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APPENDIX A
The Son of Hyllis

In his study of 'Ibycus' Poem in' honour of Polycrates',
Page remarks, 'The handsomest of Homer's Achaeans was Nireus:
in Ibycus, the honour falls not to him but to "the son of
Hyllis", a person about whom nothing further -~ not even his
name - is known.'l I hope to show that his name can be
discovered, and to suggest that this discovery may be used
to support the ascription of the poem to Ibykos. Hitherto
this has been made upon two separate grounds: in the first
place, its style énd structure, metre and language; and in
the second place, the knowledge (Suidas, 8.V.”| Buxe) that
the poet visited Samos in the reign of one Polykrates, whose
name was borne by the recipient of the poem.

The relevant part of the text is as followa:2

1. Aegyptua xxi (1951) 168 and n.2, dismissing the suggestion
of K. F. W. Schmidt, @8tting. Gel, Ang. clxxxvi (1924)

5¢f.
2. I give the text of the papyrus (2.0xy. xv 1790), except
in line 41, where it reads 7Tue ... Jewilev, The poetic

sense requires that the son of Hyllis, not the casually
introduced Troilos, be thought supreme. My attention
was drawn to this point by Mr. Lobel.
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40 [i".’.'l..i‘...] ? K(UCWCTCOXCOCJ Ant.
t‘VM\C ;\':.vdr-o Tav b‘ [f.’{]eal Tewﬂ Wi
’Gcf-\ Xeucdy  ofEL-

XJKK““ T{c‘c "JITTFQOO[\I] {;c\v,

Teoec A+ ]vat of é(é[e]cc-w Ep.
45 ‘.(,oc‘);w hik‘ f)l'CKOY gflo:ov.

The mutilated lines 36-40 follow a passage in which
a list of Achaian heroes at Tréy has been begun. So far
Agamemnon, Menelaos, Achilles, and Telamoniaﬁ Alas havé been
named.l It is clear from the fragments of lines 36—7 that
the list was continued, and Lobel a¢cord1ngly supplemented
[T .52 Todeoe vi]oc ww “Aeycee in line 36. To judge from
the gcholion at the foot of the column, referring to
Teukros, it would seem that the name of Telamonian Alas'
brother is lost in the lacuna; and we may conjecture that

that of Hyllis' son appeared there also.
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The name Hyllis occurs in Stephanos of Byzantion, g,v.
VIEe . Wl wdpd Kdhpdgy VN ‘YANdoc | ¥nd Aeyeiae prte
TOv Wpedr Hyllis, then, was Kallimachos' name for an
Argive nyhph.l"' R -

In his account of Sikyon, Pausanias tells us that towards
the end of the monarchy Phaistos became king, Phicrov d¢
4Ty pow oLy peroknedvroe &6 Kpimy freikesea Aéqemi
Z(—fvgunroc AmdAlwvee uide Wi v U gy [5] *VAAidoc. 2
The son of Hyllis may therefore be recognized as Zeuxippos
of Sikyon. |

A momentary problem remains. It is certain from the
context that in our poem the 'son of Hyllis' was present
before Troy. Yet, according to Pausanias, after Zeuxippos'
death his successor Hippolytos became a vassalz am.emnosn.3

Sinee that king was murdered immediately upon his return
from Troy, and since the Homeric Catalogue names Sikyon among
his dominions,* Zeuxippos would seem to have been dead before

l. Kall., Fr. 712 Pf.

2. Paus. II vi 7. The dittography of was noticed and
corrected by K. O, Mﬂllog long before the discovery of the

Ibykos poem: Die Dorier< (Breslau, 1844) 82 and n.l. giving
no reason for the E%Enge; of. Wilamowitg, Fhi) atex
Aus Kydathen (Berlin , 1880) 147. |

3. Logc.cit.

4. Iliad ii 572.
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the Trojan War began. Ancient notices of the kings of
Sikyon produce not a family tree but a genealogical jungle.
But an important tradition emerges which is different from
that on which Pausanias drew. This is the Sikyonian king-
list compiled by Kastor of Rhodes, probably derived from
Menaichmos, and now preserved by Eusebios.t |
fairly well with Pausanias upon the earlier kings, but

Kastor agrees

towards the end of the list they differ. Hippolytos is
not mentioned at all by Kastor, and Zeuxippos is entered as
the last king. As Eusebios' text stands the fall of Troy
is set in the time of Polypheides, two reigns before
Zeuxippos. But Jacoby has shown that this i1s not what
Kastor believed. For he synchronized the reign of the
first king of Sikyon, Aigialeus, with that of the second
king of Assyria, Ninos, and gave the duration of each
successive reign thereafter. VWhen the synchronism is
restored we find that Zeuxippos was king from 1192/1 to 1162/1
B.C., embracing the traditional Alexandrian date of the fall
of Troy, 1183.2

According to this tradition, then, Zeuxippos will have

l. %Q;Bift 250 P 2, and Jacoby's comm. (II D, pp. 819ff);
usebios, ed. Schoene, i cole. 174f, cf. App. i col. 7.
Menaichmos is FGrHist 131.

2. FG tsggfg' p. 821; cof. F, Pfister, Rhein, Mus. lxviii
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led the Sikyonian contingent to Troy, and we may restore

his name in line 40 of our poem. Fourteen letters are
missing: (fdn Zevfinmoc 8v] x(uceé'cr(oy[oc_]l"vn.c éy v avo.
‘ The discovery of Zeuxippos assists our conclusions

about the authorship and date of the poem. We already knew
that Ibykos expressed, or even invented, unorthodox views

about Sikyon.l

For, although Eumelos and Hesiod had
previously canoniged King Lamedon's son-in-law Sikyon as a
member of the Athenian royal family, we learn from Pausanias
that Ibykos s0 far contradicted the tradition as to make him
the son of Pelops.z Secondly, Strabo informs us that Ibykos
made the Sikyonian River Asopos flow under the sea from its
source in Phrygia.’ Our poet has already been identified
stylistically as Ibykos: now we find that he too invented
or added to tradition about a king of Sikyon. This helps
to confirm the identification.

Bowra has argued that the references to Pelops as
Sikyon's father and to the River Asopos must come from & oocwn

written for the 8Sikyonians before Ibykos crossed to Sanoa.4

1., Cf. C. M. Bowra, Greek Lyric Poetry 255ff.
2. Paus. II vi 5; 41 1.

3. Strabo 271 (seclusit Meineke).

4, OC.C .
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But that our poem was a later composition, written after
his arrival in the island, is shown by the concluding
11nea_46-8: |

Torc t\;—v n'é-l& K:J-)J\édc it@v
KéA CJ, nO('i)r\.\'H‘elff(.. I(Xéotv 'yvgtmv ggprc'

< Y - - :
We Kai' §0tddv Kda ?\w.ov Kl’ﬂ)(.

The comparison with Polykrates and, even more, the poet's
final olaim that his own reputation will ensure Polykrates
an undying name for beauty are seen to have special meaning
in the light of Bowra's suggestion. Ibykos has Jjust
reached Samos. The last section of his poem is a mani-
festo: 'There were beauties in Sikyon; but Samos' prince
shall be even more celebrated for his beauty, so long as
he employs me to sing of him.'

The hypothesis that there were two tyrants called
Polykrates, already argued in the text, makes it un-
necessary to discredit Suidas' dating of Ibykos' arrival
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¢

in Samos.l The poem in honour of Polykrates, therefore,
vas written about the 54th Olympiad, 564-60 B.C.

1. Y.sup., pp.212f.

gg}_q. the identification of Hyllis' son as a Sikyonian may
p Yo restore an extyemely m\tmttd at the foot
of the last column of the poem's text. e fourth line
Hunt read ]J6d Tt JXE -1 7o rtfﬂglvnc nel-- 3:7@([1&:«- KTA .
Schmidt's version loc,oi§ .) was A?yuaaucv,v] Adeglct]ov

vv (Laica). - I consulted Mr. Lobel as to the reading, and

e confirmed diyi4\ , preceded by ]yy oOr ]Jvvy, but dismissed

the rest of Schmidt's restoration. He himself could see
tov ANd...[] yevapef----. ] &cTed [frevce KTA. So, if leomedon's
name is present it is abbreviated (of. k(«ra)\gB (v line 2).
Both Laomedon and the Aigial- group of names are connected with
several different places, but there is one area in which they
occur together. Aigialeus was the firat king of what later
became Sikyon, and the city was named Aigialeia or Aigiale
after him Paua. IIvé)., Years later, Aigialeus an
Algialeia were son and daughter of the Argive-Sikyonian king
Adrastos (Hdt. v 68.2; v 412; cof. Hoefer, %'Aigialeun';
Knaack, ib. 'Aigiale' No.2). Six Laomedontes are known to
mythology. But only one belonga to the Argolid, 'lamedon’',
a king of Aigiale who gave his daughter Zeuxippe (note the
name) in marriage to the hero Sikyon (Paus. II vi 5: for the
others, Gunning, RE 'laomedon' Nos. 1-5). The scholiast,
then, may have found oceasion to speak of Sikyon in commenting
on this passage. He gives his authority as J./p« 'gc & I aee?

Teurpov and we recall that it is Kallimachos whom St-phnnos
cites for the nymph Hyllis. But R. Pfeiffer rejects Hunt's
K] ptx 0 in favour of Crinert's Auc'pexec

'C 11machum enim librum jec: T&iwov scripisse vix credibile’
(Callimachus i (Oxford. 1949) 496. referring back to his
Fragmenta Nuper Reperta (Bonn, 1923) 121; Criénert,
: | ' 399f; cf. Wilamowits,

The argument is not conclusive;
and the form of the title of -imachos' work may be paralleled
in Kallimachos Pr. 412Pf (Schol. Theokrit. ii 120a). LN
& TO reel Xowdw~r - an even less likely title, one would
have thought. /
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APPENDIX B
The Perinthian Dedication

The date of the inscription quoted on p. 251is now no
longer in question. Dr. Jeffery has set it in ité'cdnfoxt

in the development of the Ionic script, and concluded that

i Its meaning, however, remains

it was carved ¢.525 B.C.
somewhat obscure. I begin by translating what is un-
oontroversial:

Meniskos the son of Xenodokos and Demis the son of

Pythokles, Perinthian oikq.01 , dedicated to Hera as

a tithe a golden yeryvenwv , & silver cegyvel, a

silver dish, and a brongze lamp-stand, the total

value/expenditure being two hundred and twelve Samian
staters, including the cost of the stone.

The inscription lacks a commentary of wvalue, for the
earlier publications of it followed Klaffenbach's quite
imposeibly high dating.?

Owwfy:gor  is worthy of note. Klaffenbach suggested

that the word is equivalent to 0% T » hence his early
dating. It is more proper to argue that since the inscrip-
tion cannot be so old, the word must have another meaning.

Sra Guarducci thought that there was no dittography to be

l. Local Scripts of Archaic Greece 35.

2. géfglaffenbach. Mitt, des deutschen arch. Inst. vi (1953)
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excised. The photgraph (PLATE XII 3) suggests a [ in
place of the second | : this is clearly impossible, so why
not read 7 , comparing the -equally oareless | of V1! in
the last lina?1 we should then have ok Tvie( . I have
examined the stone, and come to the conclusion that the
photograph is misleading and that the dittography is real.
The best interpretation of the word is that of L. Robert,
that it means ‘kindred’, negosaarii.2

What of the objects dedicated? The dish and the lamp-
stand give no trouble: they are ordinary pieces of temple
furniture. (6({“{4 and cé¢qv have been thought to be minia-
ture figures of a Gorgon and a Siren respectively. Sirens

were often thought of as masculine in the East: hence they
are here attributes of Hera as a chthonic deity. That is

a possible interpretation. But there is an alternative.

In Photios, B.Vv. €€/¢yvd , we read

(o N
l(d/: C(te"\‘/ ¢ Aemc K L }(.‘(ce,(,,/v)c K,(

-

G~ €‘~H°\C (~c$~/ )(u)tfc TV Ypaqp(-roa. CEeqgve,

1. H.Z%u%rducci, Studd in On, di A. Calderini e R, Paribeni

2. In a letter to Klaffenbach, quoted by Jeffery, loc.cit.
n.4. She herself‘guggeats that the Perinthians may have
had charge of an ¢/«oc 'treasury',like those at Olympia
and Delphoi. TFor 'treasuries' at the Heraion, cf. JHS
il441 (1933) 286.
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Thus the second offering may possibly have been a fine chiton
of silver thraad.l

(oeqiry is a Samian word, and certainly does not mean
'Gorgon'. Hesychios explains it (g.v.) as romoc & 2w,
av«ljl Atfwim lecqueeve T\(—ti'rau. Herodotos says that
Maiandrios kept his brother Charilacs impriscned &v v ec-quiey,
in a gorgyre, and that dizxuyic di¥ A \IO(\lu-,f\,c. through
the gor » Charilaos was able to see the Persian grandees
sitting in state.2 Pollux says that omu'-rv, is the Ionian
word for a prinon.’ But there is no reason to think that'
he had any authority for this opinion beyond the passage |
of Herodotos just cited. Alkman is said to have used the
word for an underground sewer - if we can believe 11;.4 So
far we have found nothing which would make a subject for a
dedication in gold.

We return to Hesychios, where we read

‘Aedaid - ToUC Yr\’e‘-ts’-vic TWY Kf-(el'—url)u‘v) 00c Ewvien

XS geLc Kalsuciv,

l. The Heraion kept a stock of robes for the goddess in
the fourth century: Ath, Mitt. lxviii (1953) 47.

2, HAt. 1ii 145.
3. Onom. ix 45,
4. Alkman, Fr. 132 Bergk (Et. Mag. s.v. [Ceyvea ).
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’Agbe'w..l' oLt v ;(eexru'éw \10211'-(.{&’ & dfc T
Poclcv;tur.{ étnf‘n'gov, 9 Aweue—Tc ,LA.;r( ﬁdr\d KAoch- .
EBeTo 06 WP Mt BipLe TWv TETEA c-u’i\qi(‘i‘ur

— - - —— [}
TOI¢ EIC100Ct Kol €3100UC\ ivel TEQ EEAVWVTAA .

In the light of this I would suggest that all the objects
which the Perinthians dedicated were for ritual use in the
temple: a golden perirrhanterion, a silver or silver-
embrbidered chiton, & silver dish, and & bronge lamp-stand.
Two hundred and twelve staters (presumably of the o0ld eleo-

trum currency) were not at all an excessive pricé to pay.
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De Aetate Pythagorse

The chronology which I follow for thq’life d:
Pythagoras is basically that argued by A. Rostagni, Atti
10 x1ix (1914)

For the skeleton, Rostagni takes from Synkellos tho -
statement that Pythagoras lived for 99 years; <from

Iamblichos, that he returned from his first period of
exile, in Egypt and Babylon, at the age of 56; and from
the same source, that he presided over his Italian school
for 39 years. 56 + 39 = 95: accordingly, R. allows
four years between Pythagoras' return from his first
exile and his departure for the second. The latter
event R, dates to 529, and the skeleton at once finds

an absolute chronology. The whole system is as follows:
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(589  Birth of Pythagoras.?

571 Pythagoras leaves Samos, aged 18.5
56 yre® 4 571-67 Travels and studies with Thales.®
567-45 22 years in Egypt.

( 545-33 12 years in Babylon.®
533-29 Samos, Krete, Sparta, etc.>
(529-09 20 years at Kroton.:C
39 yrs> J 509-490 19 years at Metspontion.
490 Death of Pythagoras.

Rostagni's system does not account for the statement of
Iamblichos (iv 19) that Pythagoras was taken prisoner in
Fgypt by Kambyses, i.e. in 525; nor that of Timalos (FGrHist
566 F 14) that Empedokles was his pupil, i.e. about the middle

'99‘Yral

11

1., Synkellos i 469.

2. JIamblichos iv 19.
3. Ibid. xxxvi 265.

4., 529 + 4 + 56 = 589,
5. Iambl. i1 11.

Ibid. 1iv 19 with 44 11.

T. Ibid. iv 19.

8. Ibid.

9. 99-(56 + 39) = 4.
10. Justin xx 4.
11. 39 - 20 = 19.
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of the fifth century. Both these statements form the ba.n;la
of a reconstruction by A. Delatte, Musée Belge xviii (1920)
5ff. But they are irreconcilable with the major part of
the traditiom. |

I accept Rostagni'’s detailed argument, but raise all
his dates by two years, since I set Pythagoras' final exile
not in 529 but in 531, the year of the foundation of
Dikaiarcheia. |



APPENDIX D
The List of Thalassocracies in Eusebios.

I take as a basis the reconstruction of the list made
by Sir John Myres and corrected by Dr. J. K. Fotheringham.l

The first problem to be solved is, of what is this a
list? Myres believed that it was a system of Fast
Mediterranean sea-powers, explaining thereby the omission
of Corinth, Kerkyra, Kyme, Syracuse, Taras, Carthage, and
Tyrrhenia, among the wWest Mediterranean powars.z This
goes some of the way towards providing an answer. But
if it is a list of Greek thalassocracies, then why, for
instance, 40 Phoinikis and Bgypt ocour? If, on the other
hand, non-Greeks are included, why is there no mention of
Persia? Herodotos states that the acquisition of the
Phoinikian fleet gave them supremacy at aea.3
trolled Ionia, including & considerable Ionian fleet.

Again according to Herodotos, they had 3000 ships, 1207 of

They con=-

1. J. L. Myres, JHS xxvi (1906) 84-130; J. K. Fotheringham
JHS xxvii (1907) 75-89; J. L. Myres, ibid. 123-130.

2. JES xxvii 125.
3. HAt, 1 143.1.
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them triremes, for Xerxes' oxpedition,l

of the whole Greek fleet at Salamia.z
The clue lies in the much discussed X ggreg.3 Myres
rightly excised Cares and reinserted them at the head of

against 378 triremes

the 1list, comparing Diodoros v 84 (perd d¢ Tv Teoiwe Fhwciv Kipee
... ¢6durTocpaTour) and v 53, with Herodotos i 171 and Thukydides
i 4. But he did not see what had happened to the text.

The original list contained intervals, but no absolute dates.
I suggest that 1t was a conflation of two lists, the one of
Milesian composition and dealing with East Mediterranean
sea~-power from the fall of Troy to the thalassocracy of
Miletos under Thrasyboulos.4 the other of Aegean Greek sea-~
power from the rise of Mytilene to the invasion of Xerxes

and the beginning of Athenian supremacy, perhaps compiled

by Hellanikos of Lesbos. All that hasmppened is that

during the conflation the Karian entry was wrongly copied

l, Id. vii 89, 973 following Aisch., Pers. 341£f,
2, Hdt. viii 48; cf. (slightly different) Aisch., Pers. 338ff.

3. I do not accept the emendation of Karians' to ‘Megarians'
proposed by A. R. Burn, 'Greek Sea-power, 776-540 B.C.',
JHS x1vii (1927) 165-177.

4. The precise dates 604/3 to 586/5 for the Milesian period
delimit the period between the ending of the Lydo-
Milesian war by Periander's arbitration and the collapse
of the tyranny and beginning of the two generations of
stasie which ended in 525: cf. supra, p.!€S.



at the head of the latter list, and subsequently omitted
from the former.

The early 1ist»as reoconstructed by Myres from the

Chronographia may be adopted:
1184/3
I (x) Cares 128
| 1046/5
IT (1) Lydi, qui et 92
Maeones
954/3
III (ii) Pelasgi
869/8
IV (444) Threaces
790/89
Vv (iv) Rhodil
| 767/6
VI (v) Phryges
VII (vi) ' Cyprii 742/1
v ypr
_ | | 708/8
VIII (vii) Phoenices 45
664/3
IX (viii) Aegyptii 60
604/3
X (ix) Milesii 18
586/5

Vhat are we to say of the second list? Since it was
originally seperate from the first, there is no reason why
the two should not have overlapped. We shall not therefore
reject the 96-year duration of the Lesbian period given by
the Armenian version of the Canones. The dates given by
this source are all five years too low. When its list is
restored and collated with the figures of the (
we obtain the following results:
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676/5
XI Iesbii 96
580/79
XII Phooaeenses 44/%
535/4
XIII Samii 17
| 518/7
XIV lacedaemonil 2
516/%
XV | Naxii 10
506/%
XV ‘ . Bretrienses 15
491/0
XVII Aeginetae 10
481/0

The Samien numeral in lost from the _gggg_gggpggg and the
figure 17 is calculated from the Armenian Cancnes. It may
not be quite accurate, though it should be nearly so. The
probability is that the‘Samian thalassocracy was made to
commence with the accession of Poiykrates II. The list
does not tolerate an interregnum, and the power of Phokaila
is allowed to continue despite the city's fall to Harpagos
in 539/8.

It is not hard to produce a rough raoanstruotion of
the 1ist. Its reliability, eapecdally for the earlier

period, is a separate and unanswered question.
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APPENDIX E

) The Horoi

"i begin by cataloguing the horoi which are at present
available for examination. The information as to their
places of discovery I owe to the kindness of Professor
Buschor. Horoi which are recorded in early publications,
but which cannot now be traced, are here omitted.

1 Athens.

1. Heraion Inv. No.214; G 1 375; Schede, Ath, Mitt. xliv

(1919) 2 No.l; PLATE I 2.

[HOIROS : TEME[N 04] [[A1OENAIAG | AGENON| MENEOSE G

Marble. From the Heraion. (10%); 15; 5:1 L-1.1

2. Heraion Inv. No.225; PLATE XVII 1.
Hok 04 | TEMENO4 | AOEnAIAG | AOENON | MEAEOSES

Marble. 'From an old church half an hour's walk to the

North. (22%); 15%; 443 i-l,

3. Heraion Inv. No.136; SEG i 376; Schede, op.cit. 3 No.2;

CIG 2246; PLATE XVIII.Z |
OPos TE|Mewveos | AGHNAE | AOHVAN [ MEAEO EHE
Poros. From the Heraion. (93); 12%; 6% 1.

l. The measurements, in inches, are of height, breadth,
thickneas, and of the height of letters, in order.

2., Schede (op.cit. 2) found an identical example in the
chapel of Aylos Nikolaos, less than & kilometer SSW of
the Heraion., He took it to be CIG 2246, but that was
found prope lambrasum. The stone at Ayios Nikolaos had
disappearedby 1927, |
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I1_Ion.

4. Vathy Inv. No.5; BQH viii (1884) 160; PLATE XIX 2.
HoPos | TEMEwos | lowos | AOENCOEN
Poros. From Khora. (0.44); 0.315; 0.155: 0.03-0.055.1

CHor)o4 lCrE]MEﬂoH |ovos | AoEnEoen |
Poros. Prom Tigani. (0.43); 0.28; 0.14: 0.025.

III Eponymoi. 2
6. PILATE XX 1.

HoPos | TEMENOS | Ennwvman | A Eve [E]N

Poros. From the chapel of Ayios Yeoryios, %net er two
kilometers NNE of the Heraion. 38/; 13; T/1 1{-1/.

7. PLATE XX 2.
(HO)Po§ | LTIEmen04 | ERRNVMIN | ABGENEGEN
Poros. Found with No.6. (27}); 14%; Tis 1~ 1%.

The places of discovery suggest that the temenos of
Athena lay close to the Heraion; that that of Ion perhaps
lay between Tigani and Khore; and that the temenos of the
Eponymoi was situated near the Heraion or to the North of it.

The content of the inscriptions gives little clue to
their date. The significance of the word ABevef& hasg been

considered above, p.4il , in connexion with the identity of

l. Measurements in metres.

2., Cf. IGA 8, which is perhaps an inaccurate copy of No.6.
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the Bponymoi. The cult title of Athena Abvav t“")"o"c"
miy.océur in the Kolophon decree of ¢.450.1 It ocours
”tob in the new décroe of Themiﬁtokloa which pqrpqrtp to’
belong to the yeaf 480.2 |
Turhing t0 epigraphic arguments, Nos. 1 and 2 are
written in good Attic script, Nos. 4 and 5 in Attic soript
of a lower standard, Nos. 6 and 7 in a mixture of Attic
and Ionic (hotice the appearance of omega). All these,
80 far as this argument goes, should certainly be earlier
than 403/2, and, to judge from the three-barred gigmag, not
much later than the middle of the fifth century. Omnly No.3
does not fit into this pattern. It is carved in Ionio
seript throughout.’ Its style is markedly later than that
of the Eurymedon 'casualty-list' at Samos (PLATE XV 1), and
later than that of the Eponymoi horoi, which seem to be of
local workmanship. This solitary example should be thought
of as a replacement dating from the last years of the

Peloponnesian VWar, when Samos was an Athenian base.

No.4, however (the more complete horog of Ion), is

1. IG 12 14-15; SEG x 17.13.

2. Hesperia xxix (1960) 199, lines 4-5 (Plut., M. X)o
There is some doubt as to the authenticity o is decree;
alternatively, as to the authenticity of this part of it.
Cf. also AriﬂtOpha.nBB, Eﬂo 763’ cf. 5850

3. Not Attic script of later than 403/2: note the uncontracted
form TEHEéveEocC.



491

clearly & late copy: though the letter-forms are super-
ﬂcuily those of the fifth century - with the exception of
the vertical-sided M - the unattached end of each stroke has
the triangular termination which first came into use in the
fourth century and was always retained thereafter in varying
degrees of exaggeration. I would not wish to suggest the
date at which this copy was made: +the mere fact that it is

a copy dismisses it from the present argument. The other
horos of Ion, however, is undoubtedly a genuine work of the
f£ifth century, and must be considered here.

0f the earlier horoi, those of Athena (by two hands,
but clearly of the same date)” have AEEMNAIRS ; that
of Ion has EMNN$ ; those of the Eponymoi (by two contem~
porary hands) have EMNWVR4VYAN.. The form of rho which they
share suggégts that the horoi of Athena and of the Eponymoi
are contemﬁorary: P and ® are common, but F is rare.
Consequently, it is fair to essume as an hypothesis that all
three temene were marked out at the same d.é,te. Ve are

dealing with the work of a number of hands, and must not

expect too much uniformity. But for a stylistic parallel
I propose the Attic Erechtheid casualty-list of 460 or

1. They shere size, material, and letter-forms /\ and R ;
they are distinguished by E and E , N and AN.
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459-l Thie t0o0 is by more than one hand; and it provides
parallels for most of the letter-~forms noted above, notably
of epsilon, my, ny, sigma, and ypsilon. Of those for which
no parallel is provided, -N- is Ionic and we expect nanc.a

/A occurs nowhere else on stone. R 1s found in the heading
of the fourth tribute quota~list, 451/0, and might suggest

a rather later date than 460. But the form is s0o rare that
we cannot trace its voguo;3 and the significance of ite
ocourrence on one horos of the Eponymoi is more than counter-
balanced by the appearance on the other of M, a well-known
archaic form, obsolete by ¢.470. I conclude that the

eplgraphic evidence is in agreement with - and even favours -

a date in the early fifties of the fifth century.

1. 16 1% 929; Tod, GHI 12 26; AZIL 111 174 end n.53.

2. This omega is the fifth variety in Dr. Jeffery's

;gglis ¢ analysis, lLocal Scripts of Archaic Greece

3. It also occurs with 4 , for inatances on IG 12 923

i;ee)w. Peek, Ath., Mitt. lxvii (1942) 147%F, Taf.
1).
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APPENDIX F
Euagon Fr.57

There are two unanswered questions, not necessarily
related to one another. Did any contemporary Samian account
of the Revolt of 440 survive to be used by later writers on
the subject, such as Douru?l What was the latest event
covered by the Samien history of Euagon?‘?

Section 9 of the anonymoue Life of Sophokleg (Oxford
Classical Text, p. xix) rune as follows:

Ko ’/;\év\v&u )’ olutov fe' ’gﬁ:w eV T A (1?.:&'1\\';., alov'ro
ﬁ.(‘o v nc-\oﬂ'u-wv‘c-ht&::w ’("T!'ctv '4’ e TV ﬁ(‘.e

Uy s\ OV € mn\srug.

J¢' A $¢' rec:  WEsMKovI¢ TErre Lessing
4) ewéd  Bergk 1 4 vel ©' Ribbeck
Yvawiove A rec : “Avheve Boerkh 1 fortasse Avuciosc

Boeckh's emendation is palaeographically excellent,

l. Apart from Thukydides, we know that Stesimbrotos wrote
of the Revolt in some deteil: of. PGrHist 107 F 8 (Plut.,
Per. xxvi 1),

2. FGrHist 535 Ff 2-4 relate to Homer, the Meliac ¥War, and
Aesop.
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better than Zaucsve ,& Historically it is acceptable,
since the exiled Samian oligarchs made their attack from

2

Anals when they began the second part of the Revolt,™ and

since they retired thither after the final failure of their
attempt.3
The use of this phrase to describe the Samian Revolt

18 distinctive.? - It could only have been so used while the
defeated oligarchs were gtill at Anaia, and then only by a
Samian of the opposed party, actually resident on the island.
The Geomoroli had returned by 412, for there was a democratic
rising against them in that year.’ They were still in

exile in 427, when we find them giving advice to the Spartan

Alkidas.G Their return lies between the two dates; and a

Samian account of the Revolt, calling it the 'war against
the Anaians', was composed before their return, but after
439.

This 1s just the period at which the first of the Samian

l. For Sophckles' part in the Samian Revolt, Androtion,
FGrEist 324 F 38; Ion, ibid. 392 F 6; Plut.,Per. viii 8.

2. Cf, Thuk. i1 115.4; supra, p.&St.

3. Cf. Thuk, 111 32.2; 4iv 75.1.

4. Cf. 'the War between the States' for the American Civil War.
5. fThuk. viii 21, |

6. Id. 111 32.2.
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local historians wrote his book: according to Dionysios
of Halikarnassos, O¢s TovU |7p\omv~\c.¢.c°:, w,\(,w.l

Trying to find his context in the development of local
historiography, Jacoby sets Euagon between Herodotos and
Thukydides.? I suggest, then, that the Life of Sophokles
preserves a new fragment of Euagon, and that the historian
carried his narrative down to the end of the Samian Revolt.
At any rate, it seems certain that some local writer pro-
duced a nearly contemporary account of these events,
whether or not he was Euagon. This account may join
Stesimbrotos! history as a possible source for Douris

and other late authorities outside the Thukydideian tradition.
Accordingly they may carry more weight than has been allowed.

l. De Thuc. 5 (FGrHist 535 T 1).
2. JIbid. III B Komm. p. 457.
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PART I

The Internal ividenoce



I THE ARCHAIC PERIOD

Few one-sided silver coins have any seriocus claim
to De eonsidered Samian, The earliest variety is
represented by a piece in the British Nuseunm (a), whose
types are: obverse, the forepart of a cow to righty
reverse, rough incuse square, The weight of this coin,
8.,75¢m., proclaims 4t to be a half stater of that
partioularly heavy version of the Euboiec standard which
was employed for the earlier Samian oloetrwmgl ofr
similar date is another rare piece, an eighth of the
heavy Euboic stater (b), weighing 2.12gm. Its types
are: obverse, the head and neck of a cowj reverse, a
rough incuse squere, Rather later, a sixth takes the
place of the eighth, and the obverse type ie replaced by
that of a lion's scalp facing (0).? The weight varies
considerably, and it is impossible to decide whether the
standard is Euboic or Lydo-Milesien,

The first two-sided coins are struck on the Lydo-

l. Recorded weights of etatera: 17.35, 17.32, 17.43,
170238m0

2, Attrivution to Samos: (a) probadble; (b) possible;
(0) certain,



lilesian standard, They are quarters of the stater:
I shall c2ll them drachms ( and use similar names for
other fractions), rather for convenience than from any
belief that this name wss already used in Samos, Their
types are: obverse, a winged boar to right or left;
reverse, a lion's scalp facing, within a border either
of dots elone or of dots between double lines, VWhat
is their relation to the staters of Samlian weight? Ve
consider first the end of the series, It might be
argued that the drachms must continue parallel to the
last of these staters; for the latter are not a sparse
issue, and without the 'boars' there would be no corres-
ponding drachma, Yet even the rare series of Attic
weight - which I shall show to be later = has drachms
to correspond, The ‘boars' therefore must come to an
end before these last - as, indeed, one would suppose
from their weight, But although it is hard to find
stylistic parallels between the scalps on these 'boar'
drachms and those on the tetradrachms, yet it may be
remarked that the workmenship of the former is much
rougher and more untidy; while those few which are

So00
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comparshble show more affinity with the earlier series
of tetradrachms than with the later '‘constant olive’
series. | ‘ |
WVhen did the 'boars' begin? The frequency table 1
gives their most coumon weight as 3.46-3,56gm., with
minor gatherings at 3,35~3,40gm. and 3,10-3,20gm, Ve
use cbjective criteria of style to suggest that this
does not represent insccurate weighing but coinage upon
two different standards, In the heavier of the two
groups, at 3,34gn, or moxre, boars to the left outnumber
boars to the right in the proportion 413, and reverse
borders of dots and lines outnumber borders of dots
alone by 2:1, Eut in the lighter group, 3.27gm, or
less, boars to right outnurber boars to left 3:1, while
all but one of the reverse borders arse of dois alone,
and that one belongs to the heaviest coin of the group.
Clearly we have two distinot standards and perieds,
The lighter series in fact represents one guarter of
the Samian stater or tetradrachm of 13,00~13,10gM.,
%0 which therefore these coins will be the corresponding
'drachm' (@), All examples of the latest style of



scalp are of this weight, But identity of type argues
that the heavier coins had nevertheless the same name
as the lighter - and they form no rational fresetion on
the Samian scale, Thelr weight represents one quarter
of the Lydo-lMilesian stater of 14,20gm, maximum (4),

On grounds of scalp-style they are earlier than the
lighter., Since they are the only Samian two-type
currency of this weight, they should be placed hetween
the single-type coins of Euboic weight and the first
two-gided coins of native standard.

As to the duration of the heavy series, the fact
that there are considernbly more of theee than of the
lighter coins should not lead us necessa1rily to suppose
a2 longer period of issue; for in the absence of staters
and half-staters the quarters must have formed the main
bulk of currency. A duration of, say, fifteen years
would amply suffice if they ar@Zregular issue, or
Considerably less if, ss may eppear possible from the
external evidence, both series were emergency issues to
pay military expenses, The poverty of their style

Suggests a large dbut hurried issue,



The least stylistically developed scalps on these
‘drachms®, and s0 preswnably the earliest of the series,
have & border of dots alone, And among the most
developed the proportion of triple horders of doets and
lines is mueh higher than over tha series as a whole,
This compels us to0 place immediately after the Lydo-
Milesian *boars' the short series whose types ares
obverse, the forepart of a cow to right; reverse, a
lion’s head to right within a bdorder of dots between
doudble lines, the whole in an incuse square, The
‘trihemiobol?! has a reverse border of dots alone,

The weight of thsese coins is the first or heavy Samian
standard, a regular and precise equivelent to that of
the stylistically latest heavy *boars', at whose date
the Lydo-Milesian standard tended towards progressive
debasement, I have oalled the present series short
because drachms (g) and trihemiobols (h) are rare, while
all of the four didrachms known to me are from the same
obverse die, The probable duration to be allowed upon
this evidence is no more than a couple of years.

Close to these coins must be placed a rarc piece

with types: obverse, the forepart of a winged boar to

so3
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right} reverse, the head and neck of a cow to right,
truncation dotted, within a border of dots betwean
faint double lines, The style of both sides is un-
questionably Sesmiang but the weight, 2,69gm., seans to
nerk the plece ag a sixth of Attic weight - though it
is conceivably intended for a Sanian-weight quarter (j).

Ve come to what are henceforth the standard types
at Samos; obverse, a lion's scalp facingj reverse, the
head and neck of a cow t0o right or leift, Since of zl1l
coins of these types only one denomination, a triobol,
has the triple border of dots and linss which we have
been comsidering, and since, as we shall observe in the
cage of tetradrachms, the tendency is to lose, not to
&8ain the patiterned border, we shall date this coin
closely after the end of the 'obverse cow' series as
the earliest two-aided example with obverse lion's
scalp (k). |

Two other distinetive features of this coin are
thet the obverse scalp ies surrounded by a border of
dots (here a square), and that on the reverse the cow's
ear is geen erect against the fisld, not lying against
the neck, Both these features reappear on staters 1-2



which, howsver, have a reverse border of dots alone,
The uniquely small size of the incuse square suggests
that these coins are earlier than stater 3, the only
other stater to show the cow's ear ereoct. On the
latter coin the obverse circle of dots forms the rim
of 2 boss upon which the scelp is now placed, Pive
more staters, three of them from the same obverse, all
from different reverse dies, have a dotted square
reverse border (4-8). But the obverse bears neither
border nor boss, and the border only once reappears,
These coins come next in the series.

There are fractional coins of the same basioc
types ae these, On every specimen the cow's esr is
shown erect; and since it is unlikely thet a diffiocult
convention already eabandoned on the stater would be
retained where smaller scale offered greater difficulty,
we must place all these earlier than the staters 4-8,
They form three groups: the first consisting of triobols
and diobols, has the obverse circle of dots, but lacks
the reverse border - an awkward convention for small
coins, here sllowed tc lapse in advance of the stater,

The obverse border argues a close connection



with utatern 1=2, The second group, diobol and obol,
resumes the reverse dotted squere, but apparsntly laékn
the obverse border, The third, and clearly the last,
group, represented by an obol, has neither obverse nor
reverse border, One cannot decide upon the relative
date of the first and second groups: 1 have tentatively
disposed them in that order on either side of the

third stater.

To the group of ataters.4~8 belongs the hemiobol
Bl 81 The cow's ear is probebly no longer erect,
but the heavy treatment of the sars of the lion is a
conclueive argument against such a late date as Head
glves it in his Catalogue.

Of the same genersl date will be the lighter series
of 'boar' drachms (e), Of Samian weight, their fabric
however is primitive, the placing of the obverse die
1s careless, snd they almost sll have a rcverse border
of dots, The two or three specimens which have no
such border will serve to link the end of the series
Precisely to the date at which this feature was abandoned
on the tetradrnchms.,

Iwo varieties with dotted square reverse borders
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remain to be considersd. The first is the winged
boar triobvol with reverse type of a lion's head to
left or right (1); the second a diobol with obverse
type of a paenther's head to right within a circle of
dots, snd reverse, & ram's head to left or right (m),
They should not be contemporary with any of the first
three staters discussed above, for these are already
supplied with small denominations of their own type.
And the diobol's obverse circle of dots shows that
it, at le=ast, should not be as late as 3Iff, It
should, therefore, p?ecede the obverse lion's scalp
issue; and since we have plrmced the obverse cow series
immediately before this, the diobols may be placed in
the last years of progressive debasement of the Lydo-
¥ilesian stsndard. Thisf%upported by their weight:
all but one of the four specimens known to me are
heavier than the normsl Samian diobol of 1.08—1.é9gm.
(The exception weighs 1.08gm.,) There is no reason
why the earliest triobols should not be contemporary;
for the lion's head on their reverse is of early style
with receding 'chin', a festure even more marked here

than on the heavy Samiasn obverse cow series. Of the
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specimens known to me one exceeds the normal Samian

triobol of 1,63-1.64gn. maximum, itself weighing 1.80gu.

The others = 1,63 to l.33gme - balong to the period

of the later series of 'winged boar' drachms,

I conclude, therefore, that the relative chronolozy

of the archaic two-sided coins is as follows:

1, 'Winged boar' drachms of Lydo-liilesian weight (4d),
joined by triobols and diobols (1 m),

2, Short series with forepart of cow as obverse type

(f g h), together with the rere 'boar and cow'

issue ( 3) .

3. The series of coins with lion's scalp obverse:

8.
b,
C.
d.
e,
£,
8o

Triobol with triple bordered reverse (k)j;
Tetradrachm with obverse border of dots (1-2);
Triobol =nd diobol with obverse border of dots;
Tetradrachm with obverse boss (3)3

Diobol =nd obol with dotted square reverse;
Obol with no borderss;

Tetradrachms with neither border nor boss on
obverse, nor erect ear on reverse, but retain-
ing reverse border (4-8); hemiobol with no

borders.,
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4, Soon after the above, the 'boar' drachms of Samian
weight (and 'boar' triodols), with dotted reverse
border first present, omitted at last (e),
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II THE FIFTH CENTURY

1, Tetradrachms 13,00-13,108m,

The remaining staters of Samian weight are
differentiated frém those which I have already discussed
by two factors, They Are 2ll without the dotted reverse
border -~ with the erect ear, the last relic of the
orientalizing artists' anxiety to fill the whole field -
and, as far as can be observed, almost all (with the
exception of those inscibed EMiBATio% ) have the
ethnic 2A or a fuller f£ovm of it. They may be
divided into two mein classes, those which always carry
an olive branch as an adjunct to the reverse type
(Class II, the 'constant olive' series), end those which
never carry an olive branch (Cless I). There can be
no doudbt on grounds of style end fabric thet the fine
coins of Class II are later then the lumpy snd often
carelessly struck coins of Class I, These clesses

may be subdivided:

Sto



1 i, hsving the reverse type within an incuse squarej

1 41, having the type within an incuse circle, usually
in association with a changing symbol. Again
their style argues that I ii coins are later
then I 1, and this is confirmed, as will be

seen, by the fact that I _ii must directly

| precede 1I 1.
II 1, ‘'constant olive' with no serial letter or symbolj

II ii, similar, dbut having a éerial letter or symbol (of
which latter only one certain example is preserved);

II 1i4,similar, inscribed EMiRATLOS.
I shall try to establish the internal chronology

of these subdivisions before comsidering their duration.

1i embraces five obverse and six reverse dies
distributed among eleven specimens, Nos, 9-19, There
is no means of deciding the relative order of the obverse
dies, since none is linked by reverse die to another,
Two reverse dies are linked to one another, The fact
that die B 8 lacks ethnic inscription suggests thet
1t precedes the others. The style is careless, and
very different from that of the last archaic tetrsdrachms,
The coins waré evidently struck during & shortage of



silver, for only three reach a weight of l3gm. Nos, 9
and 10 are overstruck on adjusted coins of Algina,
No., 9 is particularly plain, with the turtle's head,
tlippcrz, end dbulging shell well preserved, as well as
the incuse 'Union Jack', Further, the weight of
No, 12, 11.86gm.,, betrays a similar origin.

;_;g_haa at least fifteen obverse and thirty-three

1 There is no

reverse dies among forty-eight coins.
apparent regularity of die positions., Most of the coins
have a reverse symbol adjunct, of which either eleven

or twelve are known;a

Eleven or twelve specimens are
without symbol, of which three have the ethnic un-
abbreviated ZAM104,3  Linkages of dies, style, or
fadbric allow us to distinguish two main groups among
these coins, containing twenty-one and nineteen coins
respectively,

In the former of the two groups (& 20-40) the
reverse adjuncts linked are helmet to wheel, and wheel
to EAMwN ; an earlier obverse die was engraved for

the helmet (A 11-4 14), but Zts use was discontinued

(Prﬂsumably it was mislaid), then résumed for the later

l. I omit Nos 21-23 from this calculetion.

2, It is impossible to decide whether No. 27 bears
a symbol,

3+ No.41 probadbly hes no symbol.
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fAmiov coins, where it reappears gradually breaking
up until the beginning of the eye issue, after which
it was replaced for the remainder of this issue.
The order of this group, then, is helmet, wheel,
$AMI0¥ 4 and eye,

The other main group (£ 49-57) is demonstrably
the last of the seriesy for its final obverse die
A 25, much broken, appears with a reverse olive branch,
instead of the usual changing symbol (70). That
this coin is the first of the 'czonstant olive' series,
and not merely the bearer of another symbol, will be
argued when we consider coins of Class Il., Before
the adoption of the olive branch this obverse die is
used with (in retrogressive order) the symbols of
B 45-6 a shield and B 44 a plant which appears to
be iris tuberosa.® In its new state, however, it
appears on coins with no reverse symbol (B 41-3).
On these latter the cow is all but indistinguishabie
from that on other coins without symbol, whose obverse

scalp A 23 is of the same general style as the last

l. An o1l extracted from its toot was the basis of
Corinthian scent, The best csme from Leukas
gmd zlis, Pliny IH 21.6.,9. The plant grows in

amos,



die. This die was previously used with the symbol
of an astragelos; and earlier still with that of a
vird (51)3 and both obverse and reverse dies are
closely similar to thoee of the peacock symbol coin
50s the shape of the lion's forehead, and tho‘long,
narrow neck of the cow are the best indications,
This stylistic link is confirmed by the similarity
of fabric between Nos. 49-50 and 52: instead of the
usual pre-~flattened flan (cf. No.43 ) these coins, and
these only, are struck upon a globule of metal, with
the result that much of the type is lost, The
peacock's obverse die A 22 is used previously for

a coin on which a symbol can be seen to be present,
though all but its tip is off the flamn, The order
of the second group, then, is uncertain symbol,

peacock or other bird, sstragalos, no symbol, iris
luberosa, shield. Only two of these symbols

(peacock and shield) have two reverse dies preserved,
whereas the eoing without symbols are from six, This
indicates either a specislly numerous issue without
symbol, or the relative duration of the issues,

There remain three or four symbols not linked

Sce
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by dies or conclusive criteria of style, They are

a coin which probably bears no symbol (b 41), the
emphora (¢ 42-44), the Samaina (4 45-46), and the
'nook'! (8 47-48). I have plesced them all in the
midst of the series, where thair style seems at

home, But I would not maintain that these arbitrar-
ily essigned places, rather than any others, are
rightfully theirs,

Of Class II 1 I have recorded thirty-nine
specimens, Five of these (g 68-72), from four
obverse and five reverse dies, retain the inocuse
circle and lumpy febric of I ii, from which only
their olive branch distinguishes them, The remain-
ing examples of this Cless (b 73-92 and 8 93~10G5) ere
of higher artistic standard, and their types are set
more centrally upon a flatter and altogether tidier
flan, while the reverse punch becomes square instead
of circular, At the same time the use of fixed dies
was introduced, and is henceforth regular, the common=-
68t relation in this period being Te— ov T —

We have to establish that the more rrimitive coins



do in fect belong to this and not to the symbol series,
' This is not difficult: apart from the greater number
of their obverse dies - four, whereas no single symbdol
occupies more than two - and the inherent likelihood
that so considerable an issue of 'olive' coins belongs
to the ‘constant olive' period, the stylistic evidence
is unmistakeable, One of the examples of group a,
No.72 in Copenhagen, has the lighter type of cow which
is regular from b onwards, and is stylistically
identical with the second reverse die of b, B 53,

The rather more weighty snimal, however, which is
usual on earlier coins, appears (though now with
forelegs) on the first stater of b, No,73 in Boston.
Cover the legs, and the similarity is striking., Its
heavy stance and lowered head are manifestly copied
for the third reverse die B 54 (No.76), as is the
scalp for the obverse X 30, showing that the style of
the Boston coin No, 73 is neither isolated nor
fortuitous, But the original Boston scalp apparently
follows the style of the symbol series, as is argued
by its greater compactness =nd smaller scsle. There

is thus evidently no gap between groups & and b, and

S(6
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since No, 68 is linked by its obverse die A 25 to
the symbol series I ii, there can have been no
effective lapse of tims between the latter and the
‘constant olive' series. This is most important,
in that it restricts our choice of absolute dates
for the coins, Ve shell require a period when
striking was politically and economically possible,
long enough to accomodate both series,

Groups b and ¢ (reverse incuse square) may be
differentiated in that the latter shows the cow
wearing an ornamental collar, This feature does
not resppear before the Attic-weight coins, The
group contaihs fourteen specimrens, all from the same
obverse and four reverse dies - a single issue, but
of considerable volume, These coins cannot precede
group b, because this position is occupied by group &,
&8 we have already demonstreated, Do they follow D,
or are they part of it? The obverse die of group
¢ (A 35) is, apart from its 'widow's pesk', of
identical style and certainly by the same hand as one
of the obverse dies of group b, A 33, Notice partic-
ulerly the treatment of the hair on either side, the
set of the eyes, and the mofilding of the forehead,
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I have therefore placed the die . 33 at the end of
3,1 and followed it with ¢, To the careful observer,
A 35 will appear more mannered than A 33 -~ but the
whole inspiration is more pz?etentioua. with 'widow's
peak'! obverse, and the prettily designed collar worn
by the cow -~ while A 37 is a studied return to a more
simple form, |

There are otherwise no links between the obverse
dies of group b, and the order of A 31 and A 32 must
remain a matter for conjecture, The group contains
twenty coins, from six obverse =nd twelve reverse
dies,

Clags II i1 comprises the lettered series, Nos
107-156.2 There are forty-seven specimens lettered
from 8 to F , a sequence of fourtesn letters including
Qigamma, A further three specimens (Nos 105-127) have
8 panther's head in place of the sequence letter, and
the wear of their cormon obverse die shows that they
belong vetween I and H , Ve may suppose that each
letter marks a fixed period, asnd that T had to be

1, Except for No 92 whose obverse is of similar
style with *widow's peak', The reverse, however,
shows a very poor cow, r-ther crrrped.

2, Together with Nos 157-8, which I cannot at
Prescnt account for,



abandoned because the moneyer, whose work this letter
distinguished, wos replaced in mid-term; but that H
was already allotted and could not be employed before
its proper time, The head, then, represents a part
of T, |

The presence of a sequence lottex enables us to
exanine the validity of the die-linkage principle.
There are eight obverse and twenty-one reverse dies,
It will be seen that, if the coins are ranged by
letter, a single obverse dis is In use at any one
tine, ;4ts wear is progressive, and it 1s replaced only
when it wears out, The sole exception is the second
obverse die of ", A 38=A 41, which is rested through-
out & and E, just as the earlier helmet die 4 11
A 14 was rested in the symbol saries. All the
surviving obverse dies except the second of E ( A 40)
last for more than one letter-period: A 44 covers
three letters (M- ¥ )3 A 38 A 41, part of a fourth
besides (F,C, 1 © ),

The dies form a coherent stylistic series, both
obverse and reverse., The cows of the lettered series

have sharper muzzles und are less heavily bearded than



their predecessorss and the scalps show no affinity
with those of II ib and g, with two exceptions. The
obverse die A 36, the first of the lettered series,
shows the scalp with 'widow's peak', as does A 35,
the obverse of group ¢: the two dies are in fact by
the same artist, He was also responsible for the
last die of b, A 34, and for the second die of the
lettered series, A 37, These two are distinguished
only by the distance to which the roots of the ears
pro ject down the forshead, and by a slight difference
in length of hair: even the number of locks on either
side is identical, This evidence serves to demon-
strate the sequence ib - ic - i1i, and to suggest
further that group ¢ represents the missing A of

the lettered series, the only letter not represented
on surviving pieces, The ornamental collar wbuld be
commemorative of an event from which counting of the
series inight stert after a later decision to do so
when its significance had become clear., liore specimens
survive of ¢ than of any lettered issue. But against
their four reverse dies we may set three of & ; while

both B and £ wore out more than their single obverse
die,

820
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' The importance of the lettered series lies in
the faet that if we can discover the temporal duration
of one letter, we shall know immediately the duration
of the sequence, and shell have the means of making
a rough ocalculation of the duration of other issues,
by comparing the number of dies which they employ.
The most obvious hypothesis is that each letter re-
presents a year - as Dr, Robinson has shown to be the
probable significance of the same device on the coins
of the Samian exiles at Zankla.l It will however
be objected that 2 single obverse die is not likely
to have lasted for the whole coinage of two or three
years, unless there was remarkably little metal to coinj
and that one should think rather in terms of months,
This argument will leave the objector in the position
of having to maintain that about 20% of the surviving
staters of Samos were struck in a period of fourteen
months, and of having equally to contract other series
whose die-ratios are similar, The decisive considera-
tion is one of style. If the letters represent months,

the stylistic development is less likely to show constant

l. 2,S8.,C. Hobinson, JHS 1xvi (1946), 15.



322

progress than fluctuation. But in fact the develop-
ment is constant, Pirst, the scalp; after the high
achievement of A 37, copied by the different hand of
A 38, the carving of the hair becomes gradually coarser,
ending with the remarkebly coarse and summarily carved
hair of A 44, while the slits of the eyes become wider,
As for the cow, after | the head grows less sharp,and
is lowered to fit the new incuse circle more neatlys;
at the same time the protome is shortened, until on
N and ¥ coins the hoof of the bent leg actually
reaches behind the truncation. On these last two
the head and neck are both lowered, and this feature
is repeated on all subsequent staters, even when the
inouse square has been resumed, The long, elegant
olive branch is not only shortened but becomes thicker
from K onwards, It is difficult to imagine all this
development as ooccupying only a little more then a
year, But it would be reasonable for a decade and
more, Ve may therefore take it thot eech letter
represents a year,

Il iii contains two coins, 159-160, struck from
the same pair of fixed dies. The ethnic is omitted,
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and the legend E£r\§4Tie{ takes its place. This is
probably to be read as two words, 'in the time of Batise',
The absence of ethnic recalls the exile issue at Zankle,
and may here similarly mark an issue by an opposition
party in refuge on the mainland coast or alaewhorb.

The shape of the scalp proves these coins consideradbly
later than the lettered series: the treatment is still
largely linear, but the forehead has already assumed

the squereness it displays on the coins of Attic and
Rhodian weight. These latter, however, are plastic
rather than linear in feeling. For the first time the
cow's hoof is shown cloven, with the two parts represented
on different levels in receding perspective., EDIRATIO(,
therefore, should stand in its own - well after II ii,

but closer to it than to the next series.

Having established the succession of the seversl
issues, we pmes to consider their duration. An
absolute figure can only be resched on the basis of the
kmown duration of one issuej and “he calculations which
follow are founded upon the premise th:t the series (A )

-¥ occupied fifteen years, As a basis for these
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calculations obverse dies are clearly the more reliable;
for in their cese oneé deals with the whole life of each
die, which is not replaced until outworn; whereas, in
the lettered and symbol series at least, an almost new
reverse die might be abandoned because it was time to
change the sequence mark, Further, since reverse

dies are less hard-wearing and so more numerous than

the obverse, the number of specimens found will make a
greater difference to the number of reversse dies record-
ed, S0 in the case of the scantily preserved Class I i,
for instance, (eleven coins, five obv., six rev,)
calculation from reverse dies would make it seem less
numerous than the obverse dies show it to have been.

The following table gives the total number of
specimens, obverse, and reverse dies of each series,
with its duration calculated from obverse dies before
ellowance is maede for any other factors, taking the

lettered series as fifteen years' issue



— Tolns Tev.Dies Obv.Dies Duraiion

» ’ — - ' ,
I1 ‘A’ rev.inc.sq. 11 6 5 803
Iii | Symbols, 46 33 14 23.3
I 1a) | 'Const.olive" ‘

”hg.L~?9 letter, ! 25 17 | 9 15,0
—— < _ | - |
IT i0) | Collar LAY; |14 1 4). 1

i) R~ % 5064 | 28025 | 39| 150

II 411 ] EMBATI0S .2 1 1

As before, I omit Nos 22-3 and 157-8 from the
calculation.

I class the first obv.die of IIi (A 25) with I ii,
since it is already much worn from use in the latter
Olass by the time it is used for the single speci-
men of Ilj} on which it appears,

This basic calculation takes no account of two
important factors (it has been presumed thet the aversge
life of a die is fairly constant), the inaccuracy due
to the different number of specimens found, and the
possible difference of volume of coinage in different

periods., Correcting the forrmer factor, we suggest that



II ia=b in fact laasted rsther longer than fifteen years.
For the latter factor, we may examine whethexr there are
any indications of a greater volume of production, and
so of temporelly shorter dle life, in any period, If
it were admitted by amalogy that each symbol lasted for
a year, the duration of the symbol series might be
cheoked against the number of symbols remaining, Of
these there are twelve, thirteen if we include 24MuenV/
There is besides a group of ten coins, out of forty-
8ix, which are without :ymbol, from three obverse and
B8ix reverse dies; whereess the three preceding and two
succeeding symbols between them only use one obverse

die which is not also used by the coins without symbol,

Since the coins without symbol must have worn out each
die before proceeding to = fresh one, we must allow

the plain coins a time-value at lesst equivalent to thot
of three symbols, It is reasonable to suppose further
that one or two symbols are lost here.l In the light

of these corrections we may assign to the original

series a duration of eighteen to twenty years. And

l. The apparent extra duration to be deduced from the
fact that fewer symbols are linked srong I ii than
letters among II ii (more symbols lost) may be
counted agrins® the apparently greater volume -
and so shorter durztion - to be deduced from the
fact that seven symbols use rmore then one obverse
die, wherezs only two lettcrs do so.

¢



this is reesonable stylistically. Such a period
does not, of course, include any year in which no coins
were issued,

The dies of I 31 are of workmanship inferior to
their successors and archaic predecessors, suggesting
that they were engraved hastily for a voluminous issue
(1ike the archaic drachms), during five or six rather
than eight years, It would be idle to attempt further
corrections, and we mey conjecture finally the following
durationss I i, 5-6 yearsy I ii, 18-20 yearsj l1I i1a-b,
16-17 years; II ic-ii, 15 years,



There are no coins of this denomination which
can be assigned to the present period.

3, 'Triobols': 1,54-1,648m,

Numerous coins beer the general types, obverse,
the forepart of a winged boar to right or lefts reverse
e lion's head gaping to right or left., Seven different
issues may be distinguished. The first five have the
reverse type in an incuse square, (1) with dotted square
border, (2) without border or further device, (3) with
ethnic inscription ¢A , (4) with ethnic and olive brench,
(5) with olive branch alone, The remaining two issues
have the reverse type in an incuse circle with ethnic
insoription, with (7) or without (8) the symbol of a
dolphin,

The first issue has already been assigned to the
archaic period on the ground of its reverse border, and
this will later be confirmed by external evidence of
style. Its weight varies from 1,3 to 1l.8gm., greatest

frequency at l.4gm., and these coins are certainly



524

triobels, mostly of Samian weight, but a very few of
Lydo-iiilesian,

The greatest frequency of the remaining ilssues,
however, is between 1,20 and 1.30gm,, and examples even
as light as 1.10gm, are not rare, It would formelly
be possible to suppose that the general practice of
striking fraoctional coins considerably under the correct
weight was exaggerated here, even to a deficiency of 22%,
But the more accurate weight of diobols and other frac-
tions in the same period, which we shall observe, makes
such an hypothesis untenable, The alternative inter-
pretation is not far to seek, The Scmian stater is a
progressively debased version of the Lydo-l'ilesien, and
if one of these 'triobols' is added to a Sanian stater
it mekes up the latter's weight to thet of a Lydo-liilesian
stater, useful for certain forsign trade, and essily
commensursble with Athenian coine,™

The vicissitudes of type and incuse shape of these
coins reflect, in general, the changes in these features
between the various series of tetradrachms throughout

le 13,0 + 1.2=14.2; 14,2 x 6=85.25 85,2 + 5=17.04.



Classes I and Il., The fbrmal treatment of the olive
upruy-ﬁbth here and on the diobol (see below)

is identical with that discussed under the heading of
trihemiobols and securely dates hoth dencminations to
this general periocd.

1‘ ’ D&Ob@& ! 9:2%1;02@.

Obverse, & panther's head to right or left; reverse,
a :am'a head to fight or left, Here five issues can |
bé oﬁservod, fbur'with reverse incuse square and one
with incuse circle: (1) with border of dots, (2) without
border, (3) with ethnic, (4) with ethnic and olive sprayj
(5) no ethnic, The majority of specimens of the first
issue exceed 1l,10gm,, and have already been assigned to
the Lydo-liilesian standard in the archailc period.
Alnost =11 the remainder weigh less than 1.00gu., though
only slightly underweight, at 0,92-1,00gm, greatest
frequency, The distinctive features of the several
issues evidently follow those of the 'triobol' change-
Pleces, and two more corresponding issuee should perhaps

be conjectured.



~ Tythemiobols: 0,82gn, maximum
1 olass as trihemiobols of this period the coins
of actual weight frequenocy 0,52-0,62gn, whose types are:
obverse, the prow of o Sameina tc right; reverse, an
amphora between en olive branch on one side and the
letters £A on the other, They are lighter than one
would expect: the normal standard weight should dbe
0,72=0,82gm. But, granted that they are of Samian
standard, what are the alternatives? They are t0o
oconsistently overweight to be obols, the normal maximum
of which should Ye 0,55gm, only three specimens are
lighter than this, whereas many are heavier, Besides,
as we shall see, the place of the obol is to be filled
by coins of other types, The amount of the weight
deficiency is similar to that of the diobol.

The weight of these coins would favour theoir
ascription am obols to the Attic or Rhodian period,
Indesd, Babelon favoured the 1atter.l But stylistic

considerations forbid, The olive leaves on the coins

l. 1Traite II ii 1820,

$3U



we consider are represented in outline, by a raised
line around their edge, the main area of the leaf not
rising sdove the level of the field, But on all
staters both of the Attic -~ and of the Rhodian -
weight series the whole leaf is always raised above the
surrounding field, whereas the linear treatment of our
coins is only to be paralleled on pieces of Samisn
weight, The same conclusion is argued by the differ-
ence of the Samaina prow on these coins from thet on
the Rhodian diobols, and from that which appears as a
symbol on one of the Attic-weight tetrsdrachns,

The only apparent sclution is to regerd these ccins
as Samian-weight trihemiobolis, As to their date in
relation to the tetradrachms, the olive branch =djunct
suggests that they belong to the ‘constant olive'! series;
and the fact that one specimen has the reverse type in
an incuse square, not a circle, as do the others, might
lead us to suppose that the beginning of the series was
contemporary with the middle of the lettered series of
tetradrachms, perhaps 0 or |,

32
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0 LY maximum 1

This wist be the denomination of certain rare
coins whose recorded weights are 0.57, 0.50, 0.48,
and O.43gms (4 tritemorion, if it were to exist,
should weigh e maximum of O.4lgm,) Allowing a margin
of variance of 0,10gu., these coins are close to correct
weight, Their types ares obverse, a lion's scalp
facing; reverse, head and shoulder of & .cow to right,
within an incuse circle,

The style of the scalp is closcly 3imilar to that
of the lettered series of tetradrachms, The incuse circle
suggests that these obols are conteunporary with the
segond division of the meries, ond this suggestion is
confirmed by the appsearznce of the cow, The unbroken
¢dge of the dewlap on H: 80, compared with the scelloped
edge on B 79, for instance, may argue that the two atand
close to the change in this feamture between tetradrachms
K and N, The reverse of i 80, ia fact appears to be
by the artist of reverse B 86 (the first die, B 85,
1‘ by the different hand of ths obverss, 4 44) - notice

-

l. I omit the obol Traite Pl,cl 10 (see my catalogue);
the reverse type of & rem's head is hormed, an un-
convincing way of distinguishing this piece from the
superficislly very similar diobol,



particularly the rounded swelling over the cheek-bone, The

ey ot neck on the . 0bol 1s no more than en

attempt to £ill the field more satisfactorily, a

consideration made unnecessary on the tetradrachm
by the presence of the ethnic insoription.

~ The obol B 80 i1s not the firet of the series,
as we nay understand from the apparently greater wear
of its obverse die: there was at least one and prodably
several mors reverse dies, to sey nothing of the
possibility of yet more dies, both obverse and reverse,
Although this particular specimen must have been struck
at the time of M , the style of its obverse die tekes
the series dack to /\ ocertainly, end perhaps to K .
There is thus a very strong poseibility that both odols
and trihemiobols were ndded to the currcncy together,
at some time close to the letter O or |.

LTs___Hemiobols 0.2 maximum,. 7
The hemiobol catalogued as B 8l by Barclay Head

has already been reassigned to the archaic period, the

heavy form of the lion's ears being a conclusive argument.
There do not appear to be any other pieces which might

be hemiobols of the present period.

3¢



/8. Bronze, 7/

Head also assigned to this period as Hi 125 a
bronse ooin with types: obverse, the prow of a Samaina
to right; reverse, an amphora between the letters A ,
surrounded by an olive wreath, There are other examples
of this coin elsewhere, The same argument which com-
pﬂl&d us t0 place the trihemiodol in this reriod =~
the treatment of the olive leaf, which on the bronze
is wholly raised - forbids us to make these coins con-
temporary. The great dissimilaxrity of the shape of the
amphora argues the scme conclusion, as does the obvious
ineonvenience of allowing coins of similar sige and
type, but of very different value, to circulate together,



III COINS OF ATTIC WiIGHT

The types of these coins are generally similar
to those of the ‘constant olive' series; but the cow

has the ornamental collar, the ethnic is written ZAm) ,

‘and instead of a sequence letter, the field usually
oontains & monogram, R or H ', or the prow of a
Samaine, All but two of the A ooins are from a
single hoards most are overstruck, probebly on pieces
of ThrakoelMakedonian origin, The style of the lion's
scalp throughout shows the square forchead, such as we
have met on the £mMiBATIe¢ coin, but with a less
linear, more lumpy, treatment of it and of the locks
of hair, This is most pronounced on the H monogram
coins, which may, therefore, be the latest. The whole
style of both obverse and reverse is close to that of
the Rhodian-weight series, and the present pieces must
have been minted at a date nearer to these than to
earlier coins, In particular we notice that the olive
leaf now for the first time takes its new convention of

536
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veing wholly raised from the field. The cow's hoof
sontinues to be shown cloven and in perspective, while
the dots which line the truncation become heavier,

The hesd remains lowered, The dies suggest a brief
issue of considerable volume,

Drachms were minted of the same types as the tera-
drachms, but with the olive branch behind the cow
replaced by a spray in front, A variety has the letter
A betwsen the cow's lags, and is linked by obverse
die to unlettered specimens,

32 Triobols C.2,13gm.

There is in the British Museum an uncatalogued
and apparently unique coin of weight 2,02gm,, whose
types ares: obverse, a lion's scalp facingy reverse,
the head end shoulder of a cow to right, SA =bove,
the whole surrounded by a wreath of olive, in an incuse
oirecle, The arguments for essigning it to the present
period are as follows: on grounds of weight alone it



could'be a tetrobol of Samian standard (2,08-2,18gm.),
or a tziﬁhol of either Attic or Rhodian weight (c.2.13gm.
and 1,82-1,92gm, respectively), But since it shows
the uhaiﬁ surfece of its olive leaves in relief, it
cannot bdelong to the series of Samian weight, on which
they are always merely outlined. That it 1s unlikely
t0 be & Rhodian triobol is argued not only by the fact
that it would be overweight, but that the magistrate
series already contzins triobols of types identical with
those of the tetradrachms, /Allowing our ususl margin
of erroxr of Q.10gmn., this coin may suitably be placed
as an Attic triobol. This conclusion is supported by
the style of the lion's scalp, which, despite the
different proportion of length of muzzle to height of
forehead, is nevertheless very close to the style of
the scalp on the P tetradrachms, In particular, the
pair of triangular projections from the root of the
nose upwards into the forehead, =lmost universal among
the Rhodian-weight coins, is here absent; and they are
absent too from the tetradrachms of Attic weight. The
forehead is correctly lumpy, snd the hair still retcins
e certain quality of formelity.



‘The identification of the above triobol is the
dest argument in favour of assigning to this period
the bronse pieces which I consider under sgection 8
of the last chapter, and there rejected, Their types
aret obverse, the prow of a Sameina to right; reverse,
an amphora between the letters 4 , surrounded by an
olive wreath, The composition of the types vividly
reflects that of the triobol, and the prow of the
obverse recalls the appearance of the same symbol in
the reverse field ¢f one of the tetradrachms - as
earlier the panther's head obverse of the diobol had
been borrowed for use 28 a symbol on & tetradrachm in
the course of the lettered series, Agein, the coine
are unlikely to bslong to the "hodian aaries,' which is
elready otherwise supplied with bronze of this Bize.l
Becides, after HTHL\ y the die~rclation of fourth-

century coins appears to be regularly N or ™1 .2

1. This is the date given by Babelon, Traite II 1i 1821,

2, This is true of bronze, not only of silver: cf. SNG

Copenhagen, Ionia 1692-6,



And this relation is certeinly not prescrved by the
present bronze pieces, Thus, since the oppearance
of the wholly raised olive leaf precludes an early
date, the coins must go with the Attio~-weight series,
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IV COINS OF RHODIAN WEIGHT

In the assignation of dates to the coins of
Rhodian weight, we are free of one difficulty which
beset us in doaling with the earlier issues, that of
arguing doth the duration eand the sequence of a number
of adéfferent series, The present coins fall into two
clesses, the first embracing all the tetradrachms of
now familiar types, together with all fractions in-
soribed with the name of an individual (the 'pagistrate
series’); the second containing solely tridrachms (or
doudle sigloi) of a logue, inmcribed SvA/(udywy),t
Since the latter are not paryalleled in denomination by
any coins of the magistrate series, and are unaccompanied
by other denominations of their own types, there is,
in principle, no resson why they should not be contemporary
with part of that series, It hes usuelly been assumed
that they are earlier, but the assumption is quite ground=-

less: we shall require evidence, There are, besides

1. Ovv.Herakles strangling two snakes, 3VA , circular
borders Lev,lion's scelp facing, 2A below, The
other members of the leggue, sharing obv.type but
with national rev., were thodes, Knidos, Iasos,
Ephesos, Byzantion, Xyzikos, and possibly Lampsakos:
G.L.Cawkwell, NumChron,1956, 69ff.
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these two classes, a number of fractional pieces (of
value less than & triodol) of this period, But it
will not be possible to give an exaoct date for them
within the period. Ve mway only sey, 23 we may say of
the bronse, that those coins which have the reverse
type of a lion's scalp above the letters 24 must de
later than the VAV 4ssue, For whereas on the latter
the idea of placing thoe scalp on the reverse with the
ethnic inseription wes due to the necessity of commemor-
ating the league in an obversme type common to all the
alliea, in the czse of the fractions and bronze there
is no such motive for the sozlpt's relegation, the obverse
type being novel, and specifically Samian - the head of
Hera, or some symbol, Reference to representative
specimens of all the fractional denominations will be
found in the catalogue

The surviving magistrate tetresdrachms oarry twenty-
one names (4f HHLl ) is separate from HIHIANATF ).l
The coins are from about twenty-nine obverse nnd forty-

e

eight reverse dies, Of these no fewer than nine

b o RS,

1, Pollowing the die-sequence they are separates I
suggest that the latter name was written in full
to distinguish it from the former, HIHILETPATOY
or a similar name,

2, I say 'about' since I have not been able to exanmine
every specimen, The actual figure may possibly be
one or two more,



obverse and fifteen reverse belong exclusively o

coins inscribed HCHSIANAF , The sequence of the
series may be recovered to a considerable degree,
Besides the linkage of dies, there are other trust-
vorthy oriteria, Ocoasionally we meet moneyers'

marks ( @ or a 'bael). Their exact interpretation
depends upon whether the name at the head of the coin
belonged to the annual eponymous Head of State, or
merely to the moneyer, I conclude that the name is
that of the magistrate from the fact that it is allowed
to occupy a more important position on the coin than
does the ethnic inseription; and the mark is that of
nmoneyer (contractor), not of artist, since the same
mark ocours on coins of widely difference atyle, Coins
bearing the same moneyer's mark should be placed
together in the series, Again, the astyle of re-
Presentation of the cow changes abruptly between
oPA{Tn? and (vounwv : for the first half of the series
We meet, with little change, the noble animal which

l. The firmt mark represents = name beginning Af ~ AM,
gince it appears as @ on the drachm, further
abbreviated for the smoller scsle; the circle
must be merely a border, not 0 , for the name 1is
not likely to have begun A0 ... The second mark
pProbebly represents a name like MUEMEf£0¢ oT,
more symbolically, APTcMidRNPoL
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Summary of Fourth-Century Tetradrachms

Table 3.

of FNumber of Obverse Reverse llonoyér'n Style

Name
Magistrate Specimens Dies Dies Mark -
1lren- 1 1 -~ |Inouse
PPATUS 2 2 - aquaro
3 LG
2 AJATHS 2 1 - G
3 [dousi- 4 1 = G
4 AM ¢\ - 4 2 - ;
on. 191 R
S (HTHE ANAS 32 9 15 (Y
om, 224-6 1%
6 IAENE 2 2 1 » Ly €
T AP ETHIOHE 2 i 2 @ L1 01
8 |PElPANaPIans 2 2 & |
o | - bee Ll 01
Q (A0 THE 3 2 3 '
‘ e O
10 {1uw~eog 1 1 1l 1l - 1'1 Cy
11 [HOvog 1 1 1 - :I‘l ¢y
12 |¢pAZTRP 1 1 I P pitc s
h 6
13 [PvoQdw 2 2 - Inc.sqq
I G
EnN
14 A’.‘J‘sﬁiu 4 2 = Ly Cy
15 AEowNTIE o0& 1 1 - L, Cy
16 |CVOACOPHS 1 1 - Incuse
17 [Tk 1 1 1 - |ny0,
18 |[Aumn [¥2 1 1 1 - |n, 0y
19 EO\V(PATRE 1 1 1 .‘
PATHE c
€A 2 1 | 2 i
I tw~vopforos
20 'x:;ag,tq[fo 1 1 1 - L, C,
21 vMo\PMAui 1 1 1 - L2 02

1. Not (.Agmﬁmi, as Gardner, op.cit.88; Traité IT ii 1838
and n,b. ‘ '

2. Restored from drachm, von Aulock 491/7: gi A{Mn
- in SNG Copenhagen. ’ /T: given as |




appeared on the Attic-weight tetradrachms (61). But
the second half, engraved with less care, carries the
tired and drooping beast which we meet on the third
century silver (C,), At about the seme time the lion's
scalp undergoes a change of style: the broad visage (1‘1)
is reduced in scale to a neater, and later more decadent,
mask (L,), while the fine square outline of the forehead,
ultimately deriving its inspiration from the metopes of
the Parthenon, gives place to the shape of a Tudor arch.
For the reverse, the lowered head, the parted hoof, the
heavy dots at the line of truncation, and the raised olive
leaf, are all retained thrdughout the series, Finally,
the incuse square is replaced by a circle in the second
half of the series,

The evidence for the order of the sequence of
nagistrate may bé seen from the accompanying table. Nos
l-4 are placed first not only on grounds of style and of
the use of abbreviation: M2, NPATHE, ANTUs  and HCIHE|
have not yet adopted the normal fourth-century die-
relation of N or MM , so must come firat; and they



yake AM{l with them by die linkage. The group 5-9

comes next in style; and for the rest the table is

self-explanatory upon the criteria of sequence proposed

above, To the twenty-one names recorded in the table

we must add, from fractional coins AEPTWHE | A\rvinTeg

and APT\NovE , the latter with reverse incuse circle,
How long did the series last? If, as seems likely,

the names are those of magistrates, then, since they

form an ordered seguence, and apparently do not occur

1 weé should expect each issue

in groups of comtemporaries,
to belong to0 2 single year - even that of HIHZIAVAE ,
The series therefore lasted for at least twenty-four
years, Since technical methods may have changed, it is
unsafe to use the method of calculation from number of
dies which we used in the fifth century. Six names
ocour uniquely, and eleven have no die link with others.
So 1t is reasonable to suppose that enough are missing
to give the series a durestion of thirty years or a little
longer, including gears in which no coins were struck

at eall,

o

l, This would be represented by concurrent, hot con-
secutive die-sharing.



The dies of the ZVA ‘i{ridrachms', however,
indicate that theirs was a much shorter series, lasting
no more than a couple of years., The style of their
reverse scalp may be closely paralleled from the tetra-
drachms: it is very similer, in general, to the first
few issues of the seriesj =nd, in particular, it recalls
the neater, more compact treatment of HIH{IAVAT |,
especially die A 62, rather than the somewhat freer and
more abandoned lions of MPATHSE and AM4I- (A 52 - A 54),
The date which we assign to the alliance, therefore,
will determine the date of the magistrates.



The Externsl Evidence

Conclusions



I THE FOURTH CENTURY

‘Before we consider the crucial guestion of the
date of the alliznce cdina, we mey examine the other
indicstions provided by the history of the period, and
by the hoard evidence,

At the end of the Peloponnesian Var Athens
specially sought to retain Samos alone of her Empire.l
She was bound to make this request, for the Samians
were now legaily Athenian citizans;z end Athens besides
owed Semos her last years of resistence.- Sparte re-
fused, =nd brought back Geomoroi from the exile which
they had suffered ever since the counter-revoluition of
412.4 Among them was Kleom¢des,whose lands the democrats
hed then seized.’ In 365 Timotheos reducsd Sunmos after

a seige, the people were driven out, and the land given

l. Plutarch, Moralis 233D,
2. Toa, GHI 12 g6.

-

S¢ Thukydides viii passimj Xenophon, Helleniks II ii 6.
4  Idid.141 6-Ty Thukydides viii 21,
Se ‘%2,12 101, Akhenien ratification of measures noted

‘g Thukydides viii 21, For Klecmedea' colleboration
th Sparta, of., Pausanias X ix 10-l1l.
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over t0 €leruchs from Athana.l They remained until
the return of the natives more then forty years later,

2 Since our coins are of

after the death of Alexander,
Samien types, they were certainly not issued between

365 and 322,+ That they were struck in the first half

of the century, and not after the return, is argued by

the hoard evidence presently to be discussed, The
correctness of this gencersl date is also shown by the
occurrence of the inscription ECLWPATHE A<Eanio towards

the end of the series: -0 gave way to -ov by the

middle of the century, =s we see from coins of Pixodaros

of Karia, sometimes inscribed MlINoro sometimes ("ifaoAPov,
whei'eas at an earlier date we always find M4AvEiQMMO .3

Ve thus have a period of less than forty years in which

to place a series which lasted for approximately thirty
years, Seldom is the possible margin of error so

narrow,

It will be of little profit to argue from the
Prosopographical evidence of the magistrates, The nanes

l. Isokr, xv 111, cf,IG II 1 531 (srythrai 366/5),
ii €99,20,

2, Diodoros xviii 18,9,
3¢ Gardner, Samos 567.



of some do occur in inscriptions, wut not in the
capacity of chiei magistrate; nor can we be sure that
we are deeling with the same individuals, and not
merely with cthers of the saue neme, Conjecture in
thio field might help to identify a generation, but

¢could not make the minute adjusitment which we now

raquire.l

Hoard evidencas, equally, can 4o n¢ more than to
confim {that we are decling wiil the right period: it
cannot give the necessary accurscy to three or four
years, But for the salke of cartainty upon what it

can tell us, I glve here the relevant hoards,

1, Chalki (islsnd near Thodes) 1903; S.P., Nos, 'A
Bivliogranhy of Greek Coin Boards‘2
Funismatic Notes =nd Konographs 78 (New
York 1937), No.234 (otherwise unpublished,
noted by Legling): burial, c¢,390. This
hoard contained, besides 135 Rhodian and
92 Chiasn coina, sn Athenien triobol and five
Semian tetradrachms, All are in Istanbul,
and at least three of the five Sanian pieces
bear the names of Hegesisnax (informsation from
Dr. ZeS,G. Robinson).

S ——————————
l. o©f,ibid. 89f for this =nd later periods.
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2, Ciliciaj Noe, op,cit.No.z252., One tetradrachm of
- Hegesianex wes found, together with coins

of Salemis (acc,4ll), end thirty-five
Athenian tetradrachms earlier than 407 B.C,
and one later than 397. The latest surely
attributed coins were of Tiribazos at lMelles
and Soloi 386-380, sand the common coins of
his successors Datames and Pharnabazos were
absent. The date of this burial should
therefore be 0.38O.1

3¢ Durasalar (near Bigadic, Balikesir), acc.534 of
the Tatanbul Archeeolegical Museum, 8,1,1957;
Cevriye Artuk, Amnn,Arch,lus,Ist,.viii (1958)
85, This hoard contained a tetradrachm of
Aristeides (without visible Monogr:m, and
perteps from the seme dies aes Nes,229),
together with one coin of Xyzikos, cf, H.C
lNysia, Pl,ix,14; seven Lphesian tetradrachms
which according to Artuk resembie BLC Ionde
Pl,ix,.7; the earlier type with curved wings
of the bee, although one of the magisirates
named, Aristodemos, appears on s straight-
winged variety in London»(gﬁg_SZ-BB)lz
two coins of Rhodes, one identical with

1. u&,7, Newell, Num,Chron. 1914, 26f. rightly rejects
Babelon's dat o eries VI' of this hoard
thirty or forty years later than Tiribazos,

2,  Purther, Pheraios in Paris, Hekatalos (£ ) in
Milens not seen.



| W’pi.mi 6, and one similary and,
nmu, one hundred Persian gigloi resembling
bersla Pl.cxxf and Noe, Two Hoards of

m__iﬂ.__ 1 (1956). It seoms likely that
this interesting hosrd was dburied in adbout 350.

4, Epios came from a hoard which also contained a coin
of Miletos incribed EKA , presumably struck
early in the fourth century, by or in the time
of the Karian king Hekatommos.

5 Pademlik (distr, Dadis)j Noe, op,eit. Nc. 781,
This hoard =lso in Istanbul, contained a
tetradrachm of lMoiriades (information from Dr,
ieS,G, Robinson), together with sixty-seven
zphesian staters and four coins of lausollos
(eece. 377 B.C.).

The date of the alliance to which the 2V~ coins
belong has recently been reconsidered by Lir. Cawkwell,
and I £ind myself in agrecmcnt with his conclusion.®

This, following Y's‘:ad:1:1::1,51:0:1‘,3 is that the coins belong

R SRS,

1. WVaddington, Ilel.,de Num,15; quoted by Gardner, op,cit.56

2, G.L, Cawkwell, 'A Note on the Herakles Coinage
Alliance of 394 B.C.', NumChron. 1956, 69ff,

3+ Rev,Num, 1863, 223f: for other views, see Cawkwell,
- Ecicigg
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to *the period beiween the battle of Cnidus in 394 and
the Sparten recovery in 381', and were issued by &
militery, not monetary, allience, as is amply demon-
strated by their common type of Herzkles strangling
the serpents to represent 'the victory of light over
darkness, of good over evil', and inspired by the paint-
ing by Zeuxis of which Pliny tells us.>

Suggestions of a later date - in the sixties of
the fourth century -~ must be rejected at once on
- atylistic grounds., ILir. Cawkwell has already remarked
that the Rhodian coins belong to the sarly part of the
century, for they do not yet show a stem with bud to the
right of the rose, 2 regular feature latery and that the
bphesian exemples show the bee's wings curved as in the
fifth century, wheress in the fourth they are stmight.z
To this we may add that the Samian scalp is closest to
the Hegesironax tetradrachms at the beginning of the serics,

R SRR

1. B,V, Head g;gtiﬂg. 97¢ Pliny, NH xxxv 633 probably
peinted nson after 400 t ' {

Zeuxis ﬁ{_m%ﬁ 397.P W)o
This persuasive argument should not be obscured by the
consideration urged by l'r., Cawkwell that an alliance
of minting powers, Accame's W
di commercio (lLa guerra corinzis n.2) could no
refer to its members &8 copmuyer o Lrue: but howeyer
likely to be right, the supplementation JSva (puxwv)

is merest conjecture. Ve only lmow that some sort of
association is commemorated.

2, Op.,cit, 71y of. -phraim, Bull.de la Soc.Fr, de Num.,
FNov, 1948,



and bears no resemblence whatever to the second half of
this thirty-year series which must have ended in or
before 365, The Samian numismatic evidence therefore
demsnds & date in the first fifteen years of the century,
and the only date politically likely within that period
for the beginning of the League coinage is 394,

In the light of stylistic coincidence already
noticed, the hypothesis that the coins of Hegesianax
belong to the sawe year is immediately suggested., And
the needs of the lLeague at its first formation offer an
explanation of the unperalleled volume of issue, The
extira silver required may have been taken from the Heraion.
S8ince four names (linked by obverse dies) precede that
of Hegesienax, it is reasonable to suppose that the series
begen in 398, when the islend had had time to recover a
little from the effects of the War, The series must
end by 365, and we have enough dies and nemes to argue
8 duration of some thirty years, The rcmaining three
Jears oxr s¢ perhaps lecked coins altogether, not necessar-
ily successively, but distributed between the years of

the last recorded magistrates whose issues are so sparse,



IX THE ARCHAIC AND PIFTH CENTURY COINS
ARD COINS OF ATTIC WEIGHT

4 Bvidence.
The evidence of hoards and of style is to be

considered. The latter type of evidence, it will

be apparent, is highly dangerous, unless we remembery
a well-known but often forgotten principle, that the
art of coins is necesserily conservative, Ve must,
therefore, be led to no rash chronological conclusions
by the reflection that the bvest parallel for the cow
of the later symbol series is the bull on a dbi-lingual
vase of the Lysippides painter, belonging to the last

years of the sixth oentury.l Insofar as the comparison

is at all relevant, it will persuade us to date the
beginning of the symbol series no earlier than the
second decade of the fifth century.

The late Dr, Jacobasthal noticed thet there is
among the ‘constant olive' coins no trace of influence

of the Parthenon sculptures, whereas such traces became

1. %1 255 No.6: Boston 99.538; Pfuhl, _.al,und Zeich.
&8 266,3160
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universal very soon after the sculptures were on view,
I$ would not be unreasonadble to conjecture that the
impulse to portray the lion's scalp with square fore-
head came from observation of this feature among the
netopes of the Parthenon., This squareness first
appears on the C MiuisA™ 0% c¢oin, more noticeadly on
the series of Attic weight, The metopes were in place
by 438, and this date, therefore, may fall between the
end of the lettered series and the £LrPiBATlo4 issue,

Parallels from Samian art should be more safely
instruotive, But there are not enough of these to be
of much assistance. It is not wise to compare the
lions and oxen from the Roman restoration of the alter
friesze; for while we know that the o0ld composition was
reproduced, we connot be sure that details of style
were closcly copied, A relevant original work,
however, is the Samiasn bronze disk decorated with a
lion's head in profile, belonging to the last gquarter
0f the sixth century: this is closely similar to the
reverse of =2 'winged boar' triobol, with the head within
a dotted border (Cat. of Fractions, class 1, p.an).l

l, W,IL. Brown, The itruscan Lion, Pl., xxvii b, and
Pp. 76f0



The only indisputably significent stylistic parallel
to be adduced is from coins of Samian meke for which a
preciss date can be given, The only ones in this
period are those of the oligerch exiles at Zankle, The
coins have an obverss scalp, and 80 are directly com-
paxable, They are uniform in style, though there are
slight differences of scale., Since we know that lilletos
fell in 494 and that the exiles departed at once, the
series must be dated 494/3 to ¢,489, provided that Dr.
Robinson's interpretation of the coins' saquence letters
as annual is ecrreat.l
when the issue begen, nor that it was of short duration,
It must be admitted that the Zankle issue is not really
closely similer to any one Samian die: but it is not

hard to see whet is its proper place in the Somisn se-

At any rate there is no doubt

quence, The extremely narrow eye-slits, becoming
upward-running grooves at their outer corners, are only
paralleled by Samian obverse AH, the first of Class I i,
which also hes the central furrow of the forehead,

Zvery other Samian scalp has considerably wider eye-holes.

1. JHS 1xvi (1946) 15.
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The Zankle scalp is set on =z boss, like Samisn obverse

A 2, The style of hair, with severzl rows of short
strogzling locks spreading quite sharply outwards from
an inverted arch over the forehead, is found once at
Semos on obverse A 5, and then not again dbefore the
‘constant olive' pericd, On the reverse of the coins
of Zankle the type is still surrounded by & border of
dots, as it is at Samos to the end of the archaic period.
There is little point in comparing the Zanklaisn Samaina
with that used on the symbol coins: they are similar,
but we should be surprised if they were not so, The
proper conclusion is that the Zankle issue is later than
the archaic dies A l-5, and that it stands close to the
first die of I 4 (A6), thsre being no conclusive evidence
a8 to whether it is earlier or later, Since such in-
fluences as these c¢oins share cannot havs arisen later
than the departure for Zankle in 494, thet is then the
stylistic approximate date for Class I_i. It 1s
sirikingly confirmed by the evidence of Hoard 3, des—
cribed below,
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The evidence of hoards confirms thet we are desl-
ing with the right genersl period. Those relevent
to the present coins are as follows:

1, Delts 1887; Noe, op.cit., No. 362, Burial, date
given by Noe as ¢.,500, lLiost of the twenty-
four silver coins recorded arc earlier than
that date, though a few are rsther later,
notably those of Tyre (W, Greenwsell, Num,Chron,
1890, Pl. i 3~4), There was one Samisn single-
m‘ sixth (Gfo po"‘“‘ ’ (0))0

2, Sekha 1897; Noe, 9p,cit. No.888, Durial, undated.
A sixth similar to the preceding, in a2 hoard
of more than seventy-two archaic coins includ=-

ing Wappenmunzen,

3¢ Zagazig 19013 Noe, op,cit. No.1l178. Burial, un-
dated, Among eighty-four mainly archaic silver
coins were a tetradrachm of the Samians at
Zankle, and e coin of our Class I i (H., Dressel
and X, Regling, 2Z,fur Num. xxxvii (1927) 128
No. 241; ibid. 127 No. 240 - our No. 19).
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4, Babyloni :=.5.G, Hobinson, 'A "Silversmith's Hoard"
~ from Mesopotamia', Irag XX i (1950) 44ff,
The hoard, to be deted 'about the middle of the
first quarter of the fourth century', contained
- the symbol stater No, 49, together with coins
~of Salamis ¢.500-480, Lykia c.450, Aigina (land
tortoise) c.400, Arados and Tyre early fourth

eentury,

5 Naukratis 718803 Noe, op,cit. No.729, 'The Silver-
smith's Hoard', Buriasl, dete given by Noe as
¢e439. The hoard contained fifteen coins,
together with forty-two ounces of silver dullion.
Most of the coins were of the early fifth cen-
tury. There were three Samian tetradrachms,
Two (unidentified) are said to be like Gardner,
Samos Pl,i 14, that is, among the last of the
symbol series, our Nos, 58-63. The other (our
No., 105) is of the ‘constant olive' issue with
ornamental collar, The date quoted by Noe is
evidently derived from thet of the latest Samian
risce.

6. Samos 0,1953; unpublished, dispersed, our Nos, 163-
169 and possibly 173-175. No det~ile are
available, except that the hoard was of about
ten coins, Nos. 173=174 reached the market at
about the scme time as the others, which ere
certainly from the hoard. Attic-weight tetre-
drachms,



Hoards 1,2, and 5 are informative, They suggest
that the one-sgided sixths were minted in the second
half of the sixth centurys and that the symbol staters
and the ‘constant olive' issue were in circulation to-
gether not much later than the middle of the fifth
century. I have already commented on the significance
of Hoard 3.

The few recognizeble overstrikees are noted in the
Catalogue. The original can in no case be dated with
sufficient precision to contribute further to our

chronological evidence,

G



1& & Ab’glgta D&tao

Kow thet we have a date for the magistrate series
which, even if the equation of Hegesiaonaex with the Sww
igsue is wrong, cannot be inaccurate by more than about
three years, we are in an excellent position to give
an absolute date for earlier issues,

The fifth century coine fell inte four groups:
the Attic weight series, lasting o very few years;
EtBanos 3 the oomhined symbol and 'constant olive!
issues, lasting for sbout fifty yaars;l Clese I_3Ji
(similar to the symbol series, but with reverse incuse
square), lesting for about six years, The letter
issue may immediately preccde the symbol series, or
there may be o short interval, The stylistic gap
between lettered coin ¥ and E&0CIRATIOS  is rather
less than that between » and F , while thet between
ECI13ATV O£ =nd the Attic weight coins appesars greater.
The gap between the Attic weight coins and the magistrete

issue appears roughly comparable with that hetween o+
and EC\RATLeS

l. See pp.53% for the duration of each component Class:
(in years) symbols, 18-203 ‘const-nt olive', un-
lettered, 16-17¢ 'Olive' with collar or letters,
153 totel 49-52,
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In terms of years we reach the following result:

&1 ¢. 6 years
| Possible short gap
Symbols
‘Constant olive' } Cce50 years
No coins Cel0 years
ECY RATV0 S
No coins 15-20 yezrs
Attic weight 4~-6 ysarsg
No coins Cell years
Rhodian weight 368 B.C.

The dmplications of this for absolute deting are clear
enough, The ‘ttic weight series will belong to the
years immediately following the Athenian occupation in
412, ETIRATI0S will be dated c.430, The joint
series of symbols and 'const.nt olive' will lnst from
C¢490 to c.440, and the short series I 1 be dated ot
some time between 500 and 490, All these dates exe
subject to a variation of up to five years, owing to



undiscorned fluctuations in the volume of coinags
issued, and the possibility that some years looked
ocoins altogether,

These results have now t0 be examined in the light
ox the known politiocal and economic history of Samos
in the periocd, Samos Jjoined the Ionian Revolt, ex-
pelling the tyrant Alakes in 499,1 The island's
treachery at Lade brought the Revolt to an end in 494,
and the tyrant was matored.z In 492 Mardonios ex-
pelled the Ionien tyrants end set up democmcies.3
Samos fought for TPersia in the second war, 480-479,
but was prominent in the movement for the liveration
of Ionia in the latter year.4 Vork on Polykrates'
Heraion was interrupted during the Jonien Revolt, but
was resumed elrost irmediately afterwards, and continued
without e break until ¢,470, when it wns abandoned until
Hellenistic times.’ This argues & high degree of
general prosperity during these years, -nd a need for

v

le Y.sup., p- 354.

2, Y,sup., pp-365.383.
3¢ Yasup., p. 3¢

4  Y,sup,, pp 3&&H.
5¢  Y,sup., p. kol.
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coinage, Samos played its part in the activities

of the Delian Confederacy, whose Treasury was moved

to Athens in 454 on & Samien motion.t In 441/0 the

oligarchic governmment caused Samos to withdraw from

the Confederacy, and the ensuing revolt wos crushed

in 440/39 after an expensive siege, Samos being set

Yo pay an indemnity though she never declined to

txributary status, A democratic government wes set

up.2 In 427 the Spartan admiral Alkidas put in at

Ephesos and was met by the Samian oligarchs, still in

exile at Ana.ia.3 At some later date, probably in 412,

they returned to powers for in that year a democratic

countcz\-rmluuon took place, and the island was

prepared for its long resistance at Athens' sido.4
Thus it sppears that breasks and changes in the issue

of coinage are linked to the important events of

Samien history. The series I i I take to be the coin-

age of the Ionian Revolt rather than of the period

immediately following, on the ground of its untidy and

1. Yesup., pp «214-
2¢ Y,8up.y p. ¢68.
3+« Thukydides iii 32.

4. I3, viii 21§ Diodoros xiii 34.2 gives 412 as the
te of a revolt against Athens,



hastily engraved dies, The adoption of ethnic inscrip-
tion now for the first time marke the work of the new
republican government, Then came Alaskes' return for
two years of consolidation, perhaps without coinage,
followed by his second expulsion, and the beginning of
the helf-century sequence, The same event whieh caused
the abandonment of construotion of the Heraion ¢.470
was perhaps asscciated with the abandonment of chenging
symbols, and the adoption of the 'constant olive',
The lettered sequence will end in the Attic year 440/39
with the c¢rushing of the revolt, having begun with $in
453/23 while the event celebrated by the ormamental
coller took plmce in 454/3. I have sugrested that the
porr e <.ll0, 4 haviiy Aopld the Acor bronel o
demoorats, in/the symbol of their close association with
Athana,l overreached themselves in thelir enthusiasm for
the tronsfer of the Trecsuryy that this wes secn as the
wilful loss of that position of near-equality which Sanos
had enjoyed in fact as well as in theory; and that in
the following year the Geomorei seized their opportunity

l. It should, however, be noted that the olive branch
is retained on the ‘'oligarch' coins. By this time
its first significance was forgotten, 2nd it had
come to be thought of as part of the Samian type.
Similarly, the meoning of the ormnnmental collar
was forgotten by the time it reappezred on the
Attic weight coins., Cf. supra, pp. $01ff-
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and becams masters of the island, from which event
they dated their years of rule, and sc also their
coins, 2 The crushing of the revolt brought their
power t0 an end, and with it coinage ceased,
EwRAT02 , without othnic inscription, may have
been issued by the Geomoroi at Anaia near the time of
Alkidas visit, Finally, as we have already s=1id, the
Attic weight coins belong early in the last decade of
the century, |

It is su!ficiantly clear on stylistic grounds
that earlier dates for these coins are improbable, and
this conclusion is supported by the impossibility of
finding en uninterrupted holf-century for the main
sequenceé, But what of a later date? It has been
suggested that the olive brasnch wss adopted as a token
of submission in 439.1 This suggestion would match
with the belief that the unlettered 'constant olive!'
coins represent missing A, But enough has been said
to demonstrate that this issue lasted as long as did

the lettered series. If the sequence letters are

l. Gardner, Ssmos 43f, 'it is hardly rash to see in

this adjunct the sign of the *thenisn conquest ¢..'

$67
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indeed annusl - on stylistic and other grounds the
only likely hypothesis - there would be no room for
the development of ETIRATIOZ and the Attic weight
coins between 409 and 398, Altermatively, it might
be proposed to date the lettered sequence itself 430
425, nunbering the years of the indemnity. The time
for subsequent stylistic evolution would still be too
short, however; and while s gap between the clearly
archaic tetradrachms with dotted reverse border and
Class Al is on the other grounds not impossible, yet
the economic evidence provided by the continuation of
work on the temple, and by the existence of a Samian
fleet at Salamis, is decisive against an intermission
from before 490 to c.475.

It is harder to assign sbsolute dates to the archaic
coins, The lighter series of winged boar drachns
abandons the reverse doctted border towards its close,
and should therefore come betwecn the archaic tetra-
drachms and those of Class Al. But their poor workmon-

ship again denotes a hasty issue, and I should suppose
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thcﬁ‘d}so $o be coins of the Ionimn Revolt, struck
fbi{ni?al pey. The three issues of archyfic tetrs~
draohmhgxthan, together with their fractions, will be
coins of Aiakeé, to be dated to the last decade of the
sixth century, after work on the temple had recommenced
following its interruption throughout the reign of
Syloson, Immediately before these coins came the trio-
bols of similar types but with triple-~bordered rcversae,
The heavy Semian 'obverse cow' issue will be dated ¢,515,
as the first coinsge of Alakes (or conceivably as =
late issue of Syloson). It is most unlikely that any
coins were struck for some years after the fall of
I‘'alandrios ¢,519; so that we may confidently date the
Lydo=liilesian 'winged boar' to the reign of Polykrates,
carelessly struck and once more¢ an iscue for military
pay. It may not be too fanciful to suppose thot the
new government resured the types for the Ionien Revolt
as a symbol of its intention to recaptur. Polykrates'
independence,

Of the few onc~-sidcd coins which ern be ascribed
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to Samos with any confidence, the half-stater with

type of a cow will belong to the period following the
fall of Sardeis, and the sixths with lion's scalp
between that time and the adoption of the Lydo-lilesian
standard 1n Samos. |



CHRONOLOGICAL TABLE

prnasa— —

Date Government & Politics Evidence Heraion® Coins

533 |Power seized by Poly~- Hdt.i1ii |[Building

krates and his brothers.|39;:useh | started
¢530 |Banishnent of Pytha- Strabo Lydo-liilesian
gorass sole tyranny of |638,et0. 'winged boar'
| Polykrates, Hat,l,c. issue.
525 |Egyptian expedition of |Hat,.iii
Kambyses: Samian aid, 44-5,
528(4 | Spartan attack on Adt,ii1
Samoss unsuccessful, 46, S4ff
522 |Nurder of Pclykratesg Hdt,1ii
Kaiandrios succeeds, 120-5%
1427,
¢519 |Maiendrios expelled by [Hdt.iii |PBuilding
Otaness Syloson tyrant. |144ff. stopped.

6315 | Aiakes succeeds. Heavy Samian
‘obverse cow!
issue,

¢513 | Aiakes =and other tyr— Hdt,.1iii Types of lion's

ants on Dareios' Sky- 13815 so2lp and fore-

thian expeditiong 1951 QISé part of cow now

Semian hankokles Hat,iv 8 regularttriobol

bridges the Bosporos, with triple rev,
berder,

¢510 Vork re- Tirst tetradrachm

comrzenced

e -

L The information contained in this column I owe to the

kindness of Professor .. Buschor.
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Work re- | Second tetra-
cormenced| drachm,
l6503 | l Third Tetradrachm
499 |Aiakes expelled: Hdt.vi.1l3| Inter- Tetradrachm Cl,
Ionian Revolt., ruption. 75%’ ;ég&tg;ﬂ
art e
| and triobol,
49% |Battle of Lade, Hdt,vi. Vork re-
return of Aiakes. 6vl7,25, |sumed.
494 |Pall of Miletos: 18f¢.
Samians to Zankle 22ff, g
431 | Ionian tyrants ex- Hat,.vi. 'Symbol' series
pelled,democracies 43 and fractions.
established by
Mardonios.
480 | Selamis; Samos aids Hdte.viii
Persiaj; Theomestor 853 Diod.
made tyrant., xi 3.
479 | Mykale: Ionia freed, | (Hdt. ix
¢470 90f¢f. Vork now |('Constant Olive'
abandoned
till Hel~
lenistic
period.
€468 | Surymedon: death of Hill, ,
Samian commsnder Sources
Mailandrios., B 123,
€459 | Expedition to Bgypt: Ibid.,
Samisn contingent., B 113,
 ——




454

453

452
449

440

439

427
415

412

404

398
397

Disaster in Lgypts
transfer of Delian
Confederate treasury
t0 Athens after
Semian proposal.

i che seize
LDuier

Peace of Kallias,

Hevolt of Samos

Revolt crushedj
denccrecy established;
indemnity to be paid,

Oligarchs still in
gxile at Ansmi=,

Saxians take part in
Sicilian expedition,

Oligarchic revolution,

Denoeractic counter-
revolution, Athenions

Vmaka Samos their base,

Samos teken by Ilys-
ander: return of the
Geomoroi

Thuk,1
109f; lst
Quota
113@’ Plu,
grist.xxv

Diod.xii
4.4,

Thulk.i

115=-Tsecf,
Sechel.Ar.
Vasp. 283 .

* Thuk,

ibid,

 Thuk,iii

32.2,

. Thuk.vii

5Te 4

?(biod.xiii

34)

; ThﬂkiViié

21 1G 1

; 101 ,Io2.

Xen.,Hell.
ii 303' 60

Ornamental
collar,

m

s g

- |
E(RATI0S

Attic-weight
tetradrachms,
"drachns, etc,

,Laglstratea

P PSLTHE
ANANTHL
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396

395
394

391
365

323
322

Battle of Knidos:
Alliance of Samos
with Rhodes and
others,

Timotheos captures
Samos, makes it an
Athenian klerouchys
Samians expelled,

Death of Alexander,
Return of the exiles,

Xen,Hell.

iv 3.111%

Isokr.xv
1113cf.IG
II 1 %83.
11 699,20,

Diod.xviii
18.9.

HIH L
AM

HCH2 ANA T
%&1&5&5
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AFPENDIX A
The Lion and the Cow

The two basic types of sll Samisn tetradrachms
are the obverse lion's scalp =nd the reverse forepart
of a cow, If, therefore, coin-types are to be credited
with any religious significance, one or both of these
should symbolize the most important loczl deity. Ané
there can be no doudt that this was Hera, I shall
first discuss the types aeparatély, and then in con-
3unctien?

Ihe Lion's Scalp.

What evidence is there to connect Hers with the

lion? Gardner, though evidently more attracted by the
idea of & link between Hera and Kybele or Atergatis,
nevertheless offered some evidence of the occurrence of

the lion in association with Hera in an Hellenic context.l

M

i, S 13ff, largely derived from Overbeck, Griechische

M iii 356, Unhappily Gardner obscrves
e appositeness of the line of Homer ... in which |

Hera is herself called a lion = ¢r¥! ce Abgvik yuveuTiv \

2eic  OUKEY KLY INKE iATIKTApev v ¢ €68 Az 6

- where the reference no doubt is to Herso's functions

in child-birth', (Iliad xxi 483). In fact the words

are spoken not to Hera, but by her to Artemis. The

irony of their meaning nseds no emphasis,
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In an apparently early scene of the Judgement of Paris,
Aphrodite carries a flower and Athena an owl, while

Hera is preceded by a lion and a bird.l

A red-figure
scene of the same subject shows Hera holding a lion in
her hand,?  But in both these cases the lion probably
represéntn Hera's offer to Paris of domination over
Asia -~ a8 in the latter scene Athena carries a helmet
to represent prowess in war, and Aphrodite an eros for
love, Thus the lion would be symbolic of the occasion
portrayed, rether than of Hera generally.

The most important evidence wes not yet lknown when
Gardner wrote, He could indeed refer to Tertullian's
account of 'a statue of Hera at Argos beneath the feet
of which wes a lion's skin', But he failed to draw
even legitimate conclusions from it. Tertullian's
words araz3

Iunoni uitem Callimachus induxit; ite et Argis

signum eius pelmite redimitum subiecto pedibus

corioc leonino insultanten ostentat nouercanm de
exuulis utriusque priuigni.

l. Recorded by VWelcker, Alte Demkmaler v 388 no,22,
as in Agrigento.

2. Berlin 2536: ARV 7723 Gerhard, Antike Bildworke
Pl‘BBg photograph in Brunn-Bruc
Pe6. See velcker, op,cit. 398, cf.38é.

3, De Coropne vii,

«660,
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The phrase ita et Argis introduces a description of a
statue of Here other than that mentioned by Xellimachos,
of which, however, at least one feature is the same:

ite red + The run of Latin makes 1t clear
that Kallimechos' statue, too, had the lion's skin,
Tertullian, then, adds that the symbels of lion's skin
end vine belonged to =an Argive state of Hers, es well as
that about which ¥Xallimaches wrote, And it was alrezdy
known that the poet had in fact written of the Samian
ault~statua,l But the conclusion does not depend upon
such conjecture; for there has come to light a papyrus
paraphrase of ¥allimschos, written in the second century
AvDs, which gives part of the psasage to which Tertullien

refers, It reads ns follawa:g

“Hen Gy Loy weel e T xee Kpielec €erve
il\é\e-vu éc% ™ S NINS) “He « TeL ELAELY € -
Aee Tode "Tf"xdc &HT\'E:LOY. %‘(gc 2! 2331*
Qe Aeoviy BeAMTcOwe | He NoLepugal

5 TOV Qe voBwv Tlidwv “H ol ke -
0uC Wi A\ievucovy ‘

—— » ———

1. Plutach, (Je¢ Dov & Xz dud.  £r,10 (Lor
VOlaVii P¢49 Eemt), ﬁiti@» iv fr' lOOPfaifg.ar.

[4 .
2, I,Norsa e G,Vitelli, &'Wy{n<'< 4di Poemi di
Cellimnco (Floremce 1934) iv 30, 3 #muelec 3
ePfAve O o The textual superfluities are,
of course, due to 2 confusion of the two construc-
tions of indirect speech.
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The important similarity between the Samian and
Argive statues should not arouse our suspicions,
Indeed it was to be expected, for we read in Athens-
goras thet 4 dé v $pw Hed ¢w & Aeqyer Spididoc
xeee (se. ).} It 18 to Smilis' stetue, not to the
chryseléphantine work of Polykleitos, that Tertullian
should be understood to refer, That it survived the
fire which destroyed the archaic Heraion may be in-
dlcated by Pausanias, who speeks of the Polykleitan
2 One

is described as ix wWiovec “’.’(-‘Jl\ai "({(1( ey 0V $

statue, then mentions two much earlier ones.

the other #{y4+oTatov and made of pear-wood, was
KLG«"JNM ’-'k,.dxv.a. o V:‘I"l' end had been pirated from
Tiryns, Ve must reject Pausanias' reletive deting:
the statue on a pillar will be of the eighth century,
the seated figure the seventh-century cult-statue of
Argive Hers at Tiryns.® It is with the latter that

1. Pro Chrigticnis xvii, Ksllimachos Altia iv fr.100
Pf, calls Smilie Skelmis, It may be thought sus-
picious that arb\vx is a lmife (first in Ax».Thesm. 779),
later aﬁg@lp or's chisel (AP vii 429); cfli cpareduerd,
Are.Ran, . »

24 II xvii 5.

3. H.L, Lorimer, Homer and the l'onumunts, 444, with
' references to furthcr discusaion.




‘we are concerned, since it zlone may be of Smilis!?
date,t
The cult-stotue, however, will only help our case
if it is not only itself earlier then the coins of which
we treat, but also if the lion's skin at its feet was
an original - or at least esrly - fezture. Fortunately
there cen be¢ no doubt of the former, end little of the
latter condition. TFor in addition to its menifestly
archeic etyle, as evidenced by its representations
upon 1mparial'coins,2a miniature rellief of 1t occurs
punched on to the reverse of an electrum piece of the
early sixth century, while 2 second punch-mark apparently
contzins & grape vine, Further, the rough obverse
type can rezdily te recognised as a lion's leasd or
acalp.3
But the significonce of the lion is harder 40 ex-
plain, Ideally, the explanation should account fgr

its prescnee at Argos also, and give a good rersun for

l. He is contemporary with Deidelos, Peus, VII iv 4,
whorm Diod, ivl#appesrs to assign to the mid-seventh
cantury, nmaking him responsible for the tromsition
from primitive xoanon to early kouros type.

2, See, for instance, BLC Ionia Pl.,xxxvii 1,2,5,6.
3. Plate XLIII 3: Babslon, Trnite II i 206f, no.356,

Pl,ix,3: cited by R, Pfeiffecr, Callimachus i 106,
whom I follow here,




3s°

the sculpturally more difficult skin, rather than
merely the lion itself,

Ve must understend both the Diegesis =nd Tertullian
- and so, presumably, Eallimachos himself - to say that
the lion's skin represented M(af& v & ae, of
Herskles, while the vine was Mfc(},gat of Dionysés.
And the lion's skin is in art the regular garment of
Hersakles, But for this very reason it may de thou@t
that Kallimachos! whole interpretation is = learned
Alexandrian fiction, end should be rejected. Instead,
we should return to an explanation more fashionable
with another generation., Here in Samos is an hellen-
ization of the great goddess of Asia Linor, and no
special argument is necessary to connect the latter with
lionss Thet the Greeks did sometimes identify this
goddess with liera 15 shown by pseudo-Lucian, who speaks
of ¢4 Me "Hewe M Accuelqe et Hierapolis., Later
he completes our case: Wt pw ‘Heuv AEevive @ &€ ouct 7
To this we may add that the hormed polos which the
Samian cult-statue wears is Syro-Hittite of the late

le De Dea Syria 1, 31



Bronge Age, and belongs prﬁpcrly‘ta.ﬁatarta.l

It
ococurs in no other Greek city, end so forges a special
link between Samian Hers and the ﬁaat.a An unpublished
dedication from the Samian Heraion is the statuette of
a recumbent lion, dedicated to Hera in the second quarter
of the sixth century by Eumnastos of Sparta. He, at
least, tﬁcught such an offering appropriaste,
The reason for the presence 0f the empty skin of
the lion is, I believe, simple, it was, I would suggest,
not part of the sculpture, but an actusl lion's skin; as,
in the same way, the goddess' clothes were reesl clothes
in which her nsked wooden form was ceremonially robad.3
The weakness of the above explanation of the lion
is that it gives no comnnection with Argos. But if my
notion of the reality of the skin is right, it will
have been an added feature, brought to Argos at a later

date under Semian 1nspiration.4 At any rate, any

1, BUC Iggﬁa Pl.xxxvii 2,5,6 (not o vose with hendles)s
ct, rda;'a, AJr Ixiv(ﬂbo) 350y

24 For Samian connections with the :fast in this period,
see for instance T.J. Dunbabiw, The Greeks end their

Bastern Neighbours, London 1957, 28,37,50, &iv
er references,
3. €f, 1nécription, Abh,ﬁitt.Xxviiy(1953) 46£f, Tef,0-10.
4, Unless, of course, Smilis worked first to Scmian speci-

ficationa, and thun duplicated this feature of his
Samian stetue,



explanation which followed Kallimachos would awkwardly

presuppose an Heraklesn rather than Hersic aignificanca.l

1. It is, perhaps worth considering the form of an
explanation along the lines suggested by Kallimachos,
There is an obvious link between Hers and the lion's
skin which Herakles wore, It was surely thzt of
the Nemean lion., Apollodoros, it is true, states
that the skin wes token from the lion of Kithalron
vwhich ravaged the flocks of Amphitryon and Thespios,
and which lier-kles slew in his early years, before
the period of the Labours (Bibl.II iv 10), But
he is contrndicted by Diodoros and Eyginus, both of
whom say that is was fhe Nemean lion whose skin
Hernkles wore (Diod, IV xi 4§ Hyg.Fab, xxx 2,
Pfeiffer, o,c,1 445, prefers to belleve Apollodoros.
But here v 1) is the version of the story which
features Nolorchos, and thig c-nnot be traced further

back then kRallimochos: ef /Probug/in Verﬁi Georg.
iii 19, 'sed Yolorchi mentio est o , achun in
ARewr 1ibristsy ond ¥allim, £r,59,16Pf, uc T Molog-
(xerec & cf, also RE_ =xvi 13 g,V, Nolorchos (J, Pley),
'die Sage hat ihre Verbreitung gefunden durch Falli-
machos', The version is known to several later
writers, at least two of whom were confessedly ac=
quaintaé with Yallimachos' version, ¢f, Tibullus I ii
253, ¥artial IV xxtii 4, X iv 12, Xall, would only
know that the lion in Samos was that whose skin liera-
kles wore: thot he confused the identity of the lion
does not invalidete his interpretation in general).
The authority for the aseription of the skin to the
Nemean lion wgs Peisemdros of Iameiros ([=ratosth. pi
¢ataster, xii e, dr Wrel wires (Sc.Tey welrey 7>\ o) Neleavdaoc o To0oc
Waia WM daChv JD8Y EXELY ... ouToc fenr & & MepEy va'udTod qovevBeic.
Clem,Alex,5tr, vi 25,2 accuscs Peisandros of plagiarisn
from Peisanos of Lindos, of whom, however, nothing
more is known)., This is important, in that Peisondros
may well have been a centamporargﬂof Smilis, Suidas
gives his date as OL, xxxiii (648-645 B.C.), while
others, he says, made the poet a contemporary of
sumolpos, and earlier thon Hesiod. This chronology
is questioned (ef, L xix 144 s,v. Peisandros), the
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most important argument being that features of
the cvv of Herakles ascribed to the in-
vention of Peisandros are said bg Athenaios to
be innovations of Stesichoros (512£-513a),
But inssmuch as Stesichoros wgs better known,
we may feel inclined to trust those who, surely
eware of the latter, nevertheless ascribed the
inventions to Peisandros, The arguments agaeinst
a seventh-cantury date are not at all conclusive,
The identification of the lion'at Hera's
feet with the Nemean lion gives a plausible connec-
tion with Argos, The beast had been Hera's
nursling in the Argive hills, =s Hesiod reminded
the literery public (Theo .éé'r-ezg cf. Bakchylides,
%;;g&%g; ¢d,Snell 1949, 9(8)6££.), But she had
erse elibverately sent it to attack Herakles
(Schol,Germ,Arat.p,72, 1 Breys, 'leomem .,, ad
Herculis exitium demissum c¢selo a Iunoua.’s. Tor
him to lay 1lts skin at her feet, therefore, was
a symbol of reconciliation, And the feature was
appropriate at Samos also, Poxr though Hera wes
the chief deity, Herskles was probably “/uvwv
KTic™y¢ 3 he wag so revered at Perinthos, a
Samian colony (Gardner, o.c.l4, 343 Pl, v 13),
£nd we léarm that in gratitude for their deli-
verance from Persia the Samians cmployed no less
an artist than Nyron to meke statues for the
Heraion - of Zeus, as chief of the gods; of Athene,
as patroness of the liberators of Greece; and of
Herzkles (Strabo 637: they were eyt Aohecexd
'oéeogtévf e pr¥e Qe ewc e The nmotive for
the dedication =2nd the consequent interpretation
seems a reasonable inference in the light of the
period of liyron's activity., I cannot think of
the stetue of lerckles as a tribute to Sparta).
The best interpretation of the Herakles statue is
that here t00 he was  1dvwur RTIC M . S0
the obverse symbol would be both an Heraic symbol
(though somewhat vicariously) and o symbol of
Ionian unity, And it would have application at
Argos. But I cannot seriously believe that all
this ococurred to enyone in the sevenih century,
and prefer the explsnation already put forward in
the text,



ifhe Forepaxt of a Cow.

- I% has been usual to call the animal a bull rather
then a cow on general grounds of appearance, 'the thicke
ness of the neck,' as Gardner observed, 'being a strong
indication,'’ But the conclusion is most unsafe:
anyone who has compared the he=d of, aay, a Hereford
cow with that of a Guermsey bull will lmow how rmuch
faith to put in that sort of argument,. Zven anong the
bull-like beasts on the enrly tetradrachms, one coin
shows an unmistakable cow.z And the animals of the
'Constant olive' geriee certainly look 28 much like
cows as their predecessors look like bulls, <e¢ must
for th: moment leave this question to be decided in the
light of the most attractive interpretation of the type.
Our first instinct will be to see here another syrbol
of Hara, She was clearly connected with oxen., Vhite

cows were sacrificed to har.3 The Argive Heraion lies

—————

1, gngeit. 16, whence (et seqq.) 21l quotations of
ardner in the present section.

2, No, 13.

3. ggggl. Pindar Ql,vii 152, with Senec= /gamemno
L]



lies at the foot of the hill iuboie.® The handles
of krateres dedicated in the Heraion at Samos were
commonly in the form of an ox's haad.2
We seek an obvious, stresightfoiward, allusion, in-
telligible to all who handled the coins, Gardner
wigely did not 'venture to pronounce for the soundness
of the view that Hera ﬁo wwe was in early days re-
presented with the head of a cow like the Lgyptian
Athor and Ieis,' A more crucial question is whether,
- even if this had been the case, the Samians in the
letter part of the sixth century would have becn aware
of 1t. I doubt this,> Nevertheless I suggest thet
the ‘cow' was adopted guite simply as a canting badge
inspired by the Rowwme worvie "Hey  of epic verse,

de Pausanias II xvii 1,

2, Several have been found, only one published:
Ze Buschor, Altsamische Standbilder figs 224f,

4

3, There wes at Samos a cult ™3 Keéxwveroc Qievucov
(Aeli=n, de Nat,Animal,vii 48, from Zratosthenes
and EZuphorion.) Pliny, NH viii 56-8, explains that
it wos initiated by one Llpis who had extracted a
bone from = lion's jaw. On the strength of this
A4B,Cook, JHS xiv (1904) 108-9, suggests that the
story only has point for the cult-epithet if
Dionysos was himself thought of as a lion, I
suggest rathexr that Elpis gave Dionysos the epithet
merely because he had supposed the docile lion to
be the god in disguise., But if (more probably)
the story is feslse, we no longer have any lion to
explain, I would connect the story with the
reverse type of the 'winged boar' triobols.
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as the owl of Athenian coins recelled the other epic
heroine, \‘)\&uuamc’ Aowvy o1 In Homeric usege,
fove means ‘cow' unless qualified by the additionm of
Tdugot or Ygcwv .2 Bowmc therefore meens ' cow-
faced', for otherwise Homer would have writtemn | «vewac,
Kow this is just what Nonnos did4 write: he speaks of

a8 cult rdvcwndoc "Hewc  (not et Semos) ,3 and yet
there is no example of the use of Téveoc or its
derivatives for any but the male animal, TFortunately,
he uses the same epithet ot-10,4 of the mex of whosase
mythical shape there is no doubts his usage is loose,
and a metter of metrical converiencs,

Let us examine the alternatives,  Painstakingly
avoiding the obvious, Gerdner sugeested alternatively
that the 'bull' might be a river-god, truncated because
half-submerged, like the River Gela, or like the foun-
tain Hypereia at Pherai, which 'issues as a h21lf horse
from rocks,' But the Geloan coins are no parallel,
because the bull'e significsnce is there unmistakable
only in virtue of his humsn hend, A didrachr, poesidbly

S

1. Was Samos inspired by the Athenian example? Certainly,
if the didrachm BlC Ioni=z 350.8 is not Samian, If
it 1s, then the new date of the Athenien 'owls' (NC
19%6 szf) rules this out. -

2, Cf, Iliad 17.3893 20.495: but regularly feminine.

3. Dﬁigaiaca 47.711.
4. [ ] ® 90
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of Sanmos, in the British luseum, has as its obverse
type a '"bhull' often supposed to bve manwhoadsd.l But
if the 'bull' is indeed men-hsaded (which I do not
believe), that will be a conclusive against the coin's
being SDamian, As for Hypereia, at Fheral the fountain
is in fact very suitably represented ‘sous la forme
d'une tete de lion de la gusule duquel Jaillit une
nappe d’oau',z an ordinary water-spout, that is, of
the kind regulaerly affixed to temples, The horse is
a common type throughout Thessaly, and is therefore
likely to be symbolic of Poseidon Hippios, who was
widely worshipped.> Again, a canting bedge. At
Pherai the horse issues from rocks, no doubt recalling
the god's creation of the first horaez4
Primus ab =zequores percussis cusplde saxis
Thessalicus sonipes, bellis feralibus owmen,
exsiluit,
No happier is Gardner's suggestion that & connection
might be sought not with Here but with Artemis, ‘'There

was a temple of Artemis Tauropolos at Samos,' he assertis,

1. BNC Ionia 350.8, Pl.xxxiv 3,

2, Iraite II i col,l024, Pl,x1iii 17-20: on the lost the
water is actually shown flowing.

3o Evidence in R& viii coll.l713-9, 8.V, Hippios.

4, Lucan Phars, vi 396ff, of. —teie BaVe (mrrec o
0 oceddurv; Paus, VII xxi 8.
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- eiting Stephanos of Byzantion as his authority. A
glance at Stephanos' text furnishes the following in-
formations  1ougoaolev 6~ 5\;‘14»4( M(ﬁ}uéoc

TEQ e - 2Te4« Rwv 10', There is no reason to credit
Stephanos with clairvoyance passing the authority of
his source: Stredo in Book xiv (639) does indeed mention
a temple of Artemis Tauropolos. But the sccne has
already shifted to the neighdbouring island of Ikaris
(four sentences previously), and the mention of the

city of Oinoe in the sentence in question should have
recalled this fzet even to Stephsnos. Strabo does

not use the epithet or =any cognz=te formation elsewhere
in Book xiv, and only onoe more in the whole of his
work, this time for Artemis at Ikaros in the Luphrates
ottuary.l No other writer rentions a Tauropolion at
Semos, and we shall look in vein for any evidence to
support Gardner's assertion thzt festivasls of Artemis
Teuropolos ‘'are not unknown in the history of ihe

island’,

l. 1766



Having shown the likelihood of a conmsection between
Hera and these two ocoin-types separately, we are in a
position to argue the sama'conclusion from their con-
Junction., ¥When Rhoikos dbuilt the first great Heralon
in the firat half of the sixth century, not jong after
the gtriking of the electrum coin with cult-statue, vine,
and lion's scalp, he constructed an altar of the goddess
in front.l This altar was retained for the second
great temple, begun ¢.530, and was finally replaced
in marble in Roman times, the original poros having
decayed. The restorers were careful to copy the design
of the archaic alter in precise detail, and their
accuracy mey be seen by comparing the surviving froge-
ments of architectural ornament of the archaic altar
with those from its successor, Fragments of a friege
from the marble restoration survive, on which the princi-
pal motif ecppezars to involve lions =2nd oxen, These
are very close in style to the earliest of the lion/cow
coina with which we are concerned; =ond it would seem

likely that the types were sdopted directly from the

—

1. £, Buschor, 'Heraion von Somos: Porosfriese?,
Ath,Mitt, lviit (1933) 1ff, Beil. i-iid,

s%1



altar, whose subject must itself have been chosen

for its eppropriateness to the goddess honoured.l

1. Our interpretation of the 'cow' is challenged by
the zppesrsnce of a whole bull on an almost cer=
teinly Samian gold coin of c¢.320 (MNum,Chron., 1932,
Pl.xvi 6). But a trident above expressly marks
it as the bull of Poseidon.

sto



APPINDIX B

Summary of Veight-Standerds in Use at Sqomos

Tetradrachm
Didrachm
Drachm
Tetrabol
Triobol
Diobol
Trihemiobol
0bol
Tritemorion
Hemiobol

Tetradrachm
Didrachm
Drachm
Tetrobol
Iriobol
Diobol
Trihemiobol
Obol
Iritemorion
Hemiobol

uboie

17.40gnn0x,

8.70gn,
4.35em,
2e gomt
2.18gm.
1.45em.
1.09gn.
Q.738n.
O.54gm,
0. 36mo

Samian

13,00-13.10¢m,

6,45~ 6,55enm,
3¢18-~ 3,28gn,
2. 08“ 2.18@30
1.54- 1,64,
099~ 1,09gm,
Os 72~ 0¢82ﬁﬁ¢
0e45= 0.558m,
Oe3l= O.41lgm,
OslT= 0427gm.

Lydo=liilesion

14,20gn.max,
7910@1‘:
3.55en.
2¢3Tem,
la78$M0
l.lﬁgm.
0.89gm.
0« 59gn,
O.44gn,
0.30em,

Attice

C.l7.C0gm.
8.50ar.
4. 25@.
2.83&m-
2el3em.
l.43gm.
1,06gn,
O T1lgne
.53,
O« 3Tem.

70 58" 7. 68@.
374~ 3. 84@0

.20 46- 2, 56@1’5.

1.82- 1.92gn,.
1,18~ 1.28¢gn,
0,86~ .96,
Oe54= 0,64,
0e 38~ 0,48,
0,22= 0.32¢0,

Heavy Sami=n
13.40gn.max,  Stater
6070@. 1/2
3.35gm., 1/4
2.23gm, 1/6
1. 68@. 1/8
l.)l2gm, 1/12
0.84¢n, 1/16
0.42gn, 1/32
0.28¢m, 1/48
Fhodi-n
15.,25=15,35¢m,. Stater

1/2
1/4
1/6
1/8
1/12
1/16
1/24
1/32
1/48

54!
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APPERNDIX C
Vho was Batis?

I have dated the coins insorived C(MiBATI0S
4430, and tentatively aseéibed them to the Geomoroi
in exile at Anaias VWhat 1s to Dde said of the in-
scription? Presumably it records the name of the
man under whose authority the coins were struck,
Again, presumaebly, the record represents ¢ and
the genitive of the name RATIS .1 The name ocours
later as that of the Persisn governor of Gaga in the
tinme of Alexandﬁr,a
official appointed by Pissouthnes to oversee the
Sanmian community. On the other hand, it is quite

and so might here bdelong to an

possible that a Samian leader is referred to: -
is a common enough termination for Samian names,
But I think it may be possible to identify Batis

more closely. Suidas, B,V. Bliva RPdpac 8ays
2 ov 'p-i.)(é..;v KLY  JUNATWY . KuTd Acdem/\u‘lv

0¢ Yvdyvwe TEov.

-

l, Gardner, op.cit., 46, ndluces contempornry parnllels
from Abdarea, f. Herodotean usnge, vi. 98, viii 44 etc.

20 Aman, gﬁ&b&aéﬁ i1 25.4.
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Hesychios, under the same lemma, gives the followingzl

duo TLOFA bvbpura: ?cﬁ‘\e'-\fd:r'reu % o obvwvivmc
2 ’ - - c - ’
b fuapw w0 v3 e THese Teed 00w RuiTat Kiputc

2« pioc "H-P‘;) ﬂf'\véﬁ 9\'\€v\v %/vel—évms.

We have no notion of the date of the inscription to
which Hesyohios refersy though it is unlikely that any-
one collected inscriptions to illustrate proverbs after
the first century B.Cs Hesychios and Suidas both tell
us that 8024'3 and K :te-tf are two separate words, Vhat ecan
have been the grounds for this belief? The collector
of the inscription may have noted a mark of punctuation
betwecn themg or it may be that in popular uscge the
phrese was s0 pronounced, with two accents, This belief
can only have been right if one of the words is in the
genitive., The nccentuation Bt suggests that this
word 1s a Doric genitive, and this interpretation was
favoured by ancient opinion. But it is opposed by the
Ionic dialect of the second half of the inscription,
which is enphasized by the occurrence of “Heac in the
preceding explanation, Now there is, on the other hnnd,

’
no resson to rule out B&t3 y ond we notice that Bamc

—

W His codig;;_jzcgs has ,3olc7=w¢-p=¢c Ces Adcwwumc:
emendation from Suides ~nd (=2cc. Latte's app.orit.)
Proverbla. Bodleiona,



in Arrian has the first syllable short., I
suggest that it is nore likely - since the lexicographers
can only have guessad at the answer - that the genitive
is contained in e corrupt reading of AP or xApeg,

The former is geographically suitsble, while the latter
ocours as the name of a ruler of Telchioussa in the sixth
seantury, find Teichioussa is only about thirty nmiles
from Anais and Samaa.l

It seems unlikaly that the neme 3474 is native
Samian. But the coin has the genitive of B«&mc , and
is Samiang a.nd we meat Byme later as the Greek form of
a barbarian (Persisn) name, I suggest therefore that
Ry+> and 8«me were the successive names of a foreign
immigrant who obtained Samian nationslity. I eannot
explain why i%va ghould have become BAre in particular,
But Bardiye was thought equivalent to the already all but
Semian 2peedc L ang OAXTC 4g the Greck form of Datweh.
The Greek termination - 'c for barbarian - is also, in

). - corioa J\ ~€oc ah anm e Cadon Joaks be

Tod, GHE 1 2 &, Wipperixwe Nt Ocokioc .
2. EKyros' son, and the llagos, Id.iii 6l; Smerdies,
Aelien VH ix 4,

s



fact, common throughout western Anetolio,l  There is
thus no reason why Rume and &[‘r:l should not derive
from the same barbarian original.,

There is one other plece of evidence to associate
Bate with the Geomoroi, whose coin we are considering,
According to Suidas, KV7e Kufsc was proverbial
Zon v Tdxfwy N& IVVaATWY o tfor the wealthy =nd
powerful', This is the only sense¢ in which the two
words will form a logicel oombinatian.2
dvveroc is thus used without qualification of respebt,

But when

its meaning is specialised, This may be demonstrated

from Thukydides ii 65,2, where b per dqpec is enti-
thetie to of 08 duvuvel wAd KmueTd vard M yuev
0?030\*"‘“ Te Ul waluTedeel kutucuiugic duslul rdrec.,

the landed aristoeracy, in fact. The Herodotean use

of o Wl x €ec is precisely similar, applied to the
great landowmers in political opposition to the 4y pec

in Naxos, Chalkis, =nd Aigina.3 ‘nd the formative years
of Herodotos' political vocabulary may well have been spent

in Samos.4

l, J. Sundwall, ‘Bdie einheimischen Namen der Lykier', ilio,
Beitrage zur =lt,Gesch. 1913, passim,

« : 248w Y : ed, imperceptively.
%« ;{Bg ﬂig?_@'dg;t%_‘c& P has been proposed, imp D y
3e Suidas 8,v. ‘Heoderoc.

123 i o




gq6

It is therefore not unreasonable %o suppose that
Batie was the leader of the exiled Geomoroi at Anaia,
that is, their eponymous magistrate, He would, of course,
be sadly out of place in thls aristocracy of birth.l
But that may be the very resson for the survival of his
otherwise undistinguiahed name in proverd - a democratic

reproach to the Geémoroi.

l, PFor the definition of the Geomoroi, v.sup., pr.166ff,



APPENDIX D
The Semians at Zankle

The purpose of this Appendix is not to give a
complete account ¢f the Sarian coinage issued at Zankle,
Useful studies alrosdy exist,’ and I wish only to catew
logue encugh examples to facilitate the stylistic com-
parison whick I proposed or pp. >51¢. The volue of
the coins in hoaord evidence has already been noted on
p. 559 ,2

I take it that the beginning of the series is to
be set in 494 or 493, since the Samians left for the
vest immediately after the Battle of Lade in 495.3
The coins fall into two groups, an unlettered issue of

indeterminste duration, and four or five issues

l. FH..e Gilelow, 'die Silberpragung von Danlle-liessanal,
litt.der Beyer,llum,Ges, xlviii (1930), 36ff, with
references 0 the earlier litercturey L.S5.Ge
Robinson, 'Rhegion, Zanklu-iessana, -nd the Sanians',
JHS 1xvi (1946),

24 For completeness I must mention the I‘essina honrd of
1875, from which the Sarian tetrodrzchm No, 45 wos
wrongly seid to have come (Babelon, lev.lun, 1894,

2783 following von Sallet, Z,fur I.1876, 1353 ~nd (7§,
103t Noe, 0,¢. No. 685.).

3. Hat. vi 22ff; T.J. Dunbobin, The estern Grecks (1948)
390ff, 433f, for discussion of thc date,

51



distinguished by a letter in the field.t

The un=-
lettered coins are of rather more primitive workmanship
than the lettered, But there is no evidence from die-
linkage to show whether the letters form an alphabetic
gequence, On historical grounds Dr, Robinson has
shown it to be likely that the letters mark years of

iasue, 2

Thus the series would come to an end by
c.489, taking the unlettered coins to he a single
preliminary issue,

I cstalogue all exomples of tetradrachms kmown to
me, together with representatives of the fractional

demoninations.

l, A, &, and 3 hove becn found: 1 and & have becn
conjectured.

2, Opscit. 15, ¥.8up., pp-372f.



OBVERSE REVERSE
Lion's scalp facing, upon Prow of a Samaina to left,
a boss, - within circular dotted border,
the whole in an incuse cirecle,
ZA1 2B 1
21 17.,05gms Berlin.,

Gielow No.85, Pl.viig
Z,f8r Num,1i4 (1876), Pl.ii 6.

ZA 2

£ 2 17,20gms Untraced,
Gielow No,84j
Jameson 643
Hess T.x.1907, 604 (Berlin dupl,.)s
Imhoof-Blémer Coll.

ZB 2

23 17.31gm: London, BM,
Gielow No,333
Gardner 41 No,l, Pl.i 173
Hill, Hist,Gk Coins (1906), Pl.ii 12,

ZA 3 ZB 3

Z 4 16.86gm: London, BM,
Gielow No,82, Pl,viijs
SHNG 11 (Lloyd) 10381s
Taville 1 (Pozzi 1920) 3183
Evans Coll,

ZA 4 2B 4

25 17,22gms Berlin,
Gielow No,86, Pl,viij
Z,P8r Num,xxxvii (1927) Pl.v 241y
Zagazlg Noard,

ZB 5
Z 6 17.20gm: Untraced.

Gielow No,87;
Teuardent 9.,v,.1910, 551.
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28

29

Z 10
z 1l

23 12

oo

A 5 ZB 6 Infield, A,
17,00gms London, BM,
H.A.Cahn, 1952,
ZA 6 ZB 7 In field, A,

17.23gms Paris 2258,
Gielow No,88j
Traite Pl,1xxi 12

8L, Nan. 114 (1900), Pl.11 154
V. m.1894’ Pl.x 15.

ZA 7 ZB 8 Infield, H o

16,96gms Vienna 18021,
Gielow No.89%

C.Michael Wiczay Cat. (1814) Pl.xxiii 499
Sestini, Museun Heaervarianum ii 208,
ZB 9 In field, ¥ .
s M,Aziz Beglou,

ZA 8 ZB 10 In field, 7,

16,97gm: Cambridge, icClean Coll,
cat.2377, P1l.78,9%
Tlelow No.903
Hirseh xiv (1905) 531.

s Oxford, E.3,G.Robinson,
Anatolia Hoard, 1959,

Of the above, Nos 1, 2, 8, and 11, appear to have come from

the Messina Hoard, 1875, .

There is a forgerys

2 13

ZA 9 2B 11 In field,\:,a retrograde
abbreviation of ... .-

16.30gm: Untraced,
Gielow No,92, Textfigur 7j
Cahn, 1.1929.

Both style anc weight are wrong. It is this coin
that is catalo%ued as O of the lettered series by
Robinson and others,




FRACTIONS,

Types as tetradrachm,

Trihemiobol

Tritartemorion

Tetartemorion

1.,10gms Berlin,
Gardner, Pl,1 183
Imhoof-Bllmer Coll,

1.04gms Oxford, Ashmolean Mus,
Both dies different.

w—= In field, a helmet,

1,06gm: Oxford, Achmolean ius,

M., M, A.G., B&SQK-Q Liste lS‘jcS;
Bame obverse, different reverse,

1,26gm: London, B,
SNG 11 (Lloyd) 1082,

-—w NO symbol,

0.48gms Cembridge, Fitazwilliam Mus,
SHG Fitz,.vus, (iv) 1064,

O 1l4gms Oxford, Ashmolean Mue,

O.13gms Cambridge, Fitzwillianm :us,
SNG Fitz,Mus, (iv) 1065;
same obverse, different reverse,

6o\



CATALOGUE

OF
TETRADRACHMS



(o3

THE ARCHAIC TETRADRACH4S

OBVERSE REVERSE

Lion's scalp facing. Head and neck of cow to
right, truncation dotted,
within a dotted squarej the
whole in an incuse square,

Al Type closely B1l Small incuse square,
surrounded by a
dotted circle,

1 12.20gms London, B,
BMC 351,19, Pl,xxxiv 8
Gardner 28 No.5, Pl.i 3,

N 12.75guas Berlin,
Imhoof-Blimer Coll,
A2 Type upon a boss B 2
with dotted rinm,

2 13.,2Tgms New York, ANS,
eTeliewell Collg
oought in Cairo,

A3 B3

Z 12.,97gms London, WBiie
BMAC 351.°21.

A¢ b 4
Z 13,05gm: berlin,

Fox Coll,
AS B35

~ 12,72gm: bBoston 04,1050,
Brett 19523
Regling 1147,

B 6

-2 13.04gn: London, i,
B3:4C 351,203
overstruck on coin of Kyrene,
cf.3iC Cyrenaica Pl.,iii 5 ete.

B 17

/ 12.85gn: Psris 2231,
Traite II 1 462, Pl.xi 29,




THE FIPTH-CLHNTURY TETRADRACHYS

10

11

12

13

14
15

16

17

18

OBVERSE

Lion's scalp facing,

REVERSE

Head and neck of cow to

(4N

right, truncation dotted,

in an incuse square,

B 8

—> 12,T70gns Paris 2230,

A 6
12,
- 12,

AT
< 11,

A8
(R -

AS

12,
12,

V13,

y 12,

13.

Traite IT 1 461, Pl.xi 28

overstruck on coin of Aigina,

B9 - 2A above,

82gmt Uniraced

naville xiii (192:) 8723
oversrtuck on coin of Aigina.
T3gms London, .

gldroyd Bequesty

Spine 1949,

B 10 Type to left,4|3 above,

86gm: London, Bi.
BiAC 351.22, Pl.xxxiv 93
Gardner 23 No.6, Pl,i 9,

B 11 —-2A nbove,

45gms Oxford, . .G.lobinson,
Glendining 20,1iv.1955 494,

B 12 As last,

6Tgu.s Berlin,
Innoof-sltizer Coll,

TSgns Untraeced,
Hamburger 11,v1.1930C 32348,

17gn: Cxford, o+ « eo0bDinson,
Chandon ue driaillen Coll.s
Weber C0ll,06293%

YeTeHeady, 1857,

86gm: derlin,

LfAiobecke Coll,

06an: Untraced.
Janmeson 15243
ex P, athey.



19

A 10

B 13 As last

< 13.45gm: Leningrad, Hermitage 583/905,
Hirsch xxv {(1909) 2263
ex G,Philipsen, Copenhagen;
Hirsch vii (1902% 371 ror
sagazig Hoard, 19013 2 Nunm,
xxxvii (1927) 127 Ko, 240, —

I 44 Lion's scalp facing. Head and shoulder of cow to

;gts

21

(22)

(23)

24

25

26

A1l

A 12

right, truncation dotted, 2A
abovej above or behind, a
changing symbols the whole
within an incuse circle.

B 14 ~= above, a helmet ,
~to righty incuse squure.

“a'lz:GOgm: Berlin,
Prokesch-0sten Coll,

B 15 « above, a helmet to
rights incuse cirele,

12,75gms Oxford, *.3.3.Robinson.
Chandon de Briailles Ci.ll,.j
Hirsch xiii (1905) 3834.

12.81: von Gonzenbach.
Hiot,.us, 3% Gﬁllﬁ&’
dies unknown.

12,87+ Untraced,
(winterthur cast);
dies unknown,

B 16 -~ above, a crested
helmet to right.

<— 13,22gms London, i,
BiC 353.34, Pl.xxxiv 15,

' 13,02gmt London, Bii,
BUC 353.35.
B 17 As last,

A 12, 73@3’ Berlin.
Imhoof-Bliner Coll,
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B 18 Ko symbol visibdle,
27 13.,08gm: Glasgow, Hunter Coll,
Cat,Samos 1, Pl.,14i1i 17,
B 19 e« above, & wheel,

28 — 13.,12gms Copenhagen, Danish Nat,Mus,
SNG Copenhagen, Ionia 1680,

A 13 B 20 As last, very faint,.

29 \; 12,80gms Boston 86,822,
Brett 19533
from Naukratis,
\ B 21 As last,

30 / 12,76gm:s Oxford, L.5.5.Robinson,
Chandon de Briasilles Coll,

31 / 13.04gms London, Bi,
BMC 3530370

32 £ 13,15gms London, Bi.
BMC 353,36,

33 <~12,87gms Cambridge, McClean Coll,
Ca‘b. 8404. qu 293.1'
B 22 =« above, ZAM(ewn.

34 77 12,75gm: London, BM,
BifiC 354.41;
cﬁ§dner 42 KQ.B. Pl.1i 130

A 14 B 23 == above, Z4AM.
(A 11 resumed)
35 ~7 13.50gms Munich,

B 24 == above, AMiow,

36 ~ 12,95gns Paris 2237.
Traite II ii 1730, Pl.el 3.

B 25 - 2bove, a right eye.
37 »12,92gms Copenhagen, Denish Hat,us,

SNG Copenhagen, Ionia 16793
Proschowsky 1924



38
39

40

S

lo

42

43

44

{9

45

46

607

A 1% B 26 As lasty by the same hand.,

‘ 13.01gms Oxford, L.S.G.Robinson,
Kricheldorf, Stuttgart, 28,v.1956 1089,

£ 13,09gms London, Bii,
BMC 353.38.

8 Vienna,

A 16 | B 27 Probably no symbol,

~12,90gms London, Bi,
BMC 353.32, |

A 17 B 28 ~~ behind, an amphora
upright,

1 13,15gm: Cambridge, Leake Coll,
SNG Pitewilliam s,
cat,Leake, vinsular Greece' 38,

« 13.,14gms London, BM.
BMC 353.29%
Rum, Chron.1956, Pl.1ii c.

B 29 As last,

12,82gms Paris 2236,
Waddington 20403
Traite II 11 1799' Pl.cl 2.

A 18 B 30 ==~ behind, the prow of
a Samaina to right,

12,84gm: Berlin 158/1877.
Traite II 41 463, Pl.xi 30 (wrongly
said to be in Paris);i

Zeit, ftir Num,v 103ff, Taf.ii 6%
Rev,ﬁum,ISQI, 278, Pl.,x 14,
A 19 B .31 As last,

© 12492gm: London, uH,
BUC 353.30;5 .
Bardner 41 No.,l, Pl.i 173
Traite II 1 464,




& lo

48

2

49

51

52

53

54

55

56

A 20

A2

{o&

B 32 e behind, a long hook.

\+12,45gms Oxford, E.5,.G.Robinson,
Glendining T7.111,1957 289,

B 33 A last,
s Kiphissia, ime Valramoglou,

A 22 Circular B 34 «~ above, trace of a
dotted border, symbol, |

\12.,93gms London, BM,
Iraq XII 1 (1950) 44ff, Pl,xxiv 8j
ylon Hoards
struck on blmnk striated on one side,

B 35 == above, and a
peacock standing to right,
/ 13.26gms London, Bil,
BMC 353.33.
B 36 = above, a bird standing
v to right.
13,00gms Oxford, E.S.G.Robinson,

B 37 == above, on astragalos,
v 12,97gms Berlin 28714,

- 13,02gns London, Bi,

BMC 353.39.

B 38 No eymbol.

1 13,10gms Paris 2239,
Luynes 26813
Traite II 11 1777.

B 39 No symbol,

13.10gn: Untracede.
R.C.Lockett, SNG 1ii 28671
Naville 1 iPdEET 1921) 2551
Naville v (1923) 25963
ratto 4,1v,1927 2001,

7 13.25gm: New York, ANS,
EesT.Newell Coll,



57

58

59

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

(o1

A 24 B 40 No symbol,
'V12,88gm: Berlin,
ex L#bbecke,

A 25 B 41 Ko symbol,

13. 11@3 Boston 04,1051,
Brett 19543
Regling 11483
Sotheby 24,v11,1900 123,

v 12,90gm: Oxford, E.S,G.Robinson,

vV 13,08gms Paris 2234,
~ Traite II 44 1777, Pl.cl 1.
B 42 Ko symbol,

N 13,25gms London, Bi,
BMC 353.31.

—>12,68gms Istanbul, H.von Aulock 491,3,
Jameson 15253
Hirseh xxi (1908) 3045,
B 43 No symbol
« 12.,82gms Untraced,
Chandon de Brisllles Coll,
B 44 -~ Dbehind, a plant of
iris tuberosai above, AS.
-7 13.09gm: London, Bii,
B 45 = behind, a shicld.

¢ 13,06gm: Paris 2235,
Traite II 1i 1778.

V 12,89gm: Vienna 18019,

B 46 As last,

™~ 13,00gms Berlin,
Fox Coll,



I $-111
I1 dia
68

A 26
69
70

A 27
T

A 28
72
ITI ib A 29
13

A 30
T4
75

6(0

*Conatant Olive!

B 47 -- behind, an olive dbranch.

< 13.13gm: London, BAM,
BMC 3531» 40;
Gardner 42 No,6, Pl,1 16,

B 48 As last,
v 12, T5gms Munich,

B 49 A8 laat.
12,97gm: New York, B.Y.Berry.

0

B 50 As last,

: Frankfurt 1204,
G.Rtippell Co0ll1l,1862,

B 51 As last,
> 12,99gm: Copenhagen, Lanish Nat,ifus,

SNG Copenhagen, Ionia 1678;
Lambros IEg%:“

Forepart of cow to right, right
leg bent under herj at truncation,
a row of dots, sometimes between
double linesj above, A behind,
an olive branchy the whole in

an ineuse squsare,

B 52

< 13-048“18 Boston 95,154,
Brett 19603
Perkins 494;
Sotheby, Carfrae 1894, 263; Pl,ix 9,

B 53
< 12.608!33 Londo:ﬂ, Bi,

& 12,81gn: Stockholm, Royal Coin Cabinet
Inv, 25315 (1955).
Bﬂﬁleg Liste 150 0ct.1955 Ho,15.



76

78

79

81

82

83

84

85

86

B 54

<« 12,97gms London, BM,

BMC 358,89,

B 55

13,21gm: Untraced,
Hirseh xvi (1906) 648,

B 56

— 12,95gms Oxford, E,.u.G.Robinson,

B 57

7 12,58gms Leningrad, Hermitage 583/905,

B 58

— 13,01gm: Paris% Niggeler Coll,
; v

Jameson 152
ex Mirabaud,

- 12,94gm: New York, B.Y.serry,

A 31

B 59

- 13.,11gms Oxford, E.5,G.Robinson,

13,06gnm: Gulbenkian Coll,
Naville v (1523) 25993
BM duplicate, BiC 358,583
ex Borrell, .

— 13.,01gm: London, Bi,

BiC 358,873

Bardner 44 No.9, Pl.ii 33

overstruck on adjusted Atinenian
tetradrachm,

M 13.02gm: Paris, Chandon de briailles 579.

A 32

Naville v (1923) 25983

Sotheby 22,1iv.1909 2343

White King, ex Rhousopoulosj

Hirsch xiii (1905) 3837;

overstruck on adjusted coin of Aigina.

B 60
1 Newcastle,

u



612

A 33 B 61
87 —12,95gm: Paris 22663
Luynes 26873 -
Traite II ii 1796, Pl.cl 17.
88 “«13,05gms New York, Metrogolitan flus eum,
Hill, Cat.Ward Coll,.6

Bunvury 11 226,
89 <12,58gmt: London, BM.
Bﬂic 358 90.
B 62 == above, 2A.
90 ->12,94gm: Vienna 18027,

91 «—12.,55¢gms Oxford, ..S.G.Kobinson,
: jembon, 14,111,1923, 5043
Hirseh xiii (1905) 3838

A 34 'Widow's peak' B 63

92 12,92gms Untraced,
Weber Coll,.6294%
ex Rollin & reuardenty
ex Wigan Coll,

IT ic A 35 As last, B 64 «= ornamentel collar about
the cow's neck,
93 & 13.06gu: London, i,
B8C 358,434,
94 < 13,00gn: Paris 2254,
Traite II ii 1766, Pl.el 18,
95 — 13.13gm: London, Iii,

J3’J‘C 3)7. 83 »
B 65 Ac lant,

G6 13.20gm: Untrseed,
37 —>13,05gm: Paris 2255.
98 12.59gn: Untreced,

Haville x11i (1926) 1824,
99 < 13,01gn: Leningrod, lernitoge 15791,



63

B 66 As last,
100 «- 13,16gms London, BM,
BMC 357.82.
| B 67 As last,
101 ~ 13,03gm: Berlin 21567,

102 &« 12,86gms Gillet Coll,
Jotheby, Benson 3,11.1909 7T01.
103 & 13,00gm: pvoston 04,1055,

Brett 1959
Regling 1152,

104 & 13,00gmt Paris, Nanteuil Coll,631,
| Amateur Athenien 12,x1i,1921 76,
105 ~—> 12,80gm: Boston 36,819,

Brett 19583 N |
Head, HNum,Chron,ld86, 6, Pl.i ©
{ Haukratis, 'Silversmith hoard'),

106 —» 13,02gm: London, BH,
BiC 358.85,

IT i1 ~—== bDelow, a chunging letter
or symbol,
A 36 As lest, B 68 o
107 ~> 13,00gm: Berlin,
Imhoof-Elfimer Coll,
A 37 B 69 N 2
108 13,04gms Paris 22667,

Luynes 26883
Traité II ii 1797, Pl.cl 193
Dupré coll,

B 70 i

109 12,96gms Untraced,

Cehn 19513 .
Sotheby, C'Hagsn (190c¢) 5913

Aontagu Coll,

110 == 12,T2gms erlin,
Fox Coll,




111

112

113

114

115

116

117

118

119

120

121

A 38

A 39

A 40

64

BTl I

&—12,77gn: London, B,
BMC 358,92,

‘Widow's peak'. B 72 A&

e 12, TTgms Oxford, L.S.G,Robinson,
Glendining T7.111.1957 291,

BT73 ~
«-13,10gms Aberdeen, Newnham Davis Coll,
SRG I i1 Pl.xvi 287

Sotheby 25.11,1862 é30;
ex Gen,Miles Coll,

B T4 =
—13,10gm: London, BM,
BHIC 358,933
Gardner 45 No,13, P1l.ii S5,

& 12,88gm: bBerlin,
¥Fox Coll,

BT15 ¢
~ 13,02gm: Berlin 28408,

,. 13.0lgm: Oxford, ¥,u.03.xobinson,
Sehulman, Amsterdsm, 30,1,1656 2021}
Cahn 80 (1933) 3473
Hamburger 11,vi,193C 3139,

12,94gms Paris 2256,
Traite II ii 1799, Pl,cl 20,

12,91gm: Untracec,
Hirsch xxi (1908) 30503

12,7 gm: Untraced,
Sehlessinger xiii (1935) 1303.

| 12,48gms Copenhagen, Linich iint, us,
| SHG Copenhngen, Jonia 16813
Stilianopoulos 1558,




A4 B76 L
(A 38 resumed)

122 —>12.83gm: New York, ANS.
Jean B,Camman Bequest, April 1955,
277 1.
123 | 12,45gm; Untraced,
124 l «-12,92gms Paris 2257,

Traite II 1i 1800, Pl.cl 2{.

B 78 ~-~ below, a panther's
head.

125 ~—13,19gm: London, B4,
BHMC 358.86, Pl.xxxv 1%
» @ardner 45 HO.llg rl.,ii 4,

126 ~12,T8gm: Oxford, L.%.G.Robinson,
Karl Xrese 1955 2273
Sehle-singer xiii (193%) 1302,
127 12.73gms Untraced,

Hirseh xxv (1909) 2271;
Helbing 9.1iv,1913 580,

BT79 H.
128 — 13.04gn: london, Bi,
B¥C 358.94.
129 13.20gms Untroced,

Hirsch xxxiii (1913) 6493
Hattc 21.v.1927 2009,

130 13.13gnm: EBerlin,
Prokesch-Usten Coll,
131 12,95gm: Untraceu,
Hamburger 29,v.1929 373.
132 ~* 13,03gm: Paris, Chanoon ue orinilles 530,
A 42 B 80 &
133 & 13,08gm: Lonuon, wile
BAC 358,95
B 8 |
134 —-13.53gm: Berlin,

Fox Coll.



135
136

137

138

139

140

141

142

143

144

145

146

A 44

-= Incuse circle,

B 82 K.

é~13,2%5gm: London, Bi,

s Kiphissia, Mme Vafrsmoglou,

€<13.05gm: Paris 2259,

Waddington 20413 '
Traite IT ii 1802, Pl.cl 223
ex porrell 51,

T 12,90gas Bryn Mawr, King Coll,126,

B 85 N,

=~ 12,94gms London, B,

A":“"\,,,

4

BMC 259,98,

13.15gmt Copenhagen, Danish fiat,ifus,
SNG Copenhagen Ionia 16382;
Rollin,

13,1 gm: Cambiridge, icClean Coll,
Gat,. 8405, P1.293.2.
B 84 N,

13.04gms London, bid.
LG 359097;
Traite II ii 1503,

13,96gm: Canbridsce, Lezke Coll,
UG ritzwilliasm dus. |
Cat,lLeake, 'Insular Gre.ce' 38,

B 86 7\

13,20gma: Berlin.
ex Dannenberg,

13,0igm: London, i,
BAC 359099

13,01lgm: Untraced,
sinzhand. basel 8 (1937) 3633
Tehiesoinger xiii (1935) 1304,

6(6



147

148

148

150

151

152

153

154

155

156

157

158

61

12,95gm: Untreced.,
Naville xv (1930) 969,

""\*"12098@8 New York' ANS,
F,T.Newell Colly
Fw 0011. 6‘

~»13,00gms The Hague 6057,

B 87 N

J 13.03gms Paris 2232,
Traite II ii 1805, Pl.el 23,

J 13.10gm: Untraced,
Glendining 15,vii.1929 4283
Naville iv (1922) 374,

¢ 13.09gm: Berlin,
ex L#@bbecke,

N\ 12,79gm: Berlin,
Fox Coll,
B 88 *£.

13.12gms Untracec,
Hirsch xix (1907) 5523
Egger x1lvi 1111,

N 12.75gm: Peris 2260,
Traite II ii 1806, Pl,cl 24,

12,4%gms Untrsced,

A 45 Style of A 43. B 89 —- below centre f § right,
an ivy leafs atyle of B 87.

A 46 B 90 == no letter visible,

12,86gu: Herlin.



ele

XX 445 A 47 B 91 -- above and below,
S —— ET1BATi— 02, the whole in
an incuse circlej no ethnie.

159 7'12,64gms Paris 2272,
Traite II 14 1807, Pl.,el 25;
Gardner 4% No.,l2, P1,1i 8,

160 / 12,18gm: London, BM,

TPETRALEACHNY OF ATTIC WEIGHT

\

Lion's scealp fecing. Forepart of cow to right, right
leg bent under her, wearing
ornamental collari truncation
dotteds behind, an olive
trenchy above, 54M| § below, &
changing monogram or symboljy
the whole in an incuse square,

A 48 B92 A,

161 7°16,87gm: London, BM,
BMC 361.126, Pl.xxxv 1l
- Berdéner 44 No,T, Pl.ii 1,

162 17.07gn: Copenhagen, Danish Nat,Mus.

SNG Copenhagen, Ionia 16853
ex'KamEanIs 10013

overctrucis,

B g3 A
163 R ¢+ Istanbul, H.von Auloeck 491,720,
Athens market,
164 7 16,95gm: Untraced,
Athens market, oy 195383
overstruck,
165 \J17.07ga: New York, i3.Y.Berry.
B 94 A
166 \ 16, 54su: hiew York, B.Y.derry,.
overstrick,
167 7 1T.13gm: Athens, John Pasras,

overstruck.



168

169

Nos

170

171

172

173

174

175

619

B9 R

17.03gm: Untraced.
Athens darkety
(winterthur cast),

s Gulbenkian Coll, .
Athens darket, 6,viii,1953.

163~169 come from a single hoard, found in Samos 0.1953&

A 49 B 96 - prow of a Samaina
to right,

éﬁ*lﬁ.Q?gm: P&ria 22610
Waddington 20343
?raite II ii 1808, Pl.cl 26,

A 50 B 97 == abeve and below, ethnie
divideds no monogram or
S}'ﬂlb@l .

\ 17.15gm: berlin,
ex LHibbecke,

\ 17.04gn: Berlin,
Prokesch-~0sten Coll,.
A 51 B 88
N 16.80gm: Oxford, %.5,3.Robinson,
Spink 1954,
B99 -+

L/ 17.06gms Oxford, i,3,5.Robinson,
8pink 1954;

t Untraced,
Molaily, hefe Licte 183 (1958) 25.

173-174 probabdbly, and 175 poszibly, come from the sane
hoard as 163=1693.



620

"THE FPOURTH-CENTURY TETRADRACHHMS

Lion's scalp facing. Forepart of cow to right,
right leg bent under her,
wearing ornamental collarg
truncation dottedy behind,
an olive branchj above, the
name of a magistrate; below
right, £A 3§ the whole in an
incuse square,

A 52 B 10O ren.

176 X 15.39gm: London, Bi,
BHC 362,1303
Gardner 55 No.2, Pl.iv 2.

3101 MFTng
177 W 14,20gm: Paris 2269,
Praité II 1i 1340, Pl.eld 13,
A 53 | "B 102 TR,
178 . T 14,84gm: London, B,
4 Garcner 5% No, 2
ex Bunbury. i
B 103 AANTHL
179 < 15,09¢gm: Untraced,
Hirsech xiii (13505) 3840,
180 « 1%,00gu: Berlin,

Traite II 11 18453
Tnhoof-Bltimer Coll,

B 104 HHS.
181 — : Paris, Chandon de Brisilles 582,
182 T 14.55gm: London, b7,
BMC 362,132,

183 15,19gm: Vienna 35912,
184 14,834gm: Untraced,

_ Sotheby, B.C.Prichard, 21,11,1929 79.
185 ¥ : Untraced,

Platt, Paris, April 1959,



621

B 105 Ampl

186 15. 29gms Untraced.
\ Weber Co0ll.6303.

A 54 B 106 A 4

187 ! 14,87gms London, BN,
Mavrogordato Bequest.

188 { 15.07gms Paris 2264,
Waddington 20363
Traité IT 14 1323. Pl.cli 5.
(X specimen in Berlin, 14.20gm,
is a cast of this piece.)

189 f 15.,15gms Copenhagen, Danish Nat,Mus,
SNG OOEegggﬁon.'Ionia 16863
Proschows 30,

190 J 14,25gms Berlin.

" ex Ldbbecke.

B 107 (perhaps® B 105) A i 4.

191 15.00gm: Untraced.
eéx Lambrosj
(Winterthur casts),

A 55 B 108 F I/ s1ANAT
' & below centre.
192 4 ¢ Brussels.

193 % 15,33gm: New York, ANS.
E,T.Newell Coll.}
Cilicia Hoard.

B 109 I L AA A S
7. below right.

15,27gms Athens, Fmpediokles Coll,

ey

194

195 15.30gms Gulbenkian Coll.
Jameson 15293
Hirsch xviii (1907) 2468,



622

A 56 B 110 Hiwnziava f
, ' ¥ Dbelow centre,
196 15,40gms Untraced.
‘ Hirseh xviii 51907g 24693
Hirsch xxxii (1912) 544,
| | B lil TaZiaw AR
| _ &  below right,
197 { 15.29gm: Untraced,
Hess 207 (1931) 578.
198 V' 15,31gms Athens, A.A.Rhomanos Coll,
199 v 14.69gms Brussels, de Hirsch 1531.
A 57 x
200 ~ 1 14.94gms Oxford, E.S.G.Robinson.
B 112 i avaAx
W  below right,
201 _ 15,00gm: Untraced,
Hirsch xxxiii (1913) 850,
202 15,30gm: Untraced.
: Hamburger 96 (1932) 147.
20 3 T t Paris, Nanteuil Coll,
204 14,80gms Paris 2267,
* Traite II i1 1825, Pl.eli 7.
20 5 15.23gm: Gulbenkian Coll,
Platt, Paris, 3.v.1933, 117.
B 113 ri7+ 2 ANAE

@  belowright,
206 14.42gm: Untraced,



B 114 bt b ziavaA 3
Y below centre,

207 150008‘3 Boston 97.401.
| Brett 19623
Perkins 0011.495

Sotheby, Montagu 1896. 593.

208 4 14.92gm: Copenhagen, Danish Nat,.Mus,
» SKG Oozegggggg. Ionia 1688;

’ 08 .
20 9 150368‘3 Untraced, |

‘Sotheby 5.vii,1910, 101.

B 115  (iiavAZ
; below centre.

210 T 15,36gms Cambridge, General Coll,274.

SHG Fitzwilliam Mus,
‘glven 13933 by Alfred A.de Passj
ex Seltman 4.vii,1922,

A 58 Bll6 it tAvaAE
%@ below centre,

211 15,33gms Gulbenkian Coll,

Naville xiii (1928) 873
Naville i (Pozmi 1921) 2555.

A 59
212 15, 20gnms Gulbenkian Coll,
Naville xii (1928) 8743
Rosenberg 9.111,1914, 125,
213 15.13gm: Untraced.
R.C.Lockett, SNG 1ii 28733
Naville iv 1197?) 875.
B 117 :i~*
214 + 15,07gm: London, B,
BMC 362.133.
215 14.93gms Untraced.
| Cahn 66,327,
B 118
below right.
216 15.35gm: Untraced,

Naville xiv (1929) 377.

623 a



217

218

219

220

221

222

223

224
225
226

227

228

A 60

T

A 6
T
A €2

A 63

62%>

B 119 HitZiavaE
A Dbelow centre,

14.7§gn: Cambridge, McClean Coll,
cat. 407- o

15. 27“' Londm‘ Bu‘
Blﬂ 362'1341 Pl.xxxv 14,
B 120 AW A
| (%  below centre.
15.27gms Munich,
Bl2l HOv L Anvad
Y below centre,

15.23gms Cambridge, Leake Coll,
SNG Pitzwillian Mus,

14.87gn: Glasgow, Hunter Coll.
Cat,
B 122 %5 éﬂ\j? Cyy S ’i
& below right,

15,20gm: Untraced,
Rosenberg 72 (1932) 633.

15,33gm: Berlin.
Imhoof-Bltimer Coll.

15,348m
15.,03gm Istanbul, °7  dies unknown,.

15,12gm | (Chalki Hoard)

B 123 ﬁu{gii
i below centre,

15,45gm: Brussels, de Hirsch 1529,

15,29gm: Untraced,
Weber Coll. 6305 .



230

231

232

233

234

235

- 236

237

A 66

A 67

A 68

A 69

A 70

ATl

B 124 Ao FiAHZ
] nn*r‘oedc
Sothedy, W.T,Ready 1919, 455,
¢ Istanbul, Inv,.534.
Durssalar Hoard,
| B 125 Avi.inowd
o - | below centre,

\ 15,12gms Paris, Valton Coll,439,

B 127 PEPANpPiang
: - &  below centre,
! 14,99gm; New York, ANS,
Dd?ariﬂh 001;¢ e
B 128 (o i Avgrinng
. bee below centre,
{ 15,14gm: London, BM,
ex NQ21t’111' 1925.

3129 /\CKs"{;,.éi

| bee.
EL l5-27mg B'rlin.
Fox 0011.' .
er 55 nﬂ.2-
k B 130 ﬁu LI
T t Paris, Chandon de Briailles 581,
B 131 i‘\ S T j:,

l 14.80gms The Hague 176,1910,
. X Seltman 1910,

B 132 JtvE %

\i/l 1‘-.86@1 Muniech.
Traité II ii 1838;
ner 55,



28

239

240

241

242

243

244

245

246

A T2

AT

A T4

B 133 HiMieg

15.%&5:: Paria 2263.
!ruit‘ II 11 18&2, Pl.cli 4,

1.134 ¢/asTné  (ine.eirole),

Vaddingten 203
Fraité II 44 1844. Pl.cli 15.

, 135 PN
15.33gas Copenhagen, Danish Nat,Mus,

SNG Eog% 1Ian1a 16893

'.319&13‘ Pe AT,

B 136 "voian

14. 30gms Paris,
!raité IX 44 1839, Pl.eli 12,

B 137 ANKMENN
b lom Vi A%
15.27gms Oxford, E.S,G.Robinson.
Hess 15,1v.1957, 274%
Hirsech xxv (1909) 2275,

15.18gm; Paris 2268
Traité IT 11 1829, Pl.cli 9.

15,16gms Cambridge, McClean Coll.,
Cat. 8408'
‘ !mdﬂnt 9‘701910’ 552,

B 138 AATe LN

A ;
AN

14-94@5‘ Untraced,
Raville xii (1926) 18253
Weber Coll,6306,
B1l39 A+ in s
15.18gm:s New York, B.Y.Berry Coll,



247

248

249
250

251
252

253

254

255

256

¥

22

wwwe the whole within an
inocuse cirecle,
B 140 rv]OAToPHE

15,12gms Paris 2270, ‘
353533 II 44 1842, Pl,014 14»

Dies unknown

AT

A T6

AT

A 78

AT

A 80

4

15.25gms Vienna, Schottenstift Coll
é( terthur cast), ’

B 141 CQHMr\aPM0£
ANTIA .
ls,légnc Berlin,
Imhoof-Bltmer Coll,
15,12gmy London, BM,
B 142 AnmANV
15,17gm: Copenhagen, Danish Nat,Mus,

SNG @ogggggﬁcn, Ionia 1687}
eéx Lambros .

B 143 C M CPATHY

15,10gms Cambridge, General Coll, Y.948,
‘SNG Fitzwilliem Mus,

B 144 Foiwiatng

CAXEALIG

14,66gm: New York, B.,Y,Berry Coll.

B 145 [rivpateit
AXEAN

15.12gms London, Bu,
BHC 362,135%
Gardner 55 No.,3, Pl.iii 33
ex Borrell,

B 146 T rwnedsTos
Man pipa fn[?o
15,26gms: Untraced.
Weber Coll.6304.

B 147 Moitranng

14,77gms London, BM,
axggawaon 1898, Another, 15.15gnm,
dies unknown, Istan~

eV a2 Vadamt dte . .2



CATALOGUE
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PRACTIONAL CQURRENCY




(a)

(b)

(c)
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THE ARCHAIC PERIOD

OBVERSE REVERSE
Forepart of a cow to Rough inocuse square.
right.

8.75 gm: London, BM.
BMC 350.8, P1. xxxiv 3.

Head and neck of a Rough incuse square.
tow to right.

2.12 gm: London, BM.
ggg 350.11, Pl. xxxiv 6;
ardner 27 no.2, Pl. 1 6;
ex Whittall Coll.

Lion's scalp facing. Rough incuse square.

2.53 gm: London, BM.
BMC 350.1u, Pl. xxxiv 5;
Gardner 27 no.l, pl. 1 5.

2.33 gms Untraced. 6
Sir H., Weber Cat. 6288
¥um. Chron. l§§8 Pl. 1 17;
Delta Hoard, 1887.

2.82 gm: Untraced.
Hirsch xxv (1909) 2262.
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OBVERSE REVERSE
(d) Yorepart of a winged boar Lion's scalp facing, within
to left. a dotted square, the whole

in an incuse square.

3.75 gms Untraced. ,
Sir H, Weber Cat. 6295.

3.5%5 gm: Boston 04.1053,
Regling 1150,

3.48 gm: Untraced.
Baronowski iv ( ) 678.

Type right.

3.43 gm: London, BM.
354.46, P1. xxiv 173
ardner 47 no.l5, P1. ii 10.

3.54 gms Untraced.
Jameson Coll. 1526;
(Dies as last).

3.49 gm: Untraced.
Rizzi 1921, 826.

Type left. Type within a border of
dots between lines.

3.56 gms London, BM.
BME 354.42, Pl. xxxiv 16;
Gardner 47 no.l5, P1. ii 9.

3.34 gm: Untraced.
Sir H, Weber Cat. 6297.

3.38 gm: Untraced.
SNG 111 (Re C. Lockett Coll.) 2868;
Naville 1 (Pozzi 1920) 2553.

3.56 gm: Boston 04.1052.
Brett, Cat. 1955;
Regling 1149.




OBVERSE

Type right.

(e) Type right.

Type left.

Type right.

625

REVERSE

3.4 gm: Untraced.
Hirsch xiii (1905) 3836;
(Bame reverse die as last).

3.54 gm: Oxford, E. 8. G. Robinson,
PLATE XLIV 5.
(Same obverse die as last).

3.75 gm: Untraced.
Naville i (Pozzi 1920) 2554;
(Same reverse die as last).

Type with border of dots alone.

3.2% gm: Paris 2244, PLATE XLIII 4.
Traité P1. cl 4.

3.2% gm: Paris 2241, PLATE XLIII 5.
Iraité Pl. cl 5.
3imilar, developed style.

3.18 gm: London, BM.
BMC 354.49.

3.15 gm: London, B¥.

ex N. Zitelli 1925.
Type with border of dots alone.

3.25 gm: Paris 2245.

3.19 gms Paris 2246.

3.10 gm: Paris 2247.

Iion's scalp facing, no border.

3.20 gm: London, BM.
BMC 354 .47.
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OBVERSE REVERSE
(£) Zorepart of a cow Head of a lion to right, within
to right; a row a square border of dots between
of dots between lines, the whole in an incuse
lines at truncation. square.

(g)

(h)

All from same
obv, die

As last.

6.77 gn: Aberdeen, Newnham-Davig Coll.
SNG I i1 286.

6.56 gm: London, BM.,
_B_M__q 352.23. Pl., xxxiv 160.

6.65 gm: Paris 2233.
Iraité.
Waddington 2027.

6.66 gms Berlin.
Traité.

As last.

3.37 gm: London, BM.
Sir H, Weber Cat. 6290; 6
iTo Weser Num= %Qno 189 240450
Dr. Pene%ly Bey, Istanbul i891.

Head and neck of Head of a lion to right, within

a cow to right;
a row of dots

a square border of dots, the
whole in an incuse square.

between lines at

truncation.

0.81 gm: London, BM.
BMC 352.27, Pl. xxxiv 13.

0.81 gm: Leningrad, Hermitage 15962.
(Dies as last).

0.97 gm: Vienna 36704.
(Dies as last).

0.78 gm: Leningrad, Hermitage 15963.



(3

(k)

(1)

627

OBVERSE REVERSE

Forepart of a Head and neck of a cow to right,
winged bdoar to truncation dotted, within a square
right. border of dots between lines; the

whole in an incuse square.

2.69 gm: Oxford, E. S. G. Robinson Coll.
Cahn, M.u.M. Liste 180 (1958) 30.

Lion's head Head and neck of a cow to left,
facing within truncation dotted, within a square
a square border bordexr of dots between lines; the
of dots. whole in an incuse square.

1.53 gm: Vienna 33443.
s Cambridge, Leake Collection.
%NG Fitzw;;;;g%‘§5§.
Same dies as last).
1.43 gm: ILeningrad, Hermitage 15960.
(Same dies as last).

Forepart of a Head of a lion to left within a
winged boar to square border of dots, the whole
left. in an incuse square.

1.48 gm: Cambridge, McClean Collection.
Cat. 8401.

1.80 gm: London, BM.
BMC 355.54.

1.41 gms London, BM.
BMC 355.55, Pl. xxxiv 18.

Type right.

1.35 gm: Paris 2250.
Traité Pl. cl 7;
waadington 2029.

Type right.

1.39 gm: London, BM.
BMC 355.56.

1.3% gm: London, BM.
BMC 355.57.



628

OBVERSE REVERSE
(m) Head of a panther Head of a ram to right, within
to right, within a square border of dots, the
8 circle of dots. whole within an incuse square.

1.38 gm: Untraced.
Sir H, Weber Ve 63023
W. S. Lincoln, 1388.
l.11 gm: London, BM.
BMC 356.65; Gardner Pl1. ii 16.

Type left.

1.12 gm: Paris 2240, PLATE XLIII 9.
Coll. de Luynes 2684;
Traité II 1i 1786, Pl. cl 9.

Type left, Type right.
no dots.
1.08 gn: Cambridge, McClean Collection.
Cat. 8403.

Pp. 9"109 H°o3

(¢) Iion's scalp Head and neck of cow to left,
facing, within truncation dotted, within an
a circle of dots. incuse circle.

Triobol 1.60 gm: Vienna
As last. Type right.

Diobol 1.15 gm: Leningrad, Hermitage 15961.

1.1C gm: London, BHM.
BMC 352.26.

Type left.
0.91 gm: Vienna 130769.



OBVERSE

Type on a boss with

dotted rim {cf.
Tetradrachm no.2)

(e) As last,
border

Diobol

As last.
Obol

(f) As last.

(g) As last.
Hemiobol

no boss or
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REVERSE
Type right

1.06 gm: Athens, Nat. Mus. 5541.

Type left, square border
of dots.

1.00 gm: Berlin
Traité II 1 452.

As last.

Q.58 gnm:
G 141 (R. C. Lockett) 2872;

raitg II 1 453;
ex bury Coll.

Type right, no border.

0.43 : Berlin
Traité II i 454;
er 28 no.l2, Pl. 1 12.

As last.

0.23 gm: London, BM.
BMC 357.81.



OBVERSE

'Triobols’

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

Forepart of a
winged boar to
right.
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THE FIFTH CENTURY

1.23 gm:
1.36 gm:
1.10 gm:
1.45 gm:
1.41 gm:
1.26 gm:

1.26 gm;

REVERSE

Head of a lion to right,
in an incuse square.

BMC 355.63. (Rev. type left)
BMC 355.58.

BMC 355.60.

BMC 355.61.

BMC 355.62.

BMC 355.59, Pl. xxxiv 19,

Above, 3 A
BMC 360.107, Pl. xxxv 6.

3ame obverse die as last.

1.23 gm: BMC 360.106.
1.22 gm: BMC 360.108.
Above, T A
1.30 gm: BHC 360.105.
1.25 gm: Traité II ii 1815, Pl. cl 30:
PIATE XLIII 35.

Behind, <A ; beneath an olive
branch.

1.30 gm:14%359.,103; Gardner ?P1. ii 15.

1.23 gm:

1.29 gm:
l1.24 gm:

m 359-104’ Pl. xxxv 5.

Above, an olive branch.

BMC 359.101.
BMC 359.102, Pl. xxxv 4.
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OBVERSE REVERSE

Head of a lion to right,
in an incuse circle.
(6) Above, A3
1.30 gm: BMC 360.109, Pl. xxxv 7.
1.30 gm: BMC 360.110.
1.20 gm: BMU 360.111.

1.25 gm: Paris 228l.
graité II i1 1814, Pl. cl 28: PLATE XLIII

1.21 gm; Paris 2289, |
Tralite II 14 1814, Pl. cl.29: PLATE
XIIIT 29. '
Above, 2A
1.30 gm: BMC 360.112.
1.16 gm: BMC 360.113.

1.12 gm: Paris.
Traité II i1i 1815, Pl. cl 31: PLATE
XTIIT 31.

1.20 gm:
Sir H. wiber cat. 6300.
C. G. Thieme, Leipzig 1888.
Incuse circle noticeably concave:
Above,
1.26 gm: BMC 360.116.
1,10 gm: BMC 360.117.
1.28 gm: BMC 360.118.

1,10 gm.
Sir H. Weber Cat. 6301;
Sotheby, Carfrae 1901.

(7) Above, 2A and a dolphin.
1.20 gm: BMC 360.114.
1.28 gm: BMC 360.115.
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OBVERSE REVERSE
Diobols
(2) Head of a panther Head of a ram to right, in
to right. an inouse square.
0.99 gm: BMC 356.66.
Type left. | o
0.96 gm: BMC 356.68.
0.89 gm: BMC 356.69.
(3) Traces of ethnic inscription.
0.98 gm: BMC 356.67.
(4) Above, ; beneath, an
olive branch. |
0.85 gms BMC 360.119, Pl. xxxv 8.
0.92 gm: Traité II ii 1818, Pl. cl 33:
PLATE XLIII 33. o
0.95 gm: Ibid. 1819, Pl. cl 34:
PIATE XxLTTT 34,
1.C0 gm: SNG Copenhagen, Ionia 1684.
(5) Type in an incuse circle, no
ethnic or olive branch.
0.87 gm: BMC 356.70; Gardner, Pl. 1ii 17.
0.87 gm: BMC 356.71, Pl. xxxiv 2l.
0.81 gm: BMC 356.72.
0.97 gm: Hirsch xxv (1909) 2269.
0.93 gm: Traité II ii 1817, Pl. cl 32:

PIATE XLIIT 32.



OBVERSE

Trihemiobols
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REVERSE

Prow of a Samaina An amphora upright, between

to right.

Obols

(Lion's head
to rignt. ]

Lion's scalp

facing.

left and an olive branch right.

Type in an incuse square.
0.60 gm: BMC 361.122; Gardner, Pl. i1 19.

Type in an incuse circle.

0.71 gm: BMC 361.120, P1l. xxxv 9.

C.61 gm: BMC 36l1.121.

0.57 gm: Yale University.

0.54 gm: American Numismatic Society.
An amphora upright, between an
olive branch left and right.

0.60 gm: BMC 361.123.

0.53 gm: BMC 361.124.

0.54 gm: Paris 2288, PLATE XLIII 35.

Traité II i1 1820, Pl. cl 35;
Waddington 2033,

0.56 gm: American Numismatic Society.

[Rem's head, horned, to right.]

' 0.55 gm: Traité II ii 1787, Pl. cl 10:

PLATE XLIII 10.
Head and shoulder of a cow to
right, in an incuse circle.
0.43 gm: BMC 357.80, Pl. xxxiv 24.
0.48 gm: BMC 357.79.
0.50 gm: Vienna 39162.
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COINS OF ATTIC WEIGHT

OBVERSE REVERSE
Drachms
Lion's scalp facing. Forepart of cow to right, right

leg bent under her, wearing
ornamental collar; truncation
dotted; above, £AMi; below
right, an olive spray; the
vhole in an incuse square.

4,15 gm: Paris 2262.
ité II ii 1810, Pl. el 27:
TE XLIII 27.
wWaddington 2035.

4.17 gm: BMC 361.127, Pl. xxxv 12.
Same dies as last.

---; Dbelow, between legs,

4.07 gm: Cambridge, McClean Coll.
Cat. 8406;
Same obverse die as last, more worn.

4.23 gm: Boston 04.1056.
Brett, Cat. 1961;
Regling 1153;

Same reverse die as last.

¢ Mrs. Valramoglou, Kiphissia.
Same dies as last.

4,22 gm: American Numismatic Society.
E. T. Newell Coll.:;
Same obverse die as last.

4,00 gm: BMC 361.128.
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OBVERSE REVERSE
Triobol
Lion's scalp facing. Head and shoulder of a cow
to right; above, 3
surrounded by a wreath of
olive; the whole in an
‘ incuse circle.
2.02 gm: Iondon, BM.
Bronse
Prow of a Samaina Amphora upright between the
to right. letters » the whole surrounded

by a wreath of olive.

: BMC 361.125, Pl. xxxv 10.

0.58 gm: Untraced.
Sir H. Weber Cat. 6308.
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THE FOURTH CENTURY

OBVERSE REVERSE

Doublé-siglos, or Rhodian-weight tridrachm.

The infant Herakles, nude Lion's scalp facing;
but for crepundia about beneath, ZA

his body, strangling a

serpent with either hand:

he kneels to right on a

base-line; about him,

sva within a plain cirecle.

11.29 gm: Untraced
Jameson 1528,

11.18 gm: Paris 2277
%ﬁ%%&é II 11 1812, Pl. cli 2;
ington 2042,

11.53 gm: London, BM.
- BMC 362 129, Pl. xxxv 13
Gardner 54 no.l, Pl. iii 1.




OBVERSE
Drachms
Lion's scalp facing.

3.

Je

3.

S

3

S
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REVERSE

Forepart of cow to right,
right leg bent under her,
wearing ornamental collar;
truncation dotted; above,
the name of 2 magistrate;
below right,2A : the whole
in an incuse square.

AMe]

85 gm: Paris 2265.
Traité II 414 1824, Pl. cli 6.

85 gm: Untraced.
Jameson 1530,
HHzlA ¢ below right, @

85 gm: Paris 2274.
Luynes 2689;
Traité II ii 1826, P1. cli 8.

82 gm: London, BM, PLATE XLV 4.
BMC 363.136, Pl. xxxv 15.

: Boston
Brett, Cat. 1963.

$ Oxford, Ashmolean iMuseum.
Feuardent 9.v. 1910, 553.

Awmavg  type in incuse circle.
50 gm: Istanbul, H. von Aulock 491/7.

MoiPiaaré 3 behind, olive
branch: c¢irec.

50 gm: Istanbul, H. von Aulock 491/8.



OBVERSE

Triobols
As drachm.

638

REVERSE

As drachm,
HOHE

1.76 gm: Berlin )
II ii 1828,
1.5% gm: Berlin‘; Iraisd

B APLETHIAW: §; Delow right, &
1.8% gm: ILondon, BM.
,ggg 363.137.
1.82 gm: Oxford, E. S. G. Robinson Coll.

1.68 gm: American Numismatic Society.
Same obv. die as last; the
magistrate's name 1s missing, but
the monogram is present.

A oX

1.68 gm: London, BM, PIATE XLV 5.
BMC 363.139;
Gardner, Pl. iii 5.

AbxiTHL
1.77 gm: Paris 2273.

2§§%§§&£I i1 1834, Pl1. cli 11;
W on 2039.

1.86 gm: Cambridge, Fitzwilliam Museum.
Loscombe Sale 338.

1.80 gm: Istanbul, H. von Aulock 491/65.

APTITOV 2

1.69 gms Paris 2279.
46 II 1i 1847, Pl. cli 17;
lington 2045.

NerTvag
: Cambridge, Leake Collection.

b

W



OBVERSE

Diodbols

Lion's scalp facing.
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REVERSE

Prow of a to right;
below, A Jampna whole in an
incuse circle.

1.04 gm: London, BM.

BMC 363.140, Pl, xxxv 17,

1.04 gm: London, BM, PLATE XLV 6.

363.141;
er P1., iii 6.

0094 gm3 London. BM.

BMC 363.142.

1.18 gm: Paris

Traité II ii 1850, Pl. cli 18.

1.00 gm: Untraced.

Sir H, Weber Cat. 6307.

0.99 gm: Untraced.

Hirsch xxv 2279.

0.97 gm: Untraced.

Egger xlvi 1112,

1.03 gm: Istanbul, H. von Aulock 491/9.

Trihemiobols

Head of Hera to
left, wearing

stephane, earrings,
and necklace.

Lion's scalp facing; below ¢A:
the whole in an incuse circle.

0.81 gm: Paris

Type right.

Traité II ii 1852, Pl. cli 19;
er, Pl. 1ii 7;
Luynes Coll.

0.8% gm: Untraced.

Sir H. Weber Cat. 6309.
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'OBVERSE REVERSE
Obols
Lion's scalp facing Head and shoulder of a cow to
right, truncation dotted; bdelow,
2A : the whole in an incuse
circle.
: New York, B. Y. Berry Collection.
The above is to be distinguished from
ité II 11 1851 (BMC 357.79-80),
oﬁols of the mid-fifth century,
wrongly placed here by Babelon.
Bronze , . |
Head of Hera to left Lion's scalp facing, sometimes
or right, with ¢A below, in an incuse circle.
ste y necklace,

and earrings.

Four sigzes of these tokens are to
be distinguished.

(1) Type right. Below, 4 A

16 mm. approx: Treité 185%, Pl. cli 20, 21.
Cahn 84’ 371.
(2) Type left. No ethnic.

14 mm. approx: Traité 1854, Pl. cli 22, 23.
BMC 364.147, Pl. xxxv 18,
Sir H., Weber Cat. 6310, 6311.

(3) Type left. Below, 30
11 mm. approx: Gardner 58 no.l2, Pl. iii 10.
(4) Type right. No ethnic.

10 mm. approx: Sir H. Weber Cat. 6313.

The weight of the tokens is of no significance:
(2) has a variation between 1.89 and 3.0 gm.,
while pieces of (1) are only slightly heavier

than those of (2).
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The following list of authorities is confined to those
which provide evidence or argument for Samos specifically.
References to passages cited in a wider context will be
found in the appropriate footnotes.
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Il INSCRIPPIONS

The archaic inscriptions in the following list are for the
most part included in Dr. L. H. Jeffery's forthcoming book,
he Local Scripts of Archai ece, here referred to as 'J',

wvhich see for er bibliography. (For the gravestones I
have repeated J's dates; but they should probably be raised:
see discussion, pp. 294ff, and J's comments, her p. 331).
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III

VI

ViI

VIII

X-XI

X111
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LIST OF PLATES

anx“ Samos and her neighbours - after Kieport,
_I_g Q!:biﬂ A&E Q% No. xii.

Tigani, looking East towards the spur of Mt,. Hykale.
The ancient mole is that on the right of the
harbour. The Church of Metamorphosis is near the
cliff-edge on the outskirts of the town to the

right.

The akropolis ('EKastelli'), from the Kastro; Mt.
Mykale in the background, Narthekis island in the
Straits.

Panoramic view westwards from the end of the
ancient mole. Heraion village 1s in the far
background, above and to the left of the nearest
bollard. In Tigani, the Church of Metamoxrphosis
is beyond the near corner of the harbour; the
long hill is the Kastro; the akropolis is at the
right, with a taller hill behind it.

Ditch dug by the Aiolian prisoners outside section
of wall shown in VI 13 1looking North.

1 Section of wall at West end of Kastro.
2 Wall on North-East side of Kastro; beyond,
the straits looking towards the Samian peraia.

The Plain of Khore from inside the wall shown in
VI 1: the Heraion is st the far curve of the bay.

Geometric walls at the Heraion.

Heraion: general view of the site of the later
temple. ,

Relief of a ship, with dedicatory inscription
(Heraion).

l1-2 Dedication of Amphidemos commemorating a
naval victory (Vathy).
3 Dedication by two men of Perinthos (Tigani).



XIII
XIv

XVI

XVII-XVIII
XIX

XX

XXI
XXII-XXIV

XXV
XXVI-XXVII

XXVIIX
XXIX-XXX

XXXI

XXXII

XXXIII
XXXIV

666

Dedication of Aeakes, son of Brychon (Tigani).
Dedication to Delphian Apollo (Delphoi).

1 Contemporary 'casualty-list' of the Battle
- of the Eurymedon.

- 2 Hellenistic memorial to Maiandrios, cut on

same stone as (1) (Heraion).

1l Hollanistic dedication to Berenike (Heraion).
2 Inseription commemorating the Egyptian

exnedition (Heraion).
Horoi of Athena (Heraion).
Horoi of Ion (Vathy).
Horoi of the Eponymoi (Heraion).
Daedalic statué of Naxian marble (Vathy).

Group by Geneleos (Vathy) - after Buschor,
Altsamische Standbilder, Abb. 90-1, 93-4, 99-101.

Statue, school of Geneleos (Vathy) - after
Buschor, op.cit., Abb. 112.

Kouros dedicated by Leukios to Apollo (Vathy) -
after Buschor, op.cit., Abb. 57, 59-60.

Draped kouros from Kavo Phoneas (Vathy).

Statue dedicated by Aeakes (Tigani) - after
Buschor, op.cit., Abb. 141, 143.

Statue from Didyma (Louvre) - after Enc. Fhot.
de l'Art, Mus. du Louvr Sculpt, Grec ’

Statue of Athena, probably by Endoios (Athens,
Akropolis Mus.) - after Payne and Young,

Archaic Marble Sculpture from the Acropolis

P .

Prehistoric pottery from Tigani (see pp. 50ff).
Geometric pottery from the Heraion (Vathy):

1-2, early ninth century; 3, second half of the
eighth century; 4-5, seventh century.



XXXVI

XXXVII

XXXVIII
XXX IX

XLI

XLIX

XLIII
XLIV

XLV
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1-2 Geometric bronze horse and pair of horses.
34 Subgeometric orientalizing plastigfases,
One~handled cups.

5
6«8 Corinthisn plastic vases.

(;11 in Vathy).

'Gryphon‘ggggggg;, mounted on a modern krater-rim

(VIW ) .

Oriental imports: 1, 2, 4, ivory; 3, steatite;
5, 6, bronge (Vathy). o

Bgyptian imported bronzes (Vathy).
Kypriote terracottas (Vathy).

Spartan imports (Vethy):
l1-2 Lion dedicated by Eumnastos the Spartiate.
3-4 lakonian pottery, chiefly kylix-fragments.

(‘) Bmm’ on an Attic B.F. vase, Lcndm' B.M.
B 436. 3.525 B.C.
(b) Model of a bireme.

Both after J. 5. Morrison, Mariner's Mirror xxvii
(1941) P1. vi.

1l Electrum stater.

2-~% Electrum half-staters.

4 Electrum one-third stater.
5=6 Lead 'staters'.

Samian coins - after Babelon, Trai¢é Pl. ol.

Samian coine in the Ashmolean Museum, (a) obverse,
(b) reverse: 1l1l=-2, electrum; 3-18, silver.

Samian silver coins of the fourth century - after
Gardner, Samos Pl.w.



