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ROGER 5. BAGNALL AND THOMAS DREW-BEAL

Notes on the History of Kourion

de recent publication of T. B. Mitford's fnscrip!{qns of Kourion ()
l has given us, despite that work’s defects (%), a-bedy of material -

for study of this Cypriot city vivalled by none of the othersmali:: "

cities of the island for its amplitude and avaflability.- In the following ..

paper we will study several aspects of e history of the. city-which -

veceive a less than satisfactor ¥ neatment at Lhe hands of the edltor af‘ g
Ukese inscriptions.

1. & Piolemaic cm;mandane?

oni nythe.

1. Kourion 32 is a fragmeﬂtary Jmnouhc decree for
Lext of which is presented as foliows ;

[L — Paecidedorros !Imﬁ;ﬁaﬁu'
irof Hrolepuion, pyvds) duglov o
[Ebokev Kovpidooly. viit fowdije -

1 {0l dogosves slnjur. Eageddy
[¢ detva — — —)¢ Ziddivios,
|6 yerduevos éxfl vijs addews
[wectpapyos], medogwr. 16 féi- - -

8 [veore el Adyowd wul foyer.
|beetdded megl Tods modirag o
[fudr & olis T yeydraras &7 - -
fords mgafiov?, Eveuer doe-

12 [zdfs =ul dlvdpuyelias =i o
[eds wiy aldder nal vods e~
[Fras Y] elvor adlvoly mfod)
[frny xai} edepyérlny wal ToRg].

{1) Memoirs of the American Philosaphical Sociely, VoL.83, 1871, We have col- -
luborated o this article as a whole, but primary responsibility for- seclzon 1 rosts
with Baguall ané Lhat for soctions 2 and 3 with Drew-Bear: :

(2} Om Lhe editorial methods aml contenis of 1his volume, sce our article in Pﬂoe-

aix 27 (1973}, pp. 99-117 and 213-244, aml articles by Drew-Bear (BASP, g, 1072, - :

»p. 85-107) on the curse tablels, Chr: Habicht (Giardugei Fesischrift, Iorth
o no. 42, and W, D. Lebok (2PE 12, 1873, pp w; 137) o ne 104,

Gyl

iming) -
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16 [Ezydrvovs] abrled, ovijoat 1]
[adrod wed sjinfdra —— —— -3
Of the letier forms, the editor remarks, «these suggest the third guarler
of the third century B.C.»

As vestored, the decree begins wilh 2 dating foxmula of which Mit-
ford says, ¢ This decree dowbtiess opened with the vear-sign L {Avi-
- Yonah, p. 114), ewrrent in Cyprus from ag least the time of the first
- Euergetes (1. B. Mitford, Class. Quart. 44 (1950} 1 p. 99, n, 2), followed
by the tegnal vear of a Ptotemy parl of whose name survives at the
end of fine 1. The palvenymic of Euergetes, whom we have already
| found reason to expect (), adequately fills the lacunde, so that it is
very probable that owr inscription falls beiween the years 246 and
291 B.C.» .

There are & number of preblems here. First, all knows dated decrees
from the Plolemaic-controlled cities begin with a standard formuls,
which s the same as that used in Egypt () : Buorisvorros Plolemy son
of so-and-so, vear x, month y. The year, whether represented by the
word &rops or the sign L, never precedes the word BaaideborTog, as
in this restoration. Secondly, this restoration vields a line length of
24 or 25 letiers, while the more securely restorable lines of the inserip-
tion do not exceed the limits of 20 to 93. This objection is, of course,
not cenelusive, but it indicates the tikelihood of a slightly shorter line
length and hence restoration.

“Plrese observations suggest that a vestovation of

[Bustisborras Hroldepiion
{ro# MFrofspulor T ——] darsior ¢

would be clearly preferable. The woid  pprag is not essential.  The
line lengths ir this restoration would be 22 {line 1) and 23 or 2¢ (line 2),
depending on the regnal vear namber, white tite photograph published
ip [. Kourion shows that the Jast lettér of the second line is erowded
in at the end of the line.

(3) This + reason + is presumably the date of « third quaster of the third century
B.C. « quoted above tar the leller [arms.

{2y For these, see L. ROUERT, Documents de ' Asie Mineure meridionale, pp. 53-
53, esp, p. 54, nm. 6-8. The Egyptiar gxamples may be [ound in Warlerbuch Iif,
pp. 33-34; more yecent finds add nothing. v
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The editor has, as we have seen, suggested that Prolenry 111 Euerge-
tes was the sovereign represented by the phrase_ﬂrol.s,ita{ov 168"
Hrohepafov, with the allegation that this was Euergetes’ pafrowymic.
And so it was ; bul « son of Ptolemy » was equaliy the patronymic of
every Ptolemy axcept the first. And i fact, the dating formutas call
Euergetes « Ptolemy son of Proiemy and Assinoe, the Theoi Adelphois; i
it is Ptolemy 1I Philadelphos whe is called simply ¢ Ptolemy son of :
Ptolemy » (). This is as true of the overseas possessions of the Pto- "
lemies as of Egypt (). I aGtford is to identify this king as Fuergetes, h
¢hen, the burden of proof is upon him. One may safely conclude that
the reign in ¢uestion is that of Philadelphos, and nothing in the letter .. ’
sorms forbids this date. ' :

The heginning of the decree, after the dating formula, is read and

restored ["Edofey Kovoréolr i Bovdije - | lof doyovres eialar (%)
“The mention of the boule alone leads the editor 1o argue that Kourion
(ike Paphos) had an oligarchic constitution. This may be true, but
that the mention of mélzm; (line By and molivay (Bne 9) reinforee this
conelusion (as Mitford states) is not e case : rather, the former word
is (on Mitford’s vestoration) part of the hororand’s royal title, white
the latter is & typieal part of the banal phraseology of such decrees
and reflects no special situation.

The considerations begin, on the editor’s restoratién, "Emedh 114
Sefrg — — 3z Tiddwioz, 1 [6 perduevos 2x)i wifs milems | [pootous--
yes}. The ethaic Sidenian () provides the point of departure-for a
curious excursus (p. 76 1 « Sidon, conque;‘eé by the Ptolemies i 275 :
R.C., the seat of n Prolemaic mint by 261 and their chief garrison city.

in Pheenicia until the morrow of their decisive defeat at Panion in . . i

200 B.C., was famed as & mercenary center, The Sidonian-we lere

encounter was, we may conjecture, not & Hellenized nalive, but a mili- . - i

tary setiler, probably of the segand generalion v Mitford cites Lanney '

and Rostovizeff for his assertions about the garsison; but they deal

(1) CL. Warterbueh 111, pp- 33-4, R

(%) This point is made by 1. and L. Ropenr in Mélanges Isidnre Lény, Annuaire
e I'Instifnd de philologie et & histoire orienfules of slapes, 13, 1953, pp. 560-351.

{3) The placement of & period here is Incorveet ! of. the remarks of J. and L, Ro~
newr, Bull épigr. 1048, 1, and our review sriicle ciled in 1. 2, p. 1700 .

(4} This Sidontan is vegisteved in L. Micotaoy, Fvzmesai Proudal 32, 1968,
p. 38, no. 33, which sheuitl be added 1o Lhe Yist of works mentioning this document
w the lemma i L Kourien. o o o :

- 18t
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only with foreigners in the garrison of Sidon, men who relained their
own naticnality in the pelifeumala. There is no evidence for such
soidiers becoming citizens of Sidon and using Sidoniar as Lheir ethnic (3
And finding 2 Sidoniar in Ptelemaic service should not he se great a
surprise a5 the editor thinks; one may cite, for example, Philckles,
king of Sidor, prominent as a military commander for the Plolensies(®),

it is, however, dubicus that this man wss in voval serviee at all,
for the restoration of his Uitle is entirely without foundation. The editor
remarks of line 8, ¢ ielu is preceded by what would appear to be the
bottom of ai upright, so spaced as to admit rio. This mark, however,
may well be casuals. There is no veason to accept the claim that this
stroke Is ¢ casuais, and Mitford himself (p. 76) says, « in line & jmelpd
we have noled as epigraphically a very possible alternative to {al]i.»
Since wepl vij; adlem: is not parlicularly out of place, it is diffienlt
to see why, as the physically preferable reading, it should not be adep-
ted, In this case, the eatire titulature of the individual is to be elimi-
nated, since poodorgzos would now in line 7 be entively isolated and
without sense, while there is not room for it in line U after aflowing
for & definite article preceding it

Of the following lines, the editor is undoubtedly right that the par-
liciple modoowy requires disréde:, as is usual in the phraseclogy of
honorific decrees. The wost nataval place for it would be in the lacuna
of line 7, preceding mpdoowr. Stce yepéryrar is, like dwerélen a
finite verb, a conjunclion somewhere before it (since none follows i)
is necessary, and it is very likely that & zaf stoed in line 9. The con-
sequence of this is that the peculiar restoration of line 10 must he
replaced by an adjective or a noun accompanying peyéryrac to explain
what it was that this Sidorian has shewn himself to be.

Of lines 10-13 the editor comments, « the supplements of lines 10 and
11 {which I take fo mean ¢ in the matters wherein he has been their
superior») are guestionable ; and the position of &exev before its noun,
atthough not unknown in the prose authors of the fourth eentury B.C,,

(1} The cditor's date for the Plelemaic conquest of Sidon is also in error: the
correct dzle is 2876, when the rity was taken from Demetrius. See E. T, Newsnn,
Tyrus Redivion (1923) and E. Maxxt, Demeirio Polioreelz {1951), p. 57, n. 32,

(2} Pros. Fiol. 15085. Phitokles &5 admitiedly an exceptional figore, but seversl
ather Sidonians fownd i various roles in ke Plolemaie Kingdom may be found
in F. M. HFpicucouem, Die Apsmirtige Beuilkerung® (1963}

182

HISTORY OF KOURION

1 am: unable to paraliel epigraphical.lj.’_.». “On the latter ppiht, 1t. suffices .
to cite a Theracan inscription of the. second centurj."BC., TG XIL
3 466 17, lines 3 ff. : Svesey vijg elyer.xalofraylalivg els Tovs crrgu‘mu— :

tag =i Ty mdie.  More curious — and worthy of -the editor’s

doubts — is the placement of the entire Zrexer- phrase, connected very.
tenucusly as it is with the syntax of the decres. And the supplement
of lines 10-11 are, in truth, peculiar: they ave.not Greek.:”

The nratter may be vesolved by maémg ]mes 1[) if. as fo]lows :

10 fea. T Lz yepéenray mm—-'
{véoac wdlroy Evener doe- -
[viic zui d)»dpuyulios Tis
R sal Todg @O

4 [Ares zall shvar au[zo]9 n[oh]w
[zapp wzd

As to line lengths, line 10 is now ca. 22 ietters, lme 11 is still 19 letters o
{the last three letters are spread over an unusua[ly large area), and

line 14 becomes 22 instead of 20 letters. ' It is possibie to ses on-the - .~

photograph what appears to be the top of an iofw at the end of line- 10,
‘The photograph is not, however, sufficiently clear to allow us to ]udge B
the substitution of omécron for ormega in Jine 11, which. should le verified
ok the stone ; but this passage now makes connected sense;and foliows
an inteiligible Greek sentence order 1y plcal of this c)ause 13 hunor;bc

decrees. Lo : - : :

2. Multiple gynmasm at Kounon'?

In commenting on I, Is.amwn 46 an; mscnpuon from the secomi_'_
century B.C. erected by [of dlné pvlav]acidiv] in honer of 2 man and:.’
his sons, Mitford states, « the gymnasium at Kouslon — it is.somewhat «

surprising to note — is not as such elsewhere attestede. What fssurs..

prising is this sentence itself, siace no. 70, dated with hesitation’
i. Kourion to the eariy part of the reign of Auwgustus, i)egms, on the_._
editor’s restoration, with the following lines : : -

dyedli Tu,a,'-(- v
[*Edofs v =leldyylwe Ty dmd 'yvyvama[u]
{ppor? mpdirov? dravécar 1e TéY mOU-
4 [ordmp abr@ly ‘Eildpdior zth - i

Rt
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The editor comments (p. 143) : « it is of intirest to find that Xourien
at this date was lavge enough to possess more than one gymnasium.
Salamis in middle Hellenistic times had at jeast three ».

A number of problems arise here. As This basis for the statement
about Salamis, Mitford cites M. L. Strack, Die Dynastie der Plolemaer
(£897) ne. 99, who depended in furn on an edition. by Waddington
{no. 2756} of a dedication at Salamis to a Ptolemaic official apparently
emanating from off fpnfor (7) ofi dz yuprasiov vol[zov]. The do-
cument in questien was, however, re-edited (with a photograph) in
1966 by J. Pouilloux, in an article entitled precisely « Les trols gym-
nases de Salamine de Chypre o (5 ; Peuilioux showed (after J. Delorme)
that the line cited must be restored as follows: of [EpnBor nai] ol éx
yepvaaioy Tperf— ~— name, patronyinic and ethnic] (). Although the
correction by Pouillonx has been sabseguently accepted (3, 1. Kou-
rion (which is dated and appeared in 1971) ignores an articie of 1066
and presents without change the state of the question as it was in 1897,

To add to the confusion, no eross-reference is given in the remark
on no. 75 to the commentary on no. 48 (we have already seen that the
editor did not malte any connection between the +woy, where Mitford's
own version of the Salaminian inscription is Yo be found: « LeBas-
Wadd., no, 2758, where, however, we have, on my restoration, of g[nlo-
udzor)? of &z yupraciov rpizlov). » Although Mitford does not state
this fact here, he had seen the stene himself many vears before ().
Since the restoration of Pouilloux is certainly correct, it is equaily clear
that this dotted omieron must be regarded as imaginary. It is regret-
table that in a book published ir 1971 these dlztopdyol ol & yopra-
glov tofriov] should be launched on their career without any vegard
for the correct resteration published five years earlier.

I the Salaminian gymnasia cited as corroboraling evidence are
fictional, so equally are those of Kourion. In his commentary on the
fipst ine of no. 76, Mitford centinues: s Nevertheless, despite this pis-
rality of gymnasiq — for that our inscription proves, whether [rgd]rov
or [tpf}zov or even [rezdglror be the correct restoration — ihe office

(13 Rev. arch. 1966, pp. 337-340.
(2) For the correct restoration of the beginning of the line see J. and L. RopenT,

Buli, épigr. 1868, 571,
(3 P. Roescy, BCH 85 (1971} 5777 of. SEG XNV 1057 (the restoration at the

beghaning of the ine is tacitly suppressed in SEG).
(1) Op. Alh. 1, 1953, p. 54, M. 79,
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of gymnasiarch is notably uncommon at Ifourion » (1), In Jact one

may doubt that this inscription proves the existence of a plurality of -

gymnasia at Kourion ; for the editor himself admits that his restora-
tion [Zpjfowv] at the beginaing of the third line is uncertain (), and
with regard to the syntax of lhe entire phrase the remarks of Ponil-
loux (%) on the inseription of Salamis arve worth repealing here: ¢ Au
demenrant, In restitution rofz[ov] qui s'était impesee comme elie-
méme avec la premidre publication n'était guére d'une syntaxe satis-
fajsante. Se Eit-it agi ¢'un ordinal, il edt &té plus attendn de l'accom-
pagner de l'article et de Uintereater entre Varlicle et le nom 4. Resto-
ration and conclusions i . Nourion 76 are alike uneonvineing.
The middle portion of the same inscription is presented by the editor
as follows: -
. druvdoar T6 TOV PO~
4 jerdryr eirily ‘El2dpilor xal orepavdcald]
[adrdr zal Tlods vieds adrod *Agrdymadbyy
[rom o gty 10 e —] "Osn@eeddfy T Tis doeriiz
Ladry ()7 avepldven - wbrod &8 *Eldoqilorv
8 |dvabzivad dedmdrta galeoTr & Tt
[Emonguordiren Tof yegerecion 6wt

() By thus admilting [raflrer and |esvdpirov as possible Tesloralions, Mit-
ford Lacilly abandons the view cpressed in his fivst sdilion of this document, Op.
Areh. 6, 1950, p. 66t + [fpdpan? moilrou? and (véewr? Tevdnlrov?, epigraphically
satisfactory allernalives, give loo many gymmasia for a ity as smalt as Curins. »

(23 Surcly il is erreneous. Note that the inscription al Sulamis wenlions fire
groups, of [EpnPoi} and of & Juprasion. : .

{3} Rep. arch. 1966, p. 339,

(4) Mitford comments {p. 142}z « The supplements wir@r ond  drebeivar in
lines 7 and § respectivaly replace my origival &fiw: and dragrijaa in defersnce 1o
Profossor Robert’s strictures. s 1t is impertant lo distinguish 1 Lhe second of these
two reslorations ({dralsivar) dvdgrdre 2vi) s due to ¥, and L. Robert, whereas
the fivst is suggested In J, Keurfon. The refesence Lo« Professor Robert's strictures «
is o the discnssion of Lhe Tirst edition of this document (n. 1, above} whieh ap~
peaved in Bufl épigr. 193%, p. 9404, The Putletin, however, is written by Jeanne
and Louis Rabert, as these anthors have had pecasion to point oul (ef. REG 71
11958} xv, and for Mitlord, Bull. dpigr. 1963, 308} ; In the passage referved to for
Lhis Lext ane reads precisely 7 + Jo supplément ddfon rous parnit suspect ; on a plu-
siours exemples de ¢ T dosrils orégpaves s (of. for exanple Ad, WieHELM, Anz,
Wien 63, 1928, pp. 120-187, for the idiom of tke genitive with otéparos, &8 aré-
gaves qoloripiag, sovoiag, ele. § the personat pronoun wdridy has ne place here).
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[Snofmy 6¢ dlrabsivar wal sizdra woumTHy €
[domedioe Hmigotoe §) wrl

On the noun mgogrdrys:, restored in lines 3-4, the editor comments
(p. 143) : ¢ the title mpoozdry; To¥ pograoion, although oceurring here
anty for Kourion, abroad is weil attested. CL. for example, 7. toif yop-
vagiov at Branehidae (CIG 2882, 1. 16)» This same reference to an
inscription of « Branchidae ¢ is the first entry in L8J s.v. mgootdys 3,
« president or presiding officer »(2) 1 but one may note that the Corpus
of the inseriptions of « Branchidae » appeaved in 1938 (A. Rehm, In-
schriften von Didyma) and that the document cited duly appears therein
as no. B4, with commentary on pp. 114115, Furthermore, the inscrip-
tion from Kourion under discussian actually does not attest a wposTd-
Tz Tod ypuvacfor at Kourion: what it attests according to the res-
vorations is & agogrdTys Teb mollypicw Tdv Gz yopvaalow Sgifur
apdroy (vel sim.) — if one is willing to accept such an institution and
such Greek. Once again there is no cross-relevence to no. 46, where
the honovand is described on the editor’s restoration as Emeor[dryy
Favrdr] (scil. roHv and yepraciov) aithough in a noiv lo &0, 8 Alitford
asserts that s émordoyg . . . wonld appear o be the proper title for
the deputy or substitute to a gymnasiarch who has defaulted on his
duties or has beer unable to perform thems. A different interpretation
of this office appears {p. 102) in the commentary to no. 46 : « It is of
interest to find that Lhey recognize a chiel, presumably of their own
appointing, other than the novmal civic gymnasiarel @ in itself an in-
dication of some power and independence s. What is clear is that we
know very little about the offices of the gymnasium of Kourion, and
that the mutually exclusive hypotheses of the editor are equally vain
in the present state of our krowledge.
‘The failure af the editor to make a connection beiween nos. 46 and
76 produces yet more confusion in the commentary to the fermer text
when Mitford discusses the role of the gymnaasiuimn

(£) Vor the restoration [djradeivac al eixéva pouariy & Mozl Efmipatawi
in Bnes 011, il would have been vseful to refer 1o e parallels collected by J.
and L. Ropeny. Hull. épigr. 1951, 236 (on a previous publication by Mitford).

{2) The other references ciled by the dictionary for this section concern 7gourd-
rer of religious organizations. a aévabo; of Pactlagral in Bgypt OGS 13),
the Iobacehi at Athens (76 1% 1368}, and a Béugos of dwsvvsracral at Teos (SEG
IV 588).
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& Throughout the Hellenistic Zast and notably within the Piolemaic.
Empire the gymnasisn was & focus, 1ol merely of Hellenisi, but
of loyaliy te the regime. More particularly, there was.an intimate
connection belween Lhe military, both mercenaties an_d.scillers,' :
and this institulion... These dwé yepraglon, 1 weuld emphasize,
betong lo ke veigns of Huergeles I, Philopator and Philometor — ;
te a period, in shert, when ihe istand's garrison, stili composed' to: -
a substantial degree of military. settiers, was both iarge and influer
tighk., They ave not to be found aftey Euergetes I1 had refieved the
cities of Cyprus, with the exception of Paplos, Salamis, and possibly. 7
IKition, of their goovgru, and making w ciean breals with Lk organi~
zation of his predecessors, retied solely upon mercenaries imporled
from outside the Plolemaic empire. There would seem, then, lttle
doubt that tkese anonymous « members of the gymnasium b Were. .
predominantly mililary : but here is 1o reason lo think that i Gy~
prus they infringed — as they did on occasion elsewhere — onithe- .7
rights of thefr city’s conncil and-its magistrates, s * . e

As we have seen, however, Lhe dnd yogrucion. survive long past the.
reign of Phitometor at Kourion, in Ro. 76, and the assertion that they.” e
disappear with the gartison is thus groundless. Bat while one will not
doubt the conmeclion of Lhe gymuasim and the military forees i the
Plolemaic empire, one may be skeptical that the  dmd yupvesion were
« predominantly military ». With or withoul a _garrisox'z; a Greel city’
would have a gymnasium, and that gymuasium would have a presiding -
officer of some sort, ephebes, and alumui -~ for-that is. whas the dms 1
yopvasioe or dx supragior (as at Salamis, where they are distinguished: T
[rem the ephebes) were (). As for the idea that the groups eisewhere - ;
« infringed on the rights » of the council and magistrates, Mitford cites:
ne examples of such actiens; in fact, any, aésc:til)lg',' whether it met’
regatarly as an institution or only & single time, could: pass decrees
and order them to be inscribed upon stane or comumission, theé erection

(13 €f. Ue lucid comments of M. Rostovlzell, SEHH WAL pps 1059-1060 2 ¢ But!
st wope of (e gymnasia in he foreign commnilies af. Egypl was nol, coulined io
the educalion al Lhie yvoung. The gymuasia were as-ismporiant in the life of Lhe.
atwlt Greeks as in Lhal of Wheir children, They were Lhe ragiying-point of aif those;
who themselves hnd received Greek education. - 0f &2 TOB PuprRGiot...... Siiee. 1
chiel supporters of Lhe gymnasium were on the one hand the cilies and on, the.olhet’
(he army. especiatly the sellled soldiers, Lhe asseciations ol of 4z Tl pupasion:
were clogely connecled wilh the citles and with the varlous conumunilies, mast]
ciimical. the polileamela, which were certainly as much ' paliticat” as military-in-
slilutions « 1 Cyprus, a land far longes hellenized than Egypt. eng ust nok Sup-
puse & sinuller role {or the Greek cities’ in Lhe lie o their own gy wasia, g :
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of honorific statues, alt this without infringing upon the prerogatives
of the eivic authorities.

3. A proconsul of Cypros and & evisit of Trajan»

1. Kourion 87 is a block of pitted sandstone with the dedication
of a statue of the proconsul Q. Seppius Celer AL Titius Sassius Candidus,
previously published (' with Frgfrjfoe in place of Fealx)iwe and
{709} £) in place of {K.]. Seppius is now known also from no. 111, pu-
Blished here for the first time, which gives the correct form of his name
and establishes the correct date: the reign of Trajan, precisely 1134
or 114/ (.

“Flie cursus of Seppius Celer, as vead and vesbored in both publica-
tions (%), presents a curious anomaly, for he is said to have heen

rupfa dijpow
Pragaion, dnpdoyw. £ agecf-
{evlrod &nfugyieie:? dvfusdiren

=

witlord comments (p, 163) 1 «The words &z moeoffevlrod ;‘:g[agx]ae’a;
dvflox|djren 1 take together, 1o dencte that this man from being
mér—el'y legafus provineioe (oeoferris mosafevri: drriaTodripyos) Was
promoted directly to the proconsulship, omitting the praetorship. But
not merely is such adlecko inler praeforios rare — i the inscriptions it
is regularly veported, as a mark of Imperial faver, in terms much more
explieit. Onr unusual phrase... seemingly indicates that Seppius LCeler
served consecutively hoth as legate and as proconsul in Cyprus: an
arrangement so abnermal &s o indicate some special circumstance, new
lost to uss, In the first publication of this text, this « special clrcum-
stance » was explained as follows (p- 70): ¢ We may here note that
Aarcus frecly exercised his vight of adlectic both inler quacsiorios and

1) Op, Arch. 6, 1930, pp. 68-70, ne. 37,

(2) The reason why Milford chose t¢ restove this proencien is nol apparent.

¢ ¥n his first publication of no. 87 Mitford had dated the inseription according
Lo his jndameny of the lelier forms: e Notable ave alpha with the straight ¢ross-bar,
rho with the rounded lop, omege Jarge and opett ] emikron towards the end of L 2
very swall, and probably under average size throughout the nseription »  He con-

_ eluded that « on the strength of Lhese forins I would aseribe Lhis document, Lentatively -

Lo the Antowihie period.-and pevhaps to the seign of Marcus «
(1} No change was made his portion of Lhe text in 1he seeond edition.
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inler praeforios ; and further, that it was in his reign that the tranquil-
Jity which the adjacent mainland had enjoyed for nearly. fifty years.
was broken, first by the Parthian wars and subsequently by the revolt .
of Avidius Cassiug». But since no. 111 now renders it necessary is -
venounce for this proconsul the reign of Marcus Aurclius in favor of-.
that of Trajan, the e special circumstance » rejuires a new.explanalion
(p. 1651 «With the Parthian war impending ik may well.he that -
Trajan, unwilling to take Cyprus Irom the Senate by imposing & lege-
fus Augusti, axranged the promotion of a subardinate official who had
Dotl: vecent experience of the province and his confidence... ‘Trajan
was af pains to secave his rear by having In the one oriental province.
not direetly under his contrs! at least a governor of his own choice ».
However, stadents of Homan administralion may be reluctant to ac~
cept both the Greek in the phrase &z mosufevrod dmanysins @bvadrelt)
and these elaborations of it {2 S
Furthermore, wilk regard to this progonsul one reads on page 163 1
that « not only is he himsell otherwise wukuown 1o us @), but SO'a[so,_"' o
I believe, is the genlificim Seppius ; while Sassius is very’ ANCOMMOn B, -
“This is an astenishing assevtion. In the RE is ar arficle s.v. Seppius
(s oskischer Vorname s} by F. Minzer (%) ; another article by A, Stein. -
on €. Seppins Rufus (registered in Preisigle’s Namenbuch . :
rees), Who held the position of head of the {dios loges in Egypt from
AD. 14 to 16{5; and a third on « Seppins 1, Ziegler in. den ohei‘_itéli-'
schen Alpen » ; one may also consult for Lhis Latin name the fundamen-

{1} “Fhis plarase is registered without t in Année éplgraphigne (el arch.).
1933, p. 213 no. 175 R R i

(2) Thus W. Eck, RE Suppt. NIEl, s.v. Seppius Ia, juaiges'timt 4 By ist jedoeh:
sehr unwahrseheinlich, dass fraian emen Senalor, der noch nichi einmad zur Prae-
tur gelangt war, zum Prokonsal gemachl hnbex sollbe. « R L .

(3) Scpplus is duly registered as proconsul of CGyprus by W. Lok, Sencleren ron,
Vespusinn bis Hadriun (1971), p. 223, with reference Doth Lo, Mitford’s Lirst publica<

liow of this document and to his mantion of it, togelher with the then lu;published_“' I

no. 111, in AJA 65, 1961, p. 104, n. 46, where the pame is tacilly correeted.
(4} Minzer ciles, among other referenices, Seppins Loesius, who has an ariicle i’
RE te lamsell : : B A
(3) The sources zre ciled ako by MG Trrava, Les earridres procumlﬁn’mnes_
Fquestres YIL p. 1084 ol on Seppius Rulus G \\‘._B(s\\:s:\soc&:, Augustus and e

Greek World, p. 43, 0. 5 1 + the pemen of the dalter s Oseiu o, See also I R, Swan- o0

xgx, The Plalemaic end Romen Idios Loyos (Ameriean “Stadies in Pnp}-_r_alogs' 8,
1970), who colleats the attestations on p, 127 {el. also py. 4% (L) VS
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1al work of W. Schulze (). Sassius (for which no paraliel is cited in
1. Kourion is_Dscan as well, in particular Samnite ().
Ne. 111, a previousiy unpublished document, is presented as follows :

Adrongdrme Kulsag, Grot Négova vids,

Népovas Toalwrsy epuords Tegpurexds,

damés, dapepsds péyoTon Onpagrsfs

gEopaius < 1o uf, udToxpdtmg T0 ¢, fimaros 16 1y {sic)
qathe matpfios vyvv TAmllove Yidrvp

vai dasilove Kelous, ixi Kolvrov Zenniov

Kéepns arfondron, lilidergeoror

sareexel < aoEr T Aelmovoay aré vijs wee-
otiays Aboorpdizey pépor Tod pégorTo;

ebs v Huglar 606v mpoadiey, Tiz damdyz
yevopdrys Ex Thw fovienTindy deadopdrair
sulds §f Kovgiéer fovki Sdoypdriey © zul

Kofvros Stnmos Kéle)y drlimaros
ouvspdgaEs.

Sinee Trajan held the office of consul enty six times, Lhe indication
fagro: T6 of in line 4 — emphasized in the text by sic- Is surprising.
in lis commentary Milford is less confident of his reading: « At the
end of the line, where again digamma Is 0 be expcctcd,r there are seem-

ingly Lwo letters. These traces suggest iold

{or upsiion} 2la». The

awmeral presented with emphasis as completely certain in the text is
by' e means clearly visible on the accompanying photograph, and the
editor himsell comments « here we could safely emend to ¢ (if indeed
this number was nol actually written) s When the letters on a stone
are hsus uncertain, is it not necessary to indicate this fact, above all
in an editio princeps, by printing them with dots in the text ()?

(1} Zur Geschichie lateinischer Bigennamen {Abh. der kbn. Ces, der Wiss. zu Giil-
Uingen, plil-hist. Ki N 2: 19047 : here the name IS regisiered ns Oscan on pp. 124
and 518 ; of. Lhe atieslations i 1L NI cited o8 p. 277, 0. 3

{2.) K. AMbuazer ciles In RE Sassia, molher of Cicera's Cluenlius Liabilus from
Loavisem in Samnien, amel a Sassius at Benevenbom g Ihe same Lwo aticstations b
Selwlze (0. 13 p. 388, PIRL registers Q. Tillins Sassius, 8 froler arvalls in the

second hall of fhe first cenbury.

£3) A shmilar observation way be made with regard lo ihe secondl mumeral in:
ihe same lise. Tn Lhe Lext Lhe indicalion wbrozedtig T6 ¢ Is printed as cartain,
bul in the commenlary we read: « the sumeral following the Imperial ncciamaliox:
has been obscured by dange Lo the stone. But g lower horizartal stroke, set above
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The inscription twice mentions the proconsul whom we have. already
mmet, Q. Seppius Celer. According to the editore his'pro;ullsalslxil}' began..”
on the evidence of the present document on' 1’ Julyof either A,D: 113
or 114, The former year is historically the _l;qu'e_ﬁkcly o1 Lhis’ i
pretation [referring to the conclusions. drawn froty 110, 87]. Bui there’ o
is further evidence in favor of AD.7 1135000 inscription states! not
merely that Q. Seppius Celer sanctioned expenditure ol this pavemenl.
— but that the work was congluded withia his texmof o_f_fic__:e';.._lf.thé :
inseription was cut not later than the.end of September: 114, the time’:
required for this sexies of events surely prectudes tl_aé 'p_os_sibi_ii'f,y_ that :
our praconsul arrived al most some; three motiths e:\rl'ler_s'._ Fven if:
this ferminus of September iS admitied; Tiow: many - Hopths: can. we .
reasonably assime Wwere required for:the combletion of tlm.:”pé{\'er'z_!'gut_ o
mentioned in the text? On page 218 of L Kottrion: are. discussed., the:
location and leagth of this pavement (& reference. 1o- plan2ie Sanctuary
of Apolio Hylatess wouid have betn heip'[u_lﬁherej. The T
clizGes, on grounds that seem to us less than assured () — because there :
is no way of determining the jocation..or thg_exteixtio{j he 'z 3
KibdoTotres — that < Trajan is pow credited \('1;11 e:_iLeri(’i_mg th

- from ihe bottom of the Street westwards. for some. forty

to the propylon s [ow many mcmths-\vpul_d_-ha\'_e-%)_ée;}: _ne_ccssé\ry ;'I_or
what Mitiord himself calls ea matier, Lo our-thinking 4 ivial — th

(he bases of ike oiher jellers, lngelher' with- Lhe! gbsence af any- Lragt _ot_'r_t-_cress—'_.'
siroke, strongly supberts digegmm. Exa_miﬁai'zbu ol -Livg pi\ot_agr_np!i apjpeats e
indicale that the slon¢ is less damaged in this Jelier-5pace. l_t\é_ni'.\lmurd asserts.
Now Trajaw's sixth acefamalion is assigned Lo 106. and. his seventh to 11LE% Lhe
date of this document is fixed in 114 by the clearly legible; ingication Iin'e._»{ of
the emperor's Lribunician power heldt for the eighicentdh, tmes Sfitford dates the”

Inseriplion before Lhe ldsl monlhs of this year_ou' e ground: that-whes it was, goi-

posed news of Lhe sevenlp acclamation lsad not yet reached Cypruss Hut it dsuss
clear on the photograph whether Lhe sloue does In fact read here gy o8 whelher.
(e StONEMEAsON, HNsWre gbout the co_mc& number oi'acc}ammlgus; cul-only 'il{c
1ow horizontal siroke {which is alt At is _c_learly'visihle)'anld '_z\é\'er_El\gr{i\'e;l :
complete fetier i this space- U SR
(%) + From Lhe present inseziplion (with our sg, 106) 1 infer shat from the Kourion:
Gate Lo Lie bolton of ke Streel and thenee 1o {he Tewply. of Apollo; the road was
already paved v3 bub m-ililer this %us_:riplion-n'u_r' no, 106:(28 (ragznc_l\i in Latis with
siralum) conising evidence Lo support Lhis_‘mﬁrenu : AT L "
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paving of a mere forty-seven yards () of roadway »? Surely it is not
safe te argue that this cowld not have been accomplished within three
months, and even less safe to use this argument as evidence for the
date of Seppins Celer's proconsulship.

Mitford continues, ¢ Here we may indulge in a profitable specula-
tion » and advances the hypothesis that Trajan visited Kourion in the
winter of 113 on the way to Antioch in Syria. In this hypothesis he
finds another piece of evidence to support the date of Januoary-June
114 which he assigns to this document : « This would indeed expiain

how the unpaved portion of the way came at this precise time to be

completed : the winter rains had doubtless fallen, and we car appre-
ciate the mortification: of the eity fathers at having the god enter his
awn temple for the first time over an unseemiy expanse of mud. The
Bovis thereupon votes the money, the proconsul sanctions the ex-
penditure, and the work is concluded before the mid-summer of A.D.
114. The coincidence is remarkable and constitutes, I consider, good
evidence for a brief epiphany of Trajan in the early winter of 113
The argament (2) here advanced is that when the emperor visited the
temple, the road over which he passed was nothing but mud, aad that
the city therefore laid down pavement after his departure: but one
might prefer to believe that if Trajan actually did visit the sanctuary,
then such improvements would have been carried out before his arrival.
Since there exists no evidence for a visit by Trajan fo the Sanctuary
of Apollo, this hypothesis cannot support the editor’s dating of the
inscription ; and since the arguments by whick the editor arrived at
this date ave not conclusive, the date can hardly in turn be considered
s good evidence s for an imperial visit. What is certain amidst all
these hypotheses is that the inseription js dated by the count of Trajan's

(1} In Lact Lhere is no way to delermine the leaig{h of fhe pavenent referred to

it this inscription, and conseguently it s bmpossible to estimate the time neeessary
for the completion of the work.
) Alvendly B 3932 {dcles JT Gongrés inl. d'épigraphie greeque el lal, p. 1723
of. Archagolegy 5, 1932, p. 136} Mitferd Lad adyanced the sawe theary — with a
sligidy different <dale: ing + tiva tat inseriptions of Trajanic
aate » af Konrion, ke stated that s from one of these monwments il wouid appear
very probable that the emperor visiled the island on his veyage from Lyela ta
Antioch in January of the year 131 A.D. Towever, G. W. Bowerseck points out
that Malalas p, 270 (Boan) siales that Prajan reached Sclevcia in Pierta by Decen-
ber 113 (the times of his depariure, in October, and asybesl given by Malalas are
generally aceepied 1 of F. AL LErrER, Trajen's Perthice War, pp. 29-30).
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tribunician power, which alse enables us to place the p:‘acor:sa%si\zp of
Q. Seppius Celer in 113/ or 114/5.

The document offers also other features of interest. In lines 7 ff.
the word ABdoromros i used as a noun, Wwith ¢dds understood ; ¢ the
paved road s This usage of Afdsrgares is not registered by LSJ,
which cites the word only as an adjective meaning « paved with stones»
{attested by a Tne of Sophecles and two papyri of the third century
A and ¢2. esp. of tessellated work... mosaic ar tesseltafed pavemen! s,

In the Supplement to LSJ, however, which was pub!zshed i 1968,
there appears the foliowing entry : « 2, add: alse 4,4, Hourlon no.
100 5. Mitford's work is in fact cited or page X of the Supplement.
among the epigraphical publications, without the auther's name and -
accompanied by the notation ¢ not yet publisheds (). Bat inseription”
no. 108 in 7. Kourion nowhere contains the word Afdorgwros, ner
is it there restored ; in this volume Arfdorpmtos ocours in the prosent
text — and have its meaning is clearly not « mosaic or tesseilated pave~
ments, as is stated by the Supplemenf, but rather, as we have seen, -
e paved road» Thas both the reference and the detmltmn g:ven by
the Supplemen{ are erronecus. .

The inseription furnishes the following mformatmn copeeraing the
methed of payment here adopted : vijg dawdens yevoteg & 1y fov-
ievuedy diadopdroy zafds § Kougiboy fovdd) dboypdrioes. Mit-
ford's comment or this phrase consists of the remark that ¢ Siddoua is-

a rare.noun which has appeared infrequently in the inscriptions, once
only in the papyris The information contained in this sentence was
obtained by consulting the entry s.v. &wdfopa in LSS for that die- -
tionary gives the definition « disteibution of money s and . citeg notably
& If 7.2715.64 (Asraeph.). » This text {a decree in honor of the bene- -
factor Epaminondas, in fact IG Vil 2712) reads as follows in lines 63 ££. :

70 éxl méAzog rddopn is Tiw péiloveuy fogriy Eoney maee Toly mo-
Zefraig wet magoixois wal s?nj,uévus,, Sibods mar' dvbpa Ezagzoy mi-
perey ozitoy =ul ofvov njm‘reav ® ; from thls it is clear that t?\e, defi-

{1) Such zeal Lo include unpublished material is curious.on the part of editors
who have neglected many hundreds of long-k waords ; for Lwo series of addenda
aud earrigenda by Drewe-Bear, see Glotla 50, 1972, pp. 61-05 and 182-228. ’ X

(”) The text is here given according to the reused editign of 3. !'1. Ollver. GRBS

, 1071, pp. 225-236. S
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pition in LSJ is not correct, for the diddope here referred to consisted
not of money but of grain and wine (of. also line 80 of the same decree),
in Hellenica NI-X11, pp. 471 fL,, L. Hobert replaced the same word
in an inscription of Didyma where the correct reading dofoa 88 Tijt
Povdife Sudbopa xal poratkl sal rugbévors Bac been falsely emended
in the most recent edition {1. Didyma 360) to give dralopd(c) ; Robert
discussed in detail the meaning of the word and each of its attestations,
a5 well as the insufficient entry in L8J.

Knowledge of this discussion by Robert would have been more
profitable than the information derived from the dictionary : for the
editor was surprised at the fact that approval by the proconsul was

required fos this disbursement of funds by the local senate, and dis-’

cusses this procedure at some length : «We have aiready met in our
no. 84 interference cu the part of the proconrsul in the civie finances
of Kourion. Here some fifty years later we have a further instance
of this, even move striking: it is a matter, to our thinking, trivial..
the cost, it is decreed by the civie council, is to be met by disburse-
maents from the councit's own funds. But even this must be scrutinized
by the provincial governor. A grateful Kourien, permitted to spend

" her own money Oh & minor embellishment of her own temple, credits :

the whole construction to Caesar. It is but 2 short step from this to
the curalor civilalis, the kopazis . . -» But the meaning of deddosu
{although Mitford, as we have seen, designated it a rare word, he did

not offer a translation) is elucidated by Robert: s« Fon voit comme
le ididopa, en argent ou en nature, est 3¢ aux banguets». This brings -
understanding of the nature of the financial transaction described : the
fovhcvTing deubdpate were monies given by benefactors, like those
praised in the inscriptions cited above, to be divided among the wem-
bers of the local senate upon occasions of public rejoicing. Such gifts
were often made in the form of a foundation, by which a benefactor
would leave & swm of capital from which the interest was to Le spent
in such periodic distributions (). That a decision by the semalors to
forego these distributions and spend the money instead oun censtruc.
tion i the Sancluary of Apolle {thus perhaps altering the terms of the
will) should have reguired ratification by the proconsul is not at all

(1) For examples of such foundations see B. Laus, Siiftunger der gr. und rim.

Antike I, pp. 86 If. {texts) and 1, pp. a8 {I, (discussion}
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surpeising (3). The punctuation inserted in line .12“-_0f the .ins_:criptie.n'
after Zdoypdreoes is incorrect : xefdig was-meant to. be taken equally
with 8eypdrioey and (in line 14) ovvezdmjoey, for the two’ acts. ave:

placed by the syatax of the document.on the same:level : the expense

of the pavement was met from the fouvdgvrued Seaddpaza ¢'as the sen-”
ate Tesolved and the proconsu}l permitted s, - Clearly -the: initiative: i
this transaction came from the senators tlzex:xsel\'eé; .and .the'e i
ference on the part of the procoamsul in the ci\:ic.financé'sn..sé
the editor must be reduced to its proper _signiﬁ_canée @i
Florida Slate Universily, Tallahassee Roger. 8. BA(;NALL

Cenler for Hellenic Stedies, Washinglon - Thomas DR_E;\.. Ba..m'

(1} On inferveution by Roman authorities iz the dlspusiliuﬁ of xevenue.deri\'c.d
from such foundations see P, NonR, fmperigm wnd Polis in der holien Prirsipisseit;
(19663 p. 36 St e R L

.(2) Mitford similarly cxaggerates Lhe extent of Reman. conlivl aver. the. city’
fingnees in Bis conmnentary lo no. 107 3 c['._ox,xr reiaths in Phoeniz-(n. 2, p. i
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