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Abstract 

My dissertation, “Mapping Immigrant Communities through Their Tombstones 

in Archaic and Classical Athens,” seeks to rescue the history of these foreigner residents 

by studying how they represented themselves on grave markers and how they 

integrated themselves into the city and its cemeteries. By analyzing the findspots of 

tombstones of foreign residents, I reconstruct where in the city and alongside whom 

foreigners were buried.  

My dissertation has two main objectives. The first is to show that foreigners were 

among the few individuals in the mid-5th century whose burials were marked by 

permanent tombstones. Second, I argue that immigrant communities buried their dead 

in groups, with immigrants coming from the same place burying together. Moreover, 

people from different regions of the Aegean tended to bury in different cemeteries in 

Athens. Though egalitarian on its face, the Athenian democracy was still extremely 

exclusive, and immigrant communities residing in Athens responded by preserving 

traditions and promoting their citizenship in other poleis within cemeteries. 
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1. Introduction  

On his final tour of Europe, former President Barack Obama paid homage to 

Greece and its democratic notions of citizenship: 

 

“The notion that we are citizens—not servants, but stewards of our society. The concept 

of citizenship—that we have both rights and responsibilities. The belief in equality 

before the law—not just for a few, but for the many; not just for the majority, but also the 

minority. These are all concepts that grew out of this rocky soil” (Barrack Obama in 

Athens, November 16, 2016). 

 

What the former president—and even many scholars of Greek antiquity—fail to 

mention is that Athens was also an international city with a large population of 

immigrants who did not enjoy the rights of Athenian citizenship. While Athenian 

democracy indeed provided equality under the law to its own citizens, citizens of other 

cities who immigrated to Athens in antiquity did not necessarily have these same 

protections; like immigrant populations today, they could be vulnerable in their new 

home.1 Athens had closed markets with restrictions on immigrant participation, 

                                                      

1 On the vulnerability of metics in the Athenian legal system, see Patterson 2000. 
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exploited immigrant communities through taxation, and prevented foreign residents 

from owning land. While male citizens had equality under the law, foreigners could be 

enslaved if they could not prove their legal status.2 Despite these impediments, it is clear 

that immigrants flocked to Athens over the course of the 5th century BCE. Some may 

have meant to stay for only a short period of time; others perhaps left their native poleis 

for good. In any case, some of these foreign residents ended up dying and being buried 

in Athens, and their inscribed tombstones are the only evidence we have of their 

presence in the city. 

While a great deal has been written about the history of 5th-century democratic 

Athens from the point of view of its citizens, what would this history look like if it were 

told from the perspective of its immigrant population? My dissertation, “Mapping 

Immigrant Communities through Their Tombstones in Classical Athens,” seeks to 

rescue the history of these foreign residents by studying the ways in which they 

expressed their identities within Athenian cemeteries, especially through the use of 

tombstones. By analyzing the findspots of tombstones of foreign residents within the 

context of the ancient city, I reconstruct where and alongside whom foreigners were 

buried.  

                                                      

2 Aprostasiou was a public action against metics who did not have a prostates, failed to pay the metoikion, or 

falsely claimed-citizenship (Sosin 2016, 8, ns. 35-7). 
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This project originated as a GIS database of all of the tombstones with 

provenance compiled from the appendix of Clairmont’s Classical Attic Tombstones (CAT, 

hereafter). It has since expanded to include all Archaic inscribed funerary monuments 

and those simply carved or undecorated tombstones left out of CAT and Bergemann’s 

Projekt DYABOLA Database. The findings within this dissertation and even the 

formulation of the research questions themselves are a direct result of thorough analysis 

of the spatial distribution of tombstones in relation to the ancient city of Athens and its 

walls, roads, and cemetery and settlement remains. All maps produced and 

measurements of distance referenced in the text are taken from ArcMap 10.4.1.3 

Tombstones of foreign residents have been noted in the archaeological record 

since their appearance in large numbers during the excavations of the Kerameikos in the 

late 19th century. In Köhler’s first corpus of tombstones predating the Peloponnesian 

War, he included many tombstones of Ionian immigrants and used their presence to 

explain the transition from the Attic to Ionic alphabet. The Archaic tombstones of 

foreign residents were first treated in depth by Jeffery, who used their scripts to 

reconstruct some of the local scripts of the Greek alphabet.4 Viviers discusses foreign 

                                                      

3 Maps throughout this book were created using ArcGIS® software by Esri. ArcGIS® and ArcMap™ are the 

intellectual property of Esri and are used herein under license. Copyright © Esri. All rights reserved. For 

more information about Esri® software, please visit www.esri.com. 
4 Jeffery 1962, 1990. 
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residents and their tombstones frequently in his work on the sculptors Endoios, 

Philergos, and Aristokles, whose clientele were frequently foreign residents.5 Bäbler has 

treats tombstones of foreign residents (slaves and immigrants) from the late 5th and 4th 

centuries BCE and situates these into their social context.6 

The most recent and comprehensive work on tombstones of foreign residents in 

Athens has been done by Ginestí Rosell.7 She has created a corpus of all tombstones of 

foreign residents from the 6th through 4th centuries BCE and is particularly interested in 

the use of dialects, scripts, and other epigraphic tendencies employed by each immigrant 

community during the period covered by her book. Marchiandi in her review of Ginestí 

Rosell’s book notes that what was lacking in her study is a systematic treatment of 

archaeological context as an interpretative tool.8 I refer to Ginestí Rosell’s work 

throughout the dissertation and my appendix, especially when difficulties in the 

interpretation of inscriptions arise, but my research differs hers and others who have 

studied tombstones of immigrants in Athens in that archaeological context is the 

primary lense of interpretive analysis that I employ. 

                                                      

5 Viviers 1992. 
6 Bäbler treats Egyptians and Ethiopians, Jews, Carians, Lydians and Mysians, Paphlagonians, Persians, 

Phoenicians, Phrygians, Scythians, Syrians, and Thracians in her book (1999). Ionians constitute a large 

percentage of foreign residents in Athens during the 5th and early 4th centuries, so most of the tombstones 

discussed in this dissertation are not discussed in her book. 
7 Ginestí Rosell 2012. 
8 Marchiandi 2015. 
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The dissertation has three main objectives. The first is to show that the foreign 

residents whose burials were marked by tombstones represent a select portion of the 

immigrant population in Athens in the 6th and 5th century BCE. This is true for foreign 

residents commemorated on both public and private funerary monuments. At any given 

time before the dissolution of the Delian League in 404 BCE, I argue that the cemeteries 

were a reflection of the city’s diplomatic and imperialist ties to foreign poleis. In the 5th 

century, only citizens of poleis that were tribute-paying members of the Delian League or 

allies of Athens are archaeologically visible in Athenian cemeteries. This pattern only 

breaks down in the first decades of the 4th century BCE. 

Second, I demonstrate that each of the large cemeteries—the West, East, and 

Piraeus Cemeteries—catered to different immigrant communities. The different 

demographics of each cemetery result in different forms and styles of tombstones used 

in each cemetery. Consequentially, each cemetery had its own personality and would 

have produced its own visual experience to those walking around and through it. 

Finally, I demonstrate that the narrow cross-section of the metic population visible in the 

burial record of the 5th century expands to include the entire metic population beginning 

around 400 BCE after the dissolution of the Delian League.  

In this chapter, I provide a brief summary of the major changes to citizenship 

and metic status, which were reflected in the funerary culture of the 5th century BCE. 
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Then, I outline the model of cemetery administration and organization that will inform 

my interpretation of tombstones and their broader cemetery contexts, and I discuss the 

method by which I use tombstones as evidence for immigrant communities in 

cemeteries based on their archaeological context. Finally, I describe the organization of 

the dissertation. 

1.1 Metic Status in Classical Athens 

First a word about terminology. Throughout the dissertation, I use the term 

foreign resident when discussing most of the non-Athenian citizens who visited or 

resided in Athens for any length of time. It is intentionally broad; I find it more prudent 

to use “foreign resident” when the legal status of the individual is unknown, which is 

usually the case.9 The three main categories of foreign residents are xenoi (short-term 

visitors), slaves, and metics (long-term residents).10 Sometime in the 460s, formalized 

metic status required that a non-citizen register a citizen as a prostates (guardian) after a 

certain number of days of residence in Athens, with a month being a plausible amount 

of time.11 By the end of the 5th century, the simplest definition of a metic was someone 

who was subject to and paid the metoikion—the metic tax, a set amount per year 

                                                      

9 I appreciate the fact that Osborne and Byrne chose to title their volume Foreign Residents in Athens (1996) 

rather than Metics at Athens. 
10 For a more detailed delineation of the statuses one could have in Classical Athens, see Kamen 2013. 
11 Sosin 2016, 2, n. 1; Whitehead 1977, 75-77; Gauthier 1972, 122. 
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(possibly pro-rated per month) in perpetuity—12 drachmai for men, and 6 for women.12 

In addition to the metoikion, a metic was subject to the other forms of taxation to which 

citizens were also subjected.13 Freed slaves were required upon manumission to pay the 

metoikion plus another triobol.14 If a foreign resident failed to register as a metic or pay 

the metoikion, he could be enslaved by the state as a penalty.15 Some argue that the 

metoikion was an important source of revenue for the state, others that it was a trivial 

amount.16 Whether or not the state needed the additional income, this tax served as a 

monthly reminder to metics that he or she was not a full member of the community.  

1.1.1 Kleisthenes and Anaxilas of Naxos, the Metic 

When Kleisthenes restructured the polis, he and his reforms redefined citizenship 

in Athens.17 Some scholars argue that metic status came into being alongside the newly 

                                                      

12 For recent overviews of the legal status of metics, see Sosin 2016; Blok 2017, 265-75. For recent overview of 

their social status in Athens, see Kamen 2013, 43-61; Wijma 2014. Still authoritative is Whitehead 1977. 
13 For metoikion, see Whitehead 1977, 75. For other forms of taxation, such as eisphora and liturgy, see 

Whitehead 1977, 78-82; Blok 2017, 273. 
14 Sosin 2016, 6, n. 28. 
15 Ibid, 8. 
16 Wilamowitz thought that it was a small portion of the total revenue of the polis—only a few talents 

(Wilamowitz 1887, 223); Whitehead argues that Wilamowitz went too far and that it was indeed a sizeable 

portion of revenue in the 4th century—roughly 20 talents (Whitehead 1977, 76). Kennedy says the amount 

raised was “not insignificant” (2014, 2). 
17 Blok 2017, 116-22. 
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defined citizen body in 508/7 BCE.18 Whitehead argues that Athens entered the fifth 

century “with the potentiality, the blueprint, of [developed metic] status, though with 

little of it yet realized.”19 The particulars of metic status, such as registration in demes 

and regularized tax payment, seem to have developed over the course of the 5th century, 

but it is likely that land ownership was restricted at this time to citizens. 

1.1.2 Metics in the 470s and 460s: Anxiety around the Other 

 During the first decades of the Delian League, Athenians were developing a 

political and religious agenda to create an atmosphere of inclusivity within its entire 

resident population, including metics, while simultaneously perpetuating the notion 

that Athens was deservedly the designated leader of the Delian League. The communal 

burial of male citizens who died in battle in the demosion sema had started sometime 

around 500, and the genre of the epitaphios logos was developing alongside the new 

practice.20 Lape argues convincingly that autochthonous narratives of ancestry served as 

a useful “founding fiction of democratic citizen identity,” especially within the genre of 

                                                      

18 Whitehead argued that it metic status was conceived of but not fully defined in the Kleisthenic Reforms. 

Notably, he said, “It would be naïve, surely, to imagine the metoikia springing fully-formed from Clisthenes’ 

head” (1977, 145). 
19 Whitehead 1977, 147, see also Wijma 2010, 311. Most recently, Ginestí Rosell has attempted to pull the start 

date for metic status to shortly after the Kleisthenic Reforms citing the earliest attestestation of the term 

metic—the funerary base of Anaxilas of Naxos found in the Dipylon Gate (2.2.3)—which she argues used 

metic to refer to a formal legal status (2013, 293-7). 
20 Arrington places the foundation of the demosion sema around 500 BCE (2010, 504).  
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the epitaphios logos, because it explained Athens’ military successes and justified its 

imperialist agenda.21  

While propagating ethnic-nationalist political ideology, Athens developed ways 

of increasing the inclusivity of its metic population into the community while 

highlighting the superiority of its citizen body. One venue used to achieve these two 

ends was the Panathenaia.22 Wijma proposes that metoikia (metic status) may have begun 

in the 470s when metics were first allowed to participate in the Panathenaic procession, 

a festival traditionally understood as attempting to project an idealized and inclusive 

image of the Athenian community.23 In addition to inclusion within religious festivals, 

Athens also nurtured diplomatic and military agendas through awarding proxenia.24  

Bakewell has argued that metoikia with its requirement that metics have a 

prostates was put in place in the 460s, and that Aeschylus adopted the terminology of 

metic status in his play Suppliant Women, performed sometime around 463 BCE.25 

Bakewell’s date roughly coincides with the earliest attested decree concerning metics 

                                                      

21 For autochthonous ancestry in the epitaphios logos, see Lape 2012, 17-19, Loraux 1993, 41, 49-52. 
22 For Panethnaia, see J. Shear 2002. 
23 Wijma 2014, 37-9. For vases depicting duties typically held by metics in the Panathenaia, see Wijma 2014, 

Appendix 1.  
24 For proxeny in Greek world, see Mack 2015. For proxenia in Athens, see Walbank 1978; Kamen 2013, 58-9. 
25 Bakewell 2013. 
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passed by the deme Skambonidai (ca. 460).26 Whitehead also argues that there were 

”officially-defined metoikoi in Athens” by the time of the Skambonidai decree in the 

460s.27 What it meant to be a metic, therefore, took shape gradually over the first half of 

the 5th century. 

1.1.3 The Periklean Citizenship Law (451/0 BCE) 

While metic status was becoming increasingly well-defined, citizenship does not 

seem to have been restricted until the Periklean Citizenship Law passed in 451/0.28 

Patterson was the first to argue that the growth in the number of male citizens from 

480/79 BCE to 431 BCE could not have resulted from natural growth rates; that is, 

immigrants must have been allowed access to citizenship in the first half of the 5th 

century.29 During this period, male immigrants were being granted citizenship, and 

Athenian citizen men were permitted to marry non-Athenain women and their children 

were Athenian citizens with full rights. This situation changed in 451/0 BCE with the 

passing of the Periklean Citizenship Law.30 Now, both the mother and the father were 

                                                      

26 IG I³ 244. Metics were granted a share of the public sacrifice to the Leos, the eponymous hero of the tribe 

Leontis, to which the deme Skambonidai belonged. 
27 Whitehead 1977, 34. 
28 Watson 2010, 266. 
29 Patterson 1981; Blok 2017, 266-7. 
30Ath. Pol. 26.4. 

 



 

11 

 

required to be astoi in order to have a share in politeia (citizenship).31 The effects of this 

law may also be observed on tombstones without ethnika from the mid-5th century, 

which likely commemorated citizens, since women were named in greater numbers, 

while foreign resident women were infrequently named.32 

1.1.4 The Ammendment to the Periklean Citizenship Law (429-403 
BCE) 

 The Periklean Citizenship Law was amended in the first two years of the 

Peloponnesian War. In the midst of staggering death toll sustained by Athenians during 

the plague, Perikles, who had lost both of his legitimate sons to the illness, decided that 

he would  legitimate his son born to Aspasia as his heir.33 Carawan has proposed that 

Perikles authored an amendment to his previous citizenship law which would allow 

fathers—including himself—to adopt nothoi (children born outside marriage to a citizen 

woman) if he had no surviving gnesioi (children born inside such a marriage).34 The 

amended law was likely further amended in 411 to allow even more nothoi to be 

granted citizenship and lasted until 403 when the original version of the Periklean 

                                                      

31 Blok 2017, 121. For astos as a term, see Blok 2017, 162-172. 
32 See, 3.1.1; 10 of the 22 names which appear on tombstones without ethnika from 450-430 are women’s 

names (Appendix 3.4.3, 7-11, 15, and 16, which has three women and three men listed) 
33 See 3.1.1 for overview of Perikles’ relationship with Aspasia. 
34 Plut. Per. 37.5; Carawan 2008, 383-4. 
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Citizenship Law was reinstituted.35 One possible impact of the relaxed restrictions on 

citizenship in the funerary record is that foreign resident women were commemorated 

with tombstones at much higher rates during the period of the Peloponnesian War.36 

1.2 The Organization and Administration of Athenian Cemeteries 

In this dissertation, I refer frequently to cemeteries, which I use to describe large 

areas where burials are found in high concentrations, though rarely are these areas used 

exclusively for burial.37 Patterson says that the Kerameikos was not simply and 

exclusively a cemetery, but a “multi-use area, notable especially for the prevalence of 

tombs (Athenian and non-Athenian) and pottery workshops (as well as prostitutes and 

public gatherings).”38 This mixed use function of the Kerameikos, as well as the other 

cemeteries discussed here, is clear through the archaeology of these sites. Outside the 

Dipylon Gate in the Kerameikos, the Dipylon Baths stood adjacent to Classical kilns in 

the late 5th century.39 Exiting the Sacred Gate, one passed the textile workshop of Bau 

                                                      

35 The law was likely further amended in 411, when nothoi were more widely admitted to the citizen body, 

before the original Periklean Citizenship Law was restored in 403 BCE (Carawan 2008, 393-4). 
36 Women are more prevalent in certain immigrant communities than in others. For instance, 10 of the 15 

tombstones of Boeotians found along the Sacred way commemorated women (Fig. 145), while only 5 of the 

16 tombstones of foreign residents from Piraeus (431/0-387 BCE) commemorated women (Table 5, nos. 3, 5, 

7, 8, 13). 
37 Cf. Dillon and Shea 2017, 20-3. 
38 Patterson 2006, 56, n. 46.  
39 For Dipylon Baths, see Trümper 2013, Stroszeck 2014b. For kilns, see Monaco 2000, 207-9, C IV-C VI. The 

baths are usually dated 450-403 BCE for phase 1. The kilns are contemporaneous with them. The kilns go 

out of use when the Tomb of the Lakedaimonians was built at which time the baths are also restructured. 
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Zed.40 Continuing along the street of the tombs, one encounterd the Oracle sanctuary of 

Artemis Soteiria and Apollo and another of Pan and the Nymphs.41 In the East 

Cemetery, a large bronze-working installation was positioned along the main road 

leaving the Diochares Gate and was surrounded by burials.42  

While I acknowledge the polyvalent nature of the areas outside the walls, for 

convenience sake, I use the term cemetery as shorthand throughout, although burial 

clusters might be more descriptive of ancient realities. In any case, ancient cemeteries 

were not bounded spaces reserved exclusively for burials. In fact, it is my contention 

that the main elements structuring cemeteries at all periods were roads. In addition, in 

the Classical period, the other structural element was the Themistoklean Wall built after 

the Persian sack of Athens in 480.43 The cemeteries under discussion in Chapters 3 and 4 

are the West Cemetery, East Cemetery, and the Piraeus Cemetery. The public cemetery, 

                                                      

40 Bau Zed has been interpreted as a brothel, a tavern, an inn, and a textile workshop. Some interpretations 

incorporate one or more of these. See Ault 2016; Glazebrook 2011; Knigge 2005; and Lind 1988. More 

recently, Harrington has tried to highlight the economic output of the textile production taking place in Bau 

Zed (2018). 
41 For hydromantic cult, see Stroszeck 2017, 46, Figs.3a-5. 
42 Zachariadou relates that seven foundry pits were found in the excavation at Syntagma Station. She says 

that the location was ideal for bronze-casting because it was a short distance outside the walls, on an 

elevation, close to water sources, and along a carriageable road (City Beneath the City, 155-6). 
43 For debate over the existence of an Archaic circuit wall, see Papadopoulos 2008. Patterson rightly points 

out that the Athenian city walls were built with a view of defense only rather than the organization of burial 

(2006, 53). 
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the demosion sema, will also be discussed when analyzing the findspots of public 

funerary monuments. 

1.2.1 Cemeteries in Classical Athens 

 Morris’ assertion that Athens had developed bounded, reserved, “extramural,” 

and “citizen” cemeteries as part of the emergence of the polis and citizen ideology in the 

8th century BCE, a view that has been widely accepted in the scholarship, has however 

received a strong critique from Patterson.44 Morris argues that Kleisthenes’ conception of 

the democratic polis was the spatial expression of a unified citizen state centered on the 

town of Athens and that cemeteries were important to this expression as symbols of 

descent and citizenship in the 5th and 4th centuries.45 Morris’ “citizen” cemeteries do not 

appear to have existed in Athens in quite the way he describes. Access to cemeteries 

does not seem to have been restricted to citizens, but access to land ownership was. 

Patterson, on the other hand, may go too far in the other direction, when she argues that 

while the literary sources Morris uses to justify his claim of citizen cemeteries do connect 

having a family tomb with being a citizen, these sources “do not imply that only citizens 

could have such tombs.”46 Patterson points to casualty lists in the demosion sema which 

                                                      

44 Patterson 2006, 48, n. 4. Morris 1987, 54 and 210.  
45 Morris 1987, 210. 
46 Patterson 2006, 50, emphasis her own. 
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list xenoi to argue that even the public citizen cemetery included foreigners as a way of 

deconstructing Morris’ notion of “citizen” cemeteries.47  

While Patterson is correct that non-citizens were commemorated with both 

private and public monuments in the Classical period, this does not mean, as she 

implies, that Athenian cemeteries did not give privileged access to citizens. Based on my 

research, there seem to have been two different types of cemeteries: unregulated 

cemeteries, where anyone could bury their dead, and cemeteries which functioned as 

real estate markets and inherently granted privileged access to citizens because most 

metics could not own land. I discuss the evidence for these two kinds of cemetery in 

turn. 

1.2.1.1 Unregulated Cemeteries 

Unregulated cemeteries were inclusive in the way that Patterson argues—the 

entire resident community could have used such cemeteries without impediment. 

Athens had to allow even the poorest of residents to bury their dead, if only for the sake 

of controlling miasma.48 Within these open cemeteries, there were usually no “citizen 

plots” spanning several generations. Archaeologically, they appear to be a jumbled mess 

                                                      

47 Ibid, 53, n. 29.  
48 Sourvinou-Inwood 1995. 
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of pit inhumations and a range of other types of burials distributed randomly in an area, 

often without markers or other kinds of delineation.  

One possible location for such an unregulated cemetery was uncovered in the 

Kerameikos Station excavations from 1984.49 1,191 graves dating from the 7th century 

BCE through the Roman period were excavated, but most burials date to the 6th and 5th 

centuries BCE. While many of the burials are oriented toward the road, they overlap one 

another to such a degree that no clear pattern emerges. Notably, no tombstones were 

reported to have been found here. This excavation also uncovered two mass burials, 

which are thought to belong to people who died of the plague that hit Athens during the 

Peloponnesian War. An unregulated cemetery may have been the most appropriate 

place for such burials.50 

1.2.1.2 Cemeteries as Real Estate Markets 

Nenci put it best when he said that in a Greek polis, every space, whatever its 

function, belongs to someone, even if all space belongs to citizens.51 Outside of public 

and sacred land, all of the land in Attika with few exceptions was likely privately owned 

by citizens.52 In Athens, property ownership was limited to citizens and privileged 

                                                      

49 City beneath the City, 264-75 (Batziotopoulou-Valvani and Tsirigoti-Drakotou) 
50 Ibid. 
51 Nenci 1979, 471. 
52 For public and sacred land, see Papazarkadas 2011. He does not include cemeteries within his study. 
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metics, who had been given the right to purchase land by the state.53 So, what did 

residents of Classical Athens do when a family member died? One of the first things that 

they would need to do was to procure a place for burial.  

Faraguna has made a compelling case that burial plots were bought and sold like 

any other piece of property, and that any plot with permanent markers erected by a 

foreign resident should belong to someone with enktesis.54 Starting around 450 BCE, 

about one generation after the Persian sack and the construction of the Themistoklean 

Wall, Athenian citizens began purchasing plots and demarcating them with horoi and 

eventually peribolos walls.55 Certain metics could do this as well, if they had the right to 

own property. The demosion sema, the public cemetery of Athens, would have functioned 

similarly, with the demos purchasing plots one by one at the end of each campaign 

season or when a proxenos or other important statesmen was awarded a public burial. 

While not exclusive to citizens, these cemeteries were by no means inclusive. Only 

citizens and privileged metics were allowed the opportunity to purchase and own plots, 

some of which spanned multiple generations. 

                                                      

53 For overview of citizens with enktesis, see Kamen 2013, 55-61. 
54 Faraguna 2012. I am greatly indebted to Faraguna’s work, which drastically changed the way that I view 

ancient Athenian cemeteries. 
55 According to Lalonde, “most horoi can be dated only from their letter forms, and the shabby lettering of 

funerary and security horoi is particularly difficult to date, it is fair to say that the great majority of Athenian 

stones are from the Classical and Hellenistic periods” (1991, 6). Jeffery includes 9 funerary horoi in IG which 

she dates to the 5th century (IG I3 1132-40). 
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 There seems to have been very few restrictions when it came to the placement of 

burial within cemeteries. One might point to the mention of an ancient law forbidding 

intramural burial referenced in Cicero, but such a law would not have had any 

discernible impact on Athenian cemeteries until after the construction of the 

Themistoklean Wall in 478/7 BCE.56 Cemetery layout seems to have been dictated 

entirely by market forces—burial plots were bought and sold like any other piece of 

property.57 In Athens, the demes and demarchs were thought to have kept cadasters of 

all the property within the deme, and they may have also administered the distribution 

of plots of land for burial.58 Presumably, those plots in better locations—close to the city 

gates and to major roads—were more expensive than the average plot.59 

1.2.3 Priveleged Metics, Enktesis, and the Case for Metic Plots 

 Following Faraguna, I argue that tombstones of foreign residents of whatever 

shape or form set up in the 5th century are evidence that someone in their community 

was a privileged metic with the right to property, a right known as enktesis.60 Only 

                                                      

56 Cic. Ad. fam. 4.12.3. For argument against the existence of an Archaic circuit wall other than the Acropolis 

and the Pelargikon, see Papadopoulos 2008. 
57 For the literary and epigraphic evidence for the buying and selling of plots, see Faraguna 2012, 165-73. 
58 Faraguna has made a compelling case that demes kept cadasters, lists of who owned all of the property 

within the limits of the deme (1997, 1-33). 
59 A plot erected by Diogeiton in 409 BCE cost 5,000 drachmas (Lys. 32.21), which was a sizeable amount of 

money; this plot was likely in a prime location and adorned with sculptural tombstones (Garland 1982, 130-

1, n, 24; Davies, APF, 154).  
60 For enktesis, see Pečirka 1966. For plots of foreign residents having enktesis, see Faraguna 2012, 173-9. 
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certain metics were granted this privilege.61 Pečirka outlined three main groups of 

recipients of enktesis: 1) gods (worshipers for building the shrine); 2) political exiles; 3) 

individual foreigners who had rendered services to Athens (proxenoi, isoteleis).62 

According to Pečirka, persons granted enktesis had usually given aid to Athens in 

diplomatic, financial, military, supply, cultural, medical and political spheres.63 The 

foreign residents buried in Archaic and Classical Athens likely had their burial plot 

purchased by someone in their community who had received enktesis for one of these 

three reasons. 

 For example, the foreign residents from Samos who were buried in the Archaic 

period along the road that would later pass through the Piraic Gate and who I discuss in 

more detail in Chapter 2 were likely political exiles fleeing the politically turbulent 

conditions on the island (see, 2.5.2.4). In the early 5th century, Sko[.]eas the Messenian 

and Damainetos of Paleis may have been political exiles or refugees who came to Athens 

during Tolmides’ expedition around the Peloponnese and whose families were granted 

enktesis (see, 3.7).  

                                                      

61 Kamen describes metics with specially granted honors as privileged metics (2013, 55-61). 
62 Pečirka 1966, 148. 
63 Pečirka 1966, 148-9. 
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 It could be that many of the foreign residents buried in the Kerameikos were 

granted enktesis for their affiliation with cults. Wijma has argued that the entire Thracian 

ethnos was granted enktesis to build a shrine to Bendis, sometime before 429.64 If so, it is 

possible that members of that ethnos also had the ability to purchase land for burial, 

which might explain the presence of citizens of Torone, Byzantion, Abydos, and others 

within the Agia Triada cemetery.65 Around 400 BCE, Egyptians present in the 

Kerameikos may have been granted enktesis for introducing a cult, perhaps Ammon 

(4.2.16 Saitis; see also Hermaios from Egyptian Thebes, Fig. 143). 

 Most of the foreign residents buried in Athenian cemeteries likely had their plots 

purchased by a proxenos from their home polis. Over half of attested grants of enktesis 

were awarded to proxenoi (33 of 59), so it would make sense that many of the plots of 

foreign residents in the 5th century were purchased by proxenoi.66  Knigge was the first to 

argue that the grave precinct of Parthenios the son of Philoxenos the Messenian, which 

came into use around 350 BCE and enclosed an area of approximately 145 m2, belonged 

                                                      

64 Wijma 2014, 136-8. A 3rd-century decree summarizes an earlier one which granted enktesis to Thracians 

(IG II2 1283, ll. 4-9).  
65 Three tombstones for men from Torone were found in the Agia Triada Cemetery (3.2.8, 9, 12), while only 

one man from Byzantion (4.2.10) and one from Abydos (4.2.11) were found. It is unclear whether Lampsakos 

was considered Thracian or not. They may have also fallen into this category. 
66 Pečirka 1966, 152-9; Wijma 2014, 138. 
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to a proxenos from Messene.67 Because some 50 simple burials date to the second half of 

the 4th century, Knigge thought that the large number of burials could not represent 

simply the extended family group of Parthenios but should comprise his fellow 

countrymen residing in Athens.68 In this precinct, a very small number of the people 

buried within the precinct received a tombstone, presumably only the core family of 

Parthenios, but all of the burials were included in the same peribolos wall.69 Knigge 

realized that metics could not own their own property, which would include burial 

plots, and one way that foreign residents could have gotten around this fact was by 

having a proxenos, who may have been allowed to own land, purchase a plot in which all 

of his fellow citizens could be buried. 

 As Knigge suggested, privately owned plots must have been purchased by a 

privileged metic with enktesis, many of whom were likely proxenies. But why have no 

funerary monuments for men with proxeny been found within a private plot? Perhaps 

because the burials and monuments of proxenies themselves were publicly funded and 

often placed on the edges of the demosion sema. So, even though a proxeny or otherwise 

privileged metic purchased the plot where his family and/or fellow citizens from his 

                                                      

67 Knigge 1991, 117-121, no. 21. See Fig. 140 no. 21 for location. 
68 Ibid, 120. 
69 Ibid. 

 



 

22 

 

home polis were buried, he himself was buried at public expense within the demosion 

sema or its greater environs.70 The separation of the privileged metic from his family 

and/or extended citizen-network would not have been surprising, at least in 5th century 

Athens—during this period, Athenian citizen men who died in battle were never buried 

within their family’s plot, they were buried in polyandria within the demosion sema. A 

striking example of this aspect of Athenian burial practices is the cenotaph of Dexileos in 

the Kerameikos (Figs. 136-7, CAT 2.209).71   

1.3 Tombstones as Evidence for Foreign Residents in Athenian 
Cemeteries 

1.3.1 Identifying Citizens and Foreign Residents on Tombstones 

Many of the arguments raised in this dissertation rest upon the identification 

citizens and foreign residents through their funerary inscriptions. Athenian citizens are 

much easier to identify in funerary inscriptions in the 4th century BCE, by which time 

they typically identified themselves by their name, their father’s name (patronymic), and 

their demotikon (name associated with the deme where they registered as a citizen). Very 

few tombstones carried demotika in the 5th century BCE.72   

                                                      

70 Arrington 2015, 74-5. 
71 Kerameikos P 1130: CAT 2.209; Goette 2009, 192-3. 
72 In the period between 480 and 430, only two citizens are attested by demotika (3.3.1,3), and one woman 

may be the daughter of a cleruch (3.3.2). In the Kerameikos from 431/0-387, there are only three tombstones 

with demotika. As Meyer notes, “there is little evidence for the use of the demotic before the end of the fifth 
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 Foreign residents in Athens usually identified themselves with an ethnikon which 

related to their polis of origin.73 In some rare cases, they were identified by an ethinikon 

related to their ethnos, which Hansen and Nielsen define as an “ethnic group associated 

with, and usually living in, a specific region, also called an ethnos.”74 The only cases of 

the use of an ethnikon related to one’s ethnos rather than polis are Tyr- the Carian (2.2.2) 

and Saitis, the daughter of Euethis, an Egyptian woman (4.2.16). 

The other way foreign residents are identified in their funerary inscriptions is 

through onomastics. Names are often used most frequently within small geographic 

regions. When names typically attested in other regions appear in funerary inscriptions 

in Athens, it can often be an indication that the deceased was a foreign resident. In one 

instance, a woman with a name attested only in Boeotia was commemorated on a 

tombstone along the Sacred Way, found in the vicinity of other tombstones some of 

which bore Boeotian ethnika (3.4.8 Timollo). In another instance, a man named Getes 

shared the name with a Thracian tribe known for its mounted archers was 

                                                      

century” (1993, 110, n. 26). Whitehead also argued that “the habit of using demotics took root very slowly, 

even in official documents which one might have expected to give a lead in the matter” (1986, 71). 

Whitehead attributes the use of demotics regularly on tombstones after 403/2 to a stipulation of the re-

enacted Periklean Citizenship Law (1986, 71-2). Osborne also notes that the use of the demotic with a 

proposer’s name in decrees of the Assembly does not become standard practice until 352/1 BCE (1985, 66). 
73 For overview of the use ethnika by foreign residents, see Fraser 2009, 76-80. 
74 Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 4. 
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commemorated with a tombstone decorated with a painted quiver, a piece of 

iconography rare in Athenian funerary culture (3.4.12 Getes).  

1.3.2 The Difficulties of Dating 5th-Century Tombstones 

Because this dissertation is organized in chronological chapters, it is necessary to 

acknowledge the debates centering around the dating of tombstones to the period 

between 480 and 430, though this dissertation will not address them directly. Arrington 

recently summarized the narrative constructed around the disappearance and 

reemergence of tombstones succinctly:  

 

“The production of grave monuments at Athens declined sharply in about 500 

BCE, probably because of sumptuary legislation. When it started again in about 

430 BCE, the Classical Athenian grave monuments looked altogether different, 

and some adopted a different mnemonic strategy” (Arrington 2018, 7). 

 

The anti-sumptuary law referenced by Arrington is usually argued to coincide 

with the foundation of the demosion sema.75 This narrative has crystallized into an 

                                                      

75 Cic. Leg. 2.64; the law limited the size and scale of funerary monuments and outlawed private funeral 

orations. For coincidence with the emergence of public burial in the demosion sema, see Arrington 2015, 51-2. 
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historical fact, but it overlooks the simply carved tombstones which mimic the form of 

horoi—not to mention horoi themselves—and even painted examples that have been 

dated by some scholars prior to 430 based on epigraphic grounds.76 Köhler, Jeffery, and 

Ginestí Rosell have all dated some tombstones on the basis of letterforms to the period 

before 430.77 Clairmont argued consistently that all figural tombstones that others had 

dated before 430 should come later.78 Kirchner, the editor of IG II2, also dated most 

tombstones after 430 under this premise, which is why Posamentir usually references 

that volume rather than the more recent IG I3 edited by Jeffery, who tended to date 

tombstones earlier.79 Bergemann dates all of the earliest figural tombstones in his Projekt 

DYABOLA database to 430-390 BCE. Following Kirchner, Clairmont, Bergemann, and 

others, Posamentir dates painted tombstones invariably after 430 BCE.80 

                                                      

76 The corpus of tombstones dated between 480 and 430 is treated by Stears 2000. Contra Posamentir dates all 

examples of painted tombstones after 430 BCE (2006). 
77 Köhler had actually developed a similar model for the introduction of the Ionian alphabet to Attika 

already in 1885, when he argued that the shift to the Ionic alphabet began around 440 (Köhler 1885, 360). He 

published a corpus of funerary monuments which he thought had transitional elements of Attic and Ionic 

alphabets and therefore must date roughly to the period before the Peloponnesian War (Köhler 1885). Jeffery 

dated the tombstones carved in transitional alphabets, many of which belonged to Ionian immigrants living 

in Athens to the period before the Peloponnesian war, following Köhler (IG I3). Ginestí Rosell follows 

Jeffery’s dates in IG I3 (2012). 
78 He argues this on sculptural grounds (1986) and epigraphic (1979). Dates in CAT are consistent with the 

premise that Athenian Classical tombstones are produced after 430.  
79 Posamentir’s catalogue usually references IG II2 instead of IG I3 when the inscription appears in both 

volumes. 
80 The first monument in Posamentir catalaogue is the relief of a woman holding a pyxis now in the National 

Museum (910) (2006, no. 1, 430-20 BCE). Clairmont and Bergemann are just two recent and influential 

scholars who subscribe to the notion that Classical tombstones, especially figural ones, postdate 430. 
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There are plenty of justifications for situating the reemergence of tombstones in 

large numbers to after 430 BCE, and the narrative generally holds.81 I have chosen to use 

the dates provided by Jeffery in IG I3 in most cases, and I have highlighted dating 

discrepancies in the catalogue when they arise. I think that the evidence suggests that 

tombstones were used sparingly by immigrant communities who had received enktesis 

for their diplomatic, military, or other contribution to the city before tombstones were 

used in greater numbers by the citizen body. The tombstone of Hephaistes of Chios can 

be dated by its cinerary urn to roughly 440 BCE (3.2.11). It would make sense that some 

tombstones were set up at least in the decade before 430 at a time when Athenians began 

purchasing and depositing white-ground lekythoi in burials in large numbers.82 

One reason citizen families did not need to differentiate themselves from other 

residents in the city is that the ability to own land and burial plots already set them 

apart. A horos stone marking someone’s plot signaled that a citizen owned that land and 

that no one could bury on it. The architectural elaboration of the citizen plot in the final 

                                                      

81 Justifications include the loosening of the restrictions enacted by the so-called post aliquanto sumptuary 

law mentioned in Cicero (Leg. 2.64-5); an escalating death toll due to the plague and the outset of the 

Peloponnesian War resulted in new attitudes toward death; and the completion of the Parthenon marbles 

left sculptors looking for work in the city (Robertson 1975, 363-4; Leader 1995, 686; Stears 40, n. 28). 
82 Gex has shown that standard-type large white-ground lekythoi, which often show scenes of visitation at 

the grave, are sparingly used in Athens before the 430s, with only 5 provenanced examples from Attika in 

the first half of the 5th century (2014, 324). They only begin to appear in large numbers after 440, perhaps at a 

time when citizens are delineating and marking plots in greater numbers (2014, 325). Most provenanced 

examples of large white-ground lekythoi before 440 come from Gela and Eretria (2014, 325). 
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decades of the 5th century was a continuation of a practice which had started with the 

earliest horoi. 

1.3.3 Tombstones as Evidence for Standing-Monument Cemeteries 

  Some may critique this project for using tombstones often from secondary or 

tertiary contexts to reconstruct cemeteries. It is true that many tombstones found in the 

Agora for instance were recovered as building material from the modern houses in early 

years of the excavation.83 Aside from these modern contexts within the area of the 

ancient city walls, I argue that tombstones often did not move far from their original 

display location.84 For this reason, I rarely use tombstones recovered from the Agora and 

other modern contexts to reconstruct cemetery constituencies. As should become clear in 

the appendices accompanying this dissertation, many of the tombstones examined here 

were found either in excavations that also uncovered burials or in the vicinity of such 

excavations.  

As Small has noted, the cemeteries of Athens were standing monument 

cemeteries.85 There is little evidence that cemeteries were cleared of monuments on a 

                                                      

83 Grossman 2013. 
84 In his 1988 study of broad migration patterns of citizens from the countryside to the city, Daamsgaard-

Madsen argued that tombstones rarely moved far from their original display location: “Grave stones are 

rather heavy things, and if some of them have been used in later buildings, they will probably have 

remained within the neighborhood” (1988, 60). 
85 Small 1995, 159. 
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regular basis. Catastrophic destructive events such as the Persian sack of 480 were few 

and far between. Monuments within plots would accrue over time. Plots could be 

bought and sold, and there is some evidence that this happened, but nothing like the 

systematic clearing of all standing monuments.86  

1.4 Organization of the Project  

The dissertation is divided into three body chapters which correspond to 

chronological periods. Chapter 2 covers all tombstones, public and private, 

commemorating foreign residents in the Archaic period (600-480 BCE). Many of these 

were recovered from secondary contexts within the Themistoklean Wall, which allows 

for the reconstruction of their original display context within cemeteries. Chapter 3 

covers all funerary monuments set up between 480 and 430 BCE. The appendices for 

Chapter 3 include all monuments for foreign residents with ethnika (3.2), those with 

demotika (3.3), and those without ethnika (3.4). Because the cemeteries were further 

structured by the addition of the Themistoklean Wall, I treat the West Cemetery, East 

Cemetery, and the Piraeus and South Cemeteries individually. I also treat the publicly 

funded monuments of foreigners and the significance of their placement near the 

demosion sema. Chapter 4 covers the period between 431/0 and the 387 BCE during the 

                                                      

86 See one horos purchased by one individual and forbids that it be sold further, showing that it was bought 

as any other piece of land (IG II2 2567; Faraguna 2012, 171-2). 
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Peloponnesian and Corinthian Wars and analyzes the placement of foreign residents 

within cemeteries and their juxtaposition with citizen tombstones and plots after 430 

BCE. I focus primarily on the West and East Cemeteries where more detailed 

information about find locations of tombstones is known. For the Piraeus Cemetery, I 

treat the tombstones as a group without a detailed study of their placement in the 

cemeteries north of the harbor. Finally, in the Conclusion, I show that immigrant 

communities buried within plots in the various cemeteries in Athens.  

2. The Funerary Topography of Immigrants in Archaic 
Athens 

In this chapter, I provide an overview of the history of foreign residents in 

Athens in the Archaic period (600-480 BCE) based on literary and epigraphic testimonia 

in order to contexualize historically the foreign residents attested only by their 

tombstones. The literary evidence for named foreign residents with ethnika is meager 

and was often written down, at least in the form we receive it, several hundred years 

after the Archaic period. Meanwhile votives dedicated by foreigners at Athenian 

sanctuaries seem to be, at best, indicators of foreign visitors rather than residents.87 The 

presence of funerary monuments which preserve ethnika related to foreign poleis and 

                                                      

87 In an early 5th century votive from Piraeus, the dedicator Python from Abdera explicitly mentions that he 

had traveled to many poleis in the dedicatory inscription (IG I3 1018). 
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ethnē suggest that the individual commemorated had resided in Athens for some period 

of time, if perhaps only briefly, before their death. These monuments are, however, our 

best contemporary material evidence for immigrants living (and dying) in Athens; they 

also offer a glimpse into how immigrant communities represented themselves to the 

larger Athenian community. 

My work on this material differs from previous studies of tombstones of the 

Archaic period in that I treat them in context; that is, according to the location at which 

they were originally displayed. While previous studies often incorporate context when 

discussing tombstones, it has rarely been the primary focus of analysis.88 Although these 

monuments have mostly been found in secondary contexts, I have here made the 

interpretive assumption that they have not moved far from their original display 

location.89I consider three broad groups of evidence. The first group comprises 

tombstones of Ionian immigrants—mostly from Samos—and a Carian, all of which were 

found along or near the road to Piraeus, just outside of what will become the Piraic Gate 

of the (then-nonexistent) Themistoklean Wall (2.5.2). I argue that these monuments were 

likely privately funded, and represent a group of immigrants, and perhaps some 

refugees, who fled political unrest in Ionia in the second half of the 6th century BCE. The 

                                                      

88For example, Willemsen 1963 focused on Archaic tombstones recovered from the Themistoklean Wall. 
89 Arrington has argued compellingly that fragments of the casualty lists from the demosion sema had not 

moved far from their original display location (2015, 55-90, esp. 60, Fig. 2.2). 
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second is comprised of a single example: the tombstone of an immigrant woman who 

was buried in an Athenian citizen plot in the southern part of the city along the road to 

Phaleron (2.5.3). Her family chose to forego the more traditional tall, slender stele with 

anthemion or the freestanding kore, both popular local choices, in favor of a broader 

stele, likely adopted from Ionia. The third comprises two tombstones from the area of 

the Kerameikos set up for Alexos of Delos (2.2.1) and Anaxilas of Naxos (2.2.3), which I 

argue may be some of the earliest monuments from the demosion sema.  

2.1 Foreign Residents of Archaic Athens 

To begin, I gather the evidence for foreign residents in literary and epigraphic 

testimonia for the Archaic period. Of the roughly 7000 entries in Osborne and Byrne’s 

volume Foreign Residents of Athens (hereafter, FRA), only 18 foreign residents, whose 

home cities are known, are attested in Athens during the Archaic period (Table 1).90 

                                                      

90 The 18 entries of individuals of known provenance from the Archaic period are: 1482 (Delos), 1545 

(Eretria), 2535 (Thrace), 2679 (Karia), 2681 (Karia), 2682 (Karine), 2813 (Keos), 3646 (Megara), 3710 

(Metapontion), 5790 (Naxos), 5793 (Naxos), 5956 (Paros), 6532 (Samos), 6534 (Samos), 6549 (Samos), 6551 

(Samos), 6559 (Samos), and 6776 (Samos). I have omitted some of the instances included by Osborne and 

Byrne because their origins are in fact uncertain (6542, 6557, 6570, 6573, listed under Samos). I have also 

omitted 7112 and 7116 (Teos) because the monument on which they are attested is likely from the 5th century 

and it is included in the next chapter. The sculptor Philergos is thought by some, including Viviers, to be 

Samian, but the attribution is tenuous, so I also omitted 6573. Three individuals from Argos are attested on a 

dedication from the Akropolis (1198, 1202, and 1235) dated by the editors of IG to 470-450, so I have 

included these entries with the mid-5th century material in the next chapter, rather than the 6th century as 

Osborne and Byrne do. Finally, I did not include 5803 (Nasos) because it is possible that the word Nesiotes 

refers to the sculptor active on the Acropolis, rather than a demotic describing the dedicator, Alkibios the 

kitharoidos. 
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From the evidence collected by Osborne and Byrne, we are able to see four main groups 

of foreign residents represented in Archaic Athens: 1) women married to prominent 

Athenian citizens,91 2) foreigners who make dedications at Athenian sanctuaries,92 3) 

artists and skilled laborers who move to Athens seeking employment,93 and 4) foreign 

residents for whom no additional information is provided on the tombstones, beyond 

their immigrant status.94 I treat each of these groups in turn. 

2.1.1 Marriage to Foreign Women as Xenia 

The immigrant population of Athens that is best attested in literary sources 

comprises foreign-born women who are married into powerful Athenian citizen 

families.95 Calling these women immigrants might be a bit misleading because the term 

“immigrant” implies more agency than these women had.96 Unfortunately, women seem 

to have had little power when it came to choosing whom to marry, as marriage was 

primarily a way of formalizing and legitimizing social, political, and economic ties 

                                                      

91 FRA 1545 (Eretria), 2535 (Thrace), 2682 (Karine), and the mother of Kleisthenes from Sikyon, not in FRA. 

FRA 2813 (Keos) named Stesilaos was a male lover of Themistokles and Sophokles, but he fits best here.  
92 FRA 3710 (Metapontion) and 6776 (Sikyon). FRA 5803 (Nasos?) should not be included because it is likely 

a signature by the sculptor Nesiotes rather than an ethnikon. 
93 FRA 5956 (Paros) and 3646 (Megara). 
94 FRA 1482 (Delos), 2679 (Karia), 2681 (Karia), 5790 (Naxos), 5793 (Naxos), 6532 (Samos), 6534 (Samos), 6549 

(Samos), 6551 (Samos), and 6559 (Samos). 
95 For a recent study of women in ruling families in Archaic and Classical Greece, see Mitchell 2012. 
96 Kennedy 2014, 1. 
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between men in aristocratic families living in Athens and abroad.97 In the Classical 

period, marriage becomes a matter of concern to the state, and something that it 

endeavoured to monitor.98 Myths of autochthony proliferate in the 5th century, which 

bolstered the nationalist closed identity of Athens.99 Access to citizenship becomes 

restricted, as the Athenian imperialist agenda fashioned as “the other” all non-Greek 

peoples and, to some extent, all non-Athenian Greeks—though other Ionians less so—

and to place Athens at the top of the Greek world.100 The culmination of agenda was the 

Periklean Citizenship law of 451/0 BCE, which required Athenian citizens be born from 

the marriage of an Athenian male citizen with an Athenian woman who had herself 

been born from an Athenian citizen father.101  

In the Archaic period, the perceived high-born qualities of one’s family 

sometimes transcended one’s citizenship in the polis. So, foreign-born women who were 

members of aristocratic families abroad were seen as viable partners to Athenian citizen 

men, and crucial for forming allegiances with families in wealthy areas of the Aegean, 

                                                      

97 Contra Herman 1990, who wants to see names exchanged along ties of xenia rather than marriage, though 

the examples that follow show that in some cases, foreign women were married into prominent Athenian 

families. 
98 For overview of women and the state in the Archaic and Classical periods, see Henry and James 2012, 84-

95. 
99 For relationship between myths of autochthony and the democracy, see Rosivach 1987, 294-306. For state 

assuming responsibilities previously held by the family in the funerary realm, see Arrington 2015, 27-54. 
100 Lape 2010, passim. 
101 Patterson 1981. 
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such as the region of Thrace near Mt. Pangaion with its lucrative mines.102 In addition to 

its mines, Thrace and other areas, like Caria, were important players in the slave trade. It 

is possible that Athenian families vying for access to the slave markets in Thrace and 

Caria sought to marry women from prominent families in these regions as a means of 

forming economic alliances.103 Most importantly, in the Archaic period foreign-born 

women were still permitted to bear children who were Athenian citizens, some of whom 

would even go on to be prominent statesmen in the early years of the democracy. 

One of the most famous examples of such a union is Themistokles, who had a 

foreign-born mother, which was oft-remarked upon by ancient commentators, enough 

so that at least two alternative traditions about where she came from emerged. Plutarch 

cites different sources for these two versions.104 His first source is a transcript of her 

epitaph which he quotes: 

 

Ἀβρότον Θρήϊσσα γυνὴ γένος· ἀλλα τεκέσθαι  

τὸν μέγαν Ἕλλησίν φημι Θεμιστοκλέα.105 

                                                      

102 For economic, political, and familial connections between Athens and Thrace, see Kallet 2013. 

Peisistratos’s settlement on the Thermaic Gulf has been used to connect Athens and Eretria and her colonies 

(Viviers 1987).   
103 Thrace and Caria are known to have been major players in the slave trade of Athens in the Classical 

period, but these may have begun in the Archaic period. For slave trade in Thrace, see Velkov 1967. For 

slave trade in Caria, see Lewis 2011. 
104 Plut. Them. 1.1-2. 
105 Plut. Them 1.1; Ath. 13.576. 
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Abroton, a Thracian woman by birth: but I declare that 

I bore a man (considered) great to (all) Greeks: Themistokles (Trans. Author). 

 

In this first version, the mother of Themistokles is named as Abroton and comes 

from Thrace, which would be plausible since several other prominent 6th-century 

Athenian statesmen married or were born to Thracian women (e.g. FRA 2535: 

Hegesipyle, the wife of Miltiades the Younger). Plutarch goes on to cite two ancient 

authors who give a different version of Themistokles’s mother’s origins. Phanias wrote 

that his mother was not Thracian, but Carian, and that her name was Euterpe, while 

another author, Neanthes, adds that her home polis had been Halikarnassos.106  

Other notable instances which appear in FRA are Koisyra, the mother of 

Megakles (V), who reportedly came from Eretria, and Hegesipyle, the wife of Miltiades 

the Younger and mother of the statesman Kimon (II), who was from Thrace.107 Despite 

the fact that Koisyra is mentioned by Aristophanic scholia and by Aristophanes himself, 

her historicity and relationship to the various Megakles in the Alkmeonid genos is 

                                                      

106 Plut. Them. 1.2; Euterpe: FRA 2682 (Karine). 
107 Koisyra: FRA 1545 (Eretria), see Davies, APF, 380-1; Hepsipyle: FRA 2535 (Thrace), see Davies, APF, 302-4. 
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debated.108 The most likely scenario is that she is the mother of Megakles (V) and from 

Eretria, a polis which also boasted strong ties to Thrace and Mt. Pangaion.109 Hegesipyle 

was the daughter of King Oloros of Thrace, and Davies proposes a date no later than ca. 

506 for the marriage.110 It is thought that this marriage was used as a means of creating 

political allies in the region of the Thracian Chersonese, where Miltiades had taken over 

the dynastic tyranny of several poleis from his uncle, Miltiades the Elder.111 Many would 

like to see the historian Thucydides as a great-grandchild of Miltiades (IV) and 

Hegesipyle.112 Thucydides tells us himself that he held the rights to working the gold 

mines near Amphipolis in Thrace.113 If we accept the Thucydides as a descendent of 

Miltiades, then he is indirectly benefitting from the marriage alliance forged by his 

great-grandfather.  

One woman not mentioned in the FRA is Agariste, the mother of Kleisthenes—

the man whose reforms ushered in the Athenian democracy and who was a member of 

                                                      

108 Koisyra is mentioned in Ar. Ach. 614 and schol. ad loc.; schol. Ar. Clouds 64; Ar. Clouds 800 and schol. ad 

loc. For overview of debates on the historicity and attribution to a specific Megakles, see Davies, APF, 380-1. 
109 Pace Davies, APF, 380-1. Though Davies posits that Koisyra may have been among the Eretrians who fled 

from the Persians to Oropos in 490, which is of course, unknowable (Hdt. 6.101). 
110 Hdt. 6.39.2, 41.2. Davies, APF, 302. 
111 For history of Thracian Chersonese, see Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 900-2 (Loukopoulou). 
112 Davies prefers the reconstruction of his ancestry which has Oloros—the father of Thucydides—as the son 

of a daughter of Miltiades (IV) and Hegesipyle (APF, 232-5). Herman would rather see the name of 

Thucydides’ father, Oloros, transmitted through ties of xenia rather than marriage. He argues that 

homonymy does not need to be explained only in terms of marriage (1990, 349-50). 
113 Thuc. 4.105.1. 
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the Alkmeonidai—who was the daughter of Kleisthenes the tyrant of Sikyon.114 She 

married Megakles (II) of the Alkmeonid genos and had five children with him in the late 

570s and early 560s.115 This marriage may have forged a close connection between 

Athens and Sikyon, since a man from Sikyon dedicated a monument on the Acropolis, 

which was rare for the period (see 2.1.2). 

Marriage alliances were happening in the other direction as well with the 

daughters of Athenian citizens being married to men outside of Athens. Hippias, the son 

of Peisistratos and tyrant of Athens, arranged a marriage for his daughter Archedike to 

Aeantides, son of the tyrant of Lampsakos, because he held favor with Darius, the King 

of Persia.116 In this case, Herodotus insinuates that Hippias is using his daughter as a 

means of currying favor with the Lampsakenes in order to provide himself with a 

potential refuge should circumstances in Athens turn sour, as they eventually did.  

The movement of these women map on to economic and political ties between 

Athens and Eretria, Thrace, and Caria, and even Persia, and were used by families on 

both sides to reify economic ventures and strengthen political—and therefore military—

alliances through marital kinship. The traffic in women as marriage partners to elite men 

seems to have been used as a way of cultivating ties in regions with precious metals and 

                                                      

114 Hdt. 5.66-7;  
115 For family, see Davies, APF, 375-8. 
116 Thuc. 6.59. 
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access to slave trade. Only one of the tombstones discussed in this chapter represents a 

woman who would fall into this category. Her name was Oinanthe (2.4.2), and she was 

likely a Thracian or Ionian woman, who married an Athenian citizen, Ophsios. 

2.1.2 Foreign Visitors at Athenian Sanctuaries 

The second group includes dedicators of votives on the Acropolis and at Eleusis, 

whom Osborne and Byrne count among their foreign residents, though perhaps we 

should not consider them residents, as much as visitors. Two dedications on the 

Acropolis are said by Osborne and Byrne to have been made by members of foreign 

poleis, though only one appears genuine.117 The first, an individual from Sikyon, 

dedicated a monument set on a pillar base on the Acropolis in the decades before the 

Persian sack in 480.118 Only the shaft of the pillar base, made of Hymettian marble, is 

preserved (Fig. 1). The preserved height is slightly over a meter (1.01), so the monument 

would have likely stood between 2-3 m high, depending on the type of votive that it 

would have supported. On the shaft is inscribed: 

 

[․4?․]θεος ἀνέθεκεν 

                                                      

117 Osborne and Byrne identify the dedicant of a base signed by the sculptor Nesiotes as a foreign resident 

from the small island deme Nasos, but this should be not considered a foreign resident (FRA 5803). For 

argument against this attribution, see DAA no. 84 (Fig. 2). 
118 EM 6368; Kissas 2000, 173 no. B 126; Raubitschek 1949, 285 no. 252. The base was discovered east of the 

Erechtheion, sometime between 1877 and 1886 



 

39 

 

[ℎο(?) Σε(?)]κυόνιος (IG I3 741) 

 

[----]theos set (this) up 

[A man from Si-]kyon (Trans. Author). 

 

The restoration is sound, which makes this the only probable example of a votive 

dedication on the Acropolis made by a foreigner. Whether or not he was resident in 

Athens is unknowable. The Alkmeonidai, one of the most powerful clans in Athens, had 

ties to Sikyon. As already mentioned in the previous section, the mother of Kleisthenes, 

who instituted the reforms which ushered in the democracy in 508/7 BCE, was the 

daughter of Kleisthenes the tyrant of Sikyon.119 The monument from the Acropolis was 

set up soon after the democracy was founded, so the man from Sikyon may have had 

used his connections to the Alkmeonidai in the early years of the democracy to set up 

this dedication.120  

From Eleusis, there is a single votive from the Archaic period offered by a man 

from Metapontion named Aristoda[mos], which stands as the only evidence of any kind, 

                                                      

119 Hdt. 5.66-7. 
120 The monument is dated 500-480 by Jeffery (IG I3 741). Similarly, Kissas dates it to the beginning of the 5th 

century BCE (2000, 173 no. B 126). 
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to my knowledge, for the presence of a foreigner in Attika outside the urban nucleus of 

Athens in the Archaic period.121 The dedication took the form of a pillar base made of 

dark Eleusinian limestone, which had a tenon on top for a base supporting a votive.122 

Jeffery finds it fitting that a man from Metapontion would dedicate a votive at the 

sanctuary of Demeter at Eleusis, since that polis had an ear of barley as its παράσημον 

(“emblem”), which indicated to her that Metapontion also had a cult of Demeter.123 

While Jeffery’s connection is plausible, I think the two poleis could have had other 

connections. In his account of the Sicilian Expedition, Thucydides describes 

Metapontion as an ally of Athens, and they contribute troops and ships to the Athenians 

in 413 BCE, so perhaps good relations between the two poleis had deeper roots than 

merely a shared cult of Demeter.124 

The number of dedications made by foreigners in the Archaic period is a meager 

two—a Sikyonian dedicating on the Acropolis and a man from Metaponto at the 

sanctuary of Demeter at Eleusis. The norm seems to have been that these sanctuaries 

catered to local residents, and that if foreign residents were dedicating at these 

                                                      

121 Mus. Eleus. E 185; IG I3 1006 (500-475 BCE); Jeffery 1990, 255 no. 17. 
122 Unfortunately, the stone is now lost. The description of the monument comes from Jeffery 1990, 255. 
123 Jeffery 1990, 255. A fifth-century cult of Demeter might be attested at Metapontion, but she was not one of 

the more important deities at the site. For cults at Metpontion see Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 280-281, no. 61 

Metapontion (Fischer-Hansen, Nielsen, and Ampolo). 
124 Thuc. 7.33.5. 
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sanctuaries, they typically chose to forego the use of their ethnikon. Votives, therefore, do 

not serve as a useful body of evidence for foreigners resident in Athens in the way that 

tombstones do. 

2.1.3 Professional and Skilled Laborers 

The third group of foreign residents contains professional and skilled laborers, 

who may have come to Athens to perform on specific occasions or to settle for long-term 

employment opportunities. The individuals who are attested in literary and epigraphic 

sources may be part of a wave of immigration which began in the early 6th century under 

Solon.125 Whitehead argues that Solon’s immigration policy, in which he offered 

citizenship to foreign craftsmen, was meant to encourage selective immigration.126 This 

influx of talented artists from across the Aegean and the Mediterranean more broadly 

may have sparked a movement of artists to Athens, which continued throughout the 6th 

century. One example from FRA is the comic poet Sousarian is said to have come to the 

Attic deme of Ikaria from Megara in the 6th century.127 Hipparchos, the son of 

Peisistratos, was also reported to have hosted the poets Simonides from Keos and 

Anakreon from Teios in his court.128 

                                                      

125 Plut. Solon 24.2. 
126 Whitehead 1977, 141-2. 
127 A single iambic fragment of his poetry survives and its genuineness is uncertain. 
128 Ath. Pol. 18.1; on validity, see Lavelle 1993, 72-3. 
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Another is the sculptor Aristion the Parian, who was active in Athens in the final 

third of the 6th century as attested by his signatures on the statue and column bases.129 

What is fascinating about Aristion is that he uses his ethnikon—Parios—as part of his 

signature. The fact that he is from Paros, the source of one of the most lustrous and 

sought after marble in the 6th and 5th centuries, seems to have been something worth 

advertising. Although the presence of his signatures does not necessarily indicate that he 

lived in Athens full-time, he did seem to have cultivated a local clientele in funerary 

sculpture, including the families of Xenophantos, Antilochos, and Phrasikleia.130 Since 

death is not a seasonal event, it is likely that he spent part of his career in Athens.  

His signature is preserved four times, one of which is almost entirely restored.131 

All of his signatures appear on funerary monuments, and he made both kouroi and 

korai across Attika (Fig. 3).132 The only piece of sculpture preserved attributable to him is 

                                                      

129 FRA 5956 (Paros) 
130 Aristion’s signature appears on a kouros base for Xenophantos set up by his father Kleiboulos (530-520 

BCE) (Athens, EM 10642: IG I3 1211); a column base, probably supporting a kouros, for Antilochos (ca. 530 

BCE) (Athens, EM 10647-9: IG I3 1208); and the base for the kore of Phrasikleia (ca. 540) (Athens, NM 4889: 

IG I3 1261) 
131 IG I3 1208; 1211; 1261; .1269a preserves only the final sigma of the name, which is restored [Άριστίον 

Πάριό]ς.  
132 Two bases signed by him supported columns on which kouroi would have been set (Kissas 2000, nos. A 

18 and A 47). Another supported a kouros (Kissas 2000, no. A 19); and finally one supported the kore of 

Phrasikleia (Kissas 2000, no. A 14). 
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the kore of Phrasiklea, whose base preserves his signature.133 His signature is completely 

preserved on a base of Hymettian marble for a column, which may have supported a 

kouros, set up in the Kerameikos.134 Found nearby in the Dipylon Gate was another base 

for a kouros, this time made of Parian marble.135 His signature is restored on another 

fluted column base, which would have likely supported a kouros, this time from the 

area north of Liopesi in the chapel of Agios Nikolaos.136 Robertson has tried to attribute 

the man represented on the stele of Aristion signed by Aristokles and found in 

Velanideza to the sculptor (Fig 4).137 Viviers disregards Robertson’s attribution on the 

grounds that the standing figure is dressed as a warrior and holding a spear, which 

seemed to him to be odd for a sculptor.138  

Aristion may have been part of a wave of Ionian sculptors coming to Athens for 

work. Viviers has argued that other sculptors working in Athens in the last third of the 

6th century BCE are also Ionian immigrants. He makes the case that Endoios is an Ionian 

                                                      

133 The base of Phrasikleia (NM 4889) which preserves the signature was retrieved from the Church of 

Panagia in Merenda. For a recent study of the deposition of the kore of Phrasikleia, see Rosenberg-

Dimitracopoulou 2015, 85-99. 
134 Athens, EM 10647, 10648, and 10649. Kissas 2000, 51, no. A 18. 
135 Athens, EM 10642. Kissas 2000, 51-2, no. A 19. 
136 London, BM 1823.4-5; Athens, EM (fragments). Kissas 2000, 79, no. A 47. 
137 Athens, NM 29; Robertson 1975, 110. 

138 Viviers 1992, 131. He proposes instead that the Aristion depicted on the stele is the supporter of 

Peisistratos mentioned in Ath. Pol. 14.1, and Plut. Solon 30.3. 
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sculptor, and that Philergos may have been Samian.139 His identifications will be 

revisited over the course of the chapter, since these two sculptors made several 

tombstones for foreign residents: Leonax (2.2.4), Lampito (2.3.1), and Nelonides (2.4.1).140 

Other examples, although they are not included in Osborne and Byrne’s corpus, 

are the potters working in the Kerameikos in the late 6th and 5th centuries who are 

thought to be immigrants, slaves, or non-Athenian-citizen residents based on their 

names and variations in spelling in their signed works.141 Lydos, Syriskos, and Amasos 

are the most commonly cited examples in scholarship; they are thought to have been 

from Lydia, Syria, and Egypt respectively. Finally, a funerary discus, which was 

confiscated from a house in Piraeus, mentions a doctor named Aineas (2.4.2), who is 

thought to be connected with the family of Hippocrates on Kos.142  

2.1.4 Foreign Residents in the Literary and Epigraphic Record: 
Conclusions 

 In sum, people of different social statuses, then, were moving to Athens from 

different parts of the Mediterranean in the 6th and early 5th centuries. Women from 

families in regions which were rich in natural resources, like Thrace with its gold mines 

                                                      

139 Viviers on Endoios, see 1992, 55-102. For his case for Philergos as a Samian, see 1992, 103-114. Osborne 

and Byrne include Philergos among their foreign residents: FRA 6573 (Samos) 
140 The tombstone of Leonax (2.2.4) is autographed by Philergos, while the tombstones of Lampito (2.3.1) and 

Nelonides (2.4.1) are signed by Endoios. 
141 Pevnick gives an overview of the examples in his dissertation (2011, 23-49). 
142 Athens, NM 93. Jeffery 1962, 147, no. 66. 
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on the slopes of Mt. Pangaion, and which were key players in the slave trade, like Thrace 

and Caria, were marrying into Athenian families. Political alliances between prominent 

genē in Athens, like the Peisistratidai and Philiadai, and Thracian and Persian kings 

were forged through marriage.  

 Very few travelers or foreign residents seem to have been making dedications at 

Athenian sanctuaries. This could in large part be due to the fact that those dedicating at 

sanctuaries chose to forego their ethnika, or that Athenian sanctuaries may have catered 

to locals more so than international patrons. The two foreigners who did dedicate 

votives are from Metaponto and Sikyon, and the pillar base monuments which they 

dedicated are similar to the funerary monuments commemorating Tyr- the Carian (2.2.2) 

and Nelonides (2.4.1), which seems significant and is discussed in more detail below. 

 Skilled artisans were coming to Athens from Coastal Ionia and islands in the 

Aegean. Poets and sculptors came from Ionian poleis, like Keos, Teios, Paros, and 

perhaps Samos. If Aineas (2.4.2) does represent a doctor from Kos, then he might be part 

of this migration to Athens from Asia Minor too. The potters who are attested in Athens 

seem to hold a different social status—they may even be slaves owned by workshops—

and they are coming from different regions of the Mediterranean, namely Lydia, Syria, 

and Egypt. I turn now to the foreigners who are attested by tombstones. 
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2.2 Foreign Residents Attested by Tombstones: the Dataset  

The final group drawn from Osborne and Byrne’s corpus contains those 

residents who died in Athens and are therefore attested by their tombstones. These 

monuments tell a different story than the one provided in the literary sources. For 

example, immigrant men from aristocratic families who have been displaced from places 

like Samos or who are searching for economic success in Athens are not mentioned in 

written sources. Their stories can only be told through their tombstones. Likewise, 

immigrant women who marry into Athenian families get short shrift in ancient sources, 

but the tombstone of Oinanthe (2.4.2) provides a richer story than can any brief mention 

in a play by Aristophanes. It is this group of immigrants—those attested only by their 

tombstones—that is the focus of this chapter. Their tombstones may be the most 

concrete contemporary evidence for foreign residents living—and dying—in Athens in 

the Archaic period.  

The foundation of the study that follows is a GIS database of all inscribed Attic 

funerary monuments for both citizens and foreign residents dating to the Archaic 

period, comprising 84 examples including bases and inscribed fragments (Fig. 5).143 Of 

                                                      

143 Kissas (2000) has 68 bases of funerary monuments in his catalog: A 1-48, C 1-20, of which 66 are included 

in the chapter—only C 4 and C 5 are excluded because their findspots are unknown. An additional 18 

examples of inscribed monuments from Jeffery 1962 are included in the dataset as well (nos. 20-23,25,35,38-

40, 42, 43, 45, 48, 50, 51, 54, 55, 66). 
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these 84 tombstones, six definitely commemorate foreign residents as they include an 

ethnikon in the inscription (2.2.1-6), while four are likely to commemorate foreign 

residents although they do not include an ethnikon (2.3.1, 2.4.1-3). In order to better 

understand the relationship between foreign residents, the city, and its cemeteries, it is 

helpful to situate these tombstones within the larger context of the Athenian funerary 

landscape.  

In some instances, I incorporate into my analysis the findspots of funerary 

sculpture, especially in areas where sculptural fragments are the only form of funerary 

monument preserved, but I have chosen to focus on the bases and inscribed fragments 

for several reasons. First, if I were to include the bases and all fragments of funerary 

sculpture, I might count some monuments twice, as some of the bases and sculpture 

may well have once gone together, thereby giving a misrepresentation of the whole 

dataset. Therefore, I have opted for a minimalist approach, wherein I only include 

inscribed fragments and bases with provenance. 

Second, blocks which bear an inscription were some of the most thoroughly 

catalogued and published finds from early excavations. To this day, inscribed funerary 

monuments are often among the only artefacts published from rescue excavations. 

Fragments of funerary sculpture were not as meticulously recorded and published in 

early excavations as were inscriptions, so an inscribed base is more likely to have a 
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published provenance than a sculptural fragment. The very fact that bases are inscribed 

and are considered “inscriptions” has ensured that they have been studied and 

published consistently since the 19th century.  

Due to the scattered nature of the evidence, tombstones have been largely 

ignored as a source of evidence for the demography of specific Archaic cemeteries. Bases 

of the Archaic period are rarely found in situ, but they often have secondary contexts—

many inside the Themistoklean wall, and at least one in the canalized Eridanos River.144 

These secondary contexts have been deemed insignificant by scholars for the study of 

the demographics of cemeteries, largely because no one has bothered to gather the 

dataset together and interrogate its potential contribution. Meanwhile, the value of 

statue bases as canvases for epigrams to be edited and compiled for their literary value 

has been considered primary. What happens when we take a closer look at the contexts 

in which these inscribed bases were found?  

Among the inscribed funerary bases from Archaic Athens, seven belong to 

foreigners with ethnika (Fig. 23). Two come from the Cyclades: Alexos from Delos (2.2.1) 

and Anaxilas from Naxos (2.2.3). Four others come from Samos and Caria (2.2.2, 2.2.4-6). 

Additionally, there are tombstones which can be attributed to foreign residents based on 

                                                      

144 At least 21 Archaic funerary bases with a recorded findspot were found in the Themistoklean Wall, while 

one base was found in the canalized channel of the Eridanos, constructed as part of the same building 

program. For overview of material recovered from the Themistoklean wall, see Willemsen 1963. 



 

49 

 

archaeological, epigraphic, and onomastic evidence: Neilonides son of Nelon, who was 

possibly a Samian immigrant based on the findspot of his funerary base; Lampito, 

whose epigram states that she died away from her fatherland; Oinanthe, whose mother 

may be an Ionian immigrant; and Aineos the doctor, possibly from Kos. Other 

tombstones attributed to foreigners on slighter grounds have been excluded from the 

overview that follows.145 Each monument is treated individually in the appendices at 

the end of the chapter.  

2.2 Foreigners with Ethnika (See Appendix 2.2) 

2.3 Foreign Residents without Ethnika (See Appendix 2.3) 

2.4 Potential Foreign Residents without Ethnika (See Appendix 
2.4) 

2.5 Considering Tombstones of Immigrants in Context 

 Even if one disregards the contexs in which these monuments were found, one 

can discern two distinct groups. Two foreign residents from the Cyclades—Alexos from 

Delos (2.2.1) and Anaxilas from Naxos (2.2.3)— are also the only two commemorated 

                                                      

145 One tombstone ascribed to foreigner is that of Archias. The stele inscribed with the name Archias was 

discovered in the vicinity of the so-called tomb of the Plataians and was once considered to be a name of one 

of the fallen Boeotians, but the identification of the tumulus and the burials within it with the mass burial of 

the Plataians has been called into question. Themelis interprets the tumulus as a typical Archaic family 

funerary monument, since one of the burials belongs to a boy who is roughly 10 years old (1974); Mersch 

argues based on the contemporaneity of the burials of males aged 20-30 years old that the monument should 

belong to the Plataians (1995, 57-59). I have excluded the tombstone of Brotachos from the Agora (I 1133, a 

and b), since so much of the name was restored, and he was identified as a foreigner, largely on onomastic 

grounds. 
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with narrow stelai supported by stepped bases. The other male foreign residents from 

Ionia and Caria are commemorated with kouroi, while the two Ionian women in the 

corpus are commemorated with the broad non-canonical stelai of the wide format. What 

is important to emphasize is that these groups are further demarcated topographically 

within the city (Fig. 35). The two stepped bases for narrow stelai come from the area of 

the Kerameikos. The bases for kouroi set up for Samians and a Carian come from the 

area of the Piraic Gate (2.2.2, 4-6). One broad non-canonical stele of an Ionian woman, 

Lampito (2.3.1), might be associated with the group from the area of the Piraic Gate, 

while the other of Oinanthe (2.4.2) likely stood in an Athenian citizen’s plot near the 

Gate XIII of the Themistoklean Wall to the south of the city. 

 In the remainder of this chapter, I treat each group of tombstones 

topographically. A word about methodology. All of the maps that I have created in GIS 

use the plans from Dimitriadou’s dissertation, since it is the most thorough and recent 

study of the archaeology of Athens and its cemeteries in the Archaic period.146 The 

ancient roads marked in purple on all of the plans come from Ficuciello 2008. These 

datasets are useful in reconstructing the original placement of tombstones within the 

                                                      

146 Dimitriadou (2012) collected all of the dated archaeological settlement and burial remains for the period 

between 1100 and 500 BCE from both systematic and rescue excavations. She is slated to publish her 

dissertation research in a monograph titled Early Athens: Settlements and Cemeteries in the Submycenaean, 

Geometric, and Archaic Periods (forthcoming). Morris 1987 was the last such comprehensive study which 

covered the cemeteries of Athens in the EIA and Archaic periods. 
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Archaic city. When possible I discuss the burials found in the vicinity of tombstones in 

order to characterize the cemeteries in which tombstones were found. 

2.5.1 The Themistoklean Wall as an Archaeological Context and its 
relationship to the original placement of tombstones (Figs. 28, 33, 
and 36) 

Six of the tombstones found in the urban center of modern Athens were quarried 

and reused as building material in houses in the area of the Agora.147 Stones recovered 

from modern contexts such as those in the Agora are nearly impossible to situate within 

the Archaic city.148 By contrast, the tombstones recovered from the ancient 

Themistoklean Wall are among the few recovered from a closed and dated ancient 

context.149 Moreover, because we have information about the construction techniques of 

the Themistoklean Wall and the circumstances under which it was built, I believe we are 

able to extrapolate from this information the original placement of these monuments 

within the Archaic city. 

The tombstones of Tyr- the Carian (2.2.2), Anaxilas of Naxos (2.2.3), Aischros of 

Samos (2.2.5), and Nelonides the Ionian (2.4.1) were all recovered from archaeological 

contexts in the Themistoklean wall, giving them a secure terminus ante quem, and these 

                                                      

147 Agora I 1133 a and b, 1203, 1656, 2352, 5479, 6451 
148 For debate about the quarrying practices of building material in the Agora over time, see SEG 51-50. 
149 Willemsen 1963. 
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contexts can also help determine along which roads they would have stood.150 Scholars 

used to contend that tombstones were used as building material within the 

Themistoklean Wall either as part of a rise in anti-aristocratic sentiment in the early 

years of the democracy or as a newly formed taboo against extravagant expenditure on 

funerary monuments.151 In some cases, workers may have taken the opportunity to 

vandalize monuments belonging to elite residents, as evident on the base of Nelonides 

(2.4.1, Fig. 24), but there was no systematic program to defile or deface funerary 

monuments destroyed by the Persians before placing them within the Themistoklean 

Wall.152 On the other end, Stähler has argued that funerary monuments were placed at 

strategic locations, so that the power of the dead would protect the city that was then 

being rebuilt from the ashes of the Persian destruction.153  

The most compelling recent interpretation of this reuse has been put forth by 

Bäbler, who argues that the single, greatest factor driving the construction of the wall 

was haste.154 One of the main arguments against their use as building material as 

                                                      

150 Nelonides (2.4.1) was recovered from a stretch of the wall in 1922 (Fig. 28), see Philadelpheus 1922, 104-6. 

Tyr- (2.2.2) and Aischros (2.2.5) were both recovered from Tower β in the Piraic Gate in 1953, see 

Threpsiades, 1953 [1956], 61-71. Anaxilas (2.2.3) was recovered from the inner southern tower of the Dipylon 

Gate in 1962, see Gruben 1962. 
151 For anti-aristocratic sentiment, cf. Garland 2001, 122. For taboo, cf. S. Morris 1986, 470. 
152 Keesling discusses the arguments for and against considering the defacing of the base of Nelonides in 

terms of “damnatio memoriae” (1999, 513-7). 
153 Stähler 1993, 19-24. 
154 Bäbler 2001. 
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evidence for anti-aristocratic sentiment or as serving an apotropaic function is that the 

vast majority of tombstones were built into the wall in such a way that they were not 

visible. Their use as blocks in the wall appears to have been purely functional, and one 

would imagine that functionality would be the primary motivator if the Athenians were 

trying to build the wall as quickly as possible. This aligns well with Thucydides’s 

description of the construction of the wall: 

 

“It was in this manner that the Athenians got their wall built in so short a time, 

and even today the structure shows that it was put together in haste. For the 

lower courses consist of all sorts of stones, in some cases not even hewn to fit but 

just as they were when the several workers brought them, and many columns 

from grave monuments and stones wrought for other purposes were built in. For 

the circuit was extended in every direction, and on this account they laid hands 

upon everything alike in their haste” (Thuc. 1.93.1-2, Trans. C. F. Smith).155 

 

                                                      

155 Thuc. 1.93.1-2: τούτῳ τῷ τρόπῳ οἱ Ἀθηναῖοι τὴν πόλιν ἐτείχισαν ἐν ὀλίγῳ χρόνῳ. καὶ δήλη ἡ οἰκοδομία ἔτι 
καὶ νῦν ἐστὶν ὅτι κατὰ σπουδὴν ἐγένετο: οἱ γὰρ θεμέλιοι παντοίων λίθων ὑπόκεινται καὶ οὐ ξυνειργασμένων 
ἔστιν ᾗ, ἀλλ᾽ ὡς ἕκαστόν ποτε προσέφερον, πολλαί τε στῆλαι ἀπὸ σημάτων καὶ λίθοι εἰργασμένοι 
ἐγκατελέγησαν. μείζων γὰρ ὁ περίβολος πανταχῇ ἐξήχθη τῆς πόλεως, καὶ διὰ τοῦτο πάντα ὁμοίως κινοῦντες 
ἠπείγοντο.  
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The excavated sections of the Themistoklean wall indeed attest to the hastiness 

with which it was built. As in Thucydides’ account, tombstones have been recovered 

both from the socles of the fortification wall and from the fill between them (cf. Figs. 28, 

33, 36). In Thucydides’ account of the building of the wall, Themistokles orders that “the 

whole population of the city, men, women, and children, should take part in the wall-

building, sparing neither private nor public edifice that would in any way help to 

further the work, but demolishing them all.”156 The wall was prioritized in the 

rebuilding program of the city, and all available workers were needed to expedite the 

process. 

The tombstones that lined the roads leading to Phaleron, Piraeus, Eleusis, the 

Academy, and Acharnai were destroyed along with the private and public structures 

during the Persian sack. During the recovery period which followed, if we can trust the 

account of Thucydides, then we might imagine that carts were filled with debris from 

public and private structures and monuments, and then conveyed to the construction 

sites at the line of the newly proposed circuit wall (Fig. 38). The debris, now serving as 

building material, was likely heaped at strategic points, especially at the points where 

the wall met a preexisting road: the locations of the gates of the Themistoklean wall. 

                                                      

156 Thuc. 1.90.3-4: τειχίζειν δὲ πάντας πανδημεὶ τοὺς ἐν τῇ πόλει, καὶ αὐτοὺς καὶ γυναῖκας καὶ παῖδας, 
φειδομένους μήτε ἰδίου μήτε δημοσίου οἰκοδομήματος ὅθεν τις ὠφελία ἔσται ἐς τὸ ἔργον, ἀλλὰ καθαιροῦντας 
πάντα. 
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These heaps of marble and limestone blocks from broken sculpture and their bases were 

made on either side of the road to be built into the stone foundation of the wall (Figs. 28 

and 33) or fill between the mudbrick faces of the wall (Fig. 36). In this way, the city 

dump and the wall-building project became one and the same.   

This reuse of statue bases in the Themistoklean Wall has other parallels in 

antiquity. At Aphrodisias, an imperial governor undertook a massive construction 

project to build a city wall in the 350s CE, mainly with spolia.157 About 45% of the total 

number of the extant early and high imperial statue bases and inscriptions at the site 

come from the 4th century wall.158 The building of this wall followed a destruction 

event—perhaps an earthquake—which left statues and their bases damaged, and the 

bases made for useful construction material. As was the case of the bases in the 

Themistoklean Wall, the builders of the wall at Aphrodisias did not take care to hide or 

reveal the inscriptions on the bases.159 

In the aftermath of catastrophic destructive events, whether it was by invasion of 

a foreign army or a natural disaster, such as an earthquake, it makes sense to prioritize 

the recovery of as much reusable building material from the destroyed monuments and 

                                                      

157 Smith et al. 2006, 10-11. 
158 The figure is somewhere around 130 bases and inscriptions (Smith et al. 2006, 11) 
159 Smith et al. 2006, 11. It was estimated that there was a 1 : 6 probability that the inscription in the wall 

would have been visible 
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other structures as possible. And, if the goal were to preserve the memory of individuals 

commemorated in those monuments, either to their benefit or their detriment, stones 

could be arranged in prominent places with the inscriptions facing outwards, but this 

does not seem to have occurred either at Athens and Aphrodisias. 

2.5.2 The Road to Piraeus: a Cemetery of Immigrants?  

I begin with the cemetery of immigrants from Samos and Caria that lined the 

road to Piraeus leading out of the Piraic Gate. Two tombstone bases of Samians (2.2.4-5) 

and one for a Carian (2.2.2) were all recovered from the area along the road to Piraeus. 

In the wider area, two other tombstones of Ionian immigrants (2.3.1 and 2.4.1) and that 

of another Samian (2.2.6) were found in contexts both ancient and modern. Together 

these tombstones form the most compelling body of evidence for a cemetery catering to 

a specific immigrant community in the Late Archaic period. In this section, I explore the 

reasons why a group of Samians might have immigrated to Athens during this period, 

and why they may have chosen—or been granted permission—to bury along the road to 

Piraeus specifically. 
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2.5.2.1 Samians outside of Samos in the Late Archaic Period 

In the decades following the death of the Samian tyrant Polykrates in 522, there 

seems to have been a small Samian diaspora.160 The tyrant’s death left a power vacuum 

in Samos, which prior to that point had been one of the major players among the Ionian 

poleis. Maiandrios, to whom Polykrates had delegated some of his power before his 

death, tried to establish isonomia—equality of political rights—among the citizens of 

Samos.161 Soon after, stasis broke out, and the Persians facilitated the establishment of the 

tyranny of Syloson II, the brother of Polykrates. By 514, Syloson’s son Aiakes II was 

tyrant.162 In 499, he was ousted, and Herodotus suggests that this was at the instigation 

of Aristagoras of Miletos.163 During the years of the Ionian Revolt against Persia, it is 

unclear what type of government was put in place at Samos, but after the Ionian defeat 

in 494 BCE, Aiakes was reinstated as tyrant until 492 BCE.164 

Based on the rough outline of the political landscape provided by Herodotus, it 

becomes clear that Samos witnessed an immense amount of political instability, both in 

the form of internal political strife and from meddling of external powers like Persia and 

                                                      

160 Hdt. 3.125.2-3. For overview of regime changes in the last quarter of the 6th century BCE, see Hansen and 

Nielsen 2004, 1096, no. 864. Samos (Rubinstein). They are summarized here. 
161 Hdt. 1.142.3 
162 Hdt. 4.138.2 
163 Hdt. 6.13.2 
164 Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 1096, no. 864. Samos (Rubinstein). 
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Miletos. Some Samian citizens decided to flee amidst the turmoil, though only scattered 

references to where they finally landed survive. During the Ionian Revolt, at least one 

contingent of Samian refugees fleeing the Persians went to Sicily, where they expelled 

the Sikel inhabitants of Zankle and established a settlement.165  

The only literary reference to Athenians hosting a refugee from Samos in this 

period is preserved in the Athenaion Politeia and in a fragment of Aelian, wherein 

Hipparchos, the tyrant of Athens, is described as having sent a fifty-oared ship to Samos 

to retrieve the Teian poet Anakreon.166 This account is likely anecdotal, but it is possible 

that Athens played host to aristocratic families fleeing Samos in the wake of the ensuing 

political instability after the death of Polykrates. The tombstones of Samians from the 

last quarter of the 6th century are a testament to their presence in Athens. 

The Samians and Carian whose tombstones were set up along the road through 

the Piraic Gate in Athens represent an immigrant community of elite men living abroad, 

a group that is not mentioned in literary sources. Presumably, these individuals did not 

travel to Athens solely to exploit the economic opportunities which the city offered; they 

were fleeing the looming threat of Persian conquest. These tombstones, then, provide a 

                                                      

165 Thuc. 6.4.5-6. 
166 Ael. VH 8.2; Ath. Pol. 18.1; on validity of these accounts, see Lavelle 1993, 72-3. 
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unique opportunity to discuss the placement of their cemetery within Athens, and to 

some extent their role in Athenian society. 

2.5.2.2 Tombstones and Burials in the Area of the Piraic Gate (Figs. 38-9) 

The tombstones associated with the road to Piraeus were recovered from two 

general areas. The first is the immediate vicinity of the Piraic Gate, while the second is 

the stretch of the Themistoklean wall 125 m north of the gate where the relief bases and 

the base of Nelonides were found (Fig. 38). All of the inscribed tombstones that were 

recovered from these areas commemorate immigrants from Samos or Caria, except one 

which is lacking an ethnikon (2.4.1 Nelonides) and another which is too damaged to be 

certain if his tombstone bore an ethnikon.167  

Four of the tombstones from the area of the Piraic Gate were pillar bases for 

kouroi, including the bases of Tyr-the Carian (2.2.2) and Nelonides (2.4.1) and the two 

relief bases found with the latter (Fig. 28).168 The base of Leonax the Samian (2.2.4) is 

thought by Knigge to be half of the second tier from the top of a 4 or 5 step base for a 

                                                      

167 Tyr- (2.2.2) , Leonax (2.2.4), and Aischros (2.2.5) all have ethnika. Nelonides (2.4.1) is likely an Ionian 

immigrant, possibly from Samos. The final inscribed tombstone found with 2.2.2 Tyr- and 2.2.5 Aischros 

part of a stepped base, whose epigram is similar to that of Anaxilas, and is set up for someone’s dead father 

(Athens, Kerameikos I 188). See, Kissas 2000, 251-3, no. C 11; Willemsen 1963, 140-1, no. 10, Beil. 73, 2; IG I³ 

1225; CEG 57. 
168 Nelonides was recovered in the excavations of Philadelpheus with two relief bases for kouroi: the so-

called Ball Players base (NM 3476) and the Hockey Players base (NM 3477). For pillar base typology of all 

three bases, see Keesling 1999, 510 n. 5. 
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kouros,169 and the base of Aischros the Samian (2.2.5) preserves the imprints of the feet of 

his kouros. The only base that may have supported a different type of monument was 

one set up by two sons for their father and is not included in the catalog because it is not 

clear whether or not they were immigrants.170 Kissas believes the base supported a 

seated figure, not unlike the one painted on the base of Nelonides (2.4.1).171 Based on the 

evidence for this group, the preferred monument types for Ionian immigrants were the 

seated figure and the kouros, the latter of which was also popular among Athenian 

citizens in the late 6th and early 5th centuries.172  

The only possible example of a kouros that might be associated with a Samian or 

Carian foreign resident are the fragments of a kouros found in the same fill of the tower 

at the Piraic gate (Fig. 19).173 Knigge argues that certain aspects of the proportions of the 

kouros, namely the drawn-in waist, the expansive hips, and the powerful sweep of the 

glutes, subscribe to Attic norms.174 At the same time, some aspects of the style, such as 

                                                      

169 Knigge’s interpretation is based on sound deductions from measurements of similar monuments (1969, 

80-1). 
170 Athens, Kerameikos I 188: Kissas 2000, 251-3, no. C 11 (525-500 BCE); Willemsen 1963, 140-1, no. 10, Beil. 

73, 2; IG I³ 1225; CEG 57. 
171 Kissas 2000, 253, no. C 11. 
172 14 of the 84 inscribed fragments and bases in the database for this chapter support kouroi, though many 

of the bases identified as step bases by Kissas (2000) cannot be identified as supporting a specific type of 

monument, so the number is likely much higher. 
173 Many scholars wanted to associate the fragments with Aischros (2.2.5) in particular (or bibliography see 

Knigge 1969, 78). 
174 Knigge 1969, 76-77. 
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the delineation of the right gluteus from the thigh by a hard line, are Ionic tendencies.175 

She also compares the measurements of the hips circumference and the knee 

circumference of the kouros from the Piraic Gate with those of Aristodikos kouros and 

the Anavyssos kouros, and shows that the Piraic Gate kouros was slightly more delicate 

at the hips than Aristodikos, but the legs are as bulky as those of the Anavyssos 

kouros.176 Knigge does not go so far as to attribute the kouros to the base of Aischros. 

She does associate it with a Samian patron and argues that it could have been made by 

Philergos, whom she identifies as a Samian who fled to Athens after the death of 

Polykrates.177 Unfortunately, there are no joins between the base of Aischros and the 

kouros fragments, since the portions of the legs are broken above the ankles, so it is 

impossible to be certain.  

Very few burials have been excavated in the area of the Piraic Gate. The only 

Archaic burials have been excavated at Erysichthonos 29 and Neleos 38 (Fig. 38, 

XIII.9).178 Only two burials—both pit inhumations—were excavated, and the only burial 

offering mentioned is an Archaic kalathiskos, which is unusual for Athens at the time. In 

                                                      

175 Knigge 1969, 76. 
176 Hip Circumference: Anavyssos: 1.15; Aristodikos: 1.10 m; Piraic Gate Kouros: 1.05 m. Knee 

Circumference: Anavyssos: 0.40 m; Aristodikos; 0.38 m; Piraic Gate Kouros: 0.40 m. Measurements taken 

from Knigge 1969, 77. 
177 Knigge 1969, 85-6. The attribution of Philergos as a displaced Samian is adopted by Viviers (1992). 
178 Dimitriadou 2012, XIII.9. See Alexandri 1968, 79-83, Figs. 34-39, Pl. 78-81. 



 

62 

 

the vicinity of the burials, fragments of a marble sphinx were recovered, though none of 

the bases from the vicinity supported stelai which could have had a sphinx anthemion.  

2.5.2.3 Tombstones from Tertiary Contexts Possibly from the Road to Piraeus 

The bases of Antistasis (2.2.6) and Lampito (2.3.1), which I would like to associate 

with this area, did support stelai, and that of Antistasis could have supported a sphinx 

anthemion, perhaps even the one found  near the tombstones of Samians in the Piraic 

Gate (location at Fig. 38, XIII.9). These two bases, both of which were recovered from 

tertiary contexts, were in all likelihood quarried from the area of the Piraic Gate during 

or after the Classical period (Fig. 39).  Both were discovered by Pittakis during his 

survey of the north slope of the Acropolis and its greater environs. He first discovered 

the base of Lampito in 1830 built into a house in the neighborhood called Palaiochori. 

The next year, he discovered the base of Antistasis during his survey of the north slope 

of the Acropolis.179 Regrettably, he gave no further information: the base could have 

been recovered from a house or a church or it may have simply been a lose stone found 

on the surface.  

The base of Antistasis (2.2.6) is a middle element of a stepped base that could 

have supported a kouros or stele, but the fragment is not substantial enough to 

                                                      

179 ArchEph 8 1852, 667-8, no. 1109 (Pittakis). 
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reconstruct conclusively the type of monument that it supported (Fig. 20). The 

tombstone of Antistasis is the latest in the series of immigrant tombstones from the area 

and may have even been erected while the wall was being built, which could explain 

why it was not used as building material within the wall. The base of Lampito (2.3.1) 

supported a stele of the non-canonical wide format. Raubitschek restores the stele with a 

seated female figure, which may have looked like NM 36 (see 2.4.2 Oinanthe, Fig. 30).180 

It is possible that the monuments of Lampito and Antistasis escaped destruction 

by the Persians and were left standing, only to be quarried as building material in the 

Byzantine or Ottoman periods. If the Samians and other Ionian immigrants of the late 6th 

century follow the burial patterns of immigrant communities in 5th century wherein 

citizens from the same foreign poleis and regions tend to be buried together, then one 

would expect all of their funerary monuments to have been erected along the road(s) 

leading to the Piraeus.181 Those of Antistasis and Lampito must have been deposited in 

contexts which were easily quarried, rather than built into the foundations of the 

Themistoklean Wall. 

                                                      

180 Raubitschek, DAA, 494. 
181 For demographics of 5th century cemeteries, see Fig. 110. Multiple men from Torone (3.2.8-9, 12) and from 

Paleis (3.2.1, 4) were found buried close to one another. 
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Only a few scattered Archaic burials have been excavated and published along 

the road to Piraeus. In 1951, some Late Geometric and Archaic burials were uncovered 

in a trench in Palaia Kokkinia while laying the pipeline for the sewage drainage from the 

city (Figs. 40-1).182 It is possible that there was a small settlement located there in the Late 

Archaic or Early Classical period, but it is also possible that the road from the city to 

Piraeus and to Phaleron were dotted with burials and their markers already in the 

Archaic period, a phenomenon which will recur in the Classical period.  

2.5.2.4 The Nature of the Immigrant Community along the Road to Piraeus 

What is telling is that given the evidence from tombstones as they are preserved 

in the archaeological record, the road to Piraeus already catered to an Ionian immigrant 

community rather than to an Athenian residential community of citizens by the Late 

Archaic period. Two epigrams, that of Leonax (2.2.4) and that of Lampito (2.3.1), provide 

clues about the nature of this immigrant community and their reason for migrating to 

Athens. 

The base of Leonax, recovered from the Piraic Gate, highlights his exceptionalism 

among the Samians, not through his sophrosyne or arete, qualities often praised in Attic 

epigrams of the elite under the Peisistratid tyranny; instead, Leanax is described as high-

                                                      

182 Theocharis, Prakt 1951, 93-127. 
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born, noble (γενναῖος) among the Samians (2.2.4).183 Leonax is said to lie under this sema 

“away from his loved ones” (ἀπο πρὸ φίλων), which intimates that he left them 

unwillingly or reluctantly.184  An Athenian cleruch named Antistates, dispatched by the 

city to settle land on Aegina, similarly says that he died away from his fatherland (see 

2.2.4).185 His epigram like that of Leonax highlights the fact that his political and social 

life is connected to Athens rather than Aegina where he has shallow roots. It is entirely 

possible that Leonax immigrated to Athens for economic opportunities, but more likely, 

he left Samos due to political instability and sought asylum in Athens. His political 

capital in Athens rests largely on his standing in his polis of origin, Samos, rather than on 

his status as an immigrant in Athens. 

The second epigram which may hint at the nature of the Ionian community in 

Athens is that of Lampito (2.3.1). Like Leonax who died away form his loved ones, 

Lampito is described in her epigram as a woman “seeking protection away from her 

fatherland” (αἰδοίεν γε͂ς ἀπὸ πατροΐες). I argue in the appendix (2.3.1) that αἰδοῖος, α, ον 

is likely not being used to characterize Lampito in her role as wife.186 Instead, the 

                                                      

183 Wallace 1970a, 100. No Athenian is characterized as noble (γενναῖος) in their epigram. 
184 IG I³ 1365. 
185 IG I³ 1503: “I lie here dead, having left behind my fatherland” (κεῖμαι τεῖδε θανόν, πατρίδα γε͂ν προλιπόν) 

(Trans. Author). 
186 Ginestí Rosell 2012, 276-8, no. 327. 
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adjective describes her as a suppliant or refugee, a meaning which has Homeric roots.187 

Both Leonax and Lampito are described as unwilling migrants, who left behind loved 

ones and their homeland to make a life in Athens. In the following section I explore why 

an immigrant community chose to bury along the road to Piraeus, at a time when it was 

not thought to function as a harbor. 

2.5.2.5 The Piraeus in the Late Archaic Period (Fig. 39) 

Finally, why would the road to Piraeus be a desirable location for burial in the 

Late Archaic period? In Ceramicus Redivivus Papadopoulos implies that the Piraeus was 

not in use until its fortification under Themistokles when the naval harbor was shifted 

from Phaleron to Piraeus.188 In Papadopoulos’ model, the transition from Phaleron to 

Piraeus was part of a larger reorganization program which took place in the first few 

decades after the Kleisthenic reforms, when most of the construction of the Classical 

Agora and the fortifications of the city and Piraeus took place.189 Papadopoulos’ picture 

of Athens around 500 BCE makes Piraeus seem like a desolate area of the city, so why 

would a wealthy immigrant community wish to initiate a cemetery along this road? 

                                                      

187 LSJ, s.v. αἰδοῖος, α, ον; Cf. Od. 9.721; 7.165. 
188 Papadopoulos 2003, 285.  
189 Martin-McCauliffe and Papadopoulos 2012. 
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There is literary evidence and some archaeological evidence that hint that Piraeus may 

have begun to be used already in the Late Archaic period.  

In the Athenaion Politeia, Hippias’s fortification of the Mounychia hill are 

described as follows: 

 

First of all, in the fourth year after the murder of Hipparchos, circumstances in 

the city were so bad that [Hippias] began fortifying the Mounychia, with the 

intention of moving there. While undertaking this, he was driven out by 

Kleomenes, the king of the Spartans, since oracles were constantly being given to 

the Spartans to put down tyranny… (Trans. Author adapted from Kenyon 

1920).190  

 

The author of the Athenaion Politeia references the fortification of Mounychia hill 

as being underway by the time of his exile in 510, and that Hippias intended to move to 

the fortified Mounychia as a refuge. While the account in the Athenaion Politeia cannot be 

trusted completely, the account as it survives does not conflict with Papadopoulos’s 

larger vision for the eventual placement of the public center in the area of the Classical 

                                                      

190 ἔτει δὲ τετάρτῳ μάλιστα μετὰ τὸν Ἱππάρχου θάνατον, ἐπεὶ κακῶς εἶχεν τὰ ἐν τῷ ἄστει, τὴν Μουνιχίαν 
ἐπεχείρησε τειχίζειν, ὡς ἐκεῖ μεθιδρυσόμενος. ἐν τούτοις δ᾽ ὢν ἐξέπεσεν ὑπὸ Κλεομένους τοῦ Λακεδαιμονίων 

βασιλέως, χρησμῶν γιγνομένων ἀεὶ τοῖς Λάκωσι καταλύειν τὴν τυραννίδα διὰ τοιάνδ᾽ αἰτίαν (Ath. Pol. 19.2). 
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Agora. The potential move to Piraeus may have served as a stepping stone to its 

eventual location in the Inner Kerameikos in the Classical Period. What this anecdote 

from the Athenaion Politeia shows, if true, is that plans to exploit the harbors of Piraeus 

had already been initiated by the Late Archaic period, and that Themistokles’s plan to 

move the harbor to Piraeus and fortify it after Salamis may have been a continuation of a 

building project started by Hippias.  

Garland uses this passage and the chance find of two pieces of funerary 

monuments—a sphinx anthemion for a funerary stele and a marble diskos that served as 

the mnema of Aineas the doctor (2.4.2, Fig. 34) to argue for the use of Piraeus in the 

Archaic period (Fig. 40).191 The marble diskos, intriguing for its potential attribution to 

Aineos, the great-uncle of the famed doctor Hippocrates of Kos, was confiscated from a 

house in Piraeus, but this does not mean that it came from the area of Piraeus.192  

Richter relates that one of the sphinxes in AGA2 was found in Piraeus (Fig. 42) 

and another in Phaleron (Fig. 43).193 The sphinx from Piraeus is said by Kavvadias to 

have been found in Piraeus in 1880.194 Its torso, wings, and head are preserved in a single 

                                                      

191 Garland 1987, 10-14. 
192 This point is highlighted by Clairmont (1970, 17-20, no. 3) 
193 Richter AGA2, 18, no. 18, Figs. 60-2 (Phaleron sphix, now in Museum of Mariemont, G1) and no. 19, Figs. 

64-5 (Piraeus sphinx, now Athens, NM 76). 
194 Richter cites Milchhöfer (AthMitt 1879, 67-9, nos. 1-3), who says that a sphinx (no. 3) was found in Attika, 

but does not give a specific findspot, such as Piraeus. Richter also cites Kastriotes who wrote a museum 
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fragment, while the front legs and feet are missing. The face is damaged as well. Given 

the state of preservation it is plausible that the stele upon which the sphinx sat was 

pushed forward. Upon impact, the sphinx broke off where its slender front legs met its 

body, and the blunt force of the fall likely damaged the face as well. Presumably the 

sphinx was set on a monument in the area, though it is possible that it had moved in 

antiquity. The Phaleron sphinx head preserved in the Museum of Mariemont has a far 

less secure provenance, even so, it was still probably found near Phaleron, the location 

of the Archaic harbor of Athens.195 The best evidence for elite burial in the area of 

Piraeus is the sphinx in the National Archaeological Museum, which has a relatively 

secure provenance in Piraeus, though one wishes that Kavvadias provided more 

information about the excavation. 

While the evidence for commercial activity in the Archaic period at Piraeus is 

scant, there are vestiges of funerary activity from the Piraic Gate to Piraeus, starting with 

the Samian tombstones in the Piraic Gate itself and ending with the sphinx anthemion 

from Piraeus. Papadopoulos, who does not cite the Athenaion Politeia passage quoted 

                                                      

catalog in 1908, but he incorrectly says that the sphinxes are listed by Milchhöfer as coming from Piraeus, 

Aigina and Attika (1908, no. 76). Milchhöfer’s sphinxes actually come from Spata, Aigina, and Attika. The 

Piraeus sphinx is not among those listed. If Kavvadias is correct and the sphinx was found in 1880, then it 

should not be any of the three listed in Milchhöfer 1879, published a year earlier (Kavvadias 1890-2, no. 76). 
195 Richter says that the head was “said to have been found at Phaleron” (AGA2 18, no. 18). 
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above (19.2), downplays the use of the three harbors of Piraeus in the Archaic period, 

even for private or mercantile purposes.196 The road which led out of the Piraic Gate to 

has road surfaces dating from the Geometric to Hellenistic periods. This road eventually 

became the hamaxitos, the cart-road which followed the northern long wall all the way 

to Piraeus where it entered the “Astu” Gate in the Classical period.197 If this road was 

used as a cemetery in the Archaic period, as the tombstones built into the Piraic gate, the 

Archaic burials at Palaia Kokkinia (Fig. 39 and 41), and the sphinx found at Piraeus (Fig. 

42) all seem to indicate, it is likely because the harbor had come into use earlier than has 

previously been thought.  

At the same time, the unsettled land both in Piraeus and along the road from 

Piraeus to the astu may have become desirable land to purchase, rent, or claim, 

especially for opportunistic immigrants looking to set up businesses or mercantile 

ventures in Athens. The land in Piraeus was valuable, not for its arable land that could 

be exploited by slaves or hired hands—i.e. land that may have been considered valuable 

to local Athenians—but because it provided small, ideal harbors that were a short cart 

ride to Athens. Most importantly, there is no evidence for an Athenian settlement on 

                                                      

196 Papadopoulos 2003, 285. 
197 For the date of the road segment through the Piraic Gate, see Costaki 2006, 510-1, no. VII-5 Herakleidon 

50. For hamaxitoi generally, see Conwell 2008, 13-16; Costaki 2006, 131, 140, 196. For use of the area for 

burials in the Classical period, see Judeich 1931, 403. 
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Piraeus prior to the Archaic period, which meant that the land was available for an 

immigrant community arriving in Athens. 

As we will see in the chapters that follow, I lay out the argument that immigrant 

communities tend to bury together in cemeteries. The case of the Samians and other 

Ionian and Carian immigrants are the first in a long line of areas of cemeteries which 

cater to specific immigrant communities. Interestingly, when Samians reappear in the 

funerary record, their tombstones are found in Piraeus. The first appears in the final 

decade of the 5th century: a Samian woman named Tito is commemorated with a 

Bildfeldstele (Fig. 44).198 She is shown in relief, seated bring her hand towards to mouth. 

The iconography of her stele would have recalled that of Lampito, which would have 

stood along the same road a century earlier. 

2.5.3 An Immigrant Woman in an Athenian Citizen Plot (Fig. 45) 

The tombstone of Oinanthe (2.4.2) was recovered from a stretch of the 

Themistoklean Wall close to Gate XIII, through which passes the road to Phaleron (Figs. 

29, 30, 33, and 45). Oinanthe is thought to be the daughter of a non-Athenian mother 

who married the Athenian citizen Ophsios whose name is attested on a dedication on 

                                                      

198 Athens, NM 900: CAT 1.290; Ginestí Rosell 2012, 256, no. 274 Samos 5 (410-400 BCE); Scholl 1996, no. 101, 

Tab. 1.3 (410-400 BCE); IG II2 10231. 
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the Acropolis.199 As the wife of an Athenian citizen, Oinanthe would have been able to 

assimilate into Athenian citizen social circles, and if she had any children with Ophsios, 

they would have been able to claim Athenian citizenship as well.200 So, why did she not 

use an ethnikon? In all likelihood, Oinanthe’s husband and mother chose to forego using 

the ethnikon associated with her parents’ citizenship because she was considered 

Athenian. The archaeological context of her tombstone allows us to understand how 

foreign women who married into Athenian families were presented within and 

incorporated into Athenian cemeteries. 

The tombstone of Oinanthe was one of several fragments of Archaic funerary 

monuments found in the excavations of the Gate XIII of the Themistoklean Wall (Fig 45, 

X.18).201 In the trench that the tombstones were found, Dimitriadou has marked Archaic 

burial remains (Fig 45, X.18), but this is slightly misleading since the burial markers are 

the funerary evidence referenced by Dimitriadou—no burials dating to the Archaic 

                                                      

199 Her husband, Ophsios, has been identified as an Athenian, and is thought to be the same kitharode who 

dedicated a monument on a column base on the Acropolis, signed jointly by Endoios and Philergos. Athens, 

EM 6249. DAA no. 7; Viviers 1992, 77-84, Figs. 5-7. Since only one monument on the Acropolis is dedicated 

by a foreign visitor, it is likely that Ophsios was a citizen (see 2.1.2). 
200 Before the citizenship law, the Athenian polis had not legislated whom the phratries and demes could 

admit as citizens (Watson 2010, 266). 
201 Two other inscribed fragments were found in the excavations. One preserves the end of a sculptor’s 

signature (— — —ς ἐποίεσεν) (IG I³ 1222) (Fig. 31), while the other preserves the end of a male name in the 

genitive (Κ̣εδείδο) (IG I³ 1217) (Fig. 32). 

 



 

73 

 

period were discovered during the excavation in which the tombstones were found.202 

The closest excavated burials were found at approximately 50 m east of the findspots of 

the tombstones at Propylaion 34, where the remains of an Archaic cemetery were 

excavated in 1990 (Fig. 45, X.41).203 Roughly 60 m south of the tombstones, a Late 

Archaic burial was excavated in 1968 at Erechtheiou (13-)15, wherein ten black-figure 

lekythoi were found (Fig. 45, X.21).204 Finally, a late 6th-century BCE single inhumation 

burial in which three black-figure lekythoi were deposited was uncovered in the 

excavations in 1964 and 1967 by Stavropoullos on Kavalloti street between Propylaion 

and Erechtheiou (Fig. 45, X.24).205 Importantly, the road segment adjacent came into use 

in the Archaic period, which is good evidence that these burials are deliberately placed 

in proximity to roads.206 

In addition to burials, remains of Archaic houses have been found close to the 

tombstone of Oinanthe at Erechtheiou 20 by Alexandri in her excavations of 1966, 1967, 

and 1973 (Fig. 45, X.15).207 Remnants of Archaic houses were excavated 100 m north 

                                                      

202 Dimitriadou 2012, no. X.18. 
203 Dimitriadou 2012, no. X.41. 
204 Dimitriadou 2012, no. XII.12. 
205 Dimitriadou 2012, no. X.24. The placement of the excavation on the plan is incorrect. It should be on the 

left side of the ancient road, closer to Propylaion street. 
206 Dimitriadou rightly points out that the Geometric burials under the road segment provide a terminus post 

quem the road (2012, no. X.24). 
207 Dimitriadou 2012, no. X.15. 
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along the same road at Promachou 5 in 1967 by Alexandri (Fig. 45, X.40).208 

Unfortunately, none of the skeletal remains from the burials recovered from the area of 

Gate XIII of the Themistoklean Wall have yet to be sexed, so there is no good candidate 

for Oinanthe’s burial.  

Given what we know about the area in which her tombstone was found, it 

appears as though there were clusters of houses along the road leading from the area 

south of the Acropolis to Phaleron through Gate XIII (Fig. 45, X.15 and X.40). In 

somewhat close proximity to these domestic structures (40-60 m) were small groups of 

burials, some of which were isolated (Fig. 45, XII.12 and X.24). The grave goods 

deposited into the two single burials are somewhat consistent—both contain a number 

of black-figure lekythoi. Only the number of vessels differs: three in one, ten in the other.  

In all likelihood, Oinanthe, her husband Ophsios, and her mother Aphsinthie 

lived in the community situated along the road leading to Phaleron, possibly even in one 

of the houses located near the gate into which her tombstone was built (Fig. 45, X.15). 

When she died, she was likely given an inhumation burial, possibly in the Late Archaic 

cemetery just 40 m east from where her tombstone was found (Fig. 45, X.41). The goods 

deposited in her burial may have been black-figure lekythoi, the most typical grave 

                                                      

208 Dimitriadou 2012, no. X.40. 
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good of the period, but her funerary monument set her apart. Her stele is significantly 

wider than the earlier relief stelai of the generation before her (Fig. 30).209 Her stele 

measures 0.665 x 0.10 m, which is significantly wider than the stelai of Tetichos (0.49 x 

0.35), Thrason (0.48 x 0.167), Alexos the Delian (2.2.1) (0.478 x 0.148).210 Interestingly, the 

most comparable stele base is that of another Ionian immigrant, Lampito (2.3.1), the 

socle for whose stele measured 0.55 x 0.125 m.   

Ridgway calls these gravestones of women “non-canonical stelai of the wide 

format.”211 Unfortunately, only two fragmentary examples of the stelai themselves 

survive. The first is a fragmentary relief stele recovered from Velanideza in Attika, 

which depicts a seated male figure holding up his left hand (Fig 46). The second 

example is a stele found somewhere in Attika—the exact provenance is unknown. The 

fragment, currently housed in the National Museum, depicts a seated woman wearing 

an Ionian chiton and himation sitting opposite another standing female figure (Fig. 

30).212 While this example may serve to give us an idea of how the stele of Oinanthe may 

originally have looked, no one has noticed that the dimensions of the stele fragment in 

                                                      

209 Oinanthe’s tombstone is typically dated to the last quarter of the 6th century BCE, while most relief stelai 

and their bases are dated to the middle or 3rd quarter of the 6th century BCE. 
210 Base of Tetichos: Athens, EM 10650, see Kissas 2000, 44-5, no. A 11 (mid-6th century BCE). Base of 

Thrason: Athens, EM 10639, see Kissas 2000, 59, no. A 24 (3rd quarter of 6th century BCE).  
211 Ridgway 1977, 165-8. 
212 Athens, NM 36: for bibliography, see Despinis 2014, no. 375, Eik. 1230 (Salta). The stele fragment is shown 

with the base of Oinanthe in Figure 30. 
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the National Museum are almost a perfect match for the portion of the stele preserved in 

Oinanthe’s base: Viviers gives the dimensions of Oinanthe’s stele preserved in her base 

as 0.665 x 0.10, while Salta gives 0.66 x 0.095 for the stele in the National Museum. I 

argue that the margin of error is small enough that two could go together.  

Since Oinanthe’s stele likely broke during the Persian Sack, it is possible that the 

base was used as building material while the fragments of the stele were dispersed. The 

other work of Aristokles which has been preserved is the stele of Aristion (Fig. 4). The 

fine, pleated chiton of the woman on the stele is reminiscent of the patterned beard of 

Aristion in relief, but this alone does not confirm the attribution. Further research is 

needed to confirm the attribution of the stele to Oinanthe’s base, but I think the join is 

plausible. 

What can we deduce from the fact that the two monuments whose honorands 

are likely candidates for Ionian immigrant women and which are both signed by 

prominent artists working in Athens—Endoios and Aristokles—are in the new, non-

canonical wide format and perhaps depicted seated female figures?   This emerging new 

format of tombstone with which Endoios and Aristokles were experimenting seems to 

have been a preference of Ionian (and Thracian) women buried in Athens. Oinanthe’s 

and Lampito’s monuments would have stood out in their respective plots, and may 

have been part of the first wave of stelai with seated female figures in the Late Archaic 



 

77 

 

period. This iconography reemerges first in Piraeus with a relief in a “Thessalian” style 

around 450 BCE (3.4.4).  

Oinanthe’s husband Ophsios patronized the most prominent sculptors of his 

day. He commissioned both Endoios and Philergos for his dedication on the Acropolis. 

When his wife died, he did not settle for a conventional artist. He and his mother-in-law 

decided to commission Aristokles to make her tombstone, in a new emerging format. 

Her burial and funeral, based on the evidence from those found in the area of her 

tombstone, looked traditionally Athenian—simple inhumation burials with black-figure 

lekythoi as grave goods—but her tombstone would have stood out in their plot and 

represented her as an Ionian woman at a time when Athenian women were rarely 

commemorated with tombstones.213 

2.5.4 Alexos of Delos and Anaxilas of Naxos: Early Monuments in the 
Demosion sema? (Fig. 47) 

In this section, I discuss the circumstances surrounding the burial and 

commemoration of two foreigners in the area of the Classical Kerameikos. Because the 

area along the Academy Road which left the Dipylon Gate becomes the location of the 

demosion sema, defined by Arrington as the post-Kleisthenic public cemetery of Athens 

                                                      

213 8 of 85 inscribed Archaic tombstones with provenance commemorate women (IG I3 1205, 1229, 1235, 1248, 

1251, 1257, 1261, 1380), of which two are foreign women (2.3.1 Lampito and 2.4.2 Oinanthe). 
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for the war dead, I explore the possibility that these two foreigners received public 

burials here at a time when individuals from the important families of Athens were 

commemorated in the area.214 Notably, one of the typical examples of Archaic 

monuments which commemorates a man named Tetichos who died in battle was found 

in the neighborhood of Sepolia, close to the area of the Academy (Fig. 48).215 

Additionally, the three tombstones whose epigrams praise the deceased for his arete, a 

quality which Arrington associates with the war dead of the Classical period, were also 

recovered from the Dipylon Gate.216 Finally, the majority of tombstones dedicated by 

parents for their deceased sons come from the area of the Dipylon.217 I think this 

circumstantial evidence suggests, contra Arrington, that the area of the Academy Road 

may have been a place reserved already in the Archaic period for the monuments of 

men who died in battle, making it all the more significant that it was later coopted by 

the state in the early years of the democracy. In this section, I give an overview of the 

evidence for prominent foreigners buried in the area of the Kerameikos and the evidence 

for the existence of an Archaic demosion sema before analyzing the the contexts in which 

the tombstones of Alexos of Delos (2.2.1) and Anaxilas of Naxos (2.2.3). 

                                                      

214 Arrington 2015, 55-90. 
215 Athens, EM 10650. Kissas 2000, no. A 11 (Mid-6th century BCE). 
216 Arrington 2015, 120.  
217 7 of the 11 bases dedicated by parents for a fallen son were recovered from the Dipylon Gate. 
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2.5.4.1 Fallen Sons and Arete: the Case for an Archaic Demosion Sema 

Here I argue that the area of the Classical demosion sema, where the war dead 

were buried communally and listed by tribe without patronymic, began to be used as a 

place for the burial of individuals who died in battle already in the Archaic period. In 

order to bolster this argument, I analyze funerary monuments recovered from the area, 

especially those erected for men who died fighting for the polis. Arrington argues that 

the burial of the war dead was “elitist and individualistic” in nature in the 6th century 

and largely controlled by elite families.218 Much of the evidence supports his claim. At 

the same time, the area along the Academy road seems to have been a symbolically 

important place to bury those who died in battle already in the 6th century BCE, before 

the establishment of the practice of mass burials in polyandria in the post-Kleisthenic 

demosion sema.219 The two foreign residents whose tombstones were also found in the 

area were given an immense honor by being buried in this important cemetery and may, 

therefore, bolster my argument.  

The three monuments Arrington references when constructing his argment that 

families controlled the burial of war dead in the Archaic period are the funerary bases of 

                                                      

218 Arrington 2015, 29. 
219 Judeich argued that the demosion cemetery had origins in the 6th century but did not achieve a unified, 

closed character until the first half of the 5th century (1931, 404); Arrington 2010b, 504, n. 26. 
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Tetichos (Fig. 48) and Kroisos (Fig. 49), whose epigrams reference the fact that they died 

in battle, and the grave stele of Aristion, which portrays him as a hoplite in full armor 

holding a spear (Fig. 4).220 If one simply looked at the distribution of these monuments 

across Attika, one would think that the burial of the war dead was handled by the 

different family groups living in those areas (Fig. 50).  But there are reasons to consider 

the tombstone of Kroisos as an exceptional case, while the stele of Aristion and other 

hoplite stelai might have highlighted their status as citizens and hoplites able to furnish 

their own panoplies, rather than intimating that they died in battle.221  

The circumstances surrounding the discoveries of the bases of Kroisos and 

Tetichos are worth investigating further. I start with the base of Kroisos which might 

have stood in its own important cemetery along the road near Anavyssos (Figs. 51-3).222 

The provenance of the Kroisos base and the Anavyssos kouros, which is currently 

displayed on it in the National Archaeological Museum, have a complicated history, 

filled with rumor and several reinvestigations.223 Both Viviers and Stieber agree that the 

                                                      

220 Tetichos base, Athens, EM 10650: Kissas 2000, A 11, Abb. 13 (Mid-6th century BCE); Kroisos Base, Athens, 

NM 4754: Kissas 2000, A 20, Abb. 28-30 (ca. 530 BCE); Aristion stele, Athens, NM 29, Kaltsas 2002, 70, Fig. 

100 (ca. 510 BCE). 
221 In addition to the grave stele of Aristion, another grave stele found at Stamata in Attika in 1888 depicts a 

hoplite in full armor. Athens, NM 3071: Kaltsas 2002, 64, no. 86, Fig. 86 (ca. 530 BCE). For 6 th-century hoplites 

and their relationship to the citizen body, see Manville 1990, 86-7, 162-3; Raaflaub 1997. 
222 Base: Athens, NM 4754. Despinis 2014, I.1. 185α, Figs. 658-663; Kissas 2000, 54-5, A 20. 
223 For an overview of the debate, see Stieber 2004/2005. When the first fragment of the base was found in 

1938, Stevens, Vanderpool, and Robinson noted: “According to several witnesses the base was found far 
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conservative position is the best to take: the attribution of the Anavyssos kouros to the 

Kroisos base is inconclusive.224 

The provenance of the base was only confirmed by Makrokostas, who discovered 

the other half of the base and clarified its context.225 He confirmed that the monument 

was erected near a tumulus which measured 2 m in height and 28 m in diameter; both 

the tumulus and the kouros were situated along the ancient road running parallel to the 

modern Leoforios Anavissou.226 The base of the funerary monument of Kroisos reads 

(Fig. 50): 

 

στε͂θι ∶ καὶ οἴκτιρον ∶ Κροίσο  

παρὰ σε͂μα θανόντος ∶ / ℎόν  

ποτ’ ἐνὶ προμάχοις ∶ ὄλεσε  

θο͂ρος ∶ Ἄρες (IG I³ 1240) 

 

                                                      

from the place where [the Anavyssos Kouros] was unearthed, but near the place where the New York 

kouros was discovered. A further element of uncertainty is added by the testimony that two kouroi, not 

merely one, were found near the inscription” (Stevens et al. 1949, 364). This is now thought to be the Munich 

kouros, not the New York kouros. For the development of the story before Makrokostas, see Jeffery 1962, 

143-4, no. 57. For identification of the tumulus associated with the base, see Makrokostas 1974, 220-221.  
224 Viviers 1992, 123; Stieber 2004/2005, 31. 
225 Makrokostas 1974, 219. 
226 According to Makrokostas, the tumulus and base were 200-300 m from abandoned chapel of the 

Monomeritissas and 500 m from the buildings and storage facilities of the Melissourgou farm complex 

(1974, 220-221); see Despinis 2014, 207, I.1. 185α, for concise description of the findspot and bibliography.  
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Stop and mourn beside the 

sema of the deceased Kroisos, whom 

violent Ares once struck down 

on the front lines (Trans. Author). 

 

Arvanitopoulos suggested two possible military campaigns in which Kroisos 

may have fallen: the campaign for Nisaia in the Megarian War (ca. 561 BCE) or the Battle 

of Pallene (ca. 540 BCE).227 Richter believed that the style of the Anavyssos kouros, 

which she associated with the base, accords well with the date of Pallene, though 

scholars have tended to date the base and the Anavyssos kouros later, with dates 

ranging between 540 and 520.228  

Both of these battles took place far from the place where Kroisos was buried, so it 

would have been impossible for Kroisos to have been buried on the battlefield where he 

died. Instead, what seems to have happened is that Kroios was brought back to his 

ancestral lands and buried with his family members. Several scholars have argued that 

                                                      

227 Arvanitopoulos, 1938; for Nisaia campaign by Peisistratos in the Megarian War, see Hdt. 1.59; for Pallene, 

see Ath. Pol. 15-17. Richter agrees, noting that the letterforms date to the 2nd or 3rd quarter of the 6th century 

on stylistic grounds (1970, 115). 
228 Anavyssos kouros: ca. 540: Richter 1970, 116; ca. 530: Harrison 1965, 12; Karanastasi in Despinis 2014, 209, 

I.1. 185; ca. 520: 2012, 26-7.  

Base: 540?: Jeffery 1962; 540-530?: IG I³ 1240; ca. 530: Kissas 2000, 54-55, A 20. 
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Kroisos was a member of the Alkmeonidai and that the region of Southern Attika was 

controlled by this powerful genos.229 If so, the existence of Kroisos’ tombstone in this 

area may be an act of defiance by the genos, which wished to demonstrate a degree of 

autonomy by burying their war dead in the territory where their power was most 

consolidated. 

The base of Tetichos was found in the neighborhood of Sepolia, which Jeffery 

rightly points out is in the vicinity of the ancient Academy, one of the anchoring points 

of the Classical demosion sema (Fig 54).230 The inscription on Tetichos’ base reads (Fig. 45): 

 [εἴτε ἀστό]ς τις ἀνὲρ εἴτε χσένος 

ἄλοθεν ἐλθόν ⋮ / Τέτιχον οἰκτίρα- 

ς ἄνδρ’ ἀγαθὸν παρίτο, ⋮ / ἐν πολέμοι 

φθίμενον, νεαρὰν ℎέβεν ὀλέσαν- 

 τα ⋮ / ταῦτ’ ἀποδυράμενοι νε͂σθε ἐπ- 

ὶ πρᾶγμ’ ἀγαθόν (IG I3 1194bis) 

 

                                                      

229 Jeffery identified Kroisos as the son of Alkmeon, named for his father’s benefactor (1962, 144); Eliot also 

argues for Kroisos as a son of Megakles, “with his birth in the second quarter of the sixth century and his 

death in battle a little before 520 B.C.” (1967 282-3). Other monuments from the area have been attributed to 

the Alkmeonidai, including the “Brother-and-Sister” stele which is a mnema for a Me[gakles?] (Richter 1961, 

159, no. 37; Anderson 2000, 390; Jeffery 1962, 146-7; Bicknell 1971) and the stele of Peisianax, whom 

Anderson argues was also a member of the Alkmeonidai (Anderson 2000, 391; Bicknell 1971, 393-4). 
230 Athens, EM 10650: Kissas 2000, 44-5 A 11, Abb. 13 (Mid-6th century BCE); IG I3 1194bis (Jeffery) (575-50 

BCE) 
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Whether citizen or xenos 

coming from elsewhere, may he  

stop and mourn for Tetichos, a brave man, 

who died in battle, robbed of his youthful vigor. 

After lamenting, undertake a brave deed (Trans. Author). 

 

Like Kroisos’ epigram, the inscription for Tetichos gives the impression that the 

monument was erected in a place where it was intended to be viewed by passers-by 

because it called out to citizens and strangers alike, a testament to its wide potential 

viewership. The placement of Tetichos’ tombstone near the ancient Academy and the 

Hippeios Kolonos appears to have been a deliberate decision on the part of the 

dedicators of his monument, whom are not mentioned in his inscription. Arrington has 

demonstrated that the Hippeios Kolonos with the Leokoriou Road was a symbolically 

significant topographic feature in the Athenian landscape, as it was the site of the cult of 

Kolonos, the hero-knight, who was worshipped alongside Poseidon and Athena as horse 

deities.231 Tetichos’ base was likely placed near the Hippeios Kolonos in the middle of 

                                                      

231 Arrington 2010b, 529, n. 161. The cult is referenced in several 5th-century plays and other literary sources: 

Soph. OC 54-61, 887-9, 1070-3; Eur. Phoen 1707; Paus. 1.30.4; cf. Ar. Eq. 551-3. 
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the 6th century BCE, and it is possible that the Leokoriou road had developed as a place 

to bury those who died in battle already in the 6th century. 

Tetichos’ tombstone is one of many found in the area of the Classical demosion 

sema. Within the gates and towers of the Themistoklean wall in this area of the Classical 

Kerameikos, 15 of the 84 Archaic bases and inscribed funerary monuments with 

provenance were recovered, roughly 18%. Morris argues based on the somewhat small 

number of extant adult male burials which date to 700-525 BCE in this area that every 

adult burial would have had striking grave markers.232 Whether or not this is true is 

unknowable based on the current state of the evidence, but I do think that many of the 

men buried in this area were individually commemorated, given the high concentration 

of tombstones recovered from the Themistoklean wall and canalized Eridanos river.  

Among the men commemorated in this area are fallen sons, their tombstones set 

up by their parents (Fig. 55), represented by 11 examples out of the 84 bases with 

provenance. Only one of these is found outside of the astu, and it is one of the 

tombstones associated with the Alkmeonid cemetery in the Anavyssos region (Figs. 51-2, 

Me[gakles]). The monument was set up for a man whose name begins with a mu and an 

epsilon and is usually restored Me[gakles], thought to be a member of the Alkmeonidai 

                                                      

232 Morris 1987, 153. 
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like Kroisos.233 The other 10 come from the city center, and three of these were used as 

building material in modern contexts.234 That leaves seven with significant contexts from 

the city center and all of these come from the Sacred and Dipylon Gates (Fig. 56).  

The fact that these men died in battle is not made as explicit as it was on 

Tetichos’ base, but it is likely that some if not all died in battle. Their concentration 

within the Dipylon Gate is significant because this is the location where tombstones 

lining the Academy Road and Sacred Way would have been brought during the post-

Persian-sack cleaning operation (Fig. 37). One can imagine tombstones of men who died 

in battle lining the road from the city to the Academy and the Hippeios Kolonos. 

Whether the state paid for the monuments, the burials, or the land that they were set up 

on cannot be known given the state of the evidence, but what is certain is that men who 

died in battle were being buried in the area of the later Classical demosion sema already in 

the Archaic period. 

Finally, there is one last piece of evidence that may help to bolster the argument 

that the area along the Academy Road was a symbolically important burial ground for 

                                                      

233 The tombstone of Me[gakles] is commonly referred to as the Brother-Sister stele and is currently housed 

in the Metropolitan Museum of Art in New York. NY 11.185 and Berlin, Antikenslg. 1531. Kissas 2000, C 5 

(550-525 BCE). 
234 The three from modern contexts are: Athens, EM 6691 (Kissas 2000, C 8); Athens, EM 10253 (IG I3 1235); 

and Athens, Agora I 6451 (IG I3 1207). 
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the war dead already in the Archaic period. The quality of arete is said by Arrington to 

be one of those qualities achieved through death in battle, and it is extolled in public 

epigrams of the war dead and on funeral monuments of proxenoi in the Classical period 

(cf. 3.5.1).235 There are only three examples of Archaic funerary monuments from Attika 

which praise the deceased for his arete, and all were recovered from the Dipylon Gate—

the starting point of the Classical demosion sema (Fig. 57).236  

When we take into account the findspot of the stele base of Tetitchos along with 

the monuments set up for fallen sons and those that praise the deceased’s arete, it 

becomes clear that the area along the Academy Road may have already become a 

symbolically important place for burial of the war dead in the Archaic period and that 

this area may have been preferred, if not reserved, for those who died in battle and other 

prominent public figures already in the Archaic period. It is in this context that the 

tombstones of Alexos and Anaxilas of Naxos should be interpreted. 

                                                      

235 Cf. Casualty List: IG I³ 1162 (Casualty list of the dead at the Hellespont, possibly 447 BCE); Proxeny: IG I³ 

1154 (Pythagoras, Proxenos of Selymbria, ca. 460s BCE) 
236 The two other tombstones, besides that of Anaxilas, which preserve epigrams praising the arete of the 

deceased are: 1) The tombstone of Alchimachos (Kerameikos I 326, IG I³ 1234); 2) The tombstone of 

Xenophon (EM 10642, IG I³ 1211) 
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2.5.4.2 Archaic Burials of Foreign Residents in the Classical Kerameikos 

In order to better situate the two tombstones of foreigners in the cemetery in the 

area of the Sacred and Dipylon Gates, I provide an overview of several burial groups 

that have been argued to include prominent foreign residents. I focus mainly on the 

burial groups from later in the Archaic period (560-500): the Rundbau and the South 

Hill. (Fig. 58).237  

The Rundbau plot and the adjacent Eastern Terrace and the Eastern Plot have 

recently been restudied by D’Onofrio, and she argues that several burials may have 

belonged to foreign residents who were incorporated into Athenian family plots (Fig. 

59).238 This is noteworthy because this area of the Kerameikos contains some of the most 

outstanding seventh-century burial goods found in Attika.239 Two of the more 

outstanding burials are Rb 8 and Rb 9, both of which date to 650 BCE (Fig. 59).240 Rb 8 is 

a pit cremation burial without air channels, unusual for the Kerameikos, and Rb 9 is a 

burial for a horse, the remains of the which have been shown to belong to an unbroken 

stallion.241 Seventh-century horse burials are quite rare in Greece, and D’Onofrio finds 

                                                      

237 As Morris notes, “it is unfortunate that most of our knowledge of late sixth-century burial comes from 

Mound G, the South Hill and the Agora cemetery, all such impressive cemeteries” (1987, 134). 
238 D’Onofrio 2017. 
239 For a study of the Vari cemetery, the wealthiest burial group of the 7th century in Attika, see 

Alexandridou 2017. 
240 D’Onofrio 2017, 266-7; Knigge 1980, 59-61, 78). 
241 Schäfer 1999, 52-3.  
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comparable examples in tumuli at Gordion and in Cypriot royal tombs.242 The offering 

deposited in Rb 8 is a perfume jar, a MPC ovoid aryballos, at a time when drinking and 

dining vessels were the primary grave good in Athenian cemeteries, which D’Onofrio 

takes as a deliberate act of a family distancing itself from contemporary local burial 

customs.243 

Two other burials from the area which D’Onofrio highlights are Rb 13 A and 

Brandgrab 62 (Fig. 59). Rb 13 A is an adult female inhumation burial in which rich 

bronze objects were deposited: two double-walled bronze bowls, a bronze kotyle, a two-

handled bronze plate, and two solid-cast bronze birds.244 Nearby, Brandgrab 62 was a 

polyandrion within a shaft lined with limestone slabs. On the floor of the shaft were 

three bronze cauldrons sealed with lead containing the cremated remains of at least 

three individuals. Among the grave goods were two double-walled bronze bowls, 

similar to those found in Rb 13 A.  The double-walled bronze bowls from Rb 13 A and 

Brandgrab 62 are made in a technique of North Syrian origin, and have been variously 

interpreted as being Syrian, Etruscan, Eastern Greek, and Cypriot products.245 

                                                      

242 D’Onofrio 2017, 267. 
243 Kerameikos 4215. For image of aryballos, see D’Onofrio 2017, 267, Fig. 24.14.  
244 D’Onofrio 2017, 271-276. 
245 For overview of the debate of the origins of these vessels, see D’Onofrio 2017, 271-4, 279. 
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Morris has interpreted the Rundbau burial group as an exceptional group of 

burials which offered resistance to the cultural trends of the period that tended towards 

simplicity and homogeneity.246 Based on a reference in Pausanias, D’Onofrio, following 

Knigge, interpreted the Classical Rundbau and its early Archaic predecessor as 

belonging to the genos of the Kerykes, a kinship group which played an important role 

in the Eleusinian mysteries.247  In D’Onofrio’s opinion, Rb 13 A should be interpreted as 

that of a Cypriot woman, since her burial type—inhumation—differs from local elite 

burial customs, which had shifted towards cremation.248 She sees the bronze bowls from 

Rb 62 as Greek products, and sees a “clear sense of affiliation or membership” among 

the primary cremation burials surrounding it, thereby showing off its foreign contacts. 

 The South Hill, the second largest of the Archaic period after Grave Mound G, 

covered two burials, only one of which preserved grave goods. Within this burial (HW 

87) was a kline decorated with ivory and amber as well as pottery of east Ionian origin 

(Fig. 58, Sudhugel).249 The burial has been dated ca. 540 BCE.250 Knigge and Arrington 

interpret this burial group as containing two non-Athenians. This attribution is 

                                                      

246 Morris 2000, 394-5. 
247 Paus. 1.36.3; D’Onofrio 2017, 278-9. 
248 D’Onofrio 2017, 279; contra Kübler saw her as an Etruscan woman. 
249 See Baughan 2013 (Couched in Death), 61-64 for comparable klinai from the sixth century BCE. 
250 Knigge 1976; Baughan 2013, 61, n. 236 

 



 

91 

 

enhanced by the fact that the two grave markers found in their vicinity belong to 

Pythagoras of Selymbria (3.5.1) and the Kerkyraian embassies.251 

 One thread which runs throughout the interpretations of the Rundbau and the 

South Hill burial grounds is that they both cater to elites within the Athenian 

community. Whether or not they represent family groups related to a known Athenian 

genos—i.e., the Rundbau as the cemetery of the Kerykes—is unknowable, though most 

scholars prefer to see the tumuli within the Kerameikos in this way.  Burials interpreted 

as those of foreigners (Rb 13 A and HW 87) could be isolated burials incorporated into 

local family cemeteries, but the South Hill seems to be set apart and covered a burial 

which differs radically from contemporary Athenian burial customs by including an 

elaborately decorated kline. Is it possible that at some point in second half of the sixth 

century BCE the area of the Classical Kerameikos became the location for public burials, 

at least for prominent foreign residents, but perhaps for other prominent citizens as 

well? I argue that it did, starting as early as 540 BCE with the South Hill along the Sacred 

Way, which may be the burial mound of Alexos of Delos. 

                                                      

251 The stele for the Kerkyraian embassies is 4th century (ca. 375 BCE), but Knigge argues that the foundations 

exist for a 5th-century predecessor (Knigge 1991, 99-100, no. 11). 
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2.5.4.3 Alexos of Delos and Anaxilas of Naxos: Early Public Monuments for Prominent 

Immigrants? (Fig. 47) 

Arrington’s work on the demosion sema, which builds upon the work done by 

Clairmont, has helped to situate the location and phenomenological landscape of the 

public cemetery of Athens.252 Arrington has chosen to focus primarily on the identifying 

the location of the demosion sema based on the locations of the mass burials, known as 

polyandria, containing the cremated remains of the war-dead and the find locations of 

casualty lists, which listed the names of the dead by tribe. The start-date of the cemetery, 

which was a poorly defined, permeable area along the road from the Dipylon to the 

Academy, is still debated, but Arrington places the date somewhere around 500 BCE—

after the foundation of the democracy. 

Defining the area of the public cemetery as such does not account for the publicly 

funded monuments of the 5th century, such as those of proxenoi, which are found near 

the Sacred Way (3.5.1-2). Arrington does not take a firm stance on whether these 5th-

century public monuments, which celebrate the service of proxenoi to the city, should be 

considered part of the demosion sema.253 His strict definition of the demosion sema as an 

area reserved for the war dead rather than a place reserved for all public burials 

overlooks some of the earlier evidence in the area for public burials, especially for 

                                                      

252 Arrington 2015, 2010; Clairmont 1983. 
253 Arrington 2015, 74-5. 
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prominent foreigners. In Appendix 2.2, I argue that the tombstone of Anaxilas of Naxos 

(2.2.3) was likely funded, at least in part, by the state since his tombstone references the 

fact that he was honored by the Athenians and that it was placed somewhere in the 

vicinity of the Dipylon Gate. It is also possible that Alexos of Delos (2.2.1), whose 

tombstone was recovered from the canalized Eridanos, could have also received a public 

burial in the area, perhaps under the South Hill.  

The tombstone of Alexos of Delos was discovered built into the channel of the 

canalized Eridanos, although it is unclear precisely where in the channel it was found 

(Fig. 60).254 This find location would place the display location of this monument 

somewhere along the Sacred Way or perhaps in the direct vicinity of the South Hill (see 

Fig. 60, no. 12). Because it was found in a secondary context, it cannot be directly 

attributed to the South Hill, but the date of the monument (540-500 BCE) conforms with 

the date of burial HW 87 in the South Hill (ca. 540 BCE). The form of the tombstone of 

Alexos of Delos, a stele supported by a stepped base, is a bit out of place at a time when 

Ionian immigrants to Athens show a preference for kouroi and seated figures (see 2.5.2). 

The stele was an older, more conservative form of grave marker with Homeric airs, and 

                                                      

254 Unfortunately, the precise location is not mentioned by Peek, see 2.2.1 Alexos of Delos. 
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it is possible that the stele as a commemorative form was deliberately chosen by the state 

to mark his burial.  

 It would make sense that a citizen of Delos be given a public burial some time 

after 540s BCE, when Peisistratos purified the sanctuary of Apollo on Delos by removing 

burials visible from it to the neighboring island of Rheneia.255 This was one of the first 

acts of Peisistratos after returning to power after the Battle of Pallene (ca. 540).256 Some 

argue that the porinos naos, the foundations of which are possibly made from Piraic 

limestone and are dated to the second half of the 6th century BCE, was built by 

Peisistratos after his purification of the sanctuary, though Courby and Vallois believe it 

was a Naxian construction.257 The Peisistratid purification is thought to mark the 

beginning of Athenian control of the sanctuary and by proxy the Ionian league. In such a 

political climate, a citizen of Delos who died in Athens, either as a foreign resident or as 

a diplomat performing diplomatic or religious business in the city, would be a prime 

candidate for a public burial. 

                                                      

255 Hdt. 1.64.2; Thuc. 3.104.1-2. 
256 Constantakopoulou 2007, 63. 
257 For attribution of the porinos naos to Peisistratos, see Constantakopoulou 2007, 63, n. 6; Bruneau and 

Ducat 1983, 128; Parker 1996, 87; and Gruben 2000, 164. For attribution to Naxians, see Courby 1931, 208-14 

and Vallois 1944, 22.  
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 The second foreigner commemorated in the area of the Classical Kerameikos is 

Anaxilas of Naxos, whose tombstone was recovered in 1962 from the interior southern 

tower of the Dipylon Gate (Figs. 12 and 60). The monument that it would have 

supported has been restored by Kissas as a seated figure, but the nearly squared 

dimensions make it more likely that it is a stepped base for a stele.258 First, it must be 

determined if the monument should be interpreted in the context of the Peisistratid 

tyranny or of the newly founded democracy, and then whether the monument is 

privately or publicly funded in the area of the Dipylon Gate. 

Although the date of the monument is placed generally in the final quarter of the 

6th century BCE, Baba prefers a date after 508 and the Kleisthenic reforms, and I agree 

with his date.259 He senses in the phrase τίεσκον Ἀθεναῖοι a “democratic atmosphere,” 

which “might suggest that Anaxilas was esteemed formally by the Athenian state.”260 

Baba goes on to speculate what a plausible circumstance of Anaxilas’s commemoration 

might be:  

                                                      

258 For comparison of measurements to the stepped base of Pythagoras’ stele (3.5.1) see 2.2.3. 
259 Willemsen in the editio princeps gives it a date “a little before 510,” and he proposes that his immigration 

to Athens took place after the fall of Lygdamis’s tyranny of Naxos in 524 BCE and the construction of his 

monument before the Kleisthenic reforms (Willemsen, AthMitt 78, 1963, 142). Kissas and Hansen place the 

monument more generally in the last quarter of the 5th century (Kissas 2000, 62-3, A29; CEG 58). Jeffery 

tentatively dates the inscription to the period between 510-500 (IG I3 1357). 
260 Baba 1984, 3.  
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“Anaxilas, an immigrant from Naxos, fought and died for the defence of the 

newly born Athenian democracy in the early days of the reforms or, more 

probably, in the critical year of 506 B.C. In reward for his contribution the 

Athenian state honoured his death by a decree of the boule and/or the demos.”261  

 

Baba imagines Anaxilas dying alongside his Athenian allies at a battle such as 

the Athenian invasion of Chalkis in 506 BCE. For him, this would be an appropriate 

context for a metoikos to be honored. If Baba’s interpretation is correct and the burial and 

monument of Anaxilas were paid for at public expense, his monument might be one of 

the first monuments erected in the area of the demosion sema after the Kleisthenic 

Reforms.  

The final piece of the puzzle is the person who set up the monument: 

Timomachos. The inscription mentions Anaxilas’s father, Aristion, but another man 

dedicated the monument. No further information elucidating the relationship of 

Timomachos to Anaxilas or to the Athenian or Naxian poleis is given. Baba tentatively 

                                                      

261 Baba 1984, 3. 
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suggests that Timomachos could be Anaxilas’s prostates, but he could also be a Naxian 

living in Athens.262  

The single best comparandum for Anaxilas’s tombstone is the funerary 

monument of Menekrates son of Tlasias found on Kerkyra.263 The monument is 

comprised of a tumulus surrounded by a wall of 5 stone courses (4.69 m in diameter and 

1.2 m in height). The tumulus is thought to have stood near the ancient shoreline. It did 

not contain any human remains and is thought to be a cenotaph, which is the most 

plausible hypothesis given the epigram inscribed thereon. On the top course, written 

retrograde in irregularly sized letters is the inscription: 

 

♢ ℎυἱοῦ Τλασίαϝο Μενεκράτεος τόδε σᾶμα ⋮ 

Οἰανθέ͜ος γενεάν. τόδε δ’ αὐτο͂ι δᾶμος ἐποίει ⋮  

ἐ͂ς γὰρ πρόξενϝος δάμου φίλος· ἀλλ’ ἐνὶ πόντοι ⋮ 

ὄ̄λετο, δαμόσιον δὲ καϙὸ ῥο[(⏑)‒⏑⏑‒] ⋮  

Πραξιμένης δ’ αὐτο͂ι γ[αίας] ἄπο πατρίδος ἐνθὸν ⋮  

                                                      

262 A prostates is an Athenian citizen who serves as a guardian for a metic in Athens. For Timomachos to be 

Anaxilas’ prostates, a formally defined metic status would have needed to exist. Ginestí Rosell argues that it 

did by the time Anaxilas died (2013, 294-7). Bakewell argues for a date in the 460’s for the establishment of 

metic status (2013). 
263 IG IX2 882; SEG 44-441; CEG 143; IG IX1 867. The tumulus and inscription were discovered in 1843 in the 

ancient polis of Kerkyra in the cemetery located in modern Garitsa, formerly Castrades. For a thorough 

recent overview, see Anderson, A. S. (Forthcoming). 
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σὺν δάμ[ο]ι τόδε σᾶμα κασιγνέτοιο πονέθε ⋮ (CEG 143) 

 

This is the sama of Menekrates son of Tlasias,  

Oiantheian by race. And the damos made this for him 

For he was a beloved proxenos of the damos; but at sea 

he perished, and the public ill…  

And Praximenes came from his fatherland  

With the damos he toiled with care at this sama of his brother 

(Trans. Author) 

 

The date of this monument has been placed as early as the last quarter of the 7th 

century, but it may be 6th century or even later.264 The relationship between the damos 

and the Praximenes has also been a matter of debate.265 As best we can tell, the 

monument appears to be public, that is paid for with funds issued by the damos. What is 

interesting is that like the tombstone of Anaxilas, the epigram on the monument of 

                                                      

264 IG IX1 867 (Dittenberger); CEG 143; LSAG2 234, no. 9: 625-600 BCE; IG IX2 882 (Hallof): beginning of the 

6th century BCE. Wallace 1970b: 582 BCE-550 BCE. Philetas, Rangabeus, and Franzius (see Dittenberger, IG 

IX1 867 for references): after the Peloponnesian War (late 5th century BCE). Two Protocorinthian aryballoi 

fragments associated with the tumulus have been dated 640-25 (Duplouy 2006, 136 n. 72), though Wallace 

has made the argument that these could be heirlooms or local imitations that may have lagged behind in 

style (1970b, 191-2 n. 6). 
265 For an overview of the scholarship on the social and political setting of this inscription, see Dupluoy 2006, 

135-7 and SEG 44-441.. 
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Menekrates mentions his father and his home polis, Oiantheia in West Lokris. It also 

mentions the honors that the damos of Kerkyra bestowed on him, in this case proxenia. 

Finally, it mentions his brother Praximenes, whom the epigram explicitly states came to 

Kerkyra in order to help in the erection of the monument. Because Menekrates died at 

sea, there were no funeral rites to be carried out, but Praximenes likely oversaw the 

construction of the monument in Kerkyra and perhaps contributed funds to it.266  

The epigram on the tombstone of Anaxilas is similarly constructed. His father 

Ariston is mentioned in the final line. As most scholars who have worked on this 

epigram have noted, the phrase τίεσκον Ἀθεναῖοι is strong evidence that Anaxilas 

received formal public honors, perhaps while alive, and hints that the monument was 

paid for at public expense. The monument of Menekrates is much more explicit about 

this aspect, but I think it is likely that the tomb of Anaxilas was paid for, at least 

partially, with public funds. The other difference between Menekrates and Anaxilas is 

that the former’s honors were explicitly stated—proxenia—while we are left to speculate 

as to the honors of the latter.  

                                                      

266 Mataranga (1994, 111-8) thinks that Praximenes financed at least part of the monument authorized by the 

decision of the damos, perhaps sculptural decoration that does not survive. 
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Then, there is the third party, Timomachos. This figure was proposed by Baba to 

be the prostates of Anaxilas within the framework of formalized metic status.267 While 

possible, I think that it is equally plausible that Timomachos was chosen to carry out the 

burial rites and arrange for the production of the monument, which could have been 

paid for with public funds. He may have also been an Athenian citizen who proposed 

the motion in the Assembly that the tombstone of Anaxilas paid for. In proxeny decrees, 

an Athenian citizen had to propose that the individual(s) receive proxenia and that the 

decree be inscribed on a stone and paid for by the state.268 Presumably the same must be 

true for funerary monuments paid for with public funds. The tombstone of Pythagoras 

the proxenos from Selymbria (3.5.1) states that it was paid for at public expense, which 

required that an Athenian citizen proposed in the boule that the monument be made.269  

Timomachos may have been the Athenian citizen who made the proposal that Anaxilas 

receive burial at public expense. Another possibility is that Timomachos was a relative 

of Anaxilas from Naxos who came to Athens to ensure that the funerary rights and 

monument were erected. In this way, Timomachos was carrying out a similar role to 

                                                      

267 The formalized metic status in Athens required that a non-citizen register as a metoikos after a certain 

number of days of residence in Athens (30 days is a plausible amount of time). Once registered, the metoikos 

was required to pay a set amount per year (possibly pro-rated per month) in perpetuity. This tax was called 

the metoikion. If a foreign resident failed to register as a metic or pay the metoikion, he could be enslaved 

by the state as a penalty. For a recent overview of metic status see Sosin 2016. 
268 For instance, a proxeny decree dated to ca. 447 BCE was proposed by a man named [---]leos (IG I³ 23). 
269 The base of the tombstone of Pythagoras states that the monument was paid for with public funds 

(δημοσίαι) in line B.3 (IG I³ 1154). 
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Praximenes, who helped to erect the monument of Menekrates with the help of the 

damos of Kerkyra. 

What is certain is that the two tombstones of foreign residents in the Kerameikos 

were set up for individuals deemed important to the state, either for their citizenship in 

diplomatically and religiously important poleis, as Alexos from Delos was, or because 

they had received formal honors from the state, as Anaxilas of Naxos had. The 

tombstones of Alexos and Anaxilas would have been perceived quite differently from 

those of the Samians and Tyr- the Carian because of their placement along the Sacred 

Way and Academy Roads. This area had become one in which parents buried their 

fallen sons and loved ones praised men for the arete. It is the same place that would be 

coopted by the government under the democracy as a place where all war dead were 

buried, not just the elite. These were the first of a long line of public funerary 

monuments set up for the prominent foreign residents as discussed in the next chapter 

(see 3.5.1-5). 

2.6 Conclusions 

The tombstones of foreign residents at Athens from the Archaic period form 

three distinct groups. The first is those which belong to immigrants who came from 

allied poleis who are allowed to erect private funerary monuments, most of whom are 

Samians and Ionian immigrants, though a man from Caria is among their ranks. This 
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group of individuals from Samos and the other possible Ionian residents, Nelonides and 

Lampito, were all likely buried along the road that went from the area north of 

Areopagos to Piraeus, based on the contexts in which they were found. This clustering 

of individuals originating from the same polis and regions continues into the 5th century 

BCE. This is likely due to the fact that immigrants could not own property, including 

burial plots, unless they were explicitly granted the right to own property. In the case of 

allied poleis, it is likely that at least one citizen of that foreign polis is granted the right to 

own property, who then granted acces to that plot to other foreign residents from the 

same polis residing in Athens, resulting in people from the same polis being buried 

together. The group which comprised Samians and a Carian is simply the earliest 

archaeologically and epigraphically visible example of this practice. 

The case of Oinanthe is different, as she seems to have been buried in the plot of 

her husband, who was an Athenian citizen. Apsynthie, her mother, was likely a 

Thracian or Ionian foreign resident in Athens, but her daughter would have been 

considered Athenian because she married before the Periklean Citizenship Law in 

451/50 BCE. Her stele, which may be partially preserved in a fragment in the National 

Museum, is likely a new Ionian form gaining popularity in Attika at the time (Fig. 30).270 

                                                      

270 Athens, NM 36. 
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The two bases identified as supporting this new non-canonical wide format stele are 

both for foreign resident women: Lampito (2.3.1) and Oinanthe (2.4.2). 

Finally, the funerary monuments of Alexos of Delos and Anaxilas of Naxos are 

the first of several tombstones set up for important foreign residents buried in the area 

of the Kerameikos. In the fifth century, public funerary monuments for important 

foreign residents—ambassadors, proxenoi, and men who died fighting alongside 

Athenians—are given burials on the soft, permeable boundaries of the demosion sema. 

The tombstones of Alexos and Anaxilas already fit that paradigm in the Archaic period. 

Alexos, from the strategically and religiously important polis of Delos, was likely 

granted a lavish burial at public expense in the demosion sema as it existed in the Archaic 

period. It is possible that the burial in the South Hill which contained an Ionian style 

kline was his, since his tombstone’s base was found built nearby into the the Eridanos 

canal. Anaxilas, who may have died fighting for the polis, was granted the honor of 

burial along the road leading out of the Dipylon Gate. The other men’s tombstones 

found in this area are predominantly men who were buried by their parents, and three 

of them, including the tombstone of Anaxilas, are praised for their arete. This quality is 

achieved and immortalized through death in battle for one’s city and became one of the 

traits praised in dedicatory inscriptions from casualty lists in the Classical period. The 

presence of Alexos of Delos and Anaxilas of Naxos in this area would have been seen as 
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symbolically important and would have separated them not just from the other 

immigrant communities residing in Athens at the time but from all Athenian residents. 

3 Death and Diplomacy: the Placement of Immigrant 
Communities in Athenian Cemeteries (480-430 BCE) 

The appearance of Athenian cemeteries in the period after the Persian sack of 

Athens (480 BCE) and before the outset of the Second Peloponnesian War (431/30 BCE) 

stands in stark contrast to what we imagine cemeteries looked like in the Late Archaic 

period. Gone were the roadside kouroi and korai on stepped and pillar-bases and the 

equisitely carved relief stelai. From the years immediately following the Persian Sack 

and the subsequent rebuilding of the city, only simply fashioned stelai survive (3.2.1-2, 

Figs. 61 and 62). In the 440s and 430s tombstones first begin to return in larger numbers; 

some of the stelai in this earliest phase have painted decoration and in the case of one 

stele from Piraeus, a carved relief of a seated woman (3.4.3 Fig. 85). Nearly half of the 

tombstones from this period are for foreign residents who are identifiable by their 

ethnika (15 of 37), and all of these tombstones are for citizens from poleis allied with 

Athens or tribute-paying members of the Delian League. Moreover, when tombstones of 

multiple individuals from the same foreign polis are found, they are invariably found in 

close proximity to one another.  
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This pattern, I argue, is likely a result of the fact that, according to Whitehead, 

most foreign residents, including metics, were not allowed to own property.271 At a time 

when immigrants appear to be flocking to Athens in large numbers for a variety of 

reasons, this inability may have created a problem for the city—where does one bury 

their dead if they cannot own land? In all likelihood, certain individuals from allied 

poleis were granted special honors, including the right to own property. Unfortunately, 

the granting of the right to own property, known as enktesis, is not well attested in the 5th 

century, though Ginestí Rosell has proposed that enktesis may have accompanied other 

privileges.272 We are left with only the archaeological evidence, which suggests that 

while people from a wide array of places are attested in the literary sources as living in 

Athens, only those from allied or tribute-paying poleis are found buried in prime 

locations close to the city walls and along major streets to and from the city. The rest of 

the foreign resident population at Athens may have been buried in open unregulated 

cemeteries outside the city.273. 

                                                      

271 Whitehead 1977, 78. 
272 The earliest attested instance of enktesis referenced on a proxeny decree is 424/3 BCE for Herakleides, 

possibly from Klazomenai (Walbank 1978, no. 47; IG II2 8). Walbank restores a second 5th-century proxeny 

decree as granting enktesis to a man from Phleious in 421/0 (1978, no. 48; IG II2 83). Ginestí Rosell proposes 

that enktesis may have been an additional benefit granted with isoteleis (the right to be taxed as if you were 

an Athenian citizen) to certain individuals (2013, 298). 
273 One possible location is the Kerameikos Station excavations from 1984 (City beneath the City, 264-75 

(Batziotopoulou-Valvani and Tsirigoti-Drakotou)). 1,191 graves were excavated from the 7th century BCE 

through the Roman period, but most burials date to the 6th and 5th centuries BCE. While many of the burials 
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The public funerary monuments for foreign residents continue a pattern which 

began in the Archaic period. Proxenoi and other important foreign residents continue to 

be given monuments, some of which were recovered in the Kerameikos excavations. The 

burials and funerary monuments of important foreign residents were placed on the 

fringes of the demosion sema whose focal point was the Academy Road. Whether or not 

these publicly funded burials should be considered part of the demosion sema depends 

entirely on one’s definition of the demosion sema. If it is defined as a place for publicly 

funded burials, then these tombstones of foreign residents should be considered part of 

it. More than that, I argue that these funerary monuments of foreign residents actively 

defined the physical limits of the public cemetery. 

To argue these points, I compile all 37 examples of tombstones which may date 

to the period after the Persian sack of Athens (480 BCE) and before the Peloponnesian 

War (431/30 BCE). As in Chapter 2, I use a GIS database of all tombstones of this period 

with provenance (32 of 37) to analyze the three main areas of Athens used for burial 

during the period: the West Cemetery including the Classical Kerameikos, the East 

Cemetery, and the cemeteries south of the city, including the Piraeus. I include all 

                                                      

are oriented toward the road, they overlap each other so much that no clear pattern emerges. It could be that 

areas such as this were unregulated spaces where anyone could bury. No tombstones were reported to be 

found here. It is also the location of two mass burials thought to belong to people who died of the plague. 

An unregulated cemetery may have been the best place for a mass burial. 
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tombstones of foreign residents identified by their ethinika (Appendix 3.2), those of 

citizens identified by their demotika (Appendix 3.3), and finally those tombstones which 

simply identify the deceased with or without a patronymikon (Appendix 3.4). 

When one considers the locational information of tombstones, we find the 

following: these three burial main areas served different immigrant communities from 

different regions of the Aegean. The West Cemetery was populated by immigrants from 

poleis in the Northern Aegean (and Messene); the East Cemetery by immigrants from 

island poleis (Kephallenia, Andros, and Chios); and Piraeus and the South Cemetery by 

immigrants from coastal poleis in Ionia, Caria, and Lycia (Teios, Miletos, Knidos, and 

Phaselis).  Most importantly, all of the poleis whose emigrants are attested on private 

tombstones at Athens are members of the Delian League or Athenian allies, except for 

Messene which was a possession of its enemy, Sparta. In many ways, the cemeteries that 

lined the roads as one left the gates of the Themistoklean Wall were a reminder of the 

extent of the Athenian Empire, and it is probable that this group was permitted to mark 

their burials precisely in order to put on display the various peoples held under the 

sway of the Delian League. 

The publicly funded funerary monuments for foreigners tell a similar story. 

Every person provided with a funerary monument and burial with public funds is from 

an allied polis, a polis in the Delian League, or for someone who directly helped the 
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Athenian army in battle. I argue that these publicly funded and publicly displayed 

funerary monuments served as a visual record of the reach of the Athenian empire, like 

the Athenian Tribute Lists on the Acropolis. The fact that the individuals selected for 

public commemoration were from allied poleis and members of the Delian League 

illustrates how curated public burials were. Before treating the tombstones in their 

cemetery contexts, I give an overview of the foreign residents at Athens mentioned in 

literary sources in order to highlight the fact that immigrants from a much wider 

geographic span than those attested on funerary monuments were also moving to and 

residing in Athens at the time.  

3.1 Foreign Residents at Athens before the Peloponnesian War 

As in Chapter 2, I compile the references to foreign residents who lived in Athens 

during the period between the Persian War and the Peloponnesian War from Osborne 

and Byrne’s FRA. I have exluded here all of the entries for foreign residents attested on 

tombstones since I treat these individually within the chapter (Appendix 3.2). There are 

24 entries which date to the period treated in this chapter (see Table 2). Of these, five 

may refer to Athenian citizens living in areas which were Athenian territories: FRA 1507-
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10 (Eleutherai) and 3336 (Lemnos).274 That leaves 18 certain instances of non-citizen 

foreign residents attested for the period between 480 and 430 BCE. First, I give an 

overview of the women attested in the period, then the foreign visitors making 

dedications at Athenian sanctuaries, and finally the artists, philosophers, and other 

metics who moved in large numbers to Athens at this time. 

3.1.1 Foreign Resident Women at Athens (ca. 480-430 BCE) 

 Of the eighteen foreign residents attested in literary sources, only two are 

women. One is Aspasia, the Milesian woman known for her public relationship with 

Perikles, and the other is Amykla, the Spartan nurse of Alkibiades.275 In the Archaic 

period, foreign women are attested as marriage partners of prominent Athenian 

statesmen, and most came from Thrace or Caria. In the period under discussion, Aspasia 

is the only foreign woman who (eventually) marries an Athenian citizen and who is also 

                                                      

274 Eleutherai was an Athenian territory until the battle of Koroneia in 447, when it is thought to become a 

Theban outpost (Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 431 (Hansen)). It is unclear what demotic one would use if he 

were born an Athenian citizen and registered as such before 447 in Eleutherai. It may have been Eleuthereus 

until the family registered in a new deme. The dedicator of the votive on the Acropolis (FRA 1510), as well 

as Lykios (FRA 1507) the son of Myron (FRA 1508), are either Athenian citizens, who are showing allegiance 

to their former deme, which was now lost to Thebes, or newly minted citizens of the Boiotian polis of 

Eleutherai who are putting on display their freedom from Athenian control (IG I3 892). For whether or not 

cleruchs were considered citizens, see 3.3.2 Mnesarete. 
275 Aspasia (FRA 4040); Amykla (FRA 3170). 
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attested by name.276 Not unlike the ancient comic poets and orators who attacked 

Aspasia’s sexuality, scholars have continued to describe Aspasia as a metic courtesan, 

who catered to an elite clientele.277 Kennedy is the most recent scholar to depict Aspasia 

not as a poor immigrant seeking work in Athens or as a trained courtesan, but as an elite 

woman fleeing an unstable Miletos with her sister and her sister’s husband, Alkibiades 

the Elder.278 Unlike her sister, whose children were full Athenian citizens because she 

had married Alkibiades the Elder before 451/0, Aspasia was unable to secure a marriage 

with an Athenian citizen. After arriving in Athens, Perikles engaged with her in a 

relationship, which was later legitimated as a marriage, and their child, also Perikles, 

was later enfranchised in 430 and became a citizen. Aspasia’s life and marriage did not 

fit the social norms in Athens, which is precisely why she was the most talked about 

woman at this time.   

 The second woman in the FRA for this period is Amykla, the nurse of Alkibiades 

the Younger mentioned in Plutarch’s Life of Alcibiades.279 Plutarch references her and her 

ethnicity as a way of highlighting how famous Alkibiades was; he said that Alkibiades 

                                                      

276 The best recent overview on the life and experience of Aspasia is Kennedy 2014, 68-96. Alkibiades, the 

grandfather of the more famous Alkibiades, married Aspasia’s sister, but her name is not preserved in the 

literary tradition. 
277 Kennedy 2014, 68, n. 1. 
278 Kennedy 2014, 76-8. Henry (1995) attempted to put an end to Aspasia’s portrayal in scholarship as a 

courtesan and prostitute, but her portrayal of Aspasia has met with resistance (see Pomeroy 1996). Compare 

to 2.4.2 Oinanthe. 
279 Plut. Alc. 1.2. 
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was so famous that we not only know his mother’s name but also that of his Spartan 

nurse. Amykla’s presence early on in Alkibiades’ life could be a narrative device used to 

explain Alcibiades’ eventual traitorous turn to the Spartans and should not necessarily 

be considered an historical fact. 

 Just as there is a decrease in the number of foreign women mentioned in literary 

sources, there is a similar decrease in the number of foreign women attested on 

tombstones. Not one of the seventeen tombstones of foreign residents with ethnika set up 

during this period commemorated a woman (Appendix 3.2).280 There is one example of 

an Athenian citizen woman,daughter of a citizen from the cleruchy Myrina on Lemnos 

(3.3.2), which is remarkable since there are only three tombstones for Athenian citizens 

attested between 480 and 430.  On the tombstones without ethnika, 10 of the 22 names 

attested belong to women.281 These tombstones could have marked the burials of citizens 

who decided not to use their demotika, perhaps because their use had not yet become 

common practice.282 This near equal representation of men and women in funerary 

commemoration might then be explained by the need for citizen families to mark the 

burials of men and women in plots after the passing of the Periklean Citizenship Law. 

                                                      

280 The only possible example might be Anaxagora of Syracuse, but I argue her tombstone (see 4.2.3). 
281 3.4.3, 7-11, 15, and 16, which has three women and three men listed. 
282 As Meyer notes, “there is little evidence for the use of the demotic before the end of the fifth century” 

(1993, 110, n. 26). 
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The reduced number of foreign wives attested in literature is a result of the same 

phenomenon—citizen men could no longer marry foreign women and have children 

who were citizens. We need not assume, of course, that there were fewer foreign women 

resident in Athens during this period (in fact the situation was probably quite the 

contrary), but that these women were either not of sufficient status to enter history (i.e., 

the written record), or that their burials were not commemorated in an archaeologically 

recovable way.  

3.1.2 Foreign Dedicants at Athenian Sanctuaries (ca. 480-430 BCE) 

As in the Archaic period, there are very few dedications made by foreign 

residents or visitors at Athenian sanctuaries. There are only two possible instances of 

foreign dedicants in Athenian sanctuaries preserved in the FRA. The first is a dedication 

to Athena on the Acropolis, whose dedicant, a man from Eleutherai, may or may not 
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have been a citizen.283 The base is extremely fragmentary, so reconstruction of the 

monument it would have supported is difficult.284 

The second dedication likely took the form of a herm, whose base, made of 

Pentelic marble, was found in a sanctuary to Hermes near the Eetioneian Gate in 

Piraeus.285 There is a rectangular cutting in the base for the insertion of a herm, and some 

have wanted to attribute the head of a herm found in the same excavations to the base.286 

The inscription on the base reads: 

 

Πύθων Ἑρμῆι ἄγαλμα Ἑρμοστρά- 

το Ἀβδηρίτης / ἔστησεμ πολλὰς 

θησάμενος πόληᾰς ∶ / Εὔφρων ἐ- 

ξεποίησ’ οὐκ ἀδαὴς Πάριος (IG I3 1018) 

                                                      

283 The dedicator of the votive on the Acropolis (FRA 1510) and the sculptor Lykios (FRA 1507) and his father 

Myron (FRA 1508) are all from Eleutherai. They are either Athenian citizens, who are showing allegiance to 

their former deme, which was now lost to Thebes, or newly minted citizens of the Boiotian polis of 

Eleutherai who are putting on display their freedom from Athenian control (IG I3 892).Eleutherai was an 

Athenian territory until the battle of Koroneia in 447, when it is thought to become a Theban outpost 

(Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 431 (Hansen)). It is unclear what demotic one would use if he were born an 

Athenian citizen and registered as such before 447 in Eleutherai. It may have been Eleuthereus until the 

family registered in a new deme.  
284 Athens, EM 6272: DAA, 154-5, no. 138 (soon after the middle of the 5th century); IG I3 892. Raubitschek 

mentions that this base has been suggested to be the one which supports Lykios’ statue of a boy holding a 

sprinkler which stood near the statue of Athena Hygieia (DAA, 154-5, no. 138). 
285 Athens, Piraeus Museum. IG I3 1018 (475-50 BCE?). The base has never been published with an image. It 

was found in excavations which took place in 1886 (Kaltsas 2002, no. 164). 
286 Athens, NM 332. The attribution is rejected by Harrison, who says that the head in the museum is Roman 

(Agora 11, 121). 
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Python son of Hermostratos of Abdera 

dedicated this agalma to Hermes  

after gazing in wonder at many cities. Euphron the Parian, 

who is not unskilled, made it (Trans. author). 

 

Python portrayed himself as a traveler visiting the sanctuary, rather than as a 

resident of Athens.287 On his visit to Athens, he seems to have been compelled to 

dedicate at the sanctuary of Hermes outside Piraeus, and he had the means to 

commission a statue made by a Parian sculptor.288  

3.1.3 Artists, Philosophers, Orators, and Other Metics (ca. 480-430 
BCE) 

The single best attested group of foreign residents in the literary tradition are 

philosophers, musicians, tragic poets, and other men affiliated with the arts.289 

Philosophers were coming to Athens from across the Aegean, including Protagoras of 

                                                      

287 Harrison made this observation (Agora 11, 121).. 
288 Euphron the Parian is listed as a foreign resident in Osborne and Byrne 1996 (FRA 5958). 
289 Auletes: Pronomos of Thebes (FRA 2455), Chairis of Thebes (FRA 2470), and Pythokleides of Keos (FRA 

2812); Tragic poets: Akestor from Mysia (FRA 5761), and Ion of Chios (FRA 7317); Kitharode: Phrynis of 

Mytilene (FRA 5789); Actor (ὑποκρίτης): Mynniskos from Chalkis (FRA 7295); Collaborators with tragic 

poets: Agatharchos of Samos (FRA 6531) and Theogenes of Samos (FRA 6555). 
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Abdera in Thrace and Anaxagora from Klazomenai, both of whom spent the majority of 

their careers in Athens.290 Elite families would bring in foreign erudite men as tutors and 

mentors for their children.291  

One of the best epigraphically attested groups of immigrant skilled workers 

comprises those sculptors working on the Acropolis in the 6th and 5th centuries BCE. In 

Keeslings appendix of sculptors’ signatures, sculptors from Chios, Miletos, Ephesos, 

Paros, and Kydonia are attested.292 Many sculptors and skilled laborers travelled to 

Athens during the mid-5th century to work on reconstruction projects across Attika.293 

Later in the 5th century, foreign sculptors continued to be used in large numbers on state-

funded building projects. On the Erechtheion payment list of 408/7 (IG I3 476), eight of 

the men who worked on the various elements of the building were metics registered in 

Athenian demes, identifiable by the formula οἰκῶν ἐν (“living in) + the name of a 

deme.294  

                                                      

290 Protagoras of Abdera spent forty years in Athens (FRA 4), while Anaxagoras of Klazomenai spent thirty 

(FRA 2895). 
291 Pythokleides the kitharode was a teacher of Perikles and Sophokles (FRA 2812). Kimon’s mentor was a 

man named Astyphilos of Poseidonia (FRA 6158). 
292 Keesling 2003, Appendix 2, see also 33-4: Archermos of Chios (DAA no. 3); Bion son of Diodoros of 

Miletos (DAA no. 237); Euenor of Ephesos (DAA nos. 12, 22, 23; Acr. No. 13782); Kresilas of Kydonia (DAA 

131b, 132, 133); -s of Chios (Acr. No. 13639). Blok includes Kalon and Onatas of Aigina and Lykios son of 

Myron of Eleutherai among immigrant sculptors (2017, 265, n. 63). 
293 Blok 2017, 265, no. 64. Miles 2014, 23-6. 
294 For use of this formula by metics, see Whitehead 1977, 73-4. The metics who worked on the Erectheion in 

408/7 were Praxias living in Melite, Mynnion living in Agryle, Soklos living in Alopeke, Ameiniades living 
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What is notable about the group of artists, and thinkers is that they came from a 

wide array of places across the Mediterranean, including places which were not allies of 

Athens nor tribute-paying members of the Delian League (Mysia, Poseidonia, Kydonia, 

and Syracuse).295 Some were even citizens of states that were enemies of Athens at the 

time (Thebes).296 The city clearly benefitted from the influx of artistic and intellectual 

capital, not just from first generation immigrants but from second generation as well.297 

The foreign resident community actually living in Athens in the 5th century was much 

more diverse than the group which is archaeologically visible in the funerary record.  

3.2 The Foreign Resident Communities in the Archaeological 
Record   

The tombstones tell a different story. Foreign residents at Athens whose ethnika 

survive come only from allies and members of the Delian League, while foreign 

residents from poleis or regions which were not on good terms with Athens tend to not 

use ethnika on their tombstones (cf. 3.4.8 Timollo and 3.4.12 Getes).  A dichotomy existed 

between the reality of immigration patterns in the 5th century as attested in the literary 

                                                      

in Koile, Eudoxos living in Alopeke, Simon living in Agryle, Teukros living in Kydathenaion, and 

Kephisodoros living in Skambonidai (IG I3 476). 
295 Akestor was a tragic poet from Mysia (FRA 5761). Astyphilos was the mentor of Kimon and came from 

Poseidonia (FRA 6158). Kephalos the father of Lysias was a metic from Syracuse (FRA 6986). 
296 Two fifth century auletes came to Athens from Thebes (FRA 2455, 2470). 
297 For instance, two of the most prominent orators of the 5th and 4th centuries, Isaios and Lysias, were 

children of metics who moved to Athens during this time. Kephalos of Syracuse was the father of Lysias 

(FRA 6986), and Diagoras of Chalkis was the father of Isaios (FRA 7285). 
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tradition and the curated representation of foreign residents in cemeteries. This is due in 

large part to the nature of urban cemeteries in Athens, which functioned like closed real 

estate market—only certain people were allowed to purchase burial plots.  Those people 

tended to come from allied and tribute-paying poleis. In this way, urban cemeteries were 

not accurate cross-sections of the entire population; they were relections of the 

diplomatic relationships of Athens in the 5th century. 

3.2 Private Monuments of Metics with Ethnika (See Appendix 
3.2) 

3.3 Private Monuments of Citizens with Demotics (See Appendix 
3.3) 

3.4 Private Monuments of Residents without Ethnika (See 
Appendix 3.4) 

3.5 Public Monuments for Metics, Proxenoi, and Other Officials 
(See Appendix 3.5) 

3.6 The Forms of Private Monuments (480-430 BCE) 

 In general, the forms of the monuments from this period are typically small stelai 

made of Pentelic marble, with or without a cyma or anthemion. One of the earliest 

tombstones from the second quarter of the 5th century is a simple poros block, which 

would have been inserted into the ground vertically as a pillar stele, so that the 
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inscription read top to bottom (Fig. 61).298 This is a singular example of a pillar stele 

made of poros, and it may be derivative of the pillar bases of the late 6th century BCE.299  

The two best-attested forms of tombstone are the small stele which would have 

been set directly into the soil without a base (8 of 35) and tombstones of the horos-type, 

which share the form of private and public horoi (9 of 35).300 Five of the monuments are 

made of repurposed blocks of marble.301 Four are stele with a cyma, which was likely 

decorated with an egg-and-dart design in added paint.302  

The two final groups are sculpted reliefs and the tall stelai with anthemia or 

painted palmettes.303 The sculpted relief, which most likely dates after 430, is that of 

Herakleides (3.4.2), though I include his stele fragment here because Jeffery dated the 

inscription on the pediment of the naiskos much earlier (ca. 450 BCE) (Fig. 85).304 The 

other sculpted relief (3.4.3) is considered by some to be a foreign import, or at the very 

least the commission of an immigrant family living in Piraeus or Phaleron (Fig. 86). The 

                                                      

298 3.2.1 Damainetos.  
299 Compare to pillar base of a monument dedicated by a man from Sikyon (Fig. 2). 
300  Stele without a base: 3.2.9, 3.3.2, 3.4.4, 6, 8, 12, 13, 14; Horos-type: 3.2.4, 10, 11, 13, 3.3.1, 3.4.5, 7, 11, 16.  
301 Two are made from reused marble tiles (3.2.8 and 3.2.12). One possible from a reused Archaic stele (3.2.5). 

Two are made from reused blocks whose original use is unknown (3.2.2 and 3.4.15). 
302 3.2.6, 3.2.7, 3.4.1, and 3.4.9 
303 Sculpted reliefs: 3.4.2-3; stelai with anthemia or painted palmettes: 3.2.14, 15, and 3.4.17. 
304 IG I3 1282 (Jeffery). 
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sculpted reliefs, along with stelai with painted palmettes or anthemia are the most 

contested with regards to their chronology.305 

In the sections which follow, I treat the tombstones from this corpus based on 

their locations within cemeteries. I consider first the two earliest tombstones of foreign 

residents which postdate the Persian War. These two tombstones may belong to 

refugees who returned to Athens after the expedition of Tolmides in the first 

Peloponnesian War and were buried on either side of the city. Each man may be the 

initial occupant of a cemetery that then came to be used in the centuries that followed 

for foreign residents from their same poleis, a trend that continues throughout the fifth 

century BCE. 

I then turn to the burial groups from West Cemetry, the East Cemetery, and the 

Piraeus, including the road to Piraeus. These three areas seem to be the most intensively 

used in the 3rd quarter of the 5th century, a departure from what we saw at the end of the 

Archaic period. Finally, I will treat the public monuments for foreign residents and allies 

in order to show that they should be considered monuments within the demosion sema. 

                                                      

305 For instance, the one complete example of a stele with a painted palmette anthemion, Euethides (3.4.17), 

is dated by Grossman to 425-400 BCE (2013 no. 150) and Posamentir to 420-400 BCE (2006, no. 12), while 

Jeffery dates it based on letterforms to 440-425? (IG I3 1237 bis). 
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3.7 The First Tombstones after the Themistoklean Wall: a Man 
from Paleis and a Man from Messene 

There are only three tombstones dated by Jeffery to the period between 475 and 

450. Two of these belong to foreign residents: Damainetos of Paleis (3.2.1) and Sko[.]eas 

of Messene (3.2.2). The third tombstone is that of Dokimos (3.4.1), but this example is 

more likely to date to the third quarter of the 5th century, as comparisons with other 

tombstones with a cyma (3.2.6, 3.2.7, and 3.4.9) seem to suggest. The two foreign 

residents are intriguing for the purposes of this chapter, because they were among the 

first of their respective immigrant communities to be buried in plots which continued to 

be used for almost a century or more, much as the Samians had been buried together in 

the Archaic period. They signaled what was to come in the late 5th and 4th centuries BCE.  

Damainetos and Sko[.]eas were buried on either side of the city (Fig. 105). The 

tombstone of Damaneitos (3.2.1) was recovered by Schliemann in the excavations behind 

his house at Odos Mouson 8 in the area of the ancient East Cemetery (Fig. 106, Green).306 

The tombstone is small and made of poros limestone rather than marble, and the 

inscription appears to have been carved by a non-professional letter-cutter (Fig. 61). The 

letterforms, as Jeffery points out, are likely in a local Kephallenian script, and I suggest 

                                                      

306 Schliemann 1888. 
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that a family member of Damainetos likely wrote out the inscription for the letter-cutter 

to carve. The tombstone of Damainetos is the first in a series commemorating men from 

Paleis who were buried in this area of the city.307 It is possible that he owned and was the 

first to be buried on a plot which would then accommodate future burials for foreign 

residents from Paleis. 

On the other end of the city, the tombstone of Sko[.]eas was recovered from the 

church of Agia Triada in the area of Classical Kerameikos (Figs. 62, 105). While a 

secondary context, it still may give us some sense where Sko[.]eas was buried. One 

possible candidate is the 4th-century plot of the Messenians located adjacent to the plot of 

Demetria and Pamphile, which was not far from the old church of Agia Triada. This plot 

is thought to have been founded 350 BCE and used thereafter as a burial ground for 

Messenians resident in Athens.308 Arrington has even proposed that the plot may have 

originally belonged to a proxenos who provided foreign residents from Messene with a 

place to bury their dead. It could be that Sko[.]eas was one of the first Messenians buried 

in this area in the third quarter of the 5th century and that the area around his burial 

continued to be used after construction of a peribolos wall in the 4th century. 

                                                      

307 See 3.2.4 Chareas of Paleis and 4.3.6 Hippainas, Peisanodoridas, and Arisston, all from Paleis. 
308 The plot encompasses around 145 m2 and housed 70-80 burials, mostly pit inhumations and in sarcophagi 

(Knigge 1991, 117-20). 
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Both Damainetos and Sko[.]eas may have arrived in Athens at about the same 

time. One possible explanation for men from these two particular places being in Athens 

is that they accompanied Tolmides’ expedition around the Peloponnese in 457 BCE 

during the First Peloponnesian War (see Fig 107 for outline of this expedition). 

Thucydides does not give too many details about the route the Athenians took, but 

Diodorus Siculus writes that after leaving Messene, Tolmides sailed with a group of 

Messenians to Zakynthos and Kephallenia, both of which he forced under Athenian 

control. He then put in at Naupaktos where he resettled the Messenians there, before 

continuing on to Sikyon.309 

Presumably, Tolmides returned to Athens afterwards, where he may have 

brought some Palean and Messenian refugees to Athens. If we are correct in attributing 

these two tombstones to refugees living in Athens, then what we may have are direct 

descendants of a practice started by the Samian refugees buried along the road out of the 

Piraic Gate (see 2.5.2).  As I argued in the previous chapter, the group of Samians buried 

at the end of the 6th and beginning of the 5th century BCE were interred in a distinct area 

of the city, and likely immigrated to Athens under politically unstable circumstances on 

Samos. While that group probably represented an aristocratic segment of the citizen 

                                                      

309 Thucydides gives a terse summary of the events (Thuc. 1.108.5). Dio. Sic. 11.83-4. 
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population of Samos, the Messenian and Palean may represent a different class of 

foreign resident.  

These immigrants’ tombstones are very simply carved stones and therefore are a 

stark departure from the expensive freestanding funerary statues and elaborate wide 

relief stelai of the late Archaic period. The tombstones of Damainetos and Sko[.]eas are 

fashioned simply to mark their burials, and their identities as a citizen of an allied state 

in Paleis and a refugee from an oppressed group of Sparta in Messene is expressed in an 

entirely new way. Instead of using the form of the commemorative monument as a way 

of representing an aspect of the identity of the deceased, the inscription and the 

letterforms do much of the work. The use of a local scripts in both cases is a deliberate 

choice, and meant to highlight the fact that the deceased were members of Greek 

communities outside of Athens. The Samians preferred to use the kouros as a way of 

expressing the aristocratic male ideals which they shared with elite Athenian families at 

the time. The semantic value of the kouros was in its demonstration of the individual 

status of the deceased and his family rather than as an expression of the person’s 

collective polis identity.310 Class transcended one’s polis affiliation in the Archaic period. 

After the Kleisthenic reforms, the ability to own land for one’s burial plot was probably 

                                                      

310 Mack 1996. 
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such a distinguishing quality in and of itself, that these simple markers, which are 

similar to horoi, may have signaled that these were men who had been granted the right 

to own land. 

The tombstones of the 5th century, especially those without any painted or relief 

decoration, are intended to broadcast the deceased’s polis affiliation, which doubly 

signaled that he was a free man and citizen of that polis. This is done through the use of 

ethnika as it was in the Archaic period, but it is enhanced by the script used in Classical 

period. Both the tombstones of Damainetos and Sko[.]eas are written in the local script 

of their respective poleis: that of Damainetos in a Kephallenian script and that of 

Sko[.]eas in a Messenian script. In this way, the letterforms used on a given tombstone 

were important signifiers of the ethnic identity of immigrants living abroad.  

 In each of the three main areas outside of the Kerameikos used for burial in the 

city in this period—the West Cemetery, East Cemetery, and the Piraeus—tombstones of 

foreign residents are inscribed, often in local scripts, and likely signify that the person 

and their resident community in Athens had obtained a plot of land for burial. In all of 

the cases which come after the burials of Damainetos and Sko[.]eas, the deceased is a 

foreign resident who is a citizen of a polis which is member of the Delian League, a trend 

which only breaks at the end of the 5th century. 



 

125 

 

3.8 The West Cemetery (see Figs. 108 and 109) 

 The general area outside the western gates of the city—the Piraic Gate, the 

Sacred Gate, Dipylon Gate and the Leokoriou Gate—is dotted with burials, some of 

which were marked with tombstones. I have assumed that many of the simple 

tombstones made of repurposed blocks or small horos-type stelai are private rather than 

public monuments based on comparison with those monuments which are indeed 

public (3.5.1-3.5.5). The public monuments which date to this period will be treated at 

the end of the chapter.  

Ten tombstones which can be dated to the period before the Peloponnesian War 

were recovered from this area.311 Of these ten, six have ethnika in their dedicatory 

inscriptions.312 One of these marked the grave of Sko[.]eas of Messene already discussed 

(see. 3.7). All the others belong to men from poleis in the Northern Aegean: Lampsakos, 

Torone, and Stagiros (Fig. 110, Green). All six tombstones with ethnika were recovered 

from the church of Agia Triada or its vicinity before it was built on the site at which it 

currently sits near the Archaeological Park of the Kerameikos. Two other tombstones 

could have marked the burials of foreign residents—that of Getes (3.4.12), based on his 

name and the iconography of his tombstone, and that of Timollo (3.4.8), a Boeotian 

                                                      

311 3.2.2, 8, 9, 12-14; 3.3.1; 3.4.6, 8, 12. 
312 3.2.2, 8, 9, 12-14. 
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woman. Only one tombstone marked the burial of a citizen—a man named Phaidron 

(3.3.1), whose family used his demotic, Archarneus (of Archarnai). The only tombstone 

which is somewhat of an outlier is that of Attiron? (3.4.6) which is unfortunately now 

lost. No ethnikon or demotikon was used, but the name, which is not otherwise unattested, 

could indicate that he was a foreign resident in Athens. 

I begin first with the Agia Triada group, which is relatively cohesive, before 

moving on to the tombstones of Getes (3.4.12) and Timollo (3.4.8) and finally those of 

Attiron? (3.4.6) and Phaidron (3.3.1). 

3.8.1 The Agia Triada Group (Fig. 111) 

The group of tombstones found in the church of Agia Triada likely stood close by 

and were quarried when the church was built. Half of them are painted (3.2.8, 3.2.9, and 

3.2.14), and one was said to have paint which is no longer preserved (3.2.12). Some are 

reused blocks (3.2.2, 3.2.8, and 3.2.12) or are of the horos-type (3.2.13). What unifies them 

is that all of them commemorate foreign residents, and five of the six came from poleis in 

the Northern Aegean: Torone and Stagiros in Thrace and Lampsakos opposite the 

Thracian Chersonessos. The outlier is Sko[.]eas of Messene (3.2.2) whose tombstone 

likely predates the others by two or more decades.  

Scholars have tried to explain why a group of immigrants of allied states and 

tribute-paying members of the Delian League from the northern Aegean would be 
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buried close to one another in the same area of the city. While Torone and Stagiros were 

both allies of Athens, they both revolted from Athens in 424 BCE under the leadership of 

the Spartan Brasidas.313 Lampsakos similarly started the Peloponnesian War as an ally of 

Athens, then sided with the Persians who were a Spartan ally.314  

The first question that needs to be answered is: are these the tombstones of 

citizens of foreign poleis (before 424 BCE) or are they slaves or hostages (after 424 BCE)? 

Some have tried to answer this question by assessing the “quality” of the tombstones in 

question. Schmaltz believed that the tombstones of Nautes (3.2.8) and Mikkos (3.2.9) 

were both tombstones set up for Toronaian slaves who were captured and brought to 

Athens after Torone’s destruction in 422 BCE.315 His interpretation is difficult to support 

and rests largely on the idea that these are lower quality monuments which were in 

some way not fit for freedmen. When considered within the context of other tombstones 

from the area in this period, it could argued just as easily that these tombstones are 

among the highest quality tombstones set up in the area at this time (Fig. 109). Especially 

the tombstone of Mikkos (3.2.9) which is neatly finished on its inscribed and painted 

surface. Two of the Toronaians have added paint decoration in the form of a painted 

                                                      

313 Thuc. 5.3.1-6 
314 Hansen and Nielson 2004, 987, no. 748 (Avram). 
315 Schmaltz 1983, 88.   

 



 

128 

 

ribbon (3.2.8-9), which is more than the single tombstone of a citizen from this area 

received (3.3.1).316  

What is difficult to reconcile is the fact that these men are commemorated with 

their ethnika affliliated with their polis, while slaves were identified with ethnika related 

to their ethnos—such as Lydian, Skythian, Carian, Makedonian or Thracian—but never 

with a polis ethnikon.317 It is generally assumed that the use of an ethnikon affiliated with a 

polis should designate someone as a citizen of that polis. Therefore, Nautes, Mikkos, and 

Hermoteles are commemorated as Toronaians because they were citizens of the polis of 

Torone. It would be highly unlikely that these men were slaves owned by the state 

commemorated as if they were citizens of the poleis from which they were captured. I 

think that it is much more likely that these men were full citizens of Torone, Lampsakos, 

and Stagiros, and therefore that their families were allowed to erect monuments at a 

time when these poleis were on good terms with Athens, prior to the revolt of Torone 

and Stagiros in 424 BCE.  

                                                      

316 The letterforms have added red pigment preserved in them, but there is otherwise no evidence of painted 

figural decoration. 
317 Slaves mentioned in inscriptions from the end of the 5th century are described with ethnika related to 

their ethnos: Lydian (FRA 3371); Skythian (FRA 6909-10); Thracian (FRA 2487, 2495, 2497-8, 2586); Carian 

(FRA 2675, 2677-8, 2680), and Makedonian (FRA 3487). 
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When Brückner realized that there were a large concentration of tombstones of 

allied poleis which Köhler had dated prior to 430 BCE, he argued that the tombstones 

recovered from the church of Agia Triada were originally set up within an allied 

cemetery.318 This idea is intriguing because it presupposes that citizens of allied states in 

the Delian League were given special permission not only to be buried in the city’s 

cemeteries, specifically in the area of the Kerameikos, but also to mark the burials with a 

stone marker at a time when few stone markers were used. Unfortunately, Brückner’s 

idea falls apart once one realizes that other Athenian allies are buried throughout the 

city’s cemeteries (see 3.9 and 3.10) and not just in the Kerameikos.  

Instead, what is more likely is that a certain citizen from one or more of these 

poleis was granted the right to own land and therefore the right to own property. Usually 

important diplomats, such as proxenoi, received this right, but it is possible that other 

citizens of foreign poleis were given the right as well. Once one of them purchased the 

land, he could have allowed others from his polis to bury there. In the case of the Agia 

Triada cemetery, since all of the foreign poleis are ethnically Thracian, it is enticing to 

think that all of these individuals were buried in the same plot. This interpretation 

would require that Thracians had a strong regional identity that would supercede polis 

                                                      

318 Brückner 1909, 6, n. 1. 
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identity, at least among the Thracian immigrant community in Athens. This seems to be 

the case among Boeotians later in the 5th century (see 4.2.1, 2, 4-9, 13, and 14). 

Knigge makes the argument that the grave precinct of Parthenios the son of 

Philoxenos the Messenian, which came into use around 350 BCE and enclosed an area of 

approximately 145 m2, was the precinct of a proxenos of Messene (Fig. 112, no. 21).319 

Because some 50 simple burials date to the second half of the 4th century, Knigge thought 

that the large number of burials could not simply represent the extended family group 

of Parthenios but should comprise his fellow countrymen residing in Athens.320 In this 

precinct, a very small number of the people buried in the precinct received a tombstone, 

presumably only the core family of Parthenios, but all of the burials are included in the 

same peribolos wall. Knigge realized that metics could not own their own property, 

including burial plots, and one way that foreign residents could have gotten around this 

fact was by envisioning someone like a proxenos, who may have been allowed to own 

land, would have a plot in which all of his fellow citizens could be buried.  

Knigge’s hypothesis is appealing, and one only wishes that any one of the 

tombstones from the plot of the Messenians identified one of the men as a proxenos in 

order to prove her hypothesis correct. Her idea still has merit, since we do have 

                                                      

319 Knigge 1991, 117-121, no. 21. 
320 Knigge 1991, 120. 
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monuments for proxenoi from this period which show that proxenoi from allied states in 

the Delian League were commemorated with public monuments, one of whom is from 

Akanthos in Thrace (3.5.2) whose monument is dated to 450-424 BCE. It also may 

explain the fact that citizens of the same poleis are always found in close proximity to one 

another—they have to be buried in the “plot” which is designated for members of that 

foreign polis. The other tombstones of potential foreign residents in this area are more 

difficult to interpret, since they are found in isolated excavations and, therefore, are 

difficult to situate within their larger environs. 

3.8.2 Isolated Tombstones in the West Cemetery (Fig. 108) 

 In the Classical period, burials likely lined every road that led into the Athenian 

countryside from the city gates. In contexts which are further away from the walls, such 

as the West Cemetery, two tombstones, both of which may belong to foreign residents, 

were found in small excavations: the tombstones of Timollo (3.4.8) and Getes (3.4.12). 

Both of these tombstones were found near burials in their respective excavations.  

 The tombstone of Getes was discovered close to the road leading out of the Piraic 

Gate, just past the road which turns south to Piraeus. The monument cannot be 

associated with the demosion sema, since it is located about 0.5 kilometers from the 

Academy Road. He is likely to have been buried in a private plot, though whether it 
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belonged to him or citizen resident of Athens is unknowable given the current state of 

the evidence.  

In the excavation where the tombstone of Getes was found, several other inscribed 

tombstones are mentioned by Koumanoudes, though none of them were published in 

Πρακτικά.321 Unfortunately, not enough information is provided about the burials to 

clarify their date. Some kioniskoi were found, indicating that the area was used for burial 

into the Hellenistic or Roman periods, but no finds were published from a burial that 

might be associated with Getes directly. 

Rather than see Getes as a slave, public or private, freed or owned, following 

Ginestí Rosell, I prefer to see him as a mercenary who fought with Athens for the 

following reasons.322 Ginestí Rosell makes the argument that Getes was a mercenary 

from the Thracian tribe of the Getai on the Euxine sea, who were renowned for their 

prowess as mounted archers.323 The quiver painted on his tombstone referenced his 

identity as a soldier from that particular region of Thrace and is otherwise unattested as 

a form of iconography on Athenian tombstones.324 A man named Aristomedes dedicated 

                                                      

321 Πρακτικά 1884 [1885], 20-1. 
322 For discussion on his identification as a slave and as a mercenary, see 3.4.12. Kirchhoff (Conze 1906, no. 

1320 (Kirchhoff)) and Bäbler (1998, 180-1) see Getes as a Skythian archer and slave of the state, while Ginestí 

Rosell sees him as a mercenary freedmen.  
323 Ginestí Rosell 2012, 231-2, no. 220. For literary sources on the Getai, see Hdt. 4.93; Thuc. 2.96, 98. 
324 A stele (490-80) from Olbia on the Black Sea depicts a man, Leoxos, holding a quiver (Hiller 1975, 154-5, O 

9, Taf. 6, 1-3).  
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the monument and buried him, perhaps in his own plot in Athens. It is possible that he 

was one of his companions on campaign. 

 The tombstone of Timollo was recovered from an area of the Sacred Way which 

was heavily used by Boeotians at the end of the 5th century (see 4.6.2.1). The name 

Τιμολλώ is rare in Athens, but it is commonly attested in Boeotia (see 3.4.8). Like the 

tombstone of Getes, her tombstone appears isolated, but when viewed in conjunction 

with other tombstones from the last third of the 5th century, it becomes clear that her 

tombstone was situated in a Boeotian cemetery along the Sacred Way.  

3.8.3  The Area outside the Leokoriou Gate and the First Citizen’s 
Tombstone after 480 

 In the area along the road which left the Leokoriou Gate and headed towards 

Hippeios Kolonos, two tombstones were found: that of Attiron? (3.4.6) and that of 

Phaidron of Acharnai (3.3.1). Unfortunately, the tombstone of Attiron? (3.4.6) is lost and 

because the name is otherwise unattested, he may not be an Athenian citizen. Otherwise, 

there is not much to say about its significance in this cemetery. The tombstone of 

Phaidron of Acharnai, however, is important to our understanding of this area of the 

West Cemetery because it is the earliest dated tombstone of an Athenian citizen which 

postdates the Persian sack. Davies proposes that Phaidron may have been a relative of 

Lysimachides son of Lysimachos of Acharnai, who is attested as contributing naval 
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equipment in 366/5 BCE.325 If so, Phaidron moved to the city with his family in the 5th 

century. When he died, his family had to purchase land in the city to use as a burial plot, 

far from their family’s lands in Acharnai. It makes sense that his tombstone mimics the 

form of a horos since this is presumably how it would have functioned—as a boundary 

stone marking the family plot thereafter. Phaidron’s family likely moved to the city in at 

a time when Athenians were moving from the countryside to the urban center in large 

numbers, and his family had to create a new space that would be controlled by their 

family, especially with the Periklean Citizenship Law in place. It is no wonder then that 

the first citizen’s tombstone erected in an urban cemetery after 480 belongs to a citizen 

from a non-urban deme. In this way, Phaidron and his family were also a kind of foreign 

resident, though still Athenian citizens.  

His plot was located on the right-hand side of the road leaving the Leokoriou 

Gate. Arrington has shown that the Academy Road was well-watered and dotted with 

private burials, wells, and potter’s workshops, but the road to Hippeios Kolonos was 

less built up at this time.326 The simplicity of his stone should not be taken as a statement 

of Phaidron’s wealth or position in the city. His placement on the edge of the demosion 

                                                      

325 Davies, APF, 357-8, no. 9480. 
326 Arrington 2015, 82-88, Fig. 2.10. 
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sema and along the symbolically important road to Hippeios Kolonos signaled to other 

residents of the city that he was an important citizen who could afford a plot in the most 

beautiful neighborhood of the city.327 

3.9 The East Cemetery (Figs. 113-4) 

3.9.1 The Excavation History of the Area of the East Cemetery 

The area of the East Cemetery was relatively undeveloped in the middle of the 5th 

century. Most of the structures, public and private, uncovered in excavations in this area 

date to the late 5th and 4th centuries BCE.328 The area appears to be used as a cemetery in 

the mid-5th century, especially in the area north of Syntagma Square. Excavations under 

the direction of Serapheim Charitonidis produced 63 Classical burials and pyres, but 

most of these are dated later in the 5th century BCE.329 These excavations took place 

immediately adjacent to the excavations which took place on Schliemann’s property on 

Odos Mouson 8 (see 3.2.1, 4, Fig. 106).330 The Royal Stables excavations (Figs. 113, 115), 

which took place between 1925 and 1928 produced an unknown number of burials, only 

one of which is published with the finds (see 3.2.11, Fig. 72). Kyparissis reports that finds 

                                                      

327 Thuc. 2.34.5. 
328 For overview of the area, see Dillon and Shea 2017, 20-3. 
329 Charitonidis 1958. 
330 Schliemann 1888. 
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from the 6th century BCE to the “Hadrianic” period were found in this excavation.331 The 

presence of Late Archaic burials is possible since a black-figure loutrophoros was 

recovered from the site.332 In a later report in BCH, Karouzos adds that the cemetery was 

intensively used in the 5th century and that only a small number of burials date to the 

late 6th century.333 Some burials in his report are said to date to the 4th century BCE as 

well.334  

In 1995 and 1996, a shaft was excavated during the construction of the metro near 

the northeast corner of the Royal Stables excavations referred to in the City beneath the 

City as the Amerikis Shaft.335 While no tombstones were reportedly found in the 

excavation, Hatzipouliou records the total number of burials at 188, all of which are 5th 

and 4th century BCE, except ten of which are Roman and some which could be Late 

Archaic.336 A single foundry pit was also discovered. In the Syntagma Station excavation, 

a bronze sculpture workshop with seven foundry pits was also found and has been 

dated also to the 5th century.337  

                                                      

331 Kiparissis 1924-5 [1927], ArchDelt 9, 70. 
332 Kiparissis 1924-5 [1927], ArchDelt 9, 71, Fig 5. 
333 Karouzos 1945-6 [1949], BCH 71-2, 387. 
334 Ibid, 388-9. 
335 City beneath the City, 224-45 (Hatzipouliou) 
336 Ibid. 
337 Ibid, 148-189. 
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In the East Cemetery north of Syntagma Square, we can observe that this area of 

the city was sparsely used as a cemetery during the Archaic period, but after the Persian 

sack and the contruction of the Themistoklean Wall, this area outside the walls was 

completely redefined and used much more intensively, especially for burial. The wall 

structured the city in a way that it never had been before, and the proximity to the wall 

and the roads radiating out from the city center became the two most important factors 

in the placement of cemetery plots.  

3.9.2 The Tombstones from the Area of the East Cemetery 

Whereas ten tombstones possibly dating to the period between 480 and 430 were 

found in the West Cemetery, only four tombstones which have been dated to the period 

before the Peloponnesian War have been found in the East Cemetery, and all of them 

have ethnika in their dedicatory inscriptions.338 The scarcity of tombstones in the 

archaeological record may have more to do with the fact that the area directly outside 

the Diochares Gate, the main eastern gate of the city, has not been excavated. If the 

cemetery near that gate functioned similarly to the Kerameikos, then the highest 

concentration of tombstones and burials from the Classical period could likely be found 

close to the gate and along the major thoroughfare. Besides the pillar-stele of 

                                                      

338 3.2.1 Damainetos of Paleis, 3.2.4 Chareas of Paleis, 3.2.10 Aristokrates of Andros, and 3.2.11 Hephaistes of 

Chios. 
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Damainetos (3.2.1), all of the tombstones from the East Cemetery are of the horos-type 

(Fig. 114). None preserve any figural decoration in added paint or relief. The tombstones 

were found in isolated excavations except for the two tombstones of men from Paleis 

(3.2.1, 3.2.4).  

The tombstone of Hephaistes of Chios (3.2.11) is the only monument in this 

corpus which can be dated to the period before 430 by both the letterforms of the 

tombstone and the pottery recovered from the burial it marked. The cinerary urn in 

which the cremated remains of Hephaistes were recovered was a red-figure pelike by 

the Peleus Painter (Figs. 73-4). Korshak dates the pelike to the early phase of the Peleus 

painter’s mature period (445 BCE-435/30 BCE), and I see no reason to doubt her 

dating.339 There were no signs of repair or damage from use, which leads me to believe 

that the vessel was purchased in order to be deposited in the burial. If Korshak is 

correct, and the vessel dates closer to 445 than to 430, then the tombstone too should 

date to roughly 440 BCE. Unfortunately, we know little about who would have been 

buried around him, given the nature of the publication of the Royal Stables excavations. 

Another horos-stele from the East Cemetery is that of Aristokrates of Andros 

(3.2.10), found in excavations which took place behind the Hotel Grand Bretagne on 

                                                      

339 Korshak 1980, 131. See 3.2.11 for full discussion. Kurtz and Boardman date the vase to 440-430 BCE (1971, 

123), and Jeffery agrees with the date (IG I3 1345). 



 

139 

 

Syntagma Square. The stone would have been inconspicuous in the cemetery since only 

a small portion would have been visible above the surface. This tombstone can be 

associated by another tombstone for a foreign resident from Andros found nearby 

(4.3.1). These two tombstones likely belonged to a plot of foreign residents from Andros 

residing in Athens. 

Finally, a group of two tombstones marking the burials of men from Paleis were 

recovered from the excavations performed by Schliemann.340  While the veracity of his 

report has been called into question, it is probable that these two tombstones do in fact 

originate from his informal excavations.341 Schliemann must have excavated a plot 

belonging to men from Paleis spanning roughly a century. The earliest man attested 

from the polis was Damaneitos (3.2.1) discussed above (3.6.1). This small poros block 

probably marked one of the earliest burials in the plot and dates to the second quarter of 

the 5th century BCE, perhaps just after 457 BCE when Tolmides returned to Athens after 

subjugating the island of Kephallenia. The next is Chareas of Paleis (3.2.4) whose 

monument has been dated by Jeffery to decades before 430.342 If it were sunk into the 

ground as far as it was roughed out, then it would only be visible 15-20 cm above 

ground. The two tombstones would be unassuming when encountered: two small 

                                                      

340 Schliemann 1888.  
341 Korres 1974-5, 54-67. 
342 IG I3 1359 (Jeffery). 
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squared stones peaking out of the soil. Nearby, the tombstone Aristokrates of Andros 

(3.2.10) would have been similarly inconspicuous.  

The plot of the Paleans continued to be used into the late 5th century. Three men 

from Paleis are attested on another stele found by Schliemann in the same excavations 

(see 4.3.6).343  The late 5th-century pedimental stele list the men’s patronymics; instead, 

only their shared citizenship of Paleis is highlighted. This plot likely catered to men who 

were from Paleis—there is no evidence that they were related to one another, especially 

since no patronymics are used on any of the tombstones recovered from the plot 

excavated by Schliemann—and it likely represents another plot catering to a specific 

immigrant community. 

 As discussed above, I think that it is likely that a single person from a given polis 

was granted permission to own land and therefore had the right to own a burial plot; the 

person may have been a proxenos, but not necessarily so. As I have reconstructed the 

process, this person would then give permission to other families from that polis the 

right to bury in that plot as well, which would help to explain why people from the 

same poleis tend to be buried together, as in the case of the men from Torone in the West 

                                                      

343 Ginestí Rosell follows Jeffery’s date (2012, 200, no. 130. Kephallenia 2) of 4th century BCE, but I think that 

it is more likely late 5th and include in the next chapter’s catalog (4.3.6). 
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Cemetery and the men from Paleis in the West Cemetery. This pattern continues 

throughout the 5th century as I argue in Chapter 4. 

3.10 The South Cemetery and the Road to Piraeus (Fig. 116-7) 

 While the West Cemetery catered to immigrant communities from the Northern 

Aegean and the East Cemetery to those from island poleis, the cemeteries around Piraeus 

and along the roads to and from the port also served a particular immigrant community: 

that of coastal Ionia, Caria, and Lycia (Fig. 110). The formats that the tombstones from 

this area take also form a relatively cohesive group. For example, all of the tombstones 

with cymas were found in these areas.344 Only that of Aschrion (3.2.6) has preserved 

paint on the cyma, but it is safe to assume that all of tombstones with cymas from this 

area were decorated with added paint (Fig. 65).  The other types of monuments 

recovered from Piraeus and the road to and from the city are those which preserve 

epigrams (3.2.5, 3.3.3, 3.4.10), and there is only one sculpted relief stele, depicting a 

seated woman (3.4.3). 

 As already mentioned, the foreign residents buried in this area are 

predominantly from coastal Ionia, Caria, and Lycia: Knidos (3.2.6), Phaselis (3.2.7), 

Miletos (3.2.15), and Teios (3.2.5) are represented (Fig. 110). All of these poleis were 

                                                      

344 3.2.6 Aischrion of Knidos; 3.2.7 Athenodotos of Phaselis; 3.2.15 Diodoros of Miletos (with anthemion); 

and 3.4.1 Dokimos. 
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tribute-paying members of the Delian League at the time these tombstones were erected. 

It is thought that the relief of the seated woman retrieved from near the theater (3.4.3) is 

a Thessalian product perhaps for a Thessalian immigrant, but the relief appears to be 

made of Pentelic marble, and it is just as possible that the relief was inspired by North 

Ionian prototypes.345 

 Unfortunately, the majority of the tombstones from this area of the city were 

recovered from secondary or tertiary contexts, which are not as useful for reconstructing 

the organization of specific cemeteries, though consideration of their provenance does 

provide a general picture of the immigrant communities living in Piraeus, Phaleron, and 

their vicinity. The only stones recovered from archaeological excavations are those of 

[Eu]xenos of Teios (3.2.5), Athenodotos of Phaselis (3.2.7), and Abro (3.2.10) (Fig. 116). 

The excavations which resulted in the discovery of 3.2.5 [Eu]xenos are the most securely 

located at the Old Slaughterhouses on Sikelia Hill (Fig. 116). These exavations also 

produced two funerary horoi. One gave the dimensions of the plot, which was 30 feet 

from the street and 25 feet along the street. The other was a funerary horos of the mnema 

of an unnamed person. In addition, a group of lead curse tablets recovered from these 

excavations were published; these are commonly found in Classical-period cemeteries. 

                                                      

345 North Ionian: Papaspyridi 1927, 118; Thessalian: Biesantz 1965, 27, no. 54; Clairmont 1986, 38, n. 59. Stears 

says that she sees no reason why it should not be considered an “Athenian” memorial (2000, 40). 
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The area continued to be used as a cemetery into the Hellenistic or Roman period, as 

two kioniskoi were recovered from the Old Slaughterhouses. 

 The other two monuments which were recovered during excavations are 

Athendotos of Phaselis (3.2.7) and Abro (3.4.10) (Fig. 118). Unfortunately, the details 

about the location of these excavations are too vague in both cases to place them 

precisely. Dragatsis relates that the tombstone of Abro (3.4.10) was found in the 

excavations of the Piraeus-Larissa railroad, which roughly follows the course of the long 

walls. I placed the tombstone at the trainstation itself, since graves are indicated in the 

area by Curtius and Kaupert on the Karten von Attika (Fig. 118).  

The findspot of the tombstone of Athenodotos (3.2.7) is recorded by Pittakis as: 

“Εὐρέθη τῇ 10 Μαρτ. 1840 εἰς τὰς ἐν Πειραιεῖ ἀρχαιολογικὰς ἀνασκαφὰς” (Found on 

March 10, 1840 in the archaeological excavations in Piraeus). Unfortunately, I have been 

unable to find additional information about this excavation.  I have placed the 

tombstone of Athenodotos with the tombstone of Abro near the train station where 

graves are indicated on the map by Curtius and Kaupert (Fig. 118). They also indicate 

graves on the road leading out of the Eetioneian Gate and the City Gate, and it is 

possible that excavations which uncovered these two tombstones took place along either 

of these roads.  
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 The rest of the tombstones are recovered from areas where stones were 

discovered while the harbor was being built up after 1835 when Athens became the 

capital of the Greek state (Fig. 119). Koumanoudes mentions only that the tombstone of 

Diodoros of Miletos (3.2.15) was found in Piraeus.346 The tombstone of Lysanias from the 

deme Poros made its way to the Piraeus Museum by the time Wilhelm saw it in 1909.347 

In both cases, such vague provenances do little to contextualize them within their 

cemetery context, but at least it is known that they were found in the area. The relief of a 

seated woman was recovered from the second theater, presumably the one in the area of 

the museum, since the theater set against the Munychia hill was not visible at the time 

Conze was writing his corpus.348 Pologiorgi proposes that the relief could have been 

originally erected in the cemetery near Nea Faliro, where the long walls reach the Astu 

Gate.349 

 The most likely scenario, I believe, is that all of these monuments originally came 

from cemeteries to the north of Piraeus and marked the burials of residents living in the 

burgeoning city harbor. It is not surprising that residents in this area were immigrants 

from coastal cities, as these communities were most likely to support a mercantile class, 

                                                      

346 Koumanoudes 1871, no. 2089. 
347 Wilhelm 1909, 34-5, Fig. 14. 
348 Conze 1893, no. 36. 
349 Pologiorgi 1999, 180-1. 
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looking to exploit the harbor of Piraeus. Presumably foreign residents comprised a 

portion of the population of Piraeus from its earliest stages of urbanization at the 

beginning of the 5th century BCE. 

3.11 The Public Monuments for Foreigners in Context (480-430) 
(Figs. 120-2) 

The final group under discussion in this chapter comprises funerary monuments 

of foreign residents set up at public expense. Just as the private monuments of foreign 

residents were set up only by citizens of allied and tribute-paying states, the public 

monuments follow the same pattern.  In the 5th century, Athens furnished monuments 

for fallen diplomats and proxenoi who served the state (3.5.1-3, 5) as well as those who 

directly aided the city in battle (3.5.4). This small gesture served as an overt display of 

gratitude for the contribution of these poleis not only in the form of silver but also in the 

form of human capital. This practice of commemorating important foreign residents is 

not an invention of the Athenian empire of the 5th century. In the Archaic period, Alexos 

of Delos and Anaxilas of Naxos were similarly commemorated with public monuments 

in the form of a stelai on stepped bases in the area of the Sacred and Dipylon Gates. In 

the Classical period, the form of the standard public funerary monument is the same—a 

stele supported by a stepped base (Fig. 122). While the two individuals commemorated 

in the Archaic period came from island poleis in the Cyclades, a reflection of the 

diplomatic sphere of influence of Athens at the time, the individuals presented with 
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public funerary monuments in the Classical period came from allies across a wider 

geographic area: from Selymbria (3.5.1), to Akanthos (3.5.2), to Corinth (3.5.3) and 

Megara (3.5.4), and as far away as Rhegion in southern Italy (3.5.5). 

3.11.1 Who Receives Public Funerary Monuments? 

 As Arrington has convincingly shown, the Athenian state coopted the right to 

bury the citizen men who died in battle.350 They were given burial at public expense, and 

their names, without patronymics or demotics, were listed by tribe on large marble stelai 

in the demosion sema. On the edges of this public cemetery, prominent foreign residents 

were also given publicly funded burials and monuments. The three groups whose 

public tombstones survive are: 1) proxenoi; 2)ambassadors; and 3) those who died in 

battle fighting for Athens. Unfortunately, the reason for which Kalitimos of Corinth was 

given a public burial is not preserved on his stele, but it likely would have been stated 

on the inscribed base (3.5.3). 

3.11.1.1 Public Funerary Monuments of Proxenoi 

Two of the individuals commemorated with public funerary monuments were 

proxenoi, public officials in charge of managing interactions between citizens of a foreign 

polis and Athens (3.5.1-2).351 In some cases, Athens would appoint a foreign resident of a 

                                                      

350 Arrington 2010a, 2010b, and 2015. 
351 Wallace 1970b, 190. 
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polis to serve as the proxenos of Athens. The appointment as proxenos may have come 

with certain privileges such as ἀσυλία (protection of person and property), ἔγκτησις (the 

right to purchase property real estate), or ἀτέλεια (tax exemption).352 The two examples 

of proxenoi commemorated with tombstones fall into this group. Pythagoras of 

Selymbria (3.5.1) was both a proxenos of Selymbria, and his family emigrated from there 

at some point since the epigram on the base of his monument refers to Selymbria as his 

fatherland.353 The second proxenos attested is Polykles of Akanthos (3.5.2). Unfortunately, 

the base which supports this stele has not been recovered. His title of proxenos 

(προχσένο) is given on the inscription on the stele after the ethnikon (Ἀκανθίο) in the 

genitive which modifies the name of the deceased (Πολυκλέος) in the genitive. The 

inscription indicates that Polykles is a citizen of Akanthos and a proxenos of Athens. 

3.11.1.2 Public Funerary Monuments of Ambassadors 

Ambassadors are the second group given public burial in the Classical period. 

Only one example of this monument type survives.354 Silenos of Rhegion (3.5.5) is not 

given a formal title in his epigram, and the reason for his public burial is not explicitly 

                                                      

352 Ginestí Rosell 2013, 295. 
353 The last line of the inscription on the base of Pythagoras’ monument refers to πατρίδα Σαλυμβρίαν 

(“(his) fatherland Selymbria). See 3.5.1 for inscription. 
354 The stele for the Kerkyraian embassies is 4th century (ca. 375 BCE), but Knigge argues that the foundations 

exist for 5th-century predecessor (Knigge 1991, 99-100, no. 11). I have deliberately left the monument out of 

the corpus because the stele that survives is 4th-century. 
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mentioned. His epigram does mention that he came to Athens from his fatherland in an 

alliance (ἐλθόντ’ ἐκ πάτρας δεῦρ’ ἐπὶ συμμαχίαν). It is likely that Silenos was part of the 

diplomatic mission sent to Athens from Rhegion to negotiate the alliance.355  

3.11.1.3 Public Funerary Monuments of Foreign Allies 

Only one tombstone from this period commemorates an ally of Athens who 

aided the Athenians in combat, though another example survives from the 

Peloponnesian War (cf. 4.5 Mannes). Pythion of Megara was commemorated with a stele 

carved in small letterforms, which resemble more the public monuments of the period 

than the private (Fig. 103). The lengthy epigram recounts Pythion’s service to the city: he 

led troops from three tribes of Athens from Pegai, the harbor of Megara, on a 

roundabout route through Boeotia and back to Athens.356 Along the way, they captured 

2000 Boeotians as hostages or slaves.357 The final two lines of the inscription give the 

names of the three tribes Pythion saved: Pandionis, Kekropis, and Antiochis. The names 

of the tribes are given pride of place in the inscription, and it could be that the 

monument was funded in part by citizens from these three tribes.  

                                                      

355 Knigge 1991, 100-1, no. 11a. 
356 IG I3 1353. 
357 The term ἀνδράποδον in line 6 is difficult to translate. It refers to captives in war who were then sold as 

slaves, but it seems as though it could also refer a captive who would be ransomed as a hostage. The usage 

here is unclear. See Lambert and Rhodes, https://www.atticinscriptions.com/inscription/IGI3/1353.  

https://www.atticinscriptions.com/inscription/IGI3/1353
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3.11.2 The Forms of Public Funerary Monuments (Fig. 122) 

Because the state had funded the production of these funerary monuments, they 

assumed standardized forms (Fig. 122). Four of them are stelai which were mounted on 

stepped bases. In the case of Pythagoras of Selymbia (3.5.1), both the stepped base and 

the stele were found in situ. In two cases, only the stele is preserved: Polykles the 

proxenos of Akanthos (3.5.2) and Kallitimos of Corinth (3.5.3). Only the top block of the 

stepped base for the monument of Silenos of Rhegion is preserved, though Knigge has 

identified a set of blocks near the monument of Pythagoras as its foundation.358 

The outlier in the group is the monument for Pythion of Megara (3.5.4) which is a 

broad inscribed stele rather than an inscribed base with a stele. Clairmont sees the stele 

of Pythion as a public monument which had been moved from the area of the demosion 

sema near the Academy road to the area of Fauvel’s excavation. I find no reason to doubt 

the fact that the monument of Pythion of Megara was originally set up in the vicinity of 

the Acharnian Gate where Fauvel found it.359  

                                                      

358 Knigge 1991. 
359 There is plenty of evidence for Classical burials in that area, most recently from the Kotzia Square 

excavations where 498 burials were found, 40 of which are Late Archaic and 180 of which are Classical. The 

excavations took place between 1985 and 1986 (ArchDelt 43 B1, 1988). 
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3.11.3 Public Funerary Monuments in Context (Figs. 120-1) 

 The public funerary monuments of foreign residents were found in the area 

north and northwest of the city, except for the stele of Kallitimos, which was found in 

“modern fill” in the Agora. Besides the stele of Kallitimos, the other three stelai (3.5.1, 

3.5.2, and 3.5.5) are all found on the periphery of the road to the Academy, which was 

the centeral structural element of the demosion sema. The tombstones of Pythagoras 

(3.5.1) and Silenos (3.5.5) were found roughly 75-100 m SW of the Academy road, while 

the stele of Polykles was found along the Old Academy Road leading out of the 

Leokoriou Gate, and approximately 325 m E of the Academy Road. 

Arrington notes that there are tombstones of proxenoi found in the area of the 

demosion sema and describes their presence near the Academy Road as follows:  

 

“Whatever the reason, these graves for honored foreigners gradually 

accumulated near one another, without clear boundaries delimiting their setting 

and without the space developing an aura of exclusivity. Other people could be 

buried here, and proxenoi could be buried elsewhere in Athens, but the number 

interred in this particular area is striking (Arrington 2015, 74-5).” 
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Arrington does not necessarily consider these publicly funded monuments of 

foreign officials to be part of the demosion sema, even though they tend to be found near 

the polyandria of the war dead. As seen in Chapter 2, funerary monuments for 

important foreigners, which were likely publicly funded, are found in the area of the 

Sacred Gate and Dipylon Gate already by the second half of the 6th century BCE. What if 

the state deliberately purchased plots for public burials of important foreign officials 

and diplomats in the area in the vicinity of the demosion sema? The evidence suggests 

that it did. As Arrington rightfully argues, the land of the demosion was not claimed by 

the state all at once. The demosion sema seems to have grown piecemeal, and the public 

burials of foreigners would likely have followed a similar pattern. What is visible in the 

archaeological record is an attempt by the state to place publicly funded burials of 

important foreigners in the general area of the demosion sema on both sides of the 

Academy Road. 

Even if one does not consider these public monuments of the 5th century part of 

the demosion sema, they are certainly meant to benefit from placement near it. Their 

presence seems to have been part of a continued use of the general area northwest of the 

city wall for publicly funded funerary monuments for foreigners. Pausanias mentions 
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several publicly funded monuments for Athenian citizens at this time, and their 

individual burials are also described as being in the demosion sema.360  

3.12 Conclusions 

The private and public funerary monuments of foreign residents follow a 

common pattern: only foreign residents from allied and tribute-paying poleis or who 

died in service of Athens appear on tombstones. Only three citizens were 

commemorated with tombstones using demotika at this time, though it is likely that 

many of the tombstones without ethnika or demotika were for citizens as well. In the case 

of Phaidron of Acharnai, who may have been a member of a wealthy propertied family 

in Athens, his tombstone was a roughly finished slab of marble which would have been 

sunk into the ground near his burial (3.3.1). The form of his tombstone did not 

correspond to his wealth, but the prime location of his plot likely did.  

The most vibrantly painted tombstones come from the West Cemetery, and all of 

these commemorated men from poleis in the northern Aegean (Figs. 109-10). The East 

Cemetery hosted the simplest tombstones of the period, mostly tombstones of the horos-

type, and all of the immigrants burying in this area come from island poleis (Figs. 110, 

                                                      

360 In the period discussed in this chapter, Pausanias mentions public funerary monuments for Kleisthenes 

(sometime after the foundation of the democracy in 508) and Ephialtes the reformer (who died in 461 BCE) 

(1.29.6,15). Pausanias also references casualty lists for battles from this period, including the fallen Argives 

at Tanagra (447 BCE) which is partially preserved (Papazarkadas and Sourlas 2012). 
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114). The cemeteries of Piraeus and its wider environs catered to an immigrant 

community from coastal Ionia, Caria, and Lycia (Fig. 110). Half of the tombstones from 

this area have cymas, the only attested instances of the form at this time (Fig. 117). The 

first sculpted figural relief, which depicts a seated woman, was also found near Piraeus 

(3.4.3). Sculpted tombtsones return, though not in large numbers, by the end of the 5th 

century and become more common in the 4th century.361 In many ways immigrants living 

and dying in Athens set the trends in the use and forms of private tombtsones in the 

middle of the 5th century, which were then coopted by citizens once the war began. The 

tombstones of immigrants erected during the Peloponnesian and Corinthian Wars are 

the subject of the next chapter. 

4 Metics in Athens during the War: Tombstones of 
Immigrants during the Peloponnesian and Corinthian 
War (431/430-387 BCE) 

In this final chapter I provide an overview of the cemeteries and tombstones 

used by immigrant communities in Athens during the Peloponnesian and Corinthian 

Wars. While I treat the corpus of tombstones of foreign residents from this period 

wholistically when discussing immigration patterns in Athens, I only discuss in detail 

those tombstones with provenance. During this period, immigrants were buried mainly 

                                                      

361 There are only 140 naiskoi and Bildfeldstelen from Bergemann’s 430-390 group (1997, 158-60, 181); see 

also Stears 2000, 41. 



 

154 

 

in the West Cemetery, East Cemetery, and Piraeus. The North Cemetery near Kotzia 

Square was increasingly used at this time, but the evidence for its use by foreign 

residents is tenuous at best.362 The two cemeteries which receive the most thorough 

analysis are the West Cemetery and the East Cemetery. In each case, I include the 

tombstones of foreign residents identified by ethnika as well as all other tombstones 

found in the area. For the Piraeus cemetery, I compile only those tombstones with 

ethnika found in the area, but I do not situate them geographically, as it is not possible to 

do so based on current evidence.363  

At the end of the chapter, I describe the immigration patterns for the period 

broadly, highlighting the fact that immigrants were moving to Athens at the end of the 

5th and beginning of the 4th century from a much broader geographic area—from Sicily 

to the Black Sea to Cyprus and Lebanon—than they had in the previous century (cf. Fig. 

110). Also, access to burial and funerary commemoration in Athenian cemeteries 

                                                      

362 Only one tombstone of a foreign resident from the late 5th/early 4th century was recovered from the North 

Cemetery (4.4.1). The lekythos fragment which labels one of the female figures as Aristodike, a Cypriot 

woman, was said by Kiparissis to have been modified to serve as a holy water basin at the church of St. 

Panteleimon located along the ancient road to Acharnai. This context does not allow for a secure association 

between this tombtone and the North Cemetery (Kiparissis, ArchDelt 10, 1926 [1929] (Parartema), 76-7, no. 

61). 
363 Much of the Piraeus and its cemeteries were excavated in the 1830s, 40s, and 50s, and most of these 

tombstones are no longer associated with a given excavation. Moreover, these excavations which took place 

on private properties and general areas near the port are often impossible to map spatially. The ΑΡΜΑ 

volumes have made a good beginning, but no one has been able to map these early excavations. Scholars 

will still refer to “the North Cemetery” of Piraeus, though there are cemeteries near Phaleron and the 

Eetionian Gate, both of which are north of the harbor. 
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expands to include not just those communities that were allies of Athens, but the entire 

resident immigrant population. The dissolution of the Delian League in 404 BCE 

signaled an end to cemeteries which served as reflections of the empire and its 

diplomatic policies; cemeteries became a relection of the entire resident population. 

4.1 Cemeteries in Athens during the Peloponnesian and 
Corinthian Wars 

 At the outset of the Peloponnesian War, Athens with its long walls served as a 

haven for its citizens and large metic population.364 Athenian families who had long 

resisted the pull of the increasingly urbanized city were now flocking there in large 

numbers to escape the threat of Spartan invasion.365 The influx of citizens to the walled 

city put them in packed quarters with the foreign resident population, some of whom 

had resided in Athens for multiple generations.366  

As a response to the growing urban population, citizens seem to have adopted 

the practice of building funerary periboloi—walled enclosures around their plots—as a 

                                                      

364 For the construction and efficacy of the long walls which connected the city to the port of Piraeus, see 

Conwell 2008. 
365 Conwell 2008, 1-3. In 431, Athenians in the countryside sought refuge within the long walls (Thuc. 2.13.7) 

and residents endured temporary Spartan occupations almost annually to 425 BCE: 431: Thuc. 2.18.1-23.1; 

430: 2.47.2, 55.1, 57.1-2; 428: 3.1.1-3; 427: 3.26.1-4; 425: 4.2.1, 6.1-2. 
366 Isaios and Lysias, the orators, were both second-generation metics in Athens. Thucydides relates that in 

431, the long walls were defended by foreign residents who had heavy armor (2.13.7). 
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way demarcating a section of the road for their family plot.367 In some instances a small 

piece of land was purchased and delineated using horoi at the corners of the plot or two 

horoi abutting the road which listed the dimensions of the plot along and back from the 

road.368 If an immigrant community had a member who could own land, including a 

place for burial, the plot continued to to be used for multiple generations after.369 

Immigrant communities without a member capable of purchasing land likely buried in 

an unregulated cemetery or negotiated the rental of land in an undesirable area of the 

city.370  

 A funerary horos found north of the National Gardens behind the Boule in 

Athens encapsulates the stress put on the burial plot market at this time.371 The horos 

stone, usually dated to the last quarter of the 5th century, reads: 

  

 ὅρος σήματο- 

                                                      

367 Garland says that the earliest periboloi emerge in the final decades of the 5th century BCE (1982, 127). 
368 Stroszeck compiles a catalogue of horoi with the size of the plots they marked (2013, 20-21).  
369 Cf. the plot of men from Lampsakos in the West Cemetery (3.2.14 and 4.2.12), and the plot of men from 

Paleis in the East Cemetery (3.2.1, 4; 4.3.6) 
370 One possible location is the Kerameikos Station excavations from 1984 (City beneath the City, 264-75 

(Batziotopoulou-Valvani and Tsirigoti-Drakotou)). 1,191 graves were excavated from the 7th century BCE 

through the Roman period, but most burials date to the 6th and 5th centuries BCE. While many of the burials 

are oriented toward the road, they overlap each other so much that no clear pattern emerges. It could be that 

areas such as this were unregulated spaces where anyone could bury. No tombstones were reported to be 

found here. It is also the location of two mass burials thought to belong to people who died of the plague. 

An unregulated cemetery may have been the best place for a mass burial. 
371 Athens, EM 10184. IG I3 1136 (Jeffery) (425-400 BCE). 
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ς Γλύκης Μαρ- 

αθονόθεν ἐν 

ἄστε[ι] οἰκόσ- 

 ης, ἀδελφὴ̣ Ἐσ- 

σχατίονος Κ- 

αλλίο vacat (IG I3 1136) 

 

Horos of the sema 

of Glyke from  

Marathon who was living 

in the city. She is the  

sister of Eschation 

son of Kallias (Trans. Author). 

 

This horos marks the plot of a citizen woman who moved from Marathon to the 

city, where she was living at the time of her death. When she died, her brother Eschation 

purchased a plot of land along the road which led out of the Diochares Gate towards the 

eastern coast of Attika and their home deme, Marathon. As more and more families like 

that of Glyke and that of Phaidron of Acharnai (3.3.1) moved to the city and purchased 

land to serve as burial plots, it had noticeable effects on the culture of funerary display 
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in the last third of the 5th century. In the Kerameikos Agia Triada cemetery and along the 

Street of the Tombs, citizens purchased plots immediately abutting the road and pushed 

immigrant communities to bury in the open area set back from the road, rendering them 

less visible. The same phenomenon occurred in the East Cemetery as well. 

 Citizens had the advantage; they could purchase land for burial anywhere in the 

city and its cemeteries. For immigrant communities, the situation was more difficult. In 

most cases, immigrants likely buried in temporarily marked burials on land that would 

then be used for someone else’s burial sometime later. They would not have access to a 

plot that could be revisited for generations as citizens or privileged metics could.372 

While this may seem cruel, it is no different from what foreign residents suffered in life; 

most could never own property. When permanent stone grave markers of foreign 

residents appear in Athenian cemeteries, we can assume that one or more people using 

the plot had the ability to purchase property and allowed others from their community 

to bury on it.  

Around 400 BCE, the visibility of immigrant communities in the funerary record 

inscreased, and the population became much more diverse. Whereas only those 

immigrant communities whose poleis were allies of Athens or paid tribute to her coffers 

                                                      

372 Kamen defines the privileged metic status as those foreign residents who had been granted honors by the 

state, such as proxenia, isoteleia, or enktesis (2013, 55-61). 
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had erected tombstones during the 5th century, foreign residents from Egypt, Cyprus, the 

Levant, and the Black Sea began appearing in Athenian cemeteries in the first decade of 

the 4th century. The increased visibility and diversity of immigrant communities can be 

explained by changing immigration patterns and population demographics, as a result 

of massive casualties suffered by the citizen population during the war, and by the 

changing political landscape after the dissolution of the Delian League in 404 BCE.  

In the first few years of the Peloponnesian War, death took place on a scale that 

Athens had never seen. From 431 to 428 BCE, a plague ravaged the city, and Littman 

estimates that 75,000 to 100,000 people—25% of the population of Athens—died in that 

three-year span.373 In some instances the city resorted to mass burials of plague 

victims.374 Over the course of the war (431-404 BCE), Athens lost much of its male citizen 

population. Hansen estimates that the number of adult male citizens in 431 was roughly 

47,000 and that by 403 some 15,000 were left.375 A decimated citizen population 

alongside an increasingly diverse immigrant population caused a breakdown in the 

norms established in the late 6th and 5th centuries, and more and more people were given 

                                                      

373 Littman 2009. For ancient account of the plague, see Thuc. 2.47-55. 
374 A mass burial found near the Kerameikos has been attributed to a mass burial of plague victims: City 

beneath the City, 264-75 (Batziotopoulou-Valvani and Tsirigoti-Drakotou). 
375 Hansen says this estimate might be too high rather than too low (1988, 22). 
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access to burial plots and were allowed to mark them with stone monuments by the late 

5th and 4th centuries BCE.  

  The death of so many male citizens during the war led to the loosening of 

restrictions on access to citizenship, which may have also increased the visibility of 

immigrant women on tombstones.376 Carawan has argued that the Periklean Citizenship 

Law was amended in 430/29, so that nothoi (children born outside of marriage between 

a citizen man and a citizen woman) could be enrolled in phratries as heirs and citizens, if 

there were no surviving gnesioi (heirs born from a legal marriage).377 The amended law 

allowed for the enfranchisement of children born to immigrant women during a period 

in which legal heirs were dying in large numbers.  

To illustrate the impact of citizen plots on the funerary landscape of cemeteries, I 

provide an overview of the tombstones of foreign residents and citizens alike recovered 

from the West and East Cemeteries. I exclude the North Cemetery, because the only 

tombstone of a foreign resident found in the area was modified and used as a water 

basin in a church and was likely brought in from elsewhere.378 For the Piraeus, I compile 

                                                      

376 Women are more prevalent in certain immigrant communities than in others. For instance, 10 of the 15 

names on tombstones of Boeotians found along the Sacred way are women’s names (Fig. 145), while only 5 

of the 16 tombstones of foreign residents from Piraeus (431/0-387 BCE) commemorated women (Table 5, nos. 

3, 5, 7, 8, 13). 
377 Carawan 2008; Kennedy 2014, 17-19. 
378 See Appendix 4.4.1. 
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only the tombstones of foreign residents, in order to highlight the differences in 

preferences of tombstone types in the Piraeus Cemetery, as well as the differences in 

immigrant populations in Piraeus compared to the West and East Cemeteries. Finally, I 

illustrate the increase in the diversity of the immigrant population around 400 BCE. 

4.2 Private Tombstones of Foreign Residents in the West 
Cemetery (431/430-387 BCE) (See Appendix 4.2) 

4.3  Private Tombstones of Foreign Residents in the East 
Cemetery (431/430-387 BCE) (See Appendix 4.3) 

4.4. A Private Tombstone of Foreign Resident Found in the Area 
of the North Cemetery (431/430-387 BCE) (See Appendix 4.4) 

4.5 A Public Monument of Mannes the Phrygian Wood-cutter 
(431-421 BCE) (See Appendix 4.5) 

4.6 Citizens and Foreign Residents in the West Cemetery 

The West Cemetery, which begins in the area of the Sacred and Dipylon Gates, 

stretched outward along the Sacred Way. To my knowledge, no private funerary 

monument that dates to the late 5th or early 4th century BCE has been found along 

Academy Road, which by then was used only by the state for public burials (Fig. 121). 

Private tombstones are exclusively laid out along the Sacred Way and along the 

hamaxitos road which turns south to Piraeus. 
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4.6.1 Funerary monuments without Ethnika (See Table 3, Figs. 136-7) 

I begin with tombstones without ethnika. This group encompasses most of the 

forms typically associated with the last third of the 5th century: naiskoi with sculpted 

reliefs, painted stelai, Bildfeldstelen, and vase-group stelai.   In the Projekt DYABOLA 

Database, Bergemann includes 16 examples of sculpted and painted tombstones, and I 

have added the tombstone of Lissos, which brings the total to 17 for his period group of 

430-390 (Table 3, Fig. 37).  

Only three of the tombstones in this group commemorated citizens identified by 

their demotika. The citizens were registered in two coastal demes, Marathon and 

Thorikos, and one city deme, Skambonidai.379 They are commemorated on three 

different types of monuments—a naiskos (CAT 2.209), a painted stele (CAT 108), and a 

vase-group stele (CAT 2.154)—which suggests that citizens did not have a preferred 

tombstone type at this time. The other sculpted tombstones without ethnika recovered 

from the Kerameikos excavations likely commemorated citizens, as the use of demotika 

had not become standard practice on tombstones until the 4th century BCE.380 

                                                      

379 CAT 108 commemorates Demylos son of Demostratos from Marathon. CAT 2.154 (Athens, Kerameikos P 

280) commemorates a man from Skambonidai. CAT 2.209 (Athens, Kerameikos P 1130) commemorates 

Dexileos from Thorikos. 
380 As Meyer notes, “there is little evidence for the use of the demotic before the end of the fifth century” 

(1993, 110, n. 26). Whitehead also argued that “the habit of using demotics took root very slowly, even in 

official documents which one might have expected to give a lead in the matter” (1986, 71). Whitehead 

attributes the use of demotics regularly on tombstones after 403/2 to a stipulation of the re-enacted Periklean 
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Naiskoi, sculpted reliefs set within an architectural frame, all of which would 

have been decorated with added paint, emerged as a fashionable form of funerary 

commemoration during this period. Two naiskoi under 1 m in height, four over 1 m, and 

two over 1.5 m were found in the Kerameikos.381 All of these were found in contexts 

which suggest that they were set up directly along the road, except in the case of 

Eupheros (CAT 1.081), whose stele marked his burial roughly 9 m from the Sacred Way 

(Fig. 136). Not a single naiskos commemorates a foreign resident identifiable by his or 

her ethnikon in the Kerameikos or the broader West Cemetery during the Peloponnesian 

or Corinthian Wars. 

Painted monuments remained popular after 431/30 BCE, and several of these did 

commemorate foreign residents (cf. 4.2.3 and 12).382 Invariably, the painted monuments 

without ethnika are found in the area between the Sacred Way and the Street of the 

Tombs and were set back from the road (CAT 108, CAT 1.253, and IG I3 1294), which may 

be indicative of rising prices of roadside plots in the burial plot market. Roadside plots 

were presumably the most expensive and tended to be those adorned with the sculpted 

                                                      

Citizenship Law (1986, 71-2). Osborne also notes that the use of the demotic with a proposer’s name in 

decrees of the Assembly does not become standard practice until 352/1 BCE (1985, 66). 
381 Naiskoi under 1 m: CAT 1.152 (Kerameikos P 685); CAT 2.210 (Athens, NM 765). Naiskoi over 1 m: CAT 

1.660 (Kerameikos P 695/ I 221); CAT 1.081 (Kerameikos P 1169); CAT 2.727 (Kerameikos P 169); CAT 2.177 

(Paris, Louvre MA 768). Naiskoi over 1.5 m: CAT 2.150 (Athens, NM 3624); CAT 2.209 (Kerameikos P 1130). 
382 Contra Posamentir argues that painted tombstones emerged alongside and after sculpted tombstones 

(2006). 
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naiskoi, especially those over a meter or 1.5 meters in height, presumably the most costly 

type of monument. Meanwhile, painted monuments, a less expensive alternative to 

monuments with sculpted reliefs, marked burials set back from the road. 

 Another new form of monument popularized at this time was the so-called 

Bildfeldstele: a stele, usually with a pedimental anthemion or cyma, which included a 

small, shallow relief scene within a recessed square or rectangular frame.  One of these, 

bearing a relief of a lioness in a crouching position (Scholl no. 227), was found along the 

Academy Road and likely stood beside a public monument in the demosion sema.383 The 

other Bildfeldstele (CAT 1.225) was found west of the Rundbau and has no preserved 

inscription, which Dehl suggests is due to the fact that it was originally painted on the 

stone (cf. 3.4.12 Getes).384 The final new form of funerary commemoration, which 

emerged in this period and was especially prevalent in the Kerameikos, is the vase-

group stele, which typically features a loutrophoros in relief flanked on either side by 

lekythoi. Only one of the three examples has a specific enough findspot to situate it 

within the Kerameikos Archaeologial Park (CAT 2.154).385 Garland has argued that the 

                                                      

383 Knigge attributes it to a public monument (1991, 38, 40, Fig. 38). 
384 Dehl 1981, 171. 
385 CAT 2.154 was built into the Kononian renovation of the Eridanos canal in 394 BCE. This context provides  

the monument with a firm ante quem. The other two, CAT 3.190 and Kokula G20, are only given 

“Kerameikos” as their findspot in publications, which does little to contextualize them within the cemetery. 
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vase-group stele was a way of recreating the sculptural groups adoring a funerary 

peribolos wall on a single stele, a cost-cutting measure for those who could not afford to 

build a terrace wall.386 

Funerary monuments used by citizens assumed a broader range of forms after 

the outset of the Peloponnesian War than ever before. Rather than limiting themselves to 

the simple stelai of the horos-type, painted stelai, or stelai with cymas or anthemia, 

Athenian residents began adorning their plots with relief naiskoi, vase-group stelai, and 

Bildfeldstelen, if they could afford it. By contrast, the funerary commemorative culture of 

foreign residents in the late 5th was in many ways a continuation of what began in the 

third quarter of the 5th century. While new sculpted forms were adopted by immigrant 

communities in Piraeus, burials of foreign residents in the West Cemetery tended to be 

marked with monuments similar to those of the third quarter of the 5th century. 

4.6.2 Tombstones of Foreign Residents in the West Cemetery (431/0-
387 BCE) (Figs. 138-9) 

The tombstones of foreign residents in the West Cemetery stand in stark contrast 

to those used by citizens discussed above. Not one of the tombstones marking the burial 

of a foreign resident is decorated with a sculpted relief until the early 4th century with 

                                                      

386 Garland 1982, 130-1. 
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the stele of Pataikos of Thebes (4.2.15, Fig. 127). Instead, only stelai decorated with 

added paint were used, and only by a small number (4.2.3, 12, and 13).  

The immigrant communities using the area within the Kerameikos 

Archaeolgoical Park and those using the area along the Sacred Way further from the city 

were different demographically. Within the area of the Kerameikos excavations, there is 

relative continuity until the end of the war. During the Peloponnesian War, men from 

the Northern Aegean were commemorated on tombstones (Fig. 142).387 Around 400 BCE, 

the pattern breaks: the daughter of an Egyptian woman was buried opposite the Agia 

Triada cemetery along the Sacred Way.388  

Outside the Kerameikos excavations, men and women from Boeotia are 

commemorated in a cemetery along the Sacred Way. The Boeotians burying there 

represent an immigrant community that demonstrated resistance to the emerging 

market in funerary sculpture, and deliberately used forms of stele, letterforms, and even 

imported stone to communicate their Boeotian identity. I begin with the tombstones 

found in the area of Agia Triada, with and without ethnika, before turning to those found 

along the Sacred Way. 

                                                      

387 4.2.10 A man from Byzantion; 4.2.11 Simos of Abydos (No Image); 4.2.12 Aristippos of Lampsakos (see 

Fig. 141, 4.2.10 and 12). 
388 4.2.16 Saitis daughter of Euethis, an Egyptian (Fig. 141, 4.2.16). 
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4.6.2.1 Foreign Residents from the Northern Aegean in the Agia Triada Cemetery 

(Figs. 140-1) 

All of the funerary monuments of foreign residents found in the area of 

Kerameikos excavations were set up between the Sacred Way and the Street of the 

Tombs, except for the tombstone of Saitis, which I discuss separately. There is no 

evidence that any foreign resident’s tombstone stood directly along the road (Fig. 140). 

The foreign residents buried in the area of the Kerameikos excavations continued a trend 

started in the period 450-430 BCE, wherein foreign residents from poleis in the Northern 

Aegean were the primary constituency at least during Peloponnesian War. Three 

tombstones of foreign resident men from Lampsakos, Abydos, and Byzantion were set 

up in the Agia Triada cemetery, likely during the first two decades of the war when all 

of these poleis were allied with Athens (4.2.10-12) (Figs. 140-1).389  

The tombstone of the man from Byzantion (4.2.10, Fig. 125) takes the typical form 

of the horos-type stele and looks similar to examples from the East Cemetery set up at 

this time (cf. 4.3.3, Fig. 131). Aristippos of Lampsakos (4.2.12, Fig. 126) likely died 

                                                      

389 Byzantion was consistently an ally of Athens down to Aigos potamoi in 405 BCE, except for a brief period 

between 411 and 408 BCE (Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 916, no. 674 Byzantion (Loukopoulou and Laitar)). 

Lampsakos switched allegiances between Athens and Persia, which was allied with Sparta, several times 

during the period in which it is dated. They are allied with Athens until 411, when they revolt to Derkyllidas 

and Pharnabazos, the satrap of the Hellespontine satrapy (Thuc. 8.62.1). Abydos was a member of the 

Delian League and appears on tribute lists from 454/3 to 418/17 BCE eighteen times, twice restored (Hansen 

and Nielsen 2004, 1003, no. 765 (Avram); 454/3 BCE (IG I3 259.II.29, restored); 418/7 BCE (IG I3 287.II.25)). The 

polis defected to Persia, then a Spartan ally, in 411 BCE along with Lampsakos.  
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sometime before 405 BCE, and his burial was probably placed beside that of Alexileos of 

Lampsakos (3.2.14, Fig. 79).390 The family members of Aristippos decided that his stele 

should complement the form and design of the stele of Alexileos (3.2.14), which already 

stood in the plot. Aristippos’ stele preserves a palmette with double volutes painted on 

its anthemion, which is separated from the stele by a taenia (4.2.12). The tombstone of 

Alexileos had a rectangular stele with a painted palmette with double volutes in added 

paint above his inscription. Both stelai were decorated with a ribbon in added paint 

beneath their inscriptions. These two stelai would have been handsome when 

juxtaposed, and it would have been clear to passers-by that they were from the same 

immigrant community in Athens. 

These two men form the second group of men from the same polis buried in the 

Agia Triada cemetery. The first was the group of men from Torone (3.2.8, 9, and 12, Figs. 

67-9, 77), whose tombstones were also recovered from the area of Agia Triada. None of 

the patronymics across these two groups of tombstones allow for a reconstrunction of a 

stemma of foreign kinship groups within Athenian burial plots; the only connection 

perceptible through their tombstones is shared ethne and citizenship abroad.  

                                                      

390 Posamentir dates both stelai based on letterforms to the beginning of the 4th century BCE (2006, 22, Kat. 

10, 11). 
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4.6.2.2 An Egyptian Woman in the Kerameikos: Prostitute or Priestess? 

It is not until the beginning of the 4th century that the first departure from the 

pattern occurred in the Agia Triada cemetery. The first foreign resident from outside the 

area of the Northern Aegean (and Messene) whose tombstone was recovered from the 

area of Agia Triada was daughter of an Egyptian.391 A woman named Saitis (Σαῖτις), the 

daughter of an Egyptian woman named Euethis (Εὐήθις), was buried in the area 

sometime in the early 4th century BCE (4.2.16, Fig. 268). Her tombstone was found on the 

right-hand side of the “way” as one leaves the city according to Rayet.392 Presumably, he 

was referring to the “Sacred Way,” while the area on the right-hand side was north of 

the Sacred Way, opposite the Agia Triada cemetery (Fig. 140). 

Saitis’ funerary inscription assumed an unusual format for the period: her 

mother’s name rather than her father’s is given (cf. 2.4.2), and the ethnikon in the 

inscription modifies her mother’s name rather than her own (cf. 4.3.1). Moreover, Saitis’ 

metronymic comes before her own name. Salta speculates that Saitis and her mother, 

Euethis, may have both been hetaerai who worked in the weaving workshop located in 

Bau Zed in the Kerameikos, but there may be another explanation (Fig. 140), Bau Zed is 

                                                      

391 Athens, EM 9192: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 345-6, no. 491 Egypt 3, Fig. 268; Bäbler 1998, 207-8, no. 2 
392 Rayet 1868-71, 224, no. 45. 
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located at 8a).393  Another tombstone of an Egyptian was recovered from the area of the 

Agora, and it is possible that it was brought in from the Kerameikos (Fig. 143).394 If so, 

then perhaps the West Cemetery catered in part to a free resident Egyptian population 

in the late 5th and early 4th century BCE. The nature of this Egyptian community’s 

presence in Athens may be elucidated by Saitis’ tombstone. Ogden notes that 

metronymics, especially when used with women, were most common in families 

associated with priesthoods.395 If so, it is preferable to see Saitis affiliated with an 

Egyptian cult in Athens, perhaps that of Ammon which arrived sometime before 371/0, 

rather than a worker in the industrial textile workshop of Bau Zed.396 

The tombstones from the Agia Triada Cemetery represent a wholly different 

immigrant community than that burying outside of it. The plots closest to the city gates 

were likely more expensive and may have also required more political and social clout 

to be able to purchase them in the first place. In the decades prior to and during the 

Peloponnesian War, the main constituency of foreign residents burying in the Agia 

Triada Cemetery were from the Northern Aegean (Figs. 110 and 142). Just because Saitis 

                                                      

393 Salta 1991, 178; see also Bäbler 1998, 208. For recent overview of the interpretations of Bau Zed, see Ault 

2016. Harrington highlights the importance of the textile production to the economic output of Bau Zed 

(2018). 
394 Athens, Agora I 356: IG I3 1341bis (425-400 BCE); Bradeen 1974, no. 396; Bäbler 1998 no. 1, Tab. 2. 

Hermaios was an Egyptian man from Thebes. 
395 Ogden 1996, 94-5. 
396 Dow relates that the cult of Ammon arrived in Athens sometime before 371/0 BCE (1937, 184). See also 

Blok 2017, 272. 
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represents a departure from the group who typically buried there before does not mean 

that she should be a hetaira. In fact, she may simply represent and provide us with a 

tantalizing glimpse of an important immigrant community within the changing religious 

landscape of Athens.  

4.6.2.3 Boeotians in an Athenian Cemetery along the Sacred Way (Figs. 144-5) 

 A stretch of the Sacred Way located 700 m west of the Sacred Gate appears to 

have been used exclusively in the late 5th and early 4th century by Boeotians residing in 

Athens, and some have wanted to associate this section of the West Cemetery with the 

Plataian refugees residing in Athens (Figs. 144-5). Ten tombstones were recovered from 

an excavation undertaken in 1911 on the property of General Ioannis Dimopoulos, 

located at the corner of the Sacred Way and Konstantinoupoleos Street, roughly 150 m 

from the Botanical Garden (Fig. 123).397 Hondius was the first to propose that this plot 

belonged to a group of resident Plataians, and Jeffery and Ginestí Rosell adopt his 

interpretation.398 Hondius recognized that many of the tombstones found in this 

excavation were carved in Boeotian letterforms (4.2.1, 2, 4-9). Because one of the later 

tombstones in the group commemorated a man with citizenship in Plataia, Hondius 

                                                      

397 Hondius 1925. 
398 Hondius 1925; Ginestí Rosell 2012, 173; IG I3 p. 857 (Jeffery). 
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concluded that all of the tombstones marked burials of Plataians (Fig. 146).399 Hondius 

assumed that the late 5th century tombstones from this group lacked ethnika because they 

had Athenian citizenship.   

The group of Plataians is attested in Athens during the Peloponnesian War. In 

431, Thebes attacked Plataia without provocation.400 Before a Peloponnesian army sieged 

Plataia for two years (autumn 429-summer 427), a large portion of the Plataian civilian 

population fled to Athens.401 This contingent was later joined by 212 Platain men who 

fled one night in 428.402 Athens found it politically and militarily advantageous to give 

aid to these refugees and went so far as to grant all adult Plataian men Athenian 

citizenship.403 Kapparis has argued that the group of Plataians in Athens received full 

citizenship but with some restrictions on religious observance.404 In his opinion, the 

majority of Plataians residing in Athens would have remained a separate group and 

lived together in a portion of the city, and when they were given the opportunity to 

settle on the land of Skione in 421, most would have left. 405 Importantly, these newly 

                                                      

399 Athens, EM 486. Ginestí Rosell 2012, 181, no. 75; IG II2 10092: Ἤρυλος Πλαταιεύς (Herulos of Plataia). 
400 This event marks the beginning of the Peloponnesian War. Thuc. 2.1-6. 
401 Thuc. 2.71-8. 
402 Thuc. 3.24. The rest of the men were killed, and the few women left were enslaved when the city was 

finally taken in 427 (Thuc. 3.52-68). 
403 Thuc. 3.55.3, 63.2; Canevaro argues that the decree quoted in [Dem.] 59.104 is a spurious, later addition to 

the manuscript tradition (2010, 337-369). 
404 Kapparis 1995. 
405 Ibid., 375-6. 
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minted Athenian citizens had the right to purchase property for burial, although they 

may have had little capital to do so.  

While some of these tombstones may have marked burials of Plataians, at least 

one tombstone, that of Pataikos, marked the burial of a Theban in the early 4th century 

BCE (4.2.15, Fig. 127).406  It is possible that this group may not have strictly comprised 

Plataians, but rather Boeotians more broadly speaking. The use of this area by Boeotians 

may have started before the outbreak of Peloponnesian War. Timollo (3.4.8), discussed 

in the previous chapter, may have been a Theban woman, who was buried just across 

the modern Kontantinoupoleos Street from the other Boeotian burials found in 1911 (Fig. 

144, 3.4.8). The placement of burials along this particular road would have held 

significance to Boeotians living in Athens. The quickest route to Thebes—and the rest of 

Boeotia—from Athens was along the Sacred Way to Eleusis, where one would then turn 

north towards Oinoe and Eleutherai, and continue on to Thebes or Plataia (Fig. 147). 407  

This road was the physical manifestion of the connection between Boeotians and their 

homeland.  

                                                      

406 The exact location of the Pataikos’ tombstone’s findspot is not known. Riemann only notes that the 

tombstone was found outside of the German excavations along the Sacred Way. I associate his tombstone 

with the group of Boeotians discussed here (Kerameikos II, 39, no. 35). 
407 Fachard and Pirisino 2015, 144, Fig. 13.8. 
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The Boeotian cemetery along the Sacred Way has not been formally published, so 

it is impossible to reconstruct the organization of the cemetery at the level of burial 

groupings, but the tombstones recovered from the excavations allow us ot reconstruct 

how Boeotians presented themselves within Athenian cemeteries. Boeotians burying in 

this area at the end of the 5th century tended to use tombstone forms and letterforms that 

were traditionally Boeotian when marking burials and inscribing their markers, but by 

the beginning of the 4th century, they had started adopting Athenian modes of 

commemoration. Many of the tombstones from this area were roughly shaped 

fieldstones (4.2.4, 8) or marble slabs (4.2.6, 9, 14), which were salvaged and roughly 

inscribed to be used as tombstones. In other cases, the form of the tombstone used has 

parallels in Boeotia. A notable example is the tombstone of Pherenika (Fig. 145, 4.2.7).408 

Her small stele comes to a rounded point and resembles the tombstone of Herulos of 

Plataia found in the same excavation (Fig. 146).409 The form of Pherenika’s stele also 

finds parallels in the tombstones of Prothymidas and Pantias, found at Tanagra and 

Orchomenos respectively (Figs. 148 and 149).410  Likewise, the limestone block used to 

                                                      

408 Athens, EM 491: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 174, no. 65; IG I3 1363f; Hondius 1925, 128, no. 5. 
409 Ginestí Rosell 2012, 181, no. 75 (before the middle of the 4th century BCE). 
410 SEG 19-349, w (Fig. 148): tombstone of Prothymidas is dated to the 6th or 5th century BCE. The rough-

picked surface is reminiscent of the tombstone of Timollo (3.4.8). SEG 41-473 (Fig. 149): tombstone of a 

foreign resident from the Ionian polis of Erythrai who was residing in Boeotia. It was found in Orchomenos 

and is dated to the late 6th or early 5th century BCE. The inscription is written in Boeotian letterforms. 
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mark the burials of Xenon and Thoga (Fig. 145, 4.2.1) shares a trait with the tombstone 

Prothymidas from Tanagra (Fig. 148): the name of the deceased is inscribed in Boeotian 

letterforms in a rectangular band prepared with abrasives.411 The tombstone of 

Hippobotis—a short, wide stele—also mimicked similarly shaped tombstones used in 

Boeotia in the 5th century BCE (Fig. 145, 4.2.14; cf. the tombstone of Theogita and 

Thespias, Fig. 150).412  

In addition to the use of Boeotian tombstone types and letterforms, some families 

brought in imported material from Boeotia to fashion tombstones for their loved ones. 

The tombstones marking burials of three Boeotian women—Dorkion and Kallis (4.2.2) 

and Konto (4.2.5)—are both identified by Jeffery as a dark Tanagran (?) stone (Fig. 145 

4.2.2 and 5).413 The source of this dark stone is likely not Tanagra, but Mt. Chtipas, 

located between Thebes and Tanagra, not far from Chalkis on Euboia.414 The stone is 

used in Tanagra for private and public funerary monuments, but I have not found any 

evidence which would suggest that this stone was used in Plataia as material for 

funerary monuments.415 It could be that Dorkion, Kallis, and Konto were not resident 

                                                      

411 For Boeotian letterforms, see Jeffery, LSAG2 89.  
412 Athens, EM 484: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 179, no. 71; IG I3 1363, p. 858 (Jeffery); IG II2 11721 (Kirchner). 

Compare his stele to the tombstone of Theogita and Thespias found in Orchomenos (early 5th century BCE) 

(SEG 30-458: Θεογίτα / Θεσπίας) (Fig. 150). 
413 IG I3 1363b and c (Jeffery). 
414 Knoepfler, Revue des études grecques 130 (2017), 235-6. I thank Sylvian Fachard for this reference. 
415 For use of the stone in Tanagra, see SEG 27-565 and SEG 35-411. 
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Plataians at all, but Boeotians from Tanagra, whose families decided to bury them 

alongside other Boeotians along the Sacred Way.  

 By the early 4th century, Boeotians burying in this area began conforming to 

Athenian modes of funerary commemoration. Two of latest monuments in the series of 

tombstones of Boeotians are the stelai of Lysixene (4.2.13) and Pataikos of Thebes (4.2.15) 

(Fig. 145). The former is a stele with a cyma made of Pentelic marble, which was 

decorated with added painted that does not survive (4.2.13).416  Lysixene’s stele 

resembles the stelai with cymas from the 5th and 4th centuries widely used in Athens (cf. 

Figs. 66 (3.2.7), 90 (3.4.9), 143). The tombstone of Pataikos is a small stele with anthemion 

in relief (4.2.15).417 The pattern used for the palmette and akanthos on the anthemion has 

no direct parallels in the urban center of Athens or elsewhere in Greece, but a similar 

example in large-format was found near Brauron.418  

The portion of the West Cemetery along the Sacred Way primarily used by 

Boeotians is illustrative of an immigrant community in Athens that resisted Athenian 

modes of funerary commemoration before and during the Peloponnesian War. The 

                                                      

416 Athens, EM 499. Ginestí Rosell 2012, 179, no. 70 Boeotia 12 (?) (Beginning of the 4th century); IG I3 1363, 

pg. 858 (Jeffery) (Before 386 BCE); IG II2 12005 (Kirchner) (ca. 400 BCE); Hondius 1925, 130, no. 14 (Beginning 

of the 4th century) 
417 Athens, Kerameikos I 173: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 179, no. 72 Boeotia 14 (Beginning of the 4th century BCE); 

IG II2 8880 (Kirchner) (Beginning of the 4th century BCE); Riemann, Kerameikos II, 39-40, no. 35, Tab. 10 (400-

375 BCE) 
418 Hildebrandt 2006, no. 125 (ca. 400 BCE). I could not find any direct parallels outside of Athens in Möbius 

1929. 
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tombstones of Timollo (3.4.8) and Pherenika (4.2.7) maintained traditional Boeotian stele 

shapes and were carved in Boeotian letterforms. The tombstones of Dorkion and Kallis 

and that of Konto, though humble headstones, were made from a dark imported stone 

from Mt. Chtipas in Boeotia, which would have required some effort to bring in. By the 

beginning of the 4th century BCE, at least some of the Boeotians living in Athens and 

burying in this area along the Sacred Way had adopted some Athenian forms of 

commemoration.  

One possible explanation for Boeotian resistance to Athenian funerary culture 

during the Peloponnesian War is that Boeotia had one of the strongest regional identities 

in the Aegean. By the end of the 6th century, Boeotian poleis tended to act collectively in 

war and diplomacy.419 This collective mentality carried over to the foreign resident 

population of Boeotians living in Athens in the last quarter of the 5th century, especially 

since this community may have been marginalized within Athenian society as the war 

continued. This resistance broke down in the early 4th century as relations between 

Boeotia and Athens improved.420 Especially during the years of the Peloponnesian War, 

Athenian residents would have noticed that this portion of the West Cemetery catered to 

                                                      

419 Hansen deduces Boeotian collective actions from the fact that Herodotus and Thucydides refer to “the 

Boeotians” when describing the actions of all of the poleis in the region (Hansen and Nielsen 2004, “Boiotia” 

(Hansen), 431; Hdt. 5.74.2, 77.1-4; 6.108.4-5; Thuc. 3.65.2). 
420 In 395 BCE, Thebes and Boeotia became allies of Athens in Corinthian War (Diod. 14.82.1-4); see 4.2.15 

Pataikos for relations between Athens and Thebes. 
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a Boeotian community.  Dotting the left-hand side of the Sacred Way as one headed 

toward Eleusis were tombstones of Boeotian shapes and stone, inscribed in Boeotian 

letterforms, marking the burials of men and women with Boeotian names. These would 

have signaled to those travelling along the Sacred Way that they were leaving behind 

Athens and heading towards Boeotia. 

4.7 Citizens and Foreign Residents in the East Cemetery (431/0-
387 BCE) 

On the other end of the city, the East Cemetery continued to be used for burial in 

this period, just as it had in the middle of the 5th century (see 3.9.1). Based on the 

tombstones recovered from the area, the East Cemetery was used predominantly by 

foreign residents, but the evidence could be skewed due to the distribution of 

excavations in the area.421 The areas that have been excavated likely represent a section 

of a cemetery surrounded by roads, much like the Agia Triada Cemetery in the 

Kerameikos. Unfortunately, the road network has not appeared in excavations in the 

area. There are a significantly fewer tombstones of foreign residents found in the East 

Cemetery. Only a third of the tombstones from the late 5th and early 4th century 

                                                      

421 The premier burial plots would have abutted the road through the Diochares Gate along the main road to 

the Mesogeia as close to the city wall as possible. 
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commemorate foreign residents (5 of 15).422 Before turning to these, I begin with an 

overview of tombstones without ethnika which likely marked the burials of citizens, 

before turning to those of foreign residents. 

4.7.1 Tombstones without Ethnika from the East Cemetery (Figs. 151-
2, Table 4) 

4.7.1.1 The Forms of Tombtsones without Ethnika 

Ten tombstones without ethnika have been found in the greater environs of the 

East Cemetery.423 All of them, apart from the two stelai with epigrams recovered in 

Charitonidis’ excavations (IG I3 1297 and 1298), are dated by Bergemann in the Projekt 

DYABOLA Database to 430-390 BCE (see Table 4).424  The most impressive monuments 

from this group are the naiskos of Kallipe and the large funerary lekythos of Myrrhine 

(Table 4, Fig. 152, CAT 1.786 and 5.150). As the only naiskos known to have been found 

in the East Cemetery during this period, it is no wonder that the stele of Kallipe (CAT 

1.786) was one of the few tombstones published from the Royal Stables excavations.425 

                                                      

422 One tombstone from the period 431/0-387 BCE probably marked the burial of citizen 4.3.2 Mikines from 

Imbros may have been a citizen. For citizen status of cleruchs, see Appendix 4.3.2. 
423 CAT 0.691, 1.760, 1.786, 2.053, 2.369b, 2.725, and 5.150; IG I3 1297 and 1298. 
424 More specific dates from publications are given in Table 4. 
425 Athens, NM 3610: CAT 1.786; Kiparissis 1924-5 [1927], ArchDelt 9 (Parartema), 68. 
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Her stele is under a meter in height and is comparable in style and format to that of 

Hegeso from the West Cemetery (Table 3, Figs. 136-7, CAT 2.150).426  

The lekythos of Myrrhine is the tallest monument from the East Cemetery, 

measuring 1.36 m.427 Shown in relief on the body of Myrrhine’s lekythos is a scene of 

Hermes in his role of Psychopompos (“leader of souls”) taking Myrrhine to the 

underworld as her mourning family members look on. This impressive lekythos likely 

stood within a peribolos near the road to the Mesogeia which passed through the 

Syntagma Station excavations (Fig. 151).428 Similarly, the other marble lekythos (CAT 

2.725) was found behind the Zappeion and likely stood along the road(s) leaving one of 

the two gates south of the Diochares Gate. 

The most common monument type from the area is the Bildfeldstele with carved 

relief (CAT 0.691, 1.760, 2.369b, and 3.211) or painted scene (CAT 2.053) (Fig. 152). The 

majority of these were found in or near the Royal Stables excavations (CAT 0.691, 2.053, 

2.369b) and the Charitonidis excavations (CAT 1.760), though one was found near the 

Lykeion at the Royal Barracks (CAT 3.211) (Fig. 151). Only one of the Bildfeldstelen 

                                                      

426 On Hegeso’s stele, she is facing her attendant (slave?) and removing a piece of jewellery from a pyxis, 

while on Kallipe’s stele she is holding out a pet bird to a young child. The details of the architectural 

elements differ slightly. 
427 Athens, NM 4485: Kaltsas 2002, 148-50, no. 289. 
428 For use of marble lekythoi in funerary periboloi, see Garland 1982, 129-30. 
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marked the burial of a child (CAT 0.691). The most simply decorated form of 

commemoration is the small stele with an epigram, two of which were found in 

Charitonidis’ excavations and commemorate a man, Thymoides (?) (IG I3 1297) and a 

woman, named Metopis (IG I3 1298).429  

4.7.1.2 The Structure of the East Cemetery 

 The layout and structure of the East Cemetery is difficult to untangle because the 

ancient road network northeast of the city has not been excavated. A road roughly 500 m 

NNW of the Royal Stables excavations has been excavated in places, passing through the 

gate of the Themistoklean wall at Plateia Klafthmonos and continuing onto the campus 

of the University of Athens, but this provides little help for understanding the structure 

of the cemetery just north of Syntagma Square (see Fig. 154, near 4.3.5).430 Unforunately, 

no streets connecting the road by Plateia Klafthmonos and the main road to the 

Mesogeia out of the Diochares Gate have been excavated.  

 If the East Cemetery functioned as the West Cemetery did at this time, one 

would expect the naiskos of Kallipe to have stood in a plot close to an ancient road.431 A 

                                                      

429 IG I3 1297: Charitonidis 1958, 119, no. 122. The man’s name could be restored Θυμωΐδης, which is attested 

on Delos in the 3rd century BCE (IG XI (2) 161 B, 99). IG I3 1298: Charitonidis 1958, 85, no. 75, Fig. 145. 
430 Costaki 2006, IV.20 Panepistimiou 31. The tombstone of Pythokles of Ephesos (4.3.5) was found near this 

street on the University of Athens campus. 
431 For use of naiskoi in peribolos tombs, see Garland 1982, 129. 

 



 

182 

 

plausible reconstruction of the ancient road network in this area was proposed by 

Curtius and Kaupert on the Karten von Attika (Fig. 153).432 The courses of the ancient 

roads may be distorted by the addition of the so-called Valerian extension of the wall 

built in the 3rd century CE, but it is still probable that a road passed somewhere near the 

Royal Stables excavations as it does on the Karten von Attika.433 Also of interest is the 

smaller road running to the south of the Charitonidis excavations. The burials excavated 

in this area of the city are much more comprehensible as a cemetery when the road 

networks structuring them are better understood. I would expect the high density of 

burials excavated in the Royal Stables, Amerikis Shaft, and Charitonidis excavations to 

occur in areas with some foot-traffic, especially if naiskoi and other sculpted monuments 

were marking burials. While the roads on the Karten von Attika may not follow the 

ancient road network precisely, they give a sense of how one would have moved 

through this part of the city and encountered this cemetery.  

                                                      

432 Karten von Attika, Bl. Ia. 
433 For Valerian fortifications, see Theocharaki 2011, 131-3, Phase 12. A portion of it was found in the Royal 

Stables excavation (Fig. 115). 

 



 

183 

 

4.7.2 Tombstones with Ethnika from the East Cemetery (431/0-387 
BCE) (Figs. 154-6) 

Five of the fifteen tombstones recovered from the East Cemetery marked burials 

of foreign residents.434 In terms of form, there are three general categories of tombstones 

found in the East Cemetery: tall pedimental stelai (4.3.1, 6), small stelai of the horos-type 

(4.3.2-4), and a single example of a painted stele with epigram and Lesbian cyma (4.3.5) 

(Fig. 156). Most of the tombstones were found in the Charitonidis and Royal Stables 

excavations or their vicinity (Figs. 154-5). The only outlier is the tombstone of Pythokles 

from Ephesos which was placed along the ancient road that went through the University 

of Athens campus (Fig. 154, 4.3.5). Two tombstones (4.3.1, 6) were added to preexisting 

plots started prior to the war and seem to be part of a trend in which more elaborate 

forms of commemoration were added to plots with otherwise modestly marked graves 

(cf. 4.2.12 Aristippos).  

A previously unattested immigrant community from Thasos appeared in the 

cemetery at the end of the 5th or beginning of the 4th century (Figs. 154-6, 4.3.3 and 4.3.4). 

At least one of them is said to be a war captive (4.3.3), and we are left to speculate who 

was responsible for finding him a place for burial and why this area was chosen. In 

                                                      

434 4.3.2 Mikines from Imbros may have held Athenian citizenship by residing in a cleruchy, but I have 

included him here because he returned to Athens from one of its territories (cf. 3.3.2 Mnesarete the daughter 

of a cleruch from Myrina). His tombstone would bring the total to six. 
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general, the East Cemetery follows a similar pattern to the West. Sculptural tombstones 

in larger formats (CAT 1.786 and 5.150), most of which likely belonged to citizens, 

adorned plots close to roads, while foreign residents and those of lesser means buried in 

open spaces set back from roads. 

4.7.2.1 The Plots of Foreign residents in the East Cemetery 

 As was the case with Aristippos and Alexileos of Lampsakos from the Agia 

Triada Cemetery, several clusters of tombstones correspond to plots of foreign residents 

in the East Cemetery (Fig. 158). Two of these—one belonging to citizens of Paleis and the 

other belonging to citizens from Andros—started earlier in the 5th century and continued 

to be used during the years of the Peloponnesian War in the East Cemetery (Fig. 158). 

The continuity of burial placement for specific foreign resident communities may 

indicate that at least one person or family from that polis had hereditary rights to own 

property (enktesis); subsequent generations continued to bury in the plot. While the 

examples from the West Cemetery were predominantly from poleis in the Northern 

Aegean and Boeotia, the plots from the East Cemetery belonged to citizens of Andros 

and Paleis on Kephallenia. It is possible that a portion of the East Cemetery was used to 

bury war hostages from Thasos, but it is unclear who carried out these burials and if 

they should be considered part of a plot in the formal sense. 
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 The plot of men from Paleis has the longest period of use of those discussed in 

this dissertation. The earliest tombstone from the plot dates to the second quarter of the 

5th century BCE (3.2.1), while the latest dates to the late 5th or early 4th century BCE 

(4.3.6).435 The plot was in use for almost a century, and perhaps longer. The use of a plot 

for several generations became more common for citizens in the 4th century BCE.436 All of 

the tombstones which stood in this plot were found in Schliemann’s excavations in front 

of his home on Odos Mouson.437 The two earlier tombstones for Damainetos (3.2.1) and 

Chareas (3.2.4) would have only been visible 15-20 cm above the surface, and would 

have been invisible from the road; only those looking for the plot would be able to find it 

easily. This propensity for inconspicuous display is gone by the late 5th/early 4th century.  

As if to compensate for the modesty of prior generations, the stele of Hippainos, 

Peisanoridas, and Arisston measured 1.08 m in height and would have towered over the 

stelai of Daminetos and Chareas.438 In a departure from norms of the third quarter of the 

                                                      

435 For dating discrepancies on the tall stele of Hippainos, Peisanoridas, and Arisston, see Appendix 4.3.6. 
436 For use of plots for multiple generations, see Humphreys 1980, Garland 1982, Bergemann 1997. One plot 

in Myrrhinous lasted 5 generations, but Humphreys argues that they were exceptional even for a citizen 

family (Garland 1982, Q3; Humphreys 1980, 115, Table 1). 
437 Schliemann specifically mentions the tombstones of Hippainos, Peisanoridas, and Arisston (4.3.6) and of 

Chareas (3.2.4) coming from the excavations in front of his house (1888, 207-8). According to Kirchoff, the 

tombstone of Damainetos (3.2.1) was found in the same place as the tombstone of Chareas of Paleis (3.2.4) 

on the houseplot of Heinrich Schliemann (IG I² 1070,1). Why Schliemann did not include the tombstone of 

Damainetos in his publication is unclear. 
438 Ginestí Rosell 2012, 200.  
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5th century, three names, instead of one, are listed on the stele, and the ethnikon in the 

plural modified all three (4.3.6). This does not necessarily mean that all three men died 

at the same time, but their burials were eventually included in the same plot.439 Of 

course, this tombstone would have been painted, at the very least on the pediment, if not 

below the inscription as well, so it would have been visually striking as well.440 

Across Stadiou Street, another plot of foreign residents fom Andros was found in 

1872 (Fig. 157).441 Found at different times within the same excavation, the tombstones of 

Aristokrates (3.2.10) and of Archias (4.3.1) were originally displayed together in the 

same plot (Fig. 158, bottom). Like the Paleans, the Andrians used the same plot over a 

period of time. The first known tombstone in the plot is a stele for a man named 

Aristokrates (3.2.10), which took the form of a tall horos-type stele, like that of Chareas of 

                                                      

439 Garland follows Kirchner, who differentiates between funerary inscriptions which are inscribed 

successively (as people die), prospectively (before they died, as if to reserve a place in the peribolos), and 

retrospectively (after the death of the final person listed on the stele) (1982, 130). The inscription appears to 

be in the same hand for all names and the plural ethnika indicates that all three men’s names were inscribed 

at the same time and modified with a single ethnikon, so this stele was inscribed either prospectively or 

retrospectively. 
440 Compare to Posamentir 2006 no. 47, which preserves paint on the architectural elements of the pediment 

and has a painted standing male figure below the inscription. Athens, NM 2605: Conze no. 673. 
441 The tombstone of Aristokrates (3.2.10) of Andros was discovered in November 1872 while the 

foundations were being laid for a house located behind the Hotel de la Bretagne, on the southeast end of 

Stadiou street (Lolling 1872, 868). The tombstone of Archias is one of the later finds from the construction 

site of Kalligas and from the plot of the Bankdirector Vasiliou (Lolling 1872, 873, no. 4).  According to 

Vizinou in ΑΡΜΑ 4, 304, the Archaeological Society has a reference for a house of Pavlos Kalligas, a 

professor at the university, at the end of Stadiou Street near the palace (the Boule).  Theodosopoulou (2010) 

places his house opposite the Royal Stables.  This is the property to which Lolling is referring and is 

probably the same plot on which the tombstone of Aristokrates was found (3.2.10). 
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Paleis (3.2.4). At some point during the Peloponnesian War, Archias was buried near 

Aristokrates and his burial was marked with a painted pedimental tombstones. Archias 

may not have been a citizen of Andros—he may have been a second-generation metic—

but his burial was included within the plot of Andrians near Syntagma Square. 442  

The last potential case of a plot that belonged to a group of foreign residents 

werefrom Thasos: Archetimos (4.3.3) and Glaukon (4.3.4) (Fig. 156). I hesitate to attribute 

the group to a plot because the freed status of the men buried is in doubt. Also unclear is 

whether the two tombstones would have been displayed near one another originally, 

since they were found in different excavations.443 Their legal status is in doubt because 

Archetimos (4.3.3), is described on his tombstone as a hostage (ὅμηρος), likely from 

Thrasyboulos’ reconquest of the island in 407 BCE.444 At least one other tombstone for a 

hostage of Thasos was found in Athens, though its exact provenance is unknown.445 It is 

possible that Glaukon was also a hostage and that his tombstone identified him as one 

                                                      

442 Because Archias’ ethnikon modifies his father’s name rather than his own, it is possible that his father had 

citizenship at Andros, while he did not. In all likelihood, he would have been able to claim citizenship in 

Andros if needed. Cf. 3.2.7 (442 Wilhelm 1978, 64; Wilamowitz 1893, Vol. II, 174-5; Ginestí Rosell 2012, 326, 

no. 444. Lycia 1).  
443 The tombstone of Archetimos (4.3.3) was found in the Royal Stables excavations (Kiparissis 1924-5 [1927], 

71, Fig. 6), while the tombstone fragment of Glaukon was one of the uncontexualized finds from 

Charitonidis’ excavation (Charitonidis, ArchEph 1958, 120, no. 123). It is possible that Glaukon’s stele was 

broken and moved in antiquity. 
444 IG I3 1373, l. 3; Xen. Hell. 1.4.9; Diod. 13.72.1 
445 The other Thasian war captive is Kleodemos. Unfortunately, his tombstone is unprovenanced and  

currently missing (IG I3 1374). 
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below his ethnikon. If these men were in the custody of the Athenian government, 

waiting to be sold into slavery or exchanged in a peace negotiations, when they died, 

presumably it was the responsibility of the state to bury them. Alternatively, perhaps an 

immigrant population from Thasos opted to provide them with place for burial and a 

tombstone.446  

The outlier in the group of tombstones with ethnika in terms of form is that of 

Pythokles from Ephesos. He is also the only immigrant from the Ionian Coast buried in 

the East Cemetery. His tombstone with a Lesbian cyma and two painted figures—a male 

and female figure depicting himself and his mother—was displayed along the ancient 

road which passed through the University of Athens campus. His is the only tombstone 

reported by Ross to have been found there, so it is difficult to know the make-up of that 

portion of the cemetery.447 It has been argued, based on his nickname “Satyr,” that he 

was possibly a comedic actor, and tombstones for several other actors or playwrights 

have been found in Athenian cemeteries.448  

                                                      

446 Mikines, from the nearby island of Imbros, (4.3.2) as a citizen could have been able to include a man from 

Thasos in his plot as well. 
447 According to Ross, the tombstone of Pythokles was found while leveling the square in front of the then 

new Univeristy of Athens, west of Lycabettus and outside the old city wall in March of 1839 (Ross 1840, 104-

6 no. 1). 
448 Ginestí Rosell proposes that Pythokles may have been a comedic actor based on his nickname Satyr, and 

references the fact that it was common in the imperial period for actors to have pseudonyms (Ginestí Rosell 

2012, 282). CAT 1.400 which depicted a male figure holding a dramatic mask was found in the North 

Cemetery. 
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At least two plots catering to immigrant communities from Paleis and Andros 

have been found in the East Cemetery. A third may have catered to men from Thasos, 

but the evidence is less conclusive. At the very least, the tombstones recovered from the 

East Cemetery continue to illustrate the fact that immigrants from the same poleis are 

always found in proximity to one another. This was true for the West and East 

Cemeteries, and in the following section, I show that it was true for the Piraeus as well. 

4.8 Tombstones of Foreign Residents from the Piraeus Cemetery 
(431/430-387 BCE) (See Table 5, Fig. 159) 

The final group of tombstones of foreign residents I discuss in this chapter were 

found in or near Piraeus (Table 5, Fig. 159).449 Because locating tombstones within 

specific excavations in Piraeus is difficult based on the nature of publication of the 19th 

century excavations, I treat those tombstones found in the general area area as a unit. I 

have also left out the tombstones without ethnika from this section. 

                                                      

449 Because so few of these tombstones appear in CAT, I have numbered them roughly chronologically in 

Table 5.  
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4.8.1 The Forms of Tombstones Used in the Piraeus Cemetery (431/0-
387 BCE, Figs. 159-160) 

The tombstones from the late 5th and early 4th century form a relatively cohesive 

group. More than half of them are stelai with painted or sculpted anthemia (9 of 16).450 

Many of the stelai have triangular or semicircular anthemia for which comparable 

examples have been found (Fig. 159, nos. 2, 7, 9, 11, 12, 14).451 Two had painted scenes 

but no anthemia, and four were inscribed without evidence for decoration.452 Only one 

of the tombstones is a marble vessel: an amphoraloutrophoros set up for a family from 

Kos.453  

 As already observed in the West and East Cemeteries, multiples of tombstones of 

individuals from the same foreign poleis have been found in Piraeus, which likely 

correspond to plots for communities from Samos and Megara. In the Samian plot, the 

Bildfeldstele of Tito, a Samian woman (Table 5, no. 5, Fig. 159), was later joined by 

Arimnestos son of Dexippos (Table 5, no. 10). In the Megarian plot, the painted pillar 

                                                      

450 Table 5, nos. 2-3, 5, 7, 9, 11-12, 14, 15. Of those, three are Bildfeldstelen (nos. 5, 12, and 14), and one is a 

Namenstele (no. 9). The rest likely had painted scenes. 
451 For painted stele comparable to Table 5, nos. 11, and 14, see Posamentir 2006, no. 39 (Athens, EM 8833). 

Posamentir shows that Table 5, no. 2 (Molpothemis of Prokonnesos) had a painted palmette design (2006, 

no. 40). For painted stele comparable to Table 5, no. 7, see Posamentir 2006, no. 44 (Athens, NM 2593) which 

has a painted seated female figure and standing male figure shown in dexiosis in added paint beneath the 

inscription. 
452 The two painted stelai without anthemia are Table 5, nos. 6 and 8, and the inscribed stelai without 

decoration are Table 5, nos. 1, 4, 10, and 13. 
453 Table 5, no. 16 (Athens, NM 1042). Conze relates that the tombstone was found in 1841 in the excavations 

north of Piraeus (1900, 702). 
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stele of Apollodoros of Megara and Diokleda (Table 5, no. 6) likely stood near the 

Bildfeldstele of Menekles of Megara (Table 5, no. 14).  

What is truly remarkable about the Piraeus Cemetery is the diversity of its burial 

group. Cities on the Ionian Coast were well represented already before the outset of the 

Peloponnesian War (Fig. 110) and continue to be throughout the war and into the first 

decade of the 4th century (Eresos on Lesbos, Kolophon, Samos, and Kos) (Fig. 160). After 

the Peloponnesian War ends, the constituency expands; men and women from Marion 

on Cyprus, Kyzikos, Bithynia, Sinope, and Sidon appear in the cemetery for the first 

time (Fig. 160). The Piraeus follows the same trend that the other cemeteries followed: 

allied states and Delian League members were the primary immigrant communities 

visible in all the cemeteries until the end of the Peloponnesian War (404 BCE). Starting 

around 400 BCE, the visibility of immigrant communities from across the Mediterranean 

increases dramatically in Piraeus and in the West and East Cemeteries as well.454  

4.9 Conclusions 

Athenian cemeteries witnessed several major changes during the late 5th and 

early 4th centuries. Citizens started purchasing burial plots close to major roads leaving 

the city, forcing foreign residents to bury in open spaces away from the road. Immigrant 

                                                      

454 After the end of the Peloponnesian War, a Theban (4.2.15) and Egyptian (4.2.16) appeared in the West 

Cemetery, and a man from Ephesos appeared in the East Cemetery (4.3.5). 
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communities continued burying in plots that had started before the outset of the war. 

Men from Lampsakos were buried together in the Agia Triada cemetery, while 

Boeotians from Thebes and possibly Plataia and Tanagra buried together in a plot along 

the Sacred Way. In the East Cemetery, a group of foreign residents from Paleis and 

Andros were buried together in a cemetery north of Syntagma, while a group from 

Samos and Megara were buried in Piraeus.  

Having situated tombstones within their various cemetery contexts, I am able to 

analyze the use of tombstone types across the various cemeteries of Athens for the first 

time. Horos-type stelai were only found in the East and West Cemetery and not in 

Piraeus (4.2.10 and 4.3.3). Painted stelai were found in all three cemeteries, but their 

anthemia shapes differ across the three cemeteries. In the West Cemetery, two painted 

stelai have rounded anthemia that nearly come to a point (4.2.3, 12). In the East 

Cemetery, the stelai are crowned with pedimental anthemia (4.3.1, 6). In Piraeus, the 

stelai have rounded and semi-circular anthemia (Table 5, nos. 7, 9, 11, 12, 14), and in one 

case, a pointed anthemion (Table 5, no. 2). The differences in tombstone types across 

cemeteries would have leant a particular character to each cemetery. The variety of 

forms may have been a reflection of the various communities using each cemetery at the 

time (Fig. 161). The East Cemetery catered to individuals from Boeotia, the Northern 

Aegean, and even Sicily. The West Cemetery catered to immigrant communities from 
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islands in the Aeagean and the Ionian islands. Finally, the Piraeus catered to 

communities from the Levant, Cyprus, the Ionian Coast, the Bosporos, and the Black 

Sea. Each cemetery took on the personality of the immigrant communities burying 

therein. By the beginning of the 4th century, the cemeteries no longer reflected the 

politics and agenda of the Athenian empire of the 5th century. They became venues in 

which foreign residents could express their various identities. 
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5 Conclusions 

This dissertation is the first study to take as a serious axis of analysis the find 

locations of tombstones. Focusing on the tombstones of foreigners, I have used this 

locational information to reconstruct the funerary landscape of the urban cemeteries of 

Athens and to analyze how that landscape changed over time. Sustained focus on the 

well-excavated Kerameikos cemetery has long shaped our understanding of Athenian 

burial grounds, but it was only one of several cemeteries and it catered to a particular 

citizen and foreign resident community. By piecing together the information from 

smaller-scale, mostly rescue excavations of other burials and tombstones from secondary 

or even tertiary contexts, I have tried to sketch what the other cemeteries of Athens 

could have looked like and how they might have been encountered and experienced. In 

the process, I have tried to gain a better understanding of the ways in which foreign 

residents situated themselves and their loved ones visually and spatially in relation to 

Athenian citizens within the realm of the dead. I have also explored how foreign 

residents navigated the real difficulty presented by their inability to own property when 

it came time to bury their dead.  

In this final chapter, I provide an overview of the foreign residents attested on 

private and public tombstones. Then I provide a synopsis of the evidence for possible 

burial plots of foreign residents across the East, West, and Piraeus Cemeteries, followed 
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by a brief description of the demographics of immigrant communities within each 

cemetery. Finally, I survey the different preferences of tombstone types within each 

cemetery in order to analyze the relationship between cemetery demographics and 

tombstone preference. 

5.1 Foreign Residents in Athenian Cemeteries 

5.1.1 Foreign Residents with Private Funerary Monuments 

Foreign residents are visible in the Athenian funerary record as early as the Late 

Geometric period, but immigrant communities did not use inscribed tombstones to 

commemorate their dead until the last quarter of the 6th century.455 Based on the 

evidence which survives, one can assume that only elite foreign residents set up 

tombstones in Athenian cemeteries at that time.456 The earliest burial group of foreign 

residents that I have identified comprised Samians, Ionians, and a Carian (Fig. 162). The 

Samians who were living—and dying—in Athens in the late 6th and early 5th century 

BCE were likely political exiles or refugees forced to leave Samos due to political 

                                                      

455 Papadopoulos and Smithson argue that an archaizing LG Cycladic amphora was likely deposited in the 

burial of an immigrant in the Late Geometric period (2002). 
456 See Viviers 1992. Many of the tombstones of foreign residents of the Late Archaic preserve artists 

signatures and were likely more expensive than the average foreign resident could afford: Philergos signed 

the base of Leonax (2.2.4), Endoios the bases of Nelonides (2.4.1) and Lampito (2.3.1), and Aristokles the base 

of Tyr- the Carian (2.2.2). 
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instability.457 The presence of a Carian in Athens is more difficult to explain. It could be 

that Tyr- the Carian was ethnically Carian but part of the Samian contingent in Athens, 

since Samos’ peraia encompassed part of the Carian mainland.458 Alternatively, Tyr- 

could have been granted enktesis due to his affiliation with a Carian cult, perhaps that of 

Zeus.459 

From the period after the Persian sack to before the outset of the Peloponnesian 

War in 431, the private funerary monuments of foreign residents form discernible burial 

groups (Appendix 3.2). The first two foreign residents attested after the Persian sack 

were possibly political exiles or refugees from Messene and Paleis who arrived in 

Athens in the second quarter of the 5th century BCE, perhaps along with the Athenian 

army led by Tolmides in 457 BCE (3.2.1, 2, Fig. 107).460 All subsequent foreign residents 

attested in funerary inscriptions dated to this period came from poleis which were 

tribute-paying members of the Delian League (3.2.3-15).461 The homogeneity of this 

group was, I have argued, a by-product of the process through which foreign residents 

                                                      

457 For Samians outside of Samos in the Late Archaic period, see 2.5.2.1. For reasons identifying the Samian 

group as political exiles or refugees, see 2.5.2.4. 
458 See Shipley 1987, 275. Samian and Carian collaboration—or collusion—is attested (Paus. 7.4.2-3). 
459 Herodotus describes Isagoras son of Tisander, the principal holder of power alongside Kleisthenes, as a 

man of notable house of unknown lineage because his family sacrificed to Carian Zeus (Hdt. 5.66). 
460 Thuc. 1.108.5; Dio. Sic. 11.83-4. 
461 The poleis attested in ethnika are: Chersonessos, Paleis, Teios, Knidos, Phaselis, Torone, Andros, Chios, 

Stagiros, Lampsakos, and Miletos. For dates that each polis are attested as tribute-paying members on ATL, 

see Appendix 3.2.3-15.  
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obtained permanent burial plots in Athenian cemeteries. Burial plots were purchased as 

any other piece of land, so only privileged metics who had been granted the right of 

enktesis were able to purchase a burial plot; after the plot was purchased, access could be 

given to anyone.462 As Pečirka has illustrated, the right of enktesis was usually granted to 

individuals who had provided services to Athens in diplomatic, financial, military, and 

political spheres, among others.463 Over half of the grants of enktesis were given 

alongside proxeny (33 of 59); many of the proxenoi attested also came from member 

states of the Delian League.464  

During the period of the Peloponnesian War, the trend that had started in the 

decades prior continued —that is, it was usually citizens of tribute-paying members of 

the Delian League or allied poleis who were commemorated with permanent grave 

markers. Notable exceptions include Plataians, who were granted Athenian citizenship 

and buried near the Botanical Gardens (4.6.2.3, Figs. 144-5).465 In the West Cemetery, 

men from Byzantion, Abydos, and Lampsakos were buried in the Agia Triada Cemetery, 

                                                      

462 Knigge first suggested this for the plot of Messenians in the Kerameikos 1991, 117-21, no. 21. 
463 Pečirka 1966 148-9. 
464 Mack argues that poleis would oblige proxenoi to carry out tasks in the community, and perhaps 

handling the burial arrangements of fellow citizens was one such task (2015, 5). See also, Kamen 2013, 55. 

For 5th-century proxenoi, see Walbank 1975, 10-23. 
465 Hondius 1925; Ginestí Rosell 2012, 173; IG I3 p. 857 (Jeffery). 
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all of whom were Athenian allies at least during the initial part of the war.466 The 

tombstone of Anaxagora of Syracuse would have seemed an outlier, but Athens had 

granted proxeny to a group of four men from Sicily in 427/6—evidence that a group of 

Sicilians likely had the ability to purchase property around the time of her death.467 It is 

also possible that she had married an Athenian citizen during the years in which the 

Periklean Citizenship Law was amended (427-403 BCE).468 

5.1.2 Foreign Residents with Public Monuments 

Just as private funerary monuments are evidence for the landscape of honors 

granted by Athens to its foreign resident population, so too were the public funerary 

monuments. In the Archaic period, Alexos of Delos and Anaxilas of Naxos were both 

likely given publicly funded burials and monuments in the area of the Classical demosion 

sema. Their monuments both took the form of stepped bases supporting stelai, a form 

that would become standard in the Classical period (cf. 3.5.1-3, 5). 

Public burials and tombstones were granted to proxenoi, ambassadors, and those 

who had fought for Athens. The total number of 5th-century publicly funded funerary 

                                                      

466 For Athens’ relationship with Byzantion, Abydos, and Lampsakos, see 4.2.10-12. 
467 Walbank 1975, no. 40. 
468 See 1.1.4; Carawan 2008. 
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monuments for foreign residents that are preserved is six (3.5.1-5; 4.5.1).469 Of these, two 

were set up for proxenoi from poleis that were tribute-paying members of the Delian 

League.470 Two were set up for men who aided Athens directly in military campaigns.471 

Another died on a diplomatic mission to Athens to negotiate a treaty.472 Foreign 

residents buried and granted a tombstone at public expense seem to have been placed 

on the fringes of the margins of the demosion sema, the boundaries of which are poorly 

understood (Figs. 120-1). The state likely purchased plots as close as possible to the 

Academy Road without abutting it. 

5.2 Burial Plots of Foreign Residents in Athenian Cemeteries 

When two or more 5th-century tombstones of citizens of the same foreign polis 

have been found in Athens, they are typically found in close proximity to one another. 

Such cases are attested in the West, East, and Piraeus Cemeteries. While the details of 

excavation reports sometimes make it impossible to know just how close to one another 

                                                      

469 Only could include the monument of the Kerkyraian embassies, though the stele in situ in the 

Kerameikos Archaeological Park likely dates to ca. 375 BCE, though Knigge argues that a 5th-century 

predecessor existed (Knigge 1991, 99-100, no. 11). 
470 Pythagoras of Selymbria (3.5.1) and Polykles of Akanthos (3.5.2). Both Selymbria and Akanthos were 

tribute-paying members of the Delian League. 
471 Pythion of Megara provided aid to an Athenian army (3.5.4), while Mannes, a Phrygian slave, died in 

battle fighting for Athens (4.5.1). It is possible that his owner set up the tombstone in his plot and that the 

monument was not public. 
472 Silenos of Rhegion (3.5.5). 
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tombstones were found, it is still possible in some cases to suggest that they belonged to 

a plot which catered to an immigrant community from the same polis.  

Groupings of fellow-citizens living in Athens likely resulted from the fact that 

only privileged metics with the right to own property could procure a burial plot in 

Athenian cemeteries, which functioned as real estate markets starting as early as the late 

6th century BCE. In this way, the city’s cemeteries, like all other private property in 

Athens, were restricted to privileged metics with enktesis. This privilege was most 

commonly given to proxenoi, which may explain why only citizens from Athenian Delian 

League members or allied poleis—the places from which proxenoi were most common—

were commemorated with permanent grave markers in the second half of the 5th 

century. At the same time, foreign residents were given publicly funded funerary 

monuments and burials on the borders of the demosion sema, all of whom were 

proxenies, ambassadors, or military allies of Athens. 

 The earliest archaeologically visible burial group of an immigrant community in 

Athens is that of the Samians from the last quarter of the 6th century BCE (Figs. 35 and 

162). The kouroi of Leonax and Aischros would have stood next to one another on 

stepped bases in the vicinity of the pillar base of Tyr- the Carian (2.2.2). It is unclear 

whether the base of Nelonides the son of Nelon (2.4.1) with the two other relief bases 

would have been displayed alongside the other foreign residents of Samos, but the 
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similarity of base type with Tyr- the Carian (2.2.2) may suggest that it was. In all 

likelihood the tombstone of Lampito (2.3.1), which was a wide-format stele, and the 

narrow stele of Antistasis (2.2.5) both stood along the road, perhaps in the plot of the 

Samians, but this remains speculative. 

 In the Classical period, plots of foreign resident communities where multiple 

tombstones from the plot survive in the archaeological record appear in all three major 

cemeteries. In the West Cemetery, plots used by residents from Torone and Lampsakos 

were located within the Agia Triada Cemetery (Fig. 163). Three tombstones for men 

from Torone were recovered from Agia Triada in the early years of excavation and 

should date to the period between 450 and 420 BCE (3.2.8-9, 12). The tombstones of 

Nautes (3.2.8) and Hermoteles (3.2.12) were both fashioned from repurposed marble 

rooftiles but were decorated with added paint. The burials of Nautes and Mikkos were 

each marked with a painted tombstone decorated with the motif of a ribbon tied below 

the inscription. Conze noted the remnants of blue paint on the stele of Hermoteles as 

well, so all three should have be visually complementary.473  

 Also in the Agia Triada cemetery is a plot for citizens of Lampsakos, which is  

where the tombstones of Alexileos (3.2.14) and Aristippos from Lampsakos (4.2.12) 

                                                      

473 Conze 1906, 1328b 
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would have been displayed (Fig. 163). Their tombstones and the plot should date to the 

period between 440 and 405 BCE. While the shapes of the two stelai differ, their 

iconography and overall impression are similar. A palmette anthemion in added paint 

top both stelai, though that of Aristippos has a cyma and taenia painted with red and 

white bands. Both stelai have the tied ribbon motif in added paint below their 

inscriptions, a trait they shared with the tombstones of Nautes and Mikkos that were set 

up in a nearby plot. 

 Outside the Kerameikos Archaeological Park, a stretch of land along the Sacred 

Way served as a burial ground for men and women from Boeotia (Figs. 144-5).  While 

Hondius, Jeffery, and Ginestí Rosell argued that many of the men and women 

commemorated with tombstones in this area were Plataian refugees granted Athenian 

citizenship, some of the dead may actually have come from elsewhere in Boeotia.474 

Many of the earlier tombstones recovered from this area are roughly shaped stone slabs 

(cf. 4.2.4, 6, 9, 9), but they are eventually joined by the stelai of Lysixene and Pataikos, 

both of which have carved elements—Lysixene’s has a cyma and Pataikos’ includes a 

carved palmette and akanthos anthemion—and both would have had added painted 

decoration, at least on the architectural elements. The Boeotian cemetery may have 

                                                      

474 Hondius 1925; Ginestí Rosell 2012, 173; IG I3 p. 857 (Jeffery). I argue that Timollo (3.4.8) is more likely 

from Thebes, while Dorkion and Kallis (4.2.2) and Konto (4.2.5) may be from Tanagra 
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started as a group of plots owned by or perhaps granted to Athenian-citizen Plataians, 

but it eventually included Boeotians from several poleis. This desire among Boeotians to 

bury close to one another was likely linked to a strong Boeotian identity in the final third 

of the 5th century. 

 In the East Cemetery, at least two plots spanning multiple generations of burials 

have been found (Figs. 157-8). Excavated by Schliemann in 1888, the plot of the Paleans 

has the longest period of use of those discussed in the dissertation and may have been 

continuously used by resident Paleans from 475-390 BCE. Nearby in the city block to the 

north of Syntagma Square, a plot for Andrians was excavated in 1872. The tombstones of 

Aristokrates (3.2.10) and Archias (4.3.1) were there displayed together, and the plot 

dates roughly 440-400 BCE. Over time, in both the burial clusters of the Paleans and of 

the Andrians, more elaborate forms of funerary commemoration were added to plots 

that had previously been marked with simple horos-type stelai. Finally, in the Piraeus, 

only two plots with multiple tombstones can be identified on present evidence with any 

certainty: one for Samians and another for Megarians (Fig. 159, nos. 5, 6 and 14). In the 

Samian plot, the Bildfeldstele of Tito (Table 5, no.5, Fig. 159) was displayed with the stele 

of Arimnestos (Table 5, no. 10). In the Megarian plot, a painted pillar stele of 

Apollodoros of Megara and Diokleda (Table 5, no. 5, Fig. 159) likely stood near the 

Bildfeldstele of Menekles (Table 5, no. 10, Fig. 159). 
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5.3 The Regionality of Immigrant Communities across Athenian 
Cemeteries 

The occurence in the same area of multiples tombstones of fellow-citizens of 

foreign poleis is consistent from the last quarter of the 6th century to the beginning of the 

4th century BCE. While this evidence is useful for understanding the ways in which 

immigrant communities expressed themselves within cemeteries at the level of the plot, 

broader patterns across cemeteries show that immigrant communities corresponding to 

larger regions of the Mediterranean were also buried together. In the period before the 

Peloponnesian War, immigrants from broad regions within the Aegean buried together 

in Athens’ cemeteries (Fig. 110). In the East Cemetery, Sko[.]eas the Messenian was 

surrounded by burials of foreign residents from the North Aegean (Fig. 110, Green).475 

Citizens of Stagiros and Torone from Chalkidike may have felt ties through cultural 

similarities as well as having a shared Thracian ethnos. In the East Cemetery, the 

evidence is less robust, but those burying in the cemetery were citizens of the island 

poleis of Paleis, Andros, and Chios. In Piraeus and Sikelia Hill to the south of the city, 

individuals from the Ionian Coast, Caria, and Lycia are attested. 

During the Peloponnesian and Corinthian War, cemeteries became more diverse, 

but some general patterns from the decades prior to the war tend to persist (Fig. 161). 

                                                      

475 Stagiros and Torone appear in the Thracian district of the ATL, while Lampsakos appears in the 

Hellespontine district. 
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The West Cemetery continued to cater to residents from central Greece (Thebes) and the 

North Aegean (Abydos, Lampsakos, and Byzantion), though Syracuse was a new 

addition. Communities from islands in the Aegean (Andros, Thasos, Imbros), as well as 

Paleis in the Ionian Islands, had plots in the East Cemetery. Piraeus Cemetery continued 

to be used by immigrant communities from coastal Anatolia from the Levant to the 

Black Sea, including Cyprus. Residents from central and northern Greece were also 

represented in Piraeus’ cemeteries by the beginning of the 4th century. 

5.4 Tombstone Preferences in Classical Cemeteries 

 When foreign residents began marking their plots with tombstones in greater 

numbers in the third quarter of the 5th century, the immigrant communities burying in 

each of the urban cemeteries developed specific preferences for certain types of 

tombstones, which affected the appearance and perception of each cemetery. The 

emergence of tombstone preferences within each cemetery could be due to their 

disparate demographics as outlined in the previous section or to wealth disparity 

between groups burying in each cemetery.476  

                                                      

476 I argued that the various cemeteries of Athens catered to different socio-economic groups based on the 

distribution of different tombstone types across the various cemeteries (Shea 2016). 
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 In the Archaic period, the preferred monument types for Ionian immigrants were 

the seated figure and the kouros, also commonly used by citizens.477 Knigge has 

suggested that the proportions and style of the fragments of the only preserved kouros 

show Ionian influences.478 The tombstones of foreign resident women also chose Ionian 

forms of commemoration in the non-canonical stele of the wide format used to 

commemorate Lampito (2.3.1) and Oinanthe (2.4.2) (Fig. 30). 

 In the decades prior to the Peloponnesian War, foreign residents utilized 

individualized forms of commemoration particular to each cemetery. In the West 

Cemetery, foreign residents, especially those from the North Aegean adopted the 

painted stele as the preferred tombstone type (3.2.8-9, 12, 14; 3.4.12). In the West 

Cemetery, tombtsones of the horos-type are most prevalent (3.2.4, 10, 11). The immigrant 

community burying in the Piraeus preferred to use tombstones with cymas (3.2.6-7, 15; 

3.4.1). The relief depicting a seated female from Piraeus (3.4.3) recalled the tombstone of 

Oinanthe (Fig. 30) which may have also stood along the road to Phaleron and signaled 

what was to become an iconographic staple with the tombstone of Tito from Piraeus 

(Table 5, no. 5). 

                                                      

477 14 of the 84 inscribed fragments and bases in the database for this chapter support kouroi, though many 

of the bases identified as step bases by Kissas (2000) cannot be identified as supporting a specific type of 

monument, so the number is likely much higher. 
478 Knigge 1969, 76. 
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 Cemetery preferences changed after 430. Horos-type stelai were only used in the 

West and East Cemeteries—none have been found in Piraeus. Tombstones with 

anthemia are used across all of the cemeteries, but their finials assume different shapes 

in each. In the West Cemetery, the two tombstones with anthemia come nearly to a 

point, while in the East Cemetery pedimential anthemia were more common. In contrast 

to the other two cemeteries, tombstones with anthemia in Piraeus have semi-circular or 

pointed finials.  

5.5 The Tombstones of Foreign Residents and Context 

The study of Attic funerary sculpture has a very long history in the scholarship 

on Greek art. This is surely due in part to the fact that tomb art represents one of the 

largest genres of visual evidence for understanding Greek social history: these 

monuments show how families and communities saw themselves, and perhaps more to 

the point, how they wished to be seen and remembered by others.  Through this 

funerary art, we can trace the representation of individual identities, the iconography of 

familial or ethnic ties, and the visualization of collective civic norms across many 

centuries. While much work has been done on the representation of Athenian citizens in 

tomb art and how this imagery reflects or responds to social changes, much less 

attention has been paid to the tombstones of foreigners who died and were buried in 

Athens. And no previous study has used the find locations of tombstones as a crucial 
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axis of analysis. By combining these two sets of data – tombstones commemorating 

foreigners and the locations at which they were found – this dissertation has put names 

and faces to the otherwise anonymous burials in the cemeteries of Athens. By looking at 

the cemeteries on a more granular level than has before been attemped—tombstone by 

tombstone—I have tried to create a picture, though perhaps only a palimpsest, of the 

urban cemeteries of Athens. My goal was not to rewrite the history of Athenian funerary 

sculpture. Rather, I have tried to tell a small but important part of the story of the lives 

of immigrants who lived alongside and who were sometimes at odds with the citizen 

body of Athens through the tombstones that commemorated them after their death.  

 

  

   

 

   

  

 

 

 



 

209 

 

Appendices 

All Appendices are arranged in rough chronological order, based on the dates 

given in Inscriptiones Graecae. Maintaining a strict chronological order is not always 

possible given the fact that most of the monuments have a wide range of possible dates. 

All of the translations provided are my own.  

Appendix 2.2 Tombstones of Foreign Residents with Ethnika 
(Before 480 BCE) 

2.2.1 Alexos from Delos (540-500 BCE) (Fig. 6) 

Athens, Kerameikos I 426 

Measurements: Base: H: 0.266; W: 0.76; Th: 0.585479; Letter H: 0.027-0.029480 

Form: Stele base made of Hymettian marble (Kissas, Peek), which preserved part of the 

stele (W: 0.50; Th: 0.16) in a close-grained white marble (Jeffery). 

Alphabet: Attic 

Material: Base: Hymettian marble (Kissas, Peek); Stele: Close-grained white marble 

(Jeffery) 

Inscription:   

[μν]ℎ̣ε͂μα ∶ Ἀλέχσο ∶ εἰμὶ ∶ το͂ Δελίο (IG I³ 1349)481 

                                                      

479 Measurements of the base and monument for all entries are taken from Kissas 2000. 
480 Measurements of the letters for all entries come from IG I3. 
481 Ginestí Rosell 2012, 234-6 gives an overview of the restorations of the first word of the inscription. Ginestí 

Rosell 2012: [σ]ḥε͂μα; IG: [μν]ḥε͂μα; AGA2 (Guarducci): σ̣ε͂μα; Jeffery 1962: μ]τ̣εμα 
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I am the mnema of Alexos the Delian (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 234-6, no. 228. Delos 1, Figs. 134-6 (ca. 530 BCE); 

Kissas 2000, 60-61, A 26 (550-525 BCE); D’Onofrio 1998, 114, ALEXOS (ca. 530 BCE); IG I³ 

1349 (540-530 BCE); Jeffery 1962, 119, no. 6, Pl. 33b (540-530 BCE); AGA2, 171-2, no. 79, 

Fig. 216  (Guarducci)), Fig. 216 (510-500 BCE); Peek, Kerameikos III, 41, no. 31 (ca. 500 

BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

As to the findspot, Peek is frustratingly vague; he merely says that the base was 

found in 1935 “in der Ufermauer des Eridanos.”482 This could place it in the vicinity of 

the Sacred Gate or closer to Grabhügel G. There is no indication where along the canal of 

the Eridanos River the base and stele fragment were found.  

 

Description and Context:  

 The base of Alexos of Delos preserves the a portion of the stele in its socle. The 

stele would have likely been supported by a stepped base and was probably sited in 

                                                      

482 Peek, Kerameikos III, 41, no. 31. 
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front of a burial mound within the Kerameikos. One possible location could be in front 

of the South Hill, whose two original burials are dated ca. 540 and could be 

contemporaneous with the stele of Alexos. 

 

Historical Context: 

Alexos, a citizen of the polis of Delos which shared the island with the important 

sanctuary of Apollo, Artemis, and Leto, is probably the first tombstone for a foreign 

resident whose tombstone preserves his ethnikon. Alexos resided in Athens at a time 

when the ties between Athens and the island sanctuary were particular strong. The 

purification of Delos after the battle of Pallene under Peisistratos is thought to signal 

Athenian control of the island sanctuary in the second half of the 6th century. If Athens 

maintained diplomatic ties with the citizens of the small polis of Delos, it is possible that 

Delians residing in Athens, like Alexos, were allowed to erect monuments in urban 

cemeteries, given the importance of the sanctuary of Apollo at Delos at the time.  

2.2.2 Tyr- son of Skylax, the Carian (525-500 BCE) (Figs. 7-10) 

Athens, Kerameikos I 190 

Measurements: Base: H: 0.224; W: 0.46-0.555; Th: 0.694; Letter H: ll. 1-3: 0.035; l. 4 

(signature): slightly taller 
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Form: Fragments of a capping block fo a type A 1(Dinsmoor 1923, Type 2b) pillar base 

for a kouros 

Alphabet: Attic, somewhat stoichedon 

Inscription: 

σε͂μα μα τόδε· Τυρ̣[ 

Καρός τ  Σκύλ[ακος] 

śjas: san tur 

[Ἀ]ριστοκλ ς ἐπ[οί ] (adapted from Adiego 2007, 164 no. G1) 

 

This is the sema· of Tyr- 

the Carian, son of Skylax 

This is the sema of Tyr- (in Carian language and letterforms)483 

Aristokles made (it).  

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 271-3, no. 314 Caria 1 (525-520 BCE); Adiego 2007, 164, 

288, no. G 1 (525-520 BCE); Kissas 2000, 70-1, no. A 41 (beginning of the 4th quarter of 6th 

c. BCE); Bäbler 1998, 84-86, 216, no. 14, Taf. 4 (shortly after 500 BCE); D’Onofrio 1998, 

114 (525-520 BCE); Viviers 1992, 116-24, no. 1 (525-500 BCE); IG I³ 1344 (Jeffery) (525-500 

                                                      

483 According to Adiego, the Carian śjas is equivalent to the Greek σῆμα, while san should correspond to the 

Greek demonstrative pronoun τόδε (2007, 288). 
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BCE); Jacob-Felsch 1969, 40, no. 5.2a (525-500 BCE); Willemsen, AthMitt 78, 1963, 125-

129, no. 6, Beil. 63.1-2, 64.1 (ca. 520 BCE); Jeffery 1962, 126-7, no. 18 (ca. 525 BCE); 

Karouzos 1961, 69, no. A 22; Threpsiades, Prakt 1953 [1956], 65-68, no. 1, Tab. 64, Fig. 3 

(end of the 6th c. BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

The base was discovered in the excavations of Threpsiades in 1953 within the fill behind 

tower β (Fig. 10).484 In the same fill was discovered a torso fragment and two leg 

fragments of kouroi, the fragment of the so-called boxer-stele, and the base of Aischros 

the Samian. 

 

Description and Context: 

  This capping block preserves the mortise which would have joined the tenon of a 

squared pillar, roughly 1 m in height, as comparable monuments have been restored 

(Fig. 26).485 From a raised position, the inscription was much easier to read. The 

inscription preserves partially two lines of Greek, a line written in the Carian language 

                                                      

484 Threpsiades, Prakt. 1953 [1956], 61-71. 
485 One example of a pillar base from the Acropolis (Acropolis Museum 6503, 510-500 BCE) is 2.5 m high 

(DAA 290; Raubitschek 1939/1940, 20-22, no. III). Dinsmoor restores the pillar on which the base of 

Nelonides would have rested to approximately 1 m in height (1923, 23, no. III). 
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and letterforms, and an artist’s signature. Two painted guidelines are preserved, one 

beneath the first line and one beneath the second. The height of the letters on the first 

three lines is roughly the same (.035), but the partially preserved signature of the 

sculptor Aristokles is slightly larger.486  

 The Greek letterforms are identified by Jeffery as Attic, and she attributes the 

entire inscription, including the line in Carian, to her Mason C.487 Viviers argues for 

coherence in the carving across the epigram, but notices subtle differences in the 

letterforms, especially the epsilons, between the epigram and the signature, not to 

mention the difference in size between the letters, which may indicate two different 

hands.488 In Viviers’ opinion, this may indicate that this is an autograph by Aristokles. 

 

Historical Context: 

 Since the discovery of the base in 1953, some scholars have been quick to restore 

the first line of the inscription in order to identify the deceased as Tymnes.489 The 

                                                      

486 The signature of Philergos is significantly larger than the rest of the inscription on the base of Leonax 

from Samos.  This may indicate a preference among foreigners to highlight the fact that they were able to 

commission work from a prominent sculptor. 
487 IG I³ 1344 (Jeffery); Jeffery 1962, 126-7, no. 18. 
488 Viviers 1992, 119-20. 
489 The name has been restored in various ways: Bäbler 1998: Τυμ̣[νεο]; Willemsen 1963: Τυμ̣[νεο;̄ Jeffery 1962: 

Τυμ̣[νου?]; Threpsiades 1953 [1956] after SEG 13.36: Τύμ[νεο]. 
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restoration is based on references to Histaios the son of Tymnes, ruler of Termera, a 

Carian polis which later became a member of the Delian league.490 Histaios was removed 

from power in 499, and is attested again in 480 as a prominent member of the Persian 

fleet.491 As Jeffery noted, “if our Carian’s name was Tymnes son of Skylax, he could be 

Histaios’ father, since his base may be dated on its letter-forms as c. 525 or little later.”492 

Now that the Carian inscription is better understood, the name should be read Τυρ- to 

correspond to the partially preserved name of the bilingual Carian inscription in line 3, 

which is why Adiego and Ginestí Rosell restore the name Tyr- rather than Tymnes, 

though their dating still reflects Jeffery’s date which is based on comparison to the 

letterforms of the Kroisos base, as well as the incorrect attribution of the base to the 

historical Tymnes. No new parallels for the letterforms have been offered since Jeffery’s. 

The real anchoring point of the date was the attribution of the base to Tymnes the father 

of Histaios, but this attribution is no longer tenable. Most of the dedications on Type A 

pillar bases from the Acropolis were dated by Raubitschek to the last decade of the 6th 

                                                      

490 Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 1134-5, no. 937 (Flensted-Jensen). Termera appears on the tribute lists from 

454/3 (IG I3 271.ΙΙ.77) to 415/4 (IG I3 290.I.22) a total of 12 times. 
491 Hdt. 5.37; 7.98; Jeffery 1962, 126, no. 18. 
492 Jeffery 1962, 126, no. 18. 
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century BCE, and perhaps this base should date to the final decade of the 6th century as 

well.493  

2.2.3 Anaxilas of Naxos in the Dipylon Gate (525-500 BCE) (Figs. 11-
12) 

Athens, Kerameikos I 388 

Measurements: Base: H: 0.30; W: 0.923; Th: 0.903; Letter H: 0.02-0.033 

Form: Middle element of a three-step base 

Material: Island marble (Kissas) 

Alphabet: Transitional, with Attic and Ionic elements, stoichedon 

Inscription: 

δακρυόεν πολυπενθὲς Ἀναχσίλα ἐδ’ ὀλοφ- 

υδνὸν / λάϊνον ἕστεκα μνε͂μα καταφθι{με}- 

μένο ∶ / Ναχσίο ὃν τίεσκον Ἀθεναῖοι μετάοικον / ἔχ- 

σοχα σοφροσύνες ἕνεκεν ἐδ’ ἀρετε͂ς ∶ / το͂ι μ’ ἐπὶ Τιμ- 

όμαχος γεραρὸν κτέρας οἷα θανόντι / θε͂κεν Ἀ- 

ρίστονος παιδὶ χαριζόμενος (IG I3 1357) 

 

Tearful, mournful, and lamenting, 

                                                      

493 Raubitschek’s Type A pillar base group, and their various subgroups, are dated by him from the end of 

the 6th to the beginning of the fifth century. In his first group under Type A, most belong to the last decade 

of the 6th century (DAA, 211-3).. 
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I stand as a stone marker for Anaxilas who has passed ∶ 

A Naxian, whom the Athenians were honoring (as a) metic / 

outstanding in his sophrosyne and arete ∶ / for whom Timomachos 

erected me as a majestic possession in order to please 

Ariston’s son, who has died. (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Blok 2017, 268 n. 77; Ginestí Rosell 2013, 294-7; Ginestí Rosell 2012, 237-40, 

no. 231 Naxos 1, Figs. 137-40 (510-500 BCE); Wijma 2010, 6; Kissas 2000, 62-3, no. A 29 

(525-500 BCE); D’Onofrio 1998, 114 (510-500 BCE); IG I3 1357 (510-500 BCE); Baba 1984 

(ca. 506 BCE); CEG 58; Whitehead 1977, 64 n. 44, 168 n. 24; Kontoleon 1970, 61; Jacob-

Felsch 1969, 28-9, n. 89, no. 6 (550-500 BCE); Gruben AA 1964, 398, no. 4; Willemsen 1963, 

141-5, no. 11, Beil. 72, 2; 73, 3 (524-510 BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

In the foundations of the interior of the inner western Hellenistic tower of the 

Dipylon Gate, several bases of Archaic funerary monuments, including that of Anaxilas, 

were discovered when the tower was excavated in 1962 (Fig. 12).494 

 

                                                      

494 Gruben 1964, 398, no. 4. 
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Description and Context: 

The base of Anaxilas is made of island marble, which places it in a small group of 

funerary bases made of imported marble.495 The block has been thought to be part of a 

stepped base, though it is unclear which type of monument it would have received. 

Willemsen and Kissas suggest that the base supported a seated figure, especially since 

there is nothing in the epigram that would suggest that the honorand died young, 

prompting the use of a kouros. One would also expect the top of the block to be 

rectangular if the monument it received were a kouros. While I understand why 

Willemsen and Kissas think the base supported a seated figure, I think that this block is 

the middle block of a three-step krepidoma for a stele. Its dimensions are nearly square, 

with the width of the base (.923) only two centimeters wider than its depth (.903). This 

corresponds well with stepped bases for stelai from the early Classical period, namely 

the base of Pythagoras the proxenos of Selymbria (3.5.1). Though the overall dimensions 

are bigger, the middle step of the krepidoma measures 1.415 in width and 1.417 in 

depth, almost a perfect square.496 The smaller scale of the Anaxilas stele may be due in 

part to the fact that it is made of imported island marble, which may be indicative that 

                                                      

495 9 of the inscribed Archaic tombstones in my GIS database are made of island marble. The only other 

immigrant is 2.4.3 Aineos the doctor. 
496 Walbank 1978, 80. 
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the whole krepidoma was made of imported marble, so the dimensions were scaled 

back slightly for cost and ease of transportation. 

 

Historical Context: 

 Anaxilas was an important foreign resident in Athens at the time of his death. He 

was allowed to receive burial in the area of the Classical Kerameikos. The placement of 

his base was built into one of the towers of the Dipylon Gate shows that he was most 

likely buried along the Academy Road, and possibly received burial at public expense. 

Peisistratos installed the Naxian tyrant Lygdamis, who ruled the island polis from 540-24 

BCE.497 Lygdamis’ tyranny was overthrown and replaced by an oligarchy, perhaps with 

the aid of the Spartans, which in turn was overthrown by the demos around 500 BCE.498 

The oligarchs fled to Miletos where they helped institigate the Ionian Revolt against the 

Persians in 494 BCE.499 

 If we take the predominant view that Anaxilas died and was commemorated 

during the early years of the democracy shortly after 508 BCE, then it is possible that he 

immigrated to Athens sometime after the oligarchic revolt which removed Lygdamis, or 

                                                      

497 Hdt. 1.61.3-4, 64.1-2; Ath. Pol. 15.2-3. 
498 Hdt. 5.30.1; Plut. Mor. 859D. 
499 Hdt. 5.30. 
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perhaps during the democratic coup which removed the oligarchs, of whom he may 

have been a member. 

2.2.4 Leonax son of Heragores of Samos (510-500 BCE) (Figs. 13-16) 

Athens, Ephorate of Athens M 662 

Measurements: Base H: 0.305; W: 0.945; Preserved Th: 0.518; Restored Th: 1.04; Letter H: 

A I 0.025-0.03; A II 0.050-0.055 

Form: Block which preserves half of a tier of a step base, perhaps for a seated figure 

(Viviers 1992), but more likely a kouros (Knigge 1969). 

Material: Pentelic (Kissas 2000, 61-2, A 28) 

Alphabet: A I Ionic (Samian); A II Mixed Ionic (rho, eta) and Attic (gamma, lambda) 

Inscription: 

A I  ἐς Σαμίοις γενναῖος ἀνὴρ ὑπὸ σήματι τῶιδε 

Λεάναξ Ἡραγορέω κεῖται ἀπο πρὸ φίλων  

A II  Φίλεργος ἐποίησεν  

B  [σῆμα(?) τόδε(?) Λεάν]α̣κτος (IG I³ 1365) 

 

A I  A man high-born among the Samians lies under this sema 

away from loved ones, Leonax son of Heragores 

A II  Philergos made it 



 

221 

 

B  [The sema of] Leonax (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Hurwit 2015, 127-8, Fig. 77; Ginestí Rosell 2012, 254, no 271 Samos 2 

(510-500 BCE); Viviers 2006, 146; Kissas 2000, 61-2, no. A 28 (ca. 525-500 BCE); 

D’Onofrio 1998, 114 (ca. 510 BCE); Viviers 1992, 103-114 (525-500 BCE); CEG I 52; 

IG I3 1365 (ca. 510 BCE); Knigge 1969, 75-86. 

 

Find Context:  

The base was recovered by then 3rd Ephorate at Athens in 1964 in an excavation 

at Erysichthonos Street 18, north of the Piraic Gate.500  

 

Description and Context: 

 The block forms part of a step base for a monument with impressively large 

dimensions (0.945 x 1.04). The tier to which this block would have belonged is thought 

to have supported a seated figure because the dimensions for the next tier are larger 

than the bases of kouroi from this period.501 As for the inscription, Hurwit posits that 

Philergos may have carved all three lines of the inscription himself.502 

 

                                                      

500 Knigge 1969, 79-86. 
501 For attribution of monument to seated figure, see Viviers 1992, 106-7; Hurwit adopts the attribution (2015, 

127). 
502 Hurwit 2015, 128. 
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Historical Context: 

The epigram highlights the isolated position that Leonax held in his two 

communities—that of the Samians, which he left behind along with his loved ones, and 

that of Athens. His exceptionalism among the Samians is highlighted, though his 

sophrosyne or arete, qualities typically praised in Attic epigrams of the elite under the 

Peisistratid tyranny, are not mentioned.503 Instead, Leanax is described as high-born, 

noble (γενναῖος) among the Samians. His status among the Athenians is more in 

question. Leanax lies under his sema away from his loved ones (ἀπο πρὸ φίλων). It is 

possible that he fled Samos due to political instability during the last quarter of the 6th 

century and that he sought refuge among the sympathetic elite families in Athens. 

2.2.5 Aischros son of Zoiilos of Samos (520-490 BCE) (Figs. 17-18) 

Athens, Kerameikos I 189 

Measurements: Base H: 0.32; W: 0.66; Th: 0.66; Letter H: 0.025-0.03 

Form: Squared base, with inset for a marble plinth sealed in place with lead, which 

preserves the remains of the feet of a kouros 

Material: Hymettian 

Alphabet: Ionic (Samian), stoichedon 

                                                      

503 Wallace 1970a, 100. 
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Inscription: 

Αἴσχρο ⋮ το͂ Ζωιίλο 

Σαμίο. 

 

Of Aischros son of Zoilos 

Samian. 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 253-4, no 270 Samos 1 (520-490 BCE); Kissas 2000, 

61, no. A 27 (ca. 520 BCE); D’Onofrio 1998, 114 (520-490 BCE); Viviers 1992, 106-

113; Jeffery, LSAGJeffery, LSAG22, 330, 342, tab. 63.16 (490-480 BCE); IG I3 1366 

(Jeffery) (520-490 BCE?); Richter 1970, 137, no. 161; Jacob-Felsch 1969, 123, no. 23 

(late 6th c. BCE); Knigge 1969, 85-6 (520-510 BCE); Willemsen 1963, 123-5, no. 5, 

Beil. 69 (ca. 520 BCE); Jeffery 1962, 126, n. 6 (first years of 5th c. BCE); Karouzos 

1961, 70, no. A 27; Threpsiades 1953 [1956], 71 (5th c. BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

The base was discovered in the excavations of Threpsiades in 1953 within the fill 

behind tower β at the Piraic Gate (Fig. 10).504 In the same fill was discovered a torso 

                                                      

504 Threpsiades, Prakt. 1953 [1956], 61-71. 
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fragment and two leg fragments of kouroi, the fragment of the so-called boxer-stele, and 

the base of Tyr- the Carian. 

 

Description and Context: 

In this case, we are fortunate to have the imprints of the feet of the kouros 

preserved on the plinth still sealed with lead inside the top block of the stepped base, so 

we can be sure of the form of the monument. Knigge suggests that the kouros that 

would have been set on this base was made by the artist Philergos or his workshop 

based on comparisons of the letterforms to those on the base of Leonax which is signed 

by Philergos (2.2.4). Ginestí Rosell, Viviers, and Knigge argue that the inscription on 

Aischros’s base was carved by the same person as that of the Leonax based on 

similarities of letter-forms (alphas, mus, sigmas, and omegas) and a similar use of 

spacing.505 The letterforms are typical of those used on Samos.506 

Some scholars have wanted to associate the kouros fragments recovered from the 

same fill in the Themistoklean Wall in tower β of the Piraic Gate with the base of 

Aischros (Fig. 19).507 Knigge ascribes the kouros fragments to a Ionian or Samian 

                                                      

505 Ginestí Rosell 2012, 254; Viviers 1992, 112; Knigge 1969, 84-5. 
506 Ginestí Rosell 2012, 254. 
507 Ohly 1962, 96; Willemsen 1963, 124. 
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workshop and prefers to see the fragments as part of the kouros of Neilonides son of 

Nelon.508  The kouros could fit the base of Aischros, but there are no joins between the 

kouros fragments and the base. 

 

Historical Context: 

 It is possible that Aischros fled Samos due to political instability in Samos during 

the last quarter of the 6th century and that he sought refuge among the sympathetic elite 

families in Athens.  

 

2.2.6 Antistasis of Samos (500-480 BCE) (Fig. 20) 

Athens, EM 10637 

Measurements: Base: H: 0.21; W: 0.76; Th: 0.615509; Letter H: 0.02-0.03 

Form: Middle element of a step base 

Alphabet: Transitional, with Attic and Ionic elements, stoichedon 

Inscription: 

Ἀν̣τιστάσιος  

[Σ]αμίο. (IG I3 1368) 

                                                      

508 Knigge 1969, 78.  
509 Measurements for this base taken from Ginestí Rosell 2012, 255, no. 273 Samos 4. 
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Of Antistasis 

the Samian 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 255-6, no. 273 Samos 4, Fig. 161 (500-480 BCE); 

D’Onofrio 1998, 114 (500-480 BCE); IG I3 1368 (Before 480 BCE); Karouzos 1961, 72, no. B 

7; IG I2 1005 (479-431 BCE); Köhler 1885, 379 (479-431 BCE); ArchEph 8 1852, 667-8, no. 

1109 (Pittakis) 

 

Find Context:  

Pittakis says that he discovered the base during his survey of the north slope of 

the Acropolis in 1831.510 A possible area is that of the fountain on the north slope, where 

he was excavating in 1822. 

 

Description and Context: 

The step base element of the tombstone of Antistasis was dated to the 5th century 

BCE in earlier scholarship, largely because it has elements of Ionian and Attic 

letterforms and was incorporated into a narrative in which the Attic script slowly 

                                                      

510 ArchEph 1852, 667-8, no. 1109 (Pittakis) 
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transitioned to the Ionic script because of outside Ionian influence.511 Because the base 

was found on the North Slope of the Acropolis rather than built into the Themistoklean 

wall, it does not have a securely dated terminus ante quem like many of the other bases in 

this group.  The base’s closest parallel for its layout and form is the base of Aischros the 

Samian. The letterforms are similarly sized: those on the base of Aischros are 0.025-0.03 

cm while those on the base of Antistasis are 0.02-0.03. Both bases also put the name in 

the genitive in the first line, and the ethnikon on the second line, though the Aischros’ 

patronymic is included. I think that it is plausible that the base of Antistasis originally 

stood on the same road which eventually went through the Piraic gate, and that it 

should be considered part of the group of tombstones which includes other men from 

Samos and Caria. 

 

Historical Context: 

 It is possible that Aischros fled Samos due to political instability in Samos during 

the last quarter of the 6th century and that he sought refuge among the sympathetic elite 

families in Athens. See section 2.5.2.1. 

  

                                                      

511 Matthaiou (2009, 201-12) has argued more recently that the adoption of the Ionic script started in the 

demes and eventually spread to the city, which may be a reflection of the changing Attic dialect. The 

Athenian state officially adopted the Ionic alphabet in 403/2 BCE. 
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Appendix 2.3 Tombstones of Foreign Residents without Ethnika 
(Before 480 BCE) 

2.3.1 Lampito (525-500 BCE) (Figs. 21-3) 

Athens, EM 10643 

Measurements: Base: Preserved H: 0.15; W: 0.765; Th: 0.295; Cutting: 0.55 x 0.125 x 0.02; 

Letter H: 0.02-0.25  

Form: Base of non-canonical stele of wide format (Ridgway) 

Material: Hymettian marble 

Alphabet: Attic 

Inscription: 

 ἐ̣[νθά]δε Φ̣ι—̣ —c.10— —ος κατέ̣θε-  

κε θανο͂σαν ⋮ / Λ[αμπι]τὸ αἰδοίεν γε͂ς ἀπ-  

ὸ πατροΐες. ⋮ / Ἔνδοιος ἐποίεσεν (IG I3 1380) 

 

Here… he buried her 

when she died ⋮ / Lampito, a woman seeking protection 

away from her fatherland ⋮ / Endoios made it (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 276-8, no. 327 (ca. 525 BCE); Kissas 2000, 66, no. A 36 

(525-500 BCE); D’Onofrio 1998, 114 (ca. 525 BCE); IG I3 1380 (ca. 500 BCE?); LSAG 78, no. 

40 (525-500 BCE); Viviers 1992, 84-90, no. 3, Figs. 8-10 (ca. 525 BCE); CEG 66 (ca. 500 
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BCE?); Ridgway 1977, 166; Wallace 1970b, 101; Jeffery 1962, 130, no. 24, Pl. 36e (510-500 

BCE); Karouzos 1961, Kat. II C 6; Raubitschek DAA 494 (520-510 BCE); Loewy, 

Sitzungsber. Ak. Wien, 217, Abh. 2, 1938, 32 n. 5 (5th century BCE?); Conze 1893, no. 33; 

Lechat, REG 6, 1893, 23 (532-508 BCE); Lechat, REG 5, 1892, 390 (532-508 BCE); Pittakis, 

ArchEph 3, 1841, 641. 

 

Find Context:  

Jeffery’s description of the findspot is the most thoroughly researched: “Found 

by Pittakys in 1830, built into a house in the district called Palaiochori, near the part 

called Calamioti, and also near a church with the name Corici (sic.). Mommsen has 

shown good grounds for belief that this church (Agia Karyke) once stood on the west 

side of Odos Rombou, south of Kolokotroni, i.e. 250 metres west of the east gate (J2, 

G3).”512 

 

Description and Context: 

                                                      

512 Jeffery 1962, 130 no. 24. 
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Given the width of the stele, Raubitschek and Ridgway both propose that the  

base supported a relief stele with a seated figure representing Lampito.513 Ridgway 

refers to this type of stele supported by Lampito’s base as non-canonical stele of the 

wide format.514 Though this particular stele would have been slightly narrower than 0.55 

m, the width of the cutting for the stele, a comparable example, though slightly wider at 

0.66 m, is currently housed in the National Museum.515 That example shows a seated 

woman wearing a chiton and himation facing another standing woman, who appears to 

be holding handing the seated woman something in her right hand. It is possible that 

Lampito’s relief stele depicted a similar scene. 

 

Historical Context: 

The tombstone of Lampito is intriguing for several reasons. First, Lampito is 

marked in her epigram as an immigrant, who died away from her fatherland (γε͂ς ἀπὸ 

πατροΐες). In this way, her epigram is similar to that of Leonax from Samos (2.2.4), 

whose epigram mentions that he died away from loved ones (ἀπο πρὸ φίλων). Scholars 

are split as to whence Lampito came. As Raubitschek noted, “the name of the deceased 

                                                      

513 Raubitschek, DAA 494. 
514 Ridgway 1977, 165-6. 
515 Athens, NM 36: Kaltsas 2002, 77 no. 122 (ca. 490 BCE). 
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and the language of the epigram are clearly Ionic, the letters of the inscription, however, 

are clearly Attic.”516 This discrepancy is difficult to reconcile since the name of the 

dedicator of the monument and his ethnikon are unfortunately not preserved. Some have 

wanted to see her as an Ionian woman of indeterminate origin.517 Others have wished to 

see her as a Samian woman.518  

 The most intriguing word in the epigram for our purposes is αἰδοίεν, which is 

used to describe Lampito in line 2. Ginestí Rosell is right to point out the Homeric 

resonance that this word brings to the poem. She argues that it used here as in the Iliad 

where it references the honor and respectability of a spouse in the formula “wives 

deserving reverence/having shame“(“αἰδοίῃς ἀλόχοισιν”).519 This use of αἰδοίεν might 

have been made more explicit in the first line of the inscription, which is no longer 

preserved. 

If the dedicator of Lampito’s monument intended αἰδοίη to be read this way, he 

would not have followed it immediately with the phrase γε͂ς ἀπὸ πατροΐες. The word 

                                                      

516 Raubitschek DAA 494. 
517 Ginestí Rosell 2012, 276-8, no. 327 (Continental Ionia 1?); Raubitschek refers to her as “an Ionian lady” 

(DAA 494). 
518 Willhelm restores the lacuna in the first line as: Φ̣ι̣[λτιάδες Σ́άμ]ιος or Πάρ]ιος (IG I2 978). Jeffery says that 

she is possibly a Samian woman (“Samia fortasse fuit”) (IG I3 1380). Wallace says that the presence in Athens 

of the palmette finial, native to Ionia, particularly Samos, makes one think of “the Samians Aischros, 

Antistasios, and perhaps Lampito who had funerary monuments in Peisistratid Athens” (1970, 101). 
519 Hom. Il. 21.460; Ginestí Rosell 2012, 277-8, n. 377. 
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αἰδοῖος is also used to describe suppliants or those needing protection.520 It is tempting 

in the context of the epigram that Lampito is a refugee or asylum seeker who fled to 

Athens from Ionia, perhaps from Samos during the instability at the end and after the 

rule of Polykrates. This flight of Lampito to Athens could be the same or similar context 

in which Leonax of Samos moved to Athens, perhaps during the years of political 

instability at the end of the 6th century BCE. 

Appendix 2.4 Tombstones of Potential Foreign Residents 
without Ethnika (Before 480 BCE) 

2.4.1 Nelonides son of Nelon (530-510 BCE) (Figs. 24-6) 

Athens, EM 12870 

Measurements: Base: H: 0.403; L.0717; B: 0.646; Letter H: 0.02-0.025521 

Form: Top block of a Pillar base of Type A 1 for a kouros 

Material: Pentelic (Jeffery, Kissas) 

Alphabet: Attic (Jeffery) 

Inscription: 

I Ἔνδοι[ο]ς κ[α]ὶ τ[ό]νδ’ ἐποίε. 

II παιδὸς Νέλονος Νε- 

λονίδο ἐστὶ τὸ σε͂μ- 

                                                      

520 LSJ, s.v. αἰδοῖος, α, ον; Cf. Od. 9.721; 7.165. 
521IG I³ 1214; Jeffery 1962, 127 no. 19. 
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α / ὃς χ’ ὑο͂ι το͂<ι> ἀ[γα]θο͂ι 

{ι} μνε͂μα ἐποίε χα- 

ρίεν (IG I³ 1214) 

 

I  Endoios also made this  

II  The sema of Nelonides 

 the son of Nelon, 

who made this elegant  

memorial for his good 

son. (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Hurwit 2015, 128, n. 61, Fig. 78 (530-520 BCE); Kosmopoulou 2002, 165-6, 

no. 8, Fig. 15 (520-10 BCE); Kissas 2000, 71-73, no. A 42, Abb. 50-1 (Beginning of the last 

quarter of the 6th c BCE); Keesling 1999 (530-520 BCE); D’Onofrio 1998, 115 (ca. 525); 

Viviers 1992, 67-77 (550-525 BCE); Jacob-Felsch 1969, 194, no. 153; CEG 42; IG I³ 1214 (ca. 

525 BCE?); Schmaltz 1983, 83, Abb. 6; 115 n. 268; Jeffery 1962, 127 no. 19 (ca. 525?); 

Karouzos 1961, 68-9, no. A 20 (520-10 BCE); Raubitschek 1949, 493-4 (527-515 BCE); 

Raubitschek 1939, cols. 62-8; Casson, JHS 45, 1925, 164-79, Fig. 2 (540-509 BCE); 

Philadelpheus, BCH 46, 1922, 26 no. 3, Fig. 8, Pl. 7; Philadelpheus, JHS 42, 1922, 104-6; 

Philadelpheus, ArchDelt 6, 1920-1, 1-20 
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Find Context:  

This base was found approximately 125 m north of the Piraic Gate in an 80 ft 

stretch of the Themistoklean Wall under the plot of Erysichthonos 2 in 1922 (Fig. 28).  

 

Description and Context: 

This base preserves the remnants of a bearded male adult in an elaborately 

decorated garment with a cross-in-circle pattern in added paint. He appears to be 

holding up his hand or an object in front of him. The sculptor Endoios is thought to have 

been the sculptor of the monument, and the kai may indicate that he also carved and 

painted the base.522 Alternatively, Viviers believes that the kai refers to a second 

monument carved by Endoios that stood in the same plot as that of Nelonides. In this 

reading, the inscription should be read as “Endoios also (και) made this”, putting it in 

dialogue with another monument that does not survive.523 Another base in this corpus is 

signed this way—that of Oinanthe (2.4.2) is similarly signed by Aristokles (καὶ τόδε 

Ἀριστοκλέος)—which might indicate that it was an inscriptional formula in cases where 

a sculptor produces multiple works in a given cemetery plot. 

 

                                                      

522 Ridgway 1977, 294-5. 
523 Viviers 1992, 67-77. 



 

235 

 

Historical Context: 

As for the origin of the deceased, there is additional evidence which shows that 

Nelon, the father of Nelonides, was a Samian.524 First, Nelon is a relatively rare name; 

there are only three instances attested in the 6th and 5th centuries.525 The first is, of course, 

the base of Nelonides from the Themistoklean Wall. The second appears on a bronze 

catchplate found on Crete.526 In this case, the name may in fact be an Eteocretan variant 

of the name since the vowel between Ν and λ is dropped in a manner characteristic of 

Eteocretan language and spelling norms.  

The only other certain attestation of the name Nelon appears on a tombstone 

from Samos, which dates to the first half of the 5th century BCE (Fig. 27).527 The 

dedicatory inscription is simply the name of the deceased in the dative and a patronymic 

in the genitive: 

Νέλωνι 

Ἡροφίλο (IG XII,6 2.631) 

  

For Nelon 

                                                      

524 Raubitschek suggested this (1939, col. 63), and Hansen thinks that it is possible that Nelon was Samian 

(CEG 42). Similarly, Knigge 1969, 86; Keesling 1999, 513. 
525 LGPN I, sv. Νείλων nos. 1 (Samos), 6 (Crete); LGPN IIa sv. Νείλων, no. 1 (Athens). 
526 Jeffery and Mopurgo-Davies (1970, 154 n. 3) describes the word Νλων as “Eteocretan?” and proposes that 

we restore the name Ν<έ>λων. 
527 IG XII,6 2.631. 
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son of Herophilos (Trans. Author) 

It is possible that the name Nelon was transmitted between two ever-

increasingly connected poleis—Samos and Athens. Herman argues that name 

transmission in the Archaic and Classical periods took place via marriage-links, proxenia, 

or xenia. In Herman’s view, xenia, unlike marriage, was better suited for building 

alliances because the number of people with whom an individual could form ties of 

xenia was not limited in the way that marriage was.528 He shows that in some instances 

name diffusion can happen along ties of xenia, which may explain the appearance of the 

name Kroisos in southern Attika, and it could perhaps explain the appearance of the son 

of Nelon in Athens.529 Raubitschek argues that the monument of Nelonides was 

mutilated because he was a member of the Alkmeonidai.530 Keesling also proposes that 

this was a form of damnatio memoriae in which the base of Nelonides and other reliefs 

which had the faces of figures obliterated in order to make the figures depicted 

symbolically impotent.531  

                                                      

528 Herman 1990, 359. 
529 Kroisos, whose kouros base was discovered in the area near Anavyssos, has been considered by many 

scholars to be a member of the Alkmeonidai, a family with ties of xenia to the Lydian king (Arvanitpoulos 

1934-8, 81-8; Jeffery 1962, 144; Eliot 1967; Bicknell 1971; Anderson 2000).  
530 Raubitschek 1949, DAA 493. 
531 Keesling 1999, 512-518.  

 



 

237 

 

When the archaeological context of this base is taken into consideration, the case 

for Nelonides and his father Nelon being Samians improves.  His base was found 

roughly 125 m north of the Piraic gate, where the bases of Leonax (2.2.4) and Aischros 

(2.2.5) were found.532 It is possible that the plot of Nelonides was located along the same 

road through the later Piraic Gate, along which the tombstones of Leonax and Aischros 

stood. If so, these bases were carried along the ring road of the Themistoklean Wall and 

deposited at intervals to be used as building material. Alternatively, they could have 

been set up along a road parallel to the road out of the Piraic Gate. One might imagine 

Nelonides was a resident of the same neighborhood of the city as the Samians, whose 

tombstones are found nearby. The dropping of the ethnikon may be evidence that 

Nelonides assimilated to Athenian aristocratic culture, and perhaps even still that he 

was able to obtain Athenian citizenship, by making his way onto a deme registry in the 

early years of the democracy. 

2.4.2 Oinanthe (525-500 BCE) (Figs 29-30) 

Athens, 3rd Ephorie M 843 

Measurements: Base: H. 0.24, W: 0.848; Th: 0.355; Stele: W: 0.665; Th: 0.10; Letter H: 0.03 

                                                      

532 Casson JHS 45, 1925, 164-79, Fig. 2 (540-509 BCE); Philadelpheus, BCH 46, 1922, 26 no. 3, Fig. 8, Pl. 7; 

Philadelpheus, JHS 42, 1922, 104-6; Philadelpheus, ArchDelt 6, 1920-1, 1-20 
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Form: Stele base with part of stele preserved  

Material: Pentelic marble (base and stele) (IG, Kissas) 

Alphabet: Attic, partially boustrophedon 

Inscription: 

 I  Ὄφσιος ⋮ ℎε͂ς ἀλόχο ⋮ Ἀφσυνθίε ℎΕΔΕ  

θυγατρὸς ⋮ / Οἰνάνθες ⋮ θε͂κεν μνε͂μα ⋮  

καταφθιμένες. ⋮  

II  καὶ τόδε Ἀριστοκλέος {sc. ἔργον} 

 

I Ophsios for his wife; Aphsynthie for her daughter 

They set up this mnema for Oinanthe 

  when she died (Trans. Author) 

 II This is also the work of Aristokles 

Bibliography: Kissas 2000, 253, no. C 12, Abb. 339 (525-500 BCE);  D’Onofrio 1998, 112, 

115 (510-500 BCE); IG I3 1229 (510-500 BCE?); Viviers 1992, 133-9, no. 4, Fig. 32 (525-500 

BCE); CEG 54 (510-500 BCE?); Peek, ZPE 31, 1978, 271-2 (Late 6th c BCE); Daux, BCH 99, 

1975, 146-8; Daux, BCH 97, 1973, 249-51; Daux, BCH 92, 1968, 255-6, 738-40, Fig. 11; 

Stavropoulos, ArchDelt 20 B 1, 1965, 86, PlTab. 51 a 
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Find Context: The tombstone of Oinanthe was discovered along with two other Archaic 

tombstone fragments during the excavations at Erechtheiou 21-25 in 1964 (Figs. 31-3).533 

 

Description and Context: 

 This base was recovered with fragments of several other funerary monuments 

from Themistoklean wall, not far from the Gate XIII leading to Phaleron (Fig. 45). As 

burials were found in the vicinity, it likely stood somewhere near the the road to the 

harbor. Like Lampito (2.3.1), the stele of Oinanthe is a non-canonical stele of the wide 

format, and likely depicted a seated female figure, which may have been more common 

among Ionian immigrants than citizens.534 One possible comparandum for the stele is a 

fragment preserved in the National Museum, which shows a seated woman wearing an 

Ionian chiton and himation sitting opposite another standing woman figure.535 While 

this should at the very least serve to give an idea of how the stele of Oinanthe may have 

looked, the dimensions of the stele match those of the portion of the stele preserved in 

Oinanthe’s base: Viviers gives the dimensions of Oinanthe’s stele as 0.665 x 0.10 and 

Salta gives 0.66 x 0.095 for the stele in the National Museum. The margin of error is small 

enough that two could go together. The provenance of the stele fragment in the National 

                                                      

533 Stavropoulos, ArchDelt 20 B 1, 1965, 84-7, Tab. 49-52. 
534 Viviers 1992, 206-18 
535 Athens, NM 36: for bibliography, see Despinis 2014, no. 375, Eik. 1230 (Salta). 
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Museum is given as “Attika” so it could have come from anywhere. Since it likely broke 

during the Persian Sack, it is possible that the base was used as building material and 

the fragments of the stele were dispersed. 

 

Historical Context: 

The monument declares that it was set up by two individuals in the nominative 

for the woman Oinanthe who died. The first dedicator is Ophsios (or Opsios), of whom 

Oinanthe was wife (ἄλοχος). Marking an individual as the wife (ἄλοχος) of someone is 

unparalleled in contemporary Archaic epigram.536 The second dedicator is Oinanthe’s 

mother, Aphsynthie. One of the peculiarities of Oinanthe’s tombstone is that her mother 

rather than her father is mentioned among the dedicators, and some have wanted to 

declare this formula a matronymic, which could be an indicator that she is an immigrant 

of a community in which matronymics might be as, or more, important than 

patronymics.537  This reasoning is slightly flawed since several tombstones from Attika 

mention the mother as a primary or secondary dedicator of a funerary monument.538 

One the best examples is the tombstone of Me[gakles], known better as the Brother-

                                                      

536 CEG 54; D’Onofrio 1998, 115. 
537 See IG I3 1229 (Jeffery). 
538 Cf. Athens, Kerameikos I 424: stele base of Aisidimos (IG I3 1206); Athens, Kerameikos I 332: stele base for 

an Olympic victor (IG I3 1213). 
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Sister stele, which is thought to commemorate a prominent member of the Alkmeonidai 

clan. His stele is set up by his father “along with his mother” (χσὺν δὲ φίλε μέτερ).539 

Viviers proposes that Oinanthe may have been a widow, which is why her mother was 

involved with the commissioning of her funerary monument.540 

Viviers has identified Oinanthe as the daughter of an Ionian or Thracian 

immigrant, who married an Athenian citizen, and his attribution has been accepted by 

D’Onofrio.541 Since the name Oinanthe itself is attested in both Athens and Samos,542 

Vivier’s identification rests largely on the association of Oinanthe’s mother with the 

Northern Aegean.543 The Oinanthe’s mother’s name Apsynthie could have an Ionian 

origin, but her name could also be related to that of the tribe in the Thracian Chersonese 

called Apsinthians (Ἀψίνθιοι) in Herodotus and could be indicative of Thracian ties as 

well (Cf. 3.4.12 Getes whose name could also be related to a Thracian tribe).544  

 Viviers is convinced that Oinanthe was of Ionian decent on her mother’s side, 

citing matrilocal marriage in which she retains the political association of her mother as 

                                                      

539 NY 11.185: Brother-Sister stele (IG I3 1241). 
540 Viviers 1992, 139. 
541 Viviers 1992, 139; D’Onofrio 1998, 115.  
542 While there are twelve entries for Οἰνάνθη in the LGPN II for Athens in the Classical period, there is only 

one entry in LGPN I for Samos, and it dates to the 3rd century BCE (45990). 
543 Viviers 1992, 138, ns. 85 and 86. 
544 The name Ἀψυνθίη has only one entry in the LGPN, and it is this tombstone (II.12749); Viviers 1992 139. 

Cf. Hdt. 6.35-6. 
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a possibility.545 Her husband, Ophsios, has been identified as an Athenian, and is 

thought to be the same kitharode who dedicated a monument on a pillar base on the 

Acropolis, signed jointly by Endoios and Philergos.546 Because there is only one 

monument dedicated by a foreigner on the Acropolis, it would be likely that Ophsios is 

a citizen, if the two individuals are one and the same. Her base, erected along the road 

leading to the harbor of Phaleron, was likely placed in her husband’s (family’s) plot.  

2.4.3 Aineos the Doctor (510-500 BCE) (Fig. 34) 

Athens, NM 93 

Measurements: Diameter: 0.27; Th: 0.02; Letter H: 0.01-0.018 

Form: Diskos, with two perforations for attachment to a monument or possible a wall 

with iron nails 

Material: Island marble, likely Parian (IG) 

Alphabet: Attic 

Inscription: 

 μνε͂μα τόδ’ Αἰνέο σοφίας ἰατρο͂ ἀρίστο (IG I³ 1393) 

 

 This (is) the mnema of the wisdom of Aineos, the excellent doctor 

                                                      

545 Viviers 1992, 139; D’Onofrio 1998, 115. 
546 DAA no. 7. 
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Bibliography: Gorrini 2005, 148, no. 1 (510-500 BCE); Samama 2003, 109 no. 1 (510-500 

BCE); IG I³ 1393 (510-500 BCE?); Garland 1987, 13-14; Clairmont 1970, 17-20, no. 3; CEG 

62 (ca. 510-500 BCE); Sherwin-White 1978, 258, n. 12; Immerwahr 1967, 263-4, n. 21 (ca. 

500 BCE); Jeffery 1962, 147 no. 66 (510-500 BCE); Karouzos 1951, 98 (ca. 500 BCE); 

Jacobsthal 1933, 27-8 (Turn of the 6th to the 5th century BCE); Smith et al, eds. 1890, s.v. 

Pictura (ca. 520 BCE); Dragatses, Deltion Archaiologikon, 1889, 151-2 

 

Find Context:  

As related by Jeffery: “Found in material confiscated at the Peiraieus by the Greek 

authorities; the provenance is unknown, but the disk is clearly Attic from the 

lettering.”547  

 

Context and Function: 

The diskos of Aineos is likely funerary, given the use of the term mnema in the 

epigram, but Karouzos has proposed that it is votive.548 How the diskos would have 

been set up is debated. As Clairmont points out, there are holes still red from the 

                                                      

547 Jeffery 1962, 147, no. 66. 
548 For interpretation as votive, see Karouzos 1951, 98; Rumpf 1953, 78, pl. 78, 3; Clairmont 1970, 18. Contra, 

Immerwahr (1967, 261), Jeffery (1962, 147, no. 66), and Friedländer 1948, no. 8 think that it is funerary. 
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corroded iron nails that were used to affix it to some surface.549 The findspot is not 

secure, though Garland has ignored reports that the provenance before its confiscation is 

unknown and has used it to argue for the use of the Piraeus in the Archaic period.550 As 

pointed out by Jeffery, it could have come from anywhere in Attika.551  

 

Historical Context:  

The name of the doctor is thought by some to be a historically attested figure, 

specifically the great-uncle of Hippocrates.552 The coincidence is difficult to ignore, and it 

should be considered possible that this Aineos was an Ionian immigrant living and 

working in Athens when he died. Also notable is the fact that Aineos’s profession is 

mentioned on his mnema, which would be the first such instance that a person’s 

profession is mentioned on a funerary monument, if the mnema is indeed funerary.  

                                                      

549 Clairmont believes that the disc was affixed to a stele and was a dedication to a healing deity, possibly 

Hygeia (1970, 18-19, esp n. 31). 
550 Garland 1987, 10-14. 
551 One marble diskos which is likely funerary, in a private collection, is said by Jeffery to have come from 

the area of Anavyssos (1962, 145, no. 59a). 
552 Steph. Byz., s.v. Κῶς. Dragatses made the connection between Aineos on the diskos and the great-uncle of 

Hippocrates in the editio princeps (1889, 151-2). Some have cast serious doubt on the identification (Clairmont 

1970, no. 3; Sherwin-White 1978, 258, n. 12). 
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Appendix 3.2 Private Monuments of Foreigners with Ethnika (ca. 
480-430) 

3.2.1 Damainetos of Paleis (475-450 BCE) (Fig. 61) 

Athens, EM 10225 

Measurements: H: 0.44; W: 0.13-0.135; Th: 0.085; Letter H: 0.015-0.02 m 

Form: Narrow pillar-stele 

Text: Runs vertically from top to bottom 

Material: Poros limestone 

Alphabet: Kephallenian? (Jeffery, IG I3 and LSAG2), stoichedon 

Inscription:  

Δαμαινέτο 

τ  Παλέος (IG I³ 1358) 

  

(Monument) of Damainetos 

of Paleis 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 199-200, no. 129 Kephallenia 1 (ca. 475-450 BCE); 

Stears 2000, 31 (475-450 BCE?); IG I³ 1358 (Jeffery) (475-450 BCE?); Jeffery, LSAG2 231, no. 

6 (500-475 BCE); IG I² 1070,1 (Kirchoff) 
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Find Context: According to Kirchoff, the tombstone of Damainetos was found in the same 

place as the tombstone of Chareas of Paleis (3.2.4) on the houseplot of Heinrich 

Schliemann at Odos Mouson 8, modern-day Karagiorgi Servias Street. Schliemann 

claimed to have found a group of tombstones on his property which he published 

together in 1888, but Georgios Korres has demonstrated that some of these were 

purchased on the antiquities market and dishonestly published by Schliemann as 

coming from his excavations.553 The tombstones from a plot of residents of Paleis on 

Kephallenia spanning over a century do seem to have a genuine provenance on 

Schliemann’s property.  

 

Context and Function: 

A narrow pillar-stele sunk into the soil above the burial. The inscription would 

then have read vertically, as was common on inscribed pillar bases (Cf. the dedication of 

a man from Sikyon, DAA no. 252, Fig. 2). Only the final sigma in Παλέος is written so as 

to be read facing upright when the inscription is vertical. According to Jeffery, the 

inscription is written in the epichoric alphabet of the island of Kephallenia, and in all 

                                                      

553 Korres 1974-5, 54-67. 
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likelihood the family members of the deceased wrote out the inscription for the letter-

cutter to carve it, perhaps with charcoal or something abrasive directly on the surface. 

 

Historical Context: 

Damaneitos came to Athens from Paleis, a polis on western side of the island of 

Kephallenia. His native polis is not attested on any of the Athenian Tribute Lists, but it 

became an ally along with the other poleis on the island in 431 BCE.554 A possible 

historical context for the movement of Damainetos to Athens is shortly after the 

expedition of Tolmides around the Peloponnese in 457 BCE.555  The account of 

Thucydides does not specify where exactly Tolmides went on his campaign, but 

Diodorus Siculus elaborates: 

 

From here, (Tolmides) set out to sea and sailed to Zakynthos which belonged to 

Kephallenia; he took the island and won over all the poleis on Kephallenia, and 

then sailed across to the opposite mainland and put in at Naupaktos. 

(Translation adapted from Oldfather).556  

                                                      

554 Thuc. 2.30.2. 
555 Thuc. 1.108.5 
556 ἐκεῖθεν δὲ ἀναχθεὶς ἔπλευσε τῆς Κεφαλληνίας εἰς Ζάκυνθον: ταύτην δὲ χειρωσάμενος καὶ πάσας τὰς ἐν τῇ 

Κεφαλληνίᾳ πόλεις προσαγαγόμενος, εἰς τὸ πέραν διέπλευσε καὶ κατῆρεν εἰς Ναύπακτον (Diod. Sic. 11.84.7). 
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Since the other earliest monument post-dating the construction of the 

Themistoklean Wall belongs to a man from Messene (3.2.2), where Tolmides stopped 

just prior to his stop in Naupaktos, it is possible that the two men from Kephallenia and 

Messene joined the Athenians on the rest of the campaign in 457 and moved to—and 

died in—Athens in the following years. If so, the date of the monument should be closer 

to 450 than to 475 BCE. 

3.2.2 Sko[.]eas of Messene (475-440 BCE) (Fig. 62) 

Athens, EM 1810 

Measurements: H: 0.45; W: 0.18; Th: 0.09; Letter H: 0.035-0.044 

Form: Small stele, made from a repurposed block of marble 

Material: Pentelic marble (Jeffery, IG I³) 

Alphabet: Messenian (?) (Jeffery, LSAG2) 

Inscription: 

 Σκ̣ο[․]- 

έ557ας 

Μεσά- 

                                                      

557 Jeffery restores a γ instead of an ε (IG I3 1355), which Ginestí Rosell follows (2012, 157 no. 32 Messenia 1). 

Kirchner restores an ε, which I also observed on the stone. The letterform differs from the ε in Μεσάνιος but 

that sort of variability in letterforms across the same inscription is not uncommon, especially in those carved 

by non-professional letter-cutters. 
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νιος (Author) 

 

Sko[.]eas 

Messenian (Trans. Author). 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 157-8, no. 32. Messenia 1, Fig. 18 (475-440 BCE); IG I³ 

1355 (Jeffery) (475-440 BCE); Stears 2000, 31 (475-440 BCE); Jeffery, LSAG2, 205-6, no. 14 

(500-450 BCE?); IG I Suppl. 113, 4912 (Kirchhoff); IG I2 1030 (Hiller); Brückner 1909, 6, n. 

1, no. 1 (5th century BCE); Köhler 1885, 361-2 no. 2 (Before 431 BCE). 

 

Find Context: Said to be unknown by Jeffery and Ginestí Rosell, but Brückner lists the 

tombstone of Sko[.]eas among the stones recovered from Agia Triada in the 

Kerameikos.558 

 

Description and Context: 

The stele of Sko[.]eas is a small block of Pentelic marble that has been 

repurposed, likely a castoff from a building project taking place in Athens in the first 

half of the 5th century BCE. The inscribed surface has been prepared with only the use of 

a point chisel. The letters have also been carved only with a point chisel, making some 

                                                      

558 Brückner 1909, 6, n. 1, no. 1. 



 

250 

 

letters, especially those shallowly carved difficult to read (e.g. the first epsilon and the 

second sigma). It likely would have been sunk into the ground with the inscription 

visible. Given the proximity of the later plot of Parthenios of Messene nearby in the 

Kerameikos Archaeological Park, it is possible that Sko[.]eas was part of a long line of 

Messenians buried in this area.559 

 

Historical Context: 

 Jeffery suggests that Sko[.]eas may have died unexpectedly in Athens while 

preparing to migrate to Naupaktos during the process of resettlement of Messenians 

there by the Athenians in 457-6 BCE.560 There is also no literary evidence to support the 

theory that the Athenians brought the Messenian refugees back to Athens before 

resettling them at Naupaktos. What is curious is that Jeffery did not make the connection 

that residents from both Paleis and Messene are buried in Athens roughly around this 

time and that both poleis were stops on the expedition of Tolmides.  It seems possible 

that both Damainetos (3.2.1) and Chareas of Paleis (3.2.4) and Sko[.]eas of Messene 

(3.2.2) were part of this initial wave of immigrants from allied poleis—by conquest in the 

                                                      

559 Knigge 1991, 117-21, no. 21. 
560 IG I³ 1355 (Jeffery); Thuc. 1.103.3. 
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case of Paleis—and refugees making their way to Athens in the period of the First 

Peloponnesian War. 

 Brückner believes Sko[.]eas was one of many Athenian allies buried in the area of 

Agia Triada in the Kerameikos, following the construction of the Themistoklean Wall. It 

would make sense, then, that Sko[.]eas was recognized as a military ally of Athens, who 

upon his death was granted the privilege of burial in this new, perhaps prestigious, 

cemetery of allies designated in this area of the city. 

3.2.3 Herakleitos son of Naukles of the Chersonesos (450-440 BCE) 
(No Image) 

Once in the Lusieri collection, who worked with Lord Elgin, current location unknown. 

Measurements: Unknown; Letter H: Unknown 

Form: Unknown 

Alphabet: Attic (Jeffery based on CIG I 908). 

Inscription: 

  

ℎεράκλειτος  

Ναυκλεῖος 

Χερρονεσίτες (IG I3 1301) 

 

Herakleitos 
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son of Naukles 

of the Chersonesos (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 229-230, no. 214 Chersonesos 1 (450-440 BCE); IG I3 

1301 (450-440 BCE); IG I Suppl. 113, 4912; IG I2 1030; CIG I 908 

 

Find Context: Once in the collection of Lusieri, who worked with Lord Elgin. The current 

location of the stone is unknown. 

 

Description and Context: 

Because the stone is both lost and lacks provenance there is little say about the 

form of this monument and situating it topographically is impossible. The dating of the 

inscription is also largely based on the dating criteria in use in the 19th and early 20th 

centuries when the first editions were made and can only be reassessed on a basic level 

by Jeffery through drawings of the letterforms. Several other monuments that are now 

lost and that are published in IG I3 have been dated to the mid-5th century BCE, but if 

they had been studied in person by Jeffery, many of these would be redated.  

 

Personal Backgroud: 
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 Herakleitos is an immigrant from the Taurian or the Thracian Chersonesos, but 

most likely the latter.561  The ethnic Chersonesites (Χερρονεσίτες) may indicate that he 

belonged to the polis Chersonesos, which also goes by the name Agora. This polis was 

originally settled with a contingent of Athenian colonists under Miltiades the Elder and 

was supplemented with new people in the 5th century by Perikles.562 The polis 

Chersonesos maintains close ties with Athens and is attested on the tribute lists from 

454/3 to 418/7 seventeen times.563 It is unclear whether Herakleitos was directly related to 

an Athenian colonist and what his claim to Athenian citizenship would have been in the 

mid-5th century. 

3.2.4 Chareas of Paleis (450-430 BCE) (Fig. 63) 

Athens, EM 10221 

Measurements: H: 0.67; W: 0.16; Th: 0.14; Letter H: 0.015-0.02 

Form: Slender stele of the horos-type 

Material: Pentelic marble (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Mixed 

Inscription: 

                                                      

561 Loukopoulou raises the possibility that the ethnic could refer to the Taurian Chersonesos and also 

cautions that this could be a regional ethnic and not necessarily one affiliated with the polis of 

Chersonesos/Agora (Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 904-5, no. 661 Chersonesos/Agora).  
562 Hdt. 6.38.1. 
563 454/3: IG I3 259.II.28; 418/7: IG I3 287.II.27. 
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 Χαρέας 

 Παλεύς (IG I³ 1359) 

  

Chareas 

 of Paleis (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 200, no. 130. Kephallenia 2 (450-430 BCE); IG I³ 1359  

(Jeffery) (450-430 BCE); Korres 1974-5, 59, no. 3; IG I² 1070,3 (Kirchhoff); Schliemann 

1888, 208 (Early 4th century BCE) 

 

Find Context: The tombstone of Chareas of Paleis (3.2.4) is said to have been found on the 

plot of the house of Heinrich Schliemann at Odos Mouson 8, modern-day Karagiorgi 

Servias Street. Schliemann claimed to have found a group of tombstones on his property 

which he published together in 1888,564 but Georgios Korres published an article 

showing that at least some of the tombstones had been purchased on the antiquities 

market and dishonestly published by Schliemann as coming from his excavations.565 The 

tombstones from a plot of residents of Pale on Kephallenia spanning over a century do 

seem to have a genuine provenance on Schliemann’s property. 

                                                      

564 Schliemann 1888, 207-10. 
565 Korres 1974-5, 54-67. 
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Description and Context: 

 This is a monument of the horos-type which is roughly worked with a point 

chisel on the portion of the stele that would have been below ground and smoothed on 

the surface that would have been exposed. A similar example was found in the 

Kerameikos, though that one is dated later to about 400 BCE by Peek.566 

 

Historical Context: 

 Chareas is the second immigrant from the deme of Paleis whose tombstone was 

found in Schliemann’s excavations. Presumably, he would have been buried in the plot 

which was perhaps inaugurated with the burial of Damainetos (3.2.1). While Chareas’ 

stele is significantly taller, once in the ground, the stele of Damainetos would have been 

appeared taller in the cemetery. 

3.2.5 [Eu]xenos son of Kaletoros of Teios (450-430 BCE) (Fig. 64) 

Athens, EM 416 

Measurements: H: 0.31; W: 0.345; Th: 0.10; Letter H: 0.11-0.025 

Form: Lower portion of a stele, perhaps repurposed from an Archaic stele with finial. 

                                                      

566 Peek, Kerameikos III, A 33, Pl. 6 no. 1; IG II2 10578. 
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Material: Fine-grained white marble with darker streaks (Harrison) 

Alphabet: Ionic, stoichedon 

Inscription:  

 [Εὐ]ξένο εἰμὶ  

το͂ Καλήτορος  

το͂ Τηιίο (IG I3 1372) 

 

I am (the monument) of [Eu]xenos 

son of Kaletor 

of Teios (Trans. Author) 

 Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 278, no. 328 Continental Ionia 2 (525-500 BCE); IG I3 

1372 (Jeffery) (525-500 BCE?); Jeffery, LSAG2, 340, 345, 415, no. 61, Pl. 66 (Late 6th c 

BCE?); Ridgway 1977, 290; Jeffery 1962, (ca. 525 BCE?); AGA2 (Guarducci), 171, no. 78, 

Fig. 214 (525-500 BCE); Harrison 1956, 38-40, Pl. 11 (After 525 BCE); IG II2 10444 

(Kircher) (After the middle of the 5th c BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

The stele of (Eu)xenos son of Kaletor was found on the property of Nicholas Spyliotes at 

Palaia Sphageia (the Old Slaughterhouses) in Athens, which Jeffery places on Sikelia Hill 

outside the Melite Gate in the Themistoklean Wall.  
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The find location where the monument is somewhat murky, but it may give us a 

better idea about the date of the monument. Harrison gives the most thorough 

published description of the findspot: 

“The inscription was found on the property of Nicholas Spyliotes at Palaia 

Sphageia in Athens, in an excavation which yielded later sepulchral inscriptions 

and a fragment of an archaic list of names. This cemetery lay outside the Melite 

Gate on the ancient road to Phaleron, not far away from the graves of Kimon’s 

family.” 

Where Harrison got her information from is not clear. She does not cite a report 

for the  excavations on the property of Nicholas Spyliotes, so the information must have 

been received from the catalogue of the Epigraphic Museum.567 The location of the tomb 

of Kimon’s family and the identification of one of the gates as the Melite Gate referenced 

by Harrison are identified by Judeich.568 Harrison also reports that several tombstones 

were recovered in the area.569  

                                                      

567 Peek cites the catalogue of the Epigraphic Museum when describing the provenance of another 

inscription which was found in the area of the slaughterhouses on Sikelia Hill. This must be where Harrison 

also received her information. Peek 1942, 13, no. 11. 
568 Judeich 1931, 140, 409-10. See also his fold-out map for labeled features. 
569 Harrison (1956, 40, n. 46) points out that an undated boundary stone for a grave-plot (EM 417: IG II2 2563) 

and two Hellenistic columnar grave monuments (EM 418: IG II2 6388; and EM 419: IG II2 6993) were found in 

the excavations that took place at the Old Slaughterhouses.  
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In IG II2, Kirchner publishes several funerary horoi as coming from the plot which 

Harrison attributes to the excavations that produced the tombstone of [Eu]xenos. The 

first is a horos which specifies the size of the plot: 30 feet inside from the street and 25 

feet along the road.570 The second is a horos of a mnema of an unnamed person.571 Due to 

the fact that horoi are not carved by professional letter-cutters and are inscribed with 

large letterforms in order to be read from afar, they are notoriously difficult to date. In 

fact, no scholar has proposed dates for the two horoi recovered from the area of the 

slaughterhouses on Sikelia Hill, but they should date no earlier than the second half of 

the 5th century BCE, the period in which funerary horoi begin to proliferate.572 Two other 

funerary monuments were recovered from the area of the slaughterhouses on Sikelia 

Hill, both are Hellenistic columnar grave monuments.573 Finally, a group of lead curse 

tablets was published from excavations in the area of the slaughterhouse, and these are 

                                                      

570 EM 417: IG II2 2563 (Kirchner); Stroszeck 2013, 20, no. 1. Kirchner writes that the horos was found along 

the slaughterhouses from the plot of Spyliatos (“παρὰ τὰ σφαγεῖα ὲκ κτήματος Σπυλιάτου”). 
571 EM 10213: IG II2 2546 (Kirchner); Tillyard 1904/5, BSA 11, 68, no. 8. Tillyard writes that the stone was 

“probably homemade.” Kirchner reports that the horos was recovered from the excavation along the 

slaughterhouses in the excavation of Kyriakopoulos or Petrelaios (“παρὰ τὰ σφαγεῖα έν άνασκαφῆ Άναστ. 

Κυριακοπούλου ή Πετρελαίου”). 
572 In Stroszeck’s recent catalogue (2013, 20-1), three of the fifteen funerary horoi are dated to the fifth century 

BCE (nos. 11-13), six are dated to the 4th or 3rd centuries BCE (nos. 4-7, 9, 10), and 6 are undated (nos. 1-3, 3a, 

8, 9a). According to Lalonde, “most horoi can be dated only from their letter forms, and the shabby lettering 

of funerary and security horoi is particularly difficult to date, it is fair to say that the great majority of 

Athenian stones are from the Classical and Hellenistic periods” (1991, 6). 
573 EM 418: IG II2 6388 (Kirchner) dated to the 2nd century BCE; and EM 419: IG II2 6993 (Kirchner) dated to 

the 3rd or 2nd century BCE. Both are made of Hymettian marble. 

 



 

259 

 

commonly found in Classical cemeteries.574 The majority of evidence points to the use of 

this area as a cemetery beginning in the 5th century and then continuing into the 

Hellenistic period. 

 

Description and Context: 

 The stele of Kaletoros may be repurposed from an Archaic funerary stele, which 

may be why there are discrepancies in the dating. I argue that this monument should 

date to the 5th century and would have marked one of the Classical burials on Sikelia 

Hill found in the vicinity of the Old Slaughterhouses. 

 

Dating Discrepancies: 

 The stele of [Eu]xenos of Teios has been accepted as a funerary monument that 

should be dated to the last quarter of the 6th century, since Harrison first proposed the 

date in 1956.575 She argued for this date based on the comparison of the treatment of the 

bottom of the stele with the Archaic stele of Theron from the Athenian Agora, which she 

dates to ca. 530 BCE.576 Both are carved a claw chisel and followed by a drove—a flat 

chisel with a flared end that is wider than the shaft—on the back and bottom of the 

                                                      

574 Stryd 1903, cols. 55-60. 
575 Harrison 1956, 38-40, Pl. 11 a, b. 
576 Monument of Theron: Agora I 2056; see Harrison 1956, Pl. 9 
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stelai. She also argues that the marble chosen for the stele, a white marble with dark 

streaks, is the same marble used for other Archaic funerary moments (e.g. 2.2.5 

Aischros), though the same vein of marble seems to be used for Classical example of 

Euethides (3.4.17), also from the Agora.577 After Harrison’s attribution of the monument 

to the last quarter of the 6th century BCE, other scholars followed suit.578  

Guarducci agrees with Harrison’s assertion that the monument and the 

letterforms of the inscription should be dated to the last quarter of the 6th century. In her 

opinion, Kirchner dated the monument to after the middle of the 5th century because he 

believed that it was an early example of the Ionian alphabet, woud would be officially 

adopted by the Athenians in the Eukleidean reform of 403/2.579 Jeffery and Ginestí Rosell 

accept the date of Harrison and Guarducci as well.580  

There is, however, a major problem with accepting a date in the late sixth 

century BCE, especially if we are to reconstruct the monument as a tall stele with 

painted decoration and a finial as Harrison argues we should: the inscription is too 

irregularly and haphazardly carved for a monument of the quality Harrison proposes. 

The name of the deceased ([Εὐ]ξένο) is carved in letters which are roughly 2.5 cm tall, 

                                                      

577 Harrison 1956, 39. 
578 Most recently, Ginestí Rosell who dates the monument to 525-500 BCE (2012, 278, no. 328 Continental 

Ionia 2). 
579 AGA2 (Guarducci), 171, no. 78, Fig. 214. 
580 See bibliography above. 



 

261 

 

while the rest of the inscription is in letters which are 1.1 cm tall. The inscription was not 

laid out on a drafted line and carved in neat, linear rows as one would expect on a 

monument from the last quarter of the 6th century BCE. Even Harrison has some 

misgivings: 

“The cursive Ionic letters may have been written on in paint by some member of 

the family to be carved out by the stonecutter. They have no resemblance to the ruled 

and measured letters of archaic Attic inscriptions.”581 

What is odd to me is the fact that Harrison admits that the letters have no 

resemblance to those of Archaic Attic inscriptions but continues to date the inscription 

based on these criteria. In my opinion, this inscription belongs in the third quarter of the 

5th century BCE, just as Kirchner dated it originally. Many of the tombstones that have 

been dated by epigraphers to this period appear to be reused building materials or 

castoff stones from building projects. Why not repurpose the bottom of an Archaic 

funerary stele which may have been destroyed by the Persians? I think it very likely that 

the funerary monument of [Eu]xenos of Teios is a reused or repurposed block, perhaps 

even a piece of an Archaic stele with painted decoration and finial, that was inscribed to 

mark a new burial.  

                                                      

581 Harrison 1956, 39, emphasis my own. 
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While one other inscription recovered from this area has been dated to the 

Archaic period, no Archaic burials have been published from this area as noted above 

(see Archaeological Context).582 In this context the tombstone of [Eu]xenos fits best in the 

corpus of tombstones from the mid-5th century, and the archaeological and epigraphic 

evidence retrieved from the area in which the tombstone of [Eu]xenos was recovered 

point to a 5th-century start date for the cemetery near the slaughterhouses on Sikelia Hill. 

 

Historical Context: 

Kaletoros is an immigrant from Teos, a polis which had a long history of 

supporting Athens and was a member of the Delian League.583 Teos belonged to the 

Ionian district in the Attic tribute lists, and is recorded 13 times from 451/50 (IG I3 

262.II.12) to 430/29 (IG I3 281.I.50). The tombstone of [Eu]xenos is one of many private 

funerary monuments erected for a citizens of poleis which were members of the Delian 

League or were allied polis of Athens during the years preceding the Peloponnesian War 

in 431 BCE.   

                                                      

582 EM 420: IG I³ 1033 (ca. 550 BCE). This inscription appears to be a list of names inscribed on a poros block. 

The exact nature of the list is up for debate. It could be an early example of a casualty list or possibly a list of 

officials. See Jeffery 1962, 128, no. 20; Peek 1942, 13, no. 11. Peek reports that the catalogue of the Epigraphic 

Museum says the fragment came from the area of the slaughterhouses on Sikelia Hill. 
583 Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 1101-2, no. 868. Teos (Rubinstein). 
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3.2.6 Aischrion son of Philiskos of Knidos (450-425 BCE) (Fig. 65) 

Athens, Piraeus Museum 3617 

Measurements: H: 0.25; W: 0.20; Th: 0.04; Letter H: 0.010-0.018 

Form: Stele with a crowning molding decorated with a painted egg-and-dart pattern 

Material: Pentelic marble (Köhler, Jeffery, Ginestí Rosell) 

Alphabet: Ionic, stoichedon 

Inscription: 

 Αἰσχρίων 

Φιλίσκο 

Κνίδιος (IG I³ 1346) 

 

Aischrion 

son of Philiskos 

of Knidos (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 273, no. 315 Caria 2 (450-425 BCE); Stears 2000, 31; IG 

I³ 1346 (Jeffery) (450-425 BCE); IG II2 9039 (Kirchner) (Early 4th c BCE); IG I2 1048 (Hiller); 

Köhler 1885, 368, no. 21 (Before 431 BCE); Parnassos 1881, 275. 

 

Find Context:  
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The tombstone of Aischrion was one of twenty-three fragments of tombstones 

retrieved from the seafloor just outside the mouth of the main harbor of Piraeus.584 

Description and Context: 

The tombstone of Aischrion is part of a small group of funerary monuments with 

moldings that scholars have dated to the third quarter of the 5th century (e.g. 3.2.7 

Athenodotos of Phaselis).585 Traces of the painted egg-and-dart pattern is faintly visible 

along the cyma molding, but the tombstone is not included in Posamentir’s catalogue, 

which includes similar monuments with painted moldings.586 

 The inscription is shallowly carved, and the stone has a deep gouge mark across 

the bottom half. The shallowness of the letterforms may be due to erosion due to 

submersion in the sea. The letterforms appear to be carved with at least two different 

point chisels: the first iota in Aischrion seems to be a bit blunter, which may be why the 

carver switched tools. The front and sides of the stone are treated with abrasives while 

the back is treated a bit rougher—marks of the point chisel are still visible in the middle 

of the back plain, while tooth chisel marks can be visible along the edges. 

                                                      

584 Parnassos 1881, 275. 
585 Stears (2000, 31) lists IG I3 1343, 1346, 1356, 1360, and 1361. 
586 Cf. stele of Aristippos: Athens, NM 2592; Posamentir no. 11 (420-400 BCE). See also 3.2.7, 3.2.8, and 3.2.13, 

all of which have painted decoration. Posamentir would have dated this monument later in the 5th century 

had he included it in his volume, since he believes all painted tombstones postdate 430 BCE. 
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 The archaeological context does little to elucidate its original position in the city. 

It may have been part of a shipment of material leaving Athens, rather than having 

stood originally in or near the Piraeus.  

  

Historical Context: 

As a citizen of Knidos, Aischrion was a foreign resident in Athens who would 

have been in good standing politically. The relationship between Athens and the Carian 

polis of Knidos becomes clearer in the second half of the 5th century, when we have our 

first evidence that Knidos was a member of the Delian League.587 Knidos appears on the 

tribute lists as a member of the Carian district thirteen times, four times restored, from 

452/1 (IG I3 261.IV.8) to 427/6 or 426/5 (IG I3 284.13), and was assessed for tribute in 425/4 

(IG I3 71.I.134).588 In 412, Knidos revolted against Athens, which probably serves as a 

useful ante quem for the tombstone.589 In all likelihood, the tombstone of Aischrion was 

erected during the 3rd quarter of the 5th century BCE at a time when foreign residents of 

                                                      

587 For overview of the role of Knidos in the Peloponnesian War, see Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 1123-4, no. 

903 Knidos (Flensted-Jensen). 
588 See Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 1123, no. 903 Knidos (Flensted-Jensen). Knidos pays a phoros of 3 talents in 

452/1 (IG I3 261.IV.8), 5 talents from 450/49 (IG I3 263.I.4), 3 talents from 444/3 (IG I3 268.IV.19), and 2 talents 

from 428/7 (IG I3 283.III.20). 
589 Thuc. 8.35; Debord 1999, 219, n. 127 
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Athens from tribute-paying poleis or Athenian allied poleis were allowed—either legally 

or through social acceptability—to erect private monuments in Athenian cemeteries.  

3.2.7 Athenodotos son of Iatrokles of Phaselis (450-380 BCE) (Fig. 66) 

Athens, EM 10244 

Measurements: H: 0.42; W: 0.28; Th: 0.065; Letter H: 0.015-0.020 

Form: Stele with cyma 

Material: Pentelic marble (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Ionic 

Inscription: 

 Ἀθηνόδοτος 

 Ἰατροκλέος 

 Φασηλίτο (IG I3 1360) 

  

Athenodotos 

 son of Iatrokles 

 of Phaselis (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 326, no. 444. Lycia 1 (450-425 BCE); IG I3 1360 (Jefffery) 

(450-425 BCE); Wilhelm 1978, 64; IG II2 10476 (Kirchner) (Before the middle of the 4th 

century BCE); IG I2 1047 (Hiller); IG I suppl. 115, 49119 (Kirchhoff) (5th century BCE); 

Wilamowitz 1893, Vol. II, 174-5 (5th century BCE); Köhler 1885, 368 no. 20 (5th century 
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BCE, before 431 BCE); Koumanoudes 1871, no. 2469; Pittakis, ArchEph 4 1840, 318, no. 

380, Fig. 380. 

 

Find Context:  

Pittakis gives the most thorough description of the provenance of the tombstone 

of Athenodotos: “It was discovered on March 10, 1840 during the archaeological 

excavations in Piraeus.”590 Unfortunately, I am unable to pinpoint where excavations in 

Piraeus were taking place in 1840, nor to confirm if its context is the North Cemetery 

near the old railway station, not far from the modern metro station. I am placing the 

point on the map as if it did come from here, since the tombstone does seem to have 

been recovered in formal excavations. 

 

Description and Context: 

The tombstone of Athenodotos is similar to that of Aischrion of Knidos (3.2.6). 

Both are made of Pentelic marble and have a cyma. The letterforms are similar sizes as 

well: those on the tombstone of Aiscrion (3.2.6) measure 1.0-1.8 cm in height, while those 

on the tombstone of Athenodotos (3.2.7 ) measure 1.5-2.0 cm. The main feature 

                                                      

590 ArchEph 4 1840, 318, no. 380 (Pittakis), translated by the author. 
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distinguishing the two in form is that the stele of Athenodotos is 8 cm wider and its 

molding is thicker.  

The two parallel lines beneath the inscription are likely the remnants of a painted 

ribbon, like that are preserved on the tombstone of Hierokles in the Epigraphic 

Museum.591 On the tombstone of Hierokles, an architectural cyma is added in paint, and 

a ribbon is painted as if it were tied tightly above the inscription as a straight band with 

a knot tied on either side of the stele with the ends hanging down. The cyma of 

Athendotos’ stele was also likely decorated with a ribbon in added paint similar to the 

tombstone of Hierokles. 

 

Historical Context: 

 Athenodotos is likely a metic living in Athens whose father was likely a citizen of 

Phaselis, though it is unclear whether he also held citizenship in that polis. The 

inscriptional formula used on this tombstone deviates from what we would expect to 

find on a tombstone of a citizen of a foreign polis in Athens. The ethnic, Φασηλίτο, is in 

the genitive and is therefore modifying the name of deceased’s father, Iatrokles 

(Ἰατροκλέος). The question, then, is whether or not Athenodotos inherited his father’s 

                                                      

591 Athens, EM 9103. Posamentir 2006, no. 28 (410-390 BCE); CAT 244; IG I3 1331 (410-400); Conze 1906, no. 

1326. 
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citizenship in Phaselis, or if he, as a first generation Athenian resident, did not inherit his 

father’s citizenship. It is possible that Athenodotos could have claimed citizenship in 

Phaselis, if need be, but he had not done so before he died in Athens.592 If he had any 

children, it is possible that they too could still have claimed citizenship in Phaselis based 

on their grandfather’s citizen status. 

 The polis of Phaselis was forced into the Delian league ca. 469 BCE. An early 

treaty survives between Athens and Phaselis, in which disputes between Phaselites and 

Athenians are to be heard in Athens, with the important caveat that the Phaselites were 

allowed to have trials heard by the Polemarch in Athens, a practice which later becomes 

standard for all metics.593 It is possible that the Phaselis decree is part of a process of 

establishing the status of citizens of allied poleis living in Athens, and the privilege of 

burying in certain areas of the city and of commemorating them in certain ways—that is 

with a tombstone, decorated or otherwise—may have been one of the perks granted to 

such foreign residents. If the Phaselis decree dates to the 430s, then perhaps it and other 

allied or controlled poleis were given the right to erect monuments at this time. 

 

                                                      

592 Wilhelm 1978, 64; Wilamowitz 1893, Vol. II, 174-5; Ginestí Rosell 2012, 326, no. 444. Lycia 1. 
593 The treaty between Athens and Phaselis (IG I3 10) was dated to the mid-5th century by Wilhelm (see ML 

31) and between 469 and 462 BCE by Wade-Gery (1958, 180-200). Papazarkadas prefers a date during the 

Archidamian War (431-421) or a bit earlier (Papazarkadas 2009, 70-1). 
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Dating Discrepancies: 

The date of the monument is unknowable and dependent on the identification of 

the letterforms. When discussing this particular hand with Stephen Tracy, he said the 

inscription could date to any point between 450 and 380 or so, but that he would lean 

towards the later date.594  The letterforms appear to me to resemble the cutter of IG II2 

1386, whose career spanned 423/3-394/3 BCE.595   

3.2.8 Nautes son of Eudemidos of Torone (450-420 BCE) (Fig. 67) 

Athens, NM 2588 

Measurements: H: 0.425; W: 0.165; Th: 0.06-0.065; Letter H: 0.015-0.02 

Form: Stele with painted decoration made from repurposed marble cover tile 

Material: Pentelic marble (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Ionic, stoichedon (only partially in the 3rd line) 

Inscription:  

 Ναύτης 

 Εὐδημί|δο 

 Τορωνα- 

 ῖος (IG I3 1377) 

                                                      

594 Pers. comm. 
595 Tracy 2016, 121-44. Since the possibility exists that it comes earlier than the outset of the Peloponnesian 

War, I have kept it in this chapter. 
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Nautes 

 son of Eudemides 

 of Torone (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 207-8, no. 157 Chalkidike 1 (450-420 BCE); Posamentir 

2006, no. 31 (410-390 BCE); Stears 2000, 30-1, Fig. 2.2 (407 BCE); IG I3 1377 (Jeffery) (450-

420 BCE?); Jeffery, LSAG2, 363, 339, no. 8 (450-400 BCE?); Schmaltz 1983, 87-88, n. 197 

(After 422 BCE); IG I2 1043 (Hiller); IG I suppl. 115, 49119 (Kirchhoff); Brückner 1909, n. 1, 

no. 6 (5th century BCE); Conze 1906, 288, no. 1328a; Köhler 1885, 367, no. 16 (Before 431 

BCE). 

 

Find Context:  

According to Conze, the tombstone of Nautes was found in the area of the 

church of Agia Triada. It then turned up on the antiquities market in the Varvakion.596 

 

Description and Context: 

                                                      

596 Conze 1906, no. 1328a. 
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The tombstone of Nautes is a repurposed block—a marble tile—that has been 

inscribed and decorated with a painted ribbon to serve as a small stele. It is one of 

several simply worked stones, some with painted decoration, recovered from the area of 

Agia Triada (3.2.2 Sko[.]eas, 3.2.9 Mikkos, and 3.2.13 Herostratos). Brückner first noticed 

that this stele was half of a cover tile that has been repurposed as a stele. This would 

explain why the stele is concave on the back, and why it has a beveled edge.597 The 

bottom of the stele is left roughed with the point chisel, while the area of painted 

decoration and inscription is treated with a tooth chisel and partially smoothed with 

abrasives. The inscription itself is not perfectly stoichedon, especially in the third line, 

and the letters do not follow a ruled line or level plain.  

The iconography is simple—a painted ribbon tied in knot just under the 

inscription, with tassels dangling from the ends. This iconography is popular on white-

ground lekythoi from the mid-5th century BCE.  Posamentir argues that the simply 

decorated ribbon matches the quality of the reused stone, and that both aspects point to 

a low-quality tombstone.598 He also believes that the date of the monument is too early, 

and wants to see it as part of a wave of painted tombstones emerging at the turn of the 

                                                      

597 Conze says Brückner identified the tombstone as a covertile fragment, but does not cite a publication 

(1906, no. 1328a). Brückner 1909, 6, n. 1; Posamentir also describes the monument as a reused tile (2006, no. 

31). 
598 Posamentir 2006, no. 31. 
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5th to 4th century BCE, but I have adopted the earlier date of Jeffery in IG I3. The 

tombstone would have likely marked Nautes’ burial in the area of the Agia Triada 

cemetery between the Street of the Tombs and the Sacred Way. 

 

Historical Context: 

The status of Nautes has been debated, with Schmaltz arguing that he was likely 

a slave buried in Athens during the Archidamian War, while Brückner prefers to see 

him as an Athenian ally.599 Torone, like many of the poleis whose emigrants in Athens are 

represented in this chapter, was a member of the Delian League, as early as 469.600 It 

appears on the tribute lists from 454/3 (IG I3 259.II.15) to 429/8 (IG I3 282.II.29) fourteen 

times.601 An anti-Athenian, oligarchic faction collaborated with the Spartan general 

Brasidas to capture the polis, and the Athenians and their Toronaian faction fled. In the 

following year, Kleon and the Athenians recaptured the polis, and the women and 

children of Torone were enslaved, and 700 men, including their Peloponnesian allies, 

                                                      

599 Schmaltz 1983, 88; Thuc. 5.3.4. Brückner 1909, 6. 
600 Plut. Cim. 12.3-4. 
601 For overview of tribute paid and relationship with Athens, see Hansen and Nielsen 2002, 847-8, no. 620 

Torone (Flensted-Jenson). 
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were sent to Athens. These captives were later part of a citizen exchange with 

Olynthos.602 

Schmaltz wanted to see the tombstones of Nautes and Mikkos (3.2.9) as 

Toronaian slaves captured and brought to Athens after 422, but if Thucydides is to be 

believed, these captives were returned to the Olynthians.603 Because the tombstone was 

found in the Agia Triada church with those of so many other citizens of Delian League 

member poleis in the Northern Aegean (eg. Lampsakos, Abydos, and Stagiros), I think it 

is more likely that the Toronaians are foreign residents living in Athens rather than 

slaves. 

3.2.9 Mikkos son of Kallikleidos of Torone (450-420 BCE) (Figs. 68-9) 

Athens, NM 2600 

Measurements: H: 0.60; W: 0.22 (the smoothed stele); Letter H: 0.008-0.015 

Form: Stele with painted decoration 

Material: Pentelic marble (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Ionic 

Inscription:  

 Μίκκος 

                                                      

602 Thuc. 5.3.1-6. 
603 Schmaltz 1983, 88; Thuc. 5.3.4. 
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 Καλλικλείδο 

 Τορωναῖος (IG I3 1378) 

  

Mikkos 

 son of Kallikleides 

 of Torone (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 210, no. 158 Chalkidike 2 (450-420 BCE); Posamentir 

2006, no. 32 (410-375 BCE); Stears 2000, 31; IG I3 1378 (Jeffery) (450-420 BCE?); Jeffery, 

LSAG2 363, 369, no. 7 (475-450 BCE?); Schmaltz 1983, 87-8 (After 422 BCE); IG I2 1044 

(Hiller); Brückner 1909, 6, n.1, no. 4 (5th century BCE); Conze 1906, 288, no. 1325 (5th 

century BCE); IG I suppl. 115, 49116 (Kirchhoff); Köhler 1885, 367-8, no. 17 (Before 431 

BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

According to Conze, the tombstone of Mikkos was found in the area of the 

church of Agia Triada in the Kerameikos. It then turned up on the antiquities market in 

the Varvakion.604 

  

                                                      

604 Conze 1906, no. 1325. 
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The tombstone of Mikkos is a short but wide stele made of Pentelic marble of the 

horos-type. The bottom of the stele is left roughly shaped, while the portion that would 

have been visible above ground is prepared with tooth chisels on the sides and back and 

the front is prepared with abrasives. The stele has a painted band across the top, while 

below the inscription, a ribbon with tassels is painted to look as if it is tied in a knot. It 

has similar iconography to the tombstone of Nautes (3.2.8).  

 

Historical Context: 

 Like Nautes (3.2.8), the status of Mikkos is debated, with Schmaltz arguing that 

he was a slave brought back to Athens after Torone was destroyed by the Athenians, 

while Brückner argues that he is an ally of Athens buried in a prominent position in the 

city. For overview of the relationship between Athens and Torone at this time, see 3.2.8 

Nautes. 

3.2.10 Aristokrates of Andros (440-400 BCE) (Fig. 70) 

Athens, EM 10229 

Measurements: H: 0.64; W: 0.24; Th: 0.12; Letter H: 0.02 

Form: Tall, broad tombstone, similar in form to horoi 

Material: Marble 

Alphabet: Ionic (?) 
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Inscription: 

 Ἀριστοκράτες 

 Ἄνδριος (IG I3 1342) 

 

 Aristokrates 

 of Andros (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 241, no. 236 Andros 1, Figs. 140-1 (440-420 BCE); IG I3 

1342 (Jeffery) (440-420 BCE?); IG I2 1004 (Hiller); IG I 491 (Kirchhoff); Lolling 1872, 868, 

no. 2. 

 

Find Context:  

Discovered in November 1872 while the foundations were being laid for a house 

located behind the Hotel de la Bretagne, on the southeast end of Stadiou street.605 

 

Description and Context: 

Aristokles’ tombstone is a tall (0.62 m) block of marble that is roughly carved 

with a point chisel over most of the surface of the stone, and a typical example of the 

horos-type of stele. Only the small portion at the top is prepared with abrasives for the 

                                                      

605 Lolling 1872, 868. 
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inscription. Because on the small portion of the stele which was inscribed would have 

been visible, this tombstone would have been inconspicuous. 

Personal Backrgound: 

Aristokrates was a citizen of Andros living abroad at a time when Andros was 

on good terms with Athens. Andros was a member of the Delian League, and perhaps 

an original member.606 Andros belonged to the Island district, and it is recorded on the 

tribute lists from 451/0 (IG I3 262.I.19) to 416/5 (IG I3 289.I.21). Andros does revolt against 

Athens and ally itself with Sparta sometime after 408 BCE. Alcibiades recaptures the 

island, when presumably some war hostages were brought back to Athens.607 It cannot 

be ruled out that Aristokrates was a war captive whose burial was marked with a 

tombstone of the horos-type. At least one other war captive was buried in the East 

Cemetery: Archetimos is identified as a Thasian war hostage on his tombstone, which 

was found in the Royal Stables excavations (4.3.3).608 I still think that the most likely date 

for the monument is in the 430s, but it is also possible that it dates just after 408 BCE. 

                                                      

606 For overview of the relationship between Athens and Andros see Hansen and Nielsen 2002, 736-7, no. 

475. Andros (Reger). For Andros as an original member of the Delian League, see ATL III.198-9. 
607 Diod. 13.69.4-5. 
608 IG I³ 1373 reads Ἀρχέτιμος | Θάσιος | ὅμηρος | Στρατίο παῖς: Archetimos | a Thasian | war captive | son 

of Stratios (Trans. Author). The tombstone of Archetimos probably dates after 407 BCE, when 

Thrasyboulos’s army retakes Thasos, and Archetimos was brought back to Athens as a captive. It is possible 

that an area outside the East Gate (Diochares Gate) was reserved for war captives, state-owned slaves 

(which are likely to overlap with war captives), and other prisoners. The tombstone of Archetimos is also a 

tombstone of the horos-type. 
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3.2.11 Hephaistes of Chios (440-430 BCE) (Figs. 71-2) 

Athens, EM 12656 

Measurements: H: 0.65, W: 0.22; Th: 0.14; Letter H: 0.025-0.031 

Form: Stele of the horos-type. It may have had painted decoration. 

Material: Pentelic Marble (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Common Ionic 

Inscription: 

 Ἡφαίστης 

 Χῖος (IG I3 1345) 

  

Hephaistēs 

 of Chios (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 250, no. 266 Chios 1, Fig. 155 (440-420 BCE); IG I3 1345 

(Jeffery) (440-420 BCE?); Kurtz and Boardman 1971, 123, Fig. 23 (Vase: 440-430 BCE); IG 

II2 10508 (Kirchner) (End of the 5th or beginning of the 4th century BCE); SEG 12.79; 

Karouzos, BCH 71-2, 1947-8, 389 (410-400 BCE for the pelike) 

 

Find Context:  
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The tombstone and the burial it marked were found in the Royal Stables 

excavations which took place in the years between 1925 and 1928.609 The burial marked 

by the tombstone is the only burial from those published with a drawing from the entire 

excavation. This is not surprising since 70 dumpsters of material were filled at the 

excavation site in a short period of time, with inexperienced workman. Thankfully, the 

burial was drawn by A. or M. Contopoulos, with a pelike holding the remains of 

Hephaistes under his tombstone (Fig. 72).610 Unfortunately, his burial is not marked on 

the single published plan of the excavation (Fig. 115).611 

 

Description and Context: 

The tombstone of Hephaistes of Chios is a tombstone of the horos-type (cf. 3.2.10 

Aristokrates of Andros). The surface of the top portion of the stele is prepared with a 

tooth chisel, while the very bottom is roughed out with a point chisel. The inscription is 

executed in large Ionic letterforms and could have been read from quite a distance away. 

It is possible that the large front plain was decorated with a painted scene that is no 

longer preserved. I was unable to view the back of the stone in the museum, since it is 

                                                      

609 Kiparissis 1924-5 [1927], ArchDelt 9, 68-72; Karouzos 1947-8, 385-91. 
610 The caption of Fig. 4 lists the name as A. Contopoulos and the body of the text names him as M. 

Contopoulos (Karouzos 1947-8, 389, Fig. 4).  
611 The only published plan is in BCH (Karouzos 1947-8, 386, Fig. 1). 
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stored against a wall between two other stones, so I am not sure how the back was 

prepared. This tombstone marked a secondary cremation burial deposited in a red-

figure pelike, which depicts a seated Achilles receiving his new armor from the Nereids 

(Fig. 73). I would like to think that those burying Hephaistes, which is a very rare name 

only attested twice in the LGPN, chose this pelike because the armor handed to Achilles 

in this scene was made by the god Hephaistos.612  

 

The Burial: 

 This is an important tombstone in this chapter’s catalogue, and perhaps the 

entire dissertation, because it is the only tombstone datable to the period before the 

Peloponnesian War for which we know the burial that it marked (Fig. 72). A red-figure 

pelike served as the cinerary urn for the cremated remains of Hephaistes (Figs. 73-4).613 

The vase has been dated by Kurtz and Boardman to 440-430 BCE, but Karouzos dates it 

to the final decade of the 5th century BCE.614 Beazley attributed the vase to the Peleus 

                                                      

612 Other than this instance, the name is attested in the 4th century in Kolophon (LGPN Va sv. Ἡφαιστῆς). 
613 Athens, NM 15299. 
614 Kurtz and Boardman 1971, 123; pace IG I3 1345 (Jeffery); contra Karouzos 1947-8, 385-91; Ginestí Rosell 

(2012, 250, no. 266 Chios 1) inaccurately cites Karouzos’s article as dating the vase to 440-430 BCE. 
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Painter, who is near to the Hector Painter, both of whom were in the Polygnotos 

Group.615  

In a study of the Peleus Painter’s and the Hector Painter’s works, Korshak 

assigns the vessel to the early phase of the Peleus Painter’s mature period, which she 

says spans 445-435/430.616 Her reasoning is that the Peleus Painter on the pelike from 

Hephaistes’s grave had not yet mastered foreshortening of fingers on the hand of 

Achilles, where he paints all five fingers, one above the other (Fig 75). The Peleus Painter 

demonstrates mastery of the foreshortening of fingers on a stamnos which he painted 

later in his career, which is now in London (Fig. 76).617 

 If we accept Korshak’s attribution, then the date of the pelike should be 445-435 

BCE, which gives the tombstone a nice terminus post quem. This is the only private 

tombstone which can be dated to the period before the Peloponnesian War, whose date 

is corroborated by another criteria—in this case the stylistic dating of the cinerary urn 

from the burial. Of course, those who wish can downdate the monument to the 420s or 

closer to 400 if one argues that the vessel is an heirloom, but I find this unlikely. If it 

were in use for 20 years or more, we might expect to find repairs or chips on the vase, 

                                                      

615 ARF2 II 1040, no. 14 (10); Beazley 1971, Paralipomena, 443, no. 14; Carpenter with Mannack and Mendonca 

1989, Beazley Addenda, 319, no. 1040.14. 
616 Korshak 1980, 131. 
617 London, BM E 453; Korshak 1980, 131. 
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but this vessel seems to have been deposited in the burial soon after purchase since there 

are no repaired breakages or signs of use on the exterior of the vessel or the interior of 

the rim.618  

 

Personal Backrgound: 

 Because we can date this vessel and tombstone ca. 440 or the years following, it is 

possible to outline the circumstances under which Hephaistes immigrated to Athens.619 

Chios was one of the first poleis to enter the Delian League following the battle of Mykale 

in 479 BCE.620 Chios donated ships rather than silver to the Delian League, so it was able 

to maintain some degree of autonomy.621 The Phaselis Decree (see 3.2.7 Athenodotos) 

also mentions that a similar treaty existed with the Chians, so they too had disputes 

between Chians and Athenians settled in Athens by the Polemarch.622 Chios switched 

allegiances and fought alongside the Peloponnesians in 412 BCE, so this tombstone was 

                                                      

618 I had a chance to study the vase in the National Museum on July 30, 2018. While the rim had broken, 

these appeared to be modern breaks and likely happened during the excavation of the burial. 
619 For overview of relationship between Chios and Athens, see Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 1064-9, no. 840 

Chios (Rubinstein). 
620 The Samians, Chians, and Lesbians are the peoples mentioned by name in the first alliance that will 

become the Delian League (Hdt. 9.106.4). 
621 Thuc. 3.10.5, 6.85.2, 7.57.4. 
622 The decree was likely passed between 431 and 421, or perhaps a little before. Papazarkadas 2009, 70-1. 
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set up during the period in which Chios and Athens were on good terms and while 

Chios was an ally providing ships.623 

3.2.12 Hermoteles son of Aristinous of Torone (440-420 BCE) (Fig. 77) 

Athens, EM 10238 

Measurements: H: 0.365; W: 0.13-0.165; Th: 0.055624; Letter H: 0.015-0.017 

Form: Stele made from recut stone, likely a marble tile, similar to 3.2.8 Nautes. Conze 

proposes that there may have also been a painted ribbon under the inscription.625 

Material: Pentelic marble (Jeffery) 

Inscription:  

 Ἑρμοτέλης 

Ἀριστόνο 

Τορωναῖο- 

ς (IG I3 1379) 

 

Hermoteles 

son of Ariston 

of Torone (Trans. Author) 

                                                      

623 Thuc. 8.17.1, 28.3-4. 
624 Jeffery reports that the depth is 0.55 m, but this must be a mistake. It should likely read 0.55 (IG I3 1379). 
625 Conze 1906, no. 1328 b. 
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Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 211, no. 160 Chalkidike 4 (440-420 BCE); IG I3 1379 

(Jeffery) (440-420 BCE?); Jeffery, LSAG2 363, n. 1 (5th century BCE); IG I2 1074 (Hiller); 

Conze 1906, no. 1328b; IG I suppl. 190, 49142 (Kirchhoff); Köhler 1888, 475, no. 4 (Before 

431 BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

The tombstone of Hermoteles was found in Agia Triada. Conze relates that the 

findspot was confirmed by Löwy in 1886, when he saw that the stone was still in the 

guardhouse at Agia Triada.626 

 

Description and Context: 

The tombstone of Hermoteles is another small stele marking the burial of a 

foreign resident from the area of the old Agia Triada in the Kerameikos. Conze believes 

it is a reused marble rooftile (Deckzeigel) and it has roughly the same depth as the 

tombstone of Nautes (3.2.8) (0.055 vs. 0.06) and the same lip on one of the sides. If one 

could identify the building from which these Pentelic rooftiles were taken, the date of 

the tombstone could be verified.627 

                                                      

626 Conze 1906, 1328b. 
627 Based on a quick look through Hoepfner’s volume on the Pompeion, I do not think it came from the 

Classical iteration of that building, which would have been a likely candidate.  
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Historical Context: 

For overview of the relationship between Torone and Athens, see entries for 

Nautes (3.2.8) and Mikkos (3.2.9) who were also citizens of Torone. 

3.2.13 Herostratos of Stagiros (440-424 BCE) (Fig. 78) 

Athens, EM 10237 

Measurements: H: 0.205; W: 0.19; Th: 0.07; Letter H: 0.017-0.02 

Form: Stele of the horos-type 

Material: Pentelic marble 

Alphabet: Ionic 

Inscription: 

 Ἡροστρά- 

το ⋮ Σταγιρ- 

ίτο (IG I3 1370) 

 

(Monument of)  

Herostratos 

⋮ of Stagiros (Trans. Author) 
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Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 210-1, no. 159 Chalkidike 3 (440-420 BCE); IG I3 1370 

(Jeffery) (440-420 BCE?); IG I2 1075 (Hiller); Brückner 1909, 6, n. 1, no. 5 (5th century 

BCE); IG I suppl. 190, 49143 (Kirchhoff); Köhler 1888, 475 no. 5 (Before 431 BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

Köhler says that the tombstone of Herostratos was one of the tombstones 

recovered from the church of Agia Triada in the Kerameikos.628 

 

Description and Context: 

 The tombstone of Herostratos is another example of the horos-type stele. The 

bottom, which is no longer preserved, would have been roughly carved with a point 

chisel, and wider and thicker than the top of the stele, which is smoothed and prepared 

with a tooth chisel. The letterforms are large (0.017-0.02), though not quite as tall as 

those on the tombstone of Hephaistes of Chios (3.2.11) which measure 0.025-0.031. The 

preparation of this stele conforms to the standards used for horoi in the second half of the 

5th century BCE.  

                                                      

628 Köhler 1888, 474-5, no. 5. 
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The inscriptional formula is not typical for the Classical period because the 

deceased’s name is in the genitive rather than the nominative, which is the norm in the 

second half of the fifth century. As Ginestí Rosell points out, there is a transition from 

the Archaic to the Classical period from using the genitive to using the nominative.629 A 

good comparison for the dedicatory inscription of the tombstone of Herostratos is the 

Archaic base for Aischros (2.2.5), which gives the name Aischros in the genitive, 

followed by a vertical row of three dots as punctuation, followed by his patronymic and 

his ethnikon (2.2.5 above). The inscription of Herostratos follows the same formula but 

leaves out the patronymic. So, the inscription of Herostratos represents a holdover from 

the Archaic period, which may point us towards a date closer to 440 BCE, like that of 

Hephaistes of Chios (3.2.11), its closest parallel in form. 

 

Historical Context: 

 Herostratos was a foreign resident of Athens with citizenship in the polis 

Stagiros. This polis in the Northern Aegean is reported to be an Andrian colony by 

Thucydides, a polis whose emigrants are also represented in this corpus (3.2.10 

Aristokrates). Stagiros was a member of the Delian League, attested on the Athenian 

                                                      

629 Ginestí Rosell 2012, 210-1, no. 159 Chalkidike 3. 
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tribute lists 15 times under the Thracian district between 454/3 (IG I3 259.I.14) and 429/8 

(IG I3 282.II.10).630 The polis revolted in 424 BCE, and Kleon unsuccessfully tried to 

recapture the polis in 422.631 In the Peace of Nikias (422/1) Stagiros was declared 

autonomous but subject to pay tribute to Athens.632  

 Given the archaizing formula of the inscription and the history of the 

relationship between Athens and Stagiros, I think the most likely date for the tombstone 

of Herostratos is before the revolt of Stagiros in 424, which is similar to the date of the 

public monument for Polykles, the proxenos of Akanthos (3.5.2), a polis with a similar 

trajectory as Stagiros, which is dated 450-424 BCE. The tombstone is part of a cemetery 

which catered to citizens of poleis in Chalkidike which were members of the Delian 

League.  

3.2.14 Alexileos son of Prokleidos of Lampsakos (440-420 BCE) (Fig. 
79) 

Athens, NM 2591 

Measurements: H (preserved): 0.40; W: 0.23; Th: 0.06; Letter H: 0.007-0.017 (Ginestí 

Rosell) 

                                                      

630 Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 844-5, no. 613. Stagiros (Flensted-Jensen). 
631 Thuc. 4.88.2, 5.6.1. 
632 Thuc. 5.18.5. 
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Form: Stele with painted palmette design above the inscription, and a tied ribbon design 

below the inscription. 

Material: Pentelic marble (Ginestí Rosell, Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Ionic, stoichedon (except the iota in Prokleides is added between the epsilon 

and delta afterwards) 

Inscription:  

 Ἀλεξίλεως 

 Προκλείδο 

 Λαμψακηνός (IG I3 1351) 

  

 Alexileos 

 son of Prokleides 

 of Lampsakos (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell, 292-3, no. 36 Troiad 1 (440-420 BCE); Posamentir 2006, no. 

10, Figs. 10.1-10.7 (420-400 BCE); IG I3 1351 (440-420 BCE); Jeffery LSAG2, 367, 416, no. 48 

(450-425 BCE); Stupperich 1977, Kat. no. 214 (Last third of the 5th century BCE); Möbius 

1964, 14, n. 44 (425-400 BCE); IG I2 1049 (Hiller); Brückner 1909, 6, n. 1, no. 7 (5th century 

BCE); Conze 1906, 288, no. 1327 (5th century BCE); IG I suppl. 116, 49121 (Kirchhoff); 

Köhler 1885, 368-9, no. 22 (Before 431 BCE) 
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Find Context:  

Conze says that the tombstone of Alexileos was recovered from the church of 

Agia Triada in the Kerameikos.633  

 

Description and Context: 

 The stele of Alexileos is the most elaborate of the painted stelai of northerners 

recovered from the church of Agia Triada. The stele is finished on the front and sides 

with a tooth chisel. The back is roughly carved with a point chisel and is not completely 

taken down with a point chisel, with parts protruding 2-3 cm from the back plane. The 

front was painted with an architectural anthemion. A molding is painted above the 

inscription with a painted egg-and-dart motif (cf. 3.2.6 Aischrion of Knidos). Above this 

molding is painted an elaborate palmette design. Below the inscription is a painted 

ribbon tied in a knot. The inscription is roughly centered and stoichedon, though the 

second line of the inscription could have been laid out more neatly. 

 If the date of this painted tombstone is correct in relation to the others dated by 

Jeffery in IG, then it would be the first tombstone which preserves evidence for a 

palmette anthemion after the construction of the Themistoklean Wall, though it is in 

                                                      

633 Conze 1906, no. 1327. 
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added paint rather than sculpted in relief. If correct, the trajectory of tombstones with 

palmette anthemia could be seen as introduced by Ionian immigrants in the 3rd quarter 

of the 5th century (or perhaps earlier with public monuments, such as for Pythagoras, the 

proxenos of Selymbria).  

Posamentir argues that the monument was erected at the end of the 5th century, 

sometime after 420 BCE. The tombstone of Alexileos would then fit neatly in 

Posamentir’s timeline of painted tombstones, which begins with the tombstones of a 

young woman with a pyxis and the stele of Eupheros from the Kerameikos, both of 

which he dates to the decade of 430-420 BCE.634 

 

Historical Context: 

 Alexileos was a foreign resident with citizenship in the polis of Lampsakos. This 

polis was a Persian possession from the beginning of the 5th century, and control of the 

polis and its territory, famous for its wine, was given to the exiled Athenian politician 

Themistokles by Artaxerxes in 465/4 BCE.635 In the years between 464 and 453, when 

Lampsakos first appears on a tribute list in Athens (IG I3 260.V.17), the polis becomes a 

                                                      

634 Posamentir 2006, Kat. nos. 1 (NM 910) and 2 (Kerameikos P 1169). 
635 Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 986-8, no. 748 Lampsakos (Avram); Thuc. 1.138. 
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member of the Delian League in the Hellespontine district.636 Lampsakos remained an 

ally of Athens until 411 when it revolted and sided with the Persians, who were allied 

with the Spartans at the time. It was retaken soon after by the Athenian general 

Strombichides.637 Lampsaakos remains an ally of Athens until Lysander takes the city 

after Aigospotamoi in 405 BCE and stayed under Spartan control until the 390s.638 

 If the monument dates to 410-390 as Posamentir argues, it would have been 

erected at a time when Lampsakos was a Spartan ally. This would likely have been 

amenable to some Athenians under the period of the Thirty, but not under the 

reestablished democracy in 403 BCE. The historical context I argue supports an earlier 

date, sometime between 440 and 420 being likely, but 411 is the latest possible date. 

3.2.15 Diodoros of Miletos (440-420 BCE) (Fig. 80) 

Athens, EM 11009 

Measurements: H: 0.62; W: 0.29-0.31; Th: 0.07-0.05; Letter H: 0.017-0.025 

Form: Stele with molding and anthemion, which likely had painted decoration 

Material: White marble 

Alphabet: Ionic, stoichedon 

                                                      

636 For overview of tribute payments by Lampsakos, see Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 987, no. 748 Lampsakos 

(Avram). 
637 Thuc. 8.62. 
638 Xen. Hell. 2.1.18-21, 30, and 2.2.1. 
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Inscription:  

 Διόδωρος 

 Μιλήσιος (IG I3 1356) 

  

 Diodoros 

 of Miletos (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 279-80, no. 330 Continental Ionia 4 (440-420 BCE); IG I3 

1356 (Jeffery) (440-420 BCE); IG II2 9496 (Kirchner) (5th century BCE); IG II 3208 (Köhler) 

(Middle of the 5th century BCE); Koumanoudes 1871, no. 2089. 

 

Find Context:  

Koumanoudes gives only one word—Piraeus—as the findspot for the 

tombstone.639 

 

Description and Context: 

 The stele of Diodoros is the first tombstone in the corpus which has a molding 

which separates the stele from its anthemion. While no comparable monument survives 

                                                      

639 Koumanoudes 1871, no. 2089. 
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from the period, it does find a parallel on a white-ground lekythos attributed to the 

Thanatos Painter, dated to ca. 440 BCE by Oakley.640 On the monument painted on the 

lekythos, there is a similar molding and anthemion. In the example on the lekythos, the 

molding is painted with an egg-and-dart motif and the anthemion is painted with a 

helmet of the Corinthian type. It is also set on a stepped base, and it is possible that the 

tombstone of Diodoros was supported by a stepped base as well. The stele of Diodoros 

may have been decorated similarly to the stele on the lekythos by the Thanatos Painter: 

the molding with a painted patterned design and the anthemion with a painted palmette 

or perhaps something else, like a helmet. The stele also has an tenon at the bottom to be 

set into a base.  

 It is unclear whether or not the find context—Piraeus—can be used to interpret 

the context of the tombstone in any meaningful way. It could have been retrieved from 

the harbor or recovered from a house. Usually, Koumanoudes provides the most specific 

information that he has, so it could be a rumor than entered its way into the Epigraphic 

Museum catalogue. For the time being, I will assume that it was discovered in the area 

of Piraeus, and that it possibly stood in the North Cemetery. 

 

                                                      

640 London, BM D 58. Oakley 2004, Pl. V.a-b. 
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Historical Context: 

 Diodoros is the first foreign resident with citizenship in Miletos attested in 

Athens. Foreign residents with citizenship in Miletos appear in the Late Classical, 

Hellenisitc, and Roman period in large numbers.641 Miletos was a member of the Delian 

League after the Battle of Mykale in 478 BCE. They are recorded on tribute lists from 

454/3 (IG I3 259.III.19) to 416/5 (IG I3 289.I.36-8).642  It is thought by some that Athens 

helped establish a democracy at Miletos with demes and prytaneis after the Kleisthenic 

model sometime in the 440s.643 An important decree stipulating the contribution of 

soldiers to Athens and outlining the protocol for legal cases of Milesians tried at Athens 

was passed sometime in the first decade of the Peloponnesian War (cf. Phaselis decree 

mentioned in 3.2.7 and 3.2.11).644 Milesians also provided troops for the expedition 

against Corinth in 425/4 and for the Sicilian Expedition in 415-3 BCE.645 

 The historical context in which Diodoros immigrated to Athens was shortly after 

the establishment of the democratic government in Miletos with input from Athens. It is 

                                                      

641 Gray (2011, 48) notes that FRA lists 2011 Milesians, which is the largest group in the corpus followed by 

Herakleia (617 instances). The numbers in FRA are misleading, because Osborne and Byrne including names 

in patronymics as a separate entry. 
642 For overview of the relationship between Miletos, Ionia, and Athens, see Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 1082-

8, no. 854. Miletos (Rubinstein). 
643 Robinson 1987, 380-1. 
644 Papazarkadas 2009, 71-2. 
645 Thuc. 4.42, 54.1; 7.57.4. 
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possible that he died just before the outset of the war or soon after, when the wave of 

Ionian decrees with allied states in Phaselis, Chios, and Miletos were passed.  

Appendix 3.3 Private Monuments of Citizens with Demotics (ca. 
480-430) 

3.3.1 Phaidron son of Lysistratos of Acharnai (450-425 BCE) (Fig. 81) 

Athens, EM 317 

Measurements: H: 0.73; W: 0.34 (top) – 0.09 (bottom); Th: 0.06-0.09; Letter H: 0.025-0.04  

Form: Stele of the horos-type with painted letterforms 

Material: Hymettian marble (Delbrück, Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Mixed Attic/Ionic (added red paint) 

Inscription:  

 Φαίδ[ρ]ον 

 Λυσι<σ>τράτ- 

 ο Ἀχαρνε- 

 ύς (IG I3 1303) 

  

Phaidron 

 son of Lysistratos 

 of Acharnai (Trans. Author) 
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Bibliography: IG I³ 1303 (Jeffery) (450-425 BCE); Davies, APF, 357-8, no. 9480 (Early 5th 

century BCE); IG I2 1003 (Hiller) (Earlier part of the 5th century BCE); Conze 1906, 303, 

no. 1413 (5th century BCE); Delbrück 1900, Ath Mitt 25, 308-9 (500-450 BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

The tombstone of Phaidron was recovered during excavations under the house 

of O. Russopulos in August of 1900, when a cellar was installed.646 It was said to be on 

the southside of Odos Psaromeliggou, which Conze describes as on the Plateia 

Eleftherias.647 Only a few graves of the necropolis they uncovered were excavated (5th-4th 

centuries BCE), and the tombstone of Phaidron was listed among the finds. The burial of 

Phaidron was lined with stones and unfortunately lacked any grave goods which could 

help date the burial and the monument. 

 

Description and Context: 

 The tombstone of Phaid[r]on is a typical example of the horos-type of tombstone. 

It is similar in size and finish to two funerary horoi from the agora, H 54 and H 55, which 

are both dated to the 5th or 4th centuries BCE.648 The tombstone of Phaid[r]on is a roughly 

                                                      

646 Delbrück 1900, Ath Mitt 25, 308. 
647 Conze 1906, 303, no. 1413. 
648 Lalonde 1991, 33, nos. H 54 (Agora, I 7461) and H 55 (Agora, I 7462) are both horoi of mnemata. 
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worked, triangular piece of Hymettian marble that has been worked with a tooth chisel 

on the top of the stone as preparation for the inscription. The inscription is inscribed in 

large, irregularly shaped letterforms, which are carefully carved. The inscription is 

missing two letters, the rho in Φαίδρον has dropped out, as well as the second sigma in 

Λυσιστράτος, which could point to a semi-literate family member patron for the 

monument or letter-cutter.  

 

Historical Context: 

 Davies proposes that Phaidron may have been a relative of Lysimachides son of 

Lysimachos of Acharnai, who contributed naval equipment in 366/5 BCE.649 He likely 

moved to the city at some point in the second quarter of the 5th century, and his family 

encountered a problem that will face many citizens in the first generations after the 

foundation of the Kleisthenic democracy: what happens when you are no longer living 

in the deme in which you have citizenship? In the decades in which families were 

flocking to the urban center of Athens from the countryside, and especially after 451 

when both parents needed to be born from Athenian citizens, it became especially 

important for family’s with shallow roots to assert their citizenship in newly established 

                                                      

649 Davis, APF, 357-8, no. 9480. 
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family plots. It is not surprising then, that the first tombstones of citizens in Athenian 

urban cemeteries were from non-urban demes.  

 Acharnai was the largest deme of Athens, contributing 22 bouleutai to the boule, 

with a total estimated population between 5,000 and 10,000 individuals.650 The deme of 

Acharnai was known for its vineyards and charcoal production, and its demotai had a 

reputation for being belligerent.651 Kellogg argues that Archarnians had a particularly 

strong sense of loyalty to their deme due to the wealth and sturdy economic base of the 

deme, which is referenced in literary works of the 5th century.652 How fitting then that the 

first attested demotic after the construction of the Themistoklean Wall is for an 

Acharnian. 

3.3.2 Mnesarete daughter of Philinidos from Myrina (450-425 BCE) 
(Fig. 82) 

Athens, EM 10243 

Measurements: H: 0.225; W: 0.145; Th:0.06; Letter H: 0.010-0.018 

Form: Small stele with a painted blue margin at the top (see 3.2.9 Mikkos from Torone) 

Material: Pentelic marble (Hiller) 

Alphabet: Ionic 

                                                      

650 Kellogg 2013, 43. 
651 Kellogg 2013, 120. 
652 Kellogg 2013, 138. 
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Inscription:  

 Μνησαρέτη 

 Φιλινίδο 

 ἐγ Μυρίνης (IG I3 1325) 

 

 Mnesarete 

 daughter of Philinides 

 from Myrina (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Marchiandi 2013, 123-4, n. 17 (450-425 BCE?); IG I3 1325 (Jeffery) (450-425 

BCE?); IG I2 1041 (Hiller); IG I suppl. 115, no. 49113 (Kirchhoff); Köhler 1885, 367, no. 14 

(Before 431 BCE); Koumanoudes 1871, no. 2269. 

 

Find Context:  

The findspot was unknown when Koumanoudes made his corpus in 1871. 

 

Description and Context: 

 This small stele had the remnants of a painted band at the top of the stele, much 

like the stele of Mikkos (3.2.9).  The surface of the stele is finished with a rasp, rather 

than a tooth and non-metal abrasive as appears on other tombstones made from 
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repurposed blocks and horos-type stelai from the third quarter of the 5th century BCE. 

The inscription is neatly carved in irregularly sized letters. 

 

Historical Context:  

 Mnesarete appears to be the daughter of an Athenian citizen, who is buried in 

Athens, putting her in a small group of Athenian citizens who returned to the city from 

a cleruchy. The inscriptional formula follows the standard formula for women in the 

Classical period. Women’s status was determined by their relationship to the men in 

their family. If married, their status is determined by the status of their husband. If not, 

then by their father. So, a married woman will be designated as “the wife of _______ ,” 

and if her husband is a citizen, his demotic will be included. If unmarried, her status is 

determined by that of her father, and she will be designated as “the daughter of 

_______,” and if her father is a citizen, his demotic will be included. Mnesarete is 

unmarried since her patronymic is used: she is the daughter of Philinides.  

 The status of her father is somewhat ambiguous. He is said to be from Myrina, an 

Athenian cleruchy on Lemnos. Unfortunately, there is still no consensus as to the exact 

legal and social status of Lemnian residents and kleruchs in Athens.653 Jeffery claims that 

                                                      

653 For current state of scholarship on the status of Lemnian cleruchs and residents in the 5th and 4th centuries 

BCE in Athens, see Marchiandi 2008, 11-39, passim. 
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Philinides was a cleruch, which would make Mnesarete a citizen, though I admit that the 

status of cleruchs and citizens of cleruchies is debated. The formula ἐγ/ἐξ/ἐκ + cleruchy 

appears on several tombstones from the 5th and 4th centuries.654 Marchiandi argues that 

this formula refers to Athenians whose citizenship is tied to these kleruchies,655 but 

Osborne and Byrne consider these same people foreign residents.656 I agree with 

Marchiandi and argue that this formula was the way in which Athenian citizens who are 

registered as citizens in registries in cleruchies identify themselves when in Athens. 

Casualty lists from the 420s list Lemnians from Myrina (Λημνίων ἐγ Μυρίν|[ης] from IG 

I³ 1164) by tribe, which shows that Athenian citizens from cleruchies are folded into the 

Kleisthenic tribes.657 The formula used for Mnesarete’s father, Philinides, conforms to the 

typical way of denoting an Athenian citizen from Myrina. 

3.3.3 Lysanias son of Lachemoiros of Poros (440-420 BCE) (Fig. 83) 

Athens, Piraeus Museum 1637 

Measurements: H: 0.30; W: 0.16-0.17; Th: 0.123; Letter H: 0.019-0.037 

                                                      

654 Nichomachos Peiraieus, a Lemnian kleruch: Conze 1906, no. 1317e; Posamentir 2006, no. 66; CEG 475; IG 

II/III2 7180; 4.3.3 Mikines from Imbros: IG I3 1350; and Kritias from Hephaistia on Lemnos: IG II/III2 8826. 
655 Marchiandi 2013, 123, n. 17. 
656 Osborne and Byrne, FRA, s.v. Hephaistia (2299, 3000), Myrina (5757, 5760), and Imbros (2616).  
657 See Clairmont 1983 I, 184-6, nos. 46 and 47. There is debate about the different ways the casualties are 

listed on EM 10207 (IG I³ 1164) and a stone now lost (IG I³ 1165). The former lists Lemnians from Myrina 

under the heading by tribal subheadings. The latter lists the casualties by tribe and “Lemnians” is a 

subheading. I think both cases represent citizens, regardless of whether the Lemnians are autonomous in 

their own deme-system or part of the Kleisthenic deme-system.. 
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Form: Small, squared pillar stele (Cf. 3.2.4 Chareas of Pale) 

Material: Limestone (from Piraeus?) 

Alphabet: Ionic 

Inscription:  

 ἐνθάδ- 

 ε Λυσαν- 

 ίας κεῖτ- 

αι Πόρι- 

 ος Λαχε- 

 μοίρο / π- 

 αντο̣[․] 

 — — — — (IG I3 1334) 

  

 Here 

 lies 

 Lysanias 

 of Poros (deme) 

son of  

Lachemoiros 

panto…  
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— — — — (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: IG I3 1334 (Jeffery) (440-420 BCE?); CEG 85 (Hansen) (440-420 BCE); GVI I 

323 (Peek) (Beginning of the 5th century BCE); IG I2 1018 (Hiller); Wilhelm 1909, 34-5, 

Fig. 14 (5th century BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

The exact findspot is unknown. It was likely found after 1871, when 

Koumanoudes made his corpus, but before 1909 when Wilhelm saw it in the Piraeus 

Museum. Jeffery suggests that the stone must have been found in the area of Piraeus and 

was then brought to the museum.658 The material—limestone, likely quarried in the 

Piraeus—also points to production and use as a tombstone in Piraeus. 

 

Description and Context: 

 The tombstone of Lysanias of the deme Poros is a small pillar-stele (cf. 3.2.1 

Damainetos), made of limestone that was likely quarried in Piraeus. The block is nicely 

shaped, but the surface is not prepared with extensive use of abrasives. In many places, 

marks from the tooth chisel can still be visible, such as those around the chi in 

                                                      

658 “Piraei inventa (?)” (IG I3 1334 (Jeffery)). 
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Λαχεμοίρο. The surface of the stone is friable in places, which is why some letters are 

more neatly carved than others.  

 Interestingly, this is the only private tombstone for an Athenian citizen which 

uses a metrical epigram, in this case elegiac, in the third quarter of the 5th century. 

Metrical inscriptions are most common on public monument of this period and were 

common on the private monuments of the late 6th century BCE. Most of the letters are 

carved with a point chisel, but two are etched onto the surface with a tubular drill: the 

theta in ἐνθάδε and the final omikron in Λαχεμοίρο. This means that the person who 

carved tombstone had access to multiple tools for carving stones, and perhaps worked 

on decorative elements in stone or carved inscriptions. While a stone cutter might have 

access to a point chisel and tooth chisel, he might not have had access to a drill.  

 

Historical Context: 

 Lysanias is from a deme, Poros, which has yet to be precisely located. The deme 

of Poros was in the tribe of Akamantis. Traill proposed that it was in the Coastal trittys, 

but its exact location is unknown.659 If in the Coastal trittys, the deme was likely located 

down by Thorikos. It is also possible that Poros was part of the Urban trittys and was 

                                                      

659 Traill 1975, 48. 
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located closer to Athens, likely between Athens and Aigaleos.660 Both of these possible 

locations are nowhere close to Piraeus, where the tombstone was likely found and 

produced. As in the case of Phaidron from Acharnai (3.3.1) and Mnesarete, the daughter 

of Philinides from Myrina (3.3.2), the tombstone of Lysanias is set up by an Athenian 

citizen’s family, which is living somewhere new. There is no ancestral family plot where 

the family of Lysanias could bury him, so one was likely purchased in the area of 

Piraeus where they lived.  

Appendix 3.4 Private Monuments of Residents without Ethnika 
(ca. 480-430) 

3.4.1 Dokimos (475-430 BCE) (Fig. 84) 

Berlin, SK 1162 

Measurements: Preserved H: 0.19; W: 0.22; Th: 0.04-0.055; Letter H: 0.018-0.022 

Form: Stele with cyma, letters preserved added pigment 

Material: Marble (Jeffery); Parian Marble (Köhler, Conze) 

Alphabet: Transitional (Köhler) 

Inscription: 

 Δοκίμο (IG I3 1280) 

  

                                                      

660 See Traill 1975, 48, n. 21. 
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(Monument) of Dokimos. (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: IG I3 1280 (Jeffery) (475-450 BCE); IG I2 1064 (Hiller); Beschreibung der 

antiken Skulpturen mit Ausschluss der pergamenischen Fundstücke 1891, 447, no. 1162 

(Conze) (Mid-5th Century BCE); Köhler 1885, 366, no. 12 (Mid-5th Century BCE); 

Koumanoudes 1871, no. 2799. 

 

Find Context:  

Koumanoudes is the first to relate that the tombstone was found between Athens 

and Piraeus, and Köhler adds that it was discovered along with the tombstone of a 

woman named Phaino (IG I2 1066) which has been dated to the 4th century. Conze relates 

that it was donated in 1821 to the museum.661 

 

Description and Context: 

 The mu is the most Archaic-looking of the letterforms, which is used to date the 

monument so early. Its form is similar to that of Aischrion, and it should probably be 

dated closer to 450 and could be as late as 430 BCE. In all likelihood this monument 

would have had a painted egg-and-dart motif on the cyma. 

                                                      

661 Beschreibung der antiken Skulpturen mit Ausschluss der pergamenischen Fundstücke 1891, 447, no. 1162 

(Conze). 
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Historical Context: 

 The name Δόκιμω as a woman’s name is unattested in the LGPN, so it is more 

likely that this is man’s name Δόκιμος in the genitive.662 The name is attested in both 

Athens and Thrace in the 5th century.663 One factor which might point to Dokimos being 

a foreign resident from Thrace is the unusual use of the genitive instead of the 

nominative for the name of the deceased, paralleled by the tombstone of Herostratos 

from Stagiros (3.2.13). If the monument does date to the second quarter of the 5th century 

as Jeffery suggest, then it could simply be a holdover of the Archaic formula which uses 

the genitive (cf. 2.2.5 Aischros). 

3.4.2 Herakledes (450-390 BCE?) (Fig. 85) 

Athens, NM 2066 

Measurements: Preserved H: 0.28; Preserved W: 0.38; Th: 0.0975-0.013; Letter H:  

Form: Relief naiskos over 1 m in restored height (Bergemann) 

Material: Pentelic (Köhler, Bergemann) 

Alphabet: Ionic 

                                                      

662 Δόκιμος appears 77 times in the LGPN in volumes I, II, IIIa, IV, Va, and Vb, while the name Δόκιμω is 

unattested. 
663  
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Inscription:  

 Ἡρακλέδης (IG I3 1282) 

  

Herakledes. (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Projekt DYABOLA (430-390 BCE); ΑΡΜΑ 4, 244, no. 1780 (Vizinou); 

Bergemann 1997, 158, no. 26 (430-390 BCE); IG I3 1282 (Jeffery) (ca. 450 BCE?); Threatte 

1980, I 37, no. 50; 300, no. 8 (Before 450 BCE?); Clairmont 1979, 45 (Definitely 4th century 

BCE); Stupperich 1977, II 165, no. 210 (End of the 5th century BCE); Conze 1906, no. 1273 

(Not before the mid-5th century BCE after Köhler); Köhler 1885, 365, no. 10 (Mid-5th 

century BCE); Koumanoudes 1871, no. 2951. 

 

Find Context:  

Once in the stoa of Hadrian. Vizinou lists the monument as one without a 

provenance.664 

 

Description and Context: 

                                                      

664 ΑΡΜΑ 4, 244, no. 1780 (Vizinou). 
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 The tombstone of Herakleides was a pedimental naikos that Bergemann restores 

to over 1 m. A good parallel for his tombstone is that of Xanthippos from the British 

Museum. In a similar fashion, the head of the Xanthippos in the relief is shown nearly 

abutting the top pediment.665 The example in the British Museum has similarly been 

dated earlier than 430 BCE, but I excluded it from the corpus because the date of the 

inscription and the relief are both closer to 420 BCE. 

 It is unfortunate that Jeffery did not see this monument in person when she was 

publishing IG I3. The monument would be dated by most scholars working on funerary 

monuments to the late 5th or even 4th century BCE.666 It is very unlikely that this 

monument predates the Archidamian War.  

 

Historical Context: 

 Herakleides probably died at an old age. I cannot think of another example of a 

balding man depicted on a tombstone of the late 5th century BCE. In most cases, older 

men are shown with long hair and beards. Herakleides’ balding head and aquiline nose 

may point to a portrait-like quality to his tombstone, and therefore a later date. 

                                                      

665 London, BM 628; IG I³ 1282bis. 
666 Cf. Bergemann dates the monument to 430-390 BCE (1997, 158, no. 26). Similarly, Stupperich dates the 

monument to the end of the 5th century (1977 II, 165, no. 210), and Clairmont confidently dates the 

monument to the 4th century BCE (1979, 45). 
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3.4.3 Relief stele found in Piraeus (460-425 BCE?) (Fig. 86) 

Athens, NM 711 

Measurements: H: 1.05; W: 0.32; Th: 0.08 

Form: Relief stele depicting seated woman facing left. 

Material: Pentelic (Kaltsas, Mylonas); Fine-crystalled white marble, Pentelic? (Biesantz) 

Inscription: None 

Bibliography: Kaltsas 2002, 145, no. 277 (450-425 BCE); Stears 2000, 39-40, n. 23 (Error—

NM 713 for NM 711) (ca. 450); Pologiorgi 1999, 180-1 (Error—NM 713 instead of 711), 

Tab. 44; Clairmont 1986, 38, n. 59 (Error—NM 713 for NM 711) (Before 431/30 BCE); 

Stupperich 1977, II, 154, no. 2 (450-425 BCE); Biesantz 1965, 27, no. 54 (Error—NM 713 

for NM 711) (ca. 450 BCE); Papaspyridi 1927, 118; Conze 1893, no. 36, Taf. XV (470-460 

BCE after Furtwängler); BCH 5, 1881, 358, no. 20 (Mylonas) 

 

Find Context:  

Conze provides the most complete description of the findspot of this tombstone. 

He writes: “Gefunden im Piräus: ἐπὶ τῆς Πειραϊκῆς χερσονήσου πρὸς νότον τοῦ δευτέρου 

θεάτρου” (Found in Piraeus: on the Piraic peninsula to the north of the second theater).667 

                                                      

667 Conze 1893, no. 36. 
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Conze is quoting a Greek text, though the BCH article from 1881 does not provide this 

level of detail for the findspot.668 It must have been in the catalogue of the National 

Archaeological Museum. Pologiorgi doubts that the monument is both an Attic product 

and that it dates before 430. It must be Attic and later than 430 or a foreign product 

which dates before. She points out that there are no Classical burials in the area of the 

theater where the stone was reportedly found, and proposes that it was brought there 

from elsewhere in modern times or that it was transferred to the Piraeus in antiquity 

from outside Attika to stand as a tombstone for a foreigner, perhaps in the area of Nea 

Faliro, where other tombstones of foreigners are known.669 

 

Description and Context: 

 This tall, slender relief appears to have been sunk directly into the ground rather 

than set into a base. The bottom 45 cm of the stele is roughly dressed with a point chisel 

as is done for horoi in Attika of the same period, indicating that this portion would not 

have been visible. A seated woman in shallow relief is carved facing left, holding two 

objects, a phiale in her right hand and a bird in her left.670 The folds of her himation 

                                                      

668 Mylonas relates that the relief is from Piraeus (1881, BCH 5, 358, no. 20). 
669 Unfortunately, Pologiorgi did not offer any examples (1999, 181). It is possible that examples can be found 

in her unpublished dissertation. 
670 Kaltsas also identifies it as a bird (2002, 145, no. 277). 
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which covers her head is deliberately shown to be a coarser fabric with thicker, cruder 

folds, while her chiton is carved with more delicate, wavy channels to evoke a crinklier, 

finer material. The head of the woman touches the cornice of the pediment which tops 

the relief. Her chair has a high seat-back, and the legs of the chair are very simply 

carved, though they make nice registers for painted decoration. The surface of the relief 

is treated with the tooth chisel. 

 

Historical Context: 

 The woman for whom this tombstone was commissioned is thought by many to 

be a foreign resident living in Athens. Several scholars have argued that it is a foreign 

product: some see North Ionian influence, others Thessalian.671 The material is identified 

by most as Pentelic marble, and even Biesantz, who considers it a Thessalian product, 

tentatively identifies as the Pentelic. 672 Clairmont views the relief as a “Thessalian 

(North Greek) stele,” therefore an import, and does not include it in his CAT.673 

Similarly, Pologiorgi proposes that it may have been imported in antiquity.674  

                                                      

671 North Ionian: Papaspyridi 1927, 118; Thessalian: Biesantz 1965, 27, no. 54; Clairmont 1986, 38, n. 59. 
672 Mylonas was the first to identify it as Pentelic marble (1881, BCH 5, 358, no. 20), but Kaltsas confirms that 

it is made of Pentelic marble (2002, 145, no. 277); Biesantz says, “Feinkristallinischer weißer Marmor 

(pentelisch?)” (1965, 27, no. 54). It should be noted that Biesantz describes no other marble in his corpus this 

way. 
673 Clairmont 1986, 38, n. 59. 
674 Pologiorgi 1999, 180-1. 
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I disagree with Clairmont and Pologiorgi, mainly because the tombstone is made 

of Pentelic marble. If they were correct and the monument were an import, then the 

following necessarily have taken place: 1) a block of Pentelic marble would have been 

shipped to Thessaly, a stone type that appears to be seldom or never used for grave 

reliefs, 2) that block would then be carved by a Thessalian artist, and 3) the relief was 

then shipped back to Athens to be set up as a tombstone at one of the cemeteries near 

Piraeus, perhaps Nea Faliro. 

 This chaîne opératoire seems a bit complicated for a stele that is not the finest 

quality Thessalian-style product from the mid-fifth century. What seems more likely to 

me, is that a resident of one of the demes near Piraeus, perhaps a foreign resident from 

Thessaly or the North Aegean, sought out an artist to produce a tombstone in a 

Northern Greek style for a deceased women in his or her family. The artist used a local 

material, Pentelic marble, which would have been abundant in Attika in the mid-5th 

century, given the sheer number of large scale public works taking place.675  

 Pologiorgi’s second explanation for this tombstone finding its way to the area 

north of the second theater is more likely—it was moved there in modern times. It was 

                                                      

675 Shear 2016. 
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likely quarried from an ancient cemetery to be used as building material in the modern 

period or brought there when a field was ploughed.676  

3.4.4 Eudikos son of Semion (450 BCE?) (No Image) 

Eleusis, Museum E 90 

Measurements: Preserved H: 0.07; W: 0.20; Th: 0.08; Letter H: 0.012-0.018 

Form: Marble fragment, top part of a monument 

Material: Marble 

Alphabet: Attic (Jeffery)  

Inscription:  

 Εὔδικ[ος] 

 Σεμίο[νος] 

 ————— (IG I3 1250) 

 

 Eudikos 

 son of Semion 

 ————— (Trans. Author) 

                                                      

676 See Pologiorgi 1999, 180-1; Stears agrees, stating, “I can see no reason for not accepting [NM 711] as an 

Athenian memorial” (2000, 40).  
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Bibliography: IG I3 1250 (Jeffery) (ca. 450 BCE?); IG I2 1011 (Hiller);  ArchEph 33, 1894, 

170, no. 10 (Skias) (Pre-Eukleides, before 403 BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

No provenance is provided in any publication, but presumably it was found in 

the vicinity of Eleusis and brought to the apotheke there. 

 

Description and Context: 

Jeffery did not get a chance to see this monument and dated it from a squeeze at 

Oxford. I also have not had a chance to study this stone, so I am relying entirely on the 

descriptions of Jeffery and Skias. Jeffery says that the monument type was unknown 

based on the squeeze, and Skias is no more helpful. He describes the stone as a fragment 

of white marble which only preserves the top; of what type of monument, he does not 

say.677 Jeffery says that it is uncertain that the fragment even belongs to a tombstone. 

This monument is only tentatively included in this catalogue. 

3.4.5 Chartos? (450-425 BCE?) (Fig. 87) 

Athens, EM 10242 

                                                      

677 Skias describes the monument as a τεμάχιον λευκοῦ μαρμάρου μόνον ἄνωθεν ἀκέραιον (ΑrchΕph 33 

1894, 170, no. 10). 
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Measurements: H: 0.22; W: 0.215; Th: 0.065-0.075; Letter H: 0.028-0.03 

Form: Stele of the horos-type 

Material: Pentelic marble (Conze, Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Not enough diagnostic letterforms; transitional (Köhler) 

Inscription: 

 Χάρτο (IG I3 1281) 

  

(Burial plot?) of Chartos (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: ΑΡΜΑ 4, 222, no. 1537 (Vizinou); IG I3 1281 (Jeffery) (ca. 450 BCE?); Conze 

1906, no. 1412 (5th century BCE); Köhler 1885, 369, no. 25 (Before 431 BCE); 

Koumanoudes 1871, no. 3469 

 

Find Context:  

Koumanoudes gives only the tantalizing mention that the tombstone’s 

provenance was: Ῥεῖκι τῆς Ἀττικῆς. Vizinou could not identify this location in the city. In 

his corpus, Koumanoudes always gives two locations for tombstones, if known: first, 

where the monument was found, and second, where he encounters the monument (i.e. 

the museum where it was housed or the Varvakeion where he saw it for sale). For the 

location where he encountered it, he gives: Ν. οἰκ. ἀπ. ἀκρ. This should mean that it was 
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once in a house on(?) the Acropolis, though this does not mean that Reiki of Attika is on 

or near the Acropolis. 

 

Description and Context:  

 This tombstone is of the horos-type (Cf. Aristokrates, Chareas). The top portion of 

the stone is prepared with the tooth chisel and the bottom portion, which would have 

been sunk into the ground is roughed with a point. The upright cross chi seems to be the 

most diagnostic letterform for dating, at least in Jeffery’s model for the use of the form in 

the 5th century. There are two forms of chi used in Archaic and Classical Attic 

letterforms: the St. Andrew’s cross (1) and the upright cross (2).678 Both are used in the 

fifth century in Attika (see Chareas of Pale for St. Andrew’s cross chi). Jeffery wants to 

see (2), the upright cross chi, as a late archaic feature which persists into the fifth century, 

where it then transitions back to the St. Andrew’s cross.679 Immerwahr shows that in the 

5th century, only (1) is used in official inscriptions, while (1) is more common than (2) in 

informal inscriptions. Both are used frequently in graffiti and in vase inscriptions.  

 While this tombstone falls under Immerwahr’s “informal” inscription category, 

this is one of the most neatly carved tombstones of the horos-type. Clearly the stone-

                                                      

678 For use of St. Andrew’s cross (1) and upright cross (2) chi forms, see Immerwahr 1990, 164-5. 
679 Jeffery, LSAG2, 37 
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carver took some care to execute these letters neatly, and the omicron is a perfect circle, 

showing that it was traced or drawn with a compass before being carved. I would not 

have a problem placing this in the 3rd quarter of the 5th century, with other tombstones of 

the horos-type. 

 

Historical Context: 

 The name is rare. Köhler thinks the name should be Χάρτης in the nominative, 

though Χάρτος is listed as a possibility by the LGPN, though this is the only entry for 

both possibilities.680 

3.4.6 Attiron? (450 BCE?) (No Image) 

Current location, unknown 

Measurements: H: 0.28; W: 0.30; Th: 0.07 

Form: Small stele of limestone 

Material: Limestone (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Slanted cross-bar alpha, slanted nu, four-bar sigma 

Inscription: 

 Ἀττί̣ρ- 

                                                      

680 LGPN IIA, sv. Χάρτης. 
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ονος. (IG I3 1300) 

 

(Monument of) 

Attiron? (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: IG I3 1300 (Jeffery) (ca. 450 BCE?); IG I Suppl. 189, no. 477 q (Kirchhoff); IG 

I2 992 (Hiller) 

 

Find Context:  

According to Lolling, who was cited by Kirchhoff, the tombstone of Attiron? was 

found in 1891 in the excavation of the cemetery on the plot of Sapuntzakis, to the south 

of Piraeus street opposite the Chatzikosta orphanage, in rubble.681 This should place the 

plot of Sapuntzakis between Ag. Asomaton Street and Samouli Kalogirou St. south of 

Piraeus Street. 

 

Description and Context: 

Unfortunately, the stone is now lost. It looks based on the transcriptions that the 

second tau is smaller than the first. The letteforms which Jeffery uses to date this 

                                                      

681 IG I Suppl. 189, no. 477 q (Kirchhoff) 
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monument earlier than 431 are the slanted-cross-bar alpha and the slanted nu. This 

monument in all likelihood was extremely similar to the tombstone of Phaidron (3.3.1), 

which marked a grave close by. 

 

Historical Context: 

 This is the only instance of the name Ἀττίρων in the LGPN, so it provides no 

further help as to his origins.682 

3.4.7 Menestho (450-430 BCE) (Fig. 88) 

Athens, EM 10254 

Measurements: H: 0.23; W: 0.43; Th: 0.10; Letter H: 0.035-0.04 

Form: Stele of the horos-type, only the top preserved 

Material: Pentelic marble 

Alphabet: “Vulgares” (Jeffery) 

Inscription: 

 Μενεσθο (IG I3 1302) 

 

 (Monument of) Menestho (Trans. Author) 

                                                      

682 LGPN II, sv. Ἀττίρων. 
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Bibliography: IG I3 1302 (Jeffery) (450-430 BCE?); IG I2 998; IG I 485; Koumanoudes 1871, 

no. 3134; ArchEph 1856, no. 2893 (Pittakis) 

 

Find Context:  

Pittakis found the stone in 1837 along the Street of the Tripods, to the northwest 

of the Lysikrates monument.  

 

Description and Context: 

 This stone appears to be the top of a tombstone of the horos-type, the top of 

which has been cut off to be reused as building material. The top right-hand corner is 

also damaged. The surface is treated with a tooth-chisel and the use of abrasive appears 

to be restricted only to the area where the inscription is cut. The letterforms are 

considered informal by Jeffery, namely because the epsilon has short, irregularly 

slanting horizontal strokes. This tombstone’s closest parallel is the tombstone of Chartos 

(3.4.5). 

Historical Context: 
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 Menestho is on of very few women whose burial was marked with a tombstone 

during this period. Her name is attested in Athens before and after this instance, and it is 

possible that she is an Athenian woman.683 

3.4.8 Timollo (450-403 BCE) (Fig. 89) 

Athens, EM 234 

Measurements: H: 0.395; W: 0.275; 0.03; Letter H: 0.04-0.045 

Form: Stele with curved top 

Material: Poros limestone 

Alphabet: Attic (lamdas) (Jeffery) 

Inscription:  

 Τιμολλό (IG I3 1236bis) 

 

 Timollo (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: IG I3 1236bis (Jeffery) (450-425 BCE); IG I2 1000; Philios, ArchEph 1904, col. 

83, no. 9 (Pre-Eukleides, before 403/2 BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

                                                      

683 LGPN II, sv. Μενεσθώ 
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The tombstone of Timollos was found in the excavations of October 1903 of 

Philios along the Sacred Way.684 His excavations took place on the property of 

Konstantinos Moraitis and Anastasios Oikonomou. The exact location is difficult to 

pinpoint, but Philios does give some additional information. The plot is on the left-hand 

side of the Sacred Way as one heads to Eleusis at the junction of the Peiraios-

Peloponnesos railroad. The railroad line should have been roughly at 

Konstantinoupoleos Avenue in Athens, so I have placed the position of the tombstone at 

the corner with the Iera Odos.685 It was found in the vicinity of a large plot of Boeotians 

excavated in 1911 (4.2.1-2, 4-9, 13-4). 

 

Description and Context: 

This tombstone is made of poros limestone rather than Pentelic or Hymettan 

marble, and its shape—a slab with a curved top—is unique for the period. The surface is 

roughly smoothed, though I am unsure what tool was used to finish the surface. The 

ridge on the right side of the front plain could be a sign that the block was reused as a 

stele. 

                                                      

684 For the description of the location of the excavation, see Philios, ArchEph 1904, col. 61. 
685 Philios remarks that the excavation is roughly 400 m from Agia Triada. The corner where I have marked 

the tombstone in the database is closer to 500 m from the church. It seems like Philios is giving a ballpark 

estimate rather than a formal measured distance (ArchEph 1904, col. 61, n. 2). 
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Historical Context: 

The tombstone marks the burial of a woman named Τιμολλώ, which is an 

extremely uncommon name. In the fifth century, it is attested on two vase dedications at 

the Kabeirion near Thebes.686 In fact, other than the tombstone from Athens, Τιμολλώ 

and its derivations (Τιμόλλει) are only attested in Boeotia.687 It is entirely possible that 

this tombstone belongs to one of the Plataians who came to Athens after 427 BCE as the 

group of tombstones across Konstantinoupoleos Avenue have bene identified.688 It is 

also possible that a Boeotian woman could have been living in Athens prior to 427 BCE, 

but I thought that it should be noted here that the possibility exists that this monument 

does not predate the outset of the war. 

3.4.9 Myrtis daughter of Ornithion (450-425 BCE) (Fig. 90) 

Athens, EM 1804 

Measurements: H: 0.37; W: 0.215; 0.055; Letter H: 0.01-0.018 

Form: Stele with cyma, perhaps once with painted scene 

Material: Pentelic 

                                                      

686 The vases are KH I 123 and KH I 158 and are tentatively dated 5th century; IG VII 3675 and 3676 (Hiller). 
687 Τιμόλλω: SEG 53-462 (Orchomenos, ca. 250 BCE), IG VII 2781, l. 11 (Kopai, before mid-3rd c BCE); IG VII 

3066 (Lebadeia, undated); IG VII 2420, l. 29 (Kabeirion, late 3rd c BCE); Τιμόλλει: IG VII 3175, l. 12 

(Orchomenos, 290 BCE) 
688 For an overview of these tombstones, see Ginestí Rosell 2012, 173-7. 
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Alphabet: Ionic 

Inscription:  

 Μύρτις 

 Ὀρνιθίωνος (IG I3 1302) 

  

 Myrtis 

 Daughter of Ornithion 

Bibliography: IG I3 1302 (Jeffery) (450-425 BCE?); IG I2 1067; IG I suppl. 117, no. 49135; 

Köhler 1885, 369, no. 23 (Before 431 BCE) 

 

Find Context: Unknown 

 

Description and Context: 

 This tombstone with cyma is similar to that of Aischrion (3.2.6) and Athenodotos 

(3.2.7). The letterforms on line 1 are slightly larger than on line 2. The top left corner is 

damaged, and the full height does not appear to be preserved. The surface is finished 

with abrasives, though some tooth chisel marks are visible along the bottom edge.  

Historical Context: 
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Historical Context: 

Myrtis is a woman, who might be Athenian, since her name is attested several 

times in Athens.689 It is tempting to restore a painted scene, perhaps a seated woman 

with attendant, if Myrtis died as an adult, or as a girl holding a pet or a doll, if she died 

young.  

3.4.10 Abro (475-425 BCE) (Fig. 91) 

Athens, Pireaus Museum 1701 

Measurements: Preserved H: 0.1575; W: 0.155; Th: 0.075; Letter H: 0.006-0.012 

Form: Stele fragment with epigram 

Material: Pentelic? (Author); White stone (Dragatsis) 

Alphabet: Mixed (Jeffery) 

Inscription: 

Ἁβρὼ ἐνθάδε κε͂μαι […? θυ]-  

γάτηρ ∶ ε[.]μ Ἀριστοκ̣[  

v-ω ο λύχν[..]ν μνῆμ[α  

 ἀ]δ̣ε̣λφ̣[η]ι μητε̣[   (Author) 

 

 Here I lie, Abro, the daughter 

                                                      

689 IG II2 12209 (mid-4th century); IG II2 12210 (date unknown); IG II2 12210 a (end of the 4th century BCE). 
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 of… ∶ I am the mnema 

 to the sister of Aristok[… (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: IG I3 1324 (Jeffery) (450-425 BCE?); Clairmont 1979, 47 (Does not dispute 

500-450 BCE date of Köhler); Peek 1942 [1951], AthMitt 67, 39, n. 1; IG I2 1078 (Hiller); 

Köhler 1896, Hermes 31, 148, n. 5 (500-450 BCE); ArchDelt 1891, 125, no. 2 (Dragatsis) 

 

Find Context:  

Dragatsis relates that the tombstone of Abro was found in the excavations of the 

Piraeus-Larissa railroad. Unfortunately, he does not say where along the course of the 

railroad it was found, but presumably it was in the area of the railroad station near the 

so-called North Cemetery. It is possible that it was found along the railroad line near the 

course of the long walls. 

 

Description and Context: 

The stone has not been identified as a particular type of stone, though I would 

venture to identify the white marble as Pentelic. The monument should be restored as a 

small inscribed stele without decoration. There are no close parallels for private 

monuments with epigrams during this period, though that of Lysanias might be the 

closest and was also found in the Piraeus (3.3.3). The letterforms are mostly cut with a 
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flat chisel, with each vertical or horizontal stroke being the length of the chisel’s head. 

The stone was not seen by Jeffery, who wrote her edition from a squeeze. I disagree with 

some of her readings, and I have produced my own edition based on autopsy, removing 

many of the restorations that have been added in previous editions. I have opted for a 

more conservative, but faithful edition. 

It is the rare instance of the first-person epigram from the point-of-view of the 

deceased rather than the monument. The tombstone of [Eu]xenos of Teios (3.2.5) is in the 

first person from the monument’s perspective, so the name of the deceased is in the 

genitive. This monument’s best comparandum is that of Antistates the Athenian who 

was buried on Aegina (see 2.2.4 Leonax). His monument also employs the first person 

from the perspective of the deceased: 

χαίρετε οἱ παριό-  

ντες· ἐγὸ δὲ Ἀντιστά-  

τες ℎυὸς Ἀτάρβο / κεῖμαι  

τεῖδε θανόν, πατρίδα  

γε͂ν προλιπόν. Ἀντιστάτες  

Ἀθεναῖος (IG I³ 1503)  

 

Greetings passers-by, 

but I, Antistates 
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son of Atarbos / lie 

here dead, having left behind 

my fatherland. Antistates 

  the Athenian (Trans. Author). 

The tombstone of Antistates has been variously dated to the second and third 

quarters of the 5th century as well, and shows that some Athenians had a preference for 

tombstones with epigrams, when (and where) it was appropriate to have them. 

 

Historical Context: 

The important question when reading this monument is: was Abro an Athenian 

woman? On his quest to show that no Athenian erected a tombstone before 431/30 BCE, 

Clairmont attempts to show that this monument could not belong to an Athenian, by 

arguing that “the names Ἀβρω and Ἀγάριστος sound outlandish; moreover the stone 

was found in Piraeus.”690 He goes on to argue that the family who erected this 

tombstone must have been East Greek residents and that therefore this is not an Attic 

gravestone but one belonging to an East Greek (?) family found in Attika.691 The name 

                                                      

690 Clairmont 1979, 47. 
691 At the end of this claim, he adds in parentheses (which makes all the difference) (Clairmont 1979, 47). 
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Ἀγάριστος appears in Hiller’s and Jeffery’s editions, but there is no way that a gamma 

can be read in front of αρισ, which is why I have restored the name Aristokrates.692  

It is difficult to argue that the name Abro is a name that only an Eastern Greek 

woman would have. There are only three examples from the Classical period: 1) the 

tombstone under discussion; 2) a tombstone from Rhamnous dating to the 4th century; 

3) an inventory from Delos mentions gold necklaces dedicated by an Abro in 364/3 

BCE.693 If anything, it would appear most likely that Abro is an Athenian woman, since 

her name is only attested at Athens and Delos, a sanctuary frequented by Athenian 

patrons, and her epigram’s closest parallel comes from a tombstone for an Athenian 

found on Aegina. 

3.4.11 Archippe daughter of Noumenios (450-425 BCE) (Fig. 92) 

Athens, EM 10250 

Measurements: Preserved H: 0.26; W: 0.268; Th: 0.085; Letter H: 0.02-0.024 (Ο 0.018) 

Form: Stele, probably of horos-type, perhaps once decorated with a painted scene 

Material: Pentelic (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Mixed (Jeffery, Köhler) 

                                                      

692 IG I2 1078 (Hiller); IG I3 1324 (Jeffery). 
693 Classical examples of the name Ἁβρώ are only found in LGPN I and II. 1) 3.4.10 Abro; 2) IRhamnous 243; 

3) ID 104. 
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Inscription: 

 Ἀρχίππης 

 Νουμενίο (IG I3 1332) 

  

 (The monument of) Archippe 

 daughter of Noumenios (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: IG I3 1332 (Jeffery) (450-425 BCE); Threatte 1980 I, 241, no. 8; IG I2 1033 

(Hiller); IG I suppl. 114, no. 4915; Köhler 1885, 362-3, no. 5 (Before 431 BCE) 

 

Find Context: Unknown 

 

Description and Context: 

 This tombstone is a thin, neatly inscribed stele, which likely had a roughly 

carved bottom which was sunk directly into the ground. It would not be surprising if 

this stele had a painted scene. The upright cross chi (2) is also used on the tombstone of 

Chartos (see 3.4.5 for discussion on the forms of chi). Clairmont would want to 

downdate this monument based on the argument that the slanting nu, which Köhler and 

Jeffery want to see as part of the transitional phase to the Ionic alphabet, is prevalent at 
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the end of the 5th and during the 4th century BCE.694 The inscription is carved similarly to 

those on the tombstone of Chartos (3.4.5) in large neat letterforms, though the rhos have 

a slightly different shape in the two inscriptions. 

 

Historical Context: 

 Archippe is another woman commemorated with a tombstone with a 

patronymic. Her tombstone is similar in layout to that of Myrtis, though in this case 

Archippe’s name is in the genitive. Her name is attested 43 times in the LGPN, and 38 of 

the those instances in the LGPN are in Attika.695 

3.4.12 Getes (450-390 BCE) (Fig. 93) 

Athens, NM 2611 

Measurements: H: 0.68; W: 0.17-0.18; Th: 0.08-0.10 

Form: Stele with preserved painted decoration with no base 

Material: Pentelic (Conze, Jeffery) 

Inscription: 

 I Γέτο 

 II Ἀριστομήδης 

                                                      

694 Clairmont 1979. 
695 LGPN I, II, V, sv. Ἀρχίππη. 
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  ἐπέθηκεν̣ (IG I3 1376) 

 

 I (Monument of) Getes 

 II Aristomedes 

  set (this) up (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 231-2, no. 220 (450-425 BCE); ΑΡΜΑ 4, 63, no. 376 

(Vizinou); Posamentir 2006, no. 26 (410-390 BCE); Kaltsas 2002, 156, no. 308 (Late 5th-

early 4th century BCE); Bäbler 1998, 263, no. 90 (Mid-4th century BCE); Schmaltz 1983, 

88, n. 198; Clairmont 1979, 46 (Late 5th or 4th century BCE); Rumpf 1953, 11, Taf. 43 (370-

330 BCE); Conze 1906, no. 1320, Taf. 277; Πρακτικά 1884 [1885], 20-1 (Koumanoudes) 

 

Find Context:  

The tombstone of Getes was found in the excavations of Koumanoudes and the 

Archaeological Society in 1884. Koumanoudes describes the location of the excavations: 

Ἐπὶ τῆς εἰς Πειραιᾶ ἀγοὺσης λεωφόρου και ὀλίγον παρεδῶθεν τοῦ καταστήματος τοῦ 

φωταερίου... εὑρέθησαν τάφοι τινὲς ἄξιοι προσοχῆς (On the avenue which runs towards 

Piraeus and (on) a little (piece of land?) handed over by the gas plant… some burials 
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were found which were worth our attention).696 Vizinou confirms that the excavations 

likely took place near the gas plant.697 Unfortunately, the excavations in which this 

tombstone were found are not recorded well enough to know what was found in the 

burials in the immediate vicinity of the findspot of the tombstone of Getes, but we get a 

sense of their chronology. Nearby, though it is unclear how close, burials lined with 

slabs of Pentelic marble were discovered in which a fragment of a sculpture depicting a 

small dog was found.698 Also found were 4 stelai with inscriptions (unfortunately not 

recorded), 4 kioniskoi (two from the “Macedonian” period and 2 from the Roman 

period), and a horos of a house (inscription not given).699 Among the finds from the 

burials are 2-3 white-ground lekythoi (not well preserved) and some Archaic black-

figure sherds, which at the very least points to some use of the area in the late Archaic 

and Classical periods. 

 

Description and Context: 

The tombstone of Getes has been identified by several scholars as potentially a 

tombstone for a Scythian archer, a policeman of the state in Athens.700 The small stele of 

                                                      

696 Πρακτικά 1884 [1885], 19 (Koumanoudes) 
697 ΑΡΜΑ 4, 63, no. 376 (Vizinou) 
698 Πρακτικά 1884 [1885], 20 (Koumanoudes) 
699 Πρακτικά 1884 [1885], 21 (Koumanoudes) 
700 Kirchhoff was one of the first to make the argument (Conze 1906, no. 1320 (Kirchhoff)). 
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Pentelic marble is prepared with a rasp on the front plain, tooth chisel on the sides, and 

point chisel on the back and bottom of the stele. Most notably, the centerpiece of the 

tombstone is a painted quiver with a scalloped edge and a painted description below it 

identifying the dedicator of the monument: Aristomedes. The tombstone marked a 

burial  

 

Historical Context:  

Almost immediately after its discovery, Kirchhoff suggested that the tombstone 

that marked the burial of a man who had once been a public slave, a Scythian archer, 

who at some point was freed. Kirchoff identifies the Aristomedes mentioned in the 

painted inscription as the dedicator of the monument, who would have been the 

prostates of Getes, and therefore an Athenian citizen. This is possible, but Getes could 

also be a Thracian metic living in Athens who was given access to burial by his prostates. 

It should be noted that a large number tombstones of Greeks from Thrace were found 

nearby in Agia Triada.  

Bäbler argues for a later date around 350 BCE but agrees with Kirchhoff’s 

proposal that Getes was probably a Scythian slave.701 She elaborates that perhaps 

                                                      

701 Bäbler 1998, 180-1. 
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members of the Scythian police force were resold to private individuals when they 

reached an advanced age, which would explain why Airstomedes, his owner, would be 

in charge of burying him. In her opinion this painted stele would have been a cheaper 

alternative to the sculpted reliefs of the 4th century BCE and therefore suitable for 

someone of a lower social class.702 

 Ginestí Rosell offers yet another alternative. She argues that the name Getes is 

indicative of the origin of the deceased. More specifically, she believes that he originates 

from the tribe of Thracians called the Getai mentioned by Herodotus and Thucydides. 

The former calls this tribe the bravest and most righteous of the Thracians, while 

Thucydides describes them as living on the southern border of the Scythians and being 

similarly armed, fight as mounted archers.703 Ginestí Rosell argues that Getes fought as a 

mercenary with the Athenians, and that Aristomedes, his companion at arms, set up this 

stele for him. This scenario would be similar to that of Anaxilas the Naxian (2.2.3), 

whose monument was dedicated by Timomachos. 

3.4.13 Euthoinos (440-430 BCE?) (Fig. 94) 

Athens, EM 6184 

                                                      

702 Ibid. 
703 Hdt. 4.93; Thuc. 2.96.1. The Getai furnish some of the cavalry used by Sitacles against Perdiccas of 

Macedon (Thuc. 2.98.4). 
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Measurements: H: 0.54; W: 0.252-0.27; Th: 0.07; Letter H: 0.017-0.023 

Form: Stele, probably once with painted decoration 

Material: Pentelic Marble 

Alphabet: Transitional?  

Inscription:  

 Εὔθοινος (IG I3 1304) 

 

 Euthoinos (Trans. Author)  

Bibliography: IG II2 11389 (Kirchner) (Late 5th century BCE); Πρακτικά 1891, 62. 

 

Find Context:  

Unfortunately, the findspot is unknown. The tombstone appears on a list of 

stones purchased by the Archaeological Society in 1891.704 

 

Description and Context: 

                                                      

704 Πρακτικά 1891, 62 
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 This small stele has a well-polished surface, probably to receive a painted scene 

depicting the deceased, Euthoinos. The bottom is left roughly shaped with a point chisel, 

indicating that it would be set directly into the ground without a base. 

 

Historical Context: 

 The name Euthoinos is attested many times in Athens in the Classical period, 

and it is entirely possible that the deceased was an Athenian citizen whose family chose 

to forego his patronymic and demotic or that he was the son of a metic, whose family 

gave him a local name.705 

3.4.14 Gorgias (440-420 BCE) (Fig. 95) 

Athens, EM 405 

Measurements: H: 0.14; W: 0.18; Th: 0.075; Letter H: 0.02-0.025 

Form: The top portion of a tall, slender stele 

Material: Ruddy gray limestone 

Alphabet: Ionic with three-bar sigma (Author) 

Inscription:  

                                                      

705 The name is attested 8 other times in the 5th and 4th centuries in Athens in the LGPN (II, sv. Εὔθοινος). In 

the same centuries, it is only attested in Aegina outside of Athens, and even in that instance it could be an 

Athenian cleruch. 



 

341 

 

 Γωργίας. (IG I3 1305) 

 

 Gorgias. (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: IG I3 1305 (Jeffery) (440-420 BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

Jeffery reports that this may have been one of several tombstone which was 

transferred to the museum from the east slope of the Acropolis.706 

 

Description and Context: 

 This tall slender stele has the name of the deceased written in large letterforms in 

the nominative. The stone is made of a ruddy limestone, which is uncommon in the 3rd 

quarter of the 5th century BCE. Jeffery likely dates the monument to this period because 

the letterforms show “transitional” qualities represented in Köhler’s corpus—namely the 

Ionic omega, which here is a bit askew, and the three-bar sigma which is seen as a 

holdover of the Attic script. Its parallel in form is the tombstone of Getes (3.4.12) which 

is also 0.18 m wide. 

                                                      

706 For another inscription which was similarly transferred, see Sundwall 1909, Philologus 68, 569, no. 1. 
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Historical Context: 

 Gorgias’ name is attested too frequently in too broad a geographic area to be 

diagnostic in determining a potential point of origin.  

3.4.15 Philoxene (440-420 BCE) (Fig. 96) 

Athens, EM 10249 

Measurements: H: 0.39; W: 0.155; Th: 0.10; Letter H: 0.015-0.03 

Form: Stele made from reused or cast-off block 

Material: White stone (Jeffery); Limestone (Köhler) 

Alphabet: Ionic (Jeffery) 

Inscription:  

 Φιλοξή- 

 νη (IG I3 1333) 

 

 Philoxene (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: IG I3 1333 (Jeffery) (440-420 BCE); IG I2 1036; IG I suppl. 114, 4917; Köhler 

1885, 363, no. 7 (Before 431 BCE) 

 

Find Context: Unknown 
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Description and Context: 

 This stele is an oddly shaped block of white limestone (?) which has been carved 

with large letters to function as a tombstone for Philoxene. The block appears to have 

been carved for a different purpose, perhaps an architectural element, and is carved 

without any apparent reworking. The slanting nu and this xi are Ionic letterforms which 

is why it is included in Köhler’s corpus.  

 

Historical Context: 

 Philoxene is likely an Athenian woman, since her name is most frequently 

attested in Athens.707 

3.4.16 Sotirides, Thaumarete, Kallistomache, Akeratos, Archagathos, 
Myrto (440-420 BCE) (Figs. 97-8) 

Athens, EM 1812 

Measurements: H: 0.65; W: 0.49-0.50; Th: 0.06; Letter H: Side A: 0.013-0.025; Side B: 0.013-

0.02 

Form: Opisthographic stele, similar to horos-type 

                                                      

707 Of the five other instances of the name in the LGPN (I and II, sv. Φιλοξένη) which date to the Classical 

period, four come from Athens (IG II2 6300, IG II2 12964, IG II2 12965/6, Aeschin. i 115) and one comes from 

Eretria (ArchEph 1983, 135, no. 46). 
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Material: Pentelic marble 

Alphabet: Side A: mixed (Attic lamdas and three-bar sigmas with η) (Jeffery); Side B: 

Ionic (except three-bar sigma); both sides stoichedon 

Inscription: 

 A Σοτηρίδης  B Ἀκήρατ[ος] 

  Θαυμαρέτη   Ἀρχάγαθ̣ος 

  Καλλιστομάχη   Μυρτώ  (IG I3 1335) 

  

 A Sotirides  B Akeratos 

  Thaumarete   Archagathos 

  Kallistomache   Myrto  (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: IG I3 1335 (Jeffery) (440-420 BCE); IG I2 1029; Conze 1906, no. 1414, Taf. 291 

(480-430 after Köhler); IG I suppl. 113, no. 4911; Köhler 1885, 361, no. 1 (480-430 BCE) 

 

Find Context: Unknown 

 

 This is the only example of an opisthographic tombstone in this corpus. Both 

sides of the stele are prepared in the same way: the bottom portion is roughed out with 

point chisel, the middle portion is treated with the point with vertical strokes of the 
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point chisel very close together, and the top portion is prepared with tooth chisel and 

abrasives for the inscription. This tombstone lists six names, three on either side, and 

likely commemorates several members of the extended family buried in the same plot. I 

would consider this tombstone a derivative of the horos-type. Perhaps both sides were 

inscribed because three burials were made on either side of the monument and this one 

stone was marking all six burials. 

Side A is written in a mixed alphabet, with Attic lambdas and three-bar sigmas 

alongside the use of etas. The letters are closer together, largely because the longest 

name—Kallistomache—is written on this side, and because the inscription is stoichedon, 

the other two names have to be written with similar spacing.  

Side B is written in Ionic letterforms, except for the use of the three-bar sigma. 

The spacing between each letter is greater on this side. Since the strokes on the upsilon 

on Side A are curved, while the strokes on the same letter on Side B are straight, I am 

tempted to identify each side of the inscription as a different cutter. If so, the stone could 

have had names added as more family members were buried in the plot.  

 

Personal Backgrounds: 

Side A lists three names: the male name, Soterides, is first, followed by two 

women’s names, Thaumarete and Kallistomache. Side B commemorates two men first, 



 

346 

 

Akeratos and Archagathos, followed a woman, Myrto. The fact that they are carved in 

different alphabets does not point to different origins of the people commemorated on 

either side, it may simple point to the fact that names were added on one side slightly 

later. 

3.4.17 Euethides (440-400 BCE) (Fig. 99) 

Athens, Agora I 2595 

Measurements: H: 0.785; W (with molding): 0.222; Th: 0.05; Letter H: 0.015 (Grossman) 

Form: Stele with painted palmette with akanthos finial and other painted decoration 

Material: Pentelic marble (Grossman) 

Alphabet: Attic (Jeffery) 

Inscription:  

 Εὐεθίδες (IG I3 1237 bis) 

  

 Euethides (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Grossman 2013, 132, no. 150, Pl. 44 (425-400 BCE); Posamentir 2006, no. 12 

(420-400 BCE);  IG I3 1237 bis (Jeffery) (440-425 BCE?); Bradeen 1974, 149, no. 813 (5th 

century BCE); IG II2 11378 (Kirchner) (5th century BCE) 

 

Find Context:  
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According to Grossman: “Found on March 13, 1935, at the surface over the 

eastern part of the Odeion of Agrippa (M 10).”708 

 

Description and Context: 

 This is one of very few complete examples of a stele with a painted finial. 

Bradeen and Grossman both note the faint remnants of a painted egg-and-dart pattern 

on the molding. Unfortunately, Posamentir’s UV-fluorescent light images did not reveal 

much more additional decoration.709 Based on the similarity of the form to other 

monuments with rounded or pointed finials with painted palmette motifs (also dated 

stylistically), Posamentir and Grossman date the tombstone to the last quarter of the 5th 

century BCE.710 Based on the style of the letterforms, Jeffery opened the possibility that it 

could date as early as 440 BCE. 

 

Historical Context: 

 Jeffery proposes that Euethides may be an Eretrian based on the fact that the 

names Εὐηθίδης and Εὐήθης are attested in Eretria.711 Grossman points out, rightly, that 

                                                      

708 Grossman 2013, 132, no. 150. 
709 Posamentir 2006, no. 12, Fig. 12.2. 
710 Grossman 2013, 132, no. 150; Posamentir 2006, no. 12. 
711 Jeffery cites the LGPN I, 174 (IG I3 1237 bis). 
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the name is also attested in Attika in the Classical and Hellenistic periods, and argues 

that Euethides was likely Athenian.712 

Appendix 3.5 Public Monuments for Metics, Proxenoi, and Other 
Officials (480-430 BCE) 

3.5.1 Pythagoras of Selymbria Proxenos (460-450 BCE) (Fig. 100) 

Athens, Kerameikos, in situ 

Measurements713:  Stele: H: 1.850; W: 0.498; Th: 0.241; Letter H: 0.032 

   Base: H 0.254; W: 0.855; Th: 0.754; Letter H: 0.020 

   Krepidoma 1: H 0.377; W: 1.747; Th: 1.748 

   Krepidoma 2: H: 0.355; W: 1.415; Th: 1.417 

   Krepidoma 3: H: 0.358; W: 1.131; Th: 1.132 

Form: Stele on a stepped base 

Material: Pentelic stele and base, poros limestone krepidoma (Köhler, Bradeen) 

Alphabet: Ionic 

Inscription: 

 Stele: 

  Πυθαγόρο 

 Base: 

                                                      

712 Grossman 2013, 132, no. 150; see LGPN IIa, s.v. Εὐήθιδης.  
713 All measurements taken from Walbank 1978, 80, no. 9. 
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  Προξενίας ἀρετῆς τε χάριμ προ<γ>όνων τε καὶ αὐτο͂ / 

  ἐνθαδ’ Ἀθηναῖοι Πυθαγόρην ἔθεσαν / 

  υἱὸν δημοσίαι Διονυσίο, ἱππόβοτον δὲ / 

  πατρίδα Σαλυβρίαν ἵκετ’ ἄχος φθιμένο (IG I3 1154) 

  

Stele:  

  Pythagoras 

 Base: 

  On account of his proxenia and arete and that of his forefathers / 

  Here the Athenians buried Pythagoras / 

  the son of Dionysios at public expense, and to his horse-grazing 

  fatherland, Selymbria, the grief of his death comes (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Arrington 2015, 74-5 (Mid-5th century BCE); Ginestí Rosell 2013, 288-9; 

Ginestí Rosell 2012, 220-3, no. 188 Thrace 1 (460-450 BCE); IG I3 1154 (Bradeen) (460-450 

BCE); Jeffery, LSAG2, 366, 371, no. 38 (ca. 450); CEG 11 (Hansen) (460-450 BCE?, after 

Jeffery); Walbank 1978, 79-82, no. 9 (460-450 BCE); Knigge 1972, AAA 5, 258-65 (Mid-5th 

century BCE); Wallace 1970b, Peek, Kerameikos III, 28, no. 26; IG I2 1034 (Kirchner); 

Brückner 1909, 6-11 (Not earlier than mid-5th century BCE, after Köhler); Conze 1906, 

308, no. 1440a (Not earlier than mid-5th century BCE, after Köhler); Köhler 1885, 366-7, 

no. 13 (Not earlier than mid-5th century BCE); Koumanoudes 1871, no. 15; 
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Koumanoudes 1870-1, Πρακτικά της εν Αθήναις Αρχαιολογικής Εταιρείας 26, 8 (4th 

century BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

The stele was discovered in the excavations of Koumanoudes in 1870. In his brief 

description of the excavation, he relates that the monument of Pythagoras and of the 

heralds of Kerkyra were found approximately 4 m below the surface at the time of 

excavation. Unfortunately a burial has never been found which can be associated with 

the gravestone. The monument is located where it was found in the Kerameikos 

Archaeological Park. 

 

Description and Context: 

 As one of the few well preserved tombstones of the Classical period found in 

situ, this monument’s context is well established. This stele is set into a base which rests 

on a three-step krepidoma. The epigram appears on the base, while the name of the 

deceased is inscribed on the stele. Walbank proposes that the stele would have been 

decorated with added paint, which would make it the singular example before 430. 

While it is thought that Pythagoras would have been buried beneath or near his stele, a 

burial has never been found. This could be because he was cremated and placed in a 
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cinerary urn which once rested in the open compartment within the krepidoma. A 

similar example from the mid-5th century has been found on Paros.714 This monument 

and the expenses associated with Pythagoras’ burial were paid with public funds. The 

placement of his monument just outside the Sacred Gate could be part of a long tradition 

of burying prominent foreign allies and ambassadors in this area. 

3.5.2 Polykles the Proxenos of Akanthos (450-424 BCE) (Fig. 101) 

Athens, inv. no. Λ 4891 

Measurements: Preserved H: 0.63; W: 0.305; Th: 0.06-0.07; Letter H: 0.015 (Kavvadias) 

Form: Stele with curved top, likely painted and probably supported by a stepped base 

Material: Hymettian Marble 

Alphabet: Ionic and Attic (χσ for ξ) 

Inscription: 

 Πολυκλέος Ἀκαν- 

 θίο προχσένο. (SEG 56-75) 

  

 (Monument) of Polykles 

 the Proxenos of Akanthos. (Trans. Author) 

                                                      

714 Zapheiropoulou 2013, 118, Figs. 8 and 9. 
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Bibliography: Arrington 2015, 74-5, n. 80; SEG 56-75 (450-424 BCE); ArchDelt 55 [2000] 

B1, Chron. 73-6 (Kavvadias) (450-425 BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

The stele of Polykles was found in the excavations at Virginias Benaki Street 11 

reported by Kavvadias in ArchDelt. The stele was found between 2.52 and 2.62 m below 

the surface. It seems to have been built into an enclosure wall of a peribolos of the 

Hellenistic or Roman period, since a columnar grave monument was also built into it.715 

3.5.3 Kallitimos of Corinth (446-431 BCE) (Fig. 102) 

Athens, Agora I 2533 

Measurements: Preserved H: 0.46; W: 0.38; Th: 0.10; Letter H: 0.02-0.025 

Form: Stele, likely supported by a stepped base 

Material: Coarse-grained gray marble (Meritt, Bradeen) 

Alphabet: Neither Attic nor Corinthian (Jeffery) 

Inscription: 

 Καλλίτιμο[ς] 

 Κορίνθος. (IG I3 1348) 

                                                      

715 ArchDelt 55 [2000] B1, Chron. 73-6 (Kavvadias). 
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Kallitimos 

 of Corinth. (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 149, no. 10 Corinth 1 (445-430 BCE); IG I3 1348 (Jeffery) 

(445-430 BCE?); Bradeen 1974, 109, no. 522 (ca. 450 BCE); Meritt 1952, 372 no. 20 (ca. 450 

BCE). 

 

Find Context:  

The stele of Kallitimos was found on March 1, 1935 in “surface fill” east of the 

Odeion (N 11).716 

  

 This stele is shallow (0.10 deep) and appears to be the remnants of a stele whose 

closest parallel is that of Pythagoras of Selymbria (3.5.1). The top right corner and the 

bottom of the stele are damaged. Meritt argues that the stele is part of a “coping course” 

of an unknown type of monument that has been cut down and repurposed into a stele. I 

think that it is more likely that the stele was deeper originally, making it similar to the 

                                                      

716 Bradeen 1974, 109, no. 522. Meritt relates that the tombstone of Kallitimos was found in Section O.  
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stele of Pythagoras of Selymbria, which is 0.24 m deep.  It may have been pared down 

when it was reused as construction material. 

 The letterforms perplexed Jeffery, who notes that the letterforms are neither 

Corinthian nor Attic and could be a Corinthian vernacular letterform. It has been noted 

that the theta and omicrons are carved similarly: they are both compass drawn with a 

noticeable center dot. This is similar to what we see on the tombstone of Lysanias of 

Poros (3.3.3).  

3.5.4 Pythion of Megara (445-425 BCE) (Fig. 103) 

Athens, EM 8887 and 13357 

Inscription: 

 μνῆμα τ̣[όδ’ ἔστ’ ἐ]πὶ σάματι κείμενον ἀνδρὸς ἀρίστο· / Πυθίων 

ἐγ Μεγάρω<ν> δαιώσας ἑπτὰ μ<ὲ>ν ἄνδρας, / ἑπτὰ δὲ ἀπορρήξ̣ας λ- 

όγχας ἐνὶ σώματι ἐκείνων / εἵλετο τὰν ἀρετάν, πατέρα εὐκ- 

λείζων ἐνὶ δήμωι. / οὗτος ἀνήρ, ὃς ἔ<σ>ωισεν Ἀθηναίων τρ- 

5 ε͂ς φυλάς / ἐκ Παγᾶν ἀγαγὼν διὰ Βοιωτῶν ἐς Ἀθήνας, / εὔκλ- 

εισε Ἀνδοκίδαν δισχίλοις ἀνδραπόδοισιν. / οὐδέ{δε}να {οὐδένα} 

πημάνας ἐπιχθονίων ἀνθρώπων / ἐς Ἀΐδα κατέβα πᾶσιν μα- 

καριστὸς ἰδέσθαι. / φυλαὶ αἵδ’ εἰσίν· Πανδιονίς, Κεκρ- 

οπίς, Ἀντιοχίς. 

 

This mnema is resting upon the burial of an excellent man, Pythion 
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from Megara, who slew seven men and broke off seven spear heads 

in their bodies. He chose arete and brought honor to his father  

in the demos. This man, who saved three tribes of the Athenians 

5 by bringing them from Pagai through Boeotia to Athens, 

brought honor to Andokides with two-thousand captives.  

Having harmed no man on earth, he went down to Hades deemed  

happy by all. These tribes are Pandionis, Kekropis, 

Antiochis. 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 163-6, no. 45 Megarid 1 (445-425 BCE); IG I3 1353 

(Jeffery) (445-425 BCE?); Clairmont 1983, I 180-1 n. 32 A; II 310 and. 73-5 (Late 420s 

BCE); CEG 83 (446-ca. 425 BCE?); Threatte 1980, I 551-2, 637 (ca. 446 BCE); Köhler 1889, 

Hermes 24, 92-100; Koumanoudes 1871, no. 16 

 

Find Context:  

Both fragments of the stele were likely found by Fauvel during his excavations 

south of modern-day Omonia Square in 1810. According to Fauvel, his excavations took 

place on the main road which led from the Hippades Gate (Acharnian Gate) on the left, 

about 130 toises (253 m) from the ancient gate and 140 toises (272 m) from the actual 
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gate.717 The small fragment was recovered from the Agora, likely from the fragments he 

brought back to his house in the area of the Classical Agora. 

 

Description and Context: 

 While we know where the tombstone of Pythion was found, Clairmont argues 

that it should have originally stood in the general area of the ambassadors’ stelai (near 

the tombstones of Pythagoras (3.5.1) and Silenos (3.5.5) in the Kerameikos) or close to the 

Polyandrion of those who died at Megara (32a-b in Clairmont 1983). Since Fauvel 

excavated a substantial portion of the North Cemetery near Omonia Square, I do not see 

any reason why this monument should be considered to have been found far from its 

original position. 

 

Historical Context: 

The inscription on Pythion’s tombstone does not explicitly state that the burial or 

the monument were paid for with public funds as do those on the bases of the 

                                                      

717 He adds that they found the ancient cemetery 15 feet below the surface level at the time. Fauvel 1812, 

Magasin encyclopédique… rédigé par A. L. Millin, Vol. II, 91-7. Kroll places the excavations on the southern side 

of Omonia Square, but it should be just south of the square (BCH 91, 1967, 382). 
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monuments of Pythagoras (3.5.1) and Silenos (3.5.5).718 The inscription on Pythion’s stele 

does seem to be public, in that the inscription appears to be carved by a professional 

letter-cutter, and the lengthy epigram recount Pythion’s service to the city: he lead 

troops from three tribes of Athens from Pegai, the harbor of Megara, through Boeotia 

and back to Athens. Along the way, they captured 2000 Boeotians as hostages or slaves. 

The final two lines of the inscription simply state the name of the three tribes which 

were saved by Pythion: Pandionis, Kekropis, and Antiochis. The names of the tribe are 

given pride of place in the inscription, and it could be that the monument was funded in 

part by these three tribes. While the monument was likely paid for with money from the 

state or perhaps just from the three tribes listed, it does not mean that the plot where he 

was buried was paid for and placed in the demosion sema. It is possible that Pythion’s 

burial was in a privately owned plot in the North Cemetery of Athens and that when he 

died, this stele was contributed by members of the three tribes saved. 

3.5.5 Silenos son of Phokos of Rhegion (433/2 BCE) (Fig. 104) 

Athens, Kerameikos Museum 

Measurements: H: 0.28; W: 0.685; Th: 0.57; Stele slot: H: 0.07; W: 0.375; Th: 0.195;  

                                                      

718 The inscription on the base of Pythagoras’ monument states, “The Athenians buried Pythagoras here… at 

public expense” (ἐνθαδ’ Ἀθηναῖοι Πυθαγόρην ἔθεσαν... δημοσίαι) (For inscription see 3.5.1 above). The 

epigram on the base of Silenos of Rhegion’s monument states, “Athens buried this man” (ἔθαψαν Ἀθῆναι 

τόνδε τὸν ἄνδρα), which implies that it was done so at the cost of the city (for inscription see 3.5.5. above). 
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Letter H: 0.013-0.0220 

Form: Stele base, likely supported by a stepped base 

Material: Pentelic Marble 

Alphabet: Ionic, stoichedon 

Inscription:  

 εὐρύχοροί ποτ’ ἔθαψαν Ἀθῆναι τόνδε τὸν ἄνδρα /  

ἐλθόντ’ ἐκ πάτρας δεῦρ’ ἐπὶ συμμαχίαν· /  

ἔστι δὲ Σιληνὸς παῖς Φώκο, τόμ ποτ’ ἔθρεψεν /  

Ῥήγιον εὔδαιμον φῶτα δικ̣αιότατον. (IG I3 1178). 

 

Wide-plained Athens once buried this man / 

Having come here from his fatherland in an alliance /  

He is Silenos the son of Phokos, whom once Rhegion / 

raised to be the most righteous and fortunate man. (Trans. Author). 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 268-9, no. 308. Italia 1 (433/2 BCE); IG I3 1178 

(Bradeen) (433/2 BCE); Knigge 1991, 100-1, no. 11a; Knigge 1988, Fig. 165, no. 11a; 

Clairmont 1979, 48; Knigge AA 1972, 589-91; Knigge AAA 5, 1972, 264; Peek, GVI I 46 (ca. 

410 BCE?); Peek, Kerameikos III, no. 26 (410-380 BCE?); Karo AA 1931, 216-7; IG II2 5220 

(Kirchner) (End of the 5th century BCE) 
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Find Context: The base of the tombstone of Silenos was found in the Church of Agia 

Triada. Knigge argues that some foundations near the tombstone of Pythagoras of 

Selymbria would have supported the monument.719 

Appendix 4.2 Private Tombstones of Immigrants in the West 
Cemetery (431/430-387 BCE) 

4.2.1 Xenon and Thoga (Boeotians?) (450-400 BCE?) (Fig. 123, 4.2.1) 

Athens, EM 487 

Measurements: H: 0.33; W: 0.295-0.31; Th: 0.055-0.06; Letter H: 0.07-0.03 

Form: Stele 

Material: Poros limestone (Hondius) 

Alphabet: Boeotian (Hondius), stoichedon 

Inscription:  

 Ξένον 

 Θόγα (IG I3 1363a) 

  

 Xenon 

 Thoga (Trans. Author) 

                                                      

719 Knigge 1991, 100-1, no. 11a 



 

360 

 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 173, no. 60 Boeotia 2 (?), Fig. 43 (ca. 427 BCE); IG I3 

1363a (Jeffery) (ca. 427 BCE?); IG I2 1028, 1 (Hiller); Hondius 1925, 126-7, no. 1 (500-450 

BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

Hiller and Hondius relate that this is one of a group of tombstones (4.2.1, 2, 4-9, 

13, 14) found in 1911 on the plot of the General I. Dimopoulos which was beside the Iera 

Odos on Konstantinoupoleos Street 150 m before the Botanical Garden. The old 

Botanical Gardens are marked on the Karten von Attika along the Iera Odos, though they 

are roughly 240 m from Konstantinoupoleos Street, not 150 m. It is unclear how 

precisely the distance was measured during the excavation. 

 

Function an Context: 

 This rectangular stele is said to be made of poros limestone by Hondius and 

Jeffery. This is one of several tombstones from this area with two names in the 

nominative. 

 

Historical Context: 
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The name Ξένον is attested with an omicron on a late 5th century tombstone from 

Orchomenos and in a 4th-century inscription from Thebes.720 This is the only attestation 

of the name Thoga in the LGPN. 

4.2.2 Dorkion and Kallis (Boeotians?) (440-400 BCE?) (Fig. 123, 4.2.2) 

Athens, EM 489 

Measurements: H: 0.38; W: 0.31; Th:0.06 

Form: Stele? 

Material: Black stone, possibly from Tanagra (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Boeotian (Hondius) 

Inscription:  

 Δορκίον 

 Κάλλις  (IG I3 1363b) 

 

 Dorkion 

 Kallis (Trans. Author) 

                                                      

720 Tombstone from Orchomenos: ArchDelt 54 B1 (1999) 331; SEG 53-463 (late 5th century BCE). Inscription 

from Thebes: IG VII 2427, line 3 (shortly before 350 BCE). 
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Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 173-4, no. 61 Boeotia 3 (?) (ca. 427 BCE); IG I3 1363b 

(Jeffery) (ca. 427 BCE); IG I2 1028, 3 (Hiller); Hondius 1925, 127-8, no. 2 (A little before 

450 BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

See Find Context for 4.2.1 Xenon and Thoga. 

 

Description and Context: 

This small slab of dark stone has been identified as a tombstone for a Plataian 

living in Athens, but the stone is described as coming from Tanagra.721 In all likelihood, 

the dark stone is actually from Mt. Chtipas in Boeotia not from from the polis of Chalkis 

on Euboea. 

 

Historical Context: 

The name Δορκίων is attested twice in inscriptions from Tanagra and three times 

in inscriptions from Thespiai.722 The name Καλλίς is also widely attested in Boeotia, 

                                                      

721 Hondius first identifies the stone as coming from Tanagra (1925, 127-8, no. 2), Jeffery and Ginestí Rosell 

also identify the stone as Tanagran. 
722 Tanagra: IG VII 943 (undated); IG VII 539 (After 4th/3rd century BCE?). Thespiai: Roesch, IThesp 15 (end of 

the 3rd century BCE); Roesch IThesp 16 (end of the 3rd century BCE); Roesch, IThesp 133 (2nd/1st century BCE). 
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including Orchomenos, Lebedaia, Chaironeia and Thespiai. Notably, it is attested three 

times in Tanagra.723 Dorkion and Kallis are likely a husband and wife or family members 

from Boeotia, possibly Tanagra.   

4.2.3 Anaxagora of Syracuse (440-400 BCE) (Fig. 124) 

Athens, EM 9187 

Measurements: H: 0.65; W: 0.295-0.325; Th: 0.07; Letter H: Line 1: 0.012-0.02; Line 2: 

0.012-0.018 

Form: Stele with pointed finial, likely with painted palmette decoration 

Material: Pentelic (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Ionic 

Inscription: 

 Ἀναξαγόρα 

 Συρακοσία (IG I3 1371) 

 

 Anaxagora 

 of Syracuse (Trans. Author) 

                                                      

723 IG VII 1133 (undated); IG VII 522 (after 371 BCE); SEG 43-212(A) (late 3rd/early 2nd BCE). 
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Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 266-7, no. 299 Sicily 1 (440-420 BCE); Posamentir 2006, 

no. 109 (420-400 BCE); IG I3 1371 (Jeffery) (440-420 BCE?); Jeffery, LSAG2, 267, no. 10; 

Peek 1954, 27, no. 93 (SEG 13-176); IG II2 10389 (Kirchner) (End of 5th century); IG II 3369 

(Köhler); IG I2 1081; Conze 1906, no. 1488; Milchhoefer 1880, AthMitt 5, 175; 

Koumanoudes 1871, no. 2431 

 

Find Context:  

According to Conze, after Koumanoudes, the tombstone of Anaxagora was 

found to the west of the olive trees (“Westlich vom Ölwalde gefunden”).724 This should 

be located somewhere to the west of the Kerameikos, which is why Jeffery says that it 

was found outside of the Kerameikos.725 Olive trees are marked on the Karten von Attika 

stretching all the way to the line of modern Konstantinopoleos Odos, and if it were 

found just west of those trees, it would have been found across the street from the 

excavations which uncovered the tombstone of Timollo (3.4.8), another foreign woman. 

 

Description and Context: 

                                                      

724 Koumanoudes lists the findspot as Δυτ. ἐλαιῶνος Ἀθηνῶν (“W. of the olive grove of Athens”) (1871, no. 

2431).  
725 IG I3 1371 (Jeffery). 
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 The tombstone of Anaxagora is made of Pentelic marble and comes to a point at 

the top, which was decorated in added paint. Conze said that he could make out faint 

colorless traces of a palmette above “sideways volutes” in the area above the inscription. 

Posamentir was unable to make out any decoration using various means of analysis and 

says that the specifics of the decoration are unknowable for the time being.  

 

Historical Context: 

I placed the inscription of Anaxagora in this chapter largely because it was such 

an outlier in the previous group, but I still leave open the possibility that it predates 430. 

Athens had granted proxeny to a group of four men from Sicily in 427/6 BCE, so it is 

possible that she is affiliated with a group of Sicilians living in Athens in early part of 

the war.726 It would make sense that the monument date to the period before the Sicilian 

Expedition in 415-414 BCE, where Athens suffered massive losses at the hands of the 

Syracusans, the Spartans, and their allies. 

4.2.4 Apollodoros (Boeotian?) (430-400 BCE) (Fig. 123, 4.2.4) 

Athens, EM 496 

Measurements: H: 0.048; W: 0.34; Th: 0.105; Letter H: 0.026-0.036 

                                                      

726 Walbank 1978, no. 40. 
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Form: Stele? 

Material: Lapis rudis (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Boeotian (Hondius, Ginestí Rosell) 

Inscription:  

 Ἀπολλόδο- 

 ρος (IG I3 1363e) 

  

Apollodoros (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 174, no. 64 Boeotia 6 (?) (427-403 BCE); IG I3 1363e 

(Jeffery) (427-403 BCE); IG I3 1028, 7 (Hiller); Hondius 1925, 129, no. 7 (Mid-5th century 

BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

See Find Context for 4.2.1 Xenon and Thoga. 

 

Description and Context: 

 Unfortunately there is no published image of this stone. From the brief published 

descriptions, it appears that the stone is unworked and likely not marble.  
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Historical Context: 

 Presumably Apollodoros was Boeotian residing in Athens, who was buried 

alongside other men and women from Boeotia. 

4.2.5 Konto (Boeotian?) (430-400 BCE) (Fig. 123, 4.2.5) 

Athens, EM 492 

Measurements: H: 0.19; W: 0.31; Th: 0.045; Letter H: 0.025-0.05 

Form: Stele? 

Material: Black stone, possibly from Tanagra (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Boeotian 

Inscription:  

 Κοντό (IG I3 1363c) 

 

 Konto (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 174, no. 62 Boeotia 4 (?) (ca. 427-403 BCE); IG I3 1363c 

(Jeffery) (427-403 BCE?); IG I2 1028, 5; Hondius 1925, 130, no. 12 (5th century BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

See Find Context for 4.2.1 Xenon and Thoga. 
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Description and Context: 

 Jeffery believes that this stone also came from Boeotia. The name Konto is 

inscribed across the top half of the small stone. Hondius believed that the inscription 

was incomplete and that the name Akonto ([?Ἀ]κοντό) should be restored. Jeffery 

doubts this based on the spacing of the letters and the fact that the stone appears to be 

preserved.  

 

Historical Context: 

The name is not attested elsewhere as far as I can tell, as this is the only instance 

of the name in the LGPN. 

 

4.2.6 Theomnastos and Nikostrata (Boeotians?) (430-400 BCE) (Fig. 
123, 4.2.6) 

Athens, EM 488 

Measurements: H: 0.35; W: 0.38; Th: 0.05; Letter H: 0.016-0.03 

Form: Slab of marble used as a stele of the horos-type (cf. 3.2.10 Aristokrates and 3.3.1 

Phaidron) 

Material: Pentelic? (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Boeotian (Hondius, Ginestí Rosell); stoichedon 
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Inscription:  

 Θεόμναστο 

 Νικοστράτα (Author) 

 

 (Of?) Theomnasto 

 Nikostrata (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 174, no. 63 Boeotia 5 (?) (427-403 BCE); IG I3 1363d 

(Jeffery) (427-403 BCE?); IG I2 1028,2 (Hiller); Hondius 1925, 128, no. 3 (5th century) 

 

Find Context:  

See Find Context for 4.2.1 Xenon and Thoga. 

 

Description and Context: 

 The top portion of a stele which was roughly picked at the bottom and smoothed 

with abrasives at the top. The names of two women, one named Theomnasto and 

another named Nikostrata, are inscribed without an ethnikon. The best comparada for 

the form and layout of this tombstone is that of Aristokrates of Andros from the East 

Cemetery (3.2.10) and that of Phaidron from Acharnai in the West Cemetery, both of 

which may only be slightly older.  
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Historical Context: 

Jeffery restores the name in the first line as Theomnastos (Θεόμναστο[ς]), but 

there is clearly a vacat in the inscription after omicron. Because the inscription is 

otherwise stoichedon, it was deliberately left blank. It would be odd to have a male 

name in the genitive followed by a name in the nominative, so Theomnasto is likely a 

feminine version of the name Theomnastos, which is attested in Boeotia, in the 

nominative case. This tombstone commemorated two women, who were likely relatives. 

 

4.2.7 Pherenika (Boeotian Woman?) (430-400 BCE) (Fig. 123, 4.2.7) 

Athens, EM 491 

Measurements: H: 0.23; W: 0.21; Th: 0.04; Letter H: 0.015-0.026 

Form: Stele whose top comes to a rounded point 

Material: Marble (Jeffery, Ginestí Rosell); blackish stone (Hondius) 

Alphabet: Boeotian?  

Inscription:  

 Φερενίκα (IG I3 1363f) 

  

 Pherenika  
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Bibliogrpahy: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 174, no. 65 Boeotia 7 (?), Fig. 48 (427-403 BCE); IG I3 

1363f (Jeffery) (427-403 BCE);  IG I2 1028, 4 (Hiller); Hondius 1925, 128, no. 5. (ca. 400 

BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

See Find Context for 4.2.1 Xenon and Thoga. 

 

Description and Context: 

 The tombstone of Pherenika comes to a rounded point, which was a monument 

type used in both Tanagra and Orchomenos (see Figs. 148-150). This monument stands 

out among the group attributed to Plataians because it takes the same form. On the 

Tanagran examples, the name is inscribed in large letters in a band that it smothed with 

abrasives while the rest of the stele is with a rough picked surface. The name Pherenika 

(Φερενίκα) is attested in Thebes in an inscription dated to the 2nd or 1st century BCE.727 

4.2.8 Timo (Boeotian Woman?) (430-400 BCE) (Fig. 123, 4.2.8) 

Athens, EM 494 

Measurements: H: 0.38; W: 0.21; Th: 0.035; Letter H: 0.02-0.025 

                                                      

727 IG VII 2424. 
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Form: Stele made of roughly shaped slab 

Material: Lapis rudis (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Boeotian? 

Inscription:  

 Τιμό (IG I3 1363g) 

  

 Timo 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 176, no. 67 Boeotia 9 (?) (427-403 BCE); IG I3 1363h 

(Jeffery) (427-403 BCE); IG I2 1028, 6 (Hiller); Hondius 1925, 130, no. 13 (5th century BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

See Find Context for 4.2.1 Xenon and Thoga. 

 

 The tombstone of Timo is a triangular slab of stone, the left-hand side of which is 

treated with a tooth chisel. The name is inscribed in crude letterforms along the top of 

the stone as it is preserved. Hondius believed that the full name was not preserved and 

that the top of the inscription is missing. I see no reason why the inscription would not 
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be complete, though the name is not common. It appears on a 2nd-century BCE 

tombstone from Attika.728 This should the woman’s name Timo in the nominative. 

4.2.9 -strate (Boeotian Woman?) (430-400 BCE) (Fig. 123, 4.2.9) 

Athens, EM 500 

Measurements: H: 0.55; W: 0.17; Th: 0.05; Letter H: 0.06 (Ginestí Rosell) 

Form: Slab of marble used as stele 

Material: Marble (Ginestí Rosell) 

Alphabet: Mixed (Ε=Η; four-bar sigma?) (Author) 

Inscription:  

 — — — στράτε (IG I3 1363) 

 

 — — —strate 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 176-7, no. 67 Boeotia 9 (?) (427-403 BCE); IG I3 1363h 

(Jeffery) (427-403 BCE?); Hondius 1925, 130, no. 15 (Before 450 BCE) 

 

Finspot: Hondius relates that this is one of the tombstones found in 1911 on the plot of 

the General I. Dimopoulos which was beside the Iera Odos on Konstantinoupoleos 

                                                      

728 The name Τιμώ in the nominative appears in IG II² 7851a. 
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Street 150 m before the Botanical Garden. The old Botanical Gardens are marked on the 

Karten von Attika along the Iera Odos, though they are roughly 240 m from 

Konstantinoupoleos Street, not 150 m. It is unclear how precisely the distance was 

measured during the excavation. 

 This marble slab is inscribed with extremely large letterforms. The top of the 

stone is damaged and the area below the inscription still bears marks from the point 

chisel showing that it was likely sunk deeply into the ground. Because the letterforms 

are so large and no letterforms are preserved before the tau and the epsilon, I think that 

the entirety of the name may be preserved, in which case the deceased woman’s name 

would be Strate (Στράτη). I have maintained Jeffery’s version of the inscription in the off 

chance that the rest of the name is missing. 

4.2.10 Man from Byzantion (ca. 430-400 BCE) (Fig. 125) 

Athens, Kerameikos I 315 

Measurements: H: 0.61; Stele H: 0.43; W: 0.306; Th: 0.125-0.14; Letter H: 0.0125-0.0145 

Form: Stele of the horos-type 

Material: Hymettian marble 

Alphabet: ?  

Inscription: 

 [c. 5-6 Β]υ̣ζαντιος 



 

375 

 

 ἐν̣θάδε κεῖται (IG I3 1343bis) 

 

 (A man named…) from Byzantion 

 lies here. 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 223, no. 190 Thrace 3, Figs. 117-8 (425-400 BCE); IG I3 

1343bis (Jeffery) (425-400 BCE?); Willemsen 1970, 100, no. 1 (ca. 430 BCE); IG II2 8448 

(Kirchner) (Middle of the 4th century BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

Willemsen reports that the tombstone for the man from Byzantion was a stray 

find from the area between the Street of the Tombs and the Sacred Way on the perimeter 

of the Eukoline-Mounds.729 

 

Description and Context: 

 The tombstone marking the plot of a man from Byzantion takes the typical form 

of the horos-type stele (cf. 4.3.3 Archetimos of Thasos). His tombstone was found set back 

                                                      

729 Willemsen 1970, AthMitt 85, 100, no. 1. 
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from the road and he was likely buried near the other men and women from the 

Northern Aegean in the area of the old Agia Triada church. 

 

Historical Context: 

Byzantion was consistently an ally of Athens down to Aigos potamoi in 405 BCE, 

except for a brief period between 411 and 408 BCE.730 They were probably an original 

member of the Delian League and are attested in the Tribute lists from 454/3 to 428/7  

BCE in the Hellespontine district.731 

4.2.11 Simos of Abydos (425-400 BCE) NO IMAGE 

Athens, EM 10236 

Measurements: H: 0.245; W: 0.175; Th: 0.35-0.04; Letter H: 0.01 

Form: Small stele 

Material: Pentelic marble (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Ionic, stoichedon 

Inscription: 

 Σίμος Τλημ- 

 πολέμο <Ἀ>βυ- 

                                                      

730 For overview of Byzantion’s relationship with Athens during the Peloponnesian War, see Hansen and 

Nielsen 2004, 916, no. 674 Byzantion (Loukopoulou and Laitar). 
731 454/3 BCE (IG I3 259.III.7); 428/7 BCE (IG I3 283.39). 
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 δηνός (IG I3 1340) 

  

 Simos son of 

 Tlempolemos 

 of Abydos.  

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 293, no. 363. Troad 2 (425-400 BCE); IG I3 1340 (Jeffery) 

(425-400 BCE?); Jeffery 1990, 367, no. 46 (5th century BCE); IG I2 1076 (Hiller); Brückner 

1909, 6, n. 1, no. 6 (5th century BCE); IG I suppl. 190, no. 49144 (Kirchhoff); Köhler 1888, 

475, no. 6 (5th century BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

The tombstone of Simos of Abydos is listed among those found in Agia Triada 

church, though Hiller simply states that it was found in front of the Dipylon.732 

 

Description and Context: 

 No image of this tombstone has been published, and I have not seen it in person. 

 

                                                      

732 Köhler 1888, 475, no. 6; Brückner 1909, 6, n. 1, no. 6; IG I2 1076 (Hiller). 
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Historical Context: 

 Simos was a citizen of Abydos, a polis which was a member of the Delian League 

and appears on tribute lists from 454/3 to 418/17 BCE eighteen times, twice restored.733 

The polis defected to Persia, then a Spartan ally, in 411 BCE along with Lampsakos (cf. 

4.2.12 Aristippos). Unlike the latter city, Abydos resisted being retaken by Athenians led 

by Strombichides, and Lysander finds Abydos under the leadership of a Spartan named 

Thorax in 405 before Aigos potomai.734 They must have been restored to good terms with 

Athens by the early 4th century, since a group of five men from Abydos are made 

proxenoi of Athens by decree at that time.735 I think that it is most likely that this 

tombstone dates to the years before 411 BCE. 

4.2.12 Aristippos of Lampsakos (420-405 BCE) 

Athens, NM 2592 

Measurements: H: 0.31; W: 0.20; Th: 0.05; Letter H: 0.01-0.013 

Type: Stele with painted palmette anthemion 

Material: Hymettian marble (Jeffery, Conze) 

Alphabet: Ionic (Jeffery), stoichedon 

                                                      

733 Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 1003, no. 765 (Avram); 454/3 BCE (IG I3 259.II.29, restored); 418/7 BCE (IG I3 

287.II.25). 
734 Xen. Hell. 2.1.18. 
735 IG II2 49, dated to the early 4th century BCE. 
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Inscription:  

 Ἀρίστιππος 

 Λαμψακηνός (IG I3 1352) 

 

 Aristippos 

 of Lampsakos (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 293-4, no. 364 Troad 3, Fig. 207 (415-394 BCE after 

Jeffery after Dohrn); Posamentir 2006, no. 11 (420-400 BCE); IG I3 1352 (Jeffery) (415-394 

BCE after Dohrn); Stupperich II, no. 222 (Late 5th century BCE); Dohrn 1957 (420/415-

394/3 BCE); IG II2 9156 (Kirchner) (Late 5th century BCE); Möbius 1929, 15, n. 50; 70, n. 

159, Taf. 62a (Late 5th century BCE); Brückner 1909, 6, n. 1, no. 8 (450-400 BCE); Conze 

1906, no. 1492, Taf. 308; IG II 3129 (Köhler); Koumanoudes 1871, no. 1938. 

 

Find Context:  

Brückner relates that the tombstone of Aristippos was found west of Agia Triada 

before 1870.736 

 

Description and Context: 

                                                      

736 Brückner 1909, 6, n. 1, no. 8. 
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 The tombstone of Aristippos is made of Hymettian rather than Pentelic. The 

anthemion is decorated with a palmette with scythe-shaped tendrils.  The taenia is 

painted with red and white alternating bands with an egg-and-dart pattern on the cyma. 

Beneath the inscription is a ribbon tied in a knot, which is centered beneath the 

inscription.  

 

Historical Context: 

 Lampsakos switched allegiances between Athens and Persia, which was allied 

with Sparta, several times during the period in which it is dated. They are allied with 

Athens until 411, when they revolt to Derkyllidas and Pharnabazos, the satrap of the 

Hellespontine satrapy.737 Their alliance with Persia was short-lived, as the Athenian 

strategos Strombochides retook Lampsakos soon after.738 The city was destroyed and 

plundered by Lysander and his allies in the region in 405 BCE, shortly before the battle 

Aigos potamoi, and remained under Spartan hegemony until the King’s Peace.739 I think  

Aristippos likely died before 405 BCE. 

                                                      

737 Thuc. 8.62.1. 
738 Thuc. 8.62.2. 
739 Xen. Hell. 2.1.18-9. For overview of Lampsakos’s allegiance in the Peloponnesian War, see Hansen and 

Nielsen eds. 2004, 987, no. 748 (Avram). 
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4.2.13 Lysixene (Boeotian?) (Early 4th) (Fig. 123, 4.2.13) 

Athens, EM 499 

Measurements: H: 0.75; W: 0.19; Th: ?; Letter H: 0.015 

Form: Stele with cyma, likely with painted decoration below the inscription 

Material: White marble (Kirchner); Pentelic (Author) 

Alphabet: Ionic 

Inscription:  

 Λυσιξένη (IG II2 12005) 

 

 Lysixene (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 179, no. 70 Boeotia 12 (?) (Beginning of the 4th 

century); IG I3 1363, pg. 858 (Jeffery) (Before 386 BCE); IG II2 12005 (Kirchner) (ca. 400 

BCE); Hondius 1925, 130, no. 14 (Beginning of the 4th century) 

 

Find Context:  

Hondius relates that this is one of the tombstones found in 1911 on the plot of the 

General I. Dimopoulos which was beside the Iera Odos on Konstantinoupoleos Street 

150 m before the Botanical Garden. The old Botanical Gardens are marked on the Karten 

von Attika along the Iera Odos, though they are roughly 240 m from Konstantinoupoleos 
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Street, not 150 m. It is unclear how precisely the distance was measured during the 

excavation. 

 

Description and Context: 

This monument is the only marble monument with a cyma recovered from the 

area of the Sacred Way extensively used by Boeotians for burial.  In all likelihood, the 

area below the inscription was painted with a scene of Lysixene, which would depend 

on her age and role in her family. If an unmarried girl, she likely would have been 

shown standing, holding a bird or playing with a dog. If an adult woman, she would 

have likely been shown seated.  

 

Historical Context: 

The name Lysixene (Λυσιξένη) is extremely uncommon, though the male version 

of the name (Λυσίξενος) is much more common in general and is attested in Thebes in 

the 3rd century BCE.740 Jeffery believes that this woman must have died in Athens before 

Plataia was rebuilt in 386 BCE, and Ginestí Rosell agrees.   

                                                      

740 SEG 23-278. 
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4.2.14 Hippobotis (Boeotian?) (Early 4th) (Fig. 123, 4.2.14) 

Athens, EM 484 

Measurements: H: 0.28; W: 0.17; Th: 0.09; Letter H: 0.014 

Form: Simple marble stele 

Material: White marble (Kirchner) 

Alphabet: Ionic 

Inscription: 

 Ἱπποβοτίς (IG I3 1363, p. 858) 

  

 Hippobotis (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 179, no. 71 Boeotia 13 (?) (Beginning of the 4th century 

BCE); IG I3 1363, p. 858 (Jeffery) (Before 386 BCE); IG II2 11721 (Kirchner) (Beginning of 

the 4th century BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

Hondius relate that this is one of the tombstones found in 1911 on the plot of the 

General I. Dimopoulos which was beside the Iera Odos on Konstantinoupoleos Street 

150 m before the Botanical Garden. The old Botanical Gardens are marked on the Karten 

von Attika along the Iera Odos, though they are roughly 240 m from Konstantinoupoleos 
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Street, not 150 m. It is unclear how precisely the distance was measured during the 

excavation. 

 

Description and Context: 

 The squat, blocky tombstone of Hippobotis was thought by Jeffery to be set up 

for a Plataian who died before the polis was rebuilt in 386 BCE.  

 

Historical Context: 

The name Hippobotis is extremely uncommon and may be singularly attested on 

this tombstone. The adjective ἱππόβοτος means grazed by horses, and usually refers to 

city-states with wide plains for grazing (cf. 3.5.1 Pythagoras, where Selymbria is 

described as grazed by horses).  

4.2.15 Pataikos of Thebes in Boeotia (Early 4th) (Fig. 127) 

Athens, Kerameikos I 173 

Measurements: H: 0.67; W: 0.27; Th: 0.145; Letter H: 0.022-0.032 

Form: Stele with palmette and akanthos finial 

Material: Pentelic marble 

Alphabet: Boeotian? 

Inscription:  
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 Πάταικος 

 Θηβαῖος. (IG II2 8880) 

 

 Pataikos 

 of Thebes. 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 179, no. 72 Boeotia 14 (Beginning of the 4th century 

BCE); IG II2 8880 (Kirchner) (Beginning of the 4th century BCE); Riemann, Kerameikos II, 

39-40, no. 35, Tab. 10 (400-375 BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

According to Riemann, the stele of Pataikos was found on the Sacred Way 

outside the German excavations (“Gefunden an der heiligen Straße außerhalb der 

deutschen Grabung”).741 No other publications, to my knowledge, reference the findspot. 

It is possible that this tombstone was found in the vicinity of 3.4.8 Timollo and the other 

Boeotians found along the Sacred Way. 

 

Description and Context: 

                                                      

741 Riemann 1940, Kerameikos II, 39. 
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This monument has a finial with a palmette design resting above an akanthos 

design. The finial’s pattern, as Riemann noted, is unusual, and I can find no good 

parallels from Attika for the design.742 The proximity of this Theban’s tombstone to other 

tombstones of Boeotians is particularly intriguing.  

 

Historical Context: 

As Thebans living in Athens, Pataikos’ family may not have felt comfortable 

referring to Pataikos as a Theban on his tombstone until later in the 5th century BCE. 

Thebes opposed Athens throughout the Peloponnesian War, but their alliance with 

Sparta broke down after 405/4 BCE. In 395 BCE, Thebes and Boeotia allied themselves 

with Athens in Corinthian War, and in all likelihood, this tombstone was erected around 

400 BCE.743 In the early 4th century, Thebes was in an alliance with Byzantion (cf. 4.2.10), 

Kyzikos, Ephesos, Samos, Iasos, Knidos, Rhodos, and possibly Lampsakos (cf. 4.2.12), 

Kroton, and Zakynthos.744 It is noteworthy that citizens from three of the poleis in this 

alliance are represented in the West Cemetery. 

                                                      

742 Riemann 1940, Kerameikos II, 40. 
743 Diod. 14.82.1-4. 
744 Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 916 (Loukopoulou and Laitar). 
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4.2.16 Saitis the daughter of Euethis of Egypt (Early 4th) (Fig. 128) 

Athens, EM 9192 

Measurements: H: 0.28; W: 0.23; 0.085 (Ginestí Rosell); Letter H: 0.028 (Ginestí Rosell) 

Form: Small stele 

Material: Pentelic marble 

Alphabet: (Four-bar sigma) 

Inscription: 

 Εὐηθιδος 

 Αἰγυπτιας 

 Σαῖτις (IG II2 7968) 

  

Daughter of Euethis  

 an Egyptian woman 

 Saitis (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 345-6, no. 491 Egypt 3, Fig. 268 (Beginning of the 4th 

century BCE); Bäbler 1998, 207-8, no. 2 (Beginning of the 4th century BCE); Salta 1991, 

178; IG II2 7968 (Kirchner) (Beginning of the 4th century BCE); IG II 2755 (Köhler); 

Koumanoudes 1871, no. 1414; Rayet, Bulletin de l'École française d'Athènes I (1868-71), 224, 

no. 45. 
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Find Context:  

Rayet lists this tombstone among those found on the right-hand side of the street 

as you leave city, in the area of Agia Triada.745 

 

Description and Context: 

 This small stele is broken on the top right corner and below the third line of the 

inscription. The surface is treated with a tooth chisel. The most remarkable aspect of this 

monument is the use of the matronymic, as noted by Bäbler. Also, the name of the 

deceased comes after the name of her mother and her mother’s ethnikon. Presumably, her 

tombstone and burial would have been set back from the road. 

 

Historical Context: 

Saitis’ funerary inscription is in an unusual format for the period. Her mother’s 

name is given rather than her father’s. The ethnikon modifies her mother’s name rather 

than her own (cf. 4.3.1). Moreover, Saitis’ metronymic comes first in the inscription 

followed by her own. Salta speculates that Saitis and her mother, Euethis, may have both 

been hetairai who worked in the weaving mill located in Bau Zed in the Kerameikos.746  

                                                      

745 Rayet begins the list with: “Monuments trouves en place sur le côté droit de la voie, 

et datant d'avant l'ère chrétienne” (1868-71, 214). No further information is given for individual inscriptions. 
746 Salta 1991, 178; see also Bäbler 1998, 208. 
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This attribution should be taken with a grain of salt. Another tombstone of an Egyptian 

was recovered from the area of the Agora, and it is possible that this cemetery catered in 

part to a resident Egyptian population in the late 5th and early 4th century BCE.747 Ogden 

notes that metronymics were most commonly used in families associated with 

priesthoods at cults.748 I think that it is more likely that Saitis was affiliated with an 

Egyptian cult in Athens, perhaps that of Ammon.749 

Appendix 4.3  Private Tombstones of Foreign Residents in the 
East Cemetery (431/430-387 BCE) 

4.3.1 Archias the son of Nebros of Andros (430-400) (Fig. 129) 

Athens, EM 10227 

Measurements: H: 0.97; W: 0.254; 0.076-0.082; Letter H: 0.01-0.014 

Form: Namenstelen 

Material: Pentelic marble (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: ?; four-bar sigma, stoichedon 

Inscription:  

 Ἀρχίας Νέβρο 

 Ἀνδρίο. (IG I3 1343) 

                                                      

747 Agora I 356: IG I3 1341bis (425-400 BCE); Bradeen 1974, no. 396; Bäbler 1998 no. 1, Tab. 2. 
748 Ogden 1996, 94-5. 
749 Dow relates that the cult of Ammon arrived in Athens sometime before 371/0 BCE (1937, 184). 
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 Archias son of Nebros 

 of Andros. 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 242, no. 237 Andros 2 (430-400 BCE); IG I3 1343 

(Jeffery) (430-400 BCE?); Wilhelm, ZPE 29, 1978, 64 (4th century BCE); IG II2 8089 

(Kirchner) (400-350 BCE);  IG I2 1045 (Hiller); Wilamowitz 1893, Vol. II, 174-5 (5th century 

BCE); IG I suppl. pg. 115, no. 49117 (Kirchhoff); Köhler 1885, 368, no. 18 (Before 430 BCE); 

Lolling 1872, Monatsber.Berlin, 873, no. 4 

 

Find Context:  

According to Lolling writing in 1872, the tombstone of Archias is one of the more 

recent finds from the construction site of Kalligas and from the plot of the Bankdirector 

Vasiliou.750 According to Vizinou in ΑΡΜΑ 4, the Archaeological Society has a reference 

for a house of Pavlos Kalligas, a professor at the university, at the end of Stadiou Street 

near the palace (the Boule).751 Theodosopoulou places his house opposite the Royal 

                                                      

750 „Spätere Funde an der Stadionstrafse (Baustelle des Hrn. Kalligas) und auf dem Baugrunde des 

Bankdirektors Vasiliu“ (Lolling 1872, Monatsber. Ak. Berlin, 873, no. 4). 
751 ΑΡΜΑ 4, 304. 
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Stables.752 This is the property to which Lolling is referring and is probably the same plot 

on which the tombstone of Aristokrates was found (3.2.10). 

 

Description and Context: 

 This beautifully carved tombstone mimics the pedimental form of the casualty 

lists of the mid-fifth century and likely derives directly from them.753 This tombstone 

would have been painted.754 It is also similar to the stele of Hippainos and the other men 

from Paleis set up nearby (4.3.6).  

 

Historical Context: 

Archias the son of was a citizen of Andros and was probably born a metic in 

Athens. At the time of his death, Andros was a member of the Delian League, as it had 

been from the inception of the league.755 Andros belonged to the Island district, and it is 

recorded on the tribute lists from 451/0 (IG I3 262.I.19) to 416/5 (IG I3 289.I.21). Andros 

does revolt against Athens and ally itself with Sparta sometime after 408 BCE. 

                                                      

752 Theodosopoulou, 2010 (http://maritheodo.blogspot.com/2010_06_06_archive.html)  
753 Cf. Papazarkadas and Sourlas 2012. 
754 See Posamentir 2006, nos. 111 and 126 for comparanda. 
755 For overview of the relationship between Athens and Andros see Hansen and Nielsen 2002, 736-7, no. 

475. Andros (Reger). For Andros as an original member of the Delian League, see ATL III.198-9. 

 

http://maritheodo.blogspot.com/2010_06_06_archive.html
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Alcibiades recaptures the island, when presumably some war hostages were brought 

back to Athens.756 This monument was probably set up before this time. 

4.3.2 Mikines from Imbros (425-405 BCE) (Fig. 130) 

Athens, 3rd Ephorate (Inv. no. unknown) 

Measurements: H: 0.70; W: 0.252 (top)-0.24 (bottom); Th: 0.10-0.105; Letter H: 0.019-0.025 

Form: Small stele with molding 

Material: Hymettian marble 

Alphabet: Ionic (Jeffery), stoichedon 

Inscription: 

 Μικίνης 

 ἐξ Ἴμβρο (IG I3 1350) 

 

 Mikines 

 from Imbros 

Bibliography: Marchiandi 2013, 123, n. 17 (425-400 BCE?); IG I3 1350 (Jeffery) (425-400 

BCE?); SEG 19-283 (Beginning of the 4th century BCE); BE 1962, no. 119; Charitonidis, 

ArchEph 1958, 117-8, no. 118. 

                                                      

756 Diod. 13.69.4-5. 
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Find Context:  

The tombstone of Mikines was found in the excavations of Charitonidis near 

Syntagma Square in 1957. It is listed among the stray finds (“σποραδικά ευρήματα”) and 

cannot be associated with a particular burial.757 The burials in general date to the late 5th 

century, which gives creedence to Jeffery’s dates for the inscription. 

 

Description and Context: 

 The stele of Mikines had a cyma, and its surface was prepared for a painted 

scene. His tombstone was recovered in a cemetery which catered to both foreign 

residents and citizens. 

 

Historical Context: 

 Mikines from Imbros is likely an Athenian kleruch who has returned to 

Athens.758 The tombstone is small and simple, and follows the same format as that of 

Mnesarete (3.3.2). While there is some dispute as to whether or not all Imbrians were 

Athenian citizens in the 5th century, I think that it is most likely that they were and that 

                                                      

757 Charitonidis, ArchEph 1958, 117-8, no. 118. 
758 This is proposed by Jeffery (IG I3 1350) 
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the official demotikon for citizen residents of cleruchies is ἐγ/ἐξ/ἐκ + the name of the 

cleruchy.759 I am only including this tombstone in this section because he is from 

Athenian territory outside the Attic peninsula. 

4.3.3 Archetimos of Thasos (ca. 407) (Fig. 131) 

Athens, EM 1284 

Measurements: H: 0.76; W: 0.19; Th: 0.09; Letter H: 0.014-0.023 

Form: Stele of the horos-type: 

Material: Pentelic marble 

Alphabet: Ionic, stoichedon 

Inscription:  

 Ἀρχέτιμος 

 Θάσιος 

 ὅμηρος 

 Στρατί  παῖς. (IG I3 1373) 

 

 Archetimos 

 of Thasos, 

 war captive, 

                                                      

759 Osborne and Byrne list Mikines as a foreign resident (FRA 2616). 
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 son of Stratios. 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 246, no. 257 Thasos 1 (ca. 407 BCE); IG I3 1373 (Jeffery) 

(ca. 407 BCE?); IG II2 8827 (Kirchner) (End of the 5th century BCE); Kiparissis 1924-5 

[1927], 71, Fig. 6. 

 

Find Context:  

The horos-type stele commemorating Archetimos was among the few finds 

published from the Royal Stables excavations by Kiparissis (Fig. 115).760 

 

Description and Context: 

  This is one of the few tombstones published from the Royal Stables. It stood 

somewhere in the large portion of the East Cemetery uncovered during the Royal 

Stables excavations, though its exact placement in the cemetery is unknown (Fig. 115). 

 

Historical Context:  

Archetimos died soon after the Athenian siege of Thasos in 407 BCE.761 His 

epitaph identifies him as an ὁμήρος (“war captive”) likely from that siege. It is unclear to 

                                                      

760 Kiparissis 1924-5 [1927], 71, Fig. 6. 
761 Xen. Hell. 1.4.9; Diod. 13.72.1. The other tombstone of a Thasian war captive is that of Kleodemos, which 

was unprovenanced and is currently missing (IG I3 1374). 
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whom the responsibility of burial would have fallen. Also unclear is his status. Was he a 

slave of the state or did he die in custody before he could be ransomed or sold into 

slavery? These questions cannot be answered given the evidence as it survives. 

4.3.4 Glaukon of Thasos (ca. 407) (Fig. 131) 

Athens, 3rd Ephorate M 469 

Measurements: H: 0.11; W: 0.145; Th: 0.085; Letter H: ? 

Form: Small inscribed stele 

Material: Marble (Charitonidis) 

Alphabet: Ionic (Thasian), stoichedon? (Author) 

Inscription:  

 Γλαύκων 

 Ἀλεξέω 

 Θάσιος (Ginestí Rosell 2012, no. 260) 

  

 Glaukon 

 son of Alexes 

 of Thasos (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 247 no. 260 Thasos 4 (4th century BCE); ΣΕΜΑ 1130 

(4th century BCE); BE 1962, no. 119; SEG 19-281 (Woodhead) (4th century BCE); 

Charitonidis, ArchEph 1958 [1961], 120 no. 123, Fig. 200. 
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Find Context:  

The top portion of Glaukon’s tombstone was found in the excavations of 

Charitonidis near Syntagma Square in 1957. It is listed among the stray finds 

(“σποραδικά ευρήματα”) and cannot be associated with a particular burial.762 The burials 

in general date to the late 5th century. 

 

Description and Context: 

 This small stele has never had an image of it published, so we are forced to rely 

upon Charitonidis’ drawing. It appears that the first two lines of the inscription are 

stoichedon,  but the third line, as it is drawn, is not. The letterforms are not out of place 

for the last 3rd of the 5th century or early 4th century, and the burials from this area 

generally date to this period. The closest parallel for this tombstone’s dimensions is the 

tombstone of Mnesarete (3.3.2) which is the same width (0.145) and is slightly thinner 

(0.06 vs. 0.08). Jeffery dated the tombstone of Mnesarete to 450-425 BCE, and it is 

possible that this tombstone is that early.  

 

                                                      

762 Charitonidis, ArchEph 1958, 120, no. 123. 
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Historical Context:  

Glaukon most likely died soon after 407, since two other tombstones of Thasians 

have identified the deceased as a war captive, likely from the Athenian siege of Thasos 

in 407 BCE (cf. 4.3.3 Archetimos).763 It is possible that Glaukon would have been 

identified as an ὁμήρος (“war captive”) but the stone is missing below the third line. I 

think Woodhead originally dated the stone to the fourth century because Charitonidis 

provides a single parallel for the use of the name Glaukon on Thasos which he dates to 

360-350 BCE.764 

4.3.5 Pythokles and Ariastis of Ephesos (ca. 400 BCE?) (Fig. 133) 

Berlin (once), current location unknown 

Measurements: H: 0.37; W: 0.295; Th: 0.075; Letter H: 0.007 

Form: Stele with cyma 

Material: White marble (Conze) 

Alphabet: Ionic (Author)  

Inscription: 

 A ἑνθάδε Π̣υθοκλῆς κεῖται πολλοῖσι ποθενός, 

                                                      

763 Xen. Hell. 1.4.9; Diod. 13.72.1. The other tombstone of a Thasian war captive is that of Kleodemos, which 

was unprovenanced and is currently missing (IG I3 1374). 
764 The inscription Charitonidis cites is IG XII 8, 376, l. 6 as an instance of the name Glaukon. Friedrich dates 

the inscription to the early 4th century (IG XII, 8, 376). 
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   καὶ Σάτυρος νέος ὤν ἔσχεν ἐπωνυμίαν. 

  [π]αῖς δὲ Ἡρακλείδο, μητρὸς δὲ Ἀριαστίδος ἐστί 

   πατρὶς δ’ ἐστὶ Ἔφεσος κλενοτάτη πόλεων. 

  θρεφθές δ’ ἐν χθονὶ τῆιδ ἔθανεν μέγα πῆμα φίλοισι 

   τῆι τε κασιγνήτηι πένθεα πλεῖστα λιπών.  

 

 B Ἀριαστίς. Πυθοκλῆς.  (Author) 

 

 A Here lies Pythokles, missed by many, 

   and who as a youth had the nickname Satyr. 

  He is the son of Herakleides and his mother, Ariastis, 

   and his fatherland is Ephesos, the most famed of cities. 

  Raised on this soil, he died here leaving behind immense misery  

   to loved ones and to his sister the most sorrow.  

 

 B Ariastis.  Pythokles.  (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 281-2, no. 334 Continential Ionia 8 (Beginning of the 

4th century BCE); CEG 485 (Hansen); GVI 697 (Peek) (Beginning of the 4th century BCE); 

IG II2 8523 (Kirchner) (Beginning of the 4th century); IG II 2892; Beschreibung der antiken 

Skulpturen mit Ausschluss der pergamenischen Fundstücke 1891, 447-8, no. 1163 (Conze)  (4th 
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century BCE); Ross 1840, Bulletino dell’Instituto di Correspondenza Archeologica, 104-6, no. 1 

(4th century BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

According to Ross, the tombstone of Ariastis and Pythokles was found while 

leveling the square in front of the new Univeristy of Athens, west of Lycabettus and 

outside the old city wall in March of 1839.765 

 

Description and Context: 

This tombstone has a Lesbian cyma, which likely would have been decorated 

with a painted seriated palmette design. This practice starts in the last quarter of the fifth 

century BCE and continues into the 4th century, with notable early examples being a stele 

of two men and a dog (NM 2894) and the stele of Eukoline (Louvre 4282).766 The stele of 

Eukoline illustrates a seated woman and a standing woman in dexiosis, and it is likely 

that the stele of Pythokles depicted a seated Ariastis and a standing Pythokles in added 

paint above their names and below the epigram. 

                                                      

765 “En aplanissant la place devant la nouvelle Université à Athènes, à l'ouest du mont Lycabettus et hors de l'ancienne 

enceinte de la ville, on decouvrit au mois de mars passé une stéle de marbre blanc, sans fronton ni bas-relief” (Ross 

1840, Bulletino dell’Instituto di Correspondenza Archeologica, 104-6, no. 1) 
766 NM 2894: Posamentir 2006, no. 9 (420-400 BCE); Louvre 4282: Posamentir 2006, no. 35 (ca. 400 BCE). 
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Historical Context: 

Ginestí Rosell proposes that Pythokles may have been a comedic actor based on 

his nickname Satyr, which she argues has theatral connotations.767 She references the fact 

that it was common in the imperial period for actors to have pseudonyms. If he was an 

actor, his tombstone would join several others including a recently discovered painted 

example from Athens. 768 

 

4.3.6 Hippainos, Peisanoridas, and Arisston of Paleis (410-390) 

Athens, EM 

Measurements: H: 1.08; W: 0.22; Th: 0.23; Letter H: 0.013 

Form: Namenstelen (Type. 2.1 in Hildebrandt 2006) 

Material: Pentelic (Schliemann) 

Alphabet: Ionic (Author) 

Inscription:  

 Ἵππαινος 

Πεισανορίδας 

                                                      

767 Ginestí Rosell 2012, 282. 
768 Hallof and Stroszeck 2002, Tab. IV, figs. 18-21. 
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Ἀρίσστων 

Παλῆες (IG I² 1070,2) 

 

Hippainos 

Peisanoridas 

Arisston 

of Paleis (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 200, no. 131 Kephallenia 3, Fig. 83 (4th century BCE); 

IG IX2, 4, 1577 (4th century BCE); IG I2 1070, 2 (Hiller); IG suppl. 190, no. 49138 (Kirchhoff); 

Schliemann 1888, 207 (4th century BCE) 

 

Find Context:  

Schliemann excavated a series of graves when a trench was dug in front of his 

house northwest of Plateia Syntagma on Odos Mouson 8, which is on modern-day 

Karagiorgi Servias. He also found 3.2.1 (Damainetos) and 3.2.4 (Chareas) which also 

marked burials for men from Paleis, and this likely represented a plot of men from this 

polis. At the end of the report, Schliemann remarks that he found 12 other burials, which 

he says were marked with tombstones which had been made with little care.769 He 

                                                      

769 Schliemann 1888, 210. 
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concluded that this must have been part of a poor necropolis, the extension of which 

was excavated by Charitonidis. He also said that most of the burials seem to have been 

foreigners. 

 

Description and Context: 

 This stele is a Type 2.1 (Hildebrandt 2006) pedimental stele, but its base does not 

appear as if it was intended to be set into a base. Instead, it looks as if it was set directly 

into the ground since the base of the stele is roughly treated with a point chisel as if it 

were a horos. Unfortunately, Hildebrandt did not catalogue this stele in his volume on 

Namenstelen, but the most comparable stele from his volume is no. 257 in his catalogue, 

which he dates to the first quarter of the 4th century BCE.770 The stoichedon inscription 

bears a stronger resemblance to the inscriptions of the late 5th century than to those of 

the mid-4th century which are often written in large letters centered on the stele. The 

letterforms look very similar to those of the cutter of IG II2 17, whose work Tracy dates 

to 414/3-386/5 BCE.771 I think that it is possible that this stele may date as early as the last 

decade of the 5th century BCE.   

 

                                                      

770 EM 423: Hildebrandt 2006, 343-4, no. 257, Taf. 87; IG II2 10394 (Kirchner) (Beginning of the 4th century 

BCE) 
771 Tracy 2016, 149-80. 
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Historical Context: 

These three men were buried in a plot that had started as early as the second 

quarter of the 5th century BCE with Damainetos’ burial (3.2.1). Paleis and the other poleis 

on Kephallenia were on good terms with Athens throughout the Peloponnesian War 

and were likely part of the Second Athenian Naval League in 373/2 BCE.772  

 

Appendix 4.4 A Private Tombstone of Foreign Resident Found in 
the Area of the North Cemetery 

4.4.1 Aristodike, a Cypriot woman (Early 4th century BCE) (No Image) 

Athens, NM ? 

Measurements: Preserved H: 0.039; W: ?; Th: ?; Letter H: ? 

Form: Lekythos fragment repurposed as a water basin 

Material: Marble (Kiparissis) 

Alphabet: ? 

Inscription:  

 Ἀριστοιδίκη : Κυπρία · Θέμις · Θυάναξ (Author) 

 

                                                      

772 For overview of the relationship between Paleis and Athens, see Hansen and Nielsen 2004, 364, 369-70 

(Gehrke and Wirbelauer). 
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 Aristodike, a Cypriote woman; Themis; Thyanax (Trans. Author) 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 330, no. 453 Cyprus 4 (Beginning of the 4th century 

BCE); IG II2 9119 (Kirchner) (Beginning of the 4th century BCE); Kiparissis, ArchDelt 10 

1926 [1929], 76-7, no. 61. 

 

Find Context:  

Kiparissis relates that the lekythos fragment had been modified to serve as the 

holy water basin at St. Panteleimon located along the ancient road to Acharnai, which 

was also the site of a cemetery.773 It was then brought into the collection in Liopesi. 

 

Description and Context: 

 No image of this tombstone has ever been published, and it is unclear where it is 

currently housed. Given that it was brought to a church far north of the city, it is difficult 

to say where it would have originally stood. It could have been erected anywhere from 

Piraeus to the city. 

 

Historical Context: 

                                                      

773 Kiparissis, ArchDelt 10, 1926 [1929] (Parartema), 76-7, no. 61. 
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 Only Aristodike is given an ethnikon. The two men listed are only mentioned by 

name. It is unclear whether the two men were Athenian citizens or foreign residents as 

well. 

 

Appendix 4.5 A Public? Monument for Mannes the Phrygian 
Wood-cutter  

4.5.1 Mannes the Phrygian Wood-cutter (431-421 BCE) (Fig. 135) 

Paris, MND 1795 

Measurements: H: 0.182; W: 0.245; Th: 0.035; Letter H: 0.005-0.011 

Form: Stele with cyma 

Material: White marble (Jeffery) 

Alphabet: Ionic, stoichedon 

Inscription: 

 Φρυγῶν ὃς ἄριστος ἐγένατ’ ἐ- 

 ν εὐ<ρ>υχόροισιν Ἀθήνα<ι>ς, Μαν- 

 νης Ὀρύμαιος,  μνῆμα τόδ’ ἐσ- 

 τὶ καλόν· ‘και μὰ Δι’ οὐκ εἷδον 

 ἐμαυτ  ἀμείνω ὑλοτόμον’ v v 

 ἐν τῶι πολέμ<ω>ι ἀπέθανεν (Adapted from IG I3 1361) 

 

 Of the Phrygians, he was best in 
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 spacious Athens, Mannes Orymaios, 

 for whom let this be a worthy mnema:  

 “And by Zeus, I have not seen a  

wood-cutter better than me.” 

 He died in the war (Trans. Author). 

Bibliography: Ginestí Rosell 2012, 323-5, no. 441 Phrygia 1 (431-421 BCE); Bäbler 1998, 

159-63, 250-1, no. 69 (450-425 BCE); IG I3 1361 (Jeffery) (431-421 BCE?); SEG 37-53 (450-

425 BCE); CEG 87 (Hansen) (431-421 BCE); GVI 677, no. 78a (Peek) (450-425 BCE); 

Wilhelm 1909, 35-7, no. 22; CIG 907, no. 175b (Böckh) 

 

Find Context:  

Böckh, who published the editio princeps in CIG, only states that the stone was 

found in Athens and wrote his edition based on the drawings of Köhler and Fauvel. It 

would not be surprising if this was among the tombstones uncovered by Fauvel in his 

excavations north of the city, where he found the public monument of Pythion of 

Megara (3.5.4) which dates to roughly the same period. Since both of them were non-

Athenians who had contributed to the war effort, it would make sense that their public 

burials might be near one another. Unfortunately not enough documentation is 

published to make this connection. 
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Description and Context: 

 This marble tombstone with cyma does not have a precisely recorded findspot, 

but I include it in this chapter because it is possible that this monument was publicly 

funded and placed on the outskirts of the demosion sema or in a citizen’s private plot, in a 

manner similar to the tombstone of Pythion of Megara (3.5.4). The monument’s epigram 

shares some similarities with the public monuments which predate the Peloponnesian 

War (see 3.5.1-5). Both Mannes and Pythion (3.5.4) are referred to as ἄριστος. In the 

epigram of Mannes and that of Silenos of Rhegion (3.5.5), Athens is modified by the 

adjective εὐρυχορος (spacious), which could be part of an emerging formula for public 

inscriptions for prominent foreigners.  

 

Historical Context: 

 Bäbler argues strongly that Mannes was a Phrygian slave. The name Manes was 

the name of a Phrygian god which in Greece had become a synonym for slave.774 

 

 

                                                      

774 Bäbler 1998, 158, n. 732. 
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Tables 

Table 1: Foreign Residents at Athens from the Archaic period compiled from 

Osborne and Byrne 1996. 

Osborne 

and Byrne Origin Date Source Why in Athens? Name

1482 Delos 540-500 IG  I3 1349

Resident with 

tombstone Alexsos

1545 Eretria 6th c

LGPN  I (1); APF  

380-1

Wife of Megakles, m. 

Deinomache and 

Megakles of Alopeke Koisyra

2535 Thrace 6th c

Hdt. 6.39.2; 41.2; 

Plu. Cimon  6.1

Wife of Miltiades 

Lakiades; d. Oloros; m. 

Kimon and Elpinike Hepsipyle

2679 Karia 525-500 IG  I3 1344 Father of resident, Tyr- Skylax

2681 Karia 525-500 IG  I3 1344

Resident with 

tombstone Tyr-

2682

Karine 

(Halicarnassos) 6th c FGrH  84 F 2 Mother of Themistokles Euterpe

2813 Keos 6th-5th c RE  s.v. Stesilaos (2)

Lover of Themistokles 

and Sophokles Stesilaos

3646 Megara/Ikaria Late 6th c PCG  7 661-3, T 1-14 Comic poet Sousarion

3710 Metapontion 500-475 IG  I3 1006

Dedicator of votive at 

Eleusis Aristoda[mos]

5790 Naxos 510-500 IG  I3 1357; CEG  58

Resident, honored by 

Athenians Anaxilas

5793 Naxos 510-500 IG  I3 1357; CEG  58

Father of resident, 

Anaxilas Ariston

5803 Nasos? 510-500 IG  I3 666

Kitharoidos, dedicant 

on the Acropolis Alkibios

5956 Paros ca. 530

IG  I3 1208; 1211; 

1261; 1269 Sculptor Aristion

6532 Samos 520-490 IG  I3 1366

Resident with 

tombstone

Aischros or 

Aischro

6534 Samos 500-480 IG  I3 1368

Resident with 

tombstone Antistasis

6549 Samos 520-490 IG  I3 1366

Father of resident, 

Aischros or Aischro Zoiilos

6551 Samos ca. 510 IG  I3 1365

Father of resident, 

Leonax Heragores

6559 Samos ca. 510 IG  I3 1365

Resident with 

tombstone Leonax

6776 Sikyon 500-480 IG  I3 741

Dedicator on the 

Acropolis ]theos  
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Table 2: Foreign Residents at Athens ca. 480-430 from Osborne and Byrne 1996 

Osborne and 

Byrne No Origin Date Source Why in Athens? Name

4 Abdera 5th c FVS 80 A 1-30

Philosopher who lived 

in Athens for forty years Protagoras

5 Abdera 475-50 IG I3 1018 Dedicant to Hermes Python

1507 Eleutherai 5th c IG  I3 511; 892 Son of Myron; sculptor Lykios

1508 Eleutherai 5th c IG I3 511; 892 Sculptor Myron

1509 Eleutherai ?447 BCE IG  I3 1162, 97 Casualty of war Semichides

1510 Eleutherai 440-30 BCE IG I3 892 Dedicant to Athena […]es

2455 Thebes 5th c Stephanis 2149 Renowned aulete Pronomos

2470 Thebes 5th c Stephanis 2594

Aulete who apparently 

worked in Athens Chairis

2812 Keos 5th c Stephanis 2173

Aulete; teacher of 

Perikles and Sophokles Pythokleides

2895 Klazomenai ca. 480-450 FVS 59

Son of Hegesiboulos; 

philosopher who resided 

at Athens for thirty years Anaxagoras

3170 Lakedaimon 5th c Plu. Alc.  1.2 Nurse of Alcibiades Amykla

3336

Lemnos 

(citizen) 500-450 BCE AM  106 (1991), 154

Named on a ostrakon to 

be ostracized Menon

4040 Miletos 5th c RE  (1)

Wife of Perikles of 

Cholargos and Poristes 

(Athens) Aspasia

5761 Mysia 450-400 BCE TrGF I 143, no. 25 Tragic poet Akestor

5789 Mytilene 5th c Stephanis 2583

Son of Kamon; kitharode 

lampooned by Attic 

comic poets Phrynis

6158 Poseidonia 5th c Plu. Kim. 18.3 Mentor of Kimon Astyphilos

6531 Samos 5th c

RE (14); cf. 

Stephanis 14

Son of Eudemos; worked 

for Aischylos and 

Sophokles Agatharchos

6555 Samos

ca. 440 or 

ca. 365

Heracl. Pont., Polit. 

10. 7

Spent time with 

Euripides in Athens Theogenes

6986 Syracuse 5th c

RE (2); cf. APF  587-

90 C9

Father of Lysias the 

orator and his brothers 

Polemarchos and 

Euthydemos; metic Kephalos

7015 Tanagra 462 BCE

Plu. Per. 10.7; Ath. 

Pol. 25.4 Assassinated Ephialtes Aristodikos

7212 Pharsalos 500-450 BCE

Agora 25 643-6; 

Osborne, 

Naturalization  III T 

1

Nauralized as a citizen 

with the demotic 

Gargettios; father of 

Thoukidides Menon

7285 Chalkis 5th c FRA 7285

Father of Isaios the 

orator Diagoras

7295 Chalkis 5th c Stephanis 1757 ὑποκρίτης Mynniskos

7317 Chios 5th c

TrGF I 95-6 T 1-8; 

FVS 36; FGrH 392

Tragic poet; philosopher; 

historian Ion  
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Table 3: Tombstones without Ethnika from the West Cemetery (431/0-387 BCE) 
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Table 4: Tombstones without Ethnika from the East Cemetery (431/0-387 BCE) 
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Table 5: Tombstones of Foreign Residents in Piraeus (431/0-387 BCE) 
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Illustrations 

 

Figure 1: Pillar base of a monument dedicated on the Acropolis by a man from 

Sikyon. Drawing from Raubitschek, DAA 285, no. 252. 
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Figure 2: Base of a monument set up by Alkibios the kitharode on the Acropolis. 

Image modified from Raubitschek DAA, no. 84. 
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Figure 3: Distribution of bases signed by the sculptor Aristion. Map by the 

author. 
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Figure 4: Stele of Aristion signed by Aristokles. Athens, NM 29. Image from Kaltsas 

2002, 70, Fig. 100. 
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Figure 5: Plan of Attika showing the findspots of all inscribed fragments of 

Archaic funerary monuments with provenance. Map by the author. 
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Figure 6: 2.2.1 Stele base of Alexos of Delos. Athens, Kerameikos I 426. Image based 

on Jeffery 1962, Pl. 33 b. 
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Figure 7: 2.2.2 Base of Tyr- son of Skylax, the Carian. Athens. Kerameikos I 190. Photo 

by the author. 
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Figure 8: Base of Tyr- son of Skylax, the Carian (2.2.2): Kerameikos Inv. I 190. Detail of 

the setting for a kouros. Photo by the author. 
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Figure 9: Kouros base of Tyr- son of Skylax, the Carian (2.2.2): Kerameikos Inv. 

I 190. Drawing from Willemsen 1963, 126, Abb. 2. 
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Figure 10: Plan of Peiraic Gate excavations by Threpsiades in 1953. The base of Tyr- 

son of Skylax, the Carian (2.2.2) and Aischros son of Zoiilos of Samos (2.2.5) were 

found within the fill behind tower β. Plan based on Threpsiades 1953 [1956], 63, Eik. 

2. 

 

Figure 11: 2.2.3 The base of the tombstone of Anaxilas of Naxos. Image: Ginestí Rosell 

2012, 238, no. 231 Naxos 1, Fig. 137. 
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Figure 12: The base of the tombstone of Anaxilas of Naxos (2.2.3) in situ in the 

southwest tower of the Dipylon Gate. Modified from Gruben 1964, Abb. 9, with 

Anaxilas highlighted in orange. 
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Figure 13: 2.2.4 Base of the tombstone of Leonax son of Heragores of Samos. Athens, 

Ephorie M 662. Image modified from Viviers 1992, 108, Fig. 18. 

 

 

Figure 14: 2.2.4 Base of the tombstone of Leonax son of Heragores of Samos. 

Athens, Ephorie M 662. Image after Knigge 1969, Taf. 36. 
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Figure 15: 2.2.4 Base of the tombstone of Leonax son of Heragores of Samos. 

Athens, Ephorie M 662. Side view. Image after Knigge 1969, Taf. 37.1. 
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Figure 16: 2.2.4 Base of the tombstone of Leonax son of Heragores from Samos. 

Drawing from Viviers 1992, 104, Fig. 17. 

 

Figure 17: 2.2.5 Base of Aischros son of Zoiilos of Samos. Athens, Kerameikos I 

189. Image from Viviers 1992, 109, Fig. 21. 
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Figure 18: 2.2.5 Base of Aischros son of Zoiilos of Samos. Athens, Kerameikos I 

189. Image after Kissas 2000, 61, Abb. 39. 
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Figure 19: Fragments of the kouros retrieved from the Piraic Gate. Image from Knigge 

1969, Taf. 31, 2. 
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Figure 20: 2.2.6 Base of Antistasis of Samos. Athens, EM 10637. Image from 

Ginestí Rosell 2012, 255, no. 273 Samos 4, Fig. 161. 

 

Figure 21: 2.3.1 Base for the non-canonical wide-format stele of Lampito. Athens, EM 

10643. Image adapted from Ginestí Rosell 2012, 277, Fig. 184. 

 

Figure 22: 2.3.1 Base of Lampito’s stele. Athens, EM 10643. Drawing from Viviers 1992, 

85, Fig. 8. 
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Figure 23: 2.3.1 Base of Lampito’s stele. Athens, EM 10643. Drawing from Viviers 1992, 

85, Fig. 9. 

 

Figure 24: 2.4.1 Kouros base of Nelonides son of Nelon. Athens, EM 12870. Image 

from Keesling 1999, 510, Fig. 1. 
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Figure 25: 2.4.1 Kouros base of Nelonides son of Nelon. Athens, EM 12870. Image 

based on Schmaltz 1983, 84, Abb. 6. 
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Figure 26: 2.4.1 Pillar base of Nelonides as reconstructed by William Bell Dinsmoor. 

Drawing from Dinsmoor 1923, 23, Fig. 1, III. 
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Figure 27: Stele of Nelon son of Herophilos from Samos, 1st half of the 5th century 

BCE. Image from IG XII,6 2.631.  

 



 

466 

 

 

Figure 28: Relief base found near the base of Nelonides son of Nelon (2.4.1) 

and used as construction material in the stone socle of the Themistoklean wall soon 

after their discovery. Image adapted from DAI (D-DAI-ATH-NM 2976). Photographer: 

Gabriel Welter. 

 

Figure 29: 2.4.2 Base of the tombstone of Oinanthe. Athens, 3rd Ephorie M 843. 

Image from Daux 1968, 739, Fig. 11. 
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Figure 30: 2.4.2 Oinanthe. Her base is shown with relief NM 36, which has the 

same dimensions of the stele fragment in the base. It could be the stele of Oinanthe 
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made by Aristokles. Image adapted from Kaltsas 2002, 77 no. 122 and Daux 1968, 739, 

Fig. 11. 

 

Figure 31: Athens, 3rd Ephorie M 844. Tombstone fragment which preserves 

part of a sculptor’s signature: — — —ς ἐποίεσεν (IG I³ 1222). The bedding for a stele is 

preserved. Usually dated 525-500 BCE. Image from Stavropoulos 1965, Pinax 51, γ. 

 

Figure 32: Athens, 3rd Ephorie M 599. Fragment of the tombstone of Kedeidos 

found in the same stretch of the Themistoklean wall as that of Oinanthe. Part of the 

oval inset for a kouros is preserved. Image from Stavropoulos 1965, Pinax 51, δ.  
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Figure 33: Excavated section of the Themistoklean wall uncovered in 1965. The 

tombstone of Oinanthe is visible in the bottom center jutting out of the stone socle. 

Image from Stavropoulos 1965, Pinax 50, β. 
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Figure 34: 2.4.2 The marble funerary? diskos of Aineos the doctor. Athens, NM 93. 

Image adapted from Garland 1987, 13, Fig. 4. 
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Figure 35: Findspots of the bases of Archaic funerary monuments with foreigners 

highlighted. Map: Author, based on Dimitriadou 2012, Αρχαϊκή Περίοδος.  
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Figure 36: A sphinx anthemion retrieved from the fill of the Themistoklean Wall. 

Image: DAI (D-DAI-ATH-Athen Bauten 297). 
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Figure 37: Recostruction of the movement of tombstone fragments as building 

material. Map by the author. 
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Figure 38: Findspots of tombstones of two men from Samos and a Carian man found 

together in the Piraeic Gate. See above for image credits for individual bases. Map by 

the author, based on Dimitriadou 2012, Αρχαϊκή Περίοδος.  
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Figure 39: Findspots of tombstones of Antistasis (2.2.6) and Lampito (2.3.1). See above 

for image credits for individual bases. Map by the author, based on Dimitriadou 2012, 

Αρχαϊκή Περίοδος. 
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Figure 40: The area between Athens and Piraeus as shown on the Karten von Attika. 

The general area of the confiscation of the marble diskos of Aineos is shown as well 

as the location of the Archaic burials at Palaia Kokkinia. Map by the author. 
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Figure 41: Plan of the excavations at Palaia Kokkinia. Plan adapted from Theocharis, 

Prakt 1951, Pinax 2. 
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Figure 42: Sphinx anthemion found in Piraeus in 1880. Athens, NM 76. Image 

from AGA2, Fig. 165. 
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Figure 43: Head of a sphinx anthemion reportedly found in Phaleron. Belgium, 

Museum of Mariemont G1. Image from AGA2, Fig. 62. 
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Figure 44: The Bildfeldstele of Tito of Samos found in Piraeus. Athens, NM 

900. Image from Ginestí Rosell 2012, 256, Fig. 162. 
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Figure 45: Map showing the findspots of the bases of funerary monuments of 

immigrants. Map: Author, based on Dimitriadou 2012, Αρχαϊκή Περίοδος.  
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Figure 46: Fragmentary relief stele from Velanideza. Athens, NM. Image from 

Ridgway 1977, Fig. 55. 
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Figure 47: Map of the area of the Classical Kerameikos. Shown are the findspots of 

inscribed Archaic tombstones. Highlighted are the two tombstones of foreign 

residents. Map by the author, based on Dimitriadou 2012, Αρχαϊκή Περίοδος. 
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Figure 48: Stele base of Tetichos. Athens, EM 10650. Image from Kissas 2000, 

no. A 11, Fig. 13. 

 

Figure 49: Base of the kouros of Kroisos. Athens, NM 4754. Image from 

Makrokostas 1974, 218, Fig. 4. 
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Figure 50: Map of funerary monuments associated with warfare. The epigrams 

on the bases of Kroisos and Tetichos refer to the fact that they died in battle. The base 

of Aristion shows him in full armor. Map by the author. 
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Figure 51: The findspots of Archaic tombstones in the area of Anavyssos. The 

basemap is from the Karten von Attika. Map by the author. 
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Figure 52: Findspots of several tombstones in the area of Phinikia and 

Olympos. Basemap from the Karten von Attika. Map by the author. 
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Figure 53: The findspots of the base of Kroisos and the base and kouros of 

Aristodikos. Note the Grabhügel in their vicinity. Basemap from the Karten von 

Attika. Map by the author. 
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Figure 54: Map highlighting the location of the modern neighborhood of 

Sepolia, where the tombstone of Tetichos was found, in relation to the Ancient 

Academy and the Hippeios Kolonos. Basemap: Creative Commons. Map by the 

author. 
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Figure 55: Archaic inscribed tombstones found in Attika which were set up by 

parents for a fallen son. Map by the author. 
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Figure 56: Archaic inscribed tombstones recovered from the Kerameikos 

excavations. Monuments erected by parents for a son are highlighted in orange. 

Basemap adapted from Knigge 1991, shown over satellite data from ESRI. Map by the 

author. 
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Figure 57: The archaeological contexts of the three bases which praise the 

deceased’s arete. All of them were recovered from the Dipylon Gate. Basemap from 

Knigge 1991, shown over satellite data from ESRI. Map by the author. 
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Figure 58: Plan of the Kerameikos from Knigge 2006. 



 

494 

 

 

Figure 59: Plan of the Rundbau and so-called Eastern Terrace in the 

Kerameikos, 720-580 BCE. Plan from D'Onofrio 2017, Fig. 24.6. 
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Figure 60: The findspots of the inscribed bases of 2.2.1 Alexos of Delos and 

2.2.3 Anaxilas of Delos within the Kerameikos excavations. Basemap modified from 

Knigge 1991, overlaid on ESRI satellite data. Map by the author. 
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Figure 61: 3.2.1 Damainetos of Paleis. Athens, EM 10225. Photograph courtesy 

of the Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 62: 3.2.2 Sko[.]eas of Messene. Athens, EM 1810. Photograph courtesy of 

the Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 63: 3.2.4 Chareas of Paleis. Athens, EM 10221. Photograph courtesy of 

the Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 64: 3.2.5 [Eu]xenos of Teios. Athens, EM 416. Photograph courtesy of the 

Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 65: 3.2.6 Aischrion of Knidos. Athens, PM 3617. Photograph by the 

author, courtesy of the Piraeus Archaeological Museum. 



 

501 

 

 

Figure 66: 3.2.7 Athenodotos of Phaselis. Athens, EM 10244. Photograph 

courtesy of the Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 67: 3.2.8 Nautes of Torone. Athens, NM 2588. Photograph by the author 

with the permission of the National Archaeological Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 68: 3.2.9 Mikkos of Torone. Athens, NM 2600. Photograph by the author 

with the permission of the National Archaeological Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 69: 3.2.9 Mikkos of Torone. Athens, NM 2600. Photograph by the author 

with the permission of the National Archaeological Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 70: 3.2.10 Aristokrates of Andros. Athens, EM 10229. Photograph 

courtesy of the Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 71: 3.2.11 Hephaistes of Chios. Athens, EM 12656. Photograph courtesy 

of the Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 72: Drawing of tombstone 3.2.11 Hephaistes of Chios and the burial it 

marked by A. Contopoulos. The red-figure pelike is attributed to the Peleus Painter by 

Beazley and is now housed in the National Archaeological Museum in Athens. Image: 

BCH 71-2, 1944-5 [1949], 389, Fig. 4. 
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Figure 73: Red-figure pelike by the Peleus Painter from the burial of 3.2.11 

Hephaistes of Chios. Side A. Athens, NM 15299. Photograph by the Author with the 

permission of the National Archaeological Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 74: Red-figure pelike by the Peleus Painter from the burial of 3.2.11 

Hephaistes of Chios. Side B. Athens, NM 15299. Photograph by the Author with the 

permission of the National Archaeological Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 75: Detail of Achilles from Side A of the pelike from the burial of 3.2.11 

Hephaistes of Chios. Photography by the Author with the permission of the National 

Archaeological Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 76: Stamnos by the Peleus Painter from the British Museum. Notice the 

foreshortening of the fingers of the reclined diners. London, BM E 453. Photograph 

courtesy of the British Museum. 
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Figure 77: 3.2.12 Hermoteles of Torone. Athens, EM 10238. Photograph courtesy 

of the Epigraphical Museum in Athens.  
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Figure 78: 3.2.13 Herostratos of Stagiros. Athens, EM 10237. Photograph 

courtesy of the Epigraphical Museum in Athens.  
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Figure 79: 3.2.14 Alexileos of Lampsakos. Athens, NM 2591. Photograph by the 

Author with the permission of the National Archaeological Museum in Athens.  
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Figure 80: 3.2.15 Diodoros of Miletos. Athens, EM 11009. Photograph courtesy 

of the Epigraphical Museum in Athens.  
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Figure 81: 3.3.1 Phaidron of Acharnai. Athens, EM 317. Photograph courtesy of 

the Epigraphical Museum in Athens.  
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Figure 82: 3.3.2 Mnesarete daughter of Philinidos from Myrina. Athens, EM 

10243. Photograph courtesy of the Epigraphical Museum in Athens.  



 

518 

 

 

Figure 83: 3.3.3 Lysanias of Poros. Athens, PM 1637. Photograph by the Author 

with the permission of the Piraeus Archaeological Museum.  
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Figure 84: 3.4.1 Dokimo. Berlin, SK 1162. Drawing adapted from Beschreibung 

der antiken Skulpturen mit Ausschluss der pergamenischen Fundstücke 1891, 447, no. 

1162 (Conze).  
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Figure 85: 3.4.2 Herakledes. Athens, NM 2066. Photograph by the Author with 

the permission of the National Archaeological Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 86: 3.4.3 Relief stele found in Piraeus. Athens, NM 711. Photograph by 

the Author courtesy of the National Archaeological Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 87: 3.4.5 Chartos?. Athens, EM 10242. Photograph courtesy of the 

Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 88: 3.4.7 Menesthes. Athens, EM 10254. Photograph courtesy of the 

Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 89: 3.4.8 Timollo. Athens, EM 234. Photograph courtesy of the 

Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 90: 3.4.9 Myrtis. Athens, EM 1804. Photograph courtesy of the 

Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 91: 3.4.10 Abro. Athens, PM 1701. Photograph by the Author with the 

permission of the Piraeus Archaeological Museum. 
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Figure 92: 3.4.11 Archippe. Athens, EM 10250. Photograph courtesy of the 

Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 93: 3.4.12 Getes. Athens, NM 2611. Photograph by the Author with the 

permission of the National Archaeological Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 94: 3.4.13 Euthoinos. Athens, EM 6184. Photograph courtesy of the 

Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 95: 3.4.14 Gorgias. Athens, EM 405. Photograph courtesy of the 

Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 96: 3.4.15 Philoxene. Athens, EM 10249. Photograph courtesy of the 

Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 97: 3.4.16 Sotirides, Thaumarete, and Kallistomache. Side A. Athens, 

EM 1812. Photograph courtesy of the Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 98: 3.4.16 Akeratos, Archagathos, and Myrto. Athens, EM 1812. 

Photograph courtesy of the Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 
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Figure 99: 3.4.17 Euethides. Athens, Agora I 150. Photograph from Grossman 

2013, Pl. 44. 
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Figure 100: 3.5.1 Pythagoras of Selymbria Proxenos. Athens, Kerameikos in 

situ. Photograph from Ginestí Rosell 2012, 221, Fig. 113. 
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Figure 101: 3.5.2 Polykles of Akanthos Proxenos. Athens, Inv. No. Λ 4891. 

Photograph adapted from ArchDelt 55 2000, 74, Eik. 4.  
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Figure 102: 3.5.3 Kallitimos of Corinth. Athens, Agora I 2533. Photograph by 

the Agora Excavations. Negative XXXVII-64. 
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Figure 103: 3.5.4 Pythion of Megara. Athens, EM 8887 and 13357. Photograph 

courtesy of the Epigraphical Museum in Athens.  
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Figure 104: 3.5.5 Silenos son of Phokos of Rhegion. Athens, Kerameikos 

Museum. Photograph from Peek, Kerameikos III, Pl. 12, no. 1. 
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Figure 105: Map showing the findspots of the two tombstones from the second 

quarter of the 5th century BCE. Ancient road network from Ficuciello 2008, and the 

course of the Themistoklean Wall based on Theocharaki 2011. Basemap Sources: Esri, 

DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, 

IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by the author. 

 



 

541 

 

 

Figure 106: Photo of Syntagma Square around 1910 with Schliemann’s house 

highlighted in Red. Photo based on image by Despina Drepania. 
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Figure 107: The route that Tolmides followed around the Peloponnese in 457 

BCE. The origins of the immigrants with tombstones dated to 475-450 BCE are 

highlighted in green. Map by the author. 
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Figure 108: Map showing tombstones which could date to the period between 

480 and 430 BCE in the West Cemetery—the area of the Classical Kerameikos and its 

wider environs. In the inset map is the group of tombstones recovered from the 

church of Hagia Triada shown over Brückner’s 1909 plan of the Kerameikos. The 

predominate group represented in this cemetery are immigrants from the Northern 

Aegean. Satellite image from ESRI, ancient road network from Ficuciello 2008, and 

the course of the Themistoklean Wall based on Theocharaki 2011. Basemap Sources: 

Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, 

IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 109: All tombstones from the West Cemetery with images (480-430 

BCE). For individual photo credits, see above.  
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Figure 110: Map of the poleis attested by ethnika on tombstones, which can be 

dated to the period between 480 and 430 BCE, based on the cemeteries where they 

were found. Basemap Sources: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, 

USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User 

Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 111: Tombstones for men from the northern Aeagean recovered from 

the old Agia Triada church in the area of the Kerameikos. Basemap adapted from 

Brückner 1909 displayed over ESRI satellite data. Basemap Sources: Esri, 

DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, 

IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 112: Tombstones from the period between 480 and 430 shown over the 

plan from Knigge 1991 displayed over ESRI satellite date. Basemap Sources: Esri, 

DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, 

IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 113: Map of the East Cemetery indicating the findspots of tombstones 

dated to the period between 480 and 430 BCE. Only tombstones with ethnika have 

been recovered from this area. Excavations which produced burials from the Classical 

period are highlighted. Satellite image from ESRI, ancient road network from 

Ficuciello 2008, and the course of the Themistoklean Wall based on Theocharaki 2011. 

Basemap Sources: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, 

Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by 

the author. 
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Figure 114: Tombstones found in the area of the East Cemetery (480-430 BCE). 

See individual images for credits. 
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Figure 115: The only published plan of the Royal Stables Excavation. Scale was 

published at 1:200. No longer to scale. The section of the fortification wall now 

referred to as the Valerian Extension is visible in the lower right-hand corner of the 

plan. Image adapted from BCH 71-2, 1946-7 [1949], 386, Fig. 1 (Karouzos). 
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Figure 116: Tombstones recovered from Piraeus and the road to the astu. 

Basemap adapted from Curtius and Kaupert, Karten von Attika. Map by the author. 
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Figure 117: Tombstones recovered from the cemeteries south of the city and 

along the roads to Piraeus. See individual images for credits. 
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Figure 118: Detail of the area north of Piraeus with graves and gravemounds 

indicated on the Karten von Attika. Map by the author. 
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Figure 119: Tombstones dating to the period between 480 and 430 found in the 

area of Piraeus. Basemap from the Karten von Attika. Map by the author. 
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Figure 120: The distribution of public monuments commemorating foreigners 

by monument type dating to the period between 480 and 430 BCE. Also shown are the 

polyandria and casualty lists dating to this period based on Arrington 2010. Satellite 

image from ESRI, ancient road network from Ficuciello 2008, and the course of the 

Themistoklean Wall based on Theocharaki 2011. Basemap Sources: Esri, 

DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, 

IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 121: The distribution of public funerary monuments commemorating 

foreigners by monument type dating to the period between 480 and 430 BCE. Also 

shown are the polyandria and casualty lists dating to this period based on Arrington 

2010. Basemap modified from Curtius and Kaupert Karten von Attika, Bl. Ia. shown 

with the course of the Themistoklean Wall based on Theocharaki 2011. Map by the 

author. 
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Figure 122: Public funerary monuments set up for foreign residents during the 

period between 480 and 430. See individual images for credits. 
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Figure 123: Tombstones of Boeotian foreign residents found in the West 

Cemetery. All images come from Ginestí Rosell 2012, except 4.2.4 Apollodoros from 

Hondius 1925, 129, no. 7. 
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Figure 124: 4.2.3 Anaxagora of Syracuse. Athens, EM 9187. Image courtesy of 

the Epigraphical Museum at Athens. 
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Figure 125: 4.2.10 Man from Byzantion. Athens, Kerameikos I 315. Image 

adapted from Willemsen 1970, Taf. 46.1. 
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Figure 126: 4.2.12 Aristippos of Lampsakos. Athens, NM 2592. Image from 

Posamentir 2006, Fig. 11.2. 
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Figure 127: 4.2.15 Pataikos of Thebes. Athens, Kerameikos I 173. Image 

adapted from Riemann, Kerameikos II, Taf. 10, 35. 
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Figure 128: 4.2.16 Saitis the daughter of Euethis, an Egyptian. Athens, EM 9192. 

Image from Ginestí Rosell, 2012, 345, Fig. 268. 
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Figure 129: 4.3.1 Archias the son of Nebros of Andros. Athens, EM 10227. 

Image courtesy of the Epigraphical Museum at Athens. 
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Figure 130: 4.3.2 Mikines from Imbros. Athens, 3rd Ephorate. Image 

adapted from Charitonidis ArchEph 1958, 117-8, no. 118, Fig. 197. 
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Figure 131: 4.3.3 Archetimos of Thasos, War Captive. Athens, EM 1284. Image 

adapted from Kiparissis 1924-5 [1927], 71, Fig. 6. 
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Figure 132: 4.3.4 Glaukon of Thasos. Athens, 3rd Ephorate M 469. Image 

adapted from Charitonidis, ArchEph 1958 [1961], 120 no. 123, Fig. 200. 
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Figure 133: 4.3.5 Pythokles and Ariastis of Ephesos. Berlin (once), current 

location unknown. Image adapted from Beschreibung der antiken Skulpturen mit 

Ausschluss der pergamenischen Fundstücke 1891, 447-8, no. 1163. 
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Figure 134: 4.3.6 Hippainos, Peisanoridas, and Arisston of Paleis. Athens, EM. 

Image adapted from Ginestí Rosell 2012, 200, no. 131 Kephallenia 3, Fig. 83. 
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Figure 135: 4.5.1 Mannes the Phrygian. Paris, MND 1795. Image from Masson 

BCH 111 (1987), 273, Fig. 3. 
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Figure 136: Distribution of tombstones without ethnika from the area of the 

Kerameikos excavations by monument type (431/0-387 BCE). Tombstones are labelled 

with CAT numbers except in cases where one does not exist (Scholl 227 and IG I3 

1294). Map corresponds to Table 3 and Figure 137 below. Basemap adapted from 

Knigge 1991 and ESRI satellite data. Basemap Sources: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-

cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the 

GIS User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 137: Tombstones without ethnika from the West Cemetery, all of which 

were found in the Kerameikos excavations (431/0-387 BCE). All images from 

Bergemann’s Projekt DYABOLA Database, except CAT 1.225 from Scholl no. 63; IG I3 



 

573 

 

1294 from Schlörb-Vierneisel, AthMitt 79, 1964, Beit. 51, 2; CAT 1.211 from Riemann, 

Kerameikos II, Taf. 5, no. 20; and CAT 1.253 from Posamentir 2006, no. 34. 

 

Figure 138: The distribution of tombstones of foreign residents (431/0-387 

BCE). Satellite image from ESRI, ancient road network from Ficuciello 2008, and the 

course of the Themistoklean Wall based on Theocharaki 2011. Basemap Sources: Esri, 

DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, 

IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 139: Distribution of tombstones of foreign residents (431/0-387 BCE). 

Basemap from Curtius and Kaupert’s, Karten von Attika. Map by the author. 
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Figure 140: Distribution of tombstones of foreign residents in the area of the 

Kerameikos excavations. Basemap adapted from Knigge 1991 and ESRI satellite data. 

Basemap Sources: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, 

Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by 

the author. 
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Figure 141: Tombstones with ethnika from the West Cemetery, excluding 

Boeotians (See Fig. 142).  See individual images for credits.  4.2.10, 12, and 16 were 

found in the area of the Kerameikos excavations (Fig. 140). 
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Figure 142: Map of the city ethnika attested on tombstones from the West 

Cemetery (431/0-387 BCE). Basemap: ESRI satellite data. Basemap Sources: Esri, 

DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, 

IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 143: Tombstone of Hermaios, an Egyptian from Thebes, found in the 

Athenian Agora. Athens, Agora I 356. Image from Bradeen 1974, Pl. 33, no. 396. 
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Figure 144: Distribution of tombstones outside the Kerameikos Excavations 

along the Sacred Way. All of these tombstones date to the period between 431/0 and 

387 BCE except for 3.4.8 Timollo which may predate the Peloponnesian War. Except 

for 4.2.3 Anaxagora of Syracuse, all of the tombstones from this area marked burials 

for Boeotians. Basemap adapted from ESRI satellite data and Curtius and Kaupert, 

Karten von Attika. Basemap Sources: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA 

FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User 

Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 145: All tombstones of Boeotians found along the Sacred Way (430-387 

BCE) and 3.4.8 Timollo . All images come from Ginestí Rosell 2012, except 4.2.4 

Apollodoros from Hondius 1925, 129, no. 7; 4.2.15 Pataikos of Thebes adapted from 
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Riemann, Kerameikos II, Taf. 10, 35; and 3.4.8 Timollo, whose image was provided 

courtesy of the Epigraphical Museum at Athens. 

 

Figure 146: Tombstone of Herulos of Plataia (Before the middle of the 4th 

century BCE). Athens, EM 485. Image from Ginestí Rosell 2012, 182, Fig. 61. 
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Figure 147: Map showing the main routes out of Attica. Map by Sylvian 

Fachard from Fachard and Pirisino 2015, 140, Fig. 13.1. 
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Figure 148: Tombstone of Prothymidas (6th/5th century BCE). SEG 19-349, w. 

Tanagra, Tanagra Museum. Photograph by the Author. 
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Figure 149: Tombstone of Pantias of Erythrai found in Orchomenos (Late 

6th/early 5th century BCE). SEG 41-473. Orchomenos. Photograph by the Author. 
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Figure 150: Tombstone of Theogita and Thespias found in Orchomenos (early 

5th century BCE). SEG 30-458. Orchomenos. Photo by the Author. 
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Figure 151: Distribution of tombstones without ethnika from the area of the 

East Cemetery (430-390 BCE). Tombstones are labelled with CAT numbers, except in 

cases where none exists and IG numbers are used. Reference Fig. 152 below. Satellite 

image from ESRI, ancient road network from Ficuciello 2008, and the course of the 

Themistoklean Wall based on Theocharaki 2011. Basemap Sources: Esri, 

DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, 

IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 152: Tombstones from the East Cemetery without ethnika (430-390). All 

images from Bergemann’s Projekt Dyabola Database of tombstones, except IG I3 1297 
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from Charitonidis, ArchEph 1958, 119, Fig. 199 and IG I3 1298 from Charitonidis, 

ArchEph 1958, 85, Fig. 45. 

 

Figure 153: Distribution of tombstone by monument type in the area of the 

East Cemetery (431/0-387). Basemap adapted from ESRI satellite data and Curtius and 

Kaupert, Karten von Attika. Basemap Sources: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, 

USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS 

User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 154: Distribution of tombstones with ethnika from the East Cemetery 

(430-390). Satellite image from ESRI, ancient road network from Ficuciello 2008, and 

the course of the Themistoklean Wall based on Theocharaki 2011. Basemap Sources: 

Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, 

IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 155: Distribution of tombstones with ethnika from the East Cemetery 

(430-390). Satellite image from ESRI, ancient road network from Ficuciello 2008, and 

the course of the Themistoklean Wall based on Theocharaki 2011. Displayed with 

Curtius and Kaupert’s Karten von Attika, Bl. Ia. Basemap Sources: Esri, DigitalGlobe, 

GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, 

swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 156: Tombstones of foreign residents from the East Cemetery (431/0-

387). See individual images for credits. 
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Figure 157: Distribution of tombstones with ethnika from the period between 

480 and 387 BCE. Of note are the groups of tombstones of men from Paleis and from 

Andros. Satellite image from ESRI, ancient road network from Ficuciello 2008, and 

the course of the Themistoklean Wall based on Theocharaki 2011. Basemap Sources: 

Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, 

IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 158: Tombstones from two burial plots of foreign residents from the 

East Cemetery. The top three marked burials in a plot for Paleans. The bottom two 

marked burials in a plot for Andrians. See individual images for credits. 
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Figure 159: Tombstones with ethnika found in the area of Piraeus. For 

descriptions of monuments and bibliography, see Table 5. Numbers in parentheses 

correspond to Piraeus no. on Table 5. All images from Ginestí Rosell 2012, except 15 

Dimitrios of Sidon from Pologiorgi 1999. 
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Figure 160: Map of the city ethnika attested on tombstones from the Piraeus 

Cemetery (431/0-387 BCE). Regional ethnika are not shown. Basemap: ESRI satellite 

data. Basemap Sources: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, 

Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by 

the author. 
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Figure 161: Map of the city ethnika attested on tombstones from West, East, 

and Piraeus Cemeteries (431/0-387 BCE). Regional ethnika are not shown. Basemap 

Sources: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, 

Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community. Map by the author. 
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Figure 162: Tombstones of foreign residents from the Piraic Gate (2.2.2, 4, 5), 

the stretch of wall north of the Piraic Gate (2.4.1), and from modern contexts in the 

city (2.2.6 and 2.3.1). 2.4.1 is adapted from a drawing by William Dinsmoor. See above 

images for credits. 
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Figure 163: Tombstones from plots of foreign residents from the 5th century 

BCE. For credits see images above. 


