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OVER RHODISCHE KRUIKSTEMPELS EN HUN
BELANG VOOR ONZII KENNIS VAN
DEN RHODISCIHHEN HANDEL.

BIJDRAGE VAN DEXN HEER

I, VAN GELDER,

—HodSH—

De handelsgeschiedenis der Oudheid verkeert nog in het
stadium  van wording. Zij lheeft niet de archivalia te harer
beschikking, die voor de bestudeering der handelsgeschiedenis
van latere tijden zoo ongemeen dienstig zijn. Zij wordt ook
bijzonder weinig gesteund door de antieke geschiedschrijvers;
die laten ons op dit gebied bijua geheel 1n den steek. Dus
moet zij te harer opbouw het materiaal vaak op de meest
onverwachte plaatsen zoeken. Zoo berust de stud

delsgeschiedenis van lhet eenmaal in dit opzicht

ie der han-
niet onge-
wichtige eiland Rhodus op ooren van weggeworpen kruiken.

[k wil hier voornamelijk spreken over den duur, den bloei-
tijd van dien handel, en over de richting, welke hij nam.
Voor dit onderzoek leveren de geschreven teksten der Grieken

en Romeinen ons zoogoed als niets. Zeker, ieder, die iets

van Rhodus heeft gehoord, weet, dat het eene handelsrepublick
was; en als hij zoekt, zal hij met gemak vijftig plaatsen van
de meest verschillende classieke schrijvers, Ja misschien lion-

derd kunnen bijeenlezen, waarin dat staat. Maar fernauwer-

nood eene heel enkele gaal defs verder en geelt met eenige
bepaaldheid antwoord op de vragen: Over welke ecenwen
strekte die handel zich uit? Wanneer was de hoogste bloeitijd
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er van? Op welke landen werd hij vooral
heeft nu, in moderne geschiedwerken waari
antwoord op die vragen

gedreven? Men
n volstrekt een
moest worden gegeven,

stilzwijgend
aangenomen, dat staatkundige macht ey h

andelsbloei wel hand
i den hellenistischen tijd,
- toen Rl
dan ooit, ook de handel meer gebloeid

al liebben dap ooit.
Men hLeeft over de vraag, of de handelshloe; 0ok voor

toen het staatkundige very

in hand zullen zijn gegaan, dat

derde en tweede eeuw v. Clyp :
de der( € 1w v, Chr dus machtiger was

tduurde,

al was mgetreden, zich liofs terug-
houdend uitgelaten. Men heeft v
=iy _mft voorts  gemeeng, aangezien

Rhodus zoo bijzonder bevriend W

as met de p
wel lieel auanzien|
verder praat men gansch algemeen v
alle kusten der Middellandsche Zee.
dat men bij deze onderstellingen,
wachten was, der waarleid Zeer 1
toch ook anders kunmnen ziju,
hiervoor niet

; tolemaegn, dat
de handel op Bgypte ijk zal zi;

UK zal zijn geweest;
an Rhodisele

1 handel op
Maar,

hoewe] blijken zal,
200als  trouwens te ver-
abij s gekomen,
]_)ik\\‘ijh:. hij\-'_
ver rondom ons te kijke
handelsbloei van een sta

het hadde
— Wwij behoeven
I — s de grootste
meb reeds
€N geyy]
an understcllinge
ring van de stempels op de oore
wijnkruiken geeft ons hier

ab saamgeva]ley
staatkundigen :u:ht.ermtgimg' In all

zekerheid is iets anders (

begonnen
i \\'eteuscha]:pelijk(:
L 1 T bestudee-
OOIIlvan Veggeworpey Rhodische
die zekerheiq

Allereerst iets naders omtrent (
kruiken, In allerlei kustlanden

dddr natuurlijk, waar ee

le gestempe]q,,
der Midde]
nmaal groge sted
ajn. scherven gevonden, talloos vel

Grieksche
adsche Zee, vooral
€N hebley
& van grogte
van alleg
was of wat iugelcgd werd, i
schillen onderling van Kleur, het gebezigq

goed bewtrkt, k(?rt(m
duidelijk op uiteenloopende plaatsey,
echter zijn dat? De 011dazl'ste]|ing
ten decle afkomstig zijn uit

Zestaan,
kruiken yay
il beu'nard, wat
schery

Griekseh aardewerk., Daar werd
vloeibhaar
e Ny yvep-

leem g fijner of
)

grover, beter of minder "
' 4) Wijzen geer
]

1erkoinst, Welke

SeWaagd, dat gj;
zelve ; 3 :

van

IS wel g
de stedey
zij zijn gevonden. Hene Griu:ksche,
stad zonder eenige fabricage v

{188 ) 3

wel denkbaar. Een zeer aanzienlijk deel der gevonden massa’s
is evenwel wis en zeker ingevoerd. Dat bewijzen de stempels,
die zeer dikwijls op de handvatten van zulke kruiken zijn
aangebracht. Die stempels verheffen de aldus gemerkte tob
brounen van historic; de ongemerkte zijn voor ons niets meer
dan curiositeiten. De gestempelde zijn vervaardigd te Rhodus,
te Gnidus en te Thasos, en bovendien waarschijnlijk in tal
van andere Grieksche steden. Maar van die andere Gricksche
steden  kennen  wij zelfs meestal den naam niet eens; want
hare productie was uiterst gering. I3én of heel enkele terug-
gevonden exemplaren houden voor ons de herinnering levendig
aan de aardewerkfabricage van Paros, Naxos, Colophon, Smyrna
en de vele nog totaal onbekende herkomstplaatsen. Meer dan
97 procent daarentegen van de geheele op het oogenblik aan-
wezige massa komt uit de drie genoemde steden; daarvan
bezit Rhodus wederom het leeuwendeel, bijna 73 procent van
het geheel. Wat nu het aantal der langzamerhand ontgraven
en teruggevonden handvatten hetreft, dat is veel grooter dan
menig buitenstaander wel denkt: ik kwam al tellende voor
Rhodus tot een totaal van 9560, Daarbij vergete men niet,
dat er stellig nog vele dergelijke stempels onuitgegeven zijn
(van  gansche voorraden, op Delos, op Amorgos en te Gezer
in Palestina gevonden, wordt dat uitdrukkelijk vermeld), ')
dat andere bij de buitengewone verspreidheid der publicaties
mij waarschijnlijk ontgaan zijn, en dat ik mij bovendien enkele
Russische en andere publicaties, die ik geciteerd vond, met
geen mogelijkheid heb kunnen verschaffen. Behalve deze 9860
Rhodische komen dan nog ongeveer 2100 Cnidische en 1650
Thasische kruikstempels. De Cnidische en Thasische handvatten
hebben cen ietwat anderen tint day de Rhodische, eene andere
geaardheid van leem, eene andere wijze van stempeling, zoo-
dat het voor den deskundige bij gave exemplaren heel ge-

makkelijk valt, de drie soorten te onderkennen; ook bij de

') Voor Delos zie Bl blz. 17; voor Amorgos BCH XII. 326; voor
Gezer PEF 1903. 306; 1904, 213.
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zeer talrijke niet gave exemplaren slaagt hi

) daari ijk
met voldoende zekerheid. 2). el

Uit het hier genoemde laten zich cep paar reeds lang o
maakte gevolgtrekkingen afleiden, Ten eerste, dat de I ta t:c-
handel van Rhodus veel grooter was dan di‘e ‘;'m o 11'11 .
Thasos, een feit dat wel reeds 2 priori va.ststun(i i;z;lusojlf

ten fwee at, jui i i

o eede, dat, juist als in de Middeleeuwen en ten deele

ook in mog veel nieuwere tijden, zekere bepaalde steden d

‘ .' ol . aalde steden de

zetels waren van bepaalde ndustriein, Ty het oude Griek
oA de Grieken-

: oudige amphoren voor
een op drie plaatsen ;

: . die trouwe
1s voor andere Gricksehe indusrie,

van aarden siervazen,

land vervaardigde c
Orvearigde dicn goedkoope, eeny
den uitvoerhandel eigenlijk
eene mo-
VNS genoegzaam gestaafd
tn, v
van  brongen
stoffen, enz. Di en” di
: ) enz. Die amphoren dienden in qe eerste )
den witvoer v nin. R !
heb i ocr van win. Rhodus en Thasos way .
, o a5 a c aren wiynrmik « ik
e mijne Geschichte der alfe Rhodier Jurijk; ik
plaatsen bijeengebracht, die dat Yoor Rhod op blz, 427 (e
2w 10 5
blijkt, dat van de voorthrengselen d us bewijzen, Didr
N B ‘an (; 3 :
stigar i 3 veite-zag diks 4 dat eiland niets ook
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‘ ezat; zij werdey echtey stell;
vreemde uitgevoerd, omdat daay Vraag SO ook naar den
a5 Was 1 4
_— ) a8 naar kenil
stempels, op de handvattey aangebrachi, | ar kruiken, De
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oor (e vervaardiging
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aats voor

; t, zooals
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jetwat vermoeiende discussies zijn gevoerd, *) eer men omtrent
lLet doel der stempeling tot klaarheid is geraakt; thans is,
naar het mij voorkomt, door Nilsson een vaststaand resultaat
verkregen (L blz. 58 vlg.). Op ledere Grieksche kruik, on-
verschillig waarvandaan, staan de naam van een fabrikant
en een datum gestempeld. Te Rhodus is die dateering nauw-
keurig tot op eene maand. Dit stempelen nu der amphoren
is een aanhangsel, waarschijulijk een vervolg op de stempeling
van tegels en dakpannen. Men stempelde, om de aanwezige
voorraden, ook de reeds gelegde tegels en pannen, te bescher-
men tegen diefstal en elke soort van vervreemding. Op de
tegels — het laat zich bewijzen — werd de maam gezet van
het gebouw, waarvoor zij waren bestemd, tevens de naam van
den fabrikant, die ze had geleverd. Bij kruiken was het eerste
buitengesloten, de mnaam van den fabrikant bezat echter ook
hier zijne waarde. Op beide werd de juiste datum aangebracht,
het jaar waarin zij waren gebakken. Bij de Rhodische kruiken
breidde men dit uit tot de aanwijzing ook der maand. Want
veelal liet de eigenaar der fabriek zijne belangen waarnemen
door cen meestersknecht of een zetbaas. Dan wees hem die
stempeling naar de maand een gemakkelijken weg, om de
productie van elke maand te kunnen controleeren. *) Hij bezat
tevens, daar hij gewoon was, de oudere kruiken eerst te ver-
koopen, hierin een middel, om diefstal der nienwvervaardigde
nog zekerder te voorkomen; de maandstempel immers wees
ze als voorshands nog onverkocht, als magazijnvoorraad aan.
Uit den angst voor diefstal voortgekomen, is de stempeling
wet den naam van den fabrikant ook spoedig een middel van
reclame geworden. Bij de kruiken was zij dat zeker weldra in
de allereerste plaats.

“) Zie hiervoor o.a. Stéphani in SM blz. 8 vlg.; 207 vlg.; Becker
in BV blz. 487 vlg.; BV blz. 515 vlg.; Grundmann in Gr blz, 32
vlg.; Schuchbardt in P blz. 428 vlg.; Keil Berl. Phil. Wschr. 1896.
1606 vlg.; Kaibel Deutsche Lit. Zeit. X (1890). 985; Brandis GGA
1895, 645; Bleckmann in Bl blz. 6 vlg.

) Vgl. Francotte, L'industrie dans la Gréce ancienne II. 140.
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Op elke Rhodische kruik staan dus diie dingen aangegeven:
1°. de naam van den fabrikant of van de firma, die de pot-
tenbakkerij drijft; 2°. qls jaathepaiing de
eponymen priester van Helios te Riwdm;
eene maand. Deze drie aanwijzingen zijun willekeurig over de
fwee ooren der kruik verdeeld o) 3

Steeds vipdt
van den priester van Helios met let Vaorzetsel 27/ er voor
dus bijv. 7 "Ayepdgo, ten tijde dat "Avépa ’
was; de namen der fabrikanten ¢p

verkiezing in den genetiv

naam van den

o
3%, de naam van
men den naam

X5z eponymus
der maanden staan paar

PRk : us of in dep Nominativys, e stem-
pels zijn Of vierkant uf rond.

Eer ik nu ga bespreken, hoe deze stempels ong yee] trent
richting en dunr van dey Rhodischey, hande] kun?lc e
OVer cigenaay]
ng van oy,
AeT gestempelde ggpey, Z
namen vy
verminkt tot ons gekomen,

: g en leer
nog eene kleine uitweiding ige iliil Iem]e",
3¢ moeilijkheden
2
opschriften mede-

: U gebroken, lang
an priesters gy, fabrik:

1 e rf-] e -

D lukkige vindere 10 :

1 dm% ‘8C vinders, die e yit-
T conjectiy liet onthrekende

:H i
SLE S op te degey studién,

welke de lezing en bestudeeri
brengt. Heel vele de

niet de helft der

mten is on-
geven, moeten dus radey e
aanvullen. Waren zlj ny

: g de hoog
kenden zij de n

amen der {of op hup tjd

en fabrikanten, z1j hadden dan
op voort te bouwen,
Deze of gene

‘ Zevonden priesters
ten Minste

. I\Inz:u' gewoonlijk
vindt een tienta]
dische stempels op kruikey, 3
z1jd uitgegev

een grondslag, om
15 het geval aldus.

" zeifs vijftie Rho-
ende

> Misschie
an (e duiy

en dito opschriftey Wee

ratuur over het onderwe
wel voor niemand vq

I reeds wijd en

lledig bijeen te | & i]w'“a"“'“.ik en

Tengen o,
. b ’
hij yult dus f

#ijn geschonden; #
n e

: ste agp
de mtegy
is iy j:‘[ el t.r)i“
an antjel Svougen, dege dingen uit

ERen ourspmng z‘]jn, maar hij

dikwijls maar wat van. Vg

> doch maakt er
met opzet slordig

€ ook iy of meer
gen

Etl( is
hij
te geven, omdat #j v

) De doodenkele gevallen
vindt men verzameld bij I b
dat aan iets anders dan gay

» Waarin v,
7“_ 2 vig. 7
gril of vergis

0 dezey
1 z
Sin

; regfal is afgeweken,
n te Weinig talrijk, dan

{r
5 Mag worden gedacht,
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begrijpt niet, dat zij eenig werkelijk nut kurﬂmn 1-181}1)?]];-?“
concentreert al zijne nitgeverszorg op l]ﬂllmlgl'll]kt.‘l' mscn]') ILT,
die hij heeft weten op te sporen. Weliswaar is men mlte
lantstc: decennién  zorgvuldiger te werk gegaan, m.l men het
nut is gaan beseffen, dat vit deze gestempelde elg.ennamml
voor de historie is te trekken. Manr,. de goede 111et] te]In:;
gesproken, vele uitgevers hebi‘;cu trenrlg“werk geh,veul.{. E
is trouwens verschoonbaar. Niet alleen zijn d(,:_meeste e
opschriften gebroken en onvo]leﬂig‘.maar zi] i ook d1kl\v1_]:s
lastig leesbaar. De fabrikanten, die natuurlijk geen gloole
kosten wilden maken, gebruikten maar al -te vaak stempels
met flanwe, matte afdrukken, met rare, misteekende lc‘ttcrs‘::
Ook waren de stempelsnijders ten deele _beunhnzcn, die bij
vergissing verkeerde letters snedfan, die f"t mll‘kl\unde f::uzi:i
tegen de Grieksche spelling begingen, die stu fan ;n. k.'{n
nanm weglieten, audere stukken dubbel suv‘den_. enz. .,o]om]_E)O
alleen Nij, die het gansche materiaal u\'er:f,llet. en nl‘(‘h:.’H i
stempels heeft doorlezen en bestudeerd, zich met \-nu,]..-' .mt.
het verbeteren wijden van de soms zoo ‘dwaze o cumlpe
lezingen, en ook anderszins dit studiegebied \-'Oulmtbrleliaell;.
Met eere noem ik hier de namen van Becker, v:m.StLp 1ani,
van Kaibel, van Schuchhardt, van Hi]lel: von Gii?'trm'g]eni v::lz
Bleckmann, van Breeeia, bovenal van Nll&fson, die 4;]1;:):. n:Fer-
laatste vijftig jaren in dit opzicht VL?}'(]lensten he .lill‘ -
worven. Verbeteringen bij tientallen zijn .1'eeds door m;

anderen gemaaktf, maar er b]ijve.n er nog tlent.a]lenrte rgaﬂc:ltlz
Ik zelf, die, toen ik indertijd in de verzmncl_l'ng \anb”:l;u ;
de Rhodische Dialektinschriften t]itgaf‘,.?ml'uurll‘]k. eene bijdrage
in deze richting leverde, vond nu, bij de henueuwde. hﬂs:l::-
deering van het onderwerp ter wille van deze \':J]Oldl'm]}l.,
nogmaals de gelegenheid, Ok meet dan homlle:tm ;ln( Zl:j
lezingen voor te stellen. Zij zullen in een Aanhangsel w

- uitgegeven. .

do?“;clrstb l?mnc thans de richting van den ]'{llt)(]ls‘(:?l'e}‘l handel
ter sprake; dan volgt een bet-m);:; over den bloeitijd ?1 van;
Het valt heel gemakkelijk, die richting te bepalen. Er zijn,
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zeide ik, eigenlijk alleen gestem
Rhodischen, van Cnidischen
Indien men ny van e

pelde kruikey gevonden v
of van Thasischen

andstreck of stad zog
ruiko
dag gekomen, en hoe tnssche

an

oorsprong.
ene |

auwkenrig
mogelijk becijfert, hoeyee] k

psehriften daqp ziji

n die drie herkomst
aantallen Procentsgewijze gy verdeeld,

hoegrootheid vay den Rhodischen hande],
kleeft het bezwaar, dat men: Rhodus glegl,
kan vergelijken en pjet met andey
leeren wij niets anders kennen day, alleen
den handel in kruiken, Mgy ik houqd },
schijnlijk, dat voor de drie g
kruiken een

1 voor den
plaatsen (e
dan yeet men  de
Aan it onderzoelk
ts met, twee steden
e ]|midelsmiddelpunten. Ook

et voor ZEer waar-
enoemde steden e bewuste
200 niet het :111&1’\-'001-11:1mnste

" Wtgemaakt, 0 miet mipgey aan-

ting, die ge bandel iy
eest yay andere

Zeer voornaam,
artikel van uityoey hebhe
nemelijk lijkt het mij,

dat ge rich
kruiken nam, ook die 7

artikelen, e i uit"“'-'l_"

Met Sicilié wil ik het o
in 1558 kruiI{sL(-:mpels besty
dat is bovendien hLet land,
handelsverkeer met 1

derzoek Aanvangen,

t'fi‘m'd o1l Wtgegeven (doop Pazzelli),
dat reeds i, y

‘ f:ev + 3, r
thodusg mocht hgen e cony
e O8EN; wapg didr juist,
200 ver van huis, heeft Rhodus Zijne 8rovtste kolon::

| > : S Kolonien qapn-

gelegd, Gela en middellijk Agrigentyy, De Keuiket 1I aan
bl 4 2 . Stempels van
Sicilié zijn tegelijk met (je van Itglis ”if"efre'.r(“ d l]_ 'lﬂl
ol e : i SEEEVen dogp | 2
(IG XIV 2393), Hij geeft onder gy -
( ot ummeyg 35
daaronder 602 Siciliaansche, Wag zijn dig
tituloram  rhodiorum multitudiy, i
700 schrijft Kai
rede. Zet men Precies
dat van de 6(

2ar zijn reeds

de op

5 stemypels,
an Ilc!’kmnst? e
simi vix apparent.” _H'“S" paucis-
“rech n
- op de i, d
L achtep,

' 4jn (S 17

Zijne yoor-
- beyin g men,
Evolgeng op Sicilis
s 212, 93

le puntje
)2 In'uikopschrif{m
verzameld, er viep Cnidisel
geen enkel Thasisch,

9 DIAD

geen enke] p, €n 253),
zijn stellig Rhoige}
gerust zeggen, dat de
Sicilié zoogoed

kende,

«Ll‘i..‘i(:ll, €n 30 3 4 onzeker,
L Bij git resulfy
Van  Rhogs
als geen mededingiu i

Al de overige

: at i
nvoer Nag men
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In Ttalié is het niet anders. Kaibel geef’t‘z’.s:j S\Een:}iil‘;:
lle uit Tarente, Brundisium en Rllegmn?. .L.lb(,L
e i * mog 23 uit Praeneste, dic Henzen uitgaf in het
l‘f"*ft hl} '“:2 ]132 N\’:m die 306 handvatten zijn er 8 Cnidisch
g:i{ ;gf}l)..l‘ziﬂ 0113.3311), cen twintiglal onzeker, en de overige

. alle Rhodisch.

Nog overweldigender komt het 0\*@1‘;?1'(:1:1‘. vag l({tho:rlil:lsdet::
Cm‘tll:‘lgo aan het licht. Daar zijn van 331 stempe S, ,E it
in C en in het BCT 1902, 1901 E ].]?UT) de onzekere ec

intigtal sterk; de geheele rest is Rho 1.\:31.. . }
t“E?:;a(;:lid-}"rajnkriji: Spanje, Maroceo, Algiers bq;llttelif :;1;:
haast geen stempels, ook niet uit de ten deele met Rhodise
colonis evolkte stad Cyrene. (
Lollf;::;bti;ls[tl;mat omtrent het westen (11.’1' Midd?u_ﬁ;u}sfh;edA;z
is 'd£!1-|1a1V0, dat Thasische nn]pho?'cnha]ulel er nieb .JUIS :Z,:_ ,
Cnidische uniterst gering was, de Rhodische oppcrmacl-.:imd

Egypte, Syrié en Cyprus vormen ‘-\'E[]l:l'OII'! C(?Ile! (‘a(.. ?ecr.
De Dhr:uidel van  Rhodus uit overweegt hi{:l‘.wel.l.s‘.\«"hl; I,]iﬁt,
maar zoo overheerschend als in het W:}tsttzu is ‘1.11.| to?,lls Ue:
Uit Alexandrié (het verdere Egypte h:lc‘I t nog b'ulml;;:_:‘lpli
leverd) kennen wij 479 stempels, d‘ou? btmid:u:l; \:ztlum ;ec“ml
bijeengegaard (T'ransactions Royal Soi:lety .of ] ;1 (.31‘ t.SOS,iI; o
Séries [II. 1—127; IV. 1—67), ﬂr{},.thc I\ eu.;;.i e
ﬁii‘{raf (N 226 vlg.), 82, door Miller in llel;ze]ftc jih, “_zrken

ﬂ] (Ra 1875. 378 vlg.), 634 uit v_erschIIIem.lI,‘ i
E:lill(l'm]{’:otti, en nog een twechonderdtal 1?1l. v_e“rs]m;:?; 11)15”-
caties (A blz. 74—85; Bull. de I’Ins‘htut Lgﬂ:‘ -
l“"’-'")—-]i’.‘.}; 1874, 16—23; enz.). Botti geeft l/jmctlt,‘n i
\\-;:urscllij|1lij]c, Neroutsos misschi(\;t‘sl‘em;wls', ‘t(“ltim]d doe
reeds vroeger waren uitgegeven. 1.(..1t; ecn.\a:a)[,l.(;lijk vl
cijffer te komen, is dus hier onmogelijk; Venn]u;.(mrwn i
inl het geheel omstrecks 2100 (_'.xe—rnphfr(.n;‘. : ‘ 05 sl
ongeveer 30 Thasisch, ongeveer 350 .(Jmc isch,
en ongeveer 1620 Rhodisch, S0 %/ du.-;.l o e Bl

De Syrische, of nog scherper OIDSC]IIC\-‘LII G_m_,e;l g e
stempels, door Macalister en anderen uitgege
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1900—1901.- Clermont—--Gmmean, Archaeol. Researclies n
Palestine 1I. 148 vlg.), zijn 358 in aantal, de (
264 (in BL 1870. 202 vlg.; Ra 1873
389—397; The Cesnola Collection of Cypriote Antiquities,
Descriptive Atlas TIT Suppl.; Greek Inscriptions 1, 12—104;
Myres and Ohnefalsch—Richter, A catalogne of the Cyprus
Museum, Oxford 1599, 95 vlg.). Van dege 629
zijn er ongeveer 80 %/ Rhodiseh, de
zeer onvoldoende publicaties doen djt
voorkomen); slechts zeer enkele exen
of Thasisch.

Jyprische
317 vlg.; Hall blg.

nummers
rest is  ongeker (de
ons ten minste zoo
plaren zijy stellig Cnidisch

Het eiland Rhodus zelf heeft EEN Vervaarl

. ik aantal stem-
pels opgeleverd. Daar is allereerst (o rensac]

itige voorraad,
2811 nummers, die onlangs door e Dene

e n te Lindos is ge-
vonden en door Nilsson zoo voorbeeldig uilgegeven; dan de
“geven ; (|
wion uit de sty Rhodus
rhracht ey, die Miss (),
Hutton ecatalogiseerde en beschrecf (IG X171 L. 10¢

vervolgens de 2!2 stempels. eveneens
g s

meer dan duizend handvatten, die Ne
naar het Britsche Museum ove Neinilia
ne i
i vlg.);
W de sga Rhodus,

arfs mges Holleguy gepu-
bliceerd (blz. 153 vlg.); eindelijk eenige Kleinere v .

(o.a. AM 21. 57 vlg.). Van de + 4300 exem
nog geen 100 Cnidisch of onzeker, T},

onlangs door Johants Paris in de Mg

Crzamelingen
plaren zijn er

asiselje komen ey

: n
het geheel maar S voor. Dege uitkomst Jjet 71

h trouwens yan
te voren verwachten.
Uit Pergamum bezitten wij $89 il 5(
Uit P @ i ka wikstemyels (P 766 vlg.).
Daavvan zijn er 819 Rhodisch, 8 Cnia;
_ Cnidiseh,
- Weer dys een ove
‘an Rhodys,
aziatisclie kust,
raden en de Cyeladen Zijn nog te weinig ey

20 'J'h:lsisr.-hJ
I Parisch, 2 SBmyrnaeisch, 32 onzeker
wicht van meer dan 90 Yo ten gunste L
Uit andere steden van de Kleiy uit de Spo-
emplaren tot oy
en kunmey, maken,
erre het resultaat, Ty het
15 de Rhodiselye
m het oosten
streken, die Rhodus onmiddellijk

gekomen dan dat wij hier g,'i‘"(l]gtl‘!ikking
Drukkend eentonig was tot dusy

westen der Middellandsche Zeo

amplioren-
enin de lapd-

200 overwegend,

handel haast concurrentieloos,

l)mgh\'e”’
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dat hij het tot 85 & 90 % van het _Lre]u?ul blrfmgt. l\.lmu.l.e.{:{"
c,-elnfel‘ ander beeld vertoont zich pl.otselmg m_ het ul.gen]?k{i
ziriuicunl:uui of ten minste in de eenige stad van llct.urgeu ij (,
rleke aaruit wij meer dan zeer enkele kl-xnl]{slclllpels
G“e}\mﬁn“td} ::h‘i::: Dadr juist is het aantal van dergelijke
{l));zlr-{i;]ilf,tcn( zeer groob: Dumont gal er l‘(.’.'(:lfs mn )] b'T:Z I‘Iif::r
P 2 it (Inseriptions céramiques de Greee, Paris Iblf "f)'
Shoroad '“_L. {. I hem 347 Rhodische. Hij was weinig
Shm b mliflr:’s'rin;o[v collectie te bewerken; want hij
btf"ocg'd,' ‘:mqt.g::lidi‘sch: van Rhodische stempels behoorlijk te
::I:ILLI]:,T:;:;:L Toch .Z:ll globaalweg zijne opgave wel bt.zt.rmm-'-
S 2 o .
baar zijn: hij is immers even gul, om \Pilt.C)llld.l&(‘.II Ta. Em;::
ledisc:h te verklaren als dat hij wat ]{hodl:.-‘c-hozs .vmn . 1
woh ui Tier dus te Athene slechts 15 94 Rhodische
disch uitgeeft. Hier « i o Lo i
tempels. Al het overige is (muhs'r_:h op: 124 ," |
:Bl.l driehonderdtal. onzekere na. Wie, na ]urrnnmnﬂhnfl ;nfe.
Dumonts wijze van werken, dit resultant \-'urs{m-lct{):’e:‘:]: b
zien, bedenke, dat lang daarna een n:‘mtnl van 9! _1 ;_';ch}
uit J.r\fticu naar Dresden is gezonden ; {J]'IIII(‘iInﬂlllll (inr U]j -
riiv (Gr Dblz. 279 vlg.) en bevond, dat OUI{.IIIL‘I \..rl{] ('1,.””
s.t{"miwle slechts 14 Rhodisch zijn. T‘]nnc(l;ls[mfjlvm];;,a.l;n:;;),
' e ] Eibe ik
zes jaren later te Athene In‘]uengdjr:u_:hf. AM 21. , E!-
E}Ir:.willil wederom dezelfde nitkomst. Men mag dus wel aannc
men, dat de Rhodische handel op b
Grickenland ?) zeer veel minder te Dheduiden h

Attica (en op het overige

! HTER fest- isl- en zu ifl\‘.'i'lill'f..S.
e :‘lr(‘l\cn o i 1 ] Daar ZijIl t!.lSSBh(’.Il de
[;I]]ft noe ten slotte V;III(I-I{,IIHI:III( PR U 11

: woordrand  der
puinhoopen der  Grieksche steden aan den 1

Zwarte Zee langzamerhand meer dan

o I 1 ] g ! 'e]c St-!lil- [S- en
{ . VA Z1n \"C]'(lelﬁ{d over b
TO0T [l['ll ll-"."_ a"e!\(“nf 1. A] /]J v ] ]\ " : 1: b

3000 n.lnphnr(:nstcmpels

y " iccerd
particuliere verzamelingen, en g{']mhhcmrl inden in mijne
schriften en boeken. Men kan die opgesomd VIl : iy

: ? - ; niewste aan-

Rhodische Dialektinschriften blz. 571 en ‘]i-kﬂl"St is deze

e i 3

Vl.l“illg('-" l]]] Nilsson (IJ blz. 41 \'lg-}- ])L]E—ll o oy i
dat van die + 3000 stempels (men kan hier, geg

icatics, zoomi s te Alexandrig
gehalte van sommige publicaties, zoomin al ]
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in Palestina, op Cyprus of te Athene de getallen

; . geheel pre-
cies geven), dat van die meer dan 3000

stempels er slechts
ongeveer 1200 Rhodisch ziju, 1500 Thasiscl, en 200 Cnidisch

Een honderdtal is onzeker. Hier — en hier alleen — treedt

het fronwens m abijoe : m
et tronwens meest nabijgelegen eiland Thasos sterk op den
voorgrond en overvlengelt Rhodus, gelijk Cnidus dat noe
beslister te Athene deed. &
De oorzaken met zekerheid te i :
: erheid te noemen, waarom de Rhodische
handel op Griekenland en de kustlanden der

p Zwarte Zee
onbelangrijker was dan elders, gaat bij den stang onzer

« ; SIIZEn opperen, Geene
lijkt mij meer voor de hand te liggen dan dat het w

Rhodus als handelsstaat betrekkelijk

kennis niet aan. Wij kunnen slechts eis

as, omdat

laat tot grooten bloei

kwam. Te voren hadden Milete, Chaleis, Corinthe Aegina
2 t it ]

schitterd. Flet

| aan - een uithoek Jep oud-
Gricksche wereld lag, moeilijk zich terrein

Atliene acht.erea:m'olgens als h:‘uule]smetropo]en ge
was voor Rhodus, dat bovendien
te veroveren ip
gewesten, waar men het als handelsland nje kende en angey
‘ . anderen
zich reeds genesteld hadden. Daarom wendde het yich o

A aar
die eerst sedert de
schen hande] werden

het verre buitenland en naar de streken,
vierde eeuw meer en meer voor (en Griek
ontsloten.

:» vraag komt { de L ver.
De vraag komt nu aan de orde, hoe het verloop was van

den Rhodischen handel en wanneer hij zich het krachtiost

heeft ontwikkeld. Die vraag, voorzoover (e bu:ill{'“‘ﬂ()l‘dinlr

o ” < 3 ¥ . 1 ; - 1o

met de stempels op amphoren samenhangt, is, meeyp ter loops
. T

| : 00gen gezien

opzettelijk door Bleckmann, in zijn boekje

reeds door Schuchhardt onder de 1
> daarna meey

De inseripf ionihus
gae 1907, en yep.
G«

912), blz. 249—254.
laas de soliditejt der meeste
15 de angsty
. 17 i ] I
gezetheid plicht en dient in de eerste pla

quae leguntur in vasculis rhodiis, Gottin
volgens in een artikel in Klio XJ[ (1
Bij dit onderzoek echter, waarbij hely
bouwsteenen te wenschen overlaat, igs

alligste nayy-

el 1(.t mg I'l; J.l 200
l!‘! ] qtﬂ ‘1aal |
VU”E[I]% illl)g(’h}k te VO =} rl-(‘

Wi [[l{}l] saim (‘dld“ 11, IILt ]Hott Ilat[”.ll

lijk van het feit uitgaan, dat op iedere Rhodische %, ik
krui

naam vyan een priester staaf gestempeld de

» die eep bepaald Jaar
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aanwijst. Van die priesters, 269 in het geheel, verdeeld over
10000 stempels, moet men er zoovelen mogelijk chronologisch
trachten vast te leggen. Hoe dat te bereiken? want geen enkele
dier velen komt voor in onze Grieksche en Latijnsche auteurs,
daar wordt niet van én Rhodischen priester van Helios of
van ¢één fabrikant de naam genoemd. Men zoeke in den on-
uitputtelijken voorraad van Grieksche opschriften naar staats-
stukken, die gedateerd zijn naar Rhodische eponymi, &7’ fepéec
700 deluz, toen die of die priester van Helios te Rhodus was.
Men vindt er dan 28, meest natuurlijk op inscriptics van het
eiland zelve. Met een beetje zaakkennis gelukt het dan, van
bijna al die 28 vrij precies den tijd uit te vinden, van som-
mige zelfs zeer precies. Nu zoeke men mnaar eene gesloten,
bijeenbehoorende vondst van Rhodische stempels, zao groot
mogelijk. Vanzelf biedt zich die van Pergamum aan, in 1895
door Carl Schuchhardt op blz. 423 vlg. van Deel 1L van de
[uschriften von Pergamon gepubliceerd, 882 stempels, alle
bijeengevonden als puin voor den ondergrond van een huis
op hellend ferrein en alle blijkbaar op een zelfde oogenblik
weggernimd, TInderdaad was vidr deze groote samenhangende
vondst cen onderzoek als het onderhavige geheel ondoenlijk.
Nu komt het er op aan, ten nauwkeurigste den tijd van die
vondst te bepalen. Dat wordt uitvoerbaar, door na te gaan,
hoeveel en welke priesters te Pergamum opduiken, die tegelijk
voorkomen onder het 28-tal, dat op gewone inscripties prijkt
en waarvan wij meerendeels den tijd kennen. Heeft men aldns
dien tijd benaderd, dan ftelt men alle priesters van de vondst
te Pergamum. Men vergewist zich dan, hoeveel malen elk
dier priesters voorkomt onder al de 10000 Rhodische stem-
pels, die wij van heinde en verre bezitten. Komen zij bijna
allen vaak voor onder die massa, dan was natuurlijk de handel
van Rhodus bloeiend in hun tijd; is het tegendeel het geval,
dan was hij toen kwijuend. Dit onderzoek brengt gelukkig
heel duidelijke resultaten.

De spil, waarom alles draait, is dus de chronologische vast-

legging van de vondst van Pergamum. Die vondst — gelijk
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gezegd — hestaat uit SS2 stempels. Daarvan zijn er 819
Rhodisch, en op die 819 komen 44 priesternamen voor en
63 van fabrikanten. Die priesters zijn hoogstens 60 & 70 jaar
ouder dan de vondst; niemand stelt het langer uit, om oude
wijnkrniken op te ruimen. Wanneer leefden zj nu? Schuch-
hardt sprak het vermoeden uit van omstreeks 180; toen, zeide
hij, waren bloei en macht van Pergamum op zijn allergrootst,
toen ook was Rhodus op het toppunt van glans. Dat de vondst
uit een tijd stamt, tcen het handelsverkeer tusschen Rhodus
en Pergamum aanzienlijk was, volgt nog o.a. uit het feit, dat
van sommige priesters de naam niet minder dan tien-, twintig-,
ja vijl en twintigmaal onder deze 819 stempels terugkeert,
sommige jaren dus tot vijf en twintigmaal toe vertegen-
woordigd zijn. Wie na Schuchhardt eene meening hel‘)-hen
moeten uifspreken, hebben zich bij zijue dateering aangesloten ;
zeker is zij evenwel niet. Pergamum en Rhodus beiden heh-
ben lang mna en voor dien tijd bestaan en zelfs gebloeid,
Meerdere zekerheid laat zich langs andere wegen bijbrengen.
Br is een opschrift nit Selencia aan den Cal}'cndnus,
Heberdey en Willelm gevonden, laatstelijk door

door

_ mij uitge-
geven in de Griechische Dialektinschriften als n, 3751, Daar
worden in uittreksel vier Rhodische eeredecreten medegedeeld
cedee
ten gunste van Eddyumoe, den zoon van Nizwy, een burger

van Seleucia en blijkbaar een invloedrijk vriend vay een

koning Antiochus van Syrié. De koning heeft groote ge-

schenken aan de Rhodiérs beloofd ten bate hunner vlgot -
a2

iuaypes wordt aangespoord, de uitbetaling  diey geschenken

olgens de vinders — el

het afbeeldsel, dat zij er van geven, dujdt 0ok volge
) [ v rolgens

mij hierop — stellig van de eerste helft dep )

te bespoedigen. Dit opschrift is v

‘ tweede eenw
dan komen er slechts twee koningen Antiochys iy aanmerki

2 s in ag king,
(1 163). M | ] ~I87) en Antiochns IV
75—163). Maar de eerste leefde met de |

> et de | e
e % ; thodiérs, de trouwe
hondgenooten der Romeinen, in yeefe

Antiochus TIL of de Groote (223

en om-]ﬂgs{:oestand;

‘ il De mseriptie is dus van
een der jaren tusschen 175 en 163, Bij geluk bel
g 5

Antiochus IV blijft dus alleen over,

1ort zij tot
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de zeer weinige Rhodische inscripties met een jaartal; zij is
ul. uit het jaar van den priester van Helios Azuozade den
zoon van Awmpéze (émi lepéws Azpozdéovs Tov Aapéo). Nu
treffen wij in de groote vondst van kruikstempels uit Per-
gamum bijna geen priester zoo veelvuldig aan als juist dezen
Anpozrie. Hij kowt onder de 819 Rhodische stempels niet
minder dan 21 maal voor. Slechis 3 van de 44 overtreffen
hem in dit opzicht. 7) Daar het nu voor de hand ligt, dat
bij het wegruimen de amphoren der allerlaatste jaren door-
cengenomen nog in het sterkste aantal voorhanden waren,
moet dat waarschijnlijk zeer spoedig na zijn priesterschap zijn
gebeurd en het tijdstip der wegruiming dus ongeveer in 165
vallen.

Van ecen anderen kant komen wij tot dezelfde uitkomst.
De meest naar voren tredende Rhodische staatslieden der tweede
ceuw zijn Oexidyvos en zijn zoon "Agrupydye. /1) worden
beiden herhaalde malen bij Polybius gencemd (zie den index
bij Hultsch), 'Agrupsdye voor het cerst in heb jaar 171 en
verder als Rhodisch afgezant te Rome in de jaren 167, 164
en 153. Dat hij een zoon van ®cxidyrcs was, staat niet in
Polybius, maar blijkt zoogoed als zeker uit opschriften (EAR
3. 69; GDI 4205,; IG XII 1. 163,). Blinkenberg heeft dit
reeds als vaststaand aangenomen (BAR 3. 70), en ik ga gaarne
met Liem mede. Nu bestaat er een priester van Helios *As7u-
wdsz, een bekende eponymus, want zijn naam keert niet
minder dan 49 maal op kruikstempels weer. Hij komt ook op
cen opschrift voor (IG NXII 3. 108;), eene plaats die ik bij
Blinkenberg noch bij iemand geciteerd vind. 1s nu deze priester
van Helios dezelfde als de staatsman? Ja, zegt Blinkenberg,
en ook ik acht dit zeer waarschijulijk. Want de naam >Azry-
wAdyz is niet alledaagsch, en de zes of zeven andere dragers
er van te Rhodus (GDI 3751y5; 37914, 3791, 3853, ;
3875,; 4157;,; 4198,;) zijn allen obscuur. Van den priester
van Helios ’Asrupsdze kennen wij echfer langs twee wegen

) NL 'Ayépzxe: (28), 'Apiorédapos (24) en Kerrsmparidzg (23),
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vrij nauwkeurig het jaar van zijn priesterschap. Het zooeven
genoemde opschrift IG XII 3. 103 is een grafteeken met
statue, door treurende kleinkinderen voor een grootvader op-
gericht en door Epicharmus van Soli vervaardigd. Epicharmus
beeldhouwde ook nog in de eerste eeuw (zie GDI 3792

253

3802,,; 4200,,). Hij was perquam juvenis, zegt Hiller von
Giirtringen, de uitgever dezer inscriptie, toen hij dit monument

beitelde, en ik geloof het graag. Maar zelfs in dat geval kan

het toch kwalijk vddr 140 i 130 zijn geweest. De bewuste
grootvader, wiens loopbaan op het gedenkteeken wordt ver-

heerlijkt, bracht het tot sroarayds, hoofdofficier, xzr3 TONE LGy
7oy Koyrinsy émt ’Asrupsdsvz. Hiller vermoedt, dat met degen

oorlog tusschen Rhodus en Creta die van 1354 tot 151 bedoeld
wordt, welken Polybius in zijn 33ste boek beschrijft. Tnderdaad
is deze gissing hoogst aannemelijk. Dan was dus AsTupydye
priester van Helios in 153 of daaromtrent. Zi] wordt nog
aannemelijker, als wij bedenken, dat, wederom volgens Polybius
(33. 15;), juist "Aszopsdye in 153 door de l.{hodii?mbmmr
Rome werd afgevaardigd, om in den senaat het geschil tusschen
Rhodus en Creta toe te lichten; wie kon voor dien post meer

in aanmerking komen dan de eponymus van den staat? Fen

tweede pad voert naar hetzelfde jaartal 153, Blinkenberg el

meldt op de plaats, die ik zooeven aanhaalde, dat hij te

hij heeft het nog niet
uitgegeven), dat onwederlegbaar bewijst, h

Lindos een opschrift heeft gevonden (

oe precies in let
jaar 154 "Aszupu#dys priester van Athana Lindia te Lindos
was. Gewoonlijk bekleedde men let |'Jriusl'rr,=clmp van Helios
te Rhodus en :]:1.1 van Athana te Lindos, die twee hoogste
lokselen voor Rhodische staatmansecrzucht, viijyel gelijktijdig,
al tusschen ]35 e
150 priester van Helios. Nu is het opmerkelij,

Dus was "Asrupsdze in 153, in allen gev n
b dat van 49,
Wi van hem begittey
één in de groote vondst van Pergamum voorkomt

zegge 49 kruikstempels, die PRI
0 y B niet
De meest
» dat, toen die
“48%3 N0g  geen
van Helios was. Hij was het echter koyt na 15

voor de hand liggende verklaring is toeh el

kruiken werden weggernimd, ‘Agry

Priester
255 de datee-

e —————
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ring dezer wegruiming in ongeveer 165 gaat hiermede accoord.

Zijn vader ©szidyroz komt echter wel degelijk op de kruiken
te Pergamum voor. Van dezen staatsman weten wij door
Polybius (30. 22,), dat hij in het jaar 167 te Rome stierf,
meer dan 80 jaar oud. Verder leert ons het nog onuitgegeven
opschrift van Blinkenberg, dat ik zooeven noemde, dat hij in
188 priester van Athana Lindia te Lindos was. Heeft ook
hij het priesterschap van Helios verworven, dan was dat waar-
schijnlijk zoowat gelijktijdig. et is echfer gewoon ondenk-
baar, dat een staatsman van ziju aanzien dat niet zou hebben
gedaan. Bovendien kennen wij door 44 kruikstempels een
priester van Helios ®szidyroe. Is hij dat? Natuurlijk ja.
Want de naam ©ezidyroz is z66 zeldzaam, dat wij elders van
geen enkelen, te Rhodus slechts van twee naanigenooten van
hem weten, een voorvader van hem (GDI 4154,;) en een
afstammeling (EAR 3. 73; GDI 3810 b,). In onze unitgaven
van Polybius heet hij dan ook nog steeds hardnekkig ©czizyros,
onjuist maar meer gewoon, hoewel alle Rhodische inscripties
die naamgeving wraken (EAR 3. 69; GDI 4205,; 1G XIIL
1. 163,). Nu gaan wij ook weer met dezen ©exzidyroz naar
de vondst van Pergamum terug. Als die van ongeveer 165
18 en Oszidyros was priester van Ilelios omstreeks 190, moet
hij op Pergameensche handvatten meermalen voorkomen. Tn-
derdaad zijn van de 44 stempels, die wij in het geheel van
hem bezitten, er 12 uit Pergamum afkomstig.

Maar nog zckerder dan het bewijs, dat Azxpoxrde of
"Asruuyoye of @eaibyrez ons kunnen bijbrengen, is dat, wat
samenhangt met den priester *Apyidzpoc. Fen opschrift is
gevonden onder de puinhoopen van den tempel van Zeus
Panamarus nabij Stratonicea in Carié; de best toegankelijke
uitgave is die van Michel 479. Dat opschrift begint met de
dateering "Ez" lepéwe *Apxidiuov. Juist die tijdsbepaling door
middel van een Rhodischen priester van Helios maakt het
zeker, dab het uit den tijl van Stratonicea’s onderdanigheid
aan Rhodus is. De inhoud, een eerebesluit voor een afgetre-
den Rhodischen émirrizyz, bevestigt dat nog, zoo het noodig

]
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ware. Wanneer echter was Strat
Wij weten dat’ nauwkeurig ;
de stad aan Rhodus,
Nooit daarvoor of

onicea onderworpen aan Rhodus®
. m 18§ schonken de Romeinen
m 166 namey zlj hunne gift terng.
daarna herhaalde zich die 011derdanighei3.

Was priester in een (op ;
s der jar J
en 166. Wij bezitten vap dezen o

Dus ’Apxidapos

gamum is aan het licht getrede

n. Stemt
overeen met wat

. at niet ten sl
e : 10onste
W1J Zooeven vonge,

2

: dat
Sk L lat nl, de stempels te

165 ziin i
A ope 9
Ter wille van 1| s
Lo an het groote belnng, d
ruiming zoo zeker mogelijk
vijf andere priesters tep sprake breng
. ‘l]
kunnen z1n. Allereerst Edziz- Hij kor t,
. . 4 ]1 \‘
die, na Gl:‘lst- bwee jaar geleden
beroemd is geworden, nl, g
lezen wij (BAR 6. 3 10,
Lindia afbrandde,

at de
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zou bezwaarlijk van + 165 kunuen zijn. Nu is dit juist het
resultaat, dat men a priori mocht verwachten.

Deze Edzze, in tegenstelling met de vier te voren genoem-
den, komt ook niet voor op de stempels uit de tweede groote
bijeenbehoorende vondst, die van Carthago. Of mag men hier
wel van cene groote vondst spreken, daar toch het aantal der
Pergameensche  kruikopschriften dat  der Carthaagsche meer
dan driemaal overtreft? In vooral — wat gewichtiger is —

ag men de Carthaagsche vondst ,,bijeenbehoorend’ noemen?
De zaak zit z00. Te Carthago zijn in het laatste twintigtal
jaren der 19de ceuw nchf.m‘t-cnvu]ge-ns 331 Grieksche kruik-

stempels voor den dag gekomen. Zij werden bekendgemaakt
in verschillende jaargangen van de Revue Tunisienne, van het
Bulletin archéologique du comité des travaux historiques et
scientifiques, van de Comptes-rendus de 1'Académie des inscrip-
tions en van mij ontoegankelijke plaatselijke tijdschriften.
Gezamenlijk  ondergebracht ziju zj daarop in 1904 door
Dessau in den 111den Supplementband van het VIIIste Deel
van het Cll, onder n. 22639. Dessau geeft 266 inseripties,
alle Rhodisch; ten minste van geen enkele laat zich het
tegendeel bewijzen. Beweerd wordt nu in de ondste vondst-
berichten, dat het mecrendeel dezer stempels één geheel vormt;
Delattre beschrijft in het BCT van 1894, blz. $9 vlg. een
muur uit den tijd van Augustus, inwendig met amphoren en
scherven er van opgevuld. Tevens geeft hij aan (blz. 92 en’

107), waarom zij veel ouder dan Augustus moeten zijn en

nog uit den tijd van het Punische Carthago mocten stammen.

Hoevele echter van het totaal van 266 bij elkaar behooren

en welke precies, daarover laat hij zoomin als iemand zieh
uit. Gelukkig laat zich hun onderlinge samenhang uit de
stempels zelven aantoonen. Bleckmann namelijk  vestigde
er reeds de aandacht op, dat de stempels fe Carthago en
die te Pergamum blijkbaar van ongeveer denzelfden tijd
zijn. Van 42 priesters van Ielios nl., die te Carthago op
" krniken vermeld worden, keeren er 80 fe Pergamum terug,
terwijl slechts 14 Pergameensche namen te Carthago worden

235’-
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gemist 7). Tene dergelijke oyere
massa's Rhodische kruikstem
teeren. Welke vondst is ec
de Carthaagsche? Om
van Helios A

enstemming

pels valt lergens e
hter jonger,
dit te beslissen
sTukysye dienst doen ,
maakten, dat hij in 153 of daaromtrent het
bekleedde. Wij bezitten van hem 49 stem
is te Pergamum voor den dag
Carthago evenwel

tusschen twee
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kan weer (e priesier
Van wien wij straks uit-
Priesterschap
pels. Geen daarvan
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0 groot 1s, komt
480 vallen dus ten
niet verder dap 149,

> die nog njet derdepart 4
hij tweemaal voor. De stempels tg Cart]y
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het jaar dat onverbiddelijk aan allen Rhodischey invoer in die
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i 5 ser rwijl

Myonnesus het Rhodische eskader commandeerde, terwij

0y 3 ] e g i-

Tl aydonz, de zoon van Tleiepzziie, waarschijnlijk de adm

e ‘ . g - oen

| Tiparydoze is, die volgens Polybius (27. 7,,) in 170 teger
raa Loy spse 18,

9 - & o : ;
i F e SCI1 []tle zoun d.lll van oms [Ei'[{s
']CU]”]].”“ ]. erseus v Ucht ]](‘, msc T t

2t jend - cveve | Welis-
o yis % datee Sl Ispéwe anSECPZJEJ,].
165 zijn. 7ij is gedateerd é7 ¢ II

i i KTo= i d :e‘
’ T ]5 yian Vij". naaim Illut meer (T«l]l Hlﬂ.d [ bB“ aar
waar u 4 L4 o

bleven; maar de :Ian\-'ulling‘l'I_:.z;—:[q-.D;émg] is, (lu;_l[k?-lm(];:il::;
daar onder al de 269 Rhodische priesters \'ﬂ]l. e llr;s .at :
enkele dan deze is, wiens naam met HIC:J?TO begint. De irle;g;
Nozrodsvys komt dus op een opschrift van D)]l]St[‘CE E;l .
\ft;or. Hij wordt ook op kruikstempels flﬂ.l])gctl'oﬂ{’,ll, 01]}? 1‘1[::1
het geheel. Daarvonder zijn er twee uib I.”ergnm.:m I( ) a;]
en 1167), maar niet minder dan acht :.:EI‘JH :Li, L-:'I..I‘t-Shla() ;.)
vonden (7 bij C 137—143, 1 in IIBF ]3(}-1 1904, -%-8 _n.I;]:e;
Ja, er zijn zelfs van geen enkelen Rhodischen prlejutil:g e
stempels te Carthago opgegraven dan van t]n:fcn l'I,cx,;J‘l ‘za;]u‘
Dit resultaat, zoowel te Pergamum als te (Jm:thng:), i ‘v;)t
komen waar men op mocht hopen bij cen priester, die da
was omstreeks 165. . . sy
Azpziversz, een andere eponyme priester, is OII? 1(.(." ';_;
bekend door het opschrift fer eere van den .z.pyusp,w‘s,.”:,;
Dionysodorus van Alexandrié (GDI 3836). ]').nt 1s nan]l.r?l*;l ]
priesierselmp gedateerd. Kellermann, _l"'r;mz,. j.}omk.l.l_’ ] L i].
von Giirtringen, alle unitgevers dezer .1||s?1:1.pt1f3, )mJ:;’ u]'m,é_
over ecns, dab zij van de tweede ecuw s, 7ij uitten die (,, g
ning lang voordat er van vondsten uit J’crg:;{l:un: n(zzt dlt
thago iets bekend was. Maar hun rcsn}lnat upW‘ut dé?;
waartoe ik kwam bij de vondst van Carthago. (: ; (:
Aapaiveros (hij ontbreekt te Pergamum) k“mt, te 'uw ;]ahn:\
tweemaal voor (C 54; BCT 1902, 447 n. 1). Men mag he
dus voortaan omstreeks 160 mulcrhrcngm.' e i
De priester Swrimzge verkeert geheel in hetzelfde b‘e a.,
Tij k Y0or schrift (IG XTI 3 suppl. n. 1270),
Hij komt voor op een op.{ et B
dat, afgaande op het schrift, gezet wordt in de o ‘k,
misschien in het begin der eerste. Het g&‘i-lilg!;lllb ((i; 1:111 5
stempels sluit zich hierbij aan. Want te Carthago komt hij
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voor (BCT 1904. 489 n. 41)

» et te Pergamum, Qok hij is
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gamum worden aangetroffen, Zijfl wel van 17’0 tot '1:30, de
slechts sporadisch te Pergamum, in het geheel niet te Carthago
opduikende moeten wel tusschen 225 en 19‘{'] worch?u onder-
cebracht. Voor de priesters ziju hier natuurlijk de nitkomsten
;elccl'[ler dan voor de fabrikanten: de priesternamen yertegen-
woordigen ieder slechts één jaar, de fabrikantennamen een
menschenleven, soms misschien meerdere menschenlevens, het
leven ecener firma.'?) En wat de unitbreiding van het aantal
van 56 priesters en 76 fabrikanten betreft, die kan voor‘de
75 jaren in kwestie nog op de volgende wijze worden bereikt.

Er zijn enkele gave Rhodische kruiken teruggevonden; de

namen van priester en fabrikant, die daarop voorkomen, be-
hooren natuurlijk bij elkander, zij leefden in é&én tijd. Het
komt ook voor, weliswaar zeer zelden, dat op één zelfde oor
eener kruik de mnaam van een fabrikant en die van een
priester mnaast elkaar staan gestempeld. Op 10000 kruik-
stempels kennen wij van deze beide rubricken te zamen on-
geveer 80 gevallen. Bruikbaar voor ons doel zijn da:lT'Van
62; ') op de overige gave kruiken kunnen wij de opschriften

) Zoo alleen laat zich verklaren, dat onder de 9860 Rhodische
stempels de namen van sommige fabrikanten zoo heel v?ak tcrugkc‘eren,
Aapoxpdrys bijv., "AyaSoxaiis en Mupriug respectievelijk 227, 169 en
162 maal. De firma overleefde den stichter der zaak. ) p

) Bleckmann heeft eene lijst van het totaal dezer bmdeﬂrubrmken
opgemaakt en komt dan tot 63 gcvallen‘. Een 64ste heeft hij over heﬂt
hoofd gezien, de gave kruik uit Vulei in ’J.‘osEane, ]:et laatst '1'1001‘ mij
uitgegeven in GDI 4245, 2. Twee nummers zijner lijst had .lnj boven-
dien moeten schrappen, allereerst zijn nummer 4, de kruik waarop,
naar Berg bewcert, de namen Mormaydpas en *AréEavdpog .\'om‘kom.en.
Nilsson heeft reeds nangetoond (L blz. 72 aanm. 2), dat die bewcn'ng
onjuist is. Vervolgens is de kruik, die hij in Klio vermeldt (XII.‘Q(JO)
als dragende de namen van den eponymus "ApizTepxoc en den fabr]ka?t.
*AyaSéfovrce, eene fictie. Hij citeert er Nilsson voor, Inaar nergens .15
zij bij dien te vinden; wél daarentegen verzekert Nflsson (L b].z.llb),
dat hem (ook mij niet) een eponymus "Apizrapxos niet bekend is. Het
totaal der genoemde lijst wordt dus 62.

Andere kleine onnauwkeurigheden in deze lijst van Bleckmann moe-
ten ook mog worden verbeterd. De priester van z?_jn numuer.b heet
niet Philanius, maar @:azéveeg, de fabrikant van zijn nummer 8 niet
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nict voldoende lezen. Zij helpen ons aan den tijd van nog

enkele priesters en fabrikanten. Uit het Jaar + 190 bijv. van

den priester Oezidyrcc, die ons zooeven  bezighield, is op

Cyprus eene volledige kruik gevonden (Hall 391 n. 5060)
op het eene handvat staat zijn naam, op
den fabrikant ’Izmozsdryz. Deze 1

H
het andere die van

wwozpdtys leefde dus ook
- % (‘ e i, s
in ongeveer 190. Op zijne beurt komt hij weer voor op eene

andere gave kruik, die te el Sandahannah in p
opgedolven (PEF 1903. 806), e op eene
(Hall 391 n. 5041). De priesters op d
dus ook al weer van +

alestina 1s
dito uit Cyprus
eze twee kruiken zijn
190. De priester Niz
Pergamum en te Carthago welbekend,

175, staat op é&n  zelfde handyat
*Ayadifovies (L 329, 5 en 6); aij
tijd. Ln zoo komt men van

asayipae, te
dus ongeveer van
naast  den fabrikant

leefden dus in één

resultaat tot resultaat. Langs

staan  hjep beneden in de
Uw voor (e periode tusschen
van 11 priesteps ) en 8 fabri-

dezen weg (de bijzonderheden
voetnoot) verkrijgen wij opnie
225 en 150 een aanwas

Nanius, maar Niwe, de priester van 2

maar "Apposidze, de fabrikant vap ziin nummer 16 niet Dj

afos, die van zijn nummer 22 njeg Menesthes maurliis- o mzl'“

van zijn nummer 33 niet .-‘&nt]l'ol:ulus' ""lfll‘”;\.,a.f JEF:EI’;;I ie

blz. 116), vasifovros (zie L
¥) Te weten: "Aneiddac, "AvSplag,

S
Tanos, Apirronse, 'Aplrpares (

I nummer 14 pjpq Harmosilas,

¥ Vom.a'\;o{wwxﬁg,.'Av-r:’z.z-rpoc, *hple-
R 3 g e €Zen priester [, 1y 116)
ApsepRporac, %.”MMT";’ Ocprasdpos en Pideivios,  Bleckms Y
alphabetische lijsten (Bl blz. 34 vig.) van 5 .L imann  ceeft
Carthago gevonden eponymi en fabrikantey, Met I;ehu]e]g]ram-um o b
men gemakkelijk het bewijs voor e Priesters ‘MT;T’TP daarvan v}mdt
De leeftijd van "Arcfizdae wordt bewezen dogy de f;f;.-;;; e
die op één zelfle kruik met Liem \'uorkc,mt‘ en die te ;\nte Aibrrsia,
kend is (P 1002); haar naam is echtey in de 15 ergamum be-
geten. "Avdpizs, "Avdpdvinos, 'ApirTangs

de te

fabrikant 'AyeSdfovacs, die met hen op dezelfde |lanrl\;
wordt, die weliswaar noch te Pergamum noch {e C&rf:]=l
maar wiens leeftijd gegeven is, daar hij ook ey den :
vépzs op een zelfde handvat staat (L 329), eep A
Pergamum én uit Carthago tot ons ig gekomen,
srpzrog vinden hun leeftfid bepaald qoop

tten genoemd
420 vaorkomt,
priester Niyzro.-
’ponymus, die &n uit
ApxéuRroros en Api-
den fabrikant Apeexovr o,
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kanten. ') et totaal Klimt daardoor tot G7 priesters en S

fabrikanten, . |
Wat et nu de historie van de driekwarteeuw, waarover
at. weet .

het hier loopt? Dat het voor Rhodus een tijdperk van grooten
et hier 2 L e

; i is cewcest, van den helsten glans, dien
staatkundigen bloet s geweest, i SO
le staat naar buiten ooit heeft bereikt. De bloeitijd hee
e stad elu 2 " ;

; lang eednurd, aan deze driekwarteeuw
evenwel dubbel zoo lang e« N o
i e andere vooraf, vrijwel gelijk in voorspoed.
i e“'e] i van Rhodus, of hij leidt de grootheid der
schiedsehryver Vi s -

geschieds

—

$ 1 J kruiken vermeld wordt, die te Pergamum en te Car-
din) nasey aar die op één zelfde handvat wordt aangetroffen
thago onheand,]S',r?;e,,;ax.; (Hall 393 n. 5043; vgl. L blz 1’1‘1}.
woet dendpl'l%tl-:’ ]'].lt;l; &m;az; op eene gave kruik gestempeld; Midas,
Aprraai] St?)a «wamum en te Carthago, duikt evenwel op eene dito
onbf}]iellll tc e:,?;t den priester *AprToydvye op. Deze is te Pergamum
krnik te ::'“-.T]T; ofsehoon ook hij op de lijst van Bleckmann ont‘\)reeltt.
baleeud & b!l ook de priester *Apierorrie behooren dus in onze
e tlilﬂlli Dm\‘razp:ér-.;: cen priester die trouwens reeds door een
pm.md? " h?:' ‘):_‘v 234, \-‘in ongeveer dezen tijd werd gezet, hangt
Ol]scm.lft P fuee.n “Ri:;disch fabrikant, te Pergamum voorkomende
G “']::wa; i:- ‘wcderom door Bleckmann vergeten, )
(P 1276), ],‘.ma an Rhodisehe eponymi, door Bleckmann uit de vondst
S i \aon wemankt, worden (om dit nog even ter loops te ‘be-
van Pergmnulml =epr;,\p;a:ro»;rs‘vs1; ook mnog gemist de priesters 'Apxidzc
]mndc-i_e._ll) rhe-]:.l :; roe. Azfuws en Axpeidys, op die der te Perga:;mm
(P 956), ,\:.rﬁ;‘:;):ik;:lten behalve “Eppzics en Asduisiz 1wg *Ayyeavios,
\'um']{allll}l'ldﬁl (P 1299) en 'luZ (P 1240); de op deze lijst vefmc]_de
s 'lll:;:;wif \\;aarheiil Aydpey, de Molesius Mérssuig, de Nanius
Ageso h
e ii Rhodische eponymi, welke hij uit de vond?t van Car-
R e val: neesteld, toont bij Bleckmann deze drie l.r.:emfen:
thago h;el’t (Em:;}‘" *o,é;zw&pcg (C 124) en dinddapoc; de lijst :‘ian
];\Il:::l‘ri::lil:;nbrika.ntell, die uit C“"th“g(" l[’_‘;]_‘e“;:.l; zi];;;cm?:}t P:;;)g e‘;o:‘n:sti
a:l.nge;'u]d met de namen Asesbaiog (C 6D), Eipy :
schien 'Apizrzrog (C 188 51')- iR A e
12y Te weteln ’,}‘}fﬁoﬁou}tf !;’rwv,F Nib bl wan b stosten go.
@fzcoc, MeverTevs, M{dzg en P} Wt zich het bewijs voor Vil
noemde ]i_jstel:j ’vann B;i:cij::“:anzelf bijbrengen. Over ‘Ayas:z:ecu;.c;,
Ofzgog, MeverZevs :\ Pmk i easih 1 ds vorige moot; Elxassros
Apzxoyrides en Midag SP  Fom voorkomenden priester "Aploraxse of,
hangt van den samen me it ol AecHRsTR,
wiens leeftijd insgelijks in de vorige
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stat_ﬁl i1_1 met het merkwaardige beles van 8305 tot 304, hi:
Tlmt die per_iode met 164, toen de Romeinen hunne o'n :: IEIIJ
S:iiw:ﬁ;h:z:im; drukken en den Rhodischen hnmlelg 111?1:::
s smshicn e verplaatsen, Dan begint de neergane. |
zaam voorloopig, maar toch onafgebroken. In diea.lclg, .ﬂ“g'
van grootheid heeft Rhodus misschien van 304 tot‘g‘;lamn

meeste innerlijke kracht verzameld, in de 61 jaren da “’“”hd["
] £ arna hef

meest mnaar buiten geschitterd. En die schitterine blij

ook te gelden op het gebied van den Rhodieche::] It o
van het verkeer. Want ondervraagt men d:: ltlfl(;?m]‘d _e“
stempels, die wij bezitten, en gaat men na, wie ]dl‘l-.uik-
to.taal van 269 priesters, die wij in et a'e,hoel kon e
wie van de 375 fabrikanten het vaakst inadicz n t"jme"' "’
keeren, t]:m”zijn het altijd weer de priesters en de ;’iib“k

w;mrv_an wij vonden dat hun tijd besloten ligt tn; 1ll *'mle)ﬂ:
er‘1 150. Een klein beeije statistick zal dit thi'rhsme” .
nitgeteld, wie van alle priesters en fabrikanten i e
stempels de heugenis aan hun persoon v b

a terug-

30 of meer

oor ons lLebh

o , [ ks s en doe

even. Het geval 30 is willekeurie oo -y
g genomen; maar het

]nDﬁte]l in. '1].]'311 De\r 0re
H o a e o t
1 []U At LllgLnOIll{’.I] (]I’, I)]']'r_xr.: ers ?ij" I
A, In

krniken |

i et grootst

: ‘ : ; ) rroofst w

fabrikanten, die aan dien uitvoer het grootste aand
i g

wier ambtsjaar de uitvoer van
as, de

el hadden,

; 8 39 fabyi-
kanten. De namen spaar ik u; die komen met het it abri
Jier van

[ i IMner sten [E 5 (41 VO f 00 “r
Ner t mp ]._ mn ] ] roetn t' l"i)

In het geheel blijken het 60 priesters te zijn
> Z1jn en

an die 60

") Te weten: de priesters 'Aaskiuzyee (43) °
i (), “Aperisges U6 e (o 1o
'1 d,w .z,fwr; (-‘14)1 Aso.vrfo:zc (30), NMoavédpure: (40) ;'l ; },1 Tépryay
‘;lu dizog (34), Tipdseos (36), en de fabrikanten *a b DNuSoyévye (49),
(56),‘E5¢:aémp (82), ’repoxazs (33), magﬂ_é(pm:nfxfe? (43 .
ons melt nit het tijdvak 225—150 bekend, Wel ]q (3%
de’ pilesters ‘Ayépagoe  (68), ‘Ayéerparos {r)ofilarm
;'\:'::a':orxyc; ('}3}: ,:\Iv-.ffr.ap (59), ’Axekiddag (:;1}))
ity O3 s, ), e E1, s o
",\szax“a,c(ge) .,,Ai\pwff;afm.; (80); YAsfowiy (67) ,J\Fxé‘imgzc (90),
T e o ),
i peiverog (47), Awpbseps (31), &“;wx?ﬁ"?;ziﬂ (49),

), "Exlyovog
). Dezen zijn
, t bekend zijn
: A%zva’éan; (66)
a’\ms-"ﬁcu},g; (_:32):

L] Qcpxu-
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meest voorkomende priesters bevinden zich nict minder dan

48 onder de 67, die ons uit de driekwarteenw van 225 tot
150 bekend zijn; slechts 1
dat er nog buitendien handel in gestempelde Rhodische
02 priesters. Bij de fabri-
rtuigend; onder 39, wier

2 blijven er dus over voor de vier

ceuwe,
amphoren werd gedreven, 12 op 2
kanten is de verhouding even ove
andvatten bewaard zijn gebleven, zijn

namen op 30 of meer Ii
dic bewuste driekwarteenw bestond,

er 354, wier firma m
dnaventegen niet meer dan 5, die buiten die periode vallen.
Deze statistiek 1s welsprekend
het hoogtepunt van Jen Rhodischen handel duidelijk aan.
Rest nog de vraag, loe het met den Rhodischen handel
stond vddr 225 en na 150. Bleckmann heeft hier een ant-
woord op gegeven. Waar zooveel Rhodische stempels ons
bekend zijn, redeneert hij, 10000 in het geheel, daar is het
bijua  zeker, dat wij uit den tijd der stempeling, dat wil
van den handel, zoogoed als alle Rhodische eponymi

Wij kennen er 260; niet veel langer dan dat aantal

in hare nuchterheid; zij wijst

zeggen
kennen.
is dus de handelsperiode geweest. Het begin er van is

jaren
Alexander de vrije republick Rhodus

331, het jaar waarin

herstelde, het einde omstreeks 50; want na dat jaar wordt

geen enkele priester, die op inscripties voorkomt, ook op
Lruikstempels vermeld. Van die 281 tusschenliggende jaren
bezitten wij dus op 21 mna alle eponymi. Tegen deze schoon-

Aldeg (32), 'Hpaydpas (80), ©eaidiyToc (44), ©épravipos (46), ©frTwp (61),
epawy (42), KaAAinplTHs (107), Kannmparidng (49), Kafapxos (86),
Kacurpdrye (40), Kaedvupos (84), Kparideg (44), Nixasayépzs (110,
Zevogdvys (80), EevddarTos (52), Zevodis (35), TTzvravias (138), MewioT-
puros (63), Sopperos T Sddepos (33), Sweixaie (87), Tupaseydpes (65),
Tepoippodos (DY), Tizaydpss (48), ®irddzpos (45), en de fabrikanten
*AyaséRovace (30), "Ayezonais (169), ‘Ayopaval (93), ‘Apdvras (13),
"Awripeyos (88), ApizTapires (70), Apgreidzs (38), ‘Aporivy (62),
‘Wprronnde (T4), TAprrerpdie (52), Bpdures (56), Azporpdrae (227),
Atédoros (3D), Awvisios (40), Afog (48), Afzxae (43), Aparovrides (42),
EUzaciros (BR), vy (47), ‘pdraerres (31), ‘drwy (89), Tépwv (BT),
tuze (59), Umwonpdrus (66), Maprdes (162)‘ M3z (B6), MinvSog (88),
Nuxayie (16), Négwog (46), "OAvpmos (45), Mavezvies (70), Ewxpdrye (112),
Tipds (31, ®inatfsiog (77).

i
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schijnende theorie laten zich afdoende bezwaren inbrengen :
dat het aantal van 260 ons bekende eponymi niet juist is,
dat 331 een zeer willekeurig beginpunt is, '%) en 50 een
stellig verkeerd eindpunt; want nog ecne eeuw na dien kennen
wij — om van onzekere gevallen te zwijgen — den priester
Awyérgz van 55 n. Chr., die &n op eene inscriptie n op een
stempel wordt aangetroffen. Wil het onderzoek vrij en onbe-
vooroordeeld verloopen, dan dient er, buiten alle kruikstem-
pels om, uit de ons bekende Rhodische historie naar het
vroegst mogelijke beginpunt der stempeling gevraagd te wor-
den en naar het laatst mogelijke eindpunt. Het vroegst moge-
lijke beginpunt is 407. Toen werd de stad Rhodus gesticht,
werd de staat Rhodus ingericht, kreeg natunrlijk die staat
eponyme magistraten. Voordat die er waren, kan er onmoge-
lijk met hun naam gestempeld zijn; maar er is gécne enkels
reden, om te bestrijden, dat er reeds toen uitvoer van kruiken
naar het buitenland plaats vond, en men dus reeds toen o
de stempeling 1s begonnen. Wanneer hield de Rhodische uji.
voerhandel op? Wie in de geschiedenis dier stad ervaren is
en weet, hoe spoedig in den keizertijd zj eene doode Py
werd, wie het nitvoerige getuigenis lieromtrent zich voor den
geest roept, dat Dio Chrysostomus en Aristides in hunne
‘Podizzol ons hebben nagelaten, die zal niet kunnen gelooven
dat van een unitvoerhandel, die vrijwel alle kusten der ?\lidi
dellandsche Zee omspande, in 100 n. Chy. nog iets noemens-
waards kan overig zijn geweest. Dus bij l'll‘I!IIK:I]Iti'l.‘l\'ﬁllillﬂ' dt.zl'
grenzen eene mogelijke periode voor den uitvoer i “‘E;ein-
pelde krniken van vijfhonderd jaar (107— 4 19q u_bm”_)
Voor rlul‘-‘ NlISS(JIElt‘.]l V]_]FI‘IOIltlt'}"{|";||']g' t,;'j;lf.-u]i kennen #ij
nog geen 300 priesters. Fr schijnen dus, nie

. ‘ ¢ tbegenstaande onye
jUUU.{l ]_{_]1'0(11:‘50}1(1 stempels, toch altijd nog heel wat eponymi
fe zijn, die in het geheel daarop niet voorkomen, Tate o

- liaten “']]

**) Bleckmann schijnt reeds weerlegd te wordey
Eixafe, dien ik straks noemde, en dien ik ietg s .

: : :
4+ 335 stelde. ger, in het jaar

door den Priester

e ——— . —————

allereerst zoo nauwgezet mogelijk de lijst opmaken. Bleckmann
gaf die het laatst (in Klio XII), en kn‘an?'tot een aantal van
260, daaronder 10, die alleen op opschriften, me.t op ooren
van kruiken worden ge\fonden. 16y Hiller von (—}iirtrmgen vulde
in eene der jongste afleveringen van Klio (XIV. 388.—389)
en gaf 11 nieuwe namen van priesters.

dien catalogus aan e riester
ot =: Ook na zijne bijdrage blijft uit-

Het totaal werd dus 271. . :
het aantal mogelijk; ik vond nog de priesters

* Ay 2 SduBeoros ) (N 231 n. 3), *Ayasredavyz (GDI 4245,

VATCLLIZLITIE : ; -

94). *Awopaveé (L 20), 'ASavidines (I 27), *Avriyoves (R
e e (L 121; vgl. ook de

andahaunah, op blz. 244 genoemd),

breiding van

1082), Apzédwy (L 117), "Apsimenis

twee stempels uit Tell 8 ' :
wee stem] (AM 21 57 n. 15), Kaeverparss (L 276),

910 n. 130), Heduidas (M 186), pnliddvye
), SwriQirce (I 389) en Xapidzpos
nienwe namen; het totaal wordt

Ed0Qpzydpze
Mevezpsrys (N :
(GDI 4245, 604 en G603

8 5 e 31" .l.'i’
L 434). '*) Dus W ederom . 0
(i )’S‘.’i Maar gorevuldig toeziende, moet men bij Bleck-
dus nu =od. HH ALEES

mann en zelfs bij Hiller schrappen. Hiller noemt een priester
na : ;

wy, ¥ iens
][{:f:’f];:;m:]"‘l“i‘;l bekende heros droeg dien naam, sterfe-
lijke menschen echler
* Aurldey aanvullen,
E':::f;}:::;} k‘l-(uiken ontmoet (C 22),. ... doch als naam van
een fabrikant.
om nog voorshands de
te laten. Ten tweede

paam ) i
niefs anders dan voor eene minder juiste

naam  slechts de laatste helft op de

hoogst zelden. Veel liever zon ik dus
welken naam men inderdaad op de ooren

et meest geraden dunkt het mij derhalve,
aanvulling van —eawy in het onzekere
Leb ik Dbezwaar tegen Hillers priester

‘ lijkt mij niet gelukkig gevormd; ik
Tegopivgs. De Y

houd hem voor

mt hij er slechts 9; doch de *Aerupidye 11,

& H e b
g o o oft, komt ook alleen op het opschrift JOAT

dien hij als n. 87 opge

R :17;50'%"1001"001' den juisten vorm van den naam EAR 3. 54 .5 Nils-
gl v

; ; L blz, 140 en 148), vergist zich
son, die 'AyaSodproTos voorstelde ( ), i

hier.

19y e priester
geven (Hall 394 n. 2
alleen het bestaan van

TApdiroxes wordt tot tweemaal toe door Hall opge-
050 en H048); toch meen ik, dat op zijn getnigenis
dien priester niet mag worden aangenomen,
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lezing van den welbekenden priesternaam Tegaperde. Bij
Bleckmann kom ik allereerst op tegen den door hem genoem-
den "Are&idzpoz. Hij citeert geen plaats, waar deze priester
voorkomt, en ik heb hem nergens ooit kunmen ontdekken: ik
vermoed, dat hij bij vergissing de lijst is binnenrreslu};eu
Dan  geloof ik mniet aan den priester *Azonrdvice, T,Sclten’;
noemt Bleckmann hem; in waarheid komt hij maar eens voor
bij den hoogst onbetrouwbaren Dumont (D 82 . 41) m:
Nilsson heeft dan ook reeds te recht zijn bestaan betwi}t’eld
(L blz. 91). Eene even onwezenlijke verschijning is, dunkt
mij, de priester 'Asrupsdyz T Onder zijn priesterschap, dus
vermeldt een grafschrift (JOAT 4. 160), werd een aanzienlijke
Rhodiér, voor ons een anonymus, met kransen en eerbewijzen
onderscheiden. Het opschrift is ,jiinger als 100 v. Chy”
zegt Hiller, de nitgever, maar hij gaat daarvoor alleen 0;
schrift en orthographie af. Als wij het in 120 stellen (en (I.'lli
zullen schrift en orthographie toch zeker wel veroorloven)
is er niefs tegen, dat de pas gestorvene in 1

2
Eig s
- 3 53 zijne eerbe-
wijzen ontving, onder *Aszrupydys, den bekenden S At
. I . ; . a1l
OczioyTos, Wiens priesterschap wij straks in dat it Vst
legden. Dan vervalt de eenigszins verdachte splifsing in een
s S N, e i .
priester *Agrupsdze I en een *Asrupsdy: 11 De zZoogenaamd
; / 3 § shilaamde
priester Azpsidze van Bleckmann is reeds door Wilksi (L bl
N i i< 4 D17z
112) in een Azdeidyc verander i ‘daus + :
; . PRIONE .elrl, die daar ter plaatse ook
Aypyrowe uit de lijst der Rhodische priesters heeft cebany
: LY 161
Door Aupyrowz te schrappen wi D R ?
] ypyTpies te schrappen wint of Juister verliest mep ]}ij
Bleckmann twee namen; want hij heeft dezen niet bestaand
' *b bestaanden
Aypyrorsz ook nog eens in den Rhodischey dinlest
alectvorm

meegeteld. ©épravdocs is ook in zijn bijvor
o : " = Y 0TI
Ozprasdpee in de lijst opgenomen, ‘Esricize ook iy zij
¢ zZijn een-
maal voorkomenden nevenvorm of waarschijnlijk ; .t‘]
; Juister vep-

sehrijving ‘lsreiz. De priester Ko3s; is ok vermoedeliik
ik

slechts klatergoud. ,, Nur zweimal”, schrijft Bleckm 1
SLis) ann, | hei

M und 7”. De stempel M 144 is reeds dogy Nilsson (I
114) op de juiste wijze geduid. Ik vrees yeep .(i'lt l(;mz'
Sl dat het mij

ontoegankelijke opschrift bij 7 (Zapiski UllES“k'lgg obidetara)
== SCetsva

el
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z03su luidt, en eveneens, in plaats van aan den

eveneens 'E7
fabrikant *Emizudys, door den uitgever aan een geheel hypo-
thetischen priester Kidog wordt toegeschreven. Op de mythische
figuar van den priester Mosrayiozs wees ik reeds in noot 11.

Nog moet de priester NizzsifBouros geschrapt, die volgens
Bleckmann ,nur einmal bei R” d.i. in de IG XII 1 wordt
die daar evenwel nergens is te vinden. [Ti]papyoc

aangetroffen,
eens voor (L 403), in eene verminkte inseriptie,

komt maar
die juist even goed tob [Ad]mzozee of tot [Kd]uzpyos kan

worden aangevuld. Ln haast nog zekerder moet de Tipopévye

i H AT ,a . ’ .y

verdwijnen, die alleen berust op één stempel in Stéphani’s
2

Antiquités du Bosphore Cimmérien (BC n. 23). Wie in die

moeilijk t.uegankelijkc publicatie het afbeeldsel van dien stem-

pel beziet, sal dadelijk van de onhoudbaarheid der traditie
overtuigd raken, dat hier Ti[po]ués[4]e moet worden gelezen;
wat wel de juiste naam is, Tizzpevds, Timoyévys of nog wat
anders, dat valt lastiger uit te maken. Ten slotte zijn de

priesters Dundydas en Ouravidze één zelfde persoon. Na deze
besnoeiing met sestien namen blijven er dus van de lijst van
985 priesters als eindsaldo 269 over.

Van die 269 zijn er nu 67 tusschen 225 en 150 onder-
gebracht. Overschot 202. Maar hoeveel van die 202 zijn ons
yan elders bekend? Uit de literatuur geen een; ik noemde
cchter reeds meermalen opschriften, die eponyme priesters
vermelden. Die moeten ons, vergeleken met de kroikstem-
pels, het beloop van den Rhodischen handel duidelijk maken.

C)ugelukl{ig is het tob dusverre aanwezige materinal lang

niet voldoende.
Helios op opschriften vermeld. '") Daarvan is er cen

Tor worden, alles te zamen genomen, 28 pries-

ters van
voor ous doel onbruikbaar, nl. Edzedrye: ziju leeftijd is te

onzeker. Collignon, de eerste ullgever van de inseriptie die

1) Als de dateering 7' lepéws @eudavevs (DS® T44,) op een priester
van Helios betrekking heeft, zijn het er 29. Maar het dunkt mij
waarschijnlijker, dat hij priester was van den ¥avoe, in die inseriptie
vermeld. In allen geval is hij voor ons van geen nui; want zijn leef-
tijd is onbekend.
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zijn naam bevat (GDI 8753;), zegt, ,que I'inseription ne
saurait étre d'une date antérieure au troisitme sitele” ; Hiller
beweert daartegenin, dat zij ,multo recentior” is. Uit de
vierde eeuw, de eeuw na 407, de eerste die. met mogelijkheid
in aanmerking komt, kennen wij twee priesters. FEen hunner
15 Edzziz, de eponymus van den brand van den tempel van
Athana te Lindos, dien wij in circa 335 stelden. Van hem
zijn 16 stempels bewaard gebleven, een redelijk groot aantal
dus. De andere is IvJzwz: (EAR 6. 341, D 61), van wien
de Kroniek van Lindos een droomgezicht gemeld wordt,
waarin Athana hem een zoenmiddel voor haar verontreinigden
tempel onthulde. Daar dit droomgezicht staat na eene ety
der godin in 490 en voor eenc dergelijke in 304, valt het
waarschijnlijk tusschen die twee datums in; dan was MoSavy5e
een priester der vierde eeuw. Het geheele verhaal trouwens
pleit ook voor die betrekkelijk vroege toewijzing. IMvSv53-
evenwel komt op kruikstempels nergens voor. Te (.'Oll(!hl(]c(‘l'l“{:l
valt hier mijns inziens niet veel. Ziet men op MuSzvie, dan
zou men geneigd zijn, te meenen, dat er in de vierde eenw
nog geen uitvoerhandel bestond, daarentegen op Edzaze, dan
beschouwt men hem reeds als vedelijk groot. Tn allen geval
bezitten de 16 stempels met Edzz7¢" naam bewijskracht, Had-
den wij als vervolg op hen de namen van drie of vier pries-
ters der derde eenw, die ook allen door een behoorlijk aantal
stempels waren vertegenwoordigd, dan zou

het als weten-

schappelijk vrijwel vaststaande mogen gelden, wat o priori

waarschijnlijk lijkt, dat omstrecks 350 de Rhodische handel

de vlengels begon nit fe slaan, na 300 zich krachije sk

wikkelde, en dan na 225 zin hooﬂ'te])unt bereikte. Maar

e
helaas is uit de derde eeuw, de bij nitstek groote vay Rhodus,
met zekerheid geen enkele pne-tm als tijdshepaler vap een

opschrift tot ons gekomen. *AymizSéye wordt agy het einde

| uib het opschrift GDI
3798 bekend is, maar die op kruikhandvatten geheel en al

ontbreekt. Ilij is volgens Hiller, den laatsten uitgever die het
- Rt 2 net

: smineunte altero

dier cenw gesteld, een priester die

opschrift zelf onder de oogen heeft wehag

- =

i
il
ol
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saeculo ante Christum natum vix recentior”, dus van 200 of

cen beetje vroeger. Newton en Foucart, vroegere uitgevers
die te Rhodus den steen gezien hebben, zijn het, ofschoon
aarzelend, hiermede eens. Maar allen beroepen zich voor deze
tijdshepaling uitsluitend op het karakter van het schrift der
inscriptie. Iin dit criterium is uit den aard der zaak bedrieg-
lijk, vooral daar het waarlijk niet van chronologisch zckere
Rhodische inscripties van omstreeks dien fijd wemelt. Ik wil
dan ook liever dezen eenigen zoogenaamden getuige voor de
derde ceuw buiten rekening laten.

Zijn de resultaten dus viér het jaar 225 in hooge mate
onzeker, na 150 gaat het ons niet veel beter. Daartusschenin
liggen de uit inscripties bekende priesters Aapoziie, @caidytoc,
PAsrupadys, Apxidapos, Azpaiveros, MparcQsvye, Zwoinric
en ’ApxtoQsuye, die reeds ter sprake kwamen. Zij zijn allen
van 190 tot 150. Op stempels komen zij vaak voor, respec-
tievelijk 50, 44, 24, 47, 51, 37 en 49 maal. De priester
Adroxpdrye wordt door het opschrift uit Tenos, waarop hij
genoemd wordt (IG XTL 5. 8244,), eveneens in de eerste helft
der fweede ecuw geplaatst; ik bracht hem in noot 12 reeds
in verband met de vondsten uit Pergamum en Carthago. Hjj
prijkt op 60 kruikstempels. ’Ayésrenroc komt voor op het
opschrift DS* 450,,. Niets leert dat opschrift omtrent zijn
leeftijl; maar hier integendeel leeren de kruikinseripties, dat
deze te Pergamum en {e Carthago opduikende priester van
+ 180 moet zijn. Op 50 stempels keert hij weer. Dit zijn
dus tien eponymi uit de eerste heltt der tweede eeuw.

Zij allen wijzen door humne vele stempels op den bloeitijd
van den Rhodischen handel, die zooeven voor dit tijdvak werd

‘geconstateerd. Nam die bloeitijd schielijk na 150 weder af?

Drukten de scherpe maatregelen, die de Romeinen in 164
tegen dien handel namen, drukte de concurrentie van de door
hen in het leven geroepen handelsmetropolis Delos 236 zwaar,
dat reeds in de tweede helft dier eeuw zeer merkbare ver-
slapping intrad? Men zou het haast nit de getuigenissen der
verder uit die eeuw bekende Rhodische eponymi moeten aan-

3
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nemen. Want nog drie andere

eeusw ons overgeleverd
kruikopschriften niet +

priesters zijn uit de tweede

maar twee dier drie komen op
: oor, de derde slechts eenmaal. Het
N voor : ;
TJ eerst de twee priesters  Zevéreipge  en MeverSeve,
a1e same L .
nmeb Asruyygy,. op het grafschrift JOAT 4. 160

3

. ol - - =
; ATTVRA%e 1s van 153, Sevireipos
moeten dus gole-scr 1 A N
iets jonger. MeyesS Jd“‘-l\ﬂﬂk wib dien tijd zijn, vermoedelijk

Jonger.  MevesSevs ko i : L
e v i nt op den krmkst‘mnpel R 1165
\'001, J =g

§/0Tei s op geen enkeler,
zeer zeldzaam, de |yjep
sehijnlijk identisch
ergenaar van (je

bracht met de v

als jaarbepalers fun geeren,
en MevesSeys

De naam MeverSevz is
genoemde prieste

met  den o]
I naam,
ondst te (
zelfden tijd i, Moetey
geveer 150 wezen,
uit de

ris dus hoogst waar-
; voorkomenden fabrieks-
dien ik n nopt 13 in samenhang
arthago, ey die dus geheel nit den-

Seviteiyg,
de priester
tweede ceuw, schijnt
van het opschriff, (ut h
sleunt echter wederom
ontbreekt gehee] op

1 MeverSeds dus van on-
9?";

Emixapmos,
H |

ofschoon ook nog
hen te komen, De dateering
b (IG XIT 8 suppl. n. 1269),

louter op hel sehyify.

i Deze *Eriyaomcs
de kruiksteny, e

Het mage i
. gere  res
zich \'omtﬁ' 1 g 1 tusschen 150 en 100 bereikt, zet
A 't 1 de eers ikt . Jereas =
s ste eopyy, Ook daar vy ] - 2 155
P opschriften "OUi'kOmen, dleciit alde priesters, dic
Slechts eep

op ooren van kryikey,

minderheid, die wij
vinden, vertooner

teragyingey, En 2 qie wij nog terug-
,.'\FXé??FXTi?. 100 e\nkele maal. De rij opent
noemt  Hiller g4 Opschrifg N
610,). Tnderdaad, ’

uitgegeven,

»Kurz yop
> eher efywag jiinger,”
staat vermeld (DS*
zal et hiery
het cerste kwart

ens zijn o
den tijd uit het &

Beuw
chrift alleey oo

ol 13
Just uit degey tijd de Meesta

- b P U

& Getite I deze Inscriptie n

Het, aanwijzen vaill

Pschriften stammen.

L1

) Bleckmany (
Nevoutsos gey stem
een stempel vay g,

Klig XII. 97

256) ,
pel van %) gty dat o

9k te Alexandrié bij
niet van den Priester Meveasey, ot ik b L

inden (N 240 n. 131),

Unney v

beziet, dat er van s

al te ongeker, daar,
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*Apyéeroaros wederom, de hier genoemde priester, is ons uit
de krnikstempels volslagen onbekend.

Inhoud en schrift beide der inscripties, waarop zij genoemd
worden, maken het evencens waarschijnlijk, dat de priesters
@suyivye ') (GDI 3800,), *Avrinogez (GDI 3828,) en “Podo-
7eiSye (GDL 4155,) van dien zelfden tijd, het begin der
eerste eenw zijn. Oguyévys komt eens op het handvat ecener
kruik voor (als @sspduye, B 231 n. 19), *Avriisyos driemaal
(I 54), ‘Podomeidys in het geheel nict. Meer zekerheid, ja
zelfs volledige bestant omtrent den tijd van de priesters
*Apyénsme, ‘Epponpatys, KoroSovaos en Xepiricz. liene inscriptie
uit Naxos, reeds aan Boeckh bekend (IG XII 5, 38), die
zeker uit de allercerste jaren is, nadat Antonius in 42 het
eiland Naxos aan de Rhodiérs ten geschenke had gegeven
(App. B.C. V 7; Sen. de Benef. V 16, 6), vermeldt hen als
tijdgenooten. Op deze vier priesters, die dus stellig van on-
geveer 40 zijn, berust voornamelijk de meening, dat de Rho-
dische handel reeds in de tweede helft der ecrste eenw was
doodgebloed. Tnderdaad komen zij geen van vieren op eenig
kruikopschrift voor, en zeker wijst dit feit niet op krachtigen
bloei. Maar in de eeuw daarvoor — wij zagen het juisl —
keert toeh ook de meerderheid der op opschriften genoemde
priesters niet op kruikhandvatten weer; daarenboven zal het ons
thans blijken, dat in de eenw, die nu volgt, een priester, die op
een opschrift vermeld staat, ook op het oor eener kruik wordt
aangetroffen. Uit den keizertijd namelijk kennen wij drie priesters
door middel van opschriften. Ten hunner heet Tiros ©2xi0s
bavdrrpares (GDIL 3801,) en wordt dus reeds door zijn naam
in den tijd der Flavische keizers geplaatst. Zijn vader Ajnage
was ook priester van Helios (GDI 3801,) en leefde dus om-

strecks 50 n. Chr. Van den zoon is geen kruikstempel tot

) Hij (®euyévge Adovrog) is niet onwaarschijnlijk de broeder van
Nixdazos Aéevroc ‘Podiog, die voorkomt op de inscriptie, het laatst door
mij uitgegeven Gesch. der alten Rhodier blz. 444, die juist van dezen
zelfden tijd is. Aéwy nl. is te Rhodus een vrij zeldzame naam,
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ons gekomen, van Awzi; wel, zooals Nilsson meent (I, blz.

91). Hij neemt aan, dat de rnadselachtige stempel "Ez} Alew
(N 237 n. 80) gelezen moet worden E

_ 7t Awgz— en ver-
klaard als eene afkorting van Atez2ebz. Overtuigd heeft hij
mij niet, maar de zaak is geker mogelijk. Gelijktijdig met
AtsxdFs ; ieste ¢ i o

Auwzrge leefde de priester Awoyéduye. wiens tijd volkomen be-

vaald wordt, daar tijd iin pri
P » daar tijdens zijn Priesterschap in het Jaar 5

Chr. keizer Nero een brief tot -

: . de Rhodigrs rie) tte. Die brief
is bewaard in het opschrift ps2 373, Hier i L.tcl.‘iwi‘-“‘l')‘l';gi
8 ge 1jte

toelaatbaar, of Ay iy, 42) ikstempel ¢
pels voor: te

opgedoken (BA'* 99
> dat er ook in den keizer-
erhandel bestopq. Wel heeft

ten
: eg te werk
te nemen, dat de priester van 53 * ol

: > 0. Chy,
de priester van het ]n-l_likh:md\-'at- die q
hebben geleefd. Maar dege op ?iﬁll .

wordt geheel onaannemelijk
]

komt op kru

. ’ 1 van hem
n. 416), een onwraakbay i
;s ¢ getuige

tijd althans nog Rhodische yityq
men dezen lastigen getuige trae),

Panticapaeiim is een stempe

, door aan
en andere was dan
M Vroeger zon moeten
s ;]f;ellf. he.denkelijke splitsing

edenkt, dat deze stempel,

natuurlijk
sorii 23 Hosin hiﬂl(ll" m;)(t tlijk dey Rhodischen dialect-
7 S 2Len Vertgun -

0, terwijl Skorpi

! orpil,

de uitgever er v '
e B T
gebruikelijken, voor Rhodus | J et den in e zowy

Resumeerende krijgen Wij
handel véér 225 en

ware hij uit vroegeren tijd

afen 3y
dit lber 1r " T Aoy prijkt.
a 150, Ut d (..T'OOI' den Rhodischen

€ bijna tyee eeuwen, die

Periode vy,
ste i
peling vay Rhodische

kon
meer dan twee yri o NS met gk i i
: ‘e priesters hekeng et derg ekerheid niet
LR derde ig
S zee

Van twee dier priesters bestaan naast

. r onzeker.
van den derden, Evzaiz, een dar & £n geen stempels,
W

véér 225 als mogelijke

kruiken in aanmerking o
o] 551}11

i b eeng
0 15 hange]

dan moet, dunkt mij, voqp die

nelusie trekken,
worden aangenomen, Nj 150

i b B 4 V00T de eerste halve

23
) Dat de aanvulling +
_ g van dep
uitgemaakt door het facsimile o b Blioyelugg gy
gk & van he (’Ps‘lhl'iftﬂﬁi_;ﬁ]j']}:i“ is, wordt
Hler A M 20,

e
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ceuw drie priesters, waaronder een onzekere. Van die drie
komt er maar een op kruikstempels voor, en «wel slechts een-
maal. Van de vier priesters tusschen 100 en 50, alle vier
eenigszins onzeker, vertoont een zich op drie kruikopschriften,
een ander op ¢één, twee in het geheel niet. De vier priesters
{usschen 50 en het begin onzer jaartelling ontbreken allen op
kruikstempels. Van de drie ons bekende uit de eerste eeuw
na Christus komt er één zeker op een stempel voor, een mis-
schien, een zeker niet. Hier is de gevolgtrekking het meest
aannemelijk, dat doorgaand na 150 de uitvoerhandel te Rho-
dus mnooit geheel verloopen, maar ook mnooit meer recht
levendig was.

Gegevens, om de 202 ons bekende priesters van Helios
nader vast te leggen, die tot de tijdvakken 407—=225 en
150-—100 n. Chr. moeten behooren, bezitten wij dus voors-

hands nog niet. Maar veel gelukkiger staan wij ten opzichte

van de.overige 67 priesters. Die mogen wij met gerustheid
tusschen 225 en 150 onderbrengen. In niet minder zeker
zijn wij, dat die 75 jaar den allerhoogsten bloeitijd van den
Rhodischen handel vertegenwoordigen. Dat hebben epigraphiek
en archacologie, dic onmisbare zusterwetenschappen der ge-
schiedenis, bij dit onderzoek, waar de geschreven bronnen ons
in den steck laten, ons toch alvast geleerd.
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KRrUIKSTEMPELS 1N ’s Ruks Muskuy vay

TE Lripgy,

Ovubuepey

In de ,Verslagen omtrent s p;

1jks Verzamelingen van Ge-
schiedenis en Kunst X 1887, blz. 5y~
’s Rijks  Museum  van  OQudhedey het

Nog slaagden wij in ey aankoop v
n= ks
van 45 ooren en gedeelten v

vond ik omtrent

navolgende bericht:
A eene verzameling
van gebakken aarde,
belang om g daarop
die de namen
den inhoud; ¢
houd ve

an ooren,
Zij zijn vap
merken,
bakkers, handelaars, h:vernncim-s,

alle bij Smyrna gevonden,
ingedrukte opschriften ey
o

der potten-

k de namen
van beambten, onder wie e

tzameld of weggeborgen
Aristoon, Dnnophilus,

1[115.1'0011, Kissm, Kodalos,

e Yarg . c . [

faxias, Pa(s). Sosigenes, Skai(os?),
Plulusleplmnus, Papa (_[”appns?], en
sidere; ‘il?}-dcz_r'UIIdEl'S('}Ilill](-'ll verk merken, met of
ssrden llll}\"mg]“g aar de Ilil.‘l'
de very,

werd, doen kennen. Onder (e namen -
Dionysios, Limnios, IIurodotns,

Linos, Monos, Metrodoros, p
Ska(moon?), Cherioon,

van opschriften,
namen mij de zekerheid gaven, dag
uit Rhodische stukken bestond,
den Directeur, Prof, .

geciteerde

ameling ten decle
» Verzocht ey Verkreeg ik van
e A B, ”Ul\\‘lfrdu, verlof, om (e
stempels, die in heg nag; i
zichtigen en bestudecren. Met, Zijne Rﬂffﬂkeu;int: mogen b

16 Rt&mpeis I:e
1{-|mdis(:|1 hoy

nu hier uitgegeven, Het blijken
onder 17, die ik zeker voor
die zeker Cnidisely 7in (Groe
is geen enkele. Deptien

Worden zij
zijn, waar-
W (Groep A), 2,
asisehien oqps
(Gmep B)
isthaay Rhodis

P C), van Th
stempels

prong
veel overeenkomst met onbety

vertoonen zeer

che, Ofschoon nu
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iikingen van verschillenden aard bij ledlsch;a sl;leen;;
e af“?].]}dnbe'et zeldzaam zijn, heb ik toch gem-een.], e
pels VO]S.'f;l‘ekt nl ten houden; want de gehecle LE:'IEIS(. e V(.r-
at"zonderh.]l_( e I:]I"?eS.n-n-'mm, gevonden, bevat dus niet ouwnf'lr
R s i lll; stukken, en omtrent de twee eem.;?e
L Sm}‘n;aeisfme'l’sche stempels, die tot dusvel;:eT;u_]ri
g 'm.lr ‘ ar > blz. 424): Form und Thor
;emnden, _'“"Chl'i-]tt ?Pl\irl;im;;itl:(ili sind denen \-'01'1 lihodosks?
e e esie olne d.ie Inschrift fiir rhodische Hlen‘ e]
iihnlich, dfiss ma;e" slotte blijven er nog 19 .exezt?p :‘uzzi
Thvon \;;rdeo.mtrenls wier plaats van herkomst ik niets be
Groep D),
imh‘s e ziig?(; stempels zijn er maar drie rond (n. 1,
'5-[-0»::1[165;7):1;1 d[e overige zijn rechthoekig.

A.

Rhodische stempels.

1.

Rondom de roos:
O o

Lot *Avdpiz. Tavi[pov].
1008

\.
%.

s
R
=
&
=

*ApirTesy,

ele « o € ’ -. .-00313 O])
I)I} naam vai (IL" f'lbl IL lllt m (1811 ]]011]111('.‘;1\' llq’ Z .
t !3‘ S ] the BT 18 T1¢ y
w em l}l'l.rl 11 tv(l' .] ergamum (P 33)) maar lllc 1 'i
t ee ex *

¥ < j 3 gl daanwezg,
H I dﬂ'u' een St-ﬂ.f (/.4_..*-:;;:5:99) 1115 ﬂttllhuut af g
700als )
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4.
&ml *ApyiBioy.

De stempel vertoont dikke letters en is niet duidelijk; men
begrijpt, hem ziende, dat Neroutsos twee stempels van dezen
priester heeft kunnen nitgeven als *Apifs (N 235 n. 55)

LipwSisy,

L] 5 i
Apyinzides s een vaak voorkome;

Wy y ide priester =
ling is, dunkt mij, zeker. I ; de aanvul

6.

I
Lopyens

fod
i

['T]kzw&wu.

De fabrikant Téppuwy is tot dusverre

een liri‘?gte[. van dien naam kom . ;;aihlodi.is onbel.cen(?s
eonte lijst gevat is en de T v 'me,,s,*,_.L b..IEL opschrift in
blijkbaar buiten die lijst is gevallen {?i'u ! het stempelen
het opschrift), zon het denkbagay zijh']‘ﬁ:tb:slckt* t‘h:’mstP

oy £ et den

cersten regel op gelitke wiize :
> 168 O}J'bell.]kt_. WiZe s weggevallep D -
ook hier den priester I'dpy ey, - Dan hadden wij

y :
Van dezen fabrikant schijnen o
gevonden te zijn met le

zeer duidelijk Aopd@ince.

dusverre gle

d] Ie
b opschif is, chts stempels

A I 1
9Qirou; hier staat

Eounrel

TCU.
oroote herautenstaf naar rechts.
o

Acht overeenkomstige stempels bij L 203 ;—.

Groote letters.
S

fabrikant Kizzes is te Rhodus nog geheel onbekend.
H]fcl; Z:ratl?iet er cchter volmaakt als een Rhodiseh uit.
et han Z

) ie 1 tad Rhodus woont, bij GDI
Ken Kiggos Zorevs, die in de s , bij

4070,.
11,
Advo[v]. druiventros.

Vier overeenkomstige stempels o. a. bij I 286 b,—.

12

e

Hermesbeeld, naar links gekeerd.

[aaé.

Drie overeenkomstige stempels bij L 347, .

18.
it opve
pATOU.
“LanvIiou,



m
I'wee exemplaren. Deze stempels zijn merkwaardio,
] rkwaardie, das
tot dusverre van den pottenbakker ozEls o SRR
Feciaz
stempel bekend was geworden (BA' 539)
D),

heet deze fabrikant verkeerdelijk Mpsér
o ~Sios.

nog slechts één

Bij L blz. 535

16,

Hermesbeeld, naar 1
> Naar links gekeerq,

Piioore

Go().

Een overeenkomstige stempel bij 1, 497
Lo

17.

. onpe——

De ruimte laat niet toe, dat Vi
e Mg ¢#pz (denkbaap ;
J4pz) meer dan één letter onthreekt s L

B.
Waarschijnlijk Rhodische

stempe )
pels (Bmyruae]‘sch 2.
18.
Herautenstaf als atiribaut, Waarnaast (¢
LA opsehypig .
A P |
T ?E Ex
M 2 o
N
De Rhodische fabrikant "ApTépay s tot
gevonden bij L 123, bij Birch ( s 55 e

m CIG 111 blz, XX, trang

S

e —

L o)

) 43

( 22
seriptie maar de papieren van Newton) en in de Zapiski
Odesskago obScestva XVIIT (1895). 87 vlg. (voor mij niet
bereikbaar). Van cen z7puzeio? als attribuut en cene verticale
plaatsing der letters wordt bij Nilsson noch bij Birch ges
sproken.

1.8
e
*ApTép

yae.
|

1 o] ¥ A P -

Slordie schrift. Op het cerste gezicht leest men “Aprepawyics.
o 3 i ; I s )

De o van den cersten regel 1s echter, naar het schijnt, ge
juist als dat zeker ]
n. 38), zoodat hij geheel tusschen den

weldie lang ( et geval is byj den van

eldig  lang

‘Heddoroe op stempel _

, en den o van den tweeden rewel inkomt en men denkt, dat
3 ¢ g H : D

daar dan een ¢ staat.

20.
Aoyusiou.

b gt Ao is te Rhodus welbekend. Het hand-
e fabrika AU bt

vat evenwel is dunner €
ins ander leem.

1 Kleiner dan gewoonlijk te Rhodus,

ook van eenigsz
21.

K oD ou.

D van dezen fabrikant is niet alleen op kruikstem-
Je naam Vi 2 = ninly # i3
oorgekomen, MAar hij is op zich zelf bijna

Alleen in €€ .
behalve de daar door Bernhardy aange-

sels nog niet v wnolipy
: ° n spree]cwuord bij Suid. s. v.

geheel onbekend.
Kedszrow e (vgl.

haalde plaatsen ook n

Foprh s imr
vorm van den naain Kyed

cchter zekers

0g Apostol. 18 30) vindt men als bij-
- onzen vorm Kddzzss opgegeven.

: B X weinige van de Leidsche stempels
Je lezing 1s '

zijn zoo duidelijk als deze.
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29 en 23.

Mazley. ster met zes stralen.

Twee exemplaren, waarvan één zeer onduidelijk. Letter-

21. Misschien heeft zich ecenc
ster met zes stralen ook links van de opschriften bey

daar is op heide exemplaren thans alles uitgewischt

vormen jong, evenals bij n.
onden;

Van het tweede exemplaar laat zich met voldoende
heid niets meer onderscheiden dan de slotleters
de ster.

zeker-

&Yy €n

De pottenbakker Mziwy is tot dusverre onbekend. Wel echter
maakt Delattre melding van een raadselachtigen Carth;
pottenbakker Miywy, die met Grieksche
van wien hij te Carthago vijf stempels heeft gevonden (zie
thans G 103). Is deze misschien dezelfde als onze Majwy?

agschen

24.

‘Het schrift schijnt laat te zijn of op niet-Rhodische her-
komst te wijzen. Ben Rhodische fabrikant Mzrpidapos (de-
zelfde?) bij GDI 4243, 535. [

25

MyTpsseplov),

onduidelijk attribuut, misschien een thyrsusstaf
26.

(Mo ]udvov.

Deze aanvulling van den afecknott i
76! ¢ notte
g afgeknotten stemypel is, dunkt mij,

letters stempelde, en

(1230 ) 45

Alleen is tot dusverre [zpduevos als bezitter eener
Tn uiterlijk komt deze stempel

zeker.
pottenbakkerij niet bekend.
volkomen met n. 20 overcen.

27.

]
Yoy Yoy,

Naar het uiterlijk zijn dit (en het volgende l‘_‘f‘“d"'“t)
Rh d£5011 de wenetivus Swsyésov (niet Sworyévevs) wijst dan
0 ) 2R i s 3
echter op late: tijd. Ten fabrikant Swoiyévyz 18 tot dusverre

nergens bekend.

28.

Swriyé(vov)-

29.

! o
Txpoou.

als Rhodisch. De fabrikant Tsoxe

L - 716 T llit .
Het handvat zieb Il‘“.ouweus ook elders, onbekend. Allerlei
and,

is echter op dat eil
; ] venwel potten

vreemdelingen bezaten evel "
’Lp/ﬁ-"g,;, K674,

bakkerijen aldaar: “Apieye,
: Sivdye, Mavye, Midag,
"Amorrdvioe Tigidas;

| tuurlijk ook voor den
In hnr

& =;u]]} 15 i
= 1 gcz,eiad
Mepguze, ent.

Thraciér Tz plaal

30.

t de stempel een herautenstaf met vlen-
ag

Als attribuut dra : .
Als attrib 1 ooib aanWezig.

ift was we
gels; cen opschrift was ?

C.

('-nidische stempels.

31.
[K2Jevmo
Mg 1TmO :

o7 i LF]""
LU )

-
Te
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De bij als attribuut en het donkere leem van het handvat
wijzen met zekerheid naar Cnidus. Beide namen zijn namen
van fabrikanten (zie Bechtel GDI n. 3549 1z 2438). Voor

den fabrikant Kiedmoriz te Cnidus zie 0. 8. D 150 n. 48-
209 n. 398 vlg. e

9 I e
£Lo RAEUS .

krab

Het bijna uitgewischte opschrift moet v

an rechts naar links
worden gelezen.

D.

Stempels van onzekere herkomst,

De handvatten n. 33 tot en met 44 zijn niet hock

] - ig, maar
beslist rond van vorm; zij behooren dus w

aarschijnlijk tot die

eft als ,anses d’origine
- > 3 1 l
incertaine & courbure arrondie” (I, 800—875).

groep, welke Nilsson samengebracht he

33.
Geen opschrift.
34,

Misschien worden hier letters voorgesteld

(232) 47

Misschien worden hier letters voorgesteld.

36.

\.

s staan misschien de letters A en P

. > lillk . o
Batigda seahe’ 1 zijn zij thans zeer onduidelijk.

gestempeld; in allen gevd

87

jarop zich ma elkander de letters Ty
Wi A o o

) o laten lezen. Alles 1s m eene

de bedoeling ‘Hy#(p)ev(o2).

Ten monogran,

(deze letter 1s onduidelijk

rondte gevat. Vermoedelijk 18

38.
“HpodoToY-
Fen fabrikant van dozen maam is tot dnsverre nergens
e
bekend.
39.
@edpinee.

ceerd qestempeld, OX is met een
; n omgekeerd ¢
De M en A stad

hreven, de I is niet zeer duidelijk.
esc ;

compendinm g :

De naam ©épsic 15
komt ook, z0OY ; o
99293; als ©eipviz op eene Chiische

niet alleen op stempels geheel onbe-

or ik weet, alleen op opschriften
kend, maar

uit Chios voor (CIG

"munt Hermes 7. 50).
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40.

My7.

Misschien staat als vierde letter nog een p of een ; voor

meer dan vier letters is er geen plaats.
41.
Tz,
De letters (zeer duidelijk) staan verticaal onder elkander.

42.
Iz,

De letters staan naast elkander.

43.

Xxiok.

De ruimte laat nict meer dan deze drie letters toe

Xyvi
wyec.
Deze naam is volslagen onbekend. Twijfel omtrent de ware

lezing is buitengesloten; de stempel behoort tot de allerbest

leeshare.
45,

Aan weerszijden van een herautenstaf staan de voleende
Jetters gestempeld : b
PE (de E staat niet vast) en ¥ g M

Het geheel is in eene lijst gevat,

(234 ) 49
Ik kan geene eenigszins zekere verklaring geven.
4.6.

Het handvat wijkt in vorm en in soort van leem sterk van
de overige af; de letters schijnen eex Romeinsch dan Griekseh
te zijn. Met moeite onderscheidt men:

LE. ACH .
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OPMERKINGEN BIJ REEDSs UTGEGEVEN KRUIKSTEMPELS

BCT 1886 = : i

5 X -{)’?éfieém ﬂ?'cﬁggggmﬂ,m du comité des travans

historiques et scientifiques (stempels, 4, Carthago ¢ den) ‘
3 g Jevoiden).

Blz. 17 n. 30, — ;
MAPE— is door 'Decsa]l?e (glelr vermelde: stempel TAAIO]
i — g 0 ." "
Aznioy. [Mapsde verbeterd, 4 fémgszins  aarzelend tot

Mij dunkt deze verbetering evident

BCT 1894

Blz. 109 n. 7 D

+ lo— De g :
kan niet anders w tempel, hier OPgegeven als —uyicu
: et anders  worden angevuld gy ¢ t E -
) WU Dy yiou. Geen

[l]ld(?l‘(v € ! 3 : 1
nagm van een ].ulﬂdlf-:chen ['a] ']_ -
Tl :]nt ()llll]‘igf (4] yioe
I] -/b.'--

BCT 1909,
Blz. 447 n. 1.

" Ay praviou, Natum'li.ik:
dere stempel van Dam
Blz. 448 n. 6.

,O \pg_ “geven wopqg t
&l _\zlu.z,'r;é."

aenetus e

g'-T} Az'(}"z/ GU-}

,
Aypiavicu, Fen an-

v, |

arthagg ;

- ihh 018 G 54

I ‘ De opgave ¢ 204 5

nom du magistrat 1 parait Pas qop | D ‘\/.ﬁf«:vmu (,,18
. 23 . o nplet’?

worden tob &7t Alwysda ., De PIEE?) moet aangevuld

“Pouymyg

(C 1s—9)

g driemaal fe Cs tl 3 Aenesig, ”
o : 8 15 kom
nog arthago vy lesidamus komt

Js

( 236 ) 51

Blz. 450 n. 12. — De afbeelding van dezen stempel is
aldus : . . Op het cerste gezicht
vermoedt NIZA— men, dat de eerste regel
mel  frt ?Ap1zTapxoy begint.  Daar echter een
* * . : ; 5

priester van Helios Aristarchus in

het geheel nict bekend is, maar wel vele stempels van den
fabrikant Aristarchus tot ons zijn gekomen, met als fabrieks-
merk vier sterren in de hoeken (o.a. negen dergelijke stem-
pels te Lindos, zie L 79), zijn de letters van r. 1 of letters
van ecn bijstempel (vgl. hiervoor BCT 1904. 4854 n. 9;
M 39; P 876 en 877) of misschien niets meer dan spleten
in het leem van het handvat. Vier andere stempels van dezen
fabrikant Aristarchus te Carthago bij C 31 en BCT 1904.
181 n. 7; nog twee andere aldaar met de vier sterren in de
hoeken bhij BOT 1904. 484 n. S en 9.

Blz. 450. n. 15. — Delatire geeft op: 1)

en teekent daarbij aan: ,,Dumont (nl. D 119 n. 6) ne donne
quune seule marque se terminant ainsi; encore est-elle in-
complete. 11 T'a lue: ONA? — OIKOY". In beide gevallen
yulle men de opschriften aan tot "Ovzsizizeu. Voor den Rho-
dischen fabrikant *Ovzgizizce zie o.a. GDI 4245, 595—598.
Hij komt ook te Carthago voor (C 126). Sterren als zijn
fabrieksmerk bij L 346,.

BCT 1904,

Blz. 483 n. 2. — Den stempel ATOINAKTOX./@crpsQopicy

L
(,A la premicre ligne I est peut-étre un P7) leze men na-
tuurlijk als *Ayopivanres.

Blz. 484 n. 6. — Zoo is éxi APAIJORANETE.[Kagyeioy
even natuwrlijk 7t "Apure@ivevs.
Blz. 484 n. 12, — °Ext ’Apgidefpou.[—uvsu. Als aan-

vulling zijn alleen mogelijk de maandnamen AwsSvoy en
ledayeirvdou.

4%
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Blz. 485 n. 13, — g AAMO/OE . 107T. Mzfvipou. Te
verbeteren: AxpoSéy.. Zie voor den priester  AzudSepiz
0. a. GDI 4245314390 Hij komt niet te Pergainum
voor, wel te Carthago, is dys waarschijnlijk van + 160

Blz. 486 n. 20 en 487 . 7. — Deze twee stor
waarschijnlijk niet Rhodiscl, De eerste ey,
niets dan den letter O, eene korheiq die t
bruikelijk is; de tweede wijkt af ip vorm g
schriff MEAKA—, dat, als
een Rhodischen elgennaam op ;

Blz. 487 n. 30, — Nizaguyee, Bleckmann (Bl bl 41)
heeft hier reeds verbeterq Nizasiuy,., .

Blz. 488 n. 84, — DAATONOS . Sils
Delattre, of Cnidisch of Rhodisel Xi(if:?lg:‘ild]s'. VU],?m{ls
Rhodus kennen Wij een fabrikant Nadrey ., bg\-euz.]w(‘.l‘ te
Carthago niet één enkele Cnidisele stemy : = iy
het mogelijk, dat MATPONOY gelezen
de stempel Rhodisch is. Voor den fabrik
L 350,

BIZ. 490 n. ‘:I";:. 5]'-;-_,7} XIlA:\\]()T I{;-g-
Ook het attribuat (,»téte radiée lournge j 4808

den bekenden priester Zudapoc, (hroi(e'-') wijst op
Blz. 490 n. 45,

aan: ém Eeyoddyroc,

npels zijn
at als opschrift
e Rhodus onge-

1 bevat een op-
het juist geleze

1 is, onmogelijk
levert,

el gevonden, [k acht

worden en dan

Zwdsov.

IIJ:;;;?I ;ENOPQN'* I]xvé‘uou. Vil
B ) =

te Carthago BCT 1904 488 . 3 62093y andermaal
BEZ. 490 n. A6 — ’E‘F‘I “"-]:IEUA

Hier is wel 'E#) Alvyad

## bedoelq.
Alyyzidzpes te Carthago zie

A;\]OTJ’

Voor g. i
00k by, 235. E o €ponymus

ApTapirisu,

C = Corpus wuseriptionyn, 7

Ay,
I, ». 22639 (stempels, 4o

C"a-rlfmyo ey s Supplementum

.9’("1'-0,1({.-3;;)

4. De stempel A—eUs kan
,A[TM&GZ]M% ’f\[?m‘xz]}.as,» en
fabrikanten komen

’alleen dangeyylq
A{pwrsx]hsﬁ;. v

n’ A
1 }\pm:fxz.:-;g

orden tot
9
AyaSozrie o

‘an deze drie
ook nog

te Carthago voor. verder

(238 ) - 53

20. De stempel &z Aw/ys3— moet zomler' twijfel aan-
cevuld worden tot Alysiiusu. Hetzelfde attribuut (B:I.]}l;.t
:adiatum) en dezelfde v:;rdce(lling(lllcr;i;:-t)tcrs over de twee regels

¢ bij een stempel nit Lindos (1. 30,).

00]«‘;511.)” T:i:; upscirift Inidt bij Delattre: ]._7,['11:'\11’12‘.,""['(?—;\1\;{
*Agpiavisu. Dessan stelt als aanvulling .\-‘001' :\FWTETE% ,Mtl']
]ijkt: het juister, aan den uponyn'le.n priester A;wm'fr"x,'.e
denken, van wien verschillende knukstcmlicls bekend zijn (zie
o.n. GDI 4245, 220 en EAR 5. 530 n. 5). .

' 40. De lezing &zt *AptlereQtveue van Dt’:]:ltf:l‘(: en Dessau
is niet geheel zeker. Deze eponymus is ’nouh te Ca‘rtlmgo nocl%
te Pergamum bekend. Men kan ook aan *Ayzs7oddvys denken ;
zie voor dezen priester GDI 4245, 24,

48. Alle te Carthago gevonden stempels, l.I‘IBGI' dan 300,
zijn Rhodisch; althans van geen enkelen laat .zm-h het tegen-
deel bewijzen. Daarom is waarschijulijk ook dit nummer met
den fabrikantennaam ’Aszzymifoddzouv] Rhodisch. Maar (]l'l..n
geldt dit vermoedelijk insgelijks voor den stempel P 1288,
:{ie denzelfden naam vertoont, en dien Schuchh:.u‘dt onder de
stempels van onzekere herkomst heeft gerangschikt. )

57. Het opschrift op cen ronden stempel Acpoxiels
ATPINIOTE — moet natuurlijk gelezen worden: &[#i] Azpo-
wiebz. TAypavizy.

b :)3 ]):; opschrift, Aw-—, heeft reeds Bleckmann (Bl blz.
41) tot Afov aangevuld. A

83. Delattre en Dessan geven uit [i7} ©cuddr]ov. Eloyyidz.
Dan zouden priester en fabrikant op één zelfde kruikoor staan,
jets wat te Rhodus op + 10000 stempels 8 maal voorkomt,
Veel natuurlijker en beter dunkt het mij, om den naam ef:nel'
maand aan te vullen en dus te lezen [*Aypiawi of *Aprapiri Jou.
Elipyvidz. ) ,

i02. Dessau  geeft wit Azprey. Deze 1"a‘hr1ka.1‘1i; 1s van
elders geheel onbekend. Beziet men het facsimile l).l‘] Delattre,
dan d(;lllit- men allereerst aan Nepmwy. Iuderdand”kmnt fleze
naam duidelijk leesbaar voor op den blijkbmu‘.gell_]kso.t:lrllgcn
stempel Nécropole des rabs 8¢ annde 31. Het is een Libysche
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naam (zie den index op CIL VIII en de

supplementa hier-
van);

die te Carthago woonde.
zijn de vijf
meb den Cartha
schrijft hij,
puniques”
exemplaar van dezen zelfde
thaagsche letters op

de fabrikant was een Libyer,
103, Onder dit nummer
die, volgens Delattre
prijken. , Les tessons™,

d’aspect absolument

stempels verzameld,
agschen naam Miyay
»sont de composition et
0ok verhaalt hij, dat hij een
I naam heeft
het  oor
moet dus hier eene Cargh

stempeling aannemen.
van zulk eene fabrick
ons een Rhodische pot

gevonden, met Car-
eener kyyjlk gestempeld. Men
Aagsche Pottenbakkerij met Grieksche
Wie nicttemiy toch nog aan het bestaan
mocht twijfelen; qjen 21j herinnerd, dat

i tenbakkey “ bekend s (R 1347;
vgl. voor den Grickschen naam Mgosy o a. Her, 7. 127)
en een pottenbakker Maiey, w ats mm-k'er .is .(?ic
blz. 229). S onze /

M

lens “’UUI!]J]n

104, Op dit opschrift Jee

st mep My,
eigennaam, die met Mg

begint, besta
toevinchy
an  dezen stempel
n. 34, dan wordt
niet Griekseh is.

Een Gricksche
men moct dus
Maar beziet men de
tre Bom 1894, 114
]ijk, dat ||ij
e ([EZE[‘ l’l'ﬂ

‘ i at nief;
tot conjectuur Zlne Nemen

]jij ])el;
liet  direet duide

Hij moet dus ¢
Delattre schijnt hem ook voor R

ten minste hij teekent
celui de Magon tr

afbeelding v

Romeinseh,

atse veryallen.
Omeinscly o hebbe
er bij agy.
anserit par )
108. Als lezing  vay

n gehouden;
1
»Ce nom est sans doute
RGm:liu_”

EI(‘ZIJI]
MATMA (alleen de eerste

Nilsson heeft Mazp

stempe]
de [a:t'lxin
iz, 120)
ische falirik

wordf, opgegeven

en
lettor stnan vast).

Tux gegist (1, }

3 (lijl] nas . ey
der meest voorkomende Rhod ’t nam van een
S g o an en, 11 S
gissing voor bijna zeker, Ik houd deze
124,  Iht opschrift

ord g
Azniov. Daar ons

Opgegeyer
]{}’U(“Sche
O hl:j_[iu[-7
waarschijnlijke lezing: ¢z *Ovary

als ;- Errl O—/o-

])I‘i(‘.‘éit:r

maar ééy

wiens naam met eep il 2 hekend is,
' “y"”"’aﬁg, is hier de

Qe

s blov. | aant,
134,  Delattre geeft it &z e g

enkele priester is bekend, wigng Do
iz
tenzij Mesizronros (de Hetrioroariy,.

¥
5

Mavpey, Geen
met I 4
> die op ey ste

anvangt,

mpel bij

3

o

(240 )

v 242 50, 1s twijfel-
N tsos heet voor te komen, N 242 n. 150, | :]
routsos heet ) 2 g e ot it snd sz
: le ig); daarom is de aanvulling éml Nefsisrpirov]. [Mavidps
achtig); das
5 ik juist. . )
e . Srzizz. Dit is geen naam. Waar

116. Delattre geeft op: Z7aiz: ik i g et

iinlitk lijkt mij [Aplerzize, cen fabrikant, wiens P
schijnlyk Iy f .

: Jsmfl"nl bij L 69 gevonden wordt. W

4. Zesmnag g i Pt T =
" 150. Op het handvat staat Svumpiyou volgens (,1 1 b

A j z is cend door

i . Deze fabrikant Suppayss 1s alleen b[“,ke]“ .
S T it Alexandrié (N 230 n. 141) en één uit
tén krnikstempel wit Alex: SRl & e
it (D 109 n. 239); den eersten heeft Neroutsos uitge

ene (D 109 n. 2 s .
A lie weinie, den anderen Dumont, die zoogoed 1:1_
REREE A e T woeeliik. dat alle drie
e bezit. Ik acht hebt zeer mogelijk, dat op alle

3 ey ol L : ' : .
Sy " et over het hoofd is gezien, 7Ziet men nu den
=i of é7 1sprwe OV g & .
&l of &z £ . e : By

1 bij Delattre aan, dan treft het, dat het schrift (s ;
stempe Deld ' SR -0
. ift) volkomen overeenstemt met dat van den m"i,
ol ie drie nummers voorafgaat. Maar C 147 leeft één

. v e 3]s
i T 8 b &7 dspéwe. 1k vrees, dat van onzen
1 meer, waarop staab &7 tegéwe, 1K H ‘
e oe TS ] : ' : uever
= 1 de eerste regel ontbreekt, doch door den uitg
stempel de eerste Teg SERrS 4 .
23 anig is opgegeven, cn dat ook hier gelezen mo
niet als zoodanmig 15 opg e
i lepdws| Zuppaou.
oo [EQEE i ’
worden [&7 lepswe f " Skl
1G6 OIJ"(‘“’I‘\'CII wordt: EINl—— {A—TOT. [BaTp ;E’ 5 ]
. e bt o b s T, 2 - ." s
[ier zijn slechts twee aanvullingen mogelijk: 71 [@x]/3[7]
ier zZijn
- A

2= [T Arave el 6 [Tov. ,
Of i [:\3 d], [ l BT .\__“‘\ ':'l‘(n—]",TE-.'f(")E")"U.SQG;ISU.

| gave 18: I y A | ]

]_(57. DB U}a . T N o 2 i)

seruit  volgt haast zeker deze lezing: &zt "Alp]a/ro@[dv]evs
Tieru g : K i
R ‘mus Aozrodivzs komt driemaal te Carthago voor
De eponyn 02758 - '

1 en 28; BCT 1904, 181 n. 6). 5

3 -} =y R s = it o N &5
( 11(.5- Dezen stempel, "Bzt OTTOX. [ Kzgvelsu, heeft Nilsson

165, e § i ek

blz. 120) reeds verbeterd fol &zl OculelBevs]. .
o Smi—a—ua)erevz, Dat beduids

178. Delattre geeft op: Lal—az—:ug|areus ,

1 haast zeker: &zl [Klz[2ar]zo'2reve. De priester Kesiuzsdrye
we aast ze = 4 % S 17 [ ”5 BO’.I.‘ IEH}]!
komt viermaal te Carthago voor (C 94 en 95;

486 n. 21). | . -
De stempel -7 cout|dy—| v 1s wel een stem
180. De stempel -z |
{ -
an OexioyToz. ‘
1}61 - dt ni meer uifeeceven dan
188«. Van den stempel wordt niets me ceg
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de uitgang azov, D

aar echter geen enkele Rhodische
fabrikantennaam op ay0;

eindigt behalye "Apirrazes, staat de
lezing [*Apisr]dzou hier bijna vast,

1880. Het opschrift lnidt.
vermoed [Tlzvs)aviz. Deze aany
avizs eindigh geen enkele Rhodis

1920,  Opgegeven wordt:
ning: ,,Inter T et A tres litt
slechts twee zijn geweest

—auz. Delattre heeft reeds
ulling lijkt zeker; want op
che fabrikantennaam dan deze.
— T—A, met de kantteeke-

€Tae perierunt ' Stel, dat het er
5 dan dringt 7},
naam van een zeer bekenden

Carthago komt hij voor Bep
lezing ["Ap]o[vr]x.

hier als vanzelf de
Rhodischen fabrikant op (te

1904, 484, 4, 4), en is de

| L = ‘.H'f. P, ’Nd&.’sm:, Timbreg “nphoriques Lindos, in
Laploration archéologique de Riodes 1909 (Betrais du Bul-
letin de Uacadémie Wy g,

. royale des soiencey 4y des lettres de
Danemark).
258, Kefanélws)
RO, e o

lettres irrégulitres; il est vraisemblahle .- I )
; ) Wune ligy ut

contenalt le nom propre est effacde écritur(el: rét t:;e 1q 2
; ; . rogrs ;

renversce, certainement [BxB;g]lu_;s graue,

. Yo — Dy iding j 3
lijk; minstens even waarschijnlijk lijkt het ?n%uldllntg 3 ;n(:g?f

echter, dat o
evuld Worden,

zoodat er dan
de Pottenbakker Bodu,

aakte tegenharlger “ijn “‘Zl.[(a{:‘msu; te
Miridez aldaar, C 27), df dat Kt an
lezing is, maar dan KafBznede geduid m'u
naam van den pottenbakker,
in dat geval niets ontbreekt
290. Nilsson geeft dege lezing .,
merking: ,trois ou an plus quatre‘]
est trop long, W. a restitug p

Tf‘/.::fi\.gu
die geheel onbekend is)”. Waarom p;

Ed A TR |
[Booluiov Kefanrise moet aang

dus niets mankeert (
Rhodus zou de volm

1Awo?.}.cémg
 Badeonizy de juiste
eb wor

den als eigen-
€t als volkeng

am, zoodat ook

M, .. .AOT, met

le op-
ettres ke

AD(uent ; My,
(een fabrikanten,
et g Teve),

N Meves oy ged

Qirov
laam,

acht?

(242 ) 57

1 ij i relf twee stempels gevon-
Van dezen fabrikant zijn te Lindos ze pels g
den (L 300).
389,. &m San(Qi)[2]ev.
Aaidov =7
o = K. ‘
. (g _— ot Swridines
Ik acht het waarschijulijk, dat deze stempel }mt sl
. en tweede exemplaar is van L 385,:
iots te maken heeft en een tweec
niets te m: ;
drt Swoidoy
Aziioy  &. . o
1 Ten eehcel overeenkomstige stempel (opschrift "lew)
S’ 5‘ , e e 1 < L/, 4 * s -
: R 1326. Hij wordt daar niet als onzeker, maar als Rho
bij R 13206. Hi
isch opgegeven. . 1 ey
o }3]] seheel overeenkomstige stempel (opschrift Oipey)
426. lien g e . b :
l Pergamum sevonden (P 1294). Ook daar wordt hij onder
1z te Perga g

core”’ . gerekend.
de ,onzekere” - gerek

B f¢ T blz. 533 vlg. cene lijst van de I{,]mdisc]‘\e

Nilsson ge?} ikanten, die na het voltooien van zijn arbeid
priester:s en fi,l-mh: ]m];licﬂti"'s’ welke hij over het hoofd had
hem uit Rusal;ic 1:1 werden. Daaronder noemt hij als volstrekt
g%iet_l, uo.gf]r:fn:lzantuu 0. a.: ‘Epuize, Edapyec, .Zx}‘zs; en
011bel\eudt( : - komt echter reeds voor op de drie stempels
TI&s Llrllwf:‘df-re daar geciteerde exemplaren), Edzoxoe bij
L 4ep Eﬁﬂ ! tilﬁl ‘11. 420 en bij P 1277, Zairee bij P 1017
ClG ﬂ. 13:,r".3xelllplﬂl"-’“) en bij CIG IIT blz. NVIII n. 75.’
en li}lbl(“"'“l 350 (waar nog 5 dito stempels worden geci-
Marowy by L #¢ 2

ijs vils als 'llil?llwrrevonden

) e zelfde lijst geeft Nilsson a g
teerd). In deze

fabrikant

blz. 227).

T - R
MosEwe op in plaats van Npz&izg (zie hiervddr,
o deg fel

R. A. Stevart Macalister, Amphora handles, with
Mg _':; };;;S From Tell Sandakannah, in Palestine Eeploration
G rech Stan ER é -
Fund 1901, Wz 25 elg. en 134 vlg.

De nummers 14, 15, 52, 82, 102, 107, 111, 117, 139,
L4, 162, 170, 210, 234, 240, 241, 251, 260, 272, 204,
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296 zijn reeds door Nilsson verbeterd (
151), de nummers 59, 81, 146, 2
(Bl blz. 39 en 44).

L blz. 113 vilg.; blz.
15 en 226 door Bleckmann

14. Nilsson heeft het ra
van dezen stempel te recht
wijzen met de

adselachtige opschrift "Aurdpulvec
gebracht, door op het verband te

twee stempels uit Carthago,

; waarop voleens
Delattre *Azrdwvss staat ( 1 :

C 22). Delattre hielq dezen * Az

Nilsson weerlegde hem ey
voor den Rhodischen oorsprong

echter ook zijn, dat de

1
Tawy

voor een Carthager; k N
wam op
der twee stempels. Kan het

vorm AI(TAPQL\-’OE
stempel er op wijst, dat in alle drie

niet de ongewone bijvorm ’Ayry

op onzen
de gevallen 'Anteioy,

@ als naam v
an den potten-
bakker moet worden aangenomen? De lepipe ,
‘mgen van Delattre,

hoewel veel beter, ziin al evenm:

Macalister. : venmin viekkeloos als die van
19. Het opschrift luidt A

is mogelijk dan fot *Apdurs,

21. De stempel éz Ay,

(Lys—
' - Geen andeye aanvulling

2 Mavdpey m : }
schijulijk worden aangevuld tot. éxt AR ,%F S onwadrs
s = : =i L) ﬂli‘ b
laatste 2 van "Av3piz werd dan door M ol
teld. Nilsson (L blz. 114) stelt voor

geen bekende na

Hevsgou, De
acalister ty
7 Avak
am van eep Rhodischen

cemaal ge-
s

‘oz (wat echter
ReRs epony i

ért " Avadd(pov). e
25. Opgegeven wordt: [ANOJIz

. -0'_\.(1'_\-10']' e
waarschijnlijkst is: "ASay /3y, (i

S iy, Het
80u: Opgave: Irl APH..offHfA el
"Aptg(Ted s meu ? ++ Misschien 22

40. “2\79"3”;{531-;] "ApigTe— 1\1033]1}1\ B
aanvullingen 'Apisre[i32] en -AFW.’s’[;a] 1Ju

41. Op een ronden stempel] .

alleen de

ért API}:Ti )

R 0. 1a[0T.
nlijk eep !

gelezen en moet de aanvulling 23) P P ® ‘;001' een O
= of “Yax]wSiow. iy [V‘f"Fl['f]‘rB[“-

58. Macalister geeft uit: iz} A[pT?]”.
zekers is hier niet van te make

ZpwSiow. Hier is hoogst waarsely

e 1 MOTY. [Agsiey. lets
. Beziet mey, evenwel de af-

-»

(244 ) =

welukkig bij dit opschrift 1s gevoegd, dan blijkt,
5

beelding, die iy
2 ffyo: zndov staat.
dat er &= 'Apxivov.| Dzicw staal

64. ACI IAA. Awn[s]Sds. Ook in deze duisternis
Wi (TOs A v sl

I
ontsteekt het bijge .
die als fabrieksmerk 1
prijkt. Want dat 1s

elk »ottenbakker : iy )
1‘;‘ dlLc ]Tee-lrf te kiezen (zie bij L 13). Inderdaad DUt Sagsoiia
ceken pleegt

ft te staam.

voeade facsimile licht, vooral de bloem,
o

n het midden van den ronden stempel
de eigenaardige, veelbladerige .hltoem,
‘Agyrinec zich als onderscheidings-
4 /] e

op het opschri
67. AdOx, heet het, i s
ol 4 head of Helios”. Men vergelijke

staat op den stempel, ,lettering

scratched, surrounding

N

allercerst den stempel N i
(oestempeld T0 ! | oz

en “'Qtpmpels uit Phanes nabij Rhodus (R 1276),

v AQuoe las (in medio orbe caput radia-

990G m. 7, waar als lezing “ASwog

- " 3 AL Y
ndom een "Hawog cxrivsf3cnoc),
wordt opgegey

vervolgens de twee
waarop Miss ]:[utton”
tum, voegt zij er bij).
Zijn verbeterd (L blz.

inativ

iik voor een nommnai ; i ) -

deh]LL\ODr lor, dat *ASws een eigennaam is, die ook afge
bedenke verder,

fabrikant te Rhodus voorkomt (IG XTI 1.
i hoe de mysteriense APOZ in werkelijk-

en die reeds door Nilsson in "ASwase
03 slechts houdt hij *AJwos verkeer-
03 :

us in plaats van voor ecn genetivus),

zien van
5-’1-S|), en weet dan,

heeft.

heid geheeten ]. Deze aanvulling is onzeker. Vaker dan de

gd.  Awzrlis

fabrickseigenaal Alonhiis

94, EN AA A Leands
M

komt de eigenares Aiczlez VOOL.

Deze rvonde stempel met roos

ot bijna zeker anmgevuld worden tot den
moe 2

- 4 o1l 5 " .
in het midder el zieh onderscheidenden fabrikant
ste

door dergelijke

'F.;r.}.zv[fzw]- S
2 CEx) OupeiTeaios: :
118 "Bl O De bi-i{rc\-'o(‘,g{le afbeelding toont echter,

* flb=l

\Kazgvelow. Aan dezen stempel schijng

niets te mankeeren.

(l"!f, (l - Il el ilS

e 0 ]'[ .,i. Q i & . ! J ;

i O. 18 1 raars } ]< n]].]l\ (h': naam :\,bi-j,. oAlg min
dc]l 11]1-.,"(’.& el S, wiell Waarse 1 ] 1il —f—

1 was ( ; _
oz komt ovenwel onder de Rhodische priesters
g = i

chrift niet voorkomt en eene toegift van

I T A Y J—." . .
811 ]{l]'l G)P.’IC‘UI‘;.'G?»:'._T. J'Jii]] ‘\r’ﬂf'-a’d; 700o ,(1
a b, ‘1:
der gEII'I(,(.Ilf‘--

als een @up7im?
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van Helios voor. Voor een tweeden stempel van dezen "Aggi-
wonz, in hetzelfde Tell Sandahannah gevonden, zie men PER
1902. 395 (waar omjuist émi *Agsimeves. Kapvelow wordt uit-
gegeven, maar natuurlijk ¢zt "Azsimdus: bedoeld wordt).
136. Als opschrift op een ronden stempel
flaked”, wordt opgegeven [Klrermopsycy

s piractured and
- Aangezien een pries-
ter Kaermdpaye; zeer wel bekend, een fabrikant van dien naam
geheel onbekend 1s, stond er op het gebroken en onleesbare
stuk van dezen stempel waarschijnlijk meer dan cen enkele K
en moet er aangevuld worden [é} Kl2emopdoroy.
167. De fabrikant [MO?] KAETS vap dezen stempel zal
<. Te meer wordt dit
waarschijnlijk, daar als fabrieksmerk eey sanchor ¥’ beneden
pez2zz daar inderdaad

sseling met cen anker

wel moeten gelezen worden als “Iepoy;,

het opschrift wordt opgegeven, terwijl “I¢
dikwijls door een herautenstaf (de vepy;
lict voor de hand) wordt begeleid.
203. Macalister geeft op =0.../BoT; 45 fabrieksmerk
,buuch of grapes”. De afbeelding van het opschrift vertoont
viij duidelijk de letters SQPOT; maar ge drie uiteewischte
g

letters worden daar verwaarloosd. Bedenk
. sd, UKL men ny, (
: , dat een
: an den fabrikant ZdTaipoe,
hier dien naam te herstellen
232, Priesters of fabrikanten te Rhodus ;
bt

druiventros het attribnuf is o.a. v
dan zal men niet aarzelen,

- T - wier naam op
wyivzz eindigt, zijn er slechts twee: - I

de vrij ge]
AgirTaviszne en de priester ®iay(da.

.. NAQNIAA. ["Aypiaviov hoogst w

; dzame priester
Dus moet ge stempel
Ag ’ . aarschijnlijk gelezen wor-
den émt ®iwvisz. De priester Pircvidas wordt nop ee
Tell Sandahannah aangetroffen (M 224). o
246. De opgave luidt: —ETAKOTY. Aziiey

; 7 lees [¢7
"Api]\z|7dzou. Voor een anderen stempel uijt [

r

Tell Sandahan-
»Oval, witlh rose,
outwards” | gie

nall van den priester "Apizraxcs, eveneeng
inscription surrounding the rose, reading
o
M 38.
249, Macalisters lezing E.TAP [M?] o .
2 foga] i
Lt}

hopeloos. Tk zou mij echter zeer vergissen
! ;]

als hier niet

" ém "ApyPiov moes
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t worden gelezen. Ook te Leiden is cen

y i caar men op het cerste gezicht
stempel van dezen priester, waar I g

"Appafiiov van maakt. Y ,

963. Onder n. 203 verbeterde ik =Q...[BOT tot Twrai
soy. Hier wordt opgegeven LSQOAIBOT, beginning of the
; p. Mij dunkt, ook hier moet Zwraifgov worden

seal broken ol - :
; vang ontbreekt, is de druiven-

gelezen; wat dan aan den aan
tros, het fabrieksmerk.
964, Het opschrift Tuidt v ‘ .
D )L mpel is 11-0“[1. eene roos vormt het middelpunt. Begint
e ste H

7 et ¢
men nu te lezen m ) i
: ! L cwijls rondom
i ‘ ‘=‘f']:<':'.!5csu, wiens naam «aiKwij
zelf den fabrikant Al7e§ ;
ecne roos is gestempeld.

. ziin stempels
B, éfﬂldq). Kijkt men met die wetenschap

opschrift [ — e |[——] vapare
at er nangcvuld moet worden.

olgens Macalister — aydpsuz —.

le laatste 2, dan vindt men als van

bekend met het opschrift &7 lgpéwe
Mloswzpdroy (0.8 L
et hier opgegeven
aan, dan weet men,

970. Macalister
K is over het hoofd

w
seeft — AANIOT. Ik vermoed, dat er

segien en dat gelezen moet worden
een His

["Ea]aavi(z)o.
9271. De opgave
juiste lezing Elpyvioz.
974. Schuilt in [1

is [AP?] HNIA [—]; natuarlijk is de

2] A TON [—] misschien "Tézeyss ?

A
Fwvos kan, daar de fabrikant
Pl K "‘l ] L. e TVic 3
979, Het raadse
7 vers
er zeldzame Ve ‘ ’
1 ' met " Aplrraves tot slot. Maar is het Agirracs
13 3 dan : ! g J
= “o’rdu'l > Want zoowel de fabrikant *Apleray als de
of &7} *Aplorwvest M o
I i s bekend.
oelijknamige priester Z1Jt te Rhodu : 5
> 408, % even wordt E"\"’]"“‘TH-/E"W#-’»qﬁsr’-‘(ssu). Hieruit
: rege : ‘
] 602\-1'](1}5(5; pl. 113) Swnodrs | Ocopeogicv. Ten bezvwaar
eest Nilsson (14 Bi- 2

lling 18 evenwel, dab de fabrikant Zwxpdrys,
tegen deze aanvulllils =
o

die niet minder dan

chijning is, niet anders opge-
Xzpitwy eene %

112 maal voorkomt, nooit den naam

1 nan 7ijn eigen naam toevoegt. Die slaat altijd
eener maan t]; i gestempeld. Men heeft dus met [é7}
e Kr 2

y 1y et sfides om het ware te treffen. Toch is

E[wlzpéw{a}[ug] meer kans,
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{.{Lze _..{.r - - -
J = Dl]]:, S3C 1 4 ] Wi t l"l{ii(}‘.t'l]. l l
WIIZ1€1ine  miss IIIB we Vi [ i ,' JOVEenNc i(.‘I ]S.

5‘\“7‘-»—_ wo PE e zaa V {I'l\l) | ‘lester 1. t
i ..v-fn = n zee i
i= T .eltlda. m oor me 1(}.3 hl lebt(,l ]) t 1
er 7 1t rl.ls €

bezwaar wc o 2
zwaar wordt ondervangen, door 7 lussie
&m ZaizgzTevs te lezen s
T b

de IJI‘i(:S{'Bl‘ 1[77'?“.‘5 i
eritoeTye fen minste 1s ve
7 ' s . 5 veel meer IJlEI{CIId.
) 9} -ICC:I\ll"lil]]II &tE]t voor (Bl bI/ Il) he geogven
Avyygize 1N ;\;%7:"3'9: te ver e e ,—ve a
S I | ‘|, \_emmlcren. Te 0]]1‘(3(:]”6' A (3.0
: bL \[’II(IL' [':11)1'1!{{111!. I{L 13), {J{Jk uit T*H p
Ze“ (}[ (H')l e Sandahmmah
317. De stempel — [ A ) —
l ~| }‘ ey [ITEOAQP— moef, Iml;um'I"k
gelezen [.‘:'7'.{-[ Hvu:‘déa\:ép[su]. 2 i
318. =zt EUOwP0L [ 3t
o} _ csudwpou. Alaniu] laat gee
. e L@}g‘ 3.{.:5:}‘ geen ﬂllllﬂl‘e :I(lll\’ll“ill:?’
323. 5'} APIZTOIK i i ; T T
Ewi 4 2 _\Pl—_‘:\lﬂ() A '. )
] OT. "Agrapurizu, P ste
: lII]l,‘lS

vindt n ’ T uits '
ien  zonder uitzondering den Rhodisel
schen  genetivug

*AptrToxpdTeve. Daar
o e Ll Daavom  dankt het 1nij waarsehijnliik
Agtrropldoglev aan te \ ; Hseiigniijker, hier
[#x]ev aan te vullen, te meer daar dege J S
s *ZC priester ook

eeds voorkomt op twee andere handvatten. te Tel] &
nah gevonden (M 303 en 309) 1, te Tell Sandahan-
32 '

. 5. Gelezen wordt: MOAB [PIN 2] Ox
gis, dat de bedoeline is: \I’}\':»-.;“ L

. i_'@)s'r,u,sqaspx’:u. Ik
stempel Monrésise . | Ocowe : 5 D Qubliait v i
. I Z M:‘{(;up,,;,-“:;xcu vindt men bij P | \'a” b
eigennaam is Lyciseh van oorsprong en Mg "ot
e m Y r £ Moregiz (ye
schrift CIG 1IL 4380 K Add.;,), niet Msyé # (Vgl. het op-
| ! Mesézioz, nooals N
(L blz. 87) en Bleckmann (Bl blz. 40) hi et
. 40) meenen,

PEF 1902, blz. 121,

5. Den stempel ézl AINHTO[T] | Maysyof ]
| 4} -’4;_1_:)

tob éat Alvyropos. verbetere men

6. imi Karn 1 lug € aanvy >
EW LALILDE , , CE[US, B A 1
g oel zin {ap

de vele (49)

= ‘ ‘ ee 1

vertoonen, pleit de hooge waarschiinlii 0 genetivys

ge waarschijnlijkheiq v,
or

rmparidevs of Kadramgdzevs. Daar ey
- g d renwel

ste " : I e
II]}_JQIS van I\/;/J.IZF?&TH‘JZ: I'Ftrp]ma{.i(

- o J &
op &
]{ﬁ}_}_gz-

!
paTEVg
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PEP 1904, blz. 213.

| " AgopaeysToy . [avzmoy deuTé

Den hier vermelden stempe

pou leze men als Y Ay epay s TS -

Perguainon heraunsgegeben  von

P = JDie [uschriften rot
and Carl Sehuchhardt, 11 .

T ust Fabrieius

Maw Frinke,
766—1323.

gelij Kkluidende stempels. Jammer

twee
tters QNI onduidelijk

802. ’Ayyzwvioy;
heide exempla
ik let voor
*Ayygizmis OP de h
oh zelf denkbare, maar nog nergens

ren de le
mogelijk, dat er toch by
andvatten zal blijken

slechts, dat op
zijn,  Daarom houd

nauwlettend toezien
niet de op %1

te staan en
- b ‘J_. -
voor den dag gekomen eigennaam Ay owios.
— . ondb opaegeven SR Rl Daar de
gL, Hier wordt opges ' Ayri| Aoy ]

: by RS i Jomt met den naa aner
fabrikant TAyTiEXE nooit voorkom THHLI » SEIl T

denzelfden stempel, uit Sicilié cen stempel be-

el
!

maand op
: Y AYTILE GV

(twee firmanten),

]

(S 82) met het opsehtift y 5000
dat hier van dezelfde firma sprake
AfgdoTey
{ worden s
AYTHLZ SOV

kend 1is

is het niet ml\-.'am-schlylluk,

is en dat er gelezen moe

Haytusw. De stempel is ,,rund mib

".\F;,—,—zw’;u.
nicht vm‘gekommen”. Ik ver-

ist Dbisher
]|i('t me
Jdoen hebben, maar met cene on-

8§74, éml
Blume; der

moed  sterk,

Name
dat wij hier
n:nm-.n:-‘ch;ll; te .
juiste lezing VAN 1 ";'\FI-'ITJ:ZSU.'J)H \
pelt vaak rondom ecne bloem. Vgl T blz. JI7
956. i) ) Aoy A1) Mavd(pev). Reeds i de GDI
235#2"&1)
£ worden gelezen. Bij de vijf stempels,
aan van den priester "Apxidzz

t cene verrijking van onzen

Griekschen : 2 Aol
priester “ApizTazoz stem-

3
3
EW

gaf ik als miyjne meening, dat

(onder mn. A245.

- \ Lhog
hier émt Apxio#

Lo ik ten bewijze van he
aanhaalde, 18 sedert 1108 L

moe
t best
133 gekomen.
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1011, Bleckmann (Bl blz. 40) verbeterde reeds de onjuiste
lezing Awpidioz van dezen en den volgenden stempel (n. 1012)
in Awpiwves. s

1083—86. De drie stempels Keanlfwvz of Kezziou, zooals

Schuchhardt ze duidt, hebben niets met een (nict bestaanden)

worden
Kzanobs en Karacd[z]. Zij zijn genetivi van Kzszud, eene
niet onbekende eigenares cener pottenbakkerij te Rhodus (L
269,—,; C 97; M 132; N 228 n. 96). Vgl. Bl bla. 40.
1150. Hier geeft Schuchhardt op:
Stern émi E[evs] of ért Efevs].
[veue] Pz [vrov]
van ZevsQayrse voorkomt (BA!M 105 n. 4384), maar nooit
van ZevoQzyyz, wijst aan, dat laatstgenoemde aanvulling de
juiste 1s, 4

fabrikant Kaazize te maken, maar wmoeten eelezen

De ster, die als attribnut
bt

1234, ——=ov. Blume. Aldus de opgaaf bij Schuchhardt,
Hij gist [Alsd]mov of [(Oadxlmeu. Daar Alrwmoc echter df
geen attribunt heeft Of eene staande vrouwenfiguur, YOjypros
daarentegen voorkomt met rechts van den stempel eene roog
als attribuut (zie L 343,; C 125), lijkt mij de toewijzing
aan "Orupmss zeker.

1263. Dezen Thasischen stempel heeft Schuchhardt minder
gelukkig aangevuld. Hij leest ®zziwy. | Nuu®— en vult aan
Noud[e] of Nupd[i]. Op een anderen Thasischen stempel
(R 1421) komt echter de naam van den pottenbakker Nopdos
VOOr.

1273. De letters van dit opschrift zijn half Sitesnisie
[K[/Plev?]. Mij komt het voor, dat er staat Aypyrobou
KudorSive(u). "Avdpiwy. Ken bezwaar tegen deze Iczing iql s
o s, di

de ossenkop, waaromheen het opschrift loopt, op Chidus it
= Sy

en dat nog in het geheel geen stempels ui Andros beke

Schuchhardt onteijfert (de stempel is rond) Aypyroley —

_ , nd
zijn. De twee firmanten Aypgreioz en KudesS vy, duiken ook
elders op; hunne woonplaats wordt dan echtep niet aane
- . L ] % :-
geven. Te Lindos is een stempel gevonden,  de Provenan
: ’ clance
3 g T o : s A, y -
incertaine”, met het opschrift: Aypyraly gz KudorGé[vsus |
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(I, 858). Hiermede lijkt mij de stempel gelijksoortig, dien
i . geeft als 1(v[5553]§v[5u;]. Aypyrpioy Kv?, maar

2 PO ok Aypyroloy 7oy KudooSévou

: -orden :
i al eten gelezen WOIC :
?Il)e \f§15 Z:l Ii;1;(}) 'J:“jen derde vermeldt Boeckh CIG III blz.

5 aard, waarop volgens
XV n. 108 een stempel, te Athene bewaard, p volg

Kumanudis te lezen stnat.. s
i roissing VOOT %
hier is wellicht &z vergissing: ¥O

v wo KudorJéveve.

r) KudorFévevs. Aypympiov. 0ok
en de ware lezing

ﬁ%;’ﬁ;f;;;fﬁ Van dezen stempel (er staab 'r]iplw_c{cu op) Sc}l‘rijr('.
Scl H‘hll- dtt Unbestimmter Herkunft. Nach l.'urm und {]mn
‘“U.L o .-”N- me ist bisher auf Henkeln nicht vorgekom-
el i hadde hem de Rhodische fabrikant "Eppaioe
m_en.” Bl tm;n]-{“]og.-’) bekend kunnen zijn; sedert zijn er
s de].l Stc;:lll}::,el; m:zt. zijn naam bijgekomen (zie L 196
llUg vier sleé » o

en 142,).

i szen stempel is TATwyoxasiove
3 : lhrift déze
1280. Het opsc

van
A attribuut. Sehuchhardt aarzelt, of
i

eene amphora funge

hij hem aan Cnidus of
und Thon knidiseh oder
naar Thasos te wijzen;

taal het opschrift *AGavon)

. Erw - deze stempe

p 282, Ook ¢ S e e =

" elll : ssehrift EzaTaY zijn haast zeker Thasisch,
buut en het ops

niet Cnidisch.

-tl?,m}]“] 1 ; : g ; i '
1285). ;)‘: T\Tils‘*m‘ te recht als Tlapa Boisuou heeft geduid
n. 129), dat 5

1 \
aan Thasos zal toewizen (,,nach Form
el

thasiseh”). De amphora schijnt reeds
AL

ik daarenboven hadde in Cnidische
maar

£z moeten luiden.
ls met amphora als attri-

net het opschrift MazpaBoizzev (N 229

H r : ., .
g den weg, om hier —apx-{vizzov op de

(I blz. 57), ‘»vi.]SLt:nmnen. e e
JSm[Stell“ 1.]5]‘1 %::II maar ecn stempel, geheel gelijk aan L 145,:
chuchhardt wil, Ma
e Bloizzov.

1291. Dit slecht 1065}’” .
t. dunkt mip gele -
< ¢ middenin plaatst en voor een K

Dan volgt vanzelf de lezing:

are opschrifi, rondom eene roos ge-
; :

zen worden te beginnen met

slempeld, moe
: Jhhard

den letter, dien Schuchh

.. echter een E.
uitgeeft. Het 18 echter € % 5
W o ot en 13
| )ali A aedoT

Rhodische roos.

tempel Rhodisch, rondom eene
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1296. Duister is de v
s s van voren gebroker
' g 1 stempel
POT. Schuchhardts bisher nicht voreek L
is nabuurlijk slecl S
3 jk slechts een noodschot. 1k houd het 5
1 ‘ Tedasane S5 ;
mogelijk, dat Alsacieou moet worden gelezen. Zie v e
.\’0(}1'}){?1‘111 van dezen naam (op Rhodus) bij BAl 0?1 0
B 33; 327 B 68; 325 B 86, b i
129¢ Veve
.]...:}.1. Deze stempel (er staat “Hywsziov op) verschil
Sy fcLy [ . L 3 iy !
uiterlijk noch in den vorm der letters ook maar in lbtll t' 5
? ; ) : ; ‘ 1e :
van d(f” st.empd R 1309. Hiller von Giirtringen he l'tmn’lsr
voor Rhodisch verklaard; te reeht, naar het tJ,nij \”‘ L‘h(m
oy . . : roork
M.:fr dan  behoort ook deze niet langer onder d o
unsicherer Herknnft”. : s
.1316. Dat deze stempel (Sevipercs. Adzise) Rhodisch i
niet ,onzeker”, toonde ik reeds aan GDI -1-"&]-“; 571I S
1318, Dit handvaf, met het opschrift “"*y’g’ [ J]‘ t
—BT2UL| oL gestem-

2

peld, schijnt Rhodiseh, niet ,onzeker

) = _ te zijn. Want de fabri
kant Scrarges is te Rhodus niet onbekend (I 394 .If f-llln:l'
263; AM 21. 58 n. 41). e M0,

ENDE AANDUIDINGEN VAN
N TIJDSCHRIFTEN.
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B 4" = Bulletin de
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gique
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Gréco—Romain (l’;\lcmndrie, 1.89.3..
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B = A Dumont,
1872 (= Archives des

T, VI).

[nscriptions céramiques de Grece, Paris

missions scientifiques, 2e Série,
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Philologie, Neue Folge, Supplementband XVII (18y0).
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296 —245 en 441—462.

P = Die Inschriften von Pergamon, herausgegeben von Max
Frinkel, Brost Fabricius und Carl Schuchhardt, 11 n. 766—
1323.

P B F = Palestine Exploration Fund, Quarterly Statement,
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H. Von Gelder, "Over Rhodisehe Kruikstemmdle &n hun Belang voor onze
Xennis ven den Rhodischen Handel," in " Verslagen en
Mededeelineen der Koninklijlkke Akademie van Wetens-
chappen," V,1, 1915pp. 186 - 222.

Tnglish version mede by & native of Hollénd, somewhat clarified
and smoothed by V.G. Copied by two different typists, the change begin-
ning wilh page 14

Page numbers of the Dutch text appecr in the trinslation, placed
acco®ding to the beginning of each new p=ge of the Dutch. These are
get off at the beginning of the typed lines in the trénslation. The
typists have broken the text where these occur: the reader is to dig-
rvegard the gop thus coused.

Where footnote references were not cler as such in the typed
copy, the numbers have been cirgled. The notes themselves have not
been tronslated or copied axcegiﬁor notes 11 and 12, for which see
the end of this manuscripte

The manuscrint &s 2 whdle is intended to be used with the Dutch
text, to which reference must be made for most footnotes, foi the
explenation ofpbbreviations, etc. However, a r=ther cereful check

(from text to copy of translation)h2s been made wxik of figures and
references appe’ring in the text. Most of the Greek nemes in the
text hove been turned into English to cut down individual copying
into the carbons.

A few inserts in square brackets toward the end are comments by
VC Go

The translator's comment on the author's style: "Old fashioned
Dutch, distinguished and polite.!

Institute for Advanced Study June 22, 19u8




H. Ven Gelder, "On Rhodlan Jar Stamps and their Importance
for our Knowledge of Rhodian Commerce,"

D. 186) The history of commerce in antiquity is still in
gtatu nescendi, It has not the documents to hand which ave
go useful for the study of commerce in later times., It hag
also very little support from the anelent historians, In
this field they almost ebandon us, Thus i1t must be built
up from the most unexpected sources, The study of the hig
of commerce of the igland of Rhodes, which was once not
unimportant in this respect, depends on discarded jars,

Tory

I will here speak mainly about the duration, the flowering of
this commerce, and about the direetion which 1%t took, For thig
investigation, the written texts of the Greeks and Romang give .
us preectically nothing, Certainly, everyone who has hearg any-
thing of Rhodes knows that it was a commercliel republic; apg
Af he searches he wlll easlly find fifty passages in the workg
of the most various anclent classlcal writers, even a hundreq
where this 1s stated, But hardly one goes eny further, ang
gives any positive answer to the questions as to which were

the centuries covered by thls commerce, and when

Do 187) was its most flomrisghing period, and with which
countries it was carried on., In modern higtorlecal works,

where the answer to these questions should certainly have been
given, it has %tacitly been taken for grented that political
power and the flourlshing of commerce went hand in hend; that
in the Hellenistic period, the 3rd and 2nd centuries B,(C,,

when Rhodes was at her most powerful, her commerce also must
have flourished most, The question whether the flourishing of
the commerce continued when political decay set in has been
treated with reserve, It 1s thought that trade with Egypt

must have been good, because Rhodes was so very friendly with
the Ptolemysj and there is general reference to trade of
Rhodes all about the Mediterranean, Although in these sup-
poegltions we have come very near to the truth, which waes to

be expected, it might have been otherwise, Often, for example -
and one does not need to look far for this = the greatest
flourishing of the trade of a state comes at a time when
politlecal decay hes already set in, Anyway, scientific
certainty is a different thing from suppositlions And the

gtudy of the stamps of the handles of discarded Rhedlan wine
Jars glves us here this certainty,

First, more particularly about these Greek stamped jars, 1In
all the Medlterranean coastlands, especlally of ecourse where
there were blg clties, great numbers of sherds are found of
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ef large earthenware Jars, All kinds of things were kept in
these, flulds end non-fluids {literally fluids and things that
were pub 1n3. Thege sherds vary in color, the clay is finer
or coarger, it 1s more or less well worked, in short they
clearly point out thé#r different places of origin., But which
are thege places? The supposition is not lmpossible that some
of the fragments come from the places in which they are found,
A Greek or even a non-Greek

D,188) town without any fabrication of pottery seems to me
hardly possible., A very considersble part of the heaps found
is, however, surely imported, This is proved by the stampe,
Jars marked by these stemps are thus elevated to becoming
sources of history; the unmarked are nothing to us but
curiosities, The stamped were made at Rhodes, Knidos, and
Thegog, probably in lots of other Greek towns, but of the

other Greek towns we know mostly not even the names; because
thelr production was extremely small, One or very few
gpecimens found keep alive for us the memory of the pottery
menufactures of Paros, Naxos, Colophon, Smyrna, and many still
entirely unknown pleces of origin, However, more than 97% of
the present total quantity come from the three towns mentloneq,
of these, Rhodes has the lion's share, nearly 73% of the total,
As to the number of handles gradually unearthed and found, that
1s much blgger than outeglders mey think; counting for Rhodes T
have already come to a total of 9860, Besides 1t must not be
forgotten that many stamps of this kind BEXXX are still
entirely unpublished (that i1s explicitly mentioned of quﬁvf a
lot found on Delos, on Amorgos and at Gezer in Palestine':/),
that others have probably escaped my notice with the extreme:
spread of the publications, and thet moreover I could not
possibly get some Russian and other publications, which I foung
mentioned, Besides these 9860 Rhodian, there are also about
2100 Knidian and 1650 Thaslan jar etamps, The Knidien and the
Thesian handles have a somewhat different color tone from the
Rhodlan, a different kind of clay, a different way of stamping,
80 that the expert has no difficulty in distingishing the
three kinds when dealing with complete examples; also with the
mejority of incomplete _
Do 189) examples he succeeds mostly with enough certainty(2)

From what has been saild a few conclusions can be made which
have already been deduced long ago., First, that the export-
trade of Rhodes was much bigger than that of Knidos or Thasos
a fact that already s priori had been established, But also
in the second place, fgaf, Just as in the middle ages and to
some extent also in more recent times, certaln towns were the
headquarters of certain industries, In anclent Greece, cheap
simple amphoras for the export-trade properly spesking were
made only in three places; a monopolizing of the production,
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which as a matter of faect is sufficlently confirmed for other
Greek industries, for the fabriecation of clay vases, of bronze
pottery, of woven materials, etc, These amphoras were used in
the first place for the export of wine, Rhodes and Thasos

were rich in wine; on page U27 of my Geschichte der alte Rhodier
I have collected the references which prove that for Rhodes,
There it is evident, that, of the products of that island,
nothing is mentioned nearly as often as wine, grap?s and raiging,
They were also used for oll, for salt, for frults,(3) for
galted fish, also products of which Rhodes had a surplus; they
certalnly were also exported to foreign countries, because there
was a demand for jars, The stamps impressed on the handles do.
not have anything to do with tax-collecting or with export con-
trol of the state, as was I

p. 190) generally suspected for rather a long time,(H) There
were long and somewhat tiresome dilscussions, before the purpoge
of the stamping was cleared up; iﬁq?ppears to me that Nilsson'g
conclusions will not be shakedt:*Oh)every Greek jer, wvhatever
1%s orlgin, are gtamped the namé of a manufacturer and a date,
At Rhodes the dating tells you even the month. This stamping
on the handles is an .extension, probably a sequel, to the
stamping on tiles, The stock on hand, and the tlles already
set in place too, were stamped to protect them against thert
and against being diverted in any other way from thelr proper
purposeé, On the tiles - 1t can be proved - was stamped the
neme of the building for which they were destlned, also the
neme of the manufacturer who supplied them. For jars, the
first item was excluded, the name of the manufacturer however
was here valuable too, On both the exact date was stamped,

the year in which they were baked. On Rhodlan jars, the mont :
even, was mentloned, For mostly the owner of the factory lert
the executlon of his affalrs to his foreman or manager, The
stamping with the month sh?w d him an easy way to control the
production of every month, 5? Through this meaens he had also g
gurer way of preventing the theft of newly made Jars because it
was hls custom to setl the older ones first; for the stamp of
the month merked them as still unsgold, as stock. From fear of
theft, the stamplng with the name of the manufacturer soon be-

came a means for advertising, For jars, this soon certainly
became the primery purpose,

pe 191) So on each Rhodian jar three things are mentioned:

1 . The neme of the manufacturer, or of the firm, which ran
the pottery; 2 . to fix the year, the name of the eponymous
priest of Helios at Rhodos; 3 , the neme of a month, These
three 1ndisg§ions are arbltrarily spread over the two handles
of the Jar o The name of the priest of Hellos ig always
found with the preposition 7, go for exemple “nl Ay .-,
at the time that Agemachos was eponymos; the names of the
manufacturers and of the month are either in the genitive or
in the nominative, The stamps are rectangular or round,
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Before I begin to dlscuss how these stamps can tell us much
about the direction and duratlion of Rhodian trade, a little
digression about queer difficulties, which the reading ang
studying of thelr inscriptions entall, Many of these stampeq
hendles are broken, less than half of the names of priesgts and
manufacturers ccmé to us complete, The happy finders who edit
them have to guess and fill in the missing parts by conjecture,
If they were all well-informed in these studles, if they kney
all the nameg of the prlests and manufecturers found up to
their time, then they would at least have a basls to builg
further on, But mostly the case is as follows. Ten or even
fifty Rhodlan Jar stampe are found, The finder knows almogt
nothlng of the thousands of similar ingeriptions already editeq
far and wide: the literature about the subjeet 1s indeeqd very
difficult to gather completely, even for anybody, His
speclmens are damaged; so he restores as well as possible;
however, he mekes up something, Often the edltion algo ig more
or less intentionally careless; he is compelled to edit thege
things, because they have an antique origin, ien't he? but he
does not understand that they

ps 192) can be of any real use, and concentrates all his
edltorizl care on more important inscriptions, which he hag
succeeded in finding, It 1s true that in the most recent
decades there hags been more careful work, since it has been
reallzed how useful these stamped names are for history., But
good editors excepted, many have delivered sad work, Indeegd

1t 1s forgiveble, Most of the inseriptions on the jJars are

not only broken or incomplete, but they are also often difficult
to read. The menufacturers, who of course wented to avoid ex-
pense, very often used dim and faint marks, with queer and wp
wron%ly drewn letters, The stamp-carvers too were partly
dabblers, who by mistake carved the wrong letters, who through
ignorance made blunders ageinst Greek spelling, who skipped partg
of the names, carved other parts double, etc. 50 only if one
has looked through all the materisl and has read all the 10000
gtamps and has studled them, can one devote himself with succesg
to correcting the readings whlch sometimes are so foolish ang
corrupt, and on the other hand make progress in this fleld, T
mentlon here to their credit the names of Becker, Stephany,
Kalbel, Schuchhardt, of Hiller von GArtringen, Bleckmann and
Breccla, and above all of Nilsson, who in the last fifty years
have acquired merit in this respeet, Tens of corrections have
already been made by them and others; but there still remain

tens to meke, I myself, who of courge, at the time that I
published the Rhodian Dilalect=ingseriptions in the colleetion of
Collitz, made a contribution in this directlon, found in the
course of a renewed study of this subject for the gake of thig
lecture, once more a chanee to suggest more than a hundred other
readings, They will be published in an appendlx,

often,

(V)
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At first now the direction of Rhedian commerce will be taken
up; then follows a discussion of its flourishing period,

p. 193) It is very easy to fix the direetion., As I said,
gtamped jars with Rhodian, Knidian or Thaslian origin are
practiecally the only ones found, If for a region or town a
caloulation as exaet as possible 1s made as to how meny jar
ingeriptions are found there, and what percent of the total
derive& from each of these three places of origin,then you
know the size of the Rhodian trade. To this method there ig
this objection, that Rhodes is compared with only two towns
and not with other centers of commerce, We also learn nothin
but the size of the trade in jars, But I conslder it very
likely thaet the jars in question were a very lmportant export,
if not the most important, for these three towns; it scems to
me not less possible that the direction which the trade in jarg
took, was the same for other articles,

I will begin with en investigetion of Siclly. Jarstamps from
here were studled end published as early as 1558 (by Fazelli),
moreover thig is the country that already in the seventh
century traded with FRhodes; for Jjust there, so far from home,
Rhodes bullt its biggest colonies, Gela and indirectly
Agrigentum, Keibel published the Jarstamps of Slclly together
with those of Italy (IG XIV 2393). He gives under 610 numberg
885 stamps, smong them 602 Sicilian, What origin do theseliaves
"Prae titulorum rhodiorum multitudine cnldil paril thesii
paucissiml vix apparent", So writes Kaibel Justly in his pre-
face, To be very precise, of the 602 Jjar inscriptions collecteg
in Sleily, 4 are Knidien { § 170, 212, 239 and 253 ), none
Thaslen, none Parian and 30 or 40 ere uncertain. The rest are
certelnly Rhodian, With this result one mey say with a clear
congelence that the import of Rhodian smphorese got practically
no competitlion from Knidos and Thasos,.

De 194) 1In Italy it is the same, Kaibel publishes 283 stamps,
nearly all from Terentum, Br#ndlisium end Rhegium, He has
forgotten 23 from Praeneste, which Henzen published in the

BI 1865, pp. 72 £f, Of the 306 handles, three are Knidian

( 879, 120 and 339 ), about twenty uncertain, and the rest
all Rhodian.

The preponderance of Rhodes comes to light more overwvhelmingly
in Carthage, Of the 331 stamps (to be found in C and BCT 1902,
1904 end 1907) about twenty are uncertsin; the rest are Rhodien,

We have slmost no stamps from southern France, Spain, Moroeco,

Algeria, no more from Cyrene, a town populated partly with
Rhodian colonigts,

8o the regult about the west of the Mediterranean is that
Thasian amphora trade did not exist there, that the Knidlan
wag extremely little, the Rhodian supreme,
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Egypt, Syris, end Cypros form again a unit, Although the
trade from Rhodes is very preponderant here, it is not ag
dominating as in the west, From Alexandris (the rest of
Egypt has supplied almost nothing up to the present) we know
U79 gtemps gethered by Stoddaert from 1842-ULl (Transactions
Royal Soclety of Literature, Second Series III, 1=127:

IV, 1-67), 970 which Neroutsos published in 1875 (N226 f£g.),
82 published in the same year by Miller (Ra 1875, 378 T s
634 from several works of Bottl, and about 200 more from
scattered publications (A. pp. 74-85; Bull. de 1'Institut
Egyptien 1871, 125-129; 187k, 16-23; etc.). Bottl certainly,
Miller probebly, Neroutsos perheps, ineclude stamps which hag
already been publighed earlier. So it is impossible to come
here to a definite totel number; presumably there are in total
about 2100 specimens, Of that, & 30 are Thasian, about 350
Knidlan, 100 uncertain end about 1620 Rhodien, that is, &0g,

The Syrlen, or more precisely, the Palestinian stemps,

p. 195) publisched by Macalister and others (in PEF 1900-190Y.;
Clermont-Ganneau, Archaeol, Researches in Palestine II, 1L4g
are 358 in number, the Cypriang 264 (in BI 1870, 202 o g 8

Ra 1873, 317 ff,); Hell pp, 389-397; The Cesnola Collection of
Cypriote Antiquities, Descriptive Atlas III Suppl. Greek
Inscriptlons n, 72-104; Myres and Ohnefalech-Richter, A
catalogue of the Cyprus Museum, Oxford 1899, 95 ff.). Of thege
622 items, about %0%, are Rhodian, the rest are uncertain
(enyway the very incomplete publications make this geem so o
us); only a very few specimens are certainly Knidian or Thagian,

The island of Rhodes itself has supplied a hug ber of st

In the first plece there ig the trgmendous supﬁf%ﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁwﬁhg ans
recéntly found at Lindos by the Danesg and PUblisﬁ%d in 8o ex-
emplary a manner by Nilsson; further, the more than 1000 handleg
which Newton transported from the 61ty of Rhodes to the Britigh °
Museum, and which Mies C, Aemilia Hutton listed and described
(IC XIT' 1, 1065 ff,); further, the 212 stamps, also from the
City of Rhodes, lately published by Johanes Paris in the ’
Melanges Holleaux (pp, 153 f£f.); finally, some smeller collec-
tions (emong othere AM 21 57 ff.), Of the t 4300 specimens,
there are less then 100 Knidian or uncertain; and in total there
are only & Theslan, Of course this result was to be expected,

We have €82 jJar stamps from Pergemum (P 766). Among them, 819
are Rhodlen, 20 Thaslan, & Knidisn, 1 Parian, 2 from Smyrna,

32 uncertain, So agein a oreponderance in favor of Rhodeg of
more than 90%,

We heve too few gpecimens from other towng on the coast of

Asla Minor, from the Sporades and the Cyelades, to make con-
clusions here,

Up to thls point, the figures have had & tedious monotony,
The Rhodlen amphora-commerce 1s nearly without a rival in the

£
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western Mediterranean; 1ln the East, and in the districts which
surround Rhodes,

Ds 196) 1t is so preponderant that it draws up to &5 or 90% of
the total, But quite another plcture appesrs at once in Greece
itself, at least in the only town of Greece from which we heve
more than a very few Jer stamps--Athens, The number of thig
kind of inscriptions just there is ver{ large? already in 1872
Dumont publisghed there more then 2200 (Inseriptions ceramiquesg
de Grece, Peris 1872)., According to him there are 347 Rhodian
among them, He was not competent to edit such a big collection;
for he does not even know how properly to distinguish the
Knidlan from the Rhodian stamps, Yet roughly his report mey be
rellable: isn't he just as generous in deeclering Rhodian vhat

is Knidlen, as in publishing a Knidian piece which isg Rhodian?%
So here in Athens only 15% Rhodian stamps. The rest sre .
Knidien, except for 124 Thagian and about 300 uncertain., wWhoo
ever after getting acquainted with Dumont®s way of working

wents to see some confirmetion of hls results should consiger
that much later a series of 9% stamps was sent from Atties to
Dresden; Grundmann exsmined them (Gr pp. 279 ff.) and found

thet here too of the 98 stamps, only 1l are Rhodian, A 11ttle
collectlon gathered six years later (AM 21, 127 ff.), gave agein
the same result, So it may be admitted that the Rhodian trade
to Attica (and the rest of Greece) wes of much less significance
than that to the far distriets to the west, east, or south,

There remeins at last South Rugssia. More than 3000 amphora
handles have eappeared gradually among the ruins of the Greek
towns on the north coast of the Black Sea. They are distributeq
over meny government and private collections and published in g
1ot of periodicels and books, They are summed up in my "Rhodign
Dialectinseriptions (p., 571) and the newest gupply in Nilssonm,

(L ppe 41, ££.), fThe result is thls, that of those + 3000
gtamps (given the stendard of some publications, it Is here ng
more posgible than in Alexendria,

pﬁu%gz) Palestine, Cyprus or Athens, to give exsct numberg),

that of these more than 3000 stemps only about 1200 are Rhodian,
1500 Thaslen, and 200 Xnidian. About 100 uncertain. Here--ang
only here--the igland of Thasgos (which 1s very elose by) comesg

strongly to the fore and surpasses Rhodeg, though less than
Knildos did at Athens,

Wwith our knowledge on this subject, we canm not state with
certalnty why the Rhodian trade to Greece and the countrieg on
the shores of the Black Sea was less important than elsewh ere,

We can only guess, To me 1t is the most 1ikely solutlon that
Rhodes as o commerciasl state came rather late to prosperity,
Earllier, Mlletos, Chaleis, Corinth, Aegina, Athens, Succesgivel
had been first in trade, For Rhodes, which moreover wag aituatga
in a remote corner of the antique Greek world, it wag difficult
to galn ground in districts where it was not known ag g So%me
country and where others already had settled themgelveg Thercial
fore it turned to far abroad and to the distriets : R

whi
only with the fourth century were opened more ang mopg? beginning
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Now comes the question what the course of Rhodian commerce wag
and when it developed most strongly. This question, as far gg
1t is connected with the stamps on amphores, 1s faced more opr
less seriously by Schuchhardt, later deliberately by Bleckmann
in his book "De Inseriptionibus quee leguntur in vasculisg
rhodiis," Gottingae 1907, and further in the article in RKlio
XTI (1912), pp. 2U9-258, With this research, however, vhere
the solidity of the bullding stones is not very reliasble,
there i a duty to be very exect, and the meterial must in the
first place be brought together as completely as possible, of
course it must be taken es a fact that on each Rhodien jar ig
stemped the neme of a vpriest, which indlcates a fixed year,
D. 198) An attempt must be made to fix chronologically as many
as possible of those priests, in total 269, distributed on

10000 stemps. How are we to arrive at this? because none or
these many appears in our Greek and Latin authors, not one name
of o Rhodlen priest of Hellos, or one name of a manufacturer is
nmentioned, Searching in the endless supply of Greek 1nscrint10n
for political(documents which are dated according to Rhodign g
eponyml 20’ Zeptus Ted Salva , at the ftime that this one op
that one was a priest of Hellos at Rhodes, one finds 28, of

course mostly in ingeriptione of the island itself, With g

1ittle knowledge of the subject, one succeeds in fixing the date
of all these 28 rather exactly, of some even very precisely,

Now if you search for ag large as possible & find of Rhodiagn
stampe belonging clesely together, you wlll find the discove

ot Pergamum, published by Carl Schuchhardt on p. 423 of Panrt II
of the Inschriften von Pergamon, 882 stamps, all found togethen
ag rubblsh to support e house on sloping ground, and apparently
g1l deposlited at the same time, Indeed before thls large
discovery of material belonging together, an investigation of the
present kind waes impoegsible, Now 1t is lmportant to fix ag
gcecurately as possible the time to which this dlscovery belonga
Thig can be done by tracing how many, and which, priests turn yp
at Pergamum of the 28 whose names appear 1n ordlnary 1nﬂcriptlong
whoege dates we mostly know, When an approximate date hasg been s
establighed 1n this wgy , then all priests of the discovery are

to be counted, Then one must settle how many times each of thege
prieste appear among all the 10000 Rhodian stamps, which we
posgsess from far and near, If nearly all ocecur frequently among
thet mass, then of course the commerce of Rhodes was flourish-
ing in thelr time; if the reverse 1s the case, then it was
flegging at that time, Happlly this investigation brings very
clear results,

g0 the pivot on which everything turns, is the chronologiecal
fixing of the discovery at Pergamum, Thet discovery--as has
been gald--
ps 199) consists of 832 gtamps, Of these, €19 are Bhodlan, and
on these 819 stemps are found fin names of priests and 63 names
of menufacturers, These prlests are datable at mogt 60 or 70
years earlier than the date of the deposlt; nobody postpones
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longer the clearing away of old wine Jjars, When did they livegp
Schuchhardt supposed ebout 180; then, he said, Pergamum wag -
most prosperous and most powerful, at that time Rhodes too wag

at the top of its glory., That the find dates from a time whepn
there was considerable commercisl traffic between Rhodes ang
Pergamum, follows emong other things from the fsct that the

nameg of several priests turn up 10-20 times, even 25 timesg

among those 819 stamps, so several years are represented 25 timeg,

All those who had to express thelr oplinions after Schuchhargt
agreed with his dating; however, it is not certain, Pergamunm
and Rhodeg both exlsted and even flourished before and after
that time, More certainty can be gathered along other roadg,

An inseription from Seleucla on the Calycadnus was found by
Heberdey and Wilhelm, and recently publlished by me in the Greel
Dialektinscriptions as n, 3751, The stone contains four Rhodigp
decrees in honor of Eudemos, the son of Nlkon, a ciltizen of
Seleucla and obviously an influentisl friend of a king Antiochyg
of Syria., The king has promised large presents to the Rhodiasng
to support thelr fleet; Eudemos is stimulated to hasten the Dvay-
ments of those presents, This inscription according to the
finders--and it appearsg to me that the copy which they give of
1t indicates the same==ig definitely of the first half of the
gecond century; then only two kings Antiochus can be taken ingg
consideration, Antiochus the III, the Great (223%-187), end
Antlochus IV tl75-163). The first, however, 1lived in feud ang
war with the Rhodlang, the faithful allies of the Romans; so
Antiochus IV remains, That means that the inseription is’lone
of the years between 175 and 163, Fortunstely it is one of

the very few Rhodlan ingeriptions with a date; i1t is namely
from the year of the priest of Hellos, Damokles, the son of
Dameas Aesctas (67 Jepbus AdmorAEous ToT 4autod), In the large

p. 200) dlscovery of Jarstamps at Pergamum there is almost no
priest we meet so frequently as Just this Damokles, Among the
€19 R, stamps he appears not less Ph?n 2l times, Only 3 of

the 4 surpass him in this respect{7), As it 1s obvious that
when the fragments were swept together the amphoras of the

most recent years were as a whole the most common of thosge
at111 on hand, 1t must probably have happened soon after his
priasthood, go the date of the clearing away must have been
about 165e

Along enother way we come to the same result, The most
rominent Rhodlan politiclane of the second century are
Thealdetos and hls son, Astymedes, Both are mentioned again
and egaln by Polybius (see the index in Hultsch), Astymedes
for the first time in the year 171 and further as Rhodlan
ambassedor in Rome in the years 167, 164, and 153, It is not
gtated in Polyblus that he is a son of Thealdetos, but it
appears almost certain from ingeriptions (EAR 3, 69; @DI 42055,

16 XII 1, 1634). Blinkenberg has taken it as a fact (EAR 3,70)
2
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and I agree readily with him, Now there exists a priest of

Hellos, Astymedes, a wellknown eponymus, for hils name appesrs

not less than 49 times on jarstamps, His name also appears

in an inseription (IG XII 3, 1035), a passage which I have not

found mentioned either in Blinkenberg or anywhere else, 1Ig

this priest of Hellos now the same as the politiclan? Yeg,

seys Blinkenberg, and it seems llkely to me too, For the name,

Astymedes 1s not common and the six or seven other bearers of
this name at Rhodes (GDI 375lo 53 379165 379116Us 385303 3875..

4157703 h19815) are still obscure, Along two ways, however, 33

we know rathe? precisely the year of the prlesthood of Astymedeg
the priest of Helios, The ’

pe 201) 3mmx inscription IG XII 3, 103 Just mentioned is an
epitaph with statue, erected by grieving grandchlldren for g
grendfather and made by Epicharmus of Soll., Eplcharmug
gculptured also as late as the first century (see GDI 379225.

3802105 L20077). He was perquam iuvenis says Hiller von '

G8rtringen, %ﬁe publigher of this inseription, when he
goulptured this statue, and I believe 1t gladly. But even ip

that case it can hardly have been before 140 or 130, The
grandfather in question, whogse career 1s glq?ified on the memory
ad risen to be o7earajpds , fleld offlcer, kara wdrecwar 704 Ko \al,
ey AoTumnBeuss Hiller assumeg that by thls war between Rh0d5g°“

and Crete_the one of 154-151 is meant, which Polybius deseribes

in his 33% book, This guess is indeed very acceptable. So,

then Astymedes (.. - was priest of Hellos in 153 or thereabout,

It becomes still more 1likely, when we consider that, again-
according to Polybius, (33, 15z), Just Astymedes was delegeteq . ,.
to Rome by the Rhodians, to explain the quarrel betwen Rhodeg s
and Crete in the genate, Who could be more properly considere

for this post than the eponymus of the state? A second path

leads to the same year 153, Blinkenberg mentions on the

pessage which I just quoted, that he has found an ilnscription

at Lindos (he hag not published it yet), that proves 1rrefutab1y[

how exectly in the year 154 Astymedes was priest of Athans

Lindie at Lindos, As a rule the priesthood of Hellos at Rhogeg

and that of Athans at Lindos, these two hlghest attractlong fon

Rhodlan political ambition, were mostly attained by the.geme

person., So, Astymedeg was priest of Helids beéfwéeen 55=150,

Now 1t 1s remarksble that of 49 Jar stamps which we have with

his neme, not one appears in the blg find of Pergamum, fThe

readlest explanation is still that when these Jars were cleareg
away, Astymedes had not yet been priest of Hellos, He held

this office,however, shortly after 155; the dating agrees with

pe 202) this clearing away at about 165,

Hie father, Theaidetos, however, appears most positively on the
jers at Pergamum, We know from Polybius (30, 222), that this
politician died at Rome in the year 16?, more than 80 years old,
Further, this unpublished inscriptlons of Blinkenberg which T
just mentioned informs us that he was priest of Athana Lindia at
Lindos in 188, If he too obtained the priesthood of Hellos,
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then that was probably at about the same time, It is, howevar,
unthinkeble that a polltlcian of hig note should not have helg
that office, Moreover, we know a priest of Helios, Theaidetos,
from Ul jar stamps. Is he the one? Of course, yes! For the
name Thealdetos 1s so rare that we know elsewhere none, at
Rhodes only two others of the seme name, an ancestor (GDIL1sl: )
and 2 descendent (EAR 3, 73: GDI 3&10 b}). In our editions 3T
of Polybius he is then also ceslled Obst_nat91Y(3£m:Tarde)

wrong but more common, although no Rhodlen lnscriptiong g
this appellation (EAR 3, 69; GDI U2055; IG XIT 1, 1635 >
we go agaln back with this Thealdelos to I7a find at Perg
If the dlscovery dates from about 165, and Thealdetos was
priest of Hellog in about 190, then he must appear seversl timeg
on the Pergamum handles, Indeed, of the Ml gtamps we posSsess of
him, 12 come from Pergamum,

upoorg
Now.
amum,

But, still mofe certain than the proof which Damokles or Astymede%
or Thealdetos can produce for us, is that which is connecteg With
the priest, Awchidamos, An inscription was found under the ruing
of the temple of Zeus Panamarus near Stratonigcea in Carla; the
most accessible edition 1s the one of Michel U479, That inserir.
tion beging with the dating v’ iepdws 'Apxidicocy , Just that -
dating by a Rhodian priest of Hellos makes it certain that it
origlnates from the time that Stratonicea was subjlect to Rhogeg,
The content, an honour-decree for a retired Rhodian Zrverdoy s
De 203) confirms that too, 1f necessary. Kz When, however, wasg
Stratonicea subject to Rhodes? We Xnow that exactly: in 188 the
Romang presented the town to Rhodes, in 166 they took theipr

glft back, Never before or after was this condition repeateqd,

So Anchldamos was priest in one of the years between 188 ang 166,
Of this eponymus we have 56 jar inscriptions, among them the
rather large number of 16 that appeared at Pergamum, Does that
not beautifully harmonize with what we juet found, that the
stamps at Pergamum were cleared away in + 1652

Because of the fact that it ig of great lmportance to know gg
definitely es possible the exaect date of the clearing away, I
will also epeak of five other priests who can be of use for
this, First, Eukles, He sppears in an inscription which,
elthough 1t was published only two years ago,is now already
famous, that ig, the "Chronicle of Lindos". There we read

(EAR 6, 340, DUO), that the temple of Athens Lindia burned down,
when Eukles the gson of Astyensktides, ¥k was priest of Helilos

Blinkenberg in hie comment on this inscription (op. eiticy DD,
YU& £f.) in sn excellent argument, which is bull¥ up from
several higtorical data, has practically proved that this fire

~took place in sbout 335, Whoever still doubts should read

further EAR 2, 65 ff.3 there Kinch develope on architectonical
grounds, long before the Chronicle of Lindos was known, that the
newly constructed temple of Athene Lindla, now still existing in

.::_F__"
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ruing, dates from the gecond half of the fourth century. So
Fukles was pr%g?t of Helios in sgbout 335, I know 16 jar
stompe of himl®), None of these 16 are found at Pergamum,

I this were otherwise, then this deposit could hardly date

5. 204) from about 165.° Now this is just the result which could
be expected a priori,

Thig Eukles, in contrast with the four formerly mentloned, slso
does not appear on the stamps of the second large group disg-
covery, the one at Carthage. Or cen one speek of a large group,
gince the number of the Pergeamon Jar inscriptions 1s three
times as big as the number of thoege found at Certhege? And
above all--whet is more important--can the Carthage find be
called a connected group? The case 1s this, In the last
twenty years of the 19th century successively 331 Greek Jar
stamps were found at Carthage, They were published in several
numbers of the Revue Tunlisienne, of thé Bulletin Archeologlque
du comité des travaux historioues, of the Gomptes-rendues de

TYAcademie des inscriptions and of locel periodicals which are
inaccessible to me, Afterward they were combined by Dessau in
1904 in the IIId Supplement volume of the VIIIth part of the
CIL, under N, 22639, Dessau gives 266 inscriptions, all
Rhodlen; at least, none can be proved not to be Rhodian, In
the earliest announcements of the discovery it is clalmed that
the greater part of these stamps form a unit: Delattre deseribes
in the BCT of 1894, (pp. &9 ff.) a wall of the period of
Augustus with an interior filling of amphoras and amphora
fragments, At the seme time he points out (pp. 92 and 107)why
they must be much older than Augustus and must derive from the
time of the Punic Carthage, How many of the total 286 belong
together, and which exactly, he does not mention, any more

- than anybody else, Fortunately the mutual connectlon can be

proved from the stamps themselves, Bleckmenn has already
ealled attention to the fact that the stamps at Carthage and
thoése at Pergamum apparently are from about the same time, Of
the 42 priests of Helios which are mentioned on the jars at
Carthage, 30 occur at Pergamum, while only

P. 205 14 Pergamum names are mlssing at Garthage(9), Such a
hermony between two magses of Rhodian jar stamps 1ls nowhere
else to be found, Which find ig later, the one at Pergamum

or the one at Carthage? To declde that, the priest of Hellos,
Astymedes, can again be useful, about whom we have just settleqd,
that he occupied the priesthcod in 153 or thereabout, We
possess 49 stamps of him, None of them was found at Pergamum;
in the digcovery of Carthage, however, which was less than a
third the eize, he sppears twice, So, the stamps at Carthage
fall partly after about 165 and of course do not reach further
then 149, the year that must inevitably have finighed all
Rhodian importation into that town,
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Now, after the Pergamum jars are, for these reasons, placed
at*165 and those from Carthage as a whole somewhat later, .
for further conflrmation of the results achieved I must men-
tion the priest of Hellos, Pratopvhanes, who appears as dating
authority on the lengthy, falrly well-known inseription, the
statement of the Rhodlans in the age-old feud between Samos
and Priene. They querreled about the fortress 7&kdxiov and
about the ground around it, and brought thls case continually
before different arbiters, The inscription in questlon,
glready several times dealt with, has at last found a worthy
publisher in Hicks after lts Fransportation to the British
Museum, Hicks mekes it appear likely for more than one reason
that it dates from the first half of the second century. When
I in turn worked on this inscription (GDI 3758), I a2dded to his
arguments that two of the respectable Rhodians who appear here
a8 arbiters seem to be known to us from elsewhere, Agesandros,
son of Eudamos, is probably the son of the Eudamus

Do 206) mentioned by Livy who in 190 commsnded the Rhodian B 5
squadron in the sea-battle at Myonnesos, while Timagoras, the
gon of Polemakles, 1s probebly the admiral who, according to
Polybius (27, 7;y), fought sgainst Perseus in 170, The in-
seription might“then be from sbout 165, It 18 dated «ni repec;
Wonrail gvec, « It is true that no more of his name is
preserved éﬁ&nﬂ%qro 3 but the restoration is certain, as it
seems to me, because there is no other, among all the 269
Rhodian priests, whose name begins with7eave « So _the priest
Pratophanes appears in sn ingeription from about 165, He is
elso found on jar stamps, in total on 24, Among these, two
were found at Pergamum (P 1166 and 1161), but no less than &
were found at Carthage (7 at G 137 - 143, 1 in the BCT 1904,
Lg8,n.35), 1Indeed, there is not a single Rhodlan priest of
whom more stamps were found st Carthage than of this Pratophanes,
Thlis result at Pergamum as well as at Carthage ls exactly what
was to be hoped of a priest at sbout 165, Damainetos, another
eponymous priest, has already long been known through the in-
seription 1in honor of the a-=epavicras Dlonysodoros of :
Alexendrie (GDI 2836)., That is dated according to his priest-
hood. Kellermann, Frang, Boeckh, Hlller von Gartringen, all
publishers of this ingeription, agree that it dates from the
second century, They dated it thus long before anything was
known about the finds ot Pergamum and Carthage. For this,.
Demalnetos, (he 1s missing at Pergamum) appears twice at
Certhage (C54%; BOT 1902, W47 n. 1). In future he may be
placed at sbout 160, '

The prlest Sosikleg is in the same case, He appears in an
inseription (IG XIT 3 suppl. n. 1270) that is placed by letter
forms in the second eentury, maybe in the beginning of the firgt
The evidence of the ears agrees with that. For he is found g
De 207) in Carthage (BCT 1904, 489 n, 41), not in Pergamum,

So he too is from 4 160. He is found 37 times on jar stamps.
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Finally the priest Aratophanes, He indicates the vear
on an inscription of the Rhodians in honor of the City of Cyzicus
(now GDI n. 3752). Boeekh, the deserving publisher of this
stone, places him in the second century B,C,; at the time I was
not able to add anything in my edition to narrow somewhat this
rether vague dating, Aratophanes appears also on Jar stamps,

51 times, Among them 8 were found at Pergamum (P 867-874) and three
at Carthage (C 1b and 28; BCT 1904, 484 n, 6). This agrees with
Beockh's dating of the Rhodlan-Cyziclan honor decree and with my
dating of the Pergamum and Carthage finds. Now, however, Boeckh!s
dating can be limited and only the first half of the second century
need be consldered, %o be more precise -- about the year 175,

“ Whet does 1t help us, thst we so searching and searching
have estimated the date of the find at Pergamum rather precise,
that we know about the time of the Carthaglan stamps? Very
much of course." For the 56 priests and 76 manufacturers mentioned
at Pergamum and Carthege can now safely be placed at a time which
at the most goes back 60 years before the Pergamum discovery:
so they belong to the years between 225 and 149, After a moment
1t will be proved that literally all these priests and manufact-
urere appear extremely often in our common stamp supply of 10,000
pleces, 80 that the period of 225 to 150 must have been the
great flourishing time of Rhodian trade., A% Pirst it is, however,
poseible to distribute them & 1little more precisely over the period
in question and also to increage theilr number somewhat. For
thoee among them who appear more than ten times at Pergamum, we
cin with great probability place between 190 and 165,and those
who
p.208) appear often or only at Carthage, seldom at Pergamum, may
be from about 170 -~ 150, " Those who are found sporadically at
Pergamum, not at all at Carthage, must very likely be placed be-
tween 225 and 190. The results are here of course more certain
for the priests than for the manufacturers: the names of the priegts
repregent each only one year, the manufacturers' name a lifetime,
maybe eometimes several lifetimes, the life of a firmS" As to the
enlargement of the number of 56 priests and 76 manufacturers,
that can also be attalned along another way for the 75 years in
question, A few complete Rhodian jars have been found; the names
of priest and manufacturer which appear on them belong of course
together, they 1lived at the same time, It also ocecurs, although
very eeldom, that on the same handle of a jar, the name of a priest
and the name of a manufacturer are stamped next to each other,

We know of these two categories together sbout 8 stances on
10,000 Jarstamps. 62 are useful for our purpose «+ On the rest
of the complete Jare the inscriptions are not sufficlently legible,
Ps 209) They help us to learn the date of a few more prilests

and manufaeturers, For exaﬁile & complete jar was found in

Cyprus, datable in the year = 190, with the name of the priest

Theaidetos, who kept us busy just now (Hall 391 n. 5060); on
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one handle is his name, on the other the nameas of th

Hippokrates, So this Hippokrates lived also in aboug ?ggffaggfrer
in turn, appears agaln on another complete Jar, which was excavated
at Tell Sandahannah in Palestine (PEF 1903, 306), and also on one
from Cyprus (Hall 391 n, 5041). The priests on these two jars

are also again from about 190. The priest Nlkasagoras, well-known
at Pergamum and Carthage, so from about 175, appears on the same
handle beside the manufacturer Agathoboulos (I 329, 5 and 6): so
they llved at the same time., In this way you come from one result
to another. Along thils way (see footnotes for details) we get again
for the period between 225 and 150 an increase of 11 priests(12) and
8 manufacturers

fpage 210), This brings the total to 67 priests and 84 manufacturers.

, What does history know of the three-quarters of a century
about whlch we epeak here? That 4t was a period of great political
prosperity for Rhodes, of the brightest outward splendour this
state ever achieved, The period of prosperity, however, lasted
twlce as long, another three-quarters of a century preceded this
one, almost equal in prosperity, There is no historian of Rhodes
who does not date the beginning of the greatness of the town
from the remarkable siege of 305 -304 and close this pericd with 164,
}p.?ll) when the Roman welghed them down with disgrace heavy as

ead and tried to transfer the Rhodian trade to Delos, Then beging
the decline, glow for the time being, but continuous,

In those 140 years of greatness, Rhodes probably mustered
the greatest internal strength between 304 and 225: in the 61 years
after that, 1t wae outwardly splendid. And this splendour seems
also to affect the domain of Rhodian trade and traffic. For,
scrutinizing the 10,000 stamps at our disposal, and tracing which
of the names of the total of 269 known priests, and which of the
names of 375 manufacturers,occur most in this material, we always
find agaln those prlests and manufacturers of whom we have learned
that they lived between 225 and 150, A little bit of statistics
will prove this. I have counted which names occur on 30 or more
stamps. The number 30 has been taken arbitrarily: but in any
cage, They have to be those priests, during whose priesthood the
export of Jare was greatest, those manufacturers who contributed
most to that export, 1In total 1t turns out that these are 60
priests and 39 manufacturers, I spare you the names; they are
mentioned together with the number of thelr stamps in the note
{p. 212) Among these 60 most common priests are no less than
48 of the 67 known to us from the period 225 ~ 150: so there are
only 12 left, 12 of 202 priests, for the remalning four centuries
during which Rhodlan amphorss were traded. For the manufacturers,
the ratio 1s just ag convineing: of 39 whose names cccur on 30 or

more handles, there are 34 who exisgted in the three quarters of g
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century in question; whereas only 5 do not belong to that neriod,
These statisticse are eloquent in thelr soberness. They point very
clearly to the zenith of Rhodlan trade,

We are left with the problem of Rhodian trade before
225 and after 150, Bleckmann has provided an answer here. As
so many Rhodlan stamps are known to us, he reasons, 10,000 in total,
1t is almost certain that of the period of stamping, 1.e. the
period of trade, we know prsctically all Rhodian eponyms, VWe
know 260 of them; so the trading period was not much longer that
that number of years. The beginning of it is 331, the year in
which Alexander reestablished the free Rhodian Republiec, the end
around 50; for after that year not one priest occurring in in-
scriptlons 1s mentloned on jarstamps, Therefore we possess
from the 28l intervening yeare all except 21 eponyms. Against this
4p. 213) seemingly beautiful theory there can be found serilous
objections: that the number of 260 eponyms known to _us 1is not
exact, that 331 1s auvery arbitrary starting point y and 50
certalnly the wrong end point; for even one century afterwards
we know - not to speak of uncertaln csses - the priest Diogenes
of 55 A.D. whose name oceurs in an inscription as well as on a
stamp. If the investigation 1s to be free and objective, then
one must look in history for the earliest possible moment when the
gtamplng may have begun and also for the most likely endpoint,
without judging from the j)arstamps, The earliest possible start
is 407. Then the city of Rhodes was founded, the state Rhodes was
organlized, so of course then this state got eponyms and magistrates,
Before they exlsted it wae impossible to stamp thelr names; but
there 18 no reason at all to dlespute that there was export to
foreign countries already at that time, so that already then the
stamping had begun, When did Rhodlan export trade stop? No one
who 18 experienced in the hilstory of this city and knows how soon
she became a dead city in the imperial period, who remembers the
lengthy evidence about this which Dio Chrysostomus and Aristides
have left for us in thelr FP-S.<w. , can believe that in 100

A.D. there can have been anything worth mentioning left of an

export trade which had almost spanned all coasta of the Medlterranean,
So calculating the limits liberally, there is a possible export
period
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of stamped Jars of about 500 years (407 - f 100 A.D,). For
this poseible 500-year perlod we know as yet less than 300
priests, So 1t seems that in spite of the 10,000 Rhodian
stamps, there still are qulte & lot of eponyms who do not
appear on them at all,

{p.214) In the firet place let us make the 1list as exact
as possible, Bleckmann gave this most recently (in Kllo
XII), and got a number of 260, among them 10, w were
found only in inscriptions, not on jar handles « Hiller
von GArtringen supplied this catalogue in one of the most
recent numbers of Klio (XIV 388-389) with 11 new names of
prieste, 8o the total became 271, Also after his contribution
i1t 1is still possible to en%an§e the number; I still found
the priests Agathombrotos '17J(N 231 n. 3), Agastophanes
(GDI 4245, 24), Agorasnax (L 20), Athanophilos (L 27, Antig-
onos (R 1082), Ankedon (L 117), Aksipolis (L 121%; compare
slso the two stamps from, Tell Sandshannh, mentioned on p.
244), Euphragoras (AM 21.57 n, 15) Kleustratos (L276), Mene-
krates (N 240 n, 130), Peithiadas (M 186) Praxiphanes (G%ib
é%ég; 604 and 605), Sosiphilos (L 389) Charidamos (L 434)%

. So agailn 14 néw names; the total becomes now 285, But
scrutinizing, some must be crossed out from Bleckmann, even
from Hiller. Hiller mentions a priest | Me x\<«wv , of whose
name only the last half 1g readable, A well-known hero was
called so, mortal people however seldom, I would rather fill
in A wwv\<:wv | which name indeed is found on the handles of
two Jars (C 22); < . .but as the name of a manufacturer,

So the best thing to do seems to me, to keep the restorstion
of — <=~v in uncertalnty, In the second place I take ex-
ception to Hiller's priest Ticeoptvys I do not think
this name rightly formed; I believe 1t to be simply _
%p.215) a less exact reading of the well-known priestname
T:iies, .ves » In Bleckmann I protest in the firet place againet
the name called by him Alexidamoe. He does not quote a place
where this priest occurs and I never could find hlm anywhere;
my guess 1s that he came on the list by mistake, Further I

do not believe in the priest Apollonios, "Selten", Bleckmann
calle him; truthfully he only appears once, in the very un-
reliable Dumont (D 82 n, 41), and Nilsson already rightly

also doubted his existence (L p. 91). The priest Astymedes TT
geems to me aleo an unreal person, At the time of his priest-
hood, as is mentioned on an epitaph (JOAI 4, 160), a respsct-
ed Rhodian, an anonymous person for ue, 1s dlstingulshed

with wreaths and honours. The inscription 18 " j#inger als

100 B.C.,," Hiller, the publisher, says, but he relies only

on letter forms and orthography. If we settle it et 120 (and
ljetter forme and orthography will certainly allow that), there
1s nothing against the hypothesls that the person who had

just died had accepted his honours in 153, at the time of
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Astymedes, the well-known son of Thealdetos, whose priest-
hood we just set at 153, Then the somewhat susplclous split-
ting into a priest Astymedes I and Astymedes II collapses,

The so-called priest 3ﬁfcfsﬁs of Bleckmann has already
been changed into a A=¢«cd.s Dby Nllsson (L p. 122), who
also in the same place crossed out Demetrlos from the list

of Rhodlan priests, By the crossing out of Demetrlios two
names are lost from Bleckmann; for he has included the Rhodian
dislect form Damatrios of this non-exlstent Demetrios,
Thersandros also appeared 1in the other writing Tharsandros

on the 1list, Hestielos also occurs as Histlielos, which spel-
1ling probably is better, The priest <bdes  1s probably also
imagination, "Nur Zweimal" writes Bleckmann, "bel M und z¥,
The stamp M 144 has already been interpreted correctly by
Nilsson (LgP. 114}}). I am very much afreid that the inscrip.
tion inaccessible to me in Z (Zapiscl Odesskago obscetsva).i. .. E. /s
4p. 216) and likewlse 1s to be secribed to the hypothetical =N G dau
priest 1<Ciw, instead of to a manufacturer Eopoeddans

I have already pointed out the mythlcal priest Molpagoras in
note 11, The priest Nikasiboulog must be crossed out, who
according to Bleckmann occursg "nur zweimal bel R", that is,

in IG XII 1, but in fact is found nowhere. [Ti], cexos

appears only once (L 405), in an incomplete Inscription which
could as well be restored as Aaf,«p »cs OF W2i] paapines o
And, almost more certainly, the Timomenes must_go, wh 1& '
based on a single stamp in Stephanl's Antiquites du Bosphore
cimmérien (BC n. 23). In this publicatlion, dlfficult of
access, the ploture of this stamp will immediately convince
any reader of how little foundation there is for the tradltion
that here T:[n:uiv[y]s  1is to be read; what 1s the right
name, Tisamenos, Timogenes or something still different, is
more difficult to settle. Finally the priests Phllondas ang
Philonidas are the eame person. 80, after this meddling with
16 names, there remain 269 of the 1list of 285 priests,

Of these 269, 67 ere to be placed between 225 and 15g
But how meny of the remaining are known to us from cther 3
sources? From the literature none; but I have mentloned severgy
times inecriptions in which eponymous priests occur, These
muet, laid beside the Jar stamps, make the course of Rhodian
trade clear to us. Unfortunately the materlal so far at hang
1g not at all sufficient, All taken together, only 28 priests
of Hellos are mentioned in 1nscriptlons. Among them one
18 ueeless to us, 1.e. Eukrates: hls perlod 1s too uncertain,
Gollignon, the first publisher of the lnscription in which hig
name occurs (GDI 3755g)s ~

.217)s saye Wque 1{?nscr&ption ne saurait etre dfune date
anterieure au troisicme siécle®; Hiller, on the other hand,
asserts that it 1s "multo recentior®, We know two prilests
from the fourth century, the century after 407, the first which
can possibly be considered, One of them is Eukles, the
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eponym of the burning of the temple of Athana at Lindos, whom
we have set at about 335. Sixteen of hls stamps are preserveqd
thus rather a large number, The other is Pythannas (EAR 6,34].
D61l), of whom a vision is mentioned in the Chrcnicle of Lindog,
in which Athana reveals to him a sin-offering for her polluted’
temple. As this vision comes after an “nmc@a- it of the
goddess 1n 490 and before a similar occurrence in 304, 1%
probably happened between these two dates; then Pythannas

was a priest of the fourth century. The whole story, for that
matter,calls also for the rather early dating. But Pythannas
does not appear cn any Jarstamp, It seems to me that there ig
not very much to conclude here. If Pythannas is taken into
consideration, then it seems likely that there was no export
trade in the fourth century; Judging by Eukles, thie trade

18 to be consldered rather large. Anyhow, the 16 stamps with
Eukleg name have force as evidence, If we had had, in contin-
uation of them, the names of three or four priests of the

third century who aleo all were represented by 2 rather large
number of stamps, then there might be scientiflc proof of

what eeeme likely a priort, that about 350 Rhodian trade began
to stretch its wings, that it developed powerfully after 300,
ond then after 225 attained its zenlth, But unfortunately

we have not one priest as dating suthority certalnly datable

in the third century, the pre-eminently great perlod of Rhodeg
<antisthenes ig placed at the end of this century, a priest
who 18 known from the inscription GDI 3798, but who is en-
tirely missing from Jarhandles, Accordlng to Hiller, who

edited this inseription most recently, and who saw 1%, Antisthepe
{Pf 218) "ineunte altero sseculo ante Christum natum vix recentlorﬁ 1
go from 200 or a 1little earlier, Newton and Poucart, earlier &
publishers, who saw the stone in Rhodes, agree with that,

though with hesitation. But all rely for fixing the date purely
on the character of the letter forms of the inecription, And
thls criterion is deceptive by the nature of things, partie-
ularly because there really are very few Rhodlan inseriptions
with chronologlcal certalnty from sbout that time. 8o I

would rather leave thls so-called only witness for the third
ecentury out of reckonlng.

pefore the year 225 the results are very uncertaln,
put after 160 1t 1s no better. In between are the eplgraphical.
1y known priests pamokles, Thealdetos, Astymedes, Archldamos,
pamainetos, Pratophanes, Sosiklee and Aratophanes, already
discussed, They are all from 190 to 150, They appear often
on etamps, respectively 50, 44, 24, 47, 61, 37 and 49 times,
rThe priest Autokrates ls also to be placed 1n the first half
of the second century becausge of the inscription from Tenos
in which he is mentioned (IG XIL 5, 824,5); in note 12 I
nave already connected him with the disggverlea at Pergamum
and Carthage, He 1s to be found on 60 Jarstamps, Ag@stratos
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occurs in the inscrlption DS2 450,,. This inseription gilves

ug no information about 1ts date;zgut here the Jarinscriptions
inform us that this priest, appearing at Pergamum and Carthage
must be from about 180, He recurs on 50 stamps. 8o these :
are 10 eponyms from the firgt half of the second century,

By thelr many stamps they all point out the flour-
ighing time of Rhodian trade, whlch has just been dated at
this perlod, Did this prosperity decline soon after 150?
Considering the severe measures which the Romans had taken
against them in 164, was the competition of the commercial
metropolis Delos, founded by the Romans, 8o great that already
in the second half of that century e very notlceable slackening
begen? One would believe so, relylng on the evidence of the
rest of the Rhodian eponyms known from that century.

{p.219) For three other prieests of the gsecond century are
handed down to us; but two of those three do not appear on
jaerinseriptions, the third only once. In the first place there
are the two priests Xenoteilmos and Menestheus who together

with Astymedes gct as dating authoritlies on the epltaph

JOAT 4. 160. Astymedes is from 153, so Xenotelmcs and Menestheyg
must also have been from that time, prob a little later,
Menestheus occurs on the jarstamp R 1165(20), Xenoteimos on
none. The name Menestheus is very rare, so the priest here
mentioned is very likely identical with the frequently re-
current manufacturer of that name, whom in note 13 I connecteg
with the discovery at Carthage, and consequently 1s frem the
game time. Xenoteimos and Menestheus must be from about 150;
the prlest Epicharmos, though still from the second century,
geems to come after them, The dating of the inscription

which mentions him (IG XII 3 suppl. m. 1269) relles however

again only on the letter forms, This Epicharmos is entirely
lacking from Jarstamps.

The poor result achieved between 150 and 100 contin-
pyes in the first century. There, too, of the priests who
oceur in inecriptions,we f£ind only a minority on Jarhandles,
And those whom we find in both places appear only once, The
geries begins with Arch@stratos. WKurz vor 100 BC, eher etwas

unger“, Hiller calls the ingceription in which he occurs

%ps 6103)., If one looks at the picture that is published
of 1t, one will indeed agree with that and fix thile inscription
1n the first quarter of the first century, To fix the date
gccording to the letter formes 1s not too uncertain here, as

1t ie just from this tide that most of the Rhodian inscriptions
date.

p. 220) Archestratos, the priest mentioned is again totally
unknown to us from Jarstamps,
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Contents and letter forme of the inseription in
which they are mezfigned make 1t likewlege probable that the
priests Theugenes (DI 38007)3 Antilochos (GDI 3828g) and
Rhodopeithes (GDI 4165:) are from the same period, the begin-
ning of the first century. Theugenes appears once on the
handle of 2 Jar (as O:oxi{v.: , BB 231 n, 19), Antilochos
three times (L 54), Rhodopelthes not at all, There is more,
even complete, certalnty about the time of the prieste Archeleos,
Kermokrat®s, Kritoboulos and Charisics. An inscription from
Naxes, already known to Boeckh (IG XII 5.38), which certainly
ls from one of the first years after Antony had presented the
island to the Rhodians in the year 42 (App. B.C.V7: Sen. de
Benef. V 18, 6), mentions them as contemporaries. These four
priests, who without doubt are from about 40, are the chief
basis of the opinion that Rhodlan trade had flzzled out as
early as the second half of the first century. None of these
four occurs on any Jjarinscription and this fact surely does
not point at prosperity. But in the century before-we just
saw that-the majority of the priests mentloned in inscriptions
do not occur on jarhandles; moreover we shall now see that
in the century which follows, a priest whose neme appears in
an inscription 1s also found on the handle of a jar. We know
namely three priests from the imperial period through inscriptions
One of them 1s called Tives ¢AaQMHLQwJWw“TGDI 5801%§:and by
his name alone 1e already placed in the time of the Flavian
Emperors, His father Dlokles was also a priest of Hellos
(GDI 3801.) and lived about 50 A.D. We do not have any stamp
of the soh, but we do have one of Diokles,
fr. 221) according to Nilsson (L. 91). He assumes that the
enigmatical stamp Erc &/cu (N 237 n, 80) must be read
ast' Aiox| and explains this as an abbreviation of &iewi:ls
He has not convinced me, but it is certainly possible, A
contemporary of Diokles was Diogenes, whose date 1s quite
fixed, because Nero sent a letter to the Rhodians at the time
of his priesthood in the yeaE 655 A.D.. That letter is pff:)
gerved in the inseriptlon DS< 373. Undoubtedly Diogenee'2Z2
appears cn jarstampe: at Panticapaeum a stamp with his name
was found (BA'99n, 416), an unchallengeable witness that even
in the imperial period export trade existed. By assuming that
the priest of 55 A,D, wae a different individual from the
priest on the Jjarhandle, who must have lived earlier in that
cage, an attempt 1s made to get rid of thie annoying witness,
put thls dlstinctlion; questionable in 1tself becomes quite
unacceptable 1f one considers that had thles stamp been of
earlier date, it would of course have been written in the
Rhodian dielect form /' Acey<wvius , whereas Skorpil, its
publisgher, reports that 1t appears in the form used in the koo
SRR 3 which belongs to a later period in Rhodes. ' °

*
)
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Summarizing, we get the following impression of the
Rhodian trade before 225 and after 150, From the nearly two

centurlies, which can be consldered as a possible period of
stamping of Rhodlan jJars before 225, we know not more than two
priests for certaln, & third 1is very doubtful, Of two of these
prlests there exist no stamps, only inscriptioneg; of the third,
Eukles, one of the two certain priests, appear 16 stamps. If
1t 1s necessary to draw some conclusion here, then 1t seems

to me that trade of some importance has to be supposed for

this time. After 150 we know for the first half century three
prlests

4p.222), among whom one is uncertaln, Of these three, only
one occurs on Jarstamps, and only once, Of the four priests
between 100 and 50, all four rather uncertaln, one appears

on three Jarinscriptlons, another on two, two not at all.

The four priests between 50 and the beglnnling of our era

are all lacking on Jarstamps., One of the three known to us
from the first century A.D, appears certainly on a stamp,

one probably, one certalnly not, Here the conclueion 1s

the most acceptable, that on an average trade at Rhodes after

160 never dled out entirely, but also never became really
lively.

8ti11l, for the time being, we do not have data to
fix more recently the date of the 202 priests known to us,
the prliests who must belong to the periods 407 - 225 and 150 -
100 A.D.. But we are more fortunate wlith the other 67 priests,
Without doubt we can place them between 225 and 150, And we
are no less sure that those 75 years represent the highest
flourlshing period of Rhodian trade, Eplgraphy and archae-
ology, those indispensable sister sciences of hlstory, have
yet in the meantime taught us that at this investlgation,

g
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Van Gelder, p. 208, note 11:

Bleckmann has made a 1list of all these instances,
and he gets 63 cases. A 64th he missed: the complete jar from
Vulecl in Tuscany, most recently published by me in GDI 4245, 2,
Two numbers of his 1i1st should be struck out, First, his no. 4,
the jJar on which according to Berg the names Molpagoras and
Alexandros eppear. Nilsson has already shown (L.p.72, note
2) that this assertion is wrong, In the second place, the jar
which he mentlons in Klio (XII, 250) as bearing the names of
the eponymous Aristarchos and the manufacturer Agathoboulos
is a féction. He refers to Nilsson, but it is nowhere to be
found in Nilsscon; but on the contrary Nilsson assures us
(L.p. 116) that an eponymous Aristarchos is not known to him
(nor to me either). 8o the total number of instances beccmes
62,

Other small inaccuracles by Bleckmann in this list
must be corrected. The priest of his no. 5 1s not called
Philanlos but Philainios, the manufacturer of his no. 8 not
Neniue but Nanis, the priest of his no. #¢ 'not Harmosilas
but Harmosidas, the manufacturer of his no. 16 not Dion but
Dios, the priest of his no. 22 not Menesthes but Menestheus,

the onesgg his no. 33 not Androboulos but Agathoboulos (see
T ps & .

R R TR b P e US| (o -l I

To wit: Alexladas, Andrias, Andronikos, Antipatros,
Arletakos, Aristokles, Aristratos (see for these priests L.
p. 116), Archembrotos, Autokrates, Thersandros, and Philalnios,
Bleckmann gives alphabetical 1lists of the eponymi and manu-
fecturers found in Pergamon and Carthage (Bl. vp. 34 ff.).
With the ald of these, the proof for the priests Antipatros and
Philainiog 18 easily to be found. The date of Alexiadas is
proved by the manufacturer Diokleis, who ig found with him
on one jar, and who is known at Pergamon (P 1002); her name
however 1s forgotten in the 1ist of Bleckmann., Andrias,
Andronikos, Arlstekos and Thersandros depend on the manufact-
urer Agathoboulos, who is mentioned on the same handles with
them, who, however, asppears neither at Pergamon nor at Carthage,
but whose date ig given hecause he appears on the same handle
with Nlkasagoras (L 329), an eponymos who occurs in Pergamon
and Carthage, but is fo d on a handle with Alexiadas (Hell o=
393, no. 5043; ef L p. E&b). Arlstokles is stamped with
Midas on a complete jar; Midae, unknown at Pergamon and
certhage, appears, however, on a similar jar with the priest
Aristogenes, Thile priest 1s known at Pergamon (P 894),
however he also 1s missing from Bleckmannfs 1ist \(fundort
unbekannt"), Wmidas and so also the priest AristoKles belong
in our pefliod. Autokrates, who moreover had already been
placed epigraphically (BCH 27, 234,82) in about thls time,
depends on Hermalos, a Rhodian manufacturer appearing at
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Pergamon (P 1276), but again forgotten by Rleckmann [got ligted
ag Rhodian by Schuchhardt),

Incldentally, on the 1list of Rhodlan eponymi drawn
up by Bleckmann from the find at Pergamon,are missing, besides
Aristogenes, also the priests Archidas (P 956) |restoration
not certain), Athanodotos, Daemon, and Lapheides, on the list
of the manufacturers appearing at Pergamon besides Hermaios
and Dioklela, also Agesonlos, Kreon, Hegesias, (P 1299) and
Imas (1240), The one called on his 1ist Ageso is in fact
Agemon., The "Molesiue 1s Molesls, the "Nanlus" i1s Nanis,

The 1list of Rhodlen eponyml which he has drawn wup
from the find at Carthage shows these three gaps: Aristonidas,
(¢ 32), Onasandros (C 124) and Philodamos; the 1list of Rhodian
manufacturers who are known from Carthage must be completed

with the names Dionyslcs (C 65), Eirenidas (C 83), and maybe
Aristakos (C 188a),



June 22, 1948

Dear Home

The welogsed is for Peter Fraser to read if he likes, 2nd
then %0 bXkept with Agora stemp papers. Please tell Mr.TFraser
I am sendig him a copy to Oxford, so there is no need for him
to do anyiravelling with it. I am sorry it did not get
finighed (rlier; but it has been difficult to get it typed.

When ou come back to Princeton, I hope you will take
me on one f those therapeutic tramps. It 1s considered a
1ittle pecliar around here for females to tramp unescorted.
But actualy I seem to get a good deal of exercise in the
unequal staggle with tha long grass that keepe trying to grow
in my garda.

Yours
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H. Van %elder, "On Rhodian Jar stamps and their importsnce for our

¥nowledge of Rhodian Commerce,!

i < f;;..lSG] The history of commeree in antiquity is still in statu nascenas
A s T N .‘.J‘f /'f T ——
y“ A . “ It has not the documents to hand which are so useful for the study of commer
O ; . Sa
Ve _ in later times. It has also very little support from the ancient historia
Ry, : ns
A In this field they almost abandon us. Thus it must be built up frop the
Aorhlet
¢ Ao | most unexpected pimees. The study of the history of commerce of the
g 5 R island of Rhodes, which wrs once not unimportant in this respect, dependg
LN ., --’I .Y ik T
v % L .\ 4 *
< 7 \ on discarded jars.
- ﬁ- ) \
}5>£{j{) H
- a— - | .
- 2 ~ NN |
|\¥ = {d[;‘/ = \
o e i I will here speak mainly about the duration , the flowerins of thig
& , commerce, and about the direction which it took. Tor this inVPStlmtio i |
! I' ruesh el s :
A ' the written texts of the Greeks and Romns give us }Es-good—n.s. nothing
2T Cordapiamlias
/{ v k}}-L. Sure, everyone-dao has heard anything of Rhodes knows that it wag 2 ¢ ol
S Vd ey sty Brei
/ 5 \;}I republic; ,and if he searches he will easily find fi “ty\\ﬁ’iae-es‘ in the . B
_ T v %) vor
- / r 0
e 3 the most various ahcient classiéal writers, even a hundred. w}wpre this 4
g iR S ig
0 el stated. But hardly one goes e further, and gives any nositivy
jv “;}/ AV \ 'C:, L-f-—"'“ lL = P ot o oy ) {_\} L&_.. ) 9‘118‘\?32.
v ) to the questions aib-m which cehturies this commerce spread oyar ana
. ~ ' - wh |
AT S y hen
/f" b ) p»187] was its most flourishing period, and with which countried i¢ |
\J Ve Wag
(Sl ) 27
v

carried on. In modern historical works, where the answer% these au
e“tion

should certainly hage been given, it has tachtly been taken Por granteq
e

that political power and the flourishing of commerce went hand in ha
; nd

that in the Hellenistic period, the 3rd and 2nd centuries B.C

LRV wi'le:n
. % ) Rhodeg
was 2t her most powerful, $he commerce also mist have flourished mo %
' ¥ s

Awgutxphe question whether the flourishing of the commerce continusg

when political decay set in has been treated with TesServe.

It ig tho“ght
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that trade with Tgypt miuist have been good, because Rhodes was so very

of Rhodes
friendly with the Ptolemys; &nd there is general reference to trade, 511

’l

about the Mediterranean. Although in these suppositions we have come very
was to be - ;
near to the truth, which mighlixhawexkExm expected, it might have heen

otherwise. Often, for exasmple - and one does not need to look far for

this - the greatest flourishing of the trade of a state iannﬁénQQ&QHQH”hLunLq

o certa
with—s political decay whieh alrendy had set in. Anyway, sclentifio xxiz:?
ey s (J)\rv ; ks
ig sgéi;gkzg:giée-%haékfuppoSition. And the study of the.stampe of the

handles of discarded Rhodian wine jars gives us here this cerasinty.

AT A ‘\.6. \U-(“‘{
Tirst, aeme%h&ag—c*oeex Xout these Greek stamped jars. In a1

the Mediterranean cpastlands, especially of course where there were

big cities, great numbprs of sherds are found of large earthenware Jars.
A1l kinds of things were kept in these, fluids and non-fluids rlitera11
7

fluids and things that were EEE_EEJ’ These sherds vary in color, the -~

clay is finer or coarse®, 1t is more or less well worked, in short they

clearly point out theldifferent places of origin. But which &Te these
s e ) [ »*f}«uj}
places? The supposition is Zhatxkfxis not impossible ;Qnt tdﬁy_gaatlik

come from the places in which they are found. A Greek or even a non ‘]
‘*re@k
p.183] town without any fabrication of pottery seems to me hardly pogg b
iba

A very considerable part of the heaps found is however surely imncr‘ed |
This smaxes is proved by the stamps. Jars marked by these stamps ape th
g

elevated to heconafgburceq of history; the unmarked are nothine to u
i} 3
were

but curiosities. The stamped arx made at Rhodes, ¥nidos, and Thasdg
probably in lots of other Greek towns, but of the other Greek towng

we know mostly not even the nsmes; because their production wasg extr
Cmely

for us the nemory o

& L 0 i
small. One e very few specimene found keepﬁdzigzz

the pottery manufactures of Paros, Naxos, Colophon, varna, and many

still entirely unknown places of origin. However, more than 977 of
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the present total quantity come from the three towns mentioned. OF ‘bhese)
Rhodes hes the lion's share, nearly 739 of the total. As to the numbar
of #ae handles gradually unearthed and found, that is much bigger than

outsiders may think; counting for Rhodes I have already come to a total

of 9860. Besides it must not be forrottew}f fhat MHM%
elont? AL
are manon‘ this kind et-abemps are | unpublished (that is exnlici tly men-

tioned of quite a lot found on Delos, on Amorgos and at Ge.,f,-_,. in Pales#~

o ’.‘)@ A i T ™ {-"'L?{?
tine) fmobte=kd, that otherjmmmice with the ex~

treme¥y spreadimss of‘ the publications, and that moreover I impessiblsy coulqd

not possibly D Besideg
ée/t\'rwm:'{u%slan and other publications, which 3 found mentioned. BxES4

G-LAC
fow these 9860 Rhodian ., there e4illcems sbout 2100 Knidian and 1650 Thasian
jarstamps. The ¥nidian and theﬂ’?‘hﬂsiaﬂ handles have a kH44le dif‘erent

s i
shasle the Rhodian, a different netwee of clay, = diffe"went way of

stamping, so that the expert has no difficulty in ée@#@:&&r:\the three

L‘_&w.-. ctn_a»o»a\-\o\
» kinds with complete examples; also with the mﬂga-t of incompleta

— g_‘
Vexamples[p.189] he succeeds mostly with encugh cprtainty-

Lo Lreann Hoend — —

TELs e e few; : g s &D@P concly~
- a-p_man‘u—- L_'r*-u- [.&J,(L_.,(,‘_ A K(M - s i u

eicns can be madt;l. First, that the export-trade of Rhodes was much bigsrap

Ced {)m:.u

ol
than thé—e.=t. of ¥nidos or Thasos, 2 fact ,thet already a priori wag an.

tablished.But also in the second place, Shat- Just as in the middle ages
T A o w0
and partdy also in more recent times, certain towns were the headquﬁrters

of certain industries.In ke dncient Greece,cheep, simple ampheras for

the export-trade properly speakingm three places; =& mon
. ; B

polizing of the produgtion, which as a matter of fact sufficlently

J‘ .
?‘H;m for other Greek industries, for the fabrication of clay

o ?ases’l
W..'fL
of bronze pottery; of woven materials,etc. These amnharn_s vPr'e in the firsg
g

place weed for the export of wine.Rhodes and Thasos were rich in wine:
I »

on page 1'.2'( of my Geschichte der alte Rhodier I have M—-{&t)‘“%qq

gether, yhich prove that for Rhodes. myeps R
dent, that) of ¥a
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. "Mc-—h_.o on )’(_’;I-_A
producks of that igland)nothing in—the—least—as—ofbed is me‘gtionedhas

i =

3 —
wine,grapes and raisins. They@ereqused for oill, for salt, for fruitss-

for salted fish, also products, of which Rhodes had a surplus; they cer-

tainly (@lsd wereYexnorted to foreign countries, because there was a demand

for jars. The stampsy gmpressed on the handles h detmé have anything to do
i
wvith tax-collecting or wi‘.ﬂ expor?’control of the state, as rather long
N Lo Qc:w-'\am”:.;' / A .

v generally e suspect“edﬁ,“rh.ere have—beesn long and somewhat tire-

gome discussions,before the M&eﬂ of the\etamping was

33* C‘&V\M o
cleared upj;it appears to me, that Nilsson hes sot g £3 nwm;: o

A 2 5~
’L}C_ M&v Mwl,'\- ‘.-I..:! C:__W\ﬂ are
irg—result. On every Greek jar, LHMGMBHFMQPQ, sbendg ig

Q’L’c.‘]?fgﬂ‘r‘f,:;zme of a manufacturer and a date slamped. At Rhodas the
Lo

dating tells you even thﬁ’['month. This stamping on the handleg
— 7 f

is an annex‘:“proba?_ ly am sequel,to the stamping omf tilesg,

o
L:-gv) M.E—\JV\ \;-JQ"'""""
stock on hend, and t.he"Lallf'ead;,r -p&.—a-e-ed-m_too, were stampeg

- A Laa
to protect them against theft and i alio o 120 il

: S J\.t‘Ym ]/\_“ o
On the tiles - it is-te-pre can be proved - was stamped the

The

name of the building,, for which they were destlned, algo the ngp
' €

of the manufacturer, who b&e- supplied them. 4% E';r Jars)the

first ene was excluded, the name of the manufactu’rer hoy-

_ever kaé was here valuable t00. On both Gas) the exact dat@"gtampedl

a
the year in which they were baked. As——-f!e;:, Rhodlan jars the mo

L tﬂ"‘u _I:' 't }
even,was mentioned. For mostly the owner of them fe-g A
B SR B0 7 12 (6 {5 5

his foreman or manager. The stamping witp

the month showed him gn easy way to control the production of

Ml Az —L"{ olay o B A U S
every montli¢mnote—D) .He Thropgh this

Pl K . "
; ‘-XL.J-;.Q 'f..-..
; because heluas ngad s

i U Tt ) vt G
X 0 sell the
old8r ones first; for the stamp of the month _

_ : oLl Fross

3 -



-5=

the stamping with the name of the manufacfdrer soon begame a

means for advertising. 4= For jars, Q99Rﬂi%*ﬂﬂ?%&iﬁ&¥*b6@&m€—ﬁhat

i.‘» vovi cards a.A-»Q-\l ’(J"d-lbf’w_

ia—tRe—fipgt place. - V_,ﬁoal kﬂmvxu.

9 D. 19}] So on each Rhodian jar three things are mentioned:

s
1°. The name of the manufacturer,or of Iirm,which ran the pottery:

o (U759
e asjgg;nii;i;é the name of the eponymeﬁﬁpriest of Helios at

¥ Rhodos,
*32., the name of a month..
. These three indicatlions are arbitrarély spread over the .two
handles of the jar . The mame of the priest of Helios
) e ) G "\?_\ ¢

ig alway 8 found with the preposgition gmu, 80 Fwe. 20t 5afuxrod

at the time that /&%fa“aa%aa wes eponymosg; the mqmes of the manu-
y 75 2 Ol
facturers and of the month siand at_cheiee in the genitive or in

the nominative. The stamps are“ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁfBr round.

o NIV
Before I begin to tedl—ekexufy how these stgis can tell ug
; (nrs
much sbouy direction and duraticn of Hae Rhodlan trade, a little
digression about gqueer difficulties,. which the reading and stu-
— 3 . -
dying of 14« inscriptions entdil. Many of these stamped handles
are broken, not nearly half of the nemes of priests and manu-
Canvant
facturers -esme to us complete. The happy finders, whd edit them
)i o
have to guess and fill the missinvbnp by conjecture.If the?mgil

weds well-informed @n these studies, 1f they knew all the names

ot o 1 AR TR
of the.ap-ta_iheix_tima_ﬂeund priegsts and maﬂﬁ?&cturerge then

they would at least have a basie to build further on. But mostly

the case ia ag follows. ?h;sﬂen ~or- the other f;adsfién OF even

o G ,LJ - ‘ ny'o C\D—Ad\. e Mmﬂa‘ﬂ—
fifty Rhodiert stamps gn_&ans.h - : .ﬁangxhggg of
B) A \.A-Fm B eria T‘ti\\

the thouzends alroady/far and widaJeiltﬂdwaé%e-tnﬂeﬁépﬁteﬁe the
literature sbout the

gugject 1s indeed very difficult to gather
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! s
completely, even for nozgdy. His gpecimens are damaged; SO0 he penl,-

; ¢ often U,
e U ” = L= g RS Ah A
?i%iﬁﬁﬁﬁ_geégngs p0551b1e5aﬁapfowcxer he makes\;h;qﬂ;—semeheg;

Often the editlion also 1s more or less intentionally carelesg;
he is compelled to edit these things, because they have an an-
tique origin, i1sn't he? but he doeshot understand , that theyb.lgéﬂ

*/can be of any real use,and concentrates all hig ed@%e@#care on

Sreb b
more important inscriptions, which'hﬁmsucceeded geels. It 1g

(‘3-' e T o L W

as
~ true,. that in the most recent dscades there le-been—werked mepr

v Lrea oo
L*nigéfeéu;}y,since it *& reslized, how useful these stampegq nameg

2d alarr
are for t#e history. But M, many ed—i—te—za.s have

s sl
delivered sad work.Indeed it is %heﬂi criptions on

.the jars are not only broken or incomplete, but they are aglgg
often difficult to read.The manufacturers, who of course sihd-pnog
want’to make—bis expensef,mssd very often dim and faint markg

. ]
with queer and wrong”hrawn letters. The stampcarvers too Wwere

partly dabblers, who by mistake carved the wrang letters, who

through ignorance made blunders against ke Gresk spelling’ who

skipped parts of the mames, carved other Eizgis double,etc.%Gigéiﬁ

59 Wﬁv\ D A ‘&Woi{
wbailzgks through all)#aterial and has read all the 10cog stampge

CSV*'B;)
and has' studied them, canXWith success)devote hims;tﬁvio Correct,.
S ‘--'\-\1

the readings which sometimes are so foolish and corru
PN, 'Jl_., lA‘T u@j.},} \/“1 pt‘ and 011

the other hend séwarroe this field. With—eredit I mention ﬁé}*A Ou{*r
the names of Becker, Stephany, Kalbel,. Schuchhardt, of Hillep von

:artringena sBleckmann and Brecclia, and above all of Nilsgop Wwh
y e}

ﬁme lé%%ﬂ% fifty yeans have gézzzh_marita in this respect. Teng

£ correstions e fags and\c:%bem'
of ecorrec onsﬂgre—already mede by th ;3 ut tﬁere still remaip

tens to make. I myself, Who of oourse at the time that I pubiy N Jh
She

the Rhodien Dlalect-inscriptions in the collection of Gollitz

Ln-n. e Cpedae = mad#‘.
a contribution in thisg directions, found}g;axhg- wed study of
0
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this subject for the sake of this“lecture, once more a chance to

 y WS o d[u' a‘_. -

suggest more than a hundred other wersiocn .They will be published

in an emTexs c;+&}umbia :

At first now the direction of =8 Rhodian commerce will be

5)
E%ﬁﬁgbné%, then follows a discussion abeux its flourishing period.

t?it is very easy to fix %Eai direction. Thewe—are,(p. 193 Gs 1

|9 - SN t.smmU

Knidian or widir Thasia&“gizfin.lf a reglon or towl as

‘*v\_,q«-ﬁ-—

pogsible is 1 how _many jar scriptions are found there
P o e N e é
and ke shresa these three places of origin o ag

—percents s divided, then you_kﬁow the biéhﬁﬂ% of The Rhodian
“Ts dzz:o s [Aanse to

trade. This rsesearch @Mm& k=e thls.objection, that Rhodes onéy
Fo—pe vl

is compared with}}wo Eowns end not with other centers of commerce,

} . A«b{\:t ¥
We also eniy-learn nothing = the trade
in jars. But I consider it very likely,_ that the jars in question
luﬁgizéﬁa.a very important export-zFtitie, if not the most impor-
tant, for thede three towns; it seems to me not less possible,
that the directiong.which the trade in Jars took, was the same for

other articles.

_ Spana
I will begin with an investigation oé?Sicil; Jarstamps

s conds o
amm»eﬁggghﬁ gtudied and published h ljJB( by Fezelli), moreover ﬁfll“4
is the country, that already in the seventh century traded with
Rhodesa; for just there, so far from home, ha# Rhodes buildl its
biggest colonies, Gela and indirectly Agrigentum.Kaibel published
the jarstamps of Siecily together with thoss of Italy (IG X1V 2393)

He gives under 610 numbers”SBS stamps, among them 602 Sicilian.

(2770 e
Wiiteh origin do these have("Prae titulorum rhodiorum multitudine

cnidii parii thasil paucissimi vix apparent”. So writes Kaibel judl-



~gE

ly in hls preface. To be vefy'precise, iL_isTfouﬂdf-tha$ of the

b ;
602 Jerinscriptiond, successivsly coliected em Sicily,4 are
Knidian ( S 170, 212, 239 and 253), rone lhasian, noneRarden ang
.‘L_j L ne Q_‘\‘—I-C"M

%0 or &0 anertaln The rest &aheaﬁeiy Rnodian. With this regult

A /""“'*\‘\.{,\0—-\—

1t-4s-sasd witn a lea? conglencq’.tnat the import of Rhodian
it Aagcall
am@hora?s got ak;gzcdza%;no competition from Knidos and Thasog,

ol

' - J
P‘Iﬁ*fj In Italy it 1s the sgme. Kaibel sives 288 stamps, nearly gl s

from Tarentey Brindisium and Rhegium. He has forgotten 23

from
% Praeneste, which Henzen published in the BI 1865$2 @!% Ot the
: 2 :
Cor [0 506 hendlegc@rs]thredMknidian (S 79,120 and 339), about Ewenty
uncertain)and the rest all Rhodian.
R &,Qt,dy&
The preponderance of Rhodes comeshmore OV?ifhelmin§7&%—ir*

: S

A5
4}$gb¢~a£ Carthage. Of the 331 stamps (to«i' in C and |

19C4 and 1907) about twenty are uncertain; the rest{ié—Rhodian

]

We have neerly no stamps from Soutt France, Spain,
Algeria, no more from the~fartty—ﬁiﬁh—ﬁhe e g
éed_znwa-cyrene> c.CWM“‘ P*f“*l"flj t”*“tlﬁlA£1;‘ (%LM §A£h

Cotaandy

S0 the result sbout the west of the Mediterramgan is

Maroe :
0.._ CO 5

that
Thaslan amphoragtrade did not exist there, that the hnidian Was

extremely little, the Rhodian supreme.

Egypl, 8yria and Cypros form again aa—aﬂéﬁaﬁmi%y AlthOUgh

the trade from Rhodes is very preponderant here, it ig not as

-dominating as in the wWest. From Alexan*ria ( the rest of s
Ry e T PR S¥pt
has, pearly nothing supplied) until now) We new know 479 stamp
- oA 3

gathered by Stoddart from 1842-44 (Transactions Royal Societ
¥

of Literature, Second Series III, 1-127; IV, 1-67),

@ : 970 which
Neroulsos
i published in 1875 (N 226 Mﬁﬁ@h),

5% tn-the “&¢3-¥ﬂam



S b

ey _r_\_-dfu At

published by ”1ller ( Ra 18?,; 378 @%ﬁﬁ' , 624 from several works

A (S SIH-R &G
of Botti, and stild about 200 from spreaaed publications (A& - 5

Bull. de 1'Institut Egyptien 1871, 125129 18?4) 16~ 23, ﬂtc_)

~Siea hoandoed, =
Botbi certainly, Miller probably, Neroutsos ﬂ&ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬂ&ﬁﬁ&e stampsiqf
,__,J i i o

which alreadj a&n&&er"veﬁe»puollsped. So it is irR imposcple to
come here to a definite total number; presumably there are in tuaa»
sbout 21U0 specimens. Fégm that,é?ﬁ#:;aVThaﬂlan, about 350 Kni-

dian, 100 uncertain snd about 1620 Rhodian, that 13)80%..

mor< : :
The syrianJornprecise%’d@&e&absé)the Falestinian stamps, DU~

plished by Macalister and others (in PEF 1900-1904; Cl,rlont-éggg:
neau, Archaeol. Regearches in Palestine II) 148 é&ﬁp.), are =
in number, the Cyprians 264 (in BI 1870> 202 théﬁ.; Ra *873}
I}l? iié@-% 3 Ealle. 289-357; The Cesnola Collection of Cypricte
Antiguities, Descriptive Atlas III Suppl. Greek Inscriptions p, 7o
- 1C4; VMyres and bhnefal gsch- Richter, A catalogu. of the uyp;qs

%w)

Museum, Cxford 1899, 9566 . Of these 622 numbers(are) about 80 %T¥

Rhodlan, the rest +s-uncertain ( anyway the very incomplete pu-~

blications make this seem so to us) ; only very few specimeng

f;rl

are fef—?ure Knidian or Thaslan.

N

: A g Sk &
The islandrnnodes itself has supplled a ﬂuge numbe; of Stampg,

In the firet place there 1is the huge suaﬁiy Advmber of ftampg

tremendous sunply,,whlch reaently #8 found at Linaus by the
L. ’D(‘-A.y:“,-_{g o \_ (T

Daneg and se—exemplary published by hilqson, fu;th r the more than
o
1000 handles, which Newton transported fLoﬂ he %&wﬁ hhodes to the

British Museum and which Miss C. Aemilia Hutton listed ang descrip 4
i 4
( 1 XIT 1, 1065{4..); further,the 212 stamps, also from the {*gf

des lately publiqhed by’ Johanes Faris in the 1

eldﬂges Hollegux

15«% 2Ly STH ).

L e

(Qp. 153h ,);19&Qlas% gome smaller collections (
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Sl

Qens {-Q ;‘"n"l,

Of the =+ 4300 spécimens)tber: are npet—even 100 Knidian or uncer-

tain, and in total there are only 8 Thasiam. Of course this re-
W R

ault was toéexpectﬁ%.

L ppry

We own 882 janstamps from Pergamum (F T766) .
Amo¢ng themJ 819¥Rhpdian, 20 Thasian, 8 Knidian, 1 Parian,2 from
Smyrna, 32 uncertain.¥ o again a preponderance in favor of Rhodes

&\
£or more than 90 %.

other
We have get too few specimens from towns on the coast of

Orane. Muoaes

Li%%&e~&8aa, from the Sporades and tka Gyclaaes, then—thet-<we-here
Co
ganp make concluaionsfbwﬂJ

LA L . D o y PSR
WA T Un oot Tl frrminas 2 & el sy

The result was until now burdensome Monotonoee . The Rhodian

ampporaﬂ-commerce is nearly without a rival in thq?WegzégéitbeMedi-

)
it 18 so prmnolacranqrrt at it pu&&ﬂ iﬁ—&@ﬁ 85 or 90 % of tbépotal

v terranean; in the East and in the dlstrictgg which surnound'Rhodes

But quis® an-other picture appears at once in pga; ureece, aﬁgﬁawaAH
=y

in the only town of G@Greeceg, from where we p&a&esr more tnanﬁvery
Tew jaéstamps-—g?’Athen&The number ofig;;h kind of inseriptions
<$ET§E€€_EEE;QVverylgz%:win-1872 Dumonttg%re%dy.published there
more than 2200 ( Inscripthons ceramiques iﬂﬁ Gréce, Paris 1872),
According to him there are 347 Rhodian among them..He was not

competent ennngaﬁ to edit such a big collection; for he docenot
e
even know how properly to d&ﬂcnfminaLe the Knidian from the
A% N T'\AQ-*;.&Q,-
Bhodian stamps.Yet rouahly bilg azg%emeﬁ% may be fadlthfwd:

P ] ' A e | (P

lan't ‘he

',_J|_J

just as - %e~&ee%afe Rhoaian.wb&t is Knidian, as Eet

“yﬂbliﬂh
kuﬁf =7
+2# which is RHodian.So here ;% Athensonly 15 % Rhodian

e e {

stempse. The rest 4e& Knidian %e%%ées 124 Thasian and about 300

g Knidian

uncertain. »h@-alter getting acquainted with Dumonts way of wop-
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¥ :Iplaut‘rl }‘ K
king, wants to segﬁhis results fortified, must conside;,.that

much later a Aumber. of 08 stamps iéJgent from Attica to Dresden;

£ Grundmann examined them ( Gr¢p. 279“3 ) and found, ¥hay here too
8}
,ing;-the 98 stamps , only 14 are Rhodian.A little collectio%y,

gathered six yearslater ( AM 21, 127 ﬁb. ), gave again the same
i~
result. So it may be admitted that the Rhodian trade gw Attica

Lar—= K ;"ﬁ‘:} (,‘-:.6__4 . ( Looin f_f-_eg (-".;

A bay &
( and sm the rest of Greece) mend' mucn lessﬁt~ah_a& the fam dis-

Co e

Lrictsiéa west , east, or south direeiions.

< hars - ﬁ bt
»Remgins at lgst South# Russia. More than 3000 amphgﬁeﬁPandles,

appeared graduadly among.the ruins of the Greek towns on the

north coast of Fhe Black Sess, fhey-are @isfributed-over many
governmentf and private collections and published in a Lot of periéf_
a1cé¥and books. They are summed up 1n my " Rhodian Dislectinscrip-
ﬁi,ons ( p. 571) and the newest Eupply-gz Nilseon ( LPP.-413M)')

The result 1g this, thas ot those éi:icoo stemps ( given the stap=- |

was bt

dard. of some publications, it is heéreg no morerphan ot Alexandaa,

[P ;371{1; Paslestine, @ Cyprus or Atnen;)imms&bé& to give amite oxgel I

numbers), that of these more than 30CUyY stamps only about 120¢ are
Rhodian, 1500 Thaslan ,and 200 Knidian. About 1luU uncertain., Here -
. 2 1 : _ /
TRy | vk | | Ta=se CLLI SRS I o c_ﬂ,w-‘s.r {»J) o iae s
and only here - comes—the moreover closest situ island Thasog

3 L}:M“""‘ Q._c._d L—Q—«Q,L.-.
strongly en the fere and surpasses Rhodes, y¢&k£;6 Knldos did at
Athens . f
. ol ol
With our knowledge on this subject, we can not mention tlee
- _.L;'

cxpaes with certainty, wny the Rhodian tnde e Gresce an ;
o B e % Gre and en—the co-
gngahh?ountrieaﬁof the Black SeaLwd 3 less important than else=
where. We can only gzuess. To me it is the most likely sclution,

that Rhodes ag am ccmmercega

.55)‘Q‘"'4 R ;
hﬁf&?ﬁ}.ﬁlletef Chalcls, Gorlmthés Aeglna, Athens suce

tate came rather late to prosperity.

gsglvely

tarle, 1.

PR S P o Nl L e T , o8
hed been e firgt in tradins, For Rhodes, Bhat moreover was aitu-

£3]
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' ated in a‘rremote corner of the antique Greek world, it was diffi<

cult to gain ground in districts, where it was not known as .a
‘ E Sy ¢ I
commercb»bountry and where others already had teged themsel¥e Therg-—

! e . A S50 o |l
fore it turned to far abroad and to the JlSEflCt§+ which éifﬁi%ﬁt%

ainece the fourth century were opened more and more.

Now comes the Questiogy,h&v the course of & Rhodian commerce

was and when it developed most strongly. This guestion , as far &

2s it /is connected with the stamps on amnhoraﬁs ie less—eor—more
WA e 87 {Am hoeni a1l d g” ,'t,..._h_.al._—o--
sané@aé—faoedﬂby SuhUAhhé%dt later en parpuee—&ﬁ%enxéénal Dy

.Bleckmann in his book " De Inscriptionibus guae leguntur in vas-

" 2
culis rhodiis, Gottingae 19B7, and further in the article in
W _
Klio XII (1912),pp. 249-258. Whieh this researbh however, where

neelocils8, LI
the solidity of the building stones 1s not very fadilthfwld, 4t is o

duty to be very exact,and the materigl must in the first place.

J
be-brought togethsr as comple =t as posaible. yf course it must be

A .'14';-. -

taken as a fact,, that on each Rhodian jar the name o:fs priestaég—'““—

eﬂempegp whe i1 &-Tixed-year-wae- which indicates a fixed year,
r-—-"\-n-. II.AV.J\{\.'\ w (:—-LH"L:
0p. 198] It must be tried es-m- to Fix chronologically as many as

possible of those priests, in total 269, distributed on 1lUCCO
oA oy Lo CA"-"’ v BA r-“_u-\. .

stamps.How te—raaeh_xhéﬂ? because none of these many appears

‘ﬁn o }

in our Greek and Latin authors, not one name of Rhodian pris ﬂt¥ of

Helios, or one name of a manufaoturen is mentioned. Searching
pelitical
in the endless supply of Greek 1nscriptiona forﬁdocument%; which

Lov”? w_p:_.-.os T3 deiva
are dated according to Rhodian eponymi, s ,at the time
oA
that this one or iﬁiﬂ one was a priest of Hellos at RHodes, thens
28, of course mostly aﬁ inscriptions of the L&lﬂnd

Gl Q-UL.(CPI‘CL& LM

itselfs With a little knowledge of the subject, ffhe.fixing~a& the

date of gll these 28 Ls-sueeeeded rather exactly, of some even

’!E {\? [ .1 f{"" (oo s | B304 4, & {\\» d ("_
ﬁ?f] preéise N ow ﬂéhﬂkhingﬂﬂaﬁ £0r-88-68- Pg-as-pPosEible; cloaé

Ay /.)l el |! - o Y

together belonging aissovbry of-Rhodlian stemps, you will find the
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.':u'{ i . F == 2 .'"\
discovery ef Pergamum,\by Carl Schuchhardt|published on P 423

of Pert II of the ™ Inschriften von_Eenégggg,SSQ stamps, all

on rwl)‘{I'-’} ‘g“‘ a -k mﬂ-c\...,\-.
DT 103.3@ a2 house on slanting

found together

grouna)and dpperently all put—off on the same time. Indeed before
J._/_“ e "’._A, £ (a7 O eJ_, . {'scf—\-'-'_.- \ ki, CRAA- oty BN N o 0’] S W“-"'-.‘I

this kig, toze%hep_balonzinz_diadameny, a researeh’ a&—thiaﬂppeqent

e o mest accurately o _

cage was ilmpossible. Now it is important to fix the time to whlch

'ﬁhis discovery belongse This beeemeéépvée%ieabla by tracing how

many and which)priests turn up at Pergamumh‘wﬁe—appaan-&t—the*game

A (== -'U'\, e a8 L, OB rnns > Bas ]
gim&ﬁamgng the 28, Who- ane-to-res re-nermad inscriptions

/\ Ll_,‘v LKJQI\.IM Ca & La—}ou«.u:_.L d.-a.}-« en,.o«-c.J JQ"Q‘L,
ong=e+ whose i&me we moatly know.I i - ate g;L
el dRlabed, v Thin & v Bl s (2 DGO o =
e priests of the discovery are to be counted.Then Ls_¢£L4ML4;§£EEA

gwee, how many times each of these priests appear among all tha

10 OCO Rhodian stsmps, which we possess from far and near., 4&@-736

’\:,-1 ey g |
nearly all ﬁannd—e@%eﬂ among that mass, than w8 of course the
o] u-uJMJ.-)m
commer“e of Rhodes flourlshing-ﬁi their time; 1s the case thk
oFEoETt , then fla%mg, at that time. Happily this inyegq

tigation brings very clear results

o the pivot on which everything_turns,

is the “bronol‘:”é’*’tﬁ*&\_

fixing of the dincovay at Pergamum. That discovery - ag ;Q“; X
ad-

:'.eﬂ.i_a-trewof 882 etamp -( D lg,J A&g wHeBe ‘S_ILaRbodian a
ng

on these 819 [ore found 44 names of prieﬂtshnd 63 Oflganufactu
Per

these priests are at the most 60 or 7O yeanscidﬂr than the E‘Ct\i
LT } C(] ﬁa.‘- \
é;é;;;;; nobody postponesllongerﬁﬁe—e%eﬂa 0ld winejars -aww Wh
= en \ﬂ
did they 1live? Schuchhardt supposed sbout 180; then, he 8sld. < }
g »
Pergamum was most proeper and most powerful, at that tipe f

Rhodes tco was at the top of its glory.That the dat
ales

posRagan P P o 0
from & timg, &=t thsere was # congiderasble eammeﬁzgii&zgﬁgf
between

£ Qi
Rhodes and Fergamum, ) amongz other thigs from the fact, ty
at

the namesof several priestg turn§ up 10-2u times, even 25 i
. 2 meg

among those 819 stampg, so several years ar
’ ¥ € r'epresehted 25 timeg,




14— _ A el

A

e~ el ,
Al1l,wno had to s¥%er their opiniom after Schuchhardt, agreed

e

with his dating; however, 1t is not certain. Pergamum and Rhodes
both lesse existed and even flourished beforé& and after that time,

More certainty can be gathered along other roads. An inscrip-
: P LRP
tion from Seleucla & the Calycadnus e found by Heberdey and
= WU'V«
Wilhelm, L&mﬁiy published by me in the Greek Dialektinscriptlons
=T G ol éﬂx‘w
as n. J57{51. Four Rhodian honoraxs decrees sre—communieanbed in
e E '\Eud.ew\o‘r N‘-""o\‘i

favexr of v%n-)y.n(” the son of N'l’-w’/ a citizen of Seleucia and

obviousgly an influent\f’%riend of a king Antiochus of Syria. The -‘
1°

king has promised%;zgiﬂresenus to the Rhodians- " their

_urL-(‘ Y n©

fleet; E?%*Pws 1s stimulated to hasten the payments of those
presente. This inscription && according to the finders- and it
MA—-\ (_.Q.n_\
appears to me , that the copy, which they give of it,cgb%ﬁ%—at
SApnnnts
<t - 1is a—e-g-g-&.—uﬁa-el{,x—of the first half of the second century; then
only two kings Antiochus can be taken 1npﬁon91deration, Antiochus.

the II1 e» the Great (223- 187) and Antiochus IV (175 - 163).

The first however, lived In feud and war with the Rkodians, the
faithful allies of the Romans;so Antiochus IV remains. That

means that the indription is of one of the years between 175 an.

163. Fortunately it Szizzgiléa the very few Rhodlan insecriptionsg
with a date; it is namely from the year of the priesﬁ of Heliog
ﬁﬁﬁﬁ;{e‘: the son of D?;L“icsg(jﬂ“li@“smr*““i“u W'? hiew‘;.i.g.&’-'é‘
Qmmﬁidiﬁovpry of jarstamps at Pergamuihfii?ﬂtls no'priest we

meet so frequently as just thisAafrok Among the 819 R. stamps
he eppears not less than 21 times® Only 3 of the 44 surpass him |

& : X waseaT
in this respect Laewe=T—F. As 1t is obviocus, that a ;

e “"’EE" fl Mh%m-ﬁs
i [_W ._\-‘r\ 2
away the a;yfﬂol"at of the most recol‘lt years Ly=he e - b s

e PR — G- SP T~
LL\,-_‘ Ve Qe ’a e Di-\_Q ¢ OXa {,-\_c\ , o
Were-in the 5zeat_pamberﬂw»~h&ﬂ@ 1t muzt probably have happened

gsoon after hig priesthood, so the dste of the clearing away must

have been gbgltt 169,
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88 other way we come to the game result. The most to—tke-
Alonb i Y T\\mn..d-e.'l‘os

& Rhodian yOllthlaﬂS of the gecond century areC)&ﬂ%@Tos

)'{,‘j'\*\pd es bt
and his sonPGTUJ35h3 ?oth are @gain and 93 1;\mentionéaﬂoy Poly-

~

AT &M v J\J‘

A=t Cywnades
bius (1@vk-&n the index sk Hultsch), Aetuyugﬁqsfbv the first time
Rhodign
in the year 171 and further asVvambassador &% Rome in the years 167,
elall d
164 and 153. It is not ste—xead in Polybilus,_ that he is 2 son of

Thezidelos NS S
Qgid.gq,ros , but it appears.-nest—be certain from inscriptions (EAR )6§b

GDI 420%a; IG XII l) 1615)0 Blinkenberg has taken it as a fact

(EAR 3, ?O),“and ; agree readiggly with him. Now there exists a
tywiedes .
priegt of heLioaAﬂfurDEQQ a wellknown eponymu for hls name ne—

A~ e0nd

not less than 49 times on jarstamps. His name also appears

: ' -5 Lo e
on gn ingecription (IG XII 2 ICja), a‘;i;éé; which . I wetired—at v
Ve MR o b 2l
Blinkenberg or ai- anybod; P~ ~°¥33ﬁ3 mentione@k Is this ,
priest of Helios now the same as the politician? Yes, says Blinken. !
A'T‘\!‘ﬁ\-‘crdg‘; i

berg, and it seems likely to me t00. For the nameAstupmineis not
C v Vi I

epreincry and the six or seven other bearers of this fame at Rhodes
( GDI 3751 5 34y, ; 379%,; 3853,; 3875, ; 4157,; 4196 Jare stili-
obscure. Along tiglo ways however, we know rather preciwéhFhe 5{(3,:Ia

Aﬁ"‘,’""\'\fﬂl‘\‘a
of the priesthood ofA6T0p3595 the priest of helios. The(juat men-

tloned iggription IG XIT ?) lLins an epltaph with statue, erected
by grieving grandchildren for a grandfather and made by Epicharmus
of Soli. Epicharmus sculptueed also §£§§§1£§°tne first century

¢ lcok e% see GDI 37925 5802 ; 4200,). He was perguam juvenis
gays Hiller von é}tgihgen, the publigher of this inéfiption, wvhen

he sculptured thig statue,and I believe it gladly. But even in that

case it can hardly have been before 140 orp 150. The grandfather in

question, whose capfter is glorified on the memorialahed rliden ‘to
fielad

be BT@o{mKus, kead of ficelﬂJ KAT ok Tohy prov oV Ke LR EWI /-‘YGTqu)b?,_S

o
Hiller gPesumesg, that w%i%bthis war between Rhodes and Crete, the

one of 154 = 151 is meant , which Polybius deseribes in hig %24

= M )

Lima SAMALE S B —
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Asvywegdes ) ;
’ArsTruyH")i"’)S was delegated to Rome by the Rhodians, to explain the

L’t.his clearing away at gbout 165. (p. 26@

Q. b
s

A f.a-‘lh \IJ W ‘-|. - —
book.. This guesséms is indeed very acceptabif. So, thanAGTu|r vy day(

8

3

was priest of Helios in 153 or thereabout. It becomes still more

: (335154
likely, when we comnsider, that, again according to Folybius, jus‘c.:3

quarrel between Rhodes and Cfete in the senate.Who could be n'ig;"é;n "‘}
considered for this post _mhe eponymus of the state ? A second
path leads to the same year 153. Blinkenberg mentions on the WMM'%T'
which I just quoted, that he has found an inscription at Lingog

Rae? ’
( he 44 not publishdit yet), that proves 1r’refutabl\6mw-s, how
Astyymedes

exactly in the year 1543A6Tu!,u)8~35 was priest of Athans Lind;"a at .gs
Lindos. A8 a rule the priesthood of Helios at Rhodes and that
Al

of Athana at Lindos ,these two higlgest. ures- for Rhodian Poli-
=0 b d e

T”P"J\V)g
that

al o i e pear
ticﬁ(#ambition, were mostly eeeuptred by Sne person. So-?\G

was priest of Helios between 155 -150.Now 1t is remarkable
q o LI, Qi et =
of 49 ja lstampa,__which Wwe Gwa eof-him, not one appears inm the bi. £
. Md*'"‘*“":'"’; j b 5
find of Pergamum. The mest—at—hend—bedns explanation is i“"“'{uzs-h ey
t )

AsTywidis 44 oK ,
E - r&-
when these jars were cleared away,AGTupmby was—-ne%—‘ggz:,
T Ao S APriest of
Helios. Ee wae—+% however shorthafter 155; the dating aé{,r’eeS';‘“‘-‘*

ith

Theaihs tos
His father Qfm(m:;r o))however) appears mogt positively on the

jars at Pergamum. We know K;:?olybius (20, 225), that thig bolity

cian died at Pq(ome ia the year 167, more than 80 years oig o
L] her

leerns this unpublished inscréption of Blinkenberg, which Te31 y
PATIFIND S 8t

mentioned:khat he was priest of Athansa Lindls at Lindog in 188

If he too kas obtained the priesthood of Heliog, than@"lﬁi_é{%
probebly at abecut the same time. It is however unth%kable t

e Lo s B.g e 29 lhat o
politicisn of his notedi0t) should'have been—that. M
' Tracldelh | .~ I"C’I’fi‘over’ we

know a priest of Helios C')z.w%r.-)wk' £¥ 44 jearstemps. s e T s
Ttaaida Ga e

of course yes !.For the name@wqurog ls 80 rare, tﬂa;t
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o-vw.n 5 b\.—. P Atn P VU DI ‘-]- K
noﬁgw’ at Rhodes only two p,megﬂ ea—ef him, an C*I{meqtoi {f?,

&

anid'descendant (EAR 34 73; GDI'3810 by ). In our editions of Po-

(N

u\/,_ﬂ N&:ﬂ_ lybius he ig then also called obstinatedly Qr_m'r.,gT 0¢ » unﬂuqrt, but’
more gommon, although al—l- Rhodian inscriptions dr@lli%eeﬁ this name

P A M g AT
Héivins (E4R 3, 69; :3%2055; IG XII 1y 1635). Now we go again

back with this 6 E«-)Tegto the flnd at Pergamum. ”Ig the dlSCOVOl’J

\ QN::—CA.-\M)
dates from about J.o_J)and Q‘LakIBA{)Tan priest of Helios av about 100

than he must appear several ulmesion the Pergami-&ﬁ handles.. Indeeg

of the 44 stamps we possess of him; 12 come f‘r-om ] er-gamum,

t £131 EML«WQ; AT, 4o
Bu 8tijl more certain than the pruufh,vhlch ARprok An(
-té : o th : h Pl S I’AGTU}_AhS
or 10110'-')10 can produce’ us is al, which is connect

\'2 i S g ed with the

1‘“1’16‘3uAe\/,1g9'\}408- An inscription i:z found under the ruins of

/E?

temple of Zeus Fanamarus near Stratonicea in Cari@d; the Ba.q.t <
appre@chabte edition is the one of Michel 479. That inseriptsio

_begins with the dating "Eqn’ 3 Liotwy A&X'B""HOW o JUSt that

p ' =
(o W o mw | AabENE ‘shfeilgh a :modl n priest of Hellos mekes it cert.aln that
S \ FA = b a
I . W U orlrlna)"i‘rom the ‘c.j_m_ﬂ,r that Stratonlcua was Ftrmm?c‘t_rs*f‘v__ g to '
: /58~ The content, an honour-decree for af nhodian shteatas) ﬁmﬁglg:i’ :
e : . 4 - ¥ )
: — Behesr—confirms that too, if necessary. (p. QOFJJ. When ywa s hovy,
| ) . : e < ACEE 0w
- everfstr'atonicea submiseive to Rhodes ? We know that exactly i
n

188 th»ﬂ Romang pregented the town to Rhodes, in 166 they t ook

thelr gift back. Never before or after was this Sdb—ﬂ}}ss
A“(MC\W!-! 1.1;&15? e~

peated. oﬂeylh\,‘oswas prlest in one of the years between 188

ang
166. Of this eponymus we owa 56 jar}lnscrlwtionq among them tp.
L Y . g e
) rather bi% numbc;r- of 16 .. that appeared at rerrzamu Does th
o e a
bl " peautifully h - L
i - _}y“’" reautliully harmonize with what we just found, that the stam
' QMps gt
[/M)u’fj/\' * Pergamum were cleared away in q‘+163
OJ'I': % L ' .: &
\ @
b\ Because of the fact thanit is of great importance to o
O

SN v B
a9 eonbatn as possible the exact date of the clearing away .
’ wlll
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L 2

bl_&/l
algo tadk of five other pI‘J.e"-‘tS/ who can be of use for this. @+

ukles

Elrst EUKNQS He appears bn an iﬁQCI‘ipthI}:b_ which, although it
was published only two years agu,'_’*’now already l_f_g__éj;»famous, that ig

the " Chronicle of Lindos ". There we read (EAR 6% 340, D 40 ),

that the temple of Athansz Lindfa burned down, when Ebp.}-os the son of
Agtya“rﬁkf:—dﬂé
"%ﬁfugk\}o{\f-‘rigoks ’

b —,ﬁﬁ-fumﬁatﬁﬁ ) e Jlinkenber@ in his comment on this inscription (M 44_,%"1
in an exellen}/argument , which'is builﬁ"up from several historics £

was priest of Helios (_’LTNTJG ’Lietwj“l'w Aliov Ede s u5 Tou

data{ Moveq’ that this fire took place e:t:# about 335. Whoe
atill #B@y doubts, should (fur'thelj read EAR 24 051’(,, there Kinch deye

lops on ar'bhitectonical grounds, long before the Chronicle of

\\\\\

Lindos was known, that the newam temple of Athana I_ind\a now

r\.-‘-M\L“ 5 ot

still aﬁ‘_ruin)Eexlsvfing, dates from the second half of the fourth

century . quuﬁ\'ggwas priest of Helios e.-’e: about 335. I know 16 jar

stamps of him ote 5. None -of ‘ohsse 16 are found at Pnl”samum

If this \ha:é otherwise, th@,n this dis\‘covlt@ry could hardly heﬁe_bem
=~ from about 165. ( p-. 204_') Now this is just t.he result,. which

could be expected a prion.
E‘u\.h-?.m
This EbkMy , in contrast with the four formerly mentioneq,

CL i e

also does not appear ofi the stamps of the second b&ghtoset]” o

Ye==@ms discovery, the one at Gart_hage. Or can the«r& be:agolﬁen o

{J_,,_J- -"w“-«) » 3
a bi—gi&éd/slince the number of the Per‘gamm Jar}nscriptions 1
(B = tt\w-"'} o P e e S

thetes as blg as the nunber of bﬁg:&m 2 And ‘above all
thinge - what 1s more 1nIport.ant - can the Garths

L&n
T Tometirer—b. eﬁ{; ‘S‘ZEE» ? The case i3 this. In the last twenty yea -
rg

of the lgth century successively 331 Greek Jarstamps were foung
at

ol ena
Carthage. They were published in several £iles. of the Rewvue Tuny .
n

stenne, of the Bulletin Arch8ologique du

comit€ des travaux hiato

riques, of the Comptes- rendues de 1' L'Académie > des indripti
A °ns ang

R, T ——



e

’G L‘r’f— F—&,gdh*'\ .—_.‘.n_Q.-rJ\

—

’JJ‘UV‘g f.n"'

Cig=

of local periodicas; which are inaccessible to me. Eeter—thoy—ane

Sarvdsiieh :
tege%he;—%igg;h\iﬁﬁth@ III% Supplement volume of the VLIIE part

of the CIL, under n. 226)9 by Dessau in 1004. Dessau gives 266
indriptions, all Rhodian; at least, :
preve. In the et announcements of the discovery is claimeq;h

that the greatesﬁ part of these stamps form aff unitl Delattre
by ‘ﬁ ULA!waqﬂ
describes in the RCT of 1894 e0. 89 “a wall : = e of

uﬁll\mam ! [ Lk QMWV1~MXA
Augusv;’\in‘uer’ior fillm amphorai‘s and ahe-r-drs—e-ﬁm o N6

the same time he points out @n 92 and 107 ), why they must be mucﬁ,
nm!"'—

older than Augusbﬁénd must ePégén from the time of the Punism

Garthage. How many of the total 226 belong together and which

ML\ 3 o
exactly, he does not epea&—&bonﬁ-ng more than anybody else. For-

(CAAAA— t!'} r.}‘lfl {_

tunately the mutual connection is—be—preve fromkhe gtamps themsel-
Qpdp k
‘Ves. Bleckmannbalready called & aptention to the facg,.that the
stamps at Carthage and those at FPergamuw apparently are from
about the same time. Of the 42 priests of Helios, which are men-
WOy PR ’
-3

tioned on the Jars at Carthage, 30U Matéergamum, while only
14 Eergamgza names are mi=SI£Qau Caruhage&note—ea (p. 205)8uch

aF harmong between two masses of Rhodian jJjanstamps is nowhere lse
fyen etV Sl Q‘Alu\ St & O—E-E
to « Which &tg;;lzny is wowessr, the Eergamtzﬁ or the Carthagﬁﬁg

-vu.ma-i "]

To decide that jthe priest of Peliosh@hqﬁnﬁﬂ§ can again be useful,

&£ whomg we ,Just settled, that he occupied th= priesthood in 153

wad
or thereabout. We posqgss 49 cstamps of him. None of them iﬁ founa

at Pergamum; in t@e discovery of Carthage however, which &q—gnz
. ﬂ;-« -
<ewms a third pﬂﬁzzs;g, he appears twice. So, the stampsat

fall partly after about lo, and of course do not reach further sl
th"bfc |

tha;/%;g; he year, that M have finished aﬂ\/?L'Lt%

i+
nOfU}lﬂd%I gl town.

uarthage

WAARA,

y aiter/Tor the s \\q
L fiese reasons)thz Pergambem Jers areXplaced g

Now



“ , 2
— 90~
(25 1 L e LB Ol LAY i-\ - \'i. £
e - 6
LLN2gd-ae - 0R—anTTeReaR SOMEWhEt_}aDer,anqqp}&
Cev— neswl s celoce o | | sl N

further sxfirﬁaulon of the seingd }ﬂ:u}t, mention
&

AT Pro ..dk Hpbonass At el
the priest of" Helios ”96’\1 t’f:f\"/ws, who appears asg IRt er—o i o

2. LH =t sz +He
on the langdrawa, moéruﬁhﬂnwn inscription, the statement of

Rhodians 1n the age-old feud between Samos and Priene.
led about the.fOPtPSS"TOka%NO%«d about the ground around it

CAs‘w. LL\.A—' ~ *‘ A
brought thies case 31M@¥aga¢mkﬂ be

British museum,

_gnsmh turn _worked «t this inscr Lom, I added to hi

that two of the respectable Rhodlansg who appear here’

AA%c.gm—L LoD )
fvden Sim

A irwdc\.\. e r") 3 Son of !
E%)On*-w\ s 18 probably the son of the , O S 1

W P o PSP I A AT lD

mu%, who in 390 commanded the Rhodian cqnnffoq in the

. Eiutqund

aqnyonnesos, while‘tpﬂgJP%g , Lhe son ofTh &thpS

the Lmlrﬂl ho,
/

geem Lo be known to us from

'T':.M A E LAA
—

2]

cordimg to Polybius (27,

m

« The inscription-mis oht than be

Eé’?u)& “CO’IL{_{E’}J;& It 1s trus o

P A

= b |
o 5 4 I et et
Eeps more of hig name ,\tr_anTQ/G‘p but the ee-ﬂii.,;,_g.j,%.@q is
s f—'E'L""_‘ 3
se there is nene among all

Ferseus in 1
=

is dated aiMmi

¥
{ )

priests , whose name beging WithTlento « S0 the

&R an inscription from about 165. He
v Naredh

in, total on 24. Among thefr two ﬁ@@ found &t e

wrtini

dian prieste of whom %rcrt~@rew"vv“vv*ﬂﬂ~mor
S - e g Ly

han of uhi€|ied|nnﬁ&wq§ This result at p

Carthage, 1is exactly what was to be hoped of




S, 21

=07 =
D coscotime Lo
DA parIX & T OES

known through the inseription in honour of the g‘é‘)(i eaw'tc'i'cks :

Laas
, amother eponymﬁﬂfpriest, 48 already long Lreo

o~

Dionyscdoros of Alexandria (GDII3836 ). That is dated according to
E G‘KRTEIKL Enl
his priesthuod. Kellermann, Franz, Boeckh, Hiller von G&Rﬂf{lngen

all publishers of this inscription, agree wﬁt? that it dates
Mr A+ U -CQ\-«AAA
from the second century. They sxpress—thig—meenitig long before

-th—-%’-eéf@anythiﬁé%mom about the finds at Pergamum and Carthage.
Tor this[ﬁﬁZﬁtiﬁébhﬁ is miseing at Pergamum) appears twice at
Carthage (C54; BCT 1902, 447'n. 1). In future he may be placed

at about 160.

So s L9
The priest2wGikMyls in the same case. He appears Sa an

insfriptlo_n(IG XII 3 suppl. n. 1270), that M““—”@—‘“ﬂ"'

4§E§§:EE§E§”EE the second century, maybe in the beginning of the
first. The evidence of the gars agrees with that.. For he is found
1n éarthgggjhogii: ;é?l;;g$.)50 hevpimqs from £ 160. He is found
57 times on jarstamps.
Areloipbrares ;

A®Finally the priesf%eurogwh*.ﬁe ipdicates the year on an
ingription of the Rhodians in honour of tﬁgq&sgL'cyzicus (Inow
GDI n. 3752). Boeckh, ¥he deserving publigher of thisﬁffggg, placeg

him iu the second century B.C+; at the time I have—ae%—beea able
m&l e P N S - T L T :L \ﬂ.x_-mm
to add Ll my edition to this-ratlher—dim—detinsy—what

n,(.;l:&“ Aralsltranes ‘
&#Lbfia%}e. ezru¢uv@5appears also on Jjarstamps, 51
™
times. Among them 8 @are found at Pergamum (P 80? -874) and three

Eua
at Carthage (C 1b a d 28; BCT 19C%, 484 n. 69 ;%&% agrees with

Boeckh's dating of the Rhodian- czzician honour decree and with my

dating of the Pergamzzg-and
dating cea be limited and only the first half of the gecond centur%j
eas be considered, to be more precise -about the year 175,

finds. Now however Boeckﬁs
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What doegit help us ,. that we so searching and gsearching have
estimated the date of the find at Pergamum rather precise, that we
knoﬁ about the time of the Carthagian stamps ? Very mpch of coursge,

For the 56 priests and 76 manufacturergtﬂwhe—are:mentionedIat

Pergamum and Carthagg, can now safely be placed at a time which

LAAAS

at themost goes back tdd 60 years before the Pergamien discovery

g0 they belong to the years between 225 and 149. Aft

e

€I a moment irg
ﬁhhé;e will be proved,: thklat literally all these priests and these

manufacturers appear extremely often in our common stamp Supply
of 10 CCO pleces, so that the periocd of 225 #1332 150 must have peg

the great flourlshing time of T Rhodian trade. At first B
et SSIFE }.n.-.e A
however possible to distribute them a little pree&ﬁer over the
C__n_.._a.aﬁ,"-— ﬂ'»—-\«g "

period in question and also to enlafge—%here—umouﬁ% somewhat, pop

+ those among them who appear more than ten times at PergamUm e
can with great prob%%ity place between 190 and 165 and those

s Who
appear often or only at Pe?gamum Carthage, seldem at Pergamum

may ﬂe from gbout 170 - 150. Those who.ﬁporad;cailxjare founavat
Pergamum, not. at all at Carthege, must very likely be pPlaceg e
tween 225 and 190. The results are here of course more certain
for the priests than for the manufacturers : the names of the
priests represent each only one year, the manufacturers'nameS a~
wife 10 y lif@time, maybe sometimes geveral lifetimes, the life of o f1r7(1§£T
DA ff ’ﬁ{iéjgﬂﬁraﬁhgt As to the enlargement of the numbeﬂof 56 priestg ang 76
;j i L manufacturers, that can aslso be attained aleng uHﬁOthEP Way fop &
;:f iﬁinl' '"“_the 75 years in question. A few complete. Rhodian jars gg@i%o&ﬁ&:giwxi‘
ﬁitﬁhaiﬂ;_ka, :gain; the names of priest and«&&ﬂ’manufactureqh which appear S . ]
) ¢\ them belong of course together, they lived atthe game ﬁime It
i~ $" (L < dlag oceurs, Flthough very seld%E% that on the same handle ¢ 5

Jer, the nameé or a priest and the neme of = manufacturer A

4 Stam,_
- &L & . ! mﬁ g N\AeA
ped next to easen other. We know of these two Y togethey




S22

-25=
W-‘A
about 80 esses on 10 0CO jarstamps. 62 Ave useful for our purpose

CL\.,. L\.\Qc?y-{uco\.ru-/! SN '\A,.G-(
(mote—IT) . On the rest of the complet®e jars we—esnnetread—the
i

W\

St oAk Qoo pAstn ATy

14‘5’591’1%’&1@;13%{“—1—“1%.(0. 209 j Thejbgﬁlg}{g;p{.g learn the time

of a few more priests and mgrufacuur“rs.\/fm@&&—ﬁe&nﬁ a complete
(D o 5.1 {‘1‘ T AA—A Cﬁ--l'd,,'l r-lsél Lan, {,nﬂf [ VA A A JT'{“‘-C"§

jar,@n— Cyprus, from tne year+ 100, /6T the priest el “)Toj,who

kept us busy just nm "(Hall 391 n. 5666) on one handle is his name

2
6‘t6 g - P‘L-LH f‘rhn_rL-_— H‘-i‘-i‘\otmnl_:
on theYthe namae of the manufacturerITIT!o FeaTn( « SO thisj.r‘rro;cea-ra.)s

lived z2lso a*b- about 190, I—;’e,\_,.en b= ] turrlh:a_ppears again on an bther

complete jar, which tuglléxcavatéd at Tell Sandzhannbh in Palestine

‘(PEF 1905] 306), and also om one &% from Cyprus (Haal 291 n«-5041).

The prists 03 these twa jars are also again from about 190. ‘Se~
LEN Gt iy

’En, priest Nizgcu\ﬁ EAs s wellknown at Pergamum and Carthage, from

{)-Q.&-\,.J,IL.-A
apout 175, arpears on the same handle mext-te the manufacturer

AC{-\LL\O'JDI‘G-\ ‘
-’Ah’*'&oﬂ’w 0 (L 329, 5 and 6); so they lived at the same time. IN this

w«t){i\
,.y you come from one result to bhe—s—th&r-renul%. Along this way

{v\*i - %{fr :.i:’

( tb,e fineseea stay-—-tn-the-npete}r we get again for the pericd be-

tween 225 and 150 an 1ncr’easé of 11 priests and 8 manu-

. ; -‘_&A‘ﬁ (”\r\-f""'x ’_Q
facturer’e%e-‘ea—k}).f (page 210% By—thet "the total nﬁsae 67

priests and 84 manufacturers.

e
of th¥s.
What does Se-history know 8bews ®he three quarters of af,

w--—;,,"!.
century, about which we speak here ? That it khas—bmen a period or

m&\?-“—l
great politicel prosperity for Rhodes, of the mewt brightes Asplen_
W\""
dour,, wjkoy this gtate ever achieved tre--t-b‘._mma-i‘-ée The flourisha

48, period\kﬁowgver ‘lasted twice as 101’1@; ﬁ an" vther ‘3/4, o

century preceded this one , almost. a&-&ke in prosperity. There ig
d_"(\ Lf.~... egeqﬂ‘-'\.\v:. e ;_'\__ \

no hiswrw%hexs of Rhodes who does not emen tie grgatneaa of the

gl atel - \A
town u&:&h the remarkable siege of 305 m 304, h@-ciose

this pe-
iod with 164, when the Romang Bei ol fam MULJ :
riod with 164, when the 'c}maram a3 sgrace

heavy as lead
of and o&@y tried to transfer the Rhodian trade to Delos. Then

: £
begins the decline, gaw for the time being, but ye® continuous e,




A
In those 140 yeers of greatness, Rhodes B=®s probably ga%hsz@d the
T r .-.-' £l -‘\)"}I)
mostwéﬁeide—podef between304 and 225; in the 61 years after that, it
.‘h___nj,‘

;w&wﬁﬁgq splendid t& theoutsiﬁﬂ. Anhghhis ;plend%ﬁivseems also to

Eﬁgceﬂn the domain of <t&@e~Rhodian trade a£§§£;5 ﬁrafflc.For)é%u_

_ ol
tinizing the 10 COO stamps at our disposk%ieqand tracing which of

the names of the total of 269rpriests we—knew, and which of the

.I['

[ |

Lo

O 2 \names of 375 manufacturers,occurd most in théhmaterial, Adlways

gt e | dorr famirinns
3 dves again those priests and manufacturers, of whom we Found, that

{

( they lived between 225 and 150. A little bit of statistics will
pregve this. I have counted, which names occurs @n 3C or more stampg.
The number 30 has been taken arbitrarély; but in any case, they
have to be those priests, during whose priesthood the export of
Jars wes greatest, those manufacturerﬁﬁ,whm contributed most tq
that export. © h total it turns out, that these are 6L Priests

and 29 manufacturers. I°spare you the names; they are mentione-q

together with the number of thetir stamps in the note

-
P T P S G, T

|Among these 60 most excurping priests are no less than 48 of the
67 known to us from the period @ 225 - 150; 80 there are only 13

left, 12 of 202 priests, for the remeining four centurieg during

which Rhodian amphora%s were traded. For the manufacturers) the

on 30 on

more handles, there are 34, who existed in the three quartersg gf

s -1
ratio 4s just as oonvincinggaméhg 3%? whose names occur

a century in questicn; whereas only 5 do not belong to that pqriod

This statistics is eloquent in its soberness. It points very cle
Al =

ly to the zenith of e Rhodian trade.

We are lef$ with the problem of Rhodish trade before 205

and after 150. Bleckmsnn has provided .an ansver #here. AS 80 nqa
a 4
| ‘_‘y
Rhodlan stamps are known to us, he reasons, lO}LCO ¥ total it
ig al

mogt certaigr that we=kmmw of the period of gtamping, 1. e

e




/’.

- - Sl _.
o e ‘ ' 5,25

| 9L “L AL

the perioq of tﬁﬁe, practically all Rhodian eponymbn. we know 260-
of them; so the trading period Bee not kesr much longer than that

number of years. The beginning of it is 331, the year, in whicn
free .
Alexander reestablished theYRhodian Republic, the end around 503

for after that year not one priest occurring in in scrlrtlongghls

‘MIJ’"‘\ A CAaA At ey ,)

mentioned. on jJarstamps. Therefore we possess from 2dlAy°ars An—-

A,

betwesn all exept 21 eponymem. Against tnis (p 21J)'seemingly -

besutiful theory tﬁere can be found serious objections: that the
: = \ ) 5 :
number of 260 sponymes, known o us.-is not exact, that331l is an

“very arbitrery starting point (nete—15Yy, and 50 certainly the

wrong endpoint; for even one century afteruards we know - not_ to
speek of uncertein cases - the priestﬂ;%ijS of 55 eA D, whose
name occurs 1. an incscription as well as on a stamp.If the invegti;
getion ﬁgs to be free and objective, tﬁan tﬁg;é'mUSt e looksd ih
@2 history for the earliest possible momen‘l},& when the syamping
may have begun and also for the most likely endpoint, wlthout
Judging from £§§ Jarstamps. The earliest possible bé;;;;eéna is
407+ Then the gg;g]Rhodas was fdunded, the state Rhodes was orga="

= \
nized, 8o of course then this state got eponym@m 2nd magistrates.

. Before they existed it was impossible to stamp thelir names; but

there is no reason at all to dispute, that there was export ﬁo-gbe
foreign countries already at that tame, so that zlreedy thén the

stamping hégﬁgggﬁn. whén did t»e Rhodian export_ﬁpada stop % éig;y;
ong, who 1ls experienced in the higtory of this

wﬂvr\ﬁ l‘

how soon eshe became & dead Eéhg in the emperor reriod, who remem

and knows

bers the 1enqthty evidence about thidv s, which Dio Chrysostomus and

Fo

Aristlaesrlnft for us in theigTLSlﬁLol » canw believe, that iy

100 AD there can have been anything
E'WM Lot ¢ .
expor%h_whichﬁalmost spamned all coasts of the Mediterrandsn. So

worth mentlioning left of an

caleulating the limits liberally, there is @ possible exporﬂ?eriod
!

AP L s (S B,
g R i AT )
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e e of stamped jars of ebout 500 years (407 - + 100AD). For this pos-
e , o Loy (Lnns

v .gible 500-year period we know res yetAECO priests. 5o it seems,_

that in spite of the 10 000 Rhodian stemps, there still are quite
N = L e
g lot of epomymes, who dojnot appear on them at all. [(p.214) In

the first place let us make the list as exact as possible. Bleck-
mann gave this moSt recently (in Klio RII), and got a nuMber of 260

, among them 10, which/bnlyj”ere foynd‘in inscrlptions, not on
1&
jarhandles

-

. Hiller von Gartringen supplied this cqtalo@;

in one of the most recent numbers of Klie (XIV 388-389)with ll new
names of priests.$ So the total became 271. Also after his contri-

bution it is still possible to en1arge the number; I still foung
AC&C& o w byalos n-,h:\rd,\a“fs
the rlestsﬁA‘(“ of*[i*e 0T 0§ eAMOCAATI (N 231 11, 3), A{GGToo‘Oavm
gf orrur:cn )A‘tl\cﬁ-\o(ﬂnﬂcc Anty .S
(GDI 4243), ’J‘h"’ Ve & ¢ (L 20), Aovo @ hog ¢ (127)7AVT) oV o
An.ke,do“ A"'““ -

(R 1082),Ae ks $wv (L117), Ae_slnoxg\ (L 121; compare
also the two stamps from Tell Sandahannh, mentioned on De 244}
Evphragovas KlevsTealos gL
oneeo\hﬂoeoc (<(AM 21. 57 n. 15) KXEUGTQOL\T03<*‘9L RI6)% Hz_vf"
Hya bt ihb“fﬂJ —Fra Pkcxne -
\-’-eaurrgg\—-(ﬁ 240 n. 130), \\u st (M186), lled?|ug0¢v43&

= o s tph o) av td atmps \
(GDI 4245, 604 and oo5),25msu€f§\ (1 289), Rete  Sapeng (4303
(a=te_18). So agsin 14 new names, the total becomes now

\‘i Mt W\xt\M G TN I ['""h‘“‘ WSy 1A
; 30rutinizing, be crossed out ), evem—in Plller.

583 - B'U.t

Hillep
mentions a priest[rmx){]ﬁbuv , 0f whose name only the last half

is readable. Aheklknown hero was called so, mortal people howeve
r

i 2
geldSa, I would rather fill 1AEA‘QTT]¢¢”V which name indeeqg

1s found on #we handles of two jars (C 22), ..... but as the namJ
5T e
of 2 manufacturer. So the best thing to do seem: me
Lqm.fr- ’ Bne voL WS Ko Keep

the eﬁmpiﬁvemeﬁ$ ofetWV in uncertainty. In the second Place 7T
L« ~.<t»‘- - ‘,'C'

kﬂve—ebjﬂcti&n -ag8dnsd Hiller'g prieqt_TllﬁorA£Af~)5 s iqﬁot
{ .

d; 1 keep-him éG& nouklng elde Se
PJJ? 8 less exaet reading of the wellknown prie

think this name ri:htly forme
GEHQWQ—FE‘GW}*iVOS

In Bleckmerm I protest in the first place ag Naantl

saingt t i O
1h“ppy—ﬂ&m cal-



D, 2%
o

~ & s A PR : (.La--\M.cﬂ'é.
Az l\‘ ]
e . He does not guote a place where this priest
1ed ANs €idaipeog o E T :
occurs and I never could find him anywhere; I 'guess that he came

on the 1lst. by @& mista_ke, Further I do»Inot believe in the priest
Il s B
{CJ a\,—»n .

T
-’A TTD)\waoS Selten , Bleckmann calls him; truthfully he only
appears once, -a-t#l)ha very unr'eliabie Dumont (D 82'n. 41), and Nil-

gson already rightly also doubted h s existence (JL P. 91). The
-‘l-— f{_‘ .
priest AGT”]J-"DK“QS T scemes to me also & n unreal person. At the

time of his priesthcod, as is mentioned on an epitaph (JOAI 4, 160)

3

a respect#a+ Rhodian, an anonymous personﬁfor- us, is distinguisheg

with &@% and homours. The inscription i1s “junger als 100 Bc)u
Hiller, the publisher, says, but he only relies on Mg and
or'thograpny If we esfi%a_i.a it o{n ‘1325 and wm;ﬁitnq. and Ol’thography
certalnly will a119g that) there is nothing aéaiﬁst)l that the
e Gl Just diﬁcﬂ person! "a;,\..;j:‘-)?'l his honours in 153, at the time of
As TheatdeTs: )

—_— -.:I-r p X ] 3 g h
AGTU}Mj Mg the wellknown son of Oca MTog§ » Whose priegt-

hood we just setﬁmﬂ 155. Tnen thie somewhat suspicious splitting
)Tyv~‘Jfa §1yu < d Catlile frren
1rt% pr’iestfbﬂﬁ‘v}l‘v‘j w)%I and AGTU}A’VJS'QS @f—::k—l—!ﬂ? The S0calleqg
Hga - e
priest .A.oteﬁ"tgqjs of Bleckmarm 8- alr'eady .

AN

vilsson \]_ D 11'_,)

.....—:1--:-_-_.,

ehanged ir‘L A.ou,esfgrbgp who also bh-er-e-led-;-':that Place croggeqg out

Derelvio b L@ PN
A”D}*":)TGJOS %the l¥st of Rhodian priesta. By cro 8ing out &

L L - LA
A";}*U%'c’; two names are logt b&% Bleckmann, for ‘he has includ

ed the
#.«..w\.‘ t\— Lo 6 NS VI A0 t?-(l Al

¥ -
Rhodian diakdctform /_’fok Te (o¢ Of this ne-w—e*i-mgﬁ Yies
Thersands iy ety onTe s

G 8180 appeared in the other writing® Q“ VS .
e S.Q dVEQOS hia ""E X € 0g 0n the
listi,fﬁuzms glso occurs as J.G‘sz\ » Which spelling pProbably jg

better.tharn The priest Ku gm) ls probably aiso imag glnation,

Fup
zweimal" writes Bleckmann,"bei M und 2". The stamp M 144 %-‘é.;
bt ua oneclia

Fostdy 1nter1,reted by 1'ilqson (L pe 114), T -am very much afraiq

hansccdnibl, B v etk
that the be—we—unapproschsble ingcrlotion in z (Zapisci Odesskapo

T Ase
oosc':/ t.sva) glso ig LTTthugou (D 216)and lihemse is ascrlbed

: _ o Tt \L
’1 to the hypotheticsal priest \Cu505 y instead of to .;-ﬁe ma?’mfacturep

|.” - & EP‘KJ‘?‘;T,

already




g

O

Loarrt- ‘ »( o 60-('- 2
I already pointed Jao the mytiecal pZ‘l’=E!‘E- MOX‘T&K Demg in'note A%

Nivasiboul 65
The priest Nika§ ¢ ﬁou}\og must be crossed out ., who according to
O,-QM 'q'-"—

Bleckmann "nur zweima.L bei R” that is,in & IG XEL 1, Fs==ad, but
Tan l?“-i‘ w fyead w; e
he#ze.ve.pAnoxvhere e—vo—find, [_T( Mde}(t)() _ﬂappears once (L <

405), 1in aﬁ incomplete inscription, which{gglﬁéiirggaiawbe i&&&tﬁ (
%EAU.] poteX 0§ or W K] e X 0§ « And almost more certainly

A Gen o JL:cA-nJ_.:l a6 .‘A;.fp{ :
the TI}A }AL V'V}S h&?%e—iiﬁagpe&% vho erlty—relties—on—onel stamp

in-Stephani's Antiquites du :;osm-orc, .gimmerien (BC n. 2_;)

LR yu\-LM (e QJ: f ot 05 ] e
3-. mﬁlcuw sﬁhr‘opohah'ip m}.b}i.e&ggﬁ__.;._ek ot

o aumu_ 49 - 'QA-G\-A..J -L\_,{IQ_L
this Sual'llp_? m_Ll immediately -

SN S P § PRSP A
-(7 he tradition that nﬂreT;DAo]\)W[_ﬂjJs has to be read; what is }.lle
OB o TI.M-\G_ A‘KA.L! Mhﬂf\! o
rkight name,'riﬁdw41V05 T“qxoa-'ﬁhs or s&idd something e&ﬂe

more difficult to settle. Finally the priests G€—L wv§u5 andéél-‘-}m,'vr_

f> Lll‘!“tdeJ v
6"“7 sre the same person. 8o, after this meddling with'names,

there remain 269 ol uhe ligt of 285 priests.

T Ao

of tbese 209 of are, placed between 225 and 150, But how

. P e e PR S e Aovinced A

. many ofﬁ?hase 202 1are known to us from etsewhere? From the 1lufe-

, P &
rature none,, but fkmenbion~d gevergl times inscriptiunsh in whieh
i e ik Lrassda Ga
- eponymem priests occur. These must, compsred—Lo- the - jarstamps, make

the course of <@e Rhodian trade clear to us. Unfortunthe

e o™ &5 “frar. . S e A
@ 3 ‘material ~un.t,i.§‘_'_ne+f» at hananot at all sufficlent. All taken to-
v oo o gether, only 28 priests of Helios are mentioned in 1nscripti,ns®

urr-r-qtf

UKGO‘\TADS iz

T __—(—m-te—tg-}‘ Among them one is useless to us, > S ¥
e ngis too uncertain , Collignon, the first publisher of the

'_ insacr-ip‘cduon.’r in whichrhis name ocecurs (GDI 3755 <) (p. 217)‘; says,
| T el : |

o T " gue 1'inscription ne sharsit ®tre d'une date antérieure ay troi_
..'\\. o - .ot Cr‘-—-.. L ‘1&‘ {.“' I '(
BN A sleme siecle"; Hillere asserts against—that, that it is mueh

'multo recenyior". We know two priests from the fourth century, 4

the century after 407, the first which-\‘_ﬁaﬁgﬂhégﬁbe considereg
N »



N
»
=0

=8 .
\ E:n,_}r;a'-"ru {.—31‘(.'\%""‘"
One of them isg Et’)k-A'r)g t.be ﬂnonym@ of the fire of"the temple

-.) or ooy .1 s T\ 5.
of Athenz at Lindos, whom We setﬂul-ea—a-zz&km 55546 L6 Qtamps are
At | UZ-_-.-. \-—J ( A
1 y»_fr,ommhd,xr», 6 &Lath:’f‘ «b:ae— number. The other is—rv aw‘\/oks
(EAR 6. 241, D61), of whom a visien is mentioned in the Chronicle
o)
of '‘Lindos, in which Athana reveals him 8 8in-"offering for her

=

polluted temple. A& this vision stamde after an $T1QAVEiiR of the

goddess in 490 and before & similar in 304, it probably happened

T—P bLuuWV‘—r-T-‘S

between these two dates; then ®kVVve§ was a priest of the fourt h
Call .;L_f_

century, The s-.*i:ol_g,ouor‘y) rox ;tnat matter ﬂp&a-k.e elso fer tha—t,

hc"\-\ WES

1 .
2l

ck
a

rather early 5. But “lﬂE oVVeL( does not appear on any Jar=,

’stamp. It seems t.o me,, that thnrﬂ 1s not very mugh' to conclude
tkd._v‘—ra '

here. If 'I’Fu pcvvptg 1s taken 1n}’°consider‘ation then it seems

llkCJ.jf% that tmere was no export trade in Lh&’. fourth centurys

; 2 Canaats
judglné‘%& E3KA~)\> , MF this trade is considere:x r'at.her -'a&.gf

> pndadiog?

Anyhow, thé 16. stamps with Euk.)w)g neme have e&::otemzia,; fom@
If we had had, in continuation of them, the names of t.hree or

four priests of the Ahird century, who also all were I‘epr’esented

1 ' R . (4 e
by. ‘'@ rather gnm—aw of stemps, than 4 might be gs Stien-

LA br tr“'b I ]
t.if‘ict‘ : what seems lilm,ly a prior*i that axzo-&a& 350 &ae
(et A
Rhodian trade began to stretch ite wings, JJeveloplled powerfy

after 300, and then after 275 attained its zenitn. But, unforty-
) .
A/-‘ d«a&#@ﬁ.i‘

s (_f‘;t‘k C
natelg theaﬂ@—ha—s not cepa one priest as

b

ﬁhe third cpntur‘y wﬁbh-g-e;-tm-i-n-e:y the ﬁr*e-c-u'-.inently gr-‘é‘;i“of \
A‘v“i—/\._}-

Rhodea. AVT!G W‘“&Si“ Pleeed a2t the end of this century,

a
:)meatuwho is kno wn from the inscription GDI 5798, but who ig

eﬂ»\.L\.”‘ Blan “YeALD 1 T e I {\ L § ]
Aﬂi—ﬂ-&e*:t—”ml*tre,aa- jarhanaies. Accur\iin to Hiiler, M‘
J astt ‘ Lo rthass A o '.‘ l-&( ‘\‘ W

b&::’cﬁﬁe; Nhﬂ__aa%mmhimseif A}w isg

-

(l" E'J.SJ “ineum_te

altero seeculo ante uhristum natum vix recentlor", 86 from 200

or a little earlier, Newton ang Fon*car’t,

ear'lz er publi gners, who




5) 6

AN
(@)
i

R ) WA . L (eI TS
heve—-seen the stone -at Rhodes, agree with that, though heeé%ﬁ%%ﬁg
4 7ol . i[‘ ._‘i'__ Lr’. ﬂ
But all rely for tit dgunctmef time-g;i; on the character of the

o (a7 e
wrivih* of the inscription. And this criterion is éeeeivin~ by
v w l.4. fn' II*

the nature of e tnings, S?tﬁi&*iy becauge there really are very

&13’“{1\ ;\.g
few Rhodlan inscriptions with chronological certainty from arevunmd

that time. So Icﬁétheriwould“leave this socealled only witness

for the third century-out of reckoning.

Before the year 225 the results are very uncertain, but.
' gulbice

after 150 it is noﬂ better. In b*tween are the
___)6_” TH o n -:rir o A\xﬂ; ““-':(il.':_a Mfu_
known pI‘lSSbS AO‘}*—D )""')S; CFPRY AT, GTU}*"‘Q'S"’JQJ eX~
15 PRI e f\-‘t:{m L-’\G\_n A Seaikl
S, Aotpmvaws amTNeowm, T w61k AyS anmd
A‘LQIL f:“c (b_,g. o diine 4

?AeyiT%ﬁ%dvbs , e%—whem—dln@ad§—¥&&—&ﬁeksa.'fhey are gll from

190 to 130. They appear often on tamps, regpectively 50,44, 24,
bmﬂ

Lol ~exla 4 4

=
47 S5l BT and 49 times, The priest AUTO k—eaﬂ'n)s 13 aleo placed

(:'\'4 R f
in thne  first half oi the second century Lﬁﬁéugh the 1nscription

from Tenog, in which he is mentioned (IS XL 5 8&431); in note 14

AT L \
Ihglreaay connected him with the dlscoverieﬂ at Petgamum and

-

Carthage. He 1s to -f&:ﬂ'l on 60 Jarstampa. AK%'GTeaLTdS oceurs én

e e e

the inscription Dg® 450L5.This inscription kea a

RNeo

delx
about ites a=e; but here the Jarinecriptions that this

priest , appearing at Fergamum and Cartnage,muet be from about

T\_;/CJ—AJ\.") K’.ﬁ:\';:; 1 f -
180, Be peturns on 50 stamps. S0 t&dss gre 10 eponymer from the

first half ot the second century.

By their many stamps they all point out the flourishing
o' aa
time of G Rhodian trade, whleh }

Tku_.n.cl R 70 QI

this pe-

riod.. Dia thl“ roasperity decline goon aILer 150 2 -
el *‘A P B Y 50 weiﬁhed_the

Rtase i Aaiea diarsicd

es, whichn tne Romans had taken against them inPo#

SeSEeWyE, vas the qupetlb‘Jn of the commer gial metropolis




et : | S5

(L

O~
Delos, found:=d by them, -B/-_;—v, that already in the second half
that 0\«_..: LT ( Jv
of itke century & very noticeable slackening began? ¥ clmost

sl = R e

ghaudd believe s0, relying oa tne evidﬂnceq of the -f-h"""ﬁﬂ'&"“—o‘ the
. La—vuc T b c‘e_,-.ia.u-f}

centory-knocwn Runeodian eponymsek p.219)For three-other priests

of the second century are handed down to us; but, two of those
three do not appegr on jarinsc‘*iwtions, the thlr'd only once. In %h-
the first place there s the two pries-.m..g_t\folu}ws and. Mavas &

2L
who together with A-s-—r-‘i#%_&% act as m on the

A&La\m,k .Zcmtcuﬁw
epitaph JOAI 4. 160. Aﬁ-@ﬁiﬂ is from 153, go Z=evoTrtieoy
and. PHEVE6- 505 must also have been . from that time, pro-

bably & little ,:,r-o-unge-r Mtv Saug occurs on thne Jarstamp
'_XJ-W-OLCA-‘AA& 1 Mlalo i
R 1165 (x 3 AV OT (| b o n none.. The name Meves tug

Iuant U= ey
ls very selden, so tha¥here mentioned@ is. very likely fden<
' edls froscansonun
tical with thelga’ema.ﬁbewl—ag manufacturer of that name, whowai

(:iin note 15Veconnested with the discovery at Carthage, and conseq
,X...w-ﬂ-o:ﬁmw‘uﬂ l\.

quently is from the same time. Z£VO \?-l|-"°S and NLG' .'.US

L [

mugt be from apout 1503 the priest. E\l\')Lote \og » though stili
from the seeond centur-y)seems to come after them. The dating ‘-Of

tlge_ i_nscriptionr which mentf't ng him(IG XIL'3 supple. n. 1264

)
.4
;) Sy
relies however again only -on the w—ri—tg:;g This ’ = 1171)@'@ HES
I.n MA:C;'\qE blv-(l‘i "H. - b
Eatisouide-oe jeer'ntamps. -

+
The poor result achieved betwseh 150 and 100 conti.

nués in the first century. There,too;,.@'i ng only-e minwlt

of the pri‘esta,}who oceur 'in iﬁaariptiohon Jarhan-dies. And

S e e

thoseLW?aT“e Find aga-}n*?appear only once, The m begins wit.h
ne sA vl :

A&Xi Te AT o "Kurz vor. LUO BC, eher stwas junger', 11__)Hi11\

the inscription, in which he occurs (DS® 6104\ Ve looka at the

111 1ndeed agree with that and
fix this inscription in the first quarter of the first c-e-ntumy

picture that is published of it,



S B2
~5p=

. e fet
To Pix the date according to the mﬁa%ing is not too uncebtazin

-r- 1L~A-

here, ag’ Just from this time e most! of the Rhodian ingriptions

f\r .
: _Q.pig-j?n (p. 220) . AQXS.STeokT% t.hefhere mentionedl pr‘ies@ is

again totalfnknown to ugs from jarstemps.

£ AT 2
Contents and wp.«’btréng of the 1nscript10ns in which tney are(—

mentionedy make 1t likewise probablgb,tnat the priestsg © $V~3
g ™ A'w?‘--iﬂf eligs | s {‘\j
dnocts—21 (GDI 3800,),.AVT| ar\oc’— -—2(GDI JSE’Bg)and o ailz ,,,)‘S

_ “
(GDI 4155) are from the same §§%e3 the beginnipg of the.first
century.()avﬁzyd appears once on the nandle of a jar (ascaga
\3)\ ‘g‘louu_l
KH’-\)S ,B 251 n. 19),, AVT! ox‘os trh::-iee( L 54)C_Po AT
not a% all, There is more, even complete, certainty about the time
Mf.f £ &4_ .._. Hara~ dLV\A.t. A ‘C"\-‘-Ma‘-g—*ﬂ GRAL 5.;,,,,
of the priests A@Y\E §wgJ e | okeaT(, Kell-c’égoU)\ogowaLXatem‘ms
An inscription from Naxos, alrgedy known to Boeckh (IG XII 5.38),
AmaTany
- whicn certainly is from one of the first years after &ﬁ%&ﬁéﬂﬂ_
had presented the island to the Rhodians in the year 42( App.
‘BiC: V7; Sen.. de Benef. V 16, 69 mentions them as contémpopa_
riese. eafIﬁese four priests, who without doubt are .from about 40

0. brsais T & \painto
Gne . _ e that uﬁE-Rth¢an trade had fizzleq

out as early as the gecond half of the first century,. ane of
theae four occurs on any jarinscription and this faect surely

doed not point at prosperity. But in the cen;ury before = we

g ol
just saw that - the majority of the in ingeriptions Kl
d-o LN L, P mu@ﬂ
Prissts—-does-nol—revurn on jarhandles, moreover &%:ﬁghfﬁiiﬁfhnz
i) Dy

peaf to—us, that in the centurgﬁ which follows news a Priest,

l,J(»—«m £ actanaA

£xom- -the-omperor-peri=a

in an inscriptionﬁjgiso\Hg);
Foupd on Hiia handle of a jar, weknow namely three priects from

nne=§a£5532 pericd through inscriptions, One of them 1is calleq

Tu'roq Cekowcos Crovo §TeaToq  (GDI 3801,)and ewiy by his

name gI”eaQEJis placed iu the Yime of the Flavian Emperors, B



' Y ! ‘ | SHze
1 "'33"

: Dw’n—nﬁ/ﬁ ~
, f‘at.her'Awk}mgs also) wasYepriest of Helios (GDI ‘-803,.3) and emZs
ldved a:-.eeﬂai 50 A;D. We aofaot heve any stamp of the son,but wé

taﬂ,ﬁ,‘ do have one of 3>| X:” >yaccprding to Nilsson (L pe. 91l). He

.- ‘assumes, that the enigmatical stamp 1‘—-'“'“‘ Avov (N 237 n. 80)
- W _ :
must be read ad =TT AlDK,-— and explains as aMabbrevation of AI 0~
Cron

l()\ius . He &4 not convincedme, but it is certainly possible.

Duiles uraa Dios s 5
£ WMMM Z§W\I'lc:;s.e date is quite fixed, be-

/
cause Nero senée& a letter to the Rhodlians at the time of his

PR §

_ o~ priesthood in the year' 55 ‘A=D=4That letter 1is in the inscrip-
L’g:vx"“ T;:"\J]tion Ds® _?'j Undoubt;lres-s watj% W appears on jar-
X e \--‘:» _\ stamps: at Panticapaggn 8 a Sta;tp ef—kim found (. B;l 99 n. 416),
G "‘"\a “- ) an unchallengeble witness, that even in tnewﬁi;em oro¥ period ex-

\ \L \ ;r\w\\la por *Erade ex:.sted. By assuming,. that the priest ol 55 AD.was é{;
r\:-:“-""- gy = the priest on the jarhandle, who must have lived ear-
C_ 5 mi-"' lier in that case,. i.t_a@%\btg gésj\f‘fid of thils annoying witness,

G il AR o RSy I IR

e ‘But, this on-itsel ready- deub%faﬁﬁfglﬁimisﬁghs gulte un-

zswislelens

accéptabln, 1f 1—t.——1—a—een.sd.d-az=ed... thagﬁad this spamp been fwom
earlier date, it c&-\f_“‘coursel %ou:lg'have been written in the Rho-

e
dian dialect‘for*m LI\ ﬁ\oxiwus , whereas Skorpil, 1ts publisher)

L L
s reportgg that it appears in the er'the’l{ol\f’\g uSFEl, —fem=Rhodeg
l,_\u\ ‘d‘ LA M«rLL‘_}

Summarizing jwe get thé following impression of the
Rhodian trade beiore 225 and after 150. From the nearly two cen-

turies,  which (\efore 225]can be considered as a possible period of

——

_stampling of Rhodlan Jarsq we know not more than two priests for

certain, a third is very doubtiul. Of two of th%se pPriests there

exigt no stapps bes-i:d:es ingcriptions; of the-sthird, —T):XD:S)S ,0ne

of the two Cert&i%prlests, appear 16 stamps. If ' “"”‘“W
2 drend Adacs ppne bl
Iy—has—te-be-ecnetuded—asomabhlng here, then it sdems to me

Ea that
trde



L < e s g

'tfade.of some importance has to be supposed for this time, After

150 we know for the first haif century thre prleststrp. 222),

oo .
among ﬁhem one is uncertain. Of these thﬁeejon1y one*occurs on

jarstam@e,cﬁﬁi only oncet. 1ot the four priests between 100 and 50
211 four rather uncertain, one appears on threes jarinscriptione,

o otasr on two, two not at 2ll. The four priests between 50 and
: o ool Qpelipn
the beginning . of our era &¥}~£&£%\pn jaretamps. One of the three

known to us from the first century AxzDs, appears certainly on a -

stamp, one probably, one certainly not. Here the conclusion ig

the most acceptablv, that on an averave twe trade at Rhodes artwy

-ﬂaa-‘z; Aserz ot
156 never weﬁy"qu&%e-éewa but never w&e—qu&%e—v;;;éggaé&*”ﬁw

i, — _
Still, for the ttme being, we do not have grers to fix

MM:_B.W

Ath€ date of “the 202 priests known tolus mere—exset, the priests

" who must belong to the periode 40T - 225 and 150 - 100 A.D.. But

we%re more fortunate with the other &7 priests. Without doubt: we
can place them between 225 and 150. And we are nod less sure, that
those 75 years represent the highest flourishing period of eme
Rhodian trade. upi%raphy and archaeology, thogse indiepensable

|
slater sciences of & history , have yet in the meantime £:;g§:£;
us that at this investigation. | d



Van Gelder, p.208, note 11: @MJ‘W*

all
Bleckmenn has made a list of thextetamixmfxthese instences, and he gets

63 cases. A 6Uth he missed: the complete jar from Vulei in Tuscany, most
recently published by me in GDI 4245, 2. Two numbers of his list should
be struck out. First, his no.l, the jar on which according to Bemg the
names Molpagoras mmmmax and Alexandros appear. Nilsson has already shown
(L.ps72, note 2) that this assertion is wrong. In the second place, the jar
which he mentions in Klio (XII, é’jO)?‘gearing the names of the eponymous
Aristarchos and the manufac turer A@thoboﬂos is a fiction. He ¥m referg to
Nilsson, but it is nowhere to be found in Nilsson; but on the contrary
Nilsson assura:?\(lu p-116) that an eponymous Aristarchos is not mown to
him (nor to me either). So the total number of instances becomes 62.
2;121;:1: small inaccuracies by Bleckmann in this 1ist must be corrected.
The priest of his no.5 is not called Philajnios but Philainios, the manu-
facturer of his no.8 not Nanius but Nanis, the priest of his no.l0 not
Harmosilas but Haemosidas, the mnufacturer of his no.16 not Dion but Diosg,
the priest of his n0.22 not Menesthes but Menestheus, the one of his no.33

not Androboulos but Agathoboulos (see L. p+160).

s o o note 13:

To wit: Alexiadas, Andrias, Andronikos, Antipatros, Arisgakos, .&riatokleg,
Aristratos (see for these priests L. p.116), Archembrotos, Autokrates,
Thersandros, and Philainios. Bleckmann gibves alphabetiegal lists of the
eponymi and manufacturers found in Pergeman and Carthage (BL.pp.34 ££.).

With the aid of these, smexzam the proof for the priests Antipatros ang
Philainios is easily to be found. The date of Alexiadas is proved by the mAa -
facturer Dioklela, who ig found with him on one Jar, and who is known st

Pergamon (P 10025 :

her name however is forgotten in the 1ist of Bleckmann,
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Andrias, Andronikos, Aristakos and Thersandros depend on the manufacturer
Agathoboulos;, who is mentioned on the same handles with them, who, however,
appears neither at Pergamon nor at Carthage, but whose date is glven
because he appears on the same handle with Nikasagoras (L 329), an eponymos

The date of determined
who occurs in Pargamon and Carthage.lwﬁrchembrotos and Atistratos is mxkxhiizhed
by the manufactuser Drakontidas, found wiEh t?em on Jars. who is unkmown at

Jar
Pergamon and Carthage, but is found on & handle with Alexiadas (He11 393,
no. 5043; cf L p.170). Aristokles is stamped with Midas on a complete jars
Midas, umknown at Pergemon and Carthsge, appears, however, on a similar jar
with the priest Aristogenes. This priest is known at Pergamon (P 894), however
["fundort unbekannt!]
he also is missing from Bleckmann's list. Mides and so also the priest
Aristokles belong in our period. Autokrates,who moreover had alrealy beenfi
placed epigraphically (BCH 27, 23h,32) in about this time, depands on Hermaiog,
a Rhodian manufacturer appearing at Pergamon (P 1276), but again forgotten by
Bleckmann [not listed as Rhodian by Schuchhardt].
Incidentally,

On the 1list of Rhodian eponymi drawn up by Bleckmann from the find at
Pergamon are missing, beside Aristogenes, also the priests Archidas (P 956)
[restoration not certain], Athanodotos , Daemon, and Lapheddes, on the list
of the manufacturers appearing at Pergamon besides Hermaios and Diokleia,
also Agesonios, Kreon, Hegesias, (P 1299) and Imas (1240). The one called on
hig list Ageso is in fact Agemon. The "Molesius" is Molesis, the "Nanius" ig

Nanis.
1

The kist of Rhodian sponymi which he has drawn up from the find at

Carthage shows these three gaps: Aristonidas, (¢ 32), Onssandros (C 124)

and Philodamos; the 1is¢ of Rhodian manufacturers who are known from

Carthage must be completed with the names Dionysios (C 65),2Birenidas (¢ 83)/
and maybe Aristakos (C 188a).
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H. Van Gelder, "On Rhodian Jar Stamps and their Importance
for our Knowledge of Rhodian Commerge."

P 186) The history of commerce in antiquity is etill in
statu nascendi, It has not the doouments to hand which are
g0 use or the study of commerce in later times. It has
algo very little support from the anelent historians, 1In
this field they almost abandon us. Thus 1% must be builg

from the most unexpeoted sources, The study of the history
of commerce of the igland of Rhodes, which wae once not
unimportant in this respeet, depends on disecarded jJars,

I will here speak malnly about the duration, the flowering of
this commerce, and about the direction which it took. For thig
investigation, the written texts of the Greeks and Romans give.
us practically nothing. Certainly, everyone who has heard an
thing of Rhodes knows that it waes a commercial republie; ang
if he searches he will easily find fifty passages in the worky
of the moat various anclent classicael writers, even a hundreq
where this ig stated., But herdly one_goea any further, and
gives any posltive answer to the queations as to vhich were
the eenturies covered by thls cormerceé, and when :
p. 187) was its mogt flomrighing period, and with whieh -
countyies it was carried on. In modern historical works,
where the anagwer to these questions should certainly have been
given, 1t hag tacitly been taken for granted that political

ower and the rlourinhing of cormerce went hand in hand; thag
n the Hellenistic period, the Jrd and 2nd centuries B,C,,
when Rhodes wae 2t her most powerful, her commerce also mugt
have flourished most, The question whether the flourishing op
the commercge continued when political decay set in has been
treated with reserve. It ls thought that trade with Egypt
must heyve been good, because Rhodes was so very friendly with
the Ptolemysi and there is general reference to trade of
Rhodes all about the Mediterranean, Althgugg'in these sup-
golitlona we have come very near to the truth, which was to

e expested, it might have been otherwise. Often, for examp)e
and one does not need to look far for this - the greateest -
flourishing of the trade of s state comes at a time when
political decay has already set in, Anyway, scientifie
certainty ie a different thing from ) siﬁien. And the
study of the gtampe of the handles of discarded Rhodian wine
Jars gives us here this certainty, ;

Firet, more particularly about these Greek atamped jars. In
all the Medlterranean coastlands, especlally of gourse whe
there were big cities, great numbers of sherds are found ds'
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of large earthenware jars, 1 kinds of things were kept in
thege, flulds and non-fluids iterally fluids and things that
were pub in), Thege sherds vary in color, the clay ig finer
or cosrger, it im more or lese well worked, in short they
clearly point out thiélr different places of origin. But which
are these places? The supposition is not imposaible that some
of the fragments gome from the places in which they are found,
A Greek or even a non-(reek

0.188) town without eny fabrication of pottery seems to me ,
hardly possible., A very considerable part of the heaps found
ig, however, surely imported. This is proved by the etampas,
Jars marked by these stamps are thus elevated to becoming
sources of higtory; the ummarked are nothing to us but
curiosities, The stamped were made at Rhodes, Knidos, and
Thegos, probably in lots of other Greek towns, but of the

other Greek towns we know mostly not even the names] because
their production was extremely small., One or very few
gpeeimens found keep slive for us the memory of the pottery
manufactures of Paros, Mexos, Colophon, Smyrna, and many stil)
entirely unknown places of origin, However, more than 97% of
the present total qusntity come from the three towns mentloneq,
Of these, Rhodes has the lion's share, nearly 73% of the total,
Ag to the number of handles gradually unearthed and found, thag
1s much bigger than outsiders may think; counting for Fhodes I
have a1r.;§§ come to a total of 9860, Besides it muet not be
forgotten that meny stamps of thia kind sEi}¥ are still
entirely unpublished (that is explicitly mentioned of qn?{, &
1ot found on Delos, on Amorgos and at Gezer in Palestine I
thet others have probably escaped my notice with the extreme -
spread of the publications, and that moreover I could net
poseibly get some Russian and other publiecations, vhich I foung
mentioned, Besides these 9860 Rhodian, there are also aboug
2100 Knidian and 1 Thaslen jar stamps. The Knidian and tha
Thagian handles have o gomewhat different color tone from the °
Rhodian, a different kind of clay, a different way of stamping
go that the expert hag no diffleulty in digtingdishing the ¢
three kindg when dealing with complete eéxamples} 2lso with the
majority of incomplete :
P. 189) examples he succeeds mostly with snough certainty(2)

From what has been gald a few conclu@ions can be made which
have already been deduced long ago. First, that the export~
trade of Rhodes was much bigger than that of Knidos or Thagos
a fact that eslready & priori had been establighed, But also
in the gecond place, » Just a8 in the middle ages and to
some extent 21go in more recent times, certain towns were the’
headquarters of certaln industries. In anclent dreece, cheap,
simple amphoras for the export-trade properly speaking were’
made only in three places; a monopolizing of the production,
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which as a matter of fact is sufficiently confirmed for other
Greek industries, for the fabrication of clay vases, of bronze
pottery, of woven materials, ete., These amphores were uged in
the first place for the export of wine. Fhodes and Thasos
were rich in wine; on page 427 of my Geschichte der slte Rhodiep
I have collected the references which prove that for rhodes,
There 1t 1s evident, that, of the products of that island, Sy
nothing is mentioned nearly as often as wine, grap?s and raising.
They were also used for oll, for salt, for fruits,l3) for s
galted fligh, also products of which Rhodes had a surplus; they
certainly were aleo exported to forelgn countries, beceuge there
wae & demand for jars, The stamps impressed on the handles do.

not have anything to do with tax-colleoting or with export CON=-
trol of the state, as was s

pPes 190) generally suspected for rather a long time.(u) There

were long and somewhat tiregome dlacussions, before the purpoge

of the stamping was cleared up} it a gg;ga to me that Nilgaon'g
conclusiong will not be shakenfﬁrbﬁ. Gresk Jar, vhatever

ite origin, sre stemped the name of o manufsoturer and s date,

At Rhodes the dating tells you even the month, Thig ataMping

on the handles 1s an extension, probebly a sequel, to the

stamping on tlles. The stock on hand, and the tiles already

set in place too, were stamped to protect them againat thert

and against being diverted in any other way from their Propen
purpose, On the tiles - it can be proved - was stamped the

neme of the bullding for which they were destined, also the

nané of the manufacturer who supplied them. For Jars, the -
firat item was exoluded, the name of the manufacturer howeven .
was here valuable foo, On both the exact date was stamped,

the year in which they were baked. On Fhodlan jars, the month

even, was mentioned. For mostly the owner of the factory lersy’

the executlon of his affairs to hls foreman or manager, The
stamping with the month ah?gyd him an easy way to control the
production of every month, Through this means he had alge a
surer way of prevenfting the theft of newly made Jars becausge it

wvag his custom to seRl the older ones first; for the stamp of

the month marked them as still unsold, as stock, From feap of
theft, the stamping with the name of the manufacturer soon be.

camé a means for advertising. For Jars, this soon certainly

beceme the primary purpose.

Ps 191) So on each Rhodian Jar three thinge are mentioned:
1 . The name of the manufaecturer, or of the firm, which ran
the pottery; 2 . to fix the year, the name of the tpmng:oug
rieat of Hellos at Rhodos; § . 5ha neme of a month, Sae
hree 1na1?gfiona are arbitrarily spread over the two handlag
of the Jari®/, fThe name of the priest of Helios is always
found with the prepositlon-ini ; 8o for exsmple GRS T R TR
at the time that Apemachos was eponymos; the names of éhé 3
manufacturers and of the month are either in the genitive or
in the nominative, The stamps are reetangular or round,




Before I begin to dlgouss how these stompz can tell ug much
about the direstlon and duration of Rhodian trasde, a lititle
digression about queer difficulties, which the reading snd
studying of thelir ingeriptions entall. Meny of these stamped
handleg are broken, lese than half of the nemes of vrissts ang
manufacturers come to ug complete. The happy findere vho edit’
them have to guess and fill in the migeing parte by conjecture,
If they were all well-informed in these studies, if they knew
all the nsmes of the priests and manufacturersz found up to
their time, then they would at least have a basgls to build
further on. But mestly the case is ag follows. Ten or even
fifty Fhodisn jar stamps are found.  The finder knows almogt

nothing of the thousands of eimilar ingoriptions already editeq

far and wide: the literature about the subjeet is indeed very
diffieult to gather completely, even for anybody. His
specimens are damaged; so he restores as well as possible; often .
however, he mekes up something, Often the edition also ig mope °
or leas intentionally careless; he is compelled fto edit thege
things, because they have an antique origin, ien't he? but he
does Eot understand that they
P. 19%) can be of any real use, snd conecentrates all his
editorial care on more important inseriptiona, which he hag
gucoeeded in finding, It is true that in the most recent
dscedes there has been more careful work, sinee it has been
realized how useful these stemped names are for history. Bus
ood. edifors excepted, many have delivered gad work. rgﬁdeea
gt ls forgivable, MNost of the inseriptions on the jars sre
not only broken or incomplete, but they are slse often ﬂirriuult
%o read. The manufacturers, who of courge wanted to avold ax..
penge, very often used dim and faing with queer and mm
wrbnfly drpam letters. The gtemp-capvers &oo were p
dabblera, who by migtalke ocarved the yrong lefters, who throusy
ignorance made blunders asainat Greek zpelling, who skippeq part
of the named, carved othercparts double, ete. So only fr one ' °
hag looked through 21l the mabterisl and hss read all the 10000
gtamps and has studied them, ocan one devote himgelf with Sucoeg
to correeting the readings vhich sometimes aré so foolish ang .
corrupt, and on the other hend make progreass in this field’ I
mention here to thelr oredit the names of Becker, S8tephany,
Kaibel, Schuchhardt, of Hiller von girtri »_Bleckmann ang
Brecola, and above all of Nilsson, who in §;. lagt FAfLY yearg
have acquired merit in this respeet. Tens of sorrections have
already been made by them and othersj but there still :
tens to make. Rﬁﬂ:{:;lr who of courze, at the time that I
publighed the : nialnnt—&nsoriptionu in the colleotion op
Collitsz, made o contribution in this direction, found in the
course of a renewed atudy of this subjeet for the sake of thig
legture, once more a chance to @ 5% more than a hundred oth,
readings. They will be published in an sppendix. -
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At first now the direection of Rhodian commerce will be taken
upj then followe a digcussion of its flourishing pericd,

p. 193) It is very easy to fix the dlrection. As I seid,
atamped Jars with Rhodlan, Knidian or Thasian origin are
practically the only ones found. If for a reglon or town a
calculation as exact as possible isg made as to how many jar
inseriptions are found there, and what percent of the total
derived from eaoh of thegse three places of origin, then you
know the gize of the Rhodlan trade, To¢ thisg method there 1ia
this objection, that Rhodes is compared with only two towns
and not with other centers of commerce. We also learn nothing
but the size of the trade in Jars, Bul I _conslder it very
1ikely that the jare in questlon were a very lmporftant export,
if not the most ortant, for thege three towns) 1t seems to
me not less possible that the direction which the trade in Jars
took, was the same for other articles.

T will begin with an investigation of Sleily, ' Jarstamps from’
here were studied snd published as early ag 1558 (by Fazelll),
moreover thig lg the country that already in the seventh
century traded with Rhodes; for Jjust there, so far from home,
Rhodes built its biggest colonies, Gela and indirectly

cgrigtntul. Kaibel 1ighed the Jarstamps of Siclly together
th those of Itely fgg XIV 2392}. He gives under élo nugger.
885 stamps, smong them 602 Sicilian., What origin do theselave?
#prae titulorum rhodiorum multitudine cnidii paril thasii
paucisgiml vix apparent’.” So writes Kalbel Jjustly in his pre-
face, To be very precise, of the 602" Jar inseriptions collseteq
in Sieily, 4 ave ¥nidian { S 170, 212, 239 and 253 ), none
Thaslan, none Parian and or 40 are uncertain. The rest are
gertainly Rhodlan., With thisg result one may say with a clear
congelienceé that the imfort of Rhodian amphoras got practically
no competition from Knidos and Thasoa.

P. 194) In Italy it is the same. Kalbel publishes 283 stamps
nearly all from Tarentum, Brdndisium and Rhegium, He has I
forgotten 23 from Praeneste, which Henzen publiehed in the

BI 1865, pp. 72 ff. Of the 306 handles, three are Knldlan

(8 ;g, 120 and 339 ), about twenty uncertain, and the rest

I.ll mn-

The prepondersnce of Rhodes comes to light more overwhelmin

1
in glrthagt. of the 331 gtamps (to be found in C and BCT 1
1904k and 1907) about twenty are uncertain; the rest are nhoggéﬁ_

We have slmost no stamps from southern France, Spain, Moroeco,
Algeria, no more from Cyrene, a town pepulataa partly with
Fhodisn colonists.

S0 the result about the west of the Mediterrsnean 18 that
Thasian amphora trade did not exist there, that the Knidiasn
wae extremely little, the Rhodlan supreme,
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Egypt, Syris, and Cypros form again a unit. Although the
trade from Rhodes is very preponderant here, it ie not ag
dominating ae in the west. From Alexandria (the rest of
Egypt has supplied almost nothing up to the present) we know
hggpatampg gathersd by Stoddart from 1842-hEY (Transsctions S
Royal Soclety of Literature, Seeond Series III ;—12;* _

IV, 1-67), 970 which Neroutsos published in 13?5 (226 £2.),
€2 published in the game year by Miller (Ra 1875, 374 %)
634 from several works of Botti, and about 200 more from
seattered publications (A. pp. g&-s ; Bull., de 1'Ingtitut
Egyptien 1871, 125-129; 1874, 15-23} etc.). 3ottl certainly,
Miller probably, Neroutsos perhaps, include stamps which had
already been publisghed sarlier., So it ig impogsible to come
here to a definite total number; presumably there are in total
about 2100 gpecimens, Of that, & 2goara Thaglan; about 350
knidian, 100 uncertain and about™1520 rhodian, that is, &0,

The Syrian, or more precisely, the Palestinian stamps, .
p. 195) published by Macalister and others (in PEF 1900-1904; '
Clermont-Ganneau, Arohaeol, Regearches in Palestine II, 118 g 40 I
are 358 in number, the Cypriang 26U (in BI 1870, 202 11,3
Ra 1873, 317 ff,.); Hall pp., 389-397; The Cesnola Collection of
Cypriote Antiquities, Descriptive Atlas III Suppl. Greek
Ingseriptione n, 72-104; Myres and Chnefalsch-Richter, A

atalogue of the Cyprus Museum, Oxford 1899, 95 rf,). Of these
. 622 items, about 80%, are Rhodian, the rest are uncertsin

(anyway the very incomplete publications malke this seem so to
ug); only a very few specimens are certainly Knidian or Thasian,

The 1sland of Rhodes itself has supplied a huge number of staps ,
In the firet place there is the tremendous supply which wag
reeently found at Lindeos by the Danes and publfshud in go ex- -
emplery a menner by Nilsson; further, the more than 1000 handles
which Newton transported from the @ity of Rhodes to the Brityay’
Mumeum, and which Mlse C., Aemilis Hutton listed and degeribed
(I6 XIT 1, 1065 ff.); further, the 212 stamps, alse from the
Oity of Rhodes, lately published by Johsnes Paris in the .
Melanges Holleaux (pp, %g} ff.); finally, some smaller colleg.
tions jamong others AM 21, 67 ££.). Of the I 4300 gpeeimens .
there are less than 100 Xmidian or uncertain; and in total there
are only & Thasian., Of course this result was to be expeateq,

We have £82° jar stamps from Pergamum (P 766). Amone th
are Fhodian, 20 Thasian, & Xnidian, 1 Paria%, P4 frgﬁ s 219

32 uncertain, S0 agaln a preponderance in favor of
more than 90;. _ poilbevad

»
of
We have too few specimens from other towna on the coast of

Asla Minor, from the Sporades snd the Cyelade
olusions h;rl. ’ J B1 XY fore

to this point, the figures heve had g tedious m
gﬁo Rhodian amphora-ocommerce is nearly without a r§3§§°?§’th.
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western Mediterranean; in the East,; and in the distrlets which
surround Fhodes,

p. 196) it is o preponderant that it draws up to 85 or 90% of

~ the total, But quite another pleture avpears at onece in Greece
itself, at least in the only town of CGreege from which we have
more then a very few Jar stamps--Athens, The number of thisg
Xind of ineseriptions Just there is ver{ large: alresdy in 1872
Dumont publighed there more than 2200 (Inseriptions geramiques
de Grece, Paris 1872)., According to him there are 347 Rhodian
among them, He wae not competent to edit such a big collection;
for he does not even know how properly to distinguish the
¥nidiasn from the Rhodlan stamps. Yet roughly his report may be
reliable: isn't he just as generous in declaring Rhodian what
ig ¥nidian, as in publighing & Xnidiasn pieece which ig Rhodian?
So here in Athens only 15% Rhodian stamps., The rest are ,
¥nidian, except for 124 Thasian and about 300 uneertain. Who-
ever after getting scquainted with Dumontle way of workin

wants to see some confirmetion of hie results should consider
that much later a series of 98 stamps was sent from Attlea to
Dres@en; Grundmann examined them (Gr pp, 279 ff,) and found
thet here toc of the 9€ stamps, only 14 are Rhodian, A little
collection gathered six years later (AM 21, 127 ff.), gave again
the same result, So it may be admitted that the Rhodian tpade
to Attica (and the rest of Greece) was of mich léss signifiocance
than that t¢ the far dletricte to the west, east, or south,

|

There remains at last South PFusgla, HNore than 3000 amphora
handleg have appeared pgradually among the ruins of the Greek
towns on the north coast of the Black Sea. They are digtributed
over many government and private collsctions and published in s
lot of perlodieals and bookg., They are sugmed up in my "Rhodian
Dialectinsoriptions (p. 571) and the newest supply in Nilsson
(L pp. 841, £f.). The result is this, that of thome + 3000
atamps (given the standard of some publications, it Ts here no

re possible than in Alexandria, ' ’
2. 197) Paleatine, Cyprus or Athens, to gilve exasct numberg) ;
that of these mors than 3000 stamps only about 1200 are Rhodien,
1500 Thasian, and 200 Xnidian. About 100 unecertain, Here--sng
only here--the igland of Thasos (which i1s very cloge by) comes

gtro y to the fore and surpasses Rhodeg, tho less %
Knilzglgid at Athens. , o , am

With our knowledge on this subject, we can not state with
certainty why the Fhodian trade to Greece and the countries on
the shores of the Black Sea was 16@s important than elsewhere,

We can only guess. To me if is the most likely solution that
Rhodes as 2 commereial gtate came rather late to prosperity.
Earlier, Miletos, Chaleis, Corinth, Aegina, Athens, suceengivel
hed been first in trade. For Rhodes, which moreover wag situat{a
in 2 remote corner of the antique Greek world, it was di2fioul
to galn ground in districte where 1% wag not known ag a commergy
eountry and where othera already had settled themgelves . Th.,“‘l
fore it turned to far abroad and to the districts whioh beginnin
only with the fourth century were opened more and nore, g
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How comes the question what the course of Fhodlan commerce was
and when it developed most strongly. This question, as far as
it is connected wlth the gtamps on amphoras, is faced more or
less seriougly by Schuchhardt, later deliberately by Bleckmann
in hls book "De Inscriptionibus quae leguntur in vagoculis
rhodiis,” Gottingae 1%07, and further in the article in Klio

XII (1912), pp. 249-268, wWith thie research, however, where
the golidity of the building stones is not very rellable,

there iz a duty to be very exact, and the material must in the
first place be brought together as completely as possible, Of
eourge 1t must be {aken ma a fact that on each Fhodlan jar is
gtamped the name of a priest, which indlcates a fixed year,

p. 198) An gttempt must be made to filx ghronologically as many
ag posgible of thome priests, in total 2069, distributed on

10000 abamps, How are we to_arrive at this? beocause none of
thege meny appesrs in our Greek and Latin authors, not onhe name
of 2 Rhodlien priegt of llelios, or one name of a manufacturer ig
mentioned. Searehing in the endlese supply of Greek inseriptions
for politlcal documents which are dated acecording to Rhodian
gponyml ‘e 7’ tepdwg ro¥ SeTVa » &% the time that this one or
that one was a priest of Hellos at Rhodes, one findg 28, of
course mostly in inseriptions of the island itself. With a,
1ittle knowledge of the subjeect, one gucceede in fixing the date
of all these 28 rather exactly, of some even very precisely.

Now Af you geéarch for sg large &8s possible a find of Rhodian
gtamps belonging closely together, you will find the discovery
at Pergemum, publighed by Carl Schushhardt on p. 123 of Part II
of :g;blnaehriften von Pergamon, 3%2 :taﬂpl, nﬁl :gznﬁ together
a8 bIeh to suppert & Eo&ni on slop un apparentl
ell deposgited at the gsame time. Indtozsbggzro %hii a ¥
discovery of materis]l belonging together, an investigetlon of the
present kind was impossible, Now it 1s ortant to fix as
aaeuratelg a8 posslble the time to which this discovery belongs,
Thig can be done by tracing how many, and which, priests turn wp
at Pergamum of the 28 whose names appear in ordinary insoriptions,
vhoge dates we mostly know, When an spproximste date has been
established in this wey, then all priests of the discovery are
to be counted. Then cone must settle how many times ssch of these
priests appear among all the 10000 Rhodian stamps, which we
pogsess from far near, If nearly all oceour rrlquontlr'anong
thet mass, then of course the commerce of Rhodes wag flourigh-
ing in thelr time; if the reverse iz the gase, then it was

1 g at that time, Happily this inve i
< ek e i oo oo i |

g0 the pivot on which sverything turns, is the chronolowicai
flxingagg the dlsocovery at Pergamum, &hgt dilcoreryh#:gih:%
been Agid~-~ ;

p. 199) oonslotg of 582 gtampa, Of these, 819 are Mwdien, and

on these 19 stamps are found 4 names of prisata and
of manuraoturnrp.‘ Thege priegts are databge at most Gojognnin
years eariler than the date of the deposit; nobody postponeg
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longer the clearing away of old wine Jars, VWhen did they Ilive?
Sehuchhardt supposed =zbout 180; then, he gald, Pergamun was

most prosperoug and most powerful, at that time Fhodea too wag

at the top of ite glory. That the find dates from a time when
there was congiderable commercial traffic between Rhodes and
Pergamum, foilows among other things from the fact that the

nameg of geveral priests turn up 10-20 times, even 25 times

semong thome 819 stamps, so several years are represented 25 times,

All those who had to exprese thelr opinione after Schuchhardt
egreed with his dating; however, it is not ecertain, Pergamum
and Rhodes both exigted and even flourished before and after
that time, More certainty can be gathered along other rosds,
An ingeription from Seleucia on the Calycadnus was found by
Heberdey and Wilhelm, and recently publiched by me in the Greek
Dislektinscriptions se n. 375L. The stone containa four Rhodian
decrees 1n honor of Eudemos, the son of Nikon, = citizen of
Seleucia and obviously an influential friend of a king Antischug
of Syria. The king has promligsd large presents to the Fhodiang
to support their fleet; Eudemos ls stimulated to hasten the pay-
ments of those presents. This inseription according to the
finders--and 1t appearg to me that the copy which they give of
it indicates the seme--ls definitely of the first half of the
gecond century; then only two kings Antiochus ean be taken inte
consideration, Antigchus the III, the Great (223-187), and
Antlochus IV (175-163)., The first, however, 1ived in feud and
war with the Rhodlang, the falthful allies of the Romansy: so
Antiochus IV remains. That megna that the inscription isctone
of the years between 175 and 163. Fortunately it ia ons of
the very few Rhodlan ingeriptions with & date; 1t is namely
from the year of the prlest of Hellog, Damokles, the son of
Demeas (i 'epdcs 4 adoxabous 10 saudow ), In the large .
p. 20Q) digcovery of Jarctamps at Parganum there ig almoat no
riest we meet so frequently as Just this Damo 88, Jmong the
519 ﬂf stamps he appears not leams F?’n 21 times. Only 3 of
the 44 egurpass him in this respect « Ag 1t 18 obvioua that
when the fragments were swept together the amphores of the
moet recent years were as a whole the most common of thoge
etill on hand, it must probably have happened soon after his

pries » 80 the date of the clearing away must have been
sbout 165, .

Along another way we gome to the game result., The most
prominent Rhodian politicians of the second eentury are
Thealdetos and his son, Astymedes. Both are mentioned sgain
and in by Polybius lgoo the index in nultldh)._sltyl=g=|

for the first time in the year 171 and f a8 Rhodian
smbagsador in Rome in the years 167, 164, and 153. It 18 not
etated in Polyblus that he is a son of Thealdetos, but 1t
appears almost sertaln from insoriptions (EAR 3, 69; apI 42055,
I6 XIT 1, 1634). Blinkenberg has taken it as a faot (BAR 3,70),

o
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and I agree readily with him, Now there exlsts a priest of
Helios, Astymedes, s wellknown eponymus, for his name appears
not iegs than 49 times on Jarstamps, His name also appears

in an ingseription (IG XII 3, 103g), 2 passage which I have not
found mentioned either in Blinkenberg or anywhere else, Is

this priest of Hellos now the samé as the politielan? Yes,

gays Blinkenberg, and it seems likely to me too, For the name,
Astymedes is not common and the six or seven other bearers of
thig name at Rhodes (GDI ;7512323 3791868 37911645 385323 387533
4157903 419815) are gtill obscufe, Along two ways, however, ’
we know rathed precisely the year of the prionthoo& of Astymedes,
the priest of Helloes, The .

p. 201) $uxk inseription IG XII 3, 103 Just mentioned is an
epitaph with statue, erected by grieving grandchildren for a
grandfather and made by Epicharmus of Soll. Epicharmus :
goulptured also as late as the first century (see GDI 3792p5;
3802125 42004¢). He was Eg;gpam iuvenisg says Hiller von
Gértringen, %ﬁe publigher of this Ingceription, when he

geulptured this statue, snd I believe it gladly. But even in
thet case it oan hardly have been before 140 or 130, The
grandfather in questlon, whose career is glorified on the memorisl,
had rigen to be c7rarazos, Tield offleer, «ord wéresmow mdv Kpnrinby
e ‘Acruunseaus, Hiller sssumes that by thisg war between Rhodes
and Crete_the one of 154-151 is meant, which Polyblus describem
in his 33d book, This guese is indeed very amcceptable. 8o, Xmx
then Astymedes .- was priest of Helioe in 153 or thereabout.
It becomes still more likely, when we consider that, again
socording te Polyblus, (33, 152). Just Astymedes was delegated . =3
to Rome by the Rhodizns, to explain the quarrel betwen Rhoden

end Crete in the genate. V¥Who could be more properly considered
for this post than the eponymus of the state? A second path
leads to the game year 153, Blinkenberg mentions on the

pasgage which I Just quoted, that he has found an ingeription

at Lindos (he hag not published it yet), that proves irrefutably
how exsctly in the year 154 Astymedes was priest of Athana

Lindia at Lindos., Ae a rule the priesthood of Helies at Rhodes
and that of Athana at Lindos, these two highest attractions for
Rhodian politicel ambition, were mostly att -wgiyg;{hn-uune
person, S0, Astymedes was priest of Helids, between 155-150,

Now it ie remarkable that of Jar stampe which we have with

his name, not one appears in the big find of Pergemum, The
readiest explanation ig still that when these Jars were sleared
away, Aestymedes had not yet been priest of Helles, He held

thig office,however, shortly after 15;éstho dating agrees with

ps 202) this elo:rlng_uwny at sbout .

His father, Theaidetoa, however, appears moet gonitlvaly on the
Jars at Pergamum, Ve know from ?oltbguk (30, 225), that thig °
oliticlan died at Rome in the year 167, more than &0 years o1a
gurﬁhor, this unpublighed inseriptionf.of Blinkenberg whioch - Ei%
Just mentl informs us that he was priest of Athana Lindia at
Lindog in 188, 1If he too obtained the vriesthood of Hellos, "
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then that was probably at about the same time. It 1s, however,
unthinkable thet a politiclan of his note should not have held
that office, Moreover, we know a priest of Hellos;, Thealdetos,
from Ui jar gtamps., Is he the one? Of course, yes! For the
name Thesidetos is so rare that we know elsewhere none, af_
Rhodes only two others of the game name, an ancestor (691&15h37)
and s descendant (ZAR 3, 73% GDI 3810 by). In our editions

of Polybius he i theh aleo csllsd obstinatelyeca rrros,
wrong but more common, although no Bhodisn inscriptions support
this sppellation (EAR 3, 693 CGDI 420503 I6 XII 1, 163:). Now.
e go again back with this ThesldeTos to fha £ind at Pergemum,
If the dlscovery dates from about 165, and Thealdetos was
priegt of Heliog in about 190, then he must appear several times
on the Pergamum handles, Indeed, of the W} gtamps we possess of
him, 12 come from Pergamum,

But, still mofe certain than the proof which Damokles or Aatymedes
or Thealdetos cen produce for us, is that which ls connected with
the prieest, Awchidsmog, An inseriptlon was found under the ruing
of the temple of Zeus Panamarug near Stratonigea in Caris; the
most accessible edition is the one of Michel 479, That ingerip-
tion begins with the dating ‘cr' 'cpéws *Apridanory , Just that
dating by a Rhodian priest of Hellos mekes it certain that it
originates from the time that Stratonicea was subjest to Rhodes,
The contient, an honour-deecree for a retired Rhodlan Cn.s~<itys,
e 203) confirme that too, Lf necessary. Ky When, however, was
S8tratonicéa subject to Fhodes? We w that exactly: in 188 the
Romans presented the town to Rhodes, in 166 they took their i

£t baock. Never before or after was this condition repeated,

Anchidamos was priest in one of the years between 128 and 166,
Of this eponymue we have 56 jar inseriptions, among them the
rather number of 16 that appeared at Pergamum, Doeg that
not beautifully harmonize with what we just found, that the
ptamps at Pergamum were oleared sway in + 165% _

Becausge of the fact that 1t 1s of great importance to know as
definltely ﬁ!‘gflﬂlb e the exaet date of the olearing away, I
will aliﬁ_:g! of five other priests who can be of use for
thisg, Firest,; Eukles, He appears in an ingeription which
although 1% was’ published o 0{ two {ears aco,1s now already
s tﬁst 1g;, the "Chronlcle of Lindos", There we read :
) . ), that the temple of Athana Lindia burned dowm
es the son of Astys ldas, 2&x was priect of Hellog

Ekﬁnktﬂbarg in his comment on this insoription (op, cit., pp.
ff.) in an exsellen} argument, which is buil ug v

several historical data, has practically proved that this fire

. took place in about 335, Whoever still doubts should read

further EAR 2, 65 ff,} there Kinch develops on architectonigsl

grounds, long before the Chronicle of Lindos was known, that the

newly constructed temple of Athans Lindia, now still existing in

thou
famous
(EAR
when

B -




ruins, dates from the gecond half of the fourth century. Jo
TukKles waf riggt of Helios in sbout 335, I know 16 jar
gtamps of h?m . Mone of thege 16 sre found at Pergamum,
TP this were otherwige, then this d@posit ocould hardly date
pe 204) from about 155. Now thies ig just the result which oould
be expected a priori, e
This Dukleg, in contrest with the four formerly mentioned, also
does not apﬁear on the stamps of the geocond large group dlg-~
covery, the one at Carthage. Or can one spesk of a large group,
since the number of the Pergamon Jar inseriptions is three
timeg ss big s the number of those found af Carthage? And
sbove sll--what is more important--can the Carthage find be
called a connected group? The case is this, 1In the last : |
twenty years of the 19th century successively 331 Greek jar |
stampe were found at Carthage. They were publisghed in seversl
numbers of the Revue Tunigienne, 6f the Bulletin Archéologique
: 1€ des travaux historiques, of the Gomptes-rendues %%““
fcademie de ' & of loecal periodicals which are
nagces e to me, Afterward they were combined by Dessau in
1?0# in the III4 Supplement volume of the VIIIth part of the
O0IL, under N, 22639. Dessau gives 266 inseriptions, all
Rhodian; at least, none can be proved not to be Rhodian, In
the earliest announcements of the dlscovery it ig claimed that
- the greater part of these stamps form a unit: Delattre deseribes
in the BOT of 1894,(pp. 89 £f.) a wall of the period of
Augustus with an interlior filling of amphoras and amphora
-fragments, At the same time he pointe out (pp. 92 anmd 107);@;
he
ng

they must be much older than Augustus and must derive from
time of the Punin,carthn%o. How many of the total 286 belo
together, and which exacotly, he does not mention, any more
than anybody else, Fortunately the mutual connection can be
proved from the stamps themselves. Bleokmann has already
ealled attention to the fact that the sgtamps at Carthage and
those at Pergamum apparon:%z are from about the same time, Of
the U2 priests of Helios ch are mentioned on the jars at
o age, 30 coour at Pergamum, while only (
p. 205) 14 Pergamum nemes sre missing at Oarthage!9). sueh o
hermony between two masses of Rhodian Jar stamps is nowhere
¢lse to be found, VWhich find ig later, the one at Pergamum
or the one at Carthage? To decide that, the priest of Hellos,
Astymedes. can again be useful, about whom we have Just settleqd.
that he oocupied the priesthoed in 153 or thereabout, Ve
goess ftamps of him, None of them was found at Pergamum;
in the discovery of Carthage, however, which was lesg than s
third the gize, he appa;rg twlce. 5o, the stamps at Certhage
fall partly after about 165 and of course do not reach further
than 149, the year that must inevitably have finished a1}
Rhodlian impeortation into that towm.
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Now, after the Pergamum jers are, for these reasoneg, placed

st 165 and those from Carthage as & whole somewhat later,

for further ceonfirmetion of the results achieved I must men-

tion the priest of Hellos, Pratophanes, who appears as dating

authority on the lengthy, fairly well-known ingeription, the

statement of the Fhodlans in the age-old feud between Samos

and Priene., They quarreled shout the fortress T1o 5<s0p and

about the ground around it, and brought this case continually

before different srbiters. The inseription in guestion,

already several times deallt with, hss at last found a worthy

publigher in Hicks aftsr 1ts fransportation to the British

Mugeum, Hicke nmskes 1t appear likely for more than one reason

that it dates from the first half of the second eentury. When

I in turn worked on this inseription (GDI 3758), I added to hig

arguments that twe of the respectable Rhodlang who appear here’

as arpiters geem to be known to us from elsewhare, Agesandrog,

son of Eudamos, is probably the son of the Eudamusg

p. 206) mentioned by Livy*who in 190 commanded the Rhodian - * 37 /2

gquadron in the gea-battle at Myonnesos, while Timagoras, the

gon of Polemakles, is probably the admirsl who, according to

Polybius (27, 7yy), fought ageinet Perseus in 170. The in-,

seription might then be from about 165. It iz dated’ =7 "epodws

TlpaTo [ ¢paveusy « It 18 true that no more of hls name ig

pregerved then meare ; but the regtoration i1g certaln, as it

geems to me, because there is no other, among all the 569

‘Rhodian priesta, whose neme begins with meare , S0 the prisst

Pratophanas sppears in an inseriptiocn from sbout 165, He ig

also found on jar stamps, in total on 24. Among these, two

were found at Pergamum {P 1166 and 1167), but no legs than &

were found at Carthage (7 a2t € 137 - 143, 1 in the BOT 1904,
sn.35). Indeed, there is not a single Fhodian priest of

vhom more stampe were found at Carthage than of this Pratophanesg,

This result at Pergamum 28 well as at Carthage is exactly what

was to be hoped of a priest at about 165, Daemainetos, another

eponymous priest, has already long been known through the in-

seription in honor of the'apxcpovicrTas  Dionysodoros of 5

Alsxendrie (GDI 2836), Thet 1g dated sccording to his vriest-

hood, Kellermgnn, Frang, Boeckh, Hiller von ringen, 211

publishersg of this 1nscription, agree that 1t dates from the

second century. They dated it thus long before anyt wag

known about the finds at Perpgamum and Carthage. For this,

Demalinetos, (he 1o miesing ) appears twlee at

t Pe
Carthage ( ) ] 2. hﬁ ne 1). In future he may be
Placed at a outhzo.QO f : .

The priest Somikles 1s in the game case, He appearsg in an
ingeription (IG XII 3 suppl. n. 1270) that is placed by letter
forms in the aegond century, maybe in the beginning of the firgt
The evidence of the e;ru ;sg:bs with taft. For he ig found .
p. 207) in Carthage (BOT 1904, 489 n. 41), net in Pergamum. °

So he too is from + 160. He is found 37 times on jar stampn

I:
i
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Pinally the priest Aratophanes. He indicates the year
on an inseription of the Rhodians in honor of the City of Cyzicue
{(now GDI n. 3752). Boeckh, the deserving publisher of this
stone, places him in the second century B.C.; at the time I wase
not able to add anything in my edition to narrow somewhat this
rather vague dating. Aratophanes appears also on jar stamps,

51 times. Among them & were found at Pergamum (P 867-874) and three
at carthage (¢ 1b and 28; BCT 1804, 484 n, 6). This agrees with
Beockh's dating of the Rhodian-Cyzician honor deocree and with my
dating of the Pergamum and Carthage finds, Now, however, Boeckh's
dating can be limited and only the first half of the second century
need be considered, to be more precise -- about the year 175,

“What doee 1t help us, that we so searching and searching
have estimated the date of the find at Pergamum rather precise,
that we know about the time of the Carthagian stamps? Very
much of courge.,” For the 56 priesta and 76 manufacturers mentioned
at Pergamum and Carthage can now safely be placed at a time which
at the most goes back 60 years before the Pergamum discovery;
go they belong to the years between 2256 and 149, After a moment
it will be proved that literally all these priests and manufact-
urers appear extremely often in our common stamp supply of 10,000
pleces, eo that the period of 226 to 150 must have been the
great flourishing time of Rhodian trade. 4% First it 1s, howvever,
poseible to distribute them a 1ittle more precisely over the period
in question and algo to increase their number somewhat, For
thoge among them who appear more than ten times at Pergamum, we
can with great probabllity place between 180 and 165,and those
who
p.zod.nppaar often or only at Carthage, seldom at Pergamum, may
be from about 170 - 150, Those who are found sporadically at
Pergamum, not at all at Carthage, must very likely be placed be-
tween 226 and 190, The results are here of course more certain
for the priests than for the manufacturers: the names of the priests
represent each only one year, the manufacturera' names a lifetime,
maybe sometimes several lifetimes, the 1ife of a firm{® As to the
enlargement of the number of 56 priests and 76 manufacturers,
that ¢an also be attalned along another way for the 75 years in
question. A few complete Rhodian jars have been found; the names
. of priest and manufacturer which appear on them belong of course

together, they lived at the same time., It also occoure, although
very seldom, that on the same handle of a jar, the name of a priest
and the name of a manufacturer are stamped next to each other,
We know of these two categories together about gtances on
10,000 Jarstamps. 62 are useful for our purpose .« On the rest
of the complete jars the inscriptions are not suffieclently legible,
4p. 209) They help us to learn the date of a few more priests

and manufacturers. For example a complete jar was found in

Cyprus, datable in the year £ 190, with the name of the priest
Theaidetos, who kept us busy just now (Hall 391 n. 8060); on
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one handte 1s hlg name, on the other the names of the manufacturer
Hippokrates. 8o thls Hippokrates lived also in about 180. He,

in turn, appears agein on another complete Jar, which wae excavated
at Tell sandahannah in Palestine (PEF 1503, 306), and also on one
from Cyprus (Hall 391 n., 5041). The priests on these two jars

are also agailn from about 120, The priest Nigasagoras, well-known
at Pergamum end Carthage, so from about 175, appears on the same
handle beside the manufacturer Agathoboulos (L 328, 5 and 8); so
they lived at the same time. In this way you come from one result
to antther, Along thls way (see footnotes for detalls) we get again
for the period bhetween 225 and 150 an increase of 11 prlesta(l?) and
8 manufacturers(l3).

{page 210). This brings the total to 67 priests and 84 manufacturers,

I

What does history know of the three-guarters of a century
about which we epesk here? That 1t was a period of great political
prosperity for Rhodes, of the brightest outward splendour this
state ever achleved, The period of prosperity, however, lasted
twice as long, another three-quarters of a century preceded this
one, almost equal in prosperity. There 1s no higtorian of Rhodes
who does not date the beginning of the greatness of the town
from the remarkable slege of 305-304 and close this period with 164,
{p. 211) when the Roman welghed them down with disgrace heavy ag
lead and tried to transfer the Rhodlan trade to Delos. Then begins
the decline, slow for the time being, but continuous,

In those 140 years of greatness, Rhodes probably mustered
the greatest internal strength between 304 and 225; in the 61 years
after that, 1t wes outwardly splendid. And this splendour seems
alsc to affect the domain of Rhodlan trade and trafflic. TIor, scru-
tinizing the 10,000 stamps at our disposal, and tracing which
of the names of the total of 269 known priests, and which of the
names of 375 manufacturers, occur most 1n thls materlal, we always
find agaln those priests and manufacturers of whom we have learned
that they lived between 225 and 150. A little bit of statistics
will prove this, I have counted which names occur on 30 or more
gtampe. The number 30 has been taken arbitrarily; but in any
case, they have to be those prieets, during whose priesthood the
export of Jars was greatest, those manufacturers who contributed
most to that export, In total it turns out that these are €0
priests and 39 manufacturers, I spare you the names; they are
mentioned together with the number of their stamps in the note(14)
1p.212). Among these 60 most common priests are no lees than
48 of the 67 known to us from the period 225-150; so there are
only 12 left, 12 of 202 priests, for the remaining four centuries
during which Rhodian amphoras were traded. For the manufacturers,
the ratlio 1s Just as convincing: of 39 whose names occur on 20 or
more handlee, there are 34 who existed in the three quarters of e

F
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contury in question; whereas only 5 do not belong to that period.
These statistics are sloquent in thelr soberness. They point very
rlearly to the zenith of Rhodian trade,

We are left with the problem of Rhodian trade before

226 and after 150, Bleckmann has provided an answer here. As

80 many Rhodian stamps are known to us, he reasons, 10,000 in total,
1t ie almost certain that of the period of stamping, i.e. the
period of trade, we know practically all Rhodian eponyms, We

know 260 of them; so the trading period was not much longer that
thet number of years. The beginning of it is 331, the year in
which Alexander reestablished the free Rhodian Republie, the end
around 60; for after that year not one priest ocourring in in-
seriptions 1s mentioned on jarstamps, Therefore we possess

from the 281 intervening years all except 21 eponyms, Against this
¥p. 213) aaamin%ly beautiful theory there can be found serious
ogjeetlons: that the number of 280 eponyms known to us is not

exact, that 331 1s aivery arbitrary starting point(15), and 50
certalnly the wrong end point; for even one century afterwards

we know - not to epeak of uncertain eases - the priest Diogenes

of 66 A.Ds vhose namz oceurs in an insoription as well as on a
gtamp, If the investigation 1s to be free and obJective, then

one must look in history for the earliest possible moment when the
stamping may have begun and also for the most likely endpoint,
without judging from the jarstamps. The earliest possible start

is 407, fThen the city of Rhodes war founded, the state Rhodes wasg
organized, so of course then this state got eponyms and magistrates,
Before they existed 1t wae impossible to stamp their names; but
there 1s no reason at all to dispute that there was export to
foreign countries already at that time, go that already then the
stamping had begun. When did Rhodian export trade stop? No one

who 1s experienced in the hietory of thls olty and knows how soon
she became a dead city in the imperial period, who remembers the |
lengthy evidence about this which Dio Chrysostomus and Aristides
_have left for us in their Tsswwse’ , gan belleve that im 100

A.D. there oan have been anything worth mentioning left of an

export trade whieh had almost spanned all coasts of the Mediterranean,
S0 calculating the 1limits liberally, there is a possible export
period
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of stamped jars of about 500 years (407 - - 100 A.D,). For
thie possible 500-year period we know as yet less than 300
priests. 8o it seems that in spite of the 10,000 Rhodian
stamps, there still are quite a lot of eponyms who do not
appear on them at all,
3p.214) 1In the first place let us make the list as exact
as posslble, -Bleckmann gave thig most recently (in Klio
X1I), and got a number of 260, among them 10, W were
found only in insecriptions, not on jar handles +« Hiller
von Gédrtringen supplied thils catalogue in one of the most
recent numbers of Klio (XIV 388-389) with 11 new names of
priests, 8¢ the total became 271, Also after his contribution
it 18 still posselble to e e the number; I still Pfound
the priests Agathombrotos (N 231 n. 3), Agastophanes
(GDI 4245, 24), Agoranax (L 20), Athanophilos (L 27) Antig-
onos (R 1082), Ankedon (L 117), Awsipolis (L 1213; compare
also the two stampe from Tell Sandahannh, mentioned on p,
244), Euphragoras (AM 21,57 n, 1B) Kleustratos (L276), Mene-
krates (N 240 n, 130), Pelthiadas (M 188) Praxiphanes (GDI
ﬁ%g?- 604 and 608), Sosiphilos (L 389) Charidamos (L 434).QJ
. So agaln 14 new namee; the total becomes now 285, but
gserutinizing, some must be orossed out from Bleckmann, even
from Hiller, Hiller mentions a priest{M«z) a’ wv, of whose
name only the last half is readable., A well-known hero was
called so, mortal people however geldom. I would rather f£ill
in fAxT7 aewv , which name indeed is found on the handles of
two Jars (C 22), . . .but as the name of a manufacturer,
gSo the best thing to do seems to me, to keep the restoration
of - dewv - in uncertainty, In the second place I take ex-
ception to Hiller's priest 7s/coucvyys « I &¢ not think
this name rightly formed; I believe it to be simply
3p.215) a less_exact reading of the well-known priestname
7ercawevas ,  In Bleckmann I protest in the first place against
the name called by him Alexidamos. He does not quote a place
where thls priest occurs and I never could find him anywhere;
my guess 1s that he came on the list by mistake. Further I
do not belleve in the priest Apollonics, "Selten", Bleckmann
calls him; truthfully he only appears once, in the very un-
rellable Dumont (D 82 n. 41), and Nileeon already rightly
aleo doubted his existence (L p. 91). The priest Astymedes I
gseems Lo me aleo an unreal person. At the time of his priest-
hood, as 1e mentioned on an epitaph (JOAI 4. 160), a respect-
ed Rhodlan, an anonymous person for us, s distinguished
with wreaths and honours. The inscription is "jlnger als
100 B.C.," Hiller, the publisher, says, but he relies only
on letter forms and orthography. If we settle it at 120 (and
letter forme and orthography will certainly allow that), there
is nothing against the hypothesis that the person who had
just died had accepted his honours in 153, at the time of
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Astymedes, the well-known son of Theaidetos, whose priest-
hood we Just set at 163, Then the somewhat suspicious eplit-
ting into a priest Astymedes I and Astymedes II collapses,
The so-called priest 42°¢767s  of p)eokmann has already
been changed 1into a Aags:d4s by Nilsson (L p. 112), who
aleo in the same place erossed out Demetrios from the 1ligt

of Rhodlan priesta, By the crossing out of Demetrios two
names are loet from Bleckmann; for he has ineluded the Rhodian
dialect form Damatrios of this non-existent Demetrios,
Thersandros also appeared in the other writing Tharsandros

on the 1llst, Hestieloes also occurs as Hlstieios, which gpel-
ling probably ie better., The priest Icu8os 35 probably also
imagination. “Nur Zweimal® ¥rites Bleockmann, "bel M und 7",
The stamp M 144 has already been interpreted correctly by
Nilsson (LPP, 1148) I am very much afreid that the inacrip-
tlon inaccessible to e in 2 (Zapisei Odesskago ODBEREEVA ) -See i En . ki Sov
(p. 2186) and 1ikewise is to be asoeribed to the hypothetical
prieat xisas , ingtead of %o a manufacturer 'Em: ki &y s :

I have already pointed out the mythical priest Molpagoras in
note 1l. The priest Nikagiboulos must be crossed out, who
according to Bleckmann occurs 'nur zweimal bei R", that ig,

in IG XII 1, but in fact ie found novhere,iT:d.ua,»xce;g

appears only onece (L 405), in an incomplete inseription which
could as well be restored ag AaJuapxas OF [keiJawap xos ,
And, almoet more certainly, the Timomenes must g0, who is
based on a single stamp in Stephani's Antiquites du Bosphore
Cimmerien (BC n. 23). In this publication, difficult of-
access, the picture of this stamp will immediately convince
any reader of how little foundation there is for the tradition
that here 7/ [«o7mevims 18 to be read; what is the right
name, Tisamenos, Timogenes or something still difTerent, is
more diffiocult to settle, Finally the priests Philondas and
Philonidas sre the same pereon. Ho, after this meddling with
16 names, there remain 269 of the list of 288 priests,

Of these 268, 67 are to be placed between 2285 ang 180,
But how many of the remaining are known to us from other
Sources? From the literature none; but I have mentioned geveral
timde ineoriptions in whioh éponymous priests occur, Thege
must, laid beside the jar stamps, make the course of Rhodian
trade clear to us, Unfortunately the material eo far at hangd
18 rot at all sufficient, All taken together, only 28 Prieats
of Helios are mentioned in insoriptions(19). Among them one
18 useless to ue, 1i.e, Fukrates: his perlod is too uncertain,
Collignon, the first Publisher of the inseription in wnich hig
name ocours (GDI 37685g), \ X
4$0.217), says "que lignleraption ne saurait etre 4'une date
anterieure au trolsiene slecle®; Hiller, on the other hand,
asserts that it is "multe recentior®, We know two priests
from the fourth century, the century after 407, the first whigh
can possibly bde considered. One of them is Xukles, the
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eponym of the burning of the temple of Athana at Lindos, whom
we have set at about 335. @Sixteen of his stamps are preserved,
 thus rather a large number. The other 18 Pythannag (EAR 6.341,
p6l), of whom a vision is mentioned in the Chronicle of Lindos,
in which Athana reveals to him a sin-offering for her polluted
temple., As thie vieion comes after an £77/#£=2 vi/a of the
goddess in 480 and before a similar occurrence in 304, it
probably happened between these two dates; then Pythannas
wag a priest of the fourth century, The whole atory, for that
matter,calls also for the rather early dating, But Pythannas
does not appear on any Jarstamp, It seema to me that there 1s
not very much to conclude here, 1If Pythannas is taken into
consideration, then it seems likely that there wae no export
trade in the fourth century; Judging by Tukles, this trade
18 to be congidered rather large. Anyhow, the 16 stamps with
Eukles' name have forece as evidence. If we had had, in contin-
uation of them, the names of three or four priests of the
third century who also all were represented by a rather large
number of stampe, then there might be scientific proof of
what seems likely & priori, that about 350 Rhodian trade began
%o stretch ite winge, that it developed powerfully after 300,
and then after 225 attained its zenith, But unfortunately
we have not one priest as dating authority certalnly datable
in the third century, the pre-eminently great period of Rhodes.
cAntisthenes ig placed at the end of this century, a priest
who 18 known from the inseription @GDI 3798, but who is en-
tirely missing from jarhandles, According to Hiller, who
edited this inscription moest recently,and who saw it, Antisthenes is
4Py 218) "ineunte altero sreculo ante Christum natum vix recentior®,
so from 200 or a 1little earlier. Newton and Foucart, earlier
publishers, who saw the stone in Rhodes, agree with that,
though with hesitation. But all rely for fixing the date purely
on the character of the letter forms of the inecription, And
this eriterion is deceptive by the nature of things, partic-
ularly because there really are very few Rhodian inseriptions
with chronological certainty from about that time. 8o
would rather leave this so-called only witnesa for the third
century out of reckoning,

_ Before the year 226 the results are very uncertain,
but after 180 1t is no better., In between are the eplgraphical-
1y known priests Damokles, Thealdetos, Astymedes, Archidamos,
pamainetos, Pratophanes, Sosikles and Aratophanes, already
dlscussed., They are all from 160 to 1850, They appear often
on stamps, respectively 50, 44, 24, 47, b1, 37 and 49 times,

The priest Autokrates is also to be placed in the first half

of the second eentury because of the inscription from Tenos

in which he is mentioned (IG XIi B, 824,,); in note 12 I
have already eonnected him with the aa.iﬁv.rz.. at Pergamum

and Oarthage, He is t0 be found on 60 jarstampe. Agéetratos
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occurs in the inscription ps2 450 - Thie inseription gives

us no information aboup iis dnte;zgut here the Jarinscriptions
inform us that this priest, appearing at Pergamum and Qarthage,
must be from about 180. He reocurs on 50 stamps, S0 these

are 10 eponyms from the first half of the second century,

By thelr many stampe they all point out the flour-
1shing time of Rhodian trade, which has just been dated at
thie period. Did this prosperity decline soon after 1507
Considering the severe measures which the Homans haéd taken
agalnst them in 164, was the competition of the commereial
metropolis Delos, founded by the Romans, so great that already
in the second half of that century a very noticeable slackening
began? One would belleve so, relying on the evidence of the
rest of the Rhodian eponyms known from that century.
Jo.219) Por three other priests of the second century are
handed down %o us; but two of those three do not appear on
Jarinseriptions, the third only once. In the first place there
are the two priests Xenoteimos and Menestheus who together
with Astymedes act as dating authorities on the epitaph
JOAI 4, 160, Astymedes is from 153, so Xenoteimos and Menestheus
muet also have heen from that time, probably a little later,
Menestheus ocours on the Jarstamy R 1165(20), Xenoteimos on
none, The name Menegtheus ig very rare, so the priest here
mentioned is very likely identieal with the frequently re-
current manufacturer of that name, whom in note 13 I connected
with the discovery at Carthage, and consequently is from the
same tlme. Xenotelmos and Menestheus must be from about 160;
the prieet Epicharmos, though gtill from the second century,
aeems to come after them. The dating of the ingeription
which mentions him (IG XII 3 guppl. m. 1268) relies however

agaln only on the letter forme. This Epicharmos 18 entirely
lacking from jJarstamps,

The poor result achieved between 1850 and 100 contin-
ues in the first century, nthere, too, of the prieste who
oeour in inscriptions,ve £ind only a minority on jarhandles,
And those whom we fina in both places appear only once. The
sories begins with Archéstratos. "Kurgz vor 100 BC, eher etwas
Jihgtr‘. Hiller calle the inscription in which he ocours
(D™ 6103). 1If one looke at the picture that is publighed
of 1%, one will indeed agree with that and fix thie inseription
in the firet quarter of the first ocentury, To fix the date
according to the lotth forms is not too unflertain here, as
étti. Just from thie t1m® that most of the Rhodian inscriptions

ate,

§p. 220) Archestratos, the priest mentioned is again totally
unknown to ug from Jarstamps, N
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Contents and letter forms of the inscoription in s E

which they are me%fignad make it likewlse probable that the W
priests Theugenes (GDI 3800;), Antilochos (GDI 3828g) and {
Rhodopeithes (GDI 416B,) are from the same period, the begin- - f

ning of the firet century. Theugenes sppears once on the
handle of a Jar (as Gco3 " v»ns , B? 231 n, 19), aAntilochos e
three times (L 54), Rhodopeifhes nct at all. There 1s more, U3t
even complete, certainty about the time of the priests Archeleog o
Hermokratks, Kritoboulos and Charisios, An inseription from ] |
Naxoe, already known to Boeckh (IG ¥II 5.,38), which certainly = . 0
le from one of the firat years after Antony had presented the %
island to the Rhodians in the yesr 42 (App. B.C.V7; Sen. de : ‘
Benef, V 16, 6), mentione them ae contemporaries. These four

priests, who without doubt are from about 40, are the chief R
basis of the opinion that Rhedian trade had fizzled out asg Rt
early ae the second half of the first century. None of thege A 4
four occurs on any jaringeription and thie faet surely doesg : L
not poinv at prosperity., But in the century before-we just St
8av that-the majority of the priests mentioned in inseriptiong iy
do not oecur on Jjarhandles; moreover we shall now see that ' ¢
in the century which follows, a priest whose name appears in Stce s
an inseription 1is also found on the handle of a jar, We know g
namely three priests from the imperial perlod through 1nﬂ°r1pt§h' :
One of them 1s called rites gro.lios gavdopare, (GDI 38018 and by neiv g
nis name alone 1g already placed in the time of the Flavian

fmperors, His father Dlokles wae also a priest of Helios

(GDI 3801,) and lived about B0 A.D. We do not have any etamp :
of the eoh, but we do have one of Dioklees, oot
¥p. 221) according to Nileson (Lpp. 9 He apsumes that tne K
enigmatical stamp e 4iou (N 257 n. 80) must be resq
a8'Ews Aok and explains this as an abbreviation of diokacis

He has not convinced me, but it is certainly poseible. 4 i : j
contemporary of Diokles was Diogenes, whose date 1s quite ' i
fixed, because Nero sent a letter to the Rhodlane at the time i 1
of hie priesthood in the yeap 86 A.D.. That letter is pfﬁﬁ)

served in the inseription D8 373. Undoubtedly Diogenes
appears on Jarstamps: at Pentlcspaeum a stamp with his name
was found (BA'9%h. 416), an unchsllengeable witnees that even
in the imperial period export trade existed, By assuming thay '
the priest of 65 A.D, wae a different individusl from the )
priest on the jJarhandle, who must have lived earlier in that ;ﬁ
case, an attempt le made to get rid of this amnoying witnesa, i
But thie dietinotion, questionable in itsel$ becomee quite :
unacceptable 1f one coneiders that had this stamp been of
earllier date, it would of course have been written in the
Rhodlan dialect form'es) Aoy ¢ veus , Whereas Skorpil, ite
gubliahﬂr, reports that 1t appears in the form used in the ks, , . |
€ml Aleyivou, vhich belongs to a later period in Rhodeg ’> |
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Summarizing, we get the following impreesion of the
Rhodlan trade before 226 and after 150, Prom the nearly two
centuries, which can be considered ap a possible period of
stamping of Rhodian Jare before 225, we know not more than twp
priests for certain, e third is very doubtful., Of two of these
prieste there exist no stamps, only ingeriptions; of the thirg,
Eukles, one of the two certaln priests, appear 16 stamps. TIg
it 1s neocessary to draw some conclusion here, then it seems
to me that trade of some importance has to be supposed for
this time. After 150 we know for the firet half century three
priests :
3p.222), among whom one ig uncertain. Of these three, only
one cecura on Jarstamps, and only once, Of the four priegts
between 100 and 80, all four rather uncertain, one appears
cn three jarinscriptions, another on two, two not at all.
The four priests between 50 and the beginning of our era
ere all lacking on jarstamps, One of the three known to us
from the first ceantury A.D. appears certainly on a stamp,
one probably, one certainly not. Here the conclusion ig
the most acceptable, that on an average trade at Rhodes after
150 never dled out entirely, but also never became really
lively.

8t111, for the tine being, we do not have datas to
Tix more recently the date of the 202 priests known to us,
the priests who must helonig to the periods 407 - 225 ana 180 <
100 A.D.. But we are more fortunate with the other €7 priegtg
Without doubt we can place them between 225 and 150. And we °
are no less sure that those 75 years ropresent the highest
flourishing period of Rhodian trade. Epigraphy and archse-
ology, those indispensable sister sciences of history, have
yet in the meantime taught us that at this investigation,
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Van @Gelder, p. 208, note 11:

Bleckmann hae made a 11st of all these instances,
and he gete 63 cases. A €4th he missed: the complete jsr from
Vulel in Tuecany, most recently published by me in GDI 4245, 2,
Two numbers cf his list should be etruck out. Mrest, his no. 4,
the Jar on which according to Berg the names Molpagoras and
Alexzndros appear. Nilsson hae already shown (L.p.72, note
2) that this sssertion is wrong, In the second place, the jar
which he mentlong in Klio (XII, 250) ae bearing the names of
the eponymous Aristarthos and the manufacturer Azathoboulos
ig a4 faetion. Ke refers to Nilsson, but it is nowhere to be
found in Nileson; but on the contrary Nileeson assures us
(L.p. 11€) that an eponymous Aristsrchos ies not known to him
(nor to me elther). go the total number of instances becomes
62.

Cther emall inacouracies by Bleckmann in this list
must be corrected. The priest of his no. 8 1g not called
Philenleos but Philainies, the manufacturey of his no. 8 not
Nanius but Nanlie, the priest of hie no. not Harmosilas
but Harmosidas, the manufacturer of his no. 18 not Nion but
Dlos, the priest of his no. 22 not Menesthes but Menestheus,
the one of hie no. 33 not Androboules but agathoboulos (see
Ly Pa 160);

L] L] L] - - [ L] o L] ° Note 12:

To wit: Alexisdas, Andrias, Andronikos, Antipatros,
Aristakos, Aristokles, Aristratos (see for these priests L.
p. 116), Archembrotos, Autokrates, Thersandres, and Philainios.
Eleckmann gives alphabetioasl lists of the eponyni nnd manu-
facturers found in Pergasmon and Carthage (Bl. pp. 74 f£f.).
With the ald of these, the proof for the priests Antipatros and
Philainios 1s easily to be found. The date of Alexiadas is
proved by the manufacturer Diokleis, who is found with him
on one jar, and who is known at Pergamon (P 1002); her name
however is forgotten in the list of Bleckmann. Andrias,
Andronikos, Ariestekos snd Thersandros depend on thoe manufact-
urer Agathoboulos, who 1s mentioned on the game handles with
them, whe, however, appears neither at Pergamon ner at Qarthage,
but whose date is given because he appesrs on the same handle
with Nikasagoras (L 329), an eponymos who ocours in Pergamon
and Carthage, but ie foyuyd on & handle with Alexiadag (Hall
9YS, no. 5043; ef L p. iﬂeg. Aristokles is stemped with
Kidas on & complete jar; Midas, unknown at Pergamon and
Carthage, mppears, however, on a similar jar with the priest
Arislogenes, Thie priest is known at Pergamon (P 894),
however he also is miesing from Bleckmann's 1ist [(Fundort
unbekanntl]., ¥idae and so also the priest Aristokles belong
In our period., Autokrates, who moregver had already been
placed epigraphically (poH 27, 234, in about thia time,
depends on Hermales, a Rhodlan mentifaoturer appearing at
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Pergamon (P 1276), but again forgotten by Bleckmann [not 1isted
as Rhodian by Schuchhards],

Ineldentally, on the 1ist of Rhodlan eponymi drawn
up by Bleckmann from the find at Pergamen ere missing, hesides
Aristogenes, algs the prieats Arohldas (P £566) [restoration
not oertaiqj, Athanodotas, Daemon, and Lapheides, on the 1list
of the manufacturers appeéaring at Pergamon besider Hermaios
and pioklels, also agesonlos, Kreon, Hegeslas, (B 1299) and
Imas (1240). The one called on hies 1ilet Ageso is in faot
Agemon., The "Molealus® ig Molesls, the "Naniuag" is Nanis,

The 1ist of Rhodian eponymi whioch he hee drawn up
from the find at Carthage showe these three gaps: Aristonidas,
(C 32), Onasendros (c 124) and Philodamog; the list of Rhodian
manufacturers whe are known from garthage must be completed

with the names Dionysios (C 85), =mirenidas (¢ 83), and maybe
Arlstakos (C 188a),
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! He Von Beldsr, "Over Mhodische Kruiksterpdle €n hun Beling Vpor onwe
R ¥ennig Van den Rhodischen Fandel," in ' Versingen en VT
; Hededaelingen der Yonink'ijle Akademic van Yetens— e
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LN Tnglish veraion nede by » native of Wollend, somevh't clardfied LIS A

& “#ad smoothed by V.G. Copled by two different typists, the chinge begin- = . vy
ning wikh pige 1M, i i

Pange mumbers of the Mutch text appecr in the trinslation, plageq
recowiing %0 the beginning of esch new- pige of the Dutch. These are
set off ot the beginning of the Syped lines in the $ronelation. She
typints have broken the text vhere these occur: the render 1s to dige
regard the gp thus ¢ used. - SR

Where footnote reforences were not cle r as such in the Syped iET
copys the mubers have been circled. The notes themselves have not \
been trinslaged or copled exceptfor notes 11 and 17, for vhiech see
the end of this mrnuscript.

The momuseript ow 4 while is intended %o be used with the Duten
text, to vhich reference must be mnde for most footnotess fog the
explenntion ofabbravictions, ete. However, a v ther o reful check

(from text %0 copy of $rinslntion)his been mede wkth of figurra and
refarences nppe ring in the tert. Most of the Cresk nmes in the s e
text hive been turned into Tnglish to cus down individusl copying e W
into the earbons. 2
A Tew inserta in square brackets tow'rd the end are comments by

Vella

The trinelator's comment on the ruthor's atyles "01d faghioned
Mateh, distinguished and polite."

Institute for Advenced Study June 22, 10hg




H. Van celder, "On Fhodian Jer Stamps and their Importance
for our Xnowledge of Fhodian Commerce."

pe 186) The history of commerce in antiquity is stlll in
statu nageendi. It has not the documents to hand vhich are

80 userul Tor the study of commerce in later times. I% has
glgo very little support from the anelent historians, In

thig field they almost abandon us. Thus it must be bullg

up from the most unexpested sources. The atudy of the history
of comnmeree of the island of Fhodes, which was once not
unimportant in this rvespeect, depends on digearded Jars,

I will here gpeak mainly about the duration, the flowering of
this commerce, and about the direction which 1% took. For thig
investigation, the written texts of the Greeks and Romans pive.
us practically nothing, Oertainly, everyone who has heard any-
thing of Rhodes knows that it was a commerclal republis; and
1 he gearches he will eagily find Fifty passages in the works
of the most various ancient classlosl writers, even a hundreq
where this i stated, But harily one goes any further, and =
gives any positive angwer to the questions as to which were
the cen sg covered by thig oormerce, and vhen ;
Ps L wag its mogt flomrishing per!.o&. and with which -
countries it wag oarried on, In modern historieal works,
where the sngwer to thepe questions should gertainly have been
given, it has tacltly been taken for granted that political
and the flouri of mmomtmmmmm& that
the Hellenlstic period, the 3rd and 2nd genturies B,C,,

when Rhodes was at her most powerful, her commerceé also must
have flourished most. The question whether the flourishing op
the commerce continued when political decay set in has been
treated with regerve, It is thought that trade with %
must have been good, beoause Rhodes was so Very fri y with
the Ptolemys} and there is gemeral reference to trade of

Fhodes all about the Mediterranean., Altho in these sup-
golulm we have come very near to the tru huhﬂ.ch was to

e expected, 1t might have been otherwise., Often, for example .
and one does not need to look far for this = the greatest
flourighing of the trade of a state comes at a time when
political deeay has already set in, wh“ entific
eertainty is a different thing from supposition, And the

gtudy of the gtamps of the handles of disearded Rhodian wine
jars gives us here this certainty. :

rirst, more foularly sbout these Creek stamped jJars., In
g1l the Mediterranean coasstlandg, especlally of course re
there were bif cities, great numbers of gherds are found
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@ large earthenware jars., All kinds of things were kept in
thege, fluids snd non-fluids [literally fluids and thiﬁgg that
were put in), These sherds vary in color, the clay is finer
or coarser, it iz more or less well worked, in ghort they
clearly point out thiér different places of origin. But which
are thege places? The supposition is not impogsible that some
of the fragments come from the places in which they are found,
A Oresk or even, a non-(reek

L188) town without sny fabrication of pottery seems to me
ﬁanny posaible, A very considerabls part of the heapa found
15, howevey, surely imported, This ig proved by the stamps,
Jarg mariked by these atamps are thus elevabted to begoning
gources of himtory; the unsaried are nothing to us bub
curiositieg, "The stmmd were made at Rhodes, o8,
Thegos, probably in lots of other Greak towns, but of the
other Greek towns we know mestly nol even the names; because
their production was extremely small. One or very few :
gpecimens found keep alive for us the Remory of the pottery
menufactures of Parog, Naxos, Colophon, Smyrna, and many atill
entirely unknown places of origin. However, more than 97% of
the tg;.-u'mt total quantity come from the three towns mentioned,
of g8, Rhodes hag the lion's share, nearly 73% of the total,
As to the number of handles graduslly unearthed and found, that
ig much bigger them outplders may aglnkg eounting for Rhodes I
nave already come to a totel of 9860. Besldes it muat not be
forgotten that many stamps of this kind st&i¥ are atill
entirely unpublished (that is explicitly mentioned of qu%” &
1ot found on Delos, on Amorgos and at Gezer in Palestine'l’),
that others have probably escsped my notige with the extrems
spread of the publications, and that moreover I could not
posgibly get some Russian a.g%oothnr puntguom. which I foung
mentioned, Begides thesge Rhodian, re ar® also about
2100 ¥nidisn and 1 Thasil ar gtemps, The Knldian and the
Thagian handles have g gomevhat different color tone from the *
Fhodien, a different kind of dlay, a different way of stamping,
g0 that the axpert no GAiffionlty in dlgbinghishing the

kindg when as vith complete exmmples] also with the

three al
v of A 4
;:Jgleu ﬁt“m‘moom tostly wth enough Mrtainty( 2?.

From what has been said a few conciudions can be made which
have already been deduged long ago, First, that $he export-

: that of Enidos or Thagosm, -
a fact that already a _ been established, But alao
in the gecond plage, T, Just as in the middle ages and to
some extent also in more recent times, certaln towns were the’
headquarters of gertain industries, In anclent Creeoce, chepp,
simple amphoras for the export-trade properly speaking were
made only in three places} a monopolising of the production,
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which a8 a matter of faet is sufficiently confirmed for other
Greek industries, for the fabrieation of clay vases, of bronze
pottery, of woven materisle, ete, These amphoras were used in
the first place for the export of wine, Fhodes and Thasos
were rich in wine} on page U27 of my Geschichte der slte Rhodier
I have collected the reférsnces which prove that ror Shodese, .
There it 1g evident, that, of the products of that island,
nothing is mentioned nearly as often ag un;;ufmptg and raipins.
They were also used for oil, for salg, for ts, 7)) for
galted fish, sleo produsts of whioh Rhodes had o aurplus; they
certainly were alsc exported to foreign countries, because there
was a demand for Jara, The stamps impressed on the handles do.
net have anything to de with tax-collecting or with export gon=-
trol of the gtate, as was B
e 190) generally suspected for rather a long tlmﬁ.( ) There
wer:h long and somuh:l tinm diaousﬂions borortm ;h:h;l ﬁm-po?o
of the stamping was clsared ars to me gson's
conelmionn m.u not be shak %gry Jar, vhatever.
its oxrigin gtamped the nam of & mmr urer and a date.
At hodes ‘f;he dating ¢tells you even the month hias stamping
on the handles is an extena an. probably a naqn.l, to the
ontilu. ‘I‘Mn and the tiles al
milme too, od to pro'hot them aprinst the
nst being divmnd any other way from their propor

purpose, On the tiles - it c¢an be proved - was stamped th
name of the muamwr which they were destined, also tha
name of the manufac r who supplied them, Por jars, the
first item was exeluded, the name of the manufasturér however
was here valusble too, On both the exact date was stamped,
the year in which they were baked. On Fhodian m. the aonth.
even, was mentioned. For mostly the owner of the fastory left
the execution of hig affairs to his foreman or manager, The
8 with the month sh him an easy way to control the
prodm on of every month. Throu th.‘.- mn he had alge a
surer way of preventing the theft o made jars becauge i%
was his custom to se2l the older ones ﬁuﬂ for the stamp of
the month marked them as still unsold ock, From fear of
theft, the stmm the name of the manufacturer soon be-
came a means for iging. For Jjars, this soon certainly

the primary purposge,

- } Bo on sach ar three things are m
E nmormom or of gﬂﬂ mm

the pott » to fix the ur the name of tho ug
m or os at Ma e m of a month, se
orls are a.rbi. réad over the two hand) eg

or thi The nﬂo of thée tl‘t of Helios 18 al ny.

ﬂﬂ,yt— ”fﬁrm‘ }t-njd\ e
umtmmfmm&’m the nemes of _L” gt

Muﬂormnmmmu in the geni
in the nominative, The stamps are rectangular orrm.ma:‘ 3
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Before I begin to dlaecugs how thesd ptompm can tell ug much
about the direstion and duration of Rhodlan trade, a little
digression about quesr Aifficultlies, which the reading and
atudying of thelr ingeriptions entalil, Many of thege stamped
handleg are broken, leass than half of the names of priests and
manufacturers come to us complste. The happy Tinders who edit’
them have to guess and £ill in the missing parts by conjeoture,
If they were all wéll-informed in these studles, if they knew
all the names of the priesis and manufacturers found up to
their time, then they would at least have a bagls to build
further on., But mostly the case is as follows, Ten or even
fifty Fhodian Jar stamps are found, The {finder knows almogt
noth of the thousands of similar inseriptions already editeq
far and wide: the likerature about the subjeet is indsed very
aifficult to gather completely, even for anybeody., His

apecimens are damaged; so he restores as well as possible; often,

however, he makesg something, Often the edition alse is meo
or less intentlonally careless; he is compelled to edit thegs
thinge, because they have an antigue nrgﬁu, ien't he? but he
does Bot understand that they
De 19<) can be of any real use, and conscentrates all hig
editorial care on more important inseriptions, which he hag
suceseded in finding, It s true that in the mout recent
dscades there has been more careful work, since it has bBeen
realized how useful these stamped names are for history., But
Eood editors exoepted, many have delivered sad work. qndna. '

t is forgivable, Mozt of the lngoriptions on the Jars are

:;ot only ‘m':;km or momlm&igutrthay are a.la:ﬂ oeften diffiewiy
¢ read, The mamufagiuwrera, of ¢ e wanted to avold ew.
pange, very often uaeddinmhmm | gmwand::'
wr'o

th
ly draan letters, The Stwp-carvers ht?” m\‘
T B 8 gayved 1@ WIong Le g
e mad %m against Oreek spelling, wi'm gh

of
hag 1 8ll the maberlsl and hag read all 10833
sfamps and has studied them, can one devote hingelf with suggeg
to correcting the readings which sometimes avre so foolish ang °
corrupt, and on the other hend make progregs in thisg field, 1
mentlon hers to thelir oredit the names of Becker, Stephany,
Ealbel, Schuchhardt, of Hiller von qlmhm, Blegkmann and
Breosla, and above all of Nilsson, who in last fifty yearg
have i merit in this re « Tens of corrections have
tmion:: I'wlf \3‘3 ' =mﬂ;‘”h ti'sljﬁgt:
. ® of course, a @ @

published ths sodlan Diall'cﬁ*imm;}w the eolleetion op

0llitz, mede a contribution in this tion, found in the
course of a renewed study of this subjeet for the sake of thig
lecture, once more a chance
readings,

) to more than a hundred othes
They will be wmm':'ﬁ'm appendix. o '

S
8 names, carved other 4 double, ete, So o f; Partg
E ‘part 2

i
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At first now the direstion of Rhodisn commerce will be taken
up} then follows & disousgsion of its flourishing period,

Pe 193) It is very easy to fix the direction, As I said,
stamped Jars with Rhodian, Xnidisn or Thasian origin arve
practically the only ones found, If for = region or town a
caloulation as exaot as possible iz made as te how many Sar
inseriptions are found there,and what pergent of the total
derived from each of these three places of origin, then you
know the gize of the Rhodlan trade. “33 this method thare is
thig objection, that Rhodeg is comp with only two towne
and not with other centers of commerce. We also learn nothing
bﬁ -f_h' tg::c tgr the trade ™ ,5.;1& args, But I consider it very
1ike hat e Jarg que were a very t export
1P no{_m noat ortant, rfor these fhree townas it iim:p‘go ;
me not less possible that the direetion which the trade in jars
took, was the same for other articles.

I will begin with an investisation of Sielly, ' Javatamps from’
here were studied and puhliﬁd ag sarly ag 1 5?1:3"?’;30111),
moreover this is the gountry that alveady in the seventh
cenvury traded with FRhodes; for Just there, so far Tfrom hone,
Rhodes bullt its biggest colonies, Gela and indirectly
W_' Eaibel fnblllhla the Jjarstamps of Sie together
th those of Italy mégv 2393). He gives under 610 mumbers
E%ao 'ti@t’do%ﬁﬁgm ns %uagno en 31? pgrgidgm%.h'
paucissiml vix apparent", 8o writes Kaibel Justly in his pre-
face, To be very precise, of the 602’ Jar inseriptions collected
in Sieily, & are xnidian { s 1726 212, 239 and 253 ), none
Thegian, none Parian and 30 or are ungertain, The rest o2
gertainly Rhodian, With this result one may gy with & clear
coneolence that the ort of _ amphoras got practically
noe ¢ tition from dog and Ofie
Pe 1 In Italy it L9 the same. Xaibel ngbuahu aﬂgﬂutmpn,
ne all from Tarentum, Brdndisium and gtm, He hag
rorgogen 23 from Fraeneste, which Henzen 1ished in the
BI 18 .1%. 72 £f, Of the 306 handles, three are Xnidian
ilg ;g. end 339 ), about twenty uncertain, and the regt

The exrance of Rhodes comes to light more overvhelmi.
in Em. Of the 331 stamps (to be found in C and BCT 1902,
190% and 1907) about Twenty are uncertaing the rest are Rh ian,

Ve have almoet no s 8 from gsouthern France, Spain, Mo
Algeria, no more from ne, a town po*puhtoa partly \dg'“'
Rhodisn colonigtse. '

S0 the result about the west of the Mediterranean i that
Thasisn amphora trade did not exist there, that the nidian
was extremely 1ittle, the Rhodian supreme,
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Egypt, Syris, and Oypros form agein a unit. Although the
trade from Rhodes is very preponderant here, it i3 not as
dominating se in the west. From Alexandria (the rest of
Epypt has supplied almost nothing up %o tha present) we know
479 stamps gethered by Stoddart from 1E42-BhL (Transagtions
Roysl Scm.‘..a%; of Literature, Second Series III, 1-12

IV, 1-67), 970 which Nercutsos published in 1875 (N226 £f,.),
&2 published in the game year by Miller (Ra 1875, 378 ff.),
634 from gseveral works of Botti, and about 200 more from :
goattered publications (A, pp. [4-85; Bull, de 1'Institut
Sgyptien 1871, 1%129; 1874, 16-235 eto.). Bottl certainly,
H‘g{w probably, Neroutsos perhaps, include staumps which had
already besn published sarlier, 5o 1t iz imposslble to come
here to a definite total muder; presumably thera are in total
about 2100 gpeoimens, Of that, & 30 are Thaslan, about gg
Xnidisn, 100 uneertain and about 1620 Fhodian, that ig, HOf.

The Syrdan, or more preclgely, the Pelestinian stamps, -
Pe 195) published by Macalister and cthers (in PEF 1900-1.??1}; '
Clermont-Canneau, Archaeol, Researches in Palestine II, 148 rr,),
are in numbey, the Cypriang 264 (in BI 1870, 202 rr,

Ra «)§ Hall pp, 389-397; The Cesnola Collection of

Cypri ' !&I&éﬁiﬂu. Degoript 1'2 A%laa IIT Suppl. CGreek

Insoriptions ne 72-104; Myres and Ohnefalsch~Richter, A
talogue of the Cyprus Museum, Oxford 1899, 95 ff.), Of these
2 1temg; about s are an, the regt are ungertain

{anyway the very incomplete publications make this seem so to
u.§; only a very few specimens are certainly Knidian or Thagian,

The island of Rhodes itself has supplied a huge number of etaps,
In the first place there is the tremendous nﬁlr vhich was
reeently found at Lindos by the Danes and published in go ex- -
:ﬁlm & manner by Nllsgson; further, the more than 1000 handles,
ch Newton transported from the 6ity of Fhodes to the British
Mugewn, and ch Migs O, Aemilis Hutton listed and deseribed
(16 XIT 1, 1065 rf,)} further, the 212 stamps, also from the
ity of Rhodes, lately published by Johanes Paris in the :
l::l. 8 nm.-:hu (pﬁi 3 ﬂ‘}} f"”'ﬁlr’%n:mu;&n" :21“-
ong jamong otherg ’ “ds - gpecimensg,
there are lesas than 100 an or unecertalin, and in total thére
are only & Thasian, Of course this result was to be expected,

We have 882 jar a Pepgamum (P 766). Among them, #19
are Fhodian, 20 mm, ﬁm‘ﬂ:‘n‘."z Parian, 2 from Smyrna,
32 m‘ﬂ% S0 again a preponderance in faver of Fhodes of
more than .

We have too few speoineng from other towng on the coast of

Agia Minor, fyom Sporadeg and the Cyclades, to make aon-
olusions here, 2 _

to this peint, the figures have had a tedious monotony.
%.Wmén 2 e:g

~gommerce is nearly without a rival the
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western Mediterranean, in the East, and In the dligtricts which
gurround Fhodes,

pe 196) 1t is o preponderant that it draws up to 85 or 90% of
the total, But quite another picture acrpears at once in Creece
iteelf, at least in the only town of Creege from which we have
more than & very few Jar stamps-—Athens. The number of thisg
kind of ingeriptions Just there is very large’s already in 1872
Dumont published there more than 2200 (Inseriptiona peramiques
de Grece, Paris 1872), According to him there are 347 Rhoglu\
among them, He was not competent to edit such a big collectlon;
for he does not even know how properly to distinpuish the
nidian from the Fhodlian stamps, Yet roughly hiz report may be
relisblet isn't he just as generous in declaring Fhodian fhat
ig Fnidian, as in publighing a ¥nidian plece ch is Fhodian?
So here in Athens only 15% dian gtamps. The rest are
¥nidien, except for 124 Thagian and about 300 uneertain, who-
svar after getting acquainted with Dumont's way of workin

wante to see mome confirmation of his resulte should gonsider
that much later a seriesg of 98 stamps was sent from Attiea to
Dresden; Grundmarm exsmined them (Or pp. 279 f.) and found
that here too of the 9& stampg, only 14 are Rhodlan, A 1little
colleotion gathersd years later (AM 21, 127 ff.), gave again
the same result, 50 1t may be admitted that the Rhodlian e
to Attica (and ine reat of Oresge) was of much lzss significance
than that to the far dlatrists to the west, eadt, or south,

There remaing st legt South =ussia, MNore than 3000 ampliora
handles have appeared mradually among the ruins of the Greek
g:zrna on ﬁn'norﬂx %Q::ﬁ of the Bllg S;:.:m Tm' urgl%i_stri?utoa
nany exrimen : v ocoLiact a pu ih:d na
lot of periecdicals and 'bog;l. Wm are oujmed %m Rhodisgn
Dial!ﬂttn-uriptionl (», 571? and newest an:g Y in Nilagon
(L DD 1’ “o . The résult ie m" that of oge -
stamps (given the standanrd of some publications, it Ta here ne
g .lgiugl:un é?pn eng, to gl & mnbu-n).
Pe e e, Yug or Athens, %o glve exag )
that of these more than ﬁt g only about 1200 are ! .
1500 Thasian, snd 200 : t 100 ungertain, Here--and
only here--the igland of Thagosg (which is very cloge by) comes

e Ly to the 1 Rhodes, th
wzm . “hm.and surpasged 8, though less than

With our ¥Xnowledge on thig gubject, we can not state with
ecertainty why the Fhodian tmé to Greece and the gountries on
the ghores of the Black Sea was less rtant than slseshere.

We ean only guess. To me it is the most lilely solution that
Rhodes as a comercial state came rather late to prosperity
Earlier, Miletos, Chaleig, Corinth, Aegina, Athens, meouinly
had been first in trade, por Rhodes, which moreover was situated
in a remote corner of the antique Oreek world, it was Aiefigult
to gain ground in distriots where it was not Xnown as a commerols)
gountry and where others already had settled themsslvey. There.
fore it turned to far abroad and to the distriots whioch beginning
only with the fowrth eentury were opened more and more,
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Now comeg the question what the gourse of Fhodlan commerce was
and wvhen 1t developed most strongly. This questlon, ss far as
it is conneoted with the stamps on smphorag, 1s faced more or
legs sericugly by Schuchhardt, later doll‘bomtely by Bleckmann
in his book "Da Ingsoriptionibusg quae leguntur in vaseulls
rhodiis," ﬁotting& 2gm‘f, and further 1n the article in Klio
XXX (1912), Pre With this ressearch, however
the polldity of the building stohes is not very i 1 Ml
there ix a duty to be very exact, and the material must in the
firat place be brought together as completely as poni‘bla., o
coumsa it must be taken as a fact that on sach Fhodian Jar ig
gd the name of a prﬂ.aat wnich indiecates 2 fixed year, -
ms An gtterpt be made to ﬂx ologleally ag many
si‘ble of thosc vrieate, in total 2 d.istri‘buted on
10000 gtanipg. How are we %o _arrive at 1: tesause none of
thepe appsars in our Grésk and Latin puthom. not one name
o; a. ‘ih o &w&aﬁaﬁ ong name orfarmarmmok . tmmr is
e 888 aupply of Oreek ing tion
rnz- po.d."im dogunsnts which are dated ap o %oﬁiafx Y
= mr !e/osm: Ta)” ST ¥ a- ’ a2t the m t‘hll. m‘ m. or
t one was a priest of Hellos a’ Fhodes, one {indg 28 or
gourge moetly in insoriptione of the iglend itgelfr, Wi
1ittle knowl of the psubject, one succeeds in fixing the é.gtg
of all these rather exaotly, of some even very preclsely,
Now Aif you search for as 1.:-5- a- posaible a rind of Fhodian
gtampe b.long-lng ol.oul{ you will find the digoove
y Carl

at Pergamum uchhardt on 423 of Part IT
of m&aﬁnrtm von ?nman@on. 3 Up;lgwp";lm found together
as & house 8 y and apparent
451 Soposited 1t7ine smms tine, ' Tdeed vefurs inds sags *
geove fml.tl‘r 0 o r, an investigation of ¢
pulmtré.u nns.blc ng“ f. : t to fix as b
agcurately as pou e the time to wh!.ch this “W.K belongg,
This can be done by traocing how many, and which 8 turn wp
at P of the 28 whose names appesr in o insoriptiong
vhose dates we mogtly Inow, When an roximate date hag been °'
establiched in this way, then all priests of the dis are
to be counted, Then om must gettle how many times eash of these
priests gg:u mﬁ all the 10000 Rhodisn stamps, which we
possess far near, If nearly a1l oscour frequently nng
that mags, then of courre the commerge of Fhodes wag flouri
ing in their time; if the reverse 1g the gase, then it wms

at t tml. Happily this imntipti.on brings v
clear nrgmtu. L

So the ;mm which evervything turns, is the uhmaj.og!.m‘
ﬁang theogiﬂm at Pm 'hn t discovery-—asc hag

lé ; Loty of €82 " Of thege, &1 m%m
gﬁ Elg nﬁnﬁéﬂ axre nanen of i

of memifactivers, Thene a2 are datable tml‘k %
years sarliier tlmn the date fm.o deposit; n:
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longer the clearing away of old wine Jars, Vhen 4id they live?
Schuchherdt aupposed sboub 1803 then, he geid, Pergamm wag
most progsperous and most powerful, at that time Fhodes too was

at the top of its glory. That the find dates from a tine when
there wag congiderable commsrolal trafflic befween Rhodes and
Pergamum, follows among obther things from the faoch that the

names of geveral priests turn up 10-20 times, even 25 times

among those 819 stamps, so seversl years are repregented 25 timesg,

All thoge who had to express thelr opinions after Schuchhardt
agreed with his dating? however, it is not certain., Per
and ®hodes both sxlgted and even flourished before and er
that time, More certainty can be gathered along other roads,
An ingeription from Selev on the Calycadnus wag found by
Heberdey snd Wilhelm, regently published by me in the Greek
Dislektinseriptions as n, 3751, The stone econtsing four Fhodlan
degrees in honor of Eudemos, the ason of Nikon, s citizen of
Seleuclia and obviously an influential friend of a king Antiochusg
of Syria. The kig hag promiged la pregents te the Thodians
to support their fleet] Eudemos ls stimulated to hazten the pay-
ments of those pregents, This ingeription aceording to the '
finderg--and it appearsg to me that the eopy which they give of
it indicates the same--ig definitely of the first half of the
vecond cenftury; then only two kingeg Antlochug esn be taksn into
sonsideration Anti.zohﬂ the III, the Oreat (223~187), and
Antiochus IV 1175—1 Yo The first, howsver, 1ived in feud and
war with the Rhodiasng, the falthful allies of the Romens; so
Antiochus IV remains, That ng that the inasoription iaslone
of the years betwsen 175 and 1% . Fortunately it 18 ons of
the very few Rhodian ingeriptions with a date] it ls namely
fyom the year of the prl.-?t of Helios - eg, the gson of
D o B VEPEWS Acsok A oug Taoy Aapldu o In th, lﬂm
P?%) goovery of Jaratarps st Pa n Dm is-almoat no
83t we meet go frequently as Jusgt this okles, Anong the

9 R, otemps he appears not lass 1 21 times, Only 3 of
the gurpags hin thig regpect'\i(/., As 1t i3 obvious that
vhen the fragments were swept together the amphorag of the
mogt regent years were ag & whole the most on of those

still on » it muet probably have happened goon affer his
pmg?é:mﬁ the date of the glearing away must have been
2l ! !

Along snother way we come to the :hm resuly, The most
P nent Fhodisn politiclans of the second century are

and W‘mﬁoﬁwht' the indey in Mult d\gu' ' 3
“heaid . _ . Both oned A
for the ﬂr{: time l‘; go vear 1 .fag m; 1;;'#-3:5:.
stated in Polybius that h‘.’ﬁ. 8 lwﬁ' - 5 'l'ﬁn!.dtta'u' ot 1: "y

but
1o XX 1, 1_2;11-). Bli.:ha‘bcn has !;nkm'i.% es Zifm (BAR 3,?8- !,
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and I agree readily with him, Now fhere exists a priest of

Hellos, Astymedes, a wellknown eponymug, for his name appears

not less than 49 hmos on jarstamps. 8 name also appears

in an ingeription (IG XII 3, 103g), a passage which I have no¥

found mentioned either in Bii.nkcnbarg or anywhere else, IB

thig priest of Helius now the same as the politielan? Yes,

gays Bli.nkonberg. and 1t geems likely to me too, For the name,

%gimadu 1: gﬁo doon?ggxag%{m gix or iﬂ;%g other boaggort gr

hig name a es 63 3791863 b & 3 3875+

1157703 &19812) are gtill obs%ﬁ?-o. Aleng two ﬁ"&"- how%%er,ny 3
know rather precisely the year of the pr.luthcoa of Astymedes,
o p!’}'lt of Helios, The

p. 201 inseription IG XII 3, 1..22 just mentioned im an

epitaph with statue, erected by grieving grandchildren for a

grandfather and made by Eplcharmus of Soll. Epicharnug -

seulpbured algo as late ag the firat century (see aDI 3792253

3802123 mﬁl’ He m %_ﬂ_.%:_emﬁ gays Hiller von
soulptured thic status Tl 2 Detieve 1V gladlys  But
34 3, - \ a ® aven 1!!.
that onse it mmhgﬂbemboroﬂ'ﬁo or 150, The
ther in question, ihoge career 1ls glorified on the memorial,

a8 rigen go Y@ sTrarTayas 4 Th014 offliger, «<«7a g moy Tov KenTind v
‘et ‘AeTommsses, HALLlEY agoumes that by %his war between Rhodes
and Opete the one of 154-151 is meant, which Polybiug deseribex
in M’u?d book. This guess is indeed very acceptable, So, Xmx
then ymedes .- was priest of Hellos In 153 or thcmbou%.
It becomes still more 1 5 n we oconsider that, again G
n.coora.l.ngyto Polybius, (33, 152). Just Astymedes was delegated . 's>
to Rome the Fhodians, to n the quarrel betwen Rhodes
and Crete in the genate, Who could be more properly congldered
for this post than the eponymus of the state? A second path
leads to the same year 153, Blinkenberg mentions on the
pagsage which I just quoted, that he has found an inseription
2t Lindos (he hag not published it yet), that proves irrefutably
how exactly in the year 154 Astymedes was 8t of Athana
Lindia at Lindos. As a rule the priesthood of Helles at Rhoden
and that of Athena at Lindos, these two highest attraetiong, for
Fhodian political ambition, were mostly nm(\g {hoﬁ . geme
gtmn. S0, Astymedes was priest of Helld: en 155-150,

ow it is remarkable that o Jar st which we have with
his name, not one appears in the big find of Perggmum. The
readiest explanation is still that when these Jlars were cleareq
IR oLt et O T, e Fhes 1351 e SRb1R acpots

- r : er : @

Pe 202 ni 52&5. e ¢ Vith

8 ole ‘away at sbout
His father, Theaidetos, howsver, appearsg most posit
Jars at Perper m, We fnow from Po s (30, 2 ).lm g?uﬁ’“
pelisistan Sied ob A in the yoar 187, were 0 yeara o1a
t mention mnatthmmwmm

mentic | thana .
ion in ° zrmwoummepmgﬁgﬁdn.i‘igﬁf““



ER T

then that wgs probably at about the same time, It ig, however,
unthinkable that a politiclan of his note should net have held
that office, Moreover, we know a grj.est of Hellos, Thealdetos,
from Sar gtamps, Is he the one? Of course, yes! ’For the
name Thesidstos ig so rare that we lknow elsewhere none, at
Rhodeg only two o em of ths game name %5 an angegtor (GDIln.sl% )
and p descendant (EAR 3, 73t GDI 3610 Dy)e. In our sditions 7
of Polybius he i1a t‘mn alac callsd obetlnabely eemmm,

wrong but more ony &l gggg_md.ian ingoript ona auppﬂ:rt
thia appcllatﬂ..on ZAR 3 o) III 1

g aﬁl back with - el63 0 The f

If the dlscovery dates "mm about 165, and mnaiﬁ.etaa m

priest of Hellos in a.'bout 190, then appéar several timesg
on the Pergamum handles. Indeed, cof t:‘1 stamps we poasegs of
nim, 12 come from Pergsmum, v

But, still mofe eertaln than the proof which Damokles or Astymedes
or Theaidetos can produce for us, is that whioh is comnected with
the priest, Awchidamos, An inseription was found under the ruing
of the temple of Zeus Panamarus near amtcn.tgu in Jaris} the
moat acoessible edition is the one of Michel 479. That insorip-
tion be ! ﬁth the daling 27’ *1¢pfws ‘Ppxidauo, ¢« JUBE that
dating gri.ut of Hellios makes 1t certain that it
originates rma the time that Stratonices wes subject to mwa.n.
The sontent, an honour-decrse for a vetired Rhodlan 2. «-./.

Pe 203) confirms that too, if neces wy. !ﬁz mn. hemx-
Stratonicea subjest to Fhodes? Ve . 13& the
Romeng pregented the town to Fhodes, th took th-ir

gift back, Never before or after was thu Qo t!.oa

So Anahimou was priest one of the years botwon {3"
SaIRer Laves Sistvar “i'is'%hi? i e i e e

ra er o lm a Tamm, 8 that
not beauti harmonize with Jm found, that the
gtamps at Pergamum were oleared + 10

Begauge of the fact that it is of great ance to know
aorml.tely ui‘b f,he exact date of the olearing nn.y,“
emwmmmm arm ror

u. in an &
nlﬂ:m@lt mgg s48 NOW may
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ruing, dstea 1 the gegond half of the fourth eentury. So

Rukles was priggh of Heliog in boyt 335, I imow 16 Jar -

gtampg of hin o llone of theme 16 are found at Pergamm,

Iff this were othemgc, then thia déposit could hardly date

g; 204) from ebout 105, MNow this is Just the remit wvhich sould
exps

oted 2 priorl, ‘

Thig Mukles, in contrast with the four formerly mentioned, also,
doeg not ap:':aar- on the ptamps of the gegond large group din-—
covery, the one at Carthage. Or oan cne speak of & large group,
gince the number of the Pergamon jJar inscriptions is three
times a8 big as the number of those found at Carthage? And
above 2ll--what 1¢ more important--can the Carthage find be
called a connected grogg? The osse is this, In the laat
twenty years of the 19th ecentury successively 331 Greek jsr
stamps were found at Carthage., They were publighed in several
numbers of the Revue Tunigienne, of tlé Bulletin Archéolos%.ggg
du comité des travaux higtoriques, of the OompLes-rendues de

¢ des inscriptions of loecal periodlcals which are
inaccesaible to me, Afterward they were combined by Degsau in
1€ in the IIId4 Supplement volume of the VIIIth part of the
CIL, under N, 22639, Dessau gives 266 ingeriptions, sll
Fhodian; at least, none can be proved not to be Hho&.hn. in

the earliest announcements of the discovery it is claimed that
the ater part of these stampe form a unit: Delattre desoribes
in the BOT of 1894, (pp., &9 £f.) a wall of the period of

Augustus with an interior filling of amphoras and amphora
fragments, At the same time he points out (pp. 92 and 107)yhy
they must be much older than Augustus and uucg- derive from the
time of the Punie Oa e. How many of the total 286 belong
together, and which exaotly, he does not mention, any more

than anybody else, Foﬂm%aly the mutual connection can be
proved from the stamps themselves. Bleckmann hag already

ealled attention to the fact that the stamps at Carthage and
hose at Pergamum spparently sre from about the game time, OF
the 42 priests of Hellos which are mentioned on the jars at

Oart 30 oecour at Pergamum, while only

p:rg;?.ih Pergamm names are itulng at cnrthng-(?). Such a

harmony between two masses of Rhodlan jar stamps is nowhere

else o bs found, Whigh find is later, the one at Pergamum

:r 5;2:! one at Gmhag;l To _a-m;ega s the priest of Hellos, °
8 88, can ¢ ugeful, a we ust se .
St Ba, o flt & G Sernped
n the &iuw:?; of Carthage, however, which wag less than s ’
third the size, he appearg twice, 5o, the stamps at Cor

fall ;1::?1; after sbout 165 and of oourge do no mﬁmp

than the year that must inevitably have finished a1l
: ortation into that town, '
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Now, after the Pergamum Jars are, for theso reagong, placed
et 165 and those from Carthage as s whole somewhat later,
for further confirmation of the results achieved I must men-
tion the priest of Hellos, Pratophanes, who appears as dating
authority on the m’ falrly well-known ingeription, the
statement of the fang in the age-old feud between Samos
and Priens, They quarreled sbout the fortress 70 4dess and
gbout the ground around it, and brought this case continually
before different erbiters, The inscripbtion in queation,
alre geveral times dealt with, had a.t lagt found a worthy
publisher in Hicks aftsr its Srangpordation to the Britldh
Luaetm. Hioks mekes it appear likely for more than one reason
that 1% dates from the first half of the second century, Vhen
I in twn worked on this insoriptlion ( ), I added to his
ants that two of the reaspegtable Rh g8 who appear here’
as arbiters ssam to be known ug from elsewhare, Agesandros,
gon of Eudamos, is pro'bably the son of the Eudanmup
P. 206) mont:.oned by Livy'who in 190 commanded the Rhodian *+ 37.:17%,
scuadron in the ges=battle at Myonnesos, while Timegoras, the

gon of Pole u ig probably the admirel who, sccording to
Polybiua (2 , fought agsinat Perseus in 170, The in-
soription én be from sbout 165, It is dated 'em "eséws

TiraTo fﬁnvcu;] ® t 1s true thﬂt ne sore of hi‘ name ’...
pregerved thah m-..r- } but the restoratlon 1s certain, as it
gesms to me, becsuse there is no other, among all the 269
Rhodlan pri.uta, whose name begins with 7-aws , 8So the priest
Pratophanes sppears in an 1namptlon m about 165, He is

algo found on jar stamps, otal on 24, Among these, two
were found ;tg { mﬂ.ué) but ne huﬁhms
ere found at Carthage (7 at ¢ 137 = 143, 1 in the BCT 1904,
B o “ndnee, Toutt 56 ot 4 pingls Medien riest e
wvhom more stamps were found at Carthage than of 8 Pratophanes,
Thig result at Pergamum as well azs at g;:-thas- 8 axactly what
was to be cdtor h:. pﬁ;:h;t ahoug. - T T netos, another
eponymous es en the in-
ur!.pum n honor xaﬂ:f"'gm! Dionysodorons of

Alexandria (0DI 333 . '!‘lu.t ig dated according to his pﬂut..
hood. Kellermann, Frang, Boeckh, Hiller von all
publisghers of t:hia i.maription agree that 1t dates the
awona oentur They dsted it thus long before a wag
known about € : rinds at Pargamn qmd cu'l:h;gn For EE;,_

Gart tofﬁtm& = A Sy ht:"::x“ﬁ.

plaged at

The prm S?ni‘:laa ig in the gane B

on t:ha.
i‘-‘;’,ﬁi the segond “:uppl - 1370 t 15%06. hy 1‘““

it S T e e T

in Perganum,
fig he too is from éml on Jar ntuups.
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Finally the priest Aratophanes. He indlcates the year
on an inscription of the Rhodians in honor of the City of Cyziocus
{(now GDI n. 3762). Boeckh, the deserving publisher of this
stone, places him in the second century B.C.; at the time I was
not able te add anything in my edition %o narrow somewhat this
rather vague dating. Aratophanes gppears alao on Jjar stamps,
81 times. Among thom 8 were found at Pergamum (P 867-874) and three
at Carthage (¢ 1b and 28; BCT 1604, 484 n. 6). This agrees with
Beockh's dating of the Rhodian-Cyzician honor decree and with my
dating of the Pergamum and Carthage finds. Now, however, Boeckh's
dating can be limited and only the first half of the second century
need be considered, to be more precise -- about the year 176.

“What does 1%t help us, that we so searching and searching
have estimated the date of the find at Pergamum rather precise,
that we know about the time of the Carthagian stamps? Very
much of course.' For the 56 priesta and 76 manufacturers mentioned
at Pergamum and Carthage ¢an now safely be placed at a time which
at the most goes back 60 years before the Pergamum discovery:
go they belong to the years between 225 and 148, After a moment
1t will be proved that literally all these priests and manufact-
urers appear extremely often in our common stamp supply of 10,000
pieces, so that the period of 228 to 1850 must_have been the
great flourishing time of Rhodian trade. At First it ig, however.
poseible to distribute them a little more precisely over the period
in guestion and also %o increase their number somewhat. For
those among them who appear more than ten times at Pergamum, we

can with great probabllity place between 180 and 165, and those
who
. 208) appear often or only at Carthage, seldom at Pergamum, may
ge from about 170 - 180, Those who are found gporadically at
Pergamum, not at all at Carthage, must very likely be placed be-
tween 226 and 190, The results are here of course more certain
for the prieets than for the manufacturers: the names of the priests
represent each only one year, the manufacturers' name lifetime,
maybe eometimes several lifetimes, the life of a firmi'“As to the
enlargement of the number of 856 priests and 7€ manufacturers,
_ that can also be attalned along another way for the 75 years in
question. A few complete Rhodian jars have been found; the nameg
of priest and manufacturer which appear on them belong of course
together, they lived at the same time. It also oocurs, although
very seldom, that on the game handle of a jar, the name of a priest
and the name of a manufacturer are stamped next to each other,
We know of these two categories together about stances on
10,000 Jarsiamps. 62 are useful for our purpose + On the rest
of the complete jars the inseriptions are not sufficiently legible,
4p. 209) They help us to learn the date of a few more priests
and manufacturers. For example a complete Jar was found in
Cyprus, datable in the year = 160, with the name of the priest
Theaidetos, who kept us busy just now (Hall 301 n. 5060); on
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one handle is his name, on the other the names of the manufacturer
Hippokrates, So this Hippokrates lived also in about 1980, He,

in fturn, appears agailn on another complete jar, which was execavated
at Tell sandahannah in Palestine (PEF 1903, 308), and also on one
from Cyprue (Hall 391 n. 5041)., The priests on these two Jars

are also agaln from about 190, The priest Nikasagoras, well-known
at Pergamum and Carthage, so from about 175, appears on the same
handle beside the manufacturer Agathoboulos (L 328, 5 and 6); so
they lived at the same time. In this way you come from one result
to another, Along this way (mee footnotes for details) we get again
for the perlod between 225 and 150 an increase of 11 priests(13) and
8 manufacturers

ipage 210). This bringe the total to 87 priests and 84 manufacturers,

What does history know of the three-gquarters of a century
about which we speak here? That it wae a perliod of great politiecal
prosperity for Rhodes, of the brightest outward splendour this
state ever achieved., The period of prosperity, however, lasted
twlce as long, another three-quarters of a century preceded this
one, almost equal in prosperity. There i1s no historian of Rhodes
who does not date the beginning of the greatness of the town
from the remarkable slege of 305 -304 and close this periocd with 164,
$p.211) when the Roman welghed them down with disgrace heavy as
lead and tried to transfer the Rhodian trade to Delos. Then begins
the decline, slow for the time being, but continuous,

In those 140 years of greatness, Rhodes probably mustered
the greatest internal strength between 304 and 228; in the 61 years
after that, it was outwardly splendid. And this splendour seems
also to affect the domaln of Rhodian trade and traffie. For,
gerutinizing the 10,000 stampe at our diaposal,and tracing which
of the names of the total of 260 known priests, and which of the
names of 3756 manuracturera)occur nost in this material, we always
find again those prieste and manufacturers of whom we have learned
that they lived between 225 and 150. A 1little bit of statistics
will prove this, I have counted which names occur on 30 or more
stamps. The number 30 has been taken arbitrarily; but in any
case, they have to be those priests, during whose priesthood the
export of jars was greatest, those manufacturere who contributed
moet to that export. In total it turns out that these are 60
priests and 39 manufacturers. I spare you the names; they are
mentioned together with the number of their stamps in the note
Fp. 212) Among these 60 most common priests are no lees than
48 of the 67 known to us-from the period 225 - 150; 8o there are
only 12 left, 12 of 202 priests, for the remaining four centuries
during which Rhodlan amphoraswere traded, For the manufacturers,
the ratlo le just as econvineing: of 39 whose names occcur on 30 or
more handles, there are 34 who existed in the three quarteres of g
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aantury in question; whereas only 8 do not belong to that period.
These statinstics are eloquent in thelr scberness. They point very
clearly to the zenith of Rhodian trade.

We are left with the problem of Rhodlan trade hefore
225 and after 150. Bleckmann has provided an answer here. As
80 many Rhodian stamps are known to us, he reasons, 10,000 in total,
it le almost certain that of the period of stamping, 1.e. the
pericd of trade, we know practically all Rhodian eponyms. We
know 260 of them; so the trading period was not much longer that
that number of years. The beginning of it is 331, the year in
- which Alexander reestablished the free Rhodian Republie, the end
around 50; for after that year not one priest ocourring in in-
seriptione is mentioned on Jarastasmps. Therefore we possess
from the 281 intervening years all except 21 eponyms. Against this
Ip. 213) seemingly beautiful theory there can be found gerious
ogjeetionaz that the number of 260 eponymas known to us is not
exact, that 331 18 a: very arbitrary starting point(1l5), and 5O
certainly the wrong end point; for even one century afterwards
we know - net to gpeak of uncertaln cases - the priest Diogenes
of 656 A.D. vhoee name occurs in an insoription as well as on a
stemp. If the investigation 1s to be free and objective, then
one must lock in history for the earliest possible moment when the
stamping may have begun and also for the moet likely endpoint,
without judging from the jarstamps. The earliest possible start
is 407. Then the city of Rhodes was founded, the state Rhodes was
organized, so of course then this state got eponyms and magistrates.
Before they exleted 1t was impossible to stamp their names; but
there 1s no reason at all to dispute that there was export to
foreign countriees already at that time, so that already then the
stamping had begun. When did Rhodlan export trade stop? No one
who 1e experienced in the history of this elty and knows how sdon
she became a dead city in the imperial period, who remembers the
lengthy evidence about this which Dio Chrysostomus and Arigtides
have left for us in their P«6iaxe’ , gan belleve that in 100
A.D. thcreaoan have been anything worth mentioning left of an
export trade which had almost spanned all coaste of the Mead
go caleulating the 1imite liberally, there is a posgsible 'x;:;zrnnoan.
period
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of stamped jars of about 500 years (407 - Z 100 A.D,). For
thie possible 500-year period we know ag yet lese than 300
priests. So it seems that in spite of the 10,000 Rhodlian
stamps, there still are quite a lot of eponyms who do not
appear on them at all,
¥p.214) 1In the first place let us make the 1list as exact
as poseible. BRleckmann gave thie most recently (in Klio
XII), and got a number of 280, among them 10, w were
found only in inseriptions, not on jar handles . Hiller
von GArtringen supplied this catalogue in one of the most
. recent numbers of Klio (XIV 388-389) with 11 new names of
priests. So the total became 271, Also after his contribution
it is 8till possible to e e the number; I still found
the priests Agathombrotos (N 231 n. 3), Agastophanes
(6DI 4245, 24), Agoranax (L 20), Athanophlilos (L 27, Antig-
onos (R 1082), Ankedon (I, 117), Ax¥eipolis (L 1213%; compare
also the two stamps from Tell Sandahannh, mentioned on p.
244), Euphragoras (AM 21.57 n. 18) Kleustratos (L278), Mene-
krates (N 240 n. 130), Peithiadas (M 186) Praxiphanes (Gn{ja
.t§g9. 604 and 605), Sosiphilos (L 388) Charidamos (L 434).

. 8o sgaln 14 new names; the total becomes now 285. But
serutinizing, some must be orosged ocut from Bleckmann, even
from Hiller. Hiller mentions a priest [/M=X] " wv, of whose
name only the last half ig readable. A well-known hero wae
called so, mortal people however geldom. I would rather fill
in PAYId wr , which name indeed is found on the handles of
two jars (C 22), . . .but as the name of a manufacturer.

8o the best thing to do seems to me, %o keep the restoration
of —aewv in uncertainty. In the second place I take ex-
ception to Hiller's priest 7éroo uevys « I 4o not think
this name rightly formed; I believe it to be slimply

{p.216) a less exact roading of the well-known priestname
Tricawmwevos . IR Bleckmann I protest in the first place against
the name oalled by him Alexidamos. He does not quote a place
where thie priest ocours and I never could find him anywhere;
my guess 18 that he came on the 1list by mistake, PFurther I
‘do not believe in the priest Apollonios, "sSelten", Bleckmann
ecalls him; truthfully he only appears once, in the very un-
reliable Dumont (D 82 n. 41), and Nilegson already rightly
also doubted his existence:(L p. 91). The priest Astymedea I
geems to me also an unreal person. A%t the time of his priest-
hood, &8s 1s mentioned on an epitaph (JOAI 4. 160), a respect-
ed Rhodian, an anonymous person for us, is distinguished

with wreaths and honours. The inscription is "jénger als

100 B.C.," Hiller, the publisher, says, but he relies only

on letter forms and orthography. If we settle 1t at 120 (ana
letter forms and orthography will certainly allow that), there
is nothing against the hypothesis that the person who had

just died had accepted his honours in 153, at the time of
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Astymedes, the well-known son of Theaidetos, whose priest-
hoed we just set at 163. Then the somewhat susplclous split-
ting into a priest Astymedes I and Astymedes II collapses,

The so-called priest A =~ 7 &%s of Bleckmann has already
been changed into a Nage /8y« by Nilsson (L p. 112), who
also ln the same place crossed out Demetriocs from the list

of Rhodian priestas. Ry the crossing out of Demetrios two
names are lost from Bleckmann; for he has included the Rhodian
dialect form Damatrios of thlis non-exlstent Demetrios.
Thersandros also appeared in the other writing Tharsandros

on the llst, Hestlelos also occurs as Hlatielos, which spel-
ling probably 18 better. The priest Xufos is probably also
imagination., "Nur Zweimal" writes Bleckmann, "beli M und z".
The stamp M 144 hag already been interpreted correctly by
Nilseon (1rp. 114 I am very much afreid that the inscrip- | Y
tion inaccessible to me in Z (Zapisocl Odesskago obgcetsva )l « Emi/cudov
{p. 218) and likewise 18 to be asoribed to the hypothetical
prieat Kusss, instead of to a manufacturer 't «usys i

I have already pointed cut the mythical priest Molpagoras in
note 11l. The prlest Nikasiboulos must be crossed out, who
according to Bleckmann occurs "nur zveimal bel R", that is,

in IG XII 1, but in faot is found nowhere. [T 7., xos

appears only once (L 408), in an incomplete inseription which
could as well be restored as Kdluqoxos or (koS 7pian Xos o
And, almost more certainly, the Timomenes must go, who f:
based on a single stamp in Stephanl's Antiquites du Boephore
Cimmerien (BC n. 23). In this publication, 4ifficult of
access, the ploture of this stamp will immediately convince
any reader of how little foundation there is for the tradition
that here T.(«Juev[nis ie to be read; what 1s the right
name, Tisamenos, Timogenes cr something still difTerent, is
more difficult to settle. Finally the priests Philondas and
Philonidas are the same person. 8o, after this meddling with
16 names, there remain 269 of the list of 288 priests,

Of these 2698, 67 are to be placed between 225 and 150,
Put how many of the remaining are known to us from other
gources? FPFrom the literature none; but I have mentioned several
tifiea insoriptions in which eponymous priests occur. These
muet, laid beside the jar stamps, make the course of Rhodian
trade clear to us. Unfortunately the material so far at hana
is not at all sufficient. All taken together, only 28 priests
of Hellcs are mentioned in ingeri tiona!%ﬁ). Among them one
is useless to us, 1.e. Eukrates: 8 perliod ie too uncertain,
Cellignon, the first publisher of the insoription in whiech his
name oceurs (GDI 3756g), e
$p.217) s saye “que lignscription ne saurait etre d'une date
anterieure au troisieme sidcle®; ¥iller, on the other hand
asgerts that it is "multo recentior". we know two prlettn'
from the fourth century, the century after 407, the first which
¢an poasibly be considered. One of them is Fukles, the
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eponym of the burning of the temple of Athana at Lindos, whom
we have set at about 335. Sixteen of his stamps are preserved,
thus rather a large number. The other ie Pythannas (EAR 6,341,
pEl), of whom a vision is mentioned in the Chronicle of Lindos,
in which Athana reveals to him a sin-offering for her polluted
temple. As this vision comes after an swmigdveta of the
goddess in 490 and before a similar .ocourrence in 304, it
probably happened between these two datee; then Pythannas
wag a priest of the fourth century. The whole story, for that
matter,calls also for the rather early dating. But Pythannas
does not appear on any Jjarstamp, It seems to me that there is
not very mueh to conclude here. If Pythannas is taken into
congideration, then 1t seems likely that there was no export
srade in the fourth century; judging by Eukles, this trade
1g to be coneldered rather large. Anyhow, the 16 stamps with
Fukles name have force aa evidence. If we had had, in contin-
uation of them, the names of three or four priests of the
third century who also all were represented by a rather large
number of stamps, then there might be sclentific proof of
what ecems likely a priori, that about 350 Rhodian trade began
to gstretoh its wings, that 1t developed powerfully after 300,
and then after 225 attained its zenith. But unfortunately
we have not one priest as dating authority gertainly datable
4n the third century, the pre-eminently great period of Rhodes,
<Antisthenes is placed at the end of this century, a priest
who 18 known from the insoription GDI 3768, but who iz en-
tirely missing from Jarhandles. According to Hiller, who
edited this insoription most recently, and who paw 1t, Antisthenes 1is
#rr 218) "ineunte altero sneculo ante Christum natum vix recentior®,
so from 200 or a little earlier. Newton and Foucart, earlier
publishers, who saw the stone in Rhodes, agree with that,
though with heeitation. 32But all rely for fixing the date purely
on the character of the letter forme of the inscription. And
this criterion is deceptive by the nature of things, partic-
ularly because there really are very few Rhodlan inscriptions
with chronological certainty from about that time., 8o I
would rather leave this so-called only witness for the third
century cut of reckonlng,

Before the year 225 the resulie are very uncertain,
put after 160 it is no better. In between are the eplgraphical-
1y known priests Damokles, Thealidetoa, Aetymedes, Archidamos,
pamginetos, Pratophanes, Sosikles and Aratophanes, already
ai scuesed, They are all from 160 to 150. They appear often
on stamps, respectively 50, 44, 24, 47, B6l, 37 and 49 times,
The priest Autokrates le¢ also to be placed in the first half
of the second century because of the inseription from Tenos
in which he is mentioned (IG X¥) 6, 824,,); in note 12 I
nave already connected him with the dinggvcritl at Pergamum
and Carthage. He i1s teo be found on 60 Jarstampe. Ag@stratos
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occurs in the inseription ps? 450... This ingoription gives

ue no information about its date;agut here the Jarinscriptions

inform us that this priest, appearing at Pergamum and Carthage,
must be from about 180. He recurs on B0 stamps, 8o these

are 10 eponyme from the first half of the seeond century.

By their many stamps they all point out the flour-
ishing time of Rhodian trade, which has Jugt been dated at
this period. Did this prosperity decline soon after 1509
Considering the severe measures which the Romans had taken
against them in 164, was the competition of the sommersial
metropolis Delos, founded by the Romans, so great that already
in the second half of that ceatury a very noticeabls slackening
began? One would belleve o, relying on the evidence of the
rest of the Rhodisn eponyme known from that century.
4p.219) For three other priests of the second century are
handed down %o us; but two of those three do not appear on
Jarinscriptions, the third only once. In the first place there
are the two priests Xenoteimos and Menestheus who together
with Astymedes act as dating authorities on the epitaph
JOAT 4. 160. Astymedes 18 from 153, so Xenoteimos and Menestheus
must also have been from that time, probably a 1ittle later,
Menestheus occurs on the jarstarp R 1165(20), Xenoteimos on
none., The name Menestheus is very rare, so the priest here
mentioned 1s very likely identical with the frequently re-
current manufacturer of that name, whom in note 13 T connected
with the discovery at Carthage, and consequently is from the
same time, Xenoteimoe and Menestheus must be from about 180;
the priest Epicharmos, though still from the second century,
seems to come after them. The dating of the inseription
whlch mentions him (IG XII 3 suppl. m. 1289) relies However

again only on the letter forms. This Epicharmoe is entirely
lagking from jarstamps,

The poor result achieved between 180 and 100 contin-

ues in the first century. There, too, of the priests who
ogeur in insoriptions, ve £ind only a minority on Jarhandles,
And those whom we find in both places appear only once. The
series begins with Arch®stratos. "Kurz vor 100 BC, eher atwas
fansar‘. Hiller calle the insoription in whioh he ocours

D5“ 6103). If one locks at the picture that is published

of 1%, one will indeed ee with that and fix this inscription
in the first quarter of the first gentury., To fix the date
agoording to the letter forms is not too undertain here, ag
i:tia Just from this tifie that most of the Rhodian inseriptions

e.

p. 220) Archestratos, the priest montioned is again tot

annown to us from jarstamps, y i
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Contents and letter forms of the lnsoription in
which they are ma%figned make it likewise probable that the
priests Theugenes\Zl) (GDI 3800;); Antilochos (GDI 3828g) and
Rhodopeithes (GDI 41553) are from the same period,; the gagin—
ning of the first century. Theugenes appeare once on the
handle of a 8ar (aB@ecoy £vns , BD 231 n. 19), Antilochos
three times (1L 54), Rhodopeltheg not at all. There is more,
even complete, cervalnty about the time of the priests Archeleos,
Hermokrat®s, Kritoboulos and Charisios. An inseription from
Haxgs, already known to Boeckh (IG %IT 5.38), which certainly
l1a from one of the first years after Antony had presented the
island to the Rhodians in the yesr 42 (App. B.C.Y7; Sen. de
Benef. V 16, 6), mentions thsm as contemporaries. These four
priests, who without doubt are from about 40, are the chief
basis of the opinion that Rhodlian trade had fizzled out ae
early as the second half of the first century. None of these
four occurs on any Jarinseription and this fact surely does
not point at prosperity. BRBut in the century before-we just
saw that-the majority of the priests mentioned in inscriptions
de not oecur on Jarhandles; moreover we shall now see that
in the century which follows, & prieet whose name appears in
an inscripticn 18 also found on the handle of a jJar. We know

namely three priests from the imperial period through inscriptdons

One of them 18 calledrives g4 Vo gausbrperos(GDI 3B0LR and by
his name alone is already placed in the time of the Flavian
Fmperors. His father Dickles was also a priest of Hellos
(6T 3801,) and lived about 80 A.D. Ve do not have any stemp
of the soﬁ. but we do have one of Diokles,

(p. 221) acecording to Nilasson (Lpp. 91 He aseumes that the
enigmatical stamp Er A ay (N 237 n. 80) muet be read
ag’Em: Aok and explains thie as an abbreviation of dickazds
He has not convinced me, but 1t is certalnly possible. A
contemporary of Diokles was Diogenee, whose date ia gulite
fixed, because Nero gent & letter to the Rhodians at the time
of his priesthood in the yes§ 88 A.D.. That letter is p
gerved in the insoription D8~ 373. Undoubtedly niogenenfééj
appears on Jjarstamps; at Panticapaeum a stamp with his name
wae found (BA 99n. 416), an unchallongeable witnees that even
in the ilmperisal period export trade existed. Ry assuming that
the priest of 586 A,D, was & different individual from the
priest on the jarhandle, who must have lived earlier in that
case, an attempt 1s made to get rid of this annoying witneas,
Put tliis distlinotion, questionable in itself becomes quite
unaocceptable if one coneidere that had this atamp been of
earlier date, it would of course have been written in the
Rhodian dialeot form’cr) Aieys veus, whereas Skorpll, its
publlsher, reports that it appears in the form used in the k./.,;
‘e Siop Voo whiap belongs to a later period in Rhodogfa




Summarlzing, we get the fellowing impression of the
Rhodian trade before 225 and after 180. From the nearly two
centuries, which ean be considered as a possible period of
stamping of Rhodian jars before 228, we know not more than $wo
priests for certsin, a third is very doubtful. Of two of thege
priests there exigt no stampe, only inscriptions; of the thirg,
Eukles, one of the two certaln priests, appear 16 stamps. I
it is necegsary toc draw some conclusion here, then it seems
to me that trade of some importance has to be supposed for
thie time. After 150 we know for the first helf century three
prieste
ip.222), among whom one is uncertain. Of these three, only
one occurs on Jjsarstamps, and only once. Of the four priests
between 100 and 50, all four rather uncertain, one appears
on three Jarinseriptions, another on two, two not &t all,
The four priests between 50 and the beginning of our era
are all lacking on Jarstampe. One of the three known tc ug
from the first century A.D, szppears certainly on a stamp,
one probably, one certalnly not, Here the conclusion is
the most acceptable, that on an average trade at Rhodes after
160 never died out entirely, but also never became really
lively.

8till, for the time belng, we do not have data tg
fix more recently the date of the 202 priests known to us,
the priests who must belofiz to the periods 407 - 225 and 1gp
100 A,D,. But we are mors fortunate with the other 67 priegts
Without doubt we can place them between 278 and 180. aAnd w,"‘
are no leses sure that thcee 75 years represent the highest
flourishing peried of Rhodlan trade. Epigraphy and archae.
ology, those indiepensable sister sclences of history, have
yet in the meantime taught us that at this investigation,
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van Gelder, p. 208, note 1l:

Bleckmann hag made a 1igt of all these lnstances,
and he gets 83 eases. A 64th he misseds tha complete Jar from
vulei in Tuseany, most recsntly published by me in GDI 42485, 2.
o numbers of his list should bs struck out. Pirsi, his no. 4,
the jar on which agcording te Berg the names Molpagoras and
alexandros appear. Nilsson has already shown (L.p.72, aote
2) that this assersion is wrong. IR the second place, the jar
whieh he mentions in Xlio (XII, 250) as bearing the names of
the eponymous Aristarchos and tYhe manufacturer Agathoboulos
15 a fretion. He refers to Nilsson, dbut it ie nowhere to be
found in Nilsson: bws on the contrary Nilsson assures use
(L.p. 116) that an eponymous Aristarchos le not known o him
(nor %o me either). Sc the tolal number of instances besomes
82.

Other small inacecuracies by Bleckmann in this list
mugt be correected. The priest of hig no. B is not called
Philenios but Philainies, the manufactur qor hig no. 8 no¥
Waniue but Nanle, the priest of hie no. not Harmosilas
but Hermosidas, the manufacturer of his no. 16 not Dlon but
Dioe, the priest of hie ne. 22 not Menesthes but Meneatheus,
the ongegg his no. 23 not Androboulos but Agathoboulos (see
LQ p. ’.

S e s e lle o OGS (1R

Po wit: Alexiadas, Andrias, Andronikos, Antlpatros,
ariatekos, Aristokles, Aristratos (ses for these prlests L. .
p. 118), Archembrotos, Autckrates, Thersandros, and Philainios,
Bleckmann gives alphabetical 1llsts of the eponyml and manu-
facturers found in Pergamon and Carthage (Bl. pp. J4 L. ).
with the ald of these, the proof for the prieets Antipatros and
Philainios is easily to be found. 'The date of Alexiadas 1is
proved by the manufacturer Diokleis, who is found with him
on one jar, and who is known at Pergamon (P 1002);: her name
hovever is forgotten in the liet of Bleckmann. Andprias,
Andronikos, Aristakos and Thersandros depend on the manufact-
urer Agathoboulos, who is mentioned on the same handles with
them, who, however, asppears neither at Pergemon nor at Oarthage,
but whose date 18 given because he appeara on the sameé handle
with Nikasagoras (L 320), an eponymos who oocurs in Pergamon
and Carghage, but 1is roiag on & handle with Alexiadas (Hall
383, no. 5043; of L p. ). Aristokles is stamped with
Kidas on & complete jar; Midas, unknown at Pergamon and
Garthage, appeare, however, on a2 similar Jar with the priest
Aristogenes, This priest 1s known at Pergamon (P 894),
however he alno is missing from Bleckmann's 1ist [fundort
unbekannt®), Midae and so also the priest Aristokles belong
in eour period. Autokrates, who moresgver hed already been
placed epigraphically (BCH 27, 234,e@3) in about this time,
dependr on Hermalos, a Rhodian wanufasturer appearing at
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pergamon (P 1278), but agaln forgotten by Bleckmann (hot listed
a8 Rhodian by Schuchhardt].

Incidentally, on the 1ist of Rhodian epcnymi drawn
up by Bleckmann from the find at Pergamon are missing, besides
Aristogenss, &lso the priests Archidas (P £88) (restoration
not certain), Athanodotos, Dasmeon, and Lapheides, on the 1llet
of the manufacturers appesring st Pergamon besides Hermalos
and Dloklelz, also Agesonios, Kreon, Hegesias, (@ 1209) and
Imas (1240), The cne called on his 1ist Ageso is in fact
Agemon. The "Molesiue® is Molesis, the "Nanius® is Nanis,

The 1ie¢t of Rhodian eponymi which he hes drawn gg
from the find at Carthage showe thege three gaps: Aristonidas,
(C 22), Onasandros (€ 124) ané Philodamos; the liet of Rhodian
manufacturers who are known from Carthage must be completed

with the names Dionysioe (C 65), Eilrenidas (C B3), and maybe
Aristakes (C 188a).
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H. Ven Gelder, "On Rhodian Jar Stamps and their Importance
for our Knowledge of Rhodian Commerce,®

p. 186) The history of commerce in antiquity is still in
statu nascendi, It has not the documents to hand which are

g0 useful for the study of commerce in later times. It has
also very little support from the ancient historians, In

thig field they almost abandon us. Thus it must be buils

up from the moest unexpected sources., The study of the history
of commerce of the igland of Rhodes, which was once not
unimportant in this resgpect, depends on discarded jars.

I will here speak mainly about the duration, the flowering of
this commerce, and about the direetion which it took, For this
investigation, the written texts of the Greeks and Romans give-
us practlcally nothing. Certainly, everyone who has heard any-
thing of Rhodes knows that it was a commercial republie; snd
if he searches he will easgily find fifty passages in the works
of the most various enclent classical writers, even a hundred,
where this ls stated. But hardly one goes any further, and
gives any positlve answer to the questions as to which were
the centuries coverad by this commerce, and when o

ps 187) was 1ts mogt flomrisghing period, and with which
countries 1t was carried on. In modern historical works,

vhere the angwer to these questions ghould certainly have been
glven, 1%t has tacltly been %taken for granted that political
power and the rlouriahing of commerce went hand in hand; that
in the Hellenietlc period, the 3rd and 2nd centuries B.C,,

when Rhodes wee at her most powerful, her commerce also nust
have flourished most, The question whether the Tlourighing of
the commerce continued when political decay set in has been
treated with reserve, It is thought that trade with Egypt

must have been good, because Rhodes was so very friendly with
the Ptolemys} and there is general reference to trade of
Rhodes all about the Mediterrsnean. Although in these sup-
positions we have come very near to the truth, which was to

be expected, it might have been otherwise. Often, for example -
and one does not need to look far for this - the greatest
flourishing of the trade of a state comes at a time when
political decay has already set in, Anywey, scientific
certainty ie a different thing from supposition. And the

study of the stamps of the handles of discarded Rhodian wine
Jars gives us here this certainty,

First, more particularly about these Greek stamped Jars, In
all the Mediterranean coastlands, especially of course where
there were bif cities, great numbers of sherds sre found of
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ef large earthenware jars. All kinds of things were kept in
these, fluids and non-fluids {literally flulds and things that
were put in)l., Theege sherds vary in color, the clay is finer
or coarser, it is more or lesgs well worked, in short they 4
clearly point out théir different places of origin. But which
ere these places? The supposition is not impossible that some
of the fragments come from the places in which they are found.
A Greek or even a non-Greek

p.188) town without sny fabrication of pottery seems to me
hardly possible, A very congiderable part of the heasps found
is, however, surely imported, This 1g proved by the astamps,
Jarg marked by these stamps are thus elevated to becoming
gourcesg of hlgtory; the unmarked are nothing to us bub
curiosities, The stamped were made at Rhodes, Knidos, and
Thagos, probably in lets of other Greek towms, but of the

other Greek towns we know mostly not even the nameg} because

- their production was extremely small. One or very few
specimens found keep slive for us the memory of the pottery
manufactures of Paros, Naxos, Colophon, Smyrna, and many still,
entirely unknown places of origin, However, more than 97% of
the present totel quantity come from the three towns mentioned,
of these, Rhodes has the lion's share, nearly 73% of the total,
As to the number of handles gradually unearthed and found, that
is much bigger than outgiders may think; counting for Rhodes I
have zlready come to & total of 9860. Besides it must not be
forgotten that many stamps of this kind mEXi¥ are still
entirely unpublished (that 1s explicitly mentioned of quff’ 8
lot found on Delos, on Amorgos and at Geger in Pplestine ]
that others have probably escaped my notice with the extreme -
gpread of the publications, and that moreover I could not
possibly get some Russlan and other publications, which I found
mentioned, Besides these 9860 Rhodian, there are also about
2100 Xnidian and 1650 Thasian jar stamps, The Knidisn and the
Thaglan handles have a gomewhat different color tone from the °
Rhodian, a different kind of clay, a different way of stamping,
po that the expert hs%_no difficulty in distingishing the
three kinds when dealing with complete examples; also with the
majority of incomplete :

p. 189) exsmples he succeede mostly with enough certainty(2).

From what has been geld a few conciu@tions can be made whioh.
have already been deduced long ago. First, that the export- -

trade of Rhodes was much bigger then that of Enidos or Thaso
a fact that slready u.grtogg had been establighed, But alsoﬂ'
in the gecond place, » Just a8 in the middle ages and %o
gsome extent slso in more recent timees, certain towns were the’
headquarters of certain industries. In anclent Greece, cheap,
gimple amphoras for the export-=trade properly speaking were
made only 1in three places; a monepolizing of the production,
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vhich as a matter of faet is sufficlently confirmed for other
Greek industries, for the fabrication of clay vases, of bronge
pottery, of woven materials, etec. These smphoras were used in
the first place for the export of wine. Rhodes and Thasos
were rich in wine; on page U427 of my Geschichte der elte Rhodier
I have collected the refersnces which prove that for Rhodes,
There it 1s evident, that, of the products of that island,
nothing is mentioned nearly as often as wine, grap?g and raisins,
They were also used for oll, for salt, for fruits,(3) for

gselted figh, aleo products of which Rhodeg had 2 surplus; they
certainly were also exported to foreign countries, because there
was a demand for jars, The gtamps impressed on the handles do.

not have anything to do with tax-collecting or with export cone-
trol of the state, as was

Ps 190) generelly suspected for rather a long time, (#) shere
were long and gomewhat tiresome dlgeussions, beforejthe purpose
of the stamping wag cleared “pitit'g§§§i§s to me that Nilsson!s
conclusions will not be shaken!l réir Greek jar, whatever
its origin, are gtamped the name of a mamufecturer end & date,
At Rhodes the dating tells you even the month, This stenmping
on the handles ig an extenslion, probably a sequel, to the
atemping on tiles, The stock on hand, and the tlleg already
get in place too, were gtamped %o protect them apgainst therfst
and egainst being diverted in any other way from their proper
purpose. On the tiles - it can be proved - was stamped the
neme of the bullding for which they were destined, s2lso the
namé of the manufscturer who gupplied them., For jers, the
firaet item was excluged, the name of the manufacturer however
was here valuable toc. On both the exact date wae stamped,
the year in which they were baked. On Rhodian jars, the month,
even, was mentioned. For mostly the owner of the factory left
the executlon of his affairs to his foreman or mansger, The
stanplng with the month showed him an easy way to control the
production of every month, Through thig meang he had also a
surer way of preventing the theft of newly made jars because it
::: hls custon 20 sedl thoigiger on;: first; for the stamp of

e month marked them as still unsold, as stock, From fear of
thaf%?g%%e stamping wi%ﬁ the nsme of the manufacturer soon be-
ceme a meang for advertising, For Jars, this soon certainly
became the primary purpose,

p. 191) Ho on each Rhodian Jar three things are mentioned:

. The name of the mamifacturer, or of the firm, which ran
the pottery; 2 . to fix the year, the name of the eponymous
priest of Hellios at Rhodos; 3 . the name of a month, These
three 1n&1?g?10na are arbitrarily spread over the two handles
of the Jar\S/, The name of thé priegt of Hellog is always
found with the preposition :z:n., 80 for example “r~ Agap .
at the time that Agémachos was &ponymos; the names arﬁmﬁi
manufsoturers and of the month are either in the genitive or
in the nominative. The stampe are rectangular or round,
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Before I begin to dlscuss how these stempr can tell us much
sbout the direction and duration of Rhodian trade, a 1ittle
digression about queer difficultles, which the reading and
. ptudying of their inscriptions entall. HMany of thesge stamped

handles are broken, less than half of the names of prlests and,
manufactureras come to ue complete, The happy finders who edit
them have to guess and fill in the migeing parte by conjecture.
If they were 2ll well-informed in these atudles, if they knew
all the nsmes of the priests and manufscturers found up to
their time, then they would at leagt have a basis te bulld
further on, But mostly the case is ag follows, Ten or even
fifty Rhodian jar stamps are found. The finder knows almost
nothing of the thousands of simllar inseriptions alre edited
far and wide: the literature sbout the subject is indeed very
aifrienlt to gather completely, even for anybody. Hig

specimens are damaged; so he restores as well as possible; often,
however, he makes up something, Often the editlon also iz more
or less intentionally careless; he is compelled fto edit these
things, because they have an antique origin, ien't he? but he
does E@t understand that they

. 192) can be of any real use, and concentrates all hig
editorisl care on more lmportant inscriptions, which he has
guceeeded in finding, It is true that in the most recent
decades there has been more careful work, since it has been
realized how useful these stemped nameg are for history. But
‘good editors excepted, many have delivered sad work, Indeed

t is forgivable, Mogt of the insecriptions on the Jjers are :
not only broken or incomplete, but they are also often difficult
to read. The menufacturers, who of courge wanted to avold ex~
pense, very often used dim and faint marks, with queer and m»
wrbngly drawn letters, The stamp-carvers too were partly
dabblers, who by mlgtake carved the wrong leftera, who through
ignorance made blunders ageinst Greek spelling, who skipped parts
of the nsmes, carved other: parta double, etc. So only if one
h:s loof;g gg:ough alé gge material and h%s read all the 10000
8 )8 anc h studied them, can one devote himgelf wi cen
tafﬁgﬁwdcsing-ﬁhc readinge which tautttzia are do raoiiﬁh“gﬂg"‘
corrupt, and on the other hend make progress in this field, I
mention here to their oredit the names of Becker, Stephany,
Kaibel, Schuchhardt, of Hiller von (drtringen, Bleckmenn and
Brecela, and above all of Nilason, who 1nn§§o lagt fifty years
have aaqgixng merit in thig respeect, Teneg of corrections have
slready been made by them and others; but there still remain
tens to make, I myself, who of course, at the time that I
publighed the Hhodian_ninlcot—inuoript ong in the eollection of
Collitz, made a contribution in thie direction, found in the
course of a renewed study of this subjeet for the sake of thig
lecture, once more a chance %o s 8t more than a hundred other
readings. They will be publisghed in an appendix,
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At first now the direction of Rhodian commerce will be taken
up; then follows a dlscussion of its flourishing period.

Pe 193) It is very easy to fix the direction. As I sald,
gtamped Jars with Rhodian, Knidian or Thaglian origin are
practically the only oneg found: If for a2 region or town a
calculation as exact as possible is made as to how many jar
inseriptions are found there, and what percent of the total
derived from each of these three places of origin, then you
know the gize of the Rhodlan trade, T¢ this method there ig
this objection, that Rhodes is compared with only two towns
and not with other centers of commerce. We also learn nothing
but the size of the trade in jars., But I _conslider it very
1ikely that the jars in question were a very important export,
4f not the most important, for these three towns; 1t seems to
me not less vossible that the direction which the trade in Jars
took, was the game for other artlcles,

I will begin with an investigatlion of Sielly., ' Jerstamps from’
here were studied and published as early as 1558 (by Fazelll),
moreover this 1s the country that slready in the gseventh
century traded with Rhodes; for just there, so far from home,
Rhodes bullt its biggest colonies, Gela and indirectly
Agrigentum, Kalbel ?ublidhed the Jjarstamps of Sicily together
with those of Italy (IG XIV 2393). He gives under 610 numbers
885 gtamps, emong them 602 Sicilian, What origin do thesellawe?
“Prae titulorum rhodiorum multitudine cnidii parii thasii
paucissinl vix apparent’.’ So writes Keibel juetly in his pre-
face, To be very preoise, of the 602° jar inseriptions collected
in Sioily, 4 are Knidian ('S 170, 212, 239 and 253 ), none
Thegien, none Parian and 30 or 40 ere uncertain. The rest are
certalnly Rhodlan, With this result one may say with a clear
consclence that the import of Rhodlan amphoras got practically
no competitlion from Knidog and Thasos. _

p. 194) 1In Italy it is the sameé. Kalbel publishes 283 gtamps,
nearly all from Tarentum, Brdndlslum and Rhegium, He has

fo: ten 23 from Praenegte, which Henzen publighed in the

BI 1865, pp. 72 ff. Of the 306 hendles, three are Knidian

( 8 79, 120 and 339 ), about twenty uncertain, and the rest
all Rhodian. :

The preponderance of Rhodes comes to light more overwhelmingl

in carthlfi. Of the 331 gtamps (to be found in C and BOT 1 Og,
190l and 1907) about twenty are unecertein; the rest are Rhodian, |

We have slmost no stamps from southern France, Spain, Moroecco,
Algeria, no more from Cyrene, a town populated partly with
BRhodien colonists.

8o the result about the west of the Mediterranean ig that
Thasian emphora trade d4id not exist there, that the Knidiasn
was extremely little, the Rhodlan supreme,
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Egypt, Syrie, and Cypros form again a unit, Although the
trade from Rhodes ig very preponderant here, it is not as
dominating as in the west. From Aliexandria (the rest of
Egyot has supplied almost nothing up to the present) we know
L79 stamps gathered by Stoddart from 18U2:4l {Trensactions
Royal Society of Literature, Second Series III, 1—1EZ° PR
IV, 1-67), 970 which Nercutsos published in 1875 (N226 £2.),
82 published in the same year by Miller (Ra 1875, 378 f£f.),
634 from several works of Botti, and about 200 more from
scattered publications (A. ﬁp. ggﬂs ; Bull, de 1'Institut
Egyptien 1871, 125-129; 1874, 16-23; etc.). Bottli certainly,
Miller probably, Neroutsos perheps, include gtamps which had
already been publighed earlier, So it is imposaible to come
here to a definite total number; presumably theré are in total
about 2100 specimens. Of that, + go'aru Thaslan, about 350
Xnidian, 100 uncertain and about 1620 Rhodian, that is, &0%.

The Syrian, or more preclgely, the Pelestinian stamps, -

p. 195) published by Macalister and others (in PEF 1900-190M; ‘
Clermont-Ganneau, Archaeol, Researches in Palestine II, 14& rr.),
are 358 in number, the Cypriang 264 (in BI 1870, 202 fr.;

Ra 1873, 317 ff,); Hell pp. 380-397; The Cesnocla Collection of
Cypriote Antiquities, Deseriptive Atleg IIX Suppl. Greek
Ing:iipﬁ%eng :ﬁ 73—10“; Myres end ohnera%seh-nichter, A

gatalogue o e Cyprus Museum, Oxford 1 95 ff.}. Of these
622 items, about &0%, are Rhodlian, the reg%’agg unc;rtain 4
(anyway the very incomplete publications make thig seem so to
us); only a very few specimens are ceértainly Knidian or Thagian,

The island of Rhodea itself has supplied a huge number of

In the firet place there is the tremendous sg%ply whiahowa:tgm‘.
recently found at Lindos by the Danes and published in so ex~
emplary a manner by Nilsson; further, the more than 1000 hendles
which Newton transported from the §ity of Rhodes to the Britisn '
Mugeum, and which Miss O, Aemilia Hutton listed and deseribed
(I¢ XIT 1, 1065 ff,); further, the 212 stamps, also from the
Oity of Rhodes, lately gﬂblidhgd by Johanes Paris in the .
Melanges Holleaux (pp. 153 rf.); finally, some smaller oollec-
tions famong otherg A 21, 57 ££.). Of the + 4300 speoimens
there are leas than 100 Knidian or uncertain] and in total there
are only & Thasian. Of course thls result was to be expeoted,

We have 882  jar stamps from Pergamum (P 766). Among the
aere Fhodlan, 20 Thasisn, & Knidian, 1 Parian, 2 rrgm Sm§;n§}9

32 uncertain, Bo again a prepondersnce in favor of Rhodes of
more than 90%.

We have too few specimens from other towng on the coast of

Agla Miner, from the Sporades and the Cyclades, to make con-
cluglong here,

Up %o thig point, the figures have had a tedious monoto
The Fhodian smphora-commerce is nearly without a rival gi'th.
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weetern Mediterranean; in the East, and in the districts which
surround Rhodes,

pe 196) 1%t is so preponderant that it draws up to &5 or 90% or
the %total. But quite another picture avpears at once in Greece
iteelf, at least in the only town of Greege from which we have
more than a very few jar stamps--Athens. The number of this
kind of inseriptions just there lg very large: elready in 1872
Dumont published there more than 2200 (Inseriptions eeramiques
de Grece, Paris 1872). According to him there are 347 Rhodlan
among them, He was not competent to edit such 2 big collection;
for he does not even know how properly %o disthnguish the
Knidlan from the Rhodlan stemps. Yet roughly his report may be
reliable: isn't he just as generous in declaring Rhodian what
is ¥nidian, as in publishing & Knidliesn piece which is Rhodian?
So here in Athens only 15% Rhodian stampe. The rest sre g
Knidian, except for 124 Thasian and about 300 uncertain, Who-
ever after getting acquainted with Dumont's way of working
wants to see some confirmation of hig results should consider
that much later a series of 98 stamps was sent from Attieca to
Dresden; Grundmann examined them (Gr pp. 279 ff.) and found

that here too of the 98 gtamps, only 1L are Rhodian, A little
collectlon gathered slx years later (AM 21, 127 ff.), gave again
the same result, 8o it may be admitted that the Rhodian tpade
to Attica (and the rest of Greece) was of much legs significance
than that to the far digtriots to the west, east, or south,

There remains at last South Rusgia. More than K 3000 amphora
handles have appeared gradually among the rulng of the Greelk
towns on the north coast of the Biack Sea. They are distributed
over many government and private collections and published in a
lot of perlodicals and books. They are sugmed up in my "Rhodian
Dialectinscriptions (p. 571) and the newest Supply in Nilsson
(L pp. 41, ££.). The result is this, that or those + 3000
stamps (given the standard of aome publications, it Ts here no
moré possible than in Alexandria, _ :

o 19?) Palesgtine, czgrns or Athens, to give exsot numnbers), 3
gh&t of these more th n,gOOO ltlﬂg! only about 1200 are Rhodien,
1500 Thasien, and 200 Knidian, About 1 uncertain, erée--and
only here--the igland of Thasos (which is very cloge by) comes

strongly to the fore and swrpasses Rhodes, though legs than
Enidoe did at Athens.

With our knowledge on this subject, we cam not gtate with
certainty why the Fhodian trede to (reece and the countries on
the shoreg of the Black Sea was less important than elgewh epe,

We can only guess. To me it is the mos likely solution that
Rhodes as a commerclal state ceme rather late to bresperity,
Earlier, Miletos, Chaleis, Corinth, Aegina, Atheng, suceessivel
had been rirat in trade, For Rhodeg, which moreover wag gitu;t{a
in a remote corner of the entique Greek world, it wae difficult
to gain ground in distriete where it was not known

country and where others already had pettled thansafs.:.OOmmOroial

fore 1t turned to far abroed end t

3 There-
o the districts whi
only with the fourth century were e

opened more and more, Fining

=

N
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Now comes the question what the course of Fhodian commerce was
and when 1t developed most strongly. This question, as far as
it 1s connected with the gtamps on amphorag, is faced more or
less serlously by Schuchhardt, later deliberately by Bleckmann
in his book "De Inseriptionibus quae leguntur in vesculis
rhodiis,” Gottingaa 1907, and further in the article in Xlio
XII (1912), pp. 249-258, wWith this reaearch, however, where
the golidity of the bullding stones is not very relisble,
there iz a duty to be very exact, snd the materisl must in the
firgt place be brought together as completely as possible.,. 0Of
course it must be taken as a fact that on each Rhodian jar is
stamped the name of a2 priest, which indlcates a fixed year,
Pe 198) An attempt must be made to fix ghironologleally 22 many
a8 possible of those priests, in totzl 269, dlstributed on
10000 stamps. How are we to_srrive at this? becaure none of
theg® many appears in cur Greek and Latin authors, not one nane
of & Rhodlan priegt of Hellos, or one name of a manufscturer is
mentioned., Seareching in the endless supply of CGreek inseriptions
for politlcel documents which are dsted sceording to Rhodian
eponyml e 7’ epdws T oY SeTva » &% the time that this one or
thet one was a priest of Hellos at Rhodeés, one finds 28, of
courge mostly in ineeriptions of the island 1tself. With a_
1ittle knowledge of the subject, one succeeds in fixing the date
of all these 28 rather exactly, of gome even very precisely.
Now if you search for se large ss possible s find of Fhodian
stamps belonging closely together, you will find the discovery
at Pergamum, published by Carl Schuchhardt on p. 423 of Part IT
of the Inschriften von Pergamon, 582 stamps, all found together
a8 rubbigh to suUppors a house on sloping ground, and sppsrently
all deposlited at the gsame time, Indeed before thig lar
dlseovery of materisl belonging together, an 1nveatigat§:n of the
preasent kiné wee lmpossible. Now it is importent to fix ss
aceurately as posslble the time to which this dlscovery belongs.
Thig can be done by %raoing how many, and which, prieests turmn up
at Pergamum of the 28 whose names appear in ordinery inseriptions,
b A B by ey P e oL R
tabllia n is wsy , then 1 priests of the dis :
g: be dﬁﬁﬁt!&a Thﬁﬁ'ggg must ﬂ‘%t?ﬁ how meny times ::g;?gf‘ggyge
priests appéar among all the 10000 Rhodisn stemps, which we
possedgs from far and near, If nearly all oceur frequently among
that mese, then of courge the commerce of Fhodes was flourish-
ing in their time; if the reverse ls the cage, then it was

flagging at that time, Happily this investigation brings very
clear results.

S0 the pivot on whiech evarything turns, ig the chronologicai

fixing of the dlscovery at Pergamum That digcovery—.
been gald-- X Ty--a8 has

ps 199) consistg of 882 gtamps,’ Of these, £19 are Rhoa: ==
on these £19 stampe are found % nameg of prigata andog%ag' and
of manufagturers, These priegts are dateble at mogt &o o Ao
years sarlier than the dabe of the deposit; nobody POBtpogeg
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longer the clearing awey of old wine jars. Vhen did they iive?
Schuchhardt supposed about 180; then, he sald, Pergamum was

nost proeperous and most powerful, aft that time Rhodes too wag

at the top of its glory. That the find datés from a time when
there was considerable commerclsl traffic between Rhodes and
Perganum, follows amon% other things from the fasot that the

nemes of several priegts turn up 10-20 times, even 25 times

anong those €19 stamps, so geversl years are respresented 25 times,

All those who had to express their opinions after Schuchhardt
agreed with hig dating; however, it is not certein. Pergamum
and Rhodes both exlsted end even flourished before snd after
that time, More certainty can be gathered elong other roads,
An ingeription from Seleuecia on the Calycadnus was found by
Heberdey and Wilhelm, and recently publiched by me in the Greek
Dialektinscriptions as n. 3751, The stone containe four Rhodisn
decrees in honor of Eudemos, the son of Nikon, s citizen of
Seleucia and obviously an influential friend of a king Antiochus
of Syria, The king has promised large presents to the Rhodians
to suppert their fleet; Eudemos ig stimulated to hasten the pay-
ments of thoge presents. Thie inscription according to the
finders--and it appears to me that the copy which they give of
1% indlcates the same--ig definitely of the first half of the
second century; then only two kings Antlochus ecan be teken inte
consideration, Antiochus the III, the Great (223-187), and
Anticchus IV {175—163). The first, however, 1ived in feud and
war with the Rhodiens, the falthful allies of the Romang; so
Antlochus IV remains. That mesns that the inscription is’lone
of the years between 175 and 163. Fortunately it ic one of

the very few Rhodlan inscrintions with a Gate; it is namely
from the year of the prisst of Hellog, Damokles, the son of
Dameag (e 16p£ws davokrfaus ToU damcdy i In the large

Ds 200) dlgcovery of Jaretamps at Pergamum there i almost no
priest we meet go frequently as Just this Damokles,.. Among the
&€19 ﬁf stampe he appears not less hfn 21 times. Only 3 of

the 5% surpasgg him in thisg resieqt 1), Ag it ig obvious that
when the fragments were swept Logether the amphoras of the

most r‘nﬁhﬁaggima were ax'syghégg the most g:auon-uf thoge
gtlll on hand, it must probably have happened goon after his
priegthood, so the date of the clearing eway must have been
ebout 165, | ,

Along snother way we come to the eame regult. The most
praufnﬁnt Fhodlen politlclang of the second century are
Thealdetos and his son, Astymedes. Both are mentioned ain
and again by Polybius {see the index in Hultedh), Astymedes

for the first time in the year 171 and her a8 Rhodisn
ambassador 1n Rome in the years 167, 164, and 153. It ig not
steted in Polybius that he is a son of Thealdetos, but 1t
appears almoet certain from inseriptions (EAR A é'; GBI “2052 .
I6 XII 1, 1634). Blinkemberg hae teken 1t as a faot (EAR 3,705,
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and I agree readily with him, Now there exlsts a priest of
Helios, Astymedes, a wellknown eponymus, for his name appears
not leses than 49 times on Jarstamps, His name also appears

in an inseription (IG XII 3, 103g), a passage which I have not
found mentioned either in Blinkenberg or snywhere elsge., I8
thie priest of Helios now the same asg the politielan? Yes,
gseys Blinkenberg, and it seems likely %to me too, For the name,
Astymedes is not common and the six or seven other bearers of

this name at Rhodes (GDI ;7512{!2; 3791863 37911643 385323 387535
4157705 419815) are still obscufe, Along two ways, however,

we know rather precisely the year of the prieathood of Astymedes,
the priest of Hellos, The -

p. 201) Fumk inseription IG XII 3, 103 Jjust mentioned is an
epitaph with statue, erected by grieving grandchildren for a
grandfather and made by Eplicharmus of Soll., Eplcharmus g
soulptured algo as late as the first century (see GDI 3792p5;
3802103 4200,4). He gga Eg%guam iuvenis says Hiller von
G&rt%%ngen, %ﬁe publisher of this Inseription, when he

sculptured this stetue, and I believe it gladly. But even in
thet case 1t cen hardly have been before 140 or 130, The
grandfather in question, whose_career is glorified on the memorisl,
had risen to be d"",ﬂn-?'n.;-\os s Tield officer, kars TeAe mov TOU KapnTind w
ey 'AcTouyseus o, Hiller sgpumes that by this wer between Rhodes
and Crete_the one of 154-151 1s meant, which Polybius describes
in his 33 book., This guess is indeed very acceptable, So, Xhem
then Astymedes .- was priest of Hellos in 153 or theresbout,

It becomes stlill more likely, when we consider that, again
according to Polybius, (33, 15%), Just Astymedes wasg delegated . 15>
to Rome by the Rhodians, %o exﬁlain the quarrel betwen Rhodes

and Crete in the genate., Who could be more properly congidered
for thies post than the eponymus of the state? A second path
leads to the same year 153, Blinkenberg mentions on the

passage which I just quoted, that he has found an inseription

at Lindos (he hag not published it yet), that proves irrefutably
how exsetly in. the year 154 Astymedes was priest of Athana

Lindis at Lindos. As a rule the priesthood of Helios at Rhodes
and that of Athena at Lindos, these two highest attractions for
Rhodian politlical ambitlon, were mostly aftained by the.seme
person., BSo, Astymedes was priest of Helias;bétvnen3155-15o.

Now it is remarkable that of 49 jar stamps which we have with

his name, not one appears in the big find of Pergemum., The
readlest explanetion is etill that when these jars were cleared
away, Astymedes had not yet been priest of Helios., He held

this office,however, shortly after 155; the dating agrees with
p. 202) thig altaring‘avly at sbout ?%5

Hls father, Thealdetos, however, appears moest positively on the
Jars at Pergamum, We know from Polybius (30, 225), that thig
politiclan died at Rome in the year 167, more than 80 years old.
Further, thls unpublighed 1lnseriptioms of Blinkenberg which I
Just mentioned informs us that he was priest of Athana Lindis at
Lindos in 188, If he too obtained the priesthood of Hellos,
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then that was probably at about the same time. It isg, however,
unthinkable that & politiocian of his note should not heve held
that office., Moreover, we know a priest of Hellos, Thealdetos,
from Ui jar gtamps, Is he the one? Of course, yes!  For the
name Thealdetos ig so rare that we know elsewhere none, at
Rhodes only two others of the seme name, an ancestor (GDI&15u37)
and a deacendant (EAR 3, 73: GDI 3810 b;). In our editiong

of Polybius he ig then 2180 called-obst%nately'acar?ﬂfos) 3
wrong but more common, although no Rhodlan inscriptions support
this appellation (EAR 3, 69; GDI 4205s; IG.XII 1, 1635)_.‘ Now.
we go again back with thls Thealdelos to a8 find at Pergam

If the dlscovery dates from about 165, and'Thealdetos was
priest of Helios in about 190, then he must appear seversl times
on the Pergamum handles, Indeed, of the 4 stampe we possess of
him, 12 come from Pergamum,

But, still mofe certain than the proof which Damokles or Astymedes
or Thealdetos can produce for us, is that which is connected with
the priest, Awchidemos, An ingerlption wes found under the ruins
of the temple of Zeus Pansmarus near Stratontcea in Caria; the .
most acoessible edlition is the one of Michel 479, That inserip-
tion beging with the dating =v' “erduw; *A,x fauou . Just that
dating by a Rhodian priest of Helios makes it certain that it
originates from the time that Stratonicea was subject to Rhodes,
The content, an honour-deeree for a retired Rhodian ﬂ;nLrT:+w;,
Pe 203) confirms that too, if necesgary, Kz When, however, was
Stratonieea subjeet to Rhodes? We Xnow that exactly: in 188 the
Romens presented the town to Rhodes, in 166 they took their L
gift back, MNever before or after wae this conditlon repeated,

50 Amchidamos was priest in one of the years between 1%& and 166,
Of this eponymus we have 56 jar inscriptions, among them the
rather large number of 16 that appeared at Pergamum, Does that
not beantzgzllr'harnonlzb with what we Just found, that the
stamps at Pergamum were cleared away in + 1651

cause of the fact thet 1t is of great importance to know
ngiﬂi%‘iT :g' saible the exact date of t e clearing aﬁ&?,‘?
will also speak of five other priests who can be of use for
this, Firest, Eukles., He aggegra in an ingeription which,
although 1% wes publighed only two years 2go,18 now already
famoug, that ig, the "Chronicle of Lindos", There we read ;
(EAR 6, 340, DUO), that the temple of Athana Lindla burned down,
when Eukles the gon of Agtyanaktidas, %% was priest of Hellos

ﬁiﬁnktn érg in his comment on this insoription (o ceit.; pp.

$ ff.) in an excellent argument, which is bull¥® up m i
several higtorical data, has practically proved that thiag fire
took place in about 335, VWhoever still doubts should read
further EAR 2, 65 ff,; there Kinch develops on architectonical
grounds, long before the Chronicle of Lindos was known, thatg

newly constructed temple of Athans Lindla, now still e

exlsting in
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ng, dateg from the second helf of the fourph century. So
Egilgé wag pr}??t of Helios in sbout 335, I know 16 Jar . _
stamps of Mimi®), Hone of these 16 sré found at Pergamum,
I# this were otherwige, then thisg deéposit could hardly daste
p, 204) from about 165, MNow thisg is Just the result which could
be expeoted a priori, :
T pukles, in contrast with the four formerly menfloned, also.
2222 ﬁzﬁlappear on the stamps of the gecond large group dlsg-
eovery, the one at Carthage, Or can one spesk of a lapge group,
gince the number of the Pergamon jer inscriptions is three
times a2¢ big ss the number of those found a2t Carthage? And
above sll--what ie more important--can the Carthage find be
called a connected group®? The case ia this, In the last
twenty years of the 19th century successively 331 Greek jar
etamps were found at Carthage., They were published in geveral
numbers of the Revue Tunisienne, of t1ié Bulletin Archéologique
du comité des traveux historiques, of the Gomptes-renduc:s de
ITAcadeémie des inscriptions and of local periodiosls whioh are
insccessible to me, Afterward they were combined dy Dessau in
1904 in the IIId Supplement volume of the VIIIth part of the
CIL, under N, 22639, Degsau gives 265 inseriptions, all
Fhodien; at least, none cen be proved not to be Rhodian, In
the earliest announcements of the discovery it ig claimed that
the greater part of these stampes form a unit: Delattre deseribes
in the BCT of 1894, (pp, 89 £r.) a wall of the period of
Augustus with an interior filling of amphoras and emphore
fragments, At the same time he points out (pp., 92 and 107) yay
they must be much older than Augustus and must derive from the
time of the Punie Carthage, How many of the total 266 belong
together, and whlch exaoctly, he does not mention, any more
than anybody else, Fortunately the mutual connection can be
proved from the gtampg themselvesg, Bleckmann hsg already
ealled attention to the faot that the gtamps at Carthage sna
those at Pergamum apparently are from about the game time. Of
the 42 priests of Hellos which are mentioned on the jars at
Bnrﬁhngi, JO ‘ooour at Pergamum, while only
. 205) 14 Pergamun nemes are missing at Carthage(9) suen o
harmony between two magses of Rhodian Jar stamps is nowhere
else to be found, Which find is later, the one at Perg .
or the one at Carthage? To decide that, the priest of ;fg:sg‘—.
Astymedes, can again be useful, about whom we have just sett]ed
that he occupied the priesthood in 153 or thereaboul, e
possess 49 stamps of him, None of them was found at Pergamum;
in the discovery of Carthage, however, which wag less than a
third the slze, he appears twice, 8o, the stemps at Carth
fall pgrtlr after about 165 and of courge do not reach furthep
than 149, the year that must inevitably have finished a1y
Rhodian importation into that town,




A3

Now, after the Pergamum jars are, for these reasons, placed

st 165 and those from Carthage as s whole somewhat later,
for further confirmetion of the results achieved I must men-
tion the priest of Hellos, Pratophanes, who sppears as dating
authority on the lengthy, fairly well-known inseription, the
statement of the Rhodlang in the age-old feud between Samos
and Priene, They quarreled about the fortress T3 RKaswyand
about the ground around it, and brought this case continually
before different arblters. The inscription in question,
already seversl timesg Cealt with, has al laat found a worthy
publisher in Hicks after its jransporfation to the British
Mugeum, Hicks makes 1t appear llkely for more than one reason
that it dates from the first half of the second century. When
I in turn worked on this insoription (aDI 3758), I added %o his
argunente thai twe of the regpecteble Fhodlans who appear here’
as arblters seem to be known %o us from elgewhere. Agesandros,
son of Eudsmos, is probably the son of the Eudamus

p. 206) mentioned by Livy'who in 190 commanded the Shodian * 31. 124
squadron in the gea-battle at Myonnesos, while Timagoras, the
gon of Pa?imak%ps is probably the admirel who, according to
Polybiue (27, ihs' fought against Perseus in 170, The in-
scription might then be from about 165. It is dated>r ’cocws
lIpato E Paveus « It is true that no more of hig nsme is
pregerved theh 7»o.-o ; but the restoration is certain, ss it
seems to me, because there is no other, among all the 269
Rhodisn priests, whose name begins with mraro, So the priest
Pratophanes appesrs in an inscription from about 165, He is
elso found on jar stamps, in total on 2%, Among these, two
were found at Pergamum ? 116g 22% 116 %, but no less ihanhs
were found at Carthage at - 143, 1 in the BOT 1
488,n.35). 1Indeed, there is not a single Rhodian prisltggr’
whom more stampe were found at Carthage than of this Pratophanes,
This result at Pergamum asg well ag at Carthage ls axactly what
was to be hgzed of a priest at sbout 165, Demsinetos, snother
eponymous est, has already long‘baen known through the in-
seription in M%sgr the kprepavicTas Dionysodoros of 3
Alexendria (GDI 6). That 1s dsated ace ng to his priest-
hood, Kellermann, Frang, Boeckh, Hiller von Grtringen, all
publishers of this ingoription, agree that it dates from the
gecond century. They dated it thus long before anything was
known about the finds af Pergepum and Carthage. For thig,

Damainetog, (he 18 misslng at Pergemum) appears twlce at
Carthage ?é% 3§ BCOT 1902, uﬁ? ne 1)s In fubure he mey be
placed at abont 160, _

The priegt Scalkles la in tha gsame case. He appears in an
inseription (I¢ XII 3 suppl. n. 1270) that 1a pilaced by letter
formg in the second century, maybe in the beginning of the first
The evidence of the Jars agrees with that, For he is found ;
p. 207) in Carthage (BOT 190k, 489 n, 41), not in Pergemum,

So he too 1s from t 160. He 1s found 37 timee on jar stamps
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Finally the priest Aratophanes., He indicates the year
on an inscription of the Rhodians in honor of the City of Cyziocus
(now GDI n, 3752)., Boeckh, the deserving publisher of this
stone, places him in the second century B.C.; at the time I was
not able to add anything in my edition to narrow somewhat this
rather vague dating. Aratophanes sppears also on jar stamps,
51 times, Among them 8 were found at Pergamum (P 867-874) and three
at Carthage (C 1b and 28; BCT 1904, 484 n, 6). This agrees with
Beockh's dating of the Rhodlan-Cyzician honor decree and with my
dating of the Pergamum and Carthage finds, Now, however, Boeckh's
dating can be limited and only the first half of the second century
need be considered, to be more precise -- about the year 1765.

“What does it help us, that we so searching and searching
have estimated the date of the find at Pergamum rather precise,
that we know about the time of the Carthagian stampe? Very
much of course,” For the 66 priests and 76 manufacturers mentioned
at Pergamum and Carthage ocan now safely be placed at a time which
at the most goes back 60 years before the Pergamum discovery;
g0 they belong to the years between 225 and 149, After a moment
1t will be proved that literally all these priests and manufact-
urers appear extremely often in our common stamp supply of 10,000
pleces, so that the period of 2265 to 150 must have been the
great flourishing time of Rhodlan trade. A% First 1t ie, however,
poseible to dietribute them a 1ittle more precisely over the period
in question and also to lncrease their number somewhat, For
those among them who appear more than ten times at Pergamum, we

ogé with great probability place between 190 and 165,and those
who

p.208) appear often or only at Carthage, seldom at Pergamum, may

be from about 170 - 150, Those who are found sporadically at
Pergamum, not at all at Carthage, must very likely be placed be-
tween 225 and 190, The results are here of course more certain
for the priests than for the manufacturers: the names of the priests
represent each only one year, the manufacturers' names a lifetime,
maybe sometimes several lifetimes, the life of a firm{> As to the
enlargement of the number of 56 priests and 76 manufacturers,

that can also be dttained along another way for the 75 years in
questlion, A few complete Rhodian jJars have been found; the names
of priest and manufacturer which appear on them belong of course
together, they lived at the same time. It also occurs, although
very seldom, that on the same handle of a jar, the name of a priest
and the name of a manufacturer are stamped next to each other,

We know of these two categories together about stances on
10,000 jarstamps, 62 are useful for our purpose + On the rest
of the complete Jars the inscriptions are not sufficiently legible
4p. 209) They help ue to learn the date of a few more priests ;
and manufacturers. por oxagglo & complete jar was found in

Cyprus, datable in the year = 1090, with the name of the priest
Thealdetos, who kept us busy just now (Hall 391 n, 8060); on
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one handle is his name, on the other the names of the manufacturer
Hippokrates, go thie Hippokrates lived also in about 190. He,

in turn, appears again on another complete jar, which was execavated
at Tell gsndahannah in Palestine (PEF 1903, 308), and also on one
from Cyprus (Hall 391 n, 5041)., The prlests on these two jars

are also again from about 190, The priest Nikasagoras, well-known
at Pergamum and Carthage, so from about 1756, appears on the same
handle beside the manufacturer Agathoboulos (L 329, 5 and 6); so
they lived at the same time, In this way you come from one result
to another, Along this way (gsee footnotes for details) we get again
for the period between 225 and 150 an increase of 11 priests(@2) and
8 manufacturers

fpage 210), This brings the total to 67 priests and 84 manufacturers,

What does history know of the three-quarters of g century
about which we speak here? That it wae a perlod of great political
prosperity for Rhodes, of the brightest outward splendour this
state ever achieved, The period of prosperity, however, lasted
twilce as long, another three-quarters of a century preceded this
one, almost equal in prosperity, There 18 no historian of Rhodes
who does not date the beginning of the greatness of the town
from the remarkable siege of 305 -304 and close this period with 164,

P.211) when the Roman weighed them down with disgrace heavy as
ead and trled to transfer the Rhodian trade to Delos, Then begins
the decline, slow for the time being, but continuous, '

In those 140 years of greatness, Rhodes probably mustered
the greatest internal strength between 304 and 225; in the 61l years
after that, it was outwardly splendid, And this splendour seems
also %o affect the domain of Rhodian trade and traffiec, For,
scrutinizing the 10,000 stamps at our disposal, and tracing which
of the names of the total of 269 known priests, and which of the
names of 3756 manufacturers, cccur most in this material, we always
find again those priests and manufacturers of whom we have learned
that they lived between 225 and 180, A little bit of statiestics
will prove this, I have counted which names oceur on 30 or more
stamps. The number 30 has been taken arbitrarily; but in any
case, they have to be thosge priests, during whoge priesthood the
export of Jars was greatest, those manufacturers who contributed
moet to that export. In total it turns out that these are 60
priests and 3% manufacturers, I spare you the names; they are
mentioned together with the number of their stamps in the note(iz)
ip. 212) Among these 60 most common prleste are no lees than
48 of the 67 known to us from the perlod 226 - 160; 8o there are

only 12 left, 12 of 202 priests, for the remalning four centuries
during which Rhodian amphorss were traded. For the manufacturers,
the ratio is just as convineing: of 39 whose names occur on 30 op
more handles, there are 34 who existed in the three quarters of a

~14
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cantury in question; whereas only 5 do not belong to that period,
These statisties are eloquent in their soberness, They point very
clearly to the zenith of Rhodian trade,

We are left with the problem of Rhodian trade before
226 and after 150, Eleckmann hasg provided an answer here, ag
80 many Rhodlan stamps are known to us, he reasons, 10,000 in total,
1% is almost certain that of the period of stamping, 1.e. the
perlod of trade, we know practically all Rhodian eponyms, Ve
know 260 of them; so the trading period was not much longer that
that number of years, The beginning of it is 331, the Year in

which Alexander reestablished the free Rhodian Republie, the end
around 50; for after that year not one priest occurring in in-

scriptioneg 1s mentioned on Jarstamps, Therefore we possess

from the 281 intervening years all except 21 eponyms, Against this
X£. 213) seemingly beautiful theory there can be found serious
objections: that the number of 280 eponyms known to us is not
exact, that 331 1e a.very arbitrary 8tarting point(::), and 50
certainly the wrong end point; for even one century afterwards

we know - not to speak of uncertain cases - the priest Diogenes

of 655 A.D. whose name oceurs in an inascription as well &8 on a
stamp, If the investigation is to be free and objective, then

one must look in history for the earliest posslble moment when the
stamping may have begun and also for the most likely endpoint,
without judging from the Jarstamps. The earliest possible start
is 407, Then the ¢ity of Rhodes was founded, the state Rhodes was
organized, so of course then this atate g0t eponyms and magistrates,
Before they existed 1t was impossible to stamp their names; but
there 18 no reason at all %o diepute that there wasg export to
forelgn countries already at that time, so that already then the
stamping had begun, When did Rhodian export trade stop? No one
who lg experienced in the hietory of this eity ana knows how soon
she became a dead eity in the imperial period, who remembers the
lengthy evidence about this which Dio Chrysostomus and Aristides
have left for us in their Tosiave’ can believe that in 100

A.D, there can have been anything worth mentioning left of an

export trade which had almost spanned all coasts of the Mediterranean,
S0 calculating the limits liberally, there is a possible export
period
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of stamped Jjars of about 500 years (407 - Z 100 A.D,). For
this possible 500-year periocd we know as yet less than 300
priests. 8o it seems that in spite of the 10,000 Rhodlan
stamps, there still are quite a lot of eponyms who do not
appear on them at all,
{p.214) In the first place let us make the 1list as exaect
as possible, Bleckmann gave this most recently (in Klio
XII), and got a number of 260, among them 10, w were
found only in inscriptions, not on jar handles + Hiller
von GArtringen esupplied thie catalogue in one of the most
recent numbers of Klio (XIV 388-389) with 11 new names of
priests, So the total became 271, Also after his contribution
it 18 etill possible to oni:ige the number; I still found
the priests Agathombrotos 17)(N 231 n, 3), Agastophanes
(GDI 4245, 24), Agoranax (L 20), Athanophilos (L 2%, Antig-
onos (R 1082), Ankedon (L 117), Awsipolie (L 121F; compare
also the two stamps from Tell Sandahannly, mentioned on p,
244), Euphragoras (AM 21,57 n., 18) Kleustratos (L276), Mene-
krates (N 240 n, 130), Peithladass (M 188) Praxiphanes (an
t%gg. 604 and 605), gosiphilos (L 389) Charidamos (L 434) L

. 8o again 14 new names; the total becomes now 285, But
serutinizing, some must be crossed out from Bleckmann, even
from Hiller, Hyller mentions a priest [Mex7<& wv, of whose
name only the last half is readable. A well-known hero was
called 80, mortal people however seldom. I would rather fill
in PAxTla«wy | yhich name indeed is found on the handles of
two jare (0 22), . . .but as the name of a manufacturer. .
8o the best thing to do seems to me, to keep the restoration
of - 4wv  in uncertainty, In the second place I take ex-
ception to Hiller's priest T€/69«cvys « 1 0 not think
this name rightly formed; I belleve it to be simply
%p.215) a less exact reading of the well-known priestname
Teiwanevéds . In Bleckmann I protest in the first place against
the name called by him Alexldamos., He does not quote a place
where this priest occurs and I never could find him anywhere;
my guess 18 that he came on the list by mistake, Further I
do not believe in the priest Apollonios, "Selten", Bleckmann
calle him; truthfully he only appeare once, in the very un-
reliable Dumont (D 82 n., 41), and Nilsson already rightly
also doubted hie existence (L p. 91). The priest Astymedes I
seems to me also an unreal person. AT the time of his priest-
hood, as is mentioned on an epitaph (JOAI 4, 160), a respect-
ed Rhodian, an anonymous person for us, is distinguished
with wreaths and honours., The inscription is "jfinger als
100 B.C.," Hiller, the publisher, says, but he relies only
on letter forms and orthography, If we settle it at 120 (and
letter forms and orthography will certainly allow that), there
ie nothing against the hypothesis that the person who haa
Just died had accepted his honoure in 183, at the time of
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Astymedes, the well-known son of Thealdetos, whose priest-
hood we just set at 163, Then the somewhat suspicious split-
ting into a prieet Astymedes I and Astymedes II collapses,

The so-called priesgt aapoiéns of Bleckmann has already

been changed 1nto & A« e/ sy, by Nilsson (L p. 112), who
also ln the same place crossed out Demetrios from the list

of Rhodlan priests, By the crossing out of Demetrios two
names are loet from Bleckmann; for he has included the Rhodian
dilalect form Damatrios of this non-existent Demetrios.
Thersandros also appeared in the other writing Tharsandros

on the 1ist, Hestlelos also occurs as Histielos, which spel-
ling probably is better. The priest <udes ig probably also
imagination, "“Nur Zweimal" writes Bleckmann, "bei M und 2%,
The stamp M 144 has already been interpreted correctly by
Nilseon (1°P, 114}) I am very much afreid that the insecrip- 4
tion lnaccessible to me in Z (Zapiesecl Odesskago obEEetava) aiwo is Emi kusa
(p. 216) and likewise is to be ascribed to the hypothetical 7
priest <Gsos, ingtead of to & manufacturer 't m\wadns 3

I have already pointed out the mythical priest Molpagoras in
note 1l. The priest Nikaslboulog must be orossed out, who
according to Bleckmann oceurs "nur zweimal bei R", that is,

in IG XII 1, but in fact is found nowhere.friluepsro s

appears only once (L 406), in an incomplete insoription which
could as well be restored as Adjuapxos OF [ KWl irap wos o
And, almost more certainly, the Timomenes must g0, who is
based on a single stamp in Stephani's Antiquites du Bosphore
Cimmerien (BC n, 23), In this publication, difficult of
access, the pleture of this stamp will immediately convince
any reader of how little foundation there is for the tradition
that here 7' [wolucv[n)s le to be read; what is the right
name, Tisamenos, Timogenes or something still difFerent, is
more diffleult to settle, Finally the priests Philondas and
Phllonidas are the same person. 8o, after this meddling with
1€ names, there remain 269 of the 1ist of 285 priests,

Of these 289, 67 are to be placed between 225 and 150,

But how many of the remaining are known to us from other
sourced ature none; but I have mentioned several

m  inscriptions in which eponymous priests occur. These
muet, laid beslde the Jar stamps, make the course of Rhodian
trade clear to us, Unfortunately the material so far at hand
ls not at all sufficlent, All taken together, only 28 priscsts
of Helios are mentioned in ineoriptions(19). Among them one
18 useless to usg, i.e, Eukrates: his period 1s too uncertain,
Collignon, the first publisher of the inseription in which hisg
name occurs (GDI 37555), 2
$0.217), says "que 1L?naoription ne sauralt etre d'une date
antérieure au troisieme siécle"; Hiller, on the other hand,
asserte that 1t 1s "multo recentior®. Ve know two priests
from the fourth century, the century after 407, the first which
can possibly be considered., One of them ig Eukles, the
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eponym of the burning of the temple of Athana at Lindos, whom
we have set at about 335, dixteen of his stamps are preserved,
thus rather a large number. The other is Pythannas (EAR 6.341,
pél), of whom a vision is mentioned in the Chronicle of Lindos,
in which Athana reveals to him a sin-offering for her polluted
temple, As this vision comes after an cm g veia of the
goddess in 480 and before a similar occurrence in 304, it
probably happened between these two dates; then Pythannas
was a priest of the fourth century. The whole story, for that
metter, calls also for the rather early dating., But Pythannas
does ot appear on any jarstamp, It seeme to me that there is
not very much to conclude here, If Pythannas is taken into
consideration, then it seems likely that there was no export
trade in the fourth century; Judging by Eukles, thls trade
ia to be coneidered rather large, Anyhow, the 16 stamps with
Euklas name have force as evidence., If we had had, ln contin-
uation of them, the names of three or four priests of the
third century who also all were represented by a rather large
number of stamps, then there might be sclentific proof of
what seemg likely a priori, that about 350 Rhodian trade began
to stretch 1ts wings, that 1t developed powerfully after 300,
and then after 226 attained its zenith, But unfortunately
we have not one priest as dating authority certalnly datable
in the third century, the pre-eminently great period of Rhodes,
¢Antisthenes ig placed at the end of thieg century, a priest
who is known from the inesoription GDI 3798, but who is en-
tirely missing from Jarhandles. According to Hiller, who
edited this insoription most recently, and who saw it, Antisthenes is
4px 218) "ineunte altero scéeculo ante Christum natum vix recentior®,
go from 200 or a little earlier. Newton and Fouecart, earlier
publishers, who saw the stone in Rhodes, agree with that,
though with heeitation, But all rely for fixing the date purely
on the character of the letter forms of the inscription. And
this eriterion is deceptive by the nature of things, partic-
ularly because there really are very few Rhodian inscriptions
with chronological certainty from about that time., So I
would rather leave this so~-called only witness for the third
century out of reckoning,

Before the year 226 the results are very uncertain,
but after 1680 it is no better. 1In between are the eplgraphical-
1y known priests Damokles, Thealdetos, Astymedes, Archidamos,
pamainetos, Pratophanes, Bosikles and Aratophanes, already
discussed, They are all from 180 to 150, They appear often
on stamps, respectively 50, 44, 24, 47, 51, 37 and 48 times,
The priest Autokrates is also to be placed in the firet half
of the second century because of the insceription from Tenos
in which he ie mentioned (IG XX 5. 824..); in note 12 T
have slready connected him with the disggverlus at Pergamum
and Certhage., He 1s to be found on 60 Jarstamps. Age®stratos
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occurs in the inseriptlon pa® 450, .- Thig inscription gives

e no information about its date; but here the jarinscriptions
{nform ue that this priest, appearing at Pergamum and Carthage,
muet be from about 180, He recurs on 50 stamps, 8o these

are 10 eponyms from the first half of the second century.

By their many stamps they all point out the flour-
ighing time of Rhodian trade, which has just been dated at
this period., Did this prosperity decline soon after 150%
gonsidering the severe measures which the Romans had taken
against them in 164, was the competition of the commerclal
metropolis Delos, founded by the Romans, 80 great that already
in the second half of that century a very notlceable slackening
began? One would belleve so, relying on the evidence of the
rest of the Rhodian eponyms known from that century,
$p.219) For three other priests of the second century are
handed down to us; but two of those three do not appear on
jarinscriptions, the third only once. In the first place there
are the two priests Xenoteimos and Menestheus who together
with Astymedes act as dating authorities on the epltaph
JOAI 4. 160, Astymedes is from 153, so Xenoteimos and Menestheus
must also have been from that time, probably a 11ttle later.
Menestheus occurs on the Jaratamp R 1165(20), Xenoteimos on
none, The name Menestheus is very rare, so the priest here
mentioned is very likely identical with the frequently re-
current manufacturer of that name, whom in note 13 I connected
with the discovery at Carthage, and consequently 18 from the
same time, Xenoteimos and Menestheus must be from about 160;
the priest Epicharmos, though stlll from the second century,
seems to come after them, The dating of the inscription
which mentions him (IG XII 3 suppl., m. 1269) relles however

again only on the letter forms, This Eplcharmos is entirely
lacking from Jarstamps,

The poor result achieved between 1560 and 100 contin-

uwes in the firet century. There, too, of the priests who
occur in inseriptions,we find oniy a minority on jarhandles,
And those whom we find in both places appear only once, The
series begins with Arch@stratos. "Kurz vor 100 BC, eher etwas
iinser', Hiller calls the insoription in which he oceurs

D8~ 610z). If one locke at the pleture that is publighed
of 1t, one will indeed agree with that and fix thle inseription
in the firet guarter of the firast century, To fix the date
according to the letter forms is not too undertain here, as
éttis just from this tipe that most of the Rhodian insecriptions

ste.

3p. 220) Archestratos, the priest mentioned is agal
unknown to us from Jar;tanpu. galn totally
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Contents and letter forms of the insoription in
which they are me?figned make 1t likewise probable thst the
priests Theugenes (GDI 380071), Antilochos (GDI 3828g) and
Rhodopeithes (GDI 4165.) are from the same period, the begin-
ning of the first century, Theugenes appears once on the
handle of a Jar (as ®coy(vns » B" 231 n, 19}, Antilochos
three Times (L 54), Rhodopeithes not at all. There is more,
even complete, certainty about the time of the priests Archeleos,
Hermokrat®s, Kritoboulogz and Charisios. An inscription from
Naxo®e, already known to Boeckh (IG XIT 8,38), which certainly
is from one of the first yeare after Antony had presented the
leland to the Rhodians in the year 42 (App. B.C.V/; ZSen, de
Benef, V 16, 6), mentions them as contemporaries, These four
prieete, who without doubt are from about 40, are the chief
basie of the opinion that Rhodian trade had fizzled out a8
early as the second half of the first century. None of thesge
four occurs on any Jjarinecription and this fact surely does
not point at prosperity. But in the century before-we Just
gaw that-the majority of the priests mentioned in inseriptions
do not occur on jarhandles; moreover we shall now see that
in the century which follows, a priest whose name appears in
an inscription 1s also found on the handle of a Jar, We know ,
namely three priests from the imperial period through inacript:. ons

One of them ls called mimes g2adios gaveerran(gpy 380138 and by
hls name alone lg already placed in the time of the Flavian
Emperors, His father Diokles was also & priest of Hellos
(DI 3801,) and lived about 50 A.D, We do not have any stamp
of the soa, but we do have one of Diokles,
$p. 221) according to Nileson (Lpp. 91)) He assumes that the
enigmatical stamp v’ Alsu (N 257 n, 80) must be read
as’tm diok[ and explains thils as an abbreviation of Aici<aeos
He hae not convinced me, but it ig certainly possible, A
contemporary of Dioklees was Diogenes, whose date 1s quite
fixed, because Nero sent a letter to the Rhodlans at the time
of his priesthood in the yeas 65 A,D,. That letter is o}
served in the inseription Ds® 373. Undoubtedly Diogenetfﬁé)
appears on Jarstamps: at Panticapaeum a stamp with his name
was found (BA'99h, 416), an unchallengeable witness that even
in the imperial period export trade existed. By assuming that
the priest of 656 A.D, wae a different individual from the
priest on the jarhandle, who must have lived earlier in that
cage, an attempt 1ls made to get rid of this annoying witness,
But this distinetion, questionable in itsel$ becomes quite
unacceptable if one conslders that had this stamp been of
earlier date, 1t would of courge have been written in the
Rhodian dialeet form’cti &10,sveus, whereas Skorpll, its
publisher, reports that it appeares in the form uged in the Kaivs
dem) Aoy vou, which belongs to a later period in Rhodes.)
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Summarlzing, we get the following impression of the
Rhodian trade hbefore 225 and after 150. FPFrom the nearly two
centuries, which ecan be coneidered as a possible period of
getamplng of Rhodian Jars before 225, we know not more than two
priests for certain, a third is very doubtful. Of two of these
prlests there exlst no stamps, only insceriptions; of the third,
Eukles, one of the two certasin prieete, appear 16 stamps., If
1% ie neceesary to draw some conclusion here, then 1t seems
to me that trade of some importance has to be supposed for
this time. After 150 we know for the first half century three
priests
£p.222), among whom one i& unecertain. Of these three, only
one ocecours on Jjarstamps, and only once, Of the four priests
between 100 and 50, all four rather uncertaln, one appears
on three Jarinseriptions, another on two, two not at all,
The four priests between 50 and the beginning of our era
are all lacking on Jarstamps, One of the three known to us
from the first century A.D. appears certainly on a stamp,
one probably, one certainly not. Here the conelusion is
the most acceptable, that on an average trade at Rhodes after
150 never diled out entirely, but aleo never became really
lively,

Still, for the time being, we do not have data to
fix more recently the date of the 202 priests known to us,
the priests who must belofiz to the pericds 407 - 225 and 150 -
100 A.D.. But we are more fortunate with the other 67 priests,
Without doubt we can place them between 225 and 150. And we
are no less gure that those 75 years represent the highest
flourishing period of Rhodian trade, Epilgraphy and archae-
ology, those indispensable elster soliences of history, have
yet in the meantime taught us that at this investigation,
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Van Gelder, p. 208, note 11:

Bleckmann has made a 1list of all these instances,
and he gets 63 cases. A 64th he missed: the complete jJjar from
Vulel in Tuscany, mecst recently published by me in GDI 4245, 2,
Two numbers of his list should be struck out. PFirst, his no, 4,
the Jar on which according to Berg the names Molpagoras and
Alexandrce appear. Nilsson has already shown (L.p.72, note
2) that this assertion is wrong., In the second place, the jar
which he mentions in Klio (XII, 2560) as bearing the names of
the eponymous Aristarthos and the manufacturer Agathoboulos
is a f1etion. He refers to Nilsson, but it is nowhere to be
found in Nilsson; b=t on the contrary Nileson assures us
(L.p. 116) that an eponymous Aristarchos ie not known to him
(nor to me elther). 8o the total number of instances becomes
62.

Other small inaccuracles by Bleckmann in thils 1ist
must be corrected, The priest of his no. 5 is not called
Philanios but Philainios, the manufacturenyof his no. 8 not
Nanius but Nanis, the priest of his no, % not Harmosilas
but Harmosidas, the manufacturer of his no. 18 not Dion but
Dios, the priest of hls no, 22 not Menesthes but Menestheus,

the ong o§ his no. 33 not Androboulos but pgathoboulos (see
L. p. €0).

ol ke s e e e (HOEe BB

To wlt: Alexiadas, Andrias, Andronikos, Antipatros,
Aristakos, Aristokles, Aristratos (see for these priests 1.
p. 118), Archembrotos, Autckrates, Thersandros, anéd Philainios.
Bleckmann gives alphabetiocal lists of the eponymi and manu-
facturere found in Pergamon and Certhage (Bl., pp. 34 £f.).
With the ald of these, the proof for the priests Antipatros and
Philainios is easily to be found, The date of Alexiadas is
proved by the manufacturer Diokleia, who is found with him
on one jJar, and who is known at Pergamon (P 1002); her name
however is forgotten in the 1llet of Bleckmann. Andrias,
Andronikos, Aristakos and Thersandros depend on the manufact-
urer Agathoboulos, who 1e mentioned on the same handles with
them, who, however, appears nelther at Pergamon nor at Qarthage,
but whoee date ia given because he appears on the same handle
with Nikasagoras (L 320), an eponymos who occurs in Pergamon
and Carthage, but ie rgigg on a handle with Alegladas (Hall
393, no, 5043; eof L p. ). Aristokles is stamped with
Midas on a complete jar; Midse, unknown at Pergamon and
Carthage, appears, however, on a similar jar with the priest
Aristogeaes, This priest is known at Pergamon (P 894),
however he also is missing from Bleokmann's list [(rundort
unbekannt’]. Midas and so also the priest Aristokles belong
in our period. Autokrates, who moregover had already been
placed epigraphically (BCH 27, 234, 82) in about this time,
depends on Hermalos, a Rhodlan lanaiaoturer appearing at
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Pergamon (P 1276), but agaln forgotten by Bleckmann (not listed
as Rhodian by Schuchhardt).

Incidentally, on the list of Rhodian eponymi drawn
up by Bleckmann from the find at Pergamon are missing, besides
Arletogenes, also the priests Archidas (P 958) [restoration
not certain], Athanodotos, Daemon, and Lapheides, on the list
of the manufacturers appearing at Pergamon besides Hermalos
and Dioklela, also Agesonios, Kreon, Hegesias, (P 1299) ana
Imas (1240). The one called on his 1list Ageso is in faot
Agemon, The %Molesius® 1s Molesis, the %Nanius" 1s Nanis,

The 118t of Rhodlan eponymi which he has drawn up '
from the find at Carthage shows these three gaps: Arietonidas,
(C 32), Cnasandros (¢ 124) and Philodamos; the list of Rhodian
manufacturers who are known from Carthage must be completed

with the names Dionysios (C 65), Eirenidas (C 83), and maybe
Aristakos (C 188a).

Zp






