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Kernos, 13 (2000), p. 117-126.

The Leasesof SacredPropertyat Mylasa:

An Alimentary Schemefor the Gods

A complicatedrelationship existed betweenthe local shrine at Carian
Labraundaand the city of Mylasa in the secondhaIf of the third centuryB.C.
The correspondencebetweenseveralkings, the priestsof Zeus, and the city
atteststo a long-lastingcontroversybetweenthe city and the priestsover the
shrineand its revenues.Both authoritiesappealedto the local dynastand the
HeUenistiekings, who actedas mediatorsandfinaUy settledthe whole affair.1

The events reveal an independenteconomie and politieal role of the
sanctuary,and it would appearthat the clash of interestsbetweencult and
city was neitherconfined to a transitionalperiod nor overcomeby the city's
increasingcontrol of the shrine.

However, Mylasa has yielded not only this fascinating dossierof epi-
graphietexts but also a large seriesof inscriptionswhieh deal with the pur-
chaseand lease of propertiesby sanctuaries.Although these land-Iease
documentsdiffer from the third-centuryletters in characterand content,they
havea commontheme:"sacredfinancesand land". Many private landowners
transferredsorne or aU of their properties to a sanctuarybut, peculiarly,

.immediatelyrentedthem backfrom the gods.2 Apart from the Delian temple
accounts,the Carian land-Ieasedocumentsrepresentour largest record of
transactionsconcerningsacredproperties.3 They comenot only from the city
of Mylasa itself but also from Olymus, Hydae, Sinuri and Labraunda.4 These
four places'were neighbouringcommunitiesand closely related to Mylasa.

Cf J. CRAMPA, Labraunda. SwedisbExcavationsand ResearcbesIII 1. The Creek
Inscriptions,Part 1: 1-12 (Period ofOlympicbus),Lund, 1969 (henceforthILabraunda 1).

2 Cf W. BLÜMEL, IK 34. Die Inscbriften vonMylasa I, Bonn, 1987 (henceforthIMylasa
0, nos. 202-232; ID., IK 35. Die Inscbriften von Mylasa II (henceforthIMylasa m, nos. 802-
854; also ID., Neue Inscbriften misMylasa (1989-1991)mit Nacbtriigen zu IX. 34, in EA,
19 (1992), no. 217 B (cf SEC 42 [1992], no. 999); ID., Inscbriften aus Karien I, in EA, 25
(1995), nos. 7-25 (cf SEC45 [1995], nos. 1538-1555); there are many more unpublished
texts found by Louis Robert.

3 Cf D. BEHREND, RecbtsbistoriscbeBetracbtungenzu den Pacbtdokumentenaus
Mylasa und Olymos.Akten des VI. internationalenKongressesfar griecbiscbeund latei-
niscbeEpigrapbik, Munich, 1972, p. 146 with note 4.

4 Cf 1. ROBERT, Le sanctuairede Sinuri près de Mylasa, 1èrepartie: les inscriptions
grecques,Paris,1945,nos. 11-15,46-72;ILabraunda1, nos. 6-8.; IMylasa II, nos.802-854.
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Towards the end of the third century B.C., they were "absorbed"by sym-
politeia and becamesubdivisions(demoi)of the greaterMylaseanstate.5

The texts havegenerallybeendatedto the secondhalf of the secondor
eventhe beginningof the first centuryB.C. However,Regerrecentlysugges-
ted that they shouldbe attributedto the beginningof the secondor eventhe
end of the third century B.C. His dating dependson his interpretationof
Rhodiancoinageand the assumptionthat cities of Caria called the Romans
"commonbenefactors"as early as 188 B.e.6 Although Romanpresencemay
not be directly visible, the central ruler had definitely changedfor Mylasa by
the middle of the secondcenturyB.e. In a contemporaryhonorarydecreefor
a certainMenecrates,the Romansare namedas KOWOl eùepyé'tutand this title
could have beenusedfrom 167 B.e. onwards,when the Romansdeclared
Caria free from Rhodianrule.7 1 find it problematicto date the leasing-docu-
mentstwenty yearsearlier than this.8

Characteristicsof the Land-leases

Neither the purchase,nor the leaseof land by sanctuariesare surprising.
Harpocrationcites the grammarianDidymus, who explainsthe term /!îcr8ro/!u
as the 'equivalentto "revenuesfrom teméne",and as the meansof meeting
the expensesof sacrifice.9 Although it did occur, it was the exceptionthat the
renting out of the propertyof a god was forbidden.lO However, such leases
were subject to special laws. An early inscription from Athens gives
instructionsto the archon basileus)who was in chargeof the leaseof sacred
land, to turn to the law about sacreddomainsY Among other parallel
evidence is the main Delian law on the lease of sacredproperty (iepà

5 Cf IMylasa II, nos. 901-910 (Hydai); no. 913 (Chalketor); IMylasa 1, no. 102, with
LIVY, XLV, 25 and POLYB., XXX, 5, 15 (Euromus); ILabraunda 1, nos. 3-5; IMylasa II, no.
863, 1. 3; ROBERT, op. cit. (n. 4), no. 93 (Sinuri).

6 Cf G. REGER, The Date of the Land-TransferTextsofMylasa in Karia, an unpubli-
shedpapergiven at the Annual meeting of the APA (1995) and likewise ID., Agriculture
and the Rural Landscapeof Hellenistic Mylasa (1996); this date makes the land-lease
documentsalmost contemporarywith the controversyover the sanctuaryat Labraunda;
for the conventionaldating of the documentsseeIMylasa 1, p. 74.

7 Cf IMylasa 1, p. 38; Ch. HABICHT, SamischeVolksbeschltïsseder hellenistischen
Zeit, in MDAI(A), 72 (1957), p. 248; A. ERSKINE, The Romansas commonbenefactors,in
Historia, 43 (1994), p. 70-87; J.-L. FERRARY, Philhellénismeet impérialisme.Aspectsidéolo-
giquesde la conquêteromaine du mondehellénistiquede la secondeguerre de Macé-
doineà la guerrecontreMithridate, Rome, 1988, p. 129f., note 290.

8 However, Prof. Regerdraws on unpublishedmaterial; 1 cannotrefute his dating at
this point.

9 Cf HARPOCRATION, A 196, s.v. àno I.ltcr8rofHhrov (KEANEy),

10 Cf for exampleIG n2 , 1289 (third century).

11 IG 13, 84, 1. 5-7 (cf D. BEHREND, AttischePachturkunden:Bin Beitrag zur Beschrei-
bung der misthosisnach den griechischenlnschriften, Munich, 1970 [Vestigia, 12], no. 6).
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｣ｲｕｙｙｐｬｘ＼ｐｾＩＮＱＲ Everywherein the Greek world, contractsregardingleasesof
sacredland showedsimilar characteristicsand wording. It is the combination
of purchaseand immediate hereditary lease to the former owner which
singlesout the documentsfrom Mylasa.

The land-transfersconsistedof several legal transactions,whieh are
reflectedby the following four types of documents:the decreeby whieh a
tribe resolvedto buy an offered property Ｈ Ｂ Ｌ ｾ ＼ ｰ ｴ ｣ ｲ ｬ Ａ ｬ ｘ Ｉ Ｌ the documentof pur-
chase(ffivf]ç XPlll!lX'ttcrI!Oç), the documentrecording the taking over of the
propertyby the commissionersＨ ￋ Ｑ Ａ ｾ ｬ ｘ ｣ ｲ ｴ ￇ Ｉ Ｌ and the contractfixing the heredi-
tary lease(l!tcrElfficreroç XPlll!lX'ttcrI!Oç). The initial decreeitself comprisedthe
following proceedings:the commissionersreportedto the assemblythat a
citizen was willing to sell a certainpiece of land at a certainpriee, a citizen
told the assemblythat he or shewas willing to rent thesepropertiesperma-
nent1y,and the trlbe decidedto buy and leas.eout the property.13The decree
concludedwith the instruction to inscribe the XPlll!lX'ttcrl!Oç on the walls of
the respectivesanctuary.14At Mylasa and in the surroundingvillages special
sub-divisionsof the demos,not only the tribes but also so-calledsyngeneiai,
administeredthe communityand were responsiblefor the land-Ieases.Apart
from this, the administrativeproceduresare comparableto those of other
poleis.15

My examinationof the inscriptionsfocuseson the overall purposeof the
leasesand the role of the gods in the transactions.It draws on existing
studiesof the Carian leasesand on characteristiesof leasing in the Greek
world in general.16 Behrendcarefully examinedthe legal aspectsof purchase
and subsequentlease.He points out that the formula I!tcrEloûv Eiç nlX'tptKa,
whieh was in usealreadyin the third centuryB.C., has its equivalentsin the
expressionseiç <id, Eiç 'tov anlXv'tlX Xpovov, KlX'tà ｾｻｯｵ usedelsewherein the

12 ID 503.

13 Cf IMylasa I, p. 70f.

14 Cf BEHREND, arl. cit. (n. 3), p. 158.

15 Cf ROBERT, op. cit. (n. 4), p. 25-31; a syngeneiamay be a subdivisionof a phyle or
an institution precedingthe tribe.

16 Apart from the works frequently referred to see for exampleM.H. ]AMESON, The
leasing of land in Rhamnous,in Studies in Attic Epigraphy, History, and Topography,
Princeton, 1982 (Hesperia, suppl. 19), p. 66-74; J.H. KENT, The templeestates of Delos,
Rheneiaand Mykonos, in Hesperia,17 (1948), p. 243-338;Ph. LEVEAU (ed.), L'origine des
richessesdépenséesdans la ville antique, Actesdu colloque organiséà Aix-en-Provence
par l'U.E.R. d'Histoire, les Il et 12Mai 1984, Aix-en-Provence,1985; R. MARTIN, Rapports
entre les stntcturesurbaineset les modesde division et d'exploitationdu territoire, in M.I.
FINLEY, Problèmesde la terre en Grèceancienne,Paris, 1973, p. 97-112; R. OSBORNE, Social
and economic implications of the leasing of land andproperly in Classical and Helle-
nistic Greece,in Chiron, 18 (1988), p. 279-323;M.B. WALBANK, Leasesofsacredproperliesin
Attica, Parts1-4, in Hesperia,52 (1983), p. 100-135;p. 177-231;Part 5, Hesperia, 53 (1984),
p. 361-368;a correction,Hesperia54 (1985), p. 140.
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Greek worldj leasesfrom PtolemaicEgypt show exactly the samephraseP
Such a leaseentailedthat the supremeright of possessionremainedwith the
lessor(in othercaseswith the king), althoughthe lesseereceivedrights equi-
valent to thoseof an owner. This makesthe leasesat Mylasa a combination
of the usual land leasingmechanisms and the royal practice of giving out
land eiç 1ta'tptKa. The sanctuarygaveup the right of managingthe property
but enjoyeda regular rent and createda strongbond betweenthe god and
the lessee.The lessee'sstrongposition derived from the fact that the lease
was hereditaryand could even be transferredto a third person,a process
which was called 1tapaxroP'Ilcnç. Although the casesresembleone another,
eachleaseshowsspecialfeatures. .

Why sucha Large Numberof Leases?

Scholarsfind it difficult to explain the existenceof the seriesas a whole:
why was an apparentlylarge proportionof the arableland of Mylasa in the
possessionof sanctuaries?Why did such an enormousnumberof transac-
tions take place within a short period of time?I8 One might interpret the
transactionssimply as the most practicalway of living for both sides:while
the sanctuarypreferredlow-risk investmentsin landedproperty, the former
owners,who continuedto farm the land, paid only a modestrent and were
able to spendcapital on other investments.19 This explanation,however,
does not accountfor the suddenappearanceof so many transactions;unless
we assumea periodof extraordinaryprosperityof Cariansanctuaries.

In what follows, 1 want to refute currentviews briefly and then set out
my own hypothesis.Chanceof transmissionor a change in the way' of
recording leasescannotbe the only reasons.20 Undoubtedly, there was an
exceptionalinterest of landownersin selling their lands to the gods, and
thesewere exceptionallyeagerto invest in land. Ir has beensuggestedthat
the reasonfor this eagernesswas the "fear of pirates".21But, if Mylasa suffe-
red from piracy22, this would encourageevery landowner to keep landed

17 Cf BEHREND, art. cit. (n. 3), p. 148-153.

18 For reasonssuggestedseeBEHREND, art. cit. (n. 3), p. 146-148:W. BLÜMEL, IMylasa l,
on nos. 202-232.

19 RIJC, p. 272.

20 Cf BEHREND, art. cif., p. 146, "dann müBten riesige Tempeldomanenentstanden
sein, von denenuns nichts bekanntist".

21 Cf T.R.S. BROUGHTON, Roman Asia Minor, in T. FRANK (ed.), ESAR IV, p. 561:
R. BOGAERT, Banqueset banquiersdansles citésgrecques,Leiden, 1968, p. 270: BEHREND,
art. cif. (n. 3), p. 147.

22 Mylasa was far away from the sea but the Hellenistic decreeswhich award Mylasa
asylia indicate that the city or its territory did indeed suffer from raids: seeK]. RIGSBY,

Asylia. Territorial Inviolability in the Hetlenistic \Var/d, Berkeley, 1996, nos. 187-209(cf
IMylasa II, nos. 641-659,no: SEC39 [1989], no. 1127: SEC42 [1992], nos. 1003-1006).
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property. Private landownerswho sold their property would also need to
protect considerableamountsof money.23l thereforewant to dismiss the
reason"piracy" as the decisive factor. What about political reasons?The
gods' landedpropertycertainly formed an important part of the patternsof
land-holding throughoutCaria. Although one must not underestimatethe
social and political implications of changesin thesepatterns,l do not think
that political motives triggeredthe sales.As the gods' ownershipof widely
scatteredplots of land was a generalfeature, conclusionsabout the integra-
tion or political influenceof the lesseesof sacredland are problematic.24

Were there economicadvantagesresulting from placing land under the
aegis of a temple?As Mylasa had beenà<popoÀ6Y11'toç from the peaceof
Apameiaat the latest, tax exemptionswould not havemadereligious centres
exceptional landlords.25 However, we might still suspectadvantagesto do
with obligations levied by the city. The leasesof sacredproperty show an
exceptionallylow rate of interest, that is ca. 4% of the purchaseprice;26but
the calculationand interpretationof such a rate of interestare problematic
and often ill founded; we needevidencethat enablesus to comparethe
figures with ratesof interestconcerningland that is not qualified as sacred.l
proposeto draw on an inscriptionfrom Sinuri, which hasnot receivedmuch
attentionfrom scholars.27 The basicsituationdescribedin the documenthas
analogiesat Mylasa itself,. at Telmessus,Athens and Delphi:28 at Sinuri, the
syngeneiaappointeda certain Dionysius as one of the so-calledhOtKOt,
whose task was to operateagainst people trying to encroachupon the
sacreddomain of the god.29 As soon as Dionysius and his colleagueshad
managedto restorethe Ëyyaux for the god and the syngeneia,they turnèd to
anothermatter. Certainpeoplewere accusedof harming the syngeneiaand
the god by claiming a lower pharos- simply becausethey lived on sacred

23 Cf BOGAERT, op. cit. (n. 21), p. 270.

24 Reger, who is currently working on a new publication of this dossier, including
new land-leasetexts, believesthat the land-leasesare closely linked with the established
sympoliteiaof Mylasa and the smaller communities;he arguesthat as a consequence,the
social position of the wealthy élite of the smaller towns was threatenedand that the new
land-holdingpatternsresultedin a patchworkof propertieswhich advancedthe integra-
tion of the smallerstates;1 have my doubtsabout this explanation,but it is inappropriate
to elaboratethesedoubts in advanceof the full publication of ProfessorReger.

25 BEHREND, art. cit. (n. 3), p. 148, refers to LIVY, XXXVIII, 39, 8 and POLYB., XXI, 46.

26 Cf RIJG, p. 273; IMylasa l, p. 31; WALBANK, art. cif. (n. 16), p. 225.

27 Cf ROBERT, op. cif. (n. 4), no. 11; Robert dis'inguishesbetween"procèsrelatifs aux
domainesdu dieu" (here we find no. 11), "commissairespour l'achat de terrains", and
"domainesdu dieu".

28 Cf ibid., p. 36; IMylasa l, no. 132, 1. 4-6 (sacredland of Aphrodite had beenmisap-
propriated);Recueil,no. 459, lOf (Telmessus);IG II 2

, 1035;Syll.3,826.

29 Cf ROBERT, op. cit. (n. 4), no. 11, 1. 6-9.
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land.3o Unfortunately, the inscription remainsenigmaticbut the expectation
of a low interestrate explainswhy peopleweregenerallyinterestedin leasing
land from the godsY 1 acceptthis as the reasonwhy private land-owners
would considerselling their propertyto gods.

However,why was it so cheapto rent from the gods?Were the sanctua-
ries welfare institutions?There is no indication that the citizens of Mylasa
and its neighbouringsmall communitieswent through a phaseof economic
hardshipso that they turned to the local sanctuariesfor help, that is to free
themfrom debtand mortgage.As far as1 cansee,noneof the estatescarried
a mortgage.Nevertheless,1would arguethat economicreasonswere indeed
responsiblefor the programmatic land-transfers- but we have to emphasise
the economicneedsof the other side involved, the sanctuaries.Recently,
Merkelbachsuggestedthat the transformationof so manyprivate estatesinto
temple land reflected a fundamentalistreligious attitude and intended to
revive the old Carian "Tempelwirtschaft"of premonetarytimes. Accordingly,
a combinationof "piety" and "atavism"was responsiblefor the programmatic
changesin the patternof land-holding,which were reversedas Caria became
part of the Romanprovince of Asia.32 Although neither of the two abstract
conceptsprovide a satisfactoryexplanation,Merkelbach'sfocus on the sanc-
tuaries leadsus in the right direction. Moreover, he correctly points to the
fact that the leasesreflect programmatic activities, that private landowners
musthavebeenactively andpublicly encouragedto sell their land.

An Allmentary Schemefor Sanctuaries

1 suggestthat the Mylaseanland-transfersare comparableto the Trajanic
alimentaryscheme.33 This systemof governmentaid, which providedfor the
support of children in towns aIl over Italy, was financed by government

30 Cf ibid.,!. 9-14; surprisingly, the offenderswere treatedwith polite discretion.They
were not namedin the inscription but referred to vaguely as nvÉç. It is not necessarilya
"positive" event or settingwhich couId lead to suddenfinancial operationsof temples.

31 How should we imagine the situation?How can Dionysius act on behalf of the
god and of the syngeneia?If there were no distinction betweensacredand public funds,
why is therea different rent?Cf ROBERT, op. cif. (n. 4), p. 39.

32 Cf R. MERKELBACH, Das Repertoriumder Inschriften von My/asa. Zu Th. Drew-
Bears Rezensionvon I.K, 34 (W. B/ümel), mit einer Hypothese über die My/aseer
Pachturkunden,in ZPE, 101 (1994), p. 306; cf SEG44 (1994), no. 907; similarly already
A. LAUMONIER, Les cultes indigènesen Carie, Paris, 1958, p. 109, "Cette reprise des terres
par les dieux est un curieux retour". à un état de chosestrès ancien". selon une sorte
d'étatismeou de communismethéocratique".

33 For the following and further details cf R. DUNCAN-JONES, The Economyof the
RomanEmpire. Quantitative Studies, Cambridge, 19742

, p. 288-319; G. WOOLF, Food,
povertyandpatronage.The significanceof the epigraphyof the Romanalimentarysche-
mesin early imperia/lta/y, in PBSR,58 (1990), p. 197-228;D. JOHNSTON,Munificenceand
municipia: bequeststo townsin classica/Roman/aw, in]RS, 75 (1985), p. 105-125.
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grantsplacedwith landownersin the districts; eachlandownerwho accep-
ted a loan receiveda sum worth a certainpercentageof the statedvalue of
his land, on which he had to pay the city interest,which formed the income
from which the children were supported.Rich information about the loans
has come down to us through inscriptions from the towns of Ve1eia and
Ligures Baebiani.34 They illustrate that the farming out of loans to private
landownerswas the only and most effectivemeansfor securinga permanent
revenueof a sufficient scale.35 Being a perpetuaIfoundation, they were self-
containedand protectedthe dependantsfrom suspensionof payment in
yearsof deficit. In the light of this clear advantage- and in order to attract
landownersto participate- the interest-rateon the loanscould be and was a
little lower than the rate mentionedas the normal return on landed invest-
ments. However, it was not the chief purposeof the schemeto provide
landownerswith cheapcredit. On the contrary, it would appearthat partici-
pationfell underthe categoryof civic munera.36

Like the Romanalimentaryloans at the beginningof the secondcentury
A.D., the Mylaseanland-transfersconstituteda schemedesignedto guaran-
tee regular, reliable income for earmarkedpurposes. In this case, the
Mylaseancivic and religious authoritiestried to solve a long-term, structural
problem that many communitiesand their sanctuariesfaced: very often the
high costsof running the cults were not met by the existing regularsacred
revenues.Sacredfunds were easilydivertedand treasurieshighly unstableor
spenton exceptionalexpenses.Sacredpropertyhadprobablybeengradually
diminished becauseprivate landownersencroachedon the estates of the
gods. A good way to solve the problem and at the sametime to free the
communityfrom an extra burdenwas to increasethe land leasedout for the
gods.

Let us return to the texts. A few documentstell us about the purposeof
the operationsfrom the "gods' point of view". The investmentis madeso
that "the godswill enjoy the revenuesfrom sumsbequeathedto them for all
times".37 When in 240 B.e. the governor of SeleucusII, Olympichus,
announceda dedicationof landsto ZeusOsogoa,he referredto preciselythe
samepurpose.38 He suggestedthat the peopleof Mylasa leaseout the dedi-

34 Cf CIL XI 1147 (= E.M. SMALLWOOD [ed.], DocumentsIllustrating the Principatesof
Gaius, ClaudiusandNero, Cambridge,1967,no. 436) and CIL IX, 1455.

35 DUNCAN-JONES, op. cit. (n. 33), p. 296, comparesthe schemewith private founda-
tions.

36 Cf ibid., 295 note 5 with references;DUNCAN-JONES, p. 300, finds it "highly doubtful
whether the alimentary loans could offer any real economic attraction to borrowers,
except thosewho neededto be bailed out of debt."; for participationas a civic obligation
see ibid., p. 308-310.

37 IMylasa II, no. 829, 1. 4, 01tOlÇ'toû Ùta<pôpouKa'taÀEÀEtllllé.vou1tpôcroùoçumxpxn'toîç8EOîç
Eiç 'tov a1tav'taXpôvov.

38 Cf ILabraunda 1, no. 8.
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cated propertieson a hereditarybasis at an interest of 5% so that ｾ àno
tOUtCOV npocro8oç unapXtlt tôn 8erot eç tOV ano;vto; Xpovov. 39 Olympichushim-
selfwill be the future lesseeso that his grantworks like a foundation.4o

Sanctuarieswere well-advisednot only to draw revenuesfrom existing
landedproperty,but also to acquirenew estatesas the bestway of investing
sacredfunds. The following statementscan be found in the documents:"As
land is for sale, it is the appropriate thing to buy those propertiesfor the
gods": cruf..t<pÉpov 8É ecr'ttv npto;cr8ar 'AnoÀ.À.covt Ko;t 'AptÉj.u8t 8wîç tO\) ＸｾｪＮｬｯｵ

'üÀ.Uj.lÉcov àno tO\) àpyuptou tO\) oVtoç iEPO\) trov npoyeYPo;j.lj.lÉvcov 8EroV. 41 Sorne
inscriptionsallude to a temporaryliquidity of the temple: ･ ｮ ｅ ｴ Ｘ ｾ ev tep no;pov'tt
unaPXEt trot Ｘ ｾ ｪ Ｎ ｬ ｣ ｯ ｴ 'üÀ.Uj.lÉcov iepov àpyupwv 'AnoÀ.À.covoç Ko;t 'AptÉj.lt8oç;42 a
legacy or exceptional euergetismmight have been responsiblefor the
"suddenwealth": ･ ｮ ｅ ｴ Ｘ ｾ nicrtoç EipllVo;toU... Ko;tÉÀ.tnEV trot 'AnoÀ.À.covt Ko;t
'AptÉj.lt8t. .. àpyuptoU 8po;Xj.làç.43 However,we also note a deliberateattempt
to purchaseproperty on behalf of a temple, although the full sum is not
immediatelyavailable. In one case,three priests,men of high rank, advance
the moneyandsign as responsiblefor the purchase.44 At Sinuri, the commis-
sioners report that they couId not find an appropriateterritory for the
amountthey receivedfor a purchase.45 The leaseswere thereforenot only a
sensibleinvestmentof unusedsacredfunds but a necessarymeansto gua-
ranteeregularsacredrevenues.Given this purpose,the enigmaticinscription
from Sinuri becomesclearer:it illustrates the effort to make the sanctuary's
statusas landlord as permanentas possible.The lesseemay change,as long
as the regularrevenuesareguaranteedfor the shrine.46

That the focus of the programmelayon the sanctuariesand that the
landownerswere not desperateto sell can be seenin the caseof the loçal
aristocratDiodotus, son of Demetrius,who held a farm in joint ownership
with Cleito, the daughterof Hybreasand priestessof Apollo and Artemis;
while Demetriussold his haIf to Zeusof the Otorkondeis,the priestessretai-
ned hers.47 It is unlikely that half of the propertywas an economicburden
while the otherflourished. It is alsounderstandablewhy only Demetrius'haIf
was involved in the sale.The priestesswould not sell her propertyto another

39 Ibid., 1. 21.

40 Note that a copy of his' letter datesta the late secondcenturyB.C.

41 Ibid., no. 801, 1. 2-4.

42 Ibid., no. 802, 1. 2f; cf also nos.825 and827.

43 Ibid., no. 829, 1. 3f.

44 Cf IMylasa II, no. 801, 1. 4-7: no. 802, 1. 5: amongthe 7tpOèlUVEîo'tu... is the priestof
Zeus Labraundeus.

45 Cf ROBERT, op. cif. (n. 4), no. 50.

46 Cf ibid., no. Il.

47 Cf IMylasa l, nos. 205f.: ProfessorRegerdiscussesthis casein detail in an unpubli-
shedpaper(seen. 6): he knows further details regardingthe estate.
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deity, nor wauld there be any needfor her ta take part in the scheme;her
haIf might anywayhave yielded incarnefor the gods. Neither a "fundamen-
talist religious attitude", nor a revived "Tempelwirtschaft"are the right labels
for the Mylaseanland-Ieasedocuments,They derived ratherfrom the expe-
riencethat the godsneededa guaranteedincomeand that only the revenues
of sacredland could provide this.

Co-operation instead of Controversy

The private landownerswho gave up their estatesin order to become
lessees of Mylaseandeitiesmust havebeenencouragedby the civic authori-
ties. Obviously, the syngeneiaor demesnegotiatedthe purchaseand leaseof
the lands on behalf of the sanctuaries,and these civic institutions almost
functionedas buyerand lessor.Their dominantrole is reflectedin the title of
the territories, which are, for example, called "<puÀenKl] ril dtàç 'Otrop-
KOVOÉrov",48 Nevertheless,the frequentemphasison both the gods and the
sacredfunds must not be ignored,and twofold expressionslike 'tôn 8erotKat
'tilt cruyyeveiator 'trov ieprov Kat KOtVroV 1tpocroorov49 showrathera distinction
of funds and revenuesthan that they were interchangeable,Moreover, my
interpretationhas shownthat the whole record is basedon the fact that it
was the gods' incomethat was at stake,

1 wonder how the phenomenonrelatesto the controversybetweenthe
priests of Labraundaand the city of Mylasa which took place sorne time
beforethe leasesstartedto appear.50 As far aswe canseefrom the preserved
texts, Zeus Labraundeuswas not involved in many transactions,but land
was also acquiredin his name;his estatesappearfrequentlywhen the boun-
daries of sold lands are described.If Mylasa had just "recovered"from the
seriouscontroversywith the priests at Labraunda,the demoswould have
hesitatedto develop a schemewhich increasedsacredland dramatically.51
Although the authorities freed themselvesfrom additional support for the
cults (and the default of such supportwas one of the main issuesin the
controversy),they wouId not have risked that ambitious priests like Korris
should exploit the situation and daim extra revenues.Sornedecadeslater,
however,the relationshipappearsin a very different light, the atmosphereof

48 IMylasa l, no. 214, 1. 14;·cf also IMylasa II, nos. 802 and 819, for the phraseE1tElOl]
UltlXPXEt trot ｏｾｊｬｏＩｴ tEpoV apyUptov 'AnoÎJw:JvaçKat 'AptÉJltooçtoû ｾ ｊ ｬ ｯ ｴ ｊ SEroV.

49 Cf ROBERT, op. clf. (n. 4), nos. lOf, and 14f.; Robert simply concludes,"Les affaires
du dieu et celles de la syngeneiasont les mêmes";,W. BL,ÜMEL, IMylasa II, p. 74, "Er [Zeus
Otorkondeonl hatte ausgedehntenGrundbesitz, der natürlich für aile praktischen
Zwecke Grundbesitzder Phyle war".

50 Obviously, the "how long before" depends on the dating of the land-leases;a
corpusof new texts from Mylasa will hopefully allow for more certainty,

51 Cf IMylasa l, no. 102; the priest of Zeus Labraundeusis also the secretaryof the
city.
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mutuaI suspicionhad given way to a natural co-operation.In the second
centuryB.C., Mylasa and the local sanctuarieshad not mergedidentity but
sharedcommoninterests.

My interpretationof the land-Ieasesmakes it clear that transactionsof
this kind were a structural necessityfor Greek sanctuariesand must have
taken place in most communities.The foUowing passage,which is taken
from a Rhodian inscription, illustrates a comparablecontext nicely: ￈ Ｑ ｴ ･ ｴ ｯ ｾ

｣ ｲ ｵ ｶ ｾ ｡ ｴ ｶ ･ ｴ 'tàç Ilèv 1toS6oouç'tàçAtvotrov ucr'tepeîv,'tà oè ei[ç] 'tàçSucrtaçKat
1tavayu[pe]tçavaÂ,(0lla'ta1tOÂ.t.aKtÇÈ1tetyetvKat 'tou'tcp'tp61tcp'toùçapxov'taçeiç
ou[crXP]T]cr'ttav ÈV1tet1t'tetv,crull<pÉpov ÔÉ È<m Atvo[tot]ç K[a]t 'tà[ç 'tro]v Serov
'tetllàç Kat 'to 'tOl> [K]otvOl> 1tpÉ1tOV Ota<puÂ.u[crcr]ecrSat...52 In order to prevent
officiaIs from diverting sacredfunds, the Lindians tried to find a solution that
dealtwith an acutefinancial crisis Cparticularlywith regardto sacredmatters)
and furthered both the gods and the community. While Lindos and many
other cities found their solution in ad hoc measuressuch as subscriptionsor
other forms of encouragedeuergetism,Mylasa came up with the idea of
developinga specialscheme,and it thus producedan exceptionalepigraphic
record.53

To sumup the evidencein one sentence:Mylasa is a uniquesolution to a
commonproblem.The foUowing remainsto be stated:the fact that the gods
were the beneficiariesof an "alimentaryscheme"doesnot deny the notion of
sacredwealth. After aU, the sanctuariesboughtthe large numberof estates,
and by the end of the secondcenturya vast amountof land aroundMylasa
must have beensacred.However, there was a particularneedto guard the
privileges and propertyof the gods. Thesewere always in danger,and the
situationof temple financesosciUatedbetweenburdenand blessing.
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52 F. SOKOLOWSKI, LSCGSuppl. 90, 1. 5-9 Ccf Ch. BLINKENBERG, Lindos. Fouilles de
l'acropole, 1902-1924II. Inscriptions, Berlin, 1941, no. 419; 1. MIGEOTTE, Lessouscriptions
publiquesdansles citésgrecques,Geneva,1992, no. 41).

53 Though a different and very complex phenomenon,the "sales of priesthoods"in
cities of Asia Minor and the easternAegeanwould appearto be anotheranswer to the
same problem.


