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ALAN S.HALL - J.]. COULTON

A Hellenistic Allotment List from Balboura in the Kibyratis

1. Introduction

The block carrying the text discussed here was discovered by R.R. R. SmrtH in
September 1984, built into a Late Antique fortification wall at Balboura (N. Ly-
cia) during preparations for an archaeological survey of the city and its territory,
which began in 1985 under the direction of J.]J.Courton.! Photographs and
squeezes of Face A were taken by SmrTH in 1985. In 1986, with the support of
the Turkish authorities, the stone was removed from the wall, and taken for safe-
keeping to the Fethiye Museum. Additional squeezes and photographs were tak-
en at the time by N.P. MILNER, who also transcribed all the texts. The publica-
tion of the inscription, on the basis of these records, was undertaken by
A.S.Harit, who had produced a working text and outline commentary at the
time of his tragically early death in December 1986. The text was checked from
the squeezes, and the commentary was revised and completed by J. J. Courton.?

The inscription lacks any substantive document, being apparently the base of a
stele onto which a long list of names had continued. But it can be seen to be a list

! Preliminary reports of the survey appear in AS 36, 1986,7-8; 37, 1987, 11-13; 38, 1988,
14-17; and in the series Kazt Arastirma ve Arkeometri Sonuclari Sempozyumu published by
the Turkish Ministry of Culture and Tourism, beginning with IV Aragtirma ... 1986, 1987,
171-8. The survey is conducted under the auspices of the British Institute of Archaeology at
Ankara and with financial support also from the British Academy, the Oxford University
Craven Committee, Merton College, Oxford and the Society of Antiquaries of London. We
are grateful to the General Directorate of Antiquities and Museums (now the Department for
the Protection of Culwural and Natural Environment) in Ankara for permission to carry out
the survey and to Bay M. GUVEN GULER of the Fethiye Museum for much assistance. Our gov-
ernment representatives in 1985 and 1986, Bay MeumeT Cakict (Fethiye Museum) and Bay
MeuMET SENER (Elazig Museum), also contributed much to our work on the inscription.

2 We are both greatly indebted to R. R. R. Smrtr and N. P. MiLner for their fundamental
work on the inscription on the site. A. S. H. wished to acknowledge gratefully the help he re-
ceived from W. H. CockLE and J. M. ReynoLps. J. J. C. is deeply grateful to P. M. Fraser and
M. Wo6RrLE for invaluable advice in preparing the paper for publication, to T. R. Bryck and
N. P. MiLner for comments on some of the indigenous names, to M. Crawrorp for suggested
restorations, and to those who offered comments on the inscription at seminars organised by
F. MiLLaR at Oxford and M. CrawrorD at London. The errors and omissions which no doubt
remain in spite of this help must stand to the account of J. J. C.
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of lot holders, consisting largely of names (name and patronymic or other de-
scriptor), with occasional indications of multiple and shared lot holdings, and of
lots taken over from another. The names are grouped in dexaviot, which on side
A consist normally of ten lots. The unusual character of the text, with its many
indigenous names, has controlled the organisation of the commentary. After the
text (section 3), section 4 deals only with readings, restorations and letter forms,
and is followed by a brief discussion of the date in section 5. Section 6 then lists
the individual names in alphabetical order, and discusses their geographical con-
nections, section 7 deals with the ethnics and occupations, and section 8 ex-
amines the internal relationships between the lot holders. Finally, section 9 dis-
cusses the nature of the list and the meaning of the other terms, and section 10
considers the historical context.

2. Location and Description of the Block

The inscribed block had been built into a roughly constructed fortification wall
which ringed the upper part of the city hill (see Fig.1);® it formed part of the
fourth course of the outer face, from which it was slightly protruding (Plate 3b),
and it has been weathered particularly on those parts which were towards the ou-
ter face of the wall, i. e. the right side of Face A, the whole of Face B, the left side
of Face C and the lower part of Face D. There has also been more substantial
damage from chipping at the edges and perhaps from hammering of the inscribed
areas. However, Face C provides a continuous text for much of its length, thus
confirming that the text did not run over onto a missing block behind.

The wall into which the block was built belongs to a probably Early Christian
refortification of Balboura, which protected part of the lower city as well as the
upper hill.* The original setting of the block is unknown, but it was probably
brought to the wall from somewhere higher up, not lower down. There are the
ruins of an Early Christian church on the top of the city hill, and remains of
Hellenistic terrace walls nearby may indicate an earlier sanctuary beneath it. If
so, the inscription may have been set up there.

The inscribed block is of a plain rectangular shape, with no mouldings
(ht.0.64 m.; wdth. 0.52 m.; th.0.51 m.). Its under face was worked flat, but not
smooth, and one of the vertical faces was finished in the same way, showing no
sign of inscription; this must have been the rear face of the block when it was
first set up. The four other faces were inscribed, however. The original left face,

* Fig. 1 is based on a survey of the site by L. Bier of Brooklyn College, City University of
New York, and by G. HoLLinsHEAD, P. BowLEs, and A. GREENLAND of Northeast London
Polytechnic.

* The fortification appears to take a weak line in the northeast corner of the lower city, in
order to take in a church east of the agora. Bishops of Balboura are attested only from the fifth
century A. D. on.
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Face A (Plate 1), and the right face, Face C (Plate 2), both preserve a consider-
able portion of the text. The front face, Face B, which projected from the fortifi-
cation wall, is badly weathered (Plate 3b), so that no continuous text can be
read; but the traces are sufficient to show that the whole face was inscribed
like A and C, and the line spacing gives no indication of the larger lettering or
different layout that might be expected at the start of a long text. The top face,
Face D, has a rectangular slot (0.24 x 0.10 x 0.075m. deep) cut into it
(Plate 3a), which the lettering seems to take account of. Since, in addition, the
cutting is in the original top face of the block and runs parallel to the original
front, it is reasonable to suppose that it belongs to the original design. Presum-
ably the block was a stele base, for which its form is entirely suitable. The pream-
ble and substantive document which are missing from Faces A, C and D, and ap-
parently also from Face B, would therefore have been on the missing stele. The
inverted mus and reversed sigmas on Face D may result from the text there being
cut with the stele already in place.

The lettering 1s irregularly spaced, so that only an approximate count of mis-
sing letters is possible. Letter height (0.011-0.015 m.) and width vary both be-
tween and within lines; average line spacing is 0.015 m. The lettering on all three
legible faces is of similar character, although there are some slight differences
suggesting different hands, or at least different occasions. The most distinctive
forms are: A or A for alpha; lunate epsilon (A29, C32); I for zeta; ® for theta
(C9); M to M for mu; = for xi; small omikron, set high or low; IL for pi; sigma
normally four-barred and varying from = to £ to E (especially on Face C), but
sometimes lunate (A38, A39, C14, C32, C40, and D7), usually where space is be-
coming short and at the end of a word; Y for upsilon (often close to tau); and
Q or & (on Face C) for omega. Phi and psi do not occur. Mu is inverted in Al
and consistently in D1-6; nu is reversed in C13, rho in D2 and D5, and sigma
consistently in D1-6. Delta is written for alpha in A23, C16 and D3. Epsilon is
omitted in A12, iota is omitted in A14, C36 and D4, and misplaced in A13; final
sigma is omitted in C23 and perhaps at the end of C16, C28 and C34.

3. Text

Face A. (Plate 1)

The surface is destroyed at the top, especially towards the right, and also to-
wards the bottom of the left side; the right-hand side is badly weathered. There
are several vertical cracks. No complete line survives. If the inscription began at
the top of the face, as on Face C, then one line is probably missing. Thereafter 39
lines survive, although there are only a few legible letters in the first two lines.
The lower lines slope slightly down to the right; the right end of A38 is c.0.01 m.
lower than the left.
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10

15

20

25

30

35

[ ———— Agltum[g— — — — — — ]
________ ETH_ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ ____
[6]exavia. ‘Eguaio[g— — — — — 28+ ]
tew; Toalig Meghata,, MoA[Mlg [~ — 20+ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ ]
Anutog, Kotng At[te]ow, Maocag KouBedg, [ — — 12+ _ _ _ _ ]

Kodhanmug xarkevg &xet [MikiomOYK[ - 5+ _ _]

KAfigov. dexavia. Moieoig Mokew, Agpafolvg— 5+ _ ]
[Jag Agualov, Zaeg Otpm, Aroygug To, Newko[ — 5+ ]

¢ Hiarog, Meghapvaoig Mukvionov, Macog Kevd[ — —3-4_ _]

Avdauiog, Kamdiag MoAeoiog, Kogoavag [— — 9% — — — ]
aocag Aptipov. dekavia. ‘E[g]uaiog Agtipov kat Kigovifonng 1£]
va Eyovot kowid. dexavia. Kiglovion[ng] ‘Eguaiov, K[ - —7+ _ _ _]

Alov &xer Zrvdouvrygog ixvevtod, ‘Eouatog Koy, [ - —6F _ ]

Kilov, Kieou()onng Meghapvataoiog, ‘Eguaiog [ - —4+ _ _]

aiov, Mepghatog Zopov Exet Mnviddgov yoau[poatéog,]

Tookovdag "Agictov, Kotng Kofapiog &xer Kopa[piog 1+

[.]Jvov, Maocag Eito Mogoaiiog. dekavia. Oppacis Mayo[tov, O&]-
[JeABiag Tpokovda, Mosaraptng Mointog, Ogdniig [— —5+ — _]
[.JAng Kewuniov, Kotng Attew, ‘Egpoaiog Attew, Y[ — — 11+ _ _ ]
[=3% _Jrov, Kevunpng [Maerlov, Tivdovgyls MoAn[tog— 6+ _ _]
dexavia. Moing Kegdorov, Kapotog Mooroytov — 5+ _ _]

[ —5% _JovoBggov, ThokovdaPeuig Agyvinuiog, Agtiu[ng E 3+ ]

[ = 5% _]vog, To{ayrig AgTipov, ‘Eguatog Agtipoy, K[Jo[ — 7%+ _ _ _]
[To]okovda, Mavrg *Agakiov, [Tiihovg Miuvac{ov €xet]

[—6=x _Jamov Avdod. dekavia. Tookovdag Ofapfoa— 5+ _ _]

[ 8% _ _Jtng OBpataciog, Onpapoong Kote[w], Oc[ — 7+ _ _ _]
[—8% _ _180c, Mapotng MoAkov, Kotng ITikhov, [ - 7+ _ _ _]
[=8% _ _Jog xai ‘Eguaiog "Agtépdog Exovot ko[wij— — 6+ _ _]
[—=7% _M]okeotog, Tpokovdog vmnpétng, Molavo[fag— — 4+ _ _]

[—7% _]. 8ekavia. Zwvdihg Tagavtivov, Ocqe] — —7£ _ _ _]

[ 7% _] kepapevs, Muokerhog Zoonuiog, Agti — 5 _ _]

[ —6% _] Attng Zaxogyov, [Tiddovg ‘Eguaiov &xet M[— 8% _ _ _ ]
[—6% _]Bagov, Egwdounog MAlov, Agtiy[.] YME[LJMOTE[ - 7+ _ _ _]
[=5% _Jv kai Agtiung Toariig Koviaotog dexavio. [ - 7+ _ _ ]

[ 3% _ Agltipov kai Kigovionng Atta, Tookovdag Me[ — 7+ _ _ _]

[ =3+ _Jebarg Agtuov, [Moavapvag Mokestog, "Agrepfig [ — —4+ — ]
[— 4% _JKevBuPng "Agrepd, "Agrentic Meghauvaoiog, K[ — 4+ _ ]

[ — 4% _TAgtéuen, ApBaitng Motaie, [Bafy]og EKINIOM[ — 4+ _ _]
[—4x _1Ofpuoa M[22]CA_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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Face B. (Plate 3b)

The surface is weathered all over and badly damaged to left and right, espe-
cially at the bottom and top. Although no letters can be deciphered, the remains
of 39 lines of text can be made out, suggesting a pattern similar to that on
Faces A and C.

Face C. (Plate 2)

Little of the first two lines can be read, and the third line has disappeared com-
pletely, apparently erased. Several letters are lost at the start of lines C4 and C5,
but thereafter the lettering is mainly in excellent condition, apart from the loss of
a letter or two along either edge, and some weathering of the first ten centime-
tres or so at the left hand side.

____________ I. 8éka. Ohopug I'l[ — —4£ _ _]
[— — —14x _ _ _Javov, Komg Nag, Agow[ — —7+ — _ _]
line erased
[— —8%x _ _] Atten, KufaBuyug ‘Epuaiov, Tookovoag A-
5 [— —8x _ _Jotoy, I'ng Nokopov, Kotng Koudw, Attag Ack-
[ =4+ _Jovy, Kamrhag Olapiog, Meghotog Oltopiogf1+]
[Ag]tung Tookovda, Kotng Maca, Agtiung Alov
[]xe "Eguaiov okutémg, Tookovoag Ofapoov Exet K-
[va H]hatog, *OgBag Hhonog. 8&(k). Kevdoupng Onieotog,
10 [Algomag Zisi[v]veng, TMowavdguoag ‘Eguaiov, ‘Eguatog Ma,
[Zwdihig Mavapvoning Kixhangov &xet 'Alov -
[=3£ _]IINAZ, Ofopoag Kevdaifou &yxet Toarriog Navio[v],
[=3+ _JIAATOZ Ziwdowrov, Aguavovig Asgupiov, Kolag[l +]
[—3% _]¢ ‘Eounoiog *Agtepd, Mfjvig Agtipovkog, Moing Zao[l£]
15 [1 = Mv]okelhag Zidavguov, Moiesig M[o]iew, Kevdaut-
[BIng Kotew &xet Mointog Mogoov. Sex{a). Kevdnpn(c)
[1+]ovoq, Tookovdag ‘Eppatkotng Otywm, Moing Agt-
[w]oy, Tpokovdag *Amorlwviov, Midag Obvava, [ — — 4+ _ _]
[ — 2+ ]8ng Meghatov, ‘Epuaiog Ooa, Agtepfic Mikgo[ — 3% _ ]
20 [—=2%£]Ang Maia, Attng [Toxopov, Opopagoag Epeyog[t]o[v],
[Ke]vdaipng Mointog €xel Attndog Aghoonog,
[ —2+Jacog Hetov, Kieovionng Agyvaupiog, Mepokog yo-
[au]uoted(s) Exel Attew ITodavag, Tookovdag AgTiung Mi-
[ —2%], Tookovdoag MiAkov &xet dvo, Kidhangag Muok-
25 [el]Aov, MoAeoig ‘Egpaiov, MoAng Maynoov, Macog
[Ke]vdaipov, Mamng Kopraovi, Macag Nndog, Mago-
[1LJotng Muokeriov, Agtiung Kopmtiog, Kevdat-
[Bnlc Murvet, Kadephog Anuntoiov, Moing Tookovdi[og),
[KiA]hampag Mapotov. dg(k). KevSovgyig Onven, Kep-
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30 [po]hagiag Agyoyoutog Agtiponing Moiew, Komt-

[Ahag Mdng, Imitog Agtiov, Ogpopovg Iofovgov, Ap-
[Tung KAieoviomov, *Agteptig Onven, Mepoavog AgEvBi[ov],
Moing Kamiihov, KoBiiiic Agamiog Midivedg, *Av-

dofic MoteAdov, KBawg Attatn, Moghataots ieged(g),

35 Mo[A]ng Mokiew. dex. Tpokovdag Kivdaiov, MoAing [TihAiov,
[Jacag O&arBrov, ITio(f)dng Attew, Aapodiokig Malotov,
[..]Joag TToyagnilog, Keppoiaoiog Kagramove, Kieopion[ng]
[MT]oavapvov, Kotng Kiéntov, KopoBavsag Iviov, Mavn|..]
[yoa]upoteds, Macag KoroBa, Tookovdag Agtipwo] — — 7+ _ ]

40 [ —4= _]ung [Mpnagoiuiov, Aguoavavig Idov] — — — —
______ MmAAOYY - -

Face D.

The lines are not of equal length (see below). D7-8 have smaller lettering. Be-
low (i.e. in front of) D8, and to the left of the cutting, the marks of the toothed
chisel can be seen, showing that this area was uninscribed; above D9 and to the
right of the cutting the surface is weathered, but there is no sign of lettering. Lines
D9-20 have a curving slope down to the right, with the right end of D11 about
0.015 m lower than the left. The surface here is badly worn but some letters of
three lines can be read, and there seem to be traces of another nine lines below.

dexavia. Kihloggov Mogauotov kAf-
oot téaoapeg, Tookovdog OAlapilog
Za[.Jewg Tkhov, *Agteptic M{moa, Zevogtn-
1e1g Marotov, Mores(ys Kamilov, Muoek-
5 keirog Kidloegov vacat
Toorovdag Kidiov nagédnkev Tookov[d]a WKOAIO
[‘E]ouatog Ogtakiov
AIMHKA EOOY

Cutting
[ —2+]AEKAH
10 OENI ¢éovoifa
IIINTI
4. Epigraphic Commentary
Face A:

Al: . (mu inverted) is clear, then two vertical strokes with uncertain cross
bar; perhaps another Ag}tuun[c.

A2: Y or E, then T, then two verticals, the second perhaps forming Y.

A3: after ‘Egpaio[ ASH read ¢; a nominative is normal after Sexavio. Then
28 + letter spaces for the patronymic, another name in the nominative and the
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start of the patronymic which is completed in A4; but if the names were not long,
another name and patronymic might be lost completely.

A4: At]tew or KoJtew are the simplest restorations, but others are possible. At
the end of the line ASH read Mogoug, but the third letter seems triangular, sug-
gesting MoAng or Mokeots. There is then space for 20+, or 18%, letters,
enough for a patronymic, 2 name in the nominative and the start of the patro-
nymic in A5, but probably not for another name and patronymic.

A5: At the end about 12 letters lost, enough for a complete name and patro-
nymic.

A6: The last name is puzzling; the top of the second I is missing, the cross bar
of the H uncertain. A geniuve is expected; perhaps ITikiotnyov K[ or IMikiot
[Covk[, although neither produces known names.

A7: Before xAfjgov perhaps v, the last letter of the missing patronymic in A6
(but no space for the preceding 0). KAfigov, the object of #yet, is expressed only
here. The two horizontals of Z are clear, and the spelling Agua{o[ rather than
Apua&o[ is confirmed in A8. Thereafter ASH read v completing the name as Ag-
nalovg, since a nominative is expected; the v is uncertain, however. The 7 + let-
ter spaces before Jag in A8 must include the end of Agpalo[, his patronymic and
the start of the following name. Since this last may lack only one letter (cf. Nog
C2 and Tug A8), 4-5 letters may remain for the patronymic.

A8: 5-6 letters are lost at the end, leaving ample space for a two-element name
such as Newko[otpato]g, with the final letter (presumably = rather than E), be-
ginning A9.

A9: The cross bar of H in Hhawog is unclear. The 34 letter spaces at the end
are insufficient to complete the patronymic and contain the next nominative (e. g.
Moaoag Kevd[ea, I'ng] Avdatutog), so this must be a triple name such as Maocog
Kevd[nBng] Avdaipiog (see below pp. 122-3).

A10: The 9+ letters lost at the end would have contained the patronymic and
the start of the following nominative, separated perhaps by kai to give a dekania
of 10 lots® (see below pp. 143-4).

Al1l: M]aocog is tempting, but given the space at the end of A10, uncertain. At
the end ASH could read om, presumably Kigovionng; only about one letter
space remains to start the patronymic, but K]jva (KPN 762-1, occurring three
times at Termessos) would fit.

A12: ASH could read Khovionng (the omission of & was presumably acciden-
tal). After the final K 7-8 letters are missing, enough for (e. g.) K[otng ‘Egp]aiov.

A13: ASH read the second letter as g, but only the vertical stroke is clear.
In the light of A20 we should expect Zwvdovpyiog, but Zwvdoviypog is certainly
written. Only the two horizontals of { in Kwov remain, but Ki{ov in Al4 is
clear.

% The restoration of kai was suggested by M. CRAWFORD.
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Al4: Kheouomng, although clear, is surely an error, as [Tiodng in C36 and Mo-
reog in D4. At the end of the line perhaps Kegdlaiov, as in A21.

A15: At the end ASH could read ypoapuatéog (rather than -£mg).

Al16: At the end perhaps KoBo[uog followed by a short patronymic e.g.
M|[a]vov.

A17: Only the second vertical of the first N is clear. At the end of the line ASH
could read Mapot[; there follow 4-5 letter spaces, presumably Mapo[tov (as
A27); Mapo[tactog (KPN 855-1) does not allow space for the following names.

A18: The first two letters could be A or A. Either two or four names are ex-
pected between OBgacig and Tpokovda; ASH read Jia, Buag, and there is just
space to restore (e.g.) Mapo[tov, I'ng] Aa, Biag; but such a pair of short names
is unparalleled in the surviving text, and one longer name seems preferable, e. g.
Maypo[tov, O&]|arproc. In the last name H has a faint cross bar, so Ogdniig rath-
er than Ogduuig. Thereafter 5-6 letter spaces remain for the patronymic and the
start of the following name.

A19: At the start perhaps MoAng or similar, in spite of the shortage of space;
Ang (KPN 810) is a feminine name. There is more space than usual between A
and 7, but no sign of an intervening letter. 11+ spaces at the end of A19 and the
start of A20 suffice for a name and most of the patronymic.

A20: The first letter could be T or Y. Kevunfng perhaps miswritten for
Kevdnpne. The o in [agrrov lacks a cross bar, and the second A is badly formed.
At the end ASH could read MoAntog, the commonest genitive of MoAng but not
otherwise used in this text. There is then space for 6-7 letters before dekavio in
A21, hardly enough for a name and patronymic; perhaps an ethnic?

A21: The 8 in dekovia is small and set high. After the final T ASH read o, pre-
sumably from [Micolapt[ov; thereafter perhaps 9 letter spaces for a nominative
name before ?M]ovoBagov.

A22: The first two letters somewhat doubtful; with some hesitation ASH read
MovoBagov. At the end he read *Agtfic E[; no known indigenous name could
form the damaged patronymic ’E[.c.8..]vog, but Greek "Epnedopgovog (LGPN I)
or "EAgv0cgimvog (CIG IT 2501) would fit.

A23: the A in ToadMg is written A. After the second Agtyov ASH read Ma-
oafc; the traces of X are recognizable, but the first letter is rather «, either Agti-
wovk[a], X[ or Agtwov, K[.Jo[. There is space for 7 £ letters to complete the
name before Tgokovdov in A24.

A24: At the end ASH read Muuvooov, thereafter £xel is suggested by the two
successive genitives in A25, and this would virtually complete the line. Alterna-
tively a nominative of 7-8 letters followed Mwvacov, with Jasnov as the patro-
nymic and Avdov a true ethnic agreeing with it.

A25: No single name in Janov is known that is long enough to fill the missing
6=+ letter spaces at the start of the line. At the end of it ASH read O&apoa as in
A39; but in C8 the genitive is Ofapoov. There are then 12-13 letter spaces be-
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fore Jtng in A26; Tpokovdwotng (KPN 1512-36), the longest indigenous name
known with that ending, is too short, so perhaps a shortish name and patronymic
followed by Tng or Kotrng.

A26: There is space for 1-2 letters in Kotg[..Joo[, probably Kotew (o is a lon-
gish letter), then perhaps Ooclag (C19) or Oo[agig (A30), with 11-13 letter
spaces for a patronymic, a name, and the start of a patronymic ending in ]30g
(A27). Alternatively a longer name such as Ocapvotactg (KPN 1118-2, Ter-
messos) followed by a patronymic of 6 & letters before ]d0c.

A27: The A in Moikov might be A. After ITidhov there are about 15 letter
spaces for a name and a patronymic in Joc.

A28: After o[ at the end of the line 9-10 letters are lost, and about 7 more
at the start of A29 before M]oAeowog. The simplest restoration is Kowf as in
A12, followed by a long name such as TpoxovdaBewig (A22) or Meghapvato-
oig (A14) - in the nominative if the next lot holder, or in the genitive if the
original holder of the lot taken up by two men named previously. But Ko[
could rather start the name of the lot-holder replaced, followed by his patron-
ymic, then another nominative before M]oiesiog, e.g. Ko[tew Aguun, Ag-
Tiung MJoAeoiog.

A29: Lunate sigmas in Tpokovdag Ymnpétng, and lunate epsilon in the latter.
At the end of the line Hgwavo[g (CIG III 4367 g add., Tefenne) would leave
13-14 letter spaces for a patronymic; Ilgiavo[Bag (KPN 1304-2) only 11-12.

A30: The three bars of the final E survive, presumably Oocoeig then 14+ let-
ters before kegaypevg, either for a patronymic and a following name, or, breaking
the normal sequence, for a second name (cf. C33 KwBulhig Agamniag Miiiveic).

A31: The first letter of Zgonutog is certainly X not E. At the end of the line
presumably Agtiung (ASH read w), leaving 8 & letters before Attng for the pa-
tronymic.

A32: Lunate sigma in Zakogyov. About 13 letter spaces for name beginning
M|, and patronymic ending JBagov.

A33: Egidouog is certainly written, not the common ‘Eguaiog. After ITiAdov a
nominative is expected. ASH read Aptipovpgikovg, with the following 12+ let-
ter spaces presumably occupied by a patronymic in Ju. However, it is also possi-
ble that the puzzling letters [.[YME[.JMOYE][ (as usual, T and Y, and E and X
are easily confused) conceal the end of a shorter nominative name and part of
the patronymic, leaving space for a second name and patronymic before kai.

A34: Before kai a short diagonal stroke from the top left of the letter space,
presumably the remains of a genitive in -ov. At the end of the line 9-10 letters
are lost before (presumably) Ag]tiwov in A35.

A35: After Mg[ space for about 7 letters.

A36: Of the first letter the three horizontals survive, probably €, and there are
2-3 letter spaces before it. At the end of the line 8 + letter spaces for the patro-
nymic of 'Agtepfic, before KevBoupng in A37.
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A37: The two sigmas in Megghauvaociog are small and raised, as if to save
space. After K[ about 8 letter spaces before *Agtepf] in A38.

A38: The second B of ABBattng is unclear and the second A lacks a bar. The
letters -at the end of the line presumably begin the patronymic, with c. 8 letter
spaces for its ending and for the nominative before Ofapoa.

A39: A short stroke after O&owoa is probably a blemish in the stone, not a let-
ter, so this is a genitive, as perhaps in A25.

Face C:

C1: At the end of the line v and a vertical stroke, perhaps the patronymic
Ti[Ahov. If so, then 14+ letter spaces for a name and a patronymic ending in
Jvou.

C2: Before Jvouv a sloping stroke, perhaps A or A. The Z of Kotng and Nog
are like E with the barest incurve at the middle of the vertical. The last name
probably began Agow][ rather than Agew[; then space for 6-8 letters, perhaps
enough to complete the name (Agoipag ?) and patronymic.

C3: Faint traces of letters but nothing legible; line erased.

C4: After 7-9 letter spaces the second oblique of a followed by the verticals of
T ’

C5: The second o of Jotov is uncertain; there is a crack in the stone which the
mason seems to have taken account of. No known indigenous name would suit
the required the patronymic: A[ 8-9 Jotov, but Greek Alovucod0tov is possible.
At the end of the line the division Attag Aok] is preferable to Attacog K[, since
Attacog, although plausible, is not attested.

Cé6: Of the first 5 letters only o is certain, but the traces are consistent with Jov
Kamihrag; before that 4-5 letter spaces would allow a patronymic such as
*Ack[Anmt]o0 or "Ack[avi]ov, but no known indigenous name fits.

C7: At the start presumably Agltiung (read by ASH); the sigma is like a lunate
epsilon, whereas others are like normal epsilon.

C8: Sigmas again as epsilons. At the start £x]ei, confirmed by the successive
genitives ‘Eguaiov okvtéme. Of the last letter the vertical hasta is clear, then a
break which may follow the lower oblique of k.

C9: 3—4 letter spaces at the start, which should complete the name K[ (genitive
after &yxey). K|[va HJAowog is possible. Of & in 8&(k) only the left oblique and low-
er strokes are visible; the k is probably lost before Kevbaupng.

C10: Sigmas as epsilons. Of the first letter the curve of P or @ survives, so pre-
sumably AJoamag (as C33). The first v of Zictvveag is illegible. At the end of the
line after M an oblique, presumably a, but no further space; if the next line starts
Z]wdihg, Ma must be the complete patronymic.

C11: Zwdihig (A30) is the only attested name which would fit. At the end of
the’ line T'tAlov is clear, not TTtAlov.
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C12: No attested name will fit the requirements of Z|[3 £ Jnvag for the patro-
nymic of ['tAlov. The final v of Noviov was either omitted (cf. other omitted
finals) or carried over to C13.

C13: At the start of the line 3—4 letter spaces. Mg]phatog would suit the traces
seen by JJC, but ASH read K]apatog. The first v of Agpavovig is reversed. At
the end presumably Kolap[ag or -0g.

C14: 2-3 letter spaces at the start before E or X; a genitive is expected here,
but compare Kotng Nog (C2). Lunate sigma in Mfjvig and Agtiuovkoc.

C15: The division between C14 and C15 is uncertain; either Za.o|[v, Mv]okeh-
Aag or Tao[v|, Mv]okedhag. Trace of the bottom curve of 0 in Molew.

C16: At the start Kevdau|[B]ng The last letter of deka is written A, but A for A
occurs also in A23 and D3. No space for the final ¢ of Kevdnfng unless a small
raised lunate sigma as in A37; cf. C34, C37.

C17: At the start one letter space then Jotea, Jovea, or Jovoa (genitive); the
only suitable name attested is Movcog (KPN 988-1).

C18: The division between C17 and C18 is uncertain; either Agt|[w]ov
or Agt[iu]ov. After Ovvawa about 5 letter spaces before ]m¢; either a name
[5+18ng, or perhaps [dek| 2 1dmc.

C19: After Mikgo[ 5= letter spaces before JAng; either Mikpo[v, 4 JAng or
perhaps Mikgol[v. d¢.| 2]Ang.

C20: At the start 2+ letter spaces, then the first oblique of A, A, or A. ASH
read JaAng; several restorations are possible. At the end there is probably space
for EBeyog[t]o[v.

C21: At the start presumably Ke]vdoupng.

C22: At the start two letter spaces, and perhaps another at the end of C21, for
the beginning of 2-3 Jacoc.

C23: At the start presumably yg|[ap]oted. The final ¢ was omitted before the
very similar €.

C24: At the start perhaps Mu|[dn, but several other possibilities.

C25: At the start 2 letter spaces, but presumably Muok|[gA]Aov.

C26: At the start presumably Ke]vSaiBov; only the obliques of 8 and a survive.
The word division Koghaovi, Macog, giving a known second name, is better
than Koghog, Nwooag; but cf. Nuywoter (NB 918-3).

C27: At the start one letter space before uncertain ot; but presumably Ma-
ea/[n]otne.

C28: At the start presumably Kevdat|[Bn]¢. Insufficient space for both missing
letters of Tpoxovdi[og; cf. C16, C32.

C29: At the start presumably KiAJhongog, in spite of the problem with Tpo-
kovdog. The k of d&(k) is probably lost before Kevdovgyig.

C30: At the start presumably Keg|[po]Aactag as A37; ot are incomplete but
probable.

C31: At the start presumably Komt|[AJAag. The unusual double nominative
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Kamidhog Midng (cf. C2 Kotng Nag) can be avoided by dividing at Midn, Zimt-
tog; both Imitog and Zumitog are otherwise unknown.

C32: Uncertain line division with C31; either Ag|[ti]ung or Ag[t|]une. Mepa-
vog has lunate epsilon and sigma. Insufficient space for both missing letters of Ae-
£uBi[ov; cf. C16, C28.

C33: Only the right vertical of initial M survives, with no space for another
letter before it.

C34: No space for the final ¢ of {egetg even if small and lunate; cf. yoaupo-
ted in C23.

C35: Only right vertical of n in Mo[AIng survives, so that Movoig (KPN
988-5) may also be possible.

C36: At the start Maoag is most likely, being already attested several times in
this inscription; but Zaocog is also possible. ITisdng is presumably an error for
Moidne.

C37: At the start perhaps Mooag again, but a possible letter space at the end
of C36 allows more alternatives. At the end only one letter space for the termina-
tion of KAgovionng; perhaps a small raised lunate sigma as in A37, or ¢ carried
over.

C38: At the start presumably IM]avapvov or ¢ M]avauvov. After Mavn[ two
letter spaces, in the first of which there may be the bottom of a vertical hasta,
which would exclude Mavnoog (C25). ASH read Mavn 9[no|yglappateds, but
Mo is surprising as a nominative form, so perhaps Mavntag comparable to
Mointag (KPN 946-14).

C39: At the start presumably yoo]unateds. After Agripo[ 12 £ letter spaces
before Jung, so perhaps Agtipovka, Agtyoniov, or the compound concealed in
A33, rather than simple Agtiuov.

C40: At the start perhaps Agtt]ung, but many other possibilities. Only the
upper half of Ap in IMTpragalov is visible. Lunate sigma in Agpavovic.

C41: Presumably ITthhov Y[ or Ka]mhiov Y].

Face D:

D1: Line begins c. 0.065 m. from the left edge of the block, and ends ¢ 0.05 m.
from the right edge. KihAoggov is genitive possibly as the leader of the dekania,
but more probably as the owner of the kAfigol téooageg, which otherwise are
not clearly assigned. The equivalent construction on Face A is KoSAamnuig XoA-
Kevg Exet . .. KAfigov (A7-8).

D2: Line begins ¢ 0.08 m. from the left edge and ends ¢ 0.03 m. from the right
edge. Initial g reversed.

D3: Line begins ¢ 0.02 m. from the left edge. A gap between Za and gig may
once have held a letter (e. g. Za[o]elg), or may have been left because of a blem-
ish in the stone (which would at the same time explain the starting point of D2);
so Yaelg, as in A8. The first A in Macog is written as A.
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D4: The lower part of a vertical hasta survives to the left of the first &. The vin
MoAeoig was omitted. After Muoe a vertical hasta with perhaps the roots of the
oblique strokes of .

D5: Line begins ¢ 0.014 m. from the left edge and ends ¢. 0.24 m. from the
right edge. The remainder of the line was probably never inscribed. P in KidAa-
€00V is reversed.

Dé6: Slightly smaller lettering (0.01-0.012 m.). After nopédwkev Tpokovda
(presumably dative) is faint but just legible; the following letters (patronymic ?)
are unexplained.

D7: Letter height ¢ 0.01 m. Part of a vertical hasta of @? survives, and there is
room for ‘Eguoiog; lunate sigma.

D8: Letter height ¢ 0.01 m. No sense discernible.

D9: The A has no cross bar, and the letter following it is probably n not
v. Since no letter traces are visible in the preceding line space, this probably
begins a new sentence, so either deka(vie) H[ (or dex(avia) An[ ), or oi] 8¢
KAfj[got.

D10: Only one word, ¢€ovota, is decipherable. The sigma is probably not re-
versed.

D11: only occasional letters legible.

D12-20: Nine more lines of lettering are discernible to the right of the stone,
so presumably running its full width as also D10-11. But no letters are recogniz-

able.

5. Date

The only evidence for the date of the inscription is provided by the lettering and
by the nature of the names. In a remote part of Asia Minor the absence of Ro-
man names from the text may not seem very significant, but Roman names prob-
ably appeared at both Balboura and neighbouring Oinoanda in the early first
century A.D.,° and in an officially inspired land allotment from that date on one
would expect to find among so many lot-holders at least one whose name
showed a Roman connection. The fact that the relatively few Greek names (see
below) do not include any of the heroic/epic names favoured by the upper
classes at Balboura under the Roman empire (Thoas, Kastor, Polydeukes,
Meleagros, and Troilos) also suggests a Hellenistic date. So too do the unusual
genitives of common indigenous names such as Attng, Kotng, Moing, and

¢ The great-grandfather of Meleager, who founded games at Balboura in A. D. 158, was
called Caius (N. P. MILNER, AS 39, 1989, 48-9), and the Julii at Oinoanda were probably en-
franchised by Caesar or Augustus (WORRLE, 57-60). Enfranchisements under Nero and
Vespasian at Oinoanda are noted by S. JaMEson, AS 16, 1966, 125.
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Tookovdag,” since the more commonly attested genitives are mainly of imperial
date.

The letter forms, taken together, also indicate a Hellenistic date. From the
hand of an experienced Greek mason they would suggest a date around the mid-
dle of the second century B. C., but from the less practised hand of the mason(s)
responsible for this inscription, the date might be up to a century later.® The vari-
ations in lettering noted above (p. 111) suggest that the list was not all inscribed
at one time; but the variations are not great, and do not suggest that the compo-
sition of the list continued over a long period. Face A is likely to precede Face C,
both because that would accord with the left-to-right direction of writing, and
because the formulae are slightly fuller on Face A. Face D would be the least fa-
vourable one for display, and so is likely to have been inscribed last; the structure
of Face D is somewhat different from that of Faces A and C, and in the family
reconstructed on p. 142 below, it is the younger generation who are recorded on
Face D.

6. The Names and their Local Associations

There is a clear normal structure in the list, with individuals identified by two ele-
ments, usually name and patronymic, but sometimes name and ethnic or name
and occupation. In the following cases, however, this sequence is broken:
A9-10: Muviomov, Maocog Kevd[3-4] Avdaiuiog
Al7:...Jvou, Moacog Ewo Mogoahiog. dek.
A20-1: Xwdovgyig Moyn[ 9-10 ] Sexavia
A34: kol Agtiung Toarig Koviaotog. dekavia.
C10-11: ‘Egpatog Ma, [Z]wdihig Mavapvoning Kiddangov
C17: Jovoa, Tookovdog Eguotkotng Otiw, Moing
C23-4: TTodavag, Tookovdag Agtiung Mi[2-3], Tookovdog
C33: Koamrov, Kofidig Agamiag Mihvet, *Avdpfig

In A17 there appear to be two successive genitives, perhaps the father and
grandfather of Masas; but in four cases (A34, C10-11, C17, C33) there are two
successive nominatives followed by a patronymic or (in C33) an ethnic, and in
the three remaining, less well-preserved cases the same pattern is possible. These
represent either one man with a double name, or two men, one of whom lacks a
patronymic. Since in four of these eight cases the first name of the three is a com-
mon one (Maocag, Agtiung Tookovdag, Tookovdag), the absence of patronymic

7 Attew occurs once in the Indos valley W. of Kibyra (BCH 24, 1900, 51); Atteoug is the
normal form in Pisidia and the Kibyratis. Kotew is new; Koteovg and Kotnovg are the nor-
mal forms. Mo,ew occurs once at Phrygian Apameia; Moleoug and MoAntog are the normal
genitives in Lycia, Pisidia and the Kibyratis. Topokovda occurs once, in Isauria, in place of the
normal Tpokovdov. Ziotv(v)ewg is also new in place of Zicvew and Zisvov.

8 This is the opinion kindly expressed by P. M. FRASER.
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or other identifier would be surprising, so that the first alternative seems prefer-
able.” Where double names occur elsewhere in Asia Minor, they usually follow
the sequence name-patronymic-second name. But in A34 Agtung is separated
from the previous patronymic by kal, and Maocag (A17) and Tpoxovdoag (C23)
are both nominative, whereas the previous names (KoBap[iog, and Attem) are
genitive after &xet. In these cases the sequence name-second name-patronymic is
certain, and although either sequence is possible in the other cases, the punctua-
tion of this text follows the latter. The appearance of double names in a text with
no sign of Roman influence and little of Greek, tends to support RoBERT’s con-
tention that double names do not depend on Roman practice.’®

There are also a few instances, all on Face C, where the second element of a
two-element name is a name ending in -ag: C2: Kotng Nag; C11-12; TAhov
3[3 £ ]nvag; Cl14: Mfjvig Agtypovkag; and C23: Attew Ilodavag; perhaps also
C13-14: Kolag[og 3+ ]¢ and C30-1: Kamirag Mwdng (?). The termination is
more appropriate for a masculine nominative than for a masculine genitive, so
that most of the cases might be double names without a third identifier. But I'{A-
Lov (C11-12) and Attew (C23) are certainly genitive, so can not form a double
name with a following nominative; in these cases (and so presumably in the oth-
ers?) we must have either an anomalous masculine genitive, or possible a femi-
nine genitive.'!

Ignoring minor variations in spelling, we have about 163 different names, oc-
curring more or less completely some 320 times.!? Their frequency varies consid-
erably; the four commonest names (Agtiung x192,'* ‘Eguaiog x17, MoAng x152,
Tookovdog x16) occur about 67 times between them, accounting for about 20%
of the list, while 117 occur only once, accounting for 36%. About half the names
are not previously attested.

A detailed discussion of the local names requires a specialist, and here we sim-
ply list the names occurring in the inscription, together with their line numbers,
giving only a single reference where a previous occurrence of the name is known
to us. However, the geographical connections of the names, when they can be as-
certained, are.important to the history of Balboura, and this aspect is discussed

? On double names see B. M. Levick, et al. (ed.), MAMA IX, 1988, Ixi, n.28, and
G. E. Bean, BSA 51, 1956, 149, no. 43 (area of Sogiit Golii).

10 1. Rosert, BCH 102, 1978, 518-20, 543, against R. MErkELBACH, ZPE 22, 1976,
200-2, who argues for a Roman connection.

! For another instance in Balboura’s territory see VAM 168. T. R. Brycg, The Lycians 1:
The Lycians in Literary and Epigraphic Sources, 1986, 14358, finds some support for the
statement of Herodotos, 1.173, that the Lycians used metronymics, but elsewhere, metro-
nymics are usually a sign of illegitimacy (A. CHRIsTOPHILOPOULOS, Alkatov kal ‘lotogio
Mikpo Mehethuota, 1973, 60-7).

2 The exact figures depend on subjective assessments of «<more or less complete» and «mi-
nor variations».

13 The similar ’Agtepufig/-1¢ adds a further 9 occurrences.
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below. For convenience those names which appear to be new are marked by an

asterisk, and those whose local connections are discussed below by +. Uncertain

nominative terminations are given in parentheses (). The letter n, g, or d after a

line humber signifies occurrence in the nominative, genitive, or dative case (the

second usually, but not always, indicating a patronymic).

4

APBaitg: A38n

AX(0g), -ov: C7¢g

’Avdprig: C33-4n. LGPN L.

"Amorldviog, -ov: Cl18g. HPN
526.

*AQak(0g), -ov: A24g. cf. HPN
592, NI 146-8.

Agagag: C10?n, C33n. NB
82-2a

Agyovyotig, -tog: C30g

Agyvappug, -tog: C22¢g

Agyvinuig, -tog: A22g

"Aptotog, -ov: Alég. HPN 73,
LGPN L

Agroo(ng), -nog: C21g

Appoalo(vg), -ov: A7n?, A8g

Appovavig: C13n, C40n. cf.
KPN 97-15, NB 97-15a.

Agow[ : C2n

"Agteutic, -1/ -éw: A36n,
A37g,n, A38g, Cldg, C19n,
C32n, D3n. KPN 108-11,
n. 415.

"Agtepg, -180g: A28g.

Agtwung, -ov: Al?, Allg,g,
A22n?, A23g,g?, A312n?,
A33?n, A34n, A35°g, A36g,
C7n,n, C17-18?g, C23n,
C27n, C31g, C31-2?n,
C39?g. KPN 108-6.

Agtiponang: C30n

Agtipovkoag: A232g?, Cl4n?

Agtipovpetkovg?: A33g?

Aok[.4.](og), -ouv C5g

Attog, -a: A35g, C5°n. KPN
119-9.

AT, -e/ -ndog: Adrg, A5Pg,
A19g,g, A32n, C4g, C20n,
C21g, C23g, C36g. KPN
119-10.

Attotng, -n: C34g

Avdayug -tog: Al0g

Biag: A18°n. HPN 572, P-B.
Doubtful reading.

IBafw]og A38n. KPN 205

I'ng: C5n. KPN 202-5.

TiAA(og), -ov: Cl1g. NI 158-9.

TCovk| : A6? Doubtful word divi-
sion.

Al 9% Jot(og), -ov: C4-5g

Ag&bProg, -ov: Cl3g, C32g.
HPN 118.

Anuntolog, -ov: C28g. LGPN L.

E[ c. 8 Jv, -vog: A22-3g

EBeyop(tog): C20g

Ewg, -o: A17g. KPN 319-2.

Eguwaiog: A33n

Eguouxotng: C17n. cf. KPN
355-9.

‘Eguatog, -ov: A3n, Alln,
Al2g, A13n, Al4n, Al9n,
A23n, A28n, A32¢g, C4g, C8g,
C10g,n, C14n, C19n, C25g,
D7?n. HPN 527.

Het(og), -ov: C22g

Hiau(c), -arog: A9g, C9g2,8.
cf. R.Cil. 197b.

[8ov[-?: C40g

Ivi(ovg), ov: C38g. KPN 475-2.

Imitog: C312n. Doubtful word
division.

IoBovp(og), -ov: C31g. cf. P-B.
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"Ixvevtig, -ov: Al3g. Perhaps a
descriptor not a hame.

K[ 2-3 ]: C8g

K[ 8-9 ]: A37-8

Kadeghog: C28n

Kaid(wg), -o: C5g

K]opatog C132n. Doubtful
reading.

Kapotog: A21n

KomAlog, -ov: Al0n, Cé?n,
C30n, C33g, D4g

Kagrtamnov(wg), -o: C37g

KBapig: C34n

Keuni(og), -ov: A19g

Kevd[ : A9n?. cf. KPN 576-1, 2.

Kevdaipng, -ov: A37n, Cn,
Cl2g, C15-16n, C21n, C26g,
C27-8n. KPN 576-4.

Kevdnpng: A9?n?, Cl6n. KPN
576-9

Kevdougyig: C29n

Kevunpng: A20n.

KepdaAi(og), -ov: A2lg

Kepuoraotiag: C29-30n, C37n

Kidu(og), -ov: Dég. cf. KON 500.

K (og), -ov: Al3g, Aldg

Kuhagg(ag), -ov: Dig, D5g

Ku\homgpag, ov: Cllg, C24n

Kwdaiog, -ov: C35g. Synaxari-
um Ecclesiae Constantinopoli-
tanae (ed H. DELEHAYE),
11 Juli, col 813/14 (Side)

KX eopon[ng: C37n?

KAieouonng: Al4n.

KAgovionng, -ov: Al1?n, A35n,
C22n, C32g. Tyr. 51, 52.

KXiént(og?), -ov: C38g

KXlovion[ng: Al2n

KoBaypig, -tog: Alég,g?

KodAamipig: Aén

KoCog[ (ag) : C13n. KPN
647-1.

4
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KoloBag, -a: C39g

Kopwtig, -tog: C27¢g

Kophag: C26g? Doubtful word
division.

Kophaovi: C26g? (or indecl.?).
Doubtful word division.

KogoBavoog: C38n

Koppavag: A10n

Kotng, -e®: A5n, Alén, Al9n,
A26g, A27n, C2n, C5n, C7n,
Clé6g, C38n. KPN 707-3; NB
707-3.

Koviaotig, -10g: A34g

Kvag, -a: A12?g, C8?g. Doubt-
ful restoration. KPN 762-1.

KuBouBipig: C4n

Kopuihig: C33n

Aagodiokig: C36n

Awpig: A8n

Avdog, -ov: A25g. HPN 540,
LGPN L

M[ ?: A32g

Mahag, -o.: C20g. cf. JNL 52.

Moaiot(0g), -ov: C36g, D4g

Moapotng, -ov: Al7?g?, A27n

Mdivng: A24n, C38n?. KPN
858-1; NB 858-1.

Mavno(og), -ov: C25g. KPN
859.

Moavnt(og) C38?n. Doubtful
reading.

Mogapotng, -ov: C26-7n, Dlg.
KPN 873-1.

Maoag, -a: C10g. KPN 839-3

Moaocag, -o: A5n, A11?n, Al7n,
A23?n, C25n, C26n, C362n,
C37?n, C39n, D3g. KPN
875-6; NB 875-6.

Mg[ ?: A35g?

Meupavog: C32n.

Meuiokog: C22n

Meghauvaotg, -10¢: A9n, A37g
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Mephapvatoaotg, -1og: Aldg
Megiatag, -o: Adg

Megiatog, -ov: Al5n, Cén,

C13?n C19g. KPN 904-3.
Mnvidwgog Al5g. HPN 316.
Mfjvig C14n. HPN 316, KPN

910.

My 2-3 : C23-4g
Midag: C18n. KPN 912, NI

424-5,

Midng, -n?: C31g?. Doubtful
word division.

Mikgog?: C19g. P-B.

Milve(g), -vel: C28g?

Muhvion(ng), -ov: A9g

Mipvao(og) -ov?: A24g

Mo[: A4n

Moleotig, -1og: A7n, Al0g,

A29g, A36g, Cl5n, C25n,

D4n. KPN 946-7; NB 946.
MoAng, -€m, -ntog: A4?n, A7g,

Al8g, A20g, A21n, Cl4n,

Cl15g, Clé6g, C17n, C25n,

C30g, C33n, C35n,g,n. KPN

946-1, NI 353.

Mokxk(0og), -ov: A27g
Mogiataoig: C34n
Mogoatig, -tog: Al7g
Moga(og), -ov: Clég
Motaiwg, -o: A38g
Moteli(og) C34g
MovoBog(ag), -ov: A22g.

Doubtful reading.

Movoag, -a: C17?g. KPN

988-1. Doubtful reading.
Mvuoekkeilag: D4-5n
Mvuokeliag, -ov: A31n, Cl15n,

C24-5g, C27g. cf. P-B.
Naviog, -ov: C12g. KPN

1013-12.

Na(g), -ag?: C2g?. cf. KPN

1007-1, (fem.)

Newco[ 6+ : A8n?. cf. HPN
331-2.

Nng, -ndog: C26g. KPN
1033-2.

Nupooag: C262n. Doubtful
word division.

Zevoptnrels: D3-4n

OBgooig: A17n. KPN 1069-1.

OBpotaots, -ltog: A26g

OMauig, -tog: Cln, Cég,g, D2g

OuoBagag: C20n

O&aABuag, -ov: A18?n, C36g.
KPN 1094-5.

O&apoog, -a, -ov: A25g, A39g,
C8g, C12n.

Onleotig, -1og: C9g. KPN
1097-1.

Onvrg, -emw: C29g, C32g

Ongoapoag: A26n. KPN 1099-3;
NB 1099-3.

Opdniig: Al8n

’OgBag CIn. cf. ’Ogbéag, LGPN L.

Oggpopovg C31n. cf. KPN 1111.

Ograxi(ag), -ov: D7g. KPN
1114-1

Oo(ag), -a: A262g, C19g.
cf. KPN 1117-1, 2, 3.

Oocacgig: A30n. KPN 1117-1.

Otwwg, -0: A8g, Cl7¢g

Ovvowvag, -a: Cl18g

[MaeAir(og), -ov: A20g

Mavapvog, -ov: A36n, C38g.
KPN 1197-5.

Moavopvoning: Clin

Monng: C26n. KPN 1199-4.

[Mikiotng, -1: Aé2g. Doubtful
reading.

[Mwctotny(og), -yovu: Ab?g.
Doubtful reading.

IMiAAovg, -ov: A24n, A27g,
A32n, A33g, C24g, C35g,
D3g
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[Mpnagaiuog, -ov: C40g

Mo()dng: C36n. cf. HPN 542.

Moocoroptng Al8n

Mwooaraptg A2lg

[Moyagniig, -tog: C37g

[Modavag?, -ag: C23g

IMokou(og), -ov: C5g, C20g

IMotavdguog: C10n

[Mowvo[ : A292. cf. KPN
1304-2.

2[ 3£ Jnvog: Cl1-12g

Zoewg: A8n

XokoQy(0g), -ov: A32g

Yop(ng), -ov: Al5g. KPN
1365-1.

Tao[ : Cl4g. cf. KPN 1343-2.

Za[o]ewg: D32n. KPN 1379-2.

Zidavr(og), -ov: Cl3g

Zdavgu(ag), -ov: Cl5g

Zwvdihg: A30n, C112n. cf. KPN
1430-1, 2.

Zwdovgyig, -1og: Al3g, A20n

Zunitog: C312n. Doubtful word
division.

Zwoivv(ng), -emg: C10g. cf. KPN
1436-2; NB 1436-2.

Ygonuig, -tog: A3lg

Togoavtivog, -ov: A30g. HPN
543; SEG 30, 1021, LGPN L

Tog, -o: A8g. KPN 1493-4,

Tng: A26?n. KPN 1550; NB 1550.

Toaiig A4n. KPN 1575-2.
ToaiMg, -1og: A23n, A34n,
C12g. KPN 1575-4.
TpokovdaPeipig: A22n
Tooxovdog, -o: Alén, Al8g,
A24g, A25n, A29n, A35n,
C4n, C7g, C8n, C18n, C23n,
C35n, C39n, D2n, Dén,d.
KPN, NB 1512-31.
Tookovdig, -tog: C28g. KPN
1512-35; NB 1512-35.

Names lacking their beginning.
Jaov?: A13

lariprag?: A18; O&laiPiog ?
Jorov: Al5

Japarog?: C13; see Epig. Comm.

Javapvov: C38; Tjavapvov ?
Jamov: A25.

Jag: A8.

Jacag: All, C36; M]acag ?
Jacog: C22.

1Bagov: A33.

1omg: C19.

180¢: A27.

ledaiig: A36.

Jwdihig: C11; Z]wdihg ?
ha?: A18; see Epig. Comm.
TAomeog: C29; Kik]hongog ?
Jhowog: C9; H]Aaog ?
JAnwog: AS5.

TAng: A19, C20.

TAov?: A13

Jung: C40; see Epig. Comm.
Jvbaifov: C26; Ke]vdaipov ?
Jvog: A23.

Jvou: Al17.

Jokovda: A24; Tolokovda, ?
Joreciog: A29; M]oieotog ?
Jog: A28.

Jotov: C5

Jou: Cé.

JovoBagov: A22; M]ovoBagov ?
Jovca?: C17; see Epig. Comm.
Jnvag?: C12; see Epig. Comm.
Joamog: C10.

lorotog?: C13; see Epig. Comm.

lorarog: D7; “EJouaiog ?

lg: C14.

Joag: C37.

Joxelhog: C15; Mu]okeidog ?
Jrew: A4

Jne: A26.

Jon[g: A1, C7; Agltwun[g ?

127
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Jtwov: A35; Agltuov ? Ju: A34.
Jrov: A20. Joa: A12; K]oa ?

With so many names from the early history of Balboura, we have a valuable op-
portunity to investigate the origins of the city’s inhabitants. Some of the names,
of course, are so widespread that they can not help us, and others, like Koghoo-
Vi, are new and can not be reasonably connected with localised roots. But other
names on the list are found only in specific areas of Asia Minor, and even some
of the new names can be related with more or less certainty to previously known
name elements. It is the commoner names, if geographically restricted, which are
most reliable in this respect; the apparent distribution of rare names (and many
here are previously attested only once or twice) may be radically changed by new
discoveries. It must also be remembered that many of the epigraphic occurrences
of indigenous names date from the Imperial period, and so may reflect popula-
tion movements later than the present inscription. Many indigenous names are
found, with slight variations, over a wide area from Caria to Cilicia.!* Small vari-
ations in the form or spelling of such names, if strongly localised, may indicate
the immediate origin of an individual; but some variations may be chronological
rather than geographical.

In discussing the associations of these names it will be helpful to refine some-
what the areas used by Zgusta in his treatment of indigenous personal and place
names. His S. Phrygian-Lycian area is here divided into the Kibyratis (the territo-
ries of Kibyra, Boubon, Balboura and QOinoanda),!® the Acipayam plain (Eriza,
Themisonion and Keretapa/Dioskaisareia) to the northwest, and the Elmah
plain (Nisa, Komba, Choma, and Podalia) to the southeast. Zgusta’s S. Phry-
gian-Pisidian area to the northeast of the Kibyratis is extended to include the
whole Lysis valley. And Lycia, Pamphylia, and Pisidia are divided into eastern
and western parts, Lycia along the Arykandos river, Pamphylia along the Kestros
river, and Pisidia along a line running just east of Termessos, Ariassos, and Kestel
Golii to Burdur.

The easiest name group to distinguish is those of Greek origin. The 16 names
listed below are certainly Greek:!® Avdpfic, "Amoirdviog, "Agduciog, “AgLotog,
"Agtept, "Agtems, I'Ahog, AegbBiog, Anuntolog, ‘Eguoaiog, Mnvidwgog, Mijvig,
Mikg[og, Newo[, ‘Ogbag, Togoviivog.

4 Especially in Lycia and Rough Cilicia (P. H. J. Houwink TeN CaTE, The Luwian Popu-
lation Groups of Lycia and Cilicia Aspera during the Hellenistic Period, 1961; x~xii, 188-97.

15 The territory of Oinoanda crossed the mountains to the south to include Yuva and Giigii
(Yaprakli) on the northern fringe of the Elmali plain (W&RRLE, 47); that of Balboura extended
eastward to the southern part of the Sogiit Golii basin (Tyr., 10-13); Kibyra controlled the
small territory of Lagbe on the northern shore of that lake.

16 Brief references are given in the list above.
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In addition the following may, with varying degrees of probability, be consid-
ered Greek. Kitént(og) may well derive from the same root as kAi&énto;!”
KXiénng, the thief, would be surprisingly disparaging, but K\emtdg, stolen (as a
child?), is plausible in any bandit-ridden district. Egidatog, unless miswritten for
‘Eopaiog, might be connected with &gug, strife,'® and, less plausibly, icaioutng,
for which there are no obvious indigenous parallels, could relate to nicow, pitch,
and Aopmtho, brazier, lantern, although the spelling would be erratic.!? Mio-
KkeA(A)og (not -ag, as here) occurs outside Asia Minor as the name of the leg-
endary founder of Kroton, and of two Krannonians.?® Iaghhog resembles the
Boeotian Magiiia,?! although a Boeotian dialect form is unlikely here. Késu-
Mog (not -ag as here) also occurs in Boeotia,?? but the second element at least is
indigenous; compare ITtAlovg in this inscription, TTiAMg, and JomAdg.?® Simi-
larly "IoBovgog is the name of a river in Sicily, but the toponym IoBog¢/IoB(c)
(Isauria-Pamphylia) would provide a nearer source.?*

This choice between possible Greek and indigenous roots arises in several oth-
er cases, too. Thus Kwdatog might derive from xivdog, a fragrant herb;?® but
Kwbog and Kwdovg occur at Direvli, Cilicia, and there are indigenous com-
pound names beginning Kv3-.2¢ Imitog might belong to the Greek name group
based on innog, horse,” but there is an indigenous name Intog.?® Kepdohog
might be related to kegdoréog, cunning, profitable,” but several indigenous
names begin Kgp-.** KoloBog, may be a variant of K6AoBog from the Greek
K0A0BOC, maimed;* or it may be connected with indigenous KoABag and Ko-
doPac.’? Takogyog could relate to oéx(k)og, sack, strainer and -ogyoc, worker,

7 of. Kheytag (SEG 31, 599, lllyrian).
18 cf.’Egidiog (P-B).
? cf. HPN 274: Mugihdunng.

2 P-B;IGIX 2,461.2,517.75. It is interpreted as bow-legged by BecureL, HPN 492, fol-
lowing the gloss pbokerog = otaponovg in the Lexikon of Cyril (K. Latte[ed.], Hesychius,
195366, s. v. pOokroL, note).

2l SEG 30, 449 (Orchomenos, 3rd ¢. B.C.).

22 Four times: IG VII 4137.3; BE 1971, 337; 1976, 307.

3 KPN 1257;1.Cil. 11A123; see also n. 79.

2 P-B; KON 381.

% of. Kivtog (Et. ep. phil. 206-9) and Kivéwv (LGPN I, Euboea).

6 R.Cil. 202; cf. KPN 614-1,3,4: KiwdavuBog, Kwdapugoag, and Kwdvomgag (all Ly-
cian).

7 “Innitag is cited by P-B, and for the single 7, cf. ‘Indrag, LGPN L

28 KPN 481.

2 of. Kégdav, Kégdog, HPN 235-6.

3% KPN 580-1 to 5, and 586, 587, occurring in W. Pisidia, Boubon, and the Acipayam
plain; also at Notion, Sardis, Sidon (a Balbouran), and Pessinous.

31 See KPN 662; Et. Ep. Phil. 151; NI 78.

32 KPN 659, 660, each occurring once in Caria.

N

N
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maker;* but the dialect form would be unexpected, and although there are no
indigenous parallels for the first element, the second could be related to -ovgyt,
as in Kevdovgytg (C29) and Zivdovgyig (A13, A20), both discussed below. Kog-
pavag might belong with Macedonian names in Kogg- (e. g. Koggayoc);** but
other such names are probably indigenous.>® Given the heavy preponderance of
clearly indigenous names in this list, an indigenous connection is perhaps more
likely in most of these cases. So too Zapov (A15) could be the Greek name Zd-
10¢,* but given the context, it is more likely to come from Zapng, which, like
other names in Zay-, is probably to be regarded as indigenous.”

Another doubtful group is the incomplete names Ack[ 4 J(0g), Al 9% Jotog,
and E[ 8+ ]v, which can all be restored as Greek names, not as known indige-
nous ones;*® but given the number of previously unattested indigenous names in
this inscription, that is not a strong argument.

The largest group of indigenous names is of those which can be associated
with Pisidia. Most obvious is [Tio(i)dng, presumably a misspelling of the normal
ethnic but used here as a name.*” Kotng, which appears eleven times in this in-
scription, occurs widely in west Pisidia and twice in west Pamphylia, near Attal-
eia.*® TBawog and Kolap(ag) are previously attested only once each, both Sagal-
assians.*' Onvng is new, but perhaps related to Onvadel(og) and OnvarPeific,
attested only once each, at Pisidian Antioch and Adada.*

More frequent are the names with strong Termessian connections. Thus Kev-
Soupng, Kevdnpng, and Kevdovgyig are all related to Kevdeog which occurs over
thirty times at Termessos, three times in the neighbouring area and rarely else-
where.¥® Tts compounds are rare outside Pisidia, east Lycia, and west Pamphy-
lia,** and the Termessian character of Kevdovgyig is supported by the recurrence
of its second component in Motdcovgyis, found four times at Termessos.*

> of HPN 162.

3 A.Hgruseck, WJA 5, 1978,91-8.

3 Koggn, Kogpts (KPN 686-2,3), Kogoo[ (I. Labraunda 23), perhaps Koggapog (NI
409-10); the termination -avag is also indigenous (KPN 500-8, 516, 1142-2).

3% Related to the ethnic Zduog, (P-B; HPN 551; LGPN I).

% KPN 1365-1; L. and J. RoserT, La Carie I1, 1954, 78.

% See the commentary on C6, C5, A22.

3 HPN 542 (Miletos); cf. Mioidikog (SEG 32, 503, Thespiai) and HLctSL(og) (BCH 10,
1886, 222, no. 5, Oinoanda; to be discussed shortly by N. P. MiLNER).

0 KPN 707-3; NB 707-3; similarly Kottng (KPN 707-4) occurs ten times at Termessos
and twice in W. Pamphylia.

# KPN 205; KPN 647-1 (at Notion).

42 KPN 1098-1, 2.

# KPN 576-1;at Attaleia, in the mountains to the north, in E. Lycia; also at Aspendos, and
Iotape (Cilicia). '

# KPN 576-2to 15; exceptions are Kevdng and Kevdepng in Cilicia.

# KPN 974-2.
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However, Kevdnfng occurs only once at Termessos, but four times at Hippou-
kome on the western fringe of Lycia, and once each at Boubon and Tyriaion in
the Balbouratike;* and the spelling KevBaBng occurs only in Balboura and its
territory.*” More strictly Termessian are Mavnoag and On\eotg, previously at-
tested only there (six times and five times respectively; and names related to the
latter are almost entirely Termessian).*® Mauotng is new, but Mapotactg, and
Maypotaotg are both known only at Termessos (five times and once);* and
Magpauotng appears as a tribal name at Termessos although it is already known
as a personal name from Balboura’s territory.’® Meghatog occurs three times at
Termessos (and once near Oinoanda),’! and other names beginning MepA- occur
only there.>> This should also indicate a Termessian origin for the longer names
Meghapvooig and Meghauvataotg. wdidg must be a variant spelling of Zivs-
gtug, Zwvdhg,>® each of which occurs once at Termessos, and the related name
Twvdovgyig, like KevBoupyig is connected to Termessos by its second element.>*
Both names may also relate to the toponym Sinda (perhaps close to Kibyra);>®
but the simple name Zwdng occurs both in Cilicia and on the Asiatic coast of the
Crimean Bosporus.® More doubtful is Iavapvag, for although it is previously
attested only at Termessos (once),” the form TMaveapvng occurs four times at
Halikarnassos in the fifth century B.C.,*® and a Carian connection is also sug-
gested by the West Carian toponym IMavouago.>

# KPN 576-9;1. Boubon no. 4; Tyr. 68; Ked(8)nfng, KevOnpng (cf. the spelling Kevunpng
here), and KevdnBoog also occur at Hippoukome, Kevdnpiog at Termessos, and KevdnBag
once at Arykanda and once as an unspecified Pisidian at Tanagra (KPIN 576-10 to 14).

¥ KPN 576-4; Tyr. 67-8. But KevdaiBiog appears at Samothrace (IG XII 2, 159) and
Eretria (LGPN I).

4 KPN 859 and 1097-1. See also KPN 1097-2 to 5; but note OnAavidig and OmAng in the
Kibyratis (JNL 39, 48). The Greek name “Omiwv is also particularly common in Termessos
(KPN 1097-6).

4 KPN 855-1 to 3.

50 TAMII1, 121; KPN 873~1 (="Tyr. 21, 72).

31 KPN 904-3, previously known only in the genitive; the nominative was presumably
Meghatog as here. The alternative form Meghatag (A4) is new (unless it is the beginning of a
compound name Meghatouol ).

52 KPN 904-1to 2.

3 KPN 1430-1,2.

5* ¢f. above on Kevdouvgyic.

55 KON 1219-1.A. S. Haur, AS 36, 1986, 138, fig. 1, 144 n. 18, placed it by Golhisar Lake,
but others have taken it as a confusion with Isinda.

% KPN, NB 1431-1 (cf. Zwdiog, KPN 1431-2, also in Cilicia); L. ZcusTa, Personenna-
men griechischer Stidte der nérdlichen Schwarzmeerkiiste, 1955, 768.

7 KPN 1197-5; also twice at Kos (LGPN I).

5% KPN 1197-6. :

3 KON 1000; RoBerT (VAM 211-12) claims the comparable name Kidgopvag as Pisidi-
an, however, locating the village of Kidgaua in NE Caria, close to Pisidia; cf. KPN 603-4.
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Some other names can be linked to Termessos by their second element. Thus
the -Bagag of MoJvoBagog, OpoBagag and JBagag (A33) occurs also in OoPa-
o, attested nine times at Termessos,*® while AgBagag (or KegBogag) and Ovopa-
gug occur on the eastern fringes of Pisidia and in the Acipayam plain and the Kiby-
ratis, respectively.®! The -mhig of Ogdniig and Moyagnisg is strongly represented in
other names from Termessos: Avvniig (f) (once, near Termessos), Miockniig (m)
(once, at Termessos), Nav(v)niig (f) (22 times, all at Termessos), Noavvniig (f)
(16 times at Termessos, once from the Kibyratis); it occurs very rarely also in Lycia
and Caria.®? The first element of Ogdnig might also indicate a Pisidian, for RoserT
claims other names beginning O@3- as Pisidian, or Lycian and Pisidian.®®> The
-ontAng of AgtwonAng and IMavopvoning may also indicate a Termessian origin,
for OnAngisvery common as an independent name at that city.**

. Specifically Lycian names are much fewer than the Pisidian. Eguaikotng is
a variant of Eppokotag (once Eguakottag) which occurs twenty times in Lycia,
but not elsewhere;®®> and Omngapoag, well known as the self-advertising benefac-
tor from Rhodiapolis, is the name of eight other Lycians, mainly from east Lycia;
it also appears once each at Oinoanda, in the Acipayam plain, and near Ambla-
da.®® Toal(A)1g occurs twice in Lycia (at Hippoukome and Limyra), once as a Li-
myran at Oinoanda, and once in the Balbouratike;*” the similar form ToaAog oc-
curs once at Olympus.®® Ogtaxiog appears both in Greek (Ogtakiag) and in
Lycian in a bilingual inscription from Tlos.*” KBayuig is new, but the closest paral-
lels KBoupw(oc) and KBapoag occur in Lycia.”® Avdawuig is also new; a Lycian
connection is indicated by the termination -auug, found only in Ahouptg, Tupot-

€0 KPN 1120-1.

61 KPN 102-2; and HK 7, nos 20, 21; JNL 52.

62 KPN 62-5, 929-1, 1013-28, 40 (note that three of these four are feminine); cf.
H. MErzcer et al., Fouilles de Xanthos V1, La stele trilingue du Létéon, 1979, 113: Keowdn-
Mg; a mythical Carian "Agonig (KPN 107-12), and a Carian dynast [Tictvoniig (KPN 1268,
there related to the Pisidian toponym ITisivéer).

63 NI 431-2 and BE 1976, 583. The names in KPN 1104-1 to 4 occur once each, at Ter-
messos, Myra, Tralleis and Pergamon.

¢ KPN 1097-3 with over 50 occurrences at Termessos (for TAM VIII 1, 97 read TAM 111
1, 97), and two at Tlos (for TAM III 1, 169 read TAM 11 1, 169).

6 KPN 355-9.

% KPN, NB 1099-3; cf. Ongapog (KPN 1099-2) from Oinoanda, and Ongapoog from
the Elmali plain. On the benefactor see A. BaLranp, Fouilles de Xanthos VII, 1981, 173-224;
J.J. Courton, JHS 107, 1987, 171-8.

¢ KPN 1575-2, 4; Tyr. 51; in A. S. HaL, correcting BCH 10, 1886, 2334, no. 13, from
which KPN 1575-3.

% KPN 1575-1.

% KPN 1114-1 (1 Lyc,, Lyc. epich.).

70 KPN 562 (once in Pinara); KPN 563 (four times at Cokek Asar, SE of Araxa, and twice
at Oinoanda); but cf. TBapog (above n. 41) at Sagalassos.
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oupig, IuBootuig and Oconug, which are all restricted to Lycia.”! More problem-
atic is Katdwg; the only comparable indigenous name is Kawdagpoa”? (f.) which
occurs once, uncertainly, at Arykanda.

Several names from the inscription are previously known only from the Kiby-
ratis. Agam(e)iag occurs three times in the Kibyratis.”? Aguavavig is virtually
identical with Agpovvavig and Aguovavig, which also occur four times in the
Kibyratis and once in the Acipayam plain.”* As noted above, although names
with the stem Kevd- are strongly Pisidian, the spelling KevBaipng is restricted to
the Kibyratis. It is already known at Balboura and in its territory.”> KAeovienmg,
(Kheowonng, Kieouonng and Khovionng are presumably all variants of the
same name) is known once previously, from the territory of Balboura.”® The
form Khovionng suggests a possible connection with KhowiLoag and Khowili-
oaiog from Oinoanda.”” MoAxog may also belong here, for the closest known
names are MoAkéotng or Mohkétng, attested in the MSS of Diodorus Siculus
for a tyrant of Boubon.”® Kamlhag, OtarProg and Ofapoog occur once each at
Oinoanda;”’ the elements of the names do not have clear local connections. Op-
popovg occurs once in the territory of Balboura, once at Oinoanda.’® And the
closest parallel for Kopmtig, Kopotig (f), occurs once in the territory of Oinoan-
da.®!

The names Milvel(c) and Milvionng obviously relate to the district known as
Milyas, between Balboura and Pisidia,®? and a few other names belong to the

7l KPN 40, 468, 469-1, and 1118-1, occurring once, thrice, twice, and once.

72 KPN 507.

73 KPN 82-2;NB 82-2a.

74 KPN 97-15; NB 97-15 a; JNL nos. 32, 48; Tyr. 53. The Lycian equivalent is Ermmene-
ni (TAM I 121.1).

75 KPN 576-4;Tyr. 67, 68.

76 HK 1, 32 a-b="Tyr. 51, 52. ZcusTa does not list the name in KPN, perhaps taking it for
Greek, as the KAgo- suggests; but Naour (Tyr. pp. 94-5) rightly points out that since -vionng
is not Greek, the whole name can not be.

77 KPN 626-1,2.

78 Diod. Sic. 33.5 a; the MSS read variously MoAkéotng, MoAxétng and Mokéhtng. The
easy emendation Moayftng has been widely accepted, especially since a Moaytjtng appears
in control of Boubon in an inscription from Araxa (see below n. 159) but Mohkog here pro-
vides some support for the manuscript readings.

79 N. P. MirneR reports KamAlag in an unpublished funerary inscription from Oinoanda.
OfaABrag: KPN 1094-5; the nominative depends on the restoration *O&JaABiag in A18.
A.S. HaLL read O&apoov in place of 6 Z4vBov in OGI 555 (cf. WORRLE, 58, n. 30); also near
Amblada (NB 1094-9), and cf. Ofoad(ag) at Giigii in Oinoanda’s territory (JNL no. 53).

80 Probably the true nominative of KPN 1111: Oggop(og), known only.in the genitive
(Tyr. 3; A.S. Harv, AS 27,1977,193-4 no. 1).

81 KPN 670-1, from Giigii on the edge of the Elmali plain (cf. n. 15 above). The Greek
name Kopwv (P-B; HPN 253) is notably popular in Pisidia (KPN p. 242, n. 168; L. RoBERT,
Etudes anatoliennes, 1937, 392; NI 417, n. 12; BE 1977, 553).

82 On Milyas see below n. 124 and p. 150. Mihvag may be a name in JNL no. 42.
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Phrygian part of Milyas. KopiAhig is close to KoBeiiig, which occurs five times
in the Lysis valley,®® and is here associated with the ethnic Mitvete. The Greek
name Mfvig also occurs very frequently in Phrygian Milyas (although it is not
clear how many individuals are involved); it is quite common in the Kibyratis
00, but less frequently attested elsewhere in southwest Asia Minor.** Ocagig and
its variant spellings occur often in the Lysis valley and western Pisidia;®® Ocog
presumably belongs there too. More dubious are Zagig and Zao[; they may be-
long with Zaovg which occurs once in the Lysis valley.%

The most common names in the inscription are found frequently in Pisidia,
Lycia, and the Kibyratis, but not generally outside those areas. Thus Tookovdog
appears over 100 times in west Pisidia, mainly at Termessos, 40 times in Lycia,
mainly in the east, 7 times in the Kibyratis and 8 times in western Pamphylia. It is
certainly known elsewhere, but much less commonly.¥” MoAng has a similar dis-
tribution: over 60 instances at Termessos, 15 elsewhere in Pisidia (mainly in the
west); around 40 in Lycia (mainly in the east and north), two at or near Attaleia,
about 10 from the Kibyratis, and one from Rhodes, with the ethnic KaBoaiete.
Where it appears elsewhere, it probably also indicates a Lycian-Pisidian origin.
Moleoig and Maoag are less common. The former occurs six times at Termes-
sos, three times elsewhere in west Pisidia, eight times at Boubon, six times else-
where in the Kibyratis, and five times in Lycia (including one epichoric); also a
man from Perge in West Pamphylia, and several scattered instances presumably
belonging to «la diaspora lycienne et pisidienne».®* Maocag occurs eight times at
Termessos, once near Korkuteli (Isinda?), seven times in Lycia, four times in the
Kibyratis, and once in E. Phrygia.”® Kevdnpng may also belong here, since, as
noted above (pp. 130-1), it occurs in Lycia, Termessos and the Kibyratis.

Of the names *Aptenfic/’Agtepic/ Agtung which appear so frequently here,
only the last is indigenous. This spelling is perhaps an early one, for of the four
occurrences in KPN (one Lydian, three Carian), three are of the third century

8 KPN 774-3.

8 KPN 910; esp. J. R. S. STERRETT, Epigraphical Journey in Asia Minor, 1888, 38-55, 77
etc.

8 KPN 1117-1t0 3.

86 KPN 1343-2.

% KPN, NB 1512-31; 1. Bubon 4, 6, 8, 13, 24, 25, 30, with p. 60 on the distribution; cf.
C. BrixuEg, R. Hopor, L’Asie Mineure du Nord au Sud, 1988, 115. Outside the main areas it
occurs twice in Phrygia, twice in Lykaonia, and four times in Isauria. Tooxovdig and the simi-
lar Tookovdelg (KPN 1512-34 to 35; NB 1512-35) occur only in E. Pisidia, Isauria and
W. Cilicia, however.

88 KPN 946-1; cf. NI 353-7 and Tyr. p. 57 n. 125.

8 KPN 946-7; cf. Tyr. p. 61 n. 135 and L. Rosert, BCH 107, 1983, 580.

% KPN 875-6;cf. C. NaoUR, ZPE 22, 1976, 114-5. A divinity Maocgis was worshipped at
Tyriaion (Tyr. 72, 77).
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B. C. or earlier.”! However, the distinction between Agtuu- and Agrtsin- is not
sharp,” and the genitive Agtewov, which could equally come from Agtewng, is
ascribed by Zcusta to Agtewoag, so that it is safer to consider all four forms
Agpt(e)wune/ag together. There are 38 occurrences at Termessos, 13 elsewhere in
west Pisidia, 33 in Lycia (mainly Olympos and E. Lycia), and eight in the Kibyra-
tis; also one in Pamphylia (Attaleia), and the three Carians and Lydian men-
tioned above. *Agtepfic and "Agtepig are widespread Greek names, but Zcusta
reasonably supposes that the unusual popularity of *Agtepeic at Termessos (over
100 instances) is due to its similarity with indigenous forms.”* Similarly, ‘Eguoiog
is a common Greek name, but there are over 250 examples at Termessos, and it is
also popular in the Kibyratis and Lycia, presumably for the same reason.” It is
reasonable to see these names also as having special connections with W. Pisidia,
the Kibyratis and (mainly) E. Lycia.

Outside Pisidia, Lycia, the Kibyratis and the Lysis valley, the largest group is
of those names with a Phrygian connection. ABBattng, an ethnic in form, is likely
to be connected either with the district called ABosgitic on the border between
Mysia and Phrygia or with the 8fippog Mvo®v ABBaert@v in Phrygia, perhaps
migrants from the former.”® Motalwg, and Motghrog, although new as personal
names, also have quite specific geographic associations; the former is presumably
related to the community of Motaeis to the north of Hierapolis,”® and the latter
to the ethnic MoteAnvoc and to the epithet of Mfjv, Motelreitng, both origi-
nating in the same district.” Tog occurs eleven times in Laodikeia Katakekau-
mene, and four more times elsewhere in East Phrygia; outside that district it is
rare, and does not appear in Lycia, Pisidia or the Kibyratis, so that an outside
source in this case is plausible.”®

Mdévne, named by Herodotos (1.94; 4.45) as the first king of Phrygia, also ap-
pears very frequently in Laodikeia Katakekaumene. Zcusta (who does not list all

71 KPN 108-6; so also ’Agtiuung appears in Herondas 2.38, and one instance of Agtipog
is early, although it also occurs later in Lycia, Pisidia and the Kibyratis.

%2 Both spellings are used in J. R. S. STERRETT, op. cit. (n. 84) 52.

% KPN 108-11.

9 So Zcusta, KPN p. 173; cf. RoserT, NI 38-9 on ‘Eguéic. For Termessos see TAM 111 1,
index. In Lycia seven examples at Hippoukome (TAM II 1, 168-9) and others from east Ly-
cia (TAM II 3, 836, 853, 869, 877, 882, 885-7, 916).

% KON 2-1; LBW 1001; cf. B.V.Heap, Historia Numorum, 3rd ed., 1911, 446;
SNGvAulock 9, 3329.

% L.Rosert, BCH 107, 1983, 511-12; id., JSav 1983, 45-63; P. CHuviN, RA 1987,
107-8.

¥ MAMA IV, 309; L. Rosert, JSav 1983, 48; L.Rosert, Nouvelles inscriptions de
Sardes, 1964, 35-6; E.N.Lang, Corpus Monumentorum Religionis Dei Menis I, 1971,
no. 39;1I, 70.

% KPN 1493-4,



136 Alan S. Hall - . J. Coulton

instances) notes more than 50 occurrences from Phrygia and East Phrygia,” but
the name is widely attested elsewhere, too, and there are at least 13 instances
from Pisidia and 6 from the Kibyratis and Acipayam plain.'®® Midag, another
legendary Phrygian name (Herodotos 1.14 etc.; 8.138 etc.) which continued in
common use in that area, was also widely used elsewhere (nine times in Lycia,
five in Pisidia, two in the Kibyratis).!?! In these cases an immediate Phrygian ori-
gin is therefore uncertain. The theophoric names Mfjvig and Mnvidwgog, ho-
nouring the Phrygian god Men, also show Phrygian influence, but they are not
restricted to that district, and as we have noted, Mfjvig is particularly common in
the Lysis valley.

Names suggesting other local connections are few. Av8dg is obviously Lydi-
an;!%2 Aghoong is likely to be Carian, since Aghiooig, Aghioig and Agheuog are
all Carian names, and the toponyms Aghaie, Aghavda and Aghioog are all in
Caria;'® EBeyoguog is not previously attested, but Zxivyogiog at Pergamon is
probably Galatian, like Bgoyogig and Zidyovguog;!% for the first syllable com-
pare EBovgnvog and Efovpioavoc.!® Ivpovg and Taocelg only occur (once each)
in Isauria,'% and the locations of names beginning KouvA- suggest that Koviooig
may also be Isaurian.!”” The only attested name beginning Agow[ (C2) is the

198 and Tioivvng is also Iranian, although it occurs quite widely
109

Iranian "Agoipocg,
in Asia Minor and elsewhere.

A strong Termessian element among the names in the Balboura list is clear, not
only in the fifteen or so names which, in whole or in part, are attested only at
Termessos, but also in the names which have a wider distribution. The common-
est names in the list, AgTiung, ‘Eguaiog, MoAng, and Tookovdag, although found
more widely, are all heavily represented at Termessos. Although this may be part-
ly due to the large number of inscriptions surviving from that city, and their com-
prehensive publication, a strong connection with Termessos is historically plausi-
ble, as will be argued below.

9 KPN 858-1; cf. NI 123, 365.

100 KPN 858-1; on the wide distribution of the name see L. RoBERT, op. cit. (n. 81) 369.

100 KPN 912; L. and J. RosErT, La Carie II, 1954, 78; Midng is the Ionic form.

102 As a name, HPN 540; for the Lydian connections of the Kibyratis see below p. 151.

103 KPN 95-1 to 3 (all fifth or fourth century instances from Halikarnassos); KON
95-1, 2.

104 1. WEISBERGER, in: Natalicium ... J. Geffcke, 1931, 155, 173-4; NI 432, n.4;
RECAM 1, 19, 349. Anotaguavoc, from Galatian Antotagog, is already known from Bal-
boura (IGR III, 472; cf. Tyr. 26).

105 1. WEISBERGER, op. cit. (n. 104) 155.

106 KPN 475, 1379-2; but Zafc]elg is uncertain here.

17 KPN 726-1 to 4: 3 Tsaurians, 1 Cilician, 1 E. Phrygian.

198 Jystiand P-B.

199 Jyst, 303; RoBERT, BE 1965, 342; R. ScumiTT, Actes du 7iéme Congreés international
d’épigraphie grecque et latine (Constanza, 1977), 1978, 144; KPN 1436-2 etc.
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Outside Termessos, the parallels are almost exclusively from the area defined
above as west Pisidia. So too, in Pamphylia the names on our list are largely re-
stricted to the westernmost part, especially Attaleia, just below Termessos, and
although the distribution is more uniform in Lycia, there is a definite preponder-
ance of parallels from east Lycia, especially from Olympos.!!® Together with the
Kibyratis, the Acipayam plain and the Lysis valley, from which there are also
many parallels, these form a continuous region running north from the eastern
coast of Lycia to Burdur Géli, with a westward extension into the mountainous
district between Lycia, Phrygia and Caria. Very few names, as we have seen,
have clear associations outside this region.

Table 1. Summary of suggested associations of names

Names Occur-
rences
Certainly Greek forms (p. 128) 16 40
Possibly Greek forms (pp. 129-30) 14 23
Strongly Termessian connections (pp. 130-1) 15 25
W. Pisidian connections (p. 130) 1 11
Other Pisidian connections (p. 130) 4 5
Lycian connections (pp. 132-3) 7 10
Kibyratan connections (p. 133) 8 25
Lysis valley connections (pp. 133-4) 6 6
E.Lycian - W. Pisidian (pp. 134-5) 8 95
Phrygian connections (pp. 135-6) 4-6 4-8
Other connections (p. 136) 8 8

N. B. This table necessarily presents a simplified picture, since some names are very similar,
some occurrences uncertain, and some associations more or less probable. For the reasons
given above, "Agteufic/ig, ‘Egpaiog and Mfjvig, although Greek (and counted as such), are
also held to have local associations.

The existence of some Greek names shows a measure of Hellenisation in the
group, as of course the setting up of the inscription in Greek also does; but fur-
ther inspection suggests that this Hellenisation was limited. In no case does a
Greek name follow a Greek patronymic. Apart from Muckeihag (occurring five
times) and KamAlog (four times), which may not be Greek, and *Aptepfic/ic
(nine times) and ‘Egpoiog (16 times), which are popular because of their simi-
larity to indigenous names, only Agf0Biog occurs more than once. Mfjvig,
Mnvidwgog, and *AnoAldviog, although Greek in form, relate to local divini-

19 This imbalance may be due to the absence of a TAM volume for central Lycia, and/or
to the deeper Hellenisation of the centre and west.



138 Alan S. Hall - . ]. Coulton

ties.!!! The variations in genitive ending, the odd spellings,!'? and the occasional
inversion of letters (see above pp. 111, 122) also suggest unfamilarity with Greek.
The 16 certainly Greek names constitute only about 10% of the names and 12%
of the occurrences in the Balboura list, and even if a Greek connection is accept-
ed in the most doubtful of the cases discussed above, it would raise the total only
to 30 Greek names, about 18% of the names and 20% of the occurrences. This
contrasts strongly with the list of donors to a bath building at Hippoukome (on
the Carian-Lycian border) in the late Hellenistic period, where Greek names
constitute about 89% of the occurrences.!’

Several of the names are unevenly distributed between the two generations.
Kotng, Toarrig, Kevdaupng, Kieovionng, *Agreutis, ‘Fouaiog, Masag, and Tpo-
kovdog all belong predominantly to the «present> generation, while Hhoug, Olia-
uig, and perhaps Attag, are more commonly found among the patronymics. The
Phrygian names are evenly balanced, and both the name and patronymic of AB-
Baitng Motaiwm (A38), have specific Phrygian connections. Other names that
may be associated with more distant parts do not belong to both a father and his
son. In fact all but Agow[, belong to the «past> generation,.as do most of the
Greek names, especially the certain ones. Presumably these alien names represent
links of some kind, but very few, if any, of the lot holders are likely to have ori-
gins outside the region defined above.

The existence of some names attested only in the Kibyratis raises the difficult
question whether some of the lot-holders had truly local origins. The relevant
names are all attested only once to three times before this list, so their limited dis-
tribution may be due to the chance of survival; and there are no other early in-
scriptions to show whether the presence of these names in the Kibyratis antedates
any population movements in the late Hellenistic period. Similarly, in view of the
probability of Pisidian immigration at Oinoanda (see below), the similarities be-
tween some of the personal names of this inscription and toponyms from the ter-
ritory of Oinoanda (Kegboatog — Kepdepoto, Kihiae/noog — KakaoBa Kirdov,
KoXlopag — Koiafpn[, Magouotng — Magakavda, Meghatag etc. — Meghakav-
8a)!!* need not indicate a local origin for the lot-holders so named.

There is a fair agreement between the names on this list and those already
known from the (predominantly later) inhabitants of Balboura. Of the 80 previ-
ously attested names in the allotment list, the following 21 are already known in
inscriptions from the city and its territory (the references are grouped after every

11 Apollo was the tétgrog 80 of the Lycians.

12 AgEOBLog for AekiBlog, Mnvidmgog for Mnvodwgog.

13 TAMII 1, 168; on the names and the topography of the area see VAM 152-3, 363;
L. RoserT, BCH 106, 1982, 309-19. More comparable is a priest list from Uzuncaburc, prob-
ably of the first century B. C. (I. Cil. no. 11 A), where the Greek names are about 5% of the to-
tal.

1% WORRLE, lines 76-7, 72 and pp. 135-7.
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5

Attog/Mg,

117 M('xvng,
120

third name): AmoAdviog, Agu(a)vavig, ‘Agteusic/Agtiung,!!
Anuftowog, ‘Epuaiog,!t® KevdaBne/-dnpne, Kieovionng, Moi(ng),
Magapotng, Macoag,!'® Mivig, Midag, Moigog,!'? MoAng, Nng, Opoouovg,
Man(ne), Toarrg, Tookovdag.'?! This includes all the names occurring more
than five times in the list except Kotng and Muokelhag; but instead of the spel-
ling Agtiu- used here, we usually find either Agtew- or *Agten-. Notably absent
from the list, however, are several names common at Balboura later, including
Movocaiog (although Movcag may occur at C17),'?? and the epic/heroic names
which were popular among the upper classes of Balboura and neighbouring cities
in the Imperial period: ®6ag, Kdotwg, Meréaygog, Tlorvdedkng, and Tow-
{A0¢.!??> The later adoption of these Greek names is presumably a measure of the
increasing Hellenisation of Balboura.

7. Ethnics and Occupations

Only two of the lot holders were identified by ethnics used as such: Maoog Kop-
Bevg (A5) and Kopuiliig Agomoag Mikhvedg (C33); and both relate to districts
quite close to Balboura. The Milyeis occupied a district to the east of Balboura

124

which ran north from the Elmali plain to the Burdur Lake basin,'** and we have

noted above two personal names directly associated with the district name. Kom-
ba, at the southwest corner of the Elmali plain'? is two to three days’ walk from
Balboura; although its neighbours Podalia, Choma, Nisa and Kandyba are listed

by Ptolemy as cities of the Milyas, Komba appears simply as an inland Lycian

115 Tyr. 3,27; JNL 32, 48, Tyr. 53; LBW 1229, JNL 27, 31, Tyr. 3, 30, 50.

16 Tyr. 13; Tyr. 18; C. Naour, ZPE 22, 1976, 127-8, no. 19, id., Ancient Society 9, 1978,
171, no. 2, PvL 238-40, CIG 4380 ¢, g, JNL 16, 19, 23-5, 30, 32-3, Tyr. 2, 3, 8, 15-17, 20,
22-3,30, 32, 34, 49, 50, 77.

17 1TBW 1229, Tyr. 67, 68, JNL 18; Tyr. 51, 52; LBW 1229.

18 LBW 1229, PvL 214, JNL 20, Tyr. 16, 19, 34, 77; Tyr. 21, 72; JNL 25, Tyr. 56.

19 HK 25, Tyr.22; LBW 1235, Tyr. 37; C. Naour, ZPE 22, 1976, 127-8, no. 19; Tyr.
19, 30. :

120 C. Naoug, loc. cit. (n. 119); Tyr. 17, 18; Tyr. 37; Tyr. 3.

121 Tyr. 18; Tyr. 51; JNL 20, Tyr. 28, 37, 68.

122 KPN 988-1; here again there may be a connection between an indigenous name stem
and a similar sounding Greek name (KPN pp.338-9; J. NovLE, S.SaniN, CH. VORSTER,
EA 5, 1985, 126).

123 Tooirogappears already in a late Hellenistic inscription at Balboura (C. Naoug, loc. cit.
(n. 119)).

2 On the extent of the Milyas see below p. 150. Various ethnics are attested : MiAvetg and
Muwitng (Steph. Byz. s.v.y, Mdbou (pl.; Herod.7.77 etc.), and Mihvadeig (A.S. Harr,
AS 36, 1986, 137-9, no. 1).

125 The site was identified by R. HEBERDEY, Festschrift . .. H. Kiepert, 1898, 153-8; the in-
scriptions (all of the third century AD or later) are published in TAM 11 3,724-35, and the site
1s described by G. E. Bean, Lycian Turkey, 1978, 158-60.
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city.!? This inscription is the earliest evidence so far for the existence of the com-
munity, although it does not necessarily imply a city there.

Other ethnics are certainly or probably used as personal names. ITis(1)dng
(C36) and Avdog (A25) (the latter, a genitive following a name in the genitive,
could be either a true ethnic or an ethnic used as the father’s name) are self-
explanatory and unsurprising.'” ABBaitng (A38), certainly an ethnic used as a
name, is, as we have seen, Phrygian. But Tagavtivog (A20), originally an ethnic,
was also the term for a type of light-armed cavalry,'?® and in the present context
probably implies a military rather than a Sicilian origin. Other possible instances
are probably not ethnics; Zap(ng) (A15), as noted above (p. 130), is probably a
local name unrelated to Zauiog the ethnic of Samos, and kegaueds (A31) almost
certainly denotes an occupation, not a citizen of Keramos in Caria.!?®

Five times an occupation is certainly used as an identifier, taking the place of a
patronymic: yoAkedg (A6), vmnotg (A29), yoouuatedg (C22-3, C38-9), and
iegevg (C34); and another identifier, kegapedg (A31), is almost certainly also an
occupation (see n. 129 above). These all appear as nominatives after names in the
nominative.!*® Two other occupations, ixvevtfig (A13) and okvtedg (C8), appear
as genitives after names in the genitive, and so could be used literally or as pa-
tronymics; and a third instance of ygopupotedg (A15) was presumably a genitive
following a genitive name, although the termination is lost. The one case where a
possible <occupation> must be a name (genitive following nominative) is Kotng
KX\éntov (C38) (cf. above p. 129).

Most of these occupations are those one might expect to find in a small com-
munity — bronze-smith, cobbler, potter, priest and secretary or scribe. Since the
three yooupateig are not further identified, it seems likely that the term simply
indicates someone who could write (perhaps a rare accomplishment) rather than
the holder of an official post. “Ynnpétng can indicate service in a variety of ca-

126 5.3.5. Geographically it is attractive to suppose that Komba and Kandyba have become
exchanged in Ptolemy’s text.

127" For the Lydian connections of nearby Kibyra see below p. 151).

128 M.LaunNEy, Recherches sur les armées hellénistiques 1, 1949, 601~4; as a name
HPN 543, SEG 30,1021, LGPN L.

129 Kegapeig (plural), occurs as the ethnic of Keramos (Caria) three times in the Athenian
tribute lists (B. D. MerrtT, H. T. WaDE GERY, The Athenian Tribute Lists, 1939, 1, 306-7).
But the normal ethnic is Kegopintng (Strabo 14.2.25; Steph. Byz. s. v. Alywou; E. L. Hicks,
JHS 11, 1890, 113, 127 n.11; IG XII 8, 160.17; A. Maruri, Annuario 4/5, 1921/2, 475;
I. Ephesos 618.3) or Kepduiog (MEerrTT, WADE-GERY, loc. cit.; IG XII 1, 114; L. Ephesos
1447.4).

130 Toappated(g) (C22-3) and legev(g) (C34) both lack the final sigma, and might be
thought unusual genitives. However, the loss can be explained in both cases; the former comes
before a word beginning with epsilon, often virtually indistinguishable from sigma, while the
latter comes at the end of a line. The normal genitive oxvténg occurs in C8.
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pacities; at a private level as a domestic servant or as the attendant of a single sol-
dier or officer;"’! and at a public level as the attendant and messenger of some
public body or of a military formation.!*? The military significance of Togavtivog
has just been mentioned. A tracker, {xvevtfig, might also have military value, and
PreisiGkE takes iyvevtfc, given as a man’s occupation in a second-century AD
Egyptian tax document, to mean a police tracker.** However, the context there
does not suggest police work; elsewhere {xvevtfig and iyvevtikdg are used of
huntsmen and hunting dogs,'** and huntsman would be an unsurprising occupa-
tion in this context.

One of the two true ethnics (and perhaps the other) is used in place of the nor-
mal patronymic; so too are most of the occupations. These then are simply alter-
native ways of identifying an individual, and indicate how both ethnics and occu-
pations might become names; the occasional appearance of an ethnic need not
imply that all those who had a patronymic but no ethnic were citizens of Balbou-
ra or of some other single community, any more than the occasional appearance
of an occupation implies that all those without one belonged to some specific

trade.

8. Relationships within the Group

Rather over half (167) of the surviving names belong to the <present> generation,
1.e. the actual or replaced lot holders, as opposed to the «previous> generation
represented by the patronymics. In practice, these generations may not be dis-
tinct, for both fathers and their sons may have been lot holders. Where an un-
usual name appears first as a nominative and then as the patronymic of the fol-
lowing individual, as Agpafo(vg) in A7-8 and perhaps KoBaypig in A16, we may
suspect, but can not prove, that the two men were father and son. The reversed
pairs Aptipng Tookovda (C7) — Tpokovdag Agtipov (C39) and Mlacug Agti-
uov (A11) - Aguipng Maoca (D3) may also be father and son, demonstrating the
familiar phenomenon of names repeating in alternate generations, but the names
are too common and too far apart to allow more than a guess. The rarer name
Koamiliog in Kamilag Moiestog (A10) - Moieoigc Kamidhov (D4) is a more
plausible case. And KidAomgog Muokediov (C24-5) — Muoekkeihog Kidha-
ggov (D4-5), in spite of the differences in the spelling of both names, are further

B! Thuc. 3.17; a vnngémng 100 otEotnyod occurs commonly in papyri (F. PREISIGKE,
Worterbuch der griechischen Papyruskunden, 1924-31, section 8, s. v.).

132 1.8 s.v.; the attachment of a Onmgétng to a military detachment, specified by tactical
writers of the Roman period (Arrian, Tact. 10.4, 14.4; Asclepiodotus, Tact. 2.9, etc.), is attest-
ed in the second century B. C. (P. Rein. 14.31, 15.30, 22.30).

133 P, Ryl. 188.22; PREISIGKE, op. cit. (n. 131) 1,705, 5. v.

134 Pollux, 5.10; Aelian, Nat. Anim. 6.59; Arrian, Epict. Diss. 1.2.34 cf. dgyucovnyog in
INL 42.
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linked by the only two occurrences of the rare name Mogapotng (C26-7,
D1-2). The following relationships involve only two generations taking part in
the allotment, with both members of the older generation recorded on Face C
and both younger men on Face D. The changes in spelling also occur from
Face C to Face D.

Mom,cakkag

KL?»XmI]rog (C24-5) MOLQOLJLO‘ET]Q (C26-7)
M\)cssléKsMag (D4) KLM»('xegocg (D1-2)
Moagapotng Muokedrov and Kiddanoog Mvuokeddov, although separated by
five lot holders, would thus be brothers, and others sharing a patronymic may al-
so be brothers — more probably when they are listed together and/or when the
patronymic is rare. ‘Eguaiog Kilov, [...] Kilov (A13-14), Kotng Attew, ‘Eguai-
o¢ Atten (A19), Toarlg Agtiwov, ‘Eguaiog Agtipov (A23), Kamiiog Ol
apog, Meghatog Olaog (C6), and KJ. . .] Hhatog, *Ogfag Hiatog (C8-9) are
all named successively; I'ng IMokopov (C5) ... Attng Iokopov (C20), Zoewg
Ot (A8) ... Tpokovdag Eguawkotng Otipe (C17), although separated, have
rare patronymics. The sharing of a rare patronymic need not indicate the same
father, however, for other men with previously rare or unknown names such as
Agpavavig, TTidAlovg, or Toadilg, are shown by their patronymics to be different

individuals.

If all these instances are accepted, there are 28 individuals with a father, son,
or brother who is also a lot holder. This small number (out of a total of about
164 lot holders), and the large number of names occurring only once (c. 71% of
the names, accounting for c. 36% of the individuals), suggest that this was not a
closely related group of men.

Since a single person could hold more than one lot (C24, D1-2, A11-12), the
same individual may have held more than one lot listed in different parts of the
document. Four name and patronymic pairs occur twice in the surviving text:
Kotng Attem (A5, A19), MoAeowg Molew (A7, C14), ‘Eguatog Agtipov (All,
A23), and Tpokovdag Ofapoov (A25, C8). The only rare name among them is
O&apoong, which occurs twice more in this inscription and only once elsewhere.
So Tookovdag O&apoov may perhaps have been one person appearing twice, but
the other names are all too common to support that supposition.

9. The Nature of the List

As we have seen (p.111), the form of the block and layout of the text suggest
that the surviving block was the base of a stele, which would have carried the
missing preamble and substantive document to which the list of names belonged;
but some clues remain to indicate the nature of the document. Of the few words
that are not names, &gt ... kKAfigov (A6-7) and kAfigot téooageg (D1-2), show
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that we have a record of holders of allotments, presumably of land, and as we
shall see, the other words also suit such a context. The lot holders are normally
identified by a name in the nominative followed by a patronymic (in the geni-
tive), or by an ethnic or occupation (see above). In thirteen cases the lot holder’s
name and patronymic are followed by #ye1 and a name pair in the genitive,!*
presumably representing a man whose lot has been transferred to another (A6,
A13, Al5, Al6, [A24], A32, C8 (twice), Cl11, C12, C16, C21, C23). [Topédwkev
Topoxovda in D6 must refer to a similar transfer, and ¢€ovoia in D10 might do so
too, although the absence of context makes certainty impossible. The numbers of
transfers on Face A (6) and Face C (8) are similar, and there is no obvious dis-
tinction between the names of the original lot holders and those of their replace-
ments. In A16 a son may take over his father’s lot, but that was not true in the
other cases. A

In one, perhaps two, instances (A11-12, A28?), a joint holding is indicated by
a pair of names followed by &yovot kowfj. There are also two cases (A34, A35)
where a pair of names is simply linked by kai with no verb, and these too pre-
sumably record joint holdings. In three of these four cases the two men apparent-
ly share a single lot (since nothing else is mentioned), but the fourth case
(A11-12) probably involves larger holdings, perhaps of five lots each, for only
the two names linked by kai separate two occurrences of the word dexavia,
which, on Face A, are normally separated by the record of ten lots. In C24 &ye1
800 must indicate a multiple holding, although the word «Afijgovg is omitted; and
in D1-2 the genitive KiAlaggov Magauotov must indicate the owner of the
KAfigol téocageg, which are otherwise not assigned. As with the replacement lot
holders, the names of the sharing and multiple lot holders are not obviously dis-
tinctive, and are not consistently placed in relation to the word dekavia.

The word 8exavie occurs ten times in full on Faces A and D (A3, A7, All,

Al12, A17, A21, A25, A30, A34, D1), and five or six times on Face C and D, ab-
breviated to dexa or 8g(k)!*¢ (C1, C9, C16, C29, C35, D9?). The number of lot
holders between each occurrence of the term varies:'*”
Face A: A3-A7, 10-11; A7-Al11, 10-11; A11-A12, 2; A12-A17, 10; A17-A21,
10; A21-A25, 10; A25-A30, 9-10; A30-A34, 8-10; A34-A38, 12? (dexavio
might be lost before O&apoa in A39, but if so, the nominative would be expected).
Face C: C1-C9, 17 (not allowing for names erased in C3); C9-16, 15; C16-29,
30; C29-35, 15; C35-41, 15-18 (15 taking Appavavig I5ov[ as the end of a 8e-
Kovio; 18 names to the end of C41).

135 Since genitive follows genitive, it is not always clear whether the second element is a pa-
tronymic or an occupation or ethnic.

136 8eKd (C16) is probably miswritten for dexa, while in 8¢ (C9, C29)  is probably lost be-
fore names beginning with kappa. 8ex is a common abbreviation for dexavio in papyri
(O. MonTEvVECCcHI, La Papirologia, 1973, 472).

137 The number of names to be restored where the text fails is discussed in Section 4 above.
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Face D: D1-6, 10 (taking the vacat in Dé as the end of the dexavia; the words
Tookovdag Kidiov nogédmkey seem to mark the start of a new construction, but
the lower part of Face D is too ill-preserved for our purpose).

The pattern of ten lots per dekovia on Face A is clear, the one significant excep-
tion being in A11-12 where two lot holders share the whole dexavia, and there are
also ten lots in the first Sexoavia on Face D. On Face C, however, the normis 15; the
third dexavia is double that size, unless dex was accidentally omitted at the end of
C21 (there is no space for it to have been lost). A patronymic also ends ata line end in
C2/4 (probably), C18/19 and C39/40, and here there is space to restore a lost dek.
However, the resulting 8exaviot would be of 4(3?), 13, 15, 8,22, 15, 13, and 52 lots,
which is not a sufficiently consistent pattern to justify such restorations. Thus fifteen
must remain the normal number on Face C.

The appearance of dexavia in a list of lot holdings is perhaps surprising.
Words with the stem dexav- are first attested in the third century B. C., when the
lowest ranking officer of the Ptolemaic cavalry was called a dekovikodg.!*® From
the second century B.C. at latest, village contingents under a dexavog formed
part of a local police force in Egypt.!** And an astrological system based on &¢-
kovol, beings controlling ten degrees of the zodiac, also evolved in Hellenistic
Egypt.'*® Except for this text from Balboura, words based on 8ekav- are not
found in the Hellenistic period except in Egypt.

In the Roman period a similar village police system was organised in Egypt,
with dekaviat (not always of exactly ten men) under a dekavog;!*! and the word
is also used of other groups of about ten.!*? However, by this time dexavio and
related words are used outside Egypt as well. The military or paramilitary con-
nection is continued in a group of third century inscriptions from Adraa in south-
ern Syria, where the dekavia is clearly a building, presumably accommodating a
detachment of about ten men, and the dgydékavot are concerned with fortifica-
tions.!*? But in an inscription from Aphrodisias a Sexavia is apparently a sort of

138 7. LESQUIER, Les Institutions militaires de "Egypte sous les Lagides, 1911, 91-2, 347;
J. KrROMEYER, G. VEITH, Heerwesen und Kriegfithrung der Griechen und Rémer, 1928, 128.

139 H. U. InsTinsky, RAC 3, 1957, 603-11; B. P. GRENFELL, A. S. HUNT, J. C. SMYLY, The
Tebtunis Papyri 1, 1902, 27.31.

140 3. GunDEL, Dekane und Dekansternbilder, 1936;O. NEUGEBAUER, H. B. van HAESEN,
Greek Horoscopes, 1959, 5-6; R. DanIeL, in: Osterreichische Nationalbibliothek, Festschrift
zum 100-jihrigen Bestehen der Papyrussammlung . . . Erzherzog Rainer, 1983, no. 39.

141 R.S.BacnaLL, JARCE 14, 1977, 67-86, with table of numbers on pp.77-82 (up to
29 men).

142 A dexavia 100 mugod (BGU 834.11) is taken by LS] s. v. to be an area of land; but since
ten names follow, it probably means a group of men concerned with wheat. A dexavio of oxen
is mentioned in P. Wiirzb. 22.17.

43 H. G. Praum, Syria 29, 1952, 305-30; SEG 16, 813, 814; IGR III 1286. Aekovi also
occurs at Baalbek (IGLS 6, 1967, 2740), where J.-P. Rey-Coquais follows PFLauM in taking
the word to mean a division into ten parts, not a group of (about) ten.
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private study group within the Jewish community, and at Philipoupolis in Thrace
the verb dekaved® means to head a trade association.!** Agkavol in the district of
Amblada (Pisidia) are officials at the head of some group or district within the com-
munity as a whole, but their responsibilities are not stated.!*® Finally, at Balboura’s
neighbour Oinoanda there were in the Hadrianic period &gy dékavot in some (but
not all) of the city’s villages, who were made partly responsible for the provision of
oxen for sacrifice.!* On this basis we should expect the dexaviat to define groups of
men, possibly but not certainly with a military or paramilitary function.

However, a very different sense of 8ekavia is provided by an inscription of the
Roman period from Belevi near Ephesos.!*” A certain Ti. Claudius Soteirichos
Philo[ gives to Lucius avréimv dexaviav [fiv] ékAngwodunv kai kaldpov
nAEBpov &v amo dekaviog Koinnvng. Here dexovio, must mean an area of land,
not a group of people, and the reference to allotment, as in the Balboura inscrip-
tion, is also noteworthy.

The most plausible explanation of the term 8exavio at Balboura is that it com-
bines both senses of 8exavia; that is, it was both a group of about ten men (as
usual), and also the area of land normally assigned to such a group. The regular
ten-man dekaviow on Face A emphasise the former sense; but where only two
men share a dexavia, as in A11-12, it is the sense of an area of land which pre-
dominates, since two men could not be equivalent, as manpower, to a group of
ten or so. The first dekavio on Face D is also conceived as a unit of ten, but the
assignment of four lots to Kilhaeggag Magapotov highlights the land holding
aspect. Since a dekovia in other contexts was not always exactly ten men, the de-
kaviot of 8 to 12 men are not surprising, and the fifteen-strong units on Face C
could perhaps be thought of as <a group of about ten> as well; but it is hard to see
how that could be true of a group of thirty.

As we shall see, there is evidence of Pisidian involvement at both Balboura and
Oinoanda, so that the occurrence of dexaviat at Balboura, dgydéxavor at Oino-
anda, and dexavoi at Amblada might suggest that land allotment by dexaviat
was characteristically Pisidian. However, the two inscriptions from the Ephesos
district show that land allotment in that city’s territory was similarly based, so
that more probably there was a Hellenistic (possibly Ptolemaic) system adopted
or adapted by the Pisidians.

In the surviving text there is no indication of the size of the lots or the dekavi-
at, even though the numbers in a dexavia varied. The allotment district (presum-
ably in Balboura’s territory) is unnamed, and so are the dexavion (unlike one of

44 J.ReynoLps, R. TANNENBAUM, Jews and Godfearers at Aphrodisias (PCPhS Suppl. 12,
1987) 28-38; IGB III 1,917, 1401, with BE 1961, 399.

145 A.S.HaLL, AS 18, 1968, 70, no. 12, 76, no. 26; BE 1969, 576.

146 WoORRLE, 147-50, with discussion of most of the instances mentioned here.

147 1. Ephesos 3221, IGR IV 1675; a 8ekavia also appears in I. Ephesos 1947, but in an un-
informative context.
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those in the Belevi inscription). The formula &xet + genitive might seem to iden-
tify a particular plot of land by the name of some previous owner, but such cases
are rare (about 8% of the lots listed), and the use of name and patronymic (or
other identifier) for the «previous owner> just as for the current lot holder, does
not suggest a traditional plot name. These features suggest that the Balboura list
is not a record of rights or duties arising out of ownership of particular (and
varying) pieces of land, for instance liability to a land tax.!*® Rather it is the re-
cord of entitlement to (unspecified) lots of land, perhaps as a result of an impor-
tant land allotment, or the record of liability to taxation or some other duty aris-
ing directly out of such a lot holding.

If the list is a record of land tenure, the organisation by dekaviot might simply be
a by-product of some previous military formation to which the lot holders had be-
longed. However, in Ptolemaic colonies the enjoyment of a kAfjgog of land in-
volved a corresponding duty of military service,'*® and at Balboura the Sexavia of
lot holders may have been similarly intended as a basis for recruitment and de-
fense. That would provide a good reason for a permanent record of the lot hold-
ers, and the survival of 8exavol and dgydékavol at Amblada and Oinoanda in the
Roman period suggests that the organisation had a continuing function, although
it was apparently modified to cover other aspects of rural administration.

Where one man held more than one lot, there is no suggestion that this was
because he held a higher rank, and only one of the two multiple lot holders is
named first in the dekavia. Normally the first man named in a dexavia gets no
special treatment, and there is no indication that he was its leader. Similarly those
who shared lots are not distinguished as lower ranking, and do not always come
last in the 8exavia. The implication is that allotments were normally equal,!®°
and that the exceptions were for individual, not for systematic reasons. This is
comparable to the icovouta which applied in early Greek colonies,'*! and con-
trasts with Ptolemaic practice with its kAfigot varying from 5 to 100 dgovgat in
accordance with the recipient’s rank. A fragmentary inscription concerning a
Pergamene colony also mentions lots of at least three different sizes,'>? and an
inscription from Smyrna when it was under Seleucid control suggests that Seleu-
cid practice was similar; for the kAfigot isnikoi mentioned there are most obvi-

148 The format is quite different from the late Roman cadastral lists from Thera, Tralleis,
Magnesia, and elsewhere, discussed by A. H. M. Jongs (JRS 43, 1953, 49-64).

49 LauNEy, op. cit. (n. 128) 44-53.

150 Ttis unclear whether more land was assigned to the Sexavion with more participants, or
whether their lots were simply smaller.

131 A.J. Granam, Colony and Mother City in Ancient Greece, 1964, 59; D. AsHEr1, Dis-
tribuzioni di terre nell’ antica Grecia, 1966, 13-16; G. M. Conen, The Seleucid Colonies;
studies in founding, administration and organisation, 1978, 59.

152 C.B. WeLLEs, Royal Correspondence in the Hellenistic Period, 1934, no. 51; CoHen,
op. cit. (n. 151) 57-9.
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ously taken to mean cavalrymen’s lots, larger than normal, although other expla-

nations are possible.!>’

10. The Lot Holders and Early Settlement at Balboura

Early evidence for the existence of Balboura is provided by a painted stele from
Sidon for a Balbouran mercenary called Dioskourides; it has been loosely dated,
on grounds of style and historical context, to the late third-early second century
B. C.'** In addition there are Hellenistic coins of Balboura, and the earlier city
walls, built of careful polygonal masonry, are also probably Hellenistic.!*> Sur-
face survey in 1987 produced a significant number of sherds of the second centu-
ry B.C. from the area within those walls, but nothing suggesting earlier settle-
ment was found on the site. We have no direct evidence of the circumstances of
Balboura’s foundation; it may, therefore, have been a local initiative, or the result
of indigenous immigration, or a military colony planted by a Hellenistic king.
Nonetheless by considering the available evidence together with the nature of
this list and its names, we may be able to narrow the possibilities.

About 86 lot holders were listed on Face A, 93 on Face C, and at least 9 on
Face D, making 188 in all. If Face B was similar in content to Faces A and C, as
it appears to have been in layout, then the total would rise to about 280 lot hold-
ers, and if each of these represented, on average, a family of four, the total group
would be over 1100. Although neither the date of Balboura’s foundation nor the
date of this inscription is known precisely, the list of lot holders must belong
quite early in the history of the city, and those named must have constituted a
substantial part of its early population.

Whether the list was intended to record an allotment of land, or an obligation
arising out of the lot holding, it is certainly evidence that an allotment on quite a
large scale had taken place. The small number of lot-transfers (about 8% of the
preserved total) and the absence of plot identification suggest that it was quite re-
cent, although this is not certain. The lot-transfers would relate to the still small
number of initial lot-holders who had lost, resigned, or transferred their lots to
another person — perhaps because of death, or unwillingness or inability to take
up the land at Balboura. This large allotment suggests that there was, quite early

153 OGIS 229; CoHEN, op. cit. (n. 151) 60-2, suggests that innikdg indicates a larger mea-
sure of land, given not because of rank but to balance a less favourable location.

154 K. Parvasca, Syrische Grabreliefs hellenistischer und rémischer Zeit, Trierer WProg 3,
1982, 6, pl. 2.3. E. JaLaBERT, RA 1904 1II, 8-15, and others date this group of stelai after 193
B. C.; but E. BixerMaN, Les Institutions séleucides, 1938, 88-9, n. 1 shows that the argument
is unsound (followed by LAUNEY, op. cit. (n. 128) 116, 218, 464).

155 B. V. HEab, op. cit. (n. 95) 694-5; SNGvAulock 10, 4280-2; SNGCopenhagen, Lycia-
Pamphyha, 1955, 51-2. The best preserved section of fortification is illustrated in IV Aragtr-

. 1986 (seen. 1), 178, fig. 2.
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in the history of the city, a substantial body of newcomers, for if the population
of Balboura had all come from existing villages in the district, they would pre-
sumably already have had land holdings, and so no allotment would have been
needed: Whether the allotment was recent or not, the names of the lot holders
listed, and those of their fathers, should give some indication of where the body
of settlers had come from.

The extensive and systematic land allotment suggests the possibility of a new
royal foundation, and through most of the third century B.C. the mountainous
district between Lycia and Phrygia lay between the territories under Seleucid and
under Ptolemaic control, so that a border outpost at Balboura, commanding the
passes from the fertile plain of Kibyra to the high ground further south might
have served either kingdom. The term dexavia suggests a Ptolemaic connection,
and more Pisidian mercenaries are known to have served with the Ptolemies than
with the Seleucids.!® It has yet to be shown that settlement at Balboura goes
back into the third century, but there would be no archaeological objection to a
foundation around 200 B. C. Military settlements often had non-Greek names,'*’
but the low incidence of Greek personal names, and the absence of the hierarchi-
cal structure which seems to have been a feature of Ptolemaic (and perhaps also
Seleucid) land allotments argue against, although not conclusively against, this
explanation. So too does the probability that neither kingdom exercised control
in this difficult area, for a successful colony or veteran settlement is less likely
outside the kingdom concerned.!*®

After 189 B. C. the Ptolemies and Seleucids no longer controlled the areas to
the south and north. Lycia was assigned to the Rhodians, then in 167 B.C. be-
came independent; but any formal connection between Lycia and the foundation
of Balboura is unlikely, for an inscription from Araxa shows that in the middle of
the second century B.C. Balboura’s neighbours Boubon and Kibyra were inde-
pendent of, and unfriendly towards, the Lycians.!® It was only in 89 B.C. that
Balboura was assigned to Lycia. The kings of Pergamon, who in 189 B.C. re-
ceived the Milyas, and also the port of Telmessos, are more plausible founders,
but again the evidence is against their control of the Balboura district. For nearby

156 M. LAUNEY, op. cit. (n. 128) 475. There is no direct evidence of dexaviat in the Seleucid
realm, but the later occurrence of the word at Adraa and Baalbek may derive from earlier
Seleucid practice.

157" M. LAUNEY, op. cit. (n. 128) 337-47.

158 E. MEYER, Die Grenzen der hellenistischen Staaten in Kleinasien, 1925, 48, 129-30.
Even Antioch in Scythia was probably, at the time of its foundation, in an area under Seleucid
control (V. TscHErRiKOWER, Die hellenistischen Stadtgriindungen von Alexander dem
Groflen bis auf die Romerzeit, 1927, 106), and may not have survived long after that control
was lost.

159 G.E.Bean, JHS 68,1948, 46-56; A. N. SHERWIN WHITE, Roman Foreign Policy in the
East 168 B.C.to A. D. 1, 1984, 49-51; M. ERRINGTON, Chiron 17, 1987, 114-18. The Ortha-
goras inscription from Araxa dates after 167 B. C., perhaps after 130 B. C. (ERRINGTON).
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Kibyra appears as an independent agent in 189 B. C. and in the Araxa inscription;
it had a separate treaty with Rome, and was joined to the province of Asia only
in 89 B.C,, not under the will of Attalos III.16°

The historical evidence favours an independent, predominantly Pisidian, initia-
tive. Kibyra was established on a new, naturally strong site by immigrant Pisidi-
ans; Oinoanda was probably founded, on a similarly strong site, by immigrant
Termessians; and a tyrant of Boubon also had connections with Termessos.'¢!
Since Balboura’s site is also a naturally strong one, with walls which are probably
as early as the earliest sherds, and since Dioskourides, the Balbouran mercenary
at Sidon, is described as a Pisidian,'®? there is a strong prima facie case that the
foundation of Balboura was also part of the westward expansion of the Pisidians
in the Hellenistic period; an expansion which included not only Kibyra and
Oinoanda, but also Tabai and Kidrama in eastern Caria.!®® Although its lettering
suggests that the allotment list may well have been later than the first establish-
ment of the city, the lot-holders’ names indicate that a substantial element in the
early population of Balboura was indeed from western Pisidia, particularly from
Termessos. The existence of some Greek names, especially Tarantinos, among
the local ones, and the organisation by 8exavio, suggest a mercenary element
among the settlers, and ex-mercenaries might easily require, and be able to hold,
a new place to live. But we can not tell how great the mercenary element was,
nor whether there was some degree of encouragement (formal or informal) from
a previous royal employer.

The special link with Termessos and western Pisidia is noteworthy; there are
few names that indicate connections with north or east Pisidia, or with major Pi-
sidian cities such as Sagalassos, Kremna or Selge. Although the Termessians are
described by Arrian as Pisidians in 334 B.C., and by the Lex Antonia in c. 70
B.C,, Strabo calls them Solymians, and the Solymian connection is still clear in
inscriptions of the Roman period.!** The Solymians were obviously among the
early inhabitants of this part of Asia Minor, preceding the arrival of the Lycians;
their definition and distribution are problematic,'®® but Strabo connects two oth-

160 Milyas: Polybius 21.45.10; Livy 37.56.2~4, 38.39.14—16. Kibyra in 189 B. C.: Polybius
21.34, Livy 38.14; treaty: OGIS 762; M. ERRINGTON, op. cit. (n. 159) 107-12; attachment to
Asia: Strabo 13.4.17. Balboura’s membership of the Kibyratan tetrapolis does not affect the is-
sue, for it need not have gone back to the city’s foundation.

161 Kibyra: Strabo 13.4.17; Oinoanda: J. J. Courton, AS 32, 1982, 115-31; Boubon: Di-
od.335a. 12 Seen. 154.

163 L. and J. RoBerT, La Carie II, 1954, 72-9, 350-61. Note also the 8¢ot ITicidikol in
epitaphs from the Acipayam plain and middle Indos valley (RoserT, op. cit. 75, n. 8 and
VAM 212-13).

16+ Arrian, Anab., 1.27.6; FIRA 12, 1941, no. 11; Strabo 13.3.10; TAM III 1, 18, 103, 127,
135, 548.

165 Herodotos 1.173, Steph. Byz. s.v. Olbia; W. Ruce, RE IlIA, 1927, 989; K. Lancko-
RONSKI, Stidte Pamphyliens und Pisidiens I, 1892, 1-3.
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er tribal names with them, reporting that both the Kabalians and the Milyans
were said to be Solymian;!°
pears both as an ethnic and as a name element in the allotment list.

A.S:Harr has recently clarified the varying extent of the Milyas, running
northwards from the Elmali plain to the Lake Burdur basin, and including the
Lysis valley and the Bozova plain to the east.!” According to Strabo the fertile
plain of Kibyra belonged to Kabalia, and so too, apparently, did Eriza and its
territory to the north and northwest.!®® He is not explicit that Oinoanda, Balbou-
ra and Boubon were also Kabalian, but Ptolemy (5.3.5) is. This would suggest
that Kabalia was a roughly north-south strip lying west of the Milyas.

However, it has been suggested that palus Caralitis (Ségiit Golii) in the manu-
scripts of Livy 38.15.2 should in fact be Cabalitis, so that its basin (lying to the
east of Balboura, but belonging in the Severan period mainly to that city) was al-
so part of Kabalia,'®? and Ptolemy (5.5.5) lists nine «cities of Kabalia» under
Pamphylia, including Termessos itself, Pogla, Kretopolis and Ariassos around the
Bozova plain.!”® These lie in, or to the east of, the area assigned to the Milyas,
and one of the cities Prolemy lists is indeed Milyas. The same area could also be
seen as Pisidian, however; Ariassos is probably one of Strabo’s list of Pisidian
cities,”! and Komama in the Bozova plain is among the cities listed by Ptolemy
as simply Pisidian."”? Thus «West Pisidia», the area with which so many of the
names in the allotment list have connections, was also Milyan and Kabalian. As

and Balboura was part of Kabalia, while Milyan ap-

Strabo (13.4.12) says of western Kabalia, this was an area of mixed population,
where physical, administrative, and demographic boundaries did not coincide,!”?
and it is impossible to say if the names from this area are really Pisidian, Milyan

or Kabalian.

166 Strabo 12.8.5 (referring to Herodotos 1.173), 13.4.16; 14.3.10. Herodotos 7.77 men-
tions the Kabalians and Milyans as separate peoples, both armed similarly to the Lycians, and
so presumably already (as later) living in this part of Asia Minor.

167 A.S.Haur, AS 36, 1986, 142-52.

168 Strabo 13.4.15, 17. On the location of Eriza and other cities in the Acipayam plain Ro-
BERT, VAM 105-21, esp. 112 n. 4, 318-27, 426; id., CRAI 1978, 278; H.voN AULOCK,
Miinzen und Stidte Phrygiens I, IstMitt Beih. 25, 1980, 53-7, 65-9.

169 C.MuLLer (ed.), Claudii Ptolemaei Geographia, 1883, note on 5.3.5; L. ROBERT,
RPh III 13,1939, 180-1; Naougr, Tyr. p. 1, n. 1; for Balbouran control of Tyriaion see Tyr. 8.

70 Pogla: G. E. BeaN, AS 10, 1960, 55-65; MSPis I, 47. Kretopolis probably at Incirlihan,
certainly in that neighbourhood, G. E. BeaN, op.cit.,, 50-2. Ariassos: V. BErarp, BCH 16,
1892, 426-9, no. 61 (IGR 11, 422); K. LANCKORONSKI, Op. cit. (n. 165) 124—6 (identified as
Kretopolis); MSPis I, 26. The other cities are unlocated.

71 Strabo 12.7.2; the MSS reading *Aagaocov is probably a corruption of *Aguaccov
(KON 1).

172 Ptolemy, 5.5.7; for the location: W. M. Ramsay, AJA 4, 1888, 263; G. E. Bean, AS 10,
1960, 53-5; B. M. LEvick, Roman Colonies in Southern Asia Minor, 1967, 50-1; MSPis I,
34.

175 1f Milyan, Kabalian and Pisidian communities were interspersed, a Kabalian might well
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In fact the Pisidian expansion seems to have proceeded by organising and in-
cluding earlier populations, rather than by replacing them. This must be what
had happened at Termessos by 334 B. C. At Kibyra the earlier, Lydian, inhabit-
ants were included in the newly transplanted city,'”* and the Lydian name of 'Ta-
bai suggests that here too an earlier Lydian settlement was taken over by the Pisi-
dians.’”> At Oinoanda the fact that some (but not all) of the city’s villages had
doydékavot, and so were presumably organised by dekaviai,'”® suggests that
only some of its villages were inhabited by newcomers. Further survey work in
the territory of Balboura may show whether there was a substantial local popula-
tion to be incorporated into the new city.

Given the tradition of Lydians at nearby Kibyra, and Herodotos’ mention of

77 the paucity of Lydian

Maionian (i.e. Lydian) Kabalians called Lasonians,
names in the allotment list is surprising. So too is the comparatively small Lycian
component, for the rock-cut tombs in the area of Oinoanda, Balboura and Bou-
bon,? although very simple, suggest earlier influence from the south rather than
the east. However, the names in the list which do have connections with Lycia
tend to link mainly with the eastern part, with the cities which were not originally
part of the Lycian league. Already in 335-4 B.C. Pisidians were harrying the
farmers of Phaselis; by the Roman period, to which most of the attestations be-
long, there may have been a Pisidian element in the population of the cities of
this area, so that even this Lycian component may be illusory.!”?

The chronology of the Pisidian expansion has not yet been established. As we
have seen, there were Pisidians at Termessos and further south by the time of
Alexander. Tabai, attested by the third century historian Apollonios and by an in-
scription of 269/8 B. C., was controlled by Pisidians by the time of Manlius Vul-
so’s campaign in 189 B.C."*° It is uncertain whether the Pisidian takeover of

Kibyra had also happened by this date, but it is probable, for Tabai’s history in

use that ethnic even within <Kabalias, as HK I, 8, no. 24. There is no need to suppose a city
called Kabalia, as RoBerT, loc. cit. (n. 169), does.

174 Strabo 14.4.17; whether the Solymian spoken at Kibyra (Strabo, loc. cit.) represents an
earlier stratum at Kibyra or Solymians coming in with the Pisidians, is unclear.

175 1. and J. RoBERT, op. cit. (n. 163) 82-3.

76 \WORRLE, 147.

77 Herod.7.77. For Lydian connections in this district see L. and J. RoserT, op.cit.
(n. 163) 76-7; G. PetzL, ZPE, 30, 1978, 270.

178 PyL 170 (Osmankalfalar in the Sogiit Goli basin), 177, HK p. 41 (near Seki and near
Dont in the Oinoanda plain); G. E. Bean, BSA 51, 1956, 145, pl. 40b (E. shore of Gothisar
lake);ibid., 140, pl. 38 (Boubon, hellenising) ; C. NAOUR, op. cit. (n. 119) 124-6 (Kirazli yayla,
c. 30 km. W. of Boubon). Other simple tombs of this type have been found in the W. part of
Balboura’s territory.

179 G. E. BEean, op. cit. (n. 125) 146; ]. Zautre, in: H. METZGER (ed.), Actes du colloque sur
la Lycie antique, 1980, 37-49; Arrian, Anab., 1.24.6.

180 See n. 163, 179; Tabai: RoBERT, op. cit. (n. 163), 88, 95-6; Livy 38.13.11-13.
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many respects parallels that of Kibyra; a treaty between Tabai, Kibyra and Plara-
sa/Aphrodisias records the «natural alliance and brotherhood» between the cit-
ies, and according to one tradition Tabai and Kibyra (together with Kidrama)
were founded by Pisidian brothers.!®! This westward expansion would certainly
have been made easier by the unsettled conditions in this part of Asia Minor
throughout the third century B. C., and it is plausible, but uncertain, that the Pisi-
dian settlements in the Bozova plain and the Lysis valley preceded the more wes-
terly ones at Kibyra, Kidrama and Tabai. On the other hand Pisidian occupation
of the higher and less favourable areas around Oinoanda, Balboura and Boubon,
which are not certainly attested until after 189 B. C., might well have been later.

We do not know all that distinguished a Pisidian from a Milyan (or Kabal-
ian).'® Their warlike behaviour is chiefly commented on, but it may have been
more important that they were also well-organised; already by the fourth century
B. C. Pisidian cities such as Sagalassos and Termessos were organised communi-
ties on strong defensive sites.!® In contrast the Milyans were slow to be urba-
nised.’®* Tt was a commune Milyadum which complained about Dolabella in
80/79 B. C., not specific cities (Cicero, Verr. 1, 95), and an inscription in honour
of Augustus was set up by (among others) people simply calling themselves
Muhvadeic, not citizens of any city.!*> The cities of the Milyas and Kabalia are
characteristically small, on low hills, and without a fortification wall; apart from
Kibyra (after the Pisidian refoundation) and Boubon, Balboura and Oinoanda,
only Olbasa (listed by Ptolemy as Pisidian) has a strong well-fortified site.!® The
achievement of the Pisidians seems to have been to organise and urbanise their
neighbours, and the Balboura land allotment inscription, whatever its precise cir-
cumstances, is an important document of this process.

Ashmolean Museum
Beaumont St.
Oxford OX1 2 PH
England

181 J.REYNOLDS, Aphrodisias and Rome, JRS Monographs no. 1, 1982, Doc. 1.1-9; L. and
J. ROBERT, op. cit. (n. 163) 73; VAM 215-17.

182 T ANCKORONSKI, op. cit. (n. 165) 18; A. S. HaLr, AS 36, 1986, 152. More detailed analy-
sis of the minor monuments of the area may help to define local cultures.

'8 Arrian, Anab. 1.28.1-2. The ebxoouio of Kibyra (Strabo 13.4.17) apparently belongs to
the Pisidian phase.

18 A.S.Haur, op. cit. (n. 167) 152.

18 Havr, op. cit. (n. 167) 137-9, no. 1; on city institutions in this area during the Hellenis-
tic period see G. E. BEan, AS 10, 1960, 60—1; HaLL, loc. cit. 147 n. 39.

18 G.E.BEaN, AS 9,1959,78,89,92-3,108;id., AS 10, 1960, 53, 65, 69. Olbasa: Prolemy
5.5.7; L’Abbé DucHEesNE, M. CoLLigNoN, BCH 1, 1877, 370; G. E. Bean, AS 9, 1959, 98;
B. Levick, op. cit. (n. 172) 48-9; MSPis I, 39.
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Abbreviations

The following abbreviations are used:

BE

Et. Ep. Phil.
HK

HPN

I. Bubon

I. Cil.

I. Labraunda
JNL

Just

KON
KPN

LBW
LGPN
MSPis

NB

NI

P-B

PvL

R.Cil.

SEG
Tyr.

VAM
WORRLE

<Bulletin Epigraphique> in Revue des Etudes Grecques.

L. Roserr, Etudes épigraphiques et philologiques, 1938.
R.HeBerpEY, E.Karinka, Bericht tber zwei Reisen im
siidwestlichen Kleinasien, 1896.

F. BEcHTEL, Die historischen Personennamen des Griechischen,
1917.

F. ScHINDLER, Die Inschriften von Bubon (Nordlykien), 1972.
G. Dacron, D. Feisser, Inscriptions de Cilicie, 1987.

J. Crampra, Labraunda III.1-2: The Greek inscriptions, 1969,
1972.

G. E. Bean, Journeys in Northern Lycia 1965-67, 1971.

F. Justi, Iranisches Namenbuch, 1895.

L.Zcusta, Kleinasiatische Ortsnamen, 1984; numbers are
paragraph numbers unless otherwise stated.

L. Zcusrta, Kleinasiatische Personennamen, 1964; numbers are
paragraph numbers unless otherwise stated.

P.LeBas, W.H.WappINGTON, Voyage archéologique en
Greéce et en Asie Mineure: Inscriptions III, 1870.

P.M.Fraser, E.Marruews, Lexikon of Greek Personal
Names, vol. 1, 1987.

H.voN AuLock, Miinzen und Stidte Pisidiens, I, IstMitt
Beih. 19, 1977, 11, IstMitt Beih. 22, 1979.

L. Zcusta, Neue Beitrige zur kleinasiatischen Anthroponymie,
1971.

L.RoBert, Noms indigénes dans I’Asie-Mineure gréco-ro-
maine, 1963.

W.Pare, Worterbuch der griechischen Eigennamen, 3rd ed.,
rev. G. E. BENSELER, 1911.

E. PeTERSEN, F.vON LuscHAN, Reisen in Lykien, Milyas und
Kibyratis, 1889.

G. E. Bean, T. B. Mrtrorp, Journeys in Rough Cilicia 1964-68,
1970.

Supplementum Epigraphicum Graecum.

C. Naougr, Tyriaion en Cabalide: épigraphie et géographie his-
torique, 1980.

L. RoserT, Villes d’Asie Mineure, 2nd ed., 1962.

M. WoRrrLe, Stadt und Fest im kaiserzeitlichen Kleinasien,
1988.
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Figure 2. Map of Lycia, Kabalia, Milyas and their neighbours.
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Plate 2. Side C (Photo: N. P. Milner)
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(b). Inscribed block in situ, showing Faces B and D. (Photo: N. P. Milner)



