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A SERIES OF HONORIFIC STATUE BASES
FOR THE VEDII IN THE MARKET AGORA
AT EPHESOS (IVE 725, 731, 3076-3078)

Roman Ephesos, represented in 70 inscrip-

tions found throughout the city. Of the
approximately 110 statue base inscriptions from
the market or tetragonos agora published in Die
Inschriften von Ephesos (IvE), sixteen honour the
members of the Vedii family'. The Vedii are, in
fact, the family most represented in the market
agora’. This paper focuses on five bases from this
group, which honor members of an early branch
of the family’. Three of the bases were found
reused in a late wall in the north east corner of the
market agora (IvE 3076, 3077, 3078) % two others
were excavated in the upper agora (IvE 725, 731)°.

The Vedii are the best-known family in
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1. The statue base inscriptions honouring the Vedii found in
the market agora are: IvE 672A, 726, 726A, 3075-3085. IvE 725
and 731 although discovered elsewhere (see note 6 below),
were originally erected in the market agora.

2. The only other family statue group in the market agora
honours the proconsul of Asia, C. Antius Iulius Quadratus, and
his sister, Iulia Polla (IvE 3033 and 3034). The majority of the
bases honour officials and dignitaries of Ephesos and the
province of Asia, as well as Roman officials such as proconsuls,
legates, quaestors and procurators, and emperors.

3. See Mere¢, R.; MEerkerBAcH, R.; Nouk, J.; S$aniN, S., Die
Inschriften von Ephesos VII. 1, Bonn 1981, 88 and 90 for stem-
mata of the early and later branches of the Vedii.

4 WiLerc, W., “Die Agora. Ausgrabungsgeschichte”, Forschun-
gen in Ephesos 111, Vienna 1928, 2 and 10 on the late wall built
almost entirely of reused statue bases in the northeast corner of
the agora. Ken, J., “Inschriften”, Forschungen in Ephesos III,
Vienna 1928, 109 proposes that the agora bases originally
stood against the back walls of agora colonnade or against its
columns or pilasters.

5. For IvE 725 see Geizer, M., “Kleinasiatische Inschriften”
RhM, 27, 1872, 464-467, esp. 466 no. vi. For IVE 731 see Woob.
J.T., Discoveries at Ephesus, London 1877, 60 and “Inscriptions
from the City and Suburbs” no. 9, found “ . . in the Wool-fac-
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Although they were found in two widely separated
places, it is clear that these five inscriptions were
erected as part of a family statue group in the mar-
ket agora. They are similar in form, lettering, lay-
out and phraseology. Each emphasizes the same
benefaction of Publius Vedius Papianus Antoninus
and employs the same phrase to indicate that the
statue group had been renovated: n maTpis
Guevechoato’.

The renewal of statues and their bases is rarely
recorded epigraphically. Therefore, we must ask
why this statue group honouring members of the
Vedii family was given special treatment — a reno-
vation — especially after the individuals repre-
sented were long dead. In this course of this paper,
I will outline how family memory, civic memory
and a strong allegiance to the cult of Artemis com-
bined to prompt the renovation of this statue

group.

1. John T. Wood discovered IvE 731 in 1865
during his excavations in the upper agora of Eph-
esos. It is the central inscription of the group, hon-
ouring Publius Vedius Papianus Antoninus (hence-
forth Papianus), a man of senatorial rank
(kpdTioTOS), for making the Ephesian Artemis
heir to his estate, likely around the end of the 2nd
c. AD’.

tor's Hall”. On the findspot of these bases see also Kk, o.c. 159

who writes “Beide basen wurde beim dem Bau des spiten
Gebiudes siidostlich der Fontine . . . wiederverwendet, das
Wood wegen der gleichfalls dort verbauten Basis der ouvep-
yaoia Tédv Aavapicov . . . mit dem unsinningen Namen ‘Wool-
factors Hall’ belegt.”

6. Ken, o.c. 159 first suggested that these five inscriptions
belonged together due to the phrase 1} maTpis dvevecdboaTo.

7 . IvE 47 provides the only broad dating evidence for the
career of Papianus. This inscription from the Prytaneion shows
that Papianus was alive during the reign of Commodus (181-
192).



TTo. Ouribiov Mamavov
'‘AvTeoveivov TV
KkpdTioTOV

KkAnpovdue xpnod-
uevov T dy1oTdT)
9e¢> 'Epeola 'ApTéudi

1} maTpis dvevecdoato

The remaining inscriptions represent Papi-
anus’ relatives, by blood or by marriage. (See
Appendix 1, nos. 1-5 for full texts). Included are
his grandfather, Publius Vedius Antoninus of the
Quirina tribe (IvE 725); his grandmother, Ofellia
Phaedrina (IvE 3078); his mother, Valeria Lepida
(IvE 3076); and his step mother, Flavia Papiane
(IvE 3077), who is described as wife of his father:
ywaika TTo. Ouimbiov 'Avtwveivov maTtpds
Avtewvefvou. It is certain that Papianus’ father,
also named Publius Vedius Antoninus, would
have had a place in the group, although a base for
him does not survive. Papianus’ sisters, Vedia
Papiane and Vedia Phaedrina, may also have been
represented. (See Appendix 2 for genealogical
table). Each individual is identified primarily by
his or her relationship to Papianus. For example
(IvE 725):

TTo. Ourjbiov TTo. vidv
Kupeiva
'AvTeovei vov
wammov

TTo. Otmbiov
‘AvTeoveivov
Tou kpaTioTov
ToU kAnpovdue
Xpnoauévouv

) 'Epeola ded
i warpis
dvevec oaTto

Furthermore, each inscription repeats the epi-
thet describing Papianus’ donation to the goddess
Artemis wherein, presumably childless, he
appointed the goddess heir to his estate®. The rep-
etition of this phrase underlines that this act was
the key reason for the erection of the statue group.

Also repeated on each inscription is the phrase
1) maTtpis dvevecdoato, which indicates that there
was an original statue group erected to the family,
and that what we have here is a re-erected or reno-
vated group. Presumably, the original statue group
was damaged in some way: the statues may have
fallen down, or been vandalized, or the inscrip-

8. Papianus was not the only person to make Artemis his
heir. See also IvE 612, 669, 692.

tions may have been replaced. An imperial letter
found in Ephesos and dated to the reign of Marcus
Aurelius and Lucius Verus records that even impe-
rial statues fell into ruin’. In the Rhodian Oration
(Or. 31), Dio of Prusa criticizes the rampant reuse
of statues and inscribed bases at Rhodes, a practice
that dishonours benefactors and erases from
memory their good deeds. In urging the demos of
Rhodes to stop this shameful practice Dio notes
that the descendants of the person so dishon-
oured are also harmed (Or. 31.71). It was the duty
of the city to preserve the statues of its former
benefactors and so guarantee for itself a supply of
benefactors in the future, and it was the duty of
family to protect the statues of its ancestors in
order to guard family memory. The early branch of
the Vedii family ended with Papianus, since he
was apparently childless when he made Artemis
his heir. Therefore the guardianship of his mem-
ory and that of his forebears was left to the good
will of the city, and to the later branch of the Vedii
family which was descended from his sister, Vedia
Phaedrina, and her spouse, the sophist T. Flavius
Damianus. Although the original statue group was
neglected for a time, eventually the city either ren-
ovated it of its own accord, hoping to flatter the
Vedii family whose members had risen to the con-
sulship by the mid-third century®; or more likely
they renovated the statue group at the prompting
of the family, who, I suggest, wanted to highlight
their longstanding, ancestral relationship with the
goddess, Artemis.

2. Inscriptions of Asia Minor of the Hellenistic
and Roman periods employ forms of the verb
éavavéopar most frequently in decrees recording
the renewal of philia, symmachia and other recipro-
cal relations between cities, and in recording the
renovation of buildings or tombs. By contrast, the
use of the verb to record the renewal of statues is
exceedingly rare. A search through the volumes of
Inschriften griechischer Stddte aus Kleinasien pro-
vided only one example, from Assarlik (ancient
Bargylia), of dvavéoua, relating to the renewal of
a statue of Alexander the Great: 9e6v AAéfav-
Spov 1} méAis dvevecdhoaTo™. At Ephesos the verb
is used in the context of statue renovation on six
inscriptions. Five of these are from the group
under discussion here. The sixth commemorates
the renovation of a statue of Androklos, the leg-

9. IvE 25 11. 8-28 discusses the renovation of damaged impe-

rial eikones in the synhedrion of the gerousia.

10. See note 16 below.

11 . Buomer, W., Die Inschriften von lasos 11 (IK 28.2), Bonn
1985, no. 620.
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endary ktistess, or founder of Ephesos'’. It is
notable that the two examples outside of the
statue group under consideration here refer to
renewal of statues for individuals who were com-
memorated and celebrated as founders: Androk-
los, the legendary founder of Ephesos'’, and
Alexander the Great, the historical founder of
many cities.

Another statue base inscription from the mar-
ket agora of Ephesos records the Androkleidai, the
“followers of Androklos”, honouring Papianus as
ktistes'*. The inscription does not specify the rea-
son for the honour, but it is likely that he was their
patron. Whether he merited the epithet ktistes for a
specific benefaction remains unclear. What is
remarkable, however, is that although many Eph-
esian notables were called founders of their father-
land, ktfoTns Tijs maTpiSos, Papianus is unique
in being celebrated as a founder on the same
inscription as the legendary founder of the city,
Androklos. By this epigraphic collocation, Papi-
anus becomes a sort of contemporary Androklos.
His legacy to Artemis — recorded on no fewer
than five inscriptions — confirmed his status as
ktistes. In response to this benefaction, the city
erected the original statue group to Papianus and
his forbears, probably in the late 2™ or very early
3" c. The Artemis cult and temple apparently con-
tinued to be a powerful force shaping the identity
of Ephesos, even around the middle of the 3rd
century, since it was the commemoration of Papi-
anus’ legacy to the goddess that prompted the ren-
ovation of the statue group around this time. Fur-
thermore, Papianus’ legacy was also the most
significant feature linking the earlier Vedii to the
later branch of the family descended from his sis-
ter, Vedia Phaedrina, and the sophist, T Flavius
Damianus'.

12. IvE 501 "AvdpoxAov / Tiis wSAecxs / ktiotnv / oi mepi
Avp. NeixéotpaTov Tdv / kal EuméAv Euraliou iho- / oéBac-
TOoV Tapapulakes / dvevecdoavto. See also Tnir, H., “Der
ephesische Ktistes Androklos und (s)ein Heroon am Embo-
los”, JOAI 64, 1995, 63-103, esp. 71-74.

13. Str. XIV.1, 3 and 1. 20-21; Paus. VI1.2,8-9; VII. 4,2.

14. IE 3079 [vis mpcdmns kal peyiotns un-/ TpomdAecos Tiis
‘Aotas xal 8is/ vewxdpov v ZePaotddv Ege-/olicov méAecos i
PBovAn kal 6 8ii/uos étefunoav/ TMo. Otribiov / Mamavov ‘Av-
/Teovivov Tov/ kpdTioTov ouv-/ kAnTikdv, TOV ék/ mpoydveov
evepyé-/ ™y xal ktiomy/ Tiis matpidos 1i-/ ucdwv- oi év TR
T6ME / mpayuatevdue-/vor AvSpokAei-/ Sai avéotnoav. See
also Ken, o.c., nr. 80.

15. The last male member of the early branch of the Vedii
was P. Vedius Papianus Antoninus; he died having produced no
heirs. Papianus’ sister, Vedia Phaedrina, married the sophist T.
Flavius Damianus, and from them sprung the later branch of
the family. Their three male children became senators, each
advancing to the consulship. One of these sons, T. Flavius

3. In his 1911 report on the inscriptions exca-
vated from the market agora, Josef Keil briefly sug-
gested that the renovation of the original Vedii
statue group was connected with the erection of a
statue group to later members of the Vedii family
by their freedman agent, Trophimos, around the
mid-3" century'®. Included in this later group
were statues of an adult son of Vedia Phaedrina and
T. Flavius Damianus named T. Flavius Vedius Anton-
inus, who was proconsul of Africa (IvE 3082); his
wife Flavia Pasinice (IvE 3083); and two of their
children, T. Flavius Vedius Apellas, (IvE 3084) and
T. Flavius Vedius Antoninus (IvE 3085) (See Appen-
dix 1. nos. 6-9). This branch of the Vedii family
initially had a strong connection to the Artemis
cult at Ephesos. Philostratus records that T. Flavius
Damianus, husband of Papianus’ sister, Vedia
Phaedrina, built two structures associated with the
Artemis temple: a portico linking the city to the
temple precinct'’, which was notably inscribed
with Vedia Phaedrina’s name; in his own name,
Damianus dedicated a banqueting hall within the
temple precinct'®. Vedia Phaedrina herself had a
role in the Artemis cult as a prytanis in the time of
Commodus. In their youth, two of her sons, T.
Flavius Vedius Antoninus — the later proconsul of
Africa represented in the 3rd c. Flavii Vedii group
in the agora noted above — and T. Flavius Dami-
anus, acted as kuretes during her prytany'. As the
family climbed the ranks of the imperial adminis-
tration, spending more of their time in Rome,
their participation in the cult appears to have
waned. For example, according to the epigraphic
record, T. Flavius Vedius Antoninus (son of Vedia
Phaedrina and Damianus) holds no other cultic
office, after being kuretes under his mother.
Nonetheless, the family’s earlier strong connec-
tion with the goddess remained — or was revived
— as a key part of its identity and of sufficient
importance to prompt the renovation of the stat-
ues of their forbears.

Vedius Antoninus married Flavia Pasinice; of their three male

children two certainly held senatorial offices, while one is only
known to have had senatorial rank.

16. Ken, o.c. 159.

17. On the Damianos stoa see Woop, o.c. 116-118, 119-126,
128-129; Knissg, D.; LANGMANN, G., Via Sacra Ephesiaca I. Oster-
reichisches Archdologisches Institut Berichte und Materialen, Heft
3, Vienna 1993; Knisse, D.; THOR, H., Via Sacra Ephesiaca Il.
Osterreichisches Archdologisches Institut Berichte und Materialen,
Heft 6, Vienna 1995.

18. Punostr. VS 2.23.

19. IVE 47 11. 8-12, dated to the time of Commodus. On the
role of the prytaneis and the kuretes in the cult of Artemis see
Knieee, D., Forschungen in Ephesos IX/1/1. Der Staatsmarkt. Die
Inschriften des Prytaneions, Vienna 1981, 70-92; for this inscrip-
tion, see no. B 54.
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A base discovered in 1895 in the Artemisium
honouring T. Flavius Vedius Apellas (son of T. Flav-
ius Vedius Antoninus), who also appears in the
statue group erected by Trophimos (IvE 3084),
provides a tantalizing link between the earlier and
later branches of the family.

(T. ®Aduviov Ourjbiov 'AmeAr@v TéV KpdTIO-
Tov, kvaiotopa kavdiSartov, vidv @AaBflas
Maowveikns kai @AaBiov Oundiov 'AvTtwveivov
umaTikoi dvdumdtov ‘Appixiis, abeApoi)
@AaBiwv Aemidng kai / @aibpeivns xai Paibpov
kai / Aamavoi,/ vraTikdv, dveyrdv OPAaBiag
‘Avvias / 'AmeAAiavijs Tis kpaTioTns, / ékyovov
QLaBicwv / 'AmeAd@ kai Aamavoi - xai/
Ovunbias  @aibpeivns /  &Sedpifs  Ound.
'AvTwveivov / ToU Tijs kpaTioTns uvijuns,/ ToU
xpnoauévov kAnpovdéuc / Tij 'Epeolg Ve
‘ApTéudi/ éxyovov, abeApdv / Aautavoi kai
‘Avrowveivov / ouvkAnTikdv, / éxyovov kai
dmdyovov kai / dveytdov moAAdv umaTikdv, /
Tév émeikii kal evoradij, / ASywv kai rfjdous
évexev / kai Tiis év wa@ow apetiis: / I'. "lovAios
MoAuxpdvios / PBouvAevTns ko(1vds ?) kai Tijs /
Aaumpas Kulikcow. 2

This inscription is slightly earlier than the
statue group erected by Trophimos (IVE 3082-
3085) and therefore also earlier than the reno-
vated statue group (IvE 725, 731, 3076-3078),
since here Antoninus, the brother of Apellas, is
simply identified as ouvwkAnTikés (ll. 13-15),
rather than as consul and proconsul of Africa as he
is in IvE 3084. The inscription provides a lengthy
genealogy of the honorand Apellas, linking his
branch of the family to the earlier Vedii through
Vedia Phaedrina. Apellas is described as a descen-
dant of Vedia Phaedrina... Ounéias ®@aibpeivns /
&deApiis Ound. 'Avrewvelvov / ToU Tijs kpa-

20. IvE 678. The stone is missing the name of Apellas the
honorand, which was evidently on a separate block, but it was
convincingly restored in from other inscriptions which provide
portions of the genealogy of the family.
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TioTns uviuns, / Tob xpnoauévou kAnpovduce
Tij 'Epecig vecd 'ApTéuidi éxyovov (1l. 8-12). It
is striking that Papianus merits the most elaborate
description of any individual named in the text,
which emphasizes not his senatorial rank, but his
bequest to the goddess. It underlines just how
important Papianus’ bequest to Artemis was to the
Vedii family, even as long as 50 years after the
event. Due to the genealogical detail and the Eph-
esian context, it seems likely that Apellas supplied
the text to his friend G. Iulius Polychronius of
Cyzicus, who erected this statue and base. There-
fore, the inscription represents Apellas as he
wanted to be seen: scion of a family of consuls,
certainly, but also of a family with strong links to
the Ephesian goddess, Artemis. In other words,
Apellas considered that the most important fea-
ture of the Ephesian identity of his ancestors,
which shaped his own self - presentation, was
their link to the Artemis. Therefore, he featured
that link prominently in his inscription. Further-
more, the find spot of this inscription, namely the
Artemis temple, may point to some further associ-
ation of Apellas and the Artemis temple.

When Trophimos erected the statue group to
the later Vedii in the market agora around the mid
31d c., the city may have been shamed into restor-
ing the statues of their ancestors. However, it is
more likely that the later branch of the family
urged this renovation, which focused on the
legacy of P. Vedius Papianus Antoninus to Artemis.
The two statue groups, which likely stood
together, served to link the later Vedii to the mem-
ory of their distinguished forbears and to demon-
strate their piety to Artemis and their allegiance to
the religious traditions of Ephesos.
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Appendix 1: Honorific statue bases of the Vedii from the market agora at Ephesos.

1. vE 731 2.IVE 725 3. IvE 3078 4. VE 3076 5. vE 3077
Io. Otdiov IMamavoy ITo. Ovgdiov IMo. vioy Opeldiay Ovalegiay oA Manawpy
Avrwveivoy Tov Kvgena Oardpervay Aemiday unriga rwaixa
XpaTIoTOY Avyrwyeivoy ywaixa o. Otmdiov Manli-] Mo, Oimdiov
xAngovouqw renai- wammoy ITo. Oimdiov Kugeiva avoii Avrwyeivoy Avruveivov
uevoy 1§ dnwrity ITo. Oimdiov Avrwyeivou . T0U XpaTioTOV naTEOS
Sep Egeaia Aoréuids Avrwveivou nanmov ToU XANgovauQ Avruveivou
7 mATOK AveveaTaTo 100 XpaTIOTOU Avrwveivou 2em00uévoy T0U XgaTioToy
ol xAnooviuq o0 XgatioTou 7 Egecig Sp xAngovauy romoa-
xenoapévoy ol xAnpovoup 7 maTol uévov v Epecia 32p
15 Boesig 5ep 20n00pévoy avevedraTo % maTei
-r'; naTgig 'r:ii Egecig =i avevewoaTo
dvevewoaTo ” maTPK
AVEVEDTATO
6. IvE 3082 7. VE 3083 8. VE 3084 9. VE 3085
{T. ®A.Otnd. Avraneivov] Maoweoony T. OA. Ondiov T. ®A. Oimdiov
[tov Aapmpiratov] ™V XeatTioTNY AnéiAay Avroveivoy
Umatixoy UmaTION TOV XQATIOTOV TOV XQATITTOV
10V aqvoTaToy ™ CEUVOTATYY vov T. OA. O, vov T. ®A. Onp.
xai dixaioraToy ywvaixa OA. Ovnd. Avrwveivo Avrovevou
avSimaroy Avraoveivov ‘rob' Aa,tmqm':ifou ToU AaumpordTov
Agouxiis imdrov avSumdtou Unarixov Umatixoy
av-9um1-ou A(pem;[g] ausxmurou Amun);
Todpuuos mearuatevTi Toopiwos mearyuatevris iGX0vQov, XVaiTTORG 10X0UQOY, XuaicToQa
Tov 1Biov deamoryy xavdidaroy xavdidarov
Todpiuos o oéfag ToaiToga XavdidaToV
Teopuuos 6 Fpéjag
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Appendix 2: Select Vedii.

Publius Vedius Antoninus Ofellia Phaedrina (IvE
(IvE 725) 3078)
Flavia Papiana Publius Vedius Valeria Lepida
F.O.8.373 (IVE Antoninus F.O.S. 770 (IVE
3071) 3076)
Vedia Phaedrina Vedia Papiana Publius Vedius Papianus
F.O.S. 784, (IVE 47, F.O.8783 Antoninus (IvE 731, 678)
678)
Vedia Phaedrina T. Flavius Damianus
(IvE 47, 678) PIR? F 253 (IvE 678),
ghf;sigi;e T. Fl. Vedius T. Fl. Damianus T. Fl. Phaedrus Flavia Phaedrina
(IVE 3083) Antoninus PIR? F 392 PIR* F 252 PIR* F329 PIR? F 433

(IvE 3082)

Flavia Lepida
PIR? F 427

T.Fl. Vedius Antoninus
PIR®F 393 (IvE 3085)

678)

T. Fl. Vedius Apellas
PIR? F 394 (IvE 3084,

T. Flavius Damianus
PIR? F251




