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A NEW INSCRIPTION OF HERAKAS,
SON OF PONTIKOS, APXEPMHNEYX AAANQN*

In Summer 2017, during the investigation of the ancient Greek necropolis
of Kyz-Aul, a fragment of a marble plate with a Greek inscription was
found.!

This necropolis is situated in the south-eastern part of the Kerch
Peninsula near the village of Yakovenkovo. The settlement to which the
cemetery belonged has not yet come to light, probably because it was
destroyed by the sea together with a part of the necropolis.?2 Perhaps it
was located 1.5-2 km to the south-west of the necropolis. In this area,
the waves sometimes throw onto the beach individual rounded fragments
of amphora containers from the ancient Greek period. The sea here has
immersed at least 50—100 metres of the coast.

Revealed at the necropolis were stone tombs, graves lined with
stone slabs and flat graves. These funerary complexes date from the

* This work was carried out within the framework of the Program of Fundamental
Scientific Research of the Russian State Academies of Sciences, State Assignment
No. 0184-2019-0005 “The culture of ancient states of the Northern Black Sea region.
Subcultures of the ruling elite and common population”.

I This find was reported at the international scientific conference “The Bosporan
Phenomenon: general and peculiar features of historical and cultural space in the
world of classical antiquity” (St Petersburg, November 27-29, 2018). N. Pavlichenko
would like to express sincere gratitude to all who participated in the discussion of
this inscription. Currently it is kept in the Eastern-Crimean Historical and Cultural
Museum-Preserve (Inv. No. KI1-192234).

2 The ancient settlements in the Black Sea littoral of the Kerch Peninsula appeared
in the very beginning of the Nymphaion transgression, when the sea level was at
least 5-6 m lower than today (Fedorov 1978 [I1. B. ®enopos, “Ilneiicronen ITonTo-
Kacrus™], 157; Agbunov 1992 [M. B. ArGyHoB, Aumuunas eeoepagus Cegeproeo
Ipuuepromopos), 23), or, in the opinion of some researchers, 10—12 m lower than
today (Bruyako—Karpov 1992 [U. B. bpysako, B. A. Kapnos, “/[peBHsist reorpadus
n KoneOaHUsl YPOBHA Mops (Ha MpHMepe ceBepo-3amagHoil yacTH YepHOMOPCKOTo
OacceliHa B aHTHYHYIO 3110Xy)”], 89). As a result, the outlines of the ancient shores
have essentially changed, while the archaeological sites situated along them have been
completely or partly annihilated.
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2nd century BC to the 3t century AD. Individual burials, judging from the
buckles found in them, are preliminarily datable to the 4t to 5% century
AD. From the 6t century to the third quarter of the 7t century and from the
second half of the 8™ to the first half of the 10t century AD in the territory
of the already abandoned necropolis, there were a number of settlements,
and some of the rifled tombs were used as dwellings and sheds for keeping
sheep and goats.3

The urbanity of the Kyz-Aul settlement is evidenced by the presence
here of monumental tombs, tombs with paintings, fragments of sculptures,
funerary stelae etc.

The inscription under consideration was found in tomb no. 10, situated
in the excavation at the area of the shore (Fig. 1). The vault is in the
western part of the excavation, to the west of the north-western corner of
the dromos of tomb no. 9 excavated in 2016, and consists of two chambers
and a dromos added from the south-west along the common axis with the
chambers (Fig. 2).

The two chambers are rectangular in plan. The roof and the upper
courses of their masonry were destroyed, and the south-western and south-
eastern walls were pressed inward in the horizontal and vertical plane by the
weight of the soil. The walls were preserved to a height of 1.1 to 1.5 m with
two to three layers of masonry. On the outside, the north-eastern wall is
adjoined by a stone structure in the form of a vertical shaft connected with
chamber 2 by a hole. Upon the slabs constituting the shaft on the inside,

3 The first scientific excavations of the necropolis of Kyz-Aul were conducted
in 1930 by the director of the Kerch museum Yuliy Yu. Marti (Gaidukevich 1959
[B. @. TaiinykeBud, “Hekporonu HEKOTOPHIX Oocmopckux roponaos”], 154). In the
1970s—1980s, during O. D. Chevelev’s excavations, 96 graves and 3 vaults were
uncovered (Chevelev 1985 [O. [I. Yesenes, “Hoswle morpedenus Keiz-aymbckoro
Hekponossa”’], 84-89). Beginning in the 1990s, N. F. Fedoseev excavated several
single-chamber and double-chamber tombs including, e.g., vault no. 8, “Tomb of
Hercules” (Fedoseev 2014 [H. @. ®enocees, “Ckiuen ‘Tepkyneca’ Ha Hekpornose Kbi3-
Ayn ¥ BOIIPOCHI JaTHPOBKH YCTymuathix ckiernoB”], 431-451) and about fifty slab-
lined and flat graves, as well as buried horses and dogs (cf. Sudarev—Fedoseev 2007
[H. U. Cynapes, H. ®. ®enocees, “UccnenoBanus Hekponoist Keiz-Ayn], 142—145;
Fedoseev—Ermolin—Kulikov—Ponomarev 2001 [H. ®. ®enocees, A. JI. Epmornus,
A. B. Kymuxos, JI. FO. [Tonomapes, “XKuoit komruiekc Ha Hekpornoie Ke3-Ayn”], 58—
63; Fedoseev 2006 [H. ®@. ®enocees, “Olxog cpeau moruwn’], 301-309; Fedoseev—
Ponomarev 2012 [H. @. ®enocees, JI. 0. ITonomapes, “Cxien Ne 6 Ha KbI3-aynbckom
Hekpomnone”], 491-525; Fedoseev—Ponomarev 2017 [H. ®. ®denocees, JI. 1O. Tlo-
HoMapeB, “Tlorpe0asnbHblil 1 KUIMIIHO-X035HCTBEHHBIN KomIuieke ckiena Ne 7 Kbiz-
aynbckoro Hekpornoist (Kpeim)”], 82-132, 149-165; Fedoseev—Ponomarev 2018
[H. ®. ®enocees, JI. 0. [Tonomapes, “PanHecpeaHEeBEKOBbIE KHIIbIE U X035 CTBEHHbIE
KOMIUIEKCHI Ha aHTUYHOM Hekporoiie Kuiz-Ayin (ckiien Ne 9)”], 80-84).
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A New Inscription of Herakas, &pyxeppunvevg Alov@dv 317

a long impact of high temperatures left traces in the form of local spots of
red-orange hues and lacunae of destroyed limestone. These spots and the
construction of the shaft can be interpreted as the chimney of a hearth or
oven installed in chamber 2 when the vault was used as a dwelling room
(Fig. 3). During excavation of the floor flags, neither buried skeletal remains
nor accompanying goods have been found. The tomb was robbed already
in antiquity and later served as a dwelling (6"~7% centuries) and a shed for
sheep and goats (second half of the 8™ to the first half of the 10t century).

Fig. 3. Tomb No. 10. View from the north-ecast.

The employment of the tomb as a dwelling and household rooms is
confirmed by finds from its fill. The material of the fill is mixed; it includes
predominantly amphora fragments and, besides, lumps of limestone, bones
of large- and small-horned cattle, bones of birds, a small quantity of fish
bones and shells of oysters and mussels. Along with single fragments of
pottery from the 4-3rd century BC, of note are amphorae from the 1534,
6"—7t% and 8—10t centuries AD.*

4 Fedoseev 2018 [H. ®. ®enoceeB, OTU4ET 0 pe3yabTarax apXxeoNIOTHUECKUX
WCCIIEJOBAaHUH Ha TEPPUTOPHU BBISIBICHHOTO OOBEKTA apXEOJOTHIECKOTO HACIIEeIUs
Hekporoist “Kei3-Ayn” B 2017 rony (Jlenunckuit paiion, Pecnyonuka Kpeim) (Ot-
KpbIThIN ucT Ne 1347 ot 24 urons 2017 )], 27-45.
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Besides the pottery, a fragment of a marble plate was retrieved from the
lower layer of the brown loam in chamber 1, presumably of Prokonessian
marble. Its upper part, the left side, and, partially, the right side are broken
off. The dimensions of the plate are: height 18.5 cm, length 26.3 ¢cm and
thickness 3.8 cm. On one of its sides, 7 lines of an inscription (Fig. 4 A) are
preserved (height of the letters 1.5—1.6 cm); on the other, part of a relief is
discernible, viz. the head and neck of a horse to the right (Fig. 4 B).

The space around the protome of a horse is roughly worked. Hence,
this relief evidently was a blank for a grave stele with a representation of
horsemen. The image is schematic, so that it is difficult to tell whether
there is a bridle on the horse’s head. A pictorial parallel of this relief
is found e.g. in stele CIRB Album 328 (Pantikapaion, 1%t century AD)?
(Fig. 5), whose right-hand part depicts a horseman and on the left there
is the front of a horse without a rider. Behind the horseman on a standing
horse there is sometimes a depiction of part of the figure of a warrior
following him — CIRB Album 78, 83, 84, 145, 386 (Pantikapaion, 1t to
first half of the 2"d century AD), etc.

The detail in front of the horse’s muzzle is probably part of the tail
of another horse. A similar depiction of a tail can be seen, e.g., on steles
CIRB Album 413, 491 (Pantikapaion, 15t century AD). A particularly close
analogue is a relief of the 152 century AD found in Taman in 1894 with
an image of a Thracian horseman (Fig. 6).¢ Thus we are evidently dealing
with the left-hand part of a relief showing a horse moving to the right
behind a rider.”

In the last line of the inscription on side A, we see a date according
to the Pontic era: the year 501, 25t day of the month of Daeisios, i.e.
204 AD. The beginning of this line has not survived, but most probably the
date was specified using the formula common for the first centuries AD —
such-and-such a year, such-and-such a month, such-and-such a day —[&v
T®] o, Aaetoiw ke’ The inscription is hence dated to the period of the
rule of the Bosporan king Sauromates II. Moreover, the letters APXEPM
at the end of the fifth line following directly the genitive ITovtikod allow
us to reconstruct fairly reliably the name of Herakas, son of Pontikos.

5 P. Kreuz dates it to the end of the 15t century AD (Kreuz 2012, 858, Cat. No. 979).

6 K-WNo. 561, Tab. XXXIX; Lapidarium of the Eastern-Crimean Historical and
Cultural Museum-Preserve, Inv. No. KJI-145. Fig. 6: Kucherevskaya 2016 [H. JI. Ky-
yepeBckas, Kamennas remonucy bocnopa. Jlanuoapuas xkonnexyusi], 90 No. 173.

7 Savostina 1992 [E. A. CaBoctuHa, “MHorosipycHsle cTeibl bocropa: cemanTika
u ctpykrypa”], 361; Kucherevskaya 2019 [H. JI. KyuepeBckas, “K uHTepnperanuu
penbeda Ha ommcrorpade ¢ Hammuchio ['epaka, cbiHa [oHTHKA, M3 Hekporois Kbi3-
Ayn’], in print.
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Fig. 4A. Second
inscription of Herakas,
son of Pontikos
(Lapidary Collection of
the Eastern-Crimean
Historical and Cultural
Museum-Preserve,
Inv. No. KI1-192234).
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Fig. 4B. Second
inscription of
Herakas, son of
Pontikos. Relief.
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Fig. 6. Stele with depiction of
a Thracian horseman (Lapidary
Collection of the Eastern-Crimean
Historical and Cultural Museum-
Preserve (Kucherevskaya 2016,
90 No. 73).
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‘Hpaxdg IMovtikod? is already known to us through the inscription CIRB
1053. This is a building inscription found as early as 1910 in Taman on
the site of the fortress of Phanagoria. On one side of the plate with the
inscription CIRB 1053, the tamga of Sauromates Il is cut with an inscription
informing that under the charge of Herakas, son of Pontikos, the chief
interpreter of the Alans, in the year 505 of the Bosporan era (i.e. in 208 AD)
a certain building was constructed — 3u émipeieiog Hpokd IMoviikod
ApxeEPUNVEDS Alavav. E[v T@] €9’ (Fig. 7A).° On the other side, there
was a relief depicting a parting scene (C/IRB 1085). The character of the
writing suggests that the epitaph dates to the 15t century AD (Fig. 7B).10

The types of CIRB 1053 and the inscription under consideration have
very few similar traits, although they were found fairly close to each other.
More characteristic are the differences in the way the letters epsilon, nu
and especially omega are written. The omega in the first inscription is
in cursive form, the omega in the second one looks like a circle upon
a horizontal hasta. The closest analogue to its writing is in the Phanagorian
sacred law (CIRB Album 1005, Fig. 8). This fact, firstly, enables us to date
CIRB 1005 to the early 3 century AD rather than to the 15t or 2" century
AD, as V. V. Latyshev, S. A. Zhebelev and, later, the publishers of CIRB
supposed.'! Secondly, a cautious supposition may be proposed that the
new inscription of Herakas was cut by the same carver or in the same
workshop as that of the Phanagorian sacred law.

8 Regarding the name ‘Hpoxag, see Perevalov 2011 [C. M. IlepeBainos, “Anan-
ckas snurpaduka 1. Karanor rpeueckux Haanuceir”], 5.

9 Eastern-Crimean historical and cultural museum-preserve, Inv. No. KJI-109,
KII 68674; CIRB Album 1053; Die Krim... 229, Kat. 1. 26.

10 This is not the only example among the Bosporan inscriptions. As an analogue,
the inscription found in Phanagoria in 1870 (CIRB 982) may be noted. One side of
the latter marble stele is a relief depicting a woman with a swaddled child on her
knees; on the other side, there is the text of a decree from 130 AD. A good example
of an opisthograph is a marble plate discovered in Kerch in 2007 with the text of
a decree from the time of Leukon I or Perisades I on a side and, on the front, the
text of a manumission from Kotys’s time (45/46—62/63 AD), as the publishers of this
monument suppose (Aibabin—Sidorenko 2007 [A. U. Aii6abun, B. A. Cunopeuxko,
“HoBas uyneiickas manymuccusi u3 Ilantukanes”], 121-127). Finally, the opistho-
graphs from Phanagoria with a building inscription from the 15t century BC and an
epitaph from the late 2" to early 3t century AD should be mentioned (Yaylenko
2002 [B. II. Siinenko, “Onuctorpad u3 daHaropuu co CTPOUTEIBHONH HANUCHIO
u snutadueit puacora’], 229-241), as well as those from Tanais where, on both sides,
the building inscriptions of the late 2n to early 3 century AD (CIRB 1244) and of the
2nd quarter of the 3t century AD (CIRB 1252) were incised.

11 CIRB 1005, Ivanchik 2010 [A. U. VBan4uk, “A3uarckuii bocriop B aHTHYHBIX
TeKcTax. Dnurpaduueckue namsTHuku’ |, 366.
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Fig. 7A. The first inscription of Fig. 7B. The rear side of the plate
Herakas, son of Pontikos, found with the first inscription of Herakas,
in Taman in 1910 (CIRB 1053). son of Pontikos (CIRB 1085).

In the first line, only three letters are preserved. This is an ending in
the genitive case and the beginning of the next word. Only hypothetical
reconstructions of this line and of the beginning of the entire inscription
are possible.

The content of the second line is the beginning (unfortunately, two
or three last letters are broken off) of a participle of the aorist, active
voice, feminine gender of the verb katanintw. Provided that it refers to
structures, it can mean ‘collapsed’.!?

12 Orlandos—Traulos 1986 [A. OpAavdog, I. Tpavdog, Aeéikov apyotmv opyt-
TEKTOVIK@V 0pmV], 144 s.v. katanmintw. Andocides, in his oration De Mysteriis
telling about burning Athens by the Persians mentions tnv TOALY AVAGTATOV. .. 1EPE.
1€ KOTOUKEKOVUEVO TELYN T€ Kol olklag katanentokviog (And. 1. 108). In the
sense of ‘to be ruined’, kataninto is often encountered in inscriptions as well. For
instance, in an Attic decree on the repairs of the sanctuary of Amphiareion in Rham-
nous of the late 3™ century BC, this verb is mentioned more than once in a typical
description of the buildings needing repairs: 10 8¢ 1epov cvvBolivel TpocdetcBot
¢miokeviic kol TOV Te oikov GOVPoV elval Kol TOV KEpopov kateayéval,
KOUTOTENTOKEVAL 8¢ Kol TOD TOloL TO LEPOG TOV KATH TOV OAHOV KOl TNV
tpamelav 10D 80D KateAYEVOL KOl TO TPOGTOLOV KIVIVVEVELY KOTAUTECELV. ..
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Fig. 8. Phanagorian Sacred Law (CIRB Album 1005).

The four letters at the beginning of the third line may be reconstructed
as a form of the aorist of the active voice, singular, from the verb
koBlepow (‘dedicate, install as an object of worship’), i.e. he dedicated.
It seems that among the entire set of verbs with -ow, this verb best fits
the context. The employment of this verb allows us to identify the type
of the inscription from Kyz-Aul as a votive inscription.!3 Taking into

(IG 11 1322, ¢). In the Astynomoi Law of Pergamum, kotoninte is used in con-
nection with collapsed walls: T@v 3¢ deopévov EToKEVTG KOWA[V] Tolx®V | 7y
KOTOTESOVTMV, €0V HEV OAOLG TOTG TOlX0olg OHOL®G Ol YELTOVEG XPpAVTAL, TO
ioov | elop[e]pétwony elg TNV oikodopiav (Saba 2013, 23 [Col. III. 112-114], 61).
The verb without a prefix could have an analogous meaning: M.-C. Hellmann believes
that the formula [tov Tolx0V] TOL TecdvTa in the account of the hieropoioi of Delos
of 246 BC (ID 290,,,) designated a completely collapsed wall (Hellmann 1992, 359).

13 "Avop06wm (“set up again, restore, rebuild’, LSJ, s.v.) was sometimes also used
in dedications. For example, in the inscription from Fayoum Apollonios restored for
the gods the demolished propylacum at his own expense: [TletecoV ® 6e® PeYGAW®
kol [vepep®dTtt T0 T[plomOAa[L0V] XpOV® [dLopBope]v []vipObwoey £k T0D 1810V
‘AnolLdviog (OGIS 7105,, 190 AD).
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consideration the presence of the participle of the verb meaning ‘ruining’
in the second line, it is unlikely that here we are dealing with a dedication
of a statue of the emperor as we are with C/IRB 41, 1048. Most probably,
the object of the dedication is some building. In Bosporan inscriptions
of this kind, both &vatiOnut and kaBiepom have been found. The latter
verb is used in, e.g., the Pantikapaion dedication to Aspourgos cut on
a slab of the architrave of a building of unclear destination (CIRB 39,
Panticapacum, 23 AD).

The second example is especially important to us, being a close ana-
logue of the inscription from Kyz-Aul. It is an inscription from 105 AD
from Hermonassa (CIRB 1045, ;). Sauromates I, having restored from
their foundations the porticoes surrounding the temple that had been
destroyed by time, dedicated them to Aphrodite Apatourias:

[-- TOc] mepvatovg otod[g Talg TAV [--]
[--xpévor ka]ONpMUEVOG €K OepLeAl®Y dLEYELPOG
[-- Appo]deltnt AToTOVPLAdL KOOELEPWGEV.

It does not seem probable that anybody would dedicate a destroyed
building to a deity or the king of Bosporus; hence, if it is supposed that
our inscription was based on the same scheme, then in the lost upper
lines of the inscription there must be a verbal form specifying the actions
concerned with the ruined structure, ¢. g., a participle from éniokevalw,'*
(&v)oikodopéw!> or from some other verb with a similar meaning.
[KAJTATIEXOYZ, possibly, should be restored as an accusative depending
from that verbal form.!¢ In Black Sea inscriptions of the 2d-31 century
AD, the participles of the verbs koaboaipw (CIRB 1045), xoTtoQEp®
(CIRB 1122), drapbeipw (CIRB 1241), kotapbeipw (CIRB 1243)!7 and
aperéopat (CIRB 1247), characterizing different extents of the ruination
of buildings, were usually employed in the form of participial aor. / perf.
pass. Nevertheless, there are also cases in which this characteristic is

14 For example, in Attic decrees, the action following the ruination is designated
by the term é¢miokevn (/G 1121011, 1322, ;etc). On the use of émiokevn to describe
the repair and refacing of walls, see Ginouves et al. 1992, 29 and 89.

15 This verb is often used in combination with derivatives of kataninto, €. g.,
in the account of the Delian hieropoioi: 10 katanecov dvotkodouncavtt (269 BC,
1G X1. 2. 203,,); Hellmann 1992, 296, 359.

16 [KAJTAIIEZOYX also can be interpreted as a participle in the genitive case,
e.g. as genitivus partitivus. The reconstruction of an expression in gen. abs. is here
hypothetically possible, but such a turn would rather be typical of some verbose
honorific decree.

17 Kuznetsov 2007a [B. 1. Ky3uenos, “Hosbie Haamucu u3 @anaropun’], 229-231.
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expressed using participial aor. act., e. g., in the abovementioned accounts
of Delian hieropoioi and in the astynomoi law of Pergamum.

Then, taking into consideration the size of the lacuna in the beginning
of the second line!® and the fact that the participle in the second line is
in the feminine gender, it is possible to insert before it T1&g otodg or, for
example, Tag TOAOG, i.e. “having restored the destroyed stoa” or “the
destroyed gate”. The name of the addressee of the dedication probably
must have been carved before [ka01ép]ocev. To whom was this building
dedicated? Again, considering the size of the lacuna in the beginning of
the third line, we can add, e.g., T@® Aul or ‘'HpokAel or T1) TOAEL.

The author of the dedication was probably a private person, and there-
fore the source of the funds can be restored as éx T®[V 181wV AVAA®]-
patwv — “dedicated at his own expense”. Then an indication follows
as to which particular official was responsible for the construction of
the building: 8V émipe[Aetog Hpokd] IToviikoD.

Thus, if the proposed additions are accepted, the first six lines of
our inscription inform that “someone, having restored some destroyed
structures at his own expense, dedicated them to some deity (or to the
polis) through the care of Herakas, son of Pontikos, the chief interpreter
of the Alans”.

In the middle of the sixth line, immediately above the date, we see
a completely preserved word &pyovtocg, i.¢. the form concordant with the
genitive of the name Herakas, son of Pontikos. With fair confidence it is
possible to suppose that here we are dealing with a participle — literally
“under the charge of Herakas, son of Pontikos, managing...” Examples
of the use of the participle from the verb &pyw in the sense of a person
“managing something” are numerous. For the Bosporus one can adduce
the well-known formula of the titles of the Bosporan kings Leukon I,
Perisades [,2° Spartokos I1I?! and Perisades IV Philometer,??> where the

18 The reconstruction of the name of Herakas, son of Pontikos, in the fifth line
enables us to establish the length of a line in this inscription.

19 Aebxmvog Gpyovtog Boomdpo kol O®e0docing kal paciiedovtog Zivdmy,
Topetéwv, Aovdaplov, ¥nocdv (CIRB 6, 1037, 1038) or Aedk®wvog &pyYovTog
Boomdpo kol Oe0d06ing kal Thg Zivdikiig mdong kol Topetéwv Kol Aavdaplmv
kol ¥Ynoodv (Sokolova—Pavlichenko 2002 [O. FO. CoxkonoBa, H. A. TlaBnudeHko,
“HoBast nocBstuTeNnbHas Hafamuch u3 Humdes], 99—121).

20 gpyovtog Iapioddeog Boomdpov kol Ogvdocing kol Baciieboviog
Tivdov kal Mait@®v navtov (CIRB 971).

21 gpyovtog kol Bacthebdovtog Tnoaptokov Tod Eduniov (CIRB 974).

22 dmep apyovtog kol Bactiéwg Maip[tloddov ToD Bactiéwg IMapitoddov gi-
Aopntopog kai Baciitoong Koapacoping the Znaptdlkov Bvyatpog euA[o]Ték-
vou [kot] Apydtov tod Todvlfov Baoiiiclong Kapoaocop[Omlg &vdpog (CIRB 75).
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substantivated participle from Gpyw was used since the beginning of
the 4t century BC until the last quarter of the 2" century BC. Mention
should also be made of the coins of Hygiainon and Asandros with the
inscription &pyovtog Yyiaivovtog, &pyxoviog Acdvdpov or &pyxovTog
‘Acévdpov Boomdpov.?3 In addition, we may think of the title of one of
the supreme officials of Tanais from ca. 188-220 AD: &pywv Tovoeltdv
(CIRB 1242, 1245)24 and of the officials whose post is designated as
Koatocapémv dpyovteg (Hermonassa, 307 AD, CIRB 1051,). In all these
cases, the substantivated participle indicates a Bosporan king or an official
managing a certain territory and/or a certain group of people living there.

Besides @ipywv tivog, there was still another expression also used
to designate “a person managing something”: ¢ €éni tivoc. Numerous
examples demonstrate that this formula was universal and designated
a person who managed a school or a stable or the governor of an entire
city or a region.?

The use of the substantivated participle &pywv as well as the expre-
ssion 0 €ml Tivog is known also for Asia Minor, where the word &pywv
could be applied to the head of an association?¢ or to an executive official
of various ranks.2’

23 Anokhin 2011 [B. A. Auoxun, Aumuunsie monemor Cegepnozo Ilpuueprno-
mopwa), 182,183 No. 1275, 1276, 187, 188 No. 1312-1317; Zograf 1951 [A. H. 3orpad.
Anmuunvie monemsi|, Table XLII. 18, XLIV. 7, 8; Frolova 1997 [H. A. ®pomosa.
Monemnoe odeno bocnopa (cepeouna I 6. 0o n.s. — cepeduna 1V 6. n.s.). Yacmo 1.
Monemmnoe oeno bocnopa 49/48 2. 0o m.5. — 210/211 2. n.5.], 165-167 Cat. 1-5, 175.

24 Kotsevalov 1958, 1525, 1526; Shelov 1972 [J1. b. Illennos, Tarauc u Husicrui
Jlon 6 nepsvie sexa nauteti spui], 265, 266; Vdovchenkov 2012 [E. B. BnoBueHkos,
“Kem 0buIH TaHAUTHI (K BOTIPOCY 00 3THHUECKON MPUHAICKHOCTH HOBOTO HACCIICHUS
Tanawuca [1-11I BB. H.3.)”], 163—-165.

25§ éml TV evvoLywv (Pantikapaion, 15t century BC to early 15t century AD,
CIRB 301), 6 éni 10D Tadoywyiov (Pantikapaion, 2" century AD, CIRB 706), 6 £éni
T®V ‘Acmovpylavav (Pantikapaion, 270s AD, CIRB 36 A7), 0 €ml TOV AOY®V
(Pantikapaion, 270s AD, CIRB 36 A,, 3, 36 B,,), 6 éni tiic ©codociog (Pantikapaion,
270s AD, CIRB 36 A,s; Pantikapaion, 306 AD, CIRB 645 ), 6 €ml 10D 1ITOVOG
(Kytaion, 234 AD, CIRB 942), 6 é¢ml t@®v iep®v (Phanagoria, 151 AD, CIRB 976,));
Hermonassa, 105 AD, CIRB 1045), 6 ¢ni tig Topyineiog (Gorgippia, the second half
of the 2 to the first half of the 31 century AD, CIRB 1134), Tanais, 210-220 AD,
CIRB 1246y), etc.

26 For example, a number of inscriptions from Ephesos from the 2" century AD
mention &pywv TOViaTpdV, i. €. the head of the association of physicians (Engelmann
1990, 89-92), see also Poland 1909, 361-363.

27 ¢melBOVTEG €L T€ TOVG APYOVTOG Kal TNV BOVANY Kol TNV EKKANCioY
(Miletus, 180-161 BC, Syll.3 633,,); dpyov apyetov (Didyma, 1521 century AD,
Rehm 1958, 463;).
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The inscriptions in Asia Minor mentioning gynaikonomoi sometimes
designated them as 0 £€ml TG evkoopiag TOPOEVOV.28 On the other hand,
an inscription of the Roman period (1-50 AD?) from Aizanoi in Phrygia
calls the person apparently in charge of ebkoouia in the temple €l THg
evkoopiag apyxwv.?? This fact suggests that also in our inscription, the
word &pywv has the same meaning as 0 €nt Tvoc.

What can Herakas, son of Pontikos, have been managing? After the
word épyovtoc, the letters AY follow, but the beginning of the next line is
unfortunately broken off. It seems that the single variant of reconstruction
here can be av[Afig]. The words designating the object of supervision
in “0 éml Twvog” are usually employed with an article (see note 25), but
there are two cases in which the article is absent.?® [Tif]éprog ToOAL0G
Oavp[actog 0] meplt adAy yo[lopOAag] dedicates to Sauromates |
a certain building (?) and a painting (Panticapaecum, CIRB 45).3! In the
second case, an article is lacking in the title of the governor of Gorgippia:
dopvakiov IM6Bov 6 émni Topywmmeiog (CIRB 1115, Gorgippia,
110 AD).3? This may indicate changes in Greek syntax that took place
in the Bosporus in the 273" century AD.3?

The fact that the restored letters A, H and X do not fill the entire
length of the lacuna does not run contrary to such a reconstruction
because, before the designation of a date in the last line of an inscription,
an empty space can often be found.?* Thus the complete title of Herakas,
son of Pontikos, in our inscription would be “Herakas, son of Pontikos,

28 Pergamum, 15t century AD (Inscr. Perg. [Frinkel 1895] 463); Smyrna (CIG
3185,).

29 [&ml GpyovTOog] MNTpoddpov Mnvoeilov Tod Mevd[vdpov] | [tepEémwg TV
Bov]Aalov kol €nl THG eVkoopig Gpyovtog] (MAMA 1X 38,), cf. also MAMA
X App. I, 187, 69,. Cf. an analogous model of designating the title of an official in
Bosporus: Latyshev believed that 0 éni t1ig Baciieiog (Hermonassa, 307 AD, CIRB
1051) is the equivalent of the title tp®dTog £n[i THg Paciieiag ?] (Tanais, the first half
of the 3t century AD (CIRB 1051): Latyshev 1910 [B. B. Jlarsimes, “Heusnanusie
loprunnuiickue vagnucu”], 42; CIRB 58, 1120.

30 In the Greek inscription from Fayoum, the courtiers are designated ol mepi
QOANV — TpATOL GiAOL Kol XLAlopyotl kol GAAol ol mept aOARY (Fayoum, 142—
116 BC, Fayoum [Bernand 1975] 1. 5, ,); cf. N'yepoveg 1@V mepl ad<A>NV EMAEKTOV
poyipov in the dedicatory inscription of a certain Egyptian commander attached to
the palace of Ptolemeus V (Alexandria, 204-194/3 BC, OGIS 731).

31 Cf. CIRB 49, Panticapaeum, 2" century BC.

32 On an article in Bosporan inscriptions, see CIRB, 826, 827.

33 Tokhtas’ev 2011 [C. P. ToxraceeB, “I'peveckuii s3bik Ha bocmope: obiee 1
ocobennoe”], 679.

34 CIRB Album 53, 54, 1053, 1115, 1279 and especially CIRB Album 1045.
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the chief interpreter of the Alans, superintendent of the royal court”.
The post 0 éml THg aOARG — “superintendent of the royal court’ — is
already known from a number of Bosporan inscriptions of the 1% to the
early 3" century AD from Panticapaeum and its chora in the European
Bosporus (CIRB 49, 78, 98, 897), from Hermonassa (C/RB 1055) and
from Phanagoria in the Asian Bosporus, where he was to attend the
sacrifices (CIRB 1005). Regrettably, none of these inscriptions elucidates
the functions of this official.3®
The text of the inscription thus can be reconstructed as follows:

[----ko]to TEGOVO[--]

[... koB1Ep]woeV €k TO[V 16-]

[lov dvolo]pdtov 8V Empel-
[elog ‘Hpokd] ITovtikod &pyepp-
[MVEmg ALa]v@V BpyovVTOC 0rD-
[Afig vacat év T1Q] 0@, AdELCLE KE'.

~N N B W~

[--- such-and-such having reconstructed] the destroyed [buildings?] at
his own expense, dedicated (them) [to some deity?] in the care of He-
rakas, son of Pontikos, the chief interpreter of the Alans, superintendent
of the royal court in 501, day 25 of the month of Daeisios.

Naturally, the question remains as to who was the person who recon-
structed destroyed buildings and dedicated them to some deity. The
only thing that can be said with confidence is that it was not the king
Sauromates II since it is unlikely he would dedicate something at his own
expense. Possibly, the dedicator was one of the rich residents of Pan-
tikapaion, whose status obliged him to grant such rich gifts to his city.

The question also remains as to what exactly the duty of the chief
interpreter of the Alans was. Besides the inscriptions of Herakas, son of

35 Cf. 6 émi tig aOARg 10D Baoctlémg: Susa, Hellenistic period, SEG 7. 4, 37.
1401; Bikerman 1985 [U. Bukepman, [ocydapcmeo Cenesxuodos], 34-37. The title
0 €ml TG aWANG is also reconstructed in the military diagramma of Philipp V of
Amphipolis (c. 200 BC) (Hatzopoulos 1996, 32 No. 12 B 11, ;; SEG 40. 524).

36 Mikhail Yu. Treister notices that, on the relief on the gravestone of the
superintendant of the royal court, Psycharion’s son Daphnos (CIRB Album 78), the
latter is represented with a short “cavalry” dagger of the Sarmatian type, used by the
elite of Bosporan society (Treister 2008 [M. FO. Tpeiicrep, “Opyskue capMaTrckoro
tuna Ha bocnope (00 oIHOI rpyriIie KHHXKaIOB, H300paKEHHBIX HA TTAHTHKATIEHCKUX
Haarpoousix I-1I B. H.5.”], 146—150).
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Pontikos, two more epitaphs are available to us mentioning Bosporan
translators: ITaipioarog Zavpoeov, who is called simply €punvevg
from Pantikapaion (CIRB 698, 2" century AD), and an interpreter from
Rome of the language of the Sarmatians (about 10-37 AD).37 This
allows us to suppose that in the first centuries AD, there was a staff of
interpreters at the court of the Bosporan rulers specialized in translation
from the languages of neighbouring barbarian tribes.

Taking into consideration that both in C/IRB 1053 and in the new
inscription, Herakas, son of Pontikos, supervised construction works,
as well managing the royal court (if we have correctly restored the last
line of the published inscription), his functions undoubtedly exceeded
the functions of an ordinary interpreter from Alanian to Greek. In many
regions of the Greco-Roman world, the duties of 6 &épunvedg often
included various intermediary functions in the trade and diplomatic
spheres.38 Therefore, the knowledge of the Alanian language3® may have
been a necessary condition for his activities as a representative of the
royal administration who was obliged to communicate with Alans, who
played an important role in the barbarian environment of the Bosporan
Kingdom in the 2n to 3™ centuries AD.0

As mentioned above, the opisthograph published here was found
not in situ, but in the fill of the vault of the first centuries AD, which
was later used as housing and as a pen for cattle. The relief on one of

37 "Aomovpyog Blopdoov viog Epunvevg Zappotdv Boonopavos (IG XIV.
1636, CIL V1. 5207).

3% On translators in Egypt, e. g., see Mairs 2012, 457—462.

39 On the language of the Alans, see, for example, Perevalov 2011, 2-9.

40 Aibabin 1999 [A. U. AiiGabun, DmHuuueckas ucmopus panHesu3aHmuicKo2o
Kpuwimal, 29; Perevalov 2002 [C. M. ITepeanoB, “CoBpeMEHHOE COCTOSHUE aJIaHCKUX
uccnenoBanuil B Poccun (ITo nosony xuuru: T. A. I'abyes. Panusis uctopus anas mno
JIAHHBIM IICbMEHHBIX HICTOYHUKOB. Biiagukaska3z: Upucron, 1999.148 ¢.)”’], 207-215;
Nefedkin 2011 [A. K. Hedenxun, Boennoe deno capmamos u ananog], 29-31. Cf. the
mention of kings of the Alans on whom the celebrated military commander imposed
a just punishment (?) in the 1. 10-11 of an encomium from Panticapacum (xoil Toig
Alavav Baciiedoy dep ThHe [oitiog Inpilov dikaiov? néiJocev oOplooat) and
in the 1. 16-17 ([Bo.otrelc ol] €ml TNV Alav®dV cuvpoxiov fkovtec). Bowersock
and Jones date it to the reign of Sauromates II, 173-210 AD (Bowersock—Jones
2006, 117-128; Avram 2007, 715, No. 413; SEG LV. 862, ,;; Tischow 2005, 277,
278); cf. Saprykin 2005 [C. 0. CamnpbikuH, “DukoMuil u3 [TaHTHKAIIES ¥ TTOJIOKCHUE
Bocnopckoro mapcrsa B koHie I — nauane Il B. 10 H.3.”], 47-59; Saprykin—Parfenov
2012 [C. 1O. CanpsikuH, B. H. [Tapdenos, “KAIZAPOTOTE sukomus u3 [lantukanes:
Jomunman win Kommoa? (x Bompocy O JaTUPOBKE M HMHTEPIPETALUM HaAINHCH
Gocrnopckoro nosikopoaua)”’], 163—182.
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its sides is datable to no later than the 1stor 27 century AD.4! It may
be supposed that the expensive marble plate was initially employed to
make a blank for a funerary stele and on its rear side our inscription was
cut afterwards. It is difficult to tell where it was done, whether in the
settlement to which the cemetery of Kyz-Aul belonged or in some other
place, e. g., in Panticapacum. After some time, as late as in the 6 century
AD, the plate was broken and its rather small fragment got into tomb
no. 10 among the trash.

Judging from the preserved part of the relief, most of the plate was
lost. If a depiction of several horsemen was really cut into the stele, then,
for the placement of such a relief, a plate of a considerably greater size
was needed — or else the inscription on its rear side was considerably
longer than our reconstruction. Or, what is more probable, only the
middle part of the plate was used for the inscription, and a tamga was
cut above the text of the inscription as in the first inscription of Herakas,
son of Pontikos, (C/IRB 1053) and in another building inscription from
the time of Sauromates II (CIRB 1237). This tamga perhaps substituted
the dating formula indicating the name and title of the king,*? so that
the initial lines of the inscription evidently contained only the name and
position of the person at whose expense the building dedicated to a deity
was constructed.

The inscription published here belongs to those Bosporan lapidary
monuments whose formal features (the presence of the verb xa6iepom)
suggest that they should be considered dedicatory, but according to
its content it is a building inscription.** In the conditions of martial
conflicts between Sauromates Il and the barbarian tribes surrounding
Bosporus, works for repair and reconstruction of urban structures were
continually carried out; and these activities were reflected in building

41 Cf. Savostina 1992, Cat. 16, 17, 27, 31, 39; Kreuz 2012, 249.

42 Shkorpil 1911 [B. B. IlIkopmu, “Bocnopckue Haanucu, Haiaerabie B 19101.],
113; Kuznetsov 2007b [B. JI. Ky3neuos, “Tamra CaBpomara Il n3 ®anaropuu’],
228, 229.

4 W. Larfeld attributed all such inscriptions to Bauinschriften (Larfeld 1907,
560). An example of memorials of this kind are a dedication to Aspourgos on the
architrave of a building in Doric order (CIRB 39), the inscription to the Thundering
God on a cult table from Kytaion (CIRB 942), a dedication of some building with
a picture to Sauromates I (CIRB 45), the dedication of porticos to Aphrodite (CIRB
1045), etc. See also Butjagin—Bekhter 2007 [A. M. bytsarun, A. I1. Bexrep, “HoBbie
Hajanucu u3 Mupwmekus”], 77-79; Tokhtas’yev 2002 [C. P. Toxracee, “Haamnucu
Tamanckoro my3es”], 88, 99 no. 19.
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inscriptions.* The newly revealed inscription of Herakas, son of Pon-
tikos, is one of the latter.
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In 2017, during the investigation of the necropolis of Kyz-Aul (situated in the
south-eastern part of the Kerch Peninsula near the village of Yakovenkovo),
a fragment of a marble plate was found. Together with pottery of the 15-3rd, 6th—7th
and 810t centuries AD, it was retrieved from the fill of the tomb dating to the
first centuries AD, which was robbed already in antiquity and later served as
a dwelling (6th—7t% centuries) and as a shed for sheep and goats (ca. 750-950 AD).
On one of its sides, a Greek inscription is carved; on the other, part of a relief is
discernible, viz. the head and neck of a horse to the right. The upper part, the left
and, partially, the right sides of the plate are broken off, but the date according to
the Pontic era (the year 501, 25% day of the month of Daeisios, i.¢e. 204 AD) and
the preserved text allow us to reconstruct fairly reliably the name and the title of
Herakas, son of Pontikos, the chief interpreter of the Alans. In addition, in this
inscription a title &pywv ad[Afig] with the same meaning as 0 €ml THg ALOATG
(“superintendent of the royal court”) is reconstructed. Herakas, son of Pontikos, is
already known to us from the inscription C/RB 1053. This building inscription
was found in Taman on the site of the fortress of Phanagoria already in 1910.
Taking into consideration that both in CIRB 1053 and the new inscription Herakas,
son of Pontikos, supervised construction works and was managing the royal court,
his functions undoubtedly exceeded the functions of an ordinary interpreter from
Alanian to Greek. Probably he was a mediator and a representative of the royal
administration who was obliged to communicate with Alans, which played an
important role in the barbarian environment of the Bosporan Kingdom during the
reign of Sauromates I1.
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B 2017 r. B Hexponoie Kb13-Ayi (3TOT HEKPOIOIb PACIIONIOKEH B FOT0-BOCTOYHOM
yacti KepueHckoro moiyocTpoBa y cena SIKOBeHKOBO) ObII HaiJeH (parMeHt
MpaMOpHO# miauTel. OH HAXOAMJICA B 3alIOJTHEHHM CKJIENa IEPBBIX BB. H. 3., KOTO-
PpBIit ObLT OrpaliieH emle B APEBHOCTH 1 B TATbHEHIIIEM HCIIOT30BAJICS B KAUECTBE
xwunuma (VI-VII BB. H.3.) 1 TOMEIIEHUH A MEJIKOTO POTraToro ckota (2-s moi.
VIII — 1-s1 mon. X B.H.3.). Kpome 3TOTO (hparMeHTa B 3aroiHEHUH CKiIena Oblia
Haiinena takxke kepamuka I-11I, VI-VII u VIII-X BB.H.3. Ha nuueBoit ctopone
(parmMeHTa COXpaHWIOCh 7 CTPOK HAANUCH, Ha IPyroi CTOPOHE BHJIHA YacTh pe-
nbeda — mpoToMa JIOIIIN BIIpaBo. BepXHsis ero yactp, a Takxke JeBast 1 4aCTUYHO
mpaBas CTOPOHBI OOJIOMaHBI, HO HaJM4YWe IaThl MO MOHTHHCKOH spe (501 T,
25 nenw mecsina Jancwust, T.e. 204 T.H.3.) U COXPAHUBIINHCS TEKCT MO3BOJISIIOT
JIOCTATOYHO Ha/Ie)KHO BOCCTAHOBHUTH UMS U THTYIN [ epaka, ceiHa [loHTHKA, TIaB-
HOTO MepeBoUMKa anaHoB. Kpome Toro, B HaANKUCH MOXKHO BOCCTAHOBHUTDH TAK¥KE
TUTYA APY OV 0WO[ATC], UMEIOIUI TO K& caMoe 3HauYeHHe, YTo O ML THG AWOANG:
“yrpasistroniuii napckum asopom”. I'epak, coiH [ToHTHKA, yrke ObUT H3BECTEH HaM
u3 crpoutensHoit Haxnucu K6H 1053, naiinennoit Ha Tamanu B 1910 1. Ha MecTe
kpenoctu @anaropus. Yunteisas, uto 1 B K6H 1053, u B Hagmucu u3 Kei3-Ayna
I'epak, cbin [loHTHKa, KOHTPOJIUPYET CTPOUTENIbHBIE PabOThI, a TAKXKE SIBISETCS
YIPaBISIOMNAM [ApCKUM JBOPOM, €r0 (PyHKIMH SBHO BBIXOAWIH 3a TPEIEIBI
0OBIYHOTO MEPEeBOUMKA C AJIAHCKOTO Ha rpedyeckuil. Bo3aMoXHO, OH sBIISLICS I10-
CPEHUKOM H ITPEACTaBUTENIEM IIAPCKON aIMUHNCTPALINH, OTBEYABIINM 32 B3aHMO-
JIeHiCTBHE C aJaHaMHU, KOTOPbIE UTPaJIi BAKHYIO POJIb B BAPBAPCKOM OKPYKEHUU
Bocmopckoro mapcTsa Bo BpeMms npasierns CaBpomata I1.
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