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Delphi. The credit of the City to the naopoioi for the rebuilding of the temple of
Apollo

Description: slab of Saint-Elie limestone with white veins. The back side is rough-hewn, and the edges are
roughly flattened. Dimensions: h: 1.534 m w: 0.884 m d: 0.21 m

Layout: stoichedon, but the initial letters of each paragraph are not always exactly below those of the previous
paragraph; even in the same paragraph the intervals are sometimes very irregular. The last two or three words
of each line are more narrow, depending on the available space to be filled. Empty lines have been left between
paragraphs and one or two white spaces highlight the beginning of a sentence or the names. Only the face is
inscribed

Letters: Phokian alphabet. The letters have fourth-century forms: specifically, the ©, O and Q are slightly
smaller than the other characters. The engraving is generally neat. Height h: 0.006 m - h: 0.007 m ; line spacing
h: 0.005 m

Origin: Delphi

Dating: The lines 1-70 of CID Il 31 record the transactions from the autumn-pylaia of Argilios (358/7 BC) until
the spring-pylaia of Theucharis (352/1 BC). The accounts of CID Il 31 and CID Il 32 were clearly planned and cut
as a single job in or just after Maimalos’ year, 311/10 BC, or later (CID 1l 32, 1. 100)

Findspot: found on 13 June 1893 in the Sanctuary of Apollo at Delphi, at the foot of the tufa building in the
northeast the Athenian Treasure, near the Sacred Way and on the lowest level of the terrace that leads to the
hieron of Gea

Current location: Delphi, Archaeological Museum, inv. 550
Reference edition: ]. Bousquet, C/D Il 31

Other editions: E. Bourguet 1896 (editio princeps; see Reinach 1897, 89); J. Baunack, SGDI 1l 2502 A; C.
Michel, Recueil 591; E. L. Hicks, G.F. Hill, GHI 129 (only lines 1-33); W. Dittenberger, Syll? 140; W. Dittenberger,
Syll? 241; E. Schwyzer, DGE 326 (only lines 1-18); E. Bourguet, FD Il 5 19; A. Jacquemin, D. Mulliez, G.
Rougemont, Choix Delphes 38 (Bousquet’s text)

Photographs: Bourguet 1896, pl. IV; Bourguet 1932, pl. lll; Bousquet 1989, pl. IV-V
Translations: Bousquet 1989 (French); Jacquemin, Mulliez, Rougemont 2012 (French)

Bibliography: Bourguet 1905; Pouilloux 1962; Roux 1966; id. 1979; Tréheux 1980; Bousquet 1988; Davies
1988; Roux 1990; Bousquet 1992; Sdnchez 2001; Amandry, Hansen 2010; Deltenre 2010

¢l ApytAiou &pxovTos, dwpvds Tulaias, Tap T&v TOAW TV AeA@dov Aoird XpriaTa Tois vao-
TTolols” TaAavTa IkaTi, pval Séka TETOPES, OTATIPES déKa* UETA TOUTO ATTESCOKAES. ETTOTEL-
AdvTwV TGV vaoToidv TévTwv, TaL fpwdt ulaial, e HpakAeiou &pxovTos, dpyUpiov 818y [ev],
E8coke & OIS TGOV AeApddv, ¢l Apiotogévou EpxovTos, unuds AmeAAaiou, Bouleudvtov

5 KaAAimrmou, ZakedaAAou, AtyUAou Tol Iépwvos, ApioTaydpa uév apioTauévou Tas vaoToltas,
Nikoudxou 8¢ ToU MevekpdTeos vaoTroléovTos, émunvievovtos 8¢ OihoAdou Aakedaipoviou,
Aupdpeos Ouxéos: TTaoicovt ioxeydou pvas déka, oTaThipas T, OBoAous évvéar Apuodical xaAkel
Beoudov uvas €€, otatipas déka mévTe. AN EScoke & TTOAIs TGV AeApdov, i AploTofévou
&pxovTos, unvds Hpalou, dwpval mulaial, vaotoiéovtos Nikopdxou AeAgol, Bouleudvtwv

10 KaAAimrmou, ZakeddAAou, AtyUAou, Tols épycvals, KEAEUOVTLOV TTEVTWV TGV vaoTIoId,

d © Laboratorio SAET - Scuola Normale Superiore 1



15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

GEIO43

TapedvTwy &t vaotoidv Tévde: Nikopdyxou AeAgot, NikoTéAeus Apyelou, Kheodcopou Apyeiou,
ZevoTinou Zikuwviou, Aapopdaveus Kopbiou: Nikodapwt EUAv ToTi T paxavapata pvas €€
TMaoicovi &AAo ToU ioxeydou TolU autol épyou, udas déka, oTaThipas Tpels, dPoAoUs Tpels:
NikoBducot TTacicovt AaTtoutas uvas Tpidkovta Tétopas, oTaTipas ikati €€ TTpaticowt
Apiotdvdpwt AMibaycoyols uvas déka Tétopas, oTaTtipas dékar KAewial okaméTeov oTaTtipas
fkaTi TéTopas, dSBoAoUs okt ApioTicovt AiBcov dmaywyds oTaTiipas déka: TAL payipwt

Tpia NucPéAia. Taita dmedoyiEdueda ToTi TAVTAs ToUs vaoTrolous Kai £y£veTo

kepdAwpa TdAhavTtov, pvai ikaTi dvo, otaTihpes ikaTi €5, SBoAol tvvéa, fuicoBéAiov.

HETA TOV Aoy1oudy, TTapedvTwv TGV BouleuTdv, éméTaav Tol vaotolol TAvTEes Tl TOAL TEV
Ae)[p]cdv apyupiov 8ouev oTi T& Epya Té £y Kopivel, kai edcokauey: Tols uév vaoTrolors eubus
uva[s] Tétopas, TolTto 8¢ £860n AaPBcotal Aapogpdavel Kopivbiots, ZevoTipwt Zikucovicot.

&AMo edcokapev AaPctal Aapogpdvel Kopivbiors, ZevoTipwl Zikuwvicot, uvés déka.

&AAo Nikdpaxov amemépyauey pépovta eis Kdpivbov Tols vaoTrolols uvés tétopas.

kep&Acopa ToU EAaPov petd 1OV Aoyiopdv oi Kopivbiot vaoTtolol kal 6 Zikucovios pvés

Séka OKT.

[&To] ToUTou dvdAcuar paxavapaTtos XaipdAal pvds Tétopas: BoAinou eiopopds dpaxuai Tpels,
[M]coPéAov: TOT TO paxdvewua Aibwv Touds Oeoyével Spaxual TEvTe: &ywyds TouTwv Ay &bt
Spaxuai

¢TT& BoAiuou oTdoios TaTipwit Spaxud: Tpry AUpv duddeka dywyds XaipdAal pvail Tpels,
oTaTipas vvéa: Tomeiou Zévwvi pval Tpels, oTaThpes ikaTti SUo: émoTulicov EE XaipdAat

uval €€, otaTiipes Tpidkovta: BoAinou ouvbéoios OBoAol déka: mvakiow dBoAol TéTopes.

¢t AploToévou &pxovTos, Tulaial npal, vaotoiol ov cuvijABov: oUdt ¢ lepivou &pxov-

Tos, Tulaial deopvat kai fpval, oU cuvijABov: oudt émi Nikwvos &pxovTtos, Tulaial deopval,
vaoTtrolol ou ouvijABov. émi Nikcovos &pxovTos, fHpvas Tulaias, vaoTrolol cuviiABov Toide:
Ayroapxos AeApds, TnAokAéas Abnvaios, EVopuos Aokpds, Nikéas Aokpds, @éwov Meyapeus,
AocTias Emdaupios, DiAdAaos Aakedaipdvios, KaAhiundns Kopivbios, @pacidauos Kopiv-

Bios, ‘Eixapns Oookeds.

¢l Nikcovos &pxovTos, fipas Tulaias, & TéALs E8coke Tols vaoTolols Tols v TAI TToAéuwL,
Tpd&Tav 8dow, vaomoiéovtos Aynodpxou AeApou, Bouleudvtwov Avcwvos, Maxida, Apxe[u]axida,
TpooTaTeudvTwy TnAokAéos ABnvaiou, AcTtia EmBaupiou, oTaTfipas TevTriKovTa OKTCD,
OBoAovUs Tpels. ToUTo £846N T ApXITEKTOVI ZEVOBCdPLol TTOT TOV HcBov.

&ANo EBcoke & TOAIs TGV AeApddv, SeuTépav ddow, vaotoléovtos Aynodpxou AsAgol, Bouleudy-
Tov AlokAéos, HpakAeitou, Asvopdxou, el AUtia &pxovTos, Tas dmwpivas Tulaias,

Tols VaoTolois, TPpooTaTeudvTwy Ofcwvos Meyapels, Kudipou Abnvaiou, ©Opdowvos Abnvaiou,
ZevoTinou 2ikuwviou, Eudpuou AokpoU, pvds ikaTi ETTA, oTaTHpas IKaTl TEVTE.

ToUTou €840 Nikoddauwi moTi TO ¢y Kippat paxdvwua kai Tol XwpaTtos pval TPEis, OTaTipEes
TpidkovTa Vo, <6>Bo<Ao>i EmTd, NuiwwPEéAiov: NikoSduwt opevddvas Tiuav oTi 1o ¢y Kippat
Hax&ve-

Ha oTaTipes TevTrikovTa els, dPoAol TéTopes' Ovacipwt Albaywydt kata 6dAaccav pvai ika-

Tt pla, otaTiipes ikaTi mévTe: Xrjpt épddiov kaheupévaal Tous Hpéa éyylous oTaThipes Séka
TETOPES” YPAUMATIOTAL OTATIPES TEVTE" KAPUKL Spaxual Tpels' LuydoTpou dPoAol TévTe,
fucoPéAlov: Tivakicov 6BoAds.

&AAo Edcoke & TTOALs TGOV AeApddv, TpiTav 8o, vaoTroiéovtos Aynodpxou AeApou, BouleudvTeov

KAécovos Tou TipokpdTeos, Peidila, Osoxdpios, Opvixida, ¢ml AuTia &pxovTos, Ta&s Npivas,
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Tols vaoTolols, mpooTaTeudvTwy Nikiddou Abnvaiou, Aé€ios Kopivbiou, Opdowvos Oeokéos,
nvds Séka Vo, otaThipas £E, dPoAoUs Tpeis ToUTou e840 ‘Ovaciuwt katd 8dAacoav Ailbaywydl
55 ToTebrkapes TOT Tav 8dowv pvas Séka piav, otaTiipas déka mévTe: NikodSduwt iooas Tipd kai
T pax&vwpa moocoal To ¢y Kippal otaThipes 8éka, dPoAol Tpels: Xrjpt £pddiov kaAeupéveol
ToUs ‘Hpéa ¢y yUous oTaTipes déka EE.
&ANo EBcoke & TOAIs TGOV AeApddov, TeTdpTav 8dow, vaotoléovtos [Aly[n]odp[xlou AeAgod,
PBouAeudvTtwov KAéwvos, KAewia, Alwvos, il Oeuxdplos &pxovTos, Tas dTwpIvds, Tols
60 vaoTrolols, TpooTaTeudvTwy Aéflos Kopvbiou, Actia Emdaupiou, TToAuteibeos Aakedai-
poviou pvas Vo, oTaTipas OKTwW, Spaxudv: ToUTou e840 Zevodwpwl apxiTékTovt pval dvo,
otaTipes TévTe KaAAiTéAel ToU paxavipatos dkéolos oTAaTIPES TPETS, Spaxud.
&Ao Edcoke & TTOALs TGOV AeApddv, TéuTTav 8doiv, vaotoiéovtos Aynodpxou AeApou, BouleudvTwov
KaAAaydpa, AB&uios Mévavos, et Oeuxdplos &pxovTos, Tas fpvds, Tols vaoTrolols,
65 TpooTaTeudvtwy Ayia Aakedaipoviou, MvaoikAéos PAsiaciou, pvas Tpels: ToUTo £846n
T APXITEKTOVL Zevodcopaol. TaUTa &TeAoy1Edueba Tols vaoTolols Tols év TAl ToAéuwl

kal ¢yéveto kepdAwpa év Tals mévTte Tulalals pval TeTpadkovTa €6, oTaThipes tkaTt OKTC.

OUNTTaVTOS KeEPAAwHA oU &TEdcoke & TOALS TGV AeApddv Tols vaoTolols &md Apythiou &pxovTos,
Ta&s npwdas Tulalias, els Te els Oeixapv &pxovTa, eis T Hpwav Tulaiav, dpyupiou TdAavta

70 BUo, uvds ikaTi ETTd, otaTtipas Séka évvéa, dBoAols évvéa, NuicoBéAlov.

Apparatus criticus: |. 2: 5¢ka TéTopes Bourguet, Baunack, Michel, Schwyzer, Bousquet : SekatéTopes Hicks-Hill,
Dittenberger apud Syll?, Dittenberger apud Sy/l3. |. 3: HpakAelov Bourguet, Baunack, Michel, Hicks-Hill,
Dittenberger apud Syll?, Bousquet : HpakAeiTou Dittenberger apud Syll3, Schwyzer. Il. 5, 10: AiyUAov rest.
Dittenberger apud Syl : ApyuAouv Bourguet apud BCH, Baunack, Michel, Hicks-Hill, Dittenberger apud Syl I. 7:
Aupdpeos rest. Bousquet : Aapdpeos Bourguet, Baunack, Michel, Hicks-Hill, Dittenberger apud Syl et SylP?,
Schwyzer. |. 8: §éka mévte Bourguet, Baunack, Michel, Schwyzer, Bousquet : Sekamévte Hicks-Hill, Dittenberger
apud Syll? et Syll3. |. 12: € Bousquet : [é£] Bourguet, Baunack, Michel, Hicks-Hill, Dittenberger apud Syl/? et Syll3,
Schwyzer. |. 15: 8¢ka TéTopas Bourguet, Baunack, Michel, Schwyzer, Bousquet : SekatéTopas Hicks-Hill,
Dittenberger apud Syl? et Syll3. |. 25: déka dkTcd Bourguet, Baunack, Michel, Bousquet : dekadkTco Hicks-Hill,
Dittenberger apud Syll? et SylP?. |. 29: STATHPAZ lapis : otaTtijpas Bousquet : oTaTtijpes Bourguet, Baunack,
Michel, Hicks-Hill, Dittenberger apud Syl et SylPP. I. 43: ME[APEY'Z lapis : Meyapels Bousquet : Meyapéog
Bourguet, Baunack, Michel, Dittenberger apud Syll? et Syl3. . 46: AYOBOI lapis : dvo <6>BoA<oi> rest.
Bourguet. I. 48: Xrjp: Dittenberger apud Syll? et Syll?, Bourguet apud FD Il 5 19, Bousquet : X7jpt Bourguet apud
BCH, Baunack, Michel. |. 54: 8¢xa Svo Bourguet, Baunack, Michel, Bousquet : Sekadvo Dittenberger apud Syl/? et
SylB. |. 55: 8éka mévte Bourguet, Baunack Michel, Bousquet : SekamévTe Dittenberger apud Syll? et Syl3. |. 56:
Xrjpt Dittenberger apud Syl? et Syll?, Bourguet apud FD Il 5 19, Bousquet : Xijpt Bourguet apud BCH, Baunack,
Michel. I. 57: oTaTrjpes Bourguet, Baunack Michel, Bousquet : otatrjpas Dittenberger apud Syl? et Syll3. . 69:
els Te Bourguet, Baunack, Michel, Bousquet : eioTe Dittenberger apud Syl et Syl3.

Translation:

During the archonship of Argilios, in the autumn pylaia, the naopoioi’'s residual funds from the city of Delphi: 20
talents, 14 minas, 10 staters. After this we paid; having the all naopoioi ordered in writing to pay in silver,
during the archonship of Heracleios, in the spring pylaia, the city of Delfi paid, during the archonship of
Aristoxenos, in the month of Apellaios, as bouletai were Kallippos, Sakedallos, Aigylos son of Hieron, Aristagoras
who resigned from his office as naopoios, Nikomachos son of Menekrates who became naopoios in his place,
and epimenioi were Philolaos of Sparta, Amphares of Phocis: to Pasion for the ischegaon 10 minas, 7 staters, 9
obols; to the bronze worker Armodios for the clamps 6 minas, 15 staters. The city of Delphi gave another
(amount), during the archonship of Aristoxenos, in the month of Heraios, in the autumn pylaia, when the
naopoios was Nikomachos of Delphi and the bouletai were Kallippos, Sakedallos, Aigylos, to the contractors,
because all the naopoioi have ordered it, being present these naopoioi: Nikomachos of Delphi, Nikoteles of
Argos, Kleodoros of Argos, Xenotimos of Sikyon, Damophanes of Corinth: to Nikodamos for the wood for the
winch 6 minas; to Pasion another (payment) for the same ischégaon 10 minas, 3 staters, 3 obols; to Nikodamos
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and Pasion for the quarrying work 34 minas, 26 staters; to Praxion and Aristandros, stone-transporters, 14
minas, 10 staters; to Kleinias for the pits 24 staters, 8 obols; to Aristion for the transport of stones 10 staters; to
the cook 3 ¥ obol. We presented our accounts to all the naopoioi and the total was 1 talent, 22 minas, 26
staters, 9 % obols.

After the calculation, in the presence of the bouletai, all the naopoioi ordered the city of Delphi to pay in silver
for the works at Corinth and we immediately gave (an amount) to the naopoioi of 4 minas, this was given to
Labotas and Damophanes of Corinth and to Xenotimos of Sikyon. In addition, we gave 10 minas to Labotas and
Damophanes of Corinth and Xenotimos of Sikyon. Moreover, we sent Nikomachos to Corinth to give 4 minas to
the naopoioi. Total of what the naopoioi of Corinth and one of Sikyon have received after the calculation: 18
minas. Expenditure of this (silver): to Chairolas for the winch 4 minas; for the transport of lead 4 drachmas, %2
obol; to Theogenes for the cutting stones for the winch 5 drachmas; to Agathon for the transport of these
(stones) 7 drachmas; to Satyros for the weighing of lead 1 drachma; to Chairolas for the transport of twelve
triglyphs 3 minas, 9 staters; to Xenon for the rope 3 minas, 22 staters; to Chairolas for the six epistyles 6 minas,
30 staters; for the storage of lead 10 obols; for two pinakes 4 obols.

During the archonship of Aristoxenos, in the spring pylaia, the naopoioi did not assemble; also during the
archonship of Hierinos, in the autumn and spring pylaia, they did not meet; also during the archonship of Nikon,
in the autumn pylaia the naopoioi did not even meet. During the archonship of Nikon, in the spring pylaia, the
following naopoioi assembled: Hagesarchos of Delphi, Telokleas of Athens, Euormos and Nikeas of Locris, Theon
of Megara, Astias of Epidaurus, Philolaos of Sparta, Kallimedes and Thrasydamos of Corinth, Epichares of the
Phocis.

During the archonship of Nikon, in the spring pylaia, the city gave a first payment to the naopoioi in war, as the
naopoios of Delphi was Hagesarchos and the bouletai were Lyson, Machidas, Archemachidas, and the
prostateuontes Telokleas of Athens and Astias of Epidaurus: 58 staters, 3 obols. This (sum) was given to the
architect Xenodoros as his stipend.

The city of Delphi gave another (amount) as second payment, when the naopoios of Delphi was Hagesarchos
and the bouletai were Diocles, Heracleitos, Deinomachos, during the archonship of Autias, in the autumn pylaia,
to the naopoioi, when the prostateuontes were Theon of Megara, Kydimos and Thrason of Athens, Xenotimos of
Sikyon, Euormos of Locris: 27 minas, 25 staters.

From this (amount) was given to: Nikodamos for the winch in Kirrha and for the earth thrown up 3 minas, 32
staters, 7 ¥ obols; Nikodamos the cost of the slingshot for the winch in Kirrha 51 staters, 4 obols; Onasimos for
the transport of the stones by sea 21 minas, 25 staters; Chéris the travel expenses for the convocation of the
guarantors from Heraea 14 staters; the grammateus 5 staters; the herald 3 drachmas; for the chest 5 % obols;
for the pinakes 1 obol.

The city of Delphi gave another (amount) as third payment, when the naopoios of Delphi was Hagesarchos and
the bouletai were Kleon son of Timocrates, Pheidilas, Theocharis and Ornichidas, during the archonship of
Autias, in the spring ( pylaia), to the naopoioi, as the prostateuontes were Nikiades of Athens, Dexis of Corinth
and Thrason of Phocis, 12 minas, 6 staters, 3 obols; this (amount) was given to: Onasimos for the transport of
the stones by sea as addition 11 minas, 15 staters; Nicodamos the cost of the pitch and for the pitching of the
winch in Kirrha 10 staters, 3 obols; Chéris the travel expenses for the convocation of the guarantors from
Heraea 16 staters.

The city of Delphi gave another (amount) as fourth payment, when the naopoios of Delphi was Hagesarchos and
the bouletai were Kleon, Kleinias and Dion, during the archonship of Theucharis, in the autumn pylaia, to the
naopoioi, as the prostateuontes were Dexios of Corinth, Astias of Epidaurus, Polypeithes of Sparta: 2 minas, 8
staters, 1 drachma; this (amount) was given to: architect Xenodoros 2 minas, 5 staters; Kalliteles for the repair
of the winch 3 staters, 1 drachma.

The city of Delphi gave another (amount) as fifth payment, when the naopoios of Delphi was Hagesarchos and
the bouletai were Kallagoras, Athanis and Menon, during the archonship of Theucharis, in the spring pylaia, to
the naopoioi, as the prostateuontes were Agias of Sparta, Mnasikleos of Phlius, 3 minas; this was given to the
architect Xenodoros. We presented our accounts to the naopoioi in war and the total in the five pylaiai was 46
minas, 28 staters.

Total of everything that the city of Delphi has given in silver to the naopoioi starting from the archonship of
Argilios, in the spring pylaia, until the archonship of Theucharis, in the spring pylaia: 2 talents, 27 minas, 19
staters, 9 Y2 obols.

Commentary:

This inscription represents the first 70 lines of CID 1l 31, which, together with CID 1l 32, report the accounts of
the payments made from the credit (opheiléema) that sometime after 373/2 BC the city of Delphi granted to the
naopoioi to help meet the costs of rebuilding the temple of Apollo. The accounts of this special fund were

d © Laboratorio SAET - Scuola Normale Superiore 4



GEIO43

originally inscribed about 60 years later on three huge stelai which were set up in a prominent place by the
Treasury XXVI (the so-called Bouleuterion) to serve as a public record of the city’s philotimia and piety. Since
this inscription begins in mediis rebus with the transactions of Argilios-autumn (358/7 BC) and since all entries
concern the rebuilding, a first, lost stele is presumed to have detailed the entries from some year after 373/2 BC
until 359/8 BC (Roux hypothesizes the existence of a fourth stele, see Roux 1979, 187).

For a long time, it was believed that the 6th century BC temple had been destroyed by the earthquake of 373
BC that destroyed the city of Helice. It is more likely that the main cause was a landslide due to heavy rains or
the action of groundwater and to the kind of the soil on which the temple was built (Amandry, Hansen 2010,
121; Roux 1990, 329). According to the literary sources, the collapse of the temple occurred between 418 BC
(Eur. lon. 205-218) and 371 BC ( Xen. Hell. 6.4.2) and it may have occurred between 375 and 371 BC (Sanchez
2001, 125 n. 4). The rebuilding of the temple lasted, with some interruption due to the Sacred War, from 366 to
330 BC when the temple, though not finished, was consecrated. We can trace each stage of the reconstruction
through the corpus of 139 accounts found in the sanctuary.

The Amphictyony chose a mixed-finance plan (Roux 1979, 137-142) to front the cost of rebuilding which
Migeotte estimates to be between 320 and 400 talents (Migeotte 2014, 373-374). It is, therefore, possible to
distinguish three types of loan corresponding to three different kinds of contributors: 1. d@eiAnua (CID 1l 31-32):
this is the long-term credit that the city of Delphi has made available to the naopoioi. It is a commitment by the
inhabitants of Delphi to pay the invoices that the naopoioi submit to them up to a maximum amount that
Bousquet has estimated as being around 40 talents (Bousquet 1989, 53);

2. émapyxai (CID Il 1-30): these are the voluntary donations made by individuals and by cities and states (inside
and outside the Amphictyony) asked by a panhellenic subscription to contribute to the rebuilding of the temple
of Apollo;

3. émképados 6BoAds (CID 11 1-10): it is a levy of one obol per person on the states belonging to the
Amphictyony. The ‘first obol’ was collected from spring 366 to spring 361 BC (the first to the eleventh pylaia in
the numbered series) and a ‘second obol’ from spring 361 to autumn 356 BC (the eleventh to the twenty-second
pylaia).

According to Roux (1979, 114, 142-143), the credit opened by the City of Delphi to the naopoioi (opheilema)
was managed by the Council; only the naopoioi could use these funds and exclusively for the rebuilding of the
temple. On the other hand, the ordinary revenues (usable both for the ordinary expenses and for the rebuilding
of the temple), the eparchai and the epikephalos obolos flowed into the Amphictyonic treasury which was jointly
managed by the Amphictyonic Council and the prytanies of Delphi. Bousquet (1988, 112; id. 1989, 9; id. 1992,
24), followed by Sanchez (2001, 130), argues, instead, that the naopoioi managed a special fund (into which
flowed the opheiléema, the eparchai and epikephalos obolos), separate from the fund of the Amphictyony, since
the unit of account used in all contributions lists is the drachma which the naopoioi are the only ones to use in
Delphi.

The very substantial credit made available by the city is managed on its behalf and under the control of the
Council, but it is difficult to identify the administrators who compiled or published the three stelai. Their
anonymity has provoked debate. The compilers cannot be the Council tout court (contra Roux 1979, 243-245),
since the "we" is accompanied by two, or more normally three, members of Council. The compilers would not be
the prytanies (contra Marchetti 1977, 160-164), since these appear only in Pleiston’s year (CID 1l 32, Il. 54ff;
318/7 BC at earliest) onwards, since they receive money from the Council, and since their competence lies with
the sacred monies of Apollo, not the public monies of the city. According to Bousquet (1986, 273-283), the
compilers should be the two city tamiai, since they are the only city officials who use the system talents-minas-
staters-drachmas-obols (TMSDO mode; for the monetary standards in the accounts see SEG XXXVI 491,
Bousquet 1986), although they are not attested as financial officials of the city until the end of the third century
BC (Syll? 579, . 14). The "we" who compiled was clearly in some sense the city (Davies 1988, 6 n. 34).

This inscription attests that the Delphi Council supported, from the administrative point of view, the naopoioi
and executed the disbursements in agreement with them. The naopoioi were literally the temple builders who
collected and spent the funds for the rebuilding of the temple. They are not attested before the 360s and it is
impossible to prove that their college did not already exist before the collapse of the temple, but the name of its
members oi vaomoioi ("those who are responsible for building the temple") suggests that it may have been an
ad hoc creation after 373 BC rather than a standing body (Roux 1979, 95-98). The college was chaired by an
office made up of two to five prostatai, whose composition changed at each pylaia (CID Il 31, Il. 39, 43-44, 53,
60-61, 65, 81-82, 85, 95-96) and it included two or three argyrologoi, responsible for collecting founds. The
accounts also mention a monthly committee (epimenioi) which ensured the continuation of the financial
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transactions between the pylaia (CID 1l 31, Il. 6-7, 90-94, 105). The naopoioi were appointed from among the
constituent communities of the Amphictyony and held indefinitely repeatable office. Some naopoioi were well-
known personalities, who exercised important duties in their city, therefore the members of this college were
not drawn but elected, and they were chosen because of their fortune, which served as a guarantee for financial
transactions (Roux 1979, 105-109; Bousquet 1992, 24). According to most of the scholars, the naopoioi were
not only financial experts, but also technicians and engineers (Pouilloux 1962, 309; La Coste-Messeliere 1974,
199-201; Bousquet 1992, 24; Lefevre 1991, 590). On the other hand, Roux states that the naopoioi had no
technical expertise and they would have been chosen on the basis of their social status and wealth, and their
only task would have been to manage the funds for the rebuilding of the temple (Roux 1979, 111-120; id. 1989,
23;id. 1990, 328). However, it is important to highlight that they did not have the function of representing the
twelve communities of the Amphictiony and that they did not exercise any political influence. The number and
origins of the naopoioi varies over time, but these changes are generally due to reasons independent of political
history. Firstly, the accounts mention only the naopoioi present at Delphi at the time of the financial transaction
and they don’t take into consideration those who were on a mission outside the city (C/D 1l 31, |. 11; Roux 1979,
110-111). Secondly, the origins of the naopoioi seem to have been determined by the kind of works carried out
at Delphi. It was a way to avoid unnecessary travel and to use the personal contacts between the naopoioi and
the entrepreneurs of their city, in order to obtain the best quality at the best price (CID 1l 31, Il. 19-25; Roux
1979, 109-110). The risks of fraud and collusion were reduced as all members of the college were responsible
for the payment orders (CID Il 31, Il. 2-3, 10-12, 17; Roux 1979, 105-110). The most important political events
could have an impact on the composition of the college. For example, during the Third Sacred War only the
naopoioi from pro-Phochians cities were encountered. The other cities were not excluded from the college, but
they refrained from sending their naopoioi to Delphi as a security measure and as a protest against the
Phochians (Sadnchez 2001, 128-132).

The first 70 lines of CID 1l 31 allow us to follow the events of the Third Sacred War and each stage of the
reconstruction of the temple of Apollo.

Before the sacred war (Il. 1-30).

The text records such specific information as the year and the pylaia in which the Delphians made
disbursements, the exact sums paid, the names of those who received the funds and of those who witnessed
the transactions, and the purpose of the disbursement (Buckler 1989, 151). The extant text begins ex abrupto
with the indication of the remaining sum available to the naopoioi in the autumn pylaia during the archonship of
Argilios (the Delphians recorded the balance of funds from the spring-pylaia of Argilios to the spring-pylaia of
Theucharis): 20 talents, 14 minas, 10 staters (. 2). Bousquet assumes that the original credit of the city to the
naopoioi was 40 talents, of which little more than 20 remain in 358, and he estimates the income from the
epikephalos obolos as being of the order of 40 talents: based on these sums, he argues that the works of the
rebuilding needed 60 talents in the first nine years (under this analysis, the accounts of such expenses were
inscribed on the lost slab; see Bousquet 1989, 53). The disbursements started again in Herakleios-spring when
an official letter of the naopoioi asked the city to reopen the credit line. The transactions in silver are recorded
in the aeginetic system (with the only exception that the mina is worth 70 drachmas and not 72; see Doyen
2014). The naopoioi ordered the city in writing (émoTelAdvTeov, |. 2; keAeudvTeov, |. 10) to pay in silver the total
expense which the city then gave to its contractors (Tois épycovaig, I. 10). Some bouletai and some of the
naopoioi (including the naopoios of Delphi) witnessed these transactions (for the problem of the abdication of
Aristagoras (l. 5), see Roux 1979, 109, Tréheux 1980, 523; the participle émunvievovtos is followed by two
names (ll. 6-7), see SEG 30 490, Tréheux 1980, 519-524).

The text (ll. 2-8) records one payment under both the spring-pylaia of the archonship of Herakleios and the
month Apellaios of the archonship of Aristoxenos. Roux (1979, 177-178) has explained this double dating (cf. Il.
90 and 104) as the result of the discrepancy between the Delphian and Amphictyonic calendars. Since the
eponymous archon of Delphi took office in the last month of the spring- pylaia, which was itself dated by the
name of the preceding archon, the Delphians inscribed both the pylaia and the name of the Delphian archon
under whom the payment was actually made. Thus, this payment was made in the last month of the spring-
pylaia and in the first month of the Delphian civil year. During this period, the transactions are dated by the
name of the eponymous archon of the pylaia and of the new eponymous archon of Delphi.

Despite the difficulties related to the war, the Delphian contractor Pasion had built the ischégaon, the terraced
wall in poros north of the temple, and worked in the quarries of Corinth, where he extracted the poros blocks for
the trabeation of the temple together with Nikodamos of Argos. Pasion received double pay for building the
ischegaon: the first (10 minas 7 staters 9 obols) during the first month of the year (l. 7) and the second (10
minas 3 staters 3 obols) during the fourth month (l. 13). These two sums are 9/10 of a total of 22 minas and 20
staters, therefore Pasion’s pay was subject to the ‘one-tenth of guarantee’ even if the text lacks the traditional

d © Laboratorio SAET - Scuola Normale Superiore 6



GEIO43

formula (16 émdékatov apeAdvTes) (see Bousquet 1984; Amandry, Hansen 2010, 474-494). At the beginning,
the contractor receives 9/10 of the pay and the last part is retained as a guarantee, as an incentive to finish the
work. This was paid only after checking the finished work (¢5cokauev, T6 émbékaTov dpeAdvTes) by the funds of
the epidekaton (10% of the contractor’s pay). By these funds, the naopoioi withdrew the money to pay any fines
against the contractor in case of fraud or delay or damages. If the contractor had refused to pay, his guarantors
would have to intervene (cfr. Il. 48-49; Il. 56-57; Amandry, Hansen 2010, 474-494 and for guarantors in public
works contracts, see Erdas 2010; id. 2018).

Two other major contractors were Praxion and Aristandros of Tegea. They are two AiBaycoyoi, namely those
who rent their means of transport (wagons or boats) for the transport of heavy goods, in this case, the poros
from the Corinthian quarries to the port of Lechaion. They did not list the details of the invoices and they got a
flat fee. The naopoioi asked the city to give Praxion and Aristandros 14 minas and 10 staters (I. 15), which are a
part of the 3 talents for the transport of forty beams for the peristasis of the temple. The 3 talents are 9/10 of a
sum of 200 minas whose tenth (20 minas) will be paid after the peace during the archonship of Damoxenos (FD
II'5 23, 1. 38). The 3 talents for the transport of the beams are not the same 3 talents that the naopoioi have
paid in advance to Praxion and Aristandros (l. 87) for the repair of the road (Aleaycoyl’a) during the archonship
of Archon. In this case, since it was an advance and not a contract, the naopoioi did not retain ‘one-tenth of the
guarantee’.

At the end of the fourth month, the city and the naopoioi stopped the disbursements, but immediately after, the
naopoioi ordered the city of Delphi to pay in silver for the works at Corinth. As for all works outside Delphi, the
city gave the amounts not directly to the contractors but Tois vaomotois (l. 21) to deliver the money to the
recipients (ll. 19-30). Given the particular political situation, Delphi used extreme caution in making
disbursements: Delphi presented the accounts to all the naopoioi and only after checking the accounts, the city,
in the presence of the bouleutai, gave the sums required to the naopoioi (named by name) to pay the works at
Corinth (Il. 19-30). At the end of 356 BC, Chairolas of Corinth and Nicodamos of Argos built the two winches (T&
uaxaveouaTa) to load and unload ships: one at the port of Lechaion and the other at Kirrha. Chairolas dealt also
with the transport of some architectural elements from the Corinthian quarries to the port of Lechaion. He
earned 228 drachmas for twelve triglyph blocks and 480 drachmas for six epistyles (19 drachmas for a triglyph
block and 80 drachmas for an epistyle). These amounts have been considered as total prices, but the order of
magnitude leads Bommelaer to think that they are partial prices. According to the scholar, the reason for the
difference between two prices may be explained either because the term émoTtuAior would indicate two blocks
(epistyle and interior epistyle) or because the percentage of the total price would not have been the same in the
two cases (Bommelaer 2008, 245).

During the Sacred War (Il. 31-70).

During the archonship of Aristoxenos war was raging. In the spring-pylaia the naopoioi did not meet (I. 31), nor
did they again until the spring-pylaia of Nikon’s archonship. The account specifically states that the funds were
paid to ‘the naopoioi in the time of war’ (. 37). The city of Delphi let the naopoioi use the credit, but it took
precautions: the city recorded under a special heading the disbursements made to the ‘naopoioi in the time of
war’ (Tois vaotrolois Tois év Tcdi moAéucot). The city gave the amounts in silver (all the transactions are
numbered) not to the contractors, but to the naopoioi themselves in the presence of witnesses (the naopoios of
Delphi, a delegation of bouletai, the naopoioi prostateuontes) and only during the sessions of the Amphictyones.
The architect Xenodoros received part of his pay and his name appeared for the first time in this text (I. 40). The
maritime transport between Lechaion and Kyrrha could resume under the direction of Onasimos, which received
two disbursements (ll. 47 and 54) for the substantial sum of 2320 drachmas, probably for transporting the
twelve triglyphs block and six epistyles from the port of Lechaion to Kirrha. Kheris was a herald who had to go
twice on a mission to Hera to the guarantors of a defaulting worker.

The system of enumerating the disbursements (useful for future checks) is used until the archonship of
Theucharis, in the spring-pylaia. At that time, the disbursements and the rebuilding of the temple stopped due
to the war. The Delphians recorded the balance of funds from the spring-pylaia of Argilios (the last Aoyiouds) to
the spring-pylaia of Theucharis, the latter being the last meeting of ‘the naopoioi in the time of war’ (ll. 68-70).
The balance is 2 talents 27 minas 19 staters 9.5 obols. The expenses made amount to 10,329 drachmas and 3.5
obols and, therefore, the remaining credit available to the naopoioi is 74,670 drachmas and 2.5 obols. The
naopoioi will find these funds untouched after the war in the autumn-pylaia of Damoxenos’ archonship (CID Il
34).

This text was used as an argument for the theory whereby the Phochians plundered the temple of Apollo in

357/6 BC (for the question of the chronology of the Third Sacred War see Deltenre 2010). Pausanias (10.2.3)
writes that this happened when Heraklides was prytane in Delphi and Agathokles was the Athenian archon, in
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the fourth year of the one hundred and fifth Olympiad (357 BC). According to Mommsen, the Heraklides
mentioned by the periegete would be the archon Heracleios (l. 3; Bousquet 1989, 54). The name Herakleios is
not the same as Herakleides, attested in Delphi, moreover, Pausanias mentions a prytane and not an archon.
Because of these elements and others, Deltenre denies the reliability of Pausanias’ text. The scholar points out
that the only objective element in the accounts relating to the beginning of the Third Sacred War is that the
naopoioi did not meet during the spring-pylaia of Aristoxenos and, when they next met, they were called ‘the
naopoioi in the time of war’. The most reasonable explanation is that the Phochians plundered the temple of
Apollo after the autumn-pylaia of Aristoxenos.
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