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Ostraca from Elephantine in the

Fitzwilliam Museum

The Fitzwilliam Museum in Cambridge possesses a small but interesting collection of Greek
ostraca, which were acquired in the last century under circumstances that are no longer known. By
the kindness of Dr. David Gill I was able to study the pieces during a visit in the spring of 1989 and
present here those which assuredly or very probably come from Elephantine.

1 Receipt for Poll Tax
GR. P. 503 7x85cm 28 February, AD 18

This is the second-earliest receipt for Aooypopio yet published from Elephantine / Syene,
only SB VI 9545 no.1 (AD 12) being still older. It shows the rate of 16 dr. which was already
attested in the earlier text and which continued through at least AD 92/93 (WO 39) before being
increased to 17 dr. by AD 97 (WO 46).

Line 6 has suggested an improvement to the text of O.Tait 450 which is of some numismatic
Interest.

1 droyeypaipnKey

2 Mopdvbng

3 OnLg VIE(Ep) Aaoypaplog

4 100 d (¢tovg) Tifeplov Katoapog
5 TePaotod Gapevad §

6 apy(vplov) Spoy(pog) {(8p.)} 1g.

7 (m?) Adp( ) "AmoA( ) érxnko(ovBnka).

«Pamonthes son of NN has paid 16 silver drachmas for poll tax of year 4 of Tiberius Caesar
Augustus, Phamenoth 4. (m?2) Controlled by me, Aum( ) (?) son of Apol( ).»

1 The form Swayeypdonkev appears so far to be attested only in texts from Elephantine and
Syene between the years 16 and 67 AD; see O.Leid. 178.1n.

2 The father’s name could be read as ’Euvvdnig, but that does not appear in the NB or OnAlt.

6 The erroneous use of the symbol for drachmae after the abbreviation of the same word is
certain here. As the abbreviation stroke could easily be taken as a ‘Hakenalpha’, I suppose that
apyo(tov) in O.Tait 450.6, apy(vplov) dpxa(iov) (dp.) 1¢, from the year after this text, is in
fact a mistake for dpouy(udc). For an illustration of the form see O.Leid. 176 (plate 48). Revel
Coles was kind enough to check this suggestion on the original and judges it probably right,
though with the reservation that the initial letter looks more like alpha than delta. E.
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Christiansen mentions O.Tait 450 as the sole attestation of d.pyvpiov dpyoiov (ZPE 54, 1984,
292 n. 118). He suggested that it might refer to Ptolemaic currency.

"AmoA( ) in this text may be the signatory of WO 3 = O.Leid. 176; in that case the son would
be attested in office before the father, but only by one year in a period with very little
documentation. 'AnoA( ) is expanded 'AmoA(A®viog) in the editions and O.Cair. GPW p.
143, but "AnoA(Awvidng), ’AtoA(AOdwpoc) and the like also deserve consideration. The
son’s name does not appear to be Anu( ), as might be suggested by WO 7, where a son of
Anp( ) signs a receipt seven years after this.

2 Receipt for Poll Tax
P. 56 7x75cm 6 May, AD 115

Judging from the list in O.Cair. GPW p. 138, this is by two days the earliest reference to the

tax collector Didymion. The next is SB VI 9604 no. 16.

Advpiov npdx(top). Sié[ypoye(v) ‘Aplroi-

o1¢ Hoyoumonyevou[ +5 | un(tpog)

Tiobtig Un(ep) Aaw(ypaplog) m (Etovg) Tplaavod "Aplictov
Kaicopog 10d kuplov pum(apag) dpafy(nog)] oxta,

(yiv. ?) (8p. 7). (¢100¢) ! Tpaovod "Apictov Kaisopog
10V kvpiov, Moy (wv) 1. Atdvuiev

gypo(ya).

~N QN L AW =

3 Aaoypoplog

«Didymion, collector. Harpaé&sis, son of Pachompapsenou-- and Tisatis, has paid eight

“dirty” drachmas, = 8 dr., for poll tax for year 18 of Traianus Optimus Caesar the lord, Pachon 11.
Written by me, Didymion.»

1

2

S1€[ypaye(v): my assumption that the word was abbreviated is based on the other receipts in
which Didymion acts without a representative: WO 101, SB VI 9604 nos. 16 and 20.

The father’s name is not in the NB or the OnAlt. For other names formed with ITayop- see
most recently Zauzich in Enchoria 12 (1984) 67ff.

pum(apag) or pum(opod). Not ‘billon’, as the word is often translated; see A. Gara,
Prosdiagraphomena e circolazione monetaria (Milan 1976 = Testi e documenti 56) 39-41. The
meaning is that any extra charges were included in the sum stated, see P.Cair.Mich. 359 II pp.
25ff., though cf. views to the contrary cited in O.Ash.Shel. 14.3 n. The eight drachmae paid
here were only an instalment, though this is not mentioned in the receipt. The full amount due
at the time was 17 dr. 1/2 ob. (Wallace, Taxation 128).

gypo(ya): SB VI 9604 no.16 1.5 should be checked for this reading instead of ce[on(pet-
opo)].
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3-15 One or Two Family Archives

Most of the documents published on the following pages concern a man named Petorzmethis
son of Kalaseiris and Tisatis (Texts 5, 7, 8, 10) or Kalaseiris son of Patephaus and Senpsen-
monthes (Texts 9, 11). On one occasion these men paid the same taxes on the same day (8, 9); if
the collector visited them at home (cf. P.Cair.Mich 359 II p.3) they lived together. I presume that
they were son and father. Petorzmethis had a brother, Petenenteris (14). The stemma is:

Motepodg © TevyevumvOng
I
KaAooelplg « Tioortic

[etopluiibic [Metevevtipig

There was, however, also a Kalaseiris son of Patephaus whose mother was named
Senpamonthes (Text 6). I suppose that this is the man whose wife was Tientithys and whose son
was probably called Patenenteris (Text 12). Thus:

[Motepadg © TevroumvOng
I

Kolooeipig © Tievtibic
|

Motevevtipig

Because of the recurrence of the same or very similar names, in particular the very rare
Patephaus and Petenenteris; and because the ostraca all came together in one collection, it is
tempting to think that both families may have been related.

Now the collection further includes a receipt issued to one Patephaus son of Kalaseiris some
years earlier than the first of the other documents (Text 3). It seems obvious (and yet may not be
true) that this man will have been the father of at least one of our Kalaseiris’s; and he could have
been the father of both of them, if he was married twice and named a son in each union after the
Kalaseiris who was his own father. Other possibilities, including complete identity of the stemmata,
arise if the names ZevyevudvOng and ZevropudvOng in fact refer to one woman and / or this is true
of Twedtig and TievtiBoc.

It need hardly be emphasized how very speculative such reconstructions are, however, and a
further complication arises from WO 173, which shows yet another Kalaseiris son of Patephaus,
this time with a mother named Thipsenmonthes, active in Elephantine at the same period as our
texts. A Kalaseiris son of Patephaus and Thipsenmonthes was also found considerably earlier if the
restorations in WO 99 and 147 are correct.

Outside of the texts published here Petorzmethis may appear in P.Aberd. 91, and the tax
payer of WO 185, 187 and P.Berl. inv. 8598 (WO I p. 225) is plainly identical with the Kalaseiris
of our text 13. There is a certain presumption that this will have been the son of Patephaus and
Senpsenmonthes, as so many texts are concerned with him, but there is no proof of it.

I present the documents in chronological order.
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3 Receipt for Harbor Dues
GR. P. 41 9x8cm 25 April, AD 120

This is by about fourteen years the earliest text relating to Patephaus and his family, and the
only one in which Patephaus appears as a living person. He here pays an instalment on harbor dues
for the four months Tybi through Pharmouthi (27 December - 25 March) of AD 120. Recipient of
the dues is Antonius Malchaeus 6 doyolopevog Ty OppogvAakiov Zonvng, who is also known
from WO 302 - 304 and 1276 and O.Erem. 28.

Malchaeus is the only person yet known in Egypt to have borne that name: Semitic according
to Wiithnow but apparently not Jewish, as he does not appear in the CPJ or in A. Kasher, The
Jews in Hellenistic and Roman Egypt (Tiibingen 1985). If he held his position in the harbor
without interruption and all the texts relating to him are rightly dated, he served from at least AD
107 (WO 302) to 120 (this text) and was replaced no later than 127/128 by Palachemis son of
Zmentpos (O.Br.-Berl. 4). But in AD 108 évopuiov was collected by one Julius Hermonax (O.Br.-
Berl. 32), whose title is unknown. If he too was an doyoloOuevog Ty Oppo@vAakiov then either
he was a colleague of Malchaeus’, though the formula of the receipts would not have led us to
suppose that the man had one; or his time of service interrupted that of Malchaeus. Alternatively, he
could have been an employee of the latter; or Wilcken’s attempt to correct sight unseen the date of
WO 302, of which the transcript in the editio princeps is not possible, may not have hit the right
solution. Read year 14 (AD 110) instead of year 11, perhaps?

This appears to be the only text concerning harbor dues at Syene since the treatment in
Wallace, Taxation 275f. (De Laet, Portorium, naturally does not deal with anchorage fees). Later in
the century évdpuiov was collected by officials with the title picBotal €(8ovg dpuoeviakicg,
listed in O.Cair. GPW p. 133. Only this text and the next one mention collection in accord with a
GUUPVIOL.

"Aviav{(10)¢ Moy (alog) 0 doyoloduevo(c)

v oprog(viokiov) Zon(vne) IMotepodTt
KoAooelp(emg) yoipewv). &xm nopd 6o 10 £v-
OpHLy Gyoylov GV Erotcov

6 &md THP Emc Porppoddi A ént A6y(ov)

KOUTO, TV GLUPOVIaY TOD & (£T0vC)

‘Adpravod Kaiosoapog tod xuplov,

®oppoddiA. (m2) "Avtéviog

O 0 N N b W=

MoAyolog onuvno

_
o

.<

R
=

3-4 évépuiov 4 émomom 7 Kaioopog; p in xvpiov corr. from o 9-10 see note

«Antonius Malchaeus, in charge of the harbor guard of Syene, to Patephaus son of
Kalaseiris, greeting. I have from you the harbor fees for the cargoes you had from Tybi to
Pharmouthi 30 on account in accord with the agreement of year 4 of Hadrian Caesar the lord,
Pharmouthi 30. (m?) Signed by me, Antonius Malchaeus .»
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énomoov: see the next text, note to line 4.

émi Xg’)y(on) without a specific sum is odd, but happens again in O.Br.-Berl. 4.5 and Text 4.5.
It is conceivable that the amount of instalment payments was specified in the cvpowvia (1. 6)
and so did not have to be expressed in the receipt. O.Br.-Berl. 4 probably speaks against this
view, as no cuuemvic, is mentioned there; but one may have existed anyway.

A very few other ostraca, seemingly tax receipts, mention cuuemvict which were apparently
concluded between collectors and payers: P.Aberd. 76 (ostr.), O.Wilb. 29 with comm., O.Tait
1056 and 1075, our Text 4.

This document and the next one are the first in which the position of the collector of a charge
governed by a cupeovia is given: one notes that tax farming and not collection through liturgic
officials is involved. Three of the other texts (O.Wilb. 29, O.Tait 1056 and 1075) are certainly
or presumably receipts for yelpwva&iov, which was also sometimes farmed. The nature of the
tax in P.Aberd. 76 is unclear. If the rareness of the term is not misleading, such contracts must
have been limited to special circumstances, such as the settlement of disagreements; Malchaeus
does not mention them elsewhere. It is possible, though, that they were in fact common, but
usually not mentioned in receipts, cf. 5 n.

9-10 The writing after the signature is puzzling. It is not exactly the same as that in the next text

(which is considerably clearer), but it seems unlikely that two different words would have been
intended. I strongly suspect that Malchaeus was in fact illiterate, as his scrawling signature
suggests, and had learned only enough writing to sign a document legally. In that case the
letters after his name, which cannot possibly be the dnéyw reported in WO 304 and O.Erem.
28, are presumably intended for ceonueiwpon. Illiteracy among the lower officials of Roman
Egypt was not uncommon; cf. in general H.C. Youtie in CE 41 (1966) 127ff = Scriptiunculae
I 677-693 with further notes on pages 694f.

4 Receipt for Harbor Dues

O.Bonn 6 7x 8cm c.AD 120

This ostracon does not appear to belong to the family archive but it is the closest parallel

known to me of Text 3 and I am grateful to Frau Dr. Fischer of the Universititsbibliothek Bonn for
permission to publish it here. Both sides of the document are damaged, so the division of words
over two lines is sometimes doubtful.

"AvtaviJog Moy (aiog) 6 doyoA(obuevog) Thy op[uo-] Tafel XIIT
ovla(iov)] Zon(vng) KodaoeiptITev [ ] [
ipetv. &xlo mop’ €600 10 Evopury ocym[ytwv]
v énomoov] 1o 6o THPt g Popu[od-]
O A i k]oy(ov) Kot Ty Gupeavifov o]

xo
®

(roug) “Ad]provod Kaisapog 10d kupi[ov,]

[
[
[xo
[
[
[ (
[dlocpuo]uet A (m2) "Avtoviog

0 9N Nk WN

[M]aAyalog oviyovau.

3 évbpurov 8 see note
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«Antonius Malchaeus, in charge of the harbor guard of Syene, to Kalaseiris son of Pen---,
greeting. I have from you the harbor fees for the cargoes you have had from Tybi to Pharmouthi
30 on account in accord with the agreement of year ... of Hadrian Caesar the lord, Pharmouthi 30.
(m2) Signed by me, Antonius Malchaeus .»

2 T have not found the payer in another text. Kalaseiris was a very common name at Syene.

3 €000 = o0, see Gignac, Morphology 163-64.

4 1 restore énomoov because none of the parallel texts (cited in the introd. to no.3) use the
classical éromow. For the form see Mandilaras § 320; Gignac, Morphology p. 349.

4-5 Tybi through Pharmouthi 30th: 27 December - 25 March.

6 In Text 3 the cuupovio was that of year 4, AD 119-120, but there is no particular reason to
think that the same was the case here.

5 Receipt for Poll Tax
GR. P. 43 6.5x5cm 134/135 AD (?7)

The particular interest of this receipt lies in the fact that the supervisors of the Sacred Gate at
Syene who issued it are said to have no longer been in office at the time they did so (yevo(uevou), 1.
1). Apparently for one reason or another no successors had yet assumed duty and the outgoing
board was required to continue its functions till this could be rectified. Similar instances are cited by
N. Lewis, Compulsory Public Services (Pap.Flor. XI, 1982) 66 n. 7 and 97. Another example of
gmuTnpnral iepag muAng Zonvng who served beyond their appointed term occurs in O.Tait 816.1

The year the poll tax was due is almost but not quite certainly the 18th of Hadrian, AD
133/134, see note to 1. 5. Assuming that these émitnpntol normally laid down their duties at the
end of an Egyptian year, the receipt should therefore have been issued reasonably early in AD
134/35. In that case the successors in office will have been Gellius Perses (serving again after year
18, WO 159) and Triadelphos son of Sarapion and their colleagues, who are attested in office by 1
June 135 (O.Br.-Berl. 37).

The amount paid is lost. At this time the tax amounted to 17 dr. - ob usually paid together
w1th dr. for decpovAaxeg (Wallace, Taxation 128).

['TovArog Z]aBeivog kol ot A[o]im(ol) yevo(uevot)
[émimnpn]t[(ai) 1epdic TOAMG) Tofvng S1ar Zopomie-
[vog BoInB(0?). diéypay(ev) Iet)opluftic Ka-
[Aaoelplic u(mtpog) Tisatic [V]n(Ep) Aooy(paplog) Tod
[OoxTm]Kondekdtov [ETovg] ASpww[ou]

[

(o) N N S R

Kaisapog 10]d kupiov pu[n(apog)
breaks off

I Alternatively, one might suppose that the collectors were held responsible for tax arrears during
their time of office, and so could collect these even after its expiration; cf. e.g. P.Cair.Isid. 11 introd.
concerning oitolOyou in the early 4th cent. But collectors at Syene at this period routinely issue
receipts for dues from earlier years and arrears appear to have been made up by pepiouot.
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«Julius Sabinus and the other ex-superintendents of the Sacred Gate of Syene through
Sarapion, assistant. Petorzmetis, son of Kalaseiris and Tisatis, has paid ... for poll tax of year
eighteen (?) of Hadrian Caesar the lord ...»

5 The restoration of the year number follows WO 158 and O.Tait 1065. Sabinus is also known to
have collected taxes for years 12 and 19, but the first of these (O.Tait 457) is out of the
question here, in the other texts (SB VI 9545 (19), O.Erem. 5, O.Br.-Berl. 39) different
assistants are named, and in all the other years the date is given in figures rather than being
written out in full.

6 Receipt for Poll Tax
GR. P. 58 8x 11.5cm 13 September, AD 136

This and the following text are receipts for 3 dr. 3 ob. on account for Aooypogio of
Hadrian’s 20th year, AD 135/36, issued in the year following that by Antas son of Phatres and his
fellow supervisors of the Sacred Gate. Antas does not appear in the list of officials in O.Cair. GPW
pp- 131ff.: instead, Melas son of Phatres is cited for this year from WO 165. The original in the
Louvre should be checked.

Payments of 3 dr. 3 ob. for poll tax at Syene appear to cluster in the year of these texts; they
are found again in WO 165, 167, probably 168.142 and SB XIV 11923. I suspect very much that
they are made in accordance with a @iAé&vOporov of Hadrian which permitted inhabitants of the
Thebaid to pay the dpyvpikoc edpog of year 20 over a period of five years: three payments of 3 dr.
3 ob., and two of 3 dr. 2 ob., would give the 17 dr. 1 ob. that was normally paid for Aooypopio
plus decopopvrakeg at this time.3 The effect of that decree in Theban tax receipts has long been
known,* but I do not believe it has been noted in Syene before.

I take it from O.Tait 648 that there was a similar remission of taxes for 152/153, year 16 of
Antoninus Pius.5

2 Reading x| for Blin the edition. That gives a progression backwards in time, payments for
138/139 (11. 11-12), 137/138 (1. 13), 135/136 (1. 14).

3 The decree is preserved in three copies printed in P.Oslo III pp. 55-61. Note that the date of
publication (given in Cairo Journal d’entrée 49359, p. 57) is there revised to 6 Payni of year 20 (31
May 136) as opposed to 16 Payni of year 21 (10 June 137), which is given in SB III 6944 and FIRAZ2
I 81. Guéraud ad loc. calls this correction only ‘probable’. The texts which show the decree in effect
before that date confirm it. For a general discussion see D. Bonneau, Le fisc et le Nil (Paris 1971)
180ff.

4 See H.C. Youtie, Scriptiunculae II 854-856. There is a list of Theban receipts effected by the
decree in O.Lund p. 16. The author there suggests that O.Lund 2 shows a similar measure taken some
44 years earlier, but what he reads as € uép(ovg) looks to me like € due(68ov). If that is right, the text
is from Edfu, which was divided into &u@odo, and has nothing to do with instalment payments.

51 consider this preferable to Sijpesteijn’s proposal in Aegyptus 47 (1967) p. 238 n. 1.
According to the table in Bonneau, Le fisc et le Nil p. 247 the flood was perhaps bad in 151, perhaps
abundant in 152, with no real evidence for either year. It may be that a moratorium on taxes for the
16th year of Antoninus is also reflected in WO 227, a receipt dated to year 19, in which 5 drachmas
T1un dnpociov @oivikog are paid for year 18, plus 1/5 that sum br(£p) 1¢ (£tovg), followed by some
letters which are unintelligible in the transcript. And in WO 232, issued for the same charge no earlier
than year 20, line 8 records a payment & 1g (#tovug) . Wilcken hesitantly suggested érni(dékatov) (WO I
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1 "Avtag Potpiovg Kol 01 6LV DT EXLT(NPNTOL)

2 iepbig moA(ng) Zonvng dia Zapanimvog BonB(od).

3 Siéypay(ev) Kahaoeipig Ilatepadtog untpog

4 ZevrouodvO(ov) br(Ep) Aao(ypapiog) Tod k (£tovg) ‘Adpravod Kaicopog

5 100 kvpiov (rt) Ady(ov) pum(apag) dpou(ag) Tpels tpimP(oAov), (viv.) (8p.) ¥
(tpuof.).

($toug) ko "Adprovod 10D kvpiov, Omd 1C.

@)}

«Antas son of Phatres and his associate supervisors of the Sacred Gate of Syene through
Sarapion, assistant. Kalaseiris son of Patephaus and Senpamonthes has paid three “dirty” drachmas
and three obols, = 3 dr. 3 ob., on account for the poll tax of the 20th year of Hadrian Caesar the
lord. Year 21 of Hadrian the lord, Thoth 16.»

7 Receipt for Poll Tax
Inv. Gr. P. 48 12x 9 cm 22 Jan., AD 137

A receipt for Petorzmethis, four months later than Text 6 but otherwise similar in every
respect.

"Avtag Patpnoug kol ol 6LV oT(R)

gmTnpnT(ol) 1epag TOAMG) Zonvng

10 Zapomimvog BonB(0D). diéypony(ev)

[etopluiibic Kadooeipemg

untpog Ticatic LIE(ep) Aaoy(popiog) Tod

K (£tovg) "Adpravod Kaisapog toh kupilov

(i) Ady(ov) pum(apog) dpoy(nag) Tpelc tpimPolov, (yiv.) (8p.) v (Tp1ap.).
(£toug) xa. “Adprovod tod kvpiov, THRL Kg.

0 NN Nk W~

«Antas son of Phatres and his associate supervisors of the Sacred Gate of Syene through
Sarapion, assistant. Petorzmethis son of Kalaseiris and Tisatis has paid three “dirty” drachmas and
three obols, = 3 dr. 3 ob., on account for the poll tax of the 20th year of Hadrian Caesar the lord.
Year 21 of Hadrian the lord, Tybi 27.»

p. 215). Is it really € uép(ovg)? O.Tait D2 records 3 1/2 dr. paid bn(gp)  Aoo(ypaeiag) 1¢ (¥tovg) in
year 21. That would fit the pattern already known for Hadrian. o

The division of payment for youotikdv over five years will already have been practiced in year 17
(?7) of Trajan, if O.Leid. 96 is correctly read: but the amount reported (16 drachmas) is quite
unexpected, as is the collection by a teAdvng (cf. O.Cair. GPW 46.1n.). One would like a transcript
which inspires more confidence before using this text.
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8 Receipt for uepiouog notopoevAakidog kol SITADV
GR. P. 42 6.5x55cm 20 May, AD 137

Petorzmethis and Kalaseiris (Text 9) each paid 4 dr. on account for these taxes on the same
day. The only other receipt for both charges from this year appears to be O.Wilb. 23, which is
similar to the ones published here; O.Meyer 41 has 1 dr. 4 ob. for totapoeviaxidog alone. The
taxes are found often at Elephantine and elsewhere in Egypt, see Wallace 151 and 153-4. The
purpose of the first one, support of a river police boat, is clear, but the sense of the second is not
obvious. Wallace argues that it was a charge to support the billeting of soldiers, and nothing better
has to my knowledge been suggested. It is not nearly so well attested at Syene as the boat charge: to
the list in Wallace 425 n. 75 add apparently only SB VI 9545 (17) and (27), 9604 (12) and O.Cair.
GPW 71 (where read in 1.5 dexaié€, (yiv.) (dp.) 1¢ instead of dexaentd). See also O. ROM II 153
introd. SB VI 9545 no. 17.7 shows that the word is feminine. For other references to the tax
collectors see the list in O.Cair. GPW p. 139.

1 Yovpobg kai [etecovyog

2 npak(topeg). O1é(ypayev) Metoplutitic

3 KoAooetpem(c) u(mtpog) Ticortig

4 VI(EP) UEPIGLOV TOTOU(0QVANKISOC) Kol OTA(DV)
5 Ko (ETovg) én(i Adyov) pum(opag) (Op.) 8. (ETovg) Ko
6 ‘Adprovod Kaicapog

7 10V KVplov, [oyov Ke.

8(m2?)  Woavuodg ceonu(eiopon) (dp.) d.

5 én(i Adyov): \/\) ostr.

4 dumA(@v): fully written so in the texts cited WO I p. 179; but dirA(fi¢) following SB VI 9545
no. 17 is also possible.

«Psanmous and Petesouchos, collectors. Petorzmetis, son of Kalaseiris and Tisatis, has paid
4 'dirty' dr. on account for the contribution for a river police boat and certificates of billeting for
year 21. Year 21 of Hadrian Caesar the lord, Pachon 25. (m2 ?) Signed by me, Psanmous.»

9 Receipt for uepiopuog notopoeLVAakidog kol dITADV
GR. P. 53 9x7cm 20 May, AD 137

A receipt similar to text 8, from which the restorations were taken.

Yovpotg kol Metesodyog npdk(topeg).

Sié(ypoyev) KoAooelpig [etepoitog

[L(MTpOC)] ZevyevumvBov Lr(&p) pepiop(od)

[rot]ap(opuiakidog) kol SinA(@Vv) ko (Etovg) En(l Adyov) pum(apdg) (8p.) d.

AW N =
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5 [(Eroug) ko] “Adpravod Kaicapog 10D kupiov,
6 [Mo]xov e.
7(m2?)  [Pav]uode ceonu(eiopo) (8p.) d.

4 én(i Moyov): ‘/\) ostr.

«Psanmous and Petesouchos, collectors. Kalaseiris, son of Petephaus and Senpsenmonthes,
has paid 4 'dirty' dr. on account for the contribution for a river police boat and certificates of
billeting for year 21. Year 21 of Hadrian Caesar the lord, Pachon 25. (m2 ?) Signed by me,
Psanmous.»

10 Receipt for Poll Tax and pepiopog énikeooaiiov avdpdv
AVOKEY®PNKOTOV

GR. P. 50 9x9cm AD 139 (7)

In this document Petorzmethis is credited with paying the Aaoypopio for Hadrian's 21st
year, AD 136/37; so according to the common pattern his pepiopog avaxkeyopnkotmy should be
for the year before that.® The ostracon is too effaced at the crucial point to offer a control, but at
least there is no objection to the reading (1. 6). Both charges were paid, however, in the reign of
Antoninus Pius at a time when the deification of Hadrian at the beginning of 139 was already
known. Year 2 of Pius is therefore the earliest possible and also the most likely date for the text.

Ovaréprog Mapiwv k[ol ot oLV 00TH)
gmtnpnt(a) iepdig ToA(ng) To[Avng S Zopor-]
niwvog BonB(od). diéypalyev [etop-]

Cuiibic Kadaoiplog [Ln(£p) uepiow(od)]
gnike@ad(1ov) avd(pdv) dfvakey(owpnkdtwv)]
10D K (¢100g ?) Beod ‘Adpi[avod so much

Kol Aaoy(pogiag) ko (€tovg) [ so much. Year 2 (?)
"Avtovelvov t[oD xvupiov month, day.

0 9 N L AW

6 Other receipts in which poll tax is paid for year x and pepioudc dvoxexympnkétov for year x-1
are WO 151 = O.Leid. 181, WO 152 (restore 1¢ at the start of 1. 4, and for the amount paid see the last
sentence of this note), 154 (where the restoration after pifov in 1. 5 should be cancelled, as there is no
adequate evidence on the rate charged at Syene in Hadrian's 15th year), 155 (see below for the text),
156 (restore e instead of 1g in 1. 6 and strike the restoration in 1. 7), 183, 201, 1272 (restore 1e instead
of 18 in 1. 3 and 1€ or 1¢ instead of 18 in 1. 7), SB VI 9604 no. 18 (restore 1y in 1. 6, as the editor
cautiously suggested) and no. 19, O.Stras. 284, SB XIV 11924. Cf. also O.Tait A21, though it is not
altogether parallel. WO 182 has oddly Aaoypoeia for year 4 and pepiopdg for year 2 if the printed
version is right.

In many of the texts just cited the second tax appears as peplopog énike@oAiov Gvd(pLaviav)
avoxey(pvoopévav) or the like. T count these all as specimens of the pepiopog énikepaiiov avdpav
avoxeympnkotov. See the Excursus.

In WO 155 read JénikeOpatio(v) [dvokex(mpnrdtov) 10d 18 (¥tovg) (8p.) piav SPor(dv)
S1]y(aliov) to bring the text into agreement with O.Stras. 284, SB VI 9604 no. 19 and WO 1272 as
corrected by Horst Braunert in JJP 9-10 (1955/56) p. 282 n. 207 (b). WO 152 from the same year
purportedly has instead 1 dr. 1 ob. 3 ch., but that can hardly be right. Read 8iy(aAkov) for x7, I
presume.
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«Valerius Marion and his associate supervisors of the Sacred Gate of Syene through
Sarapion, assistant. Petorzmethis son of Kalaseiris has paid (so much) for the contribution to pay
capitation taxes of year 20 of the deified Hadrian for those who have fled and (so much) for poll tax
of year 21. (Year 2?) of Antoninus the lord, (month, day).»

1-2  For other references to these supervisors see O.Cair. GPW p. 132. In all other texts the
assistant is named Pachompsachis.

5 For avd(pdv) &[vokey(mpnkdtmv) rather than dvd(préviov) a[vakey(pvoouévmv) see the
Excursus.

6 There seem to be only two quite similar references to Divus Hadrianus in tax receipts from
Syene, WO 167.8 and SB XIV 11923 4. Neither preserves the year in which the receipt was

issued.
11 Receipt for pepiopog rotapoevAaxidog, dinA®v and
CTATIOVOG
GR. P. 46 6x55cm 17 August, AD 139

The charge otatiwv, presumably intended to pay for the construction or maintenance of a
guard-house or a tax office, is comparatively uncommon: to the references in Wallace p. 423 n. 52
add P.Aberd. 78.4 (ostr.), O.Tait 872, 873 and possibly A18 (cf. BL III p. 269), all from
Elephantine; and some instances in BGU IX 1891 from the Fayum. The other two taxes paid here
are found more often: see Texts 8 and 9 above.

This receipt comes from the same year as SB 1 4361 and WO 169. Both those texts record the
amount paid for pepiopog TotTopuoeLANKISOG as 22l obols, only one-sixth the amount here.

[MetecoVyog TpaK(TwP).

Sié(ypoyev) Kalaoelpig

[Mete@otog un(tpog)

TevyevuavO(ov) br(Ep) uepio(nod)

notop(0@LAakidoc) B (£toug) "Aviwvelvov

Kotsopog 10D kuplov pum(opog)

(dparyuac) B (tproPorov), SirA(@v) (dp.) vy (OPoAdV), oTort(imvog) (diyaikov)
Meyeip k.

0 N N Nk W

«Petesouchos, collector. Kalaseiris, son of Petephaus and Senpsenmonthes, has paid in
'dirty' currency 2 dr. 3 ob. for the contribution for a river boat for year 2 of Antoninus Caesar the
lord, 3 dr. 1 ob. for certificates of billeting (?), and 2 ch. for a guard post. Mecheir 24 .»

1 Petesouchos also appears alone as praktor in WO 169-170 and SB 1 4361, all from the same
year as this text. I do not know whether he is identical with the earlier partner of Psanmous, for
whom see O.Cair. GPW p. 139.
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12 Receipt for pepiopodg
GR. P. 52 8x5cm 22 July, AD 140

A receipt for 6 dr. 1 ob. for the pepiopdg of year 3 of Antoninus Pius, AD 139-140. So far
as I can see, the only other receipt for pepioudg of this year in which the amount paid is preserved
is WO 173, for four drachmae. Megpiopotl in money (as opposed to those in kind; Wallace, p. 28,
p- 418 n. 2) are generally thought to be capitation taxes, but it has long been known that there are
some exceptions to this rule,” and the amounts for unspecified uepiouot in Upper Egypt are so
variable that the possibility of assessment on land deserves to be taken seriously. Préaux even
translates 'contributions foncieres', O.Wilb. p. 56. Cf. the introduction to Text 14.

1 ["Avviog "Aupmviovo]g
2 [kt Zopam(dupov) Moy (vouPewe)] npdx(topeg) dii
3 [ =6 O&éy]pa(yev) Iate-
4 [velviiipic Kahaoeipeng
5 unt(pog) Ttsvnﬁmog uepiou(ov)
6 Y (E100g) pum(apdg) dpay(uag) €€ 0B(okov) —. (Eroug) y
7 "Avtoveivov Kailoopog 10D kupiov,
8 ‘Emeie k.
9 (m2)  “Avvioc 'Apumv-
10 [Viavog

«Annius Ammonianus and Sarapammon son of Pachnoubis, collectors, through NN. Pate-
penteris (?), son of Kalaseiris and Tientithys, has paid six 'dirty' dr. 1 obol for the contribution of
year 3. Year 3 of Antoninus Caesar the lord, Epeiph 28. (m2) I, Annius Ammonianus (have signed
for 6 dr. 1 ob.).»

1-3  Other references to Annius Ammonianus and his colleague are assembled in O.Cair. GPW p.
139. They usually act without a representative, but WO 178 and O.Tait 8§17 have an assistant
named Pachnoubis son of Petorzmethes. That is too long for this space even if (intelligibly)
abbreviated; so this may be another man, or one of the words has been left out.

3-4 Tlatevevtipig, though not attested in this spelling elsewhere, seems probable enough to put
in the text. See Text 14.2 note for the rare name.

5 The mother's name is not in the NB or OnAlt. pepiou(od) or pepiop(®v); cf. e.g. O.Wilb.
28.5, WO 221.5.

6 After the abbreviation 0B( ) one expects a number. Here there is instead simply the stroke
which by itself means 'one obol'.

9-10 Ammonianus usually signs ceonuiopoit (8p.) tocdg, cf. e.g. WO 172.

7 See Préaux in O.Wilb. p. 50. To the examples she cites (for Upper Egypt only usptouog
avd(pidvtog) in WO 603 and perhaps the same in O.Tait A42) can now be added pepiopog kpod (or
Kp1o® referring to Chnoum?) at 2 ob. 2 ch. the aroura (P.Col. V pp. 251-255; this may be the tax
concerned in P.Achmim 9); pepiopog ‘Adpraveiov at 1 dr. the aroura (ZPE 14,1974,283f.); uepiouog
Koicapeiov at the same rate, and probably the same tax under a different name (ZPE 14,1974 ,41-43);
ueptondg évieipotog tedmvikdv (O.Tait 768); and pepioudg tAivBov in WO 1421 (despite the doubts
expressed by Wallace p. 163; for what else would an droutnthg uepiopod ndivBov have collected?).
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13 Receipt for €1do¢ kAewvevt( )
GR. P. 49 11 x 8 cm 21 February, AD 142

This odd charge seems otherwise to be attested only in WO 185 and 187 and the still
unpublished Berlin inv. P. 8598 described in WO I p. 225. All four texts come from the same
regnal year and report payments by the same man to the same tax farmer, who is here called
woBotig and in the other ostraca teddvng. The monthly rate of 1 dr. 1 ob. given here agrees with
that already attested.

I have no suggestion concerning the nature of the tax. kAeiwvevt( ) is acustically reminescent
of kAivn but I see no way of connecting the forms grammatically. Wallace says «Possibly it is a
place-name» (Taxation p. 254). Kalaseiris pays another puzzling tax in Text 15. He may have had
some very rare profession.

“Avviog Topamiovog peb(otc) eido(ve) kAevevt( )
() Zotnpiyxo(v) Zoparinvog. diéypoyev Ka-
Aoogipic [etepadt(og) vr(ep) TEA(OVG) T0V adT(0V) £10(0VC)
unvoc Meyeip €rni Ady(ov) (3p.) o (OPoAOV).
(tov¢) € "Avtovelvov Kaloopog 10D kvplov,
Meyetp kG

AN N AW =

«Annius son of Sarapion, farmer of the £180g kAewvevt( ), through Soterichos son of
Sarapion. Kalaseiris son of Petephaus has paid 1 dr. 1 ob. on account for the tax on the same gidog
for the month Mecheir. Year 5 of Antoninus Caesar the lord, Mecheir 27 .»

1 In O.Cair. GPW p. 143 this name is given as 'Annius Sarapion'. Considering how often
Romans were involved in tax collecting at Syene that interpretation is undeniably tempting, but
it is not actually supported by any of the texts.

14 Receipt for pepiopudg
GR. P. 57 10x 6 cm 17 July, AD 143

On the tax see the introduction to text 12. The collector Soter is known from many
documents, see O.Cair. GPW pp. 139f., but only here and in O.Tait 1167 is he found without an
associate. That rather suggests that O.Tait 1167, which is badly damaged, may also come from year
6 of Pius.

A comparison between this text and and WO 192 is curious. That is the only other text from
Elephantine with the pepioudc of this year, 12 dr. 3 ob. for uep(iouod) p/. Wilcken apparently
understood the latter as meaning 'for year 2' of Pius, AD 138/39. If we read instead pep(iouov)
B/,'2 contributions', then the half of it misses the figure here by only%obol. Why one should pay
two pepiopol escapes me, but in WO 230.4 there is a payment for pep(iopod) of. Wilcken
considered both of those texts forgeries, but the arguments are not conclusive.

But does one even expect unspecified uepiopot for a given year from Elephantine to show the
same figure? The evidence is strangely ambiguous. It does not show the great variation one
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would naturally expect of land taxes, nor the uniformity customary with capitation charges, but
both variations and clusters. Cf. two years that are reasonably well documented:

AD 144/5 (Pius 8) 2 dr. 2 ob. WO 198
3 dr.%ob. SB VI 9545(28),WO 200 and twice in 202
3 dr. 2% ob. O .Br.-Berl. 40, O.Tait 807
amount lost in O.Wilb. 26
AD 145/6 (Pius 9) 4 dr. WO 203,204, SB V 7593, O.Br.-Berl. 41 and
42, O.Wilb. 27

5dr.lob.3 ch. O.Tait 808, WO 205, VBP 4028
However all this is to be explained, I find it hard to believe that any forger could have picked
out of the air a figure so close to that which would really appear on the first genuine text to be
published from the same year and place.

Zomp Tpok(tep) apy(vpikdv) ‘EAee(aviivng). diéypa(yev)
[letevevtiipig KoAooelpeng

unt(pog) Ticatic vr(ep) uepiow(od) ¢ (E1oug) "Avimveivov
Katoapog 10D kuplov pum(apag) (8p.) ¢ (SiofoAov).

"Enelo Ky.

(o) WY T

(m2) Zwtp ceonuiopot (8p.) ¢ (S1dP.).

«Soter, collector of money taxes at Elephantine. Petenenteris, son of Kalaseiris and Tisatis,
has paid 6 “dirty” dr. 2 ob. for the contribution of year 6 of Antoninus Caesar the lord. Epeiph 23.
(m2) I, Soter, have signed for 6 dr. 2 ob.»

2 TIletevevtiipig: palacographically I find [letenevtiipig more attractive, but w and v are easy to
confuse in this hand. Neither [Tetevevtipig nor [letenevtiipig is found with that spelling in the
NB or the OnAlt, but many cognates of the first are known (ITetevovtiipig, Tatevevtiiptc,
Tavevtiipig, Tetevevtiipig) whereas the only seeming parallel to the second, WO 1216.6, was
corrected in BL I1.2 p. 96. Moreover [1etevevtiipig “gift of the gods’ is etymologically clear,
see most recently Zauzich, Enchoria 16 (1988) 141-143 and Vittmann, Gottinger Miszellen 109
(1989) 67-71, but no explanation for [Tetenevtipig suggests itself. A slight variant, [Totevev-
TN p1g, probably occurs in our Text 12.

15 Receipt for a New Tax
GR.P. 54 7.5x5cm 25 July, AD 144

This is a receipt for the instalment for Epeiph (25 June - 24 July) of a tax due to a collector of
nevtolk( ). The term is new and I have no explanation for it (to read nevin(xootiic) Au(évog) is
out of the question). Since it was collected neither by the officials of the Sacred Gate nor by the
practors I presume that it was farmed separately; if so, restore telmvng, puicBothg, O
aoxolovuevog or the like at the end of 1. 1.

81In VBP IV 102.5 read Spay(nég) néve (huiwPéliov) xa(Akode) y (correction by D. Hagedorn);
for a photograph cf. R. Seider, Paldographie der griechischen Papyri I 1, Nr. 31 (Tafel 19).
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IMetedpig Mooumoovponoug [

neviodik( ). Siéypa(yev) Kodooeipig [

unvog ‘Emneig 10 évectdrog & (¢1ovg) "Av[tevelvov]
Kotoapog tod kuplov, Mecopn a”. [NN

N AW -

gyporyoL LIT(£p) O TOV Yp(Gportar) ) €186T0G.

«Peteyris son of Pachompaourses ... pentalik( ). Kalaseiris has paid ... for the month Epeiph
of the present year 7 of Antoninus Caesar the lord, Mesore 1. I, NN, wrote for him, as he is
illiterate »

1 The father's name is not in the NB or OnAlt. [Toyouraovapctig is reported doubtfully for WO
254.10.

2 Since the amount paid cannot well be fitted into any other line I suppose that it was found in
this one, restoring [t0 ywvou(evov) téA(og) br(ep)] or a similar expression (cf. e.g. O. Erem.
30). In that case there can hardly heve been room for the patronymic, but that was occasionally
omitted, as in WO 185. In this collection a son of Patephaus would be obvious, most probably
of the one married to Senpsenmonthes (cf. pp. 223 above).

3 At the end ‘Ad[pravod is also palacographically possible, but AD 123 is too early for a
Kalaseiris in this group of texts.

4-5 This otherwise common formula is not found often among tax receipts from Elephantine, but
cf. O.Wilb. 20 and 30, SB XIV 11920.

16 Tax Receipt
GR. P. 55 5x7cm 2nd cent. AD

This badly damaged text follows a formula which I have not identified elsewhere. I give first
a minimal transcript:

] 100 xvpiov
] (Bpoyp ) 9 10 koBR-
[xov TEGG |€pAKOVTO OKTM
In (zprdBolov). (¢toug) 18
] 109 kvpiov, Poder kC™.

DN B~ W N =

Lines 3-4 invite the restoration Spouy(udc) teac]epdrovto dxtm 14 [tprdBorov, (yiv.) (8p.)
uln (tproPBorov), half the sum of 97 dr. mentioned in line 2. If that should be intended as a tax rate
of 50 per cent on something I can only suggest an import toll, comparing PCZ I 59012 from 259
BC. The family dealt with in texts 3-15 had a boat (3) and paid some other queer charges (13 and
15), so the possibility of a connection is not to be dismissed out of hand. On the other hand year 14
(1. 4), if rightly read, would be very early for that group of texts if referred to Hadrian and very late
if referred to Pius.

Lacking clear evidence for such a tax rate in the Roman period, however, I find a connection
with WO 1273 far more attractive. There a man pays 30m(p) t1(ufic) dn(nosiov)] goivik(og)
yeviu(atog) ¢ (¥toug) 4 ["Avitovivov Kaica]pog 10D wvpiov and (8p.) 7 15 [plum(apdg)
Spoy () un (tetpdBodov). 97 dr. is the total due and the taxpayer is credited with very nearly
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the half of that sum, presumably proportional to the amount of land or the number of trees he
owned jointly with another person.

Our text uses a different formula, but I would find something on the following lines tempting:
[brep TR NUociov Polvikog yevnroTog vy £Toug]

1 [’Avtovivov Koicapog] 1ob kuplov

2 [ovou(artoc) NN émo] (Spoyudv) € 10 kobf-

3 [kov uépog dpory(ig) Tecc |epdixkovio OKTM

4 [tprdBolov, (yiv.) (8p.) uln (tprdBolrov). (Etovg) 18
5 ["Avtwvivov Kaioopog] 10d kuplov, Podet k.

Since there is some chance that the same person may be involved here as in WO 1273 1
suggest a date in the same reign: 24 October, AD 151. If Hadrian is preferred, it would be AD 130.
The tax is also taken from WO 1273, but it is partly restored there and I see no reason to favour
Tu(ufic) dn(uosiov)] gotvik(og) over yeou(etpiog)] powik(®vog) or even tpocdd(wv)] @ot-
vik(wv) save that the tiun is rather more common. These three charges appear to be the only ones
that will suit WO 1273, but of course it is not altogether sure that one of them is meant here; should
that be the case, though, the yévnuo would normally be that of the year before.

In WO 1273 the year of the yevnua is followed directly by ano (8p.) *C. For reasons of space
there must have been substantially more than that in line 2 here, so I suppose a phrase with
ovou(atog) intervened, as in WO 266 - 268 and often. pépog in line 3 is suggested by WO 272.7-
8, ko’ £atov | pépog, but the context is not exactly the same as in this text and some other word,
such as fjuiov, or nothing at all, may be better. In any case, an abbreviation of 10 xaffjxov should
be tried instead of [pJum(apdic) in WO 1273.5.

17 Fragment
GR. P. 43 35x35cm 2nd cent. AD

I give this bit for the sake of completeness, as the clear red pottery is typical of Elephantine
ostraca.

1 11
2 nopede|
3 ‘Eneip [

2 Supplement rnopede&duny or -Guebo if this is a receipt.
3 Epeiph: 25 June - 24 July.
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Excursus on the pepiopdg dvdpdv dvakeywpnkdtov

At the papyrological congress in Brussels in 1979 I read a paper maintaining that the docu-
ments which had previously been thought to attest a uep1oHOg AVOPLAVTOG AVOKEYPLCMUEVOL
referred instead to &vdpeg dvakeympniotec.® As I did not submit this for publication, I repeat the
argument briefly in order to justify the interpretation of Text 10.5 above. I shall not deal with the
problem of &voydpnoig in general, for literature on which see now the introduction to P.Koln III
148 and P.Thmouis I p. 29f.

The receipts always abbreviate the crucial words: we find pepiopog dvox( ) or dvokey( ),
UEPLOUOG EmtkeaAlon avd( ) dvoakey( ), ueplopog Emtkepoariov avaxey( ). Wilcken, WO I p.
152, could offer no suggestion for pepiopog dvok( ), but based on his readings of WO 151 and
183 he expanded avd( ) dvoakey( ) as avd(pLavtog) dvokey(pvoouévov), a tax for re-gilding a
statue of the emperor. When the formulation pepiopog énkepaliov dvokey( ) then appeared in
O.Stras. 284 (now again in SB VI 9604 no. 19) the editor could only suggest that vd(piévtoq)
was to be understood, however unnatural the Greek sounded. J. G. Tait felt that SB I 4338 plus
reports of avoyydpnotg justified resolving the shortest formula as pepiopog avok(exmpnkoOToV)
(BL II p. 49, on WO 135), and he adopted this solution for O.Tait A 36 and 37. But where év( )
avaxkey( ) was concerned he followed Wilcken; cf. O.Tait 816 and A 21. Now SB 4338 reads
2¢oy0(uev) avokexo( ) [ 3[Aldpravod Kaicapo[c 100 kuplov] 4[ ] ABUp T (Spoyudc) B.
This is indeed suggestive, but it can hardly be called conclusive. And so it is particularly welcome
that an ostracon to be published as P.Brooklyn 43 (inv. 12768.1605) writes the name of the tax
beyond any quibble as pepio(uog) dvaxexwpn( ), for which the only possible expansion is
avokeympn(kdtwv).10

Can one, however, apply this also to those ostraka which like our Text 10 contain the
abbreviation avd( )? When Wallace restudied the problem in Taxation 137-40 and 159-62 he felt
that the texts concerned would yield a more plausible sense if they could be interpreted as receipts
for ueplopog émikepadiov avd(pdv) dvakey(@pnkodtov) or simply émikepaAiov dvakey(opn-
K0TOV). As he says, «émikepaAi(ov) in this case is an objective genitive instead of being a
redundant adjective, and the phrase should be translated 'for the capitation tax (to cover the non-
payment) of the poll-tax of men who have fled'».11 But WO 151 and 183 stood in the way, so he
listed these receipts only as “possible” for pepiopog avaxexwpnkdtov on p. 419. Braunert
similarly notes them as “wahrscheinlich” in his list of receipts in JJP 9-10 p. 281 (supplementary
to Lewis, JEA 23 p. 71).

WO 151 and 183 read respectively uepiopo(d) énkepadi[ov] dvdpiavt(og) and pepiou(ov)
emik(epalov) avdpla(viog) avok(expuoonuévov) and they are so fully parallel to the other texts
that the interpretation of the entire series, at least so far as the word avd( ) appears, hangs upon
them.

In 1980 WO 151 was republished as O.Leid. 181. The revised version reads uepiopo(d) €mt-
kepai[ov] avakey(mpnkédtov). That leaves WO 183 as the sole testimonium for Gvpidvteg

9 The same conclusion had already been reached by P.J. Sijpesteijn, see P.Lugd.-Bat. XIX 13, but
he did not go so far as to to expand the abbreviations as he preferred them in the text he published.

10 This gives additional support to Lewis's suggestion for the text of SB 1 2081 (JEA 23,1937, p.
63 n.1).

Il Taxation 161. He calls émikepari(ov) as an adjective «redundant» because he thought that all
peplopol in money were capitation taxes by definition, but see introductions to Texts 12 and 14
above.
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avokeypvonpévol. The ostracon was lost as early as 1886, so that Wilcken himself never saw the
object (WO I p. 49). His reading was made on a facsimile (see below), and I feel it should be
overruled, for the following reasons:

(1) Wallace's understanding of the grammar involved with pepionog énikeealiov and the
following genitive is plain and natural Greek. But then only men and not statues can be meant,
because statues do not pay capitation taxes.

(2) If we reject Wallace's version, three alternative lines of interpretation are left us: (a) émt-
kepohlov is an adjective agreeing with uepiopod; that is, the share pro capite for a re-gilded statue.
The adjective is unattested in this spelling, but plausible: énikepdloiov télog occurs in SIG
1009 4. The editors of O.Leid. treat the word this way in their indices. (b) Read pepiopod éni
KkepaAlov, with the same translation. (c) Interpret dvd(piavtog) dvakey(pvoouévov) as defining
énike@adiov 'the capitation tax, namely, that for a re-gilded statue'. None of these versions is
linguistically so satisfying as Wallace's, and there is reason to doubt whether it would have been
appropriate to apply the word émixepdAiov to statue assessments at all: for in some years they were
clearly levied on landed property and not collected per head (WO 603). None of the various ways
of referring to taxes which were unchallengeably statue contributions speak of them as énukepdhio.

(3) The word dvoypvodo is not attested outside of abbreviations in this context. That is,
Wilcken invented it for the sake of this tax.

Wilcken based his text on a very helpless sketch of the lost ostracon given by P.P. Dobree,
Miscellaneous Notes on Inscriptions (Cambridge 1835) p. 4 no. 5. In my opinion any interpretation
of the traces between émik( ) and y (£tovg) must be largely a matter of guess-work. There is
certainly no compulsion to read dvdpié(vtog).

Trier John Shelton



TAFEL XIII

Quittung fur Hafensteuern (O.Bonn inv.6)



