


L LR ‘ 26.71.56 Lo

( T - . ON SAH IN THE MIDDLE STOA BUILDING FILL

The deposit was cited for dating stamps in the first SAH Hesperia article,
see III, 1934, p.208, on the Hellenistic building £ill in Section © = "the (:L
pottery end coins were almost entirely of the third or late fourth century BuC."

® .
- and ismoften referred to in suggesting dates for stamps in the catalogue of

( that erticle.
i Sinee then, especially since the large number of new finds from the same
; £111 were excavated in 1953, it has become clear that presence in this deposit
‘j indiceted a more precise date for certaid classes, 1.0, for categories or
groups otherwise lmown not to have started much before 200. Though since the
maxx war leter dates habe been proposed for the lower 1imit of the deposit,
$xfx the lower limit of the handles still appears to be before 180, This dating
is mainly based on 1) independent context evidence for the names or actual stamp
types represented in this fill, the bulk parallel being the large deposit found
| in Pergamon, which hes been dated ca. 220-180 B,C.3 and 2) the inner consistency
{ 4 A of the group, end its distinctness from groups with known lower limits of ca.
| 150 B.C., in particular the handles from the construethon filling of the Stoa of
Attalos, end those found in Corinth,

o excavators! lists exist of the MSBF group as a whole. The total of aboyut
1500 SAH covered by our studies is composed of the following:
by v 1) Those listed in or before 1949 in the typed list of USBF finds which wag

made I believe for GRE from the notebook 1list, Section @, pp.1452-8, From the

& ' all Knidian,
1ist of 436 stamped handles, I now regard the following,as from intrusions (or
\

4

éﬁotherwise irrelevant f£ill), and these do not appear in the SAH analyses angd 13 t§
. is

f by categorys

l~ $S 499  duoviri period S8 887 late Knidian
890 duoviri
| i 3 " jooky oviri peiﬁod
591 . " 11856 2
2 nd quarter of 2 »
. :/ 668 Late Knidiam (1lst BC) 1151 ca, x?xid 2nd v
1266 -duoviri period > g
670  duoviri peried 1267 1late Knii'
767 2nd half of 2nmd eent . (3) X : b i ¢

570 ca. mid 2nd to third quarter N ot
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ON SAH IN THE MIDDLE STOA BUILDING FILL

The deposit was cited for dating stamps in the first SAH Hesperia article,

&7

seo 1II, 1934, p.208, on the Hellenistic building fill in Section © = "the

pottery end coins were almost entirely of the third or late fourth century B.C." “CB

.
| - and ismoften referred to in suggesting dates for stamps in the catalogue of

that article.

Since then, especially since the large number of new finds from the same

' £111 were excavated in 1953, it has become clear that presence in this deposit

indicated a more precise date for certail classes, 1.0. for categories or .
groups otherwise lkmown not to have started much before 200. Though since the |
maxx war leter dates have been proposed for the lower limit of the deposit,

$=fx the lower 1limit of the handles still appoars to be before 180. This dating
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is mainly based on 1) independent context evidence for the names or actual stamp

| types represented in this £ill, the bulk parallel being the large deposit found

in Pergamon, which has been dated ca. 220-180 B.C.3 aend 2) the inner consistency
of the group, end its distinctness from groups with known lower limits of ca, ‘

150 B.C., in particular the handles from the constructhon filling of the Stoa of 1

Attalos, end those found in Corinth.
o excavators! lists exist of the MSBF group as a whole. The total of aboyt
1500 SAH covered by our studies is composed of the following:

1) Those listed in or before 1949 in the typed list of MSBF finds which wag

b made I believe for GRE from the notebook 1list, Section 0, pp.1452-8. From the
| @ all Knidian,
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| otherwise irrelevent f£ill), and these do not appear in tho SAH enalyses and 1istq
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5 ,%4}> (it stanalysesy in sum, out of more thak 1000 handles, they are at present as follows,

The rejection of 13 of these handles is endorsed by GRS, who investigated the i
N

particular contexts and found them all impure or otherwise irrelevant (eege too
fer north). . The context of SS 757 had not bsen questioned by him; here the

1D ~%0 1 ¢ ey . M

i P ( 4 FT ,,.r
reading of the stamp is not very certain. ;n,.dév‘ ~ AL ,S~ﬂ~ { g0
an < &; e (I 2 A cadt T Aaat

- ) Those excavated in 1953 in Seetions MZ and K, in fills described by i:1“ 
the excavators as part of the MSBF, with certain exceptions listed below. The /
individual finding places of hendles from Section M2 were identified as Stoa fill
in the notebooks; for K, a series of fills were identified by EV verbally, and
the SS cards were stamped accordingly.

The numbers of these MSBF handles found in 1953, togethor with the partioular
£ills in whloh they were found, have been listed; e copy is attached:\'any indi-
vidual items rejected by VG as intrusions ere noted under the perticular £il11 ¢see

o couple on p.6 of the 1list); these do not appear in the category lists or |

all Enidiang
58 11826 (MZ 135) duoviri period (KT 605)

12295 (K 1086) ARZIOE0Z, term of AZKAHNIAAHZ (scmetimss a phrourarch) (kT 531)

12422 (K 2074) GEYASQPIAAZ (KT 755) 3o

12918 (K 2515) duoviri period (KT 2112) N !
12959 (K 2563) Late Knidian, after Sulla %
13056 (K 2674) duoviri period (KT 486) , |
15096 (MZ 666) duoviri period (KT 1578)

The K items all come from deposits described as "possibly disturbed® save

55 12918. The context of 55 13096 has been called "Stoa Terrece filling," vy 34
was found during & cleanup, alone, and should probably not be listed at

all,
It should here be remarked that 5 of the 7 Pontie handles deriving fr;; Stoa
end pre-Stoa fills have stamps dated by Grakov 12270 B,C,, but it now seems legg

Probably that they are intrusions than that the dating of this sequence sgould be

revised; see comment below on the Pontie in the fi11.
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In addition to the 7 individual handles rejected, two m]gted fill’;s at first
listed were later rejected, end the rejection emdorsed by EV;

"26-28/KE-AA,. Fountain House Poreh to Stepped Retaining Wall, leyer I"' ( 2616~
2642, SS 13006-31), end ibid. Layer II (K 2643-8, SS 13032-7). The upper layer
contained, emong other post-lSBF items, 3 Knidian handles of the lst century B,.C.
(ss 18012, 13025, 13031)3 +the lower (e small group) contained one or two handles
slightly later than the MSBF., No fills as far south as this hagve been inoluded,

Sorting kusxwisieximx by category the whole lot (from €, X, and Mi¥), we

find these figures:

class handles in MSBF total at Apgora
Rhodian 885 <™~/ '“ ome 4400(rough estimate)
Knidian 543 ' 10000 et least
Eerly Knidian L RRGIETNG Ly e
J Thasien 60 49.°
Coan 53 ca,170
Chien, including lagynos handles 23 29
Coreyrean(?) 7 e {126 %o i
Pontie 6 42 WL
s \
Parmeniskos Group 6 ' i
15 1 (-.0
ZH Group 5 g -
Parian 2 RS
- ‘75,(
"Gretan" 1 Fhae
R AL CadieS o0 S~ N
* Pu )
) P
With htin Stmp 1 !\' e {\“‘, A, ’\.J\thd\
miscellaneous €8 i ASIEN P )
— TE5 ST
1498 NG~ '

The Rhodien are about a fifth of the total of their class at the Agou; and
the Coen nearly a third, The MBBF Knidien are only about a thirtieth of the Agora

Knidien, but they are critiesl for dating the group as a whole a8 well as for

Tabeh wosklon sron  hbbm A, 38 €459 4300 AKIYAB0N RS 436 ¥
stemps, and do not lowsr the dating, =~ | 0o 0s8896<7, have typieal MSEP



establishing the earlier chrémological sequence of their classe

The analyses of the Knidian by fabricant and eponym (copies attadhed) shown
the group to be largely a close ome. 55 per cent of the handles pre dated inm
11 eponym terms, those of AAM(O(IE(NHZ, EYKPA(THZ, OHPOKP(A(THZ), KAA(A(I(Z(TOZ,
Al AYZA(NIOZ, uETP(0(A(2(P0Z, NIKA(ZI(B(OY(AOZ, HOAT(O(¥(XHZ (or -0z),
EQK(PA(T@Z'. @mm(noz; the parentheses indicate the various abbreviations, This
percentage would no doubt be increased by the types for instance of AIIOAASNIOR
[IIZIAAZ, in which no eponym name appears, end we do not know the terms., The inter-
cénneotion of names suggests that the 11 eponym terms succeeded eqoh other without
many gapsj e three more which each date as many as five handles (lowerd 1imit
of the 11 terms is nine handlos) are OEMIZ(T(ENA(TOZ, KAEITO{3SN, and PIAIZT( 1IN
these probably followed or Buoceodod pretty closely the 11. Eponyms named on only
one handle in the deposit may be earlier than the others, or they may be the very
latest - little time for broa.h.ge*- o Or some of them may turn out to be impurities
in this deposit,

Th help place the period of the 11 (plas) eponyms, there are two obvious groups
of Knidian known to be mkmut before ebout 150 B.C, which should bhe eéxamined, those
found in Corinth aﬁd thase from the £ill of the Stoa of Attalos. A combined 1list

has been made of the eponyms from tlee groups, of whish a copy is attachedy see

Ps4 of this copy for omissioms from the list of 1) certain eponyms seen to be ol
stuff when the Stoa of Attalos was bullt and when Corimth was destroyed, ang 2)
cortain others which belong to the renewdd (small scale) activity in Corinth of

the late 2nd =~ early lst centuries B,C.

In a fair number of the types in the combined 1list, the oponym is entitleq

Phrourarchos, marked 0P.in the list; many more of the eponyn names, marked in

the 1ist (2P.), ocour on other types with the titles These phrourarchoi should
Fraser and Bean,

they were administrators under Rhodes during these years ,

B |

We have on file with this

title at least 48 different names, usually with & small number of examples; Fraser



thought it normal that such officials should have been changed say three

times a year, end of, practice in Primme (Insohr. von Prieme, p.XIII)j

allowing for some repetition of mames, end perhaps the identificatiom of

a few more phrouratch types, the 48 different names now known probably do
about
indicate xkmx€§ that there were;,63 terms from 188 to 167,

’
The title phrourarchos does mot appear im types found in the MSEBF, G “
b ,/g ~ N \ ) <
However, five of the eponyms have namos, or abbreviations of names, whioh /V/u‘:(
[\\‘\f e/ «\ '”"
do sometimes appear with the titloc APXE(ETPATOZ). @EYQA(NTO)J), ZEKPATHZ, ‘ﬁ\;ﬁ._ \
(', v po

®IAIINIOZ, QIAOQ(PQNS San for ZQKPATHZ and @IAHMOZ‘., those arj\presont in the = -~
MSBF in a single exmplo each, and some may be impwrities. It is also quite
possible that there were name repetitions between the phrourarchs and other }/ A 2
eponyms in Knidos in the first half of the 2nd century, so that in some of O-"\& <
our types where the title does not appear the official was a different man, 2 A ,,
not the phrourarch, However, it seems probablé that the MSBF slightly over- ,\A Y
lapped the period whem phrourarchs were mamed, extending for instance down ‘ho“ Tl {
185 B.Cs, in which case phrourarchs whose names do appear in the MSBF should be 2
the earliest in the series. Q)\"_ [
Of the Corinth-SABF eponym list, those H6t marked 3P, or (oP.) are likely
to have served between 167 and say 140 B,C. We do mot kmow whether these were
eppointed amnually or more oftem, but it has been assumed that they were annual:
on the stamps
note that the Rhodian eponym was often explicitly called a priest (whether or
not the priest of Hulioa), and priesthoods in Rhodes were apparently annual
officess We have about u names left over in the list, not phrannrcmgaouordn‘
to present knowledge, which may be assigned tentatively to this period, c‘minly

for most of these, eponym-fabricant name connections confiym the position.

f::‘ fg 'fnuiwdiu. then, suggest a date in the second decade of the 2nd contury

for th’l\ filie
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A smell number of Knidian handles have been puillg.s;:d ;.s };-om the Per;;;:on; 'L"’
deposit., Of these, nos.mss,;ava (pp+491-2) and 10,1284 (p.494) are contemporary '™ "
with the MSBF: no0.1270 is an example of KT 2060 (stemp of 3IAISON) dupliceted
in our deposit; the fabricant of n0.1269 is to be restored OEYIENEY(37] (in gen-
otive) and the type is close to KT 695, present in the USEF; both fabricents and
both eponyms of nos, 1271 and 1284 are also there present; end no.1278 is evidently
an Early Knidian, close to SS 1302 of the MSBF. N0.1273 howewer is an early
duoviri stamp (KT 1562, late 2nd B.C.)’; one must guess that it did not come from
the deposit, though there is not (as there is in other cases) a statement to that
effect, These are all the items clearly jdentifiable as Knidian.

The correspondence bdween the two big foundation f£illings, at Pergamon and the
Agora, is mich more extensive for the Rhodian, These at Pergamon are 782 to our 888,
and there are a great number of correspondemces. A difference is that while the
Rhodian at Pergamon are mostly close together in date, those from the MSBF ineclude

A difference
& good many datable in the earlier third centyry. \X more interesting for the
lower 1limit of the MSBF is that e few Rhodian eponyms present in the Pergamon

deposit do not appear in the MSBF. These are as follows:

name no, of exé in Perg. deposit 4
ATEZTPATOS »wd | L 6 s s Yok
ANAZIBOYAOZ 1

APATORANHE | 1} 8 RN G
APLZTRIAAZL 21 V4 11 i g g

APISTOAAMOZ & .| (7 21 o

APRITON M o, 19

APXIAAIAAZ {3 5

HENODSN VA 4

Absence from the USBF camnot be explained by stoppage of trade between Rhodes and

Athens during these years, because we have handles
Citaipiutoo- A
these names, some r_rom? Post=uUSEF depesits,

./ﬁﬁ . 1

in our collection dated by all



It happens that none of these eponyms is knom from inseriptions., There is
however a general indication of their date in the fast that all are knowm on
handles with secondary stamps set in the common way at the attachmemt of the
handle to the neck of the jar. The practice of applying these was just beginning
in the MSBF period., Only one appears, SS 12717, with small rose end no lettors;
the main stemp is not preserved, but this secondary stamp is known only on two
handles with stamps of AAMOKPATHY, and, apperemtly from jars of AAMOKPATHZ, om

w anedan dags wlle n.-m.lb ke Yhune. o} c’-\ul~.r'k{:o:"c'\,.5

two handles probably both naming the eponym KAEYKPATHZ,’,. the rose secondary

stamp is an early ome, dated before about £76 B.C. by Qontoxt at Tarsus. Of
‘eponyms memed in the USBF, apparently only two others, GEAIAHTOZ and NIKAZATOPAZ,
sometimes occur with secomdary stamps. Foui secondary stamps are published from
the Pergm deposit (see p.484). Four there and one in the MSBF are to be come
pared with the comsiderable quantity datable later in the 2nd century, 624 having
been recorded by ﬁs in Alexandria from the Museum collection alone. Perhaps the
practice started with Rhodian expansion in or soon ut’cor‘ 188 B.C,

Several of the epomyms common to the Porgmon deposit and the MSBF can ap-
parently be identified with officials kmown from epigraphical or historieal texts
to have functicned in the early 2nd century. An eponym APXIAAMOZ dates an in-
seription in Caria, which did not come into Rhodian possession until 188 B.C,

A GEAIAHTOZ was priest of Athams Lindia in 188; we may suppose he beeame priest
of Halios shortly thereafter, especially as he came from a distinguished family,
A Jar dated by NIKAZAIOPAZ has on its endorsing stamp {of AHIIINIOZ) beshde the
usual dolphin a pellet which has been taken for a pomegrahate, and (ut.mpting
soms of the letters) a Rhodian rosej as the pomegramate is g regular symbol on
coins of Side, it is possibly not too fanciful to associate this combination with

the vigpory of the Rhodians over the Phoemician fleet of Hannibal off Side in

above
190 B.C, (C.A.H. VIII, p.:n)@ NIKAZATOPAZ has been n-wx&n an eponym occurring

with secondary stampjy in this case the majority of the secondary stamps are to be

@ & b ) -
A AM Y“l‘{ Le f\v{, (7,{\‘ %(/AP:‘ §+C(“"‘ X“ ri: '.")'K\A 1M e84 \'VQ] Ef\,t\ \.8{» ,:"‘ ‘1({/\( ’\5 B F‘ :.‘.; S 6(8 LI}



associated with the later homonym (of towrd 150 B.C.), but a Jar of AAMOKPATHZ
with secondary stemp A (in the Alexandria museum) ;’Miy names this
earlier NIKAZAI’OPA.Z@ Fabric of the MSBF handles naming APXIAAMOZ, ©BAIAHTOZ,
and NIKAZATOPAZ accords well with a date in the early 2nd century.

Of the Thasien present in the f£ill, certainly over two thirds are datable
before the middle of the 3rd century, including 7 before ca. 340 B.C. The latest

handles, probably late 3rd to beginning 2nd B.C., seem to be the following:

name NOe
APIZTOKAHY THAEMAXOY §8 12804
APIZTOMHAHS 12961,
APIZTORCN with ceduceus 788
HPAK[ABIAHZ] with elub 13040
NAYZIKYAHS 11724
11850
IIYOIEN IX 11668
TEAE ZHNQP 11966§

There seems to be no reason to date these later then the beginning of the
2nd century. It is true that en APIZTOKAHZ TﬁAEﬁAXOY who was a thooros of Thagos
has been dated plus or minus 140 B.C., however this may hawe been the grandsen of
ours, since names and patronymics alternate and repeat in the lists of Thasian
theorol. The 14 Thesian in the Pergamon deposit include handles naming APIZTOMHAHR
(3, of which one matches 55 12961) end the HPAKABIAHZ of §S 130403 note that the
type of S8 13040 seems to be o reeutting of that of S§ 12961, so they must be clase
together in date, A duplicate of §S 788 is SS 10266 from the Komos obsterm., A
duplicate of S5 11784 is 85 13185 frem the South Stoa building 111, where the
greater part of the mndles were oonun,ouéy with those from the MSBF,

A parallel for the twe Parian, which both have Smega for omioremn in the ending

of the ethnie, appears in the Pergamon publicetion (no.1275) » but its preeise finde
P W U U Q&Q,vk{ n (onal oil‘ Al o detid «an b e I‘J\vaeaﬂ;cas. y i
Wa’”»s-x Ml WaMAA K,«,e,uw'}f w Ha MmseE Mﬂllﬂ- 3 (-P?«\a. d%‘*"’*‘-# Tk S ‘!’ng, Ludoviadt
52({5& Vwe {wiu\ b M«na‘\) slw-«r) el AUE e e s ’;QWL« Tl b 5.;@

. \ ,

d

Ra. PO



J.0q
29

ing=-place was not recorded., Parian stamps dated by 3rd century deposits at the
Agora have the ethnic with omioron form, and MSBF context is the earliest I

know for the omega.

Like the Perien, the Coan also do not in the present state of Imowledge help
to date the MSBF; on the contrary, its context gives us a terminus for this group
which is such a .larg.e part of the Agora collection of this category, and meny items
of which are not otherwise dated. It is interesting from the point of view of

Doer {J“‘."i"“fm ; political or trade relations that only e Coan was found in the contemporary
il Caklrenaly, st

deposit at Pergamond(no,1511, not paralleled in ours), to the 53 in the MSBF,

MSBF loar ot

. Hu
tow vaniy h” IR The majority of the Chian in our deposit are probably of the 3rd eentury,

?:W\Jm ) fxeenmiingx backhex fariexofrnomxaxsnptenx The handle waich is latest in
ot T\,: P appearance (S8 1375.4') bears a name (ATIEAAHZ) mafchad on on® of the three Chian
T in the Pergamon deposit (n0.1297). The mame HPHZIOZ also occurs in both deposits i
but it is of the 3rd oantﬁry (eccording to the fabric of known examples, and
ocourrence in the Komos e¢istern). The reletive numbers in the two deposits are
1 e

again notable (23:3), the more so as Chios is mearer to Pergamon than to Athens,
Pergamon gives us several more individual parallelss no, 1278, ZH, like 4
in our ZH groupy nos. 1288 and 1289, with readings respectively AZKAMI/IOASPOY
end EYAN/00Y, matching S8 13314 and SS 12906, of the MSBF Misoellaneous listy
1n0s.1280-82 which belong to a group of unknown origin with wine jar as device
to which apparently belomgs S8 11673, a class recontly named the Hekataios Grmg
from & meme which appears on & couple of hendle stamps and a number of stemps on

braziers of mach the same fabric (of G.R.E)3 no. 1285 which bears the mamesaie
stamp of the Parmemiskos Group, of which 3 (with different mms) are in the

MSBF., With that, the sorrespondence is about at an end,

4n example of the “Cretan® (perbaps actually Samlan?) elass to whish S8 667
belongs was found im late 3rd = early 2nd century context at Tarsus (n0.95 of the
publication), thus providing some confirmation of the lower 1imit of the MSBF.
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There remain two oclasses for which the MSBF provides a surprising but
probably acceptable early date.

One is present im a single example, SS 12706 with stamp C-8, Latin letters,
on & fragment of a jar of eastern type. EIW has mo other latin stampﬁ of date
thought to be as early as thisj but she has am the other hand nothing at all '
like it save S5S 1450 with the same reading, found in a disturbed filling in the
Middle Stoa area, She is prepared to accept the early date, and the two examples

published as
have been,so dated im "The Cansanite Jar."

The final class is the Pontic, which im the MSBF are all of the variety
attributed by Grakov and gthers to Sinope. It has been remarked (see above, p.2)
that the Pontic in this deposit, if dated aocordhg to Grakov, are consistently
too late for it: of 6 hamdles from attested parts of the f£ill, ome,fSs 12722),
is too incomplete for its epamym to be identified, a second, SS 11813, falls im
Grakov's Class IV (c@.180-150 B,C.); tut the other four, S8 12073, 12313, 12484,
12485, ere of his olass VI, called 122-70 B,C.§ @ fifth so dated by him may be
added in S8 12108, from a pre-Middle Stoa fill, Similarly out of place, apparently,
is the date of Grakov's VI in the case of 55 13715, which must be gttributed to 1%,
and which comes from & stratum in K in which the other handles at least are all
datable before about the middle of the 2nd cemtury, Further, if the date attributed
to this class were correct, ome would expect to find the odd example in a Sullae-
destrustion fill, whereas none have teen found in eny of these., One Agora Pontie
handle, 88 10901, has a combext, Square Building construction fill, which corresp-
onds better with its date according to Grakov, end of the 4th sontury to ca. 270
B.Co (his earliess group), but even here there seems to b a discrepansy of about
s quarter of a century inm termini, if the Square Building was comstructed in the

third quarter, as would be suggested by the handles accompanying S8 10901, end wux
ixxx by the date of the administration of Lykourgos.

From what I Imow of his arguments, it seems likely that while Gyakev's
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sequence is right or mearly so, being based on a close study of the inter-
conmection of Ms many of which have patronymics stated, and of patterns of
ntmping?vyvhioh individuals and c¢losely connected groups can be isolated and
set in oidor, his abeolute dates may be too late. It is worth remarking here
that the eagle and dolphin of Fiiyx 190, of which a photograph was published in
Hesporia Suppl.VIII (pl.20,18) according to E.S5.G.Robinson (letter of 17,VI.49)
"should by all upMus be round about 400, or at lgtest first half of 4th
conturys” the full statement of the combext of this item is "Assembly Place,
£illing of Period III, immediste context as late as 2nd A.D, The hmmiim stamp
belongs to Grakov's Group I, which he dates emd of 4fth to ca. 270 B.C. (see
above). A second exemple of the same group, Pnyx 189, with the same emblem,
eomes from "Assembly Place III, surface, disturbed.” Though disturbed, these
£ills no doubt contained largely material of the late 5th = first half of 4th
contury. As om more straw, note that SS 11527, which names an eponym of
Grakov's Period VI, has @ radiate head of Helios which one might like to
assooiate with Rhodes' help to Sinope at the time of the siege in 220 B,.C.
by nitMtoa king of Pontus. ¥

In vakew of the fact that four examples of the latest class were found
in the MSBF, and a fifth in e pre-Stoa filling, it scems likely that the end

of the series fell somewhat before Grakev's proposed 70 B.C, The reasonable

|

oceasion is the capture of Simope in 183 B.C. by Phsrhou I, som of nithudat..,

he moved his capital to that eity, and no doubt introduced administrative
changes.

The 6 Pontie hendles from the MSBF whioch I should 1like thus to redate
are to be added to the 7 Knidian which (see above, p.2) I must exelude frem the
pure MSBF if its lower limit is that proposed in these pages, i.e. the second
docads of the eentury. 9 of these handles (4 Pgntie and § Knidien) would pull
the date of the fill dewn not to 150 but to 122 B.C. or later. The obher two

Knidian are slightly later than the bulk of that sategery in the MSBF, but inm

faot it is not at all sertain that they gate afte 180
LGOY Gf e )
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The later dates proposed for the fill seem to have depended first on four
eoins found in 1933, listed in G.R.B.'s report of July 17, 1950, p.2:
Athens, NS, ea. 172 B.C. (Mar.9, 1983, 1)
Thessalian Confederacy, 196-146 B.C. (?) (Mar.9, 1988, #3)
Athens, NS, 196-187 B.C,.{uar.28, 1933, # 20)
Delos, Athenian cleruchy, aféer 166 B.C. (June 1, 1933, #3)
" M.T reconsidered these for me im October, 1955, and sald that dates of the
NS coins are being revised, and that the ferst of these listed has at present
no terminus but 196 B.C. The "Delian eleruchy® coins she believes are really issues of
the Athenias mint, and this partisuler coin (the last ome listed) mccording to her
present views might be dateble in the 3rd century. (Note amother "Delian eleruchy®
found in 9, eistern at 67/IH, a deposit recently called by GRE "end of Srd century,"
of which the handles eprrespond pretty elosely in date with those of the MSBF,
exoept that the Rhodian SS ¥888 7863, of KAAAIQ, and SS 7898, naming the epenym
SENOJSN, are probably slightly later, belonging to the group found in the Pergamon
deposit but mot in ‘the MSBF,)
Apart from the coins, GRE tells me a fragmentary Megarian bowl (K 2705,
“ P 88098)@2«&& in a settling basim in fromt of the west emd of the north fromt
S of the Heliala (west of the water olock) is to be dated not earlier th;.i. 180
B.Co The position is somewhat removed from the Stos, but presumably would have been

levelled up before the Stoa project was finished. I do not lmow whether the basin
i r\f ) ' "

$oa ! "“.,, 3
£

might have been k'cgg available as a ptor supply during the sonstruction, or
,. ,? whether someone might have gone down into the fill in some later investigatiom,

e A;‘ /< shovelling 1% back aftermerd., I do not umtu‘f{}rﬂp of handles found just
over the positiomn of the settling basin, but note that the large lot found at
28/AT, slightly to the NW, ineluded 55 12918, Knidian of the duoviri period,

suggesting possible disturbamee in the meighborhood.
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The majority of the stemped handles in the South Stoa construetion £111
are contemporary with, if not duplicates of, those found in the MSEF, but
88 12190, 18170, and possibly 12632 » are post MSBF though still certainly before the

middle of the century. The latest handlo[ assoclated with the construction of
is one of

 %he South Stoa (11)}\m three found in 1956 "from below floor of South Stoa II

( (e O MY
1in test pit sgainst back wall in east half of building, XXX,p.5930," T 3600-3602
Knidian

" (not yot catalogued). T 3601 names the eponym EYZPAI'OPAZ: +this eponym does

not eppear in the combined Corinth-SABF list (see above), but does in 8i11s whieh
cannot be mach lator, and is showa to be elose in date o those in the cembined
list by eponym~-fabricant name connectionsy he must date not far from 140 B.G.Qj
There are a number of f£ills in Section K which have not been included in
the present lists end analyses which nevertheless appear i® acoording to their
SAH to be contemporary with the MSBF, One of these is the "intermediate strosis®
or ramp at the west end, probably, though it has a single eponym not in the MSBF,
A 1ist of these fills, and of others in the Section that are slightly later but

still before the middle of the century, if we check the SAH with MSBF and Combined
lists, will be available.

For the demor, I do not lmow whether Pharnaces I has been suggested. Cf,
Rostovbzeff, SEHHW, p.630; "Not less significant of Athens' comercial relations
are the homors sonferred by her on Antiochus IV, Ariarathes of Capppdocia, and
above all Pharnaces of Pentus, sand the gifts reseived by her from them. The last
of these, it is to be borne in mind, besame about this time master of the twe
greatest commercial ports on the southern const of the Buxine, Amisus and Sinope,
both very important ecenters of the grain trade, andboth slosely connected with

Athens in the past." On the gifts received by Athens from Pharnaces, see
Durrbach, C

@ Delos, Paris 1921, p,.97, no,78,; an Athenian

desree in his honor and that of his queen Nysa, He had agreed to pay the eity

% = D e/
i T g L i o= &Y
fine { & % . (T b a 4 L& s ».—\ - ¢ XA
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e sum of money in ennual installments, but because of other obligations and
diffioulties had been unable to keep them up. They praise him as a bemefactor
and hope to get something on account; they assure him that the honors paid to
him wbll be no less than those paid to"™the other kings™ and his glory will be
assured like that of other benefactors of the citys The inscription is now
dated IX 160/159 (formerly 172/1). Durrbach remarks thet if one leoks in his
reign for an owcasion when he would have had particular oceasion and desire to
pose as o benefastor of Athens, it would be about 183, A large initial payment
might have taken care of the big terracing and foundation Jjoby delayed subsequent
payments might account for the piocemeal exesution of the project, the way the
Eaa't and South Stoas are tacked on, though one would suppose it was the complex
as a whole which had been intended from the beginning to replace South Ktoea I,

Noting that Pharnsces had in 183 acquired two great centers of the grain trade;

may one suggest that what he replaced by his great nmew building was the Alphitopolisg

There seems to be a fair possibility that the Alphitopolis was the seme building

as the Long Stoa, end eertaidly both Smth. Stoa I end the Middle Stoe would qualify
for this epithet, I lmow that the position is not that attributed to the Long Stoa
in Judeich's plan, p.344, but several other buildinge are alse out of place on

that plen. Naturally the buildingﬁ could have served also #ox other purposes,

such as shelter from the Heliaia in case of rain, or "a dining room for Sestien X"
placed in the Long Stoa by Praxagora, the passage quoted in sonnestion with South
Stoayl by HAT, Hesperis XXIII, p.45, note 15,

Tag
Toa.

With encouragement, I think this theme could be developed, (Mo coeoin- o AN

Stimulating pisture of Pharnaces, SEHHW, pl.IX.2.

11,V11,66
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1953 rumning records, partial

analyses, interim re- -
ports, comments

(EV notes on what handles
are to be counted in
the fill have been

Q
attached to "Genera.l !
1lists")
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S
L2 T A
SR LR .y e ¢, \\ Middle Stoa
G, { : Construction Filling

AWP and MC

Ess ol ¢3¢

From list mede up by MC: Tk e diSa Sl e , :
Pedt sy #”~Nev— wnsnld ol o Ap 9t

\

Middle Stoa Fills from Lambda, squares k 13-14, and extreme
west edge of M 1l3-14,

Inside Middle Stoa: A, PPe 1160, 1197
SS 4299 Rhodian Sherds in B 193
SS 4300 HIHCIOY e
89 4301 Rhodian W' Coin: Vie4 - 1. Athens 3rd e.

S8 4302 Rhodian

SS 4365 Rho ;\é;j"
SS 4366 Ruoflen) -~
e <
IL 298 le&d weight Sherds in B 194

To South of Middle Stoa:

SS 3896 Rhodian Sherds in B 179

S8 3897 Knidiem Coin: VZ.3: 1-2: 1l)not a
coin

A 574 TFr. of TC sima 8)Ath.
307-283

= T 5%
1 N
| AMAAITf b{ﬁ(‘_'y SS 4031 Xnidien Sherds in Tin 181, p.
e MC 183 loomweight, pyramidal 1110 Eycm.rld pornis
(. DN AP

Coin: V.10:1: Athens NS

See also coin V.27:): Athens, S%24. C.
invs in B 189,

OGN Gh G b 5h B G S5 G G SOOH OB W O B O G = G S

See also sherds in Box 178 ) s
180 ) V.4—l: f'xthem ea ., 387-;363 BQC.
183 ) :
184 )

V.6: 1-3: Athens 330-300 B.C.
Athenian, 3rd ¢. B.C.
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Just as a matter of interest to you: I am finding
more and more that pieces which I classed as doming
from disturbed sections of this filling actually do
HisHs A el rightAWith the objects from undisturbed
fillings. One can perhaps attach some importance
except

to piesces from disturbed fillings here, ERXZEE o%

course when they are very much later.
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