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SALES OF PROPERTY IN ATTICA: NEW READINGS IN IG II2, 1593

This badly-damaged inscription contains a record of the purchase by Athenian citizens of
several properties in Attica or in territory controlled by Athens, dated around the third
quarter of the fourth century BC. It has not received much attention since it was first
published in 1912. What is printed in IG ii2 is based on Sundwall's original readings and
upon squeezes, but contains several omissions and a few inaccuracies.1 I provide here new
readings, based upon autopsy, photographs and squeezes, and augment or amend Sundwall's
prosopographical comments accordingly.2 The text in IG ii2 corresponds to the right side of
my Column II, lines 9-36.

A fragment of pale, grayish-white Pentelic marble, preserving the smooth-dressed right
side and the flat, rough-picked back. The right margin averages 0.015 m. and the space
between the two columns is ca 0.01 m.

Preserved height, 0.32 m., preserved width, 0.26 m.; thickness, 0. 096 m.
Letter-height, 0.004 m.; non-stoichedon, with a vertical chequer of 0.0069 m.
The horizontal spacing averages 0.003 m., but is sometimes more cramped.
Epigraphical Museum, Athens: EM 381
Post med. s. IV a.
Column I   Non-STOIX. ca 25 Column II        Non-STOIX. ca 25–28

lacuna lacuna

[-  .]osL[-  -  -  -ca 8-  -  -  ] [-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -]
[- .]aw K[ -  -  -  -ca 8-  -  - ] [-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -]
[-  .  .]s¤aw Fal[hreÊw] [-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -]
[-  M]°null[ow] L[.  .  .] [.]vto[-  -ca 6-  -]nih[-  -  -  -  -  -ca 12-  -  -  -  -  -]

5 [-  .]o[.  .]v[- - -ca 7-  -  -  - ] [-  -  -ca 7-  -  - Fa]lhreÊ[w-  -  -  -ca 10-  -  -  -]
[-  .]ti[-  -  -  -ca 9-  -  -  - ] [-  -  -ca 7-  -  -]n[.] xe[ .  .]eLL[-  -  -ca  8-  -  - ]
[-  .]om[-  -  -  -ca 9-  -  -  - ] [»nhtÆw:] M°[nan]d[ro]w ÑAli[moÊsiow]
[-  .]res[-  -  -  -ca 8-  -  -  -] [§gguhtÆw]: So[-  - ca 5-  -]yh `w Al[-  -ca 5-  -]
[- .]eo[.  .]iow  G[-  -ca 4-  -] [»nhtÆw:  ÉA]ristÒ[ma]xow  ÑAlai[eÊw n]

10 [- .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .]n[-  -ca 4-  -][§gguhtÆw:] F¤l[ip]p[ow  ÑA]laieÊw [n n n n]
[- .  .]am[.]s[-  -  -ca 6-  -  -] [»nhtÆw:]  ÉAris[t]Ò[m]a[xo]w  ÑAlaieÊw [n n]
[- .  .]ai[-  -  -  -ca 8-  -  -  -] [§g]gu[h]tØw  ÉA[stuã]n[a]j  ÑAlaieÊw [n n n]
[- .  .  .]e[-  -  -  -ca 8-  -  -  -] [»]n[h]t[Ø]w  ÉAr[-  -ca 5-  -]ow Skambvn[¤dhw n]

1 J. Sundwall, Zhurnal Ministerstva Narodnogo Prosveshcheniya, n.s. 39.6 (June 1912) [253-267] 265, no.
20 and tab. IV. Most of the readings and restorations in IG ii2 are Sundwall's, except for line 8, for which
Leonardos provided an improved reading.

2 I was able to examine the stone in Athens in the Winter of 1988; I acknowledge here the permission
granted to me then by Mrs. C. Peppas-Delmousou, the Director of the Epigraphic Museum in Athens, to study
and to re-publish it.
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[- .  .]ge[-  -  -ca 7-  -  -  -]n [§g]guh[t]Øw Spo[u]d¤aw ÉO∞ye[n n n n n ]
15 [- .  .]mpe[-  -ca 5-  -  -]i n [»nhtØw  ÉA]r[¤]standrow Kol[-  -  -ca 6-  -  -]

[- .  .]ol[-  -  -  -ca 8-  -  -  -] §gg[uhtØw . . .]L¤aw ÉErxi: »[nhtÆw n n]
[- .  .  .]e[-  -  -  -ca 8 -  -  -  -] [-  -  -ca 6-  -  - ]|[.  . F]lueÁw §g[guhtÆw n n]
[- .  .]as[-  -  -  -ca 8-  -  -  -] [-  -  -ca 7-  -  -  -]l[.  .  .]w Paiani: »n[htÆw]
[- .  .]kr[.  .  .]e[-  -ca 4-  -] [-  -  -  -  -ca 10-  -  -  -  -]w Melite §ggu[htÆw]

20 [-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  - ] [-  - ca 4-  -  v]n¤dhw Melite: »[nhtÆw n n]
[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  - ] [-  -  -  -ca 8-  -  -  -] SfÆtt: §ggu[ht]Æw n n n

[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [-  -  -  -ca 8-  -  -  -  ÉAn]agu: »n[h]t: J[e]no- n n

[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [-  -  -ca 7-  -  -  -]: §g: Le≈strat[ow] n n n n

[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [-  -  -ca 7-  -  -  -]  »nhtØw Jenokl∞[w n]n n [n]
25 [-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -]et[-  -] [-  -ca 4-  -]Li[. .]w: §gg: Lusiãdhw §j [O‡ou]

[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [»nht]Æ[w: ÉAnd?]rokl∞w SfÆtt[iow n]
[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [§gguhtÆw]: [Xa]ir¤aw Potãmiow n n

[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [»nhtÆw:] ÉAndrokl∞w SfÆttiow n n [n n]
[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [§gguhtÆ]w: KhfisÒdvrow Potãm[i]

30 [-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [»nhtÆw: ÉAnd?]rokl∞w SfÆttiow n n n

[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [§gguhtÆw: J]enof«n PÒriow n n [n n]
[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [»nhtÆw: . . .]maxow  ÉO∞yen n[n n n]
[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [§gguhtÆw: . . .]okl∞w Potãmi[ow n n]
[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] »[nhtÆw: . . .]maxow ÉO[∞]yen n[n n n]

35 [-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [§gguhtÆ]w[.]Puy[. . .]row [.]es[. . . . .]
[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [-  -  -  -ca 8-  -  -  -]ag[.  .  .]s[-  -  -  -ca 10-  -  -  - ]
[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [.]h[. . .]uy[. . .]o[-   -  -  -  -  -ca 14-  -  -  -  -  -  -]
[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [.]sa[. . . . . .]ia[-  -  -  -  -  -  -ca 14-  -  -  -  -  -  -]
[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -] [.]hso[-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -ca 21-  -  -  -  -  -  -  - -]

 -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -
lacuna lacuna

Col. I, line 4: [M]°null[ow]  L[. . .].  Perhaps PA 10062, Menyllos Halaieus, son of
Astyphilos. Col. II, line 7: M°[nan]d[ro]w  ÑAli[moÊsiow]. Perhaps an ancestor of PA 9869,
Menandros Halimousios. Line 9: [ÑA]ristÒ[ma]xow  ÑAlai[eÊw] (also line 11). Sundwall: PA
1968; see now Agora XV, no. 62, line 210, where he is listed as the father of Astyanax, a
bouleutes in 303/2 BC. Line 10: F¤l[ip]p[ow ÑA]laieÊw. Sundwall restored F¤l[a]g[row
ÑA]laieÊw, but, since there are two letter-spaces before the letter read by him as a gamrna,
Philagros is ruled out. Philippos Halaieus is PA 14384a; see also Agora XVII, no. 56, where
he is listed as the father of Nikon in the mid-fourth century BC. Line 12: ÑA[stuã]n[a]j
ÑAlaieÊw. He is, probably, the father of Aristomachos, the purchaser in lines 9 and 11. Line
14: Spo[u]d¤aw ÉO∞ye[n]. Sundwall suggests that he is ancestor to PA 12869, Spoudias
Oethen, son of Kaphisios. Line 20: [- - - v]n¤dhw Melite. Possibly PA 14908, Philonides
Meliteus, son of Onetor, guarantor for ships sent to Chalkis in 340/39 BC (but see also PA
14907 and 14909 for other men of the same name and demotic in the fourth century; other
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names with the ending - vn¤dhw are not attested in the deme of Melite). Lines 22-23:
Jenokl∞[w|[-  -  -ca 4-  -]Li[. .]w; see also 24-25: Jeno|[- - - - -]. The letter-traces in line 23
suggest that the restoration should be [Afigi]li[eÊ]w. The surviving letters of this line are
rather cramped, so that it is necessary to restore a line of ca 28 letters here. Line 25:
Lusiãdhw §j [O‡ou]. Sundwall identifies him as the father of Astynomos, PA 9347. Line 28
(also 26 and 30?): ÉAndrokl∞w SfÆttiow. Sundwall: PA 872. Line 29: KhfisÒdvrow
Potãm[i]. Sundwall suggests that he is ancestor to PA 13145, Sonikos Potamios, son of
Kephisodoros. Lines 32 and 34: [. . .]maxow ÉO∞yen. Sundwall restored [Lã]maxow ÉO∞yen
(PA 8980), but the space available requires at least three, not two, letters before maxow.
Perhaps [ÉEp¤]maxow? Line 33: Perhaps [Fil]okl∞w Potãmi[ow]. If so, he will be an
ancestor to PA 14557, Philokles Potamios, son of Eniochos.

This document seems to be a record of sales, probably of real property. Each entry takes
up two lines, the name of the purchaser and his demotic on the first, and that of his
guarantor and his demotic on the second, each preceded by the designation "Purchaser"
(»nhtÆw) or "Guarantor" (§gguhtÆw). From line 22, where a name is incomplete and uncut
stone is preserved at the end of the line, it seems likely that these rubrics sometimes ran over
from line to line; personal names are unlikely to have been abbreviated, as demotics and the
words »nhtÆw and §gguhtÆw sometimes are. Punctuation is inconsistent: sometimes a
punctuation-mark precedes and follows each of the words »nhtÆw and §gguhtÆw, as well as
each name-demotic combination; once, a space is left, as if the mason had forgotten to
inscribe the punctuation-mark (II, 25); in several instances there is no trace either of a space
or of a punctuation-mark. From what is preserved in the middle of the stone, in lines 14 and
15, where the end of Column I survives, and in line 16, where the beginning of Column II is
preserved, it appears that the inscription comprised at least two columns, each about about
0.15 m. in width (thus about 25 letters on average), separated by a gap of 1-2 letter-spaces,
their lines not quite aligned one with the other. What little survives in Column I is similar to
what is found in Column II; no property-descriptions or prices seem to have been engraved
in either column. Both columns seem to be the work of the same mason. The mason appears
to have attempted to maintain syllabic division, and usually managed to keep proper names
intact (but note Column II, line 22, where enough uncut stone survives in the margin to
show that here, at least, he broke a personal name into two parts). Also, it was his practice,
wherever possible, to begin each line with the rubric »nhtÆw or §gguhtÆw.

There are some instances of one man acquiring several properties: Aristomachos
Halaieus acquired two properties (II, 9 and 11), each with a different guarantor; likewise,
Androkles Sphettios acquired one property (II, 28) and probably two more (II, 26 and 30),
each with a different guarantor; and [. . .]machos Oethen acquired two properties (II, 32 and
34), again with two different guarantors. In all these instances, the names are grouped
sequentially, as if the sales were registered under the names of the purchasers, rather than
under the locations of the properties; therefore it can be argued that Xeno[- - -] of II, 23-24
is very likely to be the same man as Xenokles of II, 24-25, and thus another multiple
purchaser. His demotic may be Aigilieus. Again, these sales are guaranteed by two different
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men. No guarantor can be identified as standing surety for more than one purchaser. No
purchase, in the preserved text, at least, required more than one guarantor.

Of the thirty-one purchasers and guarantors who are named, in whole or in part, fourteen
purchasers can be identified geographically; and three are unable to be so identified with
certainty. Of the guarantors, thirteen can be placed geographically; one cannot. Four
individuals cannot be identified definitely as either purchaser or guarantor, and only one of
these, perhaps two, can be placed geographically. However, so far as can be determined, all,
purchasers and guarantors alike, are Athenian citizens. Any attempt to discern a
geographical pattern by analysis of the purchasers fails: their home-demes are scattered at
random all over Attica, but with a slight preponderance within or close to the City of
Athens. Guarantors may be relatives or neighbours to purchasers, though often not close
neighbours; but in about one-third of cases the homes of guarantors and purchasers are
widely separated. Thus, if these properties were all situated in the same place, or shared the
same characteristic, there is no way of telling from this document where or what they might
have been. The purchasers come from six of the ten phylai; thus, this document cannot be
the result of a division of properties among pairs of phylai, as happened when Athens
acquired the territory of Oropos.3 Consequently, we must assume that the properties were
named as a block on a part of the stone that is now lost, and, since there is no indication in
the surviving texts of their value, it is likely that their dimensions and value were uniform.
I have assumed, so far, that this document is a record of the sale of real property. However,
an »nhtÆw is not necessarily a purchaser of land: he may be the lessee (of a mine, for
instance: see IG ii2 1587, line 4). I believe that it is also possible that he may be a contractor
who undertakes some sort of public work. Indeed, the absence of any designation of area or
value suggests that what has been sold here is something divisible into equal parts, as does
the manner in which several properties acquired by a single purchaser are grouped together;
and the requirement that each »nhtÆw should have a guarantor suggests that it is of
considerable value: a series of mining-concessions would probably not fit both these
qualifications, but a contract for public works might.

Perhaps, then, this document records some activity such as the provision of equal
amounts of, for instance, quarried stone for the construction of a public monument. In the
absence of any other evidence, the question must remain open.

The University of Calgary Michael B. Walbank 

3 In 338 BC; see Hypereides 4, 16.


