A PTOLEMAIC INSCRIPTION
FROM HERMOPOLIS MAGNA

— -

In March 1945 during the excavations, under the direction
of Mr. Makramallah, of the University at Hermopolis Magna
(Ashmunein) M. Barraize of the Survicz des Antiquités, while
ragagsd in re-orecting the fallen columns of the great Graeco-
Romaun Basitica 1, found five inscribed biocks of a Doric ar
clutrave which had been re-employed in the foundations of the
Basilica. T am inuch indebted to M. Barraize for information
about their discovery and for photographs of the inscription
apon them and to Mr. Makiamalluh for communicating the cir-
cumstances to me,

In view of the importance of the inscription and of the
architectural members associated with it, it has been thought
that & provisional publication here would he of service to
scholars, pending the completion of the excavations and th
publication of a full scicatific report.

The inscription, « tacsimile of which is shown in Fig. 1.
reads as follows :

Baoihel [TroAzualey 1@ (ltolepaiouv xai "Apawéng
Oedv *AbeAgdv kal Baoikioon Bepeviky tf) &dehofj adtod
kai yuvaiki | Oeolg Edepy trarg xai Mroispale xal "Ap-
owdn [B)ects 'Adedgoig & dydApata kaxi ToV vady  xai
TG &AAa Evidg o0 Tepévoug | kat thyv otol&lv oif taood-
hevol &v 18 ‘EpuomnoAlty voud k&totkol inne(lls edepye-
olag évexev Tijg elg avtodg.

This can be translated thus
"To Kirg Ptolemy, son of Pioltiny and Arsinoe, the Brothe:
Gods, and to Quezn Beiecnike, his sister and wife, the Benefactor
Gods, and to Ptolemy and Arsinoe, the Brother Gods, the

1) Barraize, Annale; du Servigce des Antigustds XL, p. 741 §f.; of
Roeéer, ibid XXXIX, p. 746 ff i
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cavalry soldiers established in the Hermopolite Nome (ded:-
cated) the statu¢s and the temple and the other things within
the sacred enclosure and the portico in recognition of benefits
to them." :

The date of the inscription is clear. It was engraved during
the reign of Ptelemy III, Euergetes I, and his wife Berenike,
246-221 B.C. The inscription contains two of the usual official
fictions, Ptolemy III was not the son of Ptolemy III by his
sister Arsinoe, but by his first wife Arsinoe the daughter of Lys:-
machus, King of Thrace, Berenike was not a daughter of
Ptolemy II and sister of Ptolemy III, but daughter of Magas.
King of Cyrene, a stepson of Ptolemy I.

The xatoi<ot who mady the dedication, were Graeco-Ma-
cedonian military allotment holders established in the Hermo-
polite Nome and in this case cavalry. The word k&rtowxog is
‘the regular technical term for such military colonists; Both
cavalry and infantry were so established in military colonies
as part of the Ptolemaic regular army, and from the end of the
third century B.C. the term xatowkog replaces the older
kAnpot xot, in this sense. (1)

The x&towxot were organised on a military basis, the ca-
valry being commanded by Hipparchs and the infantry by
Chiltarchs. These military colonies had their own national
Hellenic life and had a gymnasium organisation and their owa
TOATELHATA  Or autonomous communities (2). Such military
colonies were established all over Egypt, especially in the
Fayum. One inscription was erected in the reign of Ptolemy VI,
Philometor, by the cavalry and infantry settled in the Ombite
Nome (3). In Cyprus there were similar settlements, but many
of thgse seem to have been foreign mercenaries, such as Lycians
or Cilicians (4), though Cretans, Achaeans, and other Greeks
are recorded ().

The whole questior of the Ptolemaic military colonies is
not yet clear, although we possess much information on the
subject which cannot be discussed here in detail. It has been

(1) Bevan, History of Egypt under tie Ptolemaic Dynasty, p. 172 £,
(2) Pauly-Wissowa, ¢. v, x&rowoc.

(3) Dittenberger, 0.G.I., No. 114.

(4) Déttenberger, op. cit., No's, 148, 147, 148, 157.

(5) Dittenberger, op. cit., No’s. 108, 151, 153,



—11 —

‘(ureunuwysy) rudely siodountoy ju JARIIGIMY PaqUISU] — I J1

e S e, >¢4».}|i..u...wf ol m&‘.n]n..l \».MJ

w»akh«wﬁwxh%&
SR R \%zh_zurrﬁu& zﬁP{<<é.§%<zzo.
by g n SEAYAE AT e

i T T

. v %Pr - i .ﬁ\r aen R T - > £ b T e g =%
Tk A LV g T 5T Lrd e AR B L0 Jﬁ#wr:mx&
AR WA Pl e _iﬁdr_:_{im.: ol L.(_.W/.\._L cwn Elo3uw .

.r m_@?m@ﬁ b e e 3&5_.
} SREE T NG
SR N AR u.,.‘,mw




fully treated by Oertel (1) and Bevan (2) givgs a brief account of
the system. Similar military colonjes were established by the
Seleucids and by the Attalids in Asia Minor and the information
about these which is perhaps in some respects even fuller than
that which we have as regards the Ptolemaic k&toikot has also
been well discussed by Oertel (3).

There are two long inscriptions from Hermopolis Magna
with long lists of niames dating from the second and first cen-
turies B.C., the latter from the reign of Ptolemy XI (4. These
probably record some of the kdtowou of later date and it is
interesting that among them in the later inscription one or twp
Egyptian names occur. Perhaps these were the sons of Greek
fathers and Egyptian mothers.

This new inscription from Hermopolis Magna records the
erection and the dedication to Ptolemy III and Berenike and
to the Brother Gods (Ptolemy II and Arsinoe) of statues, a
temple, and other offerings within the sacred enclosure, and
also of a stoa. It is not clear whether the latter was within or
without the sacred enclosure.

The temple to which this inscribed architrave belonged i3
presumably the temple mentioned. Since we have in all so fa:
twenty six blocks of the architrave we can form some idea of its
character. Two of the corner blocks seem to be missing. It
was a peripteral temple with six Doric columns at each end and
ten probably along the sides. No capitals have yet been
unearthed, but there are one or two fragments of Doric columns,
a corner of a pediment, and one or two pieces of the upper part
of the triglyph frieze and of the comnice. The whole was gaily
painted in red and blue on stucco applied to the nummulitic
limestone (6} which is the material employed for this and all the
other Ptolemaic architecture {0 be mentioned below. A few
fragments of Ionic capitals suggest that the interior columus
were lonic. There are no signs of the statues and it is too much
to hope that they will be found.

(1) In Pauly-Wissowa s. v.
(2) Op. cit., p. 167 ff.
. lg:;)f}n Pauly-Wissowa lpe. cit. Bee also Rostovtzeff in C.4 H. VII,
..(4) Breccia, dlezandria Cat., Iscrizioni Greche e Latine, No. 44 a;
Milue, Cair Cat., Greek Inscriptions, No. 9206,
gs) Thie stone was quarried in the hills in the desert a little to the
nerth of the necropolis of Hermopolis, Tuna el Gebel.
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This temple was presumably the centre of the Ptolemaic
sacred enclosure which lay beneath the Graeco-Roman Basilica.
Of this enclosure the southern wall of mud brick seems to have
been laid bare in its complete length. The western wall which
has been traced from the southwest angle of the enclosure for :
considerable distance northwards, but not yet to the northwes-
tern angle, is broken, presumably at its middle, by the ruins ot
an lonic Propylon which lie above a tlight of steps, apparently
later in date. Against this west wall outside is a series of small
rooms of later date, probabily shops, in one of which a group ot
bronze vessels was found.

Within the sacred enclosure aiong the 1nside of the southern
vaall run the foundations of 2 Doric stoa, with a stone (nummu-
-lific limestone) stylobate on a base of mud brick., Whether this
is the stoa of the inscription or not we cannot yet cay. Within
the sacred enclosure in the -outhwestern corner are the mud
brick foundations of small buildings and a large circular brick
space, perhaps a sacred pool or tank, the date of which is un-
cerfain,

The site of the Ptolemaic Doric temple has so iar not been
found. It has not yet been identified in the ruins between the
Ionic Propylon and the west front of the Basilica. Perhaps it
lies on the axis of the Propylon bentath the nave of the Basilica
itself.

Bétween the west front of the Basilica and the Propylou
lies at a much lower level a 1nud brick building which had been
fillked in with sand. Probably it was abandoned and filled in
when the Ptolemaic sacred enclosure was being Jaid out at a
higher level. It shiould thervfore be pre-Piolemaic and belong
to a yet earlier sanctuary.

In addition to the architectural remains already mentioned
there are many pieces of a Corinthian building of the same num-
mulitic limestone coated with stucco and painted. These in-
clude many column drums, capitals, and bases of an Attic Ionic
type, a scotia between two tori. The capitals were painted in
violet for the ground, orange brown for the stalks, and blue and
red for the leaves and flowers. The angle volutes were broken
off when the building to which they bclonged was dismantled
and the capitals were packed together in the foundations of the
Basilica. Of this Corinthian structure several blocks combining
architrave and frieze are preserved. The architrave has three
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honzontal divisions and the frieze was decorated with a design,
not yet clear, in blue on a red ground. The foundations of this
Corinthian building have not yet come to light and it remains
for study of the architrave blocks to determine its plan and
show whether it was a temple, a stoa, or some other structure.
All this Corinthian architecture is well £xecuted and of good
early Hellenistic stvle and apparently contemporary with the
Doric temple. . - =

In these remains we thus have for the first tirne in Egypt
from one site a considerable bady of purely Greek architecturc
nf the Ptolemaic period. Nothing similar is yct koown from
Alexandna, the Fuyum, or cliewherc. \1'¢ have here fortu-
nately preserved for us beneath the floor of the Graeco-Roman
Basilica, which 15 almost certainlv not earlier than Hadrian, a
large part of a Ptolemaic sanciuary with 1ts temples, its porti-
coes, and other buildings of the second haif of the third century
B.C. This is of great value not merely for the history of Pto-
lemaic culture in Egypt, but for the development of Hellenistic
architecture as a whole both in Greece and within the bounds
of Alexander’s empin,

Alan J.B. WACE



