"Alewtnplov
Clive Foss

MONG THE DISCOVERIES of the recent excavations at Sardis are

two inscriptions from the Gymnasium which give consider-

able prominence to the aleipterion. They adorned the so-called
Marble Court, the monumental entrance portal to the enclosed part
of the large Roman bathing establishment at the western end of the
city. The portal faced onto a rectangular colonnaded palaestra from
which the baths were approached. In their restoration of the Marble
Court, the excavators have replaced the inscriptions in locations
where no one entering the baths could have failed to notice them. The
first, a long dedication by the city to Caracalla and Geta, set up in
A.D. 211/212, runs along three sides of the court.! The following part
is relevant to the present discussion:

... m Zapdiawdv méMic . . . 70 adetrriiplov cdv mavri 76 [Abivew
’ / > 7 \ A} » L4 ’ ~
kocpuw] kareckevacey . . . Expvcdfn 8¢ 76 épyov vmé Te Tijc
moAewc kol *Avrwviac Zefeivnc dmarucijc ket PAaBiac TToditmc

vmaTikiic.

A later inscription, the dedication of a late antique governor of the
IV-VI century, stands directly over the arched entrance to the baths:

*Emt Zeov(7 )p(ov) ZwmAikiov Tob Aaum(porarov) kdu(mroc)
mparT(ov) Pabu(od) Siém(ovroc) v éEmopx(ov) ééovciav kai
TobT0 TO €pyov Tiic a[Ae]myplac avevewdn.?

1 For this inscription see BASOR 162 (1961) 42 and 177 (1965) 24f. It will be published by
Professor Louis Robert in a forthcoming volume of the Sardis Reports, as will the other
Sardian inscription discussed here. In neither case does the present note constitute publica-
tion of the inscriptions; I merely reproduce the text of one and part of the other as a
convenience for the reader. I am grateful to Professor G. M. A. Hanfmann, Director of the
Sardis Expedition, for permission to cite these texts, and to Professors Louis Robert and
Robert Renehan for their numerous helpful suggestions. Note that a third inscription was
found on the same site, carved around the three sides of the Marble Court (see below).
That was a late antique inscription in verse which mentions a gold-gleaming roof, marble
veneer and a mosaic floor. Since many fragments of it were lost, it is not possible to deter-
mine whether it referred to the aleipterion, a suggestion which its location might encourage.
The inscription is reported in BASOR 162 (1961) 43.

2 For a transcription of this inscription see BASOR 187 (1967) 54; abbreviations in the
titulature of the dedicant have been expanded by Professor Robert on the basis of a close
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218 AAEIIITHPION

Difficulty has arisen in identifying the aleipterion with some part of
the reasonably well-preserved Gymnasium. It was plainly not the
Marble Court itself, an open structure which in plan closely re-
sembles the rooms used for the imperial cult in gymnasia at Ephesus
and elsewhere.? At first it was suggested that the inscriptions re-
ferred to the room behind the Marble Court, but further excavation
showed that that space was occupied by a swimming pool. The present
discussion has been undertaken in the hope of providing an answer
to this difficulty and explaining the significance of the inscriptions.

According to the generally accepted definition, an &Aeirijpiov, a
name derived from the verb aAeidw “anoint’, was a room for anointing
the body with oil.# Such anointing was, of course, fundamental to the
practices of the gymnasium; the athlete would be anointed both
before and after exercise. Its importance under the Roman Empire is
indicated by the duties of the gymnasiarch, whose major occupation
came to consist in providing for the distribution of 0il.5 Anointing
was also basic to bathing. The bather would cover himself with oil
before and after cleaning; hence arose such common expressions for
bathing as édeyppa kai dovrpdv.® In these cases, the oil, sometimes
heated, was applied in a hot room.? Naturally, a special room would
be devoted to such a necessity in both baths and gymnasia, and, after
the two had become amalgamated into larger complexes under the
Romans, in thermae such as that of Sardis.

A room which may be identified as an aleipterion has not yet been

parallel from Side: A. M. Mansel et al., 1947 Senesi Side Kagilarina dair Onrapor (Ankara
1951) 75 no.29 (IV cent.?), ¢f. MAMA VI 13 (Laodicea ad Lycum).

3 Such structures are found at Ephesus in the Gymnasium of Vedius (J. Keil, Fiihrer durch
Ephesos [Vienna 1964] 56-61), the harbor Gymnasium connected with the Thermae of
Constantius (Keil 80-83), and the East Gymnasium (Keil 142). Other examples are known,
inter alia, from Pergamum and in an enigmatic building at Side (A. M. Mansel, Die Ruinen
von Side [Berlin 1963] 109-21). Restored drawings of such rooms may be found in Keil 81
and Mansel 113. Their function, to provide a place for the worship of the emperor, goes
back to Hellenistic times, when the kings were worshipped in the gymnasia: Delorme,
op.cit. (infra n.4) 342-52.

¢ Two fundamental works discuss the aleipterion: Jean Delorme, Gymnasion (Paris 1960)
[henceforth DeLorME], and René Ginouves, Balaneutiké (Paris 1962) [henceforth Gmvouvis].
For discussions of the term, see Delorme 301-04 and Ginouvés 138.

8 Delorme 301 et passim. See also L. Robert, Documents d’ Asie mineure méridionale (Genevaf
Paris 1966) 83 n.7, with explanations of coin types of Syedra, Colybrassus and Pergamum
which show a great vat of oil to commemorate the actions of a gymnasiarch.

8 Ginouves 157 n.9, 140, 144, 210.

7 Ginouves 138, 144.
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found in the Sardian gymnasium, nor is its location at all obvious
from the placement of the inscriptions. A possible explanation for
this will be forthcoming from an analysis of the meaning of the
term. For that, I have collected the testimonia and arranged them in
approximate chronological order.8

1. Alexis Comicus 101 (= Edmonds II 418), ap. Pollux 7.156 (IV cent.
B.C.): & 70 Padaveiw pijre mhp Toic écydpouc | évov kexdewcpévov
7e Taderrripiov; Pollux ad loc.: pépoc 8¢ Podavelov écxdpe kol
aletmrriipioy.

2. Theophrastus, De Igne 13: . . . olov kai & adeimrmjpia kol 76 Badaveto
Oepudrepa kai yeyudvoc . . .

3. Theophrastus, De Sudore 28: . . . koi év Toic adeimrypioic éov pév ebbvc
moujcy Tic oAV wip frTov ibpwceley . . .

4. IG XI.2 199a (Delos, 274 B.c.): 104ff Oeoddvre Tt éyAaBovre Tijc
madaictpac dpopdcalt] T[ov Aovrpdv]e ka[i] 76 mla]|daywyeiov kal T6
chenrmipiov kel Ty €68poav kal Ty cToav TV karafoppov kel Toc
acréyovc ctocc 8vo . . .; 112° Avrikwe 7éde éyraPdvre iedelv Tov Toiyov Tou
pécov Tob arevrryplov [kal]l Tod maudaywyeiov Tob apyaiov . . .

5. MAMA VI no.4 (Laodicea ad Lycum, ca 200 B.C.): *OMdumuyoc
Tpwidov | 76 adevmrripiov kali] | 7ép mpo adrod olkov | T@i Sfpews.

6. IG XIL3 suppl. 1314 (Thera, II cent. B.C.): IlpoxAeidoc Edafydpa]
yvpvaciopyrcac ke " A[Apédwv] Ilpokdeida dmoyvuvaciapyijcac] 76
cAevrmjpiov “Epuée ke[l ‘Hparx]Aet.

7. IG V.1 1390.106 fI (Andania, 92/91 B.c.): *AAeipparoc kai dovrpod- S
ayopavduoc émpéleway éxérw, Smwc ol Bédovrec | [Badavede]w év & lepdn
pm wAetov mpdccwvtt Tove Aovopévouc dvw xeAkdy Kol mapéxwyTi Tip Kol
pdxpey ebkparov koi Toic kerarv|[Lopévoic Tl8wp elkparov, kai Smwc o
éydefdpevoc Tdv EVAwy Tav mapoxay elc 76 alevmTiplov wapéyer v Enpo
Kad ixawe. Totc Ghet|[Popévoic] kar’ duépav amd Terdprac dpac éwc BGSpac.
Sotdoc 8¢ unbeic dreipéclw. oi 8¢ iepoi éybidovrw Tov mapoyow TdHV
&GN [wlv | [rav elc 7)o dAeimriiprov.

8. Strabo 3.3.6 (154): éviouc [sc. of the Lusitanians] . . . Aaxovikdc Sidtyew
daciv, arermpiowc xpwpévove Sic kai mupiaic éx Aifwy iamdpawy . . .

9. Herodotus Medicus, ap. Oribasius, Coll. Med. 10.10.1 (I cent.): mjv

8 References to all but nos. 10, 13 and 16 are to be found in Delorme 301f. As in the case
of the Sardis inscriptions, I have abridged freely. I have omitted two inscriptions,
MAMA VI no.56 (Tripolis on the Maeander) and no.355 (Acmonia), which are too frag-
mentary to permit certain restoration.
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8¢ dia Tév avbpdxwv Tupiav mapadnmréov év Toic dAevmTypioic, 7 T Tpoc
rade [codd: 7jror mpoc Ta Sia] Tod PBalaveiov émi TdV xpdviov GAymue
éxovrwy.
10. Herodotus Medicus, in RhkM 58 (1903) 112:® 45", 8ff ypncdpefa 8¢ émi
ToUTOIC KOl SpddTrakt év HAlw 1) vmokacToic aAetmTnploic.
11. Inscr.Perg. 466 (Pergamum, II cent.): ‘H BovAs) kai 6 8fjpuoc ériumnce
T(Béprov) Kdavdiov Odérepa 1ov mpiTavw kol krictn[v] 700 adevrrypiov
10D é[v] 7[@i] TéV véwv yupvaciwe.
12. JHS 11 (1890) 123 no.6 (Ceramus, Trajan):. .. 7j warpidi ‘Epuddavroc
Awovuciov kai “‘Epuddavroc Avkickov ayopavopoivrec kablwce dméc[xovro T0
adevrri]] | prov éx Oepeliwy karackevdcavrec éx @ Wdiwv avéb[nrav].
13. CRAI 1906, p.172 (Aphrodisias, Hadrian): fr.1 @eg *Adpodeiry
kai [—]; fr.2 Adroxpdropr Kaicapr Beod Tpouavod I1[—]; fr.3 Eddduov
kol Zivwvoc kal | Ebddpov kel KaAXiov rév kel dovmpew ; fr.4 [ Zijv]wvoc
100 Edddpov kal Smép *And[(Jw[voc]; fr.5 [Smé]cyero 16 drevmmijpiov . . .
14. IGRR 1V 1431 (Smyrna, Hadrian): 16-20 KAaddioc mpiravic xpucd|-
cew Tov Spodov Tob Ghurrnpiov | THc yepovciac kel [T]0[v] elc Tov xa|pe-
crijpiov vew[v] kelove cdv cmrei|pokedddew: . . . 33-36 kai 6ca émerv|youev
mape 100 kvpiov Kaicapoc | ‘Adpiavod i *Avrwviov Ilodéuw|voc: . . .
40-42 kelovac eic 16 | ddermipiov Zvwadiove [0]f’, | Novpedikove «’,
mopdupeirtac s’
15. Liermann, Analecta n0.14.24-26'° (Aphrodisias, late Il cent.): . . . kai
& 76 dvoyeviavy 8¢ yvpvaciw . . . 76 alurmipiov, kol Tov (ol )[koPe]ciAucov
adrod Kal Tac elcddovc kal é€ddovc pera Tic yvvouxoc *Andlac (¢ )cov-
(7)A[D]cavre kol & aydApare movre Ta év Toic €pyoic . . .
16. P.London V 1830.10 (late IV cent.): ... & 7§ cApmrrple pe xoaréx-
[Aecar] . ..
17. The Suda (X cent.): Nvuvdcia* adeurripia 7) fadavele 7 dovrpd.

I shall first consider the testimonia from the IV century B.c. through
the time of Augustus, after which Roman influence became so pre-
dominant in the Greek world that the nature of both gymnasia and

* R. Fuchs, “Aus Themisons Werk iiber die acuten und chroniken Krankheiten,” RhM
58 (1903) 69-114. The correct attribution of the work was made by M. Wellmann in
“Herodots Werk mepi 7a@v d¢éwv xal xpoviwv vocnudrwv,” Hermes 40 (1905) 580-604. My
thanks to Professor Renehan for reference to this passage.

10 O. Liermann, Analecta epigraphica et agonistica (Diss. Philol. Hal. 10, Halle 1889) p.73
no.14 = CIG 2782, from the copy of Sherard. It is reproduced here with the emendations of
G. Derenne, “I'YMNAZTIKA,” AntCl 2 (1933) 74, and J. and L. Robert, BullEpig 1973, 475
ad fin. ; ¢f. RevPhil 55 (1929) 138 n.2.
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baths was fundamentally altered.!! From these texts, an impression
of the aleipterion emerges.

The aleipterion was distinct from the bath (nos. 1, 2, 4 and 7), as
would be expected from the expression dletppa kat dovrpdv. It could
form part of a gymnasium (nos. 4 and 6),12 as a bath could also
(no.4).13 It was a closed space (no.1) which could be heated with dry
wood (no.7) probably in a hearth or a hypocaust, the latter a tech-
nique perfected only under the Romans.# The heat thus produced
could be sufficient to cause sweating (no.3). It was apparently a dry
heat rather than a steam bath, for the two are distinguished in no.8,
which refers to the practices of the barbarians of Lusitania who bathed
in the Spartan manner—that is, they took a sauna followed by a
plunge in cold water.1%

The evidence so far considered is not adequate to permit recon-
struction of the size, shape or furnishings of an aleipterion. In several
cases (nos. 1-3, 8-10), it is not possible to determine whether aleipteria
formed part of a public or private bath.1¢ Archaeological investigation
has not provided any satisfactory supplement. The gymnasia of Thera
and Delos, where aleipteria are mentioned in the inscriptions, have
been investigated, but in both cases the identification of the room in
question is hypothetical. In Thera, a case has been made for calling
a circular chamber in the gymnasium an aleipterion.*” The evidence

11 Both Delorme and Ginouves end their discussions around the time of Augustus, though
they draw freely on later material. For the reasons, see the important discussion of Delorme
243-50.

12 Note that the terms madaicrpa and yuuvdcor were used interchangeably: Delorme 253.
Hercules and Hermes (no.6) were the gods par excellence of the gymnasium: Delorme 340.

13 For baths in gymnasia see Ginouves 124-50.

14 The suggestion of Delorme 303 that the aleipterion was heated by portable braziers of
charcoal receives no support from the sources; no.7, for example, specifies that dry wood
be used for heating. On that theory, see Ginouvés 204 n.4 and, for the heating of baths,
135f, 204-09 with 206f for hypocausts and 210 n.4 for open fires.

15 Martial 6.42, Ginouvés 200: the sauna could produce dry heat, as described by Martial,
or steam.

16 Compare e.g. Plin. Ep. 2.17.11, in a description of a bath in a private house: adiacet
unctorium, hypocauston, adiacet propnigeon balanei. The unctorium is probably an aleipterion ;
comparison with the passage of Herodotus Medicus (no.10) suggests that the following
comma should be deleted and that a heated anointing room is in question. In the other
Latin passage, incidentally, which is sometimes cited among the testimonia for aleipterion,
Vitr. De Arch. 5.11, the term employed, elaiothesium, seems rather to denote a room for the
storage of oil: Delorme 304.

17 Thera: Delorme 82-86, Ginouveés 138-140; Delos: J. Delorme, Delos XXV': Les palestres
(Paris 1961) 137ff. The identification of the aleipterion of Thera is not certain because the
inscription which mentions it was found not in the room in question but nearby.
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suffers from the additional deficiency that it consists of short texts
scattered over four centuries. This makes it impossible to follow the
evolution of the meaning of the word (if indeed it changed at all in
that time) or of its architectural realization. Such as there is, however,
is reasonably consistent and does nothing to upset or alter the ac-
cepted definition of an aleipterion as a room for anointing the body
with oil.

With the establishment of the pax romana and the great current of
cultural influences between east and west, the Greek gymnasium and
baths underwent considerable change. The two gradually came to be
combined into one monumental complex, the thermae® This incor-
porated an elaborate bathing establishment with the manifold aspects
of the gymnasium: exercise, education, worship and social functions.1®
The terminology employed naturally changed with the architectural
development; under the Empire, yvpvdciov and Badavelov were used
interchangeably to refer to the new baths cum gymnasia, which were
sometimes also called 6¢ppcre .20

Under such conditions, it would not be surprising to find some
change in the meaning of aleipterion; such, I believe, may be demon-
strated from the later testimonia.

These suggest that the imperial aleipterion was a structure of some
importance. A citizen of Pergamum prided himself as the founder of
one in the gymnasium of the véot (no.11).2! Similarly, citizens of
Ceramus and Aphrodisias built aleipteria for their cities (nos. 12 and
15 and apparently 13). A magistrate of Smyrna gilded the roof of the
aleipterion of the Gerousia, and the emperor Hadrian himself con-
tributed numerous marble and porphyry columns to it or another
in the city (no.14). The inscriptions of Sardis may be seen in this
context. According to the first, the aleipterion was built from its
foundations and dedicated to the reigning emperors; it was gilded
(a reference to its roof) by the city and two consular ladies. Some
centuries later, it was restored by a governor of Lydia.

The later references are less informative. The statement of Pollux,

18 See supra n.9, Ginouvés 147-50 and the remarks of Ward-Perkins in A. Boé&thius and
J. B. Ward-Perkins, Etruscan and Roman Architecture (Baltimore 1970) 399.

19 On the various uses of the gymnasium, see Delorme 256, 272-361.

20 Delorme 246, Ginouvés 148, 220 with n.5 on thermai.

21 The gymnasium of the véoc was the whole complex built in terraces in the Middle
City on the slopes of the Acropolis: Delorme 182.
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a writer of the late second century, that the aleipterion formed part
of the bath, need not be taken into account here. He was commenting
on the passage of Alexis Comicus (no.1), and in any case reproduced
Attic usage rather than the idiom of his own time. The papyrus frag-
ment (no.16) is part of a petition in a case of robbery with violence in
which the unfortunate victim was locked in an aleipterion. In spite of
the dramatic circumstances, the passage adds little to what is already
known.

The likelihood that aleipterion in the imperial period continued to
indicate merely one room in a larger building is diminished by the
pride with which the donors commemorate their benevolence, and
the eminence of some of them. Closer examination of the texts will
reveal further difficulties in accepting the normal definition.

The injunction of Herodotus Medicus (no.9) shows that steam baths
could be taken in the dleipterion, which seems not to have been true
earlier.2? Here, however, mention is still made of a room in a bath
which could be heated by a hypocaust (no.10).

Much more significant are the hints of descriptions of aleipteria in
Smyrna, Aphrodisias and Sardis (nos. 14 and 15 and the first Sardis
inscription). That of the Gerousia in Smyrna (and apparently that of
Sardis) had a gilded roof, which would hardly be appropriate to a room
which was heated and possibly full of vapor; neither dry nor damp
heat is especially beneficial to wood covered with gilt.22 Equally
curious is the number of columns presented to the aleipterion of
Smyrna by Hadrian: 72 of Synnada marble, 20 of Numidian and 6 of
porphyry.2¢ It is difficult to conceive of an anointing-room (or perhaps
any other) which would contain so many columns.?® In Aphrodisias,
the aleipterion of the Diogenian gymnasium (no.15) had within it an

22 See supra p. 221. The text in Oribasius is evidently corrupt; I would assume that a
word has fallen out after v mpdc rdde, for here one might expect a reference to some other
part of the bath near the aleipterion.

23 This problem was clearly felt by Delorme, who, though he believed that the text
showed the aleipterion to be a room (302), realised that the gilding would deteriorate under
such conditions and was led to propose his theory that the heat was provided by braziers
of smokeless charcoal. On that, see supra n.14.

¢ The number 72 depends on a restoration: the first edition, CIG 3148 (from the notes
of Selden and Chandler), printed an upside-down omega, for which an omicron seems a
reasonable substitution. The exact number, however, is immaterial for the purposes of
this discussion.

25 An exception might be made for the room for the imperial cult, which contains vast
numbers of columns (though hardly 98" in restored drawings.
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oilxoPacidikdv, apparently some kind of public building.2¢ These texts
suggest that a fundamental change had taken place in the meaning
of aleipterion.

The archaeological evidence connected with these various attesta-
tions is also helpful. The inscriptions of Sardis have already been
considered; they were in a space which cannot be considered as an
anointing-room. The fragmentary architrave inscription from Aphro-
disias (no.13) was excavated in a room on the south side of the Baths
of Hadrian. This was an open colonnaded space adjacent to a large
peristyle. It was not on the main axis of the baths, which were entered
on the east from the Portico of Tiberius, part of the agora of the city.2?
Although the inscription, now lost, was fragmentary, it may reason-
ably be considered to have had some connection with the room in
which it was set up. That space, open and separate from the rest of
the bath, could not be considered an aleipterion according to the
normal definition of the term.

Such evidence plainly demands a new definition. A clue is provided
by the entry in the Suda (no.17). There, the aleipterion is equated with
gymnasia and baths.28

A definition of aleipterion in the imperial period as the whole bathing
establishment would suit all the evidence. In Pergamum, it formed
part of the gymnasium of the véo., a large complex which in imperial
times included a bath building. If the aleipterion were a whole building
rather than one room, the various dedications would take on more
significance. The gilded roofs of Smyrna and Sardis would cease to
present a problem, and the great number of columns which Hadrian
contributed in Smyrna would be seen as far more appropriate to an

26 For the basilica thermarum, see D. Krencker et al., Die Trierer Kaiserthermen (Augsburg
1929) index s.v., and for the term olxofaciAikdy used here to describe it, see the works of
Louis Robert referred to supra n.10.

27 Description, publication and fragmentary plan in G. Mendel, “Fouilles executées
Aphrodisias,” CRAI 1906, 72; discussion in E. Will, “Les ruines d’Aphrodisias en Carie,”
RA 12 (1938) 231-33. A detailed plan of the whole was published by L. Crema in “I monu-
menti architettonici afrodisiensi,” MonAnt 38 (1939) 266. For the Portico of Tiberius, see
Kenan Erim, “Aphrodisias in Caria. Results of the 1970 Campaign,” Tiirk Arkeoloji Dergisi
19 (1970) 58.

28 Actually, the ‘clue’ may be fortuitous. The definition of the Suda also appears, in the
same form, in an anonymous Zvwvaywys) Aéfewv xpycipwy éx diaddpwy codpdv re xai pyrépwv
moMav in L. Bachmann, Anecdota Graeca (Leipzig 1828) 187.11. Etym. Mag. 242.50ff presents
a similar definition. These suggest that the definition in the Suda is abridged from an earlier
common source, perhaps even Alexandrian, for the compilers of these lexica were con-
cerned with pedantry, not contemporary usage.
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entire large building than to a mere anointing-room. The BeciAucdy
of Aphrodisias would make sense as part of a whole bathing complex,
though impossible to fit into any one room. The dedication from the
Baths of Hadrian in the same city could then be taken to refer to the
construction of the entire building.

Although no text besides the Suda supports the definition proposed,
parallels are not lacking. BaAaveiov underwent a similar development
and came to mean both an individual room where the fire for a bath
was heated and the whole complex of rooms which made up a bath
building.?® In the Greek gymnasium, the 7adaywyeiov was a room
where pedagogue slaves awaited their charges; it eventually came to
be applied to the whole school.?® ITvpiarijpiov, a steam bath, was
originally the name of one room, but Cassius Dio found it convenient
Greek for the Thermae of Agrippa in Rome.?! The fluctuation of
nomenclature is shown by the term 6éppou itself (which originally
meant ‘hot springs’); it was used both as the equivalent of the Latin
thermae and to indicate that part of the complex which was heated.32
Such a variety of terminology need not occasion surprise in an age
which saw major cultural and architectural transformation of its
institutions for exercise and bathing.33

The aleipterion was the place where the action of the verb aAelpewv
took place, and where the dXeimrnc performed his duties. Considera-
tion of those words will support the definition proposed for éAeirrripiov
in the imperial period. Consultation of the lexica will show that
aleldpev came to mean more than merely ‘to anoint’; it also meant
‘to train, to encourage, to supply oil,” that is, to perform other func-
tions appropriate to a gymnasium.3* Particularly significant is the

29 Harpocration, ed. W. Dindorf, I (Oxford 1853) p. viii s.v.

30 Delorme 331.

31 Cass. Dio 53.27; Delorme 137, Ginouvés 321f.

32 Ginouves 220 n.5.

33 The use of ¢gAeerrjprov to mean a bathing establishment was, of course, not universal ;
Bedaveiov, Aovrpdv and yuuvdciov continued in current usage and were indeed more common.
Consideration of the testimonia will show that all the certain examples of the extended use
of éAeerrriprov come from a relatively restricted area of western Asia Minor. Although this
might suggest that the term was a local usage, it is more probable that the examples
reflect the state of the documentation; for the early imperial period much more evidence
of building activity is available for western Asia Minor than elsewhere in the Greek-

speaking provinces.
34 The meaning became especially extended by Christian writers; see Lampe, Patristic

Greek Lexicon, s.v.
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term oi dAeipdpevor which referred to all the users of the gymnasium
in general.?8 Similarly, andAeimmc (Lat. aliptes or alipta) was not just an
anointer or masseur but a trainer and a teacher.3¢ If these terms came
to have such broad denotations, itis hardly remarkable that their deriv-
ative, edeurrijpiov, should have taken on a more extended meaning.3?

The inscriptions of Sardis, with which this discussion began, may
now be seen more clearly. The aleipterion (or aleipteria) to which they
refer is no longer a room to be sought somewhere in the recesses of
the building which they so ostentatiously adorn, but the whole bath
itself. The actions of an emperor and a late antique governor now
become more readily comprehensible in their expression: both did
work on an entire building and commemorated it in an appropriate
place, the entrance to the baths.

UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS, BOosTON
October, 1974

38 Delorme, index s.v.

36 In addition to the Greek and Latin lexica see Ginouvés 145 n.5,

37 The proposed definition suits the texts presently known; the possibility need not be
excluded, however, that imperial texts may be discovered in which éAermipiov means
merely ‘anointing-room’. In the similar cases of wvpiarjpiov, 8épuar and Badaveiov, the re-
stricted and extended meanings were in use concurrently. Since such a development would
also be natural in the case of éesmrrjpiov, each new text should be judged according to its
particular context.



