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C. P. JONES

Diotrephes of Antioch*

A.R.R.SuepparD has recently published an inscription from the archaeological
depot at Denizli. The stone is described as a «plaque of white marble, possibly cut
from a statue base», and has no reported provenance.! As SHEPPARD observes, the
references to wars (line 10) and to the cult of Roma without the emperor (line 14)
impose a date not later than the triumviral period, while the itacism (telpaic,
line 1) and the variation in the treatment of mute iota (included in lines 6 and 10
but omitted in lines 7, 8, 12) favor a date in the first century rather than the sec-
ond.2 The cursive epsilon, sigma, and omega are no argument against such a date.
In what follows I make some suggestions about the constitution of the text and the
identity of the honorand; this identification implies a more precise date, and also a
precise provenance.
SHEPPARD’s text is as follows:

[6 8fipog Eteipunoev tailc peyiotong e uaig kot £9a-

[we......... Arwotpé@ov]c pritopa, iepéa Jeo[.].vog

[kal Sedg Popng &nod tdv nploydvev, Kol ToAAg Kal é-
4 [mpaveig vrigp Tig Totplidog telécavta [Aettov]p-

* 1 am very grateful to GLEN Bowersock, CHristiaN HasicHt, and Louis Rosert for
their comments. All dates are B.C. unless otherwise indicated. Epigraphic corpora of indi-
vidual cities are cited in the form <IErythrai> etc. The Bulletin épigraphique of J. and L.Ro-
BERT is cited by the year of REG and the number of the item, e.g. <Bull. 1960. 318>. I have
used the following special abbreviations: Horreaux, Etudes = M. HovrrLeaux, Etudes d’épi-
graphie et d’histoire grecques I-V1, ed. L.RoBerT, Paris 1938—68; ReynoLDps, Aphrodisias
= J.M.REevnoLDs, Aphrodisias and Rome, JRS Monographs I, London 1982; La Carie =
J. and L.RoBert, La Carie IT: Le plateau de Tabai et ses environs, Paris 1954; RoserT, Et.
anat. = L.RoBserT, Etudes anatoliennes, Paris 1937; RoBerT, Laodicée = L.ROBERT in J.
DES GAGNIERS et al., Laodicée du Lycos: Le Nymphée, Québec and Paris 1969; SHEPPARD =
A.R.R.SueprarDp, R.E.C.A. M. Notes and Studies No.7: Inscriptions from Usak, Denizli
and Hisar K6y, AS 31, 1981, 19-27.

! SHEPPARD 20-22.

2 Cf. T.DRrew-BEAR on a first-century inscription of Aphrodisias (now ReynovLps, Aphro-
disias no.5), BCH 96, 1972, 446.

3 See especially Rosert, Hellenica 11/12, 1960, 588, and also Bull. 1978. 19 no.569.
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[viag, yvpvacwpyhoavra] kol katopdooa[vtle gloAla]

[oeee 1 &v @1 Sfuwt kol €v Toig moAe[i-]

[TOg .o eveeene LEJYOAOWOY @G TT] TOAEL TAVTO-
8t e ] kol dukoooOvy drev[eyk]o[v-]

[too......... peyoromplendg kol EvEOEmg kai evoe-

[Bdg dovriov tapéyovta] &v morépolg kal &v eipfivi,
[yeyovota dyadov dvdpla kol cotfipa kai edepyémv.

vacat
12 [ 8fjuog odv Eteiunoce]v kai éo{clrepdvoocey ypuod
[otepbve ... ... ... Awo]tpépoug ToD ALoTpéPoug

[lepéa €00 . . vog kal iepéla Tiig Phung kol yopvaoiop-
[xov, cotipa kal edepyétn]v yeyovota Tod dfpov.

The length of line is best discussed first. The number of letters in the extant, right-
hand part of the stone ranges from nineteen (line 3) to twenty-three (line 1): I do
not count line 15, which ends short of the margin. In the missing part the one line
that can be restored automatically is the first, where seventeen or eighteen letters
are missing. Since the stone is not broken evenly on the left, and on the right the
letters do not always go fully to the margin, it is difficult to establish an average
number of letters per line. In my supplements of the left-hand part I have assumed
a minimum of seventeen (lines 3,7, 12, 14) and a maximum of twenty (line 2);
overall I have assumed a minimum of thirty-six letters per line (line 3) and a maxi-
mum of forty-one (lines 1, 2, 8, 10).

Line 1. SHEPPARD’s restoration is certainly right. The formula is found in this
and related forms in a number of cities of Caria, of which Aphrodisias is only one.*
This is technically an honorific inscription, and since these were often placed on a
tomb or heroon the plaque is more likely to have come from such a monument
than, as SHEPPARD suggests, to have been «cut from a statue base».> The word
8fjuog need not imply that the assembly alone honored the deceased, but denotes
both the boule and the demos.¢ The «greatest honors> and the public.burial already
indicate that the subject is a person of consequence.’

Line 2. I will return to the identity of the honorand later, but will discuss here
the space available for restoring his name. It is natural to ask if the son and grand-
son of a Diotrephes could have had the same name himself. In the accusative it

4 SHEPPARD cites MAMA VIII 464 and 471; for a discussion of this formula and its
dispersion in Caria, La Carie 176.

5 J. and L. RoBERT (previous n.) observe, «les inscriptions de ce type étaient ordinairement
gravées sur la tombe elle-méme»: further, RoserT, Laodicée 266.

¢ Thus in the inscription from Antioch on the Maeander listing the cities that honored a
deceased Antiochene, they are all referred to as 6 8fjpog t@v dewvev: K. Burescu, MDAI(A)
19, 1894, 102-03.

7 On public burial, L.Rosert, REA 62, 1960, 337 (OMSII 853); L.RoBerT, AC 37,
1968, 414—15; P.HErRRMANN, AAWW 1974, 44344,
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might have taken the older form Awotpéen or the later and commoner Ato-
tpéenv.t In line 2, if the shorter form was used and movable nu was employed as in
the only other observable case (line 12), the supplement would amount to twenty
letters, the longest of any: however, this is palliated by the fact that omicron and
tau, rho and epsilon could have been pushed together as they are in the second
Alotpé@ovg of line 13. In that line, even if iota adscript was used after ore@évor
the supplement would require nineteen letters and thus be within the normal
range. :
The god’s name at the end of the line is tentatively restored by SHEPPARD in his
apparatus as Mnvog. This seems inevitable, as the letter before the nu appears to
have had a right hand vertical.?

Line 3. SHEPPARD’Ss supplement of the left hand part looks right except for a de-
tail: the phrase is always &n0, 81t or ék npoydvav, without the article. 1

Line 4. To begin with the noun at the end of the line, this does not look like Aet-
tovpyiag: the photograph seems to show, after a space of about three letters, the
top of a curved letter, then what could be the upper loop of a beta, then after a
space a vertical and a triangular letter: surely a word that recurs constantly in in-
scriptions of benefactors, npeofeiag. TeAelv is a verb several times associated with
embassies from the first century on, for example in an honorific inscription for lol-
las of Sardis, apparently from the middle of the century, which has several similari-
ties to this one: noAAdg mpeoPelog Teléoavta dmTuy®de, Kol TOALOVE KivEhvVoug
Kol dy®dvog kal ékdikaciog OVEp ToD SMpov dvadetdevoy kai katopdhoavia,
... Kol TOALG, Kol peydAo TV CUVQEPOVTWV Teputofioavta Ti motpidt.it I have
not found a parallel which would complete the adjective agreeing with npeopeiog
at the beginning of the line. &mpoveic might be right; so might émoealeic or &mt-
TOVOoVG, since inscriptions often mention the dangers which embassies involved;*2
£mkvdvvoug is too long.

Line 5. It is best to start with the words kai katopIdoavta. In inscriptions the
verb usually means <accomplish successfully>, with reference to actions performed
or missions carried out in the face of obstacles or danger; it is used in all three

8 E.ScHwezer (Scuwyzer), Grammatik der pergamenischen Inschriften, Berlin 1898,
155 sect. 2 (b); Mayser, Grammatik der griechischen Papyril 22, 1938, 39-40; Francis
T.GioNac, Grammar of the Greek PapyriII, Milan 1981, 69-70.

° On the implications of this supplement, see below, p. 377.

0 A wide selection of examples in Syll.3, Index s.v. npoyovoL.

1t [Sardis 27 lines 7—11: on the date see BuckLER and Rosinson ad loc. mpeofeioc teheiv
again in DemrTsas, ‘H Makedovia, Athens 1896, 1286 no. 253 (Pelagonia, imperial); IStra-
tonikeia 678, 679 (restored), 690 (restored), 1028 (Carian Stratonikeia, all imperial); DREw-
Bear (above, n.2), 444 line 17 (Aphrodisias, first century); LE Bas-WADDINGTON 1604 line 7
(Aphrodisias, imperial); La Carie 106 no.70 (Tabai, first century or early empire).

12 Cf. Tollas of Sardis above: a selection of references in D. Kienast, RE Suppl. 13, 1973,
546.
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voices, and is usually transitive in the active and frequently so in the middle.® It
very often refers to the outcome of embassies, with the body represented by the
embassy appearing in the dative. The inscription for Iollas of Sardis has already
been quoted; in a decree of the koinon of Asia for ambassadors from Aphrodisias,
probably of Mithridatic date, no[fioavteg v npeoPhov KaAfv koi 0TV . . .
Kotop3®oavTo o LEylota Kol ovppépovta Tolg [év aof) 1] "Acig dhuolg te
kol #9veotv;! in imperial Thyatira, ntpeoBedoavta mpdc TOV adbtokpdTopa TPOT-
Ko kol kotopIwochuevov té péyiota T matpidi.t® That corroborates the reading
npeoPeiag in line 4, but also suggests that yopvaoiapyfoavto does not belong to
the left of 5; it will be seen later that it fits excellently in 10.

If that is right, it leaves open the whole first half of line 5, some eighteen letters
or so, for the end of the phrase beginning in line 3, kai TOAMLS . . . TeAécavTO
npeopelog. Mentions of embassies often include the persons or the place to which
the ambassadors went. Since the present honorand was a priest of Rome, it is a
reasonable supposition that like priests of Rome in other cities, Iollas of Sardis for
example, he went to the Romans either in Rome or in Asia.’¢ A frequent expression
of the late Hellenistic and the imperial periods for the Roman authorities is ot
fryoduevot: thus the decree of the koinon of Asia from Aphrodisias records a deci-
sion mépyon pecPevtig mpog [ThHv e cOVKANTOV Kal To]Ug fryovpévouc. [rpog
Tovg fiyovuévoug] would fit here: there does not seem to be room to indicate more
precisely where the honorand met them, but since the phrase covers his whole di-
plomatic career the omission is no doubt deliberate.

Lines 5—6. SHEPPARD observes of his restoration of line 6, «The apparent distinc-
tion between <the People> and the <citizens> is unusual.» On the photograph 1 see
nothing of the first £v and only part of the cross-stroke of the following tau. It has
already been noticed that phrases in which katop3odv refers to the outcome of
embassies frequently contain a dative of interest; it follows that tét dhpwt should
be attached to katopddoavrta, and that the kai does not conjoin two preposition-
al phrases but begins a new participial one. At the end of line 5 the pi seen by Suer-
PARD is not visible on the photograph, but if it is there toA\é& could be right;!® how-
ever, given the uncertainty of the reading and the flexibility of the verb katop3otv
it seems better to leave the words preceding t@t dMpwt blank.

13 There is a large number of references, mainly literary, in LippELL and ScoTT s.v. 2b,
IL, III. In inscriptions I have not noticed the verb used intransitively in the active, as it is in
literature, but there is no reason why it should not be.

4 Drew-BEear (above, n.2), 444 lines 21-24, with discussion, 459.

15 JGRIV 1244,

16 JSardis 27 line 14. For priests of Rome as ambassadors see now A.Barianp, Inscrip-
tions d’époque impériale du Létdon, Fouilles de Xanthos VII, Paris 1981, 242 with bib-
liography; E.Bowig, YCS 27, 1982, 35 n.22.

7 Drew-BEAR (n.2) 444 lines 5-6, with ample discussion, 453—55.

18 For kotopIoovv followed by moArd kol neydia, Plato, Meno 99 C; Dem. de cor. 285.
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At the end of line 6, £&v t0ig ITOAE recalls a phrase found in inscriptions of this
period, év 10ig ToAépolg: thus in inscriptions of Aphrodisias for Callicrates son of
Pythodoros, apparently of triumviral date, £&v toig moAépoig Gpyog dvumeuIvvoug
teElEcavia, Aot Toig Evatiol i naTpidt Torépog dyovichuevoy dvdpeimg;!? at
Tlos, probably in the second century, év toig morépolg Endvdpwg dyovicpe-
vov.2 In the present inscription, the more vague év oA£po01g is used in line 10 to
summarize the honorand’s career <in wars and in peace>: in this line, &v t0ig 70~
A&|[uoig] suits the traces at least as well as £&v toig moke[t|toug).

Lines 7-8. If kol &v toig molépoig is right, the whole phrase should have ended
in the first half of line 8. peyahoyOywg, which means either <magnanimously> or
«generously» 2! gives some idea of its drift. mévtote may be right, since this syn-
onym of éei is found in documents from the first century on: the space to the left
of line 8 could be filled by émidévra (8mbidovta) £avtdv for example.2 However,
[TANTO could also be ndv 10, and refer to the frequent claim that a benefactor
complied with <everything requested> of him, npo3vueg avtdv ig Tav 10 Tapa-
kaiovpevov Emdidwotv and the like2> At Samothrace under Ptolemy Euergetes
Hippomedon son of Agesilaos is described as BovAdugvog brakovew névo, To
a&rodpueva [del] T Orer:2 here [Omakoboavta pe]yaroydywg Th TOAEL AV TO
[&Erovpevov] would fit satisfactorily. I do not see a clear choice between these two
ways of supplementing the text, and adopt the latter one below only tentatively.

Line 8. Sieveykovta is an excellent suggestion (though the gamma might be nu).
This use of diapépety has been studied by RoserT, who finds that it begins in epi-
graphy in the middle of the second century, and becomes especially common in
Asia Minor under the empire.?* To the left of the line, it is not immediately clear
whether kai begins a new phrase, or connects 81ka1060vT) to one or more preced-
ing nouns such as &petfj and mioter?® The first construction would make the

19 RoserT, Et. anat. 313 line 5 (ReynoLps, Aphrodisias no.28); ReynoLps, Aphrodisias
no. 30 lines 4-5.

20 TAMII 582 lines 7—8 (on the date, Bull. 1950. 183 pp.192-93).

2 For the first sense, HoLLeaux, Etudes ITI 86, 97: the latter is frequent in inscriptions of
benefactors under the empire, cf. BALLAND (n. 16) 243.

22 RoBeRT, Hellenica 6, 1948, 109 and n.1; Bull. 1958. 506. For émdotvar ovtdv see
next note.

2 Delos 1517 lines 24-25, with the discussion of HorLeaux, Etudes I1I 96. Compare ex-
pressions such as ToALoIg xpfHowog yiveton glg & dv tig avtov Tapakoli, IG XII, 9, 898,
900-902 (Chalcis); Syll.> 330 lines 28—29 (I1lion 1); ITlion 40 lines 4-6.

24 JGXII, 8, 156 lines 13—14 (Syll.? 502), cf. L.RoserT, BCH 59, 1935, 425-27 (OMSI
182-84). DITTENBERGER in Syll.2 221 supplied dei in place of Kern’s 076 (his justification,
ibid. n.6, is excised from the third edition).

% L.RoBerT, RPh sér.3, 1, 1927, 104-05 (OMSII 1059-60); further bibliography in
Hellenica 13, 1965, 38 n. 1, Bull. 1973. 426. For the second aorist form, much rarer than the
present or the first aorist, MAMA VIII 117 (Alkaran, SW of Lystra), 514 (Aphrodisias).

% For both apeth and niotig joined with Sikatoctvn, cf. OGIS 438 lines 7-8 (Poimane-
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whole phrase very brief, and Iincline to think the second correct. If névtote is the
right reading, then kai niotet kai dpetfj would make a supplement of nineteen let-
ters: if oy 1O dEoduevov is, kol mioter would make one of the same number. 8t-
Kotoovvn is a quality often praised in benefactors, and implies <righteousness> as
much as <justice>. It was easy for the rich, especially in wartime, to take advantage
of their inferiors: thus the same anonymous benefactor of Tlos who fought brave-
ly in the wars> is described as &v mdion tijt moAtteiq Kol kakonadIng Kol EnLTUX®DS
Kol dikaiong dvaotpepduevov; in the triumviral period Callicrates of Aphrodisias
is said to have held all the magistracies kaSap@®g ki dikaimg kai GLLEEPOVTLG
T OAELY

Line 9. SHEPPARD understands the two adverbs peyodonpendg xai £vd0Ewg to
end one phrase, and kai eboefdg to begin a new one: «. . . with brilliance and dis-
tinction, piously [ensuring security] in wars and peace.» &cvMav napéyovra,
though presented with no sign of hesitation, is impossible: GovAia is not <security>
but «nviolability>, and it could be recognized by a state or head of state but not
«<provided> by a private citizen.?® Furthermore, the participle youvooiwapyfoavia
expelled from line 5 can only go in line 9 or 10, and there is not enough room for it
in 9, whereas in 10 it takes exactly the same number of letters as doviiav napéyov-
to. I therefore understand it to be qualified by all these adverbs, and év toig noié-
notg to begin a new phrase continuing to the end of line 11. peyaronpendg and év-
80Ewg are combined in other inscriptions of benefactors, and suit a gymnasiarch
very well:?? g0oeB®¢ is much less often applied to such officials,*® but the famous
inscription for Menas of Sestos shows how the public expectation of a gymnasi-
arch fused the concepts of generosity and piety:* references to Menas’ sacrifices
mingle with such expressions as puLodoéia (lines 69, 70), prrayddwg xal peyoro-
uep®g (line 68), phavIponia (lines 73, 74), 1o Evdoov (line 75). If the present ar-
gument is correct, the phrase ending with the participle in line 10 begins to the left
of line 9, where some eight letters are unaccounted for. [kalog kai] would fit, and

nos, first century); TAMII 197 line 12 (IGR III 596: Sidyma, imperial), both cited by Ro-
BERT (previous n.), 105 (1060).

2 TAMII 582 lines 13—-15; ReynoLDs, Aphrodisias no. 30 lines 11-13.

28 On the meaning of dovlia, P.HERRMANN, Anadolu 9, 1965, 121-38 (Bull. 1969. 495).
SHEPPARD seems to have obtained his supplement from Plut. de vit. aere al. 828 D, cited in
LippeLe and ScoTr s.v. dovhia 3: but that concerns Ephesian Artemis giving sanctuary to
debtors.

29 MDAI(A) 24, 1899, 222 no.52 lines 7-8 (Lydian Attaleia, imperial); OGIS 513 lines
11-12 (Pergamon, third century A.D.), 549 lines 4-5 (Ancyra, same date); BEan and Mit-
FORD, DAWW 102, 1970, 39 no.19 line 9 (Aydolin Kalesi, eastern Pamphylia, same date).
For a gymnasiarch, cf. MDAI(A) 27, 1902, 99-100 no.98 (Pergamon, late Hellenistic?),
[Yopuvacwopyfolovia @hodoEmg kal neyal]onpendg).

30 1 have noticed only MDAI(A) 32, 1907, 273-78 no. 10 lines 16—17, dikaiog kol £o-
oef@g toig EmTndeiolg Tovg oTEPGVOLE Gtodovg.

31 OGIS 339 (ISestos 1).
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these strings of adverbs not infrequently begin with kaA®d¢:3? it would have to fol-
low that there was no kai joining this phrase to the previous one, as also seems to
be true in line 10.

Line 10. T have argued above that &v toAépoig begins a new phrase continuing to
the end of 11. Similar summarizing phrases are found in other inscriptions of the
Hellenistic period, usually though not always at the end. The equivalent phrase for
a benefactor of Tlos, &v mdon T nolteiq . .. dikaing dvaotpepduevov, was
quoted above; so also the long recital of the benefactions of Acornion of Dionyso-
polis closes with the sentence Ka36Lov 8¢ KOTO TACOY TEPIGTUCLY KALPDV . . . TRV
ueyiomnv &vdeikvuton onovdiy glg Tv vnep tiic Ttatpidoc cotnpiov.3? I have not
seen the present phrase used elsewhere in such contexts, though it is standard in
classical and Hellenistic grants of dtéAeia, dopdreia and the like 34

Line 11. SHEPPARD’s restoration must be generally right, even if the precise
wording is uncertain: the kai before cotfipa should be connective, not correlative
with the following one, since Greek does not seem to say, <both savior and bene-
factor>.

Line 12. The vacat shows that a separate text begins below. When several honor-
ific inscriptions appear on one stone, they are usually for different members of the
same family ¢ This can hardly be so here, and the second inscription must emanate
from a body different to that in the first: in addition, the honors are different,
«greatest honors> and public burial in the first, honor and a gold crown (no doubt
funerary)® in the second. A body frequently associated with the demos in the con-
ferral of honors is the gerousia. At Sardis the great stele recording decrees passed in
honor of Menogenes begins with the heading: t0 kowov t@v éni Thig "Aciog
‘EAAfvov kot 6 3fjpog 6 Zopdiavdv kol 1) yepovoio étiunooav Mnvoyévny "lodom-
pov; another stele of Sardis shows two crowns in relief, with 1 yepovoio and 6
dfjpog written above each, and the honorand’s name (now lost) below; in one of
the few inscriptions of Antioch on the Maeander, there is a list of cities honoring a
deceased Antiochene in which both Nysa and its gerousia are shown to have sent a
yAeiopo mapapvdntikdv.®® In the present inscription [0 8fjpog obv], though
again presented as a certainty, lacks all parallel; [1) yepovotia] takes exactly the

32 Thus La Carie 98 no.5 lines 15-16, . kol npoonkoving kai GEiwg advtdv; 108 no.9
lines 3—4, yopvaciapynoovto TV yepoudv K. kal @hodéEmg kai peyalopepde; 177 no.70
line 8, k. kol &melk®g kKol GLAVIPOTOG.

33 JGBulg. I? 13 lines 38—42 (Syll.> 762; IGR 1 662).

34 Thus Syll.* 348 lines 22-23, 357 lines 67, 399 line 9, etc. (index s.v. elpfHvn).

35 On the use and significance of these titles, A.D. Nock, Essays on Religion and the An-
cient World I, Oxford 1972, 720-35.

% Thus (at random) La Carie 177 no.70 (Heraclea by Salbace), MAMA VIII 465,
492, 499 (Aphrodisias).

% On funerary crowns see Index du Bulletin Epigraphique 1966—1973 s.v. couronne fu-
néraire, and esp. L. RoserT, RPh sér. 3, 33, 1959, 218-20; Bull. 1966. 272.

38 JSardis 7 lines 1-5; ISardis 30; BURESCH (n.6) 103 A lines 6-7, 9-10, cf. p. 129.
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same number of letters. RoBERT has drawn attention to the way in which civic
groups, especially those connected with the gymnasium like the neoi and gerontes,
passed decrees in honor of their benefactors which had then to be ratified by the
full citizenry.*® Behind the present two inscriptions there probably stand two post-
humous decrees, one passed by the demos, the other passed by the gerousia and
then ratified by the demos at the same session.

Line 13. On the possible supplement Atotpéon see above on line 2.

Line 14. The supplement [iepéa 900 . . vog kol iepéla Thg “Phung takes twen-
ty-one letters and would make a total for the line of forty-two: moreover, the
repetition of iepéa is suspect.*® Since the second inscription omits a number of the
honorand’s functions, his embassies for example, it may have mentioned only his
priesthood of Rome, and [prfitopa, iepatedoavt]a tiig ‘Podung would fit satisfac-
torily: Callicrates of Aphrodisias is praised as yopvaclapyfioavto peyalopuep®ds
Kol ToAvdandvag kol igpatevoavta ‘Poung.*

Line 15. Since the honorand is dead, yvuvaciap[yov] without a participle ex-
pressing past time is again suspect, and yopvaoctapyfoavta, as probably in line 10,
is preferable. Once more, there is no need for the text of the second inscription to
follow the first exactly, and I would continue with [kai edepy£tn]v yeyovéta 100
dnuov (eighteen letters).

For the provenance SHEPPARD has two suggestions. «One city within the likely
catchment area of Denizli depot definitely known to have had a cult of Dea Roma
in pre-Augustan times is Tripolis (Yenice) »:#? if that is right «the war referred to is
probably Mithridates’ invasion of Asia in 88.» The Hellenistic history of cities in
the area of Denizli is so fitfully illuminated that the argument from silence is un-
usually hazardous: as SuepPARD himself observes, evidence for the pre-Augustan
cult of Roma at Aphrodisias, one of the richest of all epigraphical sites, is very re-
cent.*> SHEPPARD’s other argument is more promising, even if curiously present-
ed.* «The name Diotrephes and the prominent role of an orator in wartime may
indicate a later date and a city more remote from Denizli. When Q. Labienus led
the Parthians into Asia Minor in 39 B.C., the orators Zeno of Laodicea and Hy-

39 L.ROBERT, Monnaies antiques en Troade, Paris 1966, 30 n.37; cf. also RPh sér. 3, 41,
1967, 14 n.3. There are very clear examples from Hellenistic Pergamon, MDAI(A) 32,
1907, 273-78 no. 10 lines 40-49, 278—84 no. 11 lines 50-56.

40 Thus in TAM III there are seven instances of igpedg dedc ‘Popng kai Atovicov or Atdg
Todpeng (108-10, 113,114, 153, 156; texts in R.MEeLLoR, ®EA PQMH, Hypomnema-
ta 42, Gottingen 1975, 225), none in which iepevg is repeated.

41 ReynoLDs, Aphrodisias no. 30 lines 14-16.

42 SHEPPARD 21, citing MAMA V153 and SNG Copenhagen, Lydia 715,716. On the site
and history of Tripolis, Bull. 1971. 646, Cu. HasicuT, JRS 65, 1975, 83—84.

4 SHEPPARD, 21 n. 11, referring to J. M. REyNoLDs, PCPS 26, 1980, 70—-73; see further the
bibliography in L. RoserT, CRAI 1978, 285 n.68 and now ReynoLps, Aphrodisias nos. 1, 30.

44 SHEPPARD 22.
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breas of Mylasa rallied their cities against the invaders. Hybreas was the pupil of a
certain Diotrephes of Antioch, thought by Radermacher to be from Antioch on
the Maeander. Perhaps Diotrephes’ unnamed son, himself an orator, fulfilled a
comparable role in Antioch. That city is known to have had a cult of Roma as early
as ca. 165 B.C.»

That Diotrephes was from Antioch on the Maeander is clearly stated by Strabo
in his description of the city: coiotig 8¢ mapd tovtoig EvBotog yeyEvnton Ato-
TpEQENC, 00 difkovoey Y PBpéag, O kad Tuag yevouevog péyiotog pritmp. In his de-
tailed and interesting account of Hybreas a few pages later Strabo mentions that
he began his career Awotpéovg Tob "Avtioyxtng dkpoacbuevog.®® Hybreas is well
known not only from Strabo but from inscriptions and coins, which show that he
was C.Iulius Hybreas, son of Leon, and a priest of Roma who received a public
cult after his death: he was probably fairly old when he led his vigorous but disas-
trous campaign of resistance in 39, since ten years later he was dead and his son
had succeeded to his position.* It seems reasonable to assume that his teacher was
active in the first half of the century, perhaps in the Mithridatic period.¥

A further step is hard to resist. There is just room for <Diotrephes> as the name
of the honorand in the inscription; and in the first part, perhaps in both, he is de-
scribed as a rhetor. The name <Diotrephes> is not very common, though in manu-
scripts it sometimes replaces the related <Diitrephes>. Apart from Strabo’s sophist I
have noticed some fifteen examples, most of them from cities of western Asia Mi-
nor, Ilion, Pergamon, Chios, Erythrai, Antioch on the Maeander, Hierapolis,
Apamea: examples from elsewhere, Athens, Orkistos and other sites in eastern
Phrygia, are late.*® The only bearer of the name who is even slightly known to his-
tory is Strabo’s sophist. Though that man could have had a son in the same profes-
sion, as Hybreas did,* it seems more economical to suppose that he and the hono-
rand of the inscription are one and the same person: for the fact that the honorand
is called a rhetor is no reason to suppose him different from the <sophist> in Stra-

45 Str.13, 630, 14, 659: RaDERMACHER, REV, 1903, 1150 no.2, refers only to the first
passage.

46 For bibliography on Hybreas, G. W.Bowersock, Augustus and the Greek World, Ox-
ford 1965, 5-6; L.RoBErT, AC 35, 1966, 419-20; RN sér.6, 15, 1973, 48 n.15; Ann. Coll.
France, 1973-74, 535. The anecdote about his son’s appearance before the younger M. Ci-
cero (Sen. Rh. suas. 7, 14) shows that he was dead by 29.

47 Thus RADERMACHER (n.45), BOWERSOCK (previous n.) 5, putting Diotrephes among
«politically active rhetors . . . from the time of the Mithridatic Wars.»

48 Tlion: OGIS219 line1 (Illion 32). Pergamon: IPergamonIl 564 lines 1, 11. Chios:
SEG XV 539, XIX 580 A 43. Erythrai: Syll.* 442 lines 5—6 (IErythrai 29: restored). Antioch:
see below, p.378. Hierapolis: R. MUNSTERBERG, Die Beamtennamen auf den griechischen
Miinzen, Vienna 1911-27, 165. Apamea: MUNSTERBERG 158. Athens: M.T.Mirrsos, AE
1950-51, 26 no. 11 line 60. Orkistos and Phrygia: MAMA VII 304, 409, 475, 585. Note also
III Ep. Jo.9. For the manuscript corruption, Thuc. 8. 64. 2; Dion. Hal. I Ep. Amm. 5.

49 Cf. n. 46.
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bo.5° If the identification is correct, then the <wars> will be those of Mithridates,
just the period when it had been supposed that Strabo’s Diotrephes was active.’* A
prominent orator in Antioch on the Maeander would have had many opportuni-
ties to serve his city in this period: its neighbour to the west, Nysa, and the next im-
portant city to the south, Aphrodisias, are known to have been severely tested.*?
Although there is no sign that Diotrephes faced the same dangers as Chairemon of
Nysa, for example, still his career may well have served as a model for that of his
more famous pupil Hybreas.

If the honorand of the inscription is Strabo’s Diotrephes, and the stone comes -
from Antioch on the Maeander, something else falls into place. It is true that An-
tioch is «<known to have had a cult of Rome as early as ca. 165 B.C.», but there is
more to be said. In 167, the cities of Caria south of the Maeander were freed from
Rhodian domination by Rome.’* An inscription from the Samian Heraion appears
to be a direct reflection of Antioch’s new status. The Antiochenes had recently re-
ceived an extension of their territory and an increase of their revenues, and as a re-
sult were now <better able to serve Roman interests with distinction,» Suvatwté-
povg . . . £i¢ 10 Popaiov tEvmnpeteiv @i[Aod0Emc].** The stone contains what ap-
pears to be a decree of Antioch ratifying a treaty with cities now incorporated into
it, and a penalty clause putting the treaty under the tutelage of the goddess Roma:
there follows a reply of the Samians to a request of the Antiochenes, in which they
call them «well disposed to the Romans, the common benefactors of all.»** At the
same time, Antioch celebrated its new wealth and status with a handsome issue of
silver drachms and tetradrachms. The name <Diotrephes> appears on seemingly
unique specimens of both denominations.’® If the new inscription concerns Stra-
bo’s sophist, then the Diotrephes prominent after the liberation could be one of
that man’s ancestors, perhaps the grandfather mentioned in the second inscription
here. It would be appropriate that the first Diotrephes was prominent in the days

50 The overlap between these two words has been much discussed: cf. G. W.Bowersock,
Greek Sophists in the Roman Empire, Oxford 1969, 12-13, precisely on Strabo’s usage.

51 Above, n. 47. On the diplomatic activity of the Greek cities in this period see also
C.P.Jongs, Chiron 4, 1974, 203-05.

52 Nysa: Syll.> 741 (partly in WeLLES, Royal Correspondance nos.73,74), the famous in-
scription of Chaeremon. Aphrodisias: see now ReynoLps, Aphrodisias 11-20 nos.2 and 3.
On the relations of Antioch and Aphrodisias, L. Rosert, Hellenica 13, 1965, 165—66.

53 References in Cu. Hasicut, MDAI(A) 72, 1957, 248, esp. Polyb. 30. 5. 12, on which
see now WALBANK, Commentary on Polybius III 427.

54 Published by HasicHT (previous n.) 24252 no. 65 (Bull. 1960. 318 p.188), lines 23—24.

55 HagicHT (n.53) lines 6, 20-21. On the expression kowvol gdepyétai, L. Rosert, CRAI
1969, 57-61; I,“have not seen Cr. WeHRLI, SicGymn 31, 1978, 479-96 (SEG XXVIII 1658).

5 Drachm: A.LoeBBECKE, Zeitschr. fiir Num.12, 1885, 322 no.1 with Pl. XIII 3 (cf.
BMC Caria, xxxi-xxxii, 14; E.BaBeLoN, RN sér. 3, 8, 1890, 432-34). Tetradrachm: Ro-
BERT, Etudes déliennes, BCH Suppl.1, Paris 1973, 447-48, with fig. 1.
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of Antioch’s new freedom, and that a descendant was a priest of Rome «from his
ancestors> in the period of the Mithridatic wars.

The other priesthood held by the honorand is also notable, and might be consid-
ered an objection to identifying him as an Antiochene. The older handbooks give
Men as one of the principal cults celebrated on the city’s coinage: however, that
was an error caused by confusion with the coinage of Pisidian Antioch.>” If this in-
scription were from the city on the Maeander, it would be the first evidence for the
cult of Men there. However, this cult is prominent in several of the cities of the re-
gion, notably Nysa, but also Aphrodisias and Attouda, on whose territory stood
the medical and thermal sanctuary of Men Karou singled out by Strabo.’® It is
therefore easily possible that Men was worshipped at Antioch, and that Diotrephes
was priest both of Men and of Roma: such simultaneous priesthoods of Roma and
another god are not uncommon, though I have not found Men and Roma so
joined.*®

There remain some uncertainties. The honorand’s name is not preserved, and
Awtpéen is even slightly long for the space. Similarly, the provenance of the stone
is not recorded, and though Antioch, situated on a hill overlooking the confluence
of the Morsynos and the Maeander, is not too far from Denizli for a stray stone
to have found its way there, a parallel would be desirable.6* On balance, however,

%7 Thus BMC Caria 15 no.5; BaBeLoN (previous n.) 434; B.V.Heap, Historia Numo-
rum?, Oxford 1911, 608. That these coins belong to Pisidian Antioch was first noticed by
WaDDINGTON, E.BABELON, Inventaire sommaire de la Collection Waddington, Paris 1898,
nos.3566—70: cf. F.IMHOOF-BLUMER, Kleinasiatische Miinzen II, Vienna 1902, 357-58; La
Carie 257 n.O.

58 Nysa: BMC Lydia Ixxxiii-lxxxiv, 177-84; Rosert, Laodicée 297; E.N.Lang, Corpus
Monumentorum Dei Menis II, Leiden 1975, 19-34, III, Leiden 1976, 44—45. Aphrodisias:
BMC Caria 34 no.52; MAMA VIII 406, 445, 446 (406 and 446 are now ReyNoLDs, Aphro-
disias nos.29, 32); LaNE, op. cit. I, Leiden 1971, 75-76, II 47, III 49-50. Attouda: BMC
Caria xl, 65 nos.16—18, 68 no.39, LANE op. cit. II 48. Men Karou: Str.12, 580; Athen.2,
43 A; J.G.C.AnDERsON, JHS 17, 1897, 398; A. LAUMONIER, Les cultes indigénes en Carie,
BEFAR 188, Paris 1958, 475. On the general extension of the cult of Men in Caria, La Ca-
rie 74; for a Mnvogihog Mnvooilov possibly from Antioch on the Maeander, RoBerT,
Etudes déliennes (n.56) 445.

5 MELLOR (n.40) 129-30, 212 (Zeus), 225 (Zeus, Dionysos). Callicrates of Aphrodisias
now appears to have been priest both of Roma and of Hecate: ReynoLps, Aphrodisias no. 29
lines 5—6, no. 30 line 16.

¢ On the site of Antioch, see especially W.]J. HamirTon, Researches in Asia Minor, Pon-
tus and Armenial, London 1842, 529-30; C.FeLLows, Travels and Researches in Asia Mi-
nor, London 1852, 247—-48; D. MAGIE, Roman Rule in Asia Minor I, Princeton 1950, 128;
RoserT, Etudes déliennes (n.56) 446—47. There is an excellent map of the region in A. Pui-
LIePsON, Reisen und Forschungen im westlichen Kleinasien IV, Petermanns Mitteilungen,
Ergianzungsheft 180, 1914; that in JHS 18, 1898, pl. IV, is too small to be useful.

¢l Cf. RoBerT, Et. anat. 433, «dans cette vallée du Méandre les pierres voyagent facile-
ment», cf. Laodicée 361-62, Bull. 1978. 513. Moreover, in the present case the stone could
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there seems at least a good chance that the new inscription is one of the rare stones
of Antioch,®? that it honors the Diotrephes known from Strabo, and that it is there-
fore to be dated about the middle of the first century. Accordingly, I propose the
following text:%3

y %

[6 8fjuog éteiunoev tat]g peylotoug telpoig kjot E9a-
[wev Atotpéen Atotpépov]s, priTtopa, ieped Seo[0 Mnvog
[kai Sedc ‘Phung anod nploydvev, kol ToAALS Kol -

4 +8 onep thig motplidog telécavta [npeloPelialg]
[mpog Tovg fyovuévoug] kol katopdacalvtla [ +4 ]
[ +20 1 T®dt dMpot, Kol v 101G TOAE-
[potg VmakovGOVTa €. g. e]yaroyiymg Ti TOAeL AV TO

8 [aEobuevov, kal ictet e.g. | kol SikanoocOvy diev[evi]o[v-]
[to, KoA®S e.g. kKal peyaronplends Kol EvOOEng Kol eboe-
[B@g yopvaolapyfoovta,] &v Torépolg Kol &v ipfvit
[yeyovorta dyodov dvdpla kal cotipa kol edepyétnv.

vacat
12 [1) yepovoia Eteiunoe]v kol é00TEPAVOCEY YPLTD

[otepdvor Atotpéen Ato]tpépoug ToD AloTpépovg,
[phTopa, tepatedoavt]a g Poung kol youvaciop-
[xhoovta kal edepyétn]v yeyovdta ToD dfpov.

have been moved by the intervention of authorities rather than naturally, which would make
a long journey more credible.

62 T have noticed only the following: L BAs-WaDDINGTON 41 (IErythrai 116); U. von
WiLamowrtz, ADAW 1909, 2, 56—59 no.13 (IErythrai 117); IMagnesia 90 (decrees for
external judges, ca. 200, cf. HasicHT [n. 53] 248 n. 124); BurescH (n. 6) 102-32, cf. RhM
49, 1894, 424-60 (honors post mortem, first century A.D.); L.Rosert, RPh sér. 3, 3, 1929,
133-34, cf.8, 1934, 49 n.1 (OMSII 1099-1100, 1161 n.1), Et. anat. 430-33 (statue bases
for athletes, imperial); W.S. STERRETT, An epigraphical journey in Asia Minor, Papers of the
American School of Classical Studies in Athens 2, 188384, publ. 1888, nos.5 (see above,
RoBerT, RPh 1929), 6 (funerary), 7 and 8 (fragments). RoserT, Laodicée 361, suggests that
the inscription published by W.M.Ramsay, BCH 7, 1883, 270-72 no. 14 (honors for a bene-
factor, second or third century A.D.), is from Antioch.

¢ In line 11 I do not «correct> ¢ootepbvwoev: cf. MAYSER, Grammatik (n.8) 1217, «diese
zu allen Zeiten und in allen Dialekten . . . iiberaus hiufige orthographische Eigentiimlich-
keit, das stimmlose o vor stimmlosen Verschlufilauten zu verdoppeln.»



