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Preface

PREFACE

This volume otheAlUK Seriegpresents the eighty inscrib&thenian funerary monuments
of the British Museum1(-80), along withthreefurtherinscriptions which have at times been
thought Athenian, but which aggrobablynot 81-83). Thesegrave markerafford us a
fascinating view of funerary and commemorative rituals from the Archaic period through
to the fifth century AD, as well as providing éluminatingintroduction toAthenian society
more generally We can see through the scale of the monumehés iconography of
sculpture andtheir inscriptions a whole gamut of methaasprojectthe social, economic
and political status of citizens and resident foreigners in the private gravehaibtsed
the roadof Attica. This wasa very public spherin which to promote adhesion to social
attitudes, lay claimto the legitimation of ethnic or other groups, and to praweestral
links that wereso importantin issues and contesssirrounding the status and lineaafe
citizers in the polisThe colleting of these marbles aléormsa fascinating historin itself,
explored below, full of individual stories of intrepid travelledybiously conducted
excavations, sponsored expeditions, crates of antiquities slapdedptured at sea, as well
as the chance discovery aficient stones n a London (3@ @andladEssed s vy ar
garden rockery78), their own travel narrativasfortunatelylosten route

My warmestthanksmust gdfirst to Stephen Lambert for the inuiian to contribute
to the AIUK project and fomuch valued guidanceand patience othe long road to
completion; alsao Peter Liddel and Polly Low for thegoodhumouredcollaborationand
support The field work for this corpus was undertalethe British Museum 20182019
andcould not have been accomplished withoutdtezlingcooperation of the Department
of Greece and Romeéthank Leslie FittonAlexandra Villing and Peter Higgs for ansking
numerous questions about the collection, padicularly Alex Truscott for Herculean
efforts to provide access éodaunting number atonesn public galleries and labyrinthine
basementd. deeplyregret that lan Jenkins did not live to see this work completed; he had
been a greaguide to the collectionsince my earliest studies in the Museum as a
postgraduatestudentand becamea valuedfriend in the yearghat followed, generously
offering sageadvice on the materigiresented herand the collectors responsible for
bringing the monuments to the UlSeveralfriends and colleagudsave beerwilling to
answer questions epigraphi¢ archaeological,artistic and archival and | gratefully
acknowledg the help of Joe Daypenise DemetriouGeorgia Malouchou, Angelos P.
Matthaiou,Michael Metcalfe Olga PalagiaandTimothy SheaAlessia Zambomade her
dat abas e papers Feely availabfe 20 me and provided invaluable information
aboutthe monuments he recordedAthens A work like this, containing as it does a large
number of names, simply could not be undertaken without the solid foundation provided by
Sean Byred #thenian Onomasticontself updating his earlier work with Michael J.
Osborne onLGPN II; he further answered calls fohelp with onomastics and related
bibliography. The researchfor the commentariesvas undertaken in the incomparable
environment othe British School at Athens Librargnd when the pandemic closéis
doors in 202021, the saintly librarians Evi Charitoudi SandraPepelasisand Penny
Wilson provided unstinting assistance irscanningworks not otherwise availabland
unravelling obscure referencemmong the journal stacksErkki Sironen (Helsinki
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University) and one anonymouaviewerofferedinnumerable corrections and suggestions
for further developmentand | am grateful also tdosine Blok,Stephen LamberReter
Liddel, Polly Low,S. Douglas Olsn, Angelos P. Matthaiou and Alexandra Villireachof

whomread the entire manuscript with great care
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1. The Attidcunerary Monuments in the British Museum: An Overview

1. THE ATTIC FUNERARY MONUMENTS IN THE BRITISH MUSEUM:
AN OVERVIEW

1. Anintroductionto Athenian Funerary Monuments

The eighty inscribed Athenian funerary monuments presented here form the largest such
collection in the United Kingdom and encompass almost the whole range of known types
across a span of time from the late sixth century BC to the fifth century AD (for
introductions to Athenian funerary material in other large UK collections ASe 3
(Fitzwilliam) sect. 3 and\lUK 11 (Ashmol@n)pp. 9496)!

The funerary monuments of iBhaic Athenswere principally the privilege of an
elite, who set up great marble columns, stelai, and large figurative sculghedamous
kouroi and korai statué$ over their family tombs and tumulhlong with inscriptions
naming those commemorated, perhaps with epigrams in their hon@@atbenonuments
that focugdon the individual and often emphagis@uth, athletics, aristocratic values and
symbols of walth, as well as heroic ideals of manly, military virt@ne fragment of a
fluted marble column is preserved in this collection signed by the sculptor Arigéjrit(
would have supported a sculpted element such as a lion or mythological guardian of the
tomb.Many of these grand memorials were destroyed during the Persian invasion of Athens
in 480479, a large numbewerethenrepurposed intbuilding material for the construction
of the Themistoclearcircuit wall of the cityand have frequently been diwered during
excavations of the fortificatior’s

The foundation of Athenian democracy following the reforms of Cleisthenes seems
to have ushered in a period of modesty in the setting up of private funerary mosiument
Such trends in the funerary landscape have been attribidachfiuary lawsalthough our
evidencas limited to the archaeological remains of monuments, or rather their absence, and
we should remember thatuch modesty in funerary monuments is notitearross
mainland GreecéThe great figured memori ajJhesweteq t he d
docome to an end for half a centusy more although ae monument type that thrives in
this period is the casualty listcordingt h e n a me s omsfandAheihaties)slléd s

1 The Museum houses a number of further Attic funerary monuments that probably originally had
accompanying texts that are today lost and that are listed in the following. An undecorated lekythos
stele BM 1816,0610.164, iv BC; a pair of marble lekythoi wetlief sculpture BM 1997,07142,

ca. 350 BC. Lekythoi with relief sculpture: BM 1925,0422.5,-3086 BC; BM 1816,0610.132, 375

350 BC; BM 1880,0504.6, 37860 BC; BM 1816,0610.195, ca. 350 BC. Naiskos stele with relief

of a girl: BM 1909,0611.1, ca. 3RO BC; naiskos stele with a youth holding a bird: BM
1864,0220.14, early iv BC. Crownings of palmette stelai: BM 1843,0531.38, c8639BC; BM
1816,0610.191, ca. 34820 BC; BM 1885,0416.3, ca. 3920 BC; BM 1843,0531.42, ca. 38@5.
Bildfeldstele(?) BM 1816,0610.389, ca. 400 BC.

2See G. M. A. RichterKorai: Archaic Greek Maidens1968; eadKouroi: Archaic Greek Youths

3 edition 1970; M. Meyer N. Briiggemannkore und Kouros. Weihegaben fur die G4t007.

3 See A. M. Theocharaki,heAncient Circuit Walls of Atheng020, 159164.

‘See | . Morri s, iLaw, cul ¥300e Baplagstodll?, 289928r v ar t
3550 ; J . H. Bl ok, ASol ondés funerary | awsi: quest |
A. P. M. H. Lardinois eds., Solon of Athens. New Historical and Philological Approaches
(Mnemosyn&uppl. 272), 2006, 19247, esp. 24@2.
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i n t h dightyng andsét sp over the mass graves of their ashes brought back from the
battlefieldto the public burial ground, the demosion s€i#&80).

Sculpted tombstones are seen again in the Athenian funeraryscapethsodfts
BC, althoughinitially only in small numbers.The sheewolumeof men killed during the
Peloponnesian War, and tdepletion of the population by a terrifying plagueay hae
contributed tochanges in commemorative practices in the later fifth century. The ready
supply of marble workers (many of them metics) suddenly out of a job with the completion
of the Parthenon (the Xanthippos reli€is in the style of the Parthenon frieze) and then
the cessation of the Periclean building progreeat the start of the war may well have been
contributing faobrs to the revival of figurative monuments at this time; afteriais not
just funerary reefs that begin again at this period, votive and document reliefs appear
around the same time al%o.

One notable feature of theearliest Classical funerary reliefs is the presence of
women, who had been almost completely absent on Archaic grave mdeyima&nfor a
small number of funerary korai). They are shown in large numbers as wives and mothers,
taking a central role within the oikos, and therefore the polis, on lekythoi from th&@60s
and on sculpted memorials fromfter the middle of the centyr This new female
iconography in the cemeteries of Attica has been plausibly linked with the introduction of
Percl es® citizenship | aw of 451, aftaoengwhi ch
both the male and female lines, with family gravesvjaling a rare opportunity to display
citizen status in public, and so stimulating the production again of sculpted merhorials.

Classical grave sculptures and stelai proliferate from the early fourth century BC
and continudo be produceth greatnumbers to the end of the century, when they come to
an abrupt stopround 310A major reason for this was no doubt the reforms of Demetrios
of Phaleron, who governed Athens for the Macedonians from 317 BC (although it cannot
be the only reason, since thattern continued after his short reign, when we might expect
the Athenians to have rebelled against his reforms). These reforms included, according to
Cicero (De Legibus2.66), sumptuary legislation that limited grave markersstoall
columrs (columellag less than three cubitsi g h , ameliisd a lo lkakeelund({isee
discussion ilAIUK 3 (Fitzwilliam), p. 31).Ci ¢ emeansadsectangular tables, sometimes
with marble vessels placed twp) are not represented in the BM collection, although his
labellummight well equate to the small, low stelecgrpusl12. There are, however, a good
number of examples in the collection of what seems to have been the most common form
of funerary monument aoluinetlae aldd &nowentby theoGzegk r ef or
term, kioniskoi 7-70).

There are in fact some small knary reliefs that can be dated to the first half of the
third century BC, but larger ones do not reappear before the second &Dt(sgeAgora

®We do, however, have a small group of simple grave markers from the perid8@8T, mostly

for nonAthenians, see K. EtSe ar s, iThe Times They Are-AdChang
Century Funerary SculThetEpgraphy of Death: Stadies ih the Hidtoryv er e
and Society of Greece and Rqr2600, 31.

® As noted by C. Lawtorilesperia61, 1992, 251 n. 52.

"See Stears op. ci t ., and R. Osbor ne, iLaw, t h
Women i n Cl as fastcaadlPregettdbeld93,&3. i n
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XXXV pp. 14-15), and during the first century BC the industry of funerary sculpture is back
in full swing. When funerary sculptures return in the late Hellenistic and Roman periods,
representations of the s&bntained Classical familare less common thandividual
figures @0-43) standing frontally to face and engage the viewer (see Grosgxgam
XXXV, pp. 16-17). Romarperiod stelai often have dowel holes and sometimes the
surviving metal pins that allowed mourners to hang wreaths from them during
commemorative rituals at the graveside (see Walters 1988 ;43rossman 2001, no. 35).
The scale bthese Roman monuments was often huge, with architectural frames inscribed
with long epigramsi3, 76).

2. TheOrganisation of this Corpus

The following corpuss broadly divided between privat8dctions 37: 1-77) and public
(Section 8:78-80) monumentsthe latteris comprieed ofthreememorialsfor the war dead.
The private monuments are arranged into the following typame stelail-15), sculpted
stelai and naiskoilg-43), marble vessels44-56), kioniskoi 67-70), and miscellaneous
monuments {1-77). Within each typethe individualmonumentsare presentetly date
This orderprioritisesthe form of the monuments over a division by date or citizen status
(Johannes Kirchner, in part 3 6 112, arranged the more than@Dprivate gravestones
then known by status citizens by demeisoteleis foreigners by ethnic, unknowinand
then chronologically)lt must be admitted that some of these categories (kionisiable
vessels) are more coherent than others (name siEf&)forms of stelai and naiskoi fall
into severalsubgroups(seeAgora XXXV 19-23 for a classification into nine groyps
although any rigid categorisation shoplerhapse avoided. Firstlystelai in particular can
have elements added in paint that do not survive and would changdahsificatiorfrom
plain name stelaio something more akin teelief stehi (cf. Posamentir 2006, no. 616 I®
1326)8 Secondly, there is an enormous amount of reuse of these monuments over time,
either withtheadditionof inscribedelementr changes to the sculptural decoratiathin
the samefamily plot, or else withstonesbeingcompletely repurposed for anothemiidy.
Such occurrences are not always possible to detect in the surviving repaaiicsilarlyin
the case of painted additign&hich shouldcaution usagainstbeing too rigid with
typologies the monument&requently evolvd from their initial formy which itself cannot
always be established

Name stelai $ection 3; German Namenstelen see Hildebrandt 20(6are an
amorphous category of stelai that nbaaronly names, althougih should be remembered
that painted figural elemnts have beenlentified on many examples, antle placing of
names as labelsoveringon otherwise blank stones suggestséwveerewritten over now
lost figures(3 is surely such a caséyamenstelerhat truly were just for names served as a
record ofcertain family members buried in the plot, some of whom would have been

8 For painted decoration and inscriptions, see Posamentir 2006 and discusgiddKaB

(Broomhall)pp. 46.
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commemorated with further monumeftShey are often tall and imposing, with names
added over time. A good example of this statmitayin the Kerameikos(IG 112 6609,
commemorating eighfiamily membersnscribedin several handas the monument was
added to (for thetemma see Humphreys 2018, 877 table)24 ®his stele wagrobably
always designed fosuch apurpose, althougthey could be repurposed, sudh thecase

with IG 112 5768 EM 1043, a tall stelewith a name at the top, a painted ribbon just
beneath, and an epigram lower down the shaft, from the early fourth century BC. Around
the middle of the century two names were added in different hands, cutting through the
ribbon, and later still a relief wasrved into the epigram but was never completed, leaving

a great muddle ahformation for the viewer to decod@scription2 in our collection may

have been a trudamenstele, with traces of a deeply carved finial adbbet several of

the other monuments in thissectionof the corpusvould belongo differentcategoriediad

their painted or sculptural elements survivedch a®, 13 and14), while the fragmentary

29is placed under Relief Stelai singéhough it does ngireseve any sculpture, it certainly
would have donso originally.

The monuments with sculpted figurgSection 4)all into three main categoriés:
simple stelai withsculpture nb in a frameg stelai with a relief in a sunken panel
(Bildfeldstelen), and naiskdsculpture within a frame of pilasters, side walls, or columns)
The British Museum has one of the earliest Classical sculpted stelai in that of Xanthippos
(16) from ca. 430420BC. These reliefs are often surmounted by a pediraad have the
inscriptionon the geison above the figureseel?). Nonfigural reliefs are represented by
the loutrophoros steld@d1 and 31 andthe lekythos stele88. The collection contains eight
Bildfeldstelen (23, 26, 27, 28, 32, 35, 36, 37; 9 might also be includgdNaiskoi with elief
sculpture between pilasters cnoed by a pediment or epistyldtenrepresenting thiamily
within theirhome range from smatxamples with shallow relighot far removedrom the
class ofBildfeldstelen to large monuments later in the fourth cent8@ with figures
almost in the round and stepping out beyondrtheep frame 30, 33). There are no
sculptural funerary monuments in the collectioom the late fourthuntil the early first
century BC, when the relief stelai with pedimsneturn 39), now with the figure beneath
an arch and pilasters or columns in religée von Moock 1998)The naiskos stele is
represented in the Roman period by three impressive examplet2(43), and there is a
singleBildfeldstele 41) from the first century AD.

Marble lekythoi and loutrophoraiSection 5)egin to be erected in tomb periboloi
from the late fifth centuryBC and continueto the late fourth(ten lekythoi and three

9 On funerary periboloi, see Marchiandil per i bol oi funerari nell 6At 1t
una fAbo(Sghuedsi add Archeol ogi a e ), 20TlpapddIgBredef,i a di
Attische Grabbezirke klassischer Z&i013.

10 One extraordinary example of a name stele from Myrrhinous lists eleven members of the same

family over six generationSEMA453 SEG2 3. 161), v/ i v BC; S. C. Hump |
and Tomb Cul't in Ancient At BHSAG0, 1980, r1a5dfor the on  or
stemma.

11 On anthemia atop stelai, see U. Vedd#mtersuchungen zur plastischen Ausstattung attischer
Grabanlagerdes 4. Jhr. v. Chr1985, 4861.

12 For an excellent and detailed introduction to sculpted funerary monuments, their typologies,

dating, and iconography, see Grossmfsggra XXXV, 9-71.
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loutrophoroi @e presented below] heseare stone versions of the pottery vesteds were
traditionally buried with the dead and placed top ofgraves and generally follow the
evolution in shape of the ceramic tygés marble vessels and loutrophoros stelai in other
UK collections, cf.AIUK 3 (Fitzwilliam) nos. 4, 5; AIUK 6 (Leeds) no. 1AIUK 7
(Chatsworth) no. J1 Lekythoi held oil, likely perfumed, for ceremonial use at the burial,
and werealso broughtto the cemeteryn later acts of commemoratiomvolving the
anointing of grave markers by mourners. The marble forms tend to have a figural relief on
a ground linearoundthe body of the vessel, and much of the monument would have been
painted(for a surviving painted example, see Grossman 2001, no.T2&y can also be
plain, andthe presence of a lone hovering inscriptmnsuch vessels points to the whole
figural scenehaving beenpainted(cf. Posamentir 2006, no..7Pne example from this
collectionis ornamented with carved vertical tongues and a guilloche band around the
shoulder(53) and does not have an area resefeefigural decoration, perhapsimitation

of metal vesseldViarblelekythoi seem to have been placed at the edges of peniloloi

and can mark out the boundaries of the family plobe even has a boundary marker
inscribed onto itIG 131132:," ~ 7 7 ' 7 ,420400 BC). The loutrophords foundin

two types: the amphora with two vertical handles, and the hydria with one vertical and two
horizontal handles. There is a general belief that the amphora form is for a male burial and
the hydria a female, but there are some known exceptions (Clair@an6, p.127).As

with lekythoi, they normally have a figural relief, althougf must have been paed
instead Loutrophoroistoodover the graves of the unmarrii@em.44.18, althoughagain

the rule cannot be pressed too far (see GrossAmora XXXV, pp. 24-26). Unlike the

stelai, these vessels show little sign of reuse, in part because they are difficult to uproot from
their basesthe narrow ankle breaks easily and indeed none of the BM examples maintains
its original foot.

The British Musem housesfourteencolumellaeor kioniskoi Section 6;57-70,
probably all collected by Elginjatingfrom the second century BC to the second century
AD. These are simple cylindrical markers wittoausaround the top (perhaps for holding
wreaths), althogh theoriginal rule that these should be modest monuments is flouted by
64, weighing over two tonnes. The kioniskoi are usually undecoratgdgmall reliefs do
appear, such as the loutrophoros6dnand larger sculptures can be added in the Roman
period (cf.AIUK 3 (Fitzwilliam) no. §.

The category of Miscellaneous Monumefgction 7)jncludes an Archaic marble
discus 1) tha imitatesathletic equipmenand may have functioned as the cover of a
libation channel on grave Two large Roman epistyles3, 76) probablycrownedfunerary
naiskoi or some other grand monuments. They were inscribed with epigrams for the
deceased, which is a webtpresented phenomenon in this section during the Roman and
Late Roman periods, appearing also on three marbles whose originaldoeumknown
(47,75, 77).

Section 8 presents the three public monuments for the war dead, while Section 9
collects three monuments once thought to be Athenian but that in fact are probably not.
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3. Funerarylnscriptions

The monuments set up to commemorate the dead in Athenian cemeteries project messages
to the passer by, many of which we can detect, if not fully appreciate, while other signs must
have been obvious to an Athenian and remain obscure for the moeerer. The
commentaries in the following corpus discuss numevauglaspects o$ocial, economic,

and religiousstatus markersincluding monument type, clothing, accessories (jewellery
boxes, book rolls, cult paraphernalia), animal companiand, weaponryThe written
information inscribed onto the monuments also furnishes us with a plethora of status
markerswith which to understand the wider context of the gravestame it is often only

by combining both visual and written messagedong with an appredian of the many
missing elements of paint or wider funerary conietttat we can best hope to understand

the impact of these monuments on the ancient viewer.

The Athenian male citizen under the democracy had a tripartite nomenclature of
name, fatherds name (patronymic in the geni
registered since the reforms of Cleisthenes. This demotic took different forms depending
how the home deme decided to style its demesm€he majority (some 115 out of 139)

used adjectival formssuch as in9: 0T = I S 1" (Euetes (sonof
Archidamos (of the deme) Paiania). Seven déf‘mrestead employ the preposmoh d to
denot e(sdl.fthe bodybof demesmgrincluding Kerameis 57 9

d. 07 @®(literally, ofArfurtherﬂ?deerree&eaheaemmatmns o)

- s 6fT tond@signate their demotic, including Alopeke (° o,

Bl * ~ X ,)and Hestiaiag3: bl . 2 /7 _ 1. 3.7 n ). Citizen women

were not officially members of the depaad so thegretypically referred to with reference

totheirf at tner hhsusbandds name togethey WwWith,his ¢
Yy _—__. 06734, O6Philoumene [daughter] of T

The _relationship can be madeore explicit by the addition of _ v  (6daugdrt er 0

_J( 6 wi dncetlddemoticc an be | eft ou taltccgétheifthee:onwn manos

aIIows it to be inferred from elsewhere, such aSGnwhere a brother and sister are each

commemorated with their patronymic but only the brother is given theotie While

demotics can babbreviatedthe practice is usually limited to certain ligeducing the cost

of inscribing, and is more often found after the Classical period. In funerary inscrjptions

abbreviated demoticare particularly rare, especially before the Roman period3But

presents four family members, three with demotics for Xyples wereabbreviated

depending on the space availaple;, _ 5, _ ~.¥
Forelgnersand meticduried at Athens ofterdentrfy themselves witla polis/city
ethnic (2, 5 ~ ~ *17: «f. the plural form 7 ~ . used for a group of family

13 This section relies on D. Whiteheakhe Demes of Attica 508/7ca. 250 B.C.: A Palitical and

Social Study1986, 73.

“The others aredl | X —d A= I r= IR « 1 (AN T

15 During the Hellenistic and Roman perrods this system begins to break down and other forms of
demotic can be attached to femalames, see Whitehead, op. cit.;818 Cf. AIUK 4.5 (BM

Dedications) no. 26with notes.

*See D. Whitehead, @ Abb ZRES] ¥090e1086At heni an Demot i
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members i28) or a parsland ethnicg8:, * = 5’ . _x" ) One bilingual inscription

in this collection for Artemidoros of Sidon translates his Phoenician names into their Greek
equivalents (see commentaryhl). Female foreigners take the feminine ethnic, even when

it follows the patronymicdemonstratingnembeship of theirown ethnos, not justhrough

theirmale kin,1 . "~ "’ _ _ 3/ _ _ ' _2 (481). Certain meticat Athens were

awarded privileged status, such as the right to own property or an exemption from the metic
tax, and they proudly display these markers on thelr graves(d’xnreme designation

isotelessee commentary @vfor, _ * _ BI7 " Ty’ © 7 2 ¢ )!Certain
other categories of foreigners have caused greater mterpretatlve dlfflcultles, such as the
intractable problem of what a nd3),drwhstitano i s

means on a funerary inscriptiomr ephebic list to be clasdea s NnAt lwkilei ano
surrounding men have thelemotic (see67).

Many of the reliefs in the following corpus are accompabidame labels, often
single names inscribed next to sculpted figures on smaller scenes, or atovertto
architectural mouldings on the larger naiskoi. Some of these labels now seem to float in
empty space because their accompanying figures were once painted onto theseedple (

5, 31, 46). The identification of figures can lpgoblematic when several people are given
labels or indeed when only some are singled out, and other factors may help to determine
who the monument commemordtén many cases, what now seems confusing would have
been made clear by the other surroundingimmeents and inscriptions within themily

burial plot (e.g.50). The citizen status of the dead when accompanied by a single name is
oftenindeterminatebut again contextould have aided identification, as well as monument
type (e.g., the remarkableudpted stele for Xanthippakt must surely be for a citizen so

early in the series of remergent figural gravestones), the inclusion of accompanying
symbols R3is for a priestess with a temple key, necessarily a citipenhe iconography

of dress (masobviously with warriors).

Ten private inscription§20, 37, 45, 71-77) and one public monument for the war
dead(79) in this collection contain elements of verse or whole epigrams commemorating
the deceased’ hese poems often speak to the viewer about the dead in the third person,
AThi s |1 s td(20 7% 76, mMh 79p0ok ése they speak as the decedbethselves
in the first persorwith information about their live§73, 75); 37 is a hybrid, where the
speaker firsaddresses thgasseiby, introducing the tomihefore turning to her deceased
nurse angraisng herdirectly. As well as signifying an edated status in their own right,
these epigrams are full of further status markers, extolling the citizen virtues of trendead
their illustrious lineage73d) or emphasising the status awarded them by the state and the
legitimacy of their children?b). It is mostly in epigramgut cf.15) that we findreferences
to the age of the dead, usually mentioned because of remarkable lon@évidp (years
old) or else the tragedy of a life cut shaf8.(20 yearsy6: 25 years).

Oneadditionalpractice hampering attempts to understand these monuments is the
wide-spread recycling of gravestones and sculpture, often simply by erasing the text and
reinscribing over i{7, 75?). Family members could be added to an inscription later as they
died @, 18?); while aditional information mighat alatertime be thought necessary to
assert the status of the deado avoid confusion between relatiyesich as o221, where
demotics were added tehat had simply beetwo single namdabels above the figas of
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warriors Stele40 presents us with an intriguing casea worman who perhapsset upan
impressivesculpted monumentf heself and her latehusbandia Roman citizenpn his

death, and then later felt the need to add to the stone hefr@avnher 6 s At heni an
asserting her citizen statuBhe fragmentary naturef other monuments or now missing

painted texts/images further hinders any explanation of why their inscriptions were added
to or erasedl4, 37).
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2. THE ATTIC FUNERARY MONUMENTS IN THE BRITISH MUSEUM
COLLECTION HISTORY

The acquisitions history of the inscribed Attic funerary monuments of the British Museum
parallels the institutionds own devel opmeni
Museumdés founding father, Sir Hans eRIl oane,
antiquities purchased or bequeathed whole or in pgrtaristocratic travellers and
ambassadors suchtag Earl ofElgin, the Earl of Belmore, the Earl of Aberdeen, Viscount
Strangford, and the Earl of Guilford. Expediticsent specificallyto recordand acquire
Greek monuments from Attica are principaigpreentedby the donations of the Society
of Dilettanti, whose first lonian mission brought back a crop of inscriptions under its leader,
the accomplished Oxford epigrapher Dr. Richard ChandlernBatny of t he Muse
inscriptions edited here are individual finds, often accompanied by intriguing stories of their
own, collected by travellers, soldiers and sailors from Greece, or accidentally discovered in
Britain duringremodellingof older propergs, their origins completely lost. The purchasing
activities of the Museum during the'6entury provide insights into trentiquities trade
often through Greek dealers abroas well as the breaking up of collections following the
turbulence across Europe caused by two World Wars. In more recent yeBepénement
of Greece and Rombas acquired a small number of additional piettesugh the
benefactions of individuals arfdundations.The following account is arranged by date of
acquisition by the Museum.

The British Museum was established by an Act of Parliament under King George Il
in 1753, principally as a universal museum housing the enormous collection of the Irish
bom physician Sir Hans Sloane (166053), who had bequeathed his 71,000 objects to the
natonupon hi s deat h. With the exception of co
touched on the ancient Greek world, and the only piece representédimasrbé lekythos
(52) 1 is without further provenance, although Sloane was known to have purchased objects
from collections that included Greek antiquities, such as that of the Earl of Afindel.

In 1785 the Society of Dilettanti donated a group of marblesgitoback from
Greece and Asia Minor by its first lonian mission (1-2666).'2 The head of that
expedition, Dr. Richard Chandler, was a talented classicist and epigraphist who had come
to the Societyods attenti on tdntiqotieghelddythes v al u:
University of Oxford, and his epigraphic interests are a running theme throughout the
published diaries of his travel$While in Athens in 1768766, Chandler had found and

L Jenkins, ACl assi cal Ain HansgSipane. iCellsctor, Scientist, A . Ma c
Antiquary, Founding Father of the British Museut894, 16773.

18See J. M. KellyThe Society of Dilettanti: Archaeology and Identity in the British Enlightnt

2009, 1865.

19 R. ChandlerMarmora Oxoniensial763. Chandler published several works based on material

from the first lonian mission, including a corpus of the inscriptibms;riptiones Antiquael774,

and two volumes of travel diarieBravelsin Asia Minor, 1775, andravels in Greec€el776, which

proved very popular, running to several editions (including a bootleg Irish edition) and being
translated into French and German. The official publication of the mission, and its two successor
expeditons under Sir William Gell and Richard Popplewell Pullan, was eventually issued in five
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acquiredseveral pieces of ancient sculpture and inscriptions on behalf of the Dilettanti, most
famously two pieces of the Parthenon frieze and the eponymous Chandler stele, a report
from 409/8 BC of a commission set up to assess the state of the unfinishedhdtoecht
temple geeAlUK 4.4 forthcoming. Three funerary monuments included here were also
part of the samedonation(6, 28, 39), discovered by Chandler built into modern walls and
churches and published in his corpus of inscriptifvsom the expeditionInscriptiones
Antiquae(1774).

Among the most influential of the major British collections of Greek and Roman
antiquities tohavecome to the Museum is that of Charles Towr(E§37%1805) who had
collected extensively in ltaly, turning his London home on Park Street in&ebrated
gallery and producing his own hamditten catalogues to the roorfflsThe Museum
acquired the collection in two groupsi805 and 1814, and from the first of thesenes
the grave relief of Xanthippod.§), which had been broughd Englandin 1748 by Dr.
Anthony Askew from the Petraki Monastefyo s gt ¢ Ugld ® s Yi) TadJHply
Incorporeal Taxiarchson the southern slopes of Lykavittos hillskew (17221774) was
a distinguished physician and collector @fassical books and manuscripts, who had
travelled through Europeom 1746, arriving in Constantinople in 1747 and proceeding to
Mount Athos in order to huntor manuscripts, before heading south for Athews b
Septembef! He wrote an important manuscript of the inscriptions he met with in Athens
and the Islands, which he completed while in quarantine on Malta in 1748, arriving back in
England the same year. On his death, his collections were sold at auetigaweral weeks;
the sales catalogue of his booB#h(ioteca Askeviandl775) records 3570 lots, and finishes
with two antiquities, both inscriptions now in the British Museum: an ephebic inscription in
the shape of a shield@ 112 2191; AIUK 4.3B (BM Ephebic)no. 5, and the Xanthippos
relief, bought foi£6.16s.6d. by Lyde Browrié,a Governor of the Bank of England (whose
own collection was kept at a house at Wimblgdavho in the same year sold the two
inscriptions to Townley?

parts between 1768915, see Kelly, op. cit.,, 198. See als®\lUK 11 (Ashmoleanpp. 57 for

Chandle 6s publication of the ancient marbles of th
20B. F. Cook,The Townley Marble<1985.

21 An Askew notebook held by Emmanuel College, Cambridge (MS 47) shows that he had arrived

in Athens by 23 Sept ember 1747 (seoeeayFAsBewbbi mdgs bei Aim
Transactions of the Cambridge Bibliographical Socienl976, 30621); he must have departed

later that year or very early the next, as he finished his epigraphic manuscript (now in the British
Library) on January 241748,6t H.e d3ay of my Quarrentine at Malta
Pitt, forthcoming), before visiting Syracuse, Catania, and Taormina (by August 1748; see F.
Muscolino,ZPE162, 2007, 13:B).

22The Getty copy oBiblioteca Askevianaontains the handritten prices realised, including those

for the two antiquities on p. 149.

2 H. Ellis, The Townley Gallery of Classic Sculpture in the British Museantin 2, 1846, 10,

mistakenly asserts that Townley purchased the relief at thenAside directly. Askew was likely

the original owner of a bust of Nero, also acquired by Townley and now in the Museum (BM
1805,0703.246BM Sculpture1887). It is not clear why this bust and other antiquities either
mentioned by Askew in his epigraphic mescript as being collected by him (Burney MS 402, f.71v)

or known to have been brought back by him were
Gr e e k i n STkerAntiguarieoJausndll, 1971, 2635, no. 2: an inscription from Lesbd&

1C
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The majority of the Museumbs Attic fune
collection, the history of which has been elucidated elsewheré(sée4.1 (BM Cult)pp.
1-3; AIUK 4.2 (BM Decreespp. 14; AIUK 8 (Broomhall)pp. 12). The fervent acquisition
of theseforty-twoi nscr i pti ons by EIl ginds agent, Giova
over several years from his arrival in AthensL8012* If Lusieri kept detailed records of
his marble hunting, they have not survived; but certain information both in his
correspondence with Lord Elgin and in the travel writings of visitors of the day can offer
further clues to the findspots sbmeof thesefunerary inscriptions. A letter to Elgin dated
30" August 1805 notes the discovery of six marble lekythoi during excavations south of
Philopappos Hill near the llissos River, four of which have been identified dramings
made by Dodwell51, 53, 54, and anuninscribed exampleBM 1816,0610195).?° The
lekythosof Mys (50) might be traceable ta knownfamily graveplot in Glyfada, ancient
Aixone (see commentary)

In 1802° Lusieri acquired the stele afistokles @0) from a Greekschool near the
Megali Panagia, the church within the Library of HadAawhere it had previously been
recorded by Chandler and Stuart & Revett, and probably earlieotaymont andAskew.
The school was also the findspot of the lekythdBarhphilog56), according to FauveR@
l a principal &), itGreap briginally ke eennsetsover a grave in the
Kerameikossince there is a potential link with another monunfierh a family peribolos
there (see commentary)

The kioniskos of Sokrate$@) had been noted by Fourmont in the stables of the
Petraki Monasterfwhere 16 was also foundand was perhaps still there when lies
bought iti the monastery was the source of inscriptions also collected by Chandler, and
others. The exceptionally large kioniskosTdfrason §4) wasseenby several travellers
beside a road from Piraeus #Adhens fipr s | e chemi n odFaWwd)h nes
Earlier, Fourmont had recorded the locatias is Ue aYe , dJ9 g 96a956G6Y) d
o Ua s g 9 (fimtBepldins called Troupiolich@&iwhi ch shoulsh d¥anog) i = ¢
area west of Agios Sosti8 The stone was eventually loaded onto shé Hydra, after
some difficultiedue to its size (Hunt & Smith 1916, 280, 284).

The lengthy casualty list from the battledteidaia(79) attractedmuch attention
from visitors to Athens, although their reports of its findspot are confused, and some
commentators had also attributed the discovery to Fauvel, when in fact it was frowof a dig

Xr1, 2, 129, bought by the Museum in 1970 from t
now BM 1970,0925.1). See discussion of AskewlidK 4.3B (BM Ephebicpp. 24.

T .Pod ou, AGiovanni Battista Lusieri, Lord EIgirt
At henso, i n-Tufano ahtbA. MatikouctiredsBP20 Years: The Parthenon Marbles in

the British Museum: New Contributions to the IS2¥ 6, 6281.

25 Poulou, op. it., 71-2 (Letter to Elgin, EP7, folio 177); Dodwell 1819, |, 3996; D. Williams,
ALusieri in the Ea$821L1a, Me dleviseed. Bipanding hiqrizordis8 0 0
Giovanni Battista Lusieri and the Panoramic Landsc&ji¥l 2, 17786.

% etterof Lusieri to Elgin, May 10, 1802: brought f
216.

21 A. Mommsen Athenae Christianael868, no. 138; Biris 1940, 38, no. 100.

2%See K. HUeB¥sgdaUlpolixag a0 sl ggads, U197ARMA 11 2;

3, 696.
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El ginbs men. Hobhouse, i native, lps tHe iexcadtiane d i t i o n
1802at the Kerameikos within the city limits, but later corrected his second editiecda

it as beinghear the Academy. In fact, we have an eyewitness to the excavation in the French
consulFauvelfipr s | 6emploAcame®mti ed e n o u Weforimatione nt d®c
corroborated by Clarke, who was given a copy of the tefanywel*®

A further casualtyist (80) in the Elgin collection was recorded by Clarke when it
was with Lusieri prior to shipping, while Fourmohad recorded it previouslfiapud
Michaelem' "~ ' _ _0(BhP, Manuscrits, Supp. gr. 571, f. 81), likely in Plaka, which
was also the findspot of an inscription Chandler copied that made its way to Cami@idge (
112 8499; AIUK 3 (Fitzwilliam) no. §.

Thefinal Elgin marblein this collection iof Tryphera {6), first recorded by Jacob
Sponduring his16751676expedition with George Wheléef. AIUK 11 (Ashmoleanpp.

3-5) in a small chapel that Fourmont and Askew confirm was that to St. George
Alexandrinos which liesimmediately to the east ohé Theatre of Dionysos within the
archaeological sitt 2 s 6 d 0 UiayUmdla diBjris 1940 gho. R

In 1839, the Museum bought the large Roman funerary sculpture of Tryg@on (
from the collection of Rev. Francis Vyvyan Jago Arundell (:I886), who had been a
chaplain at Smyrna from 1822 and travelled extensively arourigastern Mediterranean
(seeDNB), publishingA visit to the seven churches of A&i&28) andDiscoveries in Asia
Minor (1834). In a letter to W. R. Hamilton in 1839,udell states that he purchased the
stele at Smyrna, bigdward HawkinstheKeeper of Antiquitiesin a report to the Trustees
recommending the sale, noted it was dug up at Athens fbiste). It is likely that
Smyrna, a major hubf commerce and travel, was simply the point of sale.

A lekythos (55) was acquired in 1842 from Somerset Low®@prry, 2" Earl of
Belmore (17741841), one year before the majority of his vast collection of (mostly
Egyptian) antiquitiesvas bought by the Musum. He was Dublin born, and etime
governor of Jamaica, but his collecting was undertaken during extensive travels with his
family in 18161818 in the Eastern Mediterranean, particularly in Egypt.

Two grave stelai here hail from the collection of Helvilliam Inwood (1794
1843). The first 29) was found by Inwood on the Acropolis to the west of the Parthenon
(and must have been transported there as building matandljhe second) at the house
of Demetrius Zograffos, a guide and servant of LordoBywho had travelled to England
with the poet and later returned to Greece to fight in the War of Indepentiénemod
had travelled to Greece in 1819, studying its architecture and collecting antiquities. He
would write an influential study on Greefchitecture! and played an important role in the
Neoclassical revival, working on a number of churches, including St. Pancras New Church
in London, which boasts Karyatid porchmodelled on thafrom the Erechtheion. He died

2% Fauvel manuscript: BnF, Manuscrits, ms. fr. 22877, 1, f. 104 verso; see also Hobhouse 1817, |,

264; 1855, |, 268; ClarkdravelslV, 28; A. E. Raubitschelkesperial3, 1944, 352; Clairmont

1983, I, 1747 no. 41, pl. 55; L. Beschi & I. Tval o s , ALa casa di L. S. F
At e n iEphsAech. 140, 2001, 120 n. 162 mistakenly attribute the excavation to Fauvel.

30 Hobhouse 1817, |, 400; T. S. Hugh&gvels in Sicily, Greece and Albanieol. 1, 1820, 315.

31H. W. Inwood,The Eretitheion at Athens: Fragments of Athenian Architecture and a few remains

in Attica, Megara, and Epiruél® ed. 1827, Z'ed. 1831).
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in 1843 sailing to Spain on a ship thatlsanth all hands lost, and his collection of some
48 objects was sold to the Museuratttame year.

The bilingual (GreelPhoenician) stele oArtemidoros(11) was excavated some
time before 1797 in Sepolia between the ancient walls and the Academyaataalled
Vouno, northeast of a church of the Panagia &GR®&A 4, 898) and was taken to the
Capuchin monastery in Athens (which housed many visitors to Athens and incorporated the
Lysikrates monument into its fabric). It was seen at the house of thehFcensul Fauvel
by the Swedish diplomat and orientalisthan Daviddkerblad whose drawing was used
by Edward Dodwelfor a plate in his travel narrativEauvelhad at some point offered it to
Marie-GabrielFlorentAuguste de Choisewubouffier, who had been French ambassador to
the Ottoman Empire (17891)3? The stele was sent from Athens along with other
antiquities collected for Choiseul on the French corvetikrabe but the ship was
intercepted on 1 June 1803 between Sicilian Messina and ltaly by the British frigate
Maidstone under the command of Captain R. H. Moubray, and taken to Malta, where Lord
Nelson noted thdiThere are several large cases ofiAntu i t i es on board LO6A
from Athens, said to be for Buonaparte for the French Reguiilithe cargo was sent to
London, and consigned for sale at Customs House (where Elgin bought a number of lots).
The stone is not heawf again until it waslonated by Lady Gray, the widow of a naval
officer, to the Naval and Military Museum (now the Royal United Services Institute) at
some point between its foundation in 1831 and 1837, when it was sdambygy ates(see
lemmall). The United Services Institute donated steneto the BM in1861.The stele of
Smikylion () was also donated by a Royal Navy officer, Alexander Robjnsd850 but
nothing more is known about him; a career atweald have afforded such opportungie
to remove souvenirs from antique lands.

Three stelaiZ7, 32, 36) were donated by thé"Tarl of Aberdeen in 1861 from the
collection of his father, thé" Earl, George Hamilton Gordon (178860), a politician of
considerable achievement and British Prime Minister from 1852 to 1855. Aberdeen had
visited Athens twice during a tour of Europe, the first sojourn betwe®rmid 28" April
1803 and the seconfiiom 30" August to 28 September the same yéaduring whichhe
probablywitnessed the removal of the Parthenon maiblgs E | g i paddsunderpekn t s
an excavation around the bewfahe Pnyxat the suggestion of Lusietincovering votive
reliefs fom the sanctuary of Zeus HypsisfoseeAlUK 4.5(BM Dedications)section 7§
thatwereshippedn one of EI gi nabnsd tbreacnasnpeo rptasr ti no f1 8E0 6g
sold to the British Museurif The two men were linked in a poem of Lord Byrdhet
Aberdeen and Elgin still pursue / The Shade of fame through regions @j).vikherdeen
supported El gi nds r ewmlb as aHeir gemdine antlguwety anthe bl es
parliamentary committee set up to assess the collection and its purchase by the nation.

For Elgindés relationship with the-9Choiseul <col
33 N. H. Nicolas,The Dispatches andetters of Vice Admiral Lord Viscount Nelsaml. 5, 1845,

90.

%0On Aberdeeno6s ti me i n AlordAberseen: A RotiticaMBiography Ch a mb €
1983, 367, 41-2.

%5 Dodwell 1819, I, 404.

3¢ See Hunt & Smith 1916, 280.
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In 1864, two gravstelai @5, 83[not Atheniaf) werepurchased from the collection
of the Irish peer Percy Clinton Sydney Smy#igyiscount Strangford (1780855)% from
his son. His time as British AmbassadorConstantinople 1820824 (arriving in 1821)
allowed him to build a collection of antiquitiegcluding the Sangford Shield BM
1864,0220.18 BM Sculpture 302), a Roman copy of the shield from Pheidias
chryselephantine statue of Athena in the Parthenon, but there is no indicationviesit he
to Greece (which was in the middle of a revolution against the Ottoman Empir@y, nor
how he came across the Athenian pieces in his collection; they were peunélpssed in
Constantinople.

The large naiskos stele of Agathemdd8) was donated by Sir T. J. Malcolm, a
military officer otherwise unknown. Vidua states that the stone was excavated by the British
consul Logotheti® just before the War of Independ®non the road to Piraeus that passed
throughthefinted gate in the HasekiwallAt hens é final forti;ficatic
it is likely this wasthe Arvanitki Gate since Pittakisiotes the monument was discovered
in 1818in the llissos are?®’

The British politician Frederick Nort®" Earl of Guilford (17661827) (see further
discussion of the Guilford collection IUK 4.7 (BM Miscellaneous) forthcomifghad
travelled extensively in Greece, establishing the first university, the lonian Academy, on the
island of Corfu in 1824where he taught KyriakoBittakis (noted epigraphefEphor of
Antiquities from 1835, and GerarEphor of Antiquities rom 1848 until his death in

1863.° Gu i | f ooliealidh swas broken up on his death, and included the stele of
Archiades(21), given in 1886 by one George Plucknett, and that of Mgl&®, which
eventually found its way to a buildersd yar

Cubitt, London building contractors. A drawing of the stone by Haller had been given to the
archives of Conzebs great proj edconzeod\h Atti c
Nachtrdage p. 15) with the note that it was ODan
|l a portebo, i . e. once at Chalkis in Euboi a,
among the collection of the bibliophif&r Thomas Phillipps (192-1872) recorded it as
fbought at Athens(Codex 173691

In 1890, construction work for the foundations of a building at 67 New Bond Street
in London, the premises of the famed cabinet maker John Johnstone, produced a surprise
find i the grave stele of Epigortd2). How it came to England, and how it ended ughin
foundations of a London property, is not known, but it had previously been recorded in

37 For Strangford see also discussiondlidK 4.2 (BM Decreespp. 45; AIUK 4.3B (BM Ephebic)

p. 4;AlUK 13 (Mount Stewartpp. 34.

%8 This is likely Spyridon Logothetis, who had been consul from at least 1800, see D. Wilson, List
of British Consular Officials in the Ottoman Empmad its former territories, from the sixteenth
century to about 1860, p. 25:

http:/www.levantineheritage.com/pdf/List_of British_Consular_Officials_Turkey ({580}
D_Wilson.pdf (retrieved 21.05.19).

% pittakis 1835, 205.

0 A Hobson, i Frdder iEakr | NooTtahs@aidaid o&f ahe Cambridge n
Bibliographical Societyl5, 2014, 7383.

41 This enormous collection of books and manuscripts was broken up over a very long period, see
the 5volume history by A. N. L. MunbyRhillipps Studies195%:1960.
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Athens as far back as the laté"Ientury, when Jacob Spon saw it in the courtyard of one
Giorgaki Livaditi; the stone was then seen by Fourmont ir9,1l3@t theeafter disappears.
Similarly, stelel8was discoveredac 1870 in the wineellar of Alphington House, on the
island of Jerse§? at that point owned by Arthur Sanders, who donated it in 1894 to the
Museum. There is no record of how it got to Jersey, but perhaps it was brought back by
traders to the Mediterraneaiollowing a long tradition of ancient stones being taken as
ballast?3

The stehi of Hierokleia (24) and of Stratios45) were purchased in 1907 from
William Talbot Ready 24 had been seen before 1888 by Dragabn Pigads street
(Y d o B ivest of KaravaX U U bvEr a door of a factory belonging to G. Grypdibs.
Ready was from a family of restorers who worked at the BM, but he left to become a dealer
after 1884, taking over the firm of Rollin and Feuard@nt.

The Museum purchased the disk@hathon(71) in 1908 from the dealer Jean P.
Lambros (184B1909) in Athens, where it had been sésome yeamsbefore 1909 byA.
Lampropoulogseelemma71). Both his father and brother also sold antiquities to the BM,
particularly coing'®

The stele ofKlearete(22) was purchased in 1910 from the Paris dealer C. A.
Lembressis through Talbot Ready for 160 pounds (altig24 and a sculpture fragment).
The naiskos stele of Metager(@4) was boughthroughthe intermediangpink & Son Ltd
for 150 pounds in 1915 witlub provenance, but a garbled text of the inscription was sent
to the Berlin Academyn 1912 by Wiegand frortstanbu) and if he saw it there rather than
in Athens then it might have been satdstanbulor at least shipped frothere Lembressis
was also the dealer who sold the stele of Mela(8&sto the Museum, for 160 pounds
through W C. Bacon & Co.

The naiskosstele of Aristeis(33) was purchased from the deal&eorges
Yannacopoul os )(niPari$3dn31018 flof @@ peangs, accompanied by a
confidential note that it came frofivelaniderya in East Attica(bU o U 3 sfarmeshyU d
Loutsa, now Artemis In 1911, he alssoldthe funerary naiskos of Archaga(20) to the
Museum for 1000 pounds, aig with a note that it was said to have been found at Menidi
(Acharnes) in AtticaSuch notes may preserve information freanlier collectorsalthough
we cannot discount the possibility that they were added to raise the price tlfamegh
privateclaimsto provenance.

42 For the story of its discovery, see A. H. SmitHS14, 1894, 268.

43 Note, e.g., the interesting caseGiBM 1030, copied by Sherard at Smyrna in 17033376),

found during excavations at Vauxhall in 1901, and presented to the BM by tleobDioé the

London and SouthVe s t Rai |l way Company, see L. Robert, A
0 n 0 ma s Berytusle, 4966, 839 (=Opera Minora Select®, 63771).

44 Dragatsisscommunicated the information to tBerliner philologische Wochenschrif888, 163,

no. 9; sedARMA4, pp. 30910.

4 D. M. Wilson, The British Museum: A History 2002, 357 n. 128; M. Cay
| e g aBritisloMuseum Magazingl, Spring 200555.

46 0On Lambros as a dealer in Athens, see Y. GalanaBiSA106, 2011, 18®2, esp. nn. 36 and 45.

A further inscribed monument (BM 1895,1029.10) purchased from LambralJK 4.5 (BM

Dedications) no. 12
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The lekythos of Hippyllog47) was purchased in 1924 for 350 pounds from the
London dealer BCoureau, who sold items from &ace to the BM between 192826.

The fragment of the Argive casualty list from the battld ahagra(78) wasfound
by the antiquary Daniel Wray (1741/83) at the house of a Mr. Jones of Finchley in 1771,
one of several marbles given to him lmyumname naval officer who had sailed throughout
the Levant. In preparing a paper for the Society of Antiquaries, Wray spoke with James
AAtheniaro Stuart, who produced papers proving that he had not only found the inscription
himself at the Stoa Poikile (Library of Hadrian) during his famed expedition to Athens
(175%1753) but had had it shipped to Smyrna with the intention of bringing it home to
England But the marble never arrivéd the unknown naval officer perhaps found it
uncollected at Smyrna. A. S. Murf&ywas alerted to part of the inscription alongside a
fragment of the Parthenonos isurelydiso parof e z e
Stuart o6s Ii 4901 is & gaplenaatkery at Colne Park, Essex, home of the
Botterell family, that once had been the property of the antiquary and specialist in early
writing, Thomas Astle (author afthe Origin and Progress of Writind 784, who Murray
surmised may well have been inteegbkin collecting such unusual specimens of Greek
script. On further enquirythe joining fragment was also dug up from the same place and
the inscription wentm display (loaned by J. D. Botterell) at tharBngton Fine Arts Club
in summer 1903° Both sculpture and inscription were donated by Botterell to the British
Museum in 1919 and 192Bxamples such as these emphasise how misleading a findspot
for an inscription can be without furthelocumentary evidencé he transportation of
marbles as ballast on ships, the trade in antiquities from the major ports Eddtezn
Mediterranean, and the potential for shipments to be lost or stored with ntigsgignment
detailsled to a great manynaient monuments becomimpgerres errantes

The stele offimarete(17) is first recorded as being in a Venetian collection in'& 17
century drawing?® It next appears in London, transcribed £835 byJamesyates, owned

by a chemist called Dodd (perhaps the same C. Dodd who presented a Marsyas in 1838:

BM 1838,1201.1BM Sculpturel557), before becoming part of the collection of Sir Francis
Cook (18171901), a wealthy textile magte living in Richmond whose son Frederick
loaned the piece to the Burlington Fine Arts Club Exhibition in 2308w stele was bought
by the Museum at the sale of the Cook family collection in $847.

The stele ofSynphoron(41) was copied in Valetta, Malta in 174By Thomas
Blackburne, whose epigraphic manuscript was seen by M. N. Tod in the possession of C.
T. Onions, Fellow of Magdalen College, OxfafdHow it got there, or how it came to
England, is unknown, but many marbles found their way to or via Maltaja mditary

(b

D. Wr ay, MfAObservations on a Grceaedkogiavoh? t773, pt i on,

216-21; reprinted ? edition, 1809.

®AA Fragment of t HQoernaPdthe Rogahlmstitute Fofr Britsihz Arobiteds,
1902, 312.

49 For the date, selHS25, 1905, 183Exhibition of Ancient Greek Arl904, 88 no. 109.

0 The Molin or Grimani collections? See |. Favarettote antica e cultura antiquaria delle
collezioni venete al tempo della Serenissit®@00, 200384 fig. 63.

51 CatalogueExhibition of Ancient Greek Ari904, no. 31.

52 For the Cook collection, see E. StrodlS28, 1908, 145.

M. N. Tod, #AA FoJH§4B11928,16, ikseriptignoam #h.i st 0O,
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and commercial huland quarantine centrdét was copied byMdller for Boeckh, who
published it in 1828 when it was already at the Museum.

The stele oBoteris(38) hadonce beermwned byHowe Peter Browne,"#Marquess
of Sligo (17881845)>* who arrived in Athens in 1810 and obtainefitman to excavate a
number of sites, amassingallectionof some 1,059 vases, and almost a hundred marbles
(cf. AIUK 4.2 (BM Decrees)p. 5;AIUK 13 (Mount Stewartp. 3) The Museum purchased
the stele from Hadji Baba Galleries in 1982 for 700 pounds.

The marble loutrophoros of Mnesime@8) may be linked with an excavated
lekythos of the same family fromcemetery at Voula (ancient Halai Aixonides). It was
purchased in Paris by Jean Mikas in 820s andvassold by his nephew George N.
Krimitsas in the 1970s. It came on the market once mat898 through the Cahn Gallery
in Basel andwas bought by the Museum through Oliver Forge and Brendan Lynch for
20,000 pounds.

The stele of Choiring23) was acquired in Eleusis in 1819 by the French Rear
Admiral E. Halgan (177-1.852), becoming part of thellection of Francois Lenormant. In
more recent decades it passed through the Swiss and London markets and was last owned
by CarleMaria Fallani of Geneva. The Museum bought it from Oliver Forge and Brendan
Lynch for 38,000 pounds in 2007.

540n the Second Marquis of Sligo, see now A. Cham@dms,Great Leviathan: The Life of Howe
Peter Browne, Marquess of Sligo 178845 2017.
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3. PRIVATE MONUMENTS : THE NAME STELAI

1 GRAVE STELE OF THE FAMILY OF ARISTOPHO®.. BM 1816,0610.266Elgin
collection. Athens?Undecorated tele of white marblewith a rounded finialthat may
includetraces of a painted bayid 0.7, w. 0285, th. 0.085 Lettering and orthography of
thelatefifth to early fourth century8C, h. 0.022.

Eds.CIG 921 (Boeckh copies Rose and MilleHicks, GIBM I no. 135% 1G 11 3503
(Koehler) 1G 112 10799(Kirchner). Autopsy Pitt 2019. In stor&ig. 1.

Latev- earlyiv BC

bl , . V" (Memoria)) of Aristophos,
L o L mother of
= e TR T Amphenor and
. F7D o Diognetos and

5 % ‘D 36 Thymilos, and ihemoria) of
% 'DowW Thymilos, son of
_ .1 "D oD Nauklos, andriemoria)
G L of Timokrates,
"6DoDobl - son of Amphenor.

10 - 0 vacat (Memoria)
S b FR of Thrasykles.

This list of family members on the same stelenssuallyheadedy awoman Aristophosa,

who is identified not as a daughter or wife but as a mother of three sonwaaSheried

with oneson Thymilos, and a grandson, Timokratasd was perhaps a widoWwhe final

line lists one further interment, that of Thrasykles, whose familial relationship is
unspecified, but who was certainly added to the stone at a later date, as evidenced by the
shallower engraving of his name.

Several 6 the namespresentedare rare or otherwisenknown at AthensAs
Lambert has noted, only about 13% of Athenians in the fifth century BC had names
otherwise unattested for Athenians, and only about 7.5% in the fourth cehilinis
suggests wenaynotbedealing with an Athenian familysl =~ % “ _(orbl _ = 7 " |
PAA), perhapsa simplification ofbl . . %~ 5®isa feminine versionabl . =~ , 7~

a name whose first componest, . -7is' very common, andhosesecond;, * “though
lesswidespread, is wekknough attested. The name appears five times in its masculine form
in Hellenistic Crete, once in Cyrenajead once irafeminine form, adl . . %~ _in,

imperial Rhodegcf. LGPNI, and note also the two Cretan occurrenceslof . = );

%S, D. LlGPMenrd ,t hie Epigraphy and History of Attt
Marchand eds.Onomatobgos. Studies in Greek Personal Names presented to Elaine Matthews

2010, 14352, at 149. As he notes, however, these statistics include the lesstestttd female

names; the number of unique male names is accordingly rather lower than these figiesis sug

%6. - does not normally occur in Attic, which has a tendency in inscriptions to simplify-to

although the cases noted by Threatte |-b&4re mostly ethnic adjectives.
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Of herthree sons, two are nobmmemoratetiereandsomight have been responsible for
erecting the stelebl =~ ‘is’a name formed of two common componé¥itslbeit
unattested in this combinatipn . . - ~ is Comrhon across the Greek world. * _
thar deceased brother, thoughare name, is also regularly formed from the component
" _ ¢ anil the diminutive/familiar suffix,. * . The name is otherwideundonly on a
dedication to Asklepios from CreteéSEG 28750, early Hellenistic?). _~. * | a
hypocoristic variant of _ _ K" occurs at Ephesdthe patronymicof a decree proposer

in thethird century BC [Eph.20042).°8 The nametype is rare in Attig; the closest parallel

at this period isa worker from the Erechtheion accountsx_ * ° & metic resident in
Alopeke?® Timokratesand Thrasyklesarebothvery common names

The inscription should date to the ldif¢gh or earlyfourth century BC on the basis
of its lettering and orthograpt{guch as the consistent use ofor, , ). The text is written
in lonic script, which is often the casafunerary monument®r foreigners in the late fifth
century®® although the syntax is also nédtic ( _ . . . . 27 *)._The gnonument
typel rounded togvithout connecting moulding finds a good fifthcentury parallel inG
112 11378 (forthe date and image, sefgora XVIl 813, pl. 66), inscribed with the single
name .- _ _ inaslightly olderstyle of letteringhan that of our monumerand bearing
traces of a painted eganddart pattern in a band above the inscription. The blank ffial
Ar i st op hos andyssimitary rhave reeeived painted decoratifthere may be
surviving traces)likely with a palmette, such as we see on the stele of AristipEos 4
9156; Posamentk006,no. 11).

The naming of the deceased in the genitwith & _or’ € _undersood, finds
ready parallels in Attic funerary epigraphy of this per(oﬂ IG I° 1339 B S |
bl , . 7 ° ~ca. 416400 BQ. Theform_, “for__ ~is normalin Atticinscriptions after
ca. 450 BC and until the Roman perfédalthough its use here where we would expect
simply the patronymic in the genitive is r&fa/hile it is unusual to find the definite article
between names (at this period principally in epitaphforeigners, cfIG 1° 1358, 1366,
1372), it is necessary when the main name is in the genitive to avoid the awkward
juxtaposition of two genitive names (¢flUK 2 (BSA) no. §; . 6 also clarifies that the
genitive is different from the preceding orfenemorial of ... son of 0.The use of twedot

x

See S. Minon, fmAn¢dignop dndgbhe s _ @bl ~ _ ' o RBvue de
phil ol ogi e, de | it t @4 2010 28824e't dOhI stoire ancien
%8 A further example on a sherd from Naukratis (A. BernamrdDelta égyptiet, 1970, 670, 287)
should be deleted following a new reading by Alan Johnster:] — ' . " /I-{-] (BM

1886,0401.508

® Threatte II, 182, citindG I 476.173 (also alG 112 1654.78, as it may now be read, &lO

Papers7, no. 1 8). The common name” _£™ also occurs in the same accounts (ll. 202, 239) for a

slave named with reference to his owner.

€ Threatte I, 33. For the change from Attidémic script in public documents and the influence of

the language of the country demesondétyy, see A. P. Matt haiou, #AAttic
fifth century BC in | onic s cGreelpHistoryand Bpigtaphy Mi t c he
Essays in honour of P. J. Rhod2809, 20112.

®1 For the use and forms_of “in Attic inscriptions, see Threatte |, 340.

62 But cf. IG I1® 4, 550 (Iate ivBC): -7 ~_" bl , : 5 1G 1% 4, 706 (356325 BC):, Nt

s =

R L O e S N T
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interpuncts on funerary monuments, though not very common, can also be paralleled at this
period (e.9.]G I® 1354, ca. 241800, for a Megariafrom the Piraeus)®

Early publicationsf this inscriptiordoubedits authenticity. Koumanoudes omitted
the stele from his collection of Attic funerary inscriptions, and Hicks dismissed it as a
forgeryonthe basisoft s | ettering and Adictionod. This
by Koehler, who, on the basis of a squeeze supplied by Gustav Hirschfeld, noted that the
letterforms and the later addition dfe final lineargued forits authenticity The absence
of a published image of the stone has not aided decision on this question, and, though
included inPAA, the persons named are notLiGPN or Athenian OnomasticonThe
monument type, rarity of the names, style of letigiting, and the later addition of a further
family member support Koehl er 6s Whatgeemsent t h
quite certainif this is Attic,is that the family were foreignemwith their own traditions of
funerary commemoratio further possibility, howeves that the stonmay not have been
discovered in Attica: a number of objefitsm the Elgin collectiomlescribed akaving been
discovered in Athens were in fact fourldeavhere (se€lUK 4.5(BM Dedicationssect. 1
with nn. 11 and 12nd Appendix A further argumenagainstthis being a forgery is the
rarity of inventedsimple Greek funerary stelaincethere was little market for such stones
in the Ottoman Empire of the late18nd early 19 centuries (see M. GuarducEpigrafia
Grecal, 1967, 488501).

Koehler supposed that Ampheniead brought his family with him from Teos or
Abderg although the onomastic® not seem particularly indicative sdichanorigin; the
fact thattwo of the more unusual namescurlater in Crete desno more than raise the
possibility of a Cretan origifAnotheralternative, consonant withtnot definitely implied
by) the absence of an ethnic, is that this is the monument of a family of mixed ethnicity
and/or servile origin.

63 Cf. Threatte |, 77
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Fig. 1.1 © Trustees of the British Museum
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2 GRAVE STELE OF EUPOLEMOS AND FAMILY. BM 1816,0610.385 Elgin
collection.Athens Fragmenbf awhite marblestelebroken on all but the right sideith a
thick, brokenmoulded bandiboveandthe floor of arecessed fieldontaininga curved
object (oliage?; the topwas cut andvorked smooth during reuskl. 0.38,w. 0.25, th.
0.12 Lettering and orthographiyonic scriptbut, for_ ., ) of ca.earlyfourth centuryBC
(Lewis, IG 13 p.987), h.0.180.22 stoichedon hor. 0.041, vert. 0.033.

Eds.CIG 79 (Boeckh copy Rosg Hicks, GIBM | no. 95; IG | 548 + Suppl. p. 54
(Kirchhoff); 1G 1l 2693 (Koehler) SEMA3181.Autopsy Pitt 2019. In storé&ig. 2.

ca.earlyiv BC Stoichedon
[.7 .V 1T [Eupollemos
[....] ="~ (son) of--is
[. "0 /.27 of [Ptelea?]
[.... T .7, [--s]trate
5 [.7°°1.1M (daughter) of [Eupogmos.
[.7. 7117 [Eupollemos
[.7 7" 1IY (son) of [Eupad]mos.
Earlier edsleavetheinscription unrestored- -} * ‘|[--1. — 1[F-L . . [[F- T " . Tl--

L 1F-F " 1F-1 |-- - SEMA

Boeckhclassified this inscription as part affifth-century decreeand Kirchoff designated

it a fragmentum incertumbut since Hicks it has been correctly identified as a funerary
monument listing a father, daughter and $oKoehler was first to recognise that the

f at her @ustbapa me’ buf'the fact that the names are inscribed stoichedon, here
noted for the first time, enables us to take restoration a step fuatheit with a leap of
faith. There are only certaipossible combinations of names and demotics that would all fit
the samestoichedon griqutilising theAthenian Onomasticosearch functionsassuming

the lines start at a left margiAlthough far from certain, | suggest that . * ~ is thé

only attested name that suits all frerameterswhile the only two possible demotics that
would thenfitinl. 3are, » _ _ ' _or .”'/"" ~ % While'the former cannot be ruled
out, the name Eupolemos is not otherwisand in Teithras, and it my be that this
monument relates to members of the same family as that which supplied an ephebe,
Eupolemos of Ptelea, ca. 330 BC (Reinmuphebic Inscriptionsno. 12,col. 1 36 = J. L.
Friend, The AtheniarEphebeiain the Fourth Century BCE2019,T19). We would then

®The monument was omitted frdi@ 112, perhaps because of the lingering possibility of a late fifth
century date. Lewis then did not include it@I® on the grounds that it belonged more comfortably
in the fourth centurylG I3 p. 987).

65 |f the stoichedon pattern included one furtherelettwe might also consider the name
[, * (Jaraht spellingof * | ' ~ . )andthe’demotifbl _ - _ ’ ] (asugdestion

| owe to Angelos P. Matthaigualthough in that case there is no known attestation of the name in
that deme, as there is with Eupolemos of Ptelea, and it would require the omission of mu.
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have a family memorial of Eupolemos son-a$ of Ptelea .~ *~ * wduld share a name
component, although there is @ ~ ~ "of Pteleain 329/8 BC:IG 112 1672260, his
daughter (many possibilitiesuchas = ° ~ 7,7 _ 7 7)) and a son, also likely
called Eupolemodf the restoration of line length is correct, the stele was originally twice
the width (ca. 0.45 m) and perhalisted further members in the manner of other tall
Namenstelenthecurvingobject in thecrowningelement abovevould then lietcowards the

right and likely be part of a rosette or foliafyjem a palmette finial

Fig. 2.2. Photo: Pit © Trustees of the British Museum.
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3 GRAVE STELE OF HIPPOKRATES AND BAUKIS. BM 1816,0610.35&lgin
collection.Athens Complete &le ofwhite marble crowneavith a palmette acroterigi.
1.25, w. 0.38, th. 0.085.Lettering of the latdifth to earlyfourth centuryBC, h. 0.015. Br
the palmette decoration, cf. Hildebrar2?06,nos. 17 (39880 BC) and 18 (ca. 370 BC)

Eds.CIG 958 (Boeckh copy Rosg Koumanoudes 300®jicks, GIBM | no. 120 1G
Il 3810 (Koehler) IG 112 11722(Kirchner).

Cf. BM Sculpture600, Conzelll 1513, pl. 314ARMAA4, 231§. Autopsy Pitt 2019.
In store.Figs. 31, 3.2.

early iv BC SRR S Y
Hippokrates Baukis

The tall undecorated shaft of this grave stele likely once bore painted decoration beneath
the inscribed names of Hippokrates and Baukis, perhaps husband afck \vifife stele of
Sosistratos and Phanoklgi& I12 5520= Posamenti2006,no0. 64." _ _Y_is a rare name
occurringonly once more in a fragmentary poémthe fourthcentury BC poet Erinnd he
Distaff, a lament for her childhood friend Baukibo died shortly after marriage; they may
have lived on the smallodecanesisland ofTelos® The malename _~_ _ i§ found once
more on a statue base at Olympia seerPbysaniags.8.4, commemorating the wrestling
victory of Baukis of TroizenW-iv BC, L. Moretti, Olymponikai, 1957 n0.358). Therelated
names _ Y, _ _n,” __% ,and _~ ~ alderiefrom~ "~ )" meaning
rather than the sense %iniatin the nsrhevasmadefamaus e d
by Ovi do6s B @hilemos legand Mlet 8. 611724) The rare namelack of

patronymics, demotiagr ethnics, suggest thouldbe a metic pair.

S 01

o)
6 gi

N

Fig. 31. 3, inscription detail Photo: Pitt© Trustees of the British Museum.

% D. L. Page edGreek Literary Papyti1942, no. 120.
7 See C. P. Jones, htarvard Studiesri Classical Philology6, 1994, 2027 (SEG45.2283); O.
MassonZPE 102, 1994, 1747 (SEG44.261).
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Fig. 3.2 3. Photo: Pitt© Trustees of the British Museum.
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4 GRAVE STELE OF CHABRIAS FROM SELYMBRIA BM 1816,0610.290Elgin
collection. Athens Upper sectionof a marble stele with two stylised rosettes below the
inscription, surmounted by an acroterion of one central palmette and two smaller ones at the
sides broken aboved. 0.495, w. 0.44,th. 0.105 Lettering of the earlyourth centuryBC,
h. 0.016 increasingly spaced otawards the end of the lin€almette typeof ca.400-375
BC (Hildebrandt).

Eds.CIG 888 (Boeckh copy Rosg Koumanoudes 235®icks, GIBM | no. 107;
IG 11 3296 (Koehler)]G 112 10261a (Kirchner).

Cf. BM Sculptures08, Conzelll 1641, fig. 347 ARMAA4, 2327); Hildebrand2006
no. 156 Autopsy Pitt 2019. In stor&ig. 4.

early iv BC o ~37 'y, 1. Chabrias of Salypria (Selymbria).
(rosette (rosette)

1 pi may be betahe uppehorizontalperhaps curves slightly

Chabrias was a metic from Selymbrea Megarian colony in Propontic Thragmodern
Silivri, west of Istanbul) The C|ty ethnicis recorded elsewhere in Athenian sources as
“_ '~ and ~."_ " ~’ buton jts own fifthcenturyBC coins is abbreviated

, suggesting the spelling in our inscription is more authentically Selym{riEme

city joined the Delian League after the Persiarereexpelledfrom Thrace, and appears in
the Athenian Tribute Lists in the Hellespontine district many times from 454/3 to 418/7, at
first payingninetalents and then ever decreasing amounts down to 900 drachmas in 435/4,
but is then assessedmetalents again in 430/28eelnventoryno. 679. It revoltedfrom

the Athenians during a period of stasis whselwthe preAthenian party exiled, buvas
recaptured by Alcibiades in 408, who edttas the proposer of the surviving inscribed
settlement with the city G | 118) that includes discussion of several hostages taken by the
Athenians (for all of which, sdaventoryno.679).The Selymbrians later joined the second
Athenian naval confedera¢RO 22, 125.

Only two other Selymbrians are knowmhave been commemorated at Athehe
proxenosPythagoras son of Dionysios, on a wealown funerary monument in the
Kerameikos ca. 46850 BC (G I3 1154); and a woman, Xeno, who died ca.-400 BC
(G N1210261;, & =~ _ ~ "),

= -

%8 Seelnventoryno. 679; Threatte |, 133 for variants at Athens. Epigraphically, the ethnialpith
is attested otherwise from Selymbria itself onlyiia Roman periodK ByzantionS5, S23, S24.
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Fig. 4. 4 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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5 GRAVE STELE OF CHAIRIPE. BM 1843,0531.21Found atAthensin the houseof
Demetrius Zograffos in 1818y Inwood(seeCollectionHistory). Complete tele of white
marble very abradedwith a simple rounded central acroterion, likely once carrying a
paintedpalmette H. 0.705, w. 0.2, th. 0.095 Letters worn and undiagnostic. 0.02. Br
thefinial, cf. Hildebrand2016 nos. 18 (ca. 370), 22 (ca. 380), 42 (390 BC).

Eds.H. W. Inwood,The Erechtheion at Athens827, 146, pl. 31 [29ed. 1831, 34,
pl. 31]; Hicks, GIBM I no. 130, IG 112 13040&Kirchner).Autopsy Pitt 2019. In stor&igs.
51,5.2.

y ~

early iv BC . 7, 7 (Memoria) of Chairippe.

The inscription is engraved at the upper rigbtnerof the stele shaflikely acting as a
name labefalbeit in the genitivejo a now lost painted figure beneétih Posamenti2006

no. 20=1G 112 10483; no. 2k 11887 ,AIUK 8 (Broomhall) no. . The name _ , ’ _ 8~ |
attested 14 times at Athens, witl2 belonging tathe fourth centuryand two perhaps
Hellenistic (seéthenian Onmasticon. The use of the single name for a woman leaves the
citizen status indeterminablalthoughfurther information may have been conveyed by a
painted scene or through neighbouring monuments within a family peribolos.

Fig. 5.1 5, inscription detail Photo: Pitt© Trustees of the British Museum.
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Fig. 5.2 5. Photo: Pitt© Trustees of the British Museum.

29



3. Private Monuments: The Name Stelai

6 GRAVE STELE OF EUMACHOSBM 1785,0527.4Athens, bundby Chandler built
into a walland pesented by the Society Dilettanti (see Collection History)Upper part
of a whitemarble stele surmounted by a palmette acrotermsasing the left sectior).
0.515, w. 0.445,th. 0.13 Letteringof the earlyfourth centuryBC, h. 0.018. BImette type
ca. 390380 BC Hildebrandt).

Eds. Chandlet774 no. 87;CIG 579 (Boeckh from Chandle); Koumanoudes 197;
Hicks, GIBM | no.79;1G Il 1812 (Koehler)]G 11?5556 (Kirchner).

Cf. BM Sculptures05, Conzelll 1611, fig. 342 ARMAA4, 2305); Hildebrand2006
no. 199, pl. 74 (dr.)Autopsy Pitt 2019. In storé&ig. 6.
‘ Eumachos
- .. (son of Euthymachos
BIYy ~_Kyf . of Alopeke.

earlyiv BC

s

- =

The sharing otomponents in a nanteetween father and sdas here with _ -) was a
common phenomenoat Athens particularly before ca. 200 BC when it becomes much
more likely to find father and son with the same name$s&Lambertin A. P. Matthaiou

i G. Malouchou eds Attikai Epigraphai. Praktika Symposiou eis mnemen Adolf Wilhelm
2004, 3356 = IALD 329-30). This inscription providethe only instances of these names in
Alopeke (Athenian Onomasticona deme located at modern Katsipadiitheasdf the city
walls (Traill 1986 139). Theconinuation of thestele may havdisted further family
membes below, or perhapsorepainted decoration.

Fig. 6. 6 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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/ GRAVE STELE OF ASKLEPIODOROSAND EPIKYDES OF OLYNTHOS BM
1816,0610.258Elgin collection Athens Upper part of a marble stele witlounded
palmette acroterigrh. 0.5, w. 0.325,th. 0.08 Lettering ca.mid-fourth centuryBC, h.
0.012.Palmette type ca. 37860 BC (Hildebrandt).

Eds.CIG 879 (Boeckh copy Rosg Koumanoudes 2286iicks, GIBM | no. 106;
IG 1l 3243 (Koehler)]G 112 10019 (Kirchner)GinestiRosell2012,no. 170.

Cf. BM Sculptures01; Conzelll 1579, fig. 335 ARMA4, 2326);Hildebrandt2006
no. 7, pl. 8. Autopsy Pitt 2019. In storé&igs. 7.1, 7.2.

mid-vBC bl T pT " Asklepiodoros
(S S I (son) of Thrason of Olynthos.
. Bl TV T Epikydes(son) of Asklepiodoros
R T of Olynthos.

The stele commemorates two Olynthians, father and sonmalgdhave beedepicted in a
painted scene below the inscripti@@i. Posamenti2006 no. 64. They may not, however,
have been the people for whom the stone was first erected, as traces of letter strokes and/or
a cuttingback of the inscribed surfa¢eot previously notedjuggests this is a reinscription
over an erased text. The surviving lettgria scrappy and poorly planned, in contrast to the
finely worked palmette decoration, but it is not diagnostic enough to suggest a wide
difference in date. This example shows the difficulty of assesiséngelationships between
text and images when monents were frequently reuséske Clairmon197Q 5571; CAT
Introductory Volumel11921).

Asklepiodoros is spelled once with single and once with dagigleg a common
false gemination of the sibilant before_,  in Attica, with many examples in names
beginningbl _ * -®® FRAlists 37 Olynthians at Athen@rincipally from thefourth
century BC), the majority known from funerary monuments, but two becaitizens
(OsborneNaturalization I, T61 = P. Liddel,Decrees of FourttCentury Athens (403/2
322/1 BC) 2020, T1, D109andT62), and one waa secretary ofhiasotai(IG 112 12635,
21, 48). Aeschinef.1545) claims that Demosthenes had tried to persuade the Olynthian
metic Aristophanes to testify agairtstn, but that he had refused. The incident is told as
part of the events surrounding Philipbds tak
garrison there was sold into slavery, and exiles from the city pantedAthens.Our
Thrasorhas been recognis€@ataki1998 138 no. 67as a member of the piMdacedonian
party mentionedby Demostheneg18.137%,7° but Thrason is quite a common name and the
identification is far from certajrraisingas it does the political problem of wihyfamily
with such associationsould settle in Athen®ne furtherOlynthianEpikydesis found as
agovernor of Teucheira in 322 BEventssmfteng Phot
Alexander(FGrH 156 P, 17, Tataki1998 134 no. 4). Olynthianrefugees werenostly
not grantedAthenian citizenship butmay have been giversoteleia (see Osborne
Naturalizationlll, X12).

® Threatte I, 52729; K. A. GarbrahZPE70, 1987, 1555.
OM. Gude,A History of Olynthus with a Prosopographia and Testimoh®83, 45 no. 69.
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- - "".«M‘
” :Qq‘b ;b.a::_vr'

Fig. 7.1 7 © Trustees of the British Museum.

Fig. 7.2 7, inscription detail Photo: Pitt© Trustees of the British Museum.
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8 GRAVE STELE OF SMIKYLION. BM 1850,0724.1Athens. Resented in 1850 by
Alexander RobinsonRN (see Collection History)Upper part of a white arble stele
surmounted by an elaboradeeply carvegbalmette acroteriospringing from foliage and
rosettes; the shaft teecorated with two carved rosettes beneatimgeiption ands broken
below. H 0.8, w. 0.45,th. 0.125. Lettering andbrthography othe midfourth centuryBC,
h.0.016 Acroterion ca. 35340 BC (Hildebrandt).

Eds. E. Gerhardirch? ologische ZeitungAnzeigey 185Q 226; Koumanoudes 615;
Hicks, GIBM | no.86;1G 1l 2139 (Koehler)]G 11?2 6338 (Kirchner).

Cf. BM Sculpture599; Conzelll 1624, fig. 344 ARMA4, 2306):Hildebrandt2006
no. 103 Autopsy Pitt 2019. In storé&ig. 8.

mid-iv BC 5 Smikylion
- (son) of Eualkides
d. . 0" of Kerameis.

(rosette) (rosette)

Smikylion is a rare name, attested twice at Athearsl only four other Athenians called
Eualkides are known, onether (son of Alkimachosglso from the deme Kerameias,
cavalryman who made a dedication on Salammig§20 BC(IG 112 4, 32324), andwhowas
perhaps from a younger generation of the same faifiilg. deme Kerameisovered an
elongated area in northwest Athens within and withoufthemistoklean circuitvall and
seems to have been strung out along a major road lined with pottery workshbpdack
of findspot does not allow us to ascertain whether this stelsatap in the deme cemetery
Robin Osborne @xford Journal of ArchaeologyO, 1991 231-52) has shown from
provenancedjravestone®f Kerameis demesmen thé2% were buried in or near their
ancestral demm thefourth andthird centuries B.C., and 38%sewhere, showing a high
level of mobility away from the registered deme.

The form ofthefinial and moulding transition suggests ttlia Namenstele, without
sculpted elements below the rosettes, perhaps inclotleginscribed names further down
theshatft.

1 See |. SteffelbaueMDAI(A) 122, 2007, 22761.
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Fig. 8. 8 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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9 GRAVE STELE OF EUETESBM 2013,5017.2Athens Upper section of a white
marble stelewith centralshallowpalmetteand rightacroterion A recessed panelan be
discernedelow the inscriptionlikely once holding relief sculptur@ildfeldstele) H. 0.3L,
w. 0.2%, th. 0.095 Lettering of the miefourth centuryBC, h.0.012.

Eds.Hicks, GIBM | no. 91; IG Il 2404 (Koehler);1G 112 7044 (Kirchner). Autopsy
Pitt 2019. In storekig. 9.

mid-iv BC Lo V"_ISI . I'=[ * _ ] Euetegson of Archidamos
A2 of Paiania.

Eueteds a rare name, with three other holders known from Atheutswithout demotics
(Athenian OnomasticgnArchidamos is more common (16), with one oteamplefrom
Paiania G I3 4, 83.6, ca. 330 BC).Humphreys(2018 1218) suggests that Euetes may
belong to a different branch of the family of Archikleides of Paiania, councillor in 343/2
(IG 1B 1, 3075 f.; 3083; IG 1I° 4, 83.6). The recessed panel below the inscription should
have carried a sculpted or paisitecengsuch as a dexios{a so-called Bildfeldstelesee
Scholl1996.

Fig. 9. 9 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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10 GRAVE STELE OF THEOPHILOSBM 1816,0610.296Elgin collection Athens
Upper part of a white marble pedimenttdlg broken below and right. 0.285, w. 0.4,
th. 0.08 Letteringca.latefourth centuryBC, h.0.011.

Eds.CIG 955 (Boeckh copy Rosg Koumanoudes 298Hicks, GIBM | no. 119
IG 1l 3778 (Koehler) IG 112 11667(Kirchner).Autopsy Pitt 2019. In stor&ig. 10.

ca. late ivBC PP E Theophilog(?son o} Edi .
. " _.'[?]. Euphro. Dionysia.
2 corrected from lapis.

The stele names Theophilasdtwo female relatives and perhaps a fourth member if-Eu
is the start of a name rather than a patronyntikely as labels for a missing painted scene
beneath, which may have helped to identifyrthelationships. The absence of patronymics
suggests the women may be daeghtof Theophilos, whose name would normally be
spelled , = _, but fie short vowe| is frequently written _before, from the late
fifth to mid-third century BC in Attica’? Taking the pediment apex as the centre of the
stone, there is room for around sevwen mi ssi
might posita name sharing elements with his daughter’ > suchas_, ' . . Euphro
finds only one further parallel at Athensom the Imperialperiod:, ,, '0 3" - - | d

' [ TG 1126254). The name . *~ _would be consistent with, but does not
necessarily imply, a neAthenian: it is found 62 times in Athens (our exanmméincluded

in LGPNAthenian Onomasticon23 of them certainly foreigner# is rare before the
Hellenistic period (€xamples

Fig. 10. 10. Photo: Pitt© Trustees of the British Museum.

2For example of this in' ~ - names, see Threatte I, 153, to which 8&f61.182, an epitaph of
" ,1n , " frofin Agryle.
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11 BILINGUAL GRAVE STELE OF ARTEMIDOROS OF SIDONBM 1861,0726.1
(Egypt) 1937,1211.1(Greece & Romp Athens, excavatedsome time before 1797 in
Sepolia(Fauvel),once in the Choiseul collectiodpnatedoy theUnited Services Institution
(see Collection History)Tall marble steledoroken below surmounted by an elaborate
acanthus finiabpringing from foliagetwo stylisedrosetteson the shafseparatea Greek
inscription above and Phoeniciaronebelow. H. 1.2@, w. 0.48; th. 0.2. Lettering of the
mid-fourth centuryBC, h.0.021.Finial decoratiorca. 340 BQHildebrandt).

Eds. D.Akerblad Commentationes Societatis Regiae Scientiarum Gotting&dsis
1800, 225-28; CIG 894 (Boeckh from Akerblad, Dodweli; J. YatesThe Journal of the
Royal Asiatic Society of Great Britain and Ireladd1837 1489; Koumanoudes 2374,
Hicks, GIBM | no. 109; E. RenanCorpus Inscriptionum Semiticarum1881, 141-42, no.
116, pl. 22,Kanaanaische und Araméische Inschriften 53;IG 11 3318 (Koehler)]G 112
10270 (Kirchner)B2bler 1998 14445, 24648 no. 60, pl. 9Ginest Rosell2012 no. 484.

Cf. Dodwell 1819 I, 411; Conzdll 1575 fig. 333 ARMA4, 898);Hunt & Smith
1916,3589 (on theChoiseul collection)C. BonnetLes enfants de Cadmos. Le paysage
religieux de la Phénicie hellénistiqu2015, 4523, fig. 104;Hildebrandt2016 no. 80, pl.
33. Autopsy Pitt 2019. In stor&igs. 11.1, 11.2.

ca.340BC bl " 2% " Artemidoros
q”, vy v (sor) of Heliodoros

D VA of Sidon
(rosette) (rosette)

MIBT SKRBAY M L 6 B DT MTstel®th the memory among the livinfAbdtanit,
6 B DG M®NWH son of Abdshamash, the Sidonian.

The Sidonians formed by far the largest Phoenician community in At6Bms Athenian
Onomasticonsee alsd~RA) and were ofterengaged irtradng, naturally concentratg

around the Piraeus from the fifth century BC onwards. In the following century, Sidon and
Athens developed close ties, particularly under the reign of King Straton, who is honoured
ca. 394386 BCin an Athenian dcreethat grants Sidonians staying in Athens for trade
purposes exemption from the metic and property té@&$? 141; AIUK 11 (Ashmolean)
no. 1). Several such Sidonian traders are also honoured by the Athenians, such as
Apollonides son of Demetripsvho had been praised by the merchants and shippers and
wasawardedproxenia in323/2 BC(IG 11® 1, 379.

There is a small corpus of bilingual Phoenician and Greek inscriptions from Athens,
principally of thefourth century BC™® Often on impressive funerary monuments, these
inscriptions provide evidence for the interactaof this community within a Greek
speaking city in which they are proudly identified as Phoenicians but with Greek credentials,
their names sometimes translated, as here, where the Greek names render their Phoenician
equivalents. Both father and son have names adapted into Greek usingdlogisaia: the
Phoenicianhd (servant)+ adivine elementthatin Greekbecomes divine name—+~

3 See F. Briquel ChatonnétRAI2012, 61938.
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(gift).” The Punic and Phoenician goddess Tanitfien equated with Artemis (and other
divinities as well), whileHelios and Shamagthe sun god) amnoredirectequivalentgsee
Bonnet).For further Phoenician bilinguafiom Athens, se¢G 112 8388 844(Q 9034 10277,
SEG51.284, 59.306.

Fig. 11.1 11, inscription detai© Trustees of the British Museum.

“See M. G. Amadasi Guzzo & C. Bonn8tudi epigrafici e linguistici sul Vicino Oriente antiBp
1991, 6.
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Fig. 11.2 11 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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12 GRAVE MARKER OF TIMON OF SINOPE.BM 2013,5017.3 Athen® (no
provenance)Complete mall cippusof white marblewith a flattop, preserving the roughly
worked lower part tde set into a baseh. 0.21, w. 0.25, th. 0.072 Letter formsfairly
undiagnosticsigmaandmu with parallel outer strokes perhaps suggest a date ca. 100 BC
or later® (ii BC, Kirchnen, h.0.015.

Eds.Hicks, GIBM | no.110;IG Il 3356 (Koehler)]G 112 10354 (Kirchner)Autopsy
Pitt 2019. In storekig. 12.

ii-i BC vy Timon
i the Sinopan

This small stonevithout any further decoration beneath the inscriptvonld have sat very
low on the ground and was either a simple grave marker or part of a series of monuments
set into a grave peribolo¥he monument type may be the labellum described by Cicero
(De Legibug2.66) (seeSection 1.1 above amdUK 3 (Fitzwilliam) p. 31).

Timon is among 103 Sinopiaagtested as beingsident at Athens, no fewer than
three of whom were comic poets in tfoairth andthird centuriesBC (FRA 6801, 6802,
6811). Sinope, modern Sinop, was a substantial polis on the south coast of the Black Sea
with an ideal harbour and strong trading amibisioand was particularly known for
exporting ruddle, redchre used in the maintenance of shipeeRO 40.7® The Athenians
sent 600 men to the city following Pericles
(Plut. Per. 20), but thecleruchydoes not seem to have survived the end of the erfgaee
Inventory no. 729).

P - P o Rertt v ' e Saic e

Fig. 12. 12. Photo: Pitt© Trustees of the British Museum.

> See TracyALC, 238.
“See E. Lytle, #fAFarmers into Sailors: Ship Mai
Monopoly on Kean Ruddld@ 1121 1 2 &GRBS53, 2013, 526450.
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13 GRAVE STELE OFA DAUGHTER OF EUPHROSYNOSBM 1816,0610.259EIgin
collection. Athens. Upper part of a white marble epistytek, broken left and right, with
one complete and two partistlylisedantefixes in reliehbove, h. 0.27, w. 0.354, th. 0.195.
Lettering of thesecond centunAD, h. 0.032.

Eds.CIG 949 (Boeckh from Osaniy Koumanoudes 2920; Hick&IBM | no. 117,
IG 111 3174 (Dittenberger)IG 112 11516(Kirchner).Autopsy Pitt 2019. In stor€igs. 13.1,
13.2.

i AD [--1 W, ~ . &[--]_ e (daughter) of Euphrosynos.

A clear right vertical beforepsilon(not previously recordedrig. 13.1) has serifs at the top
andbottom butis broken from within the letteremoving anything to its left. Such traces
can only beeta iota, mu or nu, and since nansalo notend inmu or iota, and the othenu
on the stone has a noticeably different disposition at the point where the diagonal meets the
right vertical, the letter must kg producing the end of a female name in the nominative.
The relief decoration suggests that there is ample space mis#ivegright of the name for
a demotic or ethnic

The flat roof with a row of stylised antefixes is a Roman element of funerary
monuments that sometimesmprisedseparate epistyle blocks (as hethg antefixes may
have contained painted designs aodldinclude sculpted elemenfsuch as the butterfly
relief on14).””

Fig. 13.1 13, detail of first letters. Photo: Pi® Trustees of the British Museum.

" For the crowning type, cf. von Mood®98, nos. 382IG 1125871, AD 5075), 394 (Conze IV
1936, AD 156200), 409 IG 112 6441, Hadrianic).
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Fig. 13.2 13. Photo: Pitto Trustees of the British Museum.
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14 GRAVE MARKER OF MOUSONIAS. BM1816,0610.331Elgin collection.Found
near AthengDodwell). Upper fragment of a white marble steleepistylebroken on all
sides excephetop. A stylisedrelief antefixabove containslautterfly on a bunch of grapes.
Two inscriptionswerecarved at different timesneon the moulding (a), the other dmet
stele shaftlf). H. 0.255w. 0.26,th. 0.16 Letteing (a) h.0.0120.015,(b) 0.01#0.025(see
below)

Eds.CIG 619(Boeckh, copy Rosg Koumanoudes 402icks, GIBM | no.83;1G I
1647 (Dittenberger) IG 112 5945(Kirchner).

Cf. Dodwell 1819,1, 466 (dr); BM Sculpture2278; ConzdV 2152 ARMA4, 965).
Autopsy Pitt 2019. In stor&ig. 14.

ii-ii AD (@) vae. o _ 27 . (Of?) Mousonias.
i AD 0 [--] "V#---% non (erasre)
[--T "y "7 T [ {sohof) non of Gargebs.

This monument proves difficult to interpret due to its fragmentary nature\addntre-

use. It could be a stele with relief decoration above and bands of horizontal mouldings
beneath, or perhaps it is a small part of a longer croweyngtyleof a monunent. The
earlier inscription comprises a name terminating © Tfollowed by a space of one letter

and then aerasurdor the remainder of the lindhe second line has a male name that also

should endwvith - * “(and so sharing a name element between father and son?), and the
beginning of a demotic. That we have nma¢ronymi¢demotic would be unproblematic
wereitnot for the erasure. Are we to imagine t

decided therevas not enough room, and tried again on the second line? But if the erasure
were carried out when the later name Mousonias was inscribed, to what end? This is the
only Attic example of ~ _ . © ~ (a mdle name in the nominative, or perhaps rather the
genitive of the female name, MousoB)&® although there is both.a” _ =~ ~ (|G1I2
234D)anda ~ _ 9_"(IG 1125944 of Gargettosn theseconccentury AD(for the demg

seeb9).

The butterflycarved in reliefs a symbolconnected with the soul leaving the body:
both share the same Greek word , and the personification Psyche is often depicted with
butterfly wings. The insect is found carved upon Athenian grave monuments of the Roman
period €f. AgoraXXXV no. 384, with nn. 309L1; von Moock1998 no. 494).

The two styles of lettering are quite differealthough, as MuehsamAttic Grave
Reliefs from the Roman PeriodBerytus10, 1952, 5564) cautionsthis isnot necessarily
indicative of a widdemporalgapbetween them; botktyleswere commorand coexisted
throughout the second and early third centu(ggsuses cursive forms with rounded strokes
for mu and omega lunatesigma andalphawith the right stoke continuing beyond the
meeting of the diagonals; while (b) is in the more formal imperial script with straight strokes
for nuandsigma alphawith broken crossbar, arsgrifs at theerminals.

8 Sironen 1997, 120 n. 15 lists this as an uncertain example of names in prose Attic epitaphs in the
genitive.
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Fig. 14. 14. Photo: Pitt© Trustees of the British Museum.
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15 GRAVE STELE OF KOINTOS OF TYRMEIDAI.BM 1816,0610.284 Elgin
collection.Athens.Stele of white marble bken on all but the right sidé. 0.245, w. 0.234,
th. 0.11 Lettering ofthe second to third centuAD or later h.0.025.

Eds.CIG 778(Boeckh copy Rosg Koumanoudes 120%]icks, GIBM | no.94; 1IG
Il 1461 (Dittenberger) I1G 112 7580(Kirchner, with incorrectGIBM numbe}. Autopsy Pitt
2019. In storeFig. 15.

[ _ ] Kointos (Quintus)son of Athenaios

[, 12,7 of Tyrmeidai
[d ] A7 > dx - died aged
- 23.

This fragmentary stone was perhaps a simpidecorated namstele or cippusThe
Hellenised Roman name Quintus arrives in Athens insdeond and firstenturies BC
(Athenian Onomasticorand is part ofa trend of Athenian citizens being given Roman
names(Cf. IG I1° 4, 275wi t h Al O®@niy onelelt_e )_ is kiiown before the
Hellenistic period, and the majority of the remaining 158 examples from Athens are Roman
in date Our inscription is most likely related to a family frolgrmeidaiwhich produced
generations of members called Kointos in the sdeondand earlythird centuries AD
stemming from one AthenaioAgora XV 402, 28. If this is the same Athenaios here, then
Kointos will be a brother of Bernikide$3 [12 2113135, ca.AD 181-223), and uncle and
greatuncle of men called Quintus. The locatafithe family deme is unknown (TrailP86
134).

The use ofan age references also a phenomenon influenced by Roman practice,
which in Athends seerparticularlyfrom thesecondcentury AD andvasprincipally used
on the gravestones of those who diedngutypically children and young men up to their
early 20s’® The style of interpunctafitisigma becoms common in thesecond to third
centuries AD (see Threatte |,-3.

9 Ascertained from a search of PHI. SeeHBMcLean An Introduction to Greek Epigraphy of the
Hellenistic and Roman Period2002, 2645 on the increasing inclusion of the age of the deceased
during the Roman period.
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Fig. 15. 15. Photo: Pit© Trustees of the British Museum.
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4. PRIVATE MONUMENTS: RELIEF STELAI

16 GRAVE STELE OF XANTHIPPOS. BM.805,0703.183Townley collectionAthens,
found at thePetraki Monasterppy Askew(see Collection History Complete vinite marble
stele withpediment and acroteria in relief above unframedsculpted scene; name label
carvedcentrallyon the geisomboveX a n t h ihgagH. 6.838w. 0.508 th. 0.13;letter
h. 0.013. Letter forms andtrong similarities to figuresnthe Parthenon east friegaggest
a dateshortly after430 BC(440-430Robertson, Cogkca. 420Stupperich.

Eds.CIG 980 (Boeckh, copy Miller); Koumanoudes 322Hicks, GIBM | no. 123;
IG 1l 4040 (Koehler) IG 112 12332(Kirchner), IG 1° 1282bis(Lewis).

Cf.] .Askew,British Library, Burnley MS 402f. 60v/61r, 71y BM Sculpture628;
Conzell 696, pl. 119 ARMAA4, 419; R. StupperichStaatsberibnis und Privatgrabmal
im klassischen Atherl977, 178, no. 455M. RobertsonA History of GreelArt |, 1975
3656; B. F. Cook,The Townley Marbled.985 27-8, fig. 27 Clairmont,CAT 1.63Q J. H.
Oakley in O. Palagia edArt in Athens during the Peloponnesifar, 2009 222-3, fig. 62
Autopsy Pitt 2019. Gallery 1%ig. 16.

~ o~

T oo Xanthippos

ca.430-420BC o
(relief)

J

Xanthipposs depicted aa bearded madressed in a himation asdting on a higkbacked
chairwith curving leggklismog; heholdsa ¢ o b b I(e_r"6_s™)’ih_hisright hand,
presumably a tool of his profession. Two smiafemale figurestand either sidstretching
their handsup towards him;the older girlwears a chiton and earrings anodldsa bird
which, if a dove, mighhave suggestd a romantic relationship (being associated with
Aphrodite),but the smaller scalef the figureidentifies hemrmost probablyas adaughter.
The youngemirl is dressed in a peplos and is comfortechis/eft arm around her; she
should be a younger daughtBirds of various kind$ often generic types were thought
appropriate animals to accompany the deadpme sense as symbols of soel (Woysch
Méautis1982,42-6); theyappear omumerougyrave reliefs and funerary pottewhile bird
bones have been found in Athenian grasexrificed to accompany the de@ge JH.
Oakley,Picturing Death in Classical Athen2004, 20912).

The sculpture is thought to be stylistically similathe east friezef the Parthenon,
and sois datad around 430 BGOakley) It has been suggested thédnthippo® | ack of
patronymic and lowstatus employment marks him outadservile statugRoberson), but
thiscouldberefutedon several count3he absence of patronymics on funerary monuments
at this early date was nat uncommon feature (see the comparand&it?’; in the case of
monuments irperiboloi,thef at her 6 s name, demotic and/ or
have been specified or implied on another monument ipaghbolog. Clairmont notes that
it is unlikely that a work of such high quality, and indeed one of the earliest sculpted
Classical Atticbmbstones, was for a slav@AT, vol. 5, p. 9) some of thenoreexceptional
aspects of the stele could also be explained bgiitg one of the firstf the new seriesf
sculpted funerarynonumentssince the genreadnot yetacquiredestablished norms
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There is some tendency, especially in contemporary elite authors, to denigrate
artisanal trades such asoemakinde.g.,Ar. Knights 736-40; Pl. Rep.421a); but on the
other handone of Socrates6é philosophical friends:s
shoemaket _ _ 7 ° ), although he imamedonly in late sourcefD.L. 2.122; PlutMor.
7660. We can get a sense of such leatherworking establishments araiAgorafrom a
fourth-centuryBC votive stele depicting a cobblero
dedicated by Dionysios tlw®bbler( _ * _ . §)td Heros Kallistephanos (Agora | 7396;
AgoraXXXVIll, no. 89, figs. 2-3, pl. 27 SEG39.235 55. 307). There werevarious terms

for shoemakers and related professjonscluding ~ _ " (cobblers) and
o (1eatherworkers or shoemaker®)and we also hear mi;hoe/leathesellem
(e.g,RO 4 21 . _ ", dmongthe foreigners honoured in 401/0 BC for supporting

the democrats against the Thirty). It may be thase reflected gradations of social status
and that Xanthipos was at th@ipper endof the professionThe quality of the stele and its
stylistic closeness to the Parthenon east fiseggests that Xanthippos may have been more
than a simple cobbler, perhaps a sfamory owner(cf. P. Acton,Poiesis:Manufacturing

in Classical Athen2014 165-170). Thefact that he is depicted wearing a himation could
also signal a higher social status, or at least show an aspiration diréietibn®?

It is more difficult to know whether Xanthippos was a citibem metic (a category
which included freedmen)Twenty-three of the 32 known Attic bearers of the name
Xanthippos are Athenian citizens, only two of theentainlymeticsand one slavelG I°
1032478 a naval catalogue, 405 BC(Athenian Onomasticn Shoeworkers
( ~ _ ' 1. ") appear in the phialai inscriptions, likely identifying at least some as metics
(IG 112 1558.1417; E. A. MeyerMetics and the Athenian Phiatiiscriptions 2010, nos
2-9, 4569); and in additiontothe . _ " * ~ ’ nftéd aboye, the foreigners honoured by
the Assembly in 401/0 BC includeda™ *~ = “j(@8yanda _~_{(-) (72).

Referencing the profession of the principal deceasedrole they had undertaken
(as opposed to secondary figures such as attendants) either by inscaptiominclusion
of an object of their trade is rare in the Classical period. Menanrencommonly depicted
as warriors and women as housewives, but these are less indicators of profession than of
conventional gender roles, especially for citizens. The princigpadeptions are
priestgpriestesses and nurses, both discussed furtewin 24 and37. Outside of these
recurring examples, Xanthippos is one of a very small group of deceased on Chdssical
grave reliefs Who profess their occupations, the majority being metics: Sqanoysper
smelter ( _ ) from Gortyn in Crete, is shown with objects identified perhaps as
bellows and a bow[(AT1.202,IG 112 8464); Tokkes from Aphyte (perhaps a Macedonian)
sits with a cup or bottle, conceivably suggesting he worked in thetreide CAT 1.388;

IG 112 8397); the Boiotians Olympichos and Potamon, father and son, who were both
successful pipplayers, are each shown with a double pipe in their joint reliafT@R.235;

IG 112 8883) and several grave stones from therth century BC have a single male name
followed by _ . — _ " (tutdr) (G |12 10715 10903 12433.

s E mo o~ o~

80 Rarer words for these professmns include~ — ",
- _, - s%afd,” | ) " [see LS3.wv
8On the range of potentlal messages that the wearing of the himation could communicate, see M.
M. Lee,Body, Dress, and Identity in Ancient Greeg2@15, 11316

-~ == = ! =t = oev w1
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Fig. 16. 16 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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1/ GRAVE STELE OF TIMARETE. BM1947,0714.1Cook collection Athens Part of
a Venetian collection in the f&entury,nextrecorded in London ca. 18%8ee Collection
History). Two joining fragments of a white marble pedimental steity brokencentral
acroterion and side acroteadovean unframed figural scena wide plainpanelbeneath
the relief may have traces of a painteghd (Clairmont) The name labelas carved
centrally within guideline®nto the geison abovEi ma r e t &.005825we08§ th.
0.09; letter h 0.01 The sculpturehas been variouslgatedfrom 433400 (BM), the first
guarter of théourthcenturyBC (Olga Palagigper.ep), and 375350 Clairmort); the letters
suggest @ourth century dat€360-350, Kirchner).

Eds.CIG 7002 (BoeckhKirchhoff, copy Yatey IG 1l 5, Add. 4181 b(Koehler) I1G
112 12782(Kirchner)

Cf. Michaelis1882,626, no. 10Conzell 888, pl. 173 ARMA4, 2302);E. Strong,
JHS 28, 1908 7, no. 3;WoyschMéautis1982 no. 136, pl. 22Clairmont, CAT 1.867.
Autopsy Pitt 2019. Gallery 1%igs. 17.1, 17.2.

earlyiv BC 0, . Timarete.

Timaretestandswith her head inclinednournfully downwards wearing a sleeved chiton

and draped in himationthatenvelopsher left arm. She holdsbird towardsa small child

in a long chitorwho reaches out herms The scene suggests that Timarete died young,
leavingbehinda baby gir) although her youth might insteadint to them beingisters®?

The lack of furthedetaili n t he i nscription | eaves open t he
status. The name Timarete appears 13 times at Abeween thdifth andthird centuries

BC: six citizens,six with unknown status, and one slg®¢henian OnomasticQnFor birds

in funerary iconography, séé.

8230 L. A. BeaumontChildhood in Ancient Athens: Iconography and Social Histaéi2, 244 n.
187. The partially tiedback hair may also suggest she waghenos
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Fig. 17.1 17 © Trustees of the British Museum.

Fig. 17.2 17, inscriptiondetail Photo: Pitt© Trustees of the British Museum.

51



4. Private Monuments: Relief Stelai

18 GRAVE STELE OF A WOMAN. BM 1894,0616.1. Athen$dund ca. 1870 at
Alphington House, Jersey (see Collection History). Complédtgewmarble naiskostele
crowned by a pedimentith central and left acroteria surviving deeply carved figural
scenestepsout in front of the side pilaster§he inscription is carved lightly and poorly on
the geison of the pediment, only the rightmost portion survivingoughly worked band
below would have been set into a ba$e0.80, w. 0.46, th. 0.10; letter h. 0.006. Sculpture
dated ca. 40875 BC (Clairmont)lettering a later addition, perhalage fourth centuryor
early Hellenistiqsee below)

Eds.Marshall,GIBM IV no. 941;SEMA3193.

Cf. A. H. Smith,JHS14, 1894, 268, pl. 1 BM Sculpture2232 (Smith); Clairmont,
CAT2.786; O. BobouChildren in the Hellenistic World: Statues and Representafioh4,
1036, fig. 38; K. MargaritiBABESCHI1, 2016, 87104, cat. 9; A. Cohen in B. Rawson
ed., A Companion to Families in the Greek and Roman Wp2041, 4767, fig. 28.5.
Autopsy Pitt 2019. Gallery 1%igs. 18.1, 18.2.

lateiv BC?  [- - - 2Bl " 9"y [- - (daughter) of ?Ach]illeus
(relief)

[- - 2 A _iu “(?)Marshall, Clairmont[--- | © SEMA The first preserved letter has a vertical
seemingly unattached to other strokes, followed by a right diagonal angd tladthough both are
smaller than the remaining letters and could be parts of a ginglecould beB.

The relief depicts a womaier head inclined mournfully downward$ressed in a chiton
with ahimationpulled across the back of her head sedted on a sto{diphrog; sheholds
an open box on her lap, perhaps for jewelfém. young woman perhaps a relative or
servantjn chiton anchimationstands before her holding an infant, suggesting the deceased
died in childbirth. The baby is swaddled, likely indicating a #iman, as slightly older
children are normally represented as sitting on the ground or being held {Bdheu
mother turns her head away from the attendant and child, demonstrating a detachment and
isolation from the world of the living (Margariti)flhe form of the monument and the
iconography mark this stele out as Athenian, although it has no provenance.

The scrappy traces of the inscription are preseordyl on the far right of the stone
and the lettering is of inferior standard than the sculpture, wisishdest is evidence of-re
use, perhaps, to judge by the letter forms (sigmawith splayed outer strokes), around
the latefourth centuryor early Hellenistic periadThis final part of the inscription should
form the end of a demotior ethnicof t he dead wo ma (abhsughftlzet her
remains prove difficult to resolvas such), omname in-£:" . The tracesould be restored
to form thegenitive of thepatronymicb] . * * .2 dftésted 25 times at Athenitlienian
Onomasticoly 13 of whom are certainly citizens, with only eight examples before the first
century AD,which may suggedhe reinscribing of the monumerst from a Hellenistic
phase.

8For such boxes, see E. Br JDhi¢10Q, 1985GIt6B.e c hi sc he
841 owe this suggestion to Stephen Lambert.
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Fig. 18.2 18 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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19 GRAVE STELE OF ERASIPPOS. BM816,0610.229Elgin collection. Athens.
Complete tele of white marble surmounted by a stylised rounded finial with traces of a
painted palmette; a relief is carved within a sunken p#B#tifeldstele) below the
inscription. H. 0.64, w. 0.23etter h. 0.01. Lettering and sculpture suggest a date in the first
half of thefourth century BC (406875, Posamentir, Scholl; 3750, Clairmont).

Eds.CIG 665 (Boeckh, copy Rose); Koumanoudes 695; HIGkBM | no. 88;1G Il
2223 (Koehler)JG 112 6548 (Kirchner).

Cf. BM Sculpture635 (Smith); Conzél 909, pl. 180 ARMA4, 2324); Clairmont,
CAT 1.384; Scholl1996 no. 433; Posament2006 no. 107, figs. 107.13. Autopsy Pitt
2019. In storeFig. 19.

early iv BC CHN S Erasippos
[ _ 192", (son)of Kallenikos
[, ]y %/ of (the demeKrioa.
(relief)

The rounded finial contains traces of a painted palmette decoration with a horizontal band
at its base, identified by Posamentir using-ké¥lectography. The relief depicts a bearded
elderly man resting upon a once painted stick (see Posarge@frfig. 107.2). Both father

and son have rare names in Athens, in both cases the only known examples to preserve a
demotic @Athenian Onomasticdf® The location of the deme Krioa remains uotkm

(Traill 1986,139).

The relatively |l ow quality of this monument
family may be related later in the century to a syntrierarch called KallenikoAR$€£769).
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LN S

Fig. 19. 19 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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20 GRAVE STELE OF ARISTOKLES. BM1816,0610.384Elgin collection. Athens,
built into a Greekschool near the church of the Megali Panagee(Collection Histoy
Stele of white marble witla broken moulded band above, and an unframed relief of a
horseman and attendant on a ground line beraathscibed epigram. H. 0.813, w. 0.457,
th. 0.105; letter h. 0.013. Lettering and sculpture of the &aryid-fourthcentury BC 880
370, Schol).

Eds. Chandlet774 69 no. 78CIG 749 (Boeckh, copy Rose); Koumanoudes 1002;
Hicks, GIBM | no. 92; IG 1l 2442 (Koehler);IG 112 7151 (Kirchner); PeekGV 1702;
HansenCEG?2 no. 482.

Cf. Fourmont BnP, Manuscrits, Suppl. g854, f. 31% Askew, British Library,
BurneyMS 402 f. 36V/37r, Stuart & RevettAntiquitieslll, 56;BM Sculpture538 (Smith);
Conzell 1161, pl. 250 ARMA4, 179; Clairmont197Q no. 24, pl. 12G. Daux,BCH 96,
1972 531-2; Schdl 1996 no. 435pl. 47.2 M. M. SassiDialoghi diarcheologial [n.s. 3],
1981 3340, WoyschMéautis 1982, 25, cat. no. 17 pl. 5 Clairmont CAT 2.209a M.
Gonzalez Gonzalefunerary Epigrams of Ancient Greec2019, 12932. Autopsy Pitt
2019. Gallery 20Figs. 20.1, 20.2.

early-mid iv BC SR ZN ¢ 3 e R R - S ¢
. 2. 1d R0 ol 31 .-y
B - SR W 15 K o
/].r. ’ d~ Dr 6~= ’

(relief)

After manypleasansports with my
agematessproutingfrom the earthl am
earth once mord am Aristoklesof Piraeus,
son ofMenon

A beardedAristokles clad in a himationis depictedupon a rearinghorse holding onto the
horseds mane and perhaps once painted reins
epigram; an attendant in short chiton runs along behina&inging some sort otisk. The
inscription forms an epigram with an elegiac couplet followed by a hexamsser (
Clairmont, Gravestong a nortcanonicalliterary combination which is not uncommon in
verse inscriptions (CICEG 1 no. 89; 2 nos. 490, 493, 509 etc.). A certain disconnect has
been registered between the relief and epigram, specifically the referenceshfulyou
pursuits despite Aristokles being showith a beard. The use 0of_¢ led to the idea that

the stele is not for the horseman but the slave groom, Aristiitkie®oy of Menog, rather

than his sonK. Vierneise] AM 88, 1968, 20, nl). This should be rejected: not only would

a relief stele wh epigram be highly unusual for a slave at this period, but the aristocratic
nature of the epigraiinthe name too is suggestive of high stétsaggests pastimes hunting
with contemporaries, hardly appropriate for a servant, and not the most obvious ofanne
commemorating his servicef( AIUK 3 (Fitzwilliam) pp. 33, 35andAIUK 11 (Ashmolean)

no. 13on horserelatedhigh-statusexpressioain funerary iconography).
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In fact, another Menon (ll) son of Aristokles from Piraeus is known from a curse
tablet oflegal content from theourth centuryBC (1G 1ll, 3, App. 95B), and his father may
well be ourAristokles.The use of _¢ rather than a simple patronymic tends to be for sons
who died before the age of the ephebeia, and while this seems unlikely in the case of the
bearded Aristokl es, the epigram alludes no
(Fathers and Sons in Athgnldeology and Society in the Era of the Peloponnesian War
1993, 2830) thaf _9 has a more technical and legal sense_thariwas interpreted by
Tsagalis (2008, 196 n. 199) to be evidence within funerary epigrams for an increased
concern with legal atior property issues, whidhalongside questions of status of various
formsi is ubiquitous on gravestones.

Reference té\ r i s t yowth aadshérsemanship may imply that he had taken part
in the tribalanthippasiacompetition or perhaps had later serasdphylarch (Humphreys
2018 1108 cf. thehorseson theanthippasiamonument ilAIUK 9 (Brocklesby) no. )l He
had enjogd sports with young men of his own age (cf. LSov.,”  *2,. 'K ),
although the word can also denote military comrades, such #siid-aenturyBC epigram
(IG 112 11960) for Leon who died inbattle:. ™™ ¥ 1~V .0 'Y .. _ 6 But, vyoun
men, emul ate your Saamis andtheSalankhjdodz, 248T. ahsl or
may lend further weight to the notion that Aristokles had served in a cohort of ephebes or
cavalry troop.

Athenian funerary epigrams employ first persamnbs either to allow the grave to
speak or, as here, to give voice to the deceased (Tsagalis 2008 G®nzalezhas noted,
the idea of the earth receiving or hiding a body is common, but here we have a new
expressamermritmdo¢|l a ntoldgieavsentimemtywhieh passes over any
allusion to the continued enjoyment of such games and pleasuttee afterlife (for an
analysis of similar philosophical ideas, see Sassthe absence of allusionsexpectation
of postmortem existence in At funerary commemoratioref. AIUK 3 (Fitzwilliam) pp.
32-33, and37 below with a conventional reference to Hadwsd Persephone in another

epigram).
The notion of being sprung froearth finds a parallel in Eretriwhere the deceased
O6becomes dead, indtkhel |l ahga o thd, deénado:

T, VoK (IG X119, 2903 = GV 1126) The sentiment is echoed in another epigram for
Symmachos, a Chian who died at Athens, where the fatherland never to be returned to is
contrasted with the body now lying in Kekiap soil; @ "R’ - v« *y |7 " 7
-nY* " ", . d—a” .7 _ 'Y "d Y  (IGI210510.45=CEG606)

but the way Aristokles returreggain o the earth is aspecifically Athenian refrain lauding

the autochthony of the Athenians (for further parallels, see Sassi).

Fig. 20.1.20, inscription detail CTrustees of the British Museum
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Fig. 202. 20 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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21 GRAVE STELE OF ARCHIADES AND POLEMONIKOS. BMI886,1008.1Guilford
collection(see Collection History)Athens.Complete tele of white marble with rounded
finial and a relief loutrophorosontaining a sculpted scesapported by a doubleodied
sphinx. H. 1.26, w. 0.335, tB8.145 (as reconstructed); letter h. 0.009 (upper line); Q.04
(lower line). Sculpture of the earlipurth centuryBC (400375, Clairmont; 38870,
Kokulg, ca. 375WoyschMéautis.

Eds.CIG 552 (Boeckh, copy Miiller); Koumanoudes 32; Marsh@lBM IV no.
1152;1G 11 1700 (Koehler))G 1125261 (Kirchner).

Cf. BM Sculpture693 (Smith);Conze Il 1005, pl. 195ARMA4, 2303);Schmaltz
1970 A193; WoyschMéautis 1982 83-7; Kokula 1984 52-3, 79, L9 Clairmont, CAT
2.284b.Autopsy Pitt 2019. In storé&igs. 21.1, 21.2.

early iv BC bl .=, 7. " " h,

Bk N . 7 bl
(relief)

Archiades  Polemonikos
of Hagnous. of Athmonon

This wellpreservedoutrophorosstele containg sceneof two warriors clasping hands
(dexiosig with name labels engraved slightly awkwardly around their hélddslettering
is poor, and the upper line of names was engraved by a different hand than the lower line of
demoticswhich isin a deeper anldrger script. The right figure is bearded, the left, although
damaged, is perhaps not, and both carry shields and Attic helmets. Their different demotics
(and tribes) mean that the men are not closely related (brothers, father and son), but they
could befrom a wider family group (cousind} is unclear whether we are to imagine both
men having died (together in battle?), or, if only one of them, then which?

ThefactthatP o | e mo n i ksanterdupteddynsehead mapavepointed out to
an ancient adience used to such labels on painted pottery that hthevdeceasea@lthough
the decision could simply have been determined by the space avai&bkee the same
phenomenoiin 47, where ofthree hamed figuresnly the central warriofwho should be
the deceased) has his nabmgecedby his headcf. 54, although only one figure is named
there andAIUK 6 (Leeds) no. {IG 11211132, a loutrophoros stele with two single name
labels Demochares and Hegelochd®vering on the vasehat for Hegelochoswith a
vacant gap in the middlaf it where a figure must once have been painted

The later addition alemotics may be significant in terms of the function of funerary
monuments in the context of guaranteeing claims to citizenship statushandance (cf.
AIUK 3 (Fitzwilliam) p. 33). The specific motivation here is unclear, unless it was perhaps
to avoid confusion arising frorather family members in the funerary plot with the same
names. Only one other Polemonikos is attested at Atién#l?(1696.28, 35049 BC
without a demotic)The deme Hagnous lieouthwesiof Markopoulo in the Mesogeion
(Traill 1986, 132), while Athmonon is at Amarousion (known as Maroussi) in the
northeastern suburbs of Athens (TraBi86,135).
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Whether warriorgdound on funerary monumes actuallycommemorate men who
died in battle, owhetherit was simply a convention to reftt themilitary service that a
citizen had formally rendered to his country, is difficulatsessChairedemos and Lykeas,
two soldiers commemoratéogether on a stele in the Piraeus Museum, have been identified
in casualty lists two years apaBHG33.57bis), Chairedemos in a battle of 409 and Lykeas
as a trierarch in 411 BC. The identification is far from certain, ldrifect the stele would
bea cenotaph at a family grave precirbeir ashes buried in the demosion sema with their
fallen comrades. It is common in fiftentury funerary iconography for soldiers to be
depictedwithin a home environmeriteading out to war, bidding farewell to agVes or
being handed their armour, carefully avoiding any notion that they are victorious warriors
in the thick of glorious battle, a focus on the individual which might be derex
unacceptable within the sphere of commuibised commemoratioRobin Osborne has
arguedthat this picture changes in the late fifth and early fourth cerffuwhen wesee
reliefsdepictingAthenians dispatching individual enemies (most famously on the Dexileos
monumentRO 71, perhaps as a reaction to prolongeditical attacks against the cavalry
following the regime of the ThirtyFrom the late fifthcentury the casualty lists themselves
begin to pick out individualJssuch as generals, commanders and seers, where the earlier
practice was tincludeno distinction other than tribe.

Loutrophoros stelai usually indicate that, as here, the deceased was un(sagied
discussion iNPAIUK 3 (Fitzwilliam) no. 5 AIUK 6 (Leeds) no. )1 They frequently occur
alongside winged mythitdeings such as sirens and sphinxes, which fughgrify an
untimely death (se@lUK 12 (Great North Museum: Hancorgp. 45, and22 below). The
doublebodied sphinx with frontal head (cAgora XXXV 22) acts both as a chthonic
symbol and guardian of the tomb (see \&&byMéautis).

A large number ofoutrophorcs represerdtions on tombstones include military
scenes, presumably giving the messagettigadiead warrior, while fulfilling his duty to the
state, had not been able to reach his potential in the private sphere as a husband &hd father
These vases were also usadhe washng of the corpse before burial, amdhas been
suggested thatheirpr esence on a warri ordofatbodb hi ghl
although we cannot be certain that depictions of warriors imply death in battle.

8 R. Osborne in D. M. Pritchard edlVar, Democracy and Cultarin Classical Athen2010, 253
62.

87 SeeAlUK 3 (Fitzwilliam) no. § P. Hannah in D. M. Pritchard e®Var, Democracy and Culture
in Classical Athens2010, 266303.

8 N. T. Arrington,Ashes, Images, and Memories: The Presence of the War Dead iCEiftary
Athens 2015, 20817.
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Fig. 21.1 21 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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Fig. 21.2 21, detail © Trustees of the Britishluseum.
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22 GRAVE STELE OF KLEARETE. BM1910,0414.1Athens?see Collection History).
Uppersectionof a white marble pedimental naislsisle surmounted by a central acroterion
with relief of a winged sireand right acroterion; the sculpted figure beneath is framed by
pilasters; the ameis carved on the geison abotleehead. H. 0.38y. 0.44,th. 0.10;letter
h. 0.012.Sculpture datetb ca. 375350 BC(cf. Grossmar2001, 24-26, no. 7).

Eds.Marshall GIBM IV no. 937;1G 112 11851&Kirchner).

Cf. A. H. Smith,JHS36, 1916 75-6, no. 7, fig 8; WoyschMéautis19&, no. 400,
pl. 67, Clairmont,CAT 1.326.Autopsy Pitt 2019. In stor&ig. 22.

ca. 375350 BC .0, Klearete.
(relief)

OnlyK | e a rheatlsardgveson this upper section affunerary relief although the width
of the stele suggests she would have been a lone figure. Stylistically, she has been compared
to a funerary relief in the Getty Museum for Mynnia dated ca. 370 (GrossBiaensstart
to appear on Aic funerary monuments fromround360 BG where they are often shown
in mournful postures lamenting the ddade discussion iAlUK 12 (Great North Museum:
Hancock no. 1). They are found almost exclusively e gravestone®f thoseprematuréy
deceased of either séfor bibliography and further examples, s&gora XXXV, 130-2),
and tend to sit on top of stela, where heir apotropaic nature makes them appropriate
guardians oftombs(seeWoyschMéautis19&, 91-9,101-8). K| ear et edbs | oose
the nape of the neck also suggests her youthful, unmarried sta# 8f).

There are only two other attestations of the name Klearete in Athens, ondycertain
an Athenian from the earlfifth centuryBC, and a dedicant at the Askieion in339/8
who may be a meticl@ 112 1533 = Aleshire,Asklepieion Inv. Ill, 21); the masculine

* » _ ' Jsalso’very rareAthenian OnomasticQn

Fig. 22. 22 © Trustees of the British Museum
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23 GRAVE STELE OF CHOIRINE. BM2007,5001.1Acquired at Eleusis in 181%y
Halgan once part of the Lenormant collecti(gee Collection History)Complete tele of
white marble withstylisedrounded finialwith slight acroterialikely once bearing painted
decoration, and below a relief within a sunken pgB#dfeldstele); the inscriptions
engraved centrally abov@hoir i n e 6.4H. Otb4, avd0.285, th. 0.12%tter h.0.014.
Sculpture of the midourth centuryBC (375350, Clairmont; ca. 370, Kosmopoulou; 370
360, Scholl; ca. 360, Frey&chauenburgroman periodKirchnel).

Eds. F. LenormanRecherchearchéologiques a Eleusi4¢862, 3567, no. 951G
112 13062 (Kirchner).

Cf. Clairmont,CAT 1.350a B. FreyerSc hauenburg i n N. Bakgel
eds,Festschrift f ¢ r1989 5H6% pl. bnSaholl1996 mo.ab20aph 88.1;
A. KosmopoulouABSA96, 2001, 312-13, cat.P4 J. B. ConnellyPortrait of a Priestess
2007, 230-33, fig. 8.5.Autopsy Pitt 2019. Gallerg9, display case. Fig. 23.

ca. 375350BC 5. Choirine.
(relief)

Choirine stand$acing to her leftn a sleeved chiton, peplos, and himation, wearing slippers
and holding a large temple key in her right hand, signifying her role as a priestess. Her
clenched left hand points forward in a gesture often encounteredive veliefs showing
devotees approaching a gperhapslutchingasmall incense box (Connelly, 232 n. 32)

The temple key was a conventional symbol of offwea priestess (* ~ 7.—",
key-bearer), representing her function as custodian of the sanctuary (in contrast to a male
priest, conventionallgepictedholding a sacrificial knife)The findspot of this gravestone
in Eleusis has led to the suggestion that Choirine was a prie$tBssneter and Kore.
Priestesses of Demeter were selected by lot from the genos Philleidai and held office for life
(J. Blok & S. D. Lambert, ZPE 169, 2009, 1120). Genos priests sometimes have
appropriate priestly namé$andherporcinenamemay not be coincidentasincethe piglet
was an important sacrificial animal, not least at Eleusis. On the other hand, the priestess of
Demeter and Korenioffice ca. 360 BC has been recently identified as Chairippe daughter
of Philophron of Kephisia, whose statue by Praxiteles was dedicated by her btbitners
fifth-century priestess Lysistrate dedicated crowns in the City Eleusiniomeabdse is

inscribed with an epigram in elevated poetic dictigh I¢ 953) . Il n contrast to
endd monuments, this funerary stele is rath

Eleusnian priestess other than the Philleid priestess of Demeter anddfdreleuss 229,
IIl. 10 and 37,and|.Eleusis175 Il. 15-16, attestingplural priestesseat Eleusis but not
specifying which ongs

8 Cf . S. D. Lambert, AThe Soci al Construction o
Decrees from the fourth century BC to the Augus
Civic Priests. Cult Personnel in Athens from the Hellenistic BlettoLate Antiquity2012, 71 n.

19.

%0 SEG51.215. Blok & Lambert, 119, priestess of Demeter no. 3; no. 4, name unknown, mother of
Epigenes of Acharnai, is another possible priestess ca835MD8C SEG16.160).
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As noted abovel),pr i ests and priestesses are one
regularly indicated on Attic funerary monuments. One might think, in a funerary context,
that this had to do with the religious aspects of funerary culilitegugh such aspects do
not othewise generally featurstronglyin Attic funerary commemoration, whialsually
focuseson the deceased in life and their human, especially family relafsees\|UK 3
(Fitzwilliam) p. 33. It is perhaps more plausible to interpteis as a manifestation or
extension of characteristic gender roles for citizens which are commonly commemorated on
these monumentsyitht he pri estess as custodian of the
the housewife is custodian of her own home (and the nurse assists her in that), and the priest
sacrificing on behalf of the community, performing a characteristic masculine citizen role
akin to that of the citizen warriofhis need not be pressed too fsince a number of the
important priesthoods were provided by tlescent groups known gse ntHé depiction of
priests/priestesses @navestonesvithin funerary periboloi couldlternativelybe viewed
as projecting theurity of citizen descent that watsely associated with membership of
such groups.

Fig. 23. 23© Trustees of the British Museum.
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24 GRAVE STELE OF HIEROKLEIA. BM 1907,1025.3. Athenseenin the late 19
centuryover a dooaround Karavawest of Piraeugsee Collection History)Upper part of
a white marble pedimental naiskos stele with broken acrpthaanscriptionis cutalong
the length of the geisothe deeply carved figure is framed by pilastéfs0.38, w. 0.495,
th. 0.175; letter h. 0.012. Sculpture dates before thefonidh century BC (375350,
Clairmont).

Eds. Berliner philologische Wochenschrift888, 163, no. 9cppy Dragatzis);
Marshall GIBM IV no. 936, IG 11 5 Add. 2130 b, p. 304 (KoehledG 1126328 (Kirchner).

Cf. Conzell 868 ARMAA4, 1091);A. H. Smith,JHS36, 1916 75 no. 6; Clairmont
CAT 1.366.Autopsy Pitt 2019. In stor&igs. 24.1, 24.2.

ca. 375350 BC sn s 5. d .6 "

(relief)
Hierokleia (daughter) of Nausinikos of Kerameis.

There is space in this narrow naiskos #singlefigure, but only the head of thgirl

survives, her youth indicated by hHeng hairthat has beelet down.Of the seven attested
Athenians named Nausinikos, one other might be from Kerart@i$2(11404)°! The
findspot of this monument i s r atohkenamesdi st ant
(see8). There are several possible explanations, including that the family had shifted its
residence to the Pirae(which was largely inhabited by naleme merbers, see discussion

in AIUK 4.3A (BM Decrees Other Bodiesps. 13), or that Hierokleiahad married a

Piraeus resident (though it is notable in that case that she is commemoratedingly).

% This funerary lekythos portrays two mernytEyphron and Nausinikos (single name labels); the

former has been attributed to Kerameis (see enti@ i’ 11404).

92 For patterns of correlation between demotics on funerary monuments and their findspots in the

fourth and third centuries BC, and whaat can tell us about mobility away from the ancestral deme,

see R. Osborne, fAThe pot e n®xiomlournabobArdndedalogio,of h u ma
1991, 23152 (reprAthens and Athenian Democra@p10, ch. 8). For preliminary results of a wide

project on deme mobility, taking into account a variety of epigraphic categories, see D. L. Kellogg,

AMi gration and Landscapes of Val Wwauingleandacapei ca o, i
in Classical Antiquity: Natural Environment and Culiilmagination 2016, 32%48.
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Fig. 24.1 24. Photo: Pitt© Trustees of the British Museum.

Fig. 24.2 24, inscription detail. Photo: Pi® Trustees of the British Museum
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25 GRAVE STELE OF STRATIOS. BM907,1025.2Athens?seeCollection History).
Small naiskos stele of white marliieoken below androwned with astraightroof of five
stylisedantefixes the shallow sculpture is framed by pilastéts0.57, w. 0.42, th. 0.095.
Inscription carved centrally on the horizontal geison, letter h. 0.011. Sculpture €26@B75
BC (Clairmonj.

Eds. MarshalIGIBM IV no. 940;IG 112 12657a (Kirchner).

Cf. A. H. Smith, JHS 36, 1916, 734, fig. 5; Clairmont,CAT 1.365.Autopsy Pitt
2019. Gallery 20Figs. 25.1, 25.2.
ca. ¥5350 BC N Stratios.

(relief)

A standing youthooks mournfully downwards, his left hand covered lhyraationand his
right holding a bird eel6). The lower missing portion of the relief may have included a
companion dogThe name is common at Athens (31 example&tirenian Onomasticdn
the majorityborneby citizens.
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Fig. 25.1 25© Trustees of the British Museum.

Fig. 25.2 25, inscription detail © Trustees of the British Museum.
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26 GRAVE STELE OF KLEO. BM1816,0610.373Elgin collection. Athens? Stele of
white marblebroken belowwith rounded finial (likely once painte@bove a horizontal
bandand a relief within a sunken par{Blildfeldstele) H. 0.63, w. 0.385, th. 0.08Blames
inscribed above the panel over the heads of the figures in staggered lines to fit across the
width of the stele, dtter h. 0.009.018. Dated by sculpture to 38@0 BC (Scholl)and
lettering consistent with that dating.

Eds.CIG 981 (Boeckh, copy Roseloumanoudes 3225; Hick&IBM | no. 124;
IG 11 4042 (Koehler)]G 112 12345 (Kirchner).

Cf. BM Sculpture694 (Smith); Caze | 324 fig. p. 74ARMAA4, 2320); Clairmont,
CAT3.410a;Scholl1996,n0. 439.Autopsy 2019. In stord=ig. 26.

360-340 BC V. Kleo.
E R A Hermodoros.
Xeno.

AN
<

(relief)

Xeno sits on &hair with ahigh back perhapsuggestingld age or social maturitfsuch
as married statyisSheweass a sleevedahiton and dimationdrawn up over the back of her
head and shakes hands with a standing younger woman, Kleo, in sleeved chiton and
himation her hair held up with a filletn between anth a planebehind the woren stands
a bearded male, Hermodoros, who rests his hghtdand himationcovered leftarm on
what would have been a painted stickhe figures are labelled above their heads in
staggered linest is not clear who the deceased should be, but perhaps Kleo is the late
daughter whom both parents face. The significance of the dexiosis handshake has been
mudh discussed, but most likely signifies the close bonds between family mentiigers
majority of such scenes on funerary reliefs, as here, shows one of the figures seated and the
other standing (se&gora XXXV p. 38; AIUK 2 (BSA)p. 31 n. 112AIUK 5 (Lyme Park)
n. 40;AIUK 7 (Chatsworth)p. 17).

Hermodoros and Kleo are common Athenian names, while ¥eradatively rare,
with only five attestations at Athens, four arguably citizens and one Thracian metic
(Athenian Onomasticgn
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Fig. 26. 26 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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27 GRAVE STELE OF DEMETRIA. BM1861,0523.6Athens acquiredby the 4" Earl
of Aberdeen(see Collection History)Pedimentaktele of white marble, broken leftjith
damaged central and right acroteria; itgcriptionis carved across the width of the stele
above a relief within a sunken pariBildfeldstele) A modern inscription has been carved
beneath the reliefincludingthe date 1780H. 0.67, w. 0.335, th. 0.085; letter h. 0.022.
Sculpture of the midourthcenury BC (375350, Clairmont; 366840, Scholl) and lettering
consistent with such date

Eds. Hicks GIBM | no.113;IG Ill 3072 (Dittenberger)lG 112 11071 (Kirchner).

Cf. BM Sculpture646 (Smith);Conze | 296 ARMA 4, 2314); ClairmontCAT
3.366b; Scholll996,n0. 437 Autopsy Pitt 2019. In storé&ig. 27.

360-340BC [ 1,2,  Demetria.
(relief)

Demetria is seated onkdismoswith her feet resting on a footstpa@he wears a sleeved
chiton and himation drawn over the back of her head and takes something out of a box held
by an attendant. &oungerwoman, perhaps relative standsn between these two figures
in a secondarplane Thetheme of aox held out by a slave is found on many funerary
reliefs for women and wagresumablyme a n t to reprecdlattionaf he dec
jewelleryand as such was a status symdoad perhapslso a representation of the dowry
she had brought into the marria@ee discussion 48; AIUK 5 (Lyme Park) no. 2ZAIUK
7 (Chatsworth) no.)1

The large lettering is wettarved and spaced out attractively across the stone, which
was likely once immured into a building when the date 1780 was carved onto it with a panel
containing repeated symbols, either decorative or of unknown meaning (rdptdated?).
Demetria is a common name at Athens with 78 examplkefianOnomasticoj although
only around 20% of holders are likely Athenian citizens.
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Fig. 27. 27 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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28 GRAVE STELE OF A FAMILY FROM SESTOS. BM785,0527.6Athens, foundy
Chandlerin a church on the road to Kifisseéand donated by the Society of Dilettafgee
Collection History. Part of a white marble stele with reldecoratiorwithin a sunken panel
(Bildfeldstele) broken abovehe inscription but with a trace of a circular rosette(?) at the
upper left breakandbrokenbelowthrough the reliefH. 0.21, w. 0.372, th. 0.095; letter h.
0.010. Sculpture dated to the rfa@urth cenury BC (375-350, Clairmont; 366340, Scholl)
and lettering consistent with such dating.

Eds. Chandlel774,n0. 95;CIG 892 (Boeckh copy Miulle); Koumanoudes 2369;
Hicks, GIBM | no.108;I1G 11 3313 (Koehler)iG 112 10262 (Kirchner); Ginesti RosélD12
no. 216.

Cf. BM Sculptures37 (Smith); Conzé 325 ARMAA4, 807); ClairmontCAT 3.394a,;
Scholl1996 no. 434 Autopsy 2019. In stord=ig. 28.

ca.350 BC (rosette?) [(rosette)]
bl , . 2 %bI2 7 7 VBl AL
S U
(relief)

Aristodike, Aristarchos, Athenais,
Sestians

This fragmentary stele was likely crowned with a floral finial (carved or painted) with two
rosettes below (only traces the left one survivelthe inscriptions acting as name labels
above the figuresvithin the sunken paneh seated Aristodike and standing Aristarchos
face right towards a standing younger woman, Athenais, wearing chiton and himation drawn
over the back of her head. As Clairm@mwints out, the distance between the women
precludes a dexiosighe two older figures are likely mother and father looking towards
their deceased daughter

Names taken from Athens/Athedawn to the late Classical periaad Athens are
normally the preserve of citizens: Athenodoros (36 citizens/1 metic), Athenais (9/3),
Athenippos (6/0), Athenokles (6/2), Athenophanes (2dhd€nian Onomasticorrounting
only securestatus identifications). This may suggest that the dauagth this metic family
was born in Athens and given a name that suited her new l@unehreenames are not
otherwise attested at Sestos (s€#NI1V, listing 31 entries)Only seven foreign residents
from Thracian Sestos are knowat Athens, all from dnerarymonuments (six from the
fourth century BC, one Imperial, sé&RAs.v.. _ . 7).'Séstos lay at the narrowest part of
the Hellespont andavas taken by Athens in 479/8 (H&11419; Th. 1.89.2). It is listed as
a tribute paying member of the Delian League from 446/5 to 421/0nse@tory no. 672,
and an Athenian cleruchy was installed in 353/2 following the capture of the city and
slaughter of its adult population biet general Chare@®iod. 16.343-4);% this would
suggest that our family were pAthenian (hence the naming of their daughter?) and had
come to Athens before 353/2, a date consistent with the funerary relief.

9% For an Athenian decree probably relating to the cleruchy (352/1? BQY; $€¢€l, 387
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Fig. 28. 28 © Trustees ofhe British Museum.
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29 GRAVE STELE OF EUKLEIA. BM 1843,0531.20 Athens, found west of the
Parthenonby Inwood (see Collection History)Upper right corner of a white marble
pedimental naiskos stele preserving the right acroterion; the inscription is on the geison. H.
0.235, w. 0.245, th. 0.182; letteringpdrhapthe midfourth centuryBC, h0.012.

Eds. CIG 467 (Boeckh, copyMiiller); Hicks, GIBM | no. 115; IG 11?2 11408a
(Kirchner).

Cf. H. W. Inwood The Erechtheion1827 1345, pl. 24 [183%, 22-3, pl. 24]
Clairmont,CAT Supp., p. 35, PE 53.Autopsy Pitt 2019. In stor&ig. 29.

mid-iv BC? [---] M__ ~ vt (Name)of (name) Eukleia.

[(relief)]

1 omicronlikely the contracted genitive of a patronymic.

The large scale of this monument and depth of the naiskos sugg@stainedsubstantial
scul pture. l nwoodds dr awi nzg wihin the pegimentt o n e
which Hicks took to have been damaged at some point, but the drengdingtesthat no
stone has been subsequently lost, and there is no sign of these extra letters; they likely arose
from a copying error. Eukleia, as the last element inscribed on the geison, should be a name
label above a lost figure, and the probable patronynfiorédhe punctuation suggests at
least one further figurdlhirty-one women named Eukleigdod reputeglory) are known
from Athens (10 certainly Athenians, S8aomasticoh

If the omicron before the interpunct is a genitive, tBefor B 3 in a private éxt
such as this should date later than ca. 330 B hreatte I, 258). Interpuncts are rare in
sepulchral texts of the fourth century, but tend to comprise three dots (Threatte |, 77; cf.
AIUK 5 (Lyme Park) no. ®with the same genitive contraction and interpunct in the mid
fourth century).

Fig. 29. 29 © Trustees of the British Museum.
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30 FUNERARY NAISKOS OF ARCHAGORA. BML911,1010.1Menidi(?), Attica (see
Collection History) Pedimental aiskos stele of white marblecrowned by a central
acroterion containing a doubledied sphinx; the upper right section has been restored. The
deeply carved figurestand outside a frame of pilasteesname labels inscribedon the
geison.H. 1.71,w. 0.92,th. ca. 0.30letter h.0.016.Sculpture dateda. 356320 BC(350
300, Clairmont).

Eds.Marshall GIBM IV no. 939;1G 112 10851(=Add. 10747awith incorrect name,
seeSEG50.22]) (Kirchner) A. Wilhelm, ZPE 29, 1978 75.

Cf. Smith JHS36, 1916 79-80, no. 11, pl. 3, fig2; WoyschMéautis1982 no. 378,
pl. 63 Clairmont,CAT 3.418.Autopsy Pitt 2019. In stor&igs. 30.1, 30.2.

350320 BC bl . i+ _I-- Archagora daughter
T of I- -.
(relief)
1281 _ |t . Smith, Marshallbl . _rk _ YL _ ¥ I1G11210851B1 . . M -

| 77 -IG1210747a

This highquality and deeply carved sculptural scene depistateddrchagoraonthe right
dressed in a sleeved chiton, peplos himdation resting her sandallddet on a footstool.

She shakes handdexiosig with an old, bearded man on the left who rests his other hand
on hishimation An older female figure stands in the background between them, dressed in
a sleeved chiton with dimationdraped over her shalérs; she touches the edge of her
himation above the left shoulder and her head is slightly inclined in a gesture of mourning.

Archagorais the onlyfigure whose name was inscribéas a label above her hgad
andso shouldrepresenthe deceasedhemay havedied first andthe family were to be
commemorated in their turperhaps with now lost painted labélse crowning acroterion
depicts a doubkpodiedsphinx(for these apotropaic figuresgee21), which cari like sirens
T indicate an untimgldeath, stressing the unmarried status of Archagora.

Archagor ads pat rdearotawhuch is Bogan acsidental strbke a
followed by avacat(asMarshallthought followed by Wilhelm); the stondan fact breaks
immediately aftetheiota and themonumenthas beertonvincinglyrestoredo the right
leaving ample room for a patronymi@nly two otherAttic examples of the namsurvive:

1) on agrave lekytho®f the latfourthcenturyBC found at Koropi (G 11211198, 1 . °

_ . _ft. Bl . A _ . 77 and2) onalekythosalso in the British Museum@
1210852(51): bl . i _ . . 9 _._ 277" _Y Unfortunatelythe provearce of
the BM lekythos is unknown (Elgin collection)and the lack of further
patronymics/demotics on these examples does not allow us to estdhfislyaonnection

Fig. 30.1 30, inscription detail. Photo: Pi® Trustees of the British Museum.
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Fig. 30.2 30© Trustees of the British Museum.
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31 GRAVE STELE OF MELANTES AND MENALKES. BM1915,0415.1Athen® (See
Collection History) White marblestelewith simple pediment and an unframed relief of an
elegantoutrophoroswith two birds drinking from itH. 101.6 w. 0.48 th.0.185 inexpert
and wornlettering, h. 0.006.Sculpture dated ca. 3520 BC(350-300, Clairmont).

Eds. A. H. SmithJHS36, 1916 70-2, no. 2, fig. 3; MarshaliGIBM IV no. 1153;
WoyschMéautis1982 50-2, no. 235, pl. 34SEG33.230);SEMA2159.

Cf. Clairmont,CAT 2.417b.In Store Figs. 311a and h31.2.

ca.350320BC . ~» t "~ (felief), » T _ " . Melantes. Menalkes.

This elegant and wepireserved loutrophoros relief (s&efor themonument typeoccupies
the whole stele anohcludestwo doves perched on its rirmape of which drinks from the

vessel While many birds are found in Greek funerary art, the dove is associated with

Aphrodite, herself a goddess of mourn{sgel6 for birds in funerary contextand W. G.
Arnott, Birds in the Ancient World from A tq 2007, indexs.v.doves. The irscriptions
were inscribed onto the shoulder of the vessel below the haleserepoorly executed,
particularly in comparison with the relief sculpture. Thegre likely name labels for
painted figures on the body of the vabat perhaps not from theiginal use of the stele

Without the scene we cannot know which of the men was the deceased, but the loutrophoros
indicates thahe wasunmarried Both names are uncommon at Athens but are attested

principally as being held bgitizens (seéthenian Onomasticgn

Figs. 31.1a and b31, details of inscriptions. Photos: A. TruscotiTrustees of the British
Museum.
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