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of names used in Kerkeosir is alone does n o t tell us v e r y m u c h . Fo r ins tance 
t h e n a m e Horos is p r o b a b l y f o u n d w i t h equal popu l a r i t y in all p a r t s of E g y p t , 
whereas t h a t is p r o b a b l y n o t t h e case w i th t h e n a m e Marres . Mrs Crawford ' s 
conclusions as t o t h e na t iona l i t y of var ious people seem also t o be r a t h e r too 
caut ious . As for t h e "add i t iona l i n f o r m a t i o n " t h a t can enable us t o reach a n y 
conclusions on th is sub jec t , i t would be b e t t e r to seek this in t h e f ami ly and 
b a c k g r o u n d of t h e given person (names, posi t ion, occupat ion , etc.), r a t h e r 
t h a n in t h e k ind of i n fo rma t ion t h e a u t h o r herself t h inks ap t , such as t h e d a t e 
of t h e p a p y r u s , or t y p e of d o c u m e n t (p. 133). Double names , too, somet imes 
help us t o m a k e a fa i r ly good guess as t o w h e t h e r we h a v e t o do w i t h a Hel-
lenized E g y p t i a n or an Egyp t i an ized Greek (see now W . P e r e m a n s , Sur 
l'identification des Egyptiens et des étrangers dans l'Egypte des Lagides, Ancient 
Society I , 1970, pp . 25—38). 

A t t h e end of t h e t e x t we f i n d an Appendix con ta in ing an edi t ion of a f r a g m e n t 
fo rming p a r t of P . T e b t . 152, which was originally publ i shed , b y descr ipt ion 
only, in T e b t u n i s P a p y r i I . T h e remain ing p a r t of t h e book consists of a bibliog-
r a p h y , ex tens ive indexes, and above all t w e n t y - t w o tables . These tables , 
which are ve ry clear and sys temat ic , p rov ide an indispensible i l lus t ra t ion of 
t h e a r g u m e n t , and are in tegra l p a r t of t h e discussion in t h e t e x t . 

All in all Mrs C r a w f o r d ' s book will m a k e fasc ina t ing ins t ruc t ive 
r ead ing for all w h o are in te res ted in t h e life of Hellenist ic E g y p t . T h e t ab l e s 
enable t h e reader t o follow t h e au tho r ' s a r g u m e n t w i th ease, while t h e t e x t 
provides a real ly v iv id p ic tu re of t h e E g y p t of those t imes , w i th all i ts wea l th 
of anc ien t t r a d i t i o n and its m u l t i t u d e of new ne ighbour ly , admin i s t r a t ive , and 
pol i t ical in ter re la t ionships . 

[Warszawa] Anna Świderek 
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Callicrates of Samos is a f igure v e r y charac ter i s t ic of his epoch, one of t h e 
least wel l -known periods in t h e poli t ical h i s to ry of t h e Greek-speaking wor ld . 
As n a u a r c h of P t o l e m y I I Ph i l ade lphus he was u n d o u b t e d l y one of t h e m o s t 
power fu l and in f luen t ia l m e n of t h e E g y p t i a n empire . Y e t all we k n o w of h i m 
is of recen t da te , hav ing come f r o m t h e inscr ipt ions a n d papyr i , for t h e e x t a n t 
l i t e ra ry sources do n o t even m e n t i o n his n a m e . These inscr ipt ions and papy r i , 
however , are v e r y meagre sources on which t o bui ld conclusions. F o r more de-
f in i te conclusions a b o u t t h e career of Callicrates, son of Boiscus of Samos, we h a v e 
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h a d to awai t a recent vo lume b y a y o u n g scholar , H a n s H a u b e n , wr i t t en 
as an offshoot of a s t u d y he is m a k i n g of t h e P to l ema ic admi ra l t y . 

This vo lume is ex t remely lucid and logical in cons t ruc t ion . T h e f i r s t chap te r 
examines t h e sources pe r t a in ing t o all persons bear ing t h e n a m e of Call icrates 
a t t h e end of t h e 4 t h cen tu ry . T h e resul t of th i s search seems t o h a v e been 
negat ive , for none of these persons seems to f i t t h e d a t a we h a v e abou t t h e 
n a u a r c h of Ph i lade lphus . B u t t h e a u t h o r goes on t o suggest t h a t t h e philos 
of P t o l e m y Soter , t h e adulator of t h a t s ame mona rch , and t h e donor of two 
wrea th s a t Delos, were one and t h e same person. A t bes t , however , th is ident i-
f i ca t ion is ve ry doub t fu l , for Callicrates t h e adulator (I С 2) is an ind iv idual 
a b o u t w h o m our knowledge is v e r y hazy , a n d t h e n a m e is too c o m m o n for 
us t o be able to say a n y t h i n g real ly def in i t e abou t h im. As for Callicrates refer-
red t o as t h e donor (I С 3 ) ,on ly a ve ry hypo the t i ca l a t t e m p t can be m a d e to 
de te rmine t h e d a t e when he dedica ted t h e w r e a t h s a t Delos. 

Chap te r I I br ings us an analy t ic discussion of each ind iv idua l source pe r ta in -
ing t o t h e Samian admira l . T h e da t ing of t w o inscr ipt ions t o a t i m e before 
t h e d e a t h of Arsinoe I I ( I I A) is pe rhaps n o t ve ry re l iable ; in t h e case of t h e 
second inscr ipt ion ( I I A 2 = O G I S I 29) t h e da t e rests on a res tored and more-
over v e r y unce r t a in t e x t . Ano the r po in t is t h a t in t h e au tho r ' s discussion of 
t h e inscr ipt ion I I A 1 i t seems t o me r a t h e r r i sky t o refer t o P t o l e m y I I ' s mar r i age 
t o his sister as " t h e mar r i age of t h e Ph i l ade lpho i" (p. 35); such a neologism 
seems to me t o be of d o u b t f u l va l id i ty . 

Y e t m u c h en l igh tenment can be gleaned f r o m t h e fol lowing sections of th i s 
chap te r , such as sect ion В (Sources for Callicrates' Role in the Cult), section С 
(Other Inscriptions in which Callicrates Bears the Title of Nauarch), and sect ion D 
(Sources Post-dating the Death of Arsinoe I I ) . Sect ion D , in pa r t i cu la r , conta ins 
a v e r y convincing and lucid discussion of t h e sources da t ing f r o m t h e t i m e of 
t h e Chremonidean war ( I I D 1 and 2), and also a recons t ruc t ion of Call icrates ' 
role in those s t o r m y years . 

I n section Ε Ave h a v e an " a c c o u n t of u n c e r t a i n t r aces" — unpub l i shed pap-
y rus f r a g m e n t s and a discussion of places supposed t o be n a m e d a f t e r Cal-
l icrates . 

I n an ex t remely in te res t ing p a r t of th is bookle t H a u b e n expounds his views 
on Call icrates ' n a u a r c h y ( I I F) , based on his analysis of t h e sources. E v e n if 
t he r e is still some u n c e r t a i n t y as t o t h e ear ly p a r t of Call icrates 's career , and 
even if i t is n o t qu i te sure t h a t Call icrates ' p r o m o t i o n was as r ap id as H a u b e n 
would like t o m a k e ou t (since his conclusions are based on t h e v e r y s h a k y da t e 
of OGIS I 29), and even if i t is n o t p roved absolute ly t h a t he did indeed receive 
one or more es ta tes f r o m t h e k ing (pp. 63—65), never theless H a u b e n m u s t 
u n d o u b t e d l y be commended for giving us a v iv id p ic tu re of t h e S a m i a n nau-
arch ' s grea t career and of t h e close re la t ions be tween h i m and t h e Alexandr i an 
cour t , inc luding his a t t a c h m e n t t o Ars inoe I I , b o t h in lier l i fe t ime and a f t e r 
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her dea th . T h e supposi t ion t h a t Callicrates came to E g y p t in her c o m p a n y 
(p. 67) is, in t h e au tho r ' s own words, "comple te ly in t h e rea lm of con j ec tu re " — 

h u t w h a t an in t r iguing con jec tu re i t is! I t should be no ted , however , t h a t in 
h is " loyal and a lmost pious sen t imen t s t o w a r d P t o l e m y and his s is ter-wife" 
Callicrates was b y no means an except ion a t t h e Alexandr i an cour t — as t h e 
reader migh t be inclined t o bel ieve a f t e r read ing H a u b e n ' s r emarks (p. 66) 
on Sotades , who, however , was a specific case. Whi le speaking of poets , we 
m u s t n o t forge t how close, for ins tance , were t h e re la t ions be tween someone 
like Cal i imachus and t h e k ing and his sister-spouse. 

H a u b e n is p r o b a b l y r igh t a b o u t t h e r ange and scope of Callicrates ' ρ о Avers. 
Fo r I t h i n k we can now t a k e it as p roved t h a t he was t h e supreme c o m m a n d e r 
of t h e P to l ema ic n a v y , a l though the re is n o t h i n g t o indicate t h a t he possessed 
extens ive poli t ical and judic ia l powers , as did t h e p len ipo ten t i a ry generals 
Philocles and Pa t roc lus , who, in H a u b e n ' s opinion, were n o t naua rchs (p. 69). 
H a u b e n believes t h a t Callicrates held t h e office of n a u a r c h for abou t 20 years , 
b u t th i s d u r a t i o n is n o t a l toge ther sure, since ne i ther t h e beginning nor t h e 
end of th i s per iod are d a t e d def in i te ly . Never theless t h e a u t h o r is qui te r ight 
in saying t h a t T a r n ' s t h e o r y of t h e t e n yea r s ' du ra t i on of t h e n a u a r c h a t e m a y 
b e def in i te ly re jec ted (p. 69). 

A l though Chapte r I I I , deal ing wi th Callicrates of Samos 's fami ly , es tab-
lishes l i t t le t h a t is def in i te , i t is never theless good t e s t i m o n y to t h e au tho r ' s 
excellent choice of m e t h o d and his cau t ion in arr iv ing a t conclusions. 

A t t h e v e r y end of th is book le t t he re is an append ix in which Giinter D u η s t 
p re sen t s a ve ry f r a g m e n t a r y inscr ipt ion f r o m Samos, men t ion ing Callicrates, 
son of Boiscus. I t should be n o t e d t h a t in Chap te r I I H a u b e n h a d suggested 
a r a t h e r d i f fe ren t r e s to ra t ion of t h e t e x t ( I I С 5 p . 48/49). 
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T h e t i t le of his work exac t ly conveys t h e au tho r ' s a im, which is t o examine 
carefu l ly all t h e sources and l i t e r a tu re on t h e h i s to ry of P t o l e m y I , u p t o t h e 
t i m e of t h e B a t t l e of Ipsos (301 B.C.). A po in t wh ich one m i g h t be inclined t o 
cavil a t is his choice of t i m e f r a m e w o r k . On t h e one h a n d i t is per fec t ly n a t u r a l 
t h a t t h e a u t h o r should begin b y considering t h e posi t ion and role of P t o l e m y , 
son of Lagos, even as ear ly as t h e t i m e of Alexander ' s expedi t ion, while simul-
t aneous ly a t t e m p t i n g t o assess h i m as a h is tor ian . U n d o u b t e d l y no h i s to ry of 


