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This beginning of a request for anakrisis! came to my attention in the course of looking critically

at the reported ages at the time of sale for male slaves in Roman Egypt. The data from the census
declarations shows that no male slaves over the age of 32 are reported, and one over the age of 30. It
therefore seems likely that all men were manumitted by around 30, unlike women, who often remained
in servitude until the end of their childbearing years.? The table of ages of slaves at the time of sale in
Straus (2004: 264), however, lists four supposed male slaves at higher ages, namely 40, 50, and 51 (?).
The first two are suspiciously round numbers, but the reading of the age 40 in P.Oxy. 1 94.9 = M.Chr.
344, in the “fine semi-uncial hand” mentioned by Grenfell and Hunt, is not doubtful.? On the other
hand, the other slave included in that papyrus is said to be 30, which only increases one’s suspicions
about accuracy. The same is true of P.Thmouis 1 113.18, the 50-year-old slave, another round number
but unimpeachable reading.* The reading in the case of the last of these, however, is far from secure.

This was published by Carl Wessely in SPP 22, and dated to the second-third century. Apart from

one minor note rejecting Wessely’s correction of [@]vovuévn in 1. 7 (BL 3.238, Lewald), no critical
attention was paid to it until P.J. Sijpesteijn devoted a few lines of a brief note on “Nachlese zu Wiener
Texten” to it (Sijpesteijn 1983: 134; BL 8.483), providing a corrected text of 1. 8-10, with small
corrections to 1. 1 and 13—14. He did not, however, call into question the supposed age 51 in 1. 13.
Both digits are dotted in Wessely’s text, however, and it seemed worth checking the correctness of this
reading. In the process, a few other points proved to need correcting.

oW =

So Lewald (1952: 436-437), cited approvingly by Straus (2004: 10), although with some hesitation on the basis of L. 14.
Bagnall and Frier 1994: 71, 158.
See www.bl.uk/manuscripts/ for an image.
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Fig. 1: P.Vindob. Inv. G 24917 (= SPP 22 60). © Osterreichische Nationalbibliothek, Papyrussammlung

IMoppével otp(atny®d) AdpiB(itov)
napa ‘Hoel[o]o]tapiov Axiiiémg To[D]
[Ag]o[vi]dov dotiig peta kupi[ov]
[t]oD ddgApod Kol avdpOg adTAG

5 [ 1. ov ®vracbo-
[Ma]ooiov AABoéwe.
[®]vovpévn Tapa BovPa-
[o]tapiov &y untpdg Alockopod-
10¢ Atockdpov tod IMotdp-

10 pwvog amd Abpipeng
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dodrov 6v[du]att Kpeiont-
v[ov] émucex[An]pévov Hpo-
[K]Aeldnv mg EtdV TpEL-

’ & \ b4
AKOVTO OVANY EXOVTOL

2 [n]apaprev.ed.  ‘Ho[aota]piov prev. ed. 3 [Aewvi]dov prev. ed.  kv[piov] prev. ed. 4 [t0]D

ad[el]pod prev.ed. 5 [ Jov Axiiréag prev. ed. 6 ®via&ido|[lac]oiov tod kai prev. ed.  AlOaéwm[c]

prev. ed. 8 BovPa|[ot]apiov prev.ed. L éx 9 Awockop[od]togprev. ed. 11 [So]dAov dv[Spot]t prev.
ed. 12 Xpnot[ov] | [tov kai] prev. ed.  Emuc[e]x[An]uévo[v] prev. ed. 13-14 [ tpydxovra

To Pammenes, strategos of the Athribite, from Hephaistarion daughter of Achilleus granddaughter of
Leonides, citizen, with as her guardian her brother and husband NN son of Achilleus, of the Phylaxitha-
lassian tribe and Althaian deme. Purchasing from Boubastarion whose mother is Dioskorous daughter
of Dioskoros, granddaughter of Potammon, from Athribis, a slave named Crispinus nicknamed Hera-
kleides, about 30 (?) years old, ..., with a scar ...

1 [IT]oppéver ed.pr., Hapéver Sijpesteijn, BL 8.483. It is true that the first mu is lacking one hump, but
there is too much for Sijpesteijn’s reading to be correct; otpS AOpip/.

7 [®]vovuévn 1. [@]vovpévng ed.pr.; [@]vovpévn Lewald.
9-10 Awokopod[t]og IMotap|uwtog ed. pr.; Atockdpov tod [Totdp|povog Sijpesteijn

11-12 Xpnot[ov] | [tov kai] ed. pr. This is implausible; it requires too much lost to be at left in 1.

12, and tov kai émikekAnpévov is an idiom never found in the papyri (the one apparent example, in
P.Fam.Tebt. 25.5-6, is restored). The name that stands, or most likely only begins, at the end of I. 11
has undergone correction. The initial kappa is corrected, but not from Wessely’s chi; the traces look
more like gamma or pi. Wessely’s eta is rather the diphthong 1. After that, it seems that a descending
letter was written, then written over with a sigma.

12-13 Jo|[. Jwewdnv ed. pr.; ‘Hpol[k]Aeidnv Sijpesteijn.

13—14 va | [0g Or]ovpyet worn o (1. 6v) [€]loxov[ ] ed. pr. The form pdin is absent from the papyri, and
we do not want an expression of this kind in the description of a slave. I owe o0AnY &yovta to Rodney
Ast. Usually we find the simple o0OA1, but P.Oxy. 69 4750.10—11 offers a rare parallel: o0Anv €xov<to>
En<t> 10D de&10D 1otdg (1. T0d4C); there is another (for a woman) in M.Chr. 171.12. What precedes this
phrase should be an adjective describing the slave. It has certainly undergone correction.
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