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ROBERT PARKER — DIRK OBBINK

Aus der Arbeit der «Inscriptiones Graecae» V1.
Sales of Priesthoods on Cos I*

1 Priesthood of Aphrodite Pandamos and Pontia

The text here published (Inv. AS 14)" was found in the Asklepieion by HErRZOG
in 1903 serving <ls Grabeinfassung bei der Westseite des Tempels A2 HERZOG
alluded to it often, but never published more than lines 16—21 (ARW 10, 1907,
211) and 40-43 (HGK 50-51). The stone is an opisthographic stele of white
matble, broken at the bottom, 60 cms. high, 49 wide, 9 thick. The text here
presented stood on what was originally the back of the stone. The front, which
retains a projecting kymation, was shaved with a coarse claw chisel in the 1% c.

" This is the first inscription out of a seties of six concerning the sales of priest-
hoods on Cos; nos. 2 to 6 will appear in a sequel in Chiron 31. We have worked on
these texts in close association throughout, but primary responsibility for nos. 1, 2, 5
and 6 is PARKER’, for nos. 3 and 4 is OBBINK's. We are both very grateful to the IG
committee of the Berlin-Brandenburgische Akademie der Wissenschaften for the invita-
tion to study this material and to Professor M. WORRLE for numerous improvements.
We are much indebted to Dr C.V.CrOWTHER of the Centre for the Study of Ancient
Documents in Oxford for constant assistance, to Drs. L. and K. HarLor of IG for
access to the Sylloge Inscriptionum Coj Insulae which they have prepared as a basis for
the forthcoming IG volume, and to Professor C.HasicHT for use of the provisional
table of Coan monarchoi which he has drawn up on the basis of texts in the Sylloge. We
must also acknowledge our real indebtedness to HERZOG’s transcripts, in particular that
of the barely legible text no. 1. We also wish to thank K. HOGHAMMAR, J. Ma,
A.MeADOWS, R. OsBORNE, P.Ruoprs and A.ScAruro for help with specific problems,
and Professor KOKKOROU-ALEURA for access to her forthcoming corpus of insctiptions
from Halasarna (cited below). To standard abbreviations add ED and EV = the nu-
meration of «public documentsy (ED) and wotive insctiptionss (EV) in SEGRE, Isctizioni
di Cos (see note 5 below); HGK = R. HeErzog, Heilige Gesetze von Kos, Abh. Akad.
Berlin 1928, 6; KFF = R.HerzoG, Koische Forschungen und Funde, Leipzig 1899;
KokkOROU-ALEURA, Emtypapég amo tnv agyaio. Aldcagva = G. KOKKOROU-ALEURA,
Ot Emyoagég amo v opyaio. Aldcagva (forthcoming as a supplement to Horos);
LSCG, LSS, LSA = F Soxkorowski, Lois sacrées des cités grecques; Lois sacrées,
suppl.; Lois sacrées de 'Asie Mineure, Paris 1955-1969; NS = A.Maruri, Nuova sil-
loge epigrafica di Rodo e Cos, Florence 1925; PH = W.R.Paron — E.L.Hicks, The
Inscriptions of Cos, Oxford 1891.

' On HErZOG’s inventory numbers see Chiron 28, 1998, 88.

2 The discovery was first mentioned in AA 1903, 197.
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A.D. to receive a dedication by C.Stertinius Xenophon;® it was perhaps at this
time that the stone was brought to the Asklepicion. A few traces of lettering
compatable to that of the surviving text remain on this side; evidently the sur-
viving text, which begins in mediis tebus, is the conclusion of a single long
insctiption of which the first part was obliterated to receive Xenophon’s dedica-
tion. Lines 1-2 are longer than the rest because inscribed on the back of the
kymation.

The stone is currently mounted on the wall of the epigraphic store of the
Asklepieion, where it was studied by Dr. C. V. CROWTHER in May, 2000.* Our
text was initially constituted on the basis of HERZOG’s squeeze and his tran-
scripts thereof; doubtful readings have been checked against the stone by
CrOwTHER and from his photographs and new squeeze.

0 8¢ mEagig Eotm Tt legeion ®ATA TOV UT) EMTEAECAVIMV [T0 YEYQUUUE]-
va nodaneg £y dixag dmag d¢ undepia dvtioyia yiviton 6[rodevodv unl-
devi moti undéva megl g aEiag T@V lepsimy, EEEatm T YO ovT, o]
Tig no SHATon, MV do1ov oty Foev i Yedt xatofalelv TV [yepdv]
5 10 dteToypévov' Tol GTQUTEVOREVOL &V TaiG HorQOis vavsly &[mei]
%o %k TaAOOVTL TOV TAoBY Yuvovie it Apooditar tit ITovtion émi t[od]
TEOYEYQUUUEVOL Bwpol lepelov TEAEIOV G’ ExAoTOG ORAVAG GO ¥
doayudv teuaxova fi xatofarlovio tdv yeedv xod’ Exdotav oxo-
vav Tal tepeion dpaypdg dexanévie nol £¢ OV IMoovEov doaypdv:

10 dmagyéotmv 3¢ xat toi Aowwol mavteg Tol Jvovieg &g 1OV Inoaveov Td[t]
A@oditar &mi pev ol dpaypdg 0o &mt 8¢ tolg AALOLG TV PEV Te-
Aelov doayuav, v 8¢ dteleimv toidPol(o)y, dovi{oi}dog &8¢ dBorov,
K01 TV TQOJATETAYHEVOV %OTC TAVEE TV dloryQapay: EEE0OTO
3¢ 1d fepeig »at dropicYmotv tomoacdor tovtov, 6 8¢ dropcdn-

15 oauevog &xétm tav EEovoiav tpdooeodar vado xai Tav 1EQELY Yé-
yoantar Tiv 8& ®Aon@®v Tdv INcavedv ®LELELOVT® TOl TEOCTATIL
%ol GvoryOvT® petd tdg legeiag xod Exootov Eviavtov ép unvi Aa-

Mot %ol 10 pév fjuoocov £0tm tag tegeiag, T0 68 MUOTOV Avaneunov-
T &nl tav dopoociav teamelay &g Tov DeeoTandTa Tag Fe0od Aoyov

20 wal Adyov xonuatilovio & ta Sopdoie yobhupato to 8¢ xofina tod-

10 ORaQYETO &G nataoHEvAcpato & ko 36&Y Tt Ex(k)Ancial xol &g Emo-
%evav Tod 1eod” ai 8¢ xa Tig yaeitntar dote &g dAlo Tu xotayon[o] ey
10 & T@V INoave®dv §| TeooThtag TEOVTL, ATOTICAT® TAV aitiwv Ex0o-

> This dedication was published by Herzoc in AA 1903, 193-94; he strangely
failed to mention that it stood on the reverse of the Aphrodite Pandamos stele, the
discovery of which he announced in the same report.

* We are very grateful to the epimelete D.Bosnakis, through Whose good offices
CROWTHER was enabled to study both sides of the stone thoroughly.
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T0G dpaypdg yeniog leQag g APoditug ®al ¢ YVOUA H1vog EGT
25 drnogyécdov 8¢ xal tol Elevdegoduevol &v O no Eviowtd Erevdeom-
B@VTL oLV L TEOTEQOV KUTAPAAAOUEVOL QAYUAG TEVTE TOLOVLE-
vou Tav »oTeBorayv £ml TOG Tapiag S1d0vTe 8¢ &¢ GmaQyOV %ol Tol
aMelg Tol 6QUOpEVOL Ex TAG TOMOG %al TOl VADXANQOL TOl TAEOVTES
TEQL Tav ydeav ®ad’ Exactov mAotov Tol Eviautol dpuyuac mEvte al
30 8¢ tig no pm Emtehéomnt TL TV Ev THLOE TQ S10YQAEEL YEYQAUMEVDV
7 pn S0omL raTd T ToTITETOYEVA, GTOTEWCAT®D T ieQeion 10 &@° EXAC-
101G YeyQupupéva Emtipa’ 6 8¢ medklg £ot® avtit xaddnep &y dinag
#atd Tavta 68 %ol of Tiva #a @ i€geta pm mold} Tdv moTiteTaypEvaVY afv]-
0L %OTA TAV SYQAPAV, ATOTETATO SQayMds xewliag iepds Apood[i]-
35 tog, eawveTo & 6 yoNnlov xata Tov vopov' &l 8¢ i medoet tig lepw|[od]-
vag Jucdvim tol meoothtar Tt Aeoditat tdit ITavddapmt dapai|v d]-
70 dpayudv gEanootdv, v 1O 8¢ yevopevov avaimpa £¢ e tav Jvoi-
av %ol TaV AvayQopav Tdg dl0ryQu@ds TOl Taiol TEOTEAECAVT® %ol Ao-
royigaodov peta tdg GALAG damavag & O& TOIAUEVE. TAV 1EQMOUVAY
40 [iepd]odo i Biov xataBorag 8¢ Tomaoeital TEELG doyvQiov, Tap HEV TEATAV &l pun-
vi Adoglot T énl povagyov Xargeddapov, tav 8¢ devtépav &u unvi Batgo-
[H]icot Tédr peta povagyov Xarpedapov, tav 8¢ toitav éu unvi Aoriol Tdr -
[mi T0]T adTod povaoyov nal &mel O ddpog evoePds daneinevog rnat(e]o[xev]-
[axe moti] 1é &ni Daddooon ieedt xoi dAlo yonoteia, xoereveéctm xal Tad[ta]
45 [6 ieoslar ol 8¢] o [Antal dnomcdnctvton dvayodyar tavde tav Stoyeopa[v]
... . amomoctmodavin 8¢ woi] tekécal tav [iEg] ey xata ta voplopeva: [tol]
3¢ Tapiol TeoTELECAVTM TG Gval]dpaTa EG Te TV GvayQapay Tig StoyQa[dg)
[tiicde nal &g tav Tehetay Tdg legelag xal &g Tav Yvo]iav En[i o TEGoEL]
50  [xai drmohoniEacBav petd thg dArag damdvog.]

[
[&c otdhav Ardivav xa]l avadépev mapa tdt Boudt tag Apoditag tdg IT- -
[
[

Supplements unless otherwise stated ate by HERZOG. 2 yivnrar OBBINK—PARKER; yévi-
. HERZOG. 4 so punctuated by WORRLE; comma after Jedt, no comma after dhinta
HErRzOG. 12—-13 so punctuated by OBBINK—PARKER; full stop after 6Bodov, no punc-
tuation in 13 HEerRzOG. 23 aitiov OBBINK—PARKER; dot®dv HErRzOG. 30 t0ide td dua-
yougdt OBBINK—PARKER; tét Stayoapdt HERZOG. 35 &mi 88 OBBINK—PARKER; &mi te
HERZOG. 43—-44 noteone[b|ale] HERZOG. 44 start: [&v t]@dt would be too short. 46—47
IT[ov|tiog] (HERZOG). 49 HERZOG read t]av Svciav &ni td1 modoe[i: the stone has prob-
ably been further damaged since then. 50 HERZOG’s transcript concludes vacat, ut vide-
tup. No uninscribed space is visible on the stone now.

Translation

The priestess may exact payment from those who do not petform what is
prescribed as if in fulfilment of a legal verdict.

In order that disputes may not arise between any two persons on any grounds
about the value of sacrificial victims, any sacrificer who so wishes may pay, in
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lieu of perquisites for any of those victims which it is permitted to sacrifice to
the goddess, the sum specified.

On completion of the voyage those serving in warships shall sacrifice to
Aphrodite Pontia on the altar specified previously one full grown victim cost-
ing 30 drachmai for each tent, or pay 15 drachmai in lieu of perquisites to the
priestess for each tent, and a drachma into the thesauros.

All other persons who sacrifice shall also make an offering into the Zbesauros
for Aphrodite: for cattle 2 drachmai, for other victims a drachma for full
grown animals, three obols for young animals, for birds one obol, apart from
what was ordered before according to this contract.

The priestess shall also be permitted to lease out these dues, and the lessee shall
have the same power of exacting payment as was prescribed for the priestess.

The prostatai shall be in charge of the keys of the thesauroi and open them
along with the priestess each year in the month Dalios. Half (of the contents)
shall belong to the priestess and half they shall send up to the public bank to
the existing account of the goddess and put a record into the public archive.
This money shall be available for constructions determined by the assembly
and for repair of the sanctuary. If anyone proposes that the money from the
thesanroi be used for any other putpose, or any prostatas puts it to the vote, each
of the persons responsible shall pay a thousand drachmai sacred to Aphrodite
and the proposal shall be invalid.

Those too who are being freed, in the year in which they are freed, shall
make an offering, in addition to what is paid earlier, of five drachmai, making
the payment to the treasurers. Fishermen who fish out of the city and ship-
owners who sail around the country shall also give as an offering five drachmai
annually per ship. '

If anyone fails to perform any of the requirements of this document or to
sacrifice as has been prescribed, he shall pay to the priestess the penalty speci-
fied in each case. She may exact payment as if in fulfilment of a legal verdict.
Similarly, if the priestess fails to perform any of the tasks prescribed for her in
the contract, she shall pay 1000 drachmai sacred to Aphrodite, and anyone
who wishes shall denounce her according to the law.

In connection with the sale of the priesthood the prostatai shall sacrifice to
Aphrodite Pandamos a heifer worth 600 drachmai. The sum required for the
sacrifice and the inscription of this document shall be advanced by the trea-
sutets and accounted for along with the rest of their payments.

The purchaser of the priesthood shall serve as priestess for life.

She shall make three payments of money, the first in the month Alseios
when Chairedamos is monarchos, the second in the month Batromios in the year
after Chairedamos, the third in the month Dalios under the same monarchos.

And since the people being piously disposed built further facilities [beside]
the shrine next to the sea, [the priestess] may exploit these too.
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The poletai shall put out to contract the inscription of this document [on a
stone stele] and its setting up beside the altar of Aphrodite [Pontia? Panda-
mos?]. [They shall also contract out] the initiation of the priestess according to
customary practice. [The treasurers shall pay the] expenditure for the inscrip-
tion of this document [and for the initiation of the priestess and for the] sacti-
fice in connection with the sale and [shall account for it along with the rest of
their payments].

Commentary

History of the sale of priesthoods on Cos, and topics of the Coan dwayoapai for sale of

priesthoods.

This text and those published below are new examples of a class already well attested
on Cos, the dayoapd regulating conditions of tenure of a priesthood about to be sold.
To the dwryoogai associable with four specific cults already known, rules for at least six
further identifiable cults, and numerous fragments, were added in 1994 when the texts
transcribed by M.SEGRE in the 1930s were eventually published.® They make up a
remarkable, and bately studied, dossiet, to which the texts here published are an impot-
tant addition. Before looking at the new individual specimens, we need to consider the
conventions and characteristics of the genre. And in order to set the genre in its con-
text, we need also to survey what is known of the history of priesthood, and of regula-
tions concerning priesthood, on the island.

SEGRE’s material included two separate Swayoagpai, divided by something like 100 years,
for the priesthood of Herakles Kallinikos, and also a predecessor perhaps of the late
third century to an already known dwyoaed of the first for Dionysos Thyllophoros.
They reveal that, on the one hand, many stipulations remained constant or virtually so
over long periods of time, but that, on the other, the dwypagd for a priesthood did not
profess to be valid in perpetuity; on the contrary, it was a contract of work or job
description, re-considered on each occasion when there was a vacancy to be filled,
although like most such documents closely based on the text used on the preceding
occasion. Another of the new Swyouagoi states early on that «other matters are to be as
in the previous wwygagab, to which it goes on to make several references.® But it is this
explicit incorporation in the current document that assures the continuing validity of the
previous rules. The opening clause of a dwyoaed often makes plain that what is being
regulated is a particular sale on a particular occasion: det the poletai sell the priesthood of
Dionysos Thyllophoros during the month Karneios), for instance, the text relating to
that office begins (ED 216). It is to this custom of successive re-publication of the job
description that we owe the abundance of documentation that we now enjoy.”

5 Iscrizioni di Cos, 2 vols, Rome 1993, to be read with the comments of
C. Hasichr, ZPE 112, 1996, 83—94, and P. GAUTHIER, Bull. Epig. 1995 no. 448, and the
vade mecum of A. CHaNIOTIS, Kernos 10, 1997, 298—306.

¢ ED 178a (A) 8, cf. 22, 28.

7 Similarly, the dwyoaen for the priesthood of Poseidon Helikonios at Priene is
known from three identical copies (IPriene 201-203, partially reproduced as LSA 38),
presumably because it was re-inscribed in connection with each sale. This characteristic
of the dwyoupai was already correctly desctibed by SEGRE, Rend. Pont. Acc. Rom. 17,
1941, 32.
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Awrygogai of this type imply the practice of sale of priesthoods. This practice is
confined to Asia Minor and the islands of the eastern Aegean, and even there is first
attested only around the year 4008 (though one must remember that earlier evidence of
any kind from these regions about the allocation of priesthoods scarcely exists). On Cos
it appears to have emerged alongside an eatlier system at some time in, perhaps, the
first half of the third century. The earliest surviving ayoaed for the sale of a Coan
priesthood is probably no. 3 below, of c. 275 B.C.; by allowing, as it seems, the money
realised by the sale to be put to secular use it provides a suggestive clue to the financial
motives that may have undetlain the innovation.” A text legislating for priestesses of
Demeter (unfortunately only vaguely datable, on grounds of letter forms, to the 4*/3™
c. B.C)) mentions the change explicitly, specifying that worshippers are to retain a cer-
tain right qust as was presctibed before the priesthood became open for purchaser; the
older system is still visible in regulations governing the priesthoods of Zeus Polieus
(360s B.C.?) and of Demeter Olympia (240s B.C.?) which specify not that they are to
be offered for sale but, apparently, that they are to be filled from patticular sub-divi-
sions of the citizen body.!® Thereafter sale by auction'' was the commonest though
not, it seems, the invariable procedure, or not at least in the form of a sale or life to
be described below; for dedications continue to be made by those who <ave been
priesb, not «are priesv, in a given cult, and we occasionally find also a mixed system
wheteby dot and ale> are mentioned in relation to the same priesthood (the lot pre-
sumably functioned as a means of making a final selection between candidates all pre-
pared to meet the asking price). In the important tribal cult of Apollo and Heracles at
Halasarna the two irregularities of fixed term tenure and a blend of lot and sale appear
to have been combined, and that combination may have been the commonest alterna-
tive system to sale for life.!?

8 See n. 16 below.

? There is further important evidence from the mid third c. if CROWTHER’s re-loca-
tion of the long Hermes Enagonios text here is accepted (see n. 23 below).

10 1SCG 175.6—7; 156 A 17; 154 A 34—35. LSCG 175 was put at the end -of the 4th
c. by HERZOG, but in the view of CROWTHER is too unusual a hand to be dated confi-
dently, and could come well down into the third. For the date of LSCG 156 see n. 13
below. Pasias Thessalou appears both in LSCG 154 A 4 and in Chiron 28, 1998, 143
sqq. no. 24 A 63, dated by the editors 250—243. The silence of LSCG 154 about the
sale of priesthoods does not provide a terminus post quem for the introduction of the
practice; it merely shows that the priesthoods treated in that text were not sold.

5o M.P.J.DiLLon, ZPE 124, 1999, 64, noting the use of expressions such as
gbpepo = sum realised> in these texts (ED 216.9, cf. 178a (A) 9).

12 For quondam priests see EV 67, 134 (Apollo), 178 (Muses); KFF 217 (Apollo),
NS 450 (Rhea); PH 125 (Apollo Dalios, Zeus Polieus, Athena, 12 gods); for quondam
priestesses EV 4 (Demeter), 226 (Apollo [Dalios] and Apollo Karneios), 240; for quon-
dam priests of Apollo at Halasarna constituting a kind of college see AA 39, 1984, a 157
with plate 66a (KOKKOROU-ALEURA, Emypagég amo v agyaie Aldcaova, N. E. 4).
Blend of lot and sale: so PatoN (PH p. 277), and most subsequent scholars, on LSCG
175; SoxkoLowsKI’s view that the text treats two types of cult of Demeter, with sold and
sortitive priesthoods respectively, is less attractive. Apollo at Halasarna: LSCG 173.91—
94 gives use of lot, AA 39, 1984, a 157 with plate 66a (KOKKOROU-ALEURA, Emyoagég
ano thv apyaio. Aldcoova, N.E. 4) fixed term tenure, and LSCG 172.5-6 gives pur-
chase, if we refer «the purchaser (masculine) here to the just mentioned priest of Apollo,
as seems natural, and not to the priestess of Aphrodite (on this text cf. n. 29 below).
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The texts concerning the priesthoods of Zeus Polieus (LSCG 156) and Demeter
Olympia (LSCG 154) show some similarities to the familiar later type of dwaypoed, but
lack that relation to a sale which is a defining characteristic of the latter. We must pause
briefly over these precursors. Both treat in detail the rules of putity which, respectively,
the priest of <Zeus Polieus and the Twelve gods> and a series of priestesses of Demeter
are required to obsetve. The Demeter text is explicitly presented as a publication of all
the material on this topic contained in earlier «ancestral sacred laws); it includes several
rules that relate to the purity of the sanctuaries of Demeter as well as to the condition
of her priestesses. The Zeus Polieus text LSCG 156 also prescribes the ritual by which
the ptiest is to be consecrated, and apparently mentions briefly certain exemptions from
public obligations which he is to receive. HERZOG believed that the Zeus Polieus rules
formed part of a general fourth century codification arranged cult by cult;'> the same
stone on the reverse treats aspects (though not relating specifically to the priesthood) of
the cult of Apollo Dalios, and was supplemented by him to end with regulations apply-
ing to priests and priestesses in all public cults. The text in question may well have been
inscribed by the same mason who cut an extensive month-by-month sactificial calendar,
itself a product in all probability of codification which may have been made necessary
by the synoecism of 366.'* The somewhat later text concerning priestesses of Demeter
contains instructions for the publication of certain further documents in a shrine of
Artemis and in «the Aphrodision: the corresponding regulations, it is natutal to assume,
for priestesses of Artemis and Aphrodite (LSCG 154 A 14—17). However all this may
be — and we have evidence of some strength for two separate codifications, not for
one only — it is evidently plausible that the later Sioyoagai of many individual cults had
precursors of this type.

Of the topics of the older type of regulation, neither purity rules not detailed pre-
scriptions for the sactifice of consecration occur in the later Sayoapai. But the regula-
tions for the priest of Nike specify that he is to keep pure from all those things from
which it is prescribed that the other priests should keep pure.!® Tt seems to follow that
old purity rules in principle retained their force even though not re-iterated on each
occasion that a priesthood was re-advertised. And given that the actual practice of the
sacrifice of consecration survived, old rules may have remained applicable hete too even
without repetition. Another topic briefly touched on in the Zeus Polieus regulations,
that of exemption from liturgies, was by contrast of too much practical interest to
potential purchasers not to be treated explicitly in each new dwryoapa.

It may be useful to list the most important dwaygagol from Cos. Numerous similar
documents survive from other communities within the priesthood-selling atea of the
Greek world,'® but the Coan dossier is now the largest and can for most purposes be

The persistence of other methods of assigning priesthoods alongside sale needs to be
investigated more broadly, especially in relation to the new text from Heracleia under
Latmos (n. 16 below): I note for instance a use of the lot at Priene in LSA 35.

3 HGK, 14. HerzoG asctibed the same origin to LSCG 157 and 176. Soko-
Lowskr’s 3 c. dates for these texts ate probably just a slip.

4 So S. M. SHERWIN-WHITE, Ancient Cos, Gottingen 1978, 292 n. 18 (but 89 n. 45 is
more cautious).

15 ED 89.12—14 (LSCG 163).

16 For bibliography see P.DEBORD, Aspects sociaux et économiques de la vie reli-
gleuse dans I’Anatolie gréco-romaine, Leiden 1982, 336—37 notes 109—-110, adding now
M. WorreE, Chiron 20, 1990, 44—50. The texts (with the exclusion of material from
Egypt, and from the high imperial period) are: LSA 1-5, from Chalcedon; 7 (? Cyzicus,
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analysed as a self-contained unit. (HABICHT) after a date refers to the provisional date
assigned to the relevant monarchos in the check-list mentioned in the preliminary note to
this article. Failing other indication, the dates are those conjectured on the basis of
letter forms by SEGRE, and are offered for broad orientation only.

Priesthood of Monarchos Date Source

(a) Unknown god Peisistratos c. 275 no. 3 below
(? Asklepios)

(b) Dionysos Charmidas c. 225 (or c. 175)17  ED 216
Thyllophoros, i

(¢) Symmachidab Charmidas c. 225 (or c. 175)18 no. 2 below

(d) Asklepios, Hygieia Ariston I c. 205/4? (Hasicur)' ED 2
and Epione

(¢) Kyrbanthes End of 3 c. BC.2 ED 177

(f) Herakles Kallinikos, i End of 3 ¢. BC??' ED 238

(¢) Aphtodite Pandamos Theudoros I Shortly after ED 178
and Pontia, i 198 B.C.”

(h) Hermes Enagonios Menoitios c. 180/70 (Hasicnt)?® ED 145

relating to several cults); 23 and 25 (Erythrae; 25 is a list of the city’s priesthood sales,
to which add now SEG 37, 921); 34 (Magnesia); 36—38 (Priene: cf. n. 1 above); 40
(Thebes at Mycale); 44, probably 45 and 46, 48, 49, 52 (all Miletus: 44 is a general rule
for all bought priesthoods); 56 (Hyllarima: several priesthoods); 637, 652, 66 (all Myla-
sa); 71 (Casossus); 73 (Halicarnassus); LSCG 87 (Tomi); LSCG 120, LSS 77-78 (all
Chios: cf. LSCG 119.15); LSS 47 (Andros, which speaks of deaser); LSS 71 (Thasos:
sale of «ponymy in an association); ZPE 17, 1975, 106—-109 no. 2 (with BE 1976
no. 572: Scepsis); note too the unsuccessful proposal to sell the priesthood of Athena
Latmia at Herakleia under Latmos, SEG 40, 956 II A, and the decision of Miletus (or
Myus) to appoint a commission to draft a dwwypagn for the sale of the priésthood of
Eumenes II, MDAI(I) 15, 1965, 96. L. Roeert, BCH 58, 1933, 468 n. 1 = OMS 1456
mentions an ineditum from Samos (and one from Chios). LSA 44 is commonly as-
signed to c. 400 and taken as the first attestation of the practice.

17 See below on text no. 2.

8 See below on text no. 2.

19 But there is a second monarchos Ariston (TCal. 89), dated by HasicuT c. 175-150,
and K. HOGHAMMAR’s arguments, MDAI(A) 111, 1996, 348-49, provide grounds for
associating ED 2 rather with him.

20 See the prosopographical argument of SEGRE ad loc.

2l So SEGRE, pethaps because of the appearance here of Teleutias Theodorou, as in
ED 2 (item (d) in our list). But HocHaMMAR, MDAI(A) 111, 1996, 348—50, now
argues strongly from letter—forms for associating ED 238 with the Teleutias Theodorou
apparently active in the 3" quarter of the second century, on whom see eadem, Sculp-
ture and Society, Uppsala 1993, 96—98. Whether all references in Coan texts to Teleu-
tias Theodorou concern the same man must remain uncertain.

22 Cf. C.Hasicur, ZPE 112, 1996, 88; and cf. K. HOGHAMMAR, in: L JENKINS —
G.B. WAYWELL (eds.), Sculptors and Sculpture of Caria and the Dodecanese London
1997, 132 n. 35; DiLron, ZPE 124, 1999, 77.

% But CROWTHER in a forthcoming study will identify the cutter with that of Syll.‘
398 (278 B.C.) and WELLEs, RC 26—-28 (242 B.C)).
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Priesthood of Monarchos Date Source
(i) Eumenes 2™ ¢ B.C. ED 182
() Adrasteia 2" ¢. B.C. ED 144 (LSCG 160)
and Nemesis, i
(k) Aphrodite Pandamos c. 125 B.C? no. 1 above

and Pontia, ii

() Herakles Kallinikos, ii Parmeniskos II

(m) Dionysos
Thyllophoros, ii
(n) Nike
(o) Adrasteia
and Nemesis, ii
(p) Asklepios (and?)
(q) Zeus Alseios

N. ..

Late 2nd/1st c B.C-24
Late 2°4/1% ¢. BC.%

Late 2°4/1% ¢. B.C.%6
c. 75 BC.Y

1% c. B.C.
1% ¢. B.C.

ED 180
LSCG 166

ED 89 (LSCG 163)
ED 62 (LSCG 161)

no. 4 below

ED 215

The very fragmentary ED 85 is to be displayed «n the Antigoneion» and almost
certainly related to the cult of an Antigonos, probably Doson.?® 1.SCG 172 apparently
derives from a cult of Aphrodite (deme-cult?), sacrifices to whom it presctibes (even
though several of these are to be performed by a priest of Apollo apparently from the
important cult at Halasarna).? And it has long been suspected that Syll.> 1000 is part
of such a text (for a priest of Poseidon?), though the whole of it is taken up with a
colossal development of just one of the topics (16) listed below.*

Among the texts not associable with a particular priesthood the more substantial are
ED 3 (references to the Aphrodision and a festival Dipanamia); 25 (sacrifice to Arte-
mis); 32 (intact final resolution formula; reference to a 8&xatov tdg isgwobvag);®! 58
(opening of a Imoavdg); 109 (prayer formulae); 236 (cross reference to the rules for
Artemis Pergaia); 266 (joint priesthood of Asklepios and a Roman emperor?); LSCG
167 (right of priest to appoint vaxo6gog). A distinct but related text is LSCG 175, which
begins et the priestess serve Demeter on the following terms»; it was mentioned eat-
lier as attesting the transition to bought priesthoods from an eatlier system. Though not
itself a dwayoupd of standard type it treats a standard topic of Swypagai, payments
owed to the priestesses by certain categories of worshipper.

No two dwyoagai are identical, but all are largely made up of a combination of some
of the following elements (which, however, often appear in an order other than that in
which they are here presented). Parallels from sale of priesthood texts from other cities

' See Hasicht, ZPE 112, 1996, 88.

% Hrerzoc, HGK, 42 favours the 1° c.: after 150> (HABICHT).

% Dated to the 1% c. by SEGRE, but to the 2nd by the first editor (MAruri, NS 441)
and by SHERWIN-WHITE, Ancient Cos, 132 n. 265.

27 On Kleonikos Eukarpou, named as purchaser in B, see HasicHt, ZPE 112, 1996, 88.

% Cf. SHERWIN-WHITE, Ancient Cos, 115.

? The role of the priest of Apollo is comparable to that of the many officials
required to sacrifice to Hermes, and sometimes assigned money to do so, in ED 145.
On this text cf. n. 12 above.

3 See the introductory note to Syll.3 1000.

31 Otherwise unattested in Cos, but cf. the éndviov of Erythrae (LSA 25, passim),
the émdéxatov of Priene (LSA 37.36, 38 A 5) and Chalcedon (LSA 4.24-28, cf. 5.28);
and see n. 39 below.
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are also briefly listed. The reasons for which particular items occur in one dypapd but

not another are often unclear, and we should allow the possibility that in their inscribed

form the dworypapai are excerpts from fuller documents kept among the apoécio yodppata.

1)  Drafting committee: (When X was povopyoc], the following terms for the priest-
hood of X were drafted by: either two or three cuvyypugeic, or five moootdtol and
secretary of the Bovin.
Only text d of those listed above combines cvyyoupeic with mpootatar. Otherwise
texts of the third and second centuries have cuvyypageic (b, ¢, €, f, g, h), of the
first moootatar (1, m?, q).

2)  Pre-sale sacrifice and prayers: Before selling the priesthood, let the moootétar sa-
crifice a victim worth not less than x drachmai (and pray as follows) (d, k, 1, p;
ED 109; for allusions to the sacrifice note too topic 17 below).
Such a sacrifice is not mentioned in the non-Coan texts.

3) Instruction to sell: et the mwAntai sell the priesthood (in the month X/on the
Yth of the month X)» (b, ¢, d, I, m?, o (B); PH 30, PH 32/ED 165).%

4)  Qualifications: et the priest/priestess be healthy and whole (6Aoxdagog). (Al-
most universal).
Cf. LSA 5. LSA 73 demands that the priestess be a third generation citizen. In
Cos, citizen blood was doubtless taken for granted,?® being expressly required only
for a vgiggen (ED 216 A 19). But it is significant that additional requirements
such as that in LSA 5 6Adéxhagog ol @t dapociogyiag péteott (right of holding
office) are not found. The possibility of purchasing a priesthood to be held by a
third party (LSA 5, 49 A, 52, 73) is not envisaged on Cos.

5) Age: @and not younger than X years» (b, over 12, but m, over 10; d, over 14; e, over
20; g, tehéa; i, figure lost; I [but not f], over 10; g, over 8; ED 109, over 10).
The minimum age apparently decreases with time. The unusually high minimum
required for e, the Kyrbanthes, must relate to the special duties (and dangers?)*
associated with that initiatory cult. Such specifications are virtually unknown outside
Cos (though see LSA 49 A 6); but unwritten conventions may none the less have
existed. It is noticeable, however, that neither on Cos nor elsewhere is any specifica-
tion about the marital status of any priest or priestess ever found. In that regard,
when priesthoods ate offered for sale, anyone can, it seems, become a priest.

6) Term: dLet the ptiest/priestess serve for life> (b, e, f, g, b, i, k, 1, m).
No Swygapd of which the relevant part survives lacks this specification except q
(and ? c¢), where the omission is doubtless accidental. Cf. LSA 1, 2, 37, 38, 40, 73;
LSCG 87; LSS 77; and, with fixed-term tenure, LSA 49, 52 (the term in this last
case is 50 years).

7)  Exemptions: <I'he purchaser of the priesthood shall be exempt from ... (a, c, e, f,
h, i, 1, q; ED 109; PH 32/ED 165).
For details of the exemptions see the notes on nos. 2 and 4 below. Cf. LSA 1, 5,
37, 38, 40, 56, 71; LSCG 120; LSS 77, ZPE 17, 1975, 106—109 no. 2. Such
exemptions normally apply to men only,? but note drédewr for a priestess in
LSCG 120. For similar exemptions attached to priesthoods not assigned by sale
see LSA 11 and 13.

32 Less revealing are ED 15 (over-supplemented by SEGRrE), 237, PH 31, 33. PH 32
may reveal that the selling authority changed from noAintai to oteatayoi (but cf ED 165).
3 So WoRRLE, Chiron 20, 1990, 47 n. 110.
* See e.g. H. WaNKEL, ZPE 34, 1979, 79—80.
3 Cf. R.van BreMEN, The Limits of Participation, Amsterdam 1996, 25.
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Other privileges: (The priest shall make libations at the choral competitions and have
a front seat like the other public priests> (e, h, 1, q: a variant in a).

This topic is not found in relation to priestesses. Cf. LSA 1, 5, 37, 38 (and 13); LSCG
87; LSS 71; ZPE 17, 1975, 106—109 no. 2. The specific privilege of dining in the
prytaneion is often mentioned (LSA 7 is believed to record a cash payment in lieu).
Requirements/privileges of dress: (At the competitions, he shall wear a purple/
white tunic, an olive-leaf garland with a gold attachment [Ggappo], and gold rings.»
@, n, q).

These rules only appear in the later diyoagai for males. (n) requires the priest to
wear the special symbols on all sacred occasion, and to wear white at all times. Cf.
LSA 1, 5, 37, 38, 52, 66 (cf. 11, 13); LSCG 87; LSS 71; ZPE 17, 1975, 106—109
no. 2; A. CHANIOTIS, in: M. WORRLE — P.ZANKER (eds.), Stadtbild und Burgerbild
im Hellenismus, Munich 1995, 158.

Duties in regard to sacrifice: The priest/priestess shall lay the sacred portions on
the altar for those who sactificer. (b, h).

e, ED 15 cf. ED 3 have been supplemented to contain a requirement that the
priest «place the sacred portions on the tables. For parallels in a broad sense — the
patticular character of the cult in question affects the choice of duties — see LSA
2, 23, 34, 36, 37, 38, 48, 49, 73 (both these last rather extensive); LSCG 87.

102a) Other duties:

11)

12)

13)

14)

The texts in general are surprisingly silent on this topic, but it appears in p and in
the fragmentary ED 236 (1° c. B.C.): the priestess must open the temple at dawn,
burn frankincense in the shrine, and light the altar fire. Outside Cos too the theme
is rare, though see LSA 5.23—-26 (and 13.23-25).

Payment details for the price of the priesthood and sanctions against non-pay-
ment: (The purchaser shall pay the purchase price in X instalments .. (b, g, j, k,
m, o (B), q (B 21-23); ED 85).

Cf. LSA 4, 5, 37, 48 (over ten years!), 71; LSS 71.

Consecration of the priest: et the city initiate the priest/priestess> (details on the
financing of this rite, and the possibility of contracting it out, may follow). (b, m,
LSCG 167; allusions to the sacrifice also in e, j, 1 (33); ED 85?).

For parallels see on line 47 below.

Sactificial perquisites to be received by the priest: «<Of each animal sacrificed the
priest/priestess shall receive the following parts» (b, e, h, k, m, n, o, p; ED 3, 109,
236: cf. LSCG 175).

A sum in money in addition to the payment in kind is sometimes specified; tariffs
vary for different animals (in cash and in kind). A few dwayoagoi require worship-
pers to make «table offeringsy and may give the priest a right to a share in these (n,
ED 2306). The topic occurs in almost all the non-Coan texts (whetre differentials
between public and private sacrifices, or those of citizens and strangers, are occa-
sionally introduced: LSA 44, 46, 49; LSS 77; LSCG 120).

The role of cash in these rules leads to:

Management of the temple 9noaveodg: det the 9moavedg be opened X times a
yeat, and let half the contents go to temple funds and half to the priest/ptiestess
(k, n, p, ED 58, cf. g: for variations see the note on lines 16 sqq., below).

Cf. LSA 4, 36, 73.

and to:

14a) Expenditure of surplus revenues: Let money from the sale of the priesthood/

from the thesanros be spent on trepairing/adorning the shrine [on secular building
works, a] as follows/as the assembly shall decide> (d, g, k).
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15)

16)

17)

18)

19)
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Other income and perks: et the priestess make collections in the month X> (ED
2306, cf. g, LSCG 172); «the priest may exploit the zemenos (c, g, cf. k).

Cf. LSA 5, 40, 59, 73 (also LSA 11 and 13).

Requirements on petsons other than the priest or priestess to perform sacrifice in
the shrine: Sacrifice shall be performed by. .. (g, h, j, k, 1, n, o, q; ED 25; LSCG
172).

Such Bvovtm rules will be discussed below. They are the most varied in content of
all; an extreme case is h, where they extend for some 70 lines.

Publication, and various expenses: et the Sioyoapd be inscribed on a stone and
displayed in [the sanctuary of the relevant cult] and let the cost of the inscription,
(of the presale sacrifice), and of the consecration be paid by the famiai/by the
purchasen (b, j, k, q; ED 85; LSCG 167)

Resolution formula: Decided by the council and people, proposal of the mpootd-
tat: the Swypapd shall be accepted> (ED 32).

The other two Swryoapai of which we have the end (b, q) both lack this formula.
But the status of the dwryoapd as a draft presented to the assembly for ratification
is not in doubt (cf. LSCG 155.8); and (b) in fact concludes with an amendment
which was presumably proposed in the assembly.*®

Purchaser: (T'he priesthood was purchased by x for x drachmab.

On Cos, this motif occurs only in the late o (B 6—7). It is common elsewhere, the
dwayoapn apparently being recorded on stone only after the sale has been made:
LSA 3, 4, 5, 37, 38, 56; LSCG 87; LSS 71, 78, and cf. LSA 25. Much more could
have been said about the political and social context of the sale of priesthoods on
Cos®" if it had been the local custom to record the name of the purchaser and the
price he or she paid. The one purchaser known to us from a Swayoaed, Kleonikos
son of Eukarpos, is likely to be identical with a Coan who served as trierarch in
the fleet of M. Terentius Varro in 82 B.C.%® The price he paid for the priesthood of
Adrasteia and Nemesis, if the figure on the stone has been correctly interpreted, is
19,800 drachmai, doubtless to be understood as 18,000 drachmai + 10% tax; the
highest sum realised at a sale outside Cos is 12,002 drachmai (+ 10%.tax) for the
priesthood of Dionysos Phleos at Priene.?” We also know of an elderly lady in the
second centuty who held the priesthoods of Asklepios, Hygieia and Epione
(bought), Apollo Dalios and Lato (annual?), and of king Eumenes (bought).*’ For
what they are worth, these two cases support or at least do not conflict with the
view that buying a priesthood was something done by persons of standing in Coan
society. That the typical purchaser envisaged was wealthy is clear from topic 7,
exemptions from liturgies to which only the prosperous would have been exposed.

Such ate the recurrent topic of the Slayoagoi. ! There are also occasional regulations
specific to particular cults: the priestess of Dionysos Thyllophoros, for instance, is per-

% Cf. P.J. RHODES — D. M. Lewis, The Decrees of the Greek States, Oxford 1997, 232.

37 On this question in general see the works cited in n. 16, and a forthcoming study
by B. DiGNas.

381G XII 8.260.5—-6; cf. Hasicur, ZPE 112, 1996, 88.

% LSA 37.35-38; cf. DEBORD, Aspects sociaux et économiques, 67. HERZOG's inter-
pretation of o (KFE p.44) is now supported by the evidence for such a 10% tax at
Cos (n. 31 above).

40" See HOGHAMMAR, Lc..(n. 22) 175 no. 65 (SHERWIN-WHITE, Ancient Cos, 133 n. 266).

1A fairly common motif absent from Cos is a ban on all attempts to remove the
priesthood from the purchaser: LSA 3-5, 38 (cf. 13).
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mitted to appoint sub-priestesses (of citizen birth), in association with whom she is to
have a legally enforceable monopoly on the right of dnitiating to Dionysos Thyllo-
phoros» (b, m; a priest is permitted to appoint a vaxdeog in LSCG 167).*? The sum-
mary shows the Swoypagai to be principally concerned with the duties and, especially,
the privileges of priest or priestess, but broader issues of the management of the cult
also sometimes appear (topic 14a). In a fragmentary portion of (g) it is apparently
decided that proceeds from the sale of the priesthood are to be used for repairs to the
earthquake-damaged Aphrodision; and a half share of the contents of the Inoavgog is
set aside as a «epairs fund> (the other half to go to the priestess). (d) records a decision
to make various objects for the shrine of Asklepios dn order that the demos may display
its concern to adorn the shrine in accord with the oracles that have been delivered and
the epiphany of the god .. .. Exceptionally, in (a), money appears to be put aside for
secular use.

As for Yvovto rules (topic 16), a main motive for them is doubtless to increase the
priest’s income by forcing particular classes of person to sacrifice in the shrine. But the
long sections which regulate the sacrifices to be offered, from public funds, by various
categories of official have also the function of determining the sums of public money
to be assigned to particular cults. These sections may be introduced by expressions of a
desire such as to «ncrease the honour of the gods» or to cause a (procession to be
performed more splendidly (1, line 27; g, line 15; n, line 25). The long treatment of
torch-races in the dwyoapd for the priest of Hermes Enagonios includes rules, not
confined to financial matters, for a new «orch-race for boys. Here and perhaps else-
where the city’s cvyyoapeig have taken the opportunity for a more general updating of
existing practices and expansion of the religious culture of the island.*

Ovovte rules are, as far as we can tell, a Coan speciality, scarcely finding a parallel in
texts regulating the sale of priesthoods from other cities before the imperial period.*
Two types of rule are contained in them. On the one hand, various categoties of office-
holder are required to bring offerings, usually paid for from public funds, on specified
occasions. The most extensive example is the dwyoaed for the priesthood of Hermes
Enagonios (h), which lists the sacrifices to Hermes to be made by the povagyog, the
dyovodétac, the hapnadagyot, the yopvaoiopyog, the maidovopog, the otpatayoi and the
nodoteifat. On the other hand, vatious classes of private individual — merchants, new-
ly-married women, newly-freed slaves, various types of contractor — are required to
make sacrifices, on specific occasions or at specific intervals (e.g annually). Both types
of rule often appear in the same text. The more remarkable is the second. As was
noted above, the first is merely a special form of a standard type of Greek public
decision-making, that concerning the sums to be spent on particular gods and cults.

*2 Tn general, a comparative study of Swypagai brings out clearly, through the special
rights or obligations of the priests and priestesses, the special character of cults such as
those of the Corybantes, Sarapis and Dionysus (LSA 23, 34, 36, 48).

# Note too the relative abundance of detail in Swyoagai for priesthoods in a new
cult: LSA 49 and 73.

# LSA 49 (Miletus, c. 130 B.C.) requires certain office-holders to make sacrifice, but
it is only much later that such an obligation is attested for privati (LSA 52, again Mile-
tus). ROBERT supposed, however, that one must postulate similar rules in 3™ c. Erythrae
to explain the high prices at which certain priesthoods were sold (BCH 58, 1933, 473 =
OMS 1461 n. 3).

# Thus it can also be used in other contexts than that of the priesthood Swrypapd:
ED 82.
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The second is a way of increasing sacral revenue, as well as of giving emphasis to Coan
religious institutions, by requiring individuals to make offerings willy-nilly. Piety becomes
obligatory, and even (in principle) legally enforceable.*® If Coan priesthoods really sold
for much higher sums than those of other cities (but we have only one late and un-
certain instance)*’ the explanation must in large part lie here.

The classes of person so constramed are the following:

() LSCG 172.11 (Halasarna, 3 c., Aphrodite?): those who have rented the sacred
gardens and baths.

() g a (A) 15-26 (Aphrodite Pandamos and Pontia): brides, whether citizen, bas-
tard, or metic; traders and shipowners who sail out of Cos. k (same cult): 1ol ctoatevo-
pevot év toig paxgais vavoiv (5-9); dragyoi are also due from toi éhevBegovpevor, fish-
ermen and shipowners (25—-29).

(i) j. 1-9 (Adrasteia and Nemesis): persons listed by bankers and associated with
banks in other ways;*® persons being manumitted. 0. 7-23 (same cult): as above, and
also contractors for sacred or public works.

(iv) No. 6 below (Hermes Enagonios), lines 85ff.: dnapyd from tol éoymvicavteg
(cf. iii above).

) 1 35-37 (Herakles Kallinikos): tol moti 10 TOMTELHA TOTITOQELOHEVOL.

(vi) n. 1-2 (Nike): those Who matry in the shrine.

(vii) A well-known text, Syll 1000 (LSCG 168), requires a long list of categories to
«acrifice and pitch a tend (oxavonayeiocdor); in the first 16 surviving lines of the inscrip-
tion the recipient is not specified, but from lines 16—34 Poseidon and Kos and Rhodes
are in each case the beneficiaries. Among the 36 classes of person required to sacrifice,
collectors of a wide range of taxes and other forms of revenue predominate (27 types),
but there ate also four or five types associated with warships in different functions, and
practitioners of four sea-related professions.*’

(viii) The fragmentary ED 3 (B) 5 mentions «tax contractors) in what was doubtless a
similar context.

(ix) No. 5 below imposes a similar requirement on églon®Aot, -]roncoXaL toaneliton
and tot xoope[-.

Can we find analogies and antecedents for such requirements? In many contexts of
ancient life, there existed a strong social expectation that an individual would perform
sacrifice (or some other ritual act). No gitl would approach marriage, the sources often
imply, without performing the mootéiein;>° and that is but one easy example out of
many. A fourth century regulation from Cyrene hardens such social expectations into a
rule, and imposes penalties on the woman who neglects certain rituals before marriage
or duting pregnancy. A law from Mycale of the same period prescribes the offerings
that goatherds and shepherds are to bring to Hermes each year from the young of their
herds and flocks; it transforms perhaps an occasional and voluntary practice into one

4 See the note below on line 1, & 8¢ mpd&ig, of no. 1.

47 See n. 39.

* Details uncertain: see R.BoGAERT, Banques et banquiers dans les cités grecques,
Leiden 1968, 212. The «persons listed> (Gmodetnvipevol) may be clients of banks who
have received loans from sacred funds.

# 1 summarise the convenient digest of W. A.L. VREEKEN, De lege quadam sacra
Coorum, Groningen 1953, 5—6.

30 See now Dirron, ZPE 124, 1999, 71-74. LSCG 175 attests fees payable on Cos
itself in a cult of Demeter by tai tehedpevon and tal Eémvopgevopeval (but perhaps only
by those who chose to visit the shrine in connection with these events).
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obligatory and fixed. A Rhodian text of the fifth century requires all those embarking
on campaigns from Lindos to pay a sixtieth of their wages,to the soldiers’ god Enya-
lios.?! The concern here to raise funds to support the cult is clear; but the persons
required to pay are ones who might anyway have been expected to honour Enyalios
from time to time. At Athens, formal et sactifice be performed by .. » rules appear
to be unknown; but taxes in support of cults exist, and where evidence is available a
connection can often be observed between the persons taxed and the divine beneficiary.
Men of the sea support seaside cults at Sunion and Phaleron, while Apollo Lykeios
probably profits from the cavalrymen who exercise in his gymnasium. >

The new evidence relating to cults of Aphrodite makes it much easier to see the
Coan institution as of the same type, an extension and formalization for revenue-raising
purposes of conventional religious practices. Whereas in the long-known case of, say,
Adrasteia and Nemesis the relation between goddesses and compulsory worshippers
was, at best, unclear, new brides, traders, fishermen, and shipowners are among the
traditional clientéle of Aphrodite, whom we now find them required to honour. It must
now also seem significant that all the groups of persons who are forced by Syll.* 1000 to
make sacrifice to the other god of the sea, Poseidon, have some connection with boats
or fish or the sea. Very appropriate too is the requirement that new young citizens
honour Herakles Kallinikos. Doubtless not all the Svovte rules can be explained without
residue on these principles. As the system extended, its logic may have become blurred.
But we need not now see it as wholly isolated from more familiar cult practices.

The joint cult of Aphrodite Pandamos and Pontia, and the relation of the new text to the
earlier dwayoapd (ED 178) for this cult.

In the first published reference to our text HERZOG spoke of it as a «acrificial
regulation for Aphrodite Pandamos and Ponti. Later it became for him the
duryoapd «for the priestess of Aphrodite Pontia.>® A new dwyoapd for a
priestess of Aphrodite, in which again both titles appear, was among the texts
discovered by SEGRE in the 1930s (ED 178).>* Fortunately it can be estab-
lished beyond dispute that we ate dealing not with two priesthoods, one of
Pandamos and one of Pontia, but with two Swaypagai from different dates
relating to a single joint cult. The decisive evidence is that of our text. In line
36 it is specified that the chief magistrates of the state are to sacrifice, in con-
nection with the sale of the priesthood, to Aphrodite Pandamos. Formally then
it was her that our priestess served, exclusively or preeminently. But earlier
portions of the text establish that the perquisites from sacrifices to Aphrodite
Pontia also went to her. So one woman served both cults. The evidence of the
dwayoapd published by SEGRE sits comfortably with this conclusion: the two
titles of the goddess do indeed appear separately once each, but there is also
an allusion to «the shrine of Aphrodite Pandamos and Pontia.

51 1.8S 115 B 1-23; LSA 39; LSS 85.

521G 1P 8, 130, 138; cf. 133 (the Dioskouroi), and works cited in R.PARKER, Athe-
nian Religion, Oxford 1996, 125 n. 15.

3 AA 1903, 197; HGK, 39, 40, 50—51.

5* Possibly the fragmentary ED 3 related to the same cult (cf. below on line 44, end).
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With this textual evidence that of archaeology fits like the second half of an
indenture. The shrine of Aphrodite Pandamos and Pontia has been identified,
surely rightly, with what must have been the most impressive monument of the
harbour area of hellenistic Cos.*> On a podium of two and a half metres was
built a rectangular quadriportico, closed to the outside, with dimensions of
about 62 metres by (perhaps) 45. Within was an open space in which stood
side by side a pair of identical temples, each of 14.5 by 9.5 metres; approach
to them was through finely-wrought twin propylaea jutting out from the north
wall of the quadriportico. The principal material of construction was marble. A
dedication to Aphrodite was found close by,*® to support what was anyway the
very high probability that a shrine so positioned in a port belonged to the god-
dess. The remarkable architectural disposition confirms that she was wor-
shipped here under a double aspect.

The sanctuary was dated to the first half of the second century by the ex-
cavators. But the 8wyoapd published by SEGRE reveals that a «anctuary of
Aphrodite Pandamos and Pontia which contained <banqueting rooms» (ioTiotoo-
10)°" and other «tilities> (yonotfowr) underwent damage from the earthquake
of, very probably, 198. These ictiatooio and yonotiowr are perhaps to be iden-
tified with the «series of rooms> found within two sides of the portico sur-
rounding the excavated sanctuary. If so, the date of construction should be
moved back a little to the late third century. On the back of SEGRE’s stele a list
of financial contributions (to be cited below) attests further work in the pre-
cinct at about this time.>®

The &wyoaepd published by SEGRE contains items 1 (drafting committee,
1. 1-5), 3 (instruction to sell, 1. 5-6), 4 (qualifications, 1. 6-7), 6 (term, 1. 7-8),
11 (payment details, 1. 8—15), 16 (requirements to sacrifice, 1. 15-31), and 14

%l grandioso santuatios, as it is called by L.LAvureNzi, Enciclopedia dell’Arte an-
tica, ii, 796, s.v. Coo, with the plan on p.795: the only publication is the <Relazione
preliminares by L.MORRICONE, Bollettino d’Arte 35, 1950, 66—69. See too now
M. Livapiorti — G.Rocco (eds.), La presenza italiana nel Dodecaneso tra il 1912 e il
1948, Catania 1996, 112—16, where a forthcoming study by E Sirano, in: Atti del Col-
loquio Internazionale, Atene 14—17 Maggio 1995, is also adduced (non vidi).

6 G.Levi DELLA VIDA, Una bilingue greco-nabatea a Coo, Clara Rhodos 9, 1938,
137—47 (with note by M. SEGRE, 147—-48) = EV 259.

57 Cf. the reference to a $otatdoiov beside the shrine of Aphrodite in Lechaion, the
port of Corinth (Plut. Sept. Sap. 146d).

8 Whether 16 Aggodiciov of LSCG 154 A 17 is ours or (as is perhaps more plausi-
ble) a predecessor must remain undecided. For further references see ED 3 B 7, Syll.”
1000.13. ED 239 is a small fragment of a further decree apparently concerning the
temple of Aphrodites. It is perhaps not impossible that the contributions «for construc-
tion of the Aphrodision> listed in PH 387 (from about this period) relate to the central
shrine, even though the contributors are all men (those in ED 178 B are all women)
and even though it was found at Antimachia.
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(thesauros management, b, 1. 9-20) from the list of topics given above (at which
point it breaks off), and a general presctiption, inserted between (6) and (11),
that «other matters are to be as in the previous Swyoagob (a, L 8). Between
(16) and (14) occurs a special provision for repaits to be made to the shrine in
consequence of «the earthquake> (a, 1. 31-35). On the back of the stone is
inscribed a list of women (divided into citizens, vodar and pétowror) who
«when Lykaonis daughter of Phanomachos was priestess made pledge for the
completion of the precinct (negiforog) and the associated constructions for
Aphrodite in accord with the decree». The «decrees here mentioned will not be
identical with the dwaypagd, and the chronological relation of the texts on the
two sides of the stone is not known. Four topics of the SEGRE dwwyoapd
appear also in outs. Life-tenure of the priesthood is, predictably, prescribed in
both texts but payment details differ slightly (topics (6) and (11)). The Hvovie
rules (topic (16)) display a broad resemblance but not identity; in particular,
brides and magistrates, tequited to make sactrifice in the SEGRE text (with inter-
esting associated detail), are absent from the new one, which imposes instead a
tax on slaves acquiring their freedom (. 25—27). The dmoaveog rules finally
(topic (14)), though in general very similar, diverge in one particular which may
allow a chronological deduction: in the new text but not in that of SEGRE,
certain monies are to be deposited in the goddess’ own account in the «public
bank (1. 18—20). General considerations about the development of <«public
banks» suggest that the goddess is more likely to have opened an account in
the second century than to have closed one: the new text therefore is younger
than SEGRE’s (which apparently belongs a little after 198).

The content offers no other clues to the text’s date, the one named indivi-
dual, the monarchos Chairedamos, being unknown. Nor do orthography and dia-
lect.’? We are therefore thrown back on palacography. HerzoG immediately
noted the close resemblance between the sctipt of our text and of Syll.> 1000,
and they can indeed very plausibly be ascribed to the same cutter.”’ But the
date of Syll.” 1000 is controversial.®' It has often been put, as by HERzOG,
carly in the second century, partly because it attests what was evidently a cult
of some importance of Poseidon, Cos, and Rhodes. But, on the basis of pa-
lacographical compatisons with dated texts from Priene and Miletus, SHERWIN-
WHITE argues for a dating «between the last quarter of the second century
B.C. and the first half of the first century B.C». With the publication of

¥ XeMdag with et in 24 and 34 is singular, not otherwise appearing in Cos before the
Roman period; here it may be an Tonism. Tota added to the end of 3™ person plural
imperatives, common in Coan inscriptions of the 1% c., does not appear — but is regu-
lar in our text’s palaeographic twin Sy]l.3 1000.

0 AA 1903, 197. There is a good photo of a squeeze of Syll.* 1000 at the back of
VREEKEN, De lege quadam sacra Coorum.

1 For references see SHERWIN-WHITE, Ancient Cos, 230.
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SeGrE’s Isctizioni di Cos much more material has become available for com-
patison, and C. V. CROWTHER in a forthcoming study has convincingly identified
the same cutter as being responsible also for ED 180, a text probably to be
dated in the last quarter of the second century or a littde later. Our text
should therefore fall in the same period.

Several dwaypagai for the sale of a priesthood extend onto the reverse of the
stele.> Our text begins with a connecting particle, contains numerous back
references to. things which have been «prescribed abover (e.g 7), and lacks al-
most all the topics (numbers 1—-6 in our list above) which typically appear at
the start of a dwypoaed. What we have must be the continuation of a text
which began on the other side (see p. 415sq.).

1-5 Sacrificial dues (topic 13).

1-2 This principle is repeated in fuller form in 29-32. The formula &
8¢ mdkg Eotw .. wmadanep &y dinug is extremely common in loan contracts
from Egypt from about 170 B.C., and variants of it occur spasmodically earlier,
in a slightly wider range of contexts, both in Egypt and elsewhere.®* Originally
it was an ExckutivklauseD, which typically assured creditors a right of immedi-
ate action against defaulting debtors and their property without the need to
secure a judgement against them in court; the much-discussed question
whether it acquired a new meaning in Egypt after 170, where there were no
duwaotnowo, need not concern here. There are other Coan instances. A deme
that buries a dead member may exact the costs from his kin xadarneo &y dinag
(LSCG 154 B 31: mid 3 c.). In the dwyoagai, priests and priestesses too are
empowered to uphold their claims in this way. Breaches of $véviw rules (topic
16 above) attract fines thus enforceable in ED 62.15-16 and 178 (a) (A) 24—
26. (But the unclear phrasing of ED 178 (a) (A) 15-26 allows the interpreta-
tion that the fine applies only to traders who fail to sacrifice, not also to

62 See Hasicut, ZPE 112, 1996, 88. Other broadly comparable though not identical
hands are those of ED 82,144 and 236. HErzOG himself (notebooks) later assigned our
text to the same author as ED 32 (dated II/T c. by SEGRE), which is in fact less similar
than some just listed; and SEGRE compared ED 3 to Syﬂ,3 1000.

0 See ED 2,145, 215, 216 and cf. e.g. LSCG 154.

% [Dem] 35.12; P. Eleph. 1. 11-12; P. Hal. 1.115ff.; IG XII 7.67 B 46-48, 78—79;
69 A 13-15, B 40—41; 70.2-3 (cf. L. MiGEOTTE, L’emprunt public dans les cités grec-
ques, Quebec — Paris 1984, nos. 49-50); perhaps IG II°1241.37; and an important
new instance from Colophon (eatly 39 ¢ B.C.?), where redress against persons collect-
ing taxes illegally is permitted naddneg &x diung dedinacuévng ad(i)n{i}ov dporoéceng
(R. EriEnng — L Miceorte, BCH 122, 1998, 144—45 lines 42—45). For later non-
Egyptian instances see I Iasos 245.11, 246.28 (LSA 60 A 11, B 12); M. WORRLE, Stadt
und Fest im kaiserzeitlichen Kleinasien: Studien zu einetr agonistischen Stiftung aus
Oinoanda, Munich 1988, 12 line 83 (with 206—207). See A. KRANZLEIN, in: Festschrift
Max Kaser, Munich 1976, 629—-34 (with reference to earlier discussions).
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brides.) So too may failure to pay sacrificial dues (ED 62.20—-23), though ED
216 B 10—11 says only that the sacrifice is invalidated (possibly a penalty oc-
curred in a lost portion of this text). Both kinds of offence are envisaged here.

The norm in sacred laws was to specify a priest’s entitlements and not to

raise the possibility that he or she might be denied them. Sometimes the only
consequence of such a deprivation may have been an évivotov, a ground for
religious unease, in the worshipper’s mind (LSA 72.5). But already in Miletus in
the early 4™ c. we find a penalty and a means of exacting it laid down (LSA
45); and a few other sacred laws speak, somewhat more vaguely, of fines or
penalties or legal action in comparable circumstances.’® The tough legal lan-
guage of our document is unusual but not unexampled in a sacral context.
2-5 How could such a measure «prevent disputes)? The following lines
(5-9) are apparently an example of the kind of choice that is being offered: over-
abbreviated though the expression is (see on line 8)° the choice is doubtless
essentially one between paying the priestess her perquisites in kind or in cash.
Two kinds of dispute could perhaps have been defused by the «ash optiow:

(a) the priestess claims that a particular victim is of less than the stipulated
value, and that she should accordingly receive more than the traditional yéga.

(b) the worshipper claims that the animal he or she has brought is far above
the stipulated minimum value, and the priestess should accordingly receive less
than the traditional y&oa.

Since the substitution in cash was to be at the discretion of 6 $0wv and not
the priestess, the more relevant case is probably (b). The panhellenic norm was
for priest or priestess to receive perquisites in kind,®” occasionally supplemented
by a small cash payment. The same principal normally applied in Cos, as the
Swyoapal show (topic 13 above). But a Coan decree concerning priestesses of
Demeter (LSCG 175) contains the provision (10-12): fuev 8¢ ol tdv yeodv
v Fvopévev taig yonlodoalg arodouey tob &télov Muoféiov, tod 8¢ teheiov
[6Borov]. This should doubtless be translated®® dn lieu of gera from animals

65 1.8S 129.13-16 (Chios, 5™ c.: a fine); LSS 115 B 1-23 (Cyrene, 4™ c.: additional
sacrifice as Capia — perhaps unenforceable); LSCG 107 (Tos, 22 e UTOdL10G £0TW).

66 Literally the choice that is offered in 5-9 is between making a sacrifice to the
value of 30 dr. and paying 15 dr. to the priestess. But lines 1-5 show that performance
of a sacrifice is envisaged in both cases.

67 Instances are innumerable (see most recently B.LE GUEN-POLLET, in: R. ETIENNE
— M.-TH.LE DiNAHET [eds.], L’Espace sacrificiel, Patis 1991, 13-23), and exceptions
are hard to find. The anopetoa and iepdovva of Attic texts ate cash supplements, not
cash substitutes. LSS 19.35-36 is a single instance, concerning a single sactifice, of cash
substitutes for yégo. LSS 41.12—15 is formally a case (P. AMANDRY, BCH 63, 1939,
193-95), but it concerns the skin only, which private worshippers were commonly free
to remove without payment.

% \With DITTENBERGER, HILLER, and SoKOLOWSKI, for whom tai yof{ovomt are thus
worshippers. PATON, ZIEHEN, and P. AMANDRY (BCH 63, 1939, 194) rather suppose that
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sacrificed, it shall be permitted to those who wish to pay a half-obol for a
young animal and an obol for a full-grown animab, strangely low though these
sums ate as a substitute for valuable meat and hides. (The same text has earlier
allowed worshippers of Demeter to make a single payment of five obols in lieu
of all the expenses connected with marriage and initiation.) Disputes over the
value of yéoa were always a possibility, and the grounds for these occasional
attempts to circumvent them escape us.

The substitution operated in our text (5—9) implies at first sight that a vic-
tim worth 30 drachmai would have yielded yépa worth 15 drachmai. The com-
monest and perhaps the most valuable yépa specified in the Coan Sayoagai
are «kin and (one) leg (e.g. ED 145.12; 89.15). One would not have expected
«kin and leg alone to make up half the value of a victim, given JAMESON’s
estimate that an oxhide might be worth only about a sixth of the value of an
ox.%? But perhaps 6 9vwv would only have opted to substitute a cash payment
if his victim was worth much more than the 30 drachmai minimum (cf. note
on iepgiov, line 7).

4 @v do16v Eortv: for Coan instances of this common form of sacral
language see e.g [év ai]g auéoarg Sowov ot dvev ED 89.3—4; ib. 62 (A) 6;
236.9.

4 natofolelv T@v yepdv: genitive of exchange, with a force that could
have been conveyed by the preposition dvti: see KUHNER-GERTH I, 378; ScHWY-
7zER, GG 1ii, 127-28; and cf. in a similar context LSS 19.35—36 1igpel ... oné-
Log nai 8&opatog . . . AfFF doaypag; also probably LSCG 175.10-11.

4 10 dwtetaypévov: It is not clear where this «specificationy of the
relevant sums occurred. If there is implicit back reference to a previous &a-
youpd or clause, what is the cutrent clause adding? On the other hand, the
clauses that follow cover one, but only one, relevant case.

5-16 Requirements to sactifice (topic 16) and more on sacrificial dues
(topic 13).
5 Tol oTEATEVOUEVOL £V TOlg paxpais vavoiv: dLong ships), in contrast

to the rounder merchantmen, are men of war, as emerges for instance from the
restrictions on use of them in the supposed terms of the Peace of Callias.”
Coan fighting ships are attested in several other texts, even if there is never

licence is here being granted to tal yehlovoor among priestesses to sell parts of the
victims. But the price is no less problematically low on this view, and a phrase of the
form émodouev 1od teeiov dPerov can surely only be translated as ¢pay an obol for (or
dn the case ob) a full-grown victim, not «ell a full-grown victim for an obob.

% In C.R. WHITTAKER (ed.), Pastoral Economies in Classical Antiquity, Cambridge
1988, 107-112.

70 Isocr. 4.118, and often: see further C.'TORR, Ancient Ships, Cambridge 1895, 22
n. 59; J. S MorrisoN — R.'T. WiLLiAms, Greek Oatred Ships, Cambridge 1968, 128.
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any sign that they existed in great numbers: SEGRE, Riv. Fil. n.s. 11, 1933, 365
(ED 49); Syll.> 567; Livy 37.11.12—13; ib. 22.2; IG XII 8.260.”" Though all
these texts except the last relate to the period from c. 205—-190 and to some
extent reflect emergency conditions — the first records the construction ad hoc
of «@phracts> or defence of the shrines and city and territory> — the <oar-pol-
ishers> and «hip-beachers) also required to sacrifice in Syll.” 1000 point, it has
been observed, to a permanent naval establishment. 72

Dedications or decrees by ol (ov)otpatevodpevol on a warship are not un-
common in the hellenistic period. A Rhodian example from the petiod of the
Mithridatic war provides a full list of ol cuoteatevodpevol in a particular war-
ship, about 50 in number, divided up according to their various functions.” Tt
emerges unambiguously that from tol cvotpotevoauevolr were excluded those
who numerically constituted easily the largest part of the crew, namely the oars-
men. A different term for hip’s company minus the oarsmen> was brnnoecia, ’*
and the otgatevdpevol &v taig poxgaic vavsiv of our inscription ate evidently
identical with the dmmeétor tdv poxedv vadv who ate required to sactifice to
Poseidon and Kos and Rhodes in Syll.> 1000. 31-32.7
7 6@’ &xdotag oxavig: Pollux (1.89) in a discussion of the parts of a
ship records &xel mov [at the stern] xal oxnvyy dvopdletor 0 TNyvVOLEVOV
oteaty® 1 toneaey®, and papyri reveal the use of what could appatently be
removable oxnvel on merchant vessels (state cabiny in LS] s.wv. oxnvi IIL 2 is
too grand): thus P. Cair. Zen. 1.59054, a list of items required &lg tov %néo-
®novov, mentions a oxnvr . . . nevtoxdvixn (cf. PSI 5.533.1, P. Hibeh 38.7). But
on warships such oxnvei are not attested in text or depiction in pre-Roman
times: in the hellenistic period «the new floating platforms [i.e. giant warships]

. never voluntarily spent a night on the waten.’® The reference must rather
be to tent-sharing on land. The bond of cvexnvia is discussed by M. LAUNEY,
Recherches sur les armées hellénistiques, Paris 1951, ii, 1002—4. IG XII 2.640
from Tenedos is a dedication made by Ebvopog »al ot cOvoxrovor Atoorovgols;
the priest by whom the text is dated is a Rhodian, and these were doubtless

e SHERWIN-WHITE, Ancient Cos, 119-21; 131-32; 208-10.

72 So SHERWIN-WHITE, Ancient Cos, 210. Note too the regular exemption from trier-
archy in diagraphai for priesthoods, though this does not prove that triremes were
equipped every year.

™ SkGRE, Dedica votiva dellequipaggio di una nave rodia, Clara Rhodos 8, 1936,
227—-44, where numerous comparable texts are mentioned.

7 See J.S.Morrison, JHS 104, 1984, 48—59; idem (with J.F CoatEs), Greek and
Roman Oared Warships, Oxford 1996, 349.

7 The new LS] has acknowledged the sense vmnpetéw = erve as a member of a
vmneeoie but not yet the corresponding use of dnneég, clear both in Syll.3 1000 and
in MoreTTl, ISE 29.14.

76 L. CASSON, Ships and Seamanship in the Ancient World, Baltimore 21995, 103; cf.
116, 147, 179-81.
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Rhodian sailors. From Rhodes too are known fout societies of cOoxavor, of which
two identify themselves explicitly as ovonavol otoatevdpevol vel. sim. (IG XII,
1.101; Lindos 11 292; 392b 16-17; AD 24, 1969, B 461). The oxnvn appeats as
a unit of organisation as well as of sociability in Arrian Anab. 4.21.10, where
rations ate distributed natd oxnviy, and particularly in SEG 1,378 from Samos,
an honorary decree (c. 100 B.C)) issued by soldiers and dated by reference to a
number of oxnvagyobvteg. Our text appears to confirm that the ounvf could
be a recognised administrative sub-division of a hellenistic army.

7 iepelov: iepelov without further specification is typically a sheep, as
STENGEL'’ established by citation of LSCG 88, a sacrificial tariff from Olbia
which lists as possible victims Pobg, iegelov, oif. In other Coan laws sheep
cost: 30 or 40 drachmai (Syll.” 1000); 25+ or 30+ dr. (ED 215 (A) 27, 32);
{egeia cost: anything in a range from 25+ to 60+ dr. (ED 145);7® 30 dr. (ED
89.2 and no. 4 below); 50 dr. (ED 144.3); c. 55 dr. (Syll.’ 398.31 with 45—46);
100 dr. (ED 180.10—11: but cf. the reservation of 50 dr. ég Qvoiav in 28-31);
110 dr. (PH 35.4).” Contrast 20 dr. for oif and 15 for &gupog in LSCG 172.
For bovines see on line 36 below.

8 i nataPorriovie: Literally the choice that is offered in 5-9 is be-
tween making a sacrifice to the value of 30 dr. and paying 15 dr. to the pries-
tess dn lieu of perquisitess. It may seem then that the option of not making a
sacrifice at all is being offered, provided that the priestess receives a sum
equivalent to the value of the perquisites she would have received had a sacti-
fice been made. The shrine would not lose by such an exchange, though per-
haps the goddess would. We do indeed find an oscillation in the Coan dw-
yoapai between requitements that a worshipper make a sacrifice and make an
offering (6magyd) in cash.®” But in lines 1-5 and LSCG 175.10-12 the «ash
optiony is envisaged merely as an alternative to providing perquisites in kind,
not to sacrificing; we should probably suppose the same here, despite the
loose phrasing.

9 &g tov Unoaveodv: The thesanros mentioned here is already alluded to
in the earlier dwryoapd (ED 178b (A) 12—19), which speaks of thesauroi in the

77 Die griechischen Kultusaltertiimer, Munich 1920, 123.

"8 SEGRE’s transcription of the numerals in this text is flawed by repeated failure to
recognize the symbol I'* (correctly read by HERzOG/HALLOF, and in fact usually clearly
visible in the published photograph). In lines 24, 30, 47 and 50 substitute T2 A for AA,
in line 45 I'* for A.

" 300 dr. by supplement in ED 16.2 is very uncertain. Too much of PH 34 (ED
82) is supplemented for the prices contained in it to be usable, even after they have
been translated from the <Alexandrian drachmas) (equivalent in weight to Attic) in which
they appear to the normal domestic standard of Cos, which was the Rhodian (lighter
than the Alexandtian/Attic by a ratio of c. 13:17).

80 See on line 28 below, and the variations in the list of «requirements to sacrificer on
p. 428 above.
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plural as in line 16 of our text: one for each Aphrodite, we may assume. A
thesanros in the sense envisaged is a kind of large permanent collecting box.8! Tt
is a rectangular or cylindrical structure made from two carved stones, one
superimposed on the other; the lower may be set in the ground. A slot in the
top or side of the upper stone allows coins to be dropped into a central cham-
ber. The coins are protected by the sheer weight of the upper stone or by an
attached locking device or by both. All these features are illustrated by a fine
recently-published specimen from Athens, of the fifth or eatly fourth century;
it is among the earliest archaeological examples of the form and also provides
one of the earliest instances of the word 9moavpodg in the relevant sense.®? The
inscription runs: Inoaveog anopyEs 6 / Agpoditer Ovpaviat. / ITpotéhewa yapo
k. Already here as in our text dndoyecdur has lost any strong association with
the idea of «first fruits» and means simply <make a payment to a god>. Here and
in a further late 4™ c. example from Cyprus,®
Aphrodite, but she had no exclusive claim on the use of thesauroi. 84 Several

as on Cos, the beneficiary is

others are known from Cos alone. A third century decree records a decision of
the assembly to establish a #hesauros, with four keys, in the precinct of Askle-
pios, in which the treasurers can deposit certain revenues.®® Here the thesauros
has a rather different function from that of simple offertory box. (But different
again, as has recently been argued, is the veritable safe deposit vault under
temple B of the Asklepieion which had long been identified with the #hesanros
of the inscription.) 8 Tt or another thesauros re-appears in the later Stoyoagd for
the cult of Asklepios (no. 4 below). Further thesanroi are mentioned in the dw-
yougd for the priesthood of Nike and in one for an unknown cult. 87
10-13 This clause generalizes the requirement introduced at the end of its
predecessor: payments into the zhesauros are to be made not just in the special
circumstances just dealt with, but on the occasion of any sactifice whatsoever.
Each sacrificer has therefore to pay a cash sum, admittedly a small one, in
addition to the yépa or cash equivalent therefore, which go to the priest.

Such cult fees ate a little studied and rather obscure subject. 8 In the catliest
non-Attic cases they are associated with initiation or oracular consultation or

81 See the authortitative study of G.Kaminski, Thesauros, JDAI 106, 1991, 63-181;
for a new instance D. KNOEPFLER, AK 41, 1998, 101-116.

82 See the studies by K. Tsakos and K. N. Kazamiaxis, Horos 8/9, 1990-91, 17—44
(SEG 41, 182).

8 BCH 104, 1980, 259-66; ib. 106, 1982, 239-42; Kammski, JDAT 106, 1991,
149-50.

8 See the list of deities in Kammvsky, JDAT 106, 1991, 121-22.
> LSCG 155.
8 See Kaminski, JDAI 106, 1991, 133—46.
8 ED 89.18; ED 58.
8 See F.Sokorowski, HThR 47, 1954, 153—64.

©
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incubation; and it is sometimes unclear whether priest or temple is the benefi-
ciary. It was in such contexts that melavog, originally an edible substance of-
fered to the gods, acquired a new sense of «fee for oracular consultation: the
worshipper of Asklepios in Herondas (4.90—91) who is told to qut a pelanos in
the snake’s hole is in fact being asked to put a coin in a collecting box with a
curled snake on its 1id.®” But subsequently we find, if rather sporadically, wor-
shippers being required to make payments simply on the occasion of bringing
a sacrifice: so in Erythrae in the fourth century — not an entirely clear case,
since the god concerned is Asklepios — in Olbia (cult unknown) and Halicar-
nassus (Artemis Pergaia) in the third, on Thasos (Theagenes) in the first, and
in several Coan cults in the hellenistic period.”” Normally the fee in these cases
goes into a thesanros and so not directly to the priest.”’ But a good proportion
often returned to the functionary in the end (see on 16—19 below).”” In Atti-
ca, «ptiest’s dues> (iegdovva) are already regulatly listed in sacrificial calendars of
the late 5™ and eatly 4™ ¢,

11-13 For similar differential scales see ED 216 B 2-8; ED 89.18-19;
no. 3 below; LSA 73. 29-32; LSS 108. 9-12. Pig, present in ED 216, is predicta-
bly absent, as an animal banned in most cults of Aphrodite (Aristoph. Ach. 793,
with commentaries ad loc.); but the birds so favoured by the goddess appear.®?
12 atereiov: In LSCG 175. 10-12 from Cos we have dnodopev tod
pev &tédov mfopélov, tod d& teheiov [0Borov], and the same opposition of
iegeiov tekeiov and &t&hov appears in ED 216 (B) 4-5. "Etehov has been
associated with €tadov, yeatling (?), and vitulus (see the references in ZIEHEN
LGS 330 n. 1, and H. Frisk, Griechisches Etymologisches Worterbuch, Heidel-
berg 1960, I, s.v. £talov). But étédwv is not compatible with the traces here.
13-16 The provision lacks obvious parallels. See too on xagnevictm, 44.
Anopiclooig is a new word, formed from the common Coan word amopoc-
V6w, dease oub, by analogy with pictwoic.

16-24 Management of the thesauros (topic 14)

16-20 Periodicity, month of opening, officials involved and division of
proceeds are identical in the eatlier Aphrodite dwayoapd, ED 178.b (A) 12—-19.

8 See R.HerzoG, ARW 10, 1907, 20519, whose splendid interpretation is rightly
accepted by I. CUNNINGHAM in his commentary on Herondas (Oxford 1971). On neka-
vog see P. AMANDRY, La mantique apollinienne a Delphes, Paris 1950, 86—103; in brief,
Kaminski, JDAI 106, 1991, 71-72.

%0 LSA 24.17-20 (cf. LSA 22); LSCG 88.10—15; LSA 73.29-32; LSS 72.1-3; see
too LSA 12; LSS 108. For the Coan instances see the note on lines 11—13.

°! But in LSA 24 and ED 216 (Dionysos Thyllophoros on Cos) the priest is immedi-
ate recipient.

92 In LSA 73 it is possible that the priestess takes all.

% On Aphrodite and birds see V. PIRENNE-DELFORGE, I Aphrodite grecque, Athénes —
Liege 1994, 415—17; on sacrificial preferences among gods more generally J. N. BREMMER,
in: S. SETTIS (ed.), I Greci I, Turin 1996, 250—-53.
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16 nioun®dv: The Asklepieion zhesauros too was shut by key (LSCG
155.15); on the locking devices used on #hesanroi see KamiNsky, l.c. (n. 81) 88,
and K. N. Kazamiakss, Horos 8/9, 1990-91, 29—-44. Annual opening of #he-
sanroi as here is frequently attested (LSA 73.32-33; LSCG 65.93; LSS 72.5-9)
and was the practice at the Coan Asklepieion in the 1°° c. B.C. (no. 4 below);
in two other Coan cases we find intervals of six months (ED 58) and two
years (ED 89.22-23). In all the Coan instances, the funtionaties involved are
aoootaton along with priest/priestess> (but at the Asklepieion they are afforced
by one or two further groups of keyholders: see on 3.11—13). Thus the chief
secular magistrates of the state, the mpootdral, were intimately involved with
temple finance.”* The same 50/50 division is found in two other Coan in-
stances where the destination of moneys withdrawn from the #hesauros is te-
vealed (ED 58; 89); in the Asklepios dwwyoapd no. 4 below, the priest gets a
third only.

19 dapoociav teanelav: Public banks) are attested from the late third
century (a doubtful precedent in late fourth-century Athens once excluded) to
the first.”> That of Miletus is the first to appear, in a text of c. 230, and the
best documented. Structurally they imitate private banks, moneys being divided
between individual Aoyot, accounts. But unlike private banks they hold moneys
only of public bodies, not individuals. For the vocabulary used in our text see
the parallels in LS] sv. dplommu B. IV. 2.b: dnoctmoactor Adyov (transitive)
means <open an accound, and the account is then an «existing one
(bpeomnuime). Here the accountholder is Aphrodite; elsewhere we find accounts
«of the city, «of the treasurers> and (perhaps formally sub-divisions of e.g. a «city>
account) special function accounts such as «wall-buildings or <Eudemos founda-
tion for the education of freeborn children.”® The functions and character of
these public banks are not wholly clear, and our text is unique in providing an
llustration of a public bank taking over what had previously been a responsibil-
ity of a different body: in the earlier Siaygapd for the same cult, the goddess’
share of the money taken from the #hesanroi had gone to the famiai, whereas here
it is deposited in her account. We cannot, however, conclude that the role of
public banks was to centralize the functions of receiving and disbutsing public
and sacred monies traditionally dischatged by vatious boards of treasurets; for
boards of zamiai continued to operate (they appeat, for instance, later in out
text, 1. 38—39) and often collaborated with the banks, with monies passing

% See SHERWIN-WHITE, Ancient Cos, 202.

% See E.ZisARTH, Hellenistische Banken, Zeitschrift £ Numismatik 34, 1924, 36—
50, which starts from our text; BOGAERT, lc. (n. 48) 403—-8 (who, however, on p. 211
and elsewhere, unfortunately conflates our text with LSCG 172). In accounting terms,
the distinction between Aphrodite Pandamos and Pontia is invisible: fines are payable
simply to (Aphrodite.

% Milet. 3.147.15—16; 141.52; 145.13—16.
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either way between the two.”” The single clearest role of the banks is as admin-
istrators of funds earmarked for special purposes, and particulatly of charitable
endowments such as Eudemos’ for the education of freeborn children.”® The
two Aphrodite dwygagoi taken together reveal a long-standing wish to set
aside funds &g &monevav tob iepol, and it may well have been for this purpose
that the goddess acquired a separate account.

20 Loyov yonuatigovra: cf. Aolyov yonu[otilovim in a fragmentary un-
published dwaypagd and the marriage contracts (yonpaticVeioor gicwpooiat) in
ED 178a (A) 18s.”

20 10, SapOco yohpupato: to dNUoOCLe yodupota or a variant thereon is
one of the commonest expressions for «public archiver: see e.g. the index to IG
XII7 s.v. yoouua and that to Syll.3 s.v. dnpoocrog, with G. KLAFFENBACH, Be-
merkungen zum griechischen Urkundenwesen, SB Berlin 1960, 6.1-25. In a
recently published decree (C.V.CROWTHER, Chiron 29, 1999, 284—86 no. 8 e
10), the people of Chalcis urge the Coans to xotaywgicat &g 6 maQ’ £avToig
nuodoua yobupata a record of an honorary decree passed by Chalcis. Scope
and systematisation of record-keeping doubtless vatried from city to city; «the
term «archives» dignifies what were often haphazard mixtures of records on a
variety of materials. '’ For practice on Paros see W.LAMBRINUDAKIS —
M. WoRRLE, Chiron 13, 1983, 283—-368. In Cos we hear otherwise of yagpic-
pata and legal documents being fetched £y dapociov (Tit. Cal. 79.33-34; 43—
44),1" and of a yeeopuriniov (ED 121.6), seat of yoeopbraxec who, inter alia,
witnessed adoptions (PH 368 VI 36—37; VII 40—41).

20-24 Money from the 9moaveodg was similarly reserved in the eatlier Aph-
rodite oyoapd, ED 178b (A) 16—20. :

22-24 For a similar «entrenchment clause> in a Coan sacred law see LSCG
150 B 8—12.192 As usual, sanctions are threatened against anyone who either
proposes or puts to the vote a motion which will overturn the preceding deci-
sion. But yagiéntar in the sense of propose> is a usage that has escaped the
lexica and may be a regional peculiarity: it appears also on Cos c. 200 in the

97 See, for instance, BOGAERT, Lc. (n. 48) 192 on Delos.

% Cf. BoGAERT, Lc. (n. 48) 262, on the Miletus bank: its principal function was de
placement des capitaux de fondatiom.

9 For yonpatiCew in the context of composition and registration of legal instru-
ments cf. A. WiLHELM, Beitrige zur griechischen Inschriftenkunde, Vienna 1909, 291s.;
M. WORRLE, in: J. BORCHARDT (ed.), Myra, Berlin 1975, 258—61.

100 R THOMAS, Literacy and orality in ancient Greece, Cambridge 1992, 143.
S. GEORGOUDI has emphasised that it is anachronistic to think in terms of a single «tate
archiver in Greek cities (Maniéres d’archivage et archives de cités, in: M. DETIENNE
[ed.], Les savoirs de I’écriture en Gréce ancienne, Lille 1988, 221-47).

01 Cf. S L. AGER, Interstate Arbitrations in the Greek World, 337-90 B.C., Berkeley
1996, no. 21.

102" Cf. RHoDEs, Decrees, 16—17, 238.
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honorary decree of Halasarna for Theocles (Syll.3 569), who caused an exposed
place to be fortified in a crisis, yagi&apevog xat mogicag eig tadta yonpata (8;
cf. yagilopevog, 20, which is equivalent to ygaewv, 39). There are further
hellenistic instances from Mylasa (I. Mylasa 111.9; 114.17) and Bargylia (I. Iasos
613.6); the usage recurs in the imperial period at Mylasa, Stratonicea, Ephesus
(very often), Miletus (for all this see L. ROBERT, Monnaies grecques, Geneva —
Paris 1967, 53—55), Nysa (BCH 9, 1885, p. 127 line 3) and Magnesia (I. Mag-
nesia 167.3).1° From epigraphic texts ‘outside this region, I have discovered
only a single use of the active in this sense at Lebena in Crete (IC I. XVIL5.8).
But there are clear instances in Plutarch (Per. 13.11; 20.2; 34.1), and more may
lie undetected in literary texts. It was often found necessary specifically to for-
bid the diversion of sacred monies to non-sacred uses: see SEG 28, 103. 36—
41; LSCG 45. 8-11; 65. 59—-61; LSS 90. 119-126.

23 v aitiov éxactog: cf. [éav] 8¢ pn émtedéowoty tag Yvciag xol [10
d)e[invov] g mpoyéyoumtan . . . .. froteichto Ex0oTog TOV ditiov T dvadévi
10 dapogov doayxuag towoiiag (LSA 60. 1-7 [I.Iasos 245]) and the further
parallels cited by L. Rosert, BCH 57, 1933, 511 = OMS 1. 479 (to which can
now be added KokkoROU-ALEURA, Entypagpég aro thv agyaio AAdcagva, N.E.
5.10-11); ED 237. 13—14, read by SEGRE as dno]tet[cdrt]o €éxactog tdV aite- -,
should evidently be corrected to aitifov.

25-29 More requirements to sacrifice (topic 16).

25 ol éhevdegovpevor: The second century dwaypaed for the priest of
Adrasteia and Nemesis (ED 144) similatly requires those undergoing manumis-
sion to make sacrifice in the shrine, and forbids the tapior to grant them d&A-
ol or to record the dmoldtwoig (so much is clear though precise supplements
are uncertain) until the priest confirms that they have done so. In Lycurgan
Athens freedmen and women wete required to dedicate a gidAn éEerevieguxn,
at the high price of 100 drachmai, to Athena; a similar expectation, of a 50
drachma dedication, is attested in the cult of Herakles Kynagidas in Macedonia
from the third c. B.C.1% These are perhaps the only strict parallels for the
imposition of a religious requirement upon the manumitted.'®> CALDERINI sup-

103 Note too yneilopar for Emymeilopar in WORRLE, Lc. (n. 64) 8 line 35 with
p. 165; CHR. Jones, Chiron 29, 1999, 7.

104 See D.M. Lewis, Hesperia 28, 1959, 208—37; ib. 37, 1968, 368—74; M. B. Harzo-
POULOS, Cultes et rites de passage en Macedoine, Athens 1994, 102-5 (SEG 43, 379)
and idem — L. GounarorouLoy, Emygapég Katw Maxedoviag. Tebyog A’. Emyopeg
Bepotag, Athens 1998, nos. 4; 31-33; T.Rizakis — I TouraTsoGLOU, "Emygagss Ave
Maxedoviag, Athens 1985, no. 30.

195 Note, however, F. BOMER, Untersuchungen tber die Religion der Sklaven in Grie-
chenland und Rom II, Mainz 1960, 63, on 1G IV 12 353—379. Note too that at Xanthos
in Lycia a new cult of Basileus Kaunios and Arkesimas was part financed by a tax of 2
dr. levied on the manumitted: H. METZGER and others, Fouilles de Xanthos VI, Patis
1979, 32 lines 18-20.
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posed the Adrasteia and Nemesis Swayoapd to attest a form of acral manu-
missiomw, the device whereby a measure of divine protection was sought for
the ever precarious freedom of the manumitted by fictive dedication or fictive
sale to a god. But such a hypothesis is not needed to explain the involvement
of a god,m(7 which could atise within what was none the less a civic manumis-
sion in various ways: the manumission could be proclaimed at a festival, or
recorded in a sanctuary (as happened in neighbouring Calymnos),'”” or pro-
tected by a sacred fine.'”® Some such practice may have existed on Cos, but it
is not necessary to assume even this. In Thessaly, at Chaironeia and elsewhere
those undergoing manumission were charged what was in effect a registration
fee, in the range of twenty to thirty-five drachmai.'” The sacrifice to Adrasteia
and Nemesis on Cos functioned as such a registration charge, since no attesta-
tion of manumission could be issued until it had been performed; and, though
this is not stated, payment of our text’s fee to Aphrodite may have been a
further requirement. (It seems easier to assume that all &levdegodpevor were
required both to sacrifice to Adrasteia and Nemesis and to bring payments to
Aphrodite than that some were associated with the one cult, others with the
other.) ' In effect then a registration fee retained elsewhere by the city was on
Cos distributed to the benefit of a number of cults (more perhaps than the
two we know of). On a minimum view Adrasteia/Nemesis and Aphrodite
were involved with the manumissions only as recipients of the associated fee.
Perhaps, however, we are dealing again here! with the hardening of a tradi-
tional practice into a rule. The association between ex-slaves and Aphrodite of
the whole people> could conceivably have had a particular propriety. But about
grounds for a special relationship between Adrasteia/Nemesis and freedmen
one can only guess.

28 ol gig: Syll.> 1000 reveals one or two details of fishing on Cos:
it mentions fishmongers (21), a tax on salted fish (15), and public and private

106 S0, rightly, BOMER, l.c. 116—17, against A. CALDERINI, La manomissione e la con-

dizione dei liberti in Grecia, Milan 1908, 106. Sacral manumission is essentially re-
stricted to middle Greece, according to K.-D. ALBRECHT, Rechtsprobleme in den Frei-
lassungen der Bootier, Phoker, Dorier, Ost- und Westlokrer, Paderborn 1978, 324; but
for (much later) evidence from Macedonia and Phrygia see the works cited by
A. CHanioris, Kernos 12, 1999, 209, 278-79.

107 See M. SEGRE, Tituli Calymnii (ASAA n.s. vi—vii, 1944-45), 169.

108 See Bémer, Le. 112-23.

109 1G IX 2. 415 etc.; VII 33017 etc.; see further H. RADLE, Untersuchungen zum
griechischen Freilassungswesen, diss. Munich 1968, 158—61. The Coan texts are rightly
put in this context by SEGRE, Tituli Calymnii, 173.

110 Similatly, contractors owed obligations both to Adrasteia and Nemesis and to
Hermes Enagonios (p. 428 above), and the crews of warships both to Poseidon and to
Aphrodite (note on line 5 above).

1 Cf. p. 429.
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dook outs» (ouomai 10, 11, 18), used to watch for large fish, tunny above all.'?
Tunny-fishing was boat- and labour-intensive (T.W.GAaLrLant, A fisherman’s
tale, Ghent 1985, 23). We should also remember «Coan purple), a sea product
(SHERWIN-WHITE, Ancient Cos, 242). GALLANT argues that in the ancient Med-
iterranean one could not live by fishing, which must rather have been a supple-
mentary source of income for farmers. But the literary stereotype of the poor
fishermar, along with texts such as ours, 113 suggests that some persons saw it
as their prime activity. Aphrodite has no specific association with fishing: the
fishermen’s dedications in Anth. Pal. 6 are addressed to other powers.'™ But
she has a general concern for all users of the sea.

28 ol vadxhagot ol mAgovieg megl Tav yhoav: In the eatlier Aphrodite
drayoapd, Tot Eumogot xal Tol vabxiagot Tol doudpevol £x g OAOG are required
to make sacrifice (not, as here, a cash payment) to the goddess (ED 178 a (A)
23-24). Navxingot were already obliged to make contributions to the cults of
gods associated with the sea (the Anakes, Delian Apollo (?), Poseidon (?)) in
Athens in the fifth century,'"®
the 1% c. A.D. grants exemption from levies exacted Apoodeitng dvopaTt.

while a «customs-law» from Caunus in Caria of
116

The relation of Aphrodite to sea-traders is already implicit in the prominence
of the Aphrodision at Naucratis. To later texts illustrating the relation such as
SEG 28, 838 (Halicarnassus), Plut. Qu. Gr. 54, 303c—d (= FGtH 545 F 4) and
Anth. Pal. 9.601""7 has recently been added the grave monument set up by a
Aodpog Appodeitng ‘Emtevéidiag («of commercial success?) for a dead man who
to judge from the relief was a helmsman (Thessaloniki, 1°* c. A.D.).!!8

In the eatlier dtoypa@d, where the vadnAiagot are associated, as so often, with
gumogot, they are defined as toi 6ppdpevol & tig TOMOG; in this they are rather
tol mAgovteg mepl tav ydoav. The former expression is straightforward, the
activities of Coan traders being well attested; note in particular Ziaelas of
Bithynia’s letter to the Coans of 242 B.C., in which he promises to protect
those of their eafaring citizenss who enter his territory.!'” The force of the

"2 See VrEEekEN, De lege quadam sacra Coorum, 70-73; and on Coan fishing
R. L. CurTis, Garum and Salsamenta, Leiden 1991, 129-30.

15 Cf. N.PurceLL, Eating fish, in: J. WiLkins — D.HarvEY — M.DoBson (eds.),
Food in Antiquity, Exeter 1995, 132—-49.

114 See the note on Leonidas LII lines 7f (AP 6.4) in: A.S.F. Gow — D.L.PacE,
Hellenistic Epigrams, Cambridge 1965.

115 See n. 52 above.

116 SEG 14, 639 ¢ 6, 15, e 10: cf. J. ViLIssarRoPOULOS, Les naucléres grecs, Geneva —
Paris 1980, 223—-29.

7 See D.1.. PAGE, Further Greek Epigrams, Cambridge 1981, pp. 385-86; cf. ib. 51,
317 on Aphrodite the guardian of seafarers.

118 See E. Vouriras, ZPE 90, 1992, 87-96 (SEG 42, 625).

9 Rigssy, Asylia, no. 11 (RC 25; Syll”> 456); see in general SHERWIN-WHITE, An-
cient Cos, 229-45.
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latter is much harder to catch. N. PURCELL suggests to me that we should think
in terms of short-haul trading, «cabotage), atound the Coan territory, ie. the
island itself with its several landing points and its dependency Calymnos.'®
The suggestion is attractive, particulatly if we allow that the many boatowners
who must also have plied the short distance to the mainland could have fallen
loosely under the same desctiption. But it is puzzling that, here as not before,
a definition should have been chosen that would exempt the longer distance
trader.

29-35 Sanctions.

A slightly expanded repetition of the sanction against worshippers in 1-2 is
followed by one against the priestess. No other Swyoaé for the sale of a
priesthood, on Cos ot elsewhete, appeats to contain such a threat of punish-
ment against the putchaser, except in the event of non-payment of the pur-
chase price. But sacred laws which define a sacrificial tariff occasionally stipu-
late that a ptiest who transgresses it is to be fined (LSS 113) or prosecuted
(LSCG 107.2-5) or stripped of office (LSA 59.6~7).1!

35-37 The sacrifice &ni it mpdoet (topic 2).

For other instructions to petform it see ED 2 (A) 8-10; 85.11; 109.1-8;
180.9—-14; LSCG 167.1-3; and for the financing of it ED 85.11; 215 (b) 17-19.
It took place a little before the sale of the priesthood (ED 180.9-10).'%* Ex-
pensive victims'*® were offered to the deity whom the priest or priestess was
to serve by the chief magistrates of the state; the sacrifice was performed or
the health of male and female citizens and of those residing in the cityy (ED
180.9-12, cf. 109.1-3), and could be accompanied by the invocation of bles-
sings on good citizens and corresponding curses (ED 109.3-9)."How many
citizens might attend these preeminently civic occasions is not indicated; there
was enough meat available to feed a good number. One might have expected
sacrifices to be made both to Aphrodite Pandamos and to Aphrodite Pontia,
just as it was to «each of the gods), i.e. probably to Herakles Kallinikos by the
hatboun and by the markeo, in ED 180.8—10. But on the public occasion the
civic aspect of the goddess prevailed.

36 dapaiv ano doayudv E€axocidv: It is at first sight amazing that a

120 On cabotage see F.BraUDEL, La Mediterranée et le monde méditerranéen a
Pépoque de Philippe 1T, Paris *1966, 1 94-98 (103-8 in the English. tr. by S. REy~oLDS,
London 1972); P HorDEN — N.PurcgiLL, The Corrupting Sea, Oxford 2000, 140-42,
565.

121 Note too LSCG 156 B 29ff,, which as very generously restored by HErRzOG
threatens unchaste priests with deprivation of office. For sanctions against priests for
other offences s¢ée LSCG 48 A 9-12; 66.7-10.

122 *Bni in &ni td nodoer is relational, not temporal.

123 With the 600 drachmai spent here cf. the 200 of ED 180.9-12 and the 300 of
LSCG 167.3.



Sales of Priesthoods on Cos I 445

young cow should cost twenty times as much as a mature sheep (30 dr., line 7
above). For Attica, M. H. JAMESON speaks of «the 1:13 ratio of sheep/goats to
cattle, in contrast to the usual 1:5, as evidence of a «distortion of normal price
relations> in the exceptional drought conditions of 329,/28.'** One might won-
der whether diffetent animal husbandry practices made bovines so much more
expensive vis-a-vis sheep and goats in Cos than in Attica. But even by Coan
standards this heifer is exceptionally expensive, a choice victim for a special
occasion. Other prices for bovines in Cos are: 50+ dt. for a dapaiig noutd
(LSCG 151 B 5-6: 4 c.); 400 dr. for a Bolg youodreQC (Syll.3 398.24 with
44—-45); 500+ and 300+ for a Bodg (ED 215. 27, 35), in a text where a sheep
costs 25+ dr. (32) and a pig 100+ (28-32). Our text’s price for a sheep, by
contrast, is at the bottom end of the Coan range (see on line 7 above). Why is
the heifer so expensive? Husbandry manuals from the 16™ and 17" ¢. recom-
mend that the cow should not «ake the bulb before the age of three or even
four, and reports from African pastoral societies most commonly present 3! /2
or 4 as the typical age for first calving (though 2 or 2'/, are also mentioned
occasionally).'?> An animal kept so long and then slaughtered before calving or
milking would represent a considerable waste of dnvestment capitab and might
reasonably have cost no less than a folc. About the potential age of a sacrificial
dapaig (rather a rare victim outside Cos) we have no evidence other than LSS
96.7-9, which is plausibly supplemented to requite an animal more than a year
old.'?® That allows the possibility that the Coans were envisaging, say, a three-
year old.
37-39 Publication and expenses (topic 17).

ED 144.14-15 should now be supplemented by analogy with our text, not
as in SEGRE.
38 npotelecavim: The verb normally indicates the payment of a sum
which will be recouped in some way (see e.g. Xen. Vect. 3.9, 10). In other
diagraphai these expenses are eventually repaid by the purchaser (ED 215 (B)
16-23; 216 (B) 15-18), and that must be the implication here too; similatly

124 Sacrifice and animal husbandry in classical Greece, in: C.R. WHITTAKER (ed.),
Pastoral Economies in Classical Antiquity, Cambridge 1988, 110. I am most grateful to
Professor JAMESON (and his correspondents S.PayNE and S.Davis) for advice on what
follows.

125 For four see Sir A.FrrzHgERBERT, The boke of husbandry, London 1534, in the
edition of W.W.SkraT (London 1882), 139-40 (this passage was added to Frrzuer-
BERT, who says nothing relevant, in a later edition (1598) by L. R., identified by SKEAT as
James RoOBERTs); for three L. Mascar, The Countryman’s Jewel: or, the Government of
Cattel, London 1680, 199—-200. Pastoralists: G. DaHL — A. Hjort, Having Herds, Stock-
holm 1976, 33-35.

126 For dapoic as a favoured victim on Cos see ED 25B 6-12; 82. 25; LSCG
151 B 5-6, 22, 26—-27; 159. 9.
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apparently with noodiayedem in LSCG 167.1-3.

39-40 Term (topic 6).

40-43 Payment details (topic 11).

43—-45 Perks (topic 15).

43 eboePds Swumeipevos: Such praise by a demos of its own piety is a
cliché of hellenistic decrees, already abundantly attested, for instance, in re-
sponses to the Magnesians’ request of 208 for asylia for the shrine of Artemis
Leukophryene (K. RigsBy, Asylia, Betkeley 1996, nos. 96.24; 98.12; 107.25-26;
etc.).

44 The yonothow'?” of our text appear also, associated with iotia-
oo, in ED 178 (a) (A) 34,'% where they have suffered earthquake damage;
they ate evidently (cf. the verb xateoxevalw) buildings of some kind. If they
are dining-rooms or kitchens, the priestess presumably exploited> them (xao-
nebopar: topic 15 above; cf. no. 2 line 9 below) by charging a fee for their use.
Syll.3 1000. 13 requires sactifice from 6 modpevog tav Gvav tol Apoodeisiov,
the purchaser of the right of collecting revenues deriving from the Aphrodi-
sion. The fragmentary dwyoapd ED 3 (B) 5-7 apparently treats the same
topic, and speaks of payments to <the priestess). Was management of these
buildings sometimes contracted out? (It seems less likely that the sacrificial
revenues mentioned in 14 as leasable could be indicated by this phrase.)

45-50 Publication and expenses (topic 17).

47 teAéoar Tav iggewav: All purchasers of priesthoods on Cos appear to
have undergone a rite of consecration (topic 12), but the Swyooagai usually
mention it, as here, only in connection with the administrative issues that it
raises. Formally the priest or priestess is initiated by «the city> (ED 216 (A) 15—
16/LSCG 166.20), even if performance of the ritual is normally contracted out
(ibid., also in our text, and often). For details of how to perform a consecra-
tion the Coans perhaps had to turn back to the ritual codes of the 4™ and 3™
c. (p. 420 above). LSCG 156 A 17—-18 was plausibly supplemented by HerzoG
toic[8e Te][AéCeTan 6 lopevg T[od Znvog tob IToMéwg xol td]v Oedv tdV Avddexna
(and cf. [tehe]oton, 25-206). The priest was purified with a piglet, and then
sacrificed a bovine to Zeus and a sheep to Athena; there follows, apparently, a
long account of division of meat at an ensuing banquet. Thus in the old text

7

(incomplete however at the end) consecration seems to have been accom-
plished primarily by sacrifice. The rules for the priestesses of Demeter seem to
have been similar (LSCG 154 A 31-35).1% The dayoogai too sometimes men-
tion sacrifice, if in a way that might have suggested that it accompanied conse-

127 The term has recently been studied with all necessary references by
M. C. HELLMANN, Recherces sut le vocabulaire de architecture greque, Paris 1992, 436.

128 Cf. n. 57 above.

129" Consecration by sacrifice also in an obscure context, LSCG 154 B 6.



Sales of Priesthoods on Cos [ 447

cration but did not constitute it (cf. ED 177. 11 iepgiov &ni td tehetdn, and
180. 32—34). And sacrifice was the ritual that was most commonly contracted
out (see JHS 116, 1996, 222), as the consecration came to be. But in the
period of the dwypapai it seems to. have been the ddpe éni tdr nodost rather
than the teleté that required elaborate victims. If the 9dpa &ni tit npdoer was
instituted at the same time as the sale of priesthoods, some features originally
associated with the consecration may possibly have been transferred to it. Non
Coan evidence for the consecration of priests is sparse.’*? In Miletus they were
dnitiated to Zeus Telesiourgos, i.e. Zeus the initiatop, by what means we do
not know, before taking up the service of their own individual gods (LSA
49 A 12; 52 A 13-14). In Chalcedon the basilens Gvatidnot the aspirant, a pro-
cess involving expense (LSA 3. 12; 5. 21-23); DITTENBERGER compared the
practice of &vlpoviopog and suggested that the candidate was put up> on to a
sacred chair, but more probably the verb just means «consecrates» without re-
ference to a specific ritual act.'’™ A word read as wa[tec)neicdn apparently
means «consecrated> in OGIS 331. 21 (WerLes, RC 65. 16), with reference to a
priest of Dionysus in Pergamum. No standard practice is revealed.

48-50 These lines apparently repeat 37-39, with the single addition of a
payment provision concerning the priestess’ consecration; the resultant combi-
nation is closely parallelled in ED 215 B 16-21.

New College
Oxford OX13BN
England

130 Further unrevealing allusions: LSCG 103 B 16-17, from Minoa on Amorgos (the
priestess is to provide her own téleotoa); LSA 79. 10 (Pednelissos).

131 Note on Syll.” 1011; but see K.LATTE, ZEYS TEAEZIOYPTOE, Philologus 85,
1930, 225-27 = Kleine Schriften, 1968, 122-23.
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Koan diagraphe for the sale of the priesthood of Aphrodite Pandenos and Pontia
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Dedication by C. Stertinius Xenophon inscribed on the original front face of the diagraphe
Jor the sale of the priesthood of Aphrodite Pandemos and Pontia






