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1. Andrianou 2006. Both studies
draw upon my doctoral thesis on furni-
ture and furnishings in Late Classical
and Hellenistic Greece (Andrianou
2003). I am grateful to the American
School of Classical Studies at Athens
for facilitating my research with a Jacob
Hirsch Fellowship, 20032004, and

LATE CLASSICAL AND
HELLENISTIC FURNITURE
AND FURNISHINGS IN
THE EPIGRAPHICAL
RECORD

ABSTRACT

This article reviews the epigraphical evidence for furniture and furnishings
from Late Classical and Hellenistic Greece, with particular attention to the
furniture recorded in the treasure lists of Greek sanctuaries, and in the inscrip-
tions recording loans, mortgages, and other commercial transactions involving
property, between the late 4th and 1st centuries B.c. The principal goals of
the study are to collect the types of furniture and furnishings mentioned in
the inscriptions; to examine the vocabulary used to describe them and, where
possible, to determine their value; and to discuss the purpose and significance
of the furniture found in ancient Greek sanctuaries, whether used for display,
storage, or as mobilier du culte.

The present study is a supplement to my survey of the archaeological
evidence for furniture and furnishings in Late Classical and Hellenistic
Greece, published earlier in this volume of Hesperia.! That article, which
focused on the remains of furniture recovered in excavations, showed that
a great deal can be learned from a careful examination of the archaeologi-
cal evidence, but it also revealed that the quantity of excavated material is
relatively small, and that the majority of it comes from Macedonian funerary
contexts. The epigraphical evidence, which forms the basis for the pres-
ent study, helps to fill out this picture and provides valuable information
about furniture and furnishings unattested in the archaeological record.
The two studies work together to fill a gap in our current understanding
of the multiple functions of furniture in the ancient Greek world, from
domestic accoutrements to sacred dedications.

to Miltiades B. Hatzopoulos, Argyro Hesperia for their helpful comments
Tataki, and Sophia Zoumbaki (Na- and additional bibliography. All have
tional Hellenic Research Foundation) helped me remedy omissions and errors
and Stephen Tracy (American School in the translation and interpretation of
of Classical Studies at Athens) for the inscriptions. Translations of ancient
various suggestions on an earlier ver- sources are my own unless otherwise
sion of this study. I am also indebted indicated.

to the two anonymous reviewers of
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562 DIMITRA ANDRIANOU

The purpose of this article is to present the evidence for furniture and
furnishings found in the commercial inscriptions and sacred treasure lists
of the Late Classical and Hellenistic periods.? I have three main goals: to
review the types of furniture attested in the epigraphical record and the vo-
cabulary used to describe them; to determine the value of domestic furniture
and furnishings in loan agreements, house purchases, and other transactions
involving debt and credit; and to analyze the purpose and significance of
furniture recorded in Late Classical and Hellenistic sanctuaries, whether
used for storage, as mobilier du culte, or as objects intended for display.

The discussion that follows rests chiefly upon inscriptions found in
Attica, Delos, and Macedonia.? From these areas, between the 4th and 1st
centuries B.C., come most of the records of sales or leases of property, and
most of the surviving inventories of furniture and other votive offerings
dedicated in temples and sanctuaries. I have therefore chosen to concen-
trate on this large and well-published body of material, without, however,
excluding evidence from other sites when it is available.*

FURNITURE IN AUCTION, LOAN, AND
MORTGAGE INSCRIPTIONS

The earliest, and among the most extensive, epigraphical records of furni-
ture are the so-called Attic Stelai, the accounts of the confiscated property
of Alcibiades and his followers, convicted of profaning the Eleusinian
Mysteries and mutilating the Herms in 415 or 414 B.c.’ The Stelai record
movable domestic objects and land in Attica, Euboia, Eretria, Thasos, Aby-
dos, and the Troad. Although these accounts fall outside the chronological
limits of the present study, they provide valuable supplementary evidence
for the names and prices of the furniture attested in other sources.® Some

2.1 use the term “furniture” in the
prevailing modern sense of movable
domestic objects, either useful or
ornamental. Chairs, beds, tables, con-
tainers and shelves used for storage,
basins and bathtubs, as well as grinders,
troughs, mortars and pestles, and other
objects used in working spaces of the
house, all fall into the category of
domestic furniture. The term “furnish-
ings” includes materials such as pillows,
mattresses, and other bedding, which
cover furniture in order to increase
comfort; as well as curtains, valances,
and paintings, which drape and
decorate house interiors.

3.1 have included the Macedonian
evidence with that from central and
southern Greece and the Aegean
islands. Although this is not the place
to argue the question of Macedonian
ethnicity, the archaeological record
demonstrates that the same types of

furniture were used throughout the
region of what is now modern Greece,
and recent studies of the Macedonian
language point in the same direction:
see, e.g., Dubois 1995; Brixhe and
Panayotou 1994; OCD?, pp. 905-906,
s.v. Macedonian language (O. Masson).
4. In preparing the present study I
have relied on a thorough search of the
epigraphical sources using the Packard
Humanities Institute CD-ROM PHI 7
(compilation 1991-1996) and SEG,
together with the latest discussions of
the temple inventories by Diane Harris
(Athenian Acropolis), Tullia Linders
(Artemis Brauronia), Sara Aleshire
(Athenian Asklepieion), and Richard
Hamilton (Delos). None of these
authors focuses specifically on furniture,
but their work is nevertheless extremely
useful, since they provide updated lists
of objects, new readings, and other
corrections to the earlier literature.

A selection of the evidence is cited in
the notes; full appendices, with com-
plete lists of the furniture recorded in
the inscriptions, will appear in my
forthcoming book on ancient Greek
furniture (in preparation).

5. Agora XIX, p. 70, P1. Systematic
discussions of the Stelai can be found
in Pritchett 1953 and 1956, together
with Amyx 1958. See also Lewis 1966.

6. The prices are indicative of the
value of the furniture only within the
context of an auction taking place in
5th-century Athens. They are certainly
not to be compared with prices re-
corded in sales documents, and because
of the “bargain basement” nature of the
auction, they probably do not reflect
actual values. Without evidence of a
similar kind from elsewhere in Greece,
we are unable to compare the value of
furniture at different sites.
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7. Olynthos: Robinson 1928; 1931,
pp- 42-53; 1934, pp. 124-130; 1938,
pp- 47-56. Some of the inscriptions
have been restudied by Hennig (1987),
Hatzopoulos (1988, pp. 58-61), and
recently by Giouni (1991, with earlier
bibliography). Tenos: IG XII 5 872 and
873; discussed in Teénos I1, pp. 51-84.

8. Finley 1952, pp. 31-37, and Har-
ris 1988 provide thorough discussions
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of the types of furniture mentioned in the sacred inventories of the 4th and
3rd centuries B.C. are also found in the Attic Stelai, and for that reason the
evidence they provide will be noted where appropriate.

In Greece during the Late Classical and Hellenistic periods it was
customary for a man who borrowed a large sum of money to pledge some
property as security for the repayment of his loan. A number of inscriptions
recording loans with sureties and deeds of sale (@v1}, obvf) have survived,
particularly from the territories of Olynthos and Tenos.” Although houses
(oixion) themselves are explicitly mentioned in these documents, there is
very little reference to specific types of furniture sold or rented together
with the houses, and absolutely no reference to furniture transacted sepa-
rately. Nevertheless, the wording of these inscriptions is worth discussing
briefly.

The evidence from both Olynthos and Tenos is grouped under Finley’s
category of npaioig ént Adoe, an extraordinarily complex term that involves
interest payments and property put forth as security.® It is a hybrid form of
transaction that probably falls between sale and hypothecation, since the
property that served as security could be bought back by the debtor.

A surety consisting of “the whole property” (el oikiel GAer) is attested
in a loan inscription of 352/1 B.c. from Olynthos.’ The value of the loan is
4,500 drachmas. It is not clear what “the whole property” means, but two
interpretations are possible: either the entire house (with all the separate
rooms, including the work areas), or the house along with its furniture. The
second possibility is very attractive, but cannot be proven.

It would be interesting to know whether the price paid for these houses
included the furniture, but there is no evidence on which to base an answer
to the question one way or the other. Furthermore, the size of each house
and its location within the city is unknown. The prices of the houses vary
widely, and in many cases the reading of an inscription is disputed. In an
inscription found in the area of the Villa of Good Fortune at Olynthos, for
example, a certain Ainetos paid 400 drachmas for a house. The price for a
house elsewhere in Chalkidike was 300 drachmas,® another in Olynthos
may have cost 203 drachmas," and yet another 4,000 drachmas.'?

More information about furniture can be found in a well-preserved
inscription from Tenos, dated to around 300 B.c." This extensive docu-
ment records sales of land and houses, loans, and dowries, and shows that
the value of houses was roughly the same in Delos, Tenos, and Athens
at the beginning of the 3rd century. Forty-seven contracts in total are
recorded, all dated to the time of the archon Ameinolas. Certain parts
of the house are singled out in the contracts: the 00pou, the petéwpog,

of the problems involved in this termi-
nology. The phrase attested in the Aoroi
is mempopévng or mempoLévon i Adoet
(Agora XIX, pp. 40—47, H84-H113).
9. Olynthus 11, p. 110; Hatzopoulos
1988, pp. 58-59 (SEG XXXVIII 637).
10. Wilhelm 1974, vol. 1, pp. 60-62,
no. 8 (= SBWien 166 [1911], pp. 42—
44). The inscription is now believed
to be from Arnaia, not Amphipolis

(Hatzopoulos 1988, p. 59).

11. Robinson 1928, pp. 227-230;
SEG XXXVII 568, 571. The reading
of the price is disputed. The currency
used is the drachma, not the stater.

12. Olynthus 11, p. 101.

13. IGXII 5 872. The inscription is
discussed in T¢nos 11, pp. 51-84 (SEG
XL 687).
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564 DIMITRA ANDRIANOU

and the xépapog. Especially in the contracts for rural houses a few more
specific items, including furniture, are sometimes mentioned: m18emv, dvog
dAétng, OApioxog, nibor ntd, SApog kol Bupdv Levyio; as well as more
general formulas such as xoi & &AAo okedn or 10 okeHN Gow EoTiv THig
vewpyiog. The phrase 1o &AAo okevn probably refers to all the furniture,
and in this context more specifically to the agricultural furniture and tools
(mortars, pithoi, etc.).™*

Another group of inscriptions are the dpot, the large stone markers
that indicated the nature of the lien on the property and warned third
parties that the man who had pledged the property as security was not
free to sell it or otherwise alienate it until the loan was repaid.” Two Gpo,
one from Naxos and the other from Amorgos, mention furniture that was
legally encumbered and not fully at the disposal of the proprietor. The
Naxian inscription, dated around 300 B.c., states that the house secured
1,000 drachmas of the dowry and the furnishings a further 500.% The text
begins, “6pog of a house, including the roof and the furnishings (oxedn) in
the house, put up in full as security (&rotipnpa) to [ ] for the dowry,”
but the following monetary allocation ignores the roof, possibly because it
was considered part of the furnishings.’” The low figure of 500 drachmas
for furniture and furnishings chimes with the auction prices recorded for
plain furniture a century earlier in the Attic Stelai. The inscription from
Amorgos, dated to the 3rd century B.c., lists among the encumbered prop-
erty land, a house, a garden, and énwx0pPiov évéyvpov, an obscure phrase
often translated as “recorded pledges.”®

Finley observes that “when we study land and credit in Athens, the
normal link between the two all through the classical period, hypothecation,
is an institution limited largely to men of property acting in non-economic
capacities.”” For some citizens, however, this credit relationship was not
available; in such cases a debtor might “pawn his pots and pans and his
wife’s jewelry [and his furniture and furnishings too, one might add] without
destroying his ability to repay.”® In other words, “personal possessions are
pawned and realty is hypothecated,” depending on the type of transaction,
the debt, and other unknown factors.?!

In any case, it is possible, as Finley notes, that “a creditor who accepts
furniture as security for a debt, would normally insist on immediate posses-
sion.”?This might have been the reason why furniture is not often listed in
such inscriptions. On the other hand, debtors could take advantage of the
portability of furniture and furnishings: in Demosthenes’ speech against
Onetor, a house is put up as security and the debtor is accused of running
off with the furniture (Dem. 30.28). Similarly Lysias, in his speech on the
property of Aristophanes, tells the jury that “in all other cases where you
have confiscated the property, not merely have you had no sale of furniture,
but even the doors were torn away from the apartments; whereas we, as soon
as the confiscation was declared and my sister had left the place, posted a
guard in the deserted house, in order that neither door-timber nor utensils
nor anything else might be lost” (Lys. 19.31).%

The fragmentary evidence for domestic furnishings leaves open the
questions of the role of property and the meaning of wealth in Late Clas-

14. For the meanings of the word
oxevn, see LSJ s.v. and below, n. 25.

15. For a thorough discussion of
8por, see Fine 1951.

16. IG X1I suppl. 195, lines 6-8;
Finley 1952, p. 163, no. 156. Here
okedn may include pots and pans as
well as house-gear.

17. Trans. Finley 1952, p. 51. From
inscriptions of sanctuary leases it is
known that tenants were to take with
them the roof tiles (képopog) and
the doors and door frames (B0poc,
Bupduata): cf. Kent 1948,

18. IG XTI 7 58, line 5; Finley 1952,
p- 121, no. 8, and pp. 218-219, n. 81.

19. Finley 1952, p. 87.

20. Finley 1952, p. 56; cf. Ar. Eccl.
753-755, cited by Finley on p. 87.

21. Finley 1952, p. 55.

22. Finley 1952, p. 72.

23.Trans. W. R. M. Lamb, Cam-
bridge, Mass., 1930.
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24, Cf. also Isae. 11.43 (on inheri-
tance).

25. The translation of the words
oxevn and Eminda is difficult. I believe
that in the context of the oikos the
meaning is essentially the same and
both terms refer to “movable house-
gear.” The word oxedn may have more
nuances when accompanied by certain
adjectives (e.g., the yewpyixd oxedn of
the Tenos inscription, discussed above,
pp- 563-564 and n. 13). The word
émnAa is epigraphically uncommon:
it is attested in an inscription from
Larisa, dated to the 1st century A.D.
(Arvanitopoulos 1910, pp. 354-361);
and in IG II? 412, line 12 (SEG XXXII
81), of the 4th century 8.c. In Xeno-
phon in particular, according to Gau-
thier, #min)o is to be translated as
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sical and Hellenistic Greece. As noted above, documents that record the
sale prices of houses generally do not indicate whether the furniture was
sold together with the building or whether it increased the selling price
significantly. To understand the relationship between furniture and wealth,
one must look to the ancient authors.

Xenophon in the Memorabilia enumerates the conventional constitu-
ents of wealth: a house, a farm, slaves, cattle, and furniture (oxetn) (Mem.
2.4.2).** The same author in Poroi writes that “when someone possesses
enough furniture and furnishings (énirAa) for his house, he would not buy
more” (Por. 4.7).% This statement has often been interpreted to mean that
“furnishings are wealth as objects of use and display, not in the productive
sense of capital goods.”” Similarly, Plutarch, when discussing what property
should be sold off when cash must be raised, mentions the disposal of silver
plates and other “unnecessary items” of precious metal (Mor. 828a).”

One cannot generalize from these statements, however, since it is not
clear, first, how much movable property even the wealthiest possessed,
and second, to what extent furniture was considered a domestic “luxury.”
There are references to inherited wealth in ancient texts: Demosthenes,
for example, mentions some cups and a gold wreath as part of an ancestral
inheritance (Dem. 53.9).2 In another passage, he lists “a house worth three
thousand drachmae, furniture, plate, his mother’s jewelry, apparel, and
ornaments, worth in all ten thousand drachmae, and eighty more minae in
silver kept in the house” (Dem. 27.10).% In a more abstract manner, Lysias
notes that “even people credited with long established wealth may fail to
produce any [personal effects] that are of value: for at times, however much
one may desire it, one cannot buy things of the sort that, once acquired,
will be a permanent source of pleasure” (Lys. 19.30).3°

The archaeological evidence from the vast majority of excavated
houses, on the other hand, indicates modestly furnished interiors with only
the necessary amount of wooden furniture used in everyday life.3 Furniture

“utensils and provisions that are neces-
sary for house-life” (Gauthier 1976,
p- 124). This translation is based on a
long list of unlike objects grouped as
#munho by Xenophon in Oec. 9.6-8.
An understanding of the nuances re-
quires a thorough examination of the
texts, which I hope to present in a sepa-
rate study (in preparation).

26. Finley 1952, p. 53.

27.The items mentioned are ékn-
poto, Topoyidon dpyvpod, and Aexo-
vidou (all table utensils). Plutarch’s
treatise on borrowing is influenced by
Plato, especially the Laws, and does
not represent the practice of the time.
In any case, it is evident that by the
1st century A.D. people were collecting
useless items for their tables, beds, and
vehicles (Plut. Mor. 828b, 830e, 831f).

28. éxmdpaTa Kol GTEPOVOV YPL-
ooV O map’ épol €k 1@V natp@wv Svio
groyyovev.

29. Trans. A. T. Murray, Cambridge,
Mass., 1939 (adapted). &n1 & oikiav
proiMav, Enuha 8¢ kol Ekrdpora
xai xpuoia kol ipdria, tov kéopov
g uNTpos, GEa cduravta todT’ eig
popiag dpayudg, dpyvpiov 8 Evdov
dydonxovia uvag,.

30. Trans. W. R. M. Lamb, Cam-
bridge, Mass., 1930. AL’ 008’ ol
néAo thodatot dokodvreg eivan EEo
Adyov Exorev av EEeveykely: éviote
yap odk £oTiv, 008’ £4v Tig mAVL émi-
Bopii, tpiacBor torodto <G> xoo.-
péve eig 1ov Aowmdv ypdvov fidoviv
av mapéyot.

31. Andrianou 2006, pp. 258-261.
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566 DIMITRA ANDRIANOU

must have been portable and easily moved around, inside or outside the
house, according to need. “Luxurious” furniture, such as the items exca-
vated in 4th-century Macedonian tombs, may not have been domestic but
commissioned for the tomb alone, and thus closely connected with the
funerary beliefs of the time. Furniture made of expensive materials, such as
ivory, gold, and silver, has so far been found only in tombs in the northern
part of the Greek world. Whether similar pieces of furniture decorated
the domestic interiors of the upper classes can only be surmised, since no
conclusive archaeological evidence has so far been discovered.

FURNITURE IN TEMPLE INVENTORIES

The richest epigraphical sources of evidence for furniture in antiquity
are the inventories of treasures stored in Greek temples and sanctuaries.
This body of material raises several important questions. What types of
furniture are mentioned in the so-called treasure lists> Why would one
choose to dedicate furniture in a sanctuary? Was the furniture actually used
by the priests, and was this in fact one of the principal reasons for such a
dedication (as in the case of modern Greek Orthodox churches, where the
chairs, icons, and candle-holders used in the mass often bear the names
of their dedicants)?

These questions are not easily answered, in part because of the ab-
breviated format and variable state of preservation of the inscriptions that
record sacred inventories. Furniture is sometimes specifically mentioned as
part of a dedication, but more often it simply appears in a series of entries
cataloguing cult equipment kept in storage. The names of the dedicants
are rarely recorded or preserved: in most cases, only the objects are listed.*
It is impossible to say whether or not all or part of the dedicated furniture
was ever used in the sanctuary. I will return to this question below, when
1 discuss the purpose and significance of dedicated furniture in more
detail.

The most important surviving temple inventories are those from the
Athenian Acropolis, the Sanctuary of Artemis Brauronia at Brauron, the
Athenian Asklepieion, and a number of different sanctuaries and other
buildings on the island of Delos.** Although these inscriptions provide
a wealth of vocabulary for furniture and other household objects, there
nevertheless remain substantial problems with their use. In the first place,
most of the inventories are neither systematic nor complete: it is not clear
how many objects remained, for one reason or another, unrecorded or
uninscribed, and the processes by which older offerings were disposed of
or melted down for reuse are not well understood. In the second place, the

32. In the case of the Athenian dedicants lacked either the means or
Asklepieion, Aleshire has to my mind the inclination to record their names”
successfully proven that the &ypoga or (p. 89). Girard, on the other hand,
uninscribed objects, as well as those for proposed that they indicate dedicants
which only the first name of the of lower class or illiterates (1881, p. 83).
dedicant is recorded, are dedications by One should not rule out the possibility
Athenian citizens, not slaves or metics that some of these dedications, espe-
(Aleshire 1992). According to Aleshire, cially the furniture, might have been
such &ypaga “simply show that the commissioned by the temple authorities

for their own use (a possibility dis-
cussed further below).

33.The fundamental studies are, for
the Athenian Acropolis, Harris 1995
and Hamilton 2000, pp. 247-344; for
the Athenian Asklepieion, Aleshire
1989; for Brauron, Linders 1972; for
Delos, Hamilton 2000.
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34. A few “directional” phrases are
preserved in some of the inventories,
among them numbered pupot and
expressions such as év t® toixe or
Sekiag elotdvt eig ToV vem 100 AndA-
Awvog (Tréheux 1955-1956, pp. 140~
141, 145-146; Moretti 1996; Prétre
1999).

35. Linders 1988, p. 38. For a
detailed conspectus of the Delian
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location of the objects within the sanctuary can rarely be reconstructed
with accuracy.?*

The case of the Delian temple inventories is particularly problematic.
For the period of Delian independence they fall into two large groups: the
inventories from 314 B.c. to the end of the 3rd century, and those from the
end of the 3rd century to 166 B.c., when the Athenians seized the island.®
Only six of the approximately 500 surviving inventories are complete, how-
ever, something that makes general conclusions very difficult to draw.*

In spite of the fragmentary nature of the surviving inscriptions, the
objects recorded in the Delian inventories are more varied and more numer-
ous than those found in the most closely comparable group of inventories,
those from the Athenian Acropolis. One reason for this may be that, as
Hamilton points out, “the Acropolis inventories involved only a portion of
the Athenian dedications, those belonging to Athena or left with Athena
for safe-keeping.”

Close examination of the Delian inscriptions has revealed discrepancies
such as missing items in successive inventories of the same treasures. These
discrepancies have been discussed by a number of scholars, among them
Tullia Linders, who concludes that “the list of offerings, which never gives
more than a selection of the treasure (a selection that varies from inventory to
inventory) is, as Jacques Tréheux has pointed out, a symbo/ more than a record
that the Azergpoioi had fulfilled their duties.”® Hamilton, on the other hand,
explains the omissions and discrepancies as “inadvertent incompleteness,”
perhaps resulting from the temporary physical relocation of part of the trea-
sure.”” Both explanations are possible and because of the fragmentary nature
of the evidence neither argument is conclusive. In spite of all these problems,
however, the types of furniture recorded in the Delian inventories and the
occasional references to dedicants are pieces of information that remain
valuable in themselves, regardless of the larger interpretative difficulties.

The types of furniture stored in the sanctuaries of Athens, Delos, and
Macedonia included chests and other containers, washbasins, thrones,
bed-couches, stools, and tables. Based on the surviving epigraphical record,
we can deduce that the most elaborate materials were used for thrones,
bed-couches, and some types of containers. Exceptional objects in the Attic
inventories include pillows (Artemis Brauronia and the Athenian Askle-
pieion) and curtains (hero shrine in the Athenian Agora).® Exceptional
objects mentioned only in the Delian inventories are a wooden model of
a house (Apollo Treasure C) and an ivory model of a hut (Apollo Trea-
sure D), which are clearly dedications; boxes used specifically for books
(Andrians Treasure D); and possibly curtain equipment (Hieropoion/
Andrians Treasure BB).*

inventories, see Hamilton 2000.

36. Hamilton 2000, p. 1.

37. Hamilton 2000, p. 348.

38. Linders 1988, p. 41 (emphasis
mine); Tréheux 1959, pp. 266-271.

39. Hamilton 2000, pp. 29-31.

40. Artemis Brauronia: Linders
1975, p. 75, n. 12; SEG XXXVII 34.
Athenian Asklepieion: IG II* 1533
(= Aleshire 1989, inv. ITI), line 35.

Hero shrine in the Athenian Agora:
Rotroff 1978 (SEG XXVIII 53);
Lewis 1979 (SEG XXIX 146).

41. Building models: IDé/os 399B,
lines 37-38 (better preserved in 421,
line 59); 1429A11, line 26; discussed
further below, p. 580 and n. 150. Boxes
for books: IDélos 1400, line 7. Curtain
equipment: IDélos 320B, line 67.

This content downloaded from 194.177.215.120 on Mon, 31 Mar 2014 04:15:20 AM

All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions



http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

568 DIMITRA ANDRIANOU

THE VOCABULARY OF FURNITURE AND
FURNISHINGS

CHEesTs, BAskeTs, AND OTHER CONTAINERS

The vocabulary of containers in the epigraphical sources is particularly
striking.* The exceptionally rich vocabulary might suggest a rather spe-
cialized industry. One can deduce various shades of meaning in the case of
some of these words, but no details concerning their shape or their covers.
Materials and sizes are, however, often preserved. Few examples have been
found in the archaeological record.®

Kavodv is a basket, used for ivories.*

KvAyvig appears in the inventories as a container for rings, never used
for other objects.* Only once, in the Athenian Asklepieion, is it placed
inside another case (an &\vtpov).*

KaAd(g)/koahadiov is probably a container that imitates a hut (or a
model of a hut).*

Koitn is a case or tray.* In the literary sources it is usually used for the
transportation of food (including that sacrificed or dedicated to the gods).
When referring to beds, however, the meaning is bedstead. The word xottig
is probably not the diminutive of koitn, as it is customarily translated, but
rather a case or tray that resembles a xoitn.*

AlaBaoctofnkm is a case for alabaster ornaments, perhaps of a spe-
cial shape or material*® Eyyo@nxn may possibly be a “stand for vessels
and mixing bowls,” as stated by Athenaios, who observes that those
of the poor are made of wood and those of the rich of bronze or silver
(Ath. 5.209f, 210c).”* In the epigraphical record it is attested only once,

42. For a comprehensive discussion
of the literary sources, see Briimmer
1988. The English translations of
Greek terms used here are based on the
lexica (LSJ in particular); the work of
Pritchett and Amyx on the Attic Stelai
(Pritchett 1953, 1956; Amyx 1958);
Prétre 1997, for certain suffixes found
in the Delian accounts in particular;
and, finally, on the specific context of
the inscription and the intended use of
the object. In certain cases the use of
one word in English to translate dif-

and 4th centuries B.C., such nuances
may have been lost by the time of the
lexicographers. In any case, as Briimmer
notes, “die einzelnen Ausdriicke bleiben
nicht auf Unterschiede in der Form
oder der Funktion, sondern—mit
Ausnahme von Larnax—auf eine
zeitliche oder lokale begrenzte
Verwendung zuriickgehen oder auch
auf bestimmte Literaturgattungen
beschrinkt” (Briimmer 1988, p. 5). One
can, however, detect slight differences
in meaning in the suffixes used for

ferent words in Greek is unavoidable,
since the meaning of some Greek terms
is unknown and the vocabulary of con-
tainers in Greek is richer than that in
English. One should also bear in mind
that some Greek words might have
been synonyms: the word copég, for
example, is glossed as 8fxn, pvipa,
Aépvag, Chyaotpov, kiBwtdg, and ynAde
by Hesychios, Photios, and the Suda
(Briimmer 1988, p. 15). Even if there
was a difference in meaning in the 5th

certain groups of related nouns (e.g.,
x1Bwtds, kipatiov, kifutdprov,
kiBwrtidrov, discussed further below).

43. For representations of contain-
ers in Greek art, see Richter 1966,
pp- 72-78; Briimmer 1988.

44.E.g., IGI1* 1378, add. p. 797,
line 13 (restored); 1399, lines 5-6
(restored); 1412, line 26; 1414, line 20;
1453, lines 67 (restored).

45. E.g., IG II* 1445, line 45; 1448,
lines 2, 8; 1485, lines 50-51; IG I® 349,

line 57. According to Milne (1939),
kVAvig was the Attic term for any
small round box. In IDélos 298A,
lines 108 and 110, however, it appears
to be a miniature kylix.

46. IGII? 1533 [= Aleshire 1989,
inv. IIT], line 35.

47. IGT? 292, line 13.

48. E.g., IGII? 1380, line 5; 1408,
lines 14-15; 1424a, line 142. The lit-
erary and visual evidence is discussed
in Briimmer 1988, pp. 16-22. For the
sale of a xoitn in the Attic Stelai, see
Pritchett 1956, pp. 225-226. The sales
tax was one obol and the restored sales
price less than five drachmas.

49. E.g., IDélos 1444Aa, line 35;
1450, line 82. For the meaning of
the suffix, see Prétre 1997, pp. 677—
678.

50. E.g., IGII* 1408, add. p. 799,
line 11; 1414, lines 24-25 (restored).

51. The testimony of Athenaios is
dubious, since he simply presents us
with a compilation of the earlier texts
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and lexica available in his patron’s
library. Until better evidence becomes
available, however, the definitions he
offers for obscure terms cannot be
ignored.

52. IDélos 372B, line 30 (Delos
Hieropoion/Andrians Treasure C).

53. IDélos 1400, line 7. For 6fxn in
the literary sources, see Briimmer 1988,
pp- 15-16. For Alkaios, see Tréheux
1992, s.v. Akkoiog AéoProg.

54.E.g., IG I1*1424a, lines 334—
335; 1460, lines 19-20; 1485, lines
52-53.

55. Linders 1972, p. 10. Such boxes
are common in vase paintings where
clothes are depicted folded or rolled
into bundles. In the inventories of the
Erechtheion a phiale is mentioned in
a mhaicov (Harris 1995, p. 213,
no. V1.45). In the inventories of the
Athenian Asklepieion nAaicio are
mentioned twice (IG IT> 1534A [= Ale-
shire 1989, inv. IV], lines 98-99).

56. For nAaictov and nAvBeiov in
the Delian inventories, see Hellmann
1992. In other contexts the terms
denote ceiling coffers.

57. For x1Bwtdg and xifdtiov in
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made of iron and gilded with bronze.” ©nkn is a more general term for a
case; among the Delian examples is one of triangular shape containing the
books of the poet Alkaios.”*

“EAvtpov is probably a case for easily breakable or expensive objects,
since the items stored inside it include an ivory writing stick, a wooden
lyre, a ritual knife, and a ball with a chain.>*

M\aicuov, in this context, is an oblong box without a lid, or a kind
of tray with upright edges. In the inventories from Brauron, it frequently
contains phialai or pieces of cloth.” In the Delian accounts tAaictov and
nAwBelov are synonymous terms and often contain phialai. They might
have been suspended from a wall or beneath a lintel.*

Puzzling but extremely interesting are the words kiwtog, xifatiov,
kipotdprov, and kifotidiov.’” A kiBwtdg, once described as peydAn, is
probably large: it should perhaps be translated as a “coffer,” and is some-
times provided with a 1id.® At least one example is made of papyrus.*’
A x1Bwtdg on Kos held coins, a function similar to that of a Oncavpdc.s
A xiBoriov, which might contain anything from clothes and boots to
crowns and gold items, is probably not always the diminutive of k1fwtdg,
since one example is specifically designated pikpov in a 5Sth-century in-
ventory of Aphaia at Aigina.® That it could be smaller than a xiPwtog is
clear, however, since it was sometimes placed inside one.®? A xifwtdpiov
(diminutive? of k1Bwtdg) is attested only once and contained unweighed

bronze objects.®

the Attic Stelai, see Pritchett 1956,
pp- 220-225. For further literary ref-
erences on k1wtdg, see Briimmer
1988, pp. 5-8 (especially p. 5, n. 5,

for its synonyms). There is secure evi-
dence for containers (possibly xiporic
or kifwtdpia) in the archaeological
record: see, e.g., Siebert 1973 (Delos);
Themelis 1979, p. 263 (Kallipolis,
Aitolia); Themelis 1994 (Tomb of
Philimina, Elis); Eretria X, p. 84,

fig. 134 (House IV). A particular type
of coffer recorded in the Attic Stelai
(x1Bwtdg Buprdwtdc) cost 21 drach-
mas, the highest price paid for any
piece of furniture. The price was
presumably due to its decoration

and size.

58. x1pwtdg peydAn: IDélos 142811,
lines 52-53 (Apollo Treasure D).

59. IDélos 442B, line 214 (Artemi-
sion Treasure C).

60. LSCG, no. 155, line 13 (dis-
cussed further below).

61. IG I* 1456, lines 10-11; SEG
XXVIII 372. For the variable meaning
of the suffix -1ov, especially in the
Delian inventories, see Prétre 1997,
pp- 673-677. According to Prétre this

suffix may indicate the group to

which a noun belongs, the group

that it resembles, or the noun of which
it is a diminutive. Other ambiguous
cases are also noted. The nuances are
subtle and in the case of the containers
in the Delian inscriptions no one secure
translation is possible. The correct
interpretation of forms such as x1pa-
t1ov and x1Bwrdpiov should account
for all three of the possibilities men-
tioned above (a container used like a
k1Pwtdc, a container that resembles

a x1pwtdg, or a miniature k1Bwtdc).
The meaning must be deduced case
by case, and the objects stored in the
containers are the best guide to
translation.

62. IDélos 396B, line 73 (Artemi-
sion Treasure C). A «ifdriov that had
lost its lid, or never had one, is listed
in IDélos 1409Ball, line 39 (Andrians
Treasure D).

63. IDélos 1417A1, lines 103-105:
xiBotédprov kataeyde, énibepo odx
Exov, &v @ yoAxopudtio Séka dotata.
A x1Botidiov (also diminutive?) appears
in IGXI 2 147B, lines 10-11.

This content downloaded from 194.177.215.120 on Mon, 31 Mar 2014 04:15:20 AM

All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions



http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

570 DIMITRA ANDRIANOU

The fact that these terms for various sizes and types of containers
are used more or less at random is demonstrated by a Delian inventory in
which a series of words is well preserved.®* We read of a box (xipartiov)
that contained reliefs and a ring, another box (xiBdriov) that contained
necklaces, a case or tray that resembled a xoitn (xoitic) and contained a
gold shield, and finally a coffer (xipwtdg) that contained silver items. It is
not clear if kiBdriov, koutig and xiPwtdg are indeed three distinct types
of container, or if the scribe used three synonyms to denote containers of
similar size, material, decoration, construction, or value. I tend to believe
that the latter is the case, in part because of the existence of inscriptions in
which two words are used for what appears to be the same object. A good
example is provided by IDélos 1400, line 7, and IDélos 1409Ball, line 39,
where the phrase xifwtov nodody in the first inscription is replaced by
K1Bdrtiov nalondv in the second. Since both are records of the same treasure
(Andrians Treasure D), and each entry occupies the same position within
the sequence of listed items, there is no reason to doubt that both inscrip-
tions refer to the same object. In this case the suffix -1ov perhaps represents
not a diminutive but a container that resembles a x1Bwtoc. The two scribes
evidently had different perceptions of the object they recorded.

Adpvag is attested in these inscriptions only in the Delian invento-
ries, where it is characterized as “old” (roAa1d) or of an “archaic” style
(&pyoixn).® The exact translation is dubious.

Zopakog is a container used for military gear, specifically for arrows
or shields.*

Oo)ia (diminutive? BoAidiov) is attested in these inscriptions only in
the inventories of the Athenian Asklepieion.®” In Pollux (10.138.6) the
word means a chest with a conical lid.

Onocowpdg is a strongbox, where the sanctuary’s money was kept.®®
(The same function is assigned to a kifwtdg in an inscription from Kos.)®
Excavated Bnoovpot are heavy stone monuments, usually provided with
locks. An example with the word 8noowpdg inscribed upon it was found
in Athens, in its second use, during the demolition of a house.” It is dated
on epigraphical grounds to the early 4th century B.c., and was used for the
collection of a money donation (&mopyf) connected, in this case, with a
wedding (npotéleia yduov). It is not a portable box (xiwtdc), but a heavy,
stone monument that weighs 1,472 kg and locks with a key. We might
therefore conclude that the difference between a Oncovpdc and a kipwrédg
is chiefly one of size and weight.

64. IDélos 1444Aa, lines 34-37
(Artemision Treasure D).

65. IDélos 1409Ball, line 38 (nodoud);
14104, line 11 (&pxoixn; on the mean-
ing of this term, see Prétre 1999, p. 395);
1449d, line 11 (no adjective preserved).
For the term Adpva&, see Briimmer
1988, pp. 12-14, esp. nn. 71-73 on the
synonyms k1Bwt6g and copdg. In the
archaeological literature Adpvag is used
to denote a funerary urn with a lid: see,
e.g., Adams 1983 for the famous Adp-
voxkeg found in the tumulus at Vergina.

66. E.g., IDélos 104/28bB, line 12;
also attested in Aen. Tact. 30.2.3.

67. IG 112 1533 (= Aleshire 1989,
inv. IIT), line 31; 1534B + 1535 (=
Aleshire 1989, inv. V), line 155. For
the meaning of the word, see Aleshire
1989, p. 332.

68. E.g., IDélos 1417A11, line 142;
1443A1, lines 140, 148. The usual Ger-
man translation is “Opferstock.” For
a comprehensive typological study of
ancient Bnocavpoti, see Kaminski 1991.

69. LSCG, no. 155.

70. Tsakos 1990-1991; Kazamiakis
1990-1991. This complete, marble
monument is similar to the money box
of a modern Greek Orthodox church.
Kazamiakis (p. 31) has estimated its
capacity as 20,000 Athenian drachmas.
I would like to thank S. Zoumbaki for
bringing this study to my attention.
Other excavated examples of Bnoavpot,
of which only the upper or the lower
part is preserved, are cited in Tsakos
19901991, p. 28, with reference to
Kaminski 1991.
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71. IGTI? 1445, line 22; 1453,
lines 8-9.

72. IGTI? 1421, line 120.

73.IG I 342, line 17.

74, 1G II? 1487, line 37: &[v] <
[p]érvn [erédoun]; IG 11?2 1489, lines 3—4
and 27 (both restored). For @dtvn in
the Attic Stelai, see Pritchett 1956,
pp- 243-244. The price recorded in the
Stelai is ten drachmas and one obol.

75.E.g., IGI® 343, line 14; I
1424a, line 297 (8igpotr); IDélos 1408D,
lines 11-12; 1417BII, line 77 (S1ppia);
IG 11?2 1379, line 4 (dxhadion). For
Sigppot in the Attic Stelai, see Pritchett
1956, pp. 215-217. The price listed in
the Stelai is probably 1 drachma and
2 obols. One stool has been excavated in
Greece, at a tomb in Stavroupolis near
Thessaloniki: Andrianou 2006, p. 231.

76.E.g., IGXI 2 159, lines 26, 60;
199, line 67 (yeAdvon); IDélos 1412a,
line 7 (yehwvic); IG 11> 1485, line 54
(drdBabpar); IG 1121533 (= Aleshire
1989, inv. I1I), line 65 (cpeAiokoc);
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The terms pdoxwAov and okdtog refer to bags, which were also used as
containers for smaller articles or musical instruments. A @dokoAov contain-
ing a batch of small silver objects is recorded in the inventories of Artemis
Brauronia.” The word oxbtog is attested only once in the surviving inventory
inscriptions.”? A related term, koAedv, denotes a sheath for knives.”

®dtvn is a problematic word. Originally used for an animal’s manger,
in this context it might denote a table, an oblong box with partitions, or
a cupboard, if the restoration of the contents of a gdtvn in IG II? 1487 is
correct.”*

Cuairs aAND FooTsTooLs

Algpot, Srppia, and dxAadion (stools);” xeAdvar, brdBobpa, ceedickor, and
bronddio (footstools);” and Bpdvor (thrones)”” are mentioned infrequently
in the surviving inscriptions. ‘YnoBoBpo vovewkd are attested once and
might refer to footstools used by brides.” The small number of footstools
in the archaeological record, from tombs in Macedonia and Eretria, limits
any further discussion of their typology.” Footstools are, however, often
depicted on vase paintings and funerary stelai, accompanying thrones or
beds.® They might have been used for hygienic reasons, so that the feet of
the seated persons would not touch the ground.®

Bep-CoucHES AND TABLES

KAivn and ¥Awvig (bed-couch)® and tpameo (table)® occur more frequently,
no doubt because of their association with sacred meals. We also have ex-
ceptional references to beds with tables that are pulled out from under them
(vroonaoto tpanélia), possibly to save space, and to an “unstretched bed”

IG1I? 1394, line 15 (bronddiov). No
footstools are recorded in the Attic
Stelai, possibly on account of their poor

state of preservation.
77.E.g., IGI1?> 1412, line 3 (re-

footstools in a future study.

82. E.g., IG II* 1424a, lines 341
(xAivn) and 342 (xAwvic). KAivai com-
bined the roles of the modern bed and
sofa, thus the most accurate translation

stored); 1438, line 47; 1485, line 43. For
Opévot in the Attic Stelai, see Pritchett
1956, pp. 217-220. Neither price nor
sales tax has been preserved for any of
the thrones mentioned in the Stelai.
For excavated funerary thrones in Ver-
gina and Eretria, see Andrianou 2006,
pp- 231-232. There are no excavated
Classical or Hellenistic examples of
thrones from domestic settings in
Greece, including palaces. This, of
course, does not preclude the existence
of thrones made of perishable materials.

78. IG 112 1485, line 54. For the so-
called “bridal scenes” depicted on vase
paintings, see Andrianou 2006, p. 222.

79. Andrianou 2006, p. 242.

80. Richter 1966, pp. 49-52.

81. T hope to discuss the archaeo-
logical and iconographical evidence for

is “bed-couch.” For kAivar in the Attic
Stelai, see Pritchett 1956, pp. 227-229.
The average price of a “Milesian” bed
in the Stelai is eight drachmas, that of
a simple bed-couch six drachmas. For
excavated parts of beds (mainly fulcra)
from domestic contexts, and for the
rich collection of surviving funerary
beds, see Andrianou 2006, pp. 232-247.
83.E.g., IGT* 343, line 15; SEG
XXXVII 35, from Brauron. For tpéme-
Cou in the Attic Stelai, see Pritchett
1956, pp. 241-243. The prices for
tables in the Stelai range from 4 to
6 drachmas. A few tabletops and table
legs have been found at Vergina, Ere-
tria, Delos, and Pella (Andrianou 2006,
p- 257). Two stone-built tables and a
few benches are attested in funerary
contexts (Andrianou 2006, p. 257).
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(&vévtatog kAivn), probably denoting a couch without cords.* Couches
with bed-cords (kAlvau . . . Tovg t6voug Alav évtarot), on the other hand,
are mentioned at Eleusis.® Sadly, no archaeological remains of bed-cords
have survived.

The large number of bed-couches attested in the Delian inventories
(102 in the Amphictyonic Group A and 60 in Chalkotheke Treasure B) is
interesting. The records may denote parts of beds (legs, headrests) rather
than fully assembled pieces of furniture.® If so, this may be an indication
that wooden furniture was stored in pieces and put together only when
needed for feasting.

Some bed-couches in the Athenian treasure lists are characterized
as “Chian” or “Milesian,” but the meaning of the adjective is not clear:
does it indicate the ethnicity of the dedicants, the “artistic school” of the
craftsmen, or the place of origin of the furniture itself or its materials?®’
I am inclined to believe that the name denotes the region where a distinc-
tive design or style of decoration was first “invented,” although this can-
not be proven, as Philippe Bruneau has discussed.®® In a similar fashion,
Pliny calls gold embroidery “Attalid” because it was “invented” in Asia by
King Attalos (HN 8.196). “Delian” beds, on the other hand, are not ex-
plicitly mentioned in the epigraphical or literary record, contrary to the
assumption of previous scholars.®

TABLETS

Mivaxeg (mvédxio, mivaxickot) are wooden tablets, often with drawn or
painted decoration.”® Their significance and the meaning of the words
used to describe them are disputed. They are discussed in detail below,
pp- 579-581.

WASHBASINS

Furniture for washing and food preparation is also attested epigraphically.”
Various types of washbasins and troughs, items that are less likely to be
dedications, are mentioned in the inventories: xepvifeiov (hand basin),
nodavintip (foot basin), vinthp, oxderov, OAkelov, AovthApiov, kdpdomog
(basin or trough).”? A oxé[@rov] or oxd[¢n] may also be mentioned in an in-

84. IDélos 1403BbII, lines 29-30,
33-34 (Kynthion Treasure D); 1416A1,
line 38 (Sarapieion Treasure D).

85. IG 112 1541, lines 22-26 (partly
restored).

86. IDélos 104, lines 143-144; 1998,
line 90. In each case the number of
bed-couches is well preserved.

87. For references, see Andrianou
2006, p. 233, n. 74.

88. Bruneau 1976, pp. 27-36.

89. For discussion, see Andrianou
2006, p. 234.

90. E.g., IDélos 1412a, line 9;
1416A1, lines 38—39; 1442A, line 69.

For nivag in the Delian inventories, see

Hellmann 1992, s.v. ypagt, and the
discussion below. For niva in the Attic
Stelai, see Pritchett 1956, pp. 250-251.
In the Stelai, an unknown number of
yeypoppévor nivaxeg was sold for 60
drachmas, a small yeypapuuévog for

6 drachmas and 4 obols.

91. For excavated washbasins from
domestic complexes, see Cahill 2002,
pp- 163-169 (Olynthos); Délos XVIII,
pp- 78-80 (Delos); Blinkenberg 1898,
p- 15 (Epidauros). For troughs, see
Cahill 2002, p. 248; Délos XVIII,

p- 81

92.E.g., IGII* 1445, lines 24-25,

30; IDélos 104-29, line 32 (xepvifeiov);

104, lines 135-136, 140 (nrodovintip);
372B, line 29 (vintp); 104-29, lines
17, 33 (oxdeprov); 104, lines 128, 138
(6Akelov); 1442B, line 20 (Aovthprov,
kapdbmov); 1442B, line 21 (xdpdonoc).
For xepviPeio in the archaeological and
literary record, see Ginouveés 1962,

pp- 311-318; for Aovtrprov and kdp-
Somog in the Attic Stelai, see Amyx
1958, pp. 221228, 239-241. The price
of the single Aovtfprov listed in the
Stelai is not preserved; those recorded
for the xdpdonor vary from 7 drachmas
and 2 obols for a stone example to

2 drachmas for one of clay.
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93. Allamani-Souri 1990; Gouna-
ropoulou and Hatzopoulos 1998,
pp- 119-121, no. 16, line 9 (restored);
SEG XL 530. For the use of a oxdgiov
in the context of a symposium, see
Ath. 4.142d.

94. For a discussion of the term
BYo1pa, see Allamani-Souri 1990,
pp- 210-211. If the animals mentioned
in this inscription were figurines of
precious metal rather than actual live-
stock, they could perhaps have been
melted down to be recast into new
offerings (cf. Rouse [1902] 1975, p. 67,
n. 2, for a similar interpretation of an
offering at Delos). For the recasting of
small votive objects in general, see Ale-
shire 1989, p. 83; 1992, p. 98; Siewert
1996.

95. Agora inv. I 7475, found built
into the foundations of a Late Roman
building on the north side of the
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scription found in Macedonian Beroia and dated between 240 and 225 B.c.,
which lists silver vessels bought with sacred funds and deposited in a temple,
possibly that of Asklepios.” The vessels were purchased with the money
earned from the selling of animals, which had been given to the shrine as
B0opa (for sacrifice).™

Rucs, CusHions, AND PiLLows

An inventory from a hero shrine, dated after 328/7 B.c., has been found
in the Athenian Agora.” The inscription, which is relatively well pre-
served, records the following objects: kAivn dpupikeedar{A}n, kvépaidov,”
nepictpopa,”’ ddmg xapth,*® npockepdlato mokido,* @owvikic,'® and
owdop[ . . . ], as well as pottery dedicated by the Boule.'? The fact
that furniture and furnishings such as beds, pillows, and even curtains
are recorded among the contents of the shrine suggests that feasting of
some kind probably took place as part of the hero’s cult. Such furnishings,
although rarely preserved in the archaeological record, are well attested in
representations on red-figure pottery.’® Wall hangings would have served
as partitions in rooms when needed, while cushions, covers, and pillows
would have increased comfort.

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF FURNITURE
DEDICATIONS

In the period covered by the present study, from the 4th to the 1st cen-
tury B.C., there is no clear indication of the purpose of dedicated furniture.
The dedicatory inscriptions preserved on some of the furniture found in
sanctuaries are generally fragmentary and provide no information other
than the name of the dedicant. For the majority of furniture listed in
the temple inventories no names at all are recorded, a fact that might

square: Rotroff 1978 (SEG XXVIII 53);
Lewis 1979 (SEG XXIX 146).

96. A cushion or mattress. For xvé-
@oAlov in the Attic Stelai, see Pritchett
1956, pp. 247-248.

97. A bedcover (in the plural, car-
pets and room hangings). The word is
not mentioned in the Attic Stelai.

98. Admic: a rug for the floor or the
bed. Rotroff (1978, p. 199) notes that
the adjective xaptf (“shorn smooth”)
appears in the inventories from Brau-
ron, where it is used of mantles; she
translates the phrase damig xopth as
a rug with little or no nap. For 8dmig
in the Attic Stelai, see Pritchett 1956,
pp- 246-247.

99. Pillows. For npooxepdraiov in
the Attic Stelai, see Pritchett 1956,
pp- 253-254. For pillows represented
on stone funerary beds and the remains
of a possible pillow in the Vergina

tumulus, see Andrianou 2006, p. 249.

100. As Rotroff (1978, p. 199)
points out, the most likely meaning
here is “red curtain or carpet,” although
she notes that the word can also denote
a Lakedaimonian, Macedonian, or
Persian military cloak, and so might
suggest a connection with one of these
areas.

101. LSJ defines oivddv as a fine
cloth, usually of linen. Rotroff (1978,
p- 199) suggests a bedsheet or wall
hanging (cf. modern Greek cevidwe).

102. The inscription indicates that
the Boule dedicated only the pottery,
not the furniture.

103. For representations of furnish-
ings on Greek vases, see Richter 1966,
pp- 117-121. For evidence of furnish-
ings in the archaeological record, see
Andrianou 2006, pp. 249-250.
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suggest that not all were dedications in the first place. Bearing in mind
the fragmentary state of most of the evidence and the provisional nature
of any conclusions, I would like to examine three possible reasons for the
presence of furniture in the sanctuaries: that it served as mobilier du culte,
that it was used for safekeeping and storage, and that it was intended for
display.

MOBILIER DU CULTE

It is rarely possible to determine who dedicated a piece of furniture, or why
such a dedication was preferred to other kinds of offerings. If we leave aside
containers (which constitute the vast majority of recorded dedications),
only a handful of examples of clearly votive furniture are preserved in the
epigraphical record: a table offered by Hieron, a bed-couch by Pyrrhos,
and a few nivokeg dedicated chiefly by men, with the exception of one by
a woman named Harpage.!® Little can be deduced from this evidence.

For most of the furniture mentioned in the temple inventories no
dedicant is listed, and in such cases it is reasonable to ask whether some
or all of it represented mobilier du culte. Here the incompleteness of the
inscriptions and the practice of recording minimal information make it
difficult to draw conclusions. The Athenian treasure lists, for instance,
do not record the dedicants of any tables, chairs, or bed-couches, in part
because of the poor preservation of the stones, but also apparently as a
matter of convention.'®

The role of the priests in obtaining cult paraphernalia might have been
more significant than previously thought. The priests apparently paid at-
tention to what was needed in the sanctuary and had three options: (1) to
commission it themselves; (2) to recast old offerings that were beyond repair
into new cult furniture; or (3) to ask their pious dedicants for appropriate
dedications. There is evidence for all three of these activities:

1. The Delian inventories list two tables commissioned by the
priests, presumably for the sanctuary’s needs: one an oak
table made kot ntpd[otoyna] tod Oeod (“by order of the
god”), the other a silver table and a caduceus [a] €¢” hudv
xateckevdodn (“made by us [i.e., the priests]”)."%

2.1t seems to have been common in the Sanctuary of Artemis Brau-
ronia in Athens to melt down votive offerings of gold or silver
when they were beyond repair, and then to recast them into

104. IDélos 142811, lines 48-50 (Apollo Treasure D); 199B, line 73
(Apollo Treasure D); 1416A1, lines (Poros Treasure B). The phrase kora
19-20 (Sarapieion Treasure D); npdotaypa 100 Beod, which appears to
1417A]1, lines 76~77 (Thesmophorion represent the command of the god
Treasure D). (possibly in return for his services),

105. Harris (1995, p. 223) points might indicate the need for a table
out how infrequently the name of the in the sanctuary. The second example
dedicant is recorded in the Acropolis was clearly made by the priests them-
inventories. selves.

106. IDélos 142811, lines 48-50
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107. Linders 1972, p. 54. Aleshire
notes that the priests of the Athenian
Asklepieion had the right to recast
small offerings into a “larger and more
impressive dedication labeled with the
priest’s name, his priestly titles and the
notation &k t@v tonwv” (1992, p. 98),
and that “this privilege apparently did
not require the approval of the boule or
demos” (1989, p. 83). See also Siewert
1996, for war offerings at Olympia that
were recast into yopota; and IDélos
442B, lines 118-125, for ybuota in
2nd-century Delos. I would like to
thank S. Zoumbaki for bringing these
examples to my attention.
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new cult furniture.’” A law of 335/4 B.c. illustrating this
procedure is mentioned by Linders, who observes that “the
items, which are to be melted down, are small objects and
ooa un ép mapadocer €otiv . . . evidently items which were
kept apart by the temple staff and therefore not among
those formally handed over at the annual paradosis.”®

3. In an inscription from Beroia in Macedonia dated to
249/8 B.c., the priests of Herakles clearly ask for the dedi-
cation of skyphoi #nstead of phialai at the sanctuary.’”’

A sanctuary’s furniture could be used for special celebrations or to serve
everyday needs. In this respect the function of furniture in a sanctuary was
similar to its function in a house: tables, bed-couches, bedcovers, wall hang-
ings, and furniture for bathing all filled the same needs in both domestic
and sacred contexts.

A series of passages in the Delian inventories yield information about
one cult practice that required furniture, the so-called sacred meal. The
texts concern two festivals, the Posideia and the Eileithyaia."’* The relevant
passages are found in eight inscriptions dated to the first decades of the
2nd century B.c. and studied by Tullia Linders.""* They look like “shopping
lists” for the feasts, which may have taken place outside the sanctuaries,
since the space within the sacred area was limited. (Scholars have estimated
that the number of participants in the Posideia might have been as great
as 1,000.)12

Similar evidence can be found among the “sacred laws” regulating the
property of sanctuaries in various parts of the Greek world.""®* A 2nd-century
A.D. inscription from Epidauros, for instance, mentions the iep& oxedn and
forbids anyone to use them privately or take them away.!* A 6th-century B.c.
inscription from Argos forbids the use of the “sacred furniture” (ypnotfipio)
outside the temple."® A 2nd- or 1st-century B.c. inscription from Cyrene
is even more explicit in its prohibitions: und¢ #&[o oxedn eépew A 1dian]
AapPa[vew], otherwise the transgressor will be accused of iepocuvAio.!'®

Tables from sanctuaries have received special treatment in the archaeo-
logical literature, since they have been found at a number of sites, and

108. Linders 1972, p. 56, on IG I1?
333, line 27. During the napadooig the
outgoing hieropoioi, whose duty it was
to deliver the offerings to the sanctuary,
personally inspected and handed over
the offerings to their successors in the
presence of the Boule. For certain dis-
crepancies regarding this custom at
Delos, see Linders 1988.

109. Gounaropoulou and Hatzo-
poulos 1998, pp. 91-95, no. 3, lines 12~
13 (with earlier bibliography). The in-
scription is the second letter by Deme-
trios II, son of Antigonos Gonatas, to
Harpalos, an epistates. The passage in
question reads ypeiav thv 100 Beod

avaniBétacay avti Tdv eroddv képata
[x]oi oxdeovg Eppwco. I would like
to thank E. Kosmetatou for locating
the publication of this inscription for
me.

110. Bruneau 1970, pp. 215-219,
260-264.

111. Linders 1991.

112. Linders 1991, p. 73.

113. Many of these are conveniently
collected by Sokolowski (LSS, LSCG).

114. LSS, no. 24, lines 3—4: unde
18ion xpficBou (restored).

115. LSS, no. 27, lines 6-8.

116. LSS, no. 117, line 8.
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some of them are inscribed.’”” Most of the fragments come from Athens
and Delos, a fact attributable to the large number of shrines excavated at
those two sites. In certain sanctuaries tables were used for the placement
of unburnt offerings for the god, a practice referred to in the inscriptions
as kdounoig tig tpanélng.!® To such offerings Gill has applied the term
tponelopoto.!?’

The use of dining tables and bed-couches at sacrifices is recorded in a
number of sacred laws: a decree of the Attic Orgeones dating to 306/5 B.c.,
for example, states that “when the Orgeones sacrifice to the hero in
Boedromion, Diognetos is to provide the house where the shrine is, and
have it open and roofed; and (he is to provide) a kitchen and bed-couches
and tables arranged in two tpikAwva.”*? Ferguson, in his detailed study of
Attic Orgeones, interpreted the phrase eig dVo tpikAiva as “a definition
of capacity.”** This inscription is important because it documents the
transportation of cult furniture to the sanctuary when needed. Similarly, a
sacred law from Kos, dated around 300 B.c., names Herakles as the guest
of honor at a sacrifice and banquet, and orders otpwpvi and &ydApato to
be arranged at his statue.'?

Bedcovers, pillows, and hangings were probably also used during meals.
In the surviving inventories such textiles are regularly listed without a
dedicant, and as in the case of the furniture itself, might represent either
the dedications of male or female weavers or purchases made by temple
authorities in order to furnish the temple interiors. They are not restricted
to female deities: in addition to Artemis Brauronia, they are recorded
among the possessions of male gods such as Asklepios and the hero or
the eponymous heroes of an anonymous shrine in the Athenian Agora.'®
In the latter case, the bedcovers might have been part of a state dedica-
tion. Another inscription from the Athenian Agora, dated to 191/0 B.c.,
preserves a decree passed in honor of a committee of three men appointed
by the Boule to supervise the replacement (&vtikatdotacis) of bedding
(otpdpata) in the Skias, and to inspect certain articles and make a list
thereof.?* This is a clear indication of the practical use of otpdpato, the
bedclothes and coverings of dinner-couches. A sacred law preserved in a
decree of the Orgeones of Piraeus, dated around 183/2 B.c., mentions the
draping or covering of thrones ([c]t[pw]vdew Bpdvovg).'? It is clear, then,
that textiles were used in sanctuaries to cover bed-couches, thrones, and, in
one case, a nivo§ (a portrait of Arsinoe[?] in the Kynthion on Delos).'?

117. See Gill 1991 (with earlier bib-
liography). See also Petsas et al. 2000,
pp- 76-78, for three table surfaces and
four table supports, all inscribed, from
the sanctuary at Leukopetra (Macedo-
nia), and Misailidou-Despotidou 1997,
p- 41, no. 26, for a 2nd-century B.C.
offering table from Pydna, inscribed
with “Hellas.”

118. E.g., IGII? 676, lines 14-15;
704, lines 14-15; 776, line 12.

119. Gill 1991, pp. 11-15, 20-23.
For the verb tpaneléw (“to place offer-
ings on a table”), Gill (p. 12) cites IGV
11390, line 86; IGV 1 3447; IGXII 2
72. From the 4th century B.c. onward
these offerings were received by the
priest. The burnt sacrifices remained on
the altar.

120. LSCG, no. 47, lines 28-30; IG
112 2499.

121. Ferguson 1944, p. 80, n. 27.

122. LSCG, no. 177, lines 95-97.

123. Brauron: Linders 1975, p. 75,
n. 12; SEG XXXVII 34. Athenian
Asklepieion: IG I1? 1533 (= Aleshire
1989, inv. I1I), line 35. For the hero
shrine in the Athenian Agora, see
above, p. 567 and n. 40.

124. Thompson 1940, pp. 144-145.

125. LSCG, no. 48A, lines 6-7.

126. IDélos 403a, line 8 (Kynthion
Treasure D).
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127. LSCG, no. 65, line 107.

128. E.g., IDélos 104, line 127,
104-11B, line 28; 145B, line 60; 161B,
lines 126—127; 372B, line 29.

129. Ginouves 1962, p. 79. For a
depiction of a Aovtfiprov at a sympo-
sium, see Avloniti 1999, p. 1252.

130. Linders 1975, p. 75, n. 12;
SEG XXXVII 34.

131. Themelis 1986, p. 229. An
inscription found at Chorsiai in Boiotia
and dating to 386-380 B.c. mentions
klinai, tables, and utensils similar to
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Furniture for bathing was also popular. An example appears in the
inscription that records the reform of the mystery cult at Andania in Mes-
senia, dated to 92-91 B.c., which mentions a pdkpo ebkpatov provided
to those Béhovteg Badavedew év 1@ iep®.'"” The basin for bathing was
offered along with fire and water for a small fee of two bronze coins (§0o
xoAkdv). XepviPeio, nodavintiipeg, Anvot, and Aovtipra are also frequently
mentioned.’?® Such vessels were customarily used during cult activities and
feasting.'®

An inscription of the late 5th century found in the Sanctuary of Ar-
temis at Brauron, so far discussed only briefly in print, is important for
the present study because it covers almost all of the groups of furniture
discussed above.'* The full text of the inscription has not been published,
but the list of items mentioned includes the following: kATvou pidesropyéc,
npookepdraia Awva kai Epia, nélexvg, xohkia Oeppoaviipia, AéPnteg,
oPeliokot, yutpideg yadkal, and kpedypor. It has been suggested by
Petros Themelis that these are utensils for preparing, cooking, and serv-
ing food in a hestiatorion.™' The archaeological remains of furniture in
the dining rooms associated with sanctuaries are limited to bed-couches
and tables.'*

If we return, then, to the question of whether the furniture found
in sanctuaries was actually used, the answer is certainly positive. This is
obviously true for those objects commissioned by the priests themselves.
What remains open is whether the furniture in the treasure lists of Athens
and Delos—the “true” votives for which the name of a dedicant is still
preserved or was originally recorded—were dedications intended merely
for display or whether they were also meant to be used. For this there is
no clear evidence one way or the other, but the fact that votive dedications
and simple lists of objects are recorded together might suggest that every
piece of equipment was, or at least could have been, used at times.

SAFEKEEPING AND STORAGE

Sanctuary furniture also included various boxes for the safekeeping of
money and other valuables. The dedication of boxes or objects in boxes
was especially common on Delos.

those in the inscription from Brauron
(Tomlinson 1980, pp. 221-224; SEG
XXIV 361). It is associated with the
hestiatorion of the Sanctuary of Hera.
The vessels mentioned include AéBetec,
oBelioxor, Sapyual, oxdeor, mehéxkeg,
Topokvacotideg, and an &uo (&uic),

a portable urinal. The lampstands
perhaps indicate dining at night, and
the modovintiipeg suggest the ritual of
washing the feet before reclining. In the
Roman period a praetorium used as a
hotel and restaurant is mentioned in an

exceptional inscription found at Dion
(Pantermalis 2002, pp. 377-381). The
text, inscribed on the surface of a table
in its second use, lists a variety of fur-
niture and furnishings: lecticubiculares,
lecti tricliniares, culcitae, pulvini, subsellia,
cathedrae, emitulia, and grabati.

132. For the setting of the ritual
meal in Greek sanctuaries, see Gold-
stein 1978; the arrangement of the fur-
niture and the furnishings is discussed
on pp. 299-309.
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578 DIMITRA ANDRIANOU

Some boxes were clearly made to meet a sanctuary’s needs: a 3rd-
century inscription from Kos, for example, refers to the construction of
a “cash box” (¢¢ xiPwtdv éuPorirdvim t@v xpnudrov), as well as a second
strong box (Bnoowpdc) with four keys (khaikag téooapag).’ Side B of
the same inscription refers to the same (or another) “collection box” next
to the altar (Bnoovp[o?d 10D i8pvpévov npd 100 Bopod]).!*

Containers in the Athenian treasure lists often hold other objects.
The question is whether such containers were themselves dedications
(when empty) or parts of dedications (when they contained other ob-
jects), or whether they were provided by the sanctuary in order to keep
other dedications safe and in order. Were boxes employed to store single,
possibly fragile, offerings? Were larger containers used to store offerings
from different dedicants? Did organization matter? Were the names of
the dedicants painted or engraved on the containers? It is not possible to
answer such questions definitively, but a few examples from the inventories
can illustrate the problems involved.

A rather complicated example appears among the recorded treasures
of the Opisthodomos.'® A painted box was dedicated by Kleito, daughter
of Aristokrates, wife of Kimon. Inside the box was a xvAiyvic (restored
in the inscription), and inside the kvAyvig a gold ring with a sealstone,
dedicated by Dexilla. In this case we have a reference to two boxes, a gold
ring, and the names of two dedicants. More jewelry and pieces of clothing
(8xB01Pog) are mentioned thereafter in the inscription. It is not clear what
belonged to Kleito’s dedication and what belonged to that of Dexilla.'*
The placement of the two containers, one inside the other, might suggest
that the temple authorities combined two gifts into one, either because
of lack of space or because the dedicants were related and dedicated the
objects at the same time. If the reason for the combination of gifts was lack
of space, it might explain why the name of only one of the two dedicants
was recorded on the box.

Similar is the case of Thaumarete, wife of Timonides, who is recorded
to have dedicated an ivory lyre and plectrum in a box.’” From the inscrip-
tion it is not clear whether she dedicated the box as well as the musical
instrument stored inside it.

Some boxes might indeed have been provided by the priests: a gold
wreath (otépavog xpvoodc) is recorded in the Acropolis inventories from
429/8 B.c. until 411/0 B.c. without any reference to a storage container, but
from 409/8 to 407/6 the phrase “in a round box” (¢[v kifwri]e otployydAe])
is added to the listing.'3® If the wreath itself is the same throughout, then it

133. LSCG, no. 155, lines A 13, (1991, pp. 133-146), who envisions the discussed below: Harris 1995, p. 57,
15. Cf. LSCG, no. 65, lines 91-94, for Onoowpdc as a Schatzhaus or treasury no. I1.71).
similar provisions. building located south of Temple B. 137. IG II*> 1388, add. p. 798,

134. LSCG, no. 155, line B 4. The She believes that both sides of the in- lines 79-80; Harris 1995, p. 57,
interpretation of this inscription has scription refer to the same Gnoovpds. no. IL.71.
been debated. Herzog (1903, p. 190), 135. IG I1? 1388, lines 81-82; 138. E.g., IGI? 297, lines 22-23
the excavator of the sacred area of Harris 1995, p. 51, no. I1.37. (without mention of the storage place);
Asklepios, connected the Bnoovpdg 136. Hamilton (1996) notes a IG I’ 314, lines 8-9 (with mention of
with a sacred pit found in Temple B. discrepancy in IG II? 1447 and 1451, the storage place). Harris 1995, p. 77,
Meaningful objections to this interpre- where Kleito is associated with a dif- no. II1.41.
tation have been raised by Kaminski ferent item (the ivory lyre and plectrum
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139. IG 112 47.

140. Vallois 1913; Hellmann 1992,
s.v. ypapny, esp. p. 93.

141. IDélos 1403BblII, lines 31-32,
dedicated by Teleson, son of Autokles.
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seems likely that the box was provided much later by the sanctuary rather
than by the original dedicant (unless the earlier inventories have simply
omitted it). It is possible that the priests recognized the fragility of the
dedication and took care for its proper storage. If this assumption is valid,
the role of the keepers of the treasures was an important one, since they
were not only recording the objects but actively caring for their preserva-
tion, keeping them properly in order and in good condition.

For the same reasons, a table rather than a box might have been pro-
vided by the keepers of the shrine of Asklepios in Piraeus, the contents of
which are recorded in an inscription of the early 4th century B.c."*® After a
lacuna of 11 stoichoi, the inscription begins [én]i it TponéCer t[Gde] and
then lists a number of objects, including various sorts of drinking vessels
(xapyfiolov, kOME), a statuette (ddpravrioxog), a box (xiBdtiov), a censer
(Bupathprov), a small tripod (tpirodickog), shields (donideg), surgical
instruments (kapxivog iatpikdg, pdyotpa), crowns (otepdvat), rings
(daxtOA101), 2 wine cooler (yukthpiov), and a brooch (nepovntip). Some
objects are described as chained (&Aboet dedepévog), presumably to the table
itself: a oikda (a fruit or a cupping-glass?), two otAeyyideg (scrapers), and
two doktoAron (rings). The objects were probably gifts from a number of
different dedicants. Some were chained because of their value, or perhaps
because of their shape, so as to keep them safely on the table. Although
the inscription does not give any information about the table itself, the
possibility remains that it was commissioned by the sanctuary rather than
dedicated by a pious yet unnamed worshipper.

DispLAY

Certain pieces of furniture mentioned in the treasure lists were clearly
not intended for use, but only for display. An example are the nivokeg, or
painted tablets, that constitute an exceptional category of furnishings in
the Delian inventories.

The terms used for nivokeg were studied in a very preliminary form
by René Vallois, and more recently by Marie-Christine Hellmann.'* The
tablets are characterized as dvofepatikot, (€)ikovikoi, or simply ypopdg
€xovtog. One is specifically recorded as having a yepoypagia.'*! Vallois
interpreted mivakeg dvabepatikoi as paintings of religious inspiration
and nivakeg elkovikol as portraits; Hellmann retains the same translation
for mivokeg eixovikol and interprets dvoaBeporikoi simply as “ex voto.”
There is no doubt that the eikovikoi had some kind of picture on them,
perhaps even of a relatively large size (an indication of megalographia?).
The &voBepatixoi are more difficult to reconstruct with certainty, but since
some were taken back to Rome by Aemilius Paullus and displayed dur-
ing his triumph (Diod. Sic. 31.8.11), they must have been of some value.
When both types are recorded in the inventories, the gixovikoi are always
mentioned first, followed by the dvoBepatikol. Apart from the Egyptian
sanctuaries, avaBepotikol are particularly numerous in the Gymnasium
and the Heraion. The Kynthion had only eixovikot.

Both types of mnivokeg were detachable, and most of them must
have been small in scale. In the inventories some are characterized by the
adjective téAetog, which may signify a larger scale or, more likely, a better
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state of preservation.'*? Some examples are described as teBvpwpévor (with
shutters), others as &80pwrot (without shutters), and one of the portraits(?)
of Arsinoe was covered by a curtain (rapanétacpa), possibly for protec-
tion.'*® Still others are characterized as &uBAntot, a word of uncertain
meaning in this context.'** The nivakeg ypapag €xovrag might have been
inscribed with a dedication, rather than bearing drawings or paintings (the
equivalent of yeypappévor in the Attic Stelai).'*

Of all the Delian sanctuaries, the Aphrodision contained the largest
number of dedicated nivaxeg.'* This might indicate that pictures, perhaps
depicting the goddess herself, were a common offering to Aphrodite. It is
worth noting, however, that there is no indication of the subjects depicted
on the figured nivaxeg, with the possible exception of a nivag of a priestess
(nivoka eikovikov iepeiag) in the Aphrodision.™

IMivaxec are mentioned in the Athenian inventories as well, but
there is no evidence to indicate whether they were figured or not.' The
adjectives applied to nivakeg in the Attic Stelai are yeypappévog, opikpog
yeypoppévog, and nowkidog.* T'eypoppuévor nivakeg were probably writing
tablets; mowkilot nivaxeg might have been painted (the equivalent of the
Delian eixovikot).

The nivoxeg are by far the largest class of votive object clearly in-
tended for display, but two other exceptional objects listed in the Delian
inventories evidently had a similar purpose: a model of a house in Apollo
Treasure C and a model of a hut in Apollo Treasure D."® There is a
striking lack of such models in the archaeological record of Classical and
Hellenistic Greece, with one exception: a marble building model from
Neapolis (modern Kavala), found during the excavation of the Sanctuary
of Parthenos and dated to the 5th century B.c.® It has been interpreted
as a votive sanctuary model. The “floor” of the model is missing (prob-
ably broken), and it was assumed by Welter to have been used as a money
box."*2 However, money boxes in the form of houses or sanctuaries are so
far unknown from other Greek sites, and such a hypothesis is inconsistent
with the weight and size of the Bnoavpoi known from other excavations

142. Vallois (1913, p. 296) translates
the term as “larger”; Hamilton (2000,
pp- 220-221, Kynthion Treasure D,
object no. 12, n. 129) as “complete”
or “full-sized”; and Hellmann as of
“grander nature” (1992, p. 93, s.v.
Ypogh).

143. For 1eBvpopévor and &B80pwroy,
see the discussion in Hellman 1992,
pp- 91-93, s.v. ypagn (with references).
nopanétacpa: IDélos 403a, line 8.

144. The term denotes “embossed”
tablets, according to Hamilton (2000,
p- 210, Artemision on Island Treasure D,
object no. 94); pictures placed in a
frame and set into the wall, according
to Hellmann (1992, p. 124, s.v. éu-
BAnpo); or mosaics, according to

Orlandos (Orlandos and Travlos 1986,
s.v. ppAnpa). Hellmann's interpreta-
tion seems the most likely.

145. Hamilton (2000, p. 84, Athe-
nian Treasure D, object no. 40) trans-
lates “with picture.” For nivokeg in
the Attic Stelai, see Pritchett 1956,
pp- 250-253; for yeypappévor in par-
ticular, pp. 251-252.

146. IDélos 1412a, lines 31, 33;
1414all, lines 11-12; 1442B, line 32;
1443BI]I, line 101.

147. IDélos 1443BI1, line 101.

148. IG I1? 1421, line 73: 1dv
mvéxov [reprtpfipotal; IG 112 1474,
line 14: [riv]a& &pyvpod[c] é[e @] émi-
yéyplomta]i iepdg ABnvag foAr]ddog;
IG 1121438, lines 40—41: niva[xec).

149. IG 13427, lines 59-62; cf.
Pritchett 1953, p. 282, for the restora-
tion of stele VII. For the word roikiAog,
see Wace 1948; it may mean “deco-
rated,” “patterned,” “of varied colors,” or
“simply painted.”

150. IDélos 399B, lines 37-38 (bet-
ter preserved in 421, line 59, with silver
figurines inside); 1429A1I, lines 26~27
(dedicated by Hanno of Carthage).

151. Bakalakis 1937, p. 28, no. 16,
fig. 38; Schattner 2001, pp. 201-202.
Dimensions: L. 0.49, W. 0.25-0.27,

H. 0.24 m. I would like to thank
Richard Hamilton for bringing Schatt-
ner’s study to my attention.

152. Bakalakis 1937, p. 28, n. 1.
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153. See Andrianou 2006 for a dis-
cussion of the furniture found in tombs.
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(cf. above, p. 570). The house model in Apollo Treasure C on Delos was,
in any case, not used as a money box, since according to the inscription it
housed two silver animals.

CONCLUSIONS

It may be useful to think of an ancient Greek sanctuary as an echo of a
“luxuriously” furnished contemporary home, in the same way that a modern,
lavishly decorated church may allude to modern domestic interiors. From
the body of evidence presented in this study, it appears that two types of
furniture were commonly present in sanctuaries: those associated with stor-
age (boxes, cupboards, shelves), and those associated with comfort (tables,
chairs, beds). These are also the most decorated types of furniture found in
funerary contexts, although relatively few examples have been preserved.’**
Whether this was the case in domestic contexts as well, we are unable to
tell at present, since the archaeological evidence from carefully excavated
houses is so limited that we can draw few conclusions about the quantity
and quality of furniture used in everyday life. The fact that in ancient loans
and mortgages the house-gear was not transacted separately may indicate
its small overall value.

It remains difficult given the current state of research to match the
ancient terms for the various types of furniture (especially containers) with
the depictions on pottery, for two main reasons: vase paintings themselves
are not a safe indicator, since they cannot be treated as snapshots of daily
life; and the vocabulary of furniture types is not yet fully understood. As
a result we are left with a limited body of reliable evidence from archaeo-
logical, literary, and epigraphical sources with which to answer some of
the many questions raised by modern researchers. In this study, and in its
companion piece on the material recovered from excavations, I have col-
lected and discussed some of that evidence. Future archaeological work in
the field of furniture and furnishings will no doubt lead us to reexamine
our arguments and conclusions and bring us new insights into everyday
life in ancient Greece.
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