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ABSTRACT

The objective of this paper is the analysis of cross-dialectal interaction among the Greek
colonies established in the northern Aegean Sea, alongside the Greek-Thracian border.
Aside from the linguistic exchanges between Greek and non-Greek speakers (referred to
as ‘Thracians’ by the Greeks), | will focus on contacts between the various epichoric
Greek dialects, largely from a diachronic perspective, including the process of
koineization attested in this region.
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Dialect contact in the northern coast of the Aegean Sea

During the last decades, we have witnessed a renewed multidisciplinary interest in the
northern coast of the Aegean Sea, greatly motivated by the systematic research of the
National Hellenic Research Foundation on northern Greece and by new publications?.
Very importantly, these recent works have also boosted linguistic research. The relatively
recent edition of the epigraphic corpus from Aegean Thrace (I.Thrake Aeg.) provides us
now with the entire body of inscriptions (many of them unpublished) found in this
peripheral area until 20053, New numismatic evidence from Orthagoreia, Abdera and
Maroneia came to light thanks to Chryssanthaki-Nagle (2004, 2007) and Psoma et al.

(2008). Furthermore, in 2015 the whole collection of inscriptions from the sanctuary of

L This paper is framed within the research topic of the European HERA project Uses of the Past:
Multilingualism and Minority Languages in Ancient Europe, funded by the EU (grant agreement no.
649307), and within the Madrid-Research-Unit project (Dialect contacts and Dialect Levelling in Ancient
Northern Greece), whose focus lies on the analysis of documents produced in the geographical area of
modern northern Greece, Bulgaria, Albania and North Macedonia. In this sense, my work covers the
northern coast of the Aegean Sea, in other words, the eastern part of this west-east geographical axis.

2 A work that also comprises Ancient Macedonia. An account of recent archaeological findings can be
found in Fournier, Hammond and Parissaki 2015; on the linguistic interest in the area, see Guijarro Ruano
(2019).

3 Loukopoulou, Parisaki, Psoma and Zournatzi 2005. See Thoneman’s review 2006.
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Apollo in Zone was finally published in Apyaia Zaévy 14, Elaborating partly on new
evidence, onomastic studies have also benefited from this research, due to the publication
of the LGPN IV (2005)°, Dana’s Onomasticon Thracicum (2014)°, and Parissaki’s (2007)

prospographical analysis.

As far as language is concerned, cross-linguistic interaction between the northern local
population(s), designated as Thracians by the Greeks,” and Greek settlers must have been
a reality alongside the Greek-Thracian strip, located between the rivers Strymon and
Nestos and bordered by the Rhodope Mountains in the north. Their traces, however, are
difficult to recover. In this work, I will therefore focus on cross-dialectal contacts. The
existence of Aeolian and Dorian colonies in the neighbouring areas of the Black Sea and
in Potidea® and the intense trade activity alongside the northern Aegean coast, ensured
the interaction among local communities and, consequently, dialect contact, despite the
meagre material evidence®. Two main lonic varieties emerge in this area: Cycladic lonic
(in Thasian colonies such as Neapolis, Berge, Galepsos, Stryme, etc.) and Asia Minor
lonic (in Abdera, Maroneia and in the Samothracian peraea, as in Zone, Drys, Sale, etc.)™°.
Nevertheless, we have to deal with the difficulty of locating many of these settlements
(Dikaia, Mesembria, Stryme, etc.), while the identification of others with modern places
or cities is either debated or still unconfirmed*!. From the period of the Attic control over
this northern coast after the Persian wars (475-450 BC) onwards, contact with the Attic
dialect must have emerged too (and obviously later during the spreading of the Attic-
lonic koine). Not in vain, neighbouring Imbros and Lemnos were Attic-speaking areas
due to the establishments of cleruchies. Furthermore, inland Thasian colonies achieved

their independence from Thasos at the same time as Athens benefited from the occasion.

4 First notices in Brixhe 2006, 124; 2008, 21; later references in Brixhe 2018, 1852-1853.

5 It also comprises Macedonia, Thrace and northern regions of the Black Sea.

6 See also the online supplement (OnomThracSuppl, version 6, November 2019) available in
http://www.anhima.fr/IMG/pdf/onomthracsuppl_.pdf. See also Dana’s 2014 review by Halmagi 2015.

" Up-to-date accounts of the Thracian language in Brixhe 2006, Panayotou 2007, Tzitzilis 2014, Yanakieva
2018, Brixhe 2018 and Sowa 2020. On the new epigraphic and linguistic research into this specific area,
see Guijarro Ruano (2019, 69-76).

8 A Corinthian colony created ca. 600 BC.

® Aeolian colonies were founded in Ainos (on the mouth of the Nestos river) and in the Propontis. An
account of the possible Aeolic origins of the first Greek settlers of Samothracia can be seen in del Barrio
2018a, 491-496, with earlier bibliography.

10 On lonic and its varieties, see del Barrio 2014. On lonic, see also Bechtel 1924, Knitl 1938, Thumb and
Scherer 1959, Stliber 1996 and del Barrio 2018a (an updated version of her previous work of 2015). Alonso
Déniz’ 2018 study on Archilochus and the dialect of Thasos is also revealing.

11 For more extensive references to particular areas, see Loukopoulou 2004a, 2004b and Flensted-Jensen
2004 and the introductory parts devoted to geographical regions in I.Thrake Aeg.
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Our research is mainly based on the epigraphic corpus of I.Thrake Aeg., which includes
499 inscriptions*?, though only ca. 50 are dated between the 6™ and late-5"/early-4™ c.
BC (only one is a public document). They mainly come from Abdera, the classical site of
cape Molyvoti, and Zone. Until the 3" ¢. BC, we find around 132 texts, and between the
2" and the 1t ¢. BC, when the region came under Roman control (first as a client region
and then as a province in 46 AD), we count ca. 80 inscriptions. Most of the epigraphic
evidence comes from the 1% c¢. AD, since Greek remained the primary language of
communication over Latin'3. Updated material from the SEG*, Apyaio Zc>vy and later
numismatic publications are also considered, although there are no new documents of

significant linguistic interest®®.

Such documents were mostly written in the koine, yet this region, not included in
Bubenik’s (1989) study on koineization, has not received as much scholarly attention as
other neighbouring areas: see Panayotou’s (1998) on Macedonia and Tokhasiev (2009),
Slavova (2009) and Bechet (2009) on the western coast of the Black Sea. Thanks to del
Barrio’s study of the extant epigraphic evidence from the northern Aegean (2018a), we
now have at our disposal the linguistic description of the use of the lonic dialect between
the rivers Strymon and Hebrus'®. Thus, it seems compelling to explore possible
interferences among dialects and the later koineization of Aegean Thrace in comparison
with other surrounding areas. To do so, we will examine diachronically the extant
evidence, starting from the linguistic representation of lonic and Attic in the inscriptions.
We will then analyse the emergence and development of the Attic-lonic koine in the

whole area.
1. Dialect contact in the prekoine stage

1.1. lonic dialect

12 \We have excluded Christian texts, for which see l.Thrace orientale byz.

13 . Thrake Aeg.149. The reverse situation in Lower Moesia, cf. Dana 2015, 244.

4 The latest SEG volume included in I.Thrake Aeg. was n. 50 [2000]. New texts are short and/or
fragmentary, and are not linguistically revealing (cf. SEG 52, 657his-1162; 54, 640; 59, 720; 62, 485-488,
495-496; 64, 606); some readings have been corrected (cf. SEG 54, 640; 61, 557; 62, 503; 63, 492; etc.).
Following del Barrio 2018a, we incorporate Thasian colonies located between the rivers Strymon and
Nestos.

15 From the previously unpublished Greek material in Apyaia Zovy, only three texts can be read: IV, ATK
640 + 6143, A, (late-5"/early-4"); V, ATK 6139a+b (ca. 411-400/375 BC) and VI, ATK 6152 (late-
5"/early-4"). They have no dialectal relevance. For Thracian documents, see Apyaio Zavy I, 209-564.
Inscriptions contained in Apyaio Zévy 11, Illa and 1Va where already published in 1.Thrake Aeg.

16 Her work includes I.Thrake Aeg. but also adds the region between the rivers Strymon and Nestos to the
East.



In the epigraphic corpus of I.Thrake Aeg., safe diagnostic features of lonic can be traced
from the 5" c¢. BC onwards, as del Barrio (2018a) has revealed’. Beyond graphic
interferences'®, however, the analysis is exclusively confined to the realm of phonetics
and morphology, since older documents are quite short and mainly funerary, with simple
and repetitive sentence constructions. Syntax and vocabulary remain an unknown field in
the archaic and classical periods. Among the salient traits of lonic prior to ca. 350 BC we
can highlight the use of <H> for 4 in all contexts, also after /r/, /e/ and /i/*°. 1t could also
be the case of the foreign ethnics Aiywvntng (E165, Molyvoti, ca. 450-425 BC, fun., see
also ®paoc1dnuo) and Kvpnvaiog (E60, Abdera, ca. 350 BC, fun.), although they could
also be Attic and point to wider (trading?) contacts. We also find unaltered -nio-
sequences in ITooidnioc?’, as well as forms in ipo- (cf. TIpouviuwv, LGPN 1V, Abdera,
ca. 360-350 BC, coin) and in iot- (Toting, E14, Abdera, late 5Sth BC, dedication).

Normally, hiatuses do not contract. Thus, €o and ew were graphically preserved until the
4th ¢. BC in common words (cf. [V]nvddeog, wveopévioig] in E3, Abdera, bef. 350 BC,
law), in personal names (Apféwv, E222, Maroneia, 4th ¢. BC, fun.)?! and in ®go® and

Neo® compounds. The singular genitives of a-stems and s-stems display non-contracted -

7 Inscriptions from 1.Thrake Aeg. are quoted E1, E2, etc., as in del Barrio 2018a. When the term Molyvoti
is used, it refers to the Molyvoti Peninsula.

18 |.Thrake Aeg. editors date inscriptions in the epichoric alphabet according to Pouilloux’ study on the
Thasian alphabet (which fell into disuse from ca. 430-420 onwards, cf. Pouilloux 1954, 443), but often no
references to the alphabet are expressed, so that we are not certain about the use of local alphabets. The
influence of the Parian-Thasian alphabet (use of <Q> for /o/, /0:/ and <O> for / 2:/) is observed in two
documents found in Abdera (E30, mid-6" BC, funerary; E13, mid-5" BC, ex-voto), on which editors cast
doubt regarding its possible Thasian origin; also possible in another document owing to the rendering of
rho (E1, ca. 480-470 BC). The Parian-Thasian alphabet spread up to Zone, as Brixhe (2015, 283-284) infers
from the lunar beta and from the exchange between omicron and omega as they appear in AndA(A)o°® and
in Xopiveg. It must have been imported by Thasian settlers (or by Parians, cf. Brixhe 2006, 126).

19 Aptepuoing (E32, Abdera, ca. 475-450 BC), mpotépnt, Votépnt (SEG 51,797, Berge, ca. 470-460 BC),
Toting, [Mubeing, E14, Abdera/Thasos, late-5" BC), Adnvéng (08, Molyvoti, late-5" BC), Adnvoydpne,
Muépng (SEG 52, 711, Pistiros, late-5" BC), ‘Hynoayopng (May 1996, nn. 228-232, Abdera, ¢.415-395BC,
coin) and IToAvapntov (E141, Molyvoti, ca. 375-350 BC, fun.).

2 Tloc16m10 (E113, Molyvoti, ca. 450-400 BC, fun.), ITocidniov ((S)GDI 5685.18, Maroneia, 450-400 BC,
coin), but later IToodeiov ((S)GDI 5685.19, Maroneia, 400-350 BC).

2L ApPéwv has been interpreted as an Illyrian name, although a Greek origin seems more probable, cf.
Parissaki (2007, 136-137).



g0?? and -eoc?® respectively (mostly from Molyvoti, Zone and Maroneia, but see infra
@eoyévoc and Avtipavdg, as well)?4, along with the genitive plural forms of a-stems in
gov, mainly in ethnics?. Indeed, alleged contracted forms -em > - are dubious. In E39
(Abdera, ca. 400-350 BC, fun.) we read Meyado[ ], assumed to be a genitive Meyddw by
the first editor, and thus rendered in SEG 47, 1029%%. Meyadw implies a nominative
Meyadng and the contraction -e® > -o after a consonant (del Barrio 2018a, 501).
However, another possibility comes into play: nom. Meydg, gen. Meydado[c], as proposed
in 1.Thrake Aeg., and suggested by Parissaki (2007, 209). This second hypothesis has the
advantage of presenting more parallels of these hypocoristic names (cf. Meydtog P. Petrie
3.43, Egypt, 240 BC)?, against the unique example of Meyédnc, which appears in Homer
but as a patronymic (IIépipuov Meyadny, Il. 16.695)%. Besides, it matches with the
characteristic lonic declension -dg, -adog attested and in the same region (cf. MoAnddog,
Abdera, 450-425 BC, coin) and in Zone (cf. Bootddoc E404, mid-5" BC; E411 and E412,
ca. 400-350 BC, fun.) in the same period?®. Additionally, a contracted Mey&dm is not
represented in Aegean Thrace until the mid-4™ century, unless we understand other forms

22 ‘Inméw (E33, Abdera, ca. 475-450 BC), 10 Méveo (E163, Molyvoti, mid-5" BC, fun.), Nuuéw (E123,
Molyvoti, ca. 425-400 BC, fun.), @eofevidew, (E222, Maroneia, 4" BC, fun.), Eppayopem (E38, Abdera,
early 4" BC), Ansdéw (E136, Molyvoti, ca. 400-375 BC, fun.), AncAiéwn, Apiotoérem, Hynooyopsw,
‘Hpoaxheidew, Abvew ((S)GDI 5686, Maroneia, 400-350 BC, coins), Adfvew (Schonert-Geiss, Maroneia
152, ca. 432-423, coin). The patronymic of ITatpoxAfic ITavcavia (E138, Molyvoti, ca. 400-375 BC, fun.),
devoid of context, can be a foreign (Doric?) form (we cannot dismiss the Spartan influence/presence in this
coast before the general participation of these poleis in the Second Athenian League in 378 BC, cf. Brixhe
2015, 275) or a koine genitive. On the rapid spread of the declension -ioc, -io. from the early 4" BC onwards,
even in lonic territory, see Brixhe and Panayotou 1988, 251; Brixhe 1963 and del Barrio 2014, 264.

2 Apiotopéveoc (E112, Molyvoti, ca. 450-400 BC, fun.), Aovucogaveog (E137, Molyvoti, ca. 400-375
BC, fun.), IloAvyépeoc (E414, Zone, ca. 400-350 BC, fun.), IoAvkpdreog (E420, Zone, mid-4"" BC, fun.),
Kalpdreog, Mntpogpdveos ((S)GDI 5685, Maroneia, 400-350 BC, coins).

24 An overview of the interferences between a-stem and s-stem genitives in Thasos and Archilochus in
Alonso Déniz 2018, 546-550.

2 ABdeprtémv ((S)GDI 5644, nn. 2, 5, 14, 17, 20, 21, 500-350 BC, coins), Mopovertéov ((S)GDI 5685.15,
400-350 BC, coins), NeomoMtéwv ((S)GDI 5488, 350-300 BC), Amorwvintéov (SEG 49, 911, Pistiros,
ca. 359-339, regulation), Opbayopéwv (Chryssanthaki-Nagle 2004, 52-53, ca. 350-300 BC),
Mopaviuéov/Mapovertéov/Mapovitéov (cf. Bechtel 1924, 49) and éunopitéwv (SEG 49, 911, Pistiros,
ca. 359-339).

% Cf. METAAQ Triantaphyllos AD 1992 [1997], 499-500; cf. [ Jno Meyadm yovy in SEG 47, 1029, and
[Alom® Meyado [ ] yovn in L.Thrake Aeg. E39.

27 For these genitives, see Dubois 2017, 317-321. META in a coin from Abdera (May 1966, 111 100-101)
does not represent a telling occurrence.

2 Meyadng derives from Méyoag (attested in Mycenean, cf. Mycenean gen. me-ka-o PY Na 571), cf.
Eustatius ad loc (I thank the anonymous referee for this reference). See also both accusatives Méynzta (11.
19.239) and Méynv (1l. 15.302) in Homer. It only exists Meyyidag in Boeotia (IG VIl 585, Tanagra, 426
BC). All the LGPN forms (14 entries) appear under a nominative Méyag (cf. Bechtel 1917, 299-300),
according to Méyng (around 10 examples among which we find the dental inflection in -ntog, the earliest
in 1G XI1,9 944, Euboea, mid-2nd BC). But gen. -adoc/dtog forms point to Meyd.

29 Bechtel 1924, 129; del Barrio 2014, 264; Curbera 2013, 115.
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such as AlkePrado/Alkiprado (E405-407, Sapli Dere, mid-5" BC fun.) in the same way,

though these are probably Attic forms (see infra)®C.

The interpretation of ITpwtoépaog (E130, Molyvoti ca. 400 BC, fun.) is debated. For the
I.Thrake Aeg. editors it is in the nominative case, while for del Barrio (2018a, 488, 506)
it must be a contracted genitive in -padg (=pdovg < -paeog), built upon names in -@dnc,

documented in Thasos, its peraea and in the neighbouring Aeolis.

With regard to E30 (Abdera < Thasos?, mid-6™ BC), written in the Parian-Thasian
alphabet, Gauthier and Dubois’ (BE 118 [2005] 436) read ITPOTIO as ITpotic. However,
Del Barrio (2018a, 501) and Alonso Déniz (2018, 549-550, n. 66) point to the possibility
of a graphic Parian-Thasian variant of the omega with two oblique strokes (ITPOTIQ).
While the former interprets IIpwtio as [Ipwtiov, an Attic(-koine) genitive of ITpwrtiag or
IMpotiog, Alonso Déniz proposes two different reafings: a genitive Ilpwtio with vowel
loss -g0 > -0,%! or ITpwtid, with contraction -em > -w. Alonso Déniz’ hypothesis is based
on an analogical phenomenon attested in 4" century-Thasian anthroponyms, by which -
€o genitives replace genitives in -eo in a-stems (cf. in Thasos Aewvidev, SEG 31, 782;
Yokpdtev, Pouilloux 1954, 313 n. 108). An analogous case could be found in
®PAXIHPIAQ (CEG 162, Thasos, 500-490 BC), in which the epichoric Parian-Thasian
alphabet permits a double reading ®pacinpidd (= Ppacipidn < Dpacmpidew) Or
Ddpoompido (< Ppacinpideo). In Alonso Déniz’ opinion, this phenomenon could be
related to the replacement of -em with -® ,,under the influence of -iw and -ém (< *éew) for
which vowel dropping or contraction is regular* in other lonic dialects®. Be as it may, it

would be a localized feature still open to debate.

Other distinctive morphological lonic features are mainly visible in some anthroponyms,
such as i-stem anthroponyms, which exhibit genitives in -1oc, but also in -1oc®. Further

potential lonic traits are late enough to attribute them to the koine (see infra).

%0 gw > o is mostly documented in s-stems and in gen. pl. of a-stems (also in literary lonic). Nevertheless,
synizesis of /o/ after /e/ is attested in metrical inscriptions from lonic regions (cf. Méndez Dosuna 1993,
100), such as Naxos, Paros and Thasos (for the latter, see Alonso Déniz 2018, 531 n. 3, 532 n. 4).
Concerning literary lonic, it applies to iambic authors, not to elegiacs (cf. Méndez Dosuna 1993, 99-101
and Kaczko 2016, 292).

31 He also raises a similar case of Homeric imperative *dmoaipéeo > dmoaipeo ‘take away’. Aside from the
possible metrical use of this form, this poetic example belongs to a different morphological category and
contradicts his hypothesis of a substitution of -ew genitives with -go in some Ionic areas.

32 See for instance Apiotidw, [locedewvio or Zavlin (IG XIL,6 2, 996, Samos, ca. 550 BC); cf. Bechtel
1924, 140.

3 MMapudog (E43, Abdera, mid-4"" BC), I16c180¢ (E224, Nea Maroneia, ca. 325-300 BC, fun.) and ®écidog
(E212, Maroneia, 2"-1% BC, cat.), but Néotog (E114, Molyvoti, ca. 450-400 BC, fun.), Ev&éuoc,
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Concerning the sketching out of local lonic sub-varieties across this geographical border,
very few traces have survived, and salient features occur mostly in anthroponyms. This
important caveat makes it difficult to draw conclusive observations. Regarding the
Eastern Ionic variety, the aforementioned Tpopviuwv (LGPN 1V, ca. 360-350 BC, coin)
from Abdera fits in well with ipdc, but is at variance with the almost sure form i[ep]fic
(E3, bef. 350 BC), from the same polis too3*. In this Ionic variety iepdg is also documented
in the Dodecapolis, although ipég appears in the northernmost cities of Asia Minor too®.
However, it is impossible to know whether word-initial aspiration was pronounced in this

word.

The so-called 3" compensatory lengthening is not well represented in our corpus aside
from anthroponyms, where we find non-lengthened forms in *ksenu- (cf. @gofevidew,
E222, Maroneia, 4th BC, fun.; Zevopdvtoc, E146, Molyvoti, ca. 400-350 BC, fun,;
Zevoioc, E238, Maroneia, 3rd BC, fun.)® and contradictory outcomes from *koru- in two
contemporary inscriptions from Molyvoti Arookopid[ng] (E129, ca. 400 BC, fun.) and
Atookovp[idov] (E143, ca. 375-350 BC, fun.)¥.

The issue of aspiration in the northern Aegean colonies is far from clear. In general lines,
East lonic is psilotic while Central lonic is not. In fact, only Thasian data permits serious
discussion of aspiration: on different grounds, del Barrio (2018a, 479-484) and Alonso
Déniz (2018, 538-542) have attempted to prove the existence of psilosis in Thasos, in
contrast with what happens with its metropolis Paros. The absence of a written sign for
initial /h/ in Thasos and in its colonies indicates that <H> was used for /¢:/, and does not
necessarily imply psilosis. This could be the case of votépmt (SEG 50, 575; SEG 51, 797,
Berge ca. 470-460 BC)38, In the Thasian colonies, where the Parian-Thasian alphabet was

imported, the data are contradictory: see in Galepsos hdpwg vs. word-boundary psilosis

Evmolog, Kheomdiog ((S)GDI 5685, Maroneia, 400-350 BC, coins) and Teictog (E51, Abdera, 3/4-2M
BC). Examples of common names are fairly late (cf. tfic néAewc, E7, Teos < Abdera, 2" BC, proxeny
decree). Hellenised Thracian names are not consistent with their adaptation to this declension; see, for
instance, the rendering in gen. -mopswg ([Paockov]ndpswg, E458, Plotinopolis, 42-31 AD, dedication;
Movnopewg, E273, Maroneia, 2 AD., fun.; Mokanopewg E387, Dyme, 1 AD., fun.), completely assimilated
to Greek -moiewg (cf. [Paockov]ndrews, E207, Maroneia, 1st BC/1st AD), but -por in Egypt, or -moptog, -
nopidog outside Aegean Thrace.

34 Masson 1984, 52; del Barrio (2018a, 500).

3 cf. del Barrio 2014, 263.

3 There are no conclusive forms from Abdera: vécov (E2, before 350 BC) and npo&é[v]wv (E7, found in
Teos, 2" BC, proxeny decree).

37 In 1.Thrake Aeg. no indications concerning the alphabet are provided. For later examples, see Lovovg
(E205, Maroneia, mid-2"%early 1st BC), Zevokpitoc, Zevokpitov, Zévovoc, Oedfevo[c], Ocofévov,
DoEevoc and dhoEEvou Vs. Atocskovpidng and Atocskovpidov in E212 (Maroneia, 2-1% BC, catalogue).
% del Barrio 2018a, 488-489.



in tokatovrédn (SEG 43, 400, ca. 500 BC, boundary). No occurrences from Molyvoti
show attempts to render an initial h-3°. Traditionally, this place has been identified with
Stryme, a Thasian colony, but more recently with the site of pre-Hellenistic Maroneia,
originally founded by Chios®°. If the examples were conclusive, psilosis could be
attributed to of any of the two possible metropolises, Thasos or Chios. To this end, we
have to either accept that the Thasian dialect was psilotic or support the identification
Molyvoti-Maroneia. Even so, however, there is no direct evidence of Maroneian
aspirated/psilotic forms in this period. As del Barrio (2018a, 502) states, the absence and

lack of dialectal features ,,provide us with little information on its dialect”.

According to del Barrio (2018a, 500), in the absence of conclusive proofs of psilosis in
Abdera, we may hypothesize that it existed, as in Teos. There are, indeed, some forms
without h- (cf. article 6, E15, late 5th BC), but others remain problematic. First,
<IXTIHZ> (E14, late 5" BC), rendered Tot- by the editors but Tot- by del Barrio (ib.),
appears in an inscription whose left part is broken so that the aspiration could have been
marked in the lost part*!. Similarly, Tpopvipeov (LGPN 1V, ca. 360-350 BC, coin) has no
indication of h- in del Barrio’s analysis in contrast to Masson’s reading Tpo- (1984, 52 =
OGS I, 431). In addition to the explanation of <[TPOTIQ> (see supra), <HTAIPOI>
(E30, mid-6™ BC, fun.) has also been the subject of discussion. For del Barrio (2018a,
502), <H> is as an abbreviated writing of <HE>, likely documented in Paros too.
Notwithstanding the use of local stone from Abdera, she solves the problem by attributing
<H> to the alleged Parian origin of the deceased, following the editors’ remarks.
Contrasting the non-aspirated article ® (=0) with the initial /h/ in <HTAIPOI>, Alonso
Déniz (ib., 542) sees a starting process of lenition of word-initial aspiration, first rendered

in grammatical words.

Other distinctive East lonic traits are not preserved in our texts, such as the demonstrative
pronoun k&ivog or the plural datives in -owo1(v)/-n(1)o(v), aside from later occurrences in

(semi-)metrical texts*’. The same applies to the outcome €o, gov > ev and to the

% ‘Opid (E107, ca. 450-400 BC), ‘Hpoivvn<r> (E109, ca. 450 BC), ‘HpoPdrd (E119, ca. 450-425 BC),
Hpodnpd (E163, mid-5M), Hpdivva (E127, ca. 400 BC), Hpeootpdtd (E130, ca. 400 BC), etc.

40 Cf. Loukopoulou and Psoma 2008, 55-86. See the whole report in Arrington et al. 2016, 4, who prefer to
set this place under Maroneia’s influence, rather than identify it with pre-Hellenistic Maroneia.

1 The cult of Hestia is first documented in the area (Thasian epigraphic evidence dates from the 4" BC, see
I.Thrake Aeg. p. 216).

42 oio1 dopotg (E436, Traianoupolis, late-2"/early-3 AD, sundial), &v Mopov[it]oaucty (E217, Maroneia,
2n-31 AD, epigram).



interchangeable use of oo and €o and ow and ev (attested in Thasos and other regions)*2.

Before ca. 350 BC ndc/xdc-type adverbs do not appear, and later only ndg occurs®.
1.2. Attic dialect

The Athenian presence in Aegean Thrace is known from historical accounts, but also
from some of the extant epigraphic material. Furthermore, historical and archaeological
sources, which report the incorporation of some colonies into the First Maritime League
and their inclusion in the Athenian tribute lists and commercial trade, confirm a two-way
relationship between Athens and the colonies of the north-Aegean coast. The inscriptions
bear testimony to Athenians buried across this area and trade exchanges® and,
conversely, to the passing of Agean-Thrace people in Athens from the mid-4" ¢. BC.
Owing to the nature of the anthroponyms (cf. @pi& and Opdi[tt]o and the common
Thracian name Kotvoc) and patronymics (I'étov ‘Geta’, ToaloOlov, both ,,Attic”
genitives), these were probably Thracian slaves buried there. Attic evidence from the
5% century on local institutions and cults is also detected in the Molyvoti documents. Here

the worship of Athena and Zeus Horioi, imported from Athens, is attested for the first
time in APgv[ag]g A<t>o¢ ‘Opio (E107, ca. 450-400 BC)*'. Besides, the addition of

Athena to the three healing divinities Podaleirius, Machaon and Periesto (ITodoAipio
Moyaovog Iepiectdg ABnvémc) in E108 (Molyvoti, late-5" BC), all of them Asclepios’
children, points to an Attic loan: probably, this Athena has to be related with Athena
"Yyieia, another of Asclepius’ children®. Both texts, dated to the 5" century, when
Athenian influence in the area was more intense, display lonic traits though (cf. Aénvéng
< Abnvaing). For this reason, linguistic interferences between Attic and lonic dialects in

our inscriptions can be expected from this time onwards.

Attic features found in our epigraphical corpus in the prekoine stage are mainly limited

to the presence of the so-called Attic retroversion, which dates from the mid-4" century

43 del Barrio 2014.

4 In official Ionic inscriptions we also find nédc-type, cf. Horrocks 2010, 60-61.Similarly, §50Ao¢ appears
late (cf. E88, Topeiros, 3" AD).

4 @oMapyog ABgvaioc KEJ....Joc @alivd (E58, Abdera, ca. 475-450 BC). On trade, see, for instance, E3
(Abdera, before 350 BC).

4 Kotog [Mapo]vitng (IG 112 9289, post ca. 350 BC), ®pdu I'étov Mapavitng (IG 1I? 9287, 111 BC),
TIMuavkiog TarovAov Mapavitng (IG 117 9286, Roman period) and ®pdi[tt]a Avopapudog M<o>pwvitig
(1G 1129288, undated).

47 See the editors’ references in 1. Thrake Aeg. to other testimonies to this cult in Athens, Abdera (E14) and
Propontis Thrace.

48 See Masson (BE 104 [1991], 210) pace I.Thrake Aeg. 288, 290 (also concerning the assimilation
Iepieotd - "Tacic). On the cult in Attica of ABnva Yyeia as Asclepios’ daughter, see Paus.1.23.4.
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(cf. Avrayopoac, E149, Molyvoti, mid-4th BC, fun.). A troublesome feature is the -6
rendering of thematic genitives instead of the lonic -em in the mid-5" century,
documented in Samothracian colonies, in AAkeP1ad0/ArkiPraoo (E405-407, Zone, fun.)
and Avtayopo (E109, Molyvoti, fun., epigram). Around 350 BC we already encounter in
the area of Molyvoti ‘Hynowunidov (E151, fun.), Aédov (E153, fun.)*® and Avtimarpidov
(E161, fun.). Supposedly, these could be Attic forms in -ov or, in the light of the oldest
examples, contracted lonic genitives in (-e® >) -o. However, given the absence of later
genitives in -, together with the rendering of /o:/ with <Q> in other mid-5" examples
(cf. TTvBodwpoc, E4Q09, Zone, ca. 450-400 BC, fun.; Arorlmvidov, E152, Molyvoti, mid-
4th BC, fun.; see infra), del Barrio (2018a, 498-499) claims that ,,they belong to Attic-
lonic koine”. After all, -ov genitives finally predominate, even in Hellenised Thracian
names™. Indeed, Parissaki (2007, 126) attempts to link individuals from Zone named
Alk1Pradng with Athens, bearing in mind the influence of Athens in this place and,
particularly, the regional distribution of these anthroponyms, since the majority of them
come from Attica®. To this end, we must compare the whole "Hynoilaog AAkiBiado
(E407), and its final -Aoog, with the proper lonic ‘Hynoikewc (cf. Schonert-Geiss,
Maroneia 162, ca. 400-378 BC, coin). Tellingly, these forms start to appear in a period
in which the so-called Great Attic emerges, which develops in the 5" ¢. BC and is
especially prominent during ca 425-336 BC>2. It coincides with the inclusion of most of
north-Aegean cities in the Athenian tribute lists and among the members of the Delian

League®2.

In connection to this, we are confronted with two analogous interpretations when
analysing the contracted s-stem genitives ®@coyévog (E409, Sapli Dere, ca. 450-400 BC,
fun.)®, and Avtipavog (E126, Molyvoti, ca. 400 BC, fun.). These could be Attic or early
contracted lonic forms (del Barrio 2018a, 498)>°, but there is no reason to deny an Attic

49 A Thracian name in Dana 2014 s.v. Dada, AoSag; see also Parissaki 2007, 155 with earlier bibliography.
%0 Despite the issue of establishing their declension and their graphic variants, cf. Powuntéixov,
Kanpovprifov (E387, Dyme, 1% AD, fun.), Awiéov (E249 Maroneia, 2" AD, fun.), Tipov (E384, Agiasma,
39 AD, dedication), Aokeo¥, Biov (E386, Asomatoi, 3™ AD?, fun.), some of them seem to have been
clearly reinterpreted as a-stem masculine names (cf. Tnpng, Tnpov; -adkmng, -dAikov). On the Hellenization
of Thracian names, see Dana 2017.

51 Parissaki brings forth E401 (ca. 425-400 BC) and E403 (ca. 425-400 BC); on the strong Athenian
52 Horrocks 2010, 73-78; Teodorsson 2014.

%3 In the case of Zone, see the assessment decree of 422/1 (1G I® 77.5.27-28).

5 @eo° remains unaltered, without contraction nor diphthongization (see §1.1).

%5 Both inscriptions are very short and without further linguistic clues to clarify the dialect used. See note
89 for later outcomes in -ovc.
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influence, given other non-contracted occurrences from Sapli Dere until the mid-4"
([ToAvydpeoc, E414, ca. 400-350 BC, fun.; IToAlvkpateog, E420, mid-4th BC, fun.) and
the historical Athenian influence over the region. Indeed, both forms are accompanied by
[Mvbodwpoc (E409) and Amo[A]rddwpog (E126), where a graphic distinction between
original /2:/ <Q> and /o/ <O> is made. Thus, in E126 /o/ and /o:/ are graphically
differentiated from secondary [o:], rendered by 06 < /eo/ (Amo[AJAOSmpog VS.
Avuipavdg)®. Indeed, a little later we find AmoAlovidov (E152, Molyvoti, mid-4th BC,
fun.). The analysis of the genitive forms in -kAeog attested in the region (cf. @cokAéog,
E121, Molyvoti, ca. 425-400 BC, fun.; ITpoxAéoc, E135, Molyvoti, ca. 400-375 BC, fun.;
Tokiéoc, E418, Zone, mid-4" BC, fun.; Totpokiéoc, Schonert-Geiss Maroneia, 492-
493, 365-336 BC, coin; [IT]JavtaxAiéog, E223, mid-4th BC, fun.) represents a similar
difficulty. They can render the expected lonic genitive (-kAé(g)og >) -kAéoc®’ or early
cases of Attic contraction -kAé6¢ (-kAéovg). In 1.Thrake Aeg. no clear indication to their
alphabets is made, but <H> and <Q> are used in the same inscriptions (cf. ZoxA&og in
E418, Aovvcopavng in E121, Afnvaig in E135 or ‘Hpaig in E223). Unfortunately, there
are no parallels of secondary /o:/ until the 3™ c. BC, when we do come across
Abnvoxiéovg (E234, Maroneia, fun.) and Xapwiéovc (E235, Maroneia, fun.),
IMotpoxAiéovg (E254, Maroneia, Hellenistic period, fun.). This means that the
abovementioned -kAeog genitives might well be interpreted as lonic -kléds, but they could
also be contracted -kA&6¢ forms not yet rendered -kAéovg due to the lack of other dialectal

features and to the early Attic influence over the region®®.
2. A turning point, the 4" c. BC

Because of the continuous contact between lonic and Attic speakers and the gradual
growth of a supradialectal variety in the Greek world, the 4™ c. BC is the most suitable
period to detect the influence of the koine and phenomena of dialect levelling in our

corpus®®. However, few inscriptions seem to point to dialect contact thus far.

In some regions such as Zone, the earliest documents only exhibit Attic(-koine) features.
As we can see in Apyaio Zavy I, ATK 640 + 6143 (late-5"/early-4", decree?), a clear

% del Barrio 2018a does not report examples of <Q> for original /o:/ nor <O> for secondary /2:/.

5" Bechtel 1924, 66

%8 If some extra documentary evidence proved the kinship of the Atovusopévng @soxiéog of E121 with the
one in [Matporiic Atovvcopaveog (E137, Molyvoti, ca. 400-375 BC), as proposed in I.Thrake Aeg., 304,
we could have further arguments to claim the lonic origin of these individuals.

59 A similar approach in Brixhe and Panayotou 1988 (see also Brixhe 2010), Crespo 2009, 2010.
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Attic [d]ovAiov stands out with other forms like éxyovoig, [mo]Aéumt, [eiprvInt, which
can also be lonic®. Nonetheless, in E3, a decree from Abdera dated before 350 BC,
specific lonic features such as /€:/ (i[ep]fig, dvoevteping and [mo]dadrying), non-contracted
aveopev[ and [V]nvddeog and the numeral técoepag coexist with Attic/Attic-lonic koine
forms in grammatical words, such as the dative toig or £dav (vs. the expected toict and €Rqv
in Abdera)®!. The reconstructed forms [éryop]dig and -more securely- [fju]épag point to the
same direction®2. Additionally, the genitive Atovvcédog (E2, Abdera, ca. 350-300 BC)
and probably the ethnic Kvpnvaiog (E60, Abdera, ca. 350 BC, fun.) also exhibit an lonic
layer® that contrasts with later Zotadac (E263, Maroneia, 3" BC, fun.) and [IT]zoAépalc]
(E264, Maroneia, 3" BC, fun.) who come from Crete (Kpnc) and Philippoi (®iiimmenc)
respectively®.

Another interesting case is the famous Pistiros inscription, found in Vetren (Bulgaria) and
first published in 1IGBulg V 5557(3), which is dated after 359 BC®. Here salient lonic
traits are retained: /e/ in mpfocew, @povpnu, Mapaveing, ITiotipnvodp and
AmolMovitémy; /eo:/ in the genitives éumopitémp and AmoAlwvintémv, along with
amoxtevém (/eal is also uncontracted in télea) and tadto and adtop instead of tadto and
avtov, which could reflect East lonic or Thasian influence (but adtdg, avtovg, as well).
Furthermore, the ethnic suffix -nvog (cf. ITietipnvdp) is also common in Propontis and
Asia Minor®. On the other hand, pndepiov, along with the datives toi¢ éumopitoug and
aspiration in word-boundary (dpaipei[of]at, dearpicouar), could also be attributed to
the Attic(-koine)®’. When it comes to analysing these forms, we are faced with the much-
debated identification between the Pistiros (ITictipog) mentioned in the inscription, a
trading centre in modern Bulgaria, and a Thasian colony called Pistyros (ITictupog),

located by Herodotus (7.109.2) in the northern coastline of the Aegean®®. The widespread

60 The inscription is labelled as bilingual, but it does not seem a bi-version text (in Greek and Thracian),
but two different texts (cf. Apyaio Zaovy 1,257-269, 358-372).

61 Plural dative in -owg/-nig is documented in East lonic from the 4" c. BC (cf. del Barrio 2014, 264); in
Thasos it spread out even in lexical forms (cf. Alonso Déniz 2018, 533).

62 Del Barrio 2018a, 499-500. For yivog 'small mule', cf. Hesychius s.v. yivvog (Latte-Cunningham 567).
83 Kixog vacat ®pacidnud Aiywnimg vacat. According to Threatte 1980, 52, 539, foreign toponyms and
ethnonyms used to appear adapted to Attic in Attic inscriptions, although from the 5™ BC foreign forms
prevail even in the tribute lists.

6 According to LGPN IV, there is one more example in Macedonia (ILeukopetra 17, 1, Beroia, 184 AD).
& We follow Chankowski and Domaradzka’s final edition 1999 (=SEG 49, 911) with later corrections of
SEG 63, 492.

% del Barrio 2018a, 491.

87 In Thasos dat. -o1g/-nig is expected, cf. Alonso Déniz 2018, 533 n. 9.

8 Herododus describes Pistyros as mapofolocoio. and ‘EAAnvic. Other occurrences of Pistiros, in
combination with our epigraphic testimony, appear in Stephanus of Byzantium 524.11 (Tlictipog, éumdplov
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assertion that the Aegean Pistyros is a Thasian colony is based on its identification with
modern Pontolivado, where some Thasian material evidence has been found. In light of
the resemblance between both toponyms, some authors have identified the two
settlements as the same, while the majority favour the idea that the emporion of Pistiros
was founded by citizens from the Aegean Pistyros®®. Be as it may, the text shows the
interaction with the lonic dialect of its metropolis, already displayed in earlier graffiti’®,
mixed with Attic(-koine) forms. In conclusion, the statement that this text is in lonic
dialect is reasonable in linguistic terms but its connection with a particular region is a

matter of dispute.

After ca. 350 BC, we deal with the ever-growing difficulty of differentiating Attic (or
Great Attic) from Attic integrated within the Attic-lonic koine™. This is mainly the case
with the rendering of a-stem masculine genitives in -ov and of the using of a instead of n
after palatal vowels and /r/. The first testimonies to & date from the second half of the 4"
century (cf. Avroydpag, E149, Molyvoti and Moawavopia, E422, Zone). Similarly, in E400
(late-4"/early-3" BC), a decree-copy found in Molyvoti issued by Drys, we find non-
Ionic /a:/ in [ToAvapatoc and other lexical words (mpoeviav, edepyaciav, mohreiov). The
local ITonic origin of [ToAvdparog is confirmed by his patronym Totiaiog, common in
lonic-speaking regions’2, and by other occurrences of IToAvapnt®- in Molyvoti (E141, ca.
375-350 BC, fun.), in some coins from Maroneia (Schonert-Geiss, Maroneia 494-8, ca.
365-336 BC) and in a contemporary inscription from Thasos (IG XII, 8 267, early-3™
BC). The latter (IToAvdpntog 6 Totiaiov), probably the same person as in our inscription,
received the Thasian citizenship’. The form ITolvépatog in E400 is due to the strong
influence of the koine in this official text (as opposed to the Thasian inscription, in which
local features -mainly in anthroponyms- coexist with koine features in common words).

Along with participle &v or the datives éxydvoig and Apvitaig, the document also exhibits

Opakng), distinguished as emporion from ib. 171.6 (Biotipog, 1oAg @pdxng dg ITictipog 10 éumdpiov). On
the whole, see Loukopoulou 2004a, 866. Due to the mention of Maronites in the inscription, del Barrio
(2018, 490) does not rule out the possible influence of their dialect in the text (or, failing this, the dialect of
its metropolis, Chios).

% Velkov and Domaradzka 1999, 7, Loukopoulou (2004a, 867) and Hatzopoulos 2013, 15-16.

0 AOnvayopng, uépng (SEG 52, 711, late-5"), Anuéa (SEG 64, 606, 5"-3 BC).

1 See the seminal works of Bubenik 1989, 1993; Lépez Eire 1993, 1996; Brixhe and Hodot 2001.

72 Parissaki 2007, 193, 232 n. 597. That IToAvépnroc is the Ionic form is assured by other occurrences in
Samos, Paros and Erythrae, as well.

73 Parissaki 2007, 231-232; I.Thrake Aeg. 504.
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other koine-forms, such as an analogical aorist ginov (for sinrov)’* and the standardized

formula kai elomAovy kol Ekmlovv kol £ TOAEU®L Ko &V giprvn.

Other standard koine forms such as mpayp®”® or vadg 76 start to appear from the 2" ¢. BC
onwards, whereas the mixing of n and a arises at a later period (cf. t1j iepin but pveiag,
AoMMq in E93, Abdera, imp. Rom.) and in two late epigrams from Maroneia’’. Among
non-Greek anthroponyms, there is no fixed tendency in the rendering of some concrete
names, as for instance, those Hellenised with the ending -oAxkoac/aikng, such as
Powuntdrkag (E84, Topeiros, 46-54 AD [x2]) or ZitdAxkoc (E212, Maroneia, 2nd/1st BC),
or Zevdng/ag (cf. Zevdne, E255, Maroneia, 1st BC, fun.)®,

3. Koineization

From the 2" ¢. BC, we detect other conventional phonetic features of the koine. Among
these are the use of <EI> for <I> (/i:/), which is overall attested in Maroneia from the late-
3" BC" (and from the 1%t c. BC in other regions). Later, more changes associated with
vowel quantity and the reduction of diphthongs emerge. This is the case of <H> instead
of <EI> before a vowel from the 1%t c. AD8!, or <I> instead of <EI>8?, and <E> for <AI>%3,

both dated to the 3" c. AD (and even later <Y> for <OI>)%. Among other vocalic

4 These analogical aorists are also attested in lonic prose, cf. Vessella 2016, 356.

™ TIpéypacty (E6.16, Teos < Abdera, 166-160 BC, decree), npdypota (E5.17, Teos < Abdera, 166-160
BC, decree; and E5.180, B13, Samothracia < Maroneia, 41/42 or 46 AD, decree).

76 tovg vaoug but yaing (E6, Teos < Abdera, 166-160 BC, decree), vovoiv (E168, Maroneia, 167 BC, treaty,
[x2]).

7 Cf. yaing and poipng vs. po[Blepéic, iepdg, Nhkioy (E221, Nea Maroneia, 31-4™ AD) and Eddiwing in the
metrical part vs. ebvoiag in prose (E217, 2™-3" AD).

8 More forms in n. 50. The geographical distribution of Powuntéikac/mng does not display significant
differences (the previous, attested in other parts of Thrace, Attica, Scythia Minor, Chios, Mysia and Egypt,
while the latter also occurs in Thrace, Moesia Superior, Chios and Mysia, cf. Dana 2014, s.wv).
Interestingly, there are no cases of ‘Popataik®. Frequently, the choice of 1/ is arbitrary (and there is no
certainty about the long quantity of the vowel), as in BeicoOAog (E64, Abdera, 1% BC/1%t AD).

9 Common words: moAettdv (E180, found in Samothrace, 41/42 or 46 AD, decree), cppaygidt (E180, ft.
A, found in Samothrace, 41/42 or 46 AD, decree, but cppayi<c>dauevor), fueiv (E180, found in
Samothrace, 41/42 or 46 AD, decree), tewfic (E181, V2" AD, honorific decree). In Greek onomastics:
Agpodeicio (E240, Nea Maroneia, 3'9/2" BC, fun.), Eicid (E199, 2"Y/1%t BC?), Eicidoc, Asipilov,
Newcia<c>, iepovei[kng] (E212, 2"Y/1% BC, cat.), [N]ewovépeisty (E204, 15t BC, dedication), Bepoveikn
(E303, Nea Maroneia, 1%t BC/1 AD, fun.), and in Latin names: Ipsicko (E276, Nea Maroneia, 2" AD,
fun.), Ipeioxo[v] (E196, Nea Maroneia, 3 AD).

8 Maroneia: TTociddvoc (E204, 1% BC, dedication); Topeiros: Aivic (E85, 46-54 AD), ABS[npleitne,
napodeita (E103, 2" AD), yeiho, Shot (ESS, 3™ AD); Abdera: napodsita (E104, 3 AD).

8L Cf. amoljac, mpeoPna, cuvedprjav (E180, Samothrace < Maroneia, 41/42 or 46 AD, decree), Ofjvor
(E312, Maroneia, 3 AD, fun.).

8 [V]nokipevo[v] (E100, Topeiros, 3" AD), ovdig (E466, Plotinopolis, 3 AD, epigram), xite (E440,
Traianoupolis, 3%/4™ AD, fun.) and ZwxAeiovg (E183, Maroneia, 2" BC, honorific decree).

8 k¢ 165 yovetiv, xé [x3] (E396, Dione-Kokkinochomata, 235-238 AD, fun.), keiue (E466, Plotinopolis,
3rd AD, epigram) «ite (E440, Traianoupolis, 3/4™ AD, fun.).

8 copmmiplov (E96, Topeiros, 5M/61 AD).

14



changes, contracted forms prevail from the 3 ¢. BC%, and éowtdc is rendered with éw-

or ¢a- forms from the 2" ¢c. BC®6,

Koine (and lonic) -co- and -pp- for Attic -tt- and -po- start to appear in the 3'/2" ¢. BC,
although only -co- is attested in later examples®’. Once more, examples come chiefly
from Maroneia, Topeiros and Abdera. Two 2"%-century decrees from Abdera found in

Teos document the first examples of pndeic and ov0sic®.

An important grammatical development is the analogical processes of levelling occurring
in s-stems. No lonic genitives in -goc have survived after the mid-4™ ¢. BC. We find,
instead, Attic/koine -ovc in three inscriptions (previously rendered with -6¢, cf. 881.1,
1.2)%. However, most of the s-stems nouns (nom. -eavng, -yévne, -pevnge, -c0évng, -
GAkng, -meibnc), dated between the mid-4™ century and the Roman Imperial period,
present -ov genitives by analogy with masculine a-stems®. A third analogical genitive in
-kAfovg appears from the 2" ¢. BC (cf. Apiotokhiove, E62, Abdera; Mevekhjoug, E269,
Maroneia), which contrasts with those in -kAéovg (or -kA£0c, see supra). Finally, we find
Apiotijoc (E241, Nea Maroneia, 3'-2"Y BC, fun.). According to Bechtel (1923, 486;
1924, 153), -nog derives from analogical levelling influenced by the nominative case®,
but for Nieto Izquierdo (2009, 123-124) it results from a hesitation between <H> and <E>
due to the loss of contrastive distinctions in vowel quantity between /€:/ and /e/ before a

vowel®?,

8 See, for instance, ABdnpurédv (E4, Abdera, mid-3 BC).

8 otV (E451, Traianoupolis-Doriskos, ca. 250-200 BC), k08’ avtév (E7, Teos < Abdera, 2™ BC), adtov
(E176 Maroneia, ca. 150-100 BC, honorary decree), avtij (E438, Traianoupolis, 2nd AD, fun.), £atd (E321,
Nea Maroneia, 3/4™" AD, fun.), av[tiic] (E 475, Plotinopolis, 501 AD, fun.).

87 xpsicoov [x2], Stulhdccov, focov (E205, Maroneia, mid-2"early 1 BC, aretalogy), SiaguAidc[cewv]
(E6, Teos < Abdera, 166-160 BC, decree), kai kot yijv koi kot OdAacoav, taccopévolg (E168, Maroneia,
167 BC, treaty), purdacontot (E180 B9, Samothrace < Maroneia, 41/42 or 46 AD, decree), tecogpdkovta
(E88, Topeiros, 3" AD, fun.), etc. For -pp-, cf. Oappdv (E205, Maroneia, mid-2"%/early 1%t BC, aretalogy)
and NP [..]ppiag (E236, Maroneia, 3rd BC, fun.).

8 ov0év (E6, 166-160 BC), undév (E5, 166-160 BC).

8 Aloyévouc, ITpoxAgouc (E251, Maroneia, Hellenistic period?, fun.), IThovtoyévouc (E290, Nea Maroneia,
Rom. Imp. period, fun.), Atoyévouc (E446, Traianoupolis-Alexandroupolis, 2" AD, letter).

% Evmeifov (E41, Abdera, ca. 350-300 BC, fun.), Aoyévov (E257, Maroneia, 3rd BC, fun.), Aoyévov,
[Aoyé]lvov (E259, Maroneia, Hellenistic period, fun.), Mntpoeévov (E199, Maroneia, 2"Y/1%t BC?),
Mntpoedvov, Aswcbévov, Aoyévov, Kariyévov, Agovtouévov, Atovv[cip]avov, Emdirxov (E212,
Maroneia, 2"Y/1% BC, cat.), IThovtoyévou (E286, Nea Maroneia, Rom. Imp. period, fun.).

%1 On the influence of the vocative case on the hesitation between s-stems and a-stems, see Schulze 1893,
195-197; 1924,

%2 Discussed forms in Bechtel 1924, 153, from Pantikapaion (AdtoxAfiog, 10sPE 1l 140, 174, 4th BC);
Delphi (AwxAfjog, SGDI 11 2259, 50/51 BC); Hermion (Aoxpétnog, 1G 1V, 78.6, 3" BC; Kieopnidnog, 1G
IV, 731, 2M-1%t BC?) and Crete (Aapoxéadnog, IC Il iii 6, Aptera, early-2"! BC; ®vparyévnog, IC I xi 4,
Diktynnaion, 1%t BC); there are also new examples (cf. AtoxAfiog, IK Byzantion 365, undated).
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In a similar way, other examples of analogical levelling emerge in the accusative and
dative of s-stems: cf. ZoxAfjv (E183, Maroneia, 2" BC, hon. decree), [TTv]0oyévnv (E297,
Nea Maroneia, 1% BC, fun.) and Apgoxpdtnt (E199, Maroneia, 2"%-1%t BC?)%. An
analogous process is observed in the 3"-plural active and middle imperative verbal forms
-twoav and -cBwoav (for -twv and -cBwv respectively). The earliest occurrence is dated
to the mid-3" ¢. BC (cf. [amo]hoyicdcdwoav, [Emi]uekeicOmoay, E4, Abdera, honorary
decree), and they occur until one century later in official documents, mostly from
Abdera®,

In a longer perspective, some lonic features resist during the Hellenistic period and even
later in anthroponymy. Despite the unstoppable linguistic colonization of the Attic-lonic
koine, some names still exhibit lonic genitive forms in -ew, as we see in Maroneia, as late
as the 2" ¢. BC: cf. I16pknc IMopkem®® (E184, Nea Maroneia, decree) and Arjvew (E168,
Maroneia, 167 BC, treaty). However, in the latter example, A6Mvew® is combined with
other koine forms (cf. Mntpoedavov, @iria, coppayio, vavciv, etc.). The problem of
distinguishing between koine and lonic forms emerges concerning genitives like ovod
(E482, prov. inc., aet. rom., dedication) or AokAd (E483, prov. inc. [Komotini Mus.],
2"9/3@ AD., dedication). A similar situation is reflected in the final outcome of yryv- >
ywv-, which is attested from the 2" ¢c. BC®. An artificial lonic veneer is observed in
Kieomdrpn (E154, Molyvoti, ca. 350 BC, fun.), which contrasts with KAeondrpa (E420,
Zone, ca. 350 BC, fun.) and Zoocwdtpa (E229, Maroneia, early-111 BC, fun.)®’.

Finally, it is possible that some late Thracian names could have maintained lonicisms in
the light of some genitive forms, such as non-contracted genitives in -gog, attested in
Av)ov[{]eveoc (E478, Komara, 2"-3"9 AD) or Ataceveog, Avlovleveoc (E104, Abdera3™

% In the inscription there is also a koine form Mntpo@évov.

% [av]oypaydrocav, [ocmob]tmcay, <A>éc0wcay, kouod[c]fmcav (E5, Teos < Abdera, decree),
avaypaydtooay, dotocav, tdécbocav (E7, Teos < Abdera, proxeny decree), davoypaydtocav (ES,
Abdera, honorary decree), avabétoocav (E9, Abdera, honorary decree), duétwcav, yopnyeitwoav (E168,
Maroneia, 167 BC, treaty).

% T16pxrc is considered a Greek name by Parissaki 2007, 233, while Detschew 1976 and Brixhe 2006, 139
suggest a possible Thracian origin; included in Dana 2014, s.v. PORK].], ITopkng.

% [y]wookwow (E5, Teos < Abdera, 166-160 BC, decree), ywopevog (E10, Abdera, 2" BC, honorary
decree), yiveton (E8, Abdera, 2" BC, honorary decree), yewopevov, éntywvdckmotv (E183, Maroneia, 2™
BC, honorary decree), yvaokov (E205, Maroneia, mid-2"-early 1% BC), [mapa]ywvopevor, mopoyivesOar
(E185, Maroneia, 131 AD, edict); but cf. yivopout in Thasos (IG XII Suppl. 349, late 5" BC).

% There is no context apart from names. According to del Barrio 2018a, 484, 487, K\comdtpn and nom.
ndtpn, acc. marpnyv (in Thasos and Samos) are hyper-lonicisms since this -a was originally short.
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AD)%. However, their adaptation to a particular Greek declension is not consistent so that
we find alternative renderings of the same names, cf. Awaceveng (E387, Dyme, 1% AD,
fun) or Avhov{eidoc (E212, Nea Maroneia, 2"-1% BC). Be that as it may, these graphic
inconsistencies and variations when writing similar names®® and the loss of vowel-
quantity distinction should be treated cautiously, since they can lead us to wrong
hypotheses. While it is true that factors like chronology or geographical distribution can
play an important role in the analysis of these names, the extant evidence from our region

is not sufficient enough to draw any definite conclusions.
Conclusions

As we have seen, due to the scarcity of the available material, linguistic analysis is mainly
limited to anthroponymy in pre-Hellenistic times, and to some concrete phonetic and
morphological categories in later periods. Distinctive lonic features arise from the period
spanning the mid-6""c. BC (in inscriptions whose Thasian origin is still questionable) and
the 5 and 4™ centuries, while during the 4™ century they coexist with Attic(-koine) traits.
The lonic dialect residually survives in personal names until the 2" ¢. BC (leaving aside
possible remnants of Hellenised anthroponyms). Furthermore, isolating intra-dialectal
differences in this area remains a challenging task, due to the lack of extensive parallels
and to extra-linguistic factors, such as the early influence of Athens and the technical
complexity of identifying some colonies. Indeed, Attic influence seem to emerge at an
early date, around the mid-5" ¢. BC, in contracted genitives such as AAkip1ado (E405-
407, Zone, fun.) and Avtayépo (E109, Molyvoti, epigram). These forms, along with the
reading of Meyado[ ] (E39, Abdera, ca. 400-350 BC, fun.) as Meyadw and <[TPOTIQ>
as Iportio (E30, Abdera < Thasos?, mid-6" BC), could be taken as examples of lonic
contraction -e® > - in the genitives of masculine a-stems. However, all these forms
admit alternative interpretations (Meyado[g], Tlpwtiov/IIpwtio), so that they do not

constitute definitive arguments in favour of this change.

As things stand and in view of the available evidence, Attic traits in inscriptions before

the arrival of the Hellenistic koine can easily be explained by the strong interest and

% In both examples the nominative AbAov{evig also appears in the text. Compare with gen. Avlovlevem
(IGBulg 11,2 1794, Hadrianopolis, 2" ¢. AD [date after Dana 2014, 19]). On the variation of this name
(nom. -Cnveic/Cevic/invng/oavig/Lavog), see Dana 2014, 18-22.

% See Dana 2014, XCIV-XCV.

100 See Dana’s 2014 hypothesis about the existence of four main Thracian onomastic regions, and Guijarro
Ruano (forthcoming) for its application into Aegean Thrace.
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presence of Athens (and therefore of Great Attic) in the region after the Persian wars:
many of these cities were members of the Delian League and were included in the
Athenian tribute lists. lonic-Attic convergence appears hesitantly in E3 (Abdera, bef. 350
BC, law), where the Ionic n or uncontracted forms (dvoevteping, [V]nvodeog) are found
side by side with other Attic features visible in grammatical words (toig, £€dv). An early
diffusion of the Attic dialect in the northern Aegean coast matches with previous accounts
of its rapid spread in Macedonia, from the early 5" ¢. BC,*! and with its later expansion
toward the western and northern coasts of the Black Sea, where already koine features
appear shortly after, from the 4™ c¢. BC onwards'%. Overall, these were neighbouring

regions without clear political borders and with blurry geographical limits.

In general lines, we see how the patterns of dialectal convergence and dialect levelling
led to the adoption of the koine as the sole common linguistic vehicle for communication.
These phenomena relate to a process of simplification of the grammar that gradually gave
rise, through koineization, to a new variety, the emerging Attic-lonic koine.
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