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ON I. PRIENE 82.15–21

For l. 15–22 Ad. Wilhelm offered the following restoration: [ylibom°nou d¢ toË] | dÆmou
katå tØn sitik[Øn ofikonom¤an épostale‹w] | prÚw ZeËjin tÚn toË basil°[vw strathgÚn
metå toË] | sunapodeixy°ntow oÈk ét[el∞ §poiÆsato tØn ¶nteujin,] | éll' ¶labe t«i
dÆmv[i dvreån draxmåw ? + ka‹ tå xrÆ]|matã te taËta épo[d°dvken ka‹ tåw êllaw
dvråw ìw ka]|tå tØn §nest«sa[n sitode¤an parå t«n eÈnoik«w §xÒntvn] | t«i dÆmvi
¶laben [ktl.]1.

This restoration eliminated the problem of sitik[Ø loge¤a], but itself lacks supporting
examples2. The word ylibom°nou is obviously alien here. A combination like dikastØw
épostale‹w or, in this case, presbeutØw épostale‹w3 is likely to be more appropriate4. The
word ofikonom¤a was used only, it seems, in the inner city lexicon and concerned in particular
city funds designated for the purchase of oil and bread or for the maintenance of their prices5,
supervised by the treasurers t«n §laivnik«n xrhmãtvn6 and t«n seitvnik«n xrhmãtvn7.
At the same time, when it came to the embassies sent because of some urgent need the
combination katå tØn xre¤an was used, I. Priene 108.167–169: prÚw basil°[a
Ptol]ema›on [k]a‹ t∞w ÉArab¤aw efiw P°tran katå tØn xr[e¤an é]postale‹w ÍpÚ t∞w
patr¤dow ktl.8 Though no example of ≤ sitikå xre¤a has so far been encountered, other
designations are well known9. Thus, ambassadors could resolve some urgent need of the
people10, which could be connected with bread supply as well.

1 Ad. Wilhelm, ‘Zu den Inschriften von Priene’, Wiener Studien 29 (1907) 12.
2 Ibid., S. 13: ‘Für die Wendung ylibom°nou katå tØn sitikØn ofikonom¤an fehlt mir freilich im

Augenblicke ein Beispiel’.
3 épodeixye‹w ?, Syll.3 413.5: épodeixye‹w presbeutØw ÍpÚ toË dÆmou sunepr°sbeuen.
4 I. Priene 50.4–5: ı épostale‹w dikastØw ÍpÚ toË dÆmou toË Prihn°vn (Erythrai, cf. 53.20–21

(Iasos)), 121.33: prÚw d¢ Gãion ÉEgnãt[ion sun]apostale‹w dikast[Øw], and also I. Priene 52.3–4: ofl
épostal°ntew ÍpÚ [t]oË dÆmou toË Prihne¤vn metãpempt[oi ktl.]. On the ambassadors cf. I. Priene 54.36:
ka‹ presbeutåw époste¤lantew, cf. Ibid. 41.4). See also IG XII 8, 159.3–5 and, in general, IG XII 5, Index
s. v. ‘épost°llv’.

5 I. Priene 18.17–19: énagrãcai tÒde tÚ cÆfisma e[fi]w stÆlhn liy¤nhg ka‹ st∞sai parå tØn efikÒna:
tå d¢ énal≈mata tå genÒmena Íphrete›n toÁw ofikonÒmouw, cf. Syll.3 495.161–162: §p¤ te t∞w koin∞w
ofikonom¤aw ka‹ tamie¤aw genÒmenow ktl., 742.35-36, CIA suppl. II, 614b.48, IG IX 2, 1229.37–41.

6 IK 27, 1.5 sqq., 46.12 sq., IGR III 60.
7 IGR III 1421, IK 27, 8.6 sq., IK 22(1), 1028.9 sq.
8 See also I. Priene 121.29–34: ımo¤vw d¢ ka‹ prÚw ÉAlejandre›w toÁw §n tª Trviãdi ka‹ prÚw

ÉEfes¤ouw ka‹ Mulase›w ka‹ prÚw ktl. [sun]apostale‹w dikast[Øw] to .. el .. xre[¤an §]t°lesen t«i
dÆmvi, cf. I. Priene 73.5–6.

9 IG V 1, 1114.8: politika‹ xre›ai, Plu., Mar. 32.2: politika‹ xre›ai, Arist., Pol. 1.2.14, p. 1254b:
polemikØ and efirhnikØ xre¤a, and 7.7.4, p. 1328b: polemika‹ xre›ai. Cf. IG XII 5, 606.5–6: xre¤aw te



116 S. V. Dmitriev

On the other hand, instead of sitik[Ø ofikonom¤a], a more likely restoration as attested in
Priene is sitik[Ø parãyesiw]11. The establishment of this sitikØ parãyesiw could be
connected with the embassy to the monarch or to his appointee12. The possible restoration for
l. 15–17 and the beginning of l. 18 can thus be: [presbeutØw d' ÍpÚ toË] | dÆmou katå tØn
sitik[Øn parãyesin épostale‹w] | prÚw ZeËjin tÚn toË basil°[vw strathgÚn metå toË] |
sunapodeixy°ntow ktl.

Finally, since we have two alike phrases in l. 19: ¶labe t«i dÆmvi and in l. 22: t«i
dÆmvi ¶laben, which seems to be a repetition of the previous formula, the mention of his
second embassy in this inscription can be implied. The partial restoration of l. 20–21 can be
thus as follows: [me]tå d¢ taËta épo[stale‹w e. g. prÚw (efiw ?) - - ka]|tå tØn §nest«sa[n
- -].
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genom°nhw érgur¤ou efiw julvn¤an t«i yiãsvi ktl. (cf. Ibid. 860.5–7), and IG XII 9, 900c.2–3: xre¤an
§xoÊshw t∞w pÒlevw diafÒr[ou prÚ]w katagorasmÚn s¤tou.

10 I. Priene 121.33–34: prÚw d¢ Gãion ÉEgnãt[ion sun]apostale‹w dikast[Øw] tÚ ... el ... xre[¤an
§]t°lesen t«i dÆmvi.

11 I. Priene 108.41–42: ka[t]å d¢ t[Øn aÈtØn stefanhfor¤]an §nleipoÊshw t∞w sitik∞w par[ay]°sevw,
68–71: [§p‹ ÑHro]dÒtou d¢ stefanhfÒrou [t]∞w [sitik]∞w paray°[sevw §n]l[eip]oÊshw [M]osx[¤]vn
stoixe›n •aut«i proai[r]oÊmeno[w, suni]d∆n tÚ toË prãgmatow énagka›on, parad≈[sein tÚ §nd°on
Íp°sth], prosepaggeilãmenow ktl. See also Bull. ép. 1964.194.

12 Syll.3 344.72–76, 80–81, and 90–93: [§pe‹ d¢ sumf°ronta fa¤]netai tå per‹ tØn parãyesin toË
s¤tou, Àste mhy¢n dia[lipe›n ˘ d¤kaion m°n, t«i] d¢ dÆmvi sumf°ron §st¤n, ofiÒmeya de›n g¤nesyai tå[w
paray°seiw toË s¤]tou, Àsper ofl pr°sbeiw t«n Lebed¤vn ¶legon ktl.


