
A PTOLEMAIC INSCRIPTION
FROM HERMOPOLIS MAGNA

 سد صنع

In Marcl I94s during te excavations, under the directiou
٥f Mr. Makramallah, of the University at Hcrmopolis Magna
(Ashmunein) MW. Barraize of the S٠rvice des AntiauiteEs, while
2gagd in re-erecting the fallcn columns of the great Graeco­
Homan Basilica , لا found five inscribcd biocks of a Doric ar
chitrav which had been rv-cnploycd iu the foundations of the
BasiLica. I am mnucl indebted to lL. Barraizc for informauion
about their discovery and for photographs of the inscription
apon them and to Mfr. fakamallah for commynicating the cir­
cumstances to me,

I viewy oF the importanre of the inscription and of tle
architcctural membcrs associated with it, it has been thought
tat provisional ة ptblicatio!! here would he of service to
scholars, pending the conplction of tbe excavations and th،
publication of a full scivntific report.

The inscription, a tarsii!e «f which is shown in Fig. 1.
reads as folows:

BaouAeT IlroAeaبأ TG IlroMeإ aiou Kai Apauv5ng
eeة y '5eiq&v wal BaauNtoag BepEvtKn T5 &5eA4? aUToD
Kai yUvcuRt [ Oeorg EUEp; ETa G ا Kat ITtoAEإ Gا Rai 'Ap­
auv6R [e]Eoi¢ A5eAqoig T& &y&naTG Kai &v vadv Kai
& &AAa Evbg ToG TEEvou [ Kci rhv dtold]v oi taoo5-

-EpyonoAlTp voyG K&TotKot imre[T]c eOEpYe&ق Evou &vنل 
.tac EvEKev Tng Eic aUtoUgه 

This can be translated thus :::
·'T٥ Iirg Ptolemy, scn of Ptolcnny :nd ,rsinoe اء the Brothe!
Gods, and to Cueen BeLenike, his siste1' and vife, the Benefactor
Gods, and to Ptolemy and Arsinoe, the Brotler Gods, the

٦a1:. ه ff.KL, pوفا ervice des 4rtigwiيول ي alerيم% £,Aigلإ Rr±{ا( 
Roerter, bd ة K; 'RIX, p. 7٩5 ٤٤
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cavalry soldiers established in the Hemmopolite Nome {dedi­
cated) the statyes and the temple and the other things within
the sacred enclosure and the portico in recognition of benefits
to them.'' •

The date of the iscription is clear. It was engraved during
the rEign of Ptolemy 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 lI and sister of Ptolemy III, but daughter of Magas.
King of Cyrene, a stepson of Ptolemy I.

The wdTotvot who mad the dedication, were Graeco-la­
cedonian military allotment holders established in the Hermo­
polite Nome and in this case cavalry. The vord 4dtotoc is
the regular technical temm for such military colonists: Both
cavalry and infantry were so established in military colonies
as part of the Ptolemaic regular amy, and from the end of the
third century B.C. the term RdTouKoc replaces the older
KNnpo' Xoc in this sense. (1)

The KdTotxot were organised on a military basis, the ca­
valry being commanded by Hipparchs and the infantry by
Chiliarchs. These military colonies had their own natonal
Hellenic life and had a gymnasium organisation and their own
T0TuaTa or autonomous communites (8). Such military
colonies were established all over Egypt, especially in the
Fayum. One inscription was erected in ihe reign of Ptolemy VI,
Philometor, by the cavalry and infantry settled in the Ombite
Nome .( ة) In Cyprus there were similar settlements, but many
of these seem to have been foreign mercenaries, such as Lycians
or Cilicians ,( ه) though Cretans, Achaeans, and other Greeks
are recorded (6).

The whole questiom 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, Ti8tary o] foyzt wnder tذ Ptoleaaic Dynas4لا , p. 173 £.
(9) Pauly-Wissowa, 8. o. xdTotxog.
(3) Dittenberger, 0.G.I., No. 114.
(4) Dittenberger, op. it., No's. 146, 147, 148, 167.
(5) Dittenberger, . ه git., No'e. 108, 151, 153.
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fully treated by Oertel () and Bevan (8) giwss a brief account of
the system. Similar military colonies were established by th
Seleucids and bythe Attalids in Asia Minor and the infomnation
about these mhich is perhaps in some respects even fuler than
that which we have as regards the Ptolemaic Kdtouo has aلs0
been wel discused by Oertel (3).

There are two long inscriptions from Heropolis Magna
with long Lists of names dating frop the second and first ceu­
turies BC., the latter from the reign of Ptolemy XI (4). These
probably record some of the wdToKor of later date and it is
interesting that among them i the later inscription one or twp
Egyptian names occur. Perhaps these were the sons of Greels
fathers and Egyptian mothers.

This new inscription from Hemmopolis Magna records the
erection and the dedication to Ptolery 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 ofa stoa. It is not clear whether the latter was within or
without the sacred enclosure.

The temple to which this inscribed architrave bclonged i5
presumably the temple pentioned. Since we have in a soلل fai
twenty six blccks of the architrave we can form somne idea of its
character. Two of the corner blocks seem to be missing. It
was a periptema 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 columnns,
a corner of a pedinent, and one or two pieces of the upper part
of the triglypB frieze and of the comice. The whole was gaily
painted in red and blue on stucco applied to the nummulitic
limestone ( ة) wvbich is the material employed for this and al the
other Ptolemaic architecture to be mentioned below. A few
fragments of Ionic capiاals suggest that the interior colmrs
were Ionic. There are no signs of the statues and it is too much
to hope that thgy will be found.

(1) In Pauly-Wissoma ٥. •
(9) 0p. eit., p. 167 ff.
(3) [n Pauly-Wissowe le. cit. See also Rostovtaeff in 0.4.H. VII,

p. 117 I
;e Lati=, Jo. 44 a3 عrecci, 4legandic Cat,, 1scrizygni Grcchلأ}ر,مم( 

ilne, Cair Cat., Greek Inacriptions, No. 9296.
{6) 'hiف stone wag urried و in the hi ls لإ in the desert a little to tho

portI of tbe necropolis of Bermopolis, Tuna el Gebel,
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THis tepple was presumably the centre of the Ptokemaic
sacred enclosure whic lay benEath the Graeco-Roman Basilica.
0f this enclosure the southern wall of mud brick seems to have
been laid bare in its complete length. The yestern wall which
bas been traced from te southwest angle of the enclosure for +
considerable distance northwards, but not yet to the northwes­
tem angle, .broken كز presumably at its middke, by the nنمs oT
an Ionic Propylon which Lie above a tlight of steps, apparenا y
ater in date. Against this west wall outside is a series of smallا 
roms of later date, probabiy shops, in one of which a group ot
bronze vessels was found.

Within the sacred enclosure alng tle ynside of the southern
wal nun the foundations of a Doric stoa, with a stone (nuبm­

Litic lنmestone) stylobate on a base of mud bricl., Whether tطis
s the stoa of the inscription or not we cannot yet say. Wiطt in
the sacred enclosure in the southwestern corner are the myd
brick foundations of smal buildings and a large circular brick
space, perhaps a sacred pool or tank, the date of which is uD­
certain,

Tbe site of the Ptolemaic Doric temple has so 1ar 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 benuath the nave of the Basiica
itغelf.

Between the wvest front of the Basilica and the Propylou
Lies at a much lower level a Inud brick building which had been
6led in with sand. Probably it was abandoned and filled in
when the Ptolemaic sacrcd enclosure was being laid oب t at a
higher level. It slould therefore be pre-Ptolemaic and belong
to a yetearLier sanctuary.

In addition to the architectural remains already mentioned
there are maDy pieces of a Coninthian buiding of the same nym­
pنلu tic L estoneي coated with stcco and painted. These in­
cude aDy ح coluصn dnuص s, cpitals, and bases of an Attic lonic
typ, 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 fowers. The angle volutes Were broken
of when the buiding to which they blonged 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 prgserved. The architrave has three
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honizontal divisions and the frieze was decorated with a design,
not yet clear, in blue on a red ground. The foundations of this
Corinthian byiding have not yet come to Light and it repaنns
for study of the architave blocks to deterبine its plan and
show whether it was a temple, a stoa, or some other stucture.
All this Corinthian architecture is well <.ecuted and of good
early Helenistic style and apparently contemporary with the
Doric temple.

In these remains we thus have for the Brst tيr in Fgypr
from one site a considerablc bady of purely Greek architectrt
of the Ptolemaic period. NVothing similar is yct known from
Alexandnia, the F:yum, or cخl eivhErv. i1 have here fort­
Dately preserved for us benEath tle floor oi the Graeco-Roman
Basilica, which is alnost certaily not eariier than Hadrian,  ة
large part of a Ptolumaic sanctuary with its temples, iتا porti­
coes, and other buildings oF the second hait oF the third ccntury
B.C. This is of great value not merely ior the hstory of Pto­
lemaic cultre in Egyp', but fot the development of Helenistic
architectre as a whole both in Greece and within the bounds
oi Alexander's empir.

n ].B. WACEد! 


