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ON THE ORIGIN OF
DIE INSCHRIFTEN VON PRUSA AD OLYMPUM NO. 52

OLLI SALOMIES

The edition of the inscriptions from (or in some cases in) Prusa in Bithynia
(now Bursa) by Th. Corsten, Die Inschriften von Prusa ad Olympum,
consists of two volumes, Teil I, devoted to inscriptions "die mit
ausreichender Sicherheit der antiken Stadt Prusa zugewiesen werden
konnen" (p. ix), and of Teil Il containing inscriptions of in some cases
uncertain origin now in Bursa. In the first volume, no. 52 is an inscription
which is introduced as a "Namenliste eines Kultvereins". The stone
(illustrated in the edition by four photographs) is described as a "Platte aus
Marmor" (the measurements are given as 39x105x18 cm). Only the central
part of the original stone is left, the stone being fragmentary left and right
and in the lower part, and the upper part having been sawn off, possibly at
the moment when the stone was built into the steps of a mosque in Bursa,
from where it has since been moved to the museum.

The inscription consists of three columns of which those on the left
and on the right are fragmentary, although most of the latter column has
been preserved. As for the ipsa verba of the inscription, what one finds here
are names, most of them of the Roman type (the presence of Aelii and the
absence of Aurelii, whether abbreviated or written in full, provides an
approximate date), the names only once being interrupted by the term
uovotot in col. b, line 8. Some of the names are followed by abbreviated
titles of the type Baot., pvotop.

As far as I can see, the origin of this inscription from Prusa has not
been questioned.! However, even those with only a slight knowledge of

I This inscription is mentioned at least by P. Herrmann, £4 20 (1992) 72, and by Cl.
Brixhe and A. Panayotou in Bull. épigr. 1994, 570, but these scholars do not disagree
with the alleged origin from Prusa. In what seems to be the only review of the volume,
that by G. Thiir in ZRG 113 (1996) 476-8, this inscription is not touched upon.
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Cyzicene epigraphical habits must recognize at once that this is another
inscription from Cyzicus. That this is the case is in fact so obvious that this
does not seem to be in need of demonstration. However, as this can be done
easily and without using much space, let me present here the arguments
leading to the inevitable conclusion. These are based partly on the
abbreviated titles, partly on the personal names.

But let us start with a definition of the genre of the inscription: we are
clearly dealing with a text belonging to the category of prytany lists, a
category which is well attested in Cyzicus exactly in this period. It is true
that it is somewhat difficult to get an overview of this material, as there is no
modern comprehensive edition of the lists, but one may grasp a good picture
of the nature of the texts by having a look at those lists published in CIG
3662 ff. and at some of the less fragmentary ones in AM (especially AM 16
(1891) 438 f. and 26 (1901) 121 ff.). The prytany lists begin with a prescript
(e.g. AM 26 (1901) 121 ff., A, line 1 ff. ‘Inmap)oVVTOG ..., YPOUULATEDOVTOG
Ot ..., apylepéng d¢ ¢ "Actag vaod t[ov] év Kulikw ..., Gpyovtog 10D
KOAALOV ..., 010 EmpuTdvevsav ufva ... kol kékaAdioocoy pive ...).2 This
is followed by the lists of names. In many cases, persons referred to as
uvotot are grouped under this very heading at the end of a given list (e.g. in
the inscription mentioned above this happens in line 45 ff.). Among the
persons not described as pvoton many have abbreviated titles of the type
Baoi(Aevg). In the case of most of these titles, the number of people
equipped with them varies; however, there does not seem to be a list
mentioning more than one £ri t®v Qvudtwv. Furthermore, there is no list in
which one would find all the various titles and, where one finds the more
common ones, an exact hierarchy is not easily discernible; one sees,
however, that the éni t@v Bvudtwv (not appearing in all lists) normally
comes after the puotdpyng and before the Baciieic.?

2 The exact nature of a kéAAov and of the activity referred to usually as koAAGlo is
not clear; cf. N. Ehrhardt, Milet und seine Kolonien (1983) 205 with the refs. in nn.
1239 f.

3 Thus in CIG 3663, A, 15; AM 6 (1881) 43 ff., ii, b 16; AM 16 (1891) 438 £, i, line 18;
AM 26 (1901) 121 ff., A, line 16 ff. (but note e.g. how one person designated as iep.
appears in line 12, whereas the rest of the persons with this title appear in line 29 ff.). In
AM 6 (1881) 43 ff., i, line 26, the én(i) Ov(udtwv) appears in the middle of persons
without titles (but later than the pvotapyng) and the PoaociAelg, preceding the
LVLGTAPYTG, appear at the head of the list.
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Now let us have a look at 1. Prusa 52, the inscription to be discussed
here. In column a, the first line which has been preserved opens with [---
Me]vexpdng pvotap(yne). After one line, there is in line 3 [--- Zvu]pdpov
(for the restoration cf. line 4) énl 1@v Ov(udrwv),* who is followed by five
Baociielg (line 4-8); in line 10, we find, as in many prytany lists from
Cyzicus, a person described as iep(opavtng?).> In addition to these, we also
find two persons (in lines 2 and 4) referred to as @1A(6T1n0¢). In column b,
we find the heading pvoton in line 8 and their names in line 9 ff. In column
¢, there is perhaps a pvotdpyng in line 7 and Baciielc at least in lines 11
and 12.

All this would be rather singular in a city like Prusa or, in fact, in
practically any city. But if this is another fragment of a prytany list from
Cyzicus, all details fit perfectly in with everything that is known from the
other lists. It is true that there are some details for which there do not seem
to exist parallels in other published prytany lists. However, this is certainly
not a problem, since the lists tend to be fairly idiosyncratic and since most of
the lists of which larger fragments have been preserved present features of
their own, especially in the choice of titles attached to the persons appearing
in the lists; one concludes that there was a great number of titles (and their
combinations) in use.” In any case, let us have a quick look at the novelties.

4 This person (e.g. [Anuftprog Zup]edpov) is thus not a Roman citizen. The person in
line 4 may well be a brother.

> Thus H. G. Lolling, 4M 13 (1888) 309; J. H. Mordtmann, AM 16 (1881) 438. (Boeckh
in his commentary on CIG 3663 [p. 921; repeated by Ehrhardt, op. cit. (n. 2) 511 n.
1233] could not know that in inscriptions to be published later this title would appear
alone and not followed by ot.) Persons with this designation also appear in CI/G 3663, B,
10; AM 16 (1891) 438 £, 1, line 19; AM 26 (1901) 121 ff. A, lines 12 and 28 ff.

© The abbreviation @t., gtA. @1hot., appearing in almost all prytany lists, sometimes more
or less sporadically here and there (e.g. CIG 3662 line 3; CIG 3664, i, line 50; ii, line 45.
48; AM 6 (1881) 43 ff., iii, 31; AM 16 (1891) 438 f., 11, col. ii, line 9; col. iii line 4),
sometimes in sequences (e.g. CIG 3664, ii, lines 168 and 23 f.; AM 16 (18911) 438 £, 1,
col. 1, lines 6-8; II, col. i, lines 2—12; col. ii, lines 4—6; col. iii, lines 11 f.; AM 26 (1901)
121 ff., A, lines 3740 and 48-50. 52; JHS 22 (1902) 205 f. lines 21-9) and attached also
to persons included in the lists of pvotot, has been interpreted as @A (Otipog) at least
since Boeckh on CIG 3662 (although he adds "nec novi melius"). The book of F. W.
Hasluck, Cyzicus (1910) is not very useful on the prytany lists, which are mentioned only
in passing on p. 212 f.

7Cf. H. G. Lolling, AM 13 (1888) 309, on the new titles appearing in the inscription
quoted here as AM 16 (1891) 438 f.; C. Smith and R. de Rustafjaell, JHS 22 (1902) 207,
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In line 4, we have a Baoci(Aedg), pLA(0T1H0G), a combination not yet attested
as such. However, we know that some persons could use more than one title
(cf. CIG 3663, B, line 1 ypauuotevg kol @A(Gpyng)); and 1AdTILOG also
often appears in the lists of pvotou, cf. n. 6), and in any case there is a
parallel in CIG 3663, B, line 10, Booc. kol iep. ¢1. On the other hand, 1
cannot produce an explanation for the Y having been added after Boot. in
col. a, line 8. Corsten in the commentary on /. Prusa 52 thinks (clearly
without much enthusiasm) that it might stand for v(10¢), the result being
Baot(Aéwg) v(10¢), but I am not sure the son of a basileus is needed here; if
one operates with the assumption that Y stands for v(10¢), one should
perhaps rather think of a mechanical rendering of the latin f(ilius) added to
names in order to point out that someone is the son of someone else (and
often to be translated as "the Younger"). In this case, one should understand
Baoi(Aevg) v(10¢). However, this does not seem very convincing and the
presence (apparently) of an inexplicable / after the name in line 9 may
justify the application of a non liquet to these two letters.

There remains (in col. a, line 2) the worrying text [---]oivov 0 k€ @1A.
One possible explanation could be that this is an error of the stonecutter and
that a name is missing between k¢ and @tA. (a parallel could be [--- 0] kol
KAowdi(0)g @t. in AM 16 (1891) 438 f., ii, line 2). However, for some
reason the prytany lists seem to produce men with extra names introduced
by 0 kot mainly in such cases when one has the name of one's father, e.g.
'Oviowpog B’ 0 ke TeAeopopog (AM 6 (1881) 43 ff., iii, line 41).8 More
important is however that we do have a ligature of an Y and an O here, but
not of the last two letters of the filiation but rather of the (alleged) final Y
and the O of the (alleged) 6. However, is this really a ligature of an Y and an
O? We have here a straight vertical bar running through the O, and this
could of course be seen as the lower part of an Y (the upper part being
placed above the O). On the other hand, an O with a straight vertical line
inside can also be seen as a @, and the truth is that, if one pursues this line of
thought, one finds that the ligature described above is used regularly in the
prytany lists to render a combination of a @ and a ¥, not that of an O and an

on the inscription published ibid. 205 f.

8 Cf. ibid. line 45; AM 16 (1891) 438 f., ii, line 10; JHS 24 (1904) 34 £. line 2. On the
other hand, note also CIG 3664 line 7, [---]tAftov 0 kol EveAuov, where apparently an
adoption is referred to (a similar case can be found in AM 26 (1901) 121 ff., B, line 50).
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Y. What is even better, in CIG 3663, A, line 14, it is exactly this ligature
which appears at the end of the slightly abbreviated title oivoev(Aag). So I
suggest that, instead of [---]Joivov 0 k€ @1A., the correct reading in 1. Prusa
52 should be oivoepv(Aa) x& @lA., this title again taking us back to
Cyzicus.1?

Although I am not sure this is really needed, I would like to conclude
by pointing out how well the inscription in Prusa fits in with the material
from Cyzicus also from an onomastical point of view. In the list, we find
persons with the following nomina: Aelius (b 12 f., ¢ 10); Aurunculeius
(AvpovkkAniog ®ovAPi(o)g b 4); Caecina (A. Kouxiva Zocifig b 11);
Cassius (K. Kaoolog ‘Tovotog b 9); Cattius (M. Kattiog ‘Podeog ¢ 7);
Claudius (b 6); Clodius (b 2, 14); Fabius ([.] ®afrog Ebtvyxog b 17);
Flavius (c 13); Iulius (four instances; a P. Iulius in b 10); Lucceius (A.
Aoxkniog Kptomog ¢ 6); Messius (I'. Méoorog Zaowuog ¢ 5); Ogulnius (M.
"OydoAviog "AydBwv ¢ 8); Pomponius (Tlounmviog Kiccog b 3); Vibius
(BeiBrog ‘Epufic ¢ 9). Now if one compares these names with the names in
the index to /. Prusa, one finds that, if this inscription were from Prusa, the
following names would be the only instances in Prusa: Aurunculeius
Caecina Cassius Cattius Fabius Iulius (with the praenomen P.) Lucceius
Messius Ogulnius Vibius. Things change very much if one considers this to
be an inscription from Cyzicus; indeed, except for Aurunculeius Cattius and
Ogulnius, which I think now make their entrance into the repertory of
Roman nomina in Cyzicus, all of the above names are attested in
inscriptions from the same city published previously.!!

9 Cf. CIG 3663, B, line 5; AM 6 (1881) 43 ff., iii, line 5 (with the facsimile between pp.
44 and 45); AM 16 (1891) 437 f., 1, col. i, line 16 and 20; II, col. iii, line 17 (see the
facsimile in AM 13 (1888), between pp. 304 and 305). In these cases this ligature is used
in the expressions OAapy0o¢ and LEAVING,.

10 For the use of k¢ (the ligature may perhaps also be regarded as a symbol of sorts
representing kat), cf. CIG 3663, B, lines 1 and 10.

1" Caecina: there are many instances (with the praenomen L. I. Kyzikos 1433; AM 16
(1891) 437 £., 1, col. 1, line 21). Cassius: CIG 3662, line 9; CIG 3664, col. ii, line 37; AM
26 (1901) 121 ff.,, B, line 63; JHS 22 (1902) 204 ff., lines 13 and 36. The praecnomen
Quintus does not seem to have been attested previously. Fabius: CIG 3664, col. ii, line
48. Iulius (with the praenomen P.): JHS 22 (1902) 204 ff. line 34. Lucceius: CIG 3662,
line 7 (L.); CIG 3665, col. 1, lines 42 f.; AM 26 (1901) 121 ff., A, line 17; JHS 24 (1904)
34 . (L.); BMC Mysia 58 no. 280. Messius: AM 16 (1891) 437 f., I, col. ii, line 24; AM
26 (1901) 121 ff.,, B, line 52 (?) (C.). Vibius: there are many instances in the prytany lists
(note also e.g. CIG 3661; 1. Kyzikos 1 389). Note furthermore that Pomponius, attested in
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My conclusion is, then, that /. Prusa 52 must be regarded as
originating in Cyzicus and that it represents a category well-known there,
that of the prytany lists. As the stone is not described as having been
inscribed on both sides (a characteristic peculiar to many of the lists), it
belongs to the same category as e.g. AM 6 (1881) 42 f. no. 1; ib. 43 {f. no. 2;
and (possibly) CIG 3662. For inscriptions from Cyzicus which have ended
up in Bursa, cf. e.g. I. Kyzikos 1 2. 30. 34. 38. 45. 54 etc.; SEG 41, 1079,
1082; 43, 898.

University of Helsinki

Prusa, is also attested in Cyzicus (CIG 3663, A, lines 13 and 15; possibly AM 16 (1891)
437 £, 11, col. ii, line 9). As for the names now attested also in Cyzicus, Aurunculeius
was previously known only in Ephesus (I. Ephesos 3016), Cattius in Thessalonica (SEG
43, 462; cf. Cattianus in Antandrus, SEG 46, 1559), Ogulnius in Ephesus (I. Ephesos
1629), Philippi (BCH 61 (1937) 419 no. 14) and Delos (I. Delos 2354bis, a latish
inscription).





