.4-5). We expect the
name "Europeans,"143 and "colony" has some other support; the rest is quite new.
A.D.

No other papyrus mentions civic titles; but two inscriptions in the time of Caracalla (
212-217) were dedicated by the
.144 This is rather a sorry
claim, the sort of imperial name that was so widespread in contemporary Cilicia; some
benefaction by the emperor must lie behind it, but Welles's suggestion that Caracalla
gave Dura the title of colony attested in the papyrus of 254145 is contradicted by the
silence of these two inscriptions on that score. Their concern is to flatter Caracalla, so
their silence about inviolability has perhaps less weight. The phrase "colony of Seleucus
Nicator" in the papyrus is strictly speaking a contradiction in terms, mixing a Roman
technical term, colonia, with a Greek historical fact, the founder Nicator.146 For this,
however, we can compare Mallo colonia dei Amphilochi on coins of Mallus in Cilicia (p.
478).
A.D.

However that may be, the title of inviolability is clear. The chief god of Dura is thought to
have been Artemis, whose temple in the southern part of the city was one of the oldest
and largest.147 In the temple was
143. Welles's statement on the history of the name (P.Dura p. 5) is incomplete. In this same text individual citizens
are called "Durenes," which came into popular use in the third century. But for the city as a whole the Macedonian
toponym "Europus" was evidently the official usage throughout antiquity: Semitic "Dura'' occurs in only one official
text, P.Dura 129, and this one is official only in the sense that it derives from the Roman army, not from the city;
and while individuals call themselves Durenes, this ethnic is not found applied to the citizens collectively.
144. Preliminary Report, Third Season (1932) 51-52; cf. Fifth Season (1934) 223-224 (Latin).
145. P.Dura p. 5; the other evidence is a dedication in the temple of Artemis (first half III) in which the dedicants call
themselves
(Cumont, Fouilles de Doura 404 no. 50).
146. This was Youtie's reconstruction of the text. Welles had doubted that there is space in the lacuna for
:
Eos 48 (1957) 467 n. 3. As the titles are dative, perhaps the toponym
rather than the ethnic. Rather than the
founder, one might expect a geographic limit; other papyri show
or
(P.Dura 18,
19, 22, 25), but the photograph in P.Dura does not support either of these against Youtie's reading.
147. See Cumont 195-204; Bellinger, Third Season 18-24; Perkins 17-18. The temple was enlarged in the early third
century.
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found a dedication to

a revealing word order.148

When is Dura likely to have been declared sacred and inviolable? Welles (pp. 5, 167),
given the silence of earlier documents, suggested that the grant came from Valerian for
Dura's resisting the Persians in 253. I have regularly sought a pre-imperial origin; is
that even possible here? Dura passed out of Seleucid control in the mid-second century ,
before asylia had begun to spread even among the great cities of Syria. It remained
under Parthian rule for more than 300 years, becoming Roman only in 164, long after
the Senate had halted the spread of this status in 22. It may be that the title derives
from a Parthian grant in this long period, and we should classify Dura with those cities
made inviolable by the non-Greek kingsTigranes of Armenia, the royal houses of
Cappadocia and Commagene. But the silence of the earlier evidence is impressive, and
the date 253 may be right.
A.D.

B.C.

A.D.

A.D.

Byblos
Byblos, Phoenician Gebal north of Beirut, was a significant city already in the Bronze Age,
thanks to its good harbor.149 The Phoenician kings issued coins there in the fourth century
, and the Seleucids in the second. The city is said by Strabo to be "sacred to Adonis"
(
, 16.2.18 [755]); Adonis does not appear on the coins, however, which
prefer the founder Cronus and others.150 Lucian places the worship of Adonis in the great
temple of Aphrodite,151 which is illustrated on some of the imperial coins.
B.C.

The first coins to show the civic name were the municipal bronzes under Antiochus IV
around 170 Here as at Tyre and Sidon, the Phoenician inscription gives more than a
name: "of Gebal the holy." This continues under
B.C.

148. Third Season 63 (A.D. 1/2). The editors trace the word
to Seleucid tradition, which seems unnecessary
and which does not account for the primacy of Artemis. Compare above on Amyzon (p. 335).
149. M. Dunand, Byblos: Son histoire, ses ruines, ses légendes (Beirut 1963); the coins at J. Rouvier, ??IAN 4 (1901)
38-58.
150. See Hill, BMC Phoenicia lxi-lxv; Seyrig, Notes 12. Philo of Byblos FGrHist 790 F 2 (Eus. Praep. evang. 1.10.19, 35)
for Cronus, who founded the city "and gave it to Baaltis who is called Dione"; cf. A. I. Baumgarten, The Phoenician
History of Philo of Byblas, EPRO 89 (Leiden 1981) 223. A high priest of Dionysus (= Adonis?): Seyrig, Syria 31 (1954)
68-73 (Anl. syr. V 86-91). See J. Teixidor, The Pagan God (Princeton 1977) 46-48.
151. Syr. d. 6-9; cf. Nonnus 42.516, Aphrodite is
Byblos et la fete des Adonies, EPRO 60 (Leiden 1977).

at Beirut's neighbor, presumably Byblos. See B. Soyez,
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subsequent kings, and also on most of the autonomous bronzes that begin in 102/1 and
are found with this inscription as late as 14.152 The inscription as a whole cannot be
taken as the proper name of the city ("Holy Mountain"), because the royal issues of the
fourth century show, for example, "Elpaal, king of Gebal": that is, the adjective does
not appear on any issue before the second century
A.D.

B.C.

B.C.

In imperial times the inscriptions are in Greek: only
on the few issues of the first
and second centuries, then beginning with Commodus regularly IEPAS
until the end
of the coinage fifty years later. Scholars naturally take this as
, a translation of
the Phoenician.
Is this granted inviolability, therefore the first instance outside of the Aegean? Byblos is
unlikely for that role. The inscription first appears in rivalry with the different statements
of Tyre and Sidon in 170 (p. 37) and must have been grounded similarly in some local
myth; I do not believe that any of these was granted by the crown or by Panhellenic
recognition. Rather we have an accidental convergence: the Phoenician label, presumably
unreadable by the Seleucid and other authorities, resembles what later became a
fashionable title of Hellenistic cities in the region, and Byblos was glad to keep it.
152. Rouvier nos. 650ff.; BMC Phoen. 17; cf. Seyrig, Ant. syr. V 92-94. "Holy" omitted: e.g., Rouvier 676 (17/6
B.C.), 668-669 (undated). A.D. 14: Rouvier 678, with Seyrig 92 n. 4.
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Palestine
Ascalon
Ascalon was one of the five chief cities of the Philistines.1 Here Herodotus saw the world's
oldest temple of the ''Heavenly Aphrodite" and was told how she had punished the
Scythians for desecrating her shrine. This was the Philistines' Derceto, made known to
Greeks under this name by Ctesias in the fourth century 2 Her sacred lake and fish
attracted Jewish and Christian polemic, and her dove is frequently seen on the city's
Hellenistic coinage. It was presumably in her honor that Ascalon was declared sacred and
inviolable.3 The coins show that inviolability was acquired in 112/1, autonomy and a civic
era of liberation in 104/3.
B.C.

Through much of the second century Ascalon was the seat of a Seleucid mint, issuing
royal silver marked with the dove and AS or ASKA and dated by the Seleucid era.4 These
coins exhibit no titles until the "war of the brothers" at the end of the century. Antiochus
IX took Ascalon from Antiochus VIII in the course of 114/3 (we have issues there of each
brother) and held it during 113/2. As late as 114/3 under Antiochus VIII and 113/2
B.C.

1. Jos. A?? 6.8. See Schürer II 105-107; Enc.Arch.Exc. I (1975) 121-130; de Saulcy, Numismatique 178-208.
2. Hdt. 1.105; cf. Paus. 1.14.7. FGrHist 688 F 1; cf. Lucian Syr. d. 14. On the doves of Derceto see Robert, ??Sav
1971, 96 (Op. min. sel. VII 174).
3. Note, however, one Ascalonite's dedication at Canopus, in A.D. 228, of a statuette of "my ancestral god Heracles
Belus,"
(A. Bernand, Le Delta I [Cairo 1970] 242-244 no. 14). Heracles first
appears on the coins of Ascalon in Severan times (BMC Pal. 138-139); but the man's claim may be only private and
familial.
4. A. B. Brett, ANSMN 4 (1950) 43-54; A. Spaer in Festschrift für Leo Mildenberg (Wetteren 1984) 229-239.
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under Antiochus IX, Ascalon is without titles.5 In 112/1, however, the city was again
under Antiochus VIII, and now his coins show AS/IEP/
(or ), thus
(
); the title continues on the royal silver so long as this lasts, through
104/3.6 So the royal issues; of the meager civic coinage under Seleucid rule, a single
fractional issue of silver is extant: Tyche bust | War galley, with
above,
IEPAS below (BMC no. 14). Given the date, 111/0 , IEPAS can only mean the full title
. Some undated civic bronzes are also extant, with
and the same
images, assigned by style to the late second century (BMC nos. 8-13). Only one of
these issues adds IEPAS; it will come at the end of this series of bronzes, in 112/1 or
later, if the omission on the others is meaningful.
B.C.

B.C.

From 104/3 Ascalon reckoned an era of liberty, seen on the civic coins thereafter. In 103
various cities of Palestine invited Ptolemy Lathyrus to defend them against the ambitions
of the new Jewish king Alexander Jannacus. Scholars have deduced that Ascalon was
threatened or taken by Jannaeus and then liberated by Ptolemy.7 The silver coinage of
Ascalon that follows8 has the inscription
, or further
abbreviation, the most unusual being
. The title
must derive
from the events of 103; it is last seen in 64/3 9 Thereafter we find only "sacred and
inviolable," which last appears in 39/8.10 Also to the period between 104/3 and 63/2
should belong some reported bronzes with
or
, which must
abbreviate all three words.11 The city continued to coin into the third century , with a
long series of pseudoautonomous bronzes beginning in the 70s The coins of imperial
B.C.

A.D.

A.D.

5. 114/3: Bellinger, "End" 89; Spaer no. B; 113/2: Brett no. 19; Spaer nos. 16-17; see also A. Houghton and W.
Müseler, GNS 40 (1990) 60-61. The tetradrachm Jameson 1736 (= Brett no. 11) of 127/6 B.C. under Demetrius II
gives only IE left, AS right, which might be "sacred ... Ascalon." But in my view this is not a coin of Ascalon: AS is
on the wrong side, there is no dove, and the eagle stands on a prow rather than a thunderbolt. All these features
would point to Tyre, but for the lack of the Tyrian monogram and club of Heracles.
6. Spaer (235 no. 18) places one undated issue first, upon the occasion of Antiochus VIII acquiring the city and
granting it asylia.
7. E.g., Hill, BMC p. xlix; Brett, AJA 41 (1937) 456; Bellinger, "End" 71.
8. Sporadic issues, with Ptolemaic obverses: Brett, AJA 452-463; Spaer 235, 237: the earliest in 99/8
50-51 (year 6).

, Spaer nos.

B.C.

9. Auktion F. Sternberg 25-6 Nov. 1976 no. 536.
10. Silver with Cleopatra on the obverse: Brett, AJA 455; RPC I 4866-4868.
11. De Saulcy, Numismatiqus 179 nos. 2-3. More problematic: his nos. 1 and 41 have obverse Apollo, reverse
ASKA/IE/dove/PA, dates given as [L? and EL, which may represent
= 75/4 B.C.; cf. BMC no. 15, IEPAS apparently
dated
= 68/7. H. C. Reichardt, NC n.s. 2 (1862) 117 no. 56, reported an autonomous bronze inscribed IEP
and dated
"265": probably an error for
or
= 108/7 or 106/5 B.C. A small bronze of 83 B.C. appears to omit
titles: INJ 8 (1984/5) 6.
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date are rich in their illustrations of the cult of Derceto (including images of her lake). No
coin after 39/8 , however, gives the city titles of any sort; but a papyrus contract drawn
up at Ascalon in 359 has
(BGU I 316).
B.C.

A.D.

Thus Ascalon was declared sacred and inviolable by Antiochus VIII in 112/1, autonomous
by Ptolemy Lathyrus in 103. It seems that autonomy was abolished in the settlement of
Pompey in the 60s. Possibly inviolability was abolished in the 30s by Antony or Octavian;
but the silence of the coins should not be trusted. In the case of Ascalon, no titles appear
on coins of imperial date, even though the papyrus of 359 reveals both "free" and
"colony," which must be older than the fourth century.
Gaza
Gaza city, some five kilometers from the sea, stands on a rise at the northern edge of the
Negev at the beginning of arable land, where the roads from Aqaba and Petra reach the
coast.12 The best fortified of the coastal sites below Tyre, it guarded the road from
Palestine to Egypt. The place enters history most often for its sieges. Pompey declared
the city free, and his agent Gabinius as governor sponsored new construction to the south
of the old city.
The ancestral god of the Gazaeans was Marnas,13 who by the Hellenistic age had
succeeded the Philistine Dagon as patron of the city. In late antiquity the fame of Marnas
rendered his cult a rallying point for paganism; the destruction of his temple, which was
in the city proper, was the theme of an imaginative hagiographer.14 Hellenizing myth
equated the god with Zeus15 and traced him to Crete, taking "Marnas" to mean "Cretanborn"; the city is said to have been founded by Zeus, or by Minos. The Phoenician mim for
Marnas ( ) signs much of the coinage of Gaza, and also a dedication by a priest of the
god at Portus in Italy (I.gr.Ital.Porto 10).
12. Schürer II 98-103; Enc.Arch.Exc. II 408-415; Benzinger, RE 7 (1910) 880-886; C. A. M. Glucker, The City of
Gaza in the Roman and Byzantine Periods (London 1987).
13. See Drexel in Roscher, Lex. 2.2378-2382; A. B. Cook, Zeus III (Cambridge 1940) 549-558.
14. The Neoplatonist Proclus wrote a hymn to Marnas (Marinus V.Procli 19); for references to the god in the Historia
Augusta and Jerome see J. Straub, Historia Augusta Colloquium 1963 (Bonn 1964) 165-170. Location: Mark's Life of
St. Porphyry, ed. H. Grégoire (Paris 1930) 19, 25, 45, 64, 79.
15. From Batanea east of the Sea of Galilee comes a dedication to
D. Sourdel, Les cultes du Hauran (Paris 1952) 44-45.

: Le Bas-Waddington 2412g; cf.
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The Ptolemaic and Seleucid royal coins struck at Gaza reveal no civic titles. The city's own
coinage is meager in the Hellenistic period, consisting of bronzes scattered across the
second half of the second century 16 these show Marnas | Cornucopiae, or Tyche |
Marnas. For some part of this time the civic name was "Seleuceia in Gaza," reflecting a
refoundation after the Seleucids regained Palestine in 200 The civic bronzes are
without titles, with one certain exception:
B.C.;

B.C.

Marnas | Goddess wearing kalathos, with patera and cornucopiae,
Two issues, one undated, one
Museum no. 2; BMC no. 7.17

= 210 = 103/2

B.C.:

, left IEP, right

.

De Saulcy 211 no. 12; BMC Pal. 144 no. 6; Baramki, Beirat

The year 103/2 puts the title in the same circumstances as the liberation of neighboring
Ascalon. During 103 Gaza and other Palestinian cities called on Ptolemy Lathyrus for
assistance against Alexander Jannaeus. After a successful campaign to the north, using
Gaza as his base Ptolemy attacked his brother in Egypt; when this attempt failed, he
wintered in Gazathe winter of 103/2 or more likely 102/1. Subsequently he was driven
from Palestine by his mother and Jannaeus, who put Gaza under siege and eventually
sacked it.18 Given our certain coin of 103/2, the inviolability of Gaza is likely to be a
philanthropon of Lathyrus during his stay there, part of his effort to keep the support of
the cities of Palestine.
The many bronze issues of imperial Gaza, which give rich illustration to the cult of
Marnas, attribute no titles to the city, with a single exception alleged under Gordian III:
Gordian | Marnas seated,

IEP S.19

Subsequent researchers have not confirmed this coin. Whatever its authority, however,
we know that the Gazaeans dedicated at Portus at the mouth of the Tiber a statue of
Gordian, the inscribed base of which was copied in the Renaissance; the city calls itself
16. See Hill, BMC Palestine pp. lxix-lxx.
17. Baramki no. 1 reports the same types and [
], to right AS, date
= 108/7, described as struck
somewhat off the flan at the left. I suggest that this is a poorly preserved example of the coin of 103/2 (where
Baramki read
as AS).
18. Jos. AJ 13.356-364; BJ 1.87; upon the fall of the city the city council took refuge (without success) in a temple of
Apollo (364), not that of Marnas.
19. Reichardt 122 no. 87. The seated pose of the god is unique here among the coins of Gaza. Other issues under
Gordian (Rosenberger, Coll. I 75, 79) give no titles. We have evidence that Gaza acquired the title "colony," despite
the silence of the coins, in a weight inscribed
(date uncertain): Le Bas-Waddington 1904 [IGR III 1212].
This may have been granted by Hadrian, who visited the city in 130; but see Glucker 77.

Page 523
.20

The statue was erected by the epimeletes of the templea temple of Marnas at Portus
serving a local community of Gazacans.21 But Gaza itself commissioned the statue, no
doubt in response to some benefaction of Gordian. Was this a renewal of asylia? On the
title the civic coins had been silent for 300 years; but such silence is not unusual and
need not prove that the status had lapsed since the Hellenistic age and was only now
renewed by Gordianespecially given the silence of all coins about the autonomy
mentioned in the inscription. Nevertheless, the Gazaeans' motive in honoring Gordian is
religious and pertinent to Marnas, for they are acting on orders of the god. Whatever the
titles of Roman Gaza had been before Gordian, it may be that here as elsewhere he
guaranteed them after some challenge.
Sepphoris-Diocaesarea
Sepphoris in lower Galilee, on a height near Nazareth, possessed a large and populous
territory that extended to Mt. Tabor fourteen kilometers to the southeast (Jos. Vit. 346).
First attested when attacked by Ptolemy Lathyrus (Jos. AJ 13.338) and a strong place by
nature, it was an important city in Roman times, famous for its rivalry with neighboring
Tiberias for the primacy of Galilee (Jos. Vit. 9), its pro-Roman posture, and its Jewish
learning.22 The site was a prize of war both before and after our testimony for its
inviolability.23 Sepphoris struck no coins in the Hellenistic period.
Already upon the organization of the Roman province, Gabinius made Sepphoris the seat
of one of the five synedria into which he divided Judaea. During the troubled times after 4
a Roman force destroyed the city and enslaved its population (Jos. AJ 17.289; BJ 2.68).
Herod Antipas subsequently
B.C.,

20. Sacco, I.gr.Ital.Porto 5 (= CIG 5892; IG XIV 926; IGR I 387); cf. 10 (the same spimeletes) and 11 for the
cult of Marnas at Portus.
21. This is denied by Straub (168-169), who believes that the temple and epimeletes were at Gaza. There would then
be no reason for the dedication to be at Portus; and there is I.gr.Ital.Porto 10.
22. Honigmann, RE 2A (1923) 1546-1549; Schürer II 172-176; Enc.Arch.Excan. IV 1051-1055; S. S. Miller, Studies in
the History and Traditions of Sepphoris (Leiden 1984); D. Adan-Bayewitz and I. Perlman, IEJ 40 (1990) 153-172.
Coins: Y. Meshorer in Greek Numismatics and Archaeology: Essays ... Margaret Thompson (Wetteren 1979) 159-171
(with C. M. Kraay, ANSMN 25 [1980] 56-57); Seleucid tetradrachms once attributed to Sepphoris: Bellinger, "End" 9294.
23. Burned by a Roman force in

A.D.

339: Miller, Studies 4.
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rebuilt it to be "the showplace (
) of all Galilee," calling it Autokratoris (AJ 18.27) in
honor of Augustus. In the fighting of 67/8 Sepphorisalone in the region, according to
Josephus (BJ 3.30-34)remained loyal to Rome, fighting off attacks by the rebels and
inviting in a Roman garrison. Some rare bronze issues show the city under the name
Eirenopolis-Neronias-Sepphoris;24 the two added names must reflect some benefactions
from the imperial house, whether on this occasion or earlier. These are the earliest
known coins of Sepphoris; the honorific names do not recur, and the city struck coins only
sporadically thereafterunder Trajan, Antoninus Pius, Caracalla, and Elagabalus on present
evidence.
A.D.

Under Trajan come a large number of issues: their obverses, with
,
reveal that Sepphoris had regained from the emperor the right to coin;25 the reverses
show
, with no titles, and (depending on size) the city's name in a laurel wreath,
a palm tree, a caduceus, or ears of grain. These images, already much used on Jewish
coins elsewhere, are neutral on the score of cult, appropriate to a predominantly Jewish
city. Under Hadrian there are no issues, and when the coins resume they reveal a
significant event. Under Antoninus Pius and the Severi, the city has the new name
Diocaesarea and unfailingly displays the titles of inviolability and autonomy:
(or further abbreviations), with decidedly pagan
iconography. We see a temple occupied by a standing Tyche with cornucopia, by a seated
Zeus, or by the Capitoline triad Zeus, Hera, Athena; or a female with a patera, or a
standing male; or a long inscription (within a wreath, and variously abbreviated) giving
the civic name and titles and
loyal friend and ally of the senate and people of Rome.26
Evidently Sepphoris took some part in the Jewish wars in the time of Trajan or Hadrian27
and was refounded under a pagan name deriving from the cult of Zeus (like Jerusalem,
Aelia Capitolina). It would seem that the pagans of Sepphoris, doubtless a minority but
perhaps now augmented, were rewarded
24. Cornucopiae and caduceus,
4850.

without titles: Seyrig, Scripta numism. 461-469; RPC I

25. As recognized by Hill, BMC p. xii; for a critique of the evidence on coinage rights see J. Nollé, RIN 95 (1993) 487504.
26. See Kraay 56-57. The Capitoline triad is shown also on coins of Samaria-Sebaste and Neapolis (BMC 64, 80).
27. A milestone dated to A.D. 130 apparently gives a terminus ante quem for the new name,
: B.
Lifshitz, Latomus 19 (1960) 110-111 (provided the upper fragment with the date and the lower with the civic name are
from the same stone, as the local discoverer thought). This was the year of Hadrian's progress through the region. By
Hadrian's time there was a large imperial estate here, said to reach from Tiberias to Sepphoris: Midrash Rabbach
Lamentations (London 1939) 159.
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with control of the city in the aftermath of the war.28 But do the privileges of which the
refounded city now boastsinviolability, autonomy, alliance with Romederive from this one
occasion, or are they historical relics? Here as elsewhere, my assumption is that these
titles are old, and that their omission on the coins under Nero and Trajan reflects
selectivity. If that is so, we might think of the last Seleucids or the time of Pompey and
Caesar for the recognition of asylia, or again the Herodian dynasty at the beginning of the
first century ; and of the settlement of Pompey for the treaty of alliance with Rome.
A.D.

Caesarea-Panias
One of the sources of the Jordan rises in a grotto at the foot of Mt. Hermon; in antiquity
this was a famous shrine of Pan, on the territory of Caesarea-Panias. In the walls of the
cave have been found niches with votive inscriptions to Pan, whose image dominates the
coins of the city.29 Panhellenic games are attested in the third century 30 The city's
inviolability, attested by coins of imperial date, presumably was in honor of Pan.
A.D.

The sacred place is first mentioned in connection with the famous battle that gave the
region to the Seleucids in 200 fought near
(Polyb. 16.18.2). During the first
century this area was subject to the Iturean dynasty of Chalcis, but in 20 Augustus
transferred it to the kingdom of Herod of Judaea; in 3/2 his son Philip founded or
refounded the city and named it for Augustus, the "Caesarea Philippi" of the Gospels. For
a time Caesarea, like Sepphoris, also used the name Neronias.31 We can only guess at
the situation before 3 32 but it is possible that there was already a city here under some
earlier name.
B.C.,

B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

28. Cf. A. H. M. Jones, JRS 21 (1931) 82.
29. G. Hölscher, "Panias," RE 18 (1949) 594-600; Schürer II 169-171; Rey-Coquais, Studi ellenistici IV (Pisa 1994) 4750; photograph at M. Dunand, D'Amanus au Sinai (Beirut 1953) 179. An epigram from the cave calls the god
(Kaibel, Epigr. 827).
30. Robert, Hellenica XI-XII (1960) 441-443.
31.BMC 239; Seyrig, Scripta numism. 464; A. Stein, INJ 8 (1984-5) 9-11; RPC I 4849-4850.
32. That Panias was not a city before 3/2 B.C. is often asserted on the basis of Polybius' words
(e.g., E.
Schwartz, NAkG 1906, 372). Robert, Hellenica IV (1948) 11, wondered whether a poem of Meleager of Gadara in the
voice of Pan, "I will live in this city" (
: Anth.Gr. 7.535), alludes to the future Caesarea Panias. Meleager wrote ca.
100 B.C.: A. Cameron, The Greek Anthology (Oxford 1993) 49-56.
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Civic coins are extant from M. Aurelius to the end of the Severi.33 Many give the name in
full and leave no room for titles:
or
Just as many give the title of
inviolability:
, with varying abbreviations. Coins with
and without the title are found scattered throughout the life of the mint; only the amount
of space available seems to dictate whether they appear. Of cults, we see most often
Pan, either piping or standing in his grotto; but sometimes Zeus seated by a rock, or
Tyche or other divinities. Thus, for as long as we have evidence on the status of the city
(the duration of the coins), Caesarea-Panias possessed inviolability.
How much older is the status than the time of M. Aurelius? Certainly the shrine of Pan
was old, attested already in 200 ; if the temple then was, like Baetocaece, not in a civic
territory, it was taken over eventually by Panias. As elsewhere, my supposition is that the
recognition of asylia was pre-imperial, whether from one of the rulers of the first century
or from the Herodian dynasty in the first half of the first century
B.C.

B.C.

A.D.

Joppa
Joppa, where Perseus rescued Andromeda, was the port of Jerusalem, and while an
important place, eventually Flavia Joppa, it issued few coins. The testimony for asylia
here rests on a single coin described by de Saulcy, the attribution of which has been
doubted:34
Tyche bust | Galley, above IOII/ A

, below KT? IEPAS.

Hill noted the similarity to some issues of Tyre.
33. De Saulcy, Numismatique 313-324; Y. Meshorer, INJ 8 (1984-5) 37-58. The few coins De Saulcy placed earlier
than M. Aurelius have not been confirmed in modern literature; as described they display no titles. See also RPC I
4842-4846, tentative attribution to Panias of some Latin coins of the first century A.D.
34. De Saulcy, Numismatique 177 no. 2, with Hill, BMC p. xxiv. On the city see Schürer II 110-114; Enc.Arch.Excan. II
532-541; G. T. Radan, in Mediterran??an Cities, ed. I. Malkin and R. L. Hohlfelder (London 1988) 74-86.
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Raphia
Raphia was the southernmost city of Palestine; harborless, overshadowed by its neighbor
Gaza to the north, it has left little trace of its history or cults. The city issued bronze coins
sporadically from the late second century to the mid-third,35 dated by a Pompeian era
of about 60 and, except for one year, without titles. The most abundant year of its
issues was ''290" (ca. 230; obverses with Severus Alexander). The coins of this year
show a diverse lot of gods, as do the others of the city. They differ from earlier and later
issues in that all are inscribed IEPA
Thus no more than "sacred" is assured; if this
represents granted inviolability, I would look to the conflicts of the first century for the
occasion.
A.D.

B.C.

A.D.

B.C.

Jerusalem
The inviolability of Jerusalem is a case apart, as the evidence is of uncertain credibility.
We have a letter alleged in 1 Maccabees, and perhaps coins of the first Jewish war. The
authenticity of the Seleucid and Roman acta cited in Maccabees and Josephus has
attracted formidable scholarship,36 and one enters this field with hesitation.
Jewish literature early contained expressions that learned readers of a later age might
have taken as evidence for the declared inviolability of Jerusalem or the Temple. In the
Torah the Temple is called
,37 and in the later books of the Bible Jerusalem is
often
.38 "The holy city" might well attract more grandiose claims.
First, in an account whose meticulous detail gives it the ring of truth,39 2 Maccabees
reports that when an agent of Seleucus IV (185-175) attempted to seize moneys in the
Temple, the high priest responded that one could
35. Y. Meshorer, RN VI.18 (1976) 57-68 (whose comments on the cults are uncompelling). On the city, Schürer II
169-171.
36. Rather than attempt a bibliography, I may cite two exemplary investigations: Bickerman, Studies in Jewish and
Christian History II (Leiden 1980) 1-158; Habicht, HSCP 80 (1976) 1-18.
37. Exod. 29:31, repeatedly in Leviticus, etc. Applied also to synagogues in Roman times: Frey, CIJ II p. 153.
38. Earliest at Isa. 48:2; cf. Joel 3:17:
Madaba mosaic:
(IGLSyr XXI 153-56); cf. App. Syr. 50:
. At Jos. V. 349, "the common temple of all."
39. See Bickerman, Studies II 159-191.

the label in the
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not wrong those who had entrusted their property to the asylia of the temple (3:12):

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
That those who have trusted the sanctity of the place and the awe and inviolability of the temple honored
throughout the whole world should be harmed is entirely impossible.

Despite the term used, this respect for the Temple did not stem from a concrete
recognition of asylia, and the high priest makes no such claim; it was rather the respect
that everyone, Jew or Greek, acknowledged was due to property deposited in a temple,40
and the dispute concerned whether this money belonged to private persons or the crown.
Both the event itself and the source, Jason of Cyrene writing around 150 41 are earlier
than the arrival of declared inviolability in this part of the Hellenistic world.
B.C.,

1 Maccabees, by contrast, makes a far more specific claim. Composed originally in
Hebrew ca. 100 and continuing later than the work of Jason and 2 Maccabees, the book
recounts a formal declaration by the Seleucid Demetrius I in 151 Demetrius and
Alexander Balas were competing for control of the kingdom. Demetrius made some
concessions to Jonathan in Jerusalem; Alexander responded by appointing Jonathan high
priest, in order to make Jonathan a friend and ally. Demetrius in turn responded with a
letter to the Jews offering a long list of benefactions;42 he frees the Jews from various
taxes and then declares (10:31):
B.C.

B.C.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
Jerusalem is to be holy and released, and its territorythe tithes and taxes.

This garbled Greek was translated from Hebrew by someone who did not know the Greek
formulary of inviolability. What Greek phrase was the author of the lost Hebrew original
trying to convey? When Josephus took up this passage, he transformed the language as
follows (AJ 13.51):
40. So recently J. A. Goldstein, II Maccabees (Garden City 1983) 209.
41. See Habicht, 2. Makkabäerbuch (Gütersloh 1976) 175.
42. 10:25-45: the garrison in Jerusalem is withdrawn; all Jewish captives in the kingdom are released without ransom;
inviolability; all Jewish festivals are tax-free for all Jews in the kingdom; Jewish troops are to be recruited and paid; Jews
are to have their own leaders and laws; Ptolemais and its territory are given to support the Temple, to which the king
adds cash of his own; right of refuge; money for construction.
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<><><><><><><><><><><><>
And Jerusalem I wish to be sacred and inviolable and free from the tithe and taxes to the limit of its boundaries.

This would be closer to attested documentary usage, but still odd: his added
is not
normally said of taxes. I suggest that what Josephus has taken as ''boundaries" was the
civic territory (
, frequent in the LXX and NT; and cf. 10:43) and is displaced in
Maccabees, for mention of the territory should have preceded "sacred and inviolable";
last would come tax exemption. That is, the Greek that lay behind the original Hebrew
might be
Against this, however, is not only the
word order in Maccabees but also the specification of two kinds of taxes.43 However this
may be, the passage is clear in its claim that a king declared Jerusalem "holy,'' and that
alone is sufficient to prove that the original author had in mind the phenomenon of
granted asylia, whatever his wording was.
In the same letter Demetrius is said to grant security of property as well as person to
debtors who take refuge in the Temple (10:43):

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
And any who flee to the temple at Jerusalem and all its land because of owing royal or any debt are to be
absolved, and all their property in my kingdom.

This shares elements with Strabo's story about Seleucid Aradus (see p. 11), especially in
that a fugitive's property outside the place remained secure; but this does not add to its
credibility. The author concludes by reporting that the Jews did not believe these things
or accept them (10:46; Josephus omits this detail). I suggest that we should not either:
the gifts seem too good to be true, and the refusal of them too convenient.
1 Maccabees (15:2-10) also produces a letter of Antiochus VII to the Jews at the start of
his reign (139 ): he confirms all previous privileges, and grants the right of coinage,
freedom for the city and the temple (
, 15:7), control of
weapons and fortifications, and release
B.C.

43. For discussion and bibliography see J. A. Goldstein, I Maccabees (Garden City 1976) 408, who takes the
reasonable view that Josephus'
was his own expansion of
and that the erroneous final nominatives in
10:31 were meant to go with the participle, "released from taxes." This would imply behind the Hebrew
, which is certainly possible.
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from royal debts now and in future. Here too the favors seem too sweeping to be
credible; "freedom" for a temple is unusual, though it finds a parallel at Delphi (p. 47).
Finally, at 15:16-24 the author alleges a Roman document from the consul Lucius asking
the Hellenistic states not to harm the Jews or wage war against them or form alliances
with their enemies (
,
,
).44
Certainly this could be construed as an invitation to grant neutrality, the consequence of
being "sacred and inviolable"; but there are formidable arguments against its
authenticity.
What is crucial for us is the claim in 1 Maccabees that Jerusalem was (almost) declared
sacred and inviolable in 151 45 If the letter is genuine, this would be the earliest
attested recognition beyond the old Greek cities of the Aegean, anticipating great cities
like Seleuceia and Tyre. These several letters seem to offer more than we should believe.
B.C.

From the coins there is silence of two sorts: as a city-state Jerusalem itself struck no
coins in the Hellenistic period, despite the alleged grant of 139 And coins of the
Hasmoneans and their successors,46 whether inscribed in Hebrew or Greek, make no
claim of asylia for the city (none of these actually names Jerusalem, however). It is only
in the first Jewish war, 66-70, that coins were given the Hebrew inscription "shekel of
Israel" | "Jerusalem (the) holy."47 This is polemic, like ''redemption" or "freedom of Zion"
on the bronzes.48 I suggest that ''Jerusalem the holy" reflects biblical usage rather than a
granted title more Graeco, whether historical or even recollected now from the story in 1
Maccabees.
B.C.

A.D.

It seems to me improbable that Jerusalem and its god, among the less Hellenized of the
important cities and cults of Palestine, achieved this honor
44. Picked up by Josephus at AJ 14.145-148, with much altered language: sent to the autonomous cities and the
kings,
. Josephus omits the name of the
individual recipient (King Ptolemy in Maccabees) but completes that of the Roman as L. Valerius (now
rather than
). Bickerman (Gnomon 6 [1930] 357-361) assigned this to the consul of 142 B.C. Against
authenticity: A. Giovannini and H. Mu??er, MusHelv 28 (1971) 156-171.
45. Kahrstedt (Syrische Territorien, 76) took this passage as historical and thought that its provisions were explicated
by 10:43. Against this see Seyrig, Scripta numism. 104 n. 2, who rightly observed that "the whole passage involves an
inextricable confusion between autonomy, asylia, and the concession of a temporary asylum." Also against
authenticity, on various arguments: Schürer I (Edinburgh 1973) 178-179.
46. The earliest issues are those of Alexander Jannaeus ca. 100 B.C.: M. D. McLean, ANSMN 26 (1981) 153-161. For
the few Seleucid royal issues attributed to Jerusalem see SNG Houghton Sel. 831-834 (Antiochus VII, 130s B.C.).
47. U. Rappaport in Cambridge History of Judaism I (1984) 49.
48. Cf. on the coins of Bar Kochba "redemption of Israel" and "freedom of Jerusalem / Israel"; but "Jerusalem the
holy" does not recur.
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at so early a date, before cities like Tyre or Seleuceia, or indeed at all. Rather, the letter
of Demetrius I is a patriotic fiction composed after the time (the late second century )
when inviolability acquired its vogue in this region and when its role as a philanthropon in
dynastic struggles was common enough knowledge to be made an item in literary
propaganda.
B.C.
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The Decapolis
In the region east of the Jordan River, Greek civic life seems to have prospered
comparatively late.1 The cities suffered damage from the campaigns of Alexander
Jannaeus ca. 100 and were the objects of restoration by Pompey. No city of the
Decapolis struck coins in the Hellenistic period with the probable exception of Gadara,
and there only with the beginning of Roman rule in the 60s Our evidence for
inviolability in this region is confined to Roman imperial times, and the original date is in
every case unknown. I assume a Hellenistic origin for all and guess that Gadara, the
richest and most famous of the recipients, was the earliest.
B.C.

B.C.

Gadara
Gadara of the Decapolis, at modern Umm Qeis, is some ten kilometers southeast of the
Sea of Galilee on a plateau high above the Hieromykes (Yarmuk) River, a secure site in a
rich land.2 Its territory extended north across the Yarmuk to the Sea of Galilee and the
territories of Tiberias and Hippus, south to that of
1. On the Decapolis see generally H. Bietenhard, ANRW II.8 (1977) 220-261; B. Isaac, ZPE 44 (1981) 67-81; I.
Browning, Jerash and the Decapolis (London 1982) 18-58; E. Will in Studies in the Histary and Archaeology of
Jordan II (Amman 1988) 237-241; some civic cults: Seyrig, Syria 36 (1959) 60-78 (Ant. syr. VI 34-53).
2. Benzinger, RE 7 (1910) 436-437; Schürer II 132-136; R. Janin and L. Stiernon, Dict.hist.géog.eccl. 19 (1981) 592597. Alexander Jannaeus consumed ten months in besieging the place: Jos. AJ 13.356. It is in Josephus' list of cities
ravaged by the Jewish rebels in the 60s (BJ 2.458: also Hippus, Nysa, Gerasa, Ptolemais, Ascalon, Gaza). For the
remains, which include two theaters, see G. Schumacher, Northern Ajlun (London 1890) 46-113; cf. ZDPV

(Footnote continued on next page)
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Scythopolis.3 On the northern bank of the Yarmuk were the famous hot springs of Gadara.
Gadara was the great city of the Decapolis, the center of Hellenic culture in the
Transjordan. It is called
, "devoted to good music," in an epigram of imperial
date;4 the emblem chosen to indicate the city on the imperial tetradrachms was the three
Graces (as on some civic issues).5 At Gadara were born the satirist Menippus, the
epigrammatist Meleager (who called it
, Anth.Gr. 7.417.2), the Epicurean
Philodemus, and the rhetorician Theodorus.6 Its rich cultural life doubtless was suppo??
ted by its role as an international resort, for the springs by the Yarmuk, considered
second only to Baiae, attracted a cosmopolitan and educated clientele, and here the
Gadarenes held an annual festival.7
The inviolability of Gadara is attested by coins of imperial date, usually stated in the form
IAAG for
. Such extreme abbreviation was evidently a local
mannerism, for it is attested otherwise only at neighboring Abila and Capitolias; probably
these letters would be unintelligible farther afield. In fact the meaning of the fourth
letter, G, which occurs also on the coins of Abila, remains uncertain.8
The coins of Gadara eventually show the name
, and the city used a Pompeian era
(of 64/3 ); Josephus in fact singles out Gadara as a city that Pompey not only freed from
Hasmonean rule but rebuilt, on the urging of his rich client Demetrius of Gadara.9 The city
evidently first issued coins under
B.C.

(Footnote continued from previous page)
49 (1926) 120-125; 82 (1966) 64-73; 94 (1978) 135-144; 96 (1980) 45-58, 158-162; 103 (1987) 78-100; ADAJ 34
(1990) 321-342.
3. Testimonies and discussion at M. Avi-Yonah, RE Suppl. 13 (1973) 426.
4. Peek, Gr. Versinschr. I 1070.2-3,
meaning at Ath. 633B.

a hapax, but the verb is used with this

5. A. R. Bellinger, Syrian Tetradrachms of Caracalla, ANSNS 1 (New York 1940) 90-92.
6. Strab. 16.2.29 (759); it has long been recognized that Strabo here confuses the two Gadaras and misattributes his
biographical information to Gadara Lysaniou, the Jewish city on the eastern fringe of the Holy Land (see Benzinger
438). The confusion persists in the Budé edition of Anth.Gr. 7.417 and that of Gow and Page (Hellenistic Epigrams II
[Cambridge 1965] 607: "Ramoth-Gilead ... a very distinguished record for so outlandish a community").
at Meleager 7.419.5 (so too 11.25.70), like his
at 418.2, is merely poetic rather than the
declared title.
7. Eunap. V. Iamb. 5.2.2 (459); Epiph. Adv. haer. 1.30.7 (PG 41.416C). E. L. Sukenik, The Ancient Synagogue of ElHammeh (Jerusalem 1935) 18-23, collects the testimonia, to which can be added SEG 32.1502.
8. Eckhel, Doctrina numorum III2 (Vienna 1828) 346, cites the opinions of N. F. Haym,
Belley (1757),
; I have not found a more recent suggestion.

= decreto, and of

9. AJ 14.75; BJ 1.155. In this region only Pella to the south is known also to have taken the name Pompeia, attested
once under Elagabalus: RN IV. 39 (1936) 290; R. H. Smith, Pella of the Decapolis I (Wooster 1973) 56-57.
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its own name in 47/6 , thus after Caesar's passage through the region;10 after a hiatus
under Augustus, Gadara struck coins fairly regularly through the imperial age. Until
159/160 all coins lack titles, merely
or the nominative.
B.C.

A.D.

In 159/160 we see added for the first time the Roman name Pompeia and civic titles:
and IAAG (Spijkermann no. 31). Pompeia and the titles are
seen added to the old ethnic sporadically thereafter, with
appearing more often
and later than IAAG. The fullest form of the titles given is
(nos. 60-61, 178-180). Inviolability is last indicated on a coin of 218/9, which is
unique both for its inscription,
, and for its elaborate image of
Heracles.11
A.D.

A.D.

With the exception of this last instance in 218/9, the titles of inviolability always
accompany an image of Zeus Nicephorus seated in a tetrastyle templean image that itself
first appears with the titles in 159/160, and that is seen only twice without IAAG (nos. 73
of 214/5, 90 of 239/240). This distribution may suggest that the inviolability of the city
was held in honor of Zeus, the prominence of whose cult in this region is well known.
A.D.

As to the date of the grant, obviously the name "Pompeia" was not new in 159/160
when we first meet it; the same, I suggest, applies to asylia, which may also date from
the work of restoration under Pompey and Gabinius, or before.
A.D.

Abila
Abila of the Decapolis, the eastern neighbor of Gadara, controlled the fertile plateau
south of the upper reaches of the Yarmuk, famous for its vineyards.12 The city proper
stood on two hills, between which was the theater. Of the
10. A. Spijkermann, Coins of the Decapolis (Jerusalem 1978) 131 nos. 3-4. Seyrig, Ant. syr. VI 45-49, attributed to
Gadara some bronzes whose only inscription is "year 1 of Rome,"
, thus 64/3: Spijkermann nos. 1-2;
more examples at M. Rosenberg, Coinage of Eastern Palestine (Jerusalem 1978) 36.
11. Spijkermann no. 80: "Herakles, wearing short tunica and boots, lion's skin at back, standing r., I. hand resting on
cysta placed upon column, from which two snakes emerge, r. extended, holding uncertain object, at r., lion jumping up
against the column; at I., small animal, standing I."
12. Eus. Onom. 32.16 (
); scholars have remarked the grapes shown on some coins. See G.
Schumacher, Abila of the Decapolis (London 1889); cf. ZDPV 49 (1926) 151-154; 76 (1960) 26; Schürer II 136-137;
Spijkermann 48-57; M. J. Fuller, "Abila of the Decapolis" (Ph.D. diss., Washington University 1987).
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Hellenistic city we know little beyond the fact of its dynastic name Seleuceia,
or
on coins of imperial date.
Abila struck coins sporadically from 161/2 to 218/9. After the familiar city Tyche, they
show most often Heracles. The most unusual image is of the towered propylaea of a
sacred precinct.13 Civic titles appear on approximately half the issues, scattered from the
first year of the mint to the last. The inscription most often takes the brief form seen also
at Gadara and Capitolias:
; in 218/9, however, we see
=
(nos. 23-24). The title of inviolability is not associated with one
image more than another. The presence or absence of the title thus is not significant: we
can say only that Abila had inviolability for as long as we have evidence to judge by. I
would assume an origin in the first century
A.D.

B.C.

Capitolias
Capitolias was at Beit-Ras south of the Yarmuk, bordering on Gadara.14 The coins show
an era beginning in 97 or 98, and the city is not heard of earlier; clearly Capitolias was
founded in one of those years, as all scholars have recognized. But its titles of inviolability
and autonomy suggest (in my view) that the place had a Hellenistic history, that the
Roman city absorbed an older temple that had been declared inviolable; and in this
populous region, urbanized under the Ptolemies and especially the Seleucids, we might
not expect to find an entirely new city created in the time of Trajan. In fact, Irbid five
kilometers to the south has substantial remains older than the foundation of Capitolias in
97-98, and this may have been the previous urban center. This is taken to be Arbela,
mentioned by Eusebius as a village in the territory of Pella.
A.D.

A coin of the time of Commodus shows Alexander the Great and the inscription
; as Seyrig saw, this proves that Capitolias, like several other
cities of the area, claimed Alexander as founder. This supports the idea that "Capitolias"
is a new name for an older community, which claimed a Hellenistic past that is unknown
to us.
The coinage of Capitolias began under M. Aurelius and extended, in modest abundance,
over the next sixty years. On it the city is regularly
IAA, the abbreviation seen
also at Gadara and Abila but without their G; it is on occasion expanded to
and
.
13. See Seyrig, Ant. syr. VI 34-35.
14. Schumacher, Ajlun 127-131; Spijkermann 96-107; C. J. Lenzen and E. A. Knauf, Syria 64 (1987) 21-46 on BeitRas; RBibl 95 (1988) 239-247 on Irbid.
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The name of the city reflects a cult of Jupiter Capitolinus. The coins display two divinities.
One is the city Tyche, her foot placed on a river god (the Yarmuk): of an oriental manner,
she wears a short tunic like an Amazon and holds sometimes a globe, sometimes a
sceptera Hellenized Gad.15 The other god is Zeus, seated in a monumental temple with
an altar on the roof, surrounded by a massive walled precinct with corner towers, of a
sort seen elsewhere in Syria.16
Antioch by Hippus
The city of Hippus was in the hills above the eastern shore of the Sea of Galilee.17 Its
royal name bespeaks a refoundation after the Seleucid conquest of Palestine in 200 ,
probably by Antiochus III or IV. Antioch by Hippus suffered the fate of its neighbors,
"destroyed" by Jannacus and "freed" by Pompey from the Hasmoneans; its era is from
64/3 In the 60s the city was attacked and damaged by the Jewish rebels (Jos. BJ
2.459; cf. 478).
B.C.

B.C.

A.D.

The cults and myths of "wise Hippus"18 are not elaborately represented on the coins,
which prefer the type parlant of a horse, often accompanied by the city Tyche, or of
Pegasusprobably the city claimed a Hellenic origin deriving from the travels of Pegasus.
The most individual item is Zeus of the Plow,
, so labeled and showing him in a
tunic standing in his temple (the only temple shown on the coins of Hippus);19 this may
be the Zeus who is shown facing Tyche on several coins (nos. 6, 22, 40).
The royal name appears to have been used interchangeably for a time with the original
name: on its earliest coins (under Nero, Titus, and Domitian) the city is "Antioch by
Hippus" on the larger denominations, "Hippus" (
) on the smaller;20 the latter is not
found after the first century. No civic titles are shown on these few issues of the first
century. The city next struck coins under Antoninus Pius (138-161); from this time until
the end of
15. Cf. D. Sourdel, Les cultes du Hauran (Paris 1952) 49.
16. Seyrig, Ant. syr. VI 35-41.
17. G. Schumacher, The Jaulan (London 1888) 194-206; Schürer II 130-132; Enc.Arch.Exc. II 521-523; Spijkermann
168-179.
18. Peek, Gr. Versinschr. I 1070.4; the adjective is found applied also to Cotyaeum in Phrygia (Peek 1016; cf. Robert,
Op. min. sel. VII 205).
19. Spijkermann nos. 14, 29-31, 33; cf. Seyrig, Ant. syr. VI 43-44.
20. Spijkermann 170-171; RPC I 4807-4808. Pliny (HN 5.71, 74) and Josephus use "Hippus," which is not unusual, as
authors normally employ original names rather than later innovations.
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the mint (last dated issue in 218/9), all coins give the city the title of inviolability:
or further abbreviation.21
The consistent appearance of the titles in the second century and their absence in the
first might imply that the status was in fact granted in the period between Domitian and
Pius. That I believe is unlikely; I take the silence of the few early coins as without
significance and would look to the first century as the likely period of the original grant.
B.C.

Nysa-Scythopolis
Beth-Shan occupied the rich land where the Jezreel Valley comes down to the Jordan; it is
an important site, well documented from the Bronze Age through medieval times.22 As a
Greek city it was called Scythopolis, then Nysa after the Seleucid reconquest in 200 23 It
experienced the aggression of John Hyrcanus at the end of the second century (Jos. AJ
13.280; BJ 1.66), and the benefactions of Pompey and Gabinius; station of the fifteenth
legion during the Jewish War, it was attacked by the rebels in 66 (BJ 2.458).
B.C.

B.C.

A.D.

The city issued coins from the Julio-Claudian period to Gordian, under whom the mint was
especially prolific. They show above all the worship of Dionysus, with particular reference
to his childhood with his nurse Nysa; already Pliny knew the story that she was buried
here (HN 5.74).
Inviolability is first invoked in 162/3 in its briefest form:
IEP.24 The
title appears on the majority of issues from Commodus on, most often abbreviated
.25 The only other title on the coins is ELPOL (nos. 15, 21). This is elucidated
by a lone inscription that also spells out the title of inviolability: in the time of Marcus
Aurelius the
A.D.

21. Spijkermann 171-179. The two issues under Pius (undated) show the facing busts of Zeus and Tyche (no. 6)
and Tyche with horse (7). The mint becomes decidedly more active under M. Aurelius; about a third of these
issues are dated, all to A.D. 165/6.
22. Schürer II 142-145; Enc.Arch.Exc. I 207-229; B. Lifshitz, ANRW II.8 (1977) 262-294; Seyrig, Syria 39 (1962) 207211 (Ant. syr. VI 115-119); M. Avi-Yonah, IEJ 12 (1962) 123-134; Spijkermann 186-209.
23. See Rigsby, TAPA 110 (1980) 238-242; at 241 I should have cited Nysa the daughter of Seleucus II attested at
FGrHist 161 F 4.
24. Spijkermann nos. 7 (162/3), 12 (163/4), with a standing Dionysus; note no. 14 also of 163/4, the same image but
without titles. The titles are next seen in 182/3: no. 17
(sic); Aukt. F. Sternberg 25/6 Nov. 1976 no. 701 (with
Tyche in a temple rather than Dionysus).
25. Name and unabbreviated title

in wreath: nos. 26 (A.D. 210/1), 34 (215/6), 52 (217/8).
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city erected a statue of the emperor, on which it calls itself
.26
Here as elsewhere, the irregularity of usage suggests the occasional evocation of a
traditional title rather than a privilege newly granted in 162/3.
Gerasa
Gerasa, "Antioch on the Chrysorrhoa," was at the eastern edge of the Decapolis; under
the Antonines it prospered from the caravan trade.27 The site has been selectively but
carefully excavated; the result is many more inscriptions than from any other city of the
Decapolis, and our record of the civic coinage may well be complete. No coin gives
Gerasa any titles, which are known instead from a single Latin inscription erected on the
occasion of a visit by Hadrian in 130.28
A.D.

Early history is largely unknown. We have almost no texts of Hellenistic date: the
inscriptions on stone begin under Tiberius, and the coins, never abundant, are quite few
before Hadrian.29 A claim to foundation by Alexander is made on some of the coins, as at
Capitolias. This region reverted to the Seleucids after the battle of Panium in 200 ; the
royal name is assumed to derive from Antiochus IV.30 Like its neighbors, Gerasa was
attacked by Alexander Jannaeus and benefited by Pompey, whose era was later used.
The great event as documented from the site itself was Hadrian's passage during 130,
which has left a number of inscriptions and which apparently invigorated the local mint.
B.C.

A.D.

26. G. Foerster and Y. Tsafrir, INJ 9 (1986/7) 53-58, with P. L. Gatier, Syria 67 (1990) 205-206. The coin
abbreviation had previous been construed as
.
27. C. H. Kraeling, Gerasa, City of the Decapolis (New Haven 1936), with Welles's edition of the inscriptions; Schürer II
149-155; Enc.Arch.Exc. II 417-428; Spijkermann 156-167; Browning, Jerash.
28. The complete silence of the coins is a caution for our subject; compare Tarsus.
29. Early testimonies: I.Gerasa 251 (with Seyrig, Netes 33), a weight
, without titles, dated
Seleucid(?) 180 = 143/2 B.C.; three coins reported from A.D. 67/8: Spijkermann nos. 1-3 (inscription
). On the
Hellenistic I.Cos 64 (not a Gerasene) see Seyrig, Ant. syr. VI 142.
30. In inscriptions, the royal name is first seen on the early weight (above, n. 29), then in A.D. 115 (I.Gerasa 56/57,
dedication to Trajan as savior and founder), and regularly thereafter; never simply "Gerasa." On coins, first under M.
Aurelius, usually
, as in the inscriptions; this alternates with "the
Fortune of Gerasa is Artemis" and "Alexander the Macedonian founder of Gerasa."
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Gerasa was the city of Artemis, the
.31 A dedication to
(I.Gerasa 43) suggests a myth deriving her from Artemis Orthia of Sparta and a civic
claim of kinship with Sparta, like that of Jerusalem. She is regularly shown on the coins,
many of which are inscribed with the religious acclamation
, "the Fortune
of Gerasa is Artemis."32 Her temple, with its peribolos, was the largest and most imposing
monument in Gerasa, dominating the center of the city.33 It seems a reasonable guess
that the inviolability of Gerasa came in her honor.34 In any case, our one testimony for
the status is a dedication to Artemis found near the entrance to the precinct, erected in
130 by some cavalrymen in the retinue of Hadrian. The stone is lost; as reported, it
began as follows (I.Gerasa 30.1-9):
A.D.

Pro salute
Imp(eratoris) Caes(aris) n(astri) Traian(i)
Hadriani Aug(usti) p(atris) p(atriae)
4 Deaniae Aug(ustae)
equites sing(ulares) eius qui
hibernati sunt Antioch[i]-ae
ad Chrysorhoan quae
8 et Gerasa hiera et asylo(s) et au-tonomos,
quorum (etc.)
4: error, whether of mason or copyist, for Dianae (cf. Deana[e] at IGLSyrie VI 2949).

The cavalrymen wintering in Gerasa35 acted to fulfill a vow, v(otum) s(olverunt)
l(ibentes) m(erito) honoris et pietatis causa (16-17). It is of course interesting that the
only extant evocation of the titles of Gerasa stems not from the city or one of its citizens
but from some transient foreigners. The troops associate Artemis with the imperial
house,36 probably their own addition to her honor at Gerasa. It would seem that the
Roman troops were given a rather full account of what to call the city, I take it an ancient
privilege that the Gerasenes themselves did not normally bother to state.
31. I.Gerasa 27. Cf. Sourdel, Cultes 42.
32. First under Hadrian: Spijkermann nos. 4-7. For the collocation cf. at Palmyra the altar
Inv.Inser.Palmyr. XI no. 43). For the acclamation cf. at Dura-Europus
(

(Teixidor,
14 [1955] 145).

33. Browning 85-92; R. Parapetti, Syria 66 (1989) 1-39.
34. Welles (p. 31) thought instead of Zeus Olympius, on the grounds that someone is found taking refuge in his
temple in A.D. 69/70. I hope to comment elsewhere on I.Gerasa 5-6.
35. Cf. H. Halfmann, Itinera principum (Stuttgart 1986) 206-207.
36. For Augustus as a divine epithet see Nock, Essays I 42-43, 156.
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Egypt
From Greco-Roman Egypt come nearly a dozen grants of asylia, all dating from the first
century 1 That the more abundant evidence of the third and second centuries has
yielded no grant suggests that these edicts represent a new departure for the Ptolemaic
crown around 100 , at least in number if not as an absolute innovation. The map will
suggest their continuity with the spread of the title in the Hellenistic East; but the
substance that asylia took on in Egypt has little in common with the rest of the Greek
world, and more with Rome. The Ptolemies granted asylum in the sense the Romans
understood it, religious immunity from civil law; and surely it is from Egypt that the Latin
word asylum comes, consistent in form and meaning with what we see in Egypt.
B.C.

B.C.

In these inscriptions we see a form already old before the Ptolemies' arrival. Since the
end of the second millennium, benefactions granted to temples had been inscribed on
limestone steles whose curved upper margin framed a painting of pharaoh honoring the
god; made in four copies, these stones were placed around the temple ''to the four
winds.''2 The Ptolemaic asylia steles follow this form, except for the one that derives from
a Greek city (226, P 9); some preserve the painted scene, and the rest we may assume
once had one. Probably we owe these stones to the practice of making multiple copies; a
papyrus lies behind each, but no asylia edict has survived on papyrus.3
LATE

1. General treatments: F. von Woess, Das Asyluesen Ägyptens (Munich 1923), and in ZSav 46 (1926) 32-67; C.
Préaux, L'économie royale (Brussels 1939) 483-488; Rostovtzeff, SEHHW 887-893, 1549-1550; F. Dunand in
Hommages Serge Sauneron II (Paris 1979) 77-97; J. Bingen in Egitto e storia antica (Bologna 1989) 24-30. In what
follows I am especially grateful to Ludwig Koenen for help on various points.
2. See D. Meeks, Orient.Lovan.Anal. 6 (1979) 605-687.
3. In Lenger's C.Ord.Ptel., of the twelve items that begin with the first asylia decree in 96
three are papyri (from one archive); all the inscriptions are

(Footnote continued on next page)

B.C.

nine are inscriptions, while
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Egypt is different juridically from the world of the Greek city-states. In Egypt asylia is
requested only of the crown and is a matter of internal administration; there is no
invocation of Greek public opinion, as the grant is not an affair of international law. Only
temples are in question, not city and territory. These acts must be studied as one part of
the evolution of the relations between the crown and the temples.4 Did temples in
Ptolemaic Egypt have, like those in the Greek world, the "right of asylum," automatic
jurisdiction within their precincts? In 203 the Alexandrians were outraged when royal
agents pulled a fugitive from a temple, a clear violation of Greek usagebut that was in a
Greek city.5 The temples of the chora bore a different relation to the crown.6
B.C.

Pharaonic Egypt did not know the "right of asylum."7 Herodotus reports a slave's right of
asylum in the temple of Heracles at the Canopic mouth as something exceptional.8 In
general, fleeing to some holy precinct did not make a fugitive immune from arrest by
secular officials. It is reasonable to suspect that the new Greek rulers would prefer to
leave this useful fact in place.
Several Ptolemaic and Roman texts seem to classify temples. We find "first and second
and third temples" in the Canopus and Rosetta decrees of the native priests, and
elsewhere references to
, as though a special class.9 These have sometimes been
taken as legal distinctions, whether originating with the government or with the native
priests; but apart from 219.5 and 221.9, where this classification may be invoked, it
seems to play no role in the asylia edicts, or in the attested acts of flight to temples.
(Footnote continued from previous page)
asylia grants. For the form and the themes of petitions to the Ptolemaic government preserved on papyrus see A.
Di Bitonto, Aegyptus 57 (1976) 109-143.
4. See especially J. Quaegebeur, Orient.Lovan.Anal. 6 (1979) 707-729; J. E. G. Whitehorne, JRelHist 11 (1980) 218226.
5. Polyh. 15.27.2-3; and their outrage was selective: cf. 15.29.8-14 and 15.33.8. In 216 B.C. a Capuan sought refuge in
Cyrene at a statue of Ptolemy and was safely delivered to the discretion of the king in Alexandria (Livy 23.10.11).
6. W. Otto, Priester and Tempel II (Leipzig/Berlin 1908) 290-301.
7. The nearest analogy, attested as early as the Sixth Dynasty, is the granting of fiscal immunities (nht, the term to
which 219 resorts in the Egyptian) to selected templesusually exemption of the god's people from the corvée;
references at A. Gardiner, Egypt of the Pharachs (Oxford 1961) 92-93; Préaux, L'économie royale 488 n. 1. E.
Lüddeckens, "Asylwesen," LexÄgypt 1 (1973) 514-516, has under this rubric no pre-Hellenistic material apart from
Herodotus, but only the Greek texts surveyed here.
8. 2.113. Some scholars have thought that this privilege betokens a foreign origin for the cult; this is disputed by A. B.
Lloyd, Herodotus Book II, Commentary, EPRO 43.3 (Leiden 1988) 43.
9. Otto I 18-19; Uxkull-Gyllenband, BGU V p. 81; properly cautious, W. Brashear, BGU XIII pp. 7-8 ("an unclarified
concept"); cf. XV 2470.6.

Page 542

Some acts of refuge in the chora are on record earlier than our first asylia edict in 96

:10

B.C.

In the mid-third century, some farmers protested a property assessment: "Sitting down in
the temple, they said they would not be assessed justly or unjustly" (PSI V 502.21,
, not further identified). It is not certain that this was an act of religious
asylum.
Around the same time, a witness, in order to avoid testifying, ran off (
) to the
Sarapeum at Memphis (presumably from the Fayum, not far), where he was being
supplied food (P.Cair.Zenon 59620 [C.Ptol.Sklav. I 79]). This shows that the Sarapeum
had the right of asylum already under the early Ptolemies. We might also deduce that at
this date such immunity was enjoyed by none of the many temples in the Fayum (which
included a Sarapeum);11 but there could easily be other reasons for fleeing to a place
where one was not known and where a different police jurisdiction obtained.
In 169/8 someone was "forced from the temple" (
) by the agents of
Antipater, who was then reported to the police, and an agent was arrested for violence.
The temple is not further identified, and the provenience of the papyrus is unknown
(PAthens 8; Pros.Ptol. I 312 for the date).
In 164 Ptolemy the katochos in the Sarapeum at Memphis petitioned for redress because
a girl who had fled to the temple and whom he intended to adopt was seized by a temple
official and sold: do not overlook this enslavement, still more her being forced from the
temple; in a second draft it is added that she was "outside(?) the asylum" when detained,
(UPZ 3-4 [C.Ptol.Sklav. 83]). This is our earliest evidence for the word
in
Egypt.
In 156 the chief of the Anubieum, the guardhouse placed by the entrance to the
Sarapeum, wrote to a priest of Sarapis: some wrongdoers have escaped, watch for them,
and if they dare to come out of the asylum (
) let me know and we will act,
and I will pay you (UPZ 64).
In 156 a slave ran away from his master, a man from Alabanda who was visiting
Alexandria; we have the wanted poster, which offers a reward for the slave's return, or
half that amount for identifying the temple to which the slave might have fled (UPZ 121
[Sel.Pap. 234; C.Ptol.Sklav. 81]). Evidently the master could go to the temple and try to
obtain the surrender of the slave, but this was not a foregone outcome, as the
information is worth only half
10. On anachoresis generally see H. Braunert, Die Binnenwanderung (Bonn 1964); W. Schmidt, "Der Einfluß der
Anachoresis im Rechtsleben Ägyptens" (Diss., Cologne 1966); C. Orrieux, Zénon de Caunos (Paris 1985) 234-237.
The flight of 150 agricultural workers to the Memphite nome (mid-III B.C.) seems to be purely secular: P.Lond. VII
1980-1981; P. Cair.Zenon 59245, with W. Clarysse in StudHellen 24 (1980) 87. On P.Haun. 10 (Tebtunis, III B.C.)
see J. A. S. Evans, YCS 17 (1961) 163. A possible reference to refuge in M. Gronewald and D. Hagedorn, ZPE 41
(1981) 289-293.
11. P.Cair.Zenon 59168; P.Mich.Zen. 31.5; cf. Nock, Essays I 428.
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the actual surrender. In the city of Alexandria the master would no doubt have to prove
his case to the temple authorities; but what of the country-side? This notice was posted
at the Anubieum beside the entrance to the Sarapeum; but was it sent only to those
temples in the chora that had the right of asylum, or to all the thousands of temples? I
think the former is more likely.
Probably in 145/4 comes the earliest of a series of royal pronouncements that officials are
to respect the right of asylum,
.12
These passages seem clearly to imply that only some temples have this immunity.
In 114 a basilicogrammateus was informed that at Ptolemais-Euergetis the royal farmers
had abandoned their assigned work and "run away to the temple at Narmuthis"
(
), about twenty kilometers (Chr.W. 330). The reference is
not specific, although several temples are attested at Narmuthis (cf. E. Bernand,
I.Fayoum II pp. 59-109).
Loan contracts show a provision in which the borrower waives the immunity that a temple
might give him, the
clause:13 for example, P.Hib. I 93 (ca. 250 ): the borrower to
be produced
; contrast PSI V 515:
; P.Dem.Zenon
1.17: "I will not leave the district or go to an asylum" (nht); P.Tebt. I 66.59-61 (121/0);
Chr.W. 327 (107/6); P.Oxy. XIV 1639: "subject to arrest by you in the Sarapeum or any
asylum or before any magistrate or anywhere you might find us" (I , loan drawn up at
the Sarapeum in Oxyrhynchus,
).
B.C.

B.C.

Under Auletes (80-51), thus well into the time of the extant recognitions of asylia, a
hypostrategos writes that Pancrates, despising him, has run away to some asylum
(
); if Dionysius hands him over (
, which has been
crossed out), bring him to me for examination (BGU VIII 1797).14
At the end of the Ptolemaic regime we find official invocation of "local inviolability in each
nome in the case of failure to give satisfaction,"
.15
12. C.Ord.Ptol. 43.15-17; cf. 53.83-84 of 118

:

B.C.

; P.Mil.Congr.XVII p. 29.

13. Rostovtzeff, SEHHW 905-906; M. Piatkowska, La SKEPH dans l'Egypte ptolémaïque, ArchFilol 32 (Warsaw 1975).
14. In a problematic text, a contemporary complains about his debtors:
, apparently "they stand in
impiety in addition to the outrage itself, as they would reside in the asylum(?)" (BGU 1823).
15. C. Ord.Ptol. 82, with E. Van't Dack, AncSoc 1 (1970) 53-67.
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Finally, Strabo 17.1.23 (823) mentions
was buried.

near Sais in Egypt, where the god

These texts are evidence, of diverse strength, for the right of asylum in the life of
Ptolemaic Egypt, down to the time when the extant royal grants begin. The list is not
meant to be complete, but only to illustrate what is claimed in 219, that some temples
had this privilege but not all. The Sarapeum is the only one identified by name (and this
already by the middle of the third century), but certainly other temples are represented in
these incidents.
The Ptolemaic edicts have traditionally been taken as a sign of the declining royal
authority having to buy the cooperation of the powerful priestly establishments and their
secular patrons (much like the spread of asylia in Seleucid Syria). Bingen has argued
against this, urging that what the edicts in fact reveal is small and weak temples trying to
regain traditional rights in the face of growing pressures by the central government, and
that the opposition we see is between Greek soldiers and officials.16 Heinen has urged
that the asylum grants do not show conflict between crown and native cults or between
Greeks and Egyptians, but competing claims for royal benefactions.17 Whatever the
general character of the background, Ptolemy X (110-88, after his Cypriot exile) looks to
be decisive in beginning this series of grants.
These acts are concentrated in space as well as in time: all but two are from the Fayum,
six of them from two adjoining villages.18 The gods honored are mostly Egyptian, but one
Greek and one Jewish. The petitioners are sometimes Greek, sometimes Egyptian. Note
finally that one late Ptolemaic edict gives the equivalent of asylum to a chief embalmer
and his house (C.Ord.Ptol. 62-63, of 99 ), and his petition uses much the same
vocabulary and arguments as those for asylum: so that my services in worshipping in your
behalf19 not be interfered with by certain persons who enter violently, etc.; the grant is
that no one force his way into the house, etc.all that is wanting is the word
. This
text, like the grants of asylum proper, does not acknowledge a divine entitlement but
waives a royal power, a gesture that need not be confined to sacred space.
B.C.

16. He points out that the temples in question are too small (as Lefebvre observed) to have had significant
economic activities.
17. H. Heinen in Aspekte spätägyptischer Kultur (Mainz 1994) 157-168; cf. BibO 46 (1989) 79-81.
18. Lefebvre, ASAE 19 (1919) 59, thought the grants an effort to make the Fayum with its heavily Greek population a
privileged and loyal region. But the distribution even in the Fayum is odd, and the notion of its Greekness at this late
date is probiematic.
19. So also the petitions I.Philae I 19.29 (= OGIS 139, ca. 120
445ff.).

); SB 7457.8 (= A. Bernand, Delta I [Cairo 1970]

B.C.
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The Sarapeum at Memphis
In 96 the first extant grant of asylia cites two precedents for this benefaction, one of
them "the temple at Memphis" (219.8); there can be no doubt that this alludes to the
Sarapeum.20 Sarapis bore a unique relationship to the Ptolemaic crown. As we have seen,
as early as the mid-third century persons are attested taking refuge there; this privilege
must have been granted at some time in the first half of the third century.
B.C.

Temple of Osiris at Busiris
The nome capital Busiris, at Bana in the central Delta, had been famous since the Sixth
Dynasty as the home of Osiris, "lord of Busiris."21 The town is mentioned already by
classical authors; Herodotus placed here the second greatest panegyris held by the
Egyptians.22 Of its Greco-Roman history, given that papyri rarely survive in the Delta,
little is known. The town is almost never mentioned in our extant documents,23 and the
site is unexcavated.
The other precedent for asylum invoked in 96 (219.8) is the temple "at Busiris": we
may assume that this was Osiris' temple, Herodotus'
. When it gained the
privilege is beyond conjecture.
B.C.

Temple of Horus at Athribis
Athribis was in the southern part of the Delta by modern Banha, a region famous today
for its vineyards and orange groves.24 The extensive remains seen by early travelers,
which included the northernmost pyramids in Egypt, have largely vanished in this century.
Metropolis of the Athribite nome, the place was
20. See Wilcken, UPZ I pp. 120-121. Wilcken's work and Dorothy J. Thompson, Memphis under the Ptolemies
(Princeton 1988) 212-265, make it unnecessary to address the details of our evidence for the Sarapeum.
21. Gardiner, Egypt 423.
22. 2.59, 61; bibliography at Lloyd, Herodotus Book II, EPRO 43.2 (Leiden 1976) 269, 276-279 (Herodotus mistakenly
assigning the temple and festivai to Isis rather than Osiris).
23. By chance a sitologus report from Busiris has found its way to Elephantine: BGU XIII 2276 (A.D. 155/6).
24. See P. Vernus, Athribis (Cairo 1978); p. xxi on the history of excavation.
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of substantial importance; Ammianus, listing the greatest cities of Egypt, names Athribis,
Oxyrhynchus, Thinis, and Memphis, crowned by Alexandria.25 Here was buried the heart
of Osiris, which was discovered and guarded by Horus Hnty-Hty (
).26
Although his cult is attested a good deal earlier, it was especially the object of royal
donations from the middle of the second millennium on. Ramses III in particular "made
many benefactions in Athribis for my father Horus Hnty-Hty," restoring walls, granting
autonomy to the overseers and prophets in their supervision of the god's land and
personnel, and expelling the vizier and his people; the god's people who had been
dispersed and were under obligation to others he freed and brought back so that their
work for the temple would not be interrupted; "I rendered it the equal of the great
temples of the land, protected forever by my decrees."27 During the anarchy of the eighth
and seventh centuries Athribis was capital of one of the regional kingdoms in the Delta.28
From the reign of Philip Arrhidaeus (323-317) comes the elaborate monument of Jedher,
priest of the god: he built several new constructions in the precinct, persuaded the
commander of some soldiers (Greeks, it is thought) to transfer them from the temple
lands to other plots, and dedicated the present monument in aid against poisonous
animals (a common function of Horus).29
For the Greco-Roman period, the few legible papyri from the Delta and the dwindling of
traditional hieroglyphic monuments leave us little information on the cult and its honors.
We know of some new construction, and several brief dedications are extant, both royal
and private. A contingent of the Ptolemaic army was stationed at Athribis.30 The Polish
excavations have revealed the prosperity of Roman Athribis; the popularity of the god is
suggested by his frequent mention in the magical texts of later antiquity,31 but his name
is not otherwise found in the papyri. The asylum edict for the temple,
25. 22.1.6; in Ammianus' time a tetrapylon was dedicated to the emperors (OGIS 722,

A.D.

374).

26. The meaning is uncertain; Hnty-Hty was at first itself a divine name, then associated with Horus in iconography by
the Twelfth Dynasty, then with Horus by name by the Eighteenth (Vernus 367-391; U. Rößler-Köhler, LexÄgypt 3
[1980] 27-33). "Athribis" is probably "the house of the mid-part" (of the Delta), later taken to mean the mid-part of
Osiris (Vernus 343-344; 433-439 on the relic of the heart and intestines).
27. Vernus no. 55 (the Harris Papyrus), with references.
28. Vernus no. 69; ANET3 294.
29. E. Jelinkova-Reymond, Les inscriptions de la statue guérisseuse de Djed-her-le-Sauveur (Cairo 1956).
30. P.Zen.Pestm. 24 (III

); OGIS 96 (II

B.C.

, Jewish).

B.C.

31. See P.Graec.Mag. III p. 216 S.V.
. A statuette of a falcon inscribed with a magical text comes from
Roman Athribis, Suppl.Mag. I 6 (for the reference I am grateful to R. W. Daniel).
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the earliest extant from Ptolemaic Egypt, is the only lengthy Greek text that mentions the
cult.
219. Ptolemy X, 96 B.C.
Limestone stele, h. 0.70, w. 0.57, th. 0.21, found at Banha in 1898, now in the Egyptian
Museum, Cairo (no. 31089).32 Trilingual text (hieroglyphic, Demotic, Greek); Greek letters
blockish but clear and careful, with some crowding to the right. Above is a relief in
Egyptian style: at left the king, accompanied by a priest, makes an offering to the seated
Horus Hnty-Hty (with falcon's head and solar disk) and standing lion-headed Sachmis;33
at right, the king, with a priest, makes offering to a seated goddess, who is crowned by
an atef, and standing Isis or Hathor.
W. Spiegelberg, Catalogue géral du Musée de Caire: Die demotischen Denkmäler I
(Leipzig 1904) 20-22 no. 31089 (Greek text from a copy by O. Rubensohn, assisted by
Wilhelm) [Dittenberger, OGIS 761 (Greek only)]; Spiegelberg ap. G. Maspero, Le musée
égyptien II (Cairo 1907) 21-25 (the Demotic, improved at a number of points, is given
only in transcription); S. de Ricci, BSRAA 11 (1909) 332 no. 10 (Greek only, from the
photograph) [SB 620; Schroeter 58; Lenger, C. Ord.Ptol. 64; A. Bernand, La prose sur
pierre 30]; Vernus, Athribis no. 165 (hieroglyphs only).
Photograph: Spiegelberg 1904, pl. 3 (Demotic and Greek texts); 1907, pl. 8 (whole stele).
Cf. Wilcken, ArchPF 4 (1908) 246-247; W.J. Tait, P.Tebt.Tait IV pp. 31-32.
The hieroglyphic version is an independent text, the Demotic a translation of the Greek. I
give only the Greek (which is the best preserved of the three) and translate Vernus's
translation of the hieroglyphs.
... Ptolemy the
of the king has brought the register (?) ... of good actions ... the sanctuary at Athribis, the
temple of Horus Hnty-Hty and all the gods ... because of its antiquity; it is more venerable [than the other
temples] ... we order: the right of asylum (nht) will belong to the temple in question ... the temple at Memphis and
at Busiris ... under the control of the
of the king, the superior over Pr-Hr, P3-di-Hr, son of Horus.

32. The stele deteriorated rapidly after discovery, so that Brugsch's photograph was already necessary to the first
editor; the hieroglyphs are especially lacunose.
33. Testimonia on Sachmis at Athribis at Vernus 458-459.
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3
Wilcken, de Ricci (cf. 221.8):
Ricci.

Spiegelberg. 8 B. Keil (SB):

Spiegelberg

Wilcken,

de

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
King Ptolemy also called Alexander. Inasmuch as Ptolemy our relative and dioiketes has reported to us that to all
the temples of Egypt very great benefits have already been granted by our ancestors and some of the
distinguished ones have even become inviolable, and that the temple of Harkentechthai at Athribis, of first rank and
famous, which is most old and distinguished among the many,34 has obtained other honors but is lacking in not
being inviolable, we have commanded to grant to this temple as well inviolability within its peribolos, as has been
(granted) also to that at Memphis and Busiris and others among the temples. Let it be done accordingly.

Each Egyptian version gives a date, which is lacking in the Greek (apparently for want of
space): 11 (hieroglyphs) or 21 (Demotic) Phamenoth of year 18, which is 25 March or 4
April of 96 They render
by nht, the traditional term for exemption from the royal
corvée that might be granted to temple personnel. The hieroglyphs seem to mention at
the end the priest responsible for the monument, who is probably represented in the
relief.
B.C.

The text is a memorandum, similar in structure to the Seleucid decision for Baetocaece
(218); a heading has been added, but there is no phrase of address. By contrast with
most of the later asylia inscriptions from Egypt, this one is the king's answer rather than
the petitioner's request, and as a result we learn rather less about the circumstances of
the grant; petitioners understandably dwell on their reasons, which the king here only
summarizes. His attention was drawn to the temple by his dioiketes Ptolemy,35 who
possibly was a devotee and patron of this shrine, a political situation typical of the time
and of these asylia documents. The written deposition36 of the dioiketes is summarized in
the king's indirect discourse: several famous temples have been granted asylia, and this
one is similarly worthymuch as in the Ramses III document.37 This is the logic of analogy
and precedent, characteristic of a situation in which a single
34. Or "older and more distinguished than most," superlative for comparative; see Blass-Debrunner, Grammatik
des neutestamentlichen Griechisch 15 (Göttingen 1979) §60; for
=
§244.1.
35. Pros.Ptol. I 43 and VIII 43, attested also in 108
36. For

B.C.

his origin is not known.

(line 2) see UPZ I 14-35.

37. Compare the argument at PSI V 531:
(complaint by
the priests to Zenon, III

).

B.C.
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authority controls the status. We find such a situation also in Boeotia and in the Roman
provinces. It does not recur in Egypt (but see on 225.14-16), or in the nearest parallel to
the Ptolemaic grants, the Seleucid one for Baetocaece. Its uniqueness may reflect the
relatively early date of 219: the granting of asylia had in principle to be justified and was
not yet a familiar and frequent act. Or it may be because here we have not the
petitioner's point of view but the king's, for whom the proof from precedent may have
carried more weight.
5: These adjectives seem to be the rhetoric of praise; but Otto (II 310-311) may have
been right to compare the categorization of temples invoked in some other texts.
Temple of Heron at Magdola
Magdola, modern Medinet en-Nahas, stood on the northwestern side of the Gharaq basin,
the secondary depression with its own lake south of the Fayum proper. What we know of
the place derives mostly from the excavations conducted by the University of Lille in
1901-2,38 whence the inscription 220 and a number of papyri, many of them petitions
concerning events in Magdola.39 The village is mentioned in the land surveys from
neighboring Tebtunis, and in those concerned with Magdola we hear several times of the
holdings, evidently extensive, of the temple of Heron.40
This temple, the subject of 220, identified by its decoration and our inscription, was a
brick structure, entered by a stone propylon. The propylon, mentioned at 35-36, was
dedicated in 118 (I.Fayoum III 151); doubtless the temple proper was older. A full
description of the remains, intended by Lefebvre, was never published.
B.C.

The cult of Heron, originally the Thracian rider god, probably was brought to Egypt by
Thracian soldiers recruited by the early Ptolemies.41 A clerouchic cavalry officer donated
the propylon at Magdola in 118 , and a fragmentary
B.C.

38. P. Jouguet, CRAI 1902, 346-359; the temples attested at Magdola are surveyed by P. Bottigelli, Aegyptus 22
(1942) 233-235.
39. P. Enteuxis; P. Boyaval, CRIPEL 1 (1973) 185-285.
40. P.Tebt. I 82, 83, 132.
41. Cf. Jouguet; G. Lefebvre, ASAE 20 (1920) 237-249, against the notion of a form of the indigenous Horus. The god
is found also at Theadelphia, where he had his own temple in Hellenistic times, and under the Romans was worshipped
also in the temple of Pnepheros as Heron Soubattos. Cf. E. Breccia, Teadelfia e il tempio di Pneferos, Monuments de
l'Egypte I (Bergamo 1926) 111-112; W.J.R. Rübsam, Götter und Kulte im Faijum (Bonn 1974) 202; the cult possibly
also at Tebtunis and Arsinoe in the Fayum: Rübsam 52-53, 190. Thracians in early Ptolemaic Egypt: L. Koenen, Eine
agonistische Inschrift, Beitr.klass.Phil. 56 (Meisenheim 1977) 24-25.
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list of clerouchs of the late second century mentions ''the Heroon.''42 The asylia petition
comes from two soldiers. The iconography of the god, seen in reliefs and frescoes,
regularly includes his military garb.43
B.C.

220. Ptolemy X, 95 B.C.
Stele found at Magdola in 1901, in the wall at the entrance of the propylon of the temple
of Heron; transported to Lille, destroyed by an accident during World War I. No
description published.44
Lines 1-6: P. Jouguet, CRAI 1902, 352-355 [Dittenberger, OGIS 740; M. L. Strack, ArchPF
3 (1906) 130-131 no. 7; SB 8932].
Complete: P. Collomp, Recherches sur la chancellerie (Paris 1926) 203-209 (copy of
Jouguet) [SB 7259; SEG 8.466; Lenger, C. Ord.Ptol. 65 (lines 48-49); E. Bernand, I.
Fayoum III 152; A. Bernand, Prose 32].

42. P. Tebt. 132; other references to the Heroon at E. Bernand, I.Fayoum III p. 47.
43. The Magdola reliefs are known only from the brief description of Jouguet (355-357); for Theadelphia, Breccia 110113 and pls. 57-59; E. Kantorowicz, Selected Studies (Locust Valley 1965) 8.
44. Jouguet, Bull.Univ.Lille II.6 (1902) 244, in a catalogue of an exhibit of the finds, mentions a photograph but does
not reproduce it. I am grateful to Thomas Drew-Bear for a copy of this publication.
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2-3 Strack, Dittenberger:
Jouguet. 5 Jouguet:
the copy. 24:
Wilhelm (SEG). 26:
del. Wilhelm. 28:
41: for
; cf. 221.22. 45 PEXEI, 46 LLOI the copy.

Dittenberger. 10
Wilhelm. 29:

, 15
Wilhelm.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(A) In behalf of King Ptolemy also called Alexander and Queen Cleopatra his sister, the Mother-loving Savior Gods,
and of their children and ancestors, to Heron greatest god. Year [20] Phamenoth 1. (B) To King Ptolemy also called
Alexander, Mother-loving god, greetings from Herodes son of Charidemus and Herodes son of Nilus, both of the
troop of the first division: as there is at Magdola a temple of Heron, greatest god, and also derelict sections of the
sacred land, on which the bordering shoreline washes, and in the temple are painted images of you, greatest king,
and your ancestors, with sacrifices and libations and the other rites in behalf of you, victory-bringing king, and your
children celebrated night and day; but as now the aforesaid temple has been wholly forsaken, not only because
officials continually come to accuse and intimidate
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so as to harass and extort from the aforesaid temple, but also because in the collections that happen continually in
the village they try to tax the priests from this (temple), contrary to what is just, and in general they are always
improperly demanding of the a foresaid derelict sacred land the ninth (?) and the cubit tax: therefore we ask the
most gracious and divine king, by the piety you have toward the divine, to grant us by edict that the aforesaid
temple be inviolable, and to place stone steles inscribed in Greek and native writing before the stone propylon of the
temple, to order Ptolemy your relative and hypomnematographas and epistrategos to write to Lysanias your
relative and strategos of the nome that, conforming to the request, he allow no one to make collections or extort
or enter the temple and demand anything of us or the officiating priests or the prophet or to disturb them in any
way, or any of the derelict sacred (land) on any excuse, so that many may the more eagerly celebrate the rites
and we ourselves may be benefited. (C) To Lysanias: direct that no one force his way in. Farewell. Year 20, Hathyr
18. (D) To the epistates: act in accord with the orders. Year 20, Mechir 10.

The petition, , undated, was submitted presumably late in 95. The king's answer, written
or spoken to Ptolemy, his secretary and epistrategos of the whole country, has not been
recorded: we have in c the next stage, the secretary Ptolemy's instruction (as in 225 and
226) to the nome strategos Lysanias on 2 December. In Lysanias in turn notified the
police chief at Magdola45 on 22 February 94, nearly three months later. Whatever
accounts for his delay,46 the petitioners or the temple authorities ( : the dedicators do not
identify themselves) dedicated the inscribed and decorated stele three weeks later, on 15
March. through represent a single papyrus, the one that reached the temple: that is, a
copy of the petition was returned to them with the responses added. Probably the king's
response is not included because it was oral.
B

D

A

B

D

The two soldiers are otherwise unknown (Pros.Ptol. II 3953-54); their rank is uncertain,
but they are taken to be of the royal guard.47 They include themselves in the sufferings of
the temple ( , 42); evidently they bore a relation to the temple and its authorities that
was more than that of mere worshippers. It may
45. Here as in the other Ptolemaic texts, the epistates will be the village
or
(cf.
Wilcken, Grundzüge I 412; E. Lavigne, Studia Hellenistica III [Louvain 1945]). The usual procedure, common in the
enteuxis papyri, is for the strategos to write to him to execute a police action (e.g., P.Enteux?? 50).
46. Compare the four and a half months in 223; cf. Chrest.Wilck. 159, more than three months.
47. For the expression in 9-10 see J. Lesquier, Institutions militaires (Paris 1911) 62 n. 3, 103 n. 9; cf. M. Launey,
Recherches sur les armées hellénistiques II (Paris 1950) 861 n. 4. The number of the detachment was perhaps
interchangeable with the name of the commander: see Wilcken, UPZ I 15.19-20 and on 14-23.
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be that both were truly locals and worked for the god (cf. Perdrizet, REA 6 [1904] 159).
The secretary Ptolemy (line 36) cannot be further identified (Pros.Ptol. I 11, 200);
Lysanias is attested several times, though reconstruction of his career is controversial.48
The petition, like several of those later, stresses the ruination of the temple by official
misconduct, but not altogether consistently: either the ceremonies described at 15-18 are
meant to be understood as past or intended, or the present complete abandonment (19)
is exaggerated or refers to the general public as distinct from the clergy. Despite all the
details on this misconduct, to summarize the substance of the edict a single expression
was felt adequate,
(48-49).
12-13: On the largely useless aigialos see Schnebel, Die Landwirtschaft (Munich 1925)
346-347; M. Rostovtzeff, Studien zur Geschichte des römischen Kolonat (Leipzig/Berlin
1910) 166-170.
15: These painted images (cf. 222.18) might be statues or frescoes. For the Ptolemies as
synnaoi theoi see Nock, Essays I 204-214.
22: The emendation is justified by C.Ord.Ptol. 31.13:
(119).
24: For

(183

); UPZ II 161.65-66:

B.C.

see C.Ord.Ptol. 62.15; 63.3, 10.

28: A tax called the "ninth" (so Wilhelm) is otherwise unknown; Collomp thought the
symbol to be the drachma sign. I have wondered if we have , that is, the tax arrears
from the preceding year (19), but that seems too general to be put in parallel to the
naubion. The naubion is familiar, an offshoot of the corvéeenough labor, or the equivalent
in capital, to clear a set length of dike.49
35: Despite the provision here, only Athribis has yielded a bilingual asylia inscription. The
same provision is found at C.Ord.Ptol. 75.6 (Cleopatra).
In effect asylia here is defined as fiscal immunity. What does this edict add to the
immunities that all temples in Egypt enjoyed? Probably ambiguous matters, for instance,
the priests' collection money, are here made unambiguously immune. There is no
mention of protection of refugees from seizure by state officialsasylum in the Roman
sense; but their tax liability while in a temple could be regarded as an ambiguous matter
that the exclusion of the state's force majeure would render moot. One thinks of the
ambiguous and debated taxability, in America, of parking lots owned by churches and golf
courses owned by universities: for such disputable items, a blanket immunity from the
head of state is a useful thing.
48. P.Yale I p. 171; the arguments there are disputed by L. Mooren, Aulic Titulature in Ptolemaic Egypt (Brussels
1975) 87. On the Ptolemaic hypomnematagraphoi see J. E. G. Whitehorn, Aegyptus 67 (1987) 101.
49. J. G. Smyly, P.Petrie III pp. 339-347; O.Wilck. I pp. 259-263; S. L. Wallace, Taxation in Egypt (Princeton 1938)
59-61.
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Theadelphia
Theadelphia, at Batn Harit on the southwest of Lake Moeris, was one of the lesser
villages of the Fayum. Yet on our evidence it can show no fewer than four temples
declared inviolable. Its immediate neighbor Euhemeria had two or more, the rest of the
Fayum onethis despite extensive excavations at other and more important Fayum towns.
Some local rivalry may be the cause. The excavators found traces of seven temples,50 but
only one of the four mentioned in the inscriptions can be assigned to a known structure.
No papyri of the first century survive from the site, but late Ptolemaic Theadelphia is
comparatively rich in inscriptions.51
B.C.

Temple of Isis Sachypsis
The priests of Isis Sachypsis seek asylia for her temple. As at Magdola, the argument is
for the continuity of the worship of the king. But here the threat is portrayed as riotous
individuals seizing suppliants, not as magistrates collecting taxes unjustly. Again it would
seem that such behavior, so described, is already illegal. "Isis of the sickle" recurs in a
dedication at Theadelphia (
).52
221. Ptolemy X, 93 B.C.
Two copies, limestone steles found at Batn Harit in 1917, now in the Greco-Roman
Museum at Alexandria. Inv. 20858: two joining pieces, h. 1.27, w. 0.58; inv. 21747: h.
1.30, w. 0.61. I give the text and line divisions of the better preserved, 20858; the other,
21747, cut by a different hand, has many errors and omissions (I underline what it alone
preserves).
G. Lefebvre, ASAE 19 (1919) 40-46 [von Woess, Asylwesen 246-247 (20858); SB 6152,
6153; Lenger, C.Ord.Ptol. 66 (lines 35-36)]; E. Bernand, I.Fayoum II 112, 113 [A.
Bernand, Prose 33-34].
Photographs: Lefebvre pls. 1, 2; E. Bernand pls. 17, 18.

50. Lefebvre, ASAE 19 (1919) 58-59.
51. E. Bernand, I.Fayoum II pp. Iff.; Jouguet, P.Thead. pp. 6-25; Breccia, BSRAA 16 (1918) 91-118; Calderini,
Dizionario II 240-248.
52. I. Fayoum II 121 (A.D. 93). On the epithet see H.J. Thissen, ZPE 20 (1976) 279-282.
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5
21747: 20858 corrected to
. Both copies omit N in 11
34: THNE 20858 (21747 is damaged here).

, I in 16

, and E in 22

.53

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(A) Inviolable by decree, to whoever has no business here. (B) To King Ptolemy also called Alexander, the Motherloving god, greetings from the priests of Isis Sachypsis, greatest goddess, the first manifested, of the temple in
Theadelphia of the Themistus division of the Arsinoite nome: although the aforesaid temple was holy long since
from the time of your ancestors, greatest king, and endowed with honor and respect also in the intervening times,
but now some of those who would undertake sacrilege, behaving contrary to what is right, not only are forcing out
the suppliants who take refuge in this (temple), but also, entering ??iotously with violent hands and basest force,
are committing unholy sacrileges against the piety you have, most divine king, toward the divine, especially toward
the goddess Isis,
53. Cf. 220.41; for the form see Robert, Collection Froehner p. 70; I.Smyrna 728.10 with Petzl's references;
I.Ephesos 3217b.44-45.
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therefore we ask you the victory-bringing god to grant, if you think fit, that the aforesaid temple be inviolable, and
to place about the temple stone steles toward the four winds, at a distance of fifty paces, having clear inscriptions,
"he who has no business here is not to enter," for your sake, greatest king, so that no one force entrance in any
way, and those who act in violation of these things are to be liable for sacrilege and fall under bitter judgment,
orders being given to Lysanias your relative and strategos of the nome that he, in accordance with the orders,
allow us to accomplish what we have asked, so that far the more the sacrifices and libations and other rites in
behalf of you and your children and ancestors may be accomplished to both Isis and Sarapis, so that we may be
benefited. Farewell. (C) To Lysanias: do it. Year 21, Mechir 7.

The undated petition will have been submitted around the beginning of 93; the
petitioners, in contrast to 220, make no mention of the king's secretary as intermediary of
his order to Lysanias (26); so the order (36), dated to 19 February 93, may be the king's.
As at Magdola, the priests have inscribed the countersigned papyrus text of their petition
and added at the beginning of the stone ( ) the headline text for which they had sought
approval.
A

1:
seemed to the redactors an adequate abbreviation for
(22);
for an example see p. 573. Lefebvre (44) rendered "order on which there is to be no
infringement"; Wilcken (Chr. p. 99 n. 1) "inviolable temple in which there is to be no
action." That the relative pronoun does not refer back to
or
is shown by an
inscription of 63 :
(P.M. Fraser, JEA 56 [1970]
179-182), ''The sacred treasuries (are not to be entered) by unauthorized persons.''
B.C.

9: Lefebvre and von Woess took the words to denote a legal distinction, temple "of the
first class."
21: Inscriptions at fifty paces; this seems both vague (measured from what?) and a round
number, so that the inscriptions may not mark the legal boundary; but if they do, the size
is comparable to that stipulated at 223.23.
Temples of Isis Eseremphis and Heracles Callinicus
The decision in favor of the temples of Isis Eseremphis and Heracles Callinicus is the only
one extant for two places simultaneously. We do not know their location in Theadelphia;
it may be that they abutted each other. Isis' epithet probably means "Isis of the
rejuvenated year"; it recurs in the Praises of Isis, who was called "at White Cliff [on the
Libyan coast] Aphrodite, Mouxin, '
."54 Of the very Greek god Heracles Callinicus,
the several
54. POxy. XI 1380.45-46; cf. J. Quaebegeur in Das römisch-byzantinische Ägypten (Mainz 1983) 67-75.
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attestations in Egypt are scattered,55 a dedication of 2a pylon in the 80s
from this temple.56

B.C.

may derive

The petitioner was a military officer. Here as in the other Fayum documents, the reason
offered is to maintain the uninterrupted worship of the gods and especially of the royal
house. More than in the earlier texts, the implication is that the behavior of the
meddlesome officials is already illegal, "contrary to the king's policy," and the grant of
asylia is therefore "a harmless thing." It is of course always in a petitioner's interest to
portray his request as nothing new or inconsistent with current policy.
222. Ptolemy XII and Cleopatra VI, 70 B.C.
Limestone stele found in a latrine pit during the excavations of 1912-13, 100 meters
southwest of the temple of Pnepheros; now in the Greco-Roman Museum in Alexandria
(21746); h. 1.42, w. 0.50; letters 0.02 in lines 1-11, then 0.015.
E. Breccia, BSRAA 15 (1914) 39-45 [von Woess, Asylwesen 247-249; SB 6236; Breccia,
Teadelfia 126-127; Lenger, C.Ord.Ptol. 68 (line 53)]; E. Bernand, I. Fayoum II 114 [A.
Bernand, Prose 37].
Photograph: Breccia 1914, pl. 1; 1926, pl. 76; E. Bernand pl. 19.

55. See G. Ronchi, Index theonymum III 568; L. and W. Swinnen, AncSoc 2 (1971) 50 n. 15.
56. Swinnen 46-51; but see E. Bernand II pp. 45-46.
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15

de Ricci: (

) Lesquier (both ap. Breccia 1914). 45:

von Woess.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(A) Inviolable in accordance with the commandments. (B) To the epistates of Theadelphia: included under my seal
is a copy of the petition given to the kings by Philippus son of Timocrates, which was transmitted to us together
with the ordinance responding to it. Therefore allow no one to force entry to the stated temples, in keeping with the
commandments. Year 12, Thoth 26. (C) To King Ptolemy and Queen Cleopatra also called Tryphaena his sister,
the Father-loving and Brother-loving gods, greetings from Philippus son of Timocrates, Corinthian, of the first friends
and chiliarchs and your machairophoroi: as there are in the village Theadelphia of the Arsinoite nome a temple of
Isis Eseremphis, greatest goddess, and another temple of Heracles, great god, of Beautiful Victory, in which also
are images of you, and as certain persons are habitually, against your policy, forcing their way into the temples and
harassing those serving in them; but as you, greatest kings, have ever been piously disposed toward the divine and
especially toward the
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greatest goddess Isis, I wish to share in your great-hearted and beneficent attitude toward all, by your granting
that the stated temples be inviolable, permitting no one to commit violence in them, so that the rites to the gods in
behalf of you and your children may be celebrated without hindrance; I ask you, common saviors, the request
being harmless, that, if you think fit, you grant me the aforesaid and give orders to Apollonius your relative and
strategos of the nome, so that he, knowing the granted inviolability of the temples, act in accord with the
commandments and allow no one to do anything to the contrary, with no one permitted to force entrance to the
temples or disturb the priests or force out those who have taken refuge there or do any other injustice, so that
they may celebrate without hindrance the rites for the gods and the sacrifices and libations of you and your
children; and that stone steles be set up before each temple in a circle, on which will be written the orders given by
you, greatest kings, that nothing be done contrary to these things, so that I may be benefited. Farewell. (D) To
Apollonius: let it be done. Year 11, Epiph 23.

The petition, , undated, probably was submitted around the middle of 70 The king's
approval, , instructing the strategos of the Arsinoite to take action, was added to the
papyrus on 29 July; on 5 October the strategos with his own covering letter, , sent the
copy to the village police chief. Inscribing what they received from him, the temple
authorities added the summary headline,
C

B.C.

D

B

A.

The strategos Apollonius is met in the next year (224.20; cf. Pros.Ptol. I 224). It is
interesting that he does not name the police chief of Theadelphia (2). The petitioner
Philippus was an officer of some dignity,57 possibly he was born at Theadelphia or owned
land there, whence his interest in these temples. He cites his Corinthian citizenship at a
time when that city had not existed for eighty years.
22: On

"harass," see Préaux, ChrEg 33 (1942) 141.

Temple of Pnepheros
The shrine of the crocodile god Pnepheros is the only inviolable temple in Theadelphia
that has been identified (by its inscriptions and iconography) and explored.58 Like the
temple at Magdola, it was far more than a small chapel; yet it scarcely warrants
comparison with the great temples of Egypt to which Horus of Athribis aspired. Such
modesty, however, characterizes all the inviolable temples of the Fayum. Here the
petitioners were the priests.
57. Pros.Ptol. II 4342; Mooren, Titulature 173-174, lists five men with these titles; cf. Launey, Recherches I 107,
108 n. 3.
58. Breccia, Teadelfia 97-131.
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The honor that the Fayum towns and all Egypt gave to the crocodile god under his
various names is familiar.59 The temple of Pnepheros ("of beautiful face") stood near the
center of the village, facing south and approached by a wide street. The temple was
some twenty meters across and fifty deep, from its entrance flanked by sphinxes through
successively smaller forecourts to the vestibule and altar; various side rooms opened onto
the forecourts. A passageway (unexplored) led eastward from the first and largest
forecourt, and perhaps more attendant small buildings opened onto this passageway. The
petition speaks of "the temple and its appurtenant places" extending 117 paces eastwest. For the north-south extent of asylia we are told no measurements, rather its limits
in the Bubastieum on the south and the crocodile graves (stated to belong to the shrine)
on the north; these extremes also were not excavated. Possibly the Bubastieum stood at
the other end of the sacred way, which would imply an inviolable area of substantial
length north-south. At the Sarapeum of Memphis, a sacred way a kilometer long
separated the temple in the west from a complex of buildings in the eastand this eastern
complex may not have shared in the immunity of the Sarapeum proper.60
Whatever the configuration of the inviolable space, it is noteworthy that in two copies the
east-west dimension has been left uninscribed. Perhaps that figure was subject to dispute
and on those two was only painted in.
223. Berenice IV, 57 B.C.
Three copies on limestone steles found in Theadelphia: Cairo Museum 40727, 40728, h.
1.20, w. 0.50-0.54; Alexandria Museum 20857, h. 1.55, w. 0.63. All are decorated in their
crowning arc: on the first two, two crocodiles on altars flanking a shrine, within which is a
bearded face; above is the conventional winged solar disk and asps. The third, its arc in a
tighter circle, has a simpler design, the winged disk with asps; space has been left in the
rectangular area below, perhaps for a now lost painted image.
40727, 40728: Lefebvre, CRAI 1908, 772-782; ASAE 10 (1910) 162-170 [Chr.W. 70
(composite); G. Arvanitakis, BIE V.6 [1912] 178-179; SB 1161 (40727)]; 20857: Lefebvre,
ASAE 19 (1919) 54-56 [SB 6156; Lenger, C. Ord.Ptol. 72 (lines 37-38)]; E. Bernand,
I.Fayoum II 116, 117, 118 [A. Bernand, Prose 42-44].
Photographs: Lefebvre 1910, pls. 1, 2 (40727, 40728); 1919, pl. 4 (20857); E. Bernand
pls. 20-22.
I give a composite text with the line divisions of 40728, the best preserved.

59. See Rübsam 14 for bibliography; H. Kees, Der Götterglaube im alten Ägypten (Berlin 1977) 12-19; M. DrewBear in Mélanges Etienne Bernand (Paris 1991) 227-234.
60. On the crucial passage in UPZ 6a, however, see W. Clarysse, Enchoria 14 (1986) 48.
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9:

40727. 34:

in all copies.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(A) Inviolable in accordance with the commandment: to whoever has no business here. (B) To the epistates of
Theadelphia: subjoined is a copy of the petition
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given to the goddess queen from the priests of great Pnepheros in the village and transmitted to us together with
the command in reply. Therefore act in accord with the commandments. Farewell. Year 2, Phamenoth 3. (c) To
Queen Berenice, manifest goddess, greetings from the priests of Pnepheros, great crocodile god, who is in
Theadelphia of the meris of Themistus of the Arsinoite nome: we are those who celebrate unceasingly the
sacrifices and libations and lighting of lamps and other rites to the gods in behalf of you and your ancestors.
Desiring to have guaranteed the inviolability of the temple, so that when this is done for its increase the rituals may
be the better accomplished to the gods in your behalf, as stated, we ask you, by the piety you have toward the
divine, to order that the said temple and the appurtenant places (from west to east 117 paces and from south to
north from the Bubastieum bordering on the south to the appurtenant tombs of the deified sacred animals on the
north) be inviolable, and that no one in any way be forced from them, and that whoever is shown to do so be
punishable by death; and that you write concerning these things to Dioscurides your relative and strategos of the
nome to take care that the inviolability of the aforesaid temple and the appurtenant places, in keeping with the
request, be inscribed, in behalf of you and your ancestors, on a stele erected at the aforesaid places, as is done in
similar cases. When this is done, the divine will not be slighted. Being unable to be removed from the temple, we
have given over the care of this matter to Socrates, the actual general supervisor of the temple, who will be
responsible for carrying out the request, so that we may be benefited. Farewell. (D) To Dioscurides: let it be done.
Year 2, Phaophi 17.

The undated petition ( ) was approved by the queen, and on 22 October 57 an instruction
was issued ( ) to the strategos to execute her decision; on 7 March 56 he wrote ( ) to the
village police chief conveying the approved petition; after which the temple authorities
inscribed the papyrus and added their headline ( ). The queen acts alone: Ptolemy
Auletes had been expelled from Alexandria in the previous year and would not be
restored until 55
C

B

D

A

B.C.

16: The verb
has perhaps been chosen so as to suggest that nothing new is being
granted, only a traditional right guaranteed (cf. Lefebvre 1908, 774 n. 6).
21: Parallel expressions for such outlying buildings at E. Bernand, I.Fayoum I 203 n. 57;
so too at 218.22; cf. Segre, Iscr.Cas EV3:
.
37-38: For the verb, Dio 48.24.2:

.

38-40: Socrates is taken to be official, the epistates of the temple (Pros.Ptol. III 7455);
attested terminology is diverse, but cf. in P.Tebt. III 790.3
(Pros.Ptol. 7448).
43: Dioscurides recurs in the undated BGU VIII 1764.16; cf. Mooren, Titulature 104.
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Euhemeria
Euhemeria, modern Qasr el-Banat, was a small village on the southwest of Lake Moeris;
its land bordered that of Theadelphia to the southeast. At least two temples in the village
were declared inviolable; we have little other evidence from the last Ptolemaic century.61
The two temples belonged to a crocodile trio and to Ammon; but the second petition
invokes the asylia of "neighboring temples," and perhaps this plural should be taken
literally and locallyother temples in Euhemeria and perhaps Theadelphia. The largest of
the several temples seen by Grenfell and Hunt, on the edge of the village, belonged to
Suchos. Our inscriptions were not found in situ, so the inviolable temples cannot be
identified among the remains of the village.
One petition dates to May 69, the other to the period September 69/September 68. Both
petitioners bear Greek ethnics (an Antiochene and an Athenian); the first identifies
himself as a military officer. In 70 an officer of Corinthian origin had spoken for two
temples in Theadelphia (222).62 These three petitions show a good deal of formulary in
common
, "the thing being harmless," the same desire to add to the temple
buildings. Perhaps these petitions have in effect a common origin, and the three Greeks
were all military men acquainted with one another and animated by a common desire to
benefit the temples in their areathat is, that one petition suggested another. The other
Theadelphia petitions come from the priests, the Magdola text from another soldier. It
seems that the quest for inviolability in the Fayum had a rather restricted scope; the texts
of 70-68 suggest a local campaign for the privilege.
B.C.

Temple of Psosnaus, Pnepheros, And Soxis
The three crocodile gods were versions of the divinity Sobk who was honored throughout
the Fayum. Psosnaus is not again heard of; a crocodile god Souxis uttered oracles at
Karanis (P.Lond. III 1267d). Pnepheros we have seen at Theadelphia, and he shared a
temple with other crocodile gods at Karanis and at Bacchias.63 Evidently the three
crocodiles had their distinct chapels and altars in the shared temple at Euhemeria.
61. Grenfell and Hunt, P.Fayum pp. 43-47; N. Hohlwein, JJurP 3 (1949) 63-99; E. Bernand, I.Fayoum II pp. 89-94;
a land lease of 83 B.C.: P.Iand. VII 134.
62. A. E. Samuel, From Athens to Alexandria (Louvain 1983), in an admirable essay (75-101) on Ptolemaic religion,
exaggerates in concluding from the priestly officeholders that Greeks "never interested themselves in the native cults"
(99).
63. Ronchi, Lexicon 899-901; Rübsam 62-71, 100-101; A. Lukaszewicz, Proc. XVI Congr. Papyr. (Chico 1981) p. 360.

Page 564

224. Ptolemy XII and Cleopatra VI, 69 B.C.
Limestone stele found at Euhemeria in 1912, now in the Alexandria Museum; h. 1.40, w.
0.67. Decorated arc at the top: the traditional winged disk with cobras, beneath which
two figures stand back to back, clothed as pharaoh (scepter and crown), each offering a
cake to a blue crocodile lying on an altar and crowned with a red disk.
G. Arvanitakis, BIE V.6 (1912) 175-179 no. 5 [SB 5827]; Lefebvre, ASAE 19 (1919) 46-50
[von Woess, Asylwesen 249-250; SB 6154; Lenger, C.Ord.Ptol. 69 (lines 29-30)]; E.
Bernand, I.Fayoum II 135 [A. Bernand, Prose 38].
Photograph: Lefebvre pl. 3; E. Bernand pl. 23.
Cf. Wilcken, ArchPF 6 (1920) 419; H. Heinen in Aspekte spätägyptischer Kultur (Mainz
1994) 157-168.
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8 end
, 10 KONAS, 17
omitted after this one,

, 22

, 26 NTAS lapis. 25: Wilcken urged that a line has been
, as 225.19.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(A) Inviolable in accord with the commandments. (B) To King Ptolemy and Queen Cleopatra also called Tryphaena,
Father-loving and Brother-loving gods, greetings from Apollophanes son of Bion, Antiochene, of the first friends and
spear-bearing commanders: in the village of Euhemeria of the Arsinoite nome, meris of Themistus, is a temple of
Psosnaus and Pnepheros and Soxis, crocodile gods, in which also are images of your ancestors. For these reasons,
because the temple itself is decrepit, with the sacrifices and libations customarily celebrated in behalf of you and
your children being hindered, and because I myself am piously disposed toward the divine and intent on rebuilding
this (temple) with its peribolos and dedicating images of you, greatest kings, so that, with the place becoming most
distinguished, the rites of the gods may be accomplished all the better, I ask, the matter being harmless, that if
you think fit, give orders about this to Apollonius your relative and strategos of the nome, to grant to us that he
fulfill the aforesaid, the temple being inviolable, with no one to force entry or harass the priests in the temple and
the pastophoroi and the others, and the petition and the command in response to be inscribed. Farewell. (C) To the
strategos: grant it. Year 12, Pharmouthi 29. (D) Under the administrator Harmodius son of Asclepiades, Macedonian
of the katoikic cavalry: Ptolemaeus son of Didymus, public scribe, wrote this.

The undated petition of Apollophanes ( ) was approved by the monarchs and directed to
the nome strategos on 5 May 69 ( ); returned to the village, the petition was then copied
or inscribed by a local scribe, who signed his work ( ), and the whole was given the usual
headline ( ).
B

C

D

A

5: Apollophanes (Pros.Ptol. II 4335), a soldier in the royal guard, holds a set of titles
exactly paralleled only once (Mooren, Titulature 174), but he differs only in his weapon
from Philip the Corinthian (222.15) at neighboring Theadelphia in the previous year.
22:
and
were pronounced the same and were frequently confused in writing. But
Lefebvre and E. Bernand retain
and understand "order Apollonius to grant that I
accomplish the matter put before you."
31: Harmodius (Pros.Ptol. II 2616, III 5380) was both a temple administrator and a
military man (see Heinen's discussion). The
, himself a priest, appears to have been
elected annually by the priests of a temple: Roussel, REG 29 (1916) 173-180; F. de
Cenival, Les associations religieuses en Egypte (Cairo 1972) 154-159; E. Bernand pp.
106-108; Pestman, P.Tor.Amenothes p. 101.
36-37: The same "public scribe" signed 225.
texts from Egypt.
seems to exclude that he was

does not seem to occur in other
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a temple scribe (Pros.Ptol. III 7483ff.) or an army scribe (II 2400ff.). He may have been
the mason who inscribed the stone rather than the writer of the papyrus.64 The letters of
the two inscriptions are virtually identical in shape, as one would expect of such proximity
of space and time; but in the earlier the mason cuts rather a finer line and decorates his
letters with small serifs not found in the second inscription. So it may be that we have
two masons, and Ptolemaeus was the village scribe,
, copying the papyrus. A
copy was perhaps needed: Apollophanes will have retained his, and the temple
authorities will have wanted a copy. Whether Ptolemaeus was mason or scribe, the
clause must mean that in this commission he was working ''for'' the temple
superintendent Harmodius.
Temple of Ammon
Ammon, whom tradition associated with the sun and with royalty, was worshipped
throughout Hellenistic Egypt, although in the Fayum he was not especially prominent.
The stele concerned with the cult at Euhemeria was not found in situ, and the temple of
Ammon could not be identified among the remains.
The larger fragment was reused in the house of a man active by the 90s If we could be
sure that its reuse dates from his lifetime and that the temple did not simply replace the
old inscription with a new one, this reuse of the stone might suggest cancellation of the
temple's inviolability in Roman times.
A.D.

225. Ptolemy XII, 69/8 B.C.
Limestone stele in two joining fragments found in 1898-99 and 1913 at Qasr el-Banat,
now in the Cairo Museum (33037); h. 1.25, w. 1.52; letters 0.012-0.022. The crowning
arc is not decorated.
Lines 12-38: Grenfell and Hunt, P.Fayum pp. 47-50 [Strack, ArchPF 2 (1903) 555-557 no.
38; Dittenberger, OGIS 736]; J. G. Milne, Catalogue général: Greek Inscriptions (Oxford
1909) 10 no. 33037 [SB 5219]. Lines 1-11: Lefebvre, ASAE 13 (1914) 221-224. Complete:
Lefebvre, ASAE 19 (1919) 50-53 [von Woess, Asylwesen 250-252; SB 6155; Lenger,
C.Ord.Ptol. 70 (line 36)]; E. Bernand, I.Fayoum II 136 (collation, and copy of de Ricci) [A.
Bernand, Prose 39].
Photograph: lower fragment, Grenfell and Hunt pl. 8; complete, Lefebvre 1914, pl. 2; E.
Bernand pls. 24-25.
Cf. Wilhelm, Beiträge (1909) 223-224; Wilcken, ArchPF 6 (1920) 419; Lefebvre, ASAE 20
(1920) 249; R. Scholl, C.Ptol.Sklav. I pp. 301-303.

64. Several signed inscriptions come from Theadelphia: I.Fayoum II 121, 122, 124, all undecorated dedications.
See Robert, Op. min. sel. I 597-598.
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18
Milne:
Grenfell and Hunt. 21
: or
Wilcken. 24
and Hunt. 26-27 Dittenberger:
lapis,
Lefebvre. 27 end E. Bernand:
Dittenberger. 29, 630 Dittenberger. 32: THS lapis.

Wilhelm:
Grenfell
Dittenberger. 28:

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(A) Inviolable in accord with the commandments. (B) To King Ptolemy, Fatherloving and Brother-loving god,
greetings from Dionysodorus son of Athenodorus, Athenian: in Euhemeria of the Arsinoite nome is a temple of
Ammon and the gods who share his temple, collapsed and entirely abandoned. For the increase of what pertains to
the gods, I wish to rebuild this at my own expense and inscribe it in
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your behalf, mighty king, so that the sacrifices and libations may be celebrated, the said temple having been
founded in behalf of you and your ancestors, and with the inviolability that has been granted applying from (?) the
neighboring temples, with no one to force entry or disturb in any way those in the temple or the pastophorvi or
others who take refuge. I ask you, the victory-bringing god, if you think fit, the matter being harmless, in accord
with the piety you have toward the divine, to order Theris your relative and hypomnematographos to write to the
strategos and those whom it concerns, knowing that I am carrying out the rebuilding, to take care that ... place of
asylia, which is to be inscribed on the stele set up by me, containing the copy of the petition and the response to it.
When this happens, I shall be benefited. Farewell. (C) Year 13: from Theris: let it be done. (D) Ptolemaeus son of
Didymus, public scribe, wrote this.

The stages differ from 221-223 but resemble 220 in adding the hypomnematographos
between king and strategos. The only date is that of the royal approval, year 13 =
September 69/September 68.
14-16: The statement and substance are unparalleled, and unclear: Grenfell and Hunt
thought it an assurance that the asylia granted to neighboring temples will remain
undisturbed; Dittenberger, that the asylia has been agreed to in advance by the
neighboring temples and royal confirmation is being sought; Lefebvre, that the temple
should have the same asylia as the neighboring temples. Dittenberger's view conforms
better to the Greek as it is, Lefebvre's to the thinking that we would expect. The phrase
ought to introduce what follows, the asylum of this temple, rather than to justify that of
others; and that other temples might first "grant" a privilege being sought from the king
seems improbable. There are so many grammatical errors in this text that I am inclined
to Lefebvre's view and have offered a strained translation of
to try to convey it, but
without much confidence.
24: Theris may be attested again, but this is disputed; cf. Pros.Ptol. I 9 and 262 with
addenda on P.Yale I 57.
28: We need here a verb with Theris as subject, and we expect
space is available that a mason's omission seems implied: for example,
.

; so little

Temple of Isis at Ptolemais
Ptolemais Hermiou (modern al-Manshiah), metropolis of the Thinnite nome, was the one
Greek city south of the Deltafounded by Soter, subject of a book by the scholar Ister.65
Inscriptions reveal something of its Greek cultural lifeincluding the grant of asylia, which
though for an Egyptian goddess is entirely
65. Ath. 478B (FGrHist 334 F 47). See G. Plaumann, Ptolemais in Oberägypten (Leipzig 1910).
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Greek as a work of art and greatly in contrast with the other stones in this series from
Egypt. The remains of the city, easily visible and extensive a century ago,66 have not
been excavated or even surveyed.
226. Cleopatra VII, 46 B.C.
Granite stele with pediment and acroteria, acquired ca. 1895 by Golenischchev at alManshiah; taken to St. Petersburg, the stone passed to the Alexander III Museum of Fine
Arts (later the Gosudarstvennyi Russki Muzei); h. 0.99, w. 0.56; elegant and regular
letters, 0.02-0.025.
E. Pridik, ZhouraMinistNarodProsv n.s. 13 (January 1908) 9-16 no. 9 [Plaumann,
Ptolemais 35-39, 88; W. Schubart, Klio 10 (1910) 54-55 n. 2; ArchPF 6 (1920) 342 ( ,
lines 10-19); Lefebvre, ASAE 20 (1920) 249-250 ( ); SB 3926; Schroeter 64 ( ); Lenger,
C.Ord.Ptol. 67 ( ); A. Bernand, Prose 36].
BC

BC

BC

BC

Photograph: Pridik, whence P

LATE

9.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
( ) Theon to the city of the Ptolemaeans, greetings: subjoined is a copy of the
proclamation transmitted to us together with the command in response, so that you may
know it and deposit it in your public archives as is fitting. Taking care of yourselves, that
you be well, farewell. Year 6, Phamenoth 12. ( ) To Theon: let the relevant persons be
told that the temple of Isis built in behalf of our well-being by Callimachus the
epistrategos south of Ptolemais is to be tax-free and inviolable together with the houses
built around it as far as the wall of the city. ( ) Let it be done. Year 6, Phamenoth 5.
A

B

C

66. Cf. G. Maspero, RA III.2 (1883) 172-173.
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The monarch is Cleopatra, and the two dates are 7 and 14 March 46. Because the stone
does not record the petition, it is less informative than most of its predecessors. The
queen's authorization ( ) is transmitted together with a "proclamation" ( ) to Theon, who
( ) sends both to the civic government. The verbs
and
are common in the
Ptolemaic petitions: the king's decision, given to an official immediately to hand for the
purpose, is said then to be "proclaimed" by this official to the relevant authority. So a
third-century edict is headed
.67
C

B

A

As Plaumann remarked, the week that separates the command from Theon's letter was
not sufficient time for the document to go from Alexandria to the Thinnite: Theon must
have been in Alexandria, and in fact we find him as intermediary for another edict of
Cleopatra in 41 68 Evidently a royal decision about a city-state did not go through the
same chain of authority that linked the villages of the countryside to the king (all this on
the assumption that the queen was in Alexandria at the time).
B.C.

The temple of Isis obviously was outside the walled city, but apparently in its legal
territory, as this benefaction is announced to the city.69 Whether Callimachus built or
merely refurbished the temple, we hear earlier of an
,
apparently therefore not within the city wallspossibly the same shrine.70 On the sacred
land were other buildings, as was typical. Even in this brief text we can see that a crucial
issue for the temple was the collection of taxes.
Callimachus, patron of the temple who probably brought the matter to the queen's
attention, was an important man.71 His career spanned at least from 62 to 44/39, and he
attained to strategos of the Thebaid and epistrategos of the Red Sea and Indian Ocean.
He had already a substantial role in the city if he is rightly restored in an earlier
inscription from al-Manshiah: a list of his offices in 49 gives, after his royal functions,
the civic offices
(SB 2264).
B.C.

67. C.Ord.Ptol. 27.1-3; cf. 5.1, 6.1, 12.8, 13.4, 15.33 (these do not identify the recipient of the proclamation).
68. C.Ord.Ptol. 76; cf. Mooren, Titulature 141.
69. A. H. M. Jones, Cities of the Eastern Roman Provinces2 (Oxford 1971) 305, after mentioning this inscription,
writes: "There is no evidence to show whether the city possessed a territory, but the probabilities are against it."
70. OGIS 52 (not later than 87 B.C.), a list of cult places. One is an altar to some Egyptian gods that is expressly
"outside the walls"; Wilcken (at Plaumann 58) speculated that Egyptian cults were not allowed within the city.
71. See R. Hutmacher, Ehrendekret für den Strategen Kallimachos, Beitr.klass.Phil. 17 (Meisenheim 1965); Bingen,
ChrEg 45 (1970) 375-378 (Pages d'épigraphie [Brussels 1991] 119-122); Pros.Ptol. VIII p. 194; Mooren, Titulature 96.
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The prominence of the spokesman for this temple, and the speed with which the matter
was carried out, no doubt say something about the courtesies that the crown showed to
the Greek city, even at this late date.
Unknown Temple in Egypt
227. Unknown author
Top of a limestone stele from Egypt now in the Museum of the University of Rome, no
reported provenience; h. 0.31, w. 0.325; relief with two facing crocodiles on altars.
S. Donadoni, Alessandria e il mondo ellenistico: Studi a Adriani I (Rome 1983) 162-164
[SEG 33.1362].
Photograph: Donadoni pl. 27.3.
The editor reports that the traces of a line of writing at the bottom of the stone "do not
oppose the restoration of
."
Synagogue at Leontopolis (?)
The last document is doubtful from two points of view: it may not be a grant of asylum,
and if it is, it may involve an ancient forgery. For a Jewish synagogue, a "queen and king"
restore an earlier inscription of a Ptolemy Euergetes.
It is possible that the text of Euergetes is rhetorical and means no more than "holy
synagogue." It has a close parallel in the dedicatory text of Nicomedes II for a precinct for
his mother (230), and this too may be only a rhetorical flourish. Nonetheless, in the
context (historical or alleged) of a Ptolemaic edict, I am inclined to take the word
seriously, and hence I include this text in the corpus.
The authors of the renewal, the "queen and king," are not Zenobia and Vaballath
(Mommsen's extravagant notion, at a time when very little was known about GrecoRoman Egypt) but a Ptolemaic couple, almost certainly Cleopatra VII and her son
Caesarion (so Bingen), under whom Roman troops helped keep order in Egypt, hence the
Latin imprimatur.
The stone in question was first seen in Cairo in 1876, with no recorded provenience. It
might well come from the Fayum like most other grants of asylum in Egypt, for a Jewish
community is on record there already in the
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third century 72 But the inscription is already atypical in being Jewish, and in other
respects. I believe that it comes from Leontopolis, thirty kilometers north of Cairo at Tell
el-Yahudi in the southern Delta. The synagogue there was the famous surrogate of the
Temple itself built there by the Jews settled at Leontopolis in the 150s, refugees from the
Maccabean wars. If this is correct, the Euergetes whose text is renewed is necessarily
Euergetes II (145-116 ). Their claim of Euergetes' grant of asylum to the synagogue will
be a fabrication of the first century , in imitation of the report about the Temple in 1
Maccabees (above, p. 528). The Jews of Leontopolis, reliable troops, were able to press
this claim ("renewing" a lost inscription of the founder Euergetes) upon Cleopatra as her
need for soldiers grew in the 30s
B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

B.C.

228. Cleopatra VII and Caesarion
Alabaster stele seen in Cairo in 1876, now in Bode Museum in Berlin (inv. 7733); h. 0.44;
Greek blockish and increasingly crowded, Latin large.
Miller, RA 30 (1875) 111-112 (squeeze); Mommsen, EphEp 4 (1881) 25-26 [Dessau, ILS
574; CIL III Suppl. 6583; Wilcken, BPW 16 (1896) 1493; M. Strack, Dynastie der
Ptolemäer (Berlin 1897) 262 no. 130; T. Reinach, REJ 45 (1902) 163; Dittenberger, OGIS
129; Schürer, Geschichte III (1909) 41; IGR I 1315; Chr.W. 54; Diehl, I.lat.Christ. II 4936;
Frey, CIJ II 1449; SB 8880; E. Gabba, Iscrizione greche e latine per lo studio della Bibbia
(Marietti 1958) no. 8; D. M. Lewis, CPJ III p. 144; G. H. R. Horsley, New Documents
Illustrating Early Christianity IV (Sydney 1987) 110.3; W. Horbury and D. Noy, Jewish
Inscriptions of Graeco-Roman Egypt (Cambridge 1992) 125; A. Bernand, Prose 23].
Photograph: Frey p. 375 [Gabba pl. 1]; Horbury/Noy pl. 29.
Cf. Dessau, ILS III.2 (1916) p.
16 (Pages d'épigraphie 45-50).

CLXXI

; J. Bingen in Studia Paulo Naster II (Louvain 1982) 11-

regina et
12 rex iusser(un)t.
72. I am grateful for this point to Claus Maresch, who will publish the papyri. I hope to discuss this inscription more
fully elsewhere.
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<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(Greek) By order of the queen and king, in place of the previously existing plaque concerning the dedication of the
synagogue, let the following be inscribed: "King Ptolemy Euergetes (dedicated) the synagogue as an inviolable
place." (Latin) The queen and king have commanded.

The implied feminine noun in line 7 must be
, meaning the old text; but the synagogue
authorities have gone beyond the letter of the command (to reinscribe the old text) and
reproduced the entire papyrus including the current decision. In this the inscription
resembles the others from Egypt, which reproduce the whole dossier and not simply the
king's few words. The progressive crowding of the Greek proves the unity of the
inscription: whether or not another hand wrote the Latin, the writer of the Greek knew
that he had to leave space for the large Latin warning.
1-2, 11-12: Only Cleopatra III (with several brothers) and VII (brothers, then son) are
recorded to have used the sequence "queen and king" in their acta.
8: Compare

in the prostagma of Cleopatra and Caesarion C.Ord.Ptol. 75.5.

9-12: Egypt supplies no other instance of royal permission being sought to replace an
inscription (but see on 186); the reason, in my view, is that there was no original: in
effect the Jewish community is obtaining a new privilege, asylum, for their synagogue, on
the claim that this had been granted by Euergetes.
12: Mommsen knew of no parallel for this abbreviation. The use of Latin suggests that
some of the authorities who were to respect this order knew Latin as their first
languagethe troops of Antony.
I conclude with a small stone of unknown provenience in Egypt that clearly was meant as
an abbreviated boundary text for declared inviolability, although the crucial term is
omitted.
Limestone stele, h. 0.45, w. 0.325, with incised relief showing the conventional solar disk
and asps above a scene of pharaoh pouring a libation before Thoth; inscription below.
G. Nachtergael, ChrEg 69 (1994) 140-143.

This is the essential message of the asylum edicts, as several of them make explicit. The
stone might derive from one of the temples detailed above, but more likely it represents
a case not independently known, for neither Thoth nor Hermes appears in the other
inscriptions.
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Rome
In 64 Cicero, stressing the importance of places that might be sold off under the
proposed agrarian law, included temples: "There are public places of Rome, there are
temples which no one has touched since the restoration of the tribunician power, some of
which our ancestors wished to be refuges in time of danger" (sunt enim loca publica
urbis, sunt sacella quae post restitutam tribuniciam potestatem nemo attigi, quae
maiores in urbe partim periculi perfugia esse voluerunt, Leg. agr. 2.36). In reality, the
immunity of sacred space from the law was not Roman usage,1 and no temple can in fact
be found providing suppliants legal inviolability.2 Indeed, provocatio should in principle
make asylum unnecessary, at least for Roman citizens.3
B.C.

1. See Mommsen, Römisches Strafrecht (Leipzig 1899) 458-462; 459 n. 3 on Cicero's statement, which he took as
a claim about attitudes, not law. Most of the arguments go back to G. F. Schoemann, De Tullio Hostilio (Greifswald
1847) 4-6. Cf. G. Wissowa, Religion und Kultus (Munich 1912) 474 n. 3; K. Latte, Gnomon 26 (1954) 19; D. van
Berchem, MusHelo 17 (1960) 29-33; D. Weinstock, Divus Julius (Oxford 1971) 242-243, 395-397; G. Freyburger,
EtCl 60 (1992) 139-151.
2. Occasions on which magistrates withdraw into a temple to escape the brickbats of a riot are on record, but no
religious gesture is portrayed or implied, and it seems that any securable building would have done: e.g., App. BCiv.
2.11 (
: temple of Jupiter Stator); Plut. Cat. min. 28.3 (
: temple of Castor, from the landing on its
steps). Compare Piso in A.D. 69, fleeing to the temple of Vesta and protected non religione nec caerimonüs but by the
charity of a slave there, until, discovered, he was killed in the doorway (protractus Piso in foribus templi trucidatus, Tac.
Hist. 1.43). The murder there of Q. Mucius Scaevola, before the very statue of Vesta, was notorious; but Cicero cites
it in his several lists of famous injustices, not specifically of sacrilege (references at RE 16 [1933] 440-441). Malalas
(267 Bonn) says that there was a great uproar when it was learned that Domitian had been murdered in the temple of
Jupiter Optimus Maximus (in fact he was killed in the palace).
3. I owe the point to Roberta Stewart; on provocatio see A. W. Lintott, ANRW I.2 (1972) 226-267; M. Humbert,
MEFRA 100 (1988) 431-503.
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Three places have come into the question: Romulus' "asylum" on the Capitolium, the
temple of Divus Julius established in 42 , and the temple of Diana on the Aventine.
Romans, we are assured, were peculiarly sensitive about the inviolability of ambassadors
(Diod. 36.15), and of course other persons such as tribunes and flamines. But such
sacrosanctity derived from function, not place.4
B.C.

The Asylum On The Capitolium
The story was told that Romulus, in order to attract a population, reserved a space on the
saddle of the Capitolium where fugitives from the law could be secure.5 Here runaway
slaves and criminals soon gatheredwho then were made the new citizens. Scholars
usually call this place by the loanword that the Romans eventually came to use, "the
asylum on the Capitolium." But that Greek word is transparently a neologism for Romans.
The Greek noun
was common only in Ptolemaic Egypt, where we first find it used of
the Sarapeum in the 160s ; its attachment to the place on the Capitolium and to the
story of the origin of the Roman populace cannot be older than the impact of Greek
culture and vocabulary upon Rome, presumably deriving from Egypt in this case.
B.C.

In fact we know how the place was properly called in Latin: inter duos lucos. So Cicero
(Div. 2.40), no further name being needed; and Dionysius (below) is explicit that this is
what the place was named. In Augustan times writers begin to gloss that toponym with
the Greek word indicating function, "as an asylum":
Livy 1.8.5: locum qui nunc saeptus escendentibus inter duos lucos est asylum aperit, "the place which, now closed
off to one ascending, is Between Two Groves he opened as an
4. We are not here concerned with other Roman gestures, such as the allied cities that could receive Roman exiles
with impunity (see p. 30); this privilege was a provision of the treaties Rome had with these cities. About Rome
itself, two rhetorical utterances: sacrosanctam istam civitatem, Apul. Met. 11.26; Romae ... id est templo mundi
totius, Amm. Marc. 17.4.13; for sacra urbs in the inscriptions see Dessau, ILS III.2 p. 638. The occasional modern
claim that the temple of Ceres by the Forum Boarium had the right of asylum is based on a fatuous etymology of
Varro (pandere, panem dare), recounting that bread is given to those who flee to an asylum, which is always open;
references at H. Le Bonniec, Le culte de Cérès (Paris 1958) 275.
5. Testimonia are gathered by P. Bruggisser, Romulus Servianus (Bonn 1987) 163-183; cf. W. A. Schröder, M. Porcius
Cato, Das erste Buch der Origines (Meisenheim 1971) 178-181. The story is as old as Fabius Pictor; cf. H.
Strasburger, SBHeid 1968.5 34. Servius ad Aen. 2.761 traces Romulus' gesture to the example of Athens and its
welcoming of refugees, for which he cites Stat. Theb. 12.497ff. (the altar of Clementia); so too schol. Juv. 8.273:
secutus Atheniensium morem asylum in luco constituit. On the place itself see T. P. Wiseman, in Lexicon
Topographicum Urbis Romae I, ed. E. M. Steinby (Rome 1993) 130.

Page 576
asylum.'' (Cf. 2.1.4: illa ... plebs transfuga ex suis populis sub tutela inviolati templi.) Vell. Pat. 1.8.5: asylum inter
duos lucos.

No one before Tacitus calls it simply ''the asylum."6 So far our Latin evidence.
When Greeks write of the place, their vocabulary and conception are predictable, the
creation of an "inviolable temple." According to Dionysius, this space, "which today is
called in Latin 'Between Two Groves' (
)
Romulus made a temple with the right of asylum for suppliants (
),"
building a
in it (2.15.4; cf.
, 3.32.2). Strabo (5.3.2) knows geography but not
architecture, with Romulus "designating as inviolable a precinct between the Arx and the
Capitolium (
)" and granting the fugitives
citizenship. Plutarch on the episode is revealingly vague: the Romans founded "a temple
with the right of refuge for runaways, which they called of the god Asylaios
(
) ... saying that this guaranteed inviolability for
all" (
, Ram. 9.3; cf. 20.1,
).
The lack of a proper name is matched by the lack of a cult: for it seems clear that this
space was not sacred to any god.7 Vitruvius and Ovid state that there was a temple of
Veiovis here; but neither says plainly that the place of refuge belonged to him, and
Veiovis does not figure in the story of Romulus' refugees.8 Livy's account is devoid of
religious features; it is later, in his general reference to the new people, that he uses the
phrase "inviolable temple." Dionysius, even while he writes of an "inviolable temple,"
expressly disclaims knowing to what divinity it was dedicated,9 and he mentions none of
the requisite gestures of defining a templumauspication, sacrifice, etc.; Plutarch's
is unparalleled and unconvincing (and in any case not Latin).
6. Tac. Hist. 3.71.3: iuxta lucum asyli; cf. Donat. ad Aen. 8.342-343: lucum qui postea a Romulo Asyli nomen
accepit.
7. See Mommsen; cf. Wissowa 474; R. M. Ogilvie, Commentary on Livy (Oxford 1965) 62: "No particular deity
presided over it"; Ogilvie dismisses such associations as late speculation. The annalist L. Piso Frugi wrote that "the god
Lucaris (?) takes care of the place" (Servius ad Aen. 2.761 = frag. 4 Peter). Whatever name Piso wrote, it is
unparalleled; in any case, the assignment looks like his attempt to solve a puzzle. See K. Latte, Kleine Schriften
(Munich 1968) 838-839.
8. Vitr. 4.8.4: aedis ... inter duos lucos Veiovis; Ov. Fast. 3.430 (Frazer ad loc. remarked the examples of purely
secular places of refuge from the law). Neither says more than that there was a temple by the space. For the temple
of Veiovis see E. Gjerstad, OpRom 9 (1973) 35-42; L. Richardson, A New Topographical Dictionary of Ancient Rome
(Baltimore 1992) 406. A temple building was dedicated only in the 190s B.C., but there is evidence of worship here as
early as the archaic period.
9. 2.15.4:

.
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In Rome, sacred space supplied no precedent or analogy for the right of sanctuaryhence
the lack of a Latin word for this function. By contrast with Greece, where the god's
jurisdiction supplants the city's in sacred space, this place "between two groves" seems
rather conceived of as negative space, noman's-land, subject to no law. If Romans
eventually borrowed a Greek term, "asylum," to deal with this strange immunity and even
came to assume that the space was sacred, they misled themselves.
Thus the place between the groves was anomalous in relation to both Greek and Roman
usageGreek because this place was not sacred, Roman because sacred places were not
sanctuaries from the law. Nor does this right of refuge figure anywhere else in Roman
history; apart from Romulus' first citizens, no one is said ever to have availed himself of
the protection of the place.10 The function of the aition, as we are told it, is limited to the
one episode of the remote past, explaining the first gathering of the people; the aition is
nowhere told in order to explain any present or enduring immunity. We should conclude
that it had none: that this space did not in fact enjoy immunity from the law in historical
times. The legendary immunity came to serve as precedent for the temple of Divus Julius
(so Cassius Dio) to the extent that Romans believed their own political myths. It is not in
the Romulus story but in this reenactment, the grant to Divus Julius, that we can see a
parallel with the declared inviolability of the Hellenistic world, and an example of
Hellenism at Romefor it is life imitating myth.
The Temple of Divus Julius
According to Cassius Dio (47.19.2-3), when in 42 the senators established the temple
of Divus Julius, they stipulated that it have the right of asylum, the first place, he says, so
treated since Romulus' asylum on the Capitolium:11
B.C.

<><><><><><><><><><><><>
10. We hear of persons fleeing under arms "to the Capitolium," but the act is visibly military, not religious: so the
tyrannicides in 44 B.C. (Dio 44.21.2; App. BCiv. 2.120) and the Flavianists in A.D. 69 (Tac. Hist. 3.70-74; Suet. Dom.
1.2). Moreover, the reference is to the temple of Jupiter Optimus Maximus (explicit at least of A.D. 69): with
Romulus' "asylum" there to hand, they took instead the higher and better-fortified place; that is, neither place
offered, more Graeco, religious inviolability, and the goal was a physically defensible position.
11. See generally Weinstock; C. Cogrossi, "Pietà popolare e divinizzazione nel culto di Cesare del 44 a.C.," in Religione e
politica (Milan 1981) 141-160.
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They proclaimed that no one who fled to his shrine for safety was to be driven out or seizedwhich they had granted
to none of the gods except for what happened in the time of Romulus. Yet even that place, once the men had
gathered, had inviolability without its substance; for it was so walled round that no one could any longer enter it at
all.

This is a clear and telling admission, on the part of a Greek, regarding the privileges of
ordinary temples in Rome. In fact, however, no one is on record taking refuge in the
temple of Caesar, and Mommsen suspected that the privilege granted in 42 was later
formally withdrawn.12
B.C.

Whatever its eventual fate, this gesture of the Senate may be seen as the nearest
parallel in Rome to the granted asylia among the Hellenistic cities. Admittedly its
substance is different: as in Ptolemaic Egypt, a polity that gave no immunity to temples
interprets Greek "inviolability" as a legislated right of asylum. But the gesture can be said
to share with the Hellenistic declarations a literary and self-conscious quality: the Romans
borrowed from myth and applied to the temple of Divus Julius a privilege that they
believed had once belonged to another special place.
The Temple of Diana Aventina
Dionysius gives an account of Diana on the Aventine that all readers have recognized as
a Hellenism:13 Servius Tullius convenes the Latins and, urging concord (
), argues
that Latins, being Greek, should rule over barbarians and give them laws but be led by
Rome; they should build a
at common expense, where federal festivals will be
held and disputes among member cities settled by the Leaguewhence the temple of
Diana on the Aventine. The leges arae Dianae in Aventino monte, their content not
specified, served as a model for other temple foundations.14 Some scholars have sought a
link with the inviolability of the tribunes;15 but the sacrosanctitas of the tribunes
12. Strafrecht 461 n. 1, with the weak testimony of Tac. Ann. 3.36, a senator's speech in A.D. 21 (see p. 580): the
gods listen only to righteous supplications, and no one flees to the Capitolium or any other temple in Rome as an
escape from crime. This is a cliché from Greek moral thought, and not pertinent to Roman law at any date.
Perhaps more to the point is Hist. 1.42, someone killed ante aedem Divi Iulü, with no comment by Tacitus.
13.Ant. Rom. 4.26; cf. Livy 1.45.2 (briefer but evoking the temple of Artemis at Ephesus "built by the cities of Asia");
Varro Ling. 5.43 (commune Latinorum).
14.CIL III.1933 (Jupiter at Salona), where Mommsen explains that these were Rome's first written laws for a temple,
XII 4333 (numen Augusti at Lugdunum), and XI 361 (Salus at Ariminum).
15. Van Berchem (30-33) in defense of the historicity of this asylum cites the slaves' day of the games of Diana
(Festus 460 L.) and C. Gracchus' flight there, and the status of the tribunes; cf. Momigliano, Terzo contributo P
(Rome 1966) 568-569, 641-648. See rather A. Alföldi, Early Rome and the Latins (Ann Arbor 1965) 91-92, 105.
Cautiously assessed by J.-C. Richard, Origines

(Footnote continued on next page)
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derived from an oath of the people,16 and violators had their property devoted to Ceres,
not to Diana Aventina.
Caution is in order even as to what Dionysius is claiming: our sources portray a federal
temple, not a place of refuge, and his
may be no more than rhetorical. And
Cassius Dio, in asserting the uniqueness of Divus Iulius, evidently knew nothing of ius
asyli of Diana Aventina.
(Footnote continued from previous page)
de la plèbe romaine (Rome 1978) 572. Our sources imply no protection for Gracchus deriving from the temple
(App. BCiv. 1.26; Plut. C.Gracch. 15-16): to the contrary, he fled again when his enemies approached, and was
finally killed in a sacred grove of the Furies (Plut. 17.2).
16. Mommsen, Römisches Staatsrecht II (Leipzig 1887) 286-287.
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The Review of A.D. 22/23
Precursors
The earliest Roman declarations of inviolability read like those of the Greek states. But
the evolution of what Rome granted Delphi suggests that across the first generation of
the second century Romans learned to be more careful in their responses to Greek
requests for asylia. Subsequently, once the Greek cities were under provincial
administration, Rome was directly responsible for its concessions regarding legal status.
We find no Roman recognition of a city, as distinct from a temple, in solo provinciali.
Under Republican rule, the only certain new creation (as distinct from confirmation) of
asylia is for the temple of Hecate at Lagina, and this is unique too in the period in
deriving from Panhellenic recognition; to this Aphrodisias can be added as a probable
case.
B.C.

The problem Tacitus describes in 22 is one of public order, and his language resembles
that used by Strabo on the situation at Ephesus under Augustus. Strabo's language
probably reflects the Roman decision on boundaries, made in Augustus' time, when the
Ephesians' case was contrived so as to satisfy Roman expectations and limitations.
Augustus' action must have been seen as a precedent. We know that Augustus' legal
advisor thought about the topic.1
This issue, moreover, came up in the year before the Senate's review (Tac. Ann. 3.36).
An alarmed senator, C. Cestius, evoked the danger of refuge to the emperor's image:
principes admittedly are an instar deorum; but only the just prayers of suppliants are
attended to by the gods, and no one takes refuge in the Capitolium or other temples of
the city so as to use it as a support for his crimes (sed neque a diis nisi iustas supplicum
preces audiri neque quemquam
1. Dig. 21.1.17.12 (Labeo considered whether someone who took refuge in an asylum or at a statue of Caesar
was legally a fugitive: for flight was not the purpose).
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in Capitolium aliave urbis templa perfugere ut eo subsidio ad flagitia utatur). It may be
that the next governor of Asia meditated on this speech as he left for his province.
Tacitus Ann. 3.60-63, 4.14
(3.60.1) sed Tiberius, vim principatus sibi firmans, imaginem antiquitatis senatui
praebebat postulata provinciarum ad disquisitionem patrum mittendo. crebrescebat enim
Graecas per urbes licentia atque impunitas asyla statuendi; complebantur templa
pessimis servitiorum; eodem subsidio obaerati adversum creditores suspectique
capitalium criminum receptabantur, nec ullum satis validum imperium erat coercendis
seditionibus populi flagitia hominum ut caerimonias deum protegentis. (2) igitur placitum
ut mitterent civitates iura atque legatos; et quaedam quod falso usurpaverant sponte
omisere. multae vetustis superstitionibus aut meritis in populum Romanum fidebant. (3)
magnaque eius diei species fuit quo senatus maiorum benefuia, sociorum pacta, regum
etiam qui ante vim Romanam valuerant decreta ipsorumque numinum religiones
introspexit, libero, ut quondam, quid firmaret mutaretve.
(61.1) primi omnium Ephesii adiere, memorantes non, ut vulgus crederet, Dianam atque
Apollinem Delo genitos: esse apud se Cenchreum amnem, lucum Ortygiam, ubi Latonam
partu gravidam et oleae, quae tum etiam maneat, adnisam edidisse ea numina,
deorumque monitu sacratum nemus, atque ipsum illic Apollinem post interfectos Cyclopas
Iovis iram vitavisse. (2) mox Liberum patrem, bello victorem, supplicibus Amazonum
quae aram insederant ignovisse. auctam hinc concessu Herculis, cum Lydia poteretur,
caerimoniam templo neque Persarum dicione deminutum ius; post Macedonas, dein nos
servavisse.
(62.1) proximi hos Mognetes L. Scipionis et L. Sullae constitutis nitebantur, quorum ille
Antiocho, hic Mithridate pulsis fidem atque virtutem Magnetum decoravere, uti Dianae
Leucophryenae perfugium inviolabile foret. (2) Aphrodisienses posthac et Stratonicenses
dictatoris Caesaris ob vetusta in partis merita et recens divi Augusti decretum adtulere,
laudati quod Parthorum inruptionem nihil mutata in populum Romanum constantia
pertulissent. sed Aphrodisiensium civitas Veneris, Stratonicensium Iovis et Triviae
religionem tuebantur. (3) altius Hierocaesarienses exposuere, Persicam apud se Dianam,
delubrum rege Cyro dicatum; et memorabantur Perpernae, Isaurici multaque alia
imperatorum nomina qui non modo templo sed duobus milibus passuum eandem
sanctitatem tribuerant. (4) exim Cyprii tribus <<de> delubris, quorum vetustissimum
Paphiae Veneri auctor Aërias, post filius eius Amathus Veneri Amathusiae et Iovi
Salaminio Teucer, Telamonis patris ira profugus, posuissent.
(63.1) auditae aliarum quoque civitatium legationes. quorum copia fessi patres, et quia
studiis certabatur, consulibus permisere ut perspecto iure, et si qua iniquitas involveretur,
rem integram rursum ad senatum referrent. (2) consules super eas civitates quas
memoravi apud Pergamum Aesculapii comperlum asylum rettulerunt: ceteros obscuris ob
vetustatem initiis niti. (3) nam Zmyrnaeos oraculum Apollinis, cuius imperio Stratonicidi

Veneri templum dicaverint, Tenios eiusdem carmen referre, quo sacrare Neptuni effigiem
aedemque iussi sint. propiora Sardianos: Alexandri victoris id donum. neque minus
Milesios Dareo rege niti; set cultus numinum utrisque Dianam aut Apollinem venerandi.
petere et Cretenses simulacro divi Augusti. (4) factaque senatus consulta quis multo cum
honore modus tamen praescribebatur,
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iussique ipsis in templis figere aera sacrandam ad memoriam, neu specie religionis in
ambitionem delaberentur.
(4.14.1) is quoque annus legationes Graecarum civitatium habuit, Samiis Iunonis, Cois
Aesculapii delubro vetustum asyli ius ut firmaretur petentibus. Samii decreto
Amphictyonum ??itebantux, quis praecipuum fuit rerum omnium iudicium qua tempestate
Graeci conditis per Asiam urbibus ora maris potiebantur. (2) neque dispar apud Coos
antiquitas, et accedebat meritum ex loco: nam civis Romanos templo Aesculapii
induxerant, cum iussu regis Mithridatis apud cunctas Asiae insulas et urbes trucidarentur.
<><><><><><><><><><><><>
(3.60) Tiberius, even while cementing the principate for himself, was allowing the Senate
the appearance of antiquity by submitting requests of the provinces to the consideration
of the senators. For there was growing among the Greek cities the license and the
immunity of founding asylums: the temples were being filled with the worst of the slave
classes; under the same protection debtors were being received against their creditors,
and suspects in capital crimes, and there was not any authority strong enough to control
the disorders of a nation who protect the misconduct of men as they do the rites of the
gods. Accordingly it was decided that the cities should submit their laws and
ambassadors; and certain cities voluntarily declined, because they had usurped the
privilege fraudulently. Many trusted in ancient legends or services to the Roman people;2
and great was the spectacle of this day on which the Senate inspected the benefactions
of our ancestors, the treaties with our allies, also the decrees of kings who were in power
before Roman rule, and the honors of the gods themselveswith freedom, as formerly, to
confirm or to alter.
First of all came the Ephesians, who recounted that Diana and Apollo were not, as
commonly believed, born on Delos: there was among them a river Cenchrius and grove
Ortygia, where Latona, heavy with her young, supported herself against an olive tree,
which even yet survived, and gave birth to those divinities; by order of the gods the grove
had been consecrated, and there Apollo himself escaped the wrath of Jupiter after killing
the Cyclopes. Later Father Liber, victorious in war, pardoned the suppliant Amazons who
had sat at the altar. Next by grant of Hercules, when he ruled Lydia, the sanctity of the
temple was increased;3 and its status was further increased by an edict of the Persians,
and afterwards confirmed by the Macedonians and then by us.
After these, the Magnesians relied on edicts of L. Scipio and L. Sulla, who upon the defeat
of Antiochus by the one and Mithridates by the other crowned
2. This statement relates to what follows, not to what precedes: it is not the reason that some cities relinquished
their claim, but accurately characterizes the arguments made to the Senate by those who did appear.
3. For the term compare Tac. Ann. 4.64: augendam caerimoniam loco, in quo tantum in principem honorem di
ostenderit.
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the loyalty and courage of the Magnesians by stipulating an inviolable refuge for Diana
Leucophryena. Next, the Aphrodisians and Stratoniceians offered an edict of Caesar the
dictator on account of ancient services to his faction, and a more recent one of the deified
Augustus in which they were praised because they bore the Parthian invasion without
wavering in their loyalty to the Roman people; the city of Aphrodisias maintained the
worship of Venus, Stratoniceia that of Jupiter and Trivia. The Hierocaesareans expounded
something older, their Persian Diana, a temple dedicated in the time of King Cyrus; and
they cited the names of Perperna, Isauricus, and many other generals who had granted
the same sanctity not only to the temple but for two miles around. Then the Cypriots
spoke in behalf of three temples, of which the oldest was established for Venus of Paphos
by their founder Aerias, later for Venus of Amathus by his son Amathus, and for Jupiter of
Salamis by Teucer, exiled by the wrath of his father.
Embassies were heard from other cities also. Worn out with all this, and because of the
partisan contention, the senators assigned to the consuls to examine each right and
whether any impropriety was involved, and bring the whole matter back to the Senate.
The consuls, beyond those cities already mentioned, reported that an asylum of
Aesculapius at Pergamum was ascertained: the rest relied on origins obscured by age. For
the Smyrnaeans evoked an oracle of Apollo, by whose command they had dedicated a
temple of Stratonicis Venus, the Tenians an oracle of the same Apollo wherein they were
ordered to dedicate a statue and shrine to Neptune. The Sardians evoked nearer things, a
gift of the victorious Alexander; no less the Milesians, who cited King Darius; the gods
worshipped were respectively Diana and Apollo. The Cretans also petitioned for a statue
of the deified Augustus. Senatorial decrees were passed which, together with much
honor, still imposed limits, ordering them to attach bronzes to the temples themselves so
as to make the record sacred, and lest under the guise of religion they lapse into selfseeking.
(4.14) This year [ 23] also saw embassies from Greek cities, with the Samians seeking
confirmation of an ancient right of asylum for the temple of Juno, the Coans for that of
Aesculapius. The Samians cited a decree of the Amphictyons, in whom resided chief
judicial authority of all things at the time the Greeks, through their founding of cities
along Asia, ruled the shores of the sea. The antiquity of the Coans' claim was similar, and
a further merit derived from the place: for they had brought Roman citizens into the
temple of Aesculapius when by order of King Mithridates they were being slaughtered in
all the islands and cities of Asia.
A.D.

Suetonius (Tib. 37.6) says simply abolevit et ius moremque asylorum, quae usquam
erant, "Also he abolished the right and custom of the asylums which still existed."
For Tacitus the episode is a charade of the lost Republic, with foreign affairs seemingly at
the Senate's discretion. His source may have been the senatorial
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acta.4 The most thorough commentary on the passage of Tacitus remains that of Orelli,
written 150 years ago.5 He collected the literary and epigraphical testimonies then known
for the cults Tacitus mentions, and his observations, usually without accreditation, stand
behind most of what is found in subsequent commentaries on the passage.
Tacitus' omissions (Nysa, Cyzicus, etc.) cannot be trusted; note his aliarum quoque
civitatium.6 But how wide was the inquiry of 22?7 We see none of the attested asyla in
old Greece, whether traditional sites like Olympia or the Hellenistic novelties in Boeotia;
in Anatolia nothing outside the province of Asia; and, even more numerous, none of the
inviolable places of Roman Syria or Cilicia. What makes most sense, in both geographical
and constitutional terms, is that the review was confined to the province of Asia (so, for
example, Magie). To this geography the exceptions are only Cyprus and Crete; these, it
happens, have left no trace in the documents, by contrast with all other cases mentioned
by Tacitus. Perhaps, then, an eager or cautious governor undertook to challenge the
privilege on the basis of the problem and precedent at Ephesus. The governor was M'.
Aemilius Lepidus;8 we happen to know that this senator was in Rome during 21 (Ann.
3.35.2). He may well have heard C. Cestius dilate on the dangers of the right of asylum;
and in Asia he will have known of the impending prosecution of his predecessor for
malfeasance (3.66ff.).
A.D.

Some monuments of thanks may result from the inquiry (Samos, Claros, Teos, Tenos).
For the cities, this was a defense of what for most will have been their one civic title that
did not derive from Rome. Civic rivalry lay at the core: studiis certabatur.
As Spanheim first saw, asylia was not abolished as Suetonius says; but what policy did
emerge? The Tacitean epigram (specie religionis) reveals little. The documentary record
shows no new grant of inviolability later than Augustus, and indeed no expansion of
existing boundaries. I have suggested that the policy decreed in 22/3 was that what was
traditional then was allowed to persist, but the privilege was thereafter neither expanded
nor multiplied. To this there is no certain exception, but a number of probable ones (see
p. 29).9
4. Syme, Tacitus I (Oxford 1958) 285.
5. J. K. Orelli, C. Cornelii Taciti opera I (Zurich 1846) 195-199, 222.
6. C. P.Jones, HSCP 80 (1976) 236 n. 43, argues from silence concerning Perge; contra: E. Bosch in Vorlaeufiger
Bericht ... Side 1947, Türk.Tar.Kur.Yay. V.11 (Ankara 1951) p. 69.
7. The review is surveyed by V. Chapot, Province romaine d'Asie (Paris 1904) 406-416; Magie I 503-505; G. G. Belloni,
in I santuari e la guerra, ed. M. Sordi (Milan 1984) 164-180.
8. PIR2 A 363, with R. Syme, ZPE 53 (1983) 191-194 (Roman Papers IV 347-351).
9. And in 74 Vespasian came close in granting various immunities to the medical guild, including personal security in
attending meetings:
(Oliver,
Greek Const. 38.15). This gesture too reflects that in Roman eyes Greek temples were not inviolable except when so
certified by the Roman state.
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As commentary on the passage I will let the corpus as a whole serve, except for Crete
and Cyprus. One sentence, however, deserves to be singled out, Tacitus' statement about
Aphrodisias and Stratoniceia. Orelli adduced
cited at Aphrodisias (Reynolds,
Aphrodisias and Rome no. 6.53) and
cited at Stratoniceia (I.Straton.
1101.3) to argue that Tacitus means that Caesar's act was for Aphrodisias, Augustus' for
Stratoniceia. It was a neat piece of research; this understanding of the Latin continues to
be urged in commentaries, almost always without reference to the documentary basis of
the interpretation, as though this assignment of actions ought to be derivable from the
Latin itself rather than Orelli's argument.
In fact Robert showed in 1937 (Etudes anat. 516-523) that the Stratoniceia inscription
refers to a decree of the Senate, not of Augustus (
Sahin), hence
81 And the "Caesar" of the Aphrodisias inscription might be Octavian, or a subsequent
emperor, but probably not Julius Caesar (cf. Reynolds p. 47). So the documentary basis of
Orelli's understanding of the Latin has vanished. We know that both cities, unusually,
resisted the Parthians; I think it not unlikely that each had letters of both Caesar and
Augustus confirming the privileges of the respective templesa more straightforward
reading of Tacitus.
B.C.

Cyprus
Paphos: The great temple of Aphrodite was at Old Paphos, fifteen kilometers from the
Hellenistic city. Hers was certainly the most distinguished cult on the island. The building
is frequently represented on the coins of Roman date.10 Paphos is once called "the sacred
metropolis of the cities of Cyprus,"
(Seyrig, BCH 51 [1927]
139-141: 210/1); but this adjective need not reflect a granted status of inviolability.
A.D.

Amathus: This was the most Phoenician and exotic version of Aphrodite on Cyprus,
Catullus' duplex Amathusia (68.57).11
Salamis: Zeus of Salamis was indeed famous; his epithet is usually "Olympius" in the
inscriptions.12 He often appears on the coins of Roman date; on some of the provincial
league he is shown together with the temple of Paphian Aphrodite.13
10.Hill, BMC Cyprus p. cxxviiff.; F. G. Maier, in Romanitas-Christianitas, ed. G. Wirth (Berlin 1982) 768-777; A.
Barzanò, in Santuari e politica, ed. M. Sordi (Milan 1983) 140-149; Mitford, ANRW II.18.3 (1990) 2178-2183.
11. Mitford, ANRW 2185-2186.
12. Cf. Adler, RE 2A (1920) 1825-1826; Mitford and Nicolaou, I.Salamis p. 129 n. 3; Mitford, ANRW 2189-2190;
Pouilloux et al., Salamine de Chypre XIII Testimonia Salaminia (Paris 1987) p. 118.
13.BMC Cyprus pp. cxxvi-vii, 73ff.
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Crete
''The Cretans'' ought to mean the provincial league. Tacitus does not specify the location
in Crete; the capital Gortyn has reasonably been conjectured.14 The oddity about this
report is that any statue of Augustus ought to have offered asylum without special
permission.
The right of asylum enjoyed by the imperial cult in the Roman Empire is well known and
need not be detailed here. Temples, statues, even military standards (Tac. Ann. 1.39),
were so endowed. In practice, as traditionally in a Greek temple, this brought security
only from "hot pursuit"it led not to perpetual immunity but to a hearing (cf. Pliny Ep.
10.74).
Because the Romans chose to interpret the Greek civic title "sacred and inviolable" as the
right of asylum of a temple, this must be what it meant in the Roman Empire. When
Gaius (Inst. 1.53) mentions slaves qui ad fana deorum vel ad statuas principum
confugiunt, Mommsen took the first to be the Greek survivors of the review of 22/3.15
The question remains whether the effect of the Roman interpretation was to abolish the
inherent right of asylum traditional of all Greek temples.16 A positive enactment to this
effect would be a surprising intrusion by Rome into the domestic affairs of Greek cities;
but perhaps nonobservance by Rome was a sufficient discouragement to the effective use
of sanctuary in the legal life of a city. In any case, acts of refuge to temples are rarely
attested in the Roman Empire. Peregrinus at Olympia fled from a mob into the temple of
Zeus;17 apparently something similar happened at Gerasa in the difficult year 69
(I.Gerasa 5-6). Flight to the emperor's statue, however, is also rarely attested, yet this
possibility is clearly admitted in our sources. It may be that what truly undermined the
ancient Greek usage of religious refuge was the availability of more reliable alternatives:
the layered legal system of the Roman Empire and the spread of Roman citizenship with
its peculiar advantages and protections.
A.D.

A.D.

14. R. Paribeni, Diz.epigr. 2 (1910) 1268; Guarducci, I.Cret. IV p. 320.
15. Strafrecht 461 n. 3, adding Dig. 21.1.17.12; cf. 48.19.28.7.
16. B. Levick, in The Roman World I, ed. J. Wacher (London/New York 1987) 338, takes the title to mean "the right
of giving asylum to fugitives." So also Welles interpreted the events of I.Gerasa 5-6, on which I shall comment
elsewhere.
17. Lucian Peregr. 19, if that is historical. Cf. a group fleeing under attack to a walled temple of Apollo outside Curium in
Cyprus: Acts of Barnabas 19 (Bonnet II.2 299).
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Doubtful Cases
I gather here texts that are in some way dubious, whether because the honorand is
uncertain, or the substance of the testimony.
229. Boeotian decree(s)
Marble block once in the museum at Thespiae, now in that at Thebes; preserved only at
top; h. 0.22, w. 0.10; letters 0.01-0.011, intersp. 0.006-0.007, irregular, with apices, A
with straight bar, N with right hasta fully descended but P not, O full-sized, S with
splayed arms; first quarter II , Feyel.
B.C.

Dittenberger, IG VII 1720 (copy of Lolling); Feyel, Contribution 14-18.
Photograph: Feyel pl. 1.
Cf. Etienne and Knoepfer, Hyettos de Béotie (Paris 1967) 241-242; P. Roesch, Etudes
béotiennes (Paris 1982) 6.

4, 6 Feyel. 5-7:
Dittenberger. 8-9:

(Feyel)
Dittenberger.

Dittenberger. 12:
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Feyel considered that a first text ends with line 2, a second (a League decree) extends
from 3 to 11, and a third begins in 12. In response to an embassy, a city and country are
declared inviolable and sacred; this word order is seen occasionally elsewhere (cf. p. 33).
If we really have here the remains of three decrees, it may well be an archive, thus
foreign decrees in behalf of Thespiae and its cult of the Muses. The central text, however,
seems uncomfortably short, if Feyel was right to confine it to lines 2-11 (supported by the
mention of
in 11 and the restoration of a date in 12). He was justly skeptical of
restoring Eumenes in line 9, noting that other phrases are possible to indicate the request
without naming the king here. I may add that Zeus Basileus is also possible, the god of
Lebadeia.
230. Nicomedes II of Bithynia
Wilhelm, Jahresh. 11 (1908) 75-82 (Kl. Schr. II.1 309-16); Kirchner, IG II2 3172.
Photograph: Wilhelm.

Nicomedes reigned 149-120 ; his mother's terminus is unknown. As Wilhelm saw, a
close parallel is 228; these apart, we have no examples of new sacred places being made
inviolable:1 to the contrary, in the Panhellenic valuation of things, ancient veneration and
wide patronage are to be expected of an inviolable place. So we may have here and in
228 no more than the redundancy of praise, a "holy temple," applied by the king to his
own creation.
B.C.

The stone certainly comes from the Bithynian kingdom. In particular, a number of
inscriptions have been brought to Athens from Perinthus (cf. Robert, Op. min. sel. II 14051406), though that does not seem the likely place for the queen mother's temple.
A fragment of a statue base, broken at top and bottom, written in large letters, was
found at the temple of Pluto outside Nysa. It reveals that in imperial times a lawyer was
honored by some inviolable city.
G. Radet, BCH 14 (1890) 224-225 no. 2.
Cf. Robert, Hellenica V (1948) 31 n. 3.

1. The Melian inscription cited on p. 39 concerns an imperial cult, which needed no such declaration.
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2 Robert:

Radet.

The Plutonium itself had been granted inviolability, and so the city may well be Nysa,
given that the inviolability of a temple was applied to the city and country in imperial
titulature. But I doubt whether a domestic monument would give the civic titles, and
suspect that this is a foreign city honoring a citizen of Nysa, and giving itself its full
diplomatic identification.
One block of a statue base found at Olba in Cilicia; h. 0.65, w. 0.81, th. 0.28; letters
0.037; early I An inviolable city honors a Seleucid officer.
B.C.

Keil and Wilhelm, MAMA III 65.

1:

Keil and Wilhelm.

Zenophanes, honored in several monuments from Olba, was a contemporary of the
Seleucid Philip I (93-84 ). If he is rightly restored here and we confine ourselves to
those dates, this is earlier than the acquisition of asylia by a good many cities in the East.
Nevertheless quite a few candidates are available as the author named in line 1, and not
only in Cilicia. The space available is an uncertain guide, for the lines spanned two blocks
and the text may well have begun on a higher block (for example, there might have been
the full "council and people" and more titles as well as the ethnic).
B.C.

From the site of the city of Andros comes a list similar to those of recognizers of asylia
inscribed at Stratoniceia; II
B.C.

Hiller, IG XII.5 723.

Of asylia at Andros we have no further evidence; the recognition of games may be the
subject, but for this too there is no other support. The date is after the absorption of
coastal Chersonasus by inland Lyttus in the second century
B.C.
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Marble fragment from the vicinity of Lindos on Rhodes; h. 0.34, w. 0.09, th. 0.09; letters
0.01 of III
B.C.

Hiller, IG XII.1 923.

12: Hiller considered

and -

(patronymic).

However we restore line 13, certain items would be at home in an asylia decree: piety,
reference to those who come (4), the verb
(14); but these would also be consistent
with a sacred law, as Hiller noted.
A fragmentary text copied by Reinach near Elaea, apparently an honorific decree of late
Hellenistic or Roman date when Gryneium belonged to Myrina, mentions the temple of
Apollo at Gryneium. The inscription yields the word
, but isolated from any context.
D. Baltazzi, BCH 12 (1888) 371-372, line 20:
. On the temple see G.
Ragone, in Studi ellenistici III, ed. B. Virgilio (Pisa 1990) 9-112 (84 n. 189 on this
inscription).
A fragment of Pentelic marble found in the Athenian Agora in 1933, with lettering mid-III
, was taken by its editor as an Athenian grant of inviolability for Smyrna.
B.C.

B. Meritt, Hesperia 13 (1944) 246-249 no. 9. Collation.
Photograph: Meritt p. 247.
Cf. J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1944, 59 (p. 192); Habicht, Gottmenschentum 100 n. 7.
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Meritt's extensive restorations (cf. the Roberts' comments) are illogical and are
contradicted by the parallels he adduced. 3 init. Robb.:
Meritt. Line 6 can as well be
as Meritt's
. For us, however, the question is whether in line 7 we have
Aphrodite Stratonicis, hence some dealing with Smyrna, or a lady Stratonice or a
patronymic
. I leave the question open.
Into Royal Corres. 47, a grant of tax freedom for a festival of Apollo, found in the Caicus
Valley in Mysia, F. Piejko, Historia 38 (1989) 395-409, inserts a sudden sentence, a
declaration of asylia:
. This topic does not find mention in what survives of
the inscription; compare p. 417 on Tralles.
Hellespontine Germe is sometimes called sacred in our texts.2 A poem of imperial date
doubtless counts for little toward showing this as a granted title (cf. Robert 387 n. 1):
(IGUrbRom 1341). But in a list Ptolemy (5.2.11) gives the name as
. And an inscription listing some men of the region with their origins describes one
as from
(Robert 400). Neither list is a context in which one expects to find civic
titles"Holy Germe" appears here to be a name.3 The coins (references at Robert 184 n. 2)
give the ethnic alone,
with never a title. It is the obverses of the
pseudoautonomous issues that show a turreted female bust, the personified city, labeled
. But these are of a piece with other obverses of Germe that show the
and the
; and on some issues the turreted female is
. The coins thus give
little support for thinking that "sacred" was either part of the name of Germe or a granted
title. The oddity in our evidence is thus the usage of Ptolemy and the one inscription,
where the adjective is treated as though part of the proper name of the city. Whatever
the explanation of this usage, I have not included Germe as an instance of declared
inviolability.
2. See Robert, Etudes anat. 171-201, 377-413.
3. On "Holy Vanota" in Galatia see above, p. 8.
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T. B. Mitford, JRS 66 (1946) 34-36 no. 13, published a rustic dedication of Roman date in
the museum at Nicosia:
. Mitford took the end of the first line to
be either
or
. Other dedications to
on Cyprus have no epithet.
IG XIV *358, dismissed as a forgery by Kaibel, is defended by A. N. Oikonomides, AncW
11 (1985) 58-59 [SEG 35.1066]: a gem found in the Rhone at Marseilles shows an image
of a ship, with an inscription
Kaibel,
Oikonomides.
On Royal Corres. 9 see above, p. 400; on 41, p. 467; on Sokolowski, LSCG 158, see p.
112; on Fraser, BCH 78 (1954) 67, see J. and L. Robert, Bull. épigr. 1955, 122.
An unpublished sacred law found at Malonas on Rhodes, evidently at a temple of
Dionysus (BCH 78 [1954] 157), has been described by Nilsson (GGA II 88 n. 6) as "a civic
decree recognizing the asylia of a temple, presumably the temple of Dionysus.
Unfortunately it is badly damaged."

Page 593

Plates
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1.
Tenos: archival fragment, Cretan decrees (56).

2.
Tenos: archival fragment, Cretan decrees (59-60).
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3.
Delphi: decree of Delphi for Chalcedon (62).

4.
Delphi: Amphictyonic decree for Alabanda (163).
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5.
Anaphe: decree of the Cretan League (175).
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Left: 6.
Bronze coin of Ephesus (reverse), III A.D.:
(p. 392)
BMC Ionia Ephesus no. 344 (By permission
of the Trustees of the British Museum).

Right: 7.
Bronze coin of Side (reverse), III A.D.:
(p. 453)
BMC Cilicia Side no. 128A (By permission
of the Trustees of the British Museum).

8.
Bronze coin of Seleuceia, 139/8 B.C.: Antiochus VII,
date
(p. 486; courtesy American Numismatic Society).

,
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9.
Ptolemais in Egypt: Ptolemaic edict and letter (226). Once in the
Gosudarstvennyi Russki Muzei; photograph from Zhourn
MinistNarodProsv n.s. 13 (January 1908).
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Indices
These entries do not bracket restored words, or attempt to signal other types of
uncertainty; of personal names, homonyms from the same city are not distinguished.
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Recipients of Inviolability
A
Abila 534
Acraephia 59
Aegeae 460
Aezani 447
Alabanda 326
Alalcomenae 84
Amyzon 335
Anaphe 358
Antioch by Hippus 536
Antioch on the Orontes 496
Apamea Syriae 502
Aphrodisias 428
Ascalon 519
Athens 85
Athribis 545
B
Baetocaece 504
Bargylia 354
Beirut 493
Busiris 545
Byblos 517
C
Caesarea-Panias 525
Calaureia 90
Capitolias 535

Castabala. See Hierapolis
Chalcedon 164
Colophon 351
Comana Ponti 459
Coroneia 55
Cos 106
Cyzicus 341
D
Damascus 511
Delos 51
Delphi 44
Demetrias. See Damascus
Diocaesarea. See Sepphoris
Dodona 89
Dora 513
Dura-Europus 515
E
Elaeusa-Sebaste 464
Elis 41
Ephesus 385
Epidaurus 89
Epiphaneia 474
Euhemeria 563
G
Gadara 532
Gaza 521
Gerasa 538
H

Hermione 93
Hieracome 438
Hierapolis-Castabala 462
Hippus. See Antioch
Hyde 456
J
Jerusalem 527
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Joppa 526
L
Laodicea Syriae 500
Larisa Syriae 499
Lebadeia 81
Leontopolis 571
Lusi 91
M
Magdola 549
Magnesia on the Maeander 179
Mallus 478
Memphis 545
Miletus 172
Mopsuestia 465
Mylasa 407
N
Nicaea 445
Nicomedia 442
Nicopolis Achaeae 93
Nicopolis Syriae 514
Nysa Cariae 399
Nysa-Scythopolis 537
O
Olba 479
Oropus 77
P
Panias. See Caesarea

Pergamum 362
Perge 449
Plataea 49
Ptolemais Aegypti 568
Ptolemais Phoeniciae 488
R
Raphia 527
Rhosus 472
Rome 574
S
Samos 394
Samosata 513
Samothrace 397
Sardes 433
Seleuceia in Pieria 485
Seleuceia on the Calycadnus 476
Selinus-Trajanopolis 477
Sepphoris 523
Side 453
Sidon 491
Sillyum 455
Smyrna 95
Soli-Pompeiopolis 471
Stratoniceia 418
T
Taenarum 93
Tanagra 83
Tarsus 475

Tenos 154
Teos 280
Theadelphia 554
Thebes 68
Tralles 416
Tripolis 495
Tyana 457
Tyre 481
X
Xanthus 339
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Grantors of Inviolability
Dynasties
Antigonid 10, 23, 25-27, 72, cf. 97
Athamanian 135, pp. 351-352
Attalid 68, cf. 176, 177, 229, p. 118
Bithynian 11, 230
Pontic 185
Ptolemaic 8, 13, 71, 219-228
Seleucid 7, 9, 69, 70, 164, 218, pp. 281-290
Spartocid 12
Cities
Abdera p. 422
Abydos p. 421
Acarnanian League 81
Achaean League 89
Aegiale 100
Aegina p. 422
Aegira 18, p. 422

Aegium p. 422
Aenus 28
Aetolian League 54, 67, 78, 132, 178
Alabanda 162, p. 422
Alea 88
Alexandria (Iran?) 111
Alexandria Troas p. 422
Alinda 109, p. 421
Allaria 151
Alyza 81
Ambracia 77
Amphipolis 26
Amphissa 77
Amyzon p. 421
Anactorium 81
Andros 100
Anthedon p. 422
Anticyra 77
Antigoneia Arcadiae p. 422
Antigoneia Macedoniae p. 422
Antioch Cariae 109
Antioch in Persis 111
Antioch in Pisidia? 125
Antioch (in Iran?) 111
Antioch in? 126
Antioch. See Alabanda
Antissa 101
Apamea on the Maeander p. 422

Apamea on the Seleias 111
Aphrodisias pp. 422, 427
Apollonia Cariae p. 427
Apollonia Cretae 147
Apollonia Epiri 95
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Aptera 58, 65, 145, 154
Arcades Cretae 150, 159
Arcesine 100
Argos 90, p. 422
Argos Amphilochiae 77
Arsinoe Aetoliae 77
Arsinoe Cei 100
Asclepieia 100
Athens 87, 162, p. 422
Axus 60, 140
Bargasa p. 427
Bargylia 174, p. 421
Biannus 146, 156
Boeotian League 73
Byzantium p. 163
Callion 77
Calliste 91
Calydon 77
Camarina 48
Caphyae 88
Carthaea 100
Caryae 88
Cassandreia 25
Caunus p. 421
Celenderis p. 422
Chalcis 97
Chios 102

Cimolos 100
Cius 32
Clazomenae 102
Clitor 88
Cnidus 105, 158
Cnossus 136
Colophon 102
Corcyra 45, 94, 170
Corinth 92
Coroneia p. 422
Cos 106, 176
Crane 85
Cretan League 175
Cydonia 139
Cynaetha 88
Cys p. 421
Cythnos 100
Dardanus p. 421
Delos 99
Delphi 7, 62, 79, 134, p. 422
Demetrias p. 422
Dium 171
Dyme p. 422
Elea 47
Eleutherna 149
Elis 17, 89, p. 422
Ephesus 102, p. 421
Epidamnus 96

Epirote League 82
Eranna 155
Eretria 98
Erythrae 102
Euromus 109, p. 421
Gela 49
Gonni 83
Gortyn 56
Heraclea Aetoliae 77
Heraclea Cariae pp. 421, 427
Heraea 88, p. 422
Hierapytna 43, 144
Histiaea 98
Homolium 22
Hydisus p. 421
Hyllarima p. 427
Hypata 77
Hyrtacina 160
Iasus 35, 177, p. 421
Istron 44, 148
Ithaca 86
Iulis 100
Lamia 77
Laodicea on the Lycus 109
Lappa 59, 143, 206
Larisa 75, p. 422
Lato 142
Lato by Camara 152
Lebedos 102

Leucas 81
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Limyra p. 422
Lusi 88
Magnesia on the Maeander p. 421
Malla 157
Maroneia 29
Medion 81, 168
Megalopolis 88, p. 422
Megara 20, p. 422
Melos 100
Messene 15, 93
Methydrium 88
Methymna 101
Miletus pp. 421, 427
Minoa 39
Myconos 100
Mylasa p. 421
Myra p. 422
Mytilene 101
Naples 46
Naupactus 77, p. 422
Naxos 100
Notium 102
Nysa Cariae p. 422
Oenea Icari 100
Oeniadae 80
Orchomenus Arcadiae 88
Oricum 94

Oropus p. 422
Palaerus 81, 170
Pale 85
Paros 100
Patara p. 422
Patrae p. 422
Pella 23
Pellene 88
Phaestus 42, 55
Phalanna 83
Pheneas 88
Phigalea 88
Philippi 27
Phlius 88, p. 422
Phocaea 63, 102
Phocian League 53, 84
Phocris 81
Physcum 77
Phytaeum 77
Pinara p. 422
Pleuron 77
Polium 77
Polyrrhenia 137
Priansus p. 289
Priene 102
Proni 85
Psophis 88
Ptolemais Cariae 109

Rhaucus 138
Rhodes 104, 166
Rome 6, 61, 153, 173, 180, 181, 183, 184, 186, 210, 211, 212, 214, 216, 217
Same 85
Samos 102
Samos at Minoa 100
Scarpheia 77
Seleuceia by Issus p. 422
Seleuceia by the Red Sea 111
Seleuceia on the Eulaeus (Susa) 111
Seleuceia on the Hedyphon 111
Seleuceia on the Tigris 111
Seriphos 100
Sicyon 91, p. 422
Smyrna 102
Sparta 14, pp. 42, 422
Stratoniceia Macedoniae p. 421
Stratus 77
Stymphalus 88
Sybrita 141
Syracuse 120
Syros p. 422
Tabae p. 427
Tegea 88, p. 422
Tenedos 64, p. 422
Tenos 100
Teos 102
Thebes Boeotiae p. 422
Thebes Phthiotidis 19
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Thelphusa 77, 88
Thera 100
Thronium 77
Thyrreium 81
Tlos p. 422
Tralles 129, p. 421
Trichonium 77
Tritaea 88
Tylissus 57
Xanthus p. 422
Others
Delphian Amphictyony 1, 3, 4, 5, 133, 163, 179
Artists of Dionysus 103
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Greek
Proper Names
Personal: Royalty and Roman Officials
Amynander 135.2
Antigonus Gonatas 23.6, 12, 25.5, 13, 26.2, 8, 13, 14, 27.7, 12, 14
Antiochus I 7.3, 111.2, 14
Antiochus II 111.3
Antiochus III 69.1, 70.4, 22, 110.9, 19, 111.4, 50, 138.8, 143.8, 149.15, 153.4, 163.20,
25, 33, 164.1
Antiochus the younger 70.1, 111.5
Antiochus 218.15, 16
M. Antonius 214.11
Apama 230.4
Apollonis 128.10, 177.14, 178.13

Arsinoe 13.5
C. Asinius Gallus 183.3, 7
C. Asinius Pollio 184.4
Athenaeus 131.15, 178.12
Attalus I 68.1, 177.14, 179.2, 20, 30
Attalus II 131.15, 178.12
Attalus III 131.16, 180.a.12
Augustus 183.1, 5, 186.1, 213.4, 218.32
Berenice II 28.5
Berenice IV 223.3, 8
L. Calpurnius Piso 186.6
Cleopatra Berenice 220.2
Cleopatra VI 222.11, 224.3
Cleopatra VII 226, 228
Cos. Cornelius Lentulus 186.5
L. Cornelius Scipio 173.1
P. Cornelius Scipio 173.2
L. Cornelius Sulla 6.26, 42, 55, 217
Eumenes II 128.9, 130.16, 131.17, 176.1, 43, 177.13, 178.2, 12, 16, 18, 179.2, 19, 24,
27, 180.a.12
M. Fannius Nemerius 181.13, 17
Gallienus 218.4
C. Julius Caesar 180.a.1, b.14, 212.40, 213.3, 214.3, 31, 73
Sex. Lartidius 183.4, 7
Cn. Lentulus Augur 186.12, 15
L. Licinius Lucullus 217.6, 9
Aur. Mareas 218.9
Mithridates VI 185.1
Nicomedes I 11.9

Nicomedes II 230.1
Philetaerus 178.12
Philip V 72, 97.1, 140.13, 141.4, 148.18, 149.18, 150.20, 151.16, 152.18
Prusias II 230.2
Ptolemy III 8.1, 11.23, 28.5
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Ptolemy IV 71.1
Ptolemy VIII 228.8
Ptolemy X 219.1, 220.1, 7, 221.2
Ptolemy XII 222.11, 224.2, 225.2
Ptolemy XV 228
Saloninus 218.6
218.40
Seleucus I 111.2; p. 516
Seleucus II 7.2, 15, 111.3
Seleucus III 111.4
P. Servilius Isauricus 181.3
C. Stertinius Maximus 184.4
Stratonice 130.16, 131.16
Theodorus 135.2
Tiberius 186.7
Valerian 218.1
M. Valerius 153.2
Ziaelas 11.1
Personal: Others
87.6
173.5
88.28
66.6, 103.4, 41
67.1
138.9, 143.9, 149.14
66.16
88.26

86.2
133.5
32.3, 35.3, 36.4
18.11
134.15
79.1
186.3, 14
216.17
225.4
32.3, 35.3, 36.3
73.4, 84.4, 24, 87.11, 97.10, 98.4
60.2
132.2
100.75
94.40
1.4
175.6
133.9
100.11, 56
73.5, 84.4, 25, 87.12, 97.10, 98.4, 125.a.9, 126.2
86.2
85.2
22.3
94.1
79.6, 81.9, 43, 82.4, 40
63.4
166.1, 5
109.b.24

136.15, 137.4, 138.4, 139.5, 140.5, 142.4, 143.4, 148.5, 149.4, 150.5, 151.4,
152.4
224.5
166.1
73.4, 27, 84.3, 24, 87.11, 33, 97.10, 98.4
181.8
131.3
177.12
131.6
207.4, 208.8
115.11
222.34, 53, 224.20
16.4, 19.2, 20.4, 21.3, 22.5, 23.3, 25.17, 26.5, 27.4
166.3
166.1
133.3
79.5, 81.9, 43, 82.3, 40, 120.13
201.4
129.2
115.11
18.11
99.1
98.34
27.21
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79.5, 81.8, 42, 82.3, 40, 85.5, 27, 86.5, 24, 94.9, 38, 95.5, 41, 96.6, 34
163.8
11.3, 47, 14.3, 15.3, 16.3, 18.3, 19.1, 20.3, 21.2, 22.4, 23.3, 25.16, 26.4, 27.4
163.7
95.2
124.7
88.26
162.29, 38
178.31
104.18
124.6
88.54
224.31
133.6
86.1
185.2, 186.8, 16
120.4
131.1
8.5
87.2
98.34
83.3
111.7
224.31
181.5
23.2
136.15, 138.4, 143.4

174.4, 20
58.2
185.2
18.11
224.5
131.2
145.13
133.5
131.2
156.39
79.6, 81.9, 43, 82.3
91.18
83.2
174.3, 19
54.12
133.6
174.4, 20
77.5
15.13
120.10
46.1, 4, 47.3
1.6
156.39
125.b.24
111.8
99.3, 100.11, 44, 56, 125.a.9, 126.2
186.8, 16
178.31

214.8, 9, 39, 40
7.10
1.7
218.20, 21
179.1
69.3, 70.2, 111.31, 125.a.9, 126.2
63.4, 64.4
83.8, 25, 104.5, 106.14, 129.8
53.16
224.33, 225.37
9.16, 11.3, 46
177.12
216.16
89.47
79.5, 81.9, 43, 82.3, 85.4, 5 86.5, 94.9, 95.5, 6, 96.5
129.2
102.17, 26, 67
186.3, 14
125.a.9, 126.2
167.6, 168.3, 170.3
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26.16
166.2, 169.1
88.3, 90.3, 12, 93.3, 101.4, 102.17, 122.2
207.4, 208.8
178.30
154.6, 155.43, 156.6, 157.4, 159.5, 49, 160.12
115.11
131.2
225.3
71.5
223.29, 43
83.9, 25, 85.5, 28, 86.5, 24, 94.10, 38, 95.6, 41, 96.6, 34, 120.12, 36
202.3
87.6
57.4, 60.5
42-44
181.9
p. 425
163.5
111.8
136.16, 138.4, 143.4
4.4
1.5
36.1
99.12
26.16
46.1, 3, 47.3, 48.12, 49.11

32.3, 35.3, 36.4
103.4, 41
120.2
120.43
83.3
1.9
102.73
7.10
6.50
83.9
87.5
73.4, 27, 84.4, 24, 87.11, 33, 97.10, 98.4
163.6
83.1
85.2
1.7
149.14
32.4, 35.4, 36.3
166.2
1.4
14.2
172.4
163.5
1.5
218.16
81.1
66.12, 26, 127.8
16.3, 19.1, 20.3, 21.3, 22.5, 23.3, 25.16, 26.4, 27.4

111.6
124.27
83.9, 25
111.99
186.6
186.1
81.5
111.5
14.4, 15.3, 16.4, 17.3, 18.3, 19.2, 20.3, 21.3, 22.5
27.21
39.2
154.5, 155.6, 42, 156.5, 34, 157.4, 159.5, 44, 48, 160.11
62.12
181.7
220.8
220.9
198.2, 199.8
118.7
186.7
163.4
163.5
178.9, 31
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107.39
53.16
11.4, 47, 32.3, 35.3, 36.4
226.1, 10
225.25, 36
73.3
66.12
1.9
202.3
162.29, 39, 163.29
109.b.9
201.5, 202.4
86.23
71.6
166.2, 6
213.9
95.48
81.34, 39
112.37
67.6
32.4, 35.4, 36.3
23.16
129.8, 20
100.12, 57
176.28, 177.3
57.2
100.2, 8

2.1
163.8
163.7
99.4, 100.12, 44, 55
226.13
100.11, 55
1.8
1.10
58.4
75.32
48.13, 49.12
116.7
94.40
181.5
132.3, 133.11, 134.3, 4, 135.3
86.2
85.34
18.11
81.2
88.3, 90.3, 12, 91.3, 93.3, 122.2
83.9
82.37
181.9
178.9, 31
175.10
136.15, 137.5, 138.4, 139.5, 140.5, 142.5, 143.4, 148.5, 149.4, 150.5, 151.5,
152.5
79.6, 81.10, 43, 82.4

163.6
133.4
81.2
133.7
88.3, 90.4, 12, 91.3, 92.2, 93.4
104.4, 105.6, 33, 106.14, 107.3, 122.2
163.6
124.27
131.6
133.4
163.3
111.31
88.45
85.1
68.3, 73.5, 27, 83.9, 84.4, 25, 87.12, 34, 97.11, 98.4, 125.a.8, 9, 126.1
81.6
85.1
131.1
220.38, 48, 221.26, 35
26.3
214.7, 38
114.23
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186.7
14.4, 15.3, 16.4, 17.3, 18.3, 19.2, 20.4, 21.3, 22.5, 23.3, 25.17, 26.5, 27.4
124.27
129.7, 8
15.13
78.8
181.5
1.3
133.2, 134.14
176.27, 177.2, 11
181.7
163.10
214.9, 40
114.23
91.18
154.5, 155.6, 43, 156.6, 34, 157.4, 159.5, 44, 49, 160.12
102.18, 27, 68
181.6
114.23
153.4
180.a.4
154.5, 43, 156.6, 157.4, 159.5, 48, 160.11
181.9
214.8, 39
85.5, 86.6, 94.10, 95.6, 96.6, 120.12
214.7, 39
181.6

163.9
180.a.4
116.7
83.2
218.21
134.15
92.17
4.3
94.3
120.43
67.6
66.25, 28
181.6
99.4, 100.11, 44, 55
214.10, 40
102.18, 27, 68
100.75
181.7
100.2, 8
83.1
81.1
81.6
87.5
83.1
83.2
4.9, 11, 30
45.2
46.1, 3, 47.3, 48.12, 49.11

88.54
134.15
163.4
129.7, 20
57.4, 60.5
220.9
26.2
1.3
181.7
120.2
133.4
1.3
163.7
166.2, 6
167.6, 168.3, 5, 170.3
6.50
26.3
181.8
202.4
129.2
92.17
186.8, 16
83.2
113.2
133.8
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162.29, 38, 163.14, 28
140.12, 141.3, 10, 142.22, 148.19, 24, 30, 149.18, 150.20, 25, 31, 151.15, 152.19,
24
178.9, 30
181.8
42-44
133.8
1.1
163.9
67.2
131.3
102.18
120.1
4.2
172.4
129.2
3.17
79.2, 133.8
86.23
178.26, 30
88.26
103.5, 42, 127.9
134.15
219.2, 220.36
224.33, 225.37
3.17
88.2, 3, 89.3, 90.3, 4, 12, 13, 92.3, 93.3, 4, 122.2, 3, 124.3
132.3, 133.11, 134.3, 135.3

68.3
104.5, 106.15
103.4, 41
115.10
133.6
103.5, 42, 127.9
62.12
88.40
85.34
4.1
46.4, 47.3
131.2
120.10
67.3
75.32
163.4
1.4
77.6
94.3
223.39
120.10
166.2
85.4, 27, 86.5, 24, 94.9, 37, 95.5, 18, 40, 96.5, 34
120.9
48.13, 49.11
85.2, 133.7
86.30
4.4

163.2
99.2
16.4, 19.2, 20.3, 21.3, 22.5
86.1
120.2
46.4, 47.4
80.2
222.4, 14
54.11
45.2
181.5
85.2
120.9
8.4
85.1
105.6, 107.3
69.3, 70.3, 111.31, 32
163.2
127.8
111.31
125.b.23
79.2, 134.15
222.4, 14
170.14
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4.1
69.3, 70.3, 88.2, 89.3, 32, 90.3, 11, 91.3, 93.3, 111.31, 122.3, 124.3, 22, 24
85.2
133.3
60.2
15.13
120.9
120.1
8.5, 46.1, 4, 47.3
16.12
158.1
163.8
87.2
220.8
42-44
73.5, 84.4, 25, 87.12, 97.11, 98.5, 103.4, 41
82.38, 48
81.3
1.6
Religious
175.11
1.13, 53.19, 84.32, 86.30, 148.41, 161.21, 176.2, 23, 177.16, 178.7, 11, 19, 23,
179.11, 23, 31, 214.48
220.49
81.41
95.2, 96.2
89.37
225.5

6.27, 44, 45; 48, 50, 55
53.4, 55.6, 18, 57.5, 59.4
177.11, 12
109.a.17
111.2, 3, 4, 5
3.12
2.3, 3.6, 8, 13, 18, 24, 4.27, 5.b.5, 55.17, 57.6, 60.8, 62.3, 11, 63.5, 64.5, 65.3,
66.7, 78.5, 81.40, 82.11, 85.24, 86.17, 88.5, 93.8, 94.6, 95.51, 96.33, 98.33, 100.14,
102.4, 103.15, 109.a.2, 119.11, 125.a.17, 129.5, 136.12, 147.9, 162.22, 163.25, 27, 34,
164.3, 170.8, 172.6, 179.20, 198.10, 214.57
120.3
154.56
146.11, 156.24
219.5
p. 536
158.1
66.5, 8, 10, 19, 32, 68.7, 69.8, 70.9, 71.11, 73.10, 14, 77.6, 7, 78.3, 10, 79.11,
81.17, 20, 82.7, 12, 23, 83.6, 11, 84.8, 12, 18, 85.6, 11, 21, 35, 86.7, 12, 18, 87.10, 17,
28, 88.6, 16, 32, 39, 89.7, 19, 22, 29, 90.17, 91.6, 11, 92.9, 93.9, 19, 26, 31, 94.6, 21,
25, 95.10, 14, 96.8, 17, 19, 29, 39, 97.4, 16, 19, 98.7, 10, 13, 15, 99.5, 8, 100.16, 19, 29,
35, 47, 73, 101.8, 12, 102.5, 7, 33, 103.8, 16, 104.11, 21, 105.9, 12, 106.4, 107.7,
109.a.19, b.18, 110.16, 111.39, 59, 65, 75, 76, 112.0, 21, 27, 113.4, 7, 114.3, 9, 19,
115.2, 119.7, 120.6, 20, 29, 124.20, 125.a.3, 6, 26, 40, b.10, 19, 20, 126.4, 127.5, 11,
128.4, 13, 129.5, 10, 15, 24, 25, 131.9, 154.56, 155.30, 159.34, 164.4, 182.1, 212.40, 56,
214.1, 45, 47, 215.4
9.9, 13.14, 20.4, 23.7, 10, 25.3, 8, 26.8, 11, 27.10
49.36
8.6, 8, 11.6, 14.3, 5, 15.5, 7, 9, 16.5, 7, 9, 17.4, 6, 18.5, 20.5, 21.9, 12, 23.9, 25.7,
9, 26.9, 27.3, 5, 14, 28.3, 8, 29.3, 32.5, 6, 35.5, 7, 36.9, 39.4, 45.5, 46.6, 7, 9, 10, 47.4,
5, 48.6, 14, 26, 49.3, 13, 27, 31, 50.4, 150.43, 159.34, 155.30, 181.11, 184.7
p. 576
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pp. 451-452
186.5
p. 386
7.4, 12, 17, 212.55, 213.1, 10
2.2, 7
223.24
23.2, 26.3, 186.4
186.14
98.33
147.9
136.12
160.18
85.14
p. 217
65.3; p. 175
145.13
85.19, 100.41, 102.32, 125.a.36, 162.15
132.15, 133.18, 134.11
4.11, 14, 22, 25, 32, 34, 103.23, 46, 132.5, 133.15, 134.6, 9, 135.6, 137.9, 138.13,
139.9, 17, 140.8, 19, 141.8, 14, 142.9, 20, 144.0, 148.10, 28, 149.21, 150.11, 29, 151.19,
152.9, 23, 154.12, 20, 31, 51, 155.33, 156.12, 159.12, 23, 40, 161.20; p. 416
210.59, 115
142.31, 152.35
156.39
222.53
223.8, 230.1; p. 420
222.17
96.39

130.16; p. 421
111.75, 212.40, 57, 214.47
2.2, 7, 82.35, 89.37, 157.14, 162.22, 186.4, 194.2, 198.11, 201.13, 211.15, 214.54,
218.18, 40; pp. 175, 424-425
198.11, 201.13
160.10, 184.8, 10
111.69
222.18
220.5, 11
5.b.3
111.3
78.8
125.b.10, 126.9
222.10
5.b.4
3.11
92.14, 120.39
226.14
217.3, 8, 11, 18, 221.4, 17, 32, 222.16, 24
162.22, 163.25
1.13
4.12, 14, 22, 34
111.3, 222.18
186.4
p. 424
175.8
85.14, 19
172.7

p. 344
165.3, 168.5, 170.6, 185.8
84.32
198.12, 201.14
77.6
66.5, 8, 19, 32, 68.7, 69.8, 70.9, 71.9, 11, 73.10, 75.8, 78.3, 11, 79.12, 81.17,
20, 82.7, 12, 23, 83.7, 12, 84.9, 12, 18, 85.12, 22, 86.12, 19, 87.10, 18, 28, 88.7, 16, 32,
40, 89.7, 19, 30, 90.7, 17, 91.6, 12, 92.9, 93.9, 19, 26, 31, 94.6, 21, 95.10, 14, 30, 96.17,
29, 39, 97.5, 16, 18, 20, 26, 98.7, 10, 15, 99.5, 100.16, 19, 30, 47, 74, 101.8, 12, 102.5,
7, 103.9, 16, 104.12, 21, 105.9, 106.5, 107.8,
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(continued) 23, 36, 109.b.18, 110.16, 111.39, 59, 65, 77, 78, 112.0, 28, 33,
113.4, 7, 118.15, 120.6, 20, 30, 125.a.4, 6, 26, b.10, 20, 126.4, 127.6, 11, 128.4, 129.6,
10, 15, 25, 131.9, 20, 22
164.3; p. 175
85.14
214.33
214.54
220.51, 221.36
157.14
82.35
90.19
111.2; p. 516
176.32, 35, 177.7, 178.10, 15, 25, 179.27
176.5, 177.17, 178.7, 11, 19, 23, 179.11, 23, 31, 214.48
214.59
86.16
86.2, 29
66.15
49.32, 66.14, 178.18, 27
162.16
132.2
45.2, 81.6
111.9
216.1; p. 438
185.8
223.4, 9, 224.8
148.41
109.b.9

53.4, 55.6, 18, 57.5, 59.4, 6, 60.6
100.49
162.17
2.3, 3.6, 8, 14, 16, 19, 24
87.3
62.4
p. 163
1.11, 4.5, 5.b.5, 7.15, 26.15, 27.16, 55.18, 57.6, 60.8, 66.7, 12, 82.12, 49, 83.19, 22,
84.21, 91.15, 93.32, 94.24, 95.31, 37, 96.31, 97.23, 98.18, 100.38, 101.34, 102.39, 41,
103.16, 105.30, 111.80, 112.34, 129.5, 131.22, 163.28, 34, 178.18, 26, 179.21, 32,
198.10
4.11, 30, 5.a.2, 133.2, 163.2
186.1; p. 421
217.11, 17, 221.33
214.2, 45
221.4
183.7; p. 39
111.2, 3, 4
4.17, 28
184.5
p. 280
166.3
126.7
224.9
7.4, 12
125.b.20, 165.4, 170.6; p. 421
111.3, 14, 130.16, 220.4
163.31, 165.3, 168.4, 179.32
101.38

2.1, 3
104.23
220.6, 223.7, 226.9, 19
224.30
223.44
131.15, 222.13, 224.4, 225.3
220.3, 8, 221.3
222.12, 224.3, 225.2
94.2
p. 217
63.5
162.22, 163.24
224.8
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Geographical
p. 422
p. 421
4.5, 135.1; p. 351
66.12; p. 422
1.7, 82.36, 87.7, 133.9, 162.15, 23, 163.8, 225.4
219.4
p. 400
18.1, 5
100.83
p. 422
178.31
p. 422
p. 422
219.3
175.9
56.3
28.7
67.13, 132.10, 11, 178.20
1.2, 11, 4.1, 5.a.2, 54.14, 15, 67.4, 9, 13, 77.1, 78.7, 8, 132.1, 4, 6, 8, 9, 11, 16,
133.3, 10, 13, 163.3, 178.2, 9, 11, 17, 19, 20, 32
p. 400
81.1, 12, 26, 32, 42
2.3, 3.6, 14, 18
p. 422
88.65
66.1
p. 422

(Iran) 111.107
p. 589
p. 421
109.b.28
151.1, 18, 30
81.49
4.3, 77.9
p. 421
1.12, 3.5, 9, 21, 26, 4.6, 8, 10, 11, 21, 30, 32, 34, 5.b.1, 8.9, 67.21, 133.14, 17,
19, 163.11, 23, 35, 179.1, 3, 11, 16, 19
77.10
26.1, 10
77.12, 133.3
81.5, 48
175.12, 18, 22
100.77
p. 422
p. 422
p. 422
77.14
(Alabanda) 162.3, 13, 19, 27, 39, 163.12, 20, 21, 23, 34
(Caria) 109.b.26
(Persis) 69.9, 111.1, 20, 51
(Pisidia) 125.b.13, 15
111.105, 126.12, 224.5
101.42
60.1, 140.1, 2, 13, 17, 23
(Caria) p. 422

(Syria) 218.21
(by Seleias) 111.103
163.3
(Crete) 147.1
147.3; p. 427
(Epirus) 95.1, 20, 26, 44
(Aetolia) 163.6
154.47
58.1, 145.10, 154.1, 2, 26, 52
(Amphilochia) 77.10, 133.7, 163.4
p. 422
88.59
(Crete) 150.1, 2, 6, 35, 37, 159.1, 2, 6, 9, 20, 28, 43
100.81
(Aetolia) 77.11, 133.5, 163.6
(Ceos) 100.78
221.7, 222.16, 223.11, 224.7, 225.5
66.17
100.82
p. 422
212.55; p. 427
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(Phthiotis) 19.0, 6
18.7, 89.4, 12, 15, 25, 26, 27, 35, 38, 44, 46, 91.15
218.18
218.20
p. 427
p. 421
174.1
146.5, 156.1, 2, 14, 38
146.3
11.1
p. 422
62.12, 66.14
1.5, 3.11, 15, 5.b.3, 73.2, 3, 9, 19, 163.8
163.6
219.8
49.7
49.2, 25, 37
83.4, 5, 16, 21
56.2, 3, 188.5, 7; p. 589
175.4
p. 421
87.6
1.1, 3.7, 18, 4.1, 11, 22, 27, 30, 5.a.2, 53.21, 67.22, 73.17, 78.5, 81.16, 82.10, 83.13,
84.14, 85.8, 20, 24, 86.8, 17, 87.19, 88.5, 89.6, 93.8, 94.14, 95.9, 22, 96.9, 17, 28, 33,
98.11, 100.15, 101.7, 103.13, 105.7, 113.3, 119.11, 17, 125.a.3, 131.10, 133.8, 157.9,
163.2, 178.33, 179.1, 23, 29; p. 422
1.9, 3.12, 4.4, 5.b.4, 7.2, 11, 62.2, 79.2, 4, 9, 16, 19, 133.8, 134.1, 163.7
p. 422

157.9; p. 175
175.5
p. 422
82.35
133.7
180.b.7
180.b.5
53.20
47.1, 2
149.1, 19
111.25
11.13, 12.28, 27.8, 13, 73.11, 79.10, 81.14, 82.16, 84.10, 85.8, 21, 86.8, 15, 88.12,
89.15, 38, 93.15, 94.14, 17, 95.23, 96.12, 27, 28, 97.14, 98.8, 102.20, 103.13, 105.7,
107.12, 108.7, 111.13, 21, 37, 112.10, 113.13, 115.7, 129.16, 130.6, 135.9, 11, 154.52,
163.13, 15, 174.9, 24, 176.22, 178.4, 179.4, 5, 8, 15, 18, 22; pp. 42-44, 48, 281-282, 538
220.34
96.1, 3, 23, 24, 37, 38
155.1, 4, 17, 22, 36, 38, 40, 47
98.3, 12, 23, 27, 31
111.106
102.77
87.2
224.7, 225.4
111.109
p. 421
p. 516
109.b.27
102.80, 176.27, 177.2; p. 589
212.40, 57; p. 421

111.111
171.1, 6, 89.49
17.7; p. 422
82.2, 17, 21, 33, 42, 45, 47
p. 422
88.65
77.13; p. 427
4.5, 63.5, 10
221.6, 222.2, 16, 223.2, 10
16.1, 3, 7, 88.67
221.6, 223.10, 224.8
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67.22, 78.6, 178.33
4.14, 22, 28; p. 422
4.6, 9, 12, 15, 23, 26, 31, 36
(Phthiotis) 19.0, 6, 133.6, 163.4
100.79
77.13
67.2
81.6, 46
35.1; p. 421
p. 443
8.19
144.5
p. 589
85.37
86.4, 27
p. 589
100.83
100.79
87.1
4.12, 31
p. 422
1.8, 98.36
148.33
148.1, 2, 6, 36
77.10
91.20
132.2

62.4, 63.2, 6, 8, 11, 12, 14, 64.2, 6, 8, 9
152.1
48.1, 5, 25
100.80
88.67
25.1, 6
82.51
p. 421
88.61
p. 422
85.13, 133.7, 163.7
32.1
100.84
88.63
136.7, 188.5, 200.5
136.4
175.2, 8
214.50
102.75, 173.3
(Notium) 102.78
92.7, 94.32, 96.41, 222.14
45.1, 94.1, 5, 20, 25, 170.1
81.2
1.14; p. 422
5.a.3, 163.5
53.20
85.39
56.1, 198.2, 199.9

59.11, 60.4, 6, 96.11, 159.10, 28, 175.2, 16, 187.5, 188.4, 189.2, 16, 190.4, 192.3,
196.4, 8, 11, 13, 19, 199.6, 200.8, 207.6, 9, 208.9, 11, 14, 209.15
175.19, 188.2, 189.3, 190.5, 6, 191.7, 209.2
139.1, 2, 25
165.1, 166.4, 11, 13, 14, 168.3, 5, 170.2
100.82
88.66
p. 421
8.1, 11.2, 14.3, 4, 15.2, 14, 16.2, 5, 9, 17.2, 18.2, 11, 19.1, 6, 20.3, 7, 11, 21.2, 11,
22.4, 23.4, 5, 10, 15, 25.3, 10, 26.4, 6, 16, 27.2, 6, 11, 28.4, 7, 29.5, 6, 32.2, 8, 35.2, 8,
36.2, 39.2, 3, 45.3, 46.3, 5, 9, 47.2, 48.2, 5, 9, 25, 49.3, 6, 26, 37, 51.2, 176.1, 184.6
14.5, 15.7, 16.7, 17.6, 23.2, 9, 26.10, 27.2, 10, 14, 21, 28.8, 29.3, 35.6
14.1, 2
p. 422
4.1, 77.14, 133.6
(Phrygia) 109.a.26
59.6, 143.1, 2, 6, 206.6; p. 589
p. 422
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142.1, 2, 6; p. 589
(Camara) 152.1, 2, 6
p. 421
142.25, 152.28
2.2
102.81
81.47
4.2
p. 422
2.1
88.68
p. 589
220.10
66.9, 20, 33, 35, 67.4, 9, 14, 68.1, 69.1, 70.1, 71.2, 73.4, 8, 21, 75.31, 77.2, 78.9,
79.3, 9, 13, 15, 17, 20, 25, 81.8, 11, 14, 34, 82.1, 7, 13, 15, 22, 23, 25, 29, 31, 42, 83.4,
15, 84.2, 7, 17, 18, 23, 85.3, 13, 17, 18, 28, 33, 86.3, 14, 15, 23, 87.6, 22, 28, 31, 88.2,
17, 22, 27, 31, 34, 50, 89.2, 29, 35, 90.1, 11, 16, 91.3, 11, 92.2, 8, 93.2, 20, 29, 94.4, 11,
22, 26, 41, 95.4, 11, 13, 20, 27, 32, 48, 96.3, 14, 18, 24, 26, 29, 32, 38, 97.2, 9, 19, 27,
98.1, 13, 19, 99.3, 5, 9, 100.9, 32, 35, 40, 46, 72, 101.3, 23, 26, 31, 32, 36, 102.16, 20,
24, 26, 29, 33, 34, 36, 46, 55, 59, 63, 66, 103.7, 12, 20, 24, 27, 29, 104.2, 10, 16, 20, 27,
105.2, 22, 25, 30, 106.1, 19, 24, 29, 39, 107.1, 21, 108.5, 7, 10, 13, 16, 109.a.27, 30,
b.3, 11, 16, 110.13, 111.11, 33, 36, 41, 43, 47, 48, 54, 59, 63, 90, 95, 112.11, 16, 18, 25,
31, 113.12, 14, 18, 20, 22, 25, 114.20, 115.3, 118.1, 11, 13, 120.11, 23, 27, 124.3, 5, 21,
125.a.2, 10, 19, 23, 24, 38, b.2, 7, 9, 13, 14, 15, 17, 21, 126.2, 4, 7, 127.8, 128.12,
129.3, 13, 14, 26, 130.12, 14, 18, 131.4, 14, 17, 21, 26, 133.8, 163.9
85.25, 96.45, 100.4, 6, 69, 103.33, 38, 111.65, 73, 120.33, 125.a.39, 128.17; p.
421
See

; p. 422

p. 421
23.4, 6, 12, 25.6, 13, 26.7, 8, 13, 27.8, 13, 97.3, 224.32
157.1, 2, 11, 17

29.2, 6
186.2
163.4
p. 422
p. 422
20.1, 7, 9
81.4, 46, 168.1
88.61
219.8
15.8, 10
15.1, 2, 6, 8, 9, 10, 66.16, 93.1, 6, 17, 22
101.42; p. 589
100.84
p. 427
p. 421
39.5
217.10
100.85
p. 421
187.3, 188.15, 189.1, 4, 190.2, 3, 191.5, 6, 192.6, 195.2, 196.2, 11, 15, 20, 197.4,
8, 198.5, 7, 8, 10, 201.12, 203.1, 6, 204.1, 205.5, 209.2, 10
p. 422
176.27
100.77; p. 589
67.1, 77.12, 133.3, 163.3
p. 422
(Macedia) 27.19
4.13, 31

(Italy) 46.2, 5
p. 422
185.1, 186.15
p. 422
(Icaros) 100.83
133.4
22.1
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2.1
(Arcadia) 88.60
81.47, 170.1
85.39
211.16; p. 424
p. 425
211.6
100.1, 10, 24, 63
p. 422
p. 422
23.1, 6
88.64
176.28, 44, 177.3, 178.8, 13, 31, 180.a.1, 181.4
176.18, 178.19, 23, 179.24, 30, 180.a.6, b.13
111.1
p. 422
212.55
77.9
77.13
137.1, 2, 8
pp. 533-534
102.81
4.2
85.39
(Caria) 109.b.29
(Egypt) 226.1
(Lebedos) 102.79

(Egypt) 226.14
3.19; p. 31
138.1, 2, 3, 6, 12
149.14, 166.3
6.49, 51, 153.1, 21, 173.1, 2, 179.3, 7, 17, 180.a.10, 212.38, 213.6, 214.35, 43
214.3
85.15, 16, 18, 27, 29, 133.7
102.82
(Minoa) 100.80
214.34, 53, 60, 65, 66
111.104
(by Eulaeus) 111.108
(by Hedyphon) 111.110
(Red Sea) 111.105
(by Tigris) 111.101
(by Issus) p. 422
100.81
p. 482
p. 422
91.1
77.9
p. 589
7.4, 6, 9, 12, 14, 102.82
77.11, 133.4
p. 421
211.11
88.62
141.19

141.1, 2, 22; p. 589
120.24, 26, 178.30
p. 422
p. 427
p. 422
88.60
64.1, 4
p. 422
132.10, 133.16, 134.11, 137.12, 141.23
102.75, 132.3, 6, 10, 14, 133.10, 14, 15, 16, 134.2, 7, 135.2, 136.5, 8, 137.2, 9,
138.3, 10, 13, 139.2, 3, 10, 16, 21, 24, 26, 140.3, 19, 20, 22, 23, 141.2, 20, 22, 142.3,
10, 25, 28, 143.3, 144.6, 7, 145.1, 5, 9, 10, 146.4, 6, 147.2, 4, 148.3, 11, 20, 22, 24, 34,
36, 149.2, 20, 27, 150.3, 12, 23, 25, 35, 38, 151.2, 19, 20, 24, 28, 30, 152.3, 10, 20, 28,
31, 153.3, 154.2, 26, 39, 43, 47, 50, 155.2, 12, 19, 23, 28, 32, 37, 39, 156.3, 15, 157.2,
12, 15, 159.3, 20, 23, 42, 160.3, 13, 15, 161.5, 8, 10, 15
53.2, 11, 12, 14, 54.5, 55.4, 7, 9, 10, 16, 18, 57.3, 58.5, 59.5, 60.3, 100.78
53.5, 55.4, 12
181.14, 17
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111.102
p. 422
214.58
218.21
p. 421
129.1, 4, 25
88.68
67.3, 77.10
p. 422
57.1
p. 421
229.4
p. 427
77.12, 133.5, 163.5
160.8, 11, 16
55.3, 4, 6, 11, 12, 17
55.4, 8
83.34
87.5
88.63
19.0, 6
88.64
27.1, 7, 13
88.62
p. 422
81.48
77.11, 78.7

77.14, 133.5
63.1, 11, 13, 102.78
53.3, 8, 13, 15, 84.1, 3, 5, 11, 14, 17, 28, 30
97.22
4.4, 102.76, 133.8, 163.9
163.12
88.66
94.46
6.46, 47, 65
p. 422
Words
224.19
pp. 7, 15, 32, 38, 385
222.32, 225.21
16.12, 20.8, 22.2, 25.8, 27.9, 28.3, 4, 29.2, 5, 35.6, 46.7, 48.4, 23, 49.1, 24, 62.1,
63.11, 64.12, 87.22, 94.3, 96.38, 99.9, 100.31, 101.25, 102.23, 103.22, 104.17, 105.23,
106.20, 108.11, 13, 16, 109.b.3, 111.47, 51, 55, 112.17, 113.19, 115.3, 118.20, 125.a.22,
b.3, 15, 126.5, 129.14, 130.13, 131.13, 139.13, 23, 145.7, 148.13, 149.12, 151.13, 27,
152.13, 155.17, 156.32, 157.18, 163.11, 173.6, 179.4, 18, 19, 181.1, 11, 185.14, 188.12,
196.1; pp. 141-181, 281-281
2.4
218.40, 221.8; pp. 7, 32, 51, 179, 481, 504, 527-528
p. 528
p. 509
220.42
pp. 13, 15, 88
53.20, 75.2, 79.2, 85.35, 109.b.12, 125.b.8, 134.2, 162.33
218.34, 35
6.50
3.4, 11, 4.21, 5.b.3, 12.38, 67.13, 16, 77.2, 95.35, 100.6, 41, 111.82, 132.10, 12, 14,

136.9, 139.24, 141.24, 142.29, 144.9, 145.9, 146.8, 147.5, 148.38, 150.40, 151.28,
152.32, 178.6, 20, 21, 179.25, 218.26, 223.16; p.92
4.38; p. 543
2.6, 3.16, 4.12, 33, 37, 6.47, 8.18, 9.3, 12.8, 19, 15.4, 16.6, 8, 19.3, 20.5, 21.15, 23.7,
14, 25.3, 9, 28.2, 29.1, 32.5, 36.4, 39.3, 46.6, 9, 47.4, 48.7, 14, 26, 49.4, 13, 27, 50.4,
66.17, 22, 28, 68.6, 17, 23, 69.6,
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15, 70.6, 14, 71.9, 14, 20, 73.4, 14, 76.1, 78.3, 10, 79.11, 17, 19, 81.21, 28, 82.6, 22, 29,
83.11, 17, 21, 84.11, 18, 23, 85.11, 19, 21, 86.18, 87.8, 16, 27, 88.14, 33, 49, 89.17, 28,
90.7, 91.7, 12, 14, 92.8, 11, 93.17, 27, 94.7, 18, 21, 33, 95.15, 24, 29, 33, 34, 39, 96.20,
22, 29, 31, 44, 97.4, 9, 18, 22, 25, 98.9, 15, 19, 26, 99.4, 7, 100.7, 20, 23, 29, 35, 37, 42,
43, 46, 51, 61, 101.14, 29, 35, 102.9, 17, 33, 46, 51, 103.6, 21, 24, 34, 40, 104.21, 105.6,
14, 29, 106.8, 26, 34, 107.6, 30, 109.a.16, 110.12, 15, 111.27, 38, 57, 83, 112.5, 28, 33,
113.9, 114.18, 115.6, 118.15, 119.14, 120.6, 19, 29, 39, 124.9, 125.a.7, 20, 126.4, 127.3,
129.6, 17, 20, 130.8, 131.8, 132.10, 162.16, 17, 24, 168.4, 7, 172.8, 174.8, 23, 176.14,
17, 21, 177.1, 20, 178.7, 9, 15, 20, 21, 24, 28, 179.12, 26, 32, 205.6
4.36, 38, 102.37, 51
3.15, 4.25, 38, 102.31, 103.33, 109.a.21
pp. 52, 385, 530, 577
12.20, 13.5, 220.3, 222.12
128.10, 130.17, 131.16, 173.3, 178.7, 12
218.34, 223.11
2.4, 3.8, 9, 22, 11.44, 55.7, 8, 67.20, 98.30, 136.5, 10, 139.26, 141.19, 142.25,
144.2, 6, 145.11, 146.3, 147.1, 148.33, 150.35, 151.31, 152.28, 154.39, 42, 47, 157.15,
159.38, 160.5, 162.28, 178.22, 189.4, 191.1; pp. 4, 8, 12, 49, 88, 336, 416, 528, 530
3.21, 222.43
pp. 15, 49-50
p. 543
12.40, 14.3, 48.28, 49.29, 54.9, 67.16, 68.16, 79.25, 81.33, 83.29, 86.22, 94.34, 41, 44,
95.34, 96.38, 43, 44, 98.29, 104.19, 107.38, 109.b.15, 111.88, 113.21, 118.20, 125.b.15,
132.13, 136.9, 139.12, 23, 140.11, 24, 141.25, 142.29, 144.9, 145.7, 146.8, 147.6,
148.13, 38, 149.11, 150.15, 151.13, 26, 152.13, 156.31, 157.18, 178.4, 24, 179.4, 18, 26,
185.14, 201.10, 203.4
136.11, 141.26, 142.30, 144.10, 146.9, 147.7, 148.40, 150.42, 152.34
6.26
84.21, 91.14, 97.23, 98.17, 102.38, 105.27, 106.33, 112.34, 129.19
220.13
75.26, 88.25, 89.39, 41, 102.56, 106.24, 112.20, 113.28, 155.25, 161.12
3.16, 4.25, 23.15, 75.30, 32, 77.5, 79.24, 85.32, 33, 86.22, 23, 88.22, 92.17, 94.28,
34, 96.4, 46, 97.8, 98.31, 33, 99.12, 100.49, 52, 71, 74, 102.16, 73, 105.5, 106.28, 30,

35, 109.a.24, b.23, 111.69, 71, 87, 93, 99, 113.28, 115.5, 10, 116.3, 6, 120.42, 130.15,
131.20, 200.2
105.28
14.5, 17.4, 28.2, 68.22, 211.2
179.7, 211.9
182.3
p. 483
70.18, 103.18, 119.17; p. 282
3.3, 12.7, 63.10, 64.11, 68.11, 69.12, 27, 70.11, 73.6, 82.19, 83.32, 88.58, 89.10,
22, 40, 90.5, 14, 92.4, 94.45, 95.18, 97.8, 101.19, 102.15, 21, 35, 55, 103.9, 105.26,
106.16, 107.18, 108.7, 110.11, 116.2, 119.2, 122.4, 125.a.13, 129.5, 9, 13, 131.11,
137.6, 139.7, 14, 141.11, 142.7, 148.7, 15, 149.9, 150.8, 16, 151.10, 152.7, 15, 153.7,
154.16, 155.14, 156.8, 157.6, 161.15, 166.7, 173.8, 176.37, 185.5, 218.31, 219.9, 222.9;
p. 387
109.b.2, 125.b.2, 176.41,
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(continued) 177.10
135.19
66.1, 124.25, 127.12
216.4
12.23
p. 448
48.8, 49.6
17.7
4.37, 75.26, 132.11, 149.25, 153.15, 220.23, 221.13
216.3
161.23, 187.1, 195.6
3.2, 20, 4.19, 28, 11.48, 13.27, 21.6, 23.13, 27.7, 13, 48.23, 49.23, 66.19, 22, 27, 30,
68.21, 69.6, 70.6, 71.19, 79.7, 82.46, 47, 85.21, 86.28, 88.49, 59, 94.32, 33, 96.12, 28,
98.27, 100.8, 64, 104.12, 107.32, 111.23, 42, 70, 113.25, 29, 114.13, 16, 17, 22, 115.7,
116.1, 125.b.22, 129.15, 19, 130.10, 15, 131.19, 138.15, 16, 139.11, 22, 25, 140.10, 22,
141.16, 142.11, 145.6, 10, 148.11, 149.7, 150.12, 151.8, 26, 29, 152.11, 153.15, 157.9,
159.14, 176.3, 177.16, 178.4, 14, 22, 29, 30, 180.a.17, 185.13, 188.8, 196.4, 5, 203.3,
218.24, 219.6, 9, 220.16, 221.31, 222.42, 223.13, 224.25, 225.18
211.17; p. 358
135.13; p. 483
p. 483
214.71
2.4, 36.8, 59.9, 95.42, 96.35, 45, 102.28, 104.26, 107.14, 33, 109.b.7, 111.66,
114.15, 125.a.26, 129.14, 155.46, 156.36, 157.9, 159.15, 46, 166.9, 220.9
102.30, 103.32, 107.34
2.2, 11.49, 103.31; p. 570
137.4
142.29, 152.33
48.11, 49.9
12.32

109.a.19, 162.18, 196.16, 205.7
100.39, 162.15; pp. 175, 425
4.7
3.16, 4.8, 26, 5.b.4, 7.10, 17, 53.17, 55.16, 59.5, 62.8, 67.21, 77.6, 78.4, 81.38,
82.34, 83.26, 84.30, 85.34, 86.28, 87.37, 89.34, 94.42, 95.50, 96.46, 98.32, 100.72,
102.72, 109.b.10, 16, 19, 114.21, 125.b.9, 134.13, 136.11, 142.31, 146.10, 147.8,
148.40, 150.42, 154.13, 49, 53, 155.9, 29, 156.22, 159.16, 33, 160.9, 161.1, 17, 162.31,
163.32, 167.7, 174.15, 178.32, 179.29, 203.8, 218.29
75.29
111.25, 140.20, 163.24, 176.17, 178.18, 179.23
153.7; p. 448
82.36
87.40, 162.34, 228.4
220.13, 222.19, 224.9; pp. 82, 442
125.a.36
68.4
218.24
25.15, 50.7, 53.21, 75.29, 82.38, 84.32, 87.40, 94.43, 99.11, 100.48, 67, 102.70,
162.33, 178.34, 225.9
12.33
23.4, 26.6, 27.8, 46.4, 53.14, 57.4, 59.3, 60.5, 67.7, 81.12, 36, 82.5, 22, 83.14, 84.6,
87.13, 91.3, 92.5, 98.5, 111.34, 132.4, 134.4, 151.7, 154.7, 37, 159.25, 161.16, 168.7,
195.7, 201.8; p. 158
12.38, 154.50, 55, 160.9, 225.27
67.16, 132.13
p. 364
163.16, 221.12
59.8, 96.35, 129.11, 160.14
2.2, 3.17, 19, 4.26, 28,
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53.19, 55.17, 62.10, 67.21, 78.5, 81.40, 84.31, 85.34, 86.29, 89.36, 94.42, 95.51, 129.24,
25, 156.23, 157.14, 178.33, 220.33, 222.46, 224.16, 225.30
p. 498
3.24, 4.23, 83.27, 178.25
pp. 542-543
218.37
46.2
p. 577
p. 374
179.30
218.35
p. 46
221.20
222.43
p. 15
218.27
218.33
96.16, 102.65, 111.14, 24, 225.8
83.8, 25, 97.7, 100.10, 102.16, 104.3, 27, 106.35, 111.18, 113.1, 26, 120.33, 129.21,
153.8, 173.6, 176.34, 177.6, 181.10, 217.18
55.5, 189.15, 196.17, 209.11
63.7, 64.7, 96.5, 118.11, 165.7
181.3, 183.7, 186.12, 15
85.24, 86.17
132.9, 16, 141.8, 14
137.10, 139.21, 145.6, 151.25; pp. 9, 31, 282, 287, 576
213.8; p. 87
108.14, 125.b.14

224.15, 225.9
214.68
88.20
218.42
90.8, 180.a.3, 218.29, 222.6, 223.6, 225.33, 226.5
125.b.7
181.15
112.20
181.12
217.9
136.11, 141.26, 142.30, 144.11, 146.10, 147.8, 148.40, 150.42, 152.34
198.1, 199.7
12.24, 59.9, 82.41, 83.30, 85.28, 89.11, 95.42, 96.35, 45, 102.28, 53, 107.33, 120.37,
129.10, 155.46, 156.35, 159.15, 46, 160.15, 161.4, 163.15, 166.9, 174.11, 176.29, 177.3,
196.12, 207.6, 208.10, 211.12
7.3, 6, 11, 14, 8.12, 9.8, 23, 27, 11.5, 30, 12.40, 18.3, 20.5, 21.13, 23.8, 25.7, 26.9,
27.8, 32.5, 8, 35.5, 8, 36.5, 39.4, 46.6, 47.4, 48.16, 49.15, 68.12, 71.21, 78.2, 9, 82.16,
88.37, 53, 89.21, 95.42, 97.4, 100.22, 28, 72, 101.31, 102.13, 14, 34, 104.15, 16, 105.26,
106.12, 107.18, 30, 109.b.14, 112.12, 113.15, 19, 125.a.13, 23, b.9, 129.8, 132.9, 135.7,
13, 151.11, 153.11, 18, 166.13, 179.10, 16, 220.29, 40, 221.29, 223.34, 40, 224.19; p. 98
222.32
226.4
16.9; pp. 163, 570
220.27, 43
218.37, 39
9.5
222.26
175.25
102.64; pp. 175-176, 283, 321
222.29

28.10, 29.7, 32.9, 68.18, 79.21, 80.1, 81.35, 86.19, 97.26, 102.40, 107.35, 109.a.6,
110.24, 127.10, 128.12, 129.22, 27, 131.20
6.47, 10.1, 20.7, 35.8, 63.6, 66.30, 81.38, 82.33, 43, 100.36, 101.39, 102.48, 103.35,
111.21, 55, 92, 135.7, 9, 137.11, 13, 162.23, 163.32, 176.22, 179.15, 24, 180.a.18,
188.4, 214.44, 218.19
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3.1, 4.19
223.22
4.22, 15.8, 10, 17.6, 18.6, 39.5, 62.6, 132.11, 133.15, 153.21, 168.9, 178.20; pp. 9, 52,
284
178.21, 223.27; p. 543
104.5
63.8, 16, 64.9, 69.18, 83.30, 87.19, 102.42, 103.19, 125.b.23, 127.14, 149.29,
156.10, 159.26, 185.9; pp. 10, 576
102.60, 129.4, 178.3
8.19, 9.17, 11.7, 44, 12.34, 20.9, 29.4, 35.7, 46.9, 63.15, 66.30, 68.9, 13, 18,
69.14, 21, 27, 70.13, 17, 19, 71.14, 21, 73.13, 79.10, 82.6, 17, 50, 83.17, 84.11, 17,
85.11, 87.16, 88.13, 31, 89.16, 27, 48, 91.9, 15, 92.6, 11, 93.16, 95.24, 26, 96.21, 97.15,
18, 98.9, 15, 35, 99.7, 100.23, 102.13, 32, 58, 74, 103.6, 23, 104.13, 105.17, 26, 106.11,
25, 107.30, 111.38, 56, 112.27, 113.24, 118.16, 17, 119.15, 120.19, 28, 125.a.19, 23,
128.7, 129.16, 130.7, 131.14, 153.9, 166.12, 168.6, 8, 176.10, 35, 177.7, 178.9, 15,
179.14, 26, 217.23; pp. 98, 287, 421
7.9, 66.21, 67.19, 69.10, 70.9, 71.7, 73.6, 81.14, 22, 85.6, 86.6, 88.4, 35, 89.4,
90.5, 13, 92.3, 16, 93.6, 94.11, 96.7, 97.12, 101.5, 15, 102.10, 111.29, 33, 114.12, 118.8,
119.6, 120.13, 125.a.8, 135.4, 136.10, 139.6, 140.7, 141.4, 25, 142.6, 30, 144.10,
145.11, 146.9, 147.7, 148.6, 39, 150.7, 41, 151.30, 152.6, 33, 154.6, 157.5, 159.7, 166.2,
172.5, 173.7, 176.15, 177.11, 20, 185.3, 186.13; pp. 49, 337, 378-379, 425
6.43, 102.66
178.28
223.26
111.17
174.8, 186.9; pp. 173, 281, 378-379, 418
102.52
51.5, 63.12, 94.24, 102.46, 104.8, 106.21, 107.24, 112.23, 113.20, 131.14, 137.8,
138.13, 139.16, 140.17, 148.19, 149.20, 150.20, 151.18, 152.19, 154.25, 155.22, 156.14,
157.11, 159.19, 161.9, 162.8, 163.22, 166.10, 197.9
11.28, 23.5, 25.4, 57.7, 60.9, 73.9, 79.8, 81.13, 82.14, 84.7, 86.6, 87.14, 94.11,
97.12, 98.6, 102.18, 103.10, 108.5, 111.35, 112.8, 38, 113.11, 119.6, 120.13, 21, 36,
125.a.11, 130.7, 149.9, 179.14

125.b.2
p. 175
71.17
pp. 31, 33, 42, 84
218.28
223.37; p. 562
150.23
4.6, 7.3, 9, 8.12, 11.27, 15.2, 17.2, 26.4, 27.3, 19, 32.2, 35.2, 36.2, 48.12, 49.10,
51.3, 53.9, 57.3, 60.4, 63.3, 64.4, 67.5, 71.4, 73.25, 79.6, 81.30, 82.3, 29, 83.8, 22, 24,
29, 84.3, 22, 85.24, 86.4, 87.11, 89.11, 32, 94.8, 18, 28, 30, 95.31, 96.5, 44, 45, 97.8,
21, 24, 26, 98.3, 18, 100.6, 10, 45, 102.30, 103.3, 34, 104.3, 24, 105.4, 19, 31, 106.5, 13,
27, 107.2, 9, 35, 109.a.11, 111.18, 30, 64, 71, 120.33, 124.22, 127.12, 129.24, 130.19,
131.6, 23, 132.3, 134.3, 135.3, 139.5, 140.4, 142.4, 148.4, 149.3, 16, 150.5, 151.4,
152.4, 153.5, 156.5, 16, 157.4, 159.5, 163.13, 34, 166.2, 5, 174.2, 19, 176.43, 178.22,
179.10, 195.3, 204.4, 229.6; pp. 163, 387
100.47, 102.45, 68, 188.16
p. 30
222.21
223.41
105.11
3.22
12.26, 64.6, 154.17, 172.5
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111.7
p. 88
p. 497
175.24
88.21, 136.3, 142.23, 146.1, 148.32, 150.33, 152.26
27.18, 49.33, 66.22, 81.35, 85.31, 94.32, 96.41, 42, 109.b.21, 131.27
66.16
212.39, 214.44, 72
105.25, 109.b.7, 111.19, 163.19, 29, 178.15, 179.21, 189.15, 196.18
49.35
96.23, 107.20, 203.2
88.10, 93.12, 109.b.8, 176.36
144.3
53.22
66.20, 102.76, 180.b.11, 211.4, 219.5; pp. 7, 163, 424-425, 447, 461
4.39, 7.18, 109.b.20
12.28, 21.5, 22.7, 66.22, 69.16, 83.14, 94.29, 98.30, 111.70, 189.12, 195.7, 201.8,
207.3, 208.7, 209.8; pp. 46, 336
25.15
66.21, 69.7, 70.8, 87.10, 91.6, 96.19, 100.18, 101.11, 102.7, 103.8, 105.12,
110.16, 111.26, 112.3, 113.7, 114.19, 125.a.5, 129.5, 131.9, 154.20, 155.34, 159.12, 23,
161.20
135.11
180.a.1, 214.4, 31, 73
8.4, 14.4, 15.3, 16.3, 17.2, 18.2, 19.1, 20.3, 21.2, 22.4, 23.2, 25.17, 26.4, 27.3,
32.4, 35.3, 39.2, 46.3, 47.3, 48.12, 49.10, 85.4, 23, 26, 86.24, 94.37, 96.30, 33, 126.1,
10, 166.1, 5, 168.5, 174.3
3.10, 4.15, 104.17
1.1, 4.1, 9, 11, 30, 5.a.2, 19.9, 26.15, 27.17, 18, 46.7, 47.2, 66.12, 73.3, 79.1, 85.1,

35, 36, 87.1, 96.2, 98.29, 99.10, 100.3, 5, 41, 49, 66, 70, 107.39, 133.2, 134.14, 139.2,
163.2, 174.1, 178.26, 30, 179.1, 180.a.1, 181.4, 8, 186.15, 217.10, 229.3
218.29; p. 15, 543
36.12, 221.11; pp. 15, 379, 423
189.6, 221.15
139.18, 145.2, 149.22, 151.21
162.16; p. 187
129.3
4.18, 8.14, 9.8, 22, 10.5, 12.22, 18.4, 19.4, 23.13, 28.2, 29.1, 36.10, 45.5, 48.7, 49.4,
57.4, 59.3, 6, 60.6, 98.28, 100.33, 39, 106.25, 107.4, 29, 129.18, 130.9, 132.9, 11, 16,
134.10, 136.6, 138.7, 14, 139.10, 140.9, 141.8, 17, 21, 142.10, 26, 143.7, 13, 146.5,
147.3, 148.11, 35, 150.12, 37, 152.11, 29, 154.32, 155.11, 27, 157.13, 159.18, 32,
161.20, 172.11, 174.6, 22, 176.35, 177.7, 178.28, 179.32, 181.2, 12, 185.5, 11, 186.11,
212.37, 216.1, 219.8, 222.36, 223.15, 34, 225.16, 28; pp. 4, 163, 175, 421, 528, 576-577;
(plural) 425, 543
pp. 32, 90, 93, 337, 424, 497, 540, 542, 544
passim; (plural) 18.8, 53.5, 219.4, 222.27, 223.26, pp. 15, 31, 38, 418, 584;
392, 431, 445, 450, 454-455; (name) 33

36,

p. 8
3.10, 4.17, 33, 37, 11.38, 54.1, 82.44, 98.27, 130.9, 132.11, 134.10, 137.12, 179.5;
pp. 4, 31-32, 52, 85, 93, 121, 131, 283
27.19, 192.7; p. 31
221.14
82.46, 98.26, 155.40, 157.15, 159.37, 185.6, 11, 186.12
156.25, 160.4, 218.26, 226.15; pp. 424, 429
88.57
4.34
155.31, 218.24, 223.16, 225.8; pp. 6, 42
83.7, 100.28, 101.23, 105.23,
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(continued) 106.4, 108.11, 111.41, 118.22, 134.8, 155.9, 161.24, 177.19
87.37, 162.31
222.41
180.a.1, 186.1, 214.3, 31, 73, 217.15
179.6; pp. 46, 97
pp. 394, 418, 434
4.39, 139.26, 145.11, 151.30, 156.29
67.17, 132.14
164.2
108.17, 125.b.16; pp. 6, 9, 42, 51, 75, 283, 287, 576
11.12, 103.38, 111.89, 113.22, 130.9, 15; p. 590
102.65, 107.25, 125.b.5, 148.23, 156.16, 159.22
179.24
7.7, 135.6, 8, 153.20, 189.11, 190.9, 207.2, 208.5, 209.7; pp. 9, 282-283, 330,
529
221.15
9.26
220.12, 45
96.10; pp. 44, 48-49
12.11, 178.6, 179.7
7.2, 11, 13, 15, 8.1, 11, 11.1, 23, 20.2, 23.5, 12, 25.5, 10, 13, 26.8, 13, 14, 27.7, 12,
14, 28.5, 9, 66.30, 68.1, 69.1, 70.1, 71.1, 72.1, 75.28, 97.1, 110.9, 19, 111.4, 5, 50, 66,
128.9, 130.16, 17, 131.15, 16, 17, 25, 135.2, 138.8, 140.12, 141.3, 143.9, 148.18,
149.14, 18, 150.20, 151.15, 152.18, 153.4, 163.19, 25, 33, 164.1, 176.1, 43, 177.13, 14,
178.2, 12, 14, 16, 18, 179.1, 2, 8, 14, 17, 19, 24, 27, 30, 31, 180.a.11, 12, 185.1, 7, 12,
13, 216.5, 217.4, 218.15, 16, 219.1, 220.1, 7, 14, 17, 30, 221.2, 9, 16, 23, 222.3, 11, 22,
49, 224.2, 16, 225.2, 11, 228.1, 8, 229.9, 230.1, 2
26.2
180.a.7
28.6, 128.10, 130.16, 131.16, 177.14, 178.12, 220.2, 222.11, 223.3, 8, 224.2,

228.1, 230.3
77.7, 163.33, 179.30
7.8, 216.2; pp. 97, 576
9.19, 12.37
82.36
221.14
222.28, p. 6
186.4, 8, 214.5, 7, 32, 74
67.19
86.26
96.9; p. 6
154.45, 155.36, 156.29, 157.16, 159.41, 160.8, 189.1, 190.3, 191.6, 211.5
73.29
223.23, 25
87.4, 96.46
125.b.18, 134.14
79.1, 88.46, 134.14
8.1, 11.2, 25.8, 28.4, 29.2, 35.6, 39.1, 48.8, 49.6, 63.2, 10, 12, 64.2, 11, 13, 68.2,
69.2, 70.2, 71.2, 81.26, 87.3, 4, 13, 23, 25, 90.1, 91.17, 96.7, 23, 97.2, 17, 98.14, 24,
99.1, 7, 100.2, 8, 13, 102.23, 104.1, 6, 23, 106.15, 107.10, 108.12, 111.8, 32, 48, 112.7,
113.11, 19, 114.10, 120.7, 26, 125.a.22, 126.5, 128.7, 135.2, 137.3, 139.2, 141.2, 153.3,
154.3, 162.5, 7, 8, 25, 26, 36, 166.7, 173.4, 176.1, 42, 177.13, 15, 180.a.2, 181.4, 185.1,
217.10
25.10
11.49, 13.21, 63.14, 69.20, 102.10, 58, 113.22, 140.19, 141.15, 142.21, 145.10,
148.29, 150.31, 151.29, 152.24, 159.29, 161.13, 176.13, 177.1, 19, 185.8, 200.4, 217.24,
222.25, 225.7; p. 448
66.21
8.8, 68.21, 82.18, 176.9, 198.7
223.24
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218.23
198.3
66.21
67.15, 98.24, 137.12, 154.44, 155.35, 41, 159.37, 40, 160.6, 220.12, 28; pp. 9, 31, 49
3.2, 21, 4.7, 13, 20, 9.4, 11.41, 12.22, 23.7, 26.9, 48.9, 49.7, 53.8, 66.10, 23, 26,
68.15, 73.11, 78.1, 9, 12, 82.15, 84.9, 85.7, 86.7, 87.39, 88.5, 12, 30, 50, 89.5, 13, 93.7,
14, 94.13, 29, 43, 96.8, 12, 45, 97.13, 98.7, 102.12, 103.12, 106.20, 107.11, 108.6, 13,
15, 112.9, 22, 113.12, 116.3, 120.14, 125.a.10, b.15, 129.12, 132.7, 14, 17, 139.9, 13,
23, 140.8, 142.9, 145.8, 148.9, 14, 149.12, 150.10, 15, 151.13, 27, 152.9, 14, 153.16,
156.12, 32, 162.33, 178.3, 5, 33, 179.4, 9, 18, 185.14, 214.35, 76, 218.17, 31, 219.4, 9,
220.24, 222.6, 36, 53, 223.35, 36, 43, 224.17, 225.33, 36, 226.19
101.1, 6, 222.36
161.11
6.43, 56, 27.2, 39.1, 64.2, 87.24, 102.1, 105.1, 129.2, 131.1, 162.7, 176.43, 177.13
11.22
7.3, 83.27, 186.10, 220.35; p. 425
186.10
4.26, 81.3, 4, 82.39, 48, 85.2, 86.2, 87.38, 100.71, 111.8, 125.b.6, 18, 129.3,
131.3, 136.13, 147.10, 148.42, 150.43, 162.32, 178.32, 34, 181.9, 186.6, 224.34, 225.38
1.10, 54.12, 67.3, 78.7, 87.2, 163.9, 170.14
220.15
91.17
13.16, 27.16, 59.2, 63.11, 64.12, 68.11, 20, 69.25, 73.7, 15, 75.17, 82.37, 88.10, 42,
45, 49, 90.14, 91.15, 94.34, 97.2, 100.38, 101.20, 35, 103.10, 104.22, 106.17, 37,
110.11, 23, 118.12, 125.a.16, 129.25, 136.6, 139.7, 141.6, 11, 21, 142.7, 26, 146.4,
147.2, 148.7, 34, 150.8, 36, 152.7, 29, 35, 154.7, 155.26, 157.13, 176.8, 177.15, 179.28,
180.a.15, 185.5, 216.5, 10, 218.30, 220.38, 223.29, 224.33, 225.25, 37
45.1
181.10
48.15, 49.14, 68.8, 81.22, 82.8, 83.14, 87.9, 88.15, 34, 89.18, 91.8, 13, 92.10,
93.18, 28, 94.8, 95.16, 96.20, 100.21, 101.15, 102.9, 103.7, 34, 105.15, 106.9, 107.7,
111.28, 58, 112.6, 29, 113.9, 125.a.7, 129.6, 130.8, 131.8, 162.17, 172.8, 176.17,

178.10, 16, 179.13, 29
47.1
126.8, 128.9, 217.28
65.4, 153.15
pp. 31, 576
115.8
116.4
88.28
79.15, 84.25, 179.20
120.15
162.31
184.13, 212.56
17.9, 18.9, 26.3, 45.2, 49.33, 223.23
15.11, 86.20
213.7, 214.30
225.10
56.4, 67.2, 130.9, 175.7, 180.a.1
8.15, 12.22, 14.2, 17.5, 18.4, 6, 19.6, 21.9, 25.8, 27.9, 28.2, 5, 32.7, 36.7, 48.18, 25,
49.18, 26, 50.2, 78.2, 79.19, 81.15, 85.21, 86.18, 87.26, 93.26, 96.28, 100.32, 101.28,
111.97, 126.5, 174.26
7.9, 10.9, 11.46, 17.4, 21.7, 48.16, 49.15, 88.43, 94.16, 29, 98.25, 102.49, 107.37,
111.44, 179.8,
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(continued) 218.17, 30, 221.17, 222.31, 223.19, 225.20
8.13, 11.17, 97.17, 98.14, 137.7
73.7, 107.11, 218.17, 31, 222.8, 223.31, 33
183.5
153.3
83.20
105.34
86.1, 89.33, 158.1
163.21; pp. 97, 290, 378
6.49, 51, 8.2, 9.13, 23, 10.3, 11.2, 11, 22, 12.39, 20.7, 9, 28.4, 7, 29.2, 6, 32.6, 35.6,
36.7, 39.1, 46.8, 47.2, 48.5, 24, 49.2, 25, 37, 55.15, 59.5, 63.2, 11, 12, 13, 64.2, 8, 11,
13, 68.2, 14, 22, 69.2, 7, 17, 70.2, 7, 16, 71.3, 75.24, 79.13, 15, 81.19, 82.20, 85.3, 17,
18, 86.14, 15, 87.7, 13, 20, 25, 26, 31, 88.17, 90.2, 5, 9, 10, 14, 16, 91.9, 92.1, 93.20,
95.12, 25, 35, 96.2, 7, 19, 23, 24, 26, 97.2, 18, 98.3, 14, 19, 23, 25, 99.1, 7, 100.2, 5, 9,
13, 18, 25, 32, 45, 101.1, 2, 16, 22, 25, 37, 102.1, 6, 11, 16, 21, 23, 24, 25, 29, 36, 43,
47, 62, 67, 103.26, 29, 104.1, 2, 8, 16, 23, 24, 105.1, 2, 17, 21, 24, 106.10, 16, 18, 21,
27, 107.2, 8, 11, 19, 20, 22, 24, 108.2, 9, 12, 16, 109.a.7, 14, 15, 19, 26, 27, b.2, 6, 15,
111.12, 20, 30, 40, 48, 51, 68, 72, 89, 93, 97, 112.2, 7, 13, 14, 18, 24, 31, 113.11, 13,
15, 17, 20, 21, 115.4, 116.3, 118.13, 20, 119.8, 13, 120.11, 27, 125.a.2, 12, 14, 17, 24,
34, b.9, 11, 126.5, 12, 127.7, 15, 128.7, 11, 12, 129.2, 3, 10, 11, 12, 14, 23, 25, 130.3,
11, 14, 17, 131.1, 3, 4, 14, 17, 18, 26, 133.10, 13, 135.2, 137.2, 138.3, 139.3, 13, 16, 17,
23, 140.17, 22, 141.3, 143.3, 145.1, 8, 148.14, 16, 20, 24, 149.22, 150.15, 18, 25,
151.13, 152.14, 16, 19, 153.4, 21, 154.3, 26, 155.2, 19, 36, 159.9, 22, 160.8, 162.7, 13,
15, 25, 37, 38, 163.25, 166.4, 5, 10, 173.4, 174.21, 25, 176.2, 38, 42, 177.10, 13, 15,
178.7, 13, 180.a.2, 181.4, 9, 185.1, 186.6, 196.15, 205.5, 209.2, 10, 211.11, 212.38,
213.5, 214.34, 37, 217.10, 26, 229.8
100.68, 70, 111.67, 74, 131.27, 189.7, 209.4, 211.5, 226.7
6.29, 67, 214.62
221.10
176.15, 177.20, 179.12
175.27
178.6
144.3

11.10, 24, 13.19, 89.39, 96.4, 25, 98.12, 107.26, 112.15, 19, 25, 113.17, 21,
119.14, 131.4, 141.13, 148.20, 150.21, 154.18, 29, 155.20, 159.30, 222.23, 224.14
101.40
135.6, 137.5, 153.11, 161.13, 176.34, 177.7
102.51
63.10, 64.11, 68.10, 69.11, 70.10, 71.17, 73.6, 81.10, 82.41, 85.28, 88.8, 89.9, 90.5,
13, 92.3, 93.11, 95.17, 41, 96.7, 101.19, 102.27, 103.9, 104.7, 105.19, 106.13, 108.6,
110.10, 118.8, 122.4, 125.a.14, 129.10, 131.11, 135.4, 139.7, 140.7, 12, 15, 141.10,
142.7, 148.7, 17, 149.7, 150.7, 18, 151.8, 152.7, 17, 153.8, 154.15, 24, 155.14, 156.8,
157.6, 10, 159.7, 15, 166.7, 168.5, 173.7, 174.22, 185.4, 197.1, 207.11; p. 387
69.17, 70.16, 135.12, 221.26
149.16
96.11
111.54, 134.12, 162.22, 212.41
217.27
178.4, 222.28
96.10
220.28, 221.7, 19; p. 483
25.14
106.33, 212.40
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125.b.6
11.18, 20.7, 25.5, 11, 26.7, 46.5, 48.19, 49.19, 89.40, 94.25, 103.45, 104.9, 111.46,
112.24, 113.21, 153.12, 179.4, 15; p. 84
12.35, 101.24, 108.10, 111.20, 125.b.12, 153.23, 166.12, 179.3, 6, 17, 197.14
111.19, 217.19
12.33, 25.12, 67.10, 98.14, 100.26, 111.52, 132.7, 134.7, 140.11, 17, 146.1,
149.11, 25, 150.33, 151.12, 154.37, 163.22, 196.12
12.9
6.57, 14.4, 15.11, 16.10, 18.8, 19.10, 21.15, 23.13, 15, 25.14, 16, 26.14, 16, 27.15,
16, 18, 28.10, 29.6, 32.8, 46.10, 49.30, 38, 50.5, 8, 53.7, 15, 21, 59.6, 63.5, 17, 66.2, 29,
67.20, 68.19, 75.29, 79.21, 80.1, 81.34, 82.38, 47, 83.18, 20, 22, 84.32, 85.30, 86.19,
88.27, 40, 42, 43, 54, 56, 89.46, 90.17, 19, 91.16, 92.12, 13, 93.31, 94.30, 95.45, 96.32,
41, 42, 97.22, 24, 26, 99.11, 100.52, 54, 101.31, 39, 102.39, 41, 71, 103.36, 106.34,
109.a.6, 24, b.13, 22, 110.23, 111.67, 73, 74, 112.35, 41, 115.9, 116.4, 120.38, 124.23,
125.a.31, b.22, 23, 127.9, 129.21, 27, 130.18, 131.19, 26, 133.12, 18, 135.13, 136.2, 13,
137.9, 139.20, 26, 142.22, 144.1, 145.4, 148.30, 149.27, 150.31, 44, 151.24, 152.25,
154.9, 32, 155.7, 157.8, 12, 14, 159.17, 35, 36, 38, 47, 161.2, 162.19, 167.4, 178.26, 27,
34, 179.6, 211.11, 13, 214.70, 75, 216.7, 11, 218.16, 222.2, 223.2, 38, 229.11; pp. 287,
576-577
178.21
149.24
9.8
223.42, 225.36
55.9
81.22, 82.32, 88.35, 101.15, 102.10, 111.29, 125.a.8, 184.11, 211.12, 212.38, 40,
56, 214.46; d. 181.13, 214.61, pp. 96, 178, 418, 470
175.21, 178.22
180.a.1, 213.3, 214.5, 31, 74
81.19, 82.42, 88.29, 153.17, 154.25, 156.13, 197.13, 220.29, 221.17
87.41, 102.71, 106.35, 111.87, 162.35
219.2
153.12

25.11, 48.19, 49.19, 63.12, 64.5, 89.20, 38, 94.24, 111.51, 137.9, 139.16, 18, 140.15,
145.2, 149.21, 23, 151.19, 21, 154.27, 156.15, 157.12, 159.20, 161.9, 163.21
176.9
211.9
3.22
3.21, 24, 4.8, 14.2, 18.7, 55.16, 56.1, 89.35, 44, 111.6, 120.3, 136.6, 12, 141.21,
142.26, 31, 146.4, 11, 147.2, 8, 148.35, 41, 150.36, 43, 152.29, 35, 154.14, 54, 155.10,
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137.10, 139.12, 19, 20, 142.12, 145.3, 5, 148.12, 149.8, 24, 27, 150.14, 151.9, 22, 24,
152.12, 15, 153.13, 22, 154.19, 30, 53, 155.20, 156.20, 159.11, 24, 160.1, 161.7, 163.1,
16, 165.1, 9, 166.10, 172.10, 174.11, 176.3, 33, 177.6, 16, 178.1, 8, 13, 179.2, 180.b.16,
183.5, 6, 186.10, 210.59, 212.40, 55, 216.1, 217.5, 19, 22, 218.18, 20, 25, 32, 41, 220.3,
5, 7, 11, 221.3, 4, 17, 18, 222.12, 17, 18, 24, 30, 44, 223.3, 4, 8, 9, 13, 18, 224.3, 9, 18,
225.2, 6, 8, 21, 230.3
p. 461
217.20, 220.9
75.30
103.13
12.20, 68.13, 179.7; p. 45
27.2, 21, 79.25, 85.33, 86.23, 88.43, 44, 105.31, 106.26, 31, 111.75
19.10
100.50
100.52
15.12, 16.10, 18.10, 23.15, 26.16, 27.20, 75.30, 76.4, 77.5, 79.24, 81.31, 82.26,
83.30, 85.32, 86.22, 88.53, 91.18, 92.17, 94.40, 95.48, 96.45, 98.31, 100.50, 74, 102.42,
72, 109.b.23, 111.93, 96, 120.42, 124.26, 125.b.23, 131.21, 174.14, 178.25, 28
7.14, 8.4, 12.15, 15.3, 11, 16.3, 10, 11, 17.3, 8, 18.3, 9, 19.2, 7, 11, 20.3, 21.3, 22.5,
23.3, 23.14, 25.2, 17, 26.5, 15, 27.4, 11, 15, 17, 28.9, 29.7, 32.3, 8, 35.3, 36.2, 39.2,
46.1, 4, 11, 47.3, 48.13, 27, 49.11, 28, 34, 50.5, 51.3, 53.16, 69.5, 70.5, 73.27, 75.22,
31, 79.5, 81.30, 33, 82.27, 30, 83.23, 30, 84.3, 22, 24, 35, 85.5, 23, 24, 26, 31, 86.24,
87.11, 33, 88.1, 38, 54, 56, 89.1, 33, 90.3, 91.2, 16, 92.1, 93.30, 94.9, 18, 24, 28, 31, 37,
41, 95.3, 32, 40, 96.5, 30, 34, 43, 97.21, 25, 27, 98.3, 18, 21, 100.6, 45, 53, 54, 55, 66,
71, 101.32, 36, 38, 102.39, 54, 103.34, 106.28, 107.32, 35, 109.a.31, 110.26, 111.64, 69,
73, 76, 94, 114.11, 22, 115.5, 8, 10, 116.5, 117.1, 120.5, 11, 31, 36, 125.a.37, b.18, 21,
126.2, 6, 10, 127.8, 10, 128.14, 129.8, 9, 17, 22, 24, 27, 130.5, 15, 131.6, 11, 18, 21, 24,
166.2, 6, 168.2, 169.4, 170.3, 176.11, 20, 24, 41, 44, 177.2, 178.9, 23, 24, 27, 30,
179.10, 14, 185.10; pp. 105, 126, 155, 163, 192, 215, 281, 329, 342, 482, 496
217.18
86.20
172.9
4.11, 18, 23, 33, 6.47, 8.6, 13, 9.2, 12.8, 13.3, 15.4, 16.5, 8, 17.4, 19.8, 20.4, 9,

25.17, 27.5, 32.4, 7, 35.4, 7, 36.4, 39.3, 45.3, 46.6, 9, 10, 47.4, 48.7, 13, 21, 26, 49.4,
12, 21, 26, 31, 50.3, 51.4, 73.13, 78.3, 10, 79.11, 81.20, 24, 27, 31, 35, 82.28, 83.10, 16,
24, 85.11, 19, 25, 86.18, 87.8, 28, 88.32, 39, 51, 89.28, 90.15, 91.7, 9, 92.7, 93.26, 30,
94.5, 17, 19, 21, 25, 31, 95.14, 33, 96.19, 21, 44, 98.19, 99.10, 100.20, 34, 101.13, 18,
28, 102.8, 12, 103.5, 23, 37, 40, 104.11, 20, 24, 105.13, 106.7, 26, 27, 30, 107.5, 32, 35,
39, 108.2, 109.a.4, 8, 110.14, 111.18, 23, 26, 56, 112.4, 113.8, 114.13, 115.5, 8, 116.1,
118.15, 120.6, 19, 125.a.6, b.21, 22, 126.3, 127.2, 128.8, 129.6, 17, 130.7, 15, 131.7, 19,
165.9, 168.4, 177.1, 178.7, 23, 218.24, 220.15, 221.30, 222.45, 223.12, 224.13, 225.11
7.17, 16.5, 48.14, 49.12, 33, 84.22, 88.55, 95.14, 96.40, 111.65, 120.39, 125.b.19
3.25, 11.31, 88.9, 93.12, 111.45, 51, 113.22, 118.23, 136.6, 139.24,
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141.20, 142.26, 144.6, 145.8, 146.4, 148.34, 150.36, 151.27, 152.29, 154.43, 157.17,
163.18, 178.25, 179.15, 214.6, 217.22, 225.9
4.39
11.6; p. 97
49.34
108.14, 125.b.4, 14
49.36, 94.31, 96.40, 120.39, 125.b.22
3.13, 4.24, 6.50, 22.2, 23.2, 26.3, 28.9, 104.18, 108.14, 109.b.9, 111.2, 54, 99,
125.b.4, 13, 166.3, 181.6, 186.1, 3, 7, 213.10, 217.17, 218.25, 220.25, 42, 221.4, 222.40,
223.3, 9, 224.24
40, 104.28
218.34; p. 358
1.2, 4.1, 13, 5.a.2, 133.2, 163.2
67.21
3.25, 49.34, 124.23, 133.12, 163.10
1.12, 3.6, 13, 18, 19, 20, 4.17, 21, 24, 27, 28, 32, 5.b.5, 6.44, 55, 7.3, 10, 12, 18, 8.8,
14, 9.7, 11, 10.11, 11.5, 45, 14.5, 15.7, 9, 16.6, 9, 17.4, 6, 18.4, 6, 8, 19.4, 20.5, 21.12,
23.8, 13, 25.7, 9, 26.9, 13, 27.3, 9, 14, 28.3, 8, 29.1, 3, 32.5, 7, 35.5, 7, 36.9, 39.4, 45.5,
46.6, 10, 47.4, 48.6, 49.3, 50.4, 53.3, 12, 19, 55.5, 17, 18, 57.5, 59.4, 6, 60.6, 62.3, 10,
76.3, 77.6, 78.5, 81.40, 82.35, 84.32, 85.8, 20, 35, 86.8, 30, 87.39, 89.36, 94.13, 95.22,
51, 96.9, 28, 98.33, 100.73, 109.b.18, 125.b.10, 129.24, 134.14, 136.12, 142.31, 146.11,
147.9, 148.41, 150.43, 152.35, 154.15, 50, 55, 155.13, 30, 156.24, 157.14, 159.18, 34,
160.10, 161.20, 163.27, 34, 172.6, 173.10, 175.14, 176.18, 178.28, 179.23, 31, 32,
181.13, 184.7, 10, 185.7, 186.11, 198.9, 201.11, 210.59, 115, 211.15, 16, 212.39, 40, 55,
56, 57, 214.45, 59, 217.4, 7, 11, 218.25, 27, 30, 219.3, 7, 9, 220.11, 19, 23, 33, 36, 42,
49, 221.5, 8, 19, 21, 222.9, 16, 17, 21, 27, 36, 40, 48, 223.15, 21, 34, 37, 39, 224.8, 11,
24, 225.5, 13, 15, 17, 230.5; p. 364
85.2
149.23, 217.21
passim;
27.2, 17, 98.25, 109.a.14, 115.6, 162.26, 176.12;
pp. 62, 64;
pp.
12, 42;
186.10;
pp. 7, 36;
94.35, 181.12;
214.1, pp. 3, 392, 416; (name)
pp. 33, 443; (without
) pp. 12, 20, 35-36, 41-43, 48, 82-84, 88-90, 94, 163, 187, 220,
246, 346, 354, 379, 400, 417, 434, 451, 456, 463, 478-481, 486, 489, 512, 515, 518, 533,
585, 591; (persons) 154.44, 160.5, pp. 12, 51, 84, 88, 89

p. 43
154.48, 221.25
111.19, 68
185.5, 11, 186.11; pp. 9-10
p. 416
221.13; pp. 7, 10, 87-88, 416, 576
p. 418
6.45, 11.43, 87.20, 96.44, 102.41, 107.36, 109.a.9, 111.92, 125.b.11, 161.3, 201.9,
203.4, 218.31, 222.51, 223.16, 41, 226.8
54.11, 67.2, 78.6
81.2
224.32
68.8, 81.22, 82.8, 83.14, 87.9, 88.16, 34, 89.18, 91.9, 13, 92.10, 93.19, 29, 94.7,
95.17, 96.21, 100.22, 101.15, 102.10, 103.7, 105.16, 106.9, 107.7, 111.29, 58, 112.6, 30,
113.10, 125.a.7, 127.4, 129.6, 130.8, 131.9, 176.17, 178.10, 16, 179.13, 29
178.14, 179.22
178.10, 16, 179.13, 29
48.11, 49.10, 53.14, 55.3, 157.15, 159.37
84.28, 156.25, 160.3
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66.29, 68.10, 69.14, 70.14, 71.15, 73.14, 75.9, 78.4, 79.12, 20, 81.21, 28, 82.9, 24,
83.13, 17, 84.12, 19, 85.12, 22, 86.19, 87.8, 17, 29, 88.15, 33, 89.17, 28, 91.8, 13, 92.10,
11, 93.18, 28, 94.8, 22, 95.16, 96.20, 22, 29, 97.20, 98.9, 16, 99.6, 100.21, 36, 101.14,
29, 102.9, 103.25, 105.15, 106.9, 107.6, 31, 110.15, 111.57, 112.5, 29, 113.9, 119.10,
120.21, 30, 124.8, 19, 125.a.7, 127.4, 129.6, 17, 20, 130.8, 131.8, 178.10, 16, 179.13, 28
88.42, 97.23, 112.34, 185.6, 196.9; pp. 31, 328
5.b.4, 8.17, 75.23, 87.3, 39, 98.32, 109.b.12, 18, 111.71, 120.4, 125.b.8, 10, 139.27,
162.33, 163.27, 177.12, 179.22, 214.75
p. 425
96.13
12.17
48.3, 22, 49.23, 73.15, 16, 88.9, 92.12, 93.11, 98.17, 99.8, 111.80, 120.7, 217.15
3.7, 4.22, 7.13, 10.8, 16.8, 21.13, 15, 23.13, 26.14, 27.10, 14, 32.8, 71.21, 82.32,
84.22, 97.20, 98.18, 27, 101.30, 102.33, 38, 40, 104.14, 105.30, 112.15, 113.18, 114.22,
118.14, 176.8, 178.18, 219.8, 223.35; p. 336
p. 88
88.36
4.14, 97.24, 25, 101.35, 107.31, 178.23, 179.9, 218.22, 220.26, 221.11, 225.26,
226.7, 11
47.1; p. 87
6.46, 154.21, 32, 155.33, 156.11, 21, 27, 157.16, 159.13, 39, 160.7, 162.21,
214.70, 75; pp. 42, 175, 282
100.34, 39, 107.4, 28, 129.18, 138.13, 139.9, 140.8, 19, 142.9, 20, 144.0, 148.9,
27, 149.8, 150.10, 29, 151.9, 152.9, 22, 154.11, 155.11, 27, 156.21, 157.13, 159.32,
161.19; p. 175
pp. 88, 542
78.11, 81.32, 82.26, 88.53, 91.17, 102.58, 132.17, 147.11, 178.25, 184.9, 218.25
11.9, 45
9.22, 59.5, 63.8, 67.11, 84.13, 16, 87.19, 96.33, 98.11, 103.17, 104.24, 106.6,
107.30, 112.39, 113.25, 29, 120.30, 129.17, 140.21, 148.23, 150.25, 154.41, 45, 155.36,
156.30, 159.33, 41, 185.6, 218.17, 223.18
3.15, 4.9, 18.7, 35.8, 78.9, 79.16, 81.37, 82.46, 84.20, 85.16, 22, 24, 86.17, 88.37,

89.32, 91.15, 93.29, 94.17, 26, 96.30, 120.35, 124.22, 132.9, 15, 134.9, 11, 147.11,
149.24, 153.20, 160.8, 161.22, 167.2, 175.14, 178.19, 184.9, 213.6, 217.3
162.16
12.17, 59.11, 69.19, 87.20, 94.28, 96.43, 101.22, 102.54, 106.19, 107.31, 111.44,
125.a.18, 129.4, 162.11, 176.5, 40, 177.17, 178.3
211.6
179.9, 221.14
19.11, 25.15, 27.16, 28.8, 46.11, 48.27, 49.27, 53.17, 73.29, 84.34, 85.18, 31, 86.15,
21, 87.36, 94.39, 95.36, 46, 96.39, 98.30, 99.9, 100.65, 102.80, 104.28, 105.34, 106.39,
109.a.8, 110.26, 113.27, 120.41, 124.26, 125.a.29, b.20, 127.13, 128.14, 129.23, 154.56,
155.48, 156.36, 160.16, 162.30, 167.2
86.15, 129.15, 21, 153.10, 176.26, 197.5, 207.5, 208.8, 209.13
3.20, 4.13, 27, 29, 33, 12.9, 37, 25.12, 48.17, 49.17, 85.10, 86.10, 94.16, 96.4, 97.6,
102.52, 60, 111.17, 43, 52, 112.20, 139.18, 20, 140.15, 141.7, 145.2, 4, 149.7, 23, 151.8,
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22, 23, 163.15, 165.4, 173.6, 174.10, 176.6, 19, 32, 177.5, 18, 178.6
6.28, 67
2.1
155.10
p. 3
3.23
131.13, 166.6, 12
2.6, 176.10, 20, 32, 177.5
92.4, 93.13, 96.15
3.23, 67.17
67.19
48.22, 49.22
70.21, 102.14, 161.6, 163.17, 220.39, 50, 221.27, 222.37, 223.6
217.18
217.26
96.42
78.1, 132.8
53.10, 139.19, 145.3, 149.23, 151.22, 217.25,
217.14
218.20
129.23, 226.11
53.6, 94.43
p. 494
178.29
94.35, 95.38
221.13, 222.41, 225.19; pp. 4, 6, 31-32, 395, 497, 577
pp. 4, 7, 30, 32

69.12, 70.12, 77.4, 78.12, 84.33, 85.35, 86.11, 88.4, 89.5, 10, 43, 90.6, 93.7,
95.8, 108.8, 131.12, 132.16, 17, 137.7, 149.10, 151.11, 155.15, 156.9, 157.6, 166.8,
178.18, 28, 29, 218.16, 226.6
p. 374
163.18
96.39, 130.10
15.8, 10, 17.7, 66.17, 67.13, 132.10, 12, 133.16, 134.11, 139.24, 145.9, 151.28,
178.20; pp. 172, 400, 419
226.16
224.32
p. 450
218.40
223.12
162.20
132.16, 216.11
217.28
163.28, 30, 179.31
66.13
211.8
179.5
175.24
3.14, 4.12, 15, 59.11, 60.4, 6, 67.8, 73.1, 9, 79.9, 81.14, 41, 84.1, 5, 14, 28, 89.3, 12,
93.6, 16, 96.11, 103.22, 46, 133.10, 142.5, 148.6, 150.6, 152.6, 159.6, 20, 28, 163.11,
23, 175.2, 16, 196.10, 197.8; p. 387
1 2.5, 11.31, 49.35, 53.3, 67.18, 83.19, 27, 85.32, 88.55, 90.15, 95.47, 96.40,
111.40, 45, 72, 87, 113.21, 114.14, 118.21, 120.42, 125.b.15, 20, 129.23, 135.11, 136.5,
139.24, 141.20, 142.25, 144.6, 145.8, 146.4, 148.34, 150.36, 151.27, 152.29, 154.43, 58,
155.49, 156.37, 160.18, 163.35, 167.3, 179.5, 15, 17, 196.6, 9, 200.10, 222.31, 224.34,
225.38; pp. 15, 49, 483, 533
16.5, 8, 48.16, 49.15, 83.23, 94.19, 176.11
p. 422

46.1, 88.28, 95.7, 128.3, 137.3
56.3, 58.2, 136.10, 141.25, 142.29, 144.9, 146.8, 147.6, 148.38, 150.40, 152.33,
175.3, 9, 217.23
57.2, 136.9, 137.2, 8, 138.2, 12, 139.25, 140.2, 14, 141.2, 24, 142.2, 29, 143.2,
144.9, 145.10, 12, 146.8, 147.6, 148.2, 38, 149.19, 150.2, 40, 151.17, 29, 152.2, 32,
154.2, 155.18, 156.2, 7, 13, 39, 157.2, 11, 159.2, 187.3, 195.1, 196.1
11.37
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12.17, 96.24, 153.19, 154.14, 155.13, 159.18, 176.19, 29, 177.3, 178.6, 180.a.15,
213.2, 217.14, 218.19
223.9, 224.9
225.12
77.7
221.20
211.16, 212.57, 222.48
p. 336
3.12, 4.24, 67.20, 77.3, 111.7, 136.11, 139.27, 145.12, 151.31, 175.25, 211.14,
212.41; p. 521
218.20, 27, 220.25, 222.16, 223.4, 224.7
p. 96
4.35
87.23, 162.6; p. 95
66.18, 195.4, 216.5
6.28, 9.20, 57.16
4.37, 109.b.6, 159.30, 219.6
p. 337
224.31
109.b.11
108.15
55.16, 62.9, 75.18, 27, 81.39, 84.31, 87.39, 89.36, 98.32, 109.b.17, 156.23, 162.32,
174.15, 178.33, 218.30, 220.34, 35, 221.20, 222.47
109.b.12
6.46; p. 46
223.22
220.25
219.5; p. 541

108.13
53.9, 113.16, 153.12, 180.a.5
224.6
3.7, 8.10, 9.24, 11.8, 29, 12.27, 23.6, 25.6, 57.5, 59.4, 6, 60.7, 70.21, 84.23, 85.30,
88.8, 43, 89.9, 38, 93.11, 94.19, 95.37, 102.62, 107.35, 111.62, 125.b.4, 17, 132.15,
136.2, 140.16, 142.22, 144.4, 146.0, 148.30, 150.32, 152.25, 154.23, 36, 156.31, 157.17,
159.10, 24, 160.14, 161.21, 174.9, 24, 176.39, 177.8, 178.17, 179.28, 185.14, 212.40,
218.38
217.19
223.13
139.25
66.7, 81.16, 82.11, 86.11, 88.6, 89.6, 93.8, 95.9, 96.17, 100.15, 101.7, 102.4,
103.15, 105.8, 113.3, 125.a.3, 165.5
108.17, 125.b.16
8.15, 11.17, 88.19, 93.22, 98.12, 130.12, 153.13, 154.19, 30, 159.11, 160.9, 176.3,
39, 177.9, 16, 221.17, 222.24, 223.39
149.26, 217.25, 220.46, 221.30, 223.17, 224.18
27.3, 62.8, 63.9, 16, 82.9, 19, 87.30, 89.23, 94.6, 102.15, 35, 103.18, 107.19,
112.28, 119.17, 125.a.11, 14, 17, 129.5, 18, 131.10; p. 163, 175
91.11, 157.8; p. 45
125.b.8, 10
12.25
222.15
96.9
222.26
12.25, 48.10, 49.8, 89.47, 95.46, 100.42, 102.50, 61, 139.15, 148.16, 150.17, 152.16,
164.1, 176.4, 14, 23, 177.16, 19, 178.3, 5, 179.10, 189.6, 196.12, 210.59, 211.8, 213.2,
217.14, 219.3, 220.5, 11, 14, 221.4, 9, 23, 222.17, 18, 22, 24, 49, 223.4, 9, 224.16; p. 8
135.13
12.16
6.51, 81.38, 155.25, 225.14; p. 31

87.41, 162.34
221.7, 223.11, 224.8
112.42
103.36
11.16, 159.30, 176.41, 180.b.13
111.23
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222.25
222.5, 223.4, 226.3; p. 150
` 55.5, 81.24, 94.17, 101.17, 102.11, 103.38, 106.10, 115.6, 125.b.21, 128.6, 177.1,
179.4
196.18, 209.11
154.35, 212.57, 223.25, 226.17
67.14, 132.10
2.4, 3.8, 55.7, 67.12, 14, 111.44, 132.9, 162.11, 27, 178.20, 179.9, 25, 26, 216.2,
218.27, 220.40, 43, 44, 48, 221.23, 24, 222.7, 38, 50, 223.27, 224.23, 225.16; p. 573
3.11, 5.b.3, 4, 45.2, 56.4, 57.2, 81.6, 94.2, 96.2, 100.49, 101.37, 104.23, 109.a.17,
111.9, 70, 125.b.19, 126.7, 145.13, 153.15, 156.39, 158.1, 175.7, 11, 186.4, 14, 218.24,
26, 229.3
15.5, 220.32
178.13, 230.4; p. 97
11.16
66.26, 68.14, 88.29, 102.62, 112.21, 142.19, 148.26, 150.27, 152.21, 155.21
106.31
27.20
6.25, 66
15.12, 46.10, 49.33, 53.7, 16
48.19, 49.19
84.16
75.25, 149.24, 196.5, 220.20, 221.12; p. 452
48.15, 49.14, 68.8, 81.21, 82.8, 83.13, 87.9, 88.15, 34, 89.17, 91.8, 92.9, 93.18, 28,
94.7, 95.16, 96.20, 100.21, 101.14, 102.9, 103.7, 105.16, 106.8, 107.6, 111.28, 58,
112.5, 29, 113.9, 124.8, 125.a.7, 127.4, 129.6, 130.8, 131.8, 172.9, 176.16, 178.10, 16,
179.13, 28
p. 32
96.41
2.7, 53.6, 108.15, 125.b.14, 183.6, 214.47; pp. 45, 57

220.29
4.18, 35
158.2
129.8
53.5, 60.7, 65.2, 189.2, 190.4, 5, 197.16
66.13, 15, 83.21, 22, 84.21, 22, 91.14, 94.23, 24, 95.29, 31, 96.9, 30, 31, 97.22, 23,
98.18, 100.37, 38, 102.37, 38, 105.29, 30, 106.34, 111.78, 80, 85, 112.33, 34, 129.19,
131.22, 178.17
6.49
220.17, 221.17, 225.20
9.1, 35.6, 66.10, 71.12, 82.14, 86.13, 88.8, 89.9, 93.10, 94.32, 95.12, 29, 96.18,
100.17, 101.9, 102.6, 104.25, 105.11, 107.32, 112.2, 32, 113.6, 114.13, 116.1, 119.16,
120.31, 125.a.4, 130.15, 131.19, 176.6, 177.18, 179.8, 198.4, 200.6, 220.16, 46, 221.31,
222.29, 44, 223.13, 17, 224.18; pp. 13, 91, 387, 590
78.12, 132.17
77.4, 78.11, 84.34, 85.36, 88.45, 47, 89.43, 105.32, 132.17
p. 397
94.35
4.36, 6.25, 66, 16.10, 21.17, 25.15, 27.16, 18, 28.11, 29.7, 32.9, 48.8, 49.5, 63.17,
77.5, 78.12, 80.1, 81.42, 82.49, 84.34, 85.36, 88.42, 48, 57, 89.44, 47, 94.35, 95.39, 46,
97.24, 27, 99.11, 100.38, 101.35, 40, 102.38, 103.30, 105.33, 106.38, 111.81, 112.35,
129.22, 130.19, 132.15, 16, 18, 136.14, 140.3, 150.45, 154.49, 159.48, 162.14, 20,
167.4, 178.17, 28, 179.28, 181.12, 197.7; pp. 45, 378
220.39, 221.27, 222.35, 223.30, 224.21, 225.25
83.28
25.2
223.23, 24, 226.14
12.14, 34, 37, 13.14, 70.19, 78.2,
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(continued) 87.26, 94.31, 96.37, 102.54, 103.35, 104.10, 106.24, 107.25, 37, 109.b.2,
112.26, 113.22, 131.5, 133.11, 137.11, 138.16, 139.22, 140.23, 142.18, 144.4, 145.6,
148.23, 150.24, 151.25, 152.20, 153.20, 154.35, 155.24, 29, 156.17, 161.12, 163.16,
176.12, 177.19, 188.3, 220.18, 221.11
220.17
214.33
16.10, 17.8, 19.11, 21.17, 23.14, 25.14, 26.15, 27.15, 28.9, 29.7, 32.9, 40, 46.11,
48.27, 49.28, 53.17, 63.17, 73.29, 75.19, 84.35, 85.32, 86.21, 87.37, 88.56, 89.46, 92.13,
95.35, 45, 98.31, 99.10, 100.66, 101.33, 39, 102.40, 67, 69, 104.28, 105.34, 106.39,
111.74, 112.41, 113.28, 124.26, 125.b.22, 127.13, 128.13, 129.22, 130.19, 136.13,
150.44, 154.57, 159.47, 160.17, 178.27, 198.4, 229.11
155.49, 156.36
27.20
147.10
197.6
218.19
3.25, 117.2, 155.37, 225.26, 226.6
75.21
11.24, 13.19, 60.3, 64.3, 75.11, 79.4, 81.24, 82.2, 32, 84.2, 86.3, 87.7, 96.21, 25,
98.2, 99.3, 102.11, 63, 105.3, 106.2, 107.1, 13, 113.21, 131.5, 135.9, 139.16, 149.20,
151.19, 176.7, 177.18
20.8, 23.3, 26.6, 27.6, 46.4, 8, 48.11, 17, 49.16, 53.11, 13, 66.35, 67.6, 73.8, 20,
79.6, 81.10, 37, 82.5, 21, 83.15, 84.6, 16, 85.13, 87.14, 21, 91.4, 92.5, 93.4, 94.5, 12,
95.20, 98.5, 13, 108.5, 10, 125.b.12, 132.3, 6, 134.4, 6, 138.6, 140.15, 141.6, 143.6,
151.6, 161.23; p. 387
102.76, 189.3, 190.5, 207.3, 209.9
226.17
4.9, 98.24, 155.41, 159.37
49.9
48.23, 49.23
3.12, 4.24

132.15
7.9, 10.8, 11.46, 21.6, 94.16, 111.44
71.15, 188.2
15.12, 85.31, 86.21, 88.55
163.26
101.38, 183.5
75.26, 220.19, 26, 225.7
68.16
75.25
6.48, 68.13, 20, 89.48, 94.33, 98.35, 102.74, 111.100, 138.10, 149.13, 151.14,
155.29, 163.19, 174.23, 177.2, 181.10, 195.14, 211.14, 216.8, 218.38, 220.26, 223.35
48.4, 24, 49.1, 25, 103.26, 204.5; pp. 49, 578
p. 328
12.16
216.11; pp. 421, 577
154.14, 155.13, 159.18
3.20, 4.27, 28
4.11, 30, 163.2
3.25, 4.6, 11, 33, 6.28, 11.38, 15.7, 27.18, 39.5, 57.8, 69.27, 77.3, 81.24, 37, 82.33,
37, 83.28, 84.14, 85.15, 89.37, 93.16, 94.28, 95.50, 96.37, 98.30, 100.24, 101.21,
103.16, 104.15, 105.20, 28, 31, 106.17, 26, 34, 108.8, 112.14, 113.17, 114.21, 117.1,
118.10, 125.a.10, b.7, 21, 129.12, 132.4, 16, 134.12, 154.51, 155.9, 37, 161.5, 22
162.27, 163.32, 166.14, 178.27, 179.11, 16, 189.10, 190.9, 195.8, 209.6, 210.61, 115,
218.23, 220.45, 221.29, 222.35, 225.11, 25, 226.6
9.19, 102.60
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3.7, 62.7, 178.19, 185.12
176.19, 178.21, 180.b.12; pp. 528-529
55.8, 67.14, 132.11, 136.4, 141.19, 142.25, 144.5, 147.1, 148.33, 150.34, 152.27,
154.46, 175.19
214.58
10.12, 185.12, 213.9, 214.1, 53, 215.1; pp. 3, 67, 392, 416, 529
120.40
225.19
107.26, 176.12
129.12
6.54, 11.32, 35, 26.15, 27.16, 49.32, 68.22, 82.49, 83.19, 21, 84.29, 85.30, 86.28,
88.56, 89.26, 90.19, 91.14, 93.32, 96.31, 100.64, 101.34, 103.37, 107.15, 109.a.7, b.5,
111.68, 74, 114.6, 120.38, 125.b.22, 131.22, 133.18, 136.3, 142.24, 144.1, 146.2,
148.32, 150.34, 152.27, 159.43, 162.23, 178.27, 179.8, 9, 17, 180.a.17, 182.2, 185.13,
204.3, 212.40
97.23, 112.34, 129.19
2.6, 27.5, 84.5, 85.25, 86.6, 98.5, 100.12, 50, 111.94, 126.4, 130.15, 149.4, 211.10,
214.49
220.45, 223.27
12.18, 97.25, 100.41, 107.23, 111.70, 114.17, 125.b.17, 163.31
84.23, 175.7
64.12, 73.7, 101.21, 102.65, 107.14, 24, 27, 109.b.6, 125.a.16, b.4, 131.12, 144.2,
148.22, 149.16, 17, 150.23, 151.16, 156.16, 159.21, 166.9, 173.9, 178.5, 222.28, 39, 42
69.16, 70.15, 71.20, 77.3, 84.14, 87.20, 90.7, 93.21, 100.24, 31, 101.21, 103.16,
105.20, 106.17, 108.9, 112.14, 113.17, 129.12, 141.12, 148.25, 150.26, 159.29, 161.5,
176.33, 177.5, 179.16, 185.8, 217.5, 218.17, 30, 219.9, 222.7, 223.7
218.40; p. 312
217.29
218.36
66.16

108.17, 125.b.16
12.36, 64.3, 88.23, 100.27, 129.13, 155.2, 178.2, 185.10; p. 42
224.11
3.2, 4.19, 8.14, 13.8, 21.8, 23.8, 29.4, 35.4, 48.22, 49.22, 81.21, 83.10, 17, 88.14,
89.16, 91.7, 10, 93.17, 94.7, 95.15, 33, 96.20, 100.20, 43, 101.13, 18, 102.8, 103.6, 32,
39, 105.14, 106.7, 107.5, 110.15, 111.27, 56, 112.4, 113.8, 125.a.6, 20, 127.2, 129.6, 17,
130.7, 131.7, 176.10, 15, 218.26; pp. 175, 366
4.39; p. 31
3.3, 4.20; p. 385
176.5, 177.16
6.44; p. 31
35.9, 36.9, 182.3; p. 49
20.2, 84.23
9.10, 11.5, 16.2, 18.2, 19.1, 20.2, 21.1, 22.3, 23.2, 25.2, 14, 27.21, 39.1, 46.3,
47.3, 48.28, 49.29, 75.31, 79.25, 81.7, 33, 82.28, 84.5, 85.3, 33, 86.22, 87.33, 88.1, 25,
38, 89.1, 90.3, 10, 91.2, 92.1, 93.2, 94.34, 41, 95.3, 96.14, 98.5, 28, 99.2, 8, 100.44,
104.4, 106.38, 111.72, 94, 113.10, 120.10, 129.8, 20, 130.18, 131.21, 133.9, 136.7,
138.2, 141.3, 22, 142.27, 143.3, 144.7, 146.6, 147.4, 148.36, 150.38, 152.31, 154.4,
162.28, 168.2, 172.3, 220.21; p. 48
p. 282
9.21, 46.7, 47.5, 94.16, 20, 140.21
10.10, 197.15; p. 395
4.8, 9
223.36
66.33
217.27
157.16, 159.39, 160.7
139.13, 23, 145.7, 148.14, 149.12, 150.15, 151.13, 27, 152.13, 156.32, 157.18,
179.4, 9, 18, 185.14
4.6, 10, 31, 12.16, 15.7,
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(continued) 16.4, 59.5, 63.7, 64.7, 68.5, 17, 21, 69.13, 24, 70.12, 23, 71.13,
73.12, 79.10, 81.15, 23, 37, 82.5, 17, 84.10, 85.10, 87.15, 88.13, 89.15, 32, 92.6, 12,
93.16, 94.16, 26, 95.23, 96.21, 97.15, 98.8, 99.8, 100.22, 101.16, 102.20, 103.5, 105.16,
106.10, 107.8, 15, 109.b.15, 111.37, 112.12, 113.14, 114.7, 19, 120.19, 125.a.12, 130.7,
13, 131.7, 132.4, 134.4, 9, 137.5, 138.7, 9, 140.21, 143.8, 9, 148.24, 149.12, 13, 150.25,
151.14, 15, 154.13, 38, 155.6, 156.17, 159.16, 33, 35, 161.1, 6, 22, 168.6, 170.7, 176.9,
178.8, 179.11, 185.6, 188.10, 198.4; p. 194
217.6; p. 49
102.47
48.21, 49.21, 149.25, 179.2
111.44
220.23, 41
86.10, 96.14
26.17; p. 577
85.36
127.16, 128.16
p. 31
100.68
211.7
9.3; p. 425
217.20
53.7, 64.10, 94.31, 102.57, 127.7, 129.4
66.24
220.22, 44, 224.26
82.40, 85.28, 120.40
159.46
220.45
13.24, 111.13, 36, 130.13, 214.37; pp. 4, 6, 31, 93, 283, 398, 497
p. 84

136.8
136.5, 141.20, 23
218.36
2.5, 3.26, 4.7, 18, 22, 6.44, 9.19, 11.11, 32, 43, 18.7, 25.7, 13, 28.11, 39.4, 48.28,
49.29, 53.15, 62.6, 64.7, 66.3, 27, 34, 69.19, 71.18, 73.12, 77.4, 78.1, 79.10, 18, 82.41,
46, 83.30, 84.10, 29, 85.14, 29, 86.27, 87.16, 20, 88.8, 22, 30, 93.11, 94.34, 96.7, 98.26,
31, 100.64, 101.22, 102.28, 103.19, 35, 104.7, 9, 105.20, 22, 28, 106.18, 22, 28,
109.b.14, 111.22, 25, 44, 45, 54, 91, 112.37, 113.16, 125.a.18, b.11, 15, 129.4, 11, 13,
131.19, 24, 132.7, 133.16, 18, 134.13, 137.6, 12, 138.9, 16, 139.22, 140.7, 141.11, 13,
19, 27, 142.18, 143.10, 144.5, 11, 145.7, 148.17, 25, 150.19, 27, 151.26, 152.17, 21,
153.8, 16, 154.19, 23, 30, 51, 53, 155.16, 157.10, 159.8, 11, 27, 28, 43, 161.10, 11, 24,
162.24, 163.14, 26, 166.12, 168.9, 174.16, 176.40, 177.9, 178.3, 17, 179.28, 182.2,
185.13, 188.9, 189.1, 14, 190.3, 5, 191.6, 196.8, 10, 13, 17, 200.8, 207.10, 208.9, 14,
209.11, 211.6, 12, 14, 212.41, 57, 214.35, 217.12, 218.22, 33, 35, 42, 219.2, 222.25,
223.39
75.18
224.25, 225.18
11.10, 20, 12.26, 57.9, 70.4, 15, 22, 179.2, 30; pp. 97, 290
11.18
7.8, 27.3, 48.21, 49.21, 66.27, 79.16, 84.16, 26, 85.16, 86.21, 88.19, 89.25, 93.22,
94.26, 96.25, 98.11, 103.17, 111.53, 60, 112.16, 113.18, 179.21; pp. 12, 42, 45-46, 172,
175, 379, 418, 428, 460, 519, 523
9.18, 36.5, 60.10, 73.29, 84.27, 86.25, 87.36, 94.38, 96.34, 97.14, 109.a.12, 112.39,
118.24, 129.10, 21, 155.44, 156.35, 157.17, 159.45, 163.18, 30, 31, 199.2, 202.7, 205.3,
207.7, 208.11
178.14
7.5, 11.15, 68.19, 153.16
9.24, 11.30, 12.35, 70.21,
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111.82, 139.22, 145.7, 149.29, 151.26, 153.22, 154.35, 42, 156.31, 157.17, 185.14
87.1, 214.5
66.5, 69.4, 70.4, 94.2, 102.26, 67, 105.35, 107.31, 111.16, 112.7, 40, 128.2, 129.7,
22, 131.17, 149.18, 176.11, 24, 177.1, 185.3, 188.4, 218.32
48.15, 49.14, 69.15, 70.7, 82.8, 94.7, 19, 111.28, 114.2, 126.5, 127.6, 129.5,
131.18, 172.10; pp. 77, 421, 453
3.1, 4.19, 53.7, 81.20, 95.14, 100.19, 101.12, 102.8, 105.13, 106.6, 112.4, 113.8,
125.a.6, 131.10, 176.16
3.10, 218.26
66.29, 81.36, 94.32, 162.26, 221.21
49.32
182.2, 219.8, 224.15
213.8, 225.31; p. 502
94.18
p. 425
179.25
218.22
135.14
222.41; p. 23
176.5, 177.17
185.11
176.4, 177.17
221.21, 223.22
221.25
91.17
218.34
221.25
112.40; p. 528

179.10, 199.6, 209.16, 211.4, 15, 214.36; p. 282
228.5
153.12, 166.11, 178.8, 219.6
9.6, 84.8, 100.28, 107.11, 108.11, 111.35, 134.7, 149.13, 151.14, 153.16, 155.9, 31,
161.23, 163.13, 176.40, 177.10
11.34
111.18, 148.21, 150.22
225.15
75.22
11.42
4.7, 32, 7.6, 9.16, 11.14, 43, 12.8, 27, 28, 25.11, 48.19, 26, 49.19, 26, 53.13, 57.18,
59.8, 9, 68.20, 69.21, 81.13, 22, 82.19, 83.26, 86.31, 88.24, 34, 93.29, 94.5, 33, 95.49,
96.35, 97.6, 11, 98.21, 100.42, 102.61, 103.32, 104.5, 9, 106.23, 107.34, 109.a.20,
111.18, 22, 44, 113.16, 125.b.6, 17, 129.4, 7, 11, 130.11, 131.13, 24, 139.8, 14, 141.7,
142.8, 148.9, 14, 150.9, 16, 152.8, 153.12, 155.45, 156.24, 35, 159.46, 160.3, 15,
162.33, 166.6, 9, 11, 170.13, 176.33, 177.6, 178.4, 8, 29, 180.a.5, 192.5, 214.76, 217.20,
25, 27, 221.24, 35, 225.27
87.40, 162.17, 33
85.9, 86.9, 94.15, 96.13, 198.1
102.1, 70
156.28, 159.40, 160.6, 189.3, 190.6, 191.7, 209.1, 3; p. 530
191.4
4.38, 53.9, 65.5, 82.45, 96.12, 98.28, 149.15, 154.40, 156.26, 160.4, 176.14, 177.20,
178.6, 179.25, 188.11, 192.3, 196.7, 197.13, 200.3, 204.6, 211.8; pp. 43, 173
3.14, 25, 4.6, 12, 15, 23, 24, 31, 36, 39, 7.2, 3, 4, 6, 11, 12, 14, 17, 8.11, 9.7, 10.7,
11.8, 15.6, 14, 16.2, 7, 11, 17.2, 5, 18.2, 5, 7, 11, 19.1, 5, 6, 20.2, 7, 11, 21.2, 5, 11,
22.4, 7, 23.5, 9, 25.3, 5, 6, 10, 13, 26.4, 7, 10, 27.2, 6, 7, 9, 11, 13, 15, 17, 20, 32.3,
39.2, 45.4, 46.3, 5, 8, 47.2, 48.9, 16, 17, 49.7, 15, 17, 53.12, 57.8, 59.4, 9, 60.4, 7, 62.2,
63.3, 6, 8, 15, 64.3, 6, 9, 66.4, 31, 68.12, 19, 69.8, 27, 70.8, 73.8, 77.4, 7, 79.2, 4, 9, 13,
14, 19, 81.19, 32, 82.6, 23, 29, 41, 83.4, 16, 26, 31, 85.10, 15, 16, 20, 27, 29, 30, 86.4,
10, 27, 87.10, 14, 88.1, 9,
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(continued) 14, 18, 28, 29, 31, 36, 46, 51, 55, 89.2, 11, 29, 34, 91.5, 92.7, 8, 16,
93.12, 94.4, 5, 12, 15, 17, 22, 23, 25, 30, 95.4, 7, 13, 32, 42, 45, 96.15, 16, 19, 31, 35,
36, 45, 97.25, 98.26, 100.19, 26, 31, 63, 101.11, 27, 102.7, 22, 28, 36, 49, 65, 76, 103.8,
20, 104.26, 105.4, 13, 106.36, 107.14, 17, 33, 109.b.8, 110.17, 21, 111.15, 26, 37, 42,
52, 63, 67, 69, 80, 92, 112.3, 11, 12, 25, 113.7, 14, 114.15, 116.6, 118.10, 19, 120.22,
35, 37, 38, 125.a.5, 24, 25, b.13, 126.9, 127.10, 129.5, 14, 24, 130.11, 131.5, 9, 24,
134.2, 5, 6, 135.12, 136.7, 13, 15, 137.2, 8, 138.2, 12, 139.2, 4, 140.2, 4, 14, 18, 23,
141.2, 21, 142.2, 18, 20, 143.2, 146.5, 147.3, 10, 148.2, 4, 20, 27, 35, 42, 149.19, 150.2,
4, 21, 28, 37, 44, 151.18, 152.2, 20, 22, 153.6, 154.2, 10, 18, 21, 155.4, 18, 22, 34, 46,
48, 156.3, 11, 14, 36, 38, 157.2, 7, 10, 11, 16, 159.2, 4, 15, 16, 20, 24, 47, 49, 160.15,
16, 161.15, 162.3, 24, 163.11, 164.2, 165.7, 166.10, 167.2, 5, 168.3, 170.2, 7, 174.1, 8,
11, 176.31, 44, 177.5, 178.25, 26, 179.5, 15, 180.b.15, 184.14, 186.9, 187.3, 189.10, 14,
16, 190.9, 191.1, 192.7, 195.1, 3, 196.2, 3, 209.6, 211.2, 212.55, 214.49, 218.32, 35,
226.1, 18
6.46, 7.7, 65.2, 66.8, 33, 67.11, 71.12, 73.15, 79.23, 81.18, 29, 82.13, 25, 83.6,
84.13, 19, 85.23, 86.12, 16, 87.18, 29, 88.7, 17, 36, 89.8, 19, 30, 92.14, 93.9, 20, 94.36,
95.11, 27, 96.18, 32, 98.10, 16, 29, 100.17, 33, 40, 101.9, 29, 102.5, 34, 103.14, 27,
105.10, 107.4, 29, 109.a.29, 112.1, 31, 113.5, 24, 119.15, 120.32, 124.21, 125.a.4,
129.18, 132.4, 8, 12 ( ), 133.14, 134.5, 8, 135.5, 8, 136.1, 137.10, 138.7, 14, 139.10, 21,
140.9, 20, 141.9, 17, 142.9, 21, 27, 143.7, 144.0, 145.5, 148.10, 28, 149.8, 28, 150.11,
29, 151.10, 24, 152.10, 23, 30, 153.19, 154.12, 22, 155.12, 28, 32, 156.21, 159.13, 32,
161.19, 162.21, 163.23, 168.8, 175.13, 20 ( ), 189.12, 190.10, 207.2, 208.6, 209.7,
217.12; (reversed) 154.33, 156.27, pp. 42, 49
82.44, 111.53, 55, 162.20, 214.34; pp. 379, 418
12.21, 13.23, 25, 88.46, 94.23, 95.29, 97.7, 15, 98.22, 101.39, 102.37, 110.17,
111.78, 129.19, 141.11, 148.25, 150.26, 155.39, 176.30, 177.3, 178.25, 180.a.4
111.70
129.13
12.34
11.17, 102.50, 52, 105.3, 107.13, 111.12, 37, 118.3, 129.4, 149.26, 163.18, 176.3,
177.16, 178.3, 5, 179.5, 207.7, 208.11, 14, 210.59, 60, 214.41, 217.25, 220.46, 221.30,
223.17, 224.18
11.19, 113.27
49.31
106.32
3.1, 4.19, 102.39

129.21; p. 380
6.44, 212.57
53.8, 69.20, 26, 180.a.5, 181.15, 211.5, 212.40, 214.37, 220.20, 221.1, 22, 223.1,
224.19, 225.22; pp. 97, 529, 573
96.14, 175.26
9.20, 82.19, 89.23, 40, 102.15, 55, 107.18, 112.39, 125.a.13, 135.9, 139.14, 148.15,
150.16, 152.14, 15, 161.16, 176.36, 177.8, 191.3, 214.42, 220.26, 40
102.60, 111.45, 68, 131.13
124.24
7.9, 54.5, 57.3, 58.3, 59.7, 10, 60.5, 63.3, 9, 17, 64.4, 10, 67.5, 12, 71.4, 78.2,
79.5, 81.7, 82.2, 10, 39, 85.3, 86.4, 88.1, 25, 38, 89.1,
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32, 46, 90.2, 10, 91.2, 92.1, 93.2, 94.8, 24, 95.3, 96.5, 101.19, 40, 103.3, 41, 48, 107.2,
108.4, 109.a.8, 10, b.2, 19, 111.30, 86, 112.8, 113.10, 114.11, 118.6, 14, 120.5, 10, 31,
36, 125.a.8, b.2, 23, 129.7, 9, 131.6, 10, 23, 132.3, 9, 133.9, 134.3, 9, 135.3, 136.14,
137.4, 138.3, 8, 11, 139.4, 140.5, 13, 14, 141.4, 5, 142.4, 143.3, 9, 147.11, 148.4, 19,
149.3, 15, 150.4, 20, 21, 45, 151.3, 16, 152.4, 19, 153.5, 19, 154.4, 16, 57, 155.5, 14, 42,
156.5, 33, 157.3, 19, 159.4, 19, 25, 36, 44, 160.13, 17, 161.13, 162.9, 28, 163.13, 167.2,
6, 168.2, 170.3, 172.3, 173.5, 174.19, 181.10, 183.7, 184.6, 185.3, 10, 186.16, 195.3,
198.5, 207.4, 208.8, 209.13, 216.8, 10, 229.6, 11
66.31, 153.6, 163.15, 174.26, 189.8, 190.7, 191.7, 209.4, 214.6
89.41
69.21, 70.18, 106.18, 179.7, 222.20
12.33, 13.17, 26.14, 27.15, 105.21, 106.3, 107.26, 111.41, 112.26, 148.25, 150.26,
223.15, 224.14
228.3
94.3, 29
89.23, 95.21, 153.9, 162.10
63.3, 13, 66.35, 73.8, 11, 84.6, 9, 85.7, 86.7, 88.12, 89.14, 41, 93.15, 94.13, 95.22,
96.9, 98.2, 8, 102.22, 47, 56, 107.12, 112.10, 114.1, 120.15, 22, 130.6, 139.4, 140.3,
141.12, 142.3, 148.3, 149.2, 25, 150.4, 151.2, 152.3, 155.4, 8, 11, 26, 156.4, 11, 157.3,
12, 159.4, 161.4, 163.22, 177.15, 178.2, 195.2, 196.3, 207.8, 208.12, 216.6, 219.3,
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Gaius Inst. 1.53 586
Galen Libr. propr. 2 12
Gregory Naz. Ep. 20 8
Herodotus 4.23 12
6.97 51
Homer Od. 22.330-339 10
Josephus AJ 13.51 529
AJ 14.314, 319 484
AJ 16.168 31
Livy 35.51 5, 18, 83
36.20 57
37.27-28 286
42.11-15 48
44.29 52
45.4-5 397

LXX Num. 35:6 30
1 Macc. 10:31 528
2 Macc. 3:12 528
2 Macc. 4:33-34 497
2 Macc. 15:16-24 530
Lycurgus Leoc. 93 10
Malalas 234 497
267 574
Onasander Strat. 4.1 4
Oppian Hal. 2.642-660 13
Parmenides frag. 8.47 31
Pausanias 2.33.3 52
3.10.8 8
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5.4 43
7.25.1 88
9.12.3 68
Philochorus frag. 176 154
frag. 177 86
Phlegon frag. 1 43
Piso Frugi frag. 4 576
Plato Axioch. 371 51
Plutarch Arist. 21 50-51
Pomp. 24 38
Thes. 36.4 89
Polybius 4.3.5 57
4.9.10 54
4.18 91
4.25.2 57
4.35.3 14
4.49.3 363, 442-443
4.73 42
5.19.3 8
6.14.8 31
9.34 38, 91
16.1.6 364
16.13.2 7, 38
Posidonius frag. 28 344
frag. 36 499
Schol. Ar. Thesm. 224 31
Servius ad Aen. 2.761 4

Statius Theb. 12.481-518 4, 85
Strabo 9.2.36 84
14.1.23 389-390
16.2.14 11
16.2.19 494
16.2.29 533
Suda t 553 8
Suetonius Tib. 37.6 583
Tacitus Ann. 3.36 578, 580
Ann. 3.60-63, 4.14 580-586
Ann. 12.61 111
Hist. 1.42 578
Themistius 15.190c 32
Theocritus 7 143
Theophrastus Char. 24.18 118
Thucydides 2.71 49
4.97 3
4.118 45
5.18 45
Vitruvius 3.2.6 327
Xenophon Hell. 4.3.20 56-57
Documents
Aphrodisias and Rome 6-8 212
35 213
43 p. 431
Asylieurk. Kos 1 13
28
3 12

4-16 14-49
Chr.W. 54 228
70 223
CIG 1052b 167-170
1689 4
2670 174
2943 186
3045-3058 132-159
3656 166
CIJ 1449 228
CIL III 184 218
7118 183
III Suppl. 6583 228
Corinth VIII.1 22 p. 3
C.Ord.Ptol. 62-63 p. 544
64-70, 72 219-226
FD III.1 351 4
483 p. 100
III.2 134 132-134
III.3 240 178
261 179
342 165
III.4 132-135 p. 32
153 7
163 163
353 p. 46
358 1
372 62
512 p. 48

I.Asklep. 1 181
I.Cos 20 36
I.Cret. I 111 1 147

Page 670

I.Cret. I (continued)
V

52 150

53 159
VI

1 146
2 156
VIII

8 136

XIV

1 148

XVI

2 142

15 152
1 55

XVII

2 157

XIX

XXVII

1 138
2 57

XXX

II 11 151
1 145

III

2 154
16 65
V

17 140

X

2 139

XII

21 149

XV

2 160
2 59

XVI

3 143

III

XXIII

3 137

XXVI

1 141

III

2 144

IV 177 188

178 200
196 56
197 175
I.Délas 1511 p. 52
1551 p. 494
I.Didyma 391 pp. 39-40, 177
304 p. 178
I.Fayoum II 112-114, 116-118 221-223
II 135-136 224-225
III 152 220
IG II2 844 pp. 288-289
1132 p. 32
3172 230
VII 16 167-170
97 53
413 6
1720 229
4135-4136 2-3
IX.12 4 67
96 p. 9
135 p. 92
179 178
185 p. 52
186 77
191 54
192 132
388 168
582 81

609 p. 31
XI.4 1298 165
XII.1 923 p. 590
XII.3 254 175
XII.5 723 p. 589
802 p. 163
857 54
860 p. 163
867 56
868 57-58
XII Suppl. 165 p. 39
XIV 358 p. 592
I.Gerasa 30 p. 539
IGLSyrie 1.199 pp. 31, 506
1271b p. 501
4028 218
IGR I 1315 228
III 106 p. 459
869 p. 472
901 p. 463
1020 218
IV 567 p. 447
581 p. 447
1557 153
1677 pp. 378-379
I.K.
I.Ephesos 1388 p. 387
1520 182
1522 183

I.Erythrai 507 102
I.Iasos 6 177
150 p. 23
606 174
I.Kalchedon 5 63-64
I.Knidos 219 105
802 158
I.Mylasa 641-659 187-205

Page 671

I.Smyrna 573 pp. 97-101
574 p. 100
590 180
I.Stratonikeia 3 p. 418
7 p. 425
12 211
19 p. 424
20 p. 424
505 210
I.Tralleis 3 pp. 416-417
21 129
ILS 97 183
540 218
574 228
I.Magnesia 15b p. 189
16-87 66-131
215 p. 187
I.Olympia 39 pp. 100, 175
I.Pergamon 223 p. 368
LSAM 75 pp. 416-417
85 182
LSCG 73 2-3
158 p. 112
Suppl. 34 p. 3
MAMA III 65 p. 589
VIII 430 431
IX 13 p. 448

OGIS 129 228
228 7
231 69
232 70
233 111
234 163
262 218
282 68
319 131
333 216
441 210
453-5 212
736 225
746 164
752 p. 463
761 219
P.Dura 32 p. 516
Roman Documents 1 p. 46
18 210
23 6
28 212
30 211
32 184
34 153
36 173
37 p. 46
40 p. 47
51 p. 468

54 180
55 181
69 186
Royal Corres. 9 pp. 400-401
21 13
22 p. 174
23 p. 363
25-28 8-11
31-34 68-71
35 135
47 p. 591
49 177
50 176
55 p. 16
64 185
68 216
70 218
71 p. 486
SEG 2.330 p. 483
SGDI 1411 132
1413 178
2529 163
2530 133
2532 4
2675 134
2733 7
3752 166
5085 55
5146 175

5157-5164 187-200
5165-5185 136-159
Syll.3 339 p. 7
456 11
547 p. 23
550 62
554 67
557 66

