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Preface

The present book is a revised version of my dissertation Greek
Documentary Papyri from Egypt at the Berlin Museum submitted to
the senate of the Bar Ilan University, Ramat Gan, Israel, in November
1993 and finally approved nine months later in July 1994. It was
Professor Ranon Katzoff, my supervisor, at the time head of the
Classical Department at Bar Ilan, who first planted the seed of
papyrology in my heart and head, and together with the late Dr.
William Brashear, director of the papyrological department at the
Aegyptisches Museum und Papyrussammlung, Berlin, guided me
through the demanding path of editing a collection of papyri from the
Berlin museum. Later Professor Katzoff introduced me to Professor
Ann E. Hanson with the idea that my dissertation be published by the
ASP. Ann Hanson read the dissertation and accepted the suggestion
forwarding the manuscript to a strict examination by the anonymous
referees for the ASP.

The collection itself is composed of documentary papyri mostly
from the Roman period with two Byzantine texts. Most of the
documents originate from localities in the Arsinoite Nome with only a
few outside it. Along with tax receipts this volume includes sale
contracts, various kinds of declarations, private and official letters
among other types of documentary papyri. The wide range of topics
covered by the texts at hand draws a vivacious picture of the daily life
mainly of villagers of the Arsinoite Nome in Roman Egypt.

I am grateful to a large number of teachers, advisors, colleagues
and family members to whose support and caring I owe much of the
determination to complete this project. First foremost is my supervisor
Prof. Ranon Katzoff, whose dynamic, strict, teaching and profound
guidance established the framework of this volume. Prof David
Sohlberg, of the Bar Ilan University, encouraged my academic
advance as early as when he was my teacher in the 1960's at the Tel
Aviv University. Since then he has constantly found much interest in
my work. Prof. Naphtali Lewis helped me with reading some of the
papyri in this collection. He never missed an occasion to meet and
enrich me with his deep insight and enlightening suggestions. In the
course of our long discourses I managed to understand the meaning




and essence of papyrology. Prof. D. Schaps, the department of
classics, Bar Ilan University, helped me through many difficulties I
had with various forms of the Greek in my texts. The late Prof. P.J.
Siipesteijn read the whole volume, made valuable remarks and with
much grace and patience answered any question I posed to him. Ann
Hanson and the referees for the ASP read the dissertation and
suggested many changes and corrections. Ann's encouraging and
warm approach accompanied me all along the way, and facilitated the
rigorous path of editing and publishing a collection of not so
promising Greek papyri. Last but not least is the late Dr. William
(Bill) Brashear who showed me my first papyrus and taught me how
to read it. He was an excellent guide and a friend. I admire his
patience, kindness and hospitality shown to me on my scholarly visits
to the museum in Berlin and throughout the years starting with his
visit to Israel in 1984 and up to his untimely death in 2000. I miss him
as a colleague and grieve for his death.

In addition I would like to express much gratitude to the
institutions whose generous grants and support helped me perform this
research. First foremost the Aegyptisches Museum und
Papurussammlung, Berlin whose kind permission authorized me to
prepare the texts included in this volume for publication. The grants
were allowed by the following institutions: Bar Ilan University;
Mofet, The Institute for Research and Development by the department
for Teacher Training at the Ministry of Education and Culture; Achva
Academic College for Education. Special thanks are due to the
librarians at the Bar Ilan central library and the staff of the library at
Achva Academic College for Education, headed by the excellent Mrs.
S. Cohen, who did their utmost to locate any book or article I was in
need of Dr. Hava Korzakova (Bar-Ilan University) prepared the
camera-ready version. Her patience, punctuality and devotion

contributed enormously to the production of this volume. I owe her
my gratitude for that.

I am thankful to them all for their assistance and encouragement

bestowed on me. For the errors that remain in the present volume I am
solely responsible.




This book is dedicated to my dear and beloved family, Ahuva my
wife, Avner and Hila, my children. Their vigorous support and joint
contribution to the completion of this project cannot be expressed in
words.
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Notes on Editorial Conventions

Papyrus editions and papyrological journals in this volume are
cited according to the Checklist of Editions of Greek, Latin, Demotic
and Coptic Papyri, Ostraca and Tablets, ed. J. F. Oates, R.S. Bagnall,
S.J. Clackson, A.A. O’Brien, J.D. Sosin, T.G. Wilfong and K.A. Worp
(BASP Supp. 9, Atlanta 2001, fifth edition). Titles of classical works
are abbreviated according to the Oxford Classical Dictionary. Books
and reference works cited by short titles are listed in full in the
bibliography.

The texts are presented according to the usual papyrological
practices, for which see Pestman (1990) 317, P.Col. X introd. p. xii
and XI p. xiii-xiv. The following signs are used:

() Resolution of abbreviation or symbol

apyl Lacunas in the papyrus

or [aBy

or [aBy]

T > Letters omitted by the scribe

I 1 Letters written, then deleted, by the scribe

£ Letters erroneously written by the scribe

apy Uncertain letters
Letters of which part or all remain but which have not
been read

[£3] Approximate number of letters lost in a lacuna and not

restored

Interlinear additions.

a0 4

afy

Bold numbers of texts refer to numbers of documents edited in
this volume. Where Greek names appear the Latin form was preferred
as .for instance: Diodorus (not Diodoros) or Heliodorus (not
Heliodoros). The critical apparatus supplies all corrections for
departure from standard, classical Greek. Diaeresis in the text is noted
in the apparatus. When indicating the dimensions of the papyri the
breadth comes first, followed by the height.

“Introd.” stands for: “introduction”.

“Supp.” — “Supplement.”
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1. REPLACEMENT FOR A LOST SYNTAXIMON RECEIPT

This dark brown papyrus is broken on all four sides, and holes
produced by worms are responsible for some of the lacunae,
especially the large one at lower left. The top margin of ca. 2.5 cm. is
intact, but 2-3 letters are missing along both the left and right margins
in most lines. For the first line, however, the right margin is preserved.
The papyrus was probably folded several times horizontally; traces of
one such fold appear between lines 2 and 3 and another ran along line
8. The papyrus was broken apart in the process of opening, and no
doubt the horizontal folds contributed to the breaking. The sheet now
consists of the two surviving pieces, and these were attached at the
Museum's laboratory in Berlin. A third, the lower section, seems not
to have been brought to the Museum and when it separated off from
the rest, it took with it nearly half of line 8. It is likely, however, that
only a line or two has been lost from the text, since the warning
against reusing the old document (lines 5-8) comes at the end of 1, and
this is where such warnings can be found in most parallel texts. (See
€.g2. nos. 22, 23, 25 on chart 1 infra). The scribe writes the replacement
receipt in a fast cursive hand, and his letters frequently lack individual
articulation. Verschleifung is particularly prominent in the imperial
titles at lines 1-2. The text is written along the fibres (—); the other
side ({) is blank."

A resident of Soknopaiou Nesos, (NN), a son of a certain [Tamdic
and grandson of ~Apdctc, paid an installment of twelve drachmas for
the syntaximon of the second year of Claudius (CE 41/42). The
taxpayer lost his original receipt (lines 6-8), and the clerk who is
issuing the new document warns the taxpayer against reusing the old
receipt (lines 5-6). Thus 1 will now replace the previous receipt the
taxpayer claims to have lost.

Syntaximon seems to have been the only tax dealt with in the
original receipt, or else the other taxes would also have been alluded
to in the new document. The mention of twelve silver drachmas in line
8 indicates that the original receipt was paid in the tetradrachms
demanded by the Roman government. Because the text breaks off at

! For Verschleifung, see Préaux (1954) 83-87; Coles (1987) 256 reviewing BGU
2525; Sijpesteijn (1989)a 94.
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this point, it is unclear whether or not this was the only payment
recorded in the previous receipt.

For recent discussions of cuvtdEipov see Gallazzi in O.Tebt. Pad.
I (1979) pp. 4-17; Hanson (1982) passim; Hobson (1984)b 854-55;
Nelson in BGU XV (1985) pp. 155-56; Rathbone (1993) 87-88. See
also Rupprecht (1994) 79-80.

The standard annual rates per capita for syntaximon during most
of the I century CE in Egypt were 44 drs. 2 chalk. or 44 drs. 2 ob. 2
chalk. Arrears payments were exacted by the government at a higher
rate: 45 drs. 2 obols; 45 drs. 3 obs.; 46 drs. 3 obs.’

Some scholars studying the poll-tax in Roman Egypt during the
first half of the 20" century, notably Keyes (1931) 266-67, and

Tcherikover (1950) 191-92, believed that Syntaximon and Laograhpia

were identical. In Gallazzi's opinion (P.Tebt.Pad p. 5), however,

Syntaximon included Laographia and other minor taxes. This |
presentation of Syntaximon and Laographia as opposed to the notion
of their being identical came to be the leading approach during the |
closing decades of the 20™ century, and is now supported by most
scholars. See Wallace (1938)a 122-23, and Gallazzi, Hobson, Hanson |
and Nelson (cited above). |

Local officials in both Ptolemaic and Roman periods seem to
have been particularly concerned that invalidated receipts not be used
by taxpayers in their jurisdiction. Most of the replacement receipts
derive from both the Fayum and from the settled areas further to the
south (see chart 1 infra). The main point of interest in 1, then, seems
to be the subject of issuing replacement documents to substitute for
lost ones.

It was the usual procedure for any tax collector to enter his
taxpayers' names into the ledgers recording and acting as final proof
for the payments of taxes in the course of a certain year. These ledgers

’ See (-iallazzi,- in O.Tebt.Pad.l p. 5, and for arrears p. 12 ; Nelson in BGU XV 155;
for Philadelphia see Hanson (1988) 266-67; 271 note 54 ad. loc. See also Wallace

(1938)a 123. For variations see SB XVIII 13862.36-37; P.Mich. XII 640.53, note ad
loc. and p. 48 (introd.).
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were kept either at the collector's bureau or at the local bank.” At the
beginning of P. Princ. I 10 col. i (CE 34) the following items are stated:
regnal year, emperor's name, month, the tax paid, place of residence
for those whose payments are listed. The taxpayers are identified by
names, patronymics and the sum paid (e.g. P.Princ. 1 10.5). It should
have been rather easy to prove or deny any taxpayer's claim regarding
his past payments, if the original receipt was lost. The clerk,
presumably, having verified the applicant's request, would issue a new
replacement receipt.

Lines 5-8 of 1 refer to "the other receipt", (the €Tepov
cupBolov), probably a lost document, which our receipt is issued to
replace. In extant papyri dated to the I-II centuries CE one encounters
replacement documents issued under various circumstances (see chart
1 for a list of such documents):

1) Receipts issued to substitute for previous ones - possibly on the
grounds of their being faulty for one reason or another. Otherwise,
no other specific cause is stated. (P.Fay. 54.3 and note ad loc. In
addition, see chart 1, nos. 5; 6; 10; 12; 17; 24; 27).

2) Receipts written by praktores argyrikon with a promise to
exchange them for others issued by a public bank (see chart 1, nos.
29-32).

3) Receipts and other documents issued to replace former ones
claimed by their recipients to have been lost (nos. 2; 8; 9; 13-
15;22; 23; 25; 26; 28; 34; 36-39).

A deeper study of the subject of replacement documents requires
an examination of the text at hand. Lines 5-8 of 1 contain two
components relevant to the matter under discussion here, with a third
to be supplied by some of the texts grouped in chart 1:

A) un mpoc[xpcabal eTépwl cupforwt (1.5-6)

3 See P.Princ. 1 introd. p. xiv; Wallace (1938)a 318-19; Schuman (1963) 306;
Bogeart (1989) passim. Apparently it seems that local banks existed in many
villages at least in the Arsinoite nome.
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B) 10 copBolov dkupov eivat (to be found in nos. 9, 13, 14, 26,

28, 38, chart 1)
C) &ua [T0 élkmenTwkévar avTté (1.6-8).

The announcement declaring the issuing of a replacement document,
then, consists of three parts. The scribe confirms that a previous
document was lost (C), declares it to be invalid (B), and warns against

reusing it (A).

Chart 1 presents an updated list of extant documents issued to
replace others, 40 in all. They originate from various nomes all over
Egypt and can be categorized as follows:

1) tax receipts - 27 (nos. 1-7, 9-12, 13(?), 14-19, 22, 24, 29-33,
37, 40)

2) private receipts - 5 (nos. 8, 26, 28, 38-39)

3) penthemeros certificates - 2 (nos. 23, 25)

4) orders - 2 (nos. 35-36)

5) repayment of a loan - 1 (no. 20)

6) transport dues - 1 (no. 18)

7) confirmation of a certificate - 1 (no. 24)

8) copy of a diagraphe - 1 (no. 21).

Most of the documents here make use of at least one of the above
three components. In some cases A, B or C are either missing or
differently phrased in the documents on chart 1. A and C seem to be
commoner than B. Excluding nos. 20, 21, 28, 35, 36, 38-40 which are
private all the remaining documents on chart 1 are official.

Unless otherwise stated II, II1, IV - indicate centuries CE.

Chart 1. List of Replacement Documents

No. | Text Date(CE) | Provenance | Components
O.Bodl. 160 BCE 157 ? -

O.Tait162 BCE 157- ? -
5i
O.Theb. 1 25 BCE 138 Thebais
O.Stras. 6 BCE 135 ?

WO 1l 1526 BCE Hermonthis
12322
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Text

Date(CE)

Provenance

Components

wO 11 351

BCE 122

Hermonthis

O.Bodl. 18

BCE 118

Diospolis

> | >

P.Dion. 35

BCE 111

Hermopolis

O.Stras. 18

II BCE

Koptos

WO 11 1496

11 BCE

Diospolis

O.Theb. 16

BCE 767

Thebais

wO 11 1026

Ptolemaic

5

> (> >

SB XIV 11624

7/8

f?

1

41/42

Sokn. Nes.

> 1

WO 11 50

98

9

P.Stras. V 404

106/107

Bacchias

P.Fay. 47a

114/15

Euhemeria

P.Fay. 54

117/18

Euhemeria

P.Graux 20

138

Theadelphia

> > >

P.Yalel 65

138

Oxyrhynchus

P.Stras. V1I 628

140

Ars. nome

BGU 1 214

152

Sokn. Nes.

P.Lond 11 316a (p.
104)

153

Sokn. Nes.

BGU1 66

161/62

Bacchias

SB XX 14994

169

Arab. Kom.

>(> 2|

P.Lond. 111 918 (p.
171)

171

Nilospolis

P.Tebt. 11 364

170-75

Tebtunis

SB VI 9619.12

184

Ars. nome

P.Fay. 64

11

Euhemeria

P.Hamb. 144

215

Psennuris

P.Hamb. 145

25

Hephaistias

P.Hamb. 142

216

Karanis

P.Diog. 40

216

Tanis

P.Oxy. XLIX 3497

216

Ophis

P.Alex. 13

11

Oxyrhynchus
9

CPR VI 38

321

SB X 10729

330

Karanis?

P.Oxy. XIV 1716

333

Oxyrhynchus

P.Oxy. VIII 1133

396

Oxyrhynchus

SPP XX 105

IV

i
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Notes to Chart 1.
No.13 - No emperor is mentioned in the text. Yet, year 37 (line 7)

should assign this document to Augustus' reign.

No. 15 - See WO 178.

No. 24 - Bureth (1964) 106 dates this document into the second year
of Elagabalus, CE 218.

Nos. 29-32 - The editors of P.Fay. 64 suggest a link between lines 7-9
of their text and component A. The same reasoning may be applied to
P.Hamb. 1 44.6-8; 45.8-9; 42.8-9.

No. 34 - The scribe's statement: $8dveo 8¢ TO avTo cUppoi(ov)
éydovc (lines 11-12) describes a case of a lost document which is
substituted by a new one. See commentary on p. 221.

No. 37 - For the date of this papyrus see Lewis (1970) 112. Lines 5-6
read: €Tépov ... amoxfc pun emidpepopé(vov). The editor suggests
that there was an earlier receipt, which was replaced by the present
document. See commentary on pp. 64-65. émidépopatr (produce) is
used in a similar situation in P.Oxy. VIII 1133.14.

No. 38 - mpocxpdopar is missing. Yet, phrases such as: undév ...
évkalelv (line 14), or und¢ émeletcachar(line 15 read —cechat)
convey a similar sense.

Schuman® contended that any Egyptian paying his taxes not at a
public bank branch was provided with a temporary receipt by the tax
collector. This document had to be exchanged at a public bank for a
permanent one. In his opinion only the receipts issued by the bank (10
dnuoctov cupPolov) were valid.

This theory implies an elaborate system regularly working to
provide Egyptian taxpayers with temporary and permanent receipts.
Considering the great number of taxes paid by Egyptians under
Roman rule one should expect to find a common procedure according
to which temporary receipts were daily exchanged for permanent
ones. Yet, the whole theory rests on a tiny group of four documents in
which the tax collectors promised to exchange the receipts they were
handing the taxpayers for others issued by the banks. (See P.Fay. 64;
P.Hamb. 1 44; 45; 42 - nos. 29-32 on chart 1).° Not even one pair of

*(1963) 308 and footnote 1; (1983) 49

3 .
Fogr more texts (dlsregarded by Schuman) in which the tax collectors undertake to
provide the taxpayers with the demosion symbolon should probably be added to this
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temporary/permanent receipts issued to the same taxpayer for the
same tax in a given year was found to prove this theory to be correct.

Schuman advanced his ideas in 1963. In 1983 he restated this
suggestion using the same four documents (footnote 4). A period of 20
years had not yielded any new evidence in support of a theory
presented as a common day-to-day procedure. On the contrary, as
demonstrated in chart 1, most of the documents in question there were
issued to replace others for their being faulty, lost or for whatever
other reasons, except for the arguments advocated by Schuman.

Moreover, Schuman selected BGU 1 214 and P.Lond. 11 316a
(nos. 22-23 chart 1) as examples to prove his theory. See Schuman
(1963) 308 and footnote 1 ad loc. This attempt of his, however, is not
convincing, since in both cases a former lost document is mentioned.
The present receipts claimed by Schuman to be the permanent ones,
can also be regarded as substitutions issued to replace the former (lost)
documents. One might say that the taxpayers in both cases wanted to
have new receipts. They did not wish to exchange temporary
documents for permanent ones, but simply because their originals had
been lost they looked for replacements to prove (on demand) that they
had fulfilled their obligations in this matter.°®

From Schuman's theory one might gather the following:

a) Only receipts issued at the banks were valid.

b) Every permanent receipt invalidated a previous temporary one
using the prohibition section or its variants (un wpocx ... =
component A chart 1).

Yet, only very few documents carrying this restriction were found
(see the list of documents on chart 1 supra, component A), whereas
most extant receipts do not. It is clearly out of the question to infer
that most Egyptians trotted to bank offices to discharge their tax
obligations, or to be provided with the valid permanent receipts on
presenting their temporary ones. Neither is it practical to reason that

group: P.Oslo 116 (CE 144); BGU I 223 (CE 210/11); P.Ryl. 11 358 (CE 216/17);
P.Hamb. 1 80 (beginning of III century CE). Yet, even eight texts are not enough to
establish the existence of a daily procedure, particularly when six of these are dated
into a rather short period (beginning of Il century CE). P.Lond. 111 1234.6 is too
mutilated to yield any significant text. BL 1 275 considered, it is entirely risky to
deduce that an exchange of receipts is meant here.

® As for P.Lond 11 316a see Sijpesteijn, (1989)a 94, discussing SB XX 14994.5-6
(no. 25 chart 1) who regards the London document as it really is, a replacement for a
lost receipt.
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the tax collectors were burdened with the task of exchanging the
temporary/permanent receipts. What would they do with the
thousands of invalid (temporary) pieces of papyrus? And who would
pay the extra cupfolikéy for the new receipts‘?7 If taxpayers did not
visit local banks to pay their taxes, they certainly would not incur the
same trouble just to exchange their temporary receipts for permanent
ones. Consequently, it was left to the tax collectors to exchange the
receipts and deliver the valid ones to the payees, apparently a
wearisome mission imposed on top of the enormous paper work they
were already burdened with.® Nor could one conclude that taxpayers
simply preferred to keep the temporary receipts not bothering to
exchange them for permanent valid ones. Moreover, three of the four
receipts advanced by Schuman to prove his theory, (nos. 30-32 chart
1), are dated CE 215-16 (the fourth is dated to II century CE). All four
originate from the Arsinoite nome. This may merely indicate a local
temporary arrangement between tax collectors and taxpayers; not a
long term province wide daily procedure. On the basis of the above
discussion it seems that one ought to reject Schuman's theory.’

A proper way to deal with the texts grouped in chart 1, in my
opinion, is to treat them as irregular cases. In the matter of tax receipts
it seems that, for one reason or another, tax collectors either required

’ For methods of tax collecting in Roman Egypt during the first two centuries CE, see
Shelton in P.Cair.Mich. 11, pp. 2-4 for Karanis, where he convincingly demonstrated
that tax collectors made door to door rounds in villages and metropoleis exacting
?ayments for capitation taxes; see also Hanson (1994) passim for Philadelphia.

: See Shelton in P.Cair. Mich. 359 vol. 11 pp. 1-6; p. 6 in particular.

_For disagreements with Schuman's theory see Sijpesteijn in P.Customs, pp. 10-11,
(in connection with customhouse receipts); Bogaert (1989) 218-19. Herrmann
(1979) 226-30 adopts Schuman's theory and suggests that symbolon be regarded as
the temporary receipt, whereas antisymbolon as the permanent one. He cites
Petronius Mamertinus' edict (P.Fay. 21 - CE 134), which demands of both payer and
col_lector of money to hand each other receipts concerning the transaction at hand.
This, however, does not resemble the instances discussed by Schuman. There, both
documents, the temporary and the permanent receipts, were meant for the taxpayer.
When the taxpayer supposedly exchanged his temporary receipt, he did not hand
over a .document, which he himself had written (as ordered by the praefect
Mamertinus), but simply returned the old receipt, issued for him some time earlier.
From Nelson's note to BGU XV 2533.5 one may gather that he supports Schuman.
Howg:ver no new evidence is suggested. Verdult, P.Erasm. 11 p. 112, is not fully
convinced by Schuman's explanations ("Schuman tried to explain ..." repeated on p.

113). Consequently, the above conclusions regarding Schuman's double document
theory stand unchanged.
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the cancellation of documents they had issued earlier, or promised to
exchange the receipts they were handing the payers for ones to be
written in the future. In other cases lost documents simply had to be
replaced by new ones. '’

Two more comments will be suggested:

a) In spite of the fact that most of the phrases assembled in connection
with each of the three components in chart 1 are similar, it is more
likely that there was not any binding procedure regulating the issuing
of replacement receipts. It seems that every clerk approached with
such a request acted of his own volition.

b) The same phrasing (components A, B, C) was used in private

business documents as can be discerned from P.Dion. 35 and P.Oxy.
VIII 1133 (nos.8 and 39 on chart 1).

P.Berol. inv. 25557 Soknopaiou Nesos
6.8x85cm. (PL. 1) 16-25 November CE 41/42

[€To]uc SevTépov TiBeplov Khavdiov

[Kaica(poc)] CeBacTtod Teppavikod AvTokpdT[opoc

[ ABJUp k. Srayéy(pamTat) dia Atwdwd(ov)

4 [..Ju[£3]).c HarmaiTo(c) "Apdct(oc) cuvt(a€ipor) kfop(ne)
[Cokv]om(aiov) Nrico[v] Tod avTod (€Touc) kal pn mpoc-
[xpIncacBatr €Tepov copPorov Sa

[TO €]kmeTTOKEéVAL TO AUTO CUp-

[Bolov +6]evar apy(vpiov) Sekadvo.

3 leg. ALod6T(ov); 6 leg. €Tépwt cupBorwt

In the second year of Tiberius Claudius [Caesar] Augustus
Germanicus Imperator, Hathyr 20 ... NN son of Papais grandson of

' See Wallace (1938)a 318. Citing P.Fay. 64 he states that at times temporary
receipts were issued by tax collectors, which were later exchanged for permanent
ones; clearly not a daily procedure, but an irregular phenomenon. Moreover, the
editors of P.Fay. 54 in their note to line 3 observe the prohibition section warning
against using the former receipt as an injunction relating to cases of lost or faulty
documents, rather than as a part of a regular phrasing attached to every permanent
receipt.
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Amasis has paid the syntaximon of the village of Soknopaiou Nesos
for the same year through Diodotus, and do not use the other receipt,
because it has been lost ... for twelve silver (drachmas).

3 ['AB]0p: October 28 - November 26. For the agricultural calendar
of the Egyptian year paired with the names of the Egyptian months see
Pestman (1990) 315. ®addL was the first month in which syntaximon
payments were made for the year, and thus the payment in Hathyr
may have been the second installment made by our taxpayer. See
Hanson (1982) 52 (text no. 2, note to line 17, p. 56).

Stayéy(pamrtair): This form is regularly used in the Julio-Claudian
period, whenever it is written in full. For SiayéypamTtat in
syntaximon receipts dated to I century CE Philadelphia see Hanson
(1982) 54-55.

Sta Atwdwd(ov): For the interchange of delta and tau see Gignac
(1976) 63; 80-83. The extant text of our papyrus does not suggest any
title for Diodotus. Probably nothing was written at the end of line 3
(following Diodotus). Evidently, the beginning of line 4 is occupied
by the taxpayer's name, or actually what was left of it, reserving no
space for any title for Diodotus. Yet, it is clearly stated that the tax
was paid through (6td) Diodotus. This figure, Diodotus, may have
been a praktor argyrikon, as we can learn from other instances such as
P.Mich. X 582 col. ii. 2 (CE 49/50) and P.Mich. XII 640.1 (1* half I
century CE) and note ad loc. See also the history of Nemesion, son of
Zoilos, related by Hanson (1989) 429-40 passim. Diodotus might have
been an assistant to such an official, a cheiristes as in BGU XIII
2291.2 (Soknopaiou Nesos, BCE 6/5 or 5/4), and P.Mich. XII 640.1
and note ad loc. See also Wallace (1938)a 288. Alternatively he might
have been just a friend paying the tax on our taxpayer's behalf. New
evidence (the Michigan papyri and Hanson cited above) prove that
praktqres argyrikon were active in Arsinoite villages in Julio-
Claudian Egypt. This is contra Wallace (1938)a 291. Moreover, it
ought to be stated that officials titled mpdkTwp Aaoypadias are
known to have been active in some Arsinoite villages in the course of

the I century CE. See P.Gen. 11 91 i.7-8 (CE 50-51); P.Ryl 11 595.1-2
(CE 57); Wallace (1938)a 307.
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4 [..]Ju[£3].c MamdiTo(c) Apndet(oc): One is tempted to read ITatmdic
at the beginning of line 4, yet the only certain letters surviving from
this name are mu and sigma (at the end). A Papais son of Papais
appears in BGU XIII 2245 (CE 14-37) and probably again in P.Lond.
IT 139 (CE 49), both from Soknopaiou Nesos. Our taxpayer could have
been a family member, perhaps a brother of this Papais. Two more
documents originating from this village attest two people bearing
similar names, P.Koln VI 276 (CE 41) and P.FuadUniv. 1 34 (CE 42).
As names of fathers are missing, definite identification is impossible.
The mother's name missing in 1 comes to be frequent in typical
formulas identifying taxpayers in Syntaximon receipts only after the
second half of Claudius' reign. See Nelson in BGU XV 2533.3, (note
ad. loc.) generally for syntaximon receipts. For Philadelphia see
Hanson (1982) 51-52.

* [ would like to thank Prof. D. Hobson for making her database
concerning Papais available to me.

cuvT(aéipov): The accusative form is employed in some first century

syntaximon receipts, a seemingly quite adaptable resolution to our
text. See Hanson (1982) 56.

5 [Cokv]om(atov) N1co[v]: See 7.1 and note ad loc.

6 copBolov: See Herrmann (1979) 222-26 for a discussion and
various uses of this term.

5-6 un mpoc/[xpJcacbar: For the infinitive of the middle aorist used
as imperative see BGU IV 1096.8-9. 1 is the only document in chart 1
to employ this form. Other texts using component A exhibit either the
middle aorist participle (xpncdpevoc/or) or the U person singular of
the future indicative (xpricn; mpocxpney). For a discussion of the use
of mpocxpmncen see Sijpesteijn (1989)a 94.

un mpoc/[xphcaclar €tepov cipPBorov: Read: €Tépyp cupPorp):
Most Ptolemaic texts on chart 1 employing component A read: TQ
TpéTEPOr ypadévTL WN xpncn, whereas the documents of the
Roman period (except for no. 24) read: pn mpocxpricy €Tépw
cupBoiw. Nevertheless, xpdopat was in use in Roman and in
Byzantine papyri. See Gignac (1981) 368-69 and nos. 22-23.
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8 &py(uplov) Sekadlo: The lower part of the symbol designating
Spaxpdc was lost. For a similar syntaximon receipt from Soknopaiou
Nesos see P.Gen. 11 90.3 (CE 36); see also P.Fay. 45.4 (CE 10-11).

2. POLL-TAX RECEIPT

Except for a few small holes this piece of light brown papyrus is
preserved almost in full. The top margin is about 1’2 cm. the bottom
3. At left the papyrus seems to have been torn as a result of a
vertical folding. The first two lines are extended on the right to the
edge of the papyrus, while the rest form a margin of about one cm.
Judging from the extant part of the text it seems that 6-9 letters were
lost at the beginning of each line. The papyrus shows signs of other
folds, both vertical and horizontal. In contrast to the straight cut top
edge, the bottom was badly damaged. The relatively copious bottom
margin may have been reserved for the writing of a subsequent
receipt. The bold ink produced a fine highly cursive hand, which is
very hard to read having been written very quickly.'* At lines 3,

‘Qptlo(voc), and 4, Xn(voBockiwy), the scribe employed raised letters
to indicate abbreviations. The lines run along the fibers (—). On the

other side () there are some undefined marks of ink.

In 2 the son of Onesimos, from the Second Goose-Pen Quarter in
the metropolis of the Arsinoite nome, paid 20 silver drs. to which
extra charges of 10 obs. were added, presumably for Aaoypadta, the
poll-tax in Roman Egypt. The receipt was issued during the joint rule
of Marcus Aurelius and his son Commodus most likely between 177
and 179 (see note to lines 1-2).

: Close parallels to 2 are P.Mich. XV 695-99; 756. For a detailed
discussion of the structure of this type of laographia receipts see
O.Tebt.Pad. 1, pp. 14-23, and especially pp. 21-23. See also P.Mich.
XV pp. 21-23. Laographia at the reduced rate of 20 drs. plus 10 obs.
XxaAkov is well attested among the privileged inhabitants of the

11

I am grateful to the late Prof. P.J. Sijpesteijn for his help in the reading of this
papyrus.

For Verschleifung see 1, footnote 1.
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metropolis of the Arsinoite nome,"” and although laographia means
"the registering of the people”, the tax so named is to be distinguished
from the syntaximon, the latter being used to designate laographia
paid at a higher rate of 40 drs. plus extra charges by peasant taxpayers
in Arsinoite villages (see 1 introd.). As the sons of the more privileged
metropolites came of age, they were subject to an investigation known
as €mikptcie that vindicated their right to the special status and to the
lower rate for capitation taxes.'* The age of liability for poll-tax was
14 years, and only males were liable; the age of exemption varied in
the course of the period during which this tax was exacted.”” As a
capitation tax laographia was closely related to the 14-year census
cycles of Roman Egypt, introduced into this and other provinces
during the reign of Augustus. The officials levying the capitation taxes
relied on the census returns submitted by heads of houses, as they
prepared lists of male taxpayers who were liable for capitation taxes
each year. Although the inhabitants of the province of Egypt received
the Roman citizenship early in the III century and added "(Marcus)
Aurelius" to their names thereafter, receipts for payments of
laograohia were issued for more than a decade subsequent, and the last
provincial census was proclaimed in CE 257/58. So far as we know, no
official declaration announced the end of poll-tax collections.'®

13 See Samuel (1977)a 135-43; O.Tebt.Pad. 1, pp.4-11; P.Mich. XV 695-99; 756 and
22-23. For further parallels see Rupprecht (1994) 79-80.

4 Modrzejewski (1985) 257-59 divides the population in Egypt into three
categories:

a) Roman citizens; b) non-Romans who acquired the Roman citizenship (cives
peregrini); c) the remaining bulk of the Greek-Egyptian population whom
Modrzejewski terms the 'tiers etat'. The first two categories were tax free (dTe)elc).
On class and status designation in Ptolemaic and Roman Egypt see further Bowman
(1986) 122-40. Our son of Onesimos was, then, a member of the third category
which was divided into two classes as shown above. See also Rowlandson (1998)
11-12. For the aims and importance of the census system and the poll-tax see
Nicolet (1991) 135-36; Bagnall-Frier, next note.

1 See Bagnall and Frier (1994) 27-30.

'® See Hombert and Préaux in Pap.Lugd Bat. V pp. 40-41; Lewis (1983) 169-70;
Rathbone (1993) 86-88; 96-97.
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P.Berol. inv. 25563 Arsinoiten Polis
6x9 cm. (PL 2) July 24 of CE 177,178, 0r 179

[ETovc) 1?7 Alpn]ilov " AvTe(vivov) kal Koppddou
[Tov kuplov] CeBaoTor "Emeid N dpt8(prcewc) Tlav(vi)
[5L(éypaper) NN 'Oneipov Tot "Qptw(voc) (unTpoc)
"Hp()
4 [U(wep) hao(ypadiac) +4 klai SekdTou (€Touc) “ET(épuv)
Xn(voBockioy)
[(Bpaxpac) eikocl (ylvovTal) k wpoc(BLaypadopévor)
x (aikoD) 6B(orouc) Séka.

3Pap.-) np/; SPap.k

In the I[.}Jth year of the lords Aurelii Antoninus and Commodus
Augusti, the 30" of Epeiph for the account of Pauni, NN, son of
Onesimos, grandson of Horion, his mother being Her( ), from the
Second Goose-Pen Quarter, has paid twenty drs. for the laographia of
the 1{.]th year, equals 20, extra charges 10 copper obs.

1-2 and 4: For this dating formula see Bureth (1964) 85. All the texts
cited by Bureth and by PHI 7 database list dating formulas referring to
vears 17-20 of the joint rule of these two emperors (CE 176/77-
179/80). Commodus was elevated to the rank of Augustus in
midsummer of 177. Thus his co-regency with his father, Marcus
Aurelius, lasted from midsummer of 177 till March 180 (Marcus'
death), encompassing four imperial years (17-20). The word SexdTov
at line 4 is very clearly written. Preceding the xJai in the lacuna
€TTd, OKTG or évvéa can be written to complete the year numbers
€TTaKaibekdTou, OkTwkaidekdTou or évveakaiSekdTov. The
available space in the lacuna preceding xlai{ would allow for any of
the three options only if Aaoypadia is strongly abbreviated —
Aao(ypadiac), as suggested in the comment to line 4 infra. At line 2
Epeiph 30, 24 July, might, then, be assigned to one of the years 177,
178*’ 1'79. Another reasonable solution for the curved stroke preceding
dekdTov was suggested by Prof. D. Hagedorn (in an e-mail dated
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November 15, 2000, for which I am grateful to him). He commented
that at times scribes would write only dekdTov in full indicating the
other part of the year number with a numeral; in the present case: {
kal SekdTtou, N kal dekdTov or O kal SekdTov. If this solution is
endorsed 6 kal SekdTov might have to be excluded on account of the
superstitious belief in the phenomenon of the theta nigrum, for which
see Thomas (1977) 241-43. Consequently, the text will have to be
assigned to either CE 177 or 178.

"Emeld N apib(puricewc) IMad(vi): arithmesis was a bookkeeping term
for which see WO I 814-15; Youtie (1981)a 410. See also P. Hamb. 111
204 col. 1. 2 and note ad loc. Our son of Onesimos with his
metropolitan status probably paid his poll-tax currently as against
villagers with peasant status paying laographia at the highest rates
described by Samuel (1977)a 130-31. He might have been better off
than other members of his class. (See footnote 14 supra). For
members of the metropolite class in Roman Egypt and their status and
obligations see Lewis (1983) 39-64; Bowman (1986) 124-28.

3 NN 'OJvncipov Tov ‘Qplw(voc): Egyptians were in the habit of
naming sons after fathers and grandfathers. See Wessely (1902) 81-
171 (Personen-Verzeischnis, passim). It would be reasonable to
surmise that the taxpayer's proper name was Qplov, which would fit
the available space at the beginning of line 3. On the phenomenon of
paponymy see 12.2 and note ad loc.

(unTpde): For the sign indicating this word see BGU I p. 352; Bilabel
in RE 1i p. 2303. See also Youtie (1973) 942.

4 [v(mep) hao(ypadtac)]: For this restoration see SB XVIII 13911;
P.Hamb. 111 204.4; 10; 16; 205.5; 206.5; 207.5. All seven instances
are II century CE. Another option was Aao(ypadiac), see SB XII
10952-10956. The first option was applied to our text, since this
abbreviated version fits in the restored part at the beginning of line 4.

‘Et(épov) Xn(rvoBockiwv): Another option was Xn(vopockdv). See
Calderini, Dizionario, 11 p. 181; Suppl. I (1988) p. 115; Suppl. 1I
(1996) p. 56. XnroPBockiwv was commoner. The following instances
should be added to Calderini's bibliography: SB XVIII 13313.7-8 (CE
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162 - XnvoBockiwv); P.Mert. 1 21.3 (CE 188 - XnvoBockiov). See
also Daris (1981) 151.

5 [(Bpaxpac) elxoc]t (ylvovtar) k: Line 5 begins with an iota
followed by a long vertical stroke (indicating ‘equal’) and the digit
kappa for e{koct. The curve at left belongs to the beginning of line 4.
Above the kappa there is a small dot found usually above the amount
of drachmas; see P.Hamb. 111 204. 5 and note ad loc.*

mpoc(Sraypadopérov) x(arkod) oB(odovc) déka: For the extra
charges imposed on the poll-tax paid by Arsinoites see Sijpesteijn in
P.Mich. XV 695-699 (introd. pp. 22-23). Taxes in Roman Egypt were
imposed by the emperors and paid to the imperial coffers.
Government officials accepted payments for poll-tax only in
tetradrachms, specially minted within the province for this purpose.
Thus the taxpayer had to exchange his drachma coins for tetradrachms
when paying his taxes. While doing so he was compelled to pay the
prosdiagraphomena, or surcharges fixed at 6.25% (1/16) for
laographia payments, for which see Gara (1976) 144-46. Schuman
(1979) 130 adds that this surtax also covered the costs of transporting
the money to Alexandria. See also Gara (1976) 22-23. In Roman
Egypt the prosdiagraphomena were implemented as early as the reign
of Augustus. See Wallace (1938)a 330; Gara (1976) 26.

* 1 would like to thank Dr. N. Litinas who drew my attention to this
specific point.
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The light brown papyrus is full of holes produced by worms
particularly between the lines. It has margins of about 1-2 cm. at top
and bottom. The right side was neatly cut, with line 2 probably ending
at the very edge. Other lines are quite shorter, line 4 having more than
3 cm. of unwritten space at end. At left the papyrus was badly
damaged, consequently the lines lost 8-19 letters each on this side.
Two vertical folds are easily detected between lines 2-3 and 4-5. The
text suffered mostly at these places. At least two more such folds ran
along the top and bottom of the papyrus and it seems that parts of both
margins were torn off. In the course of opening the sheet was broken
in two, between lines 4-5. The two parts were attached together at the
museum laboratory in Berlin. The text runs against the fibers (¥); the
other side (—) is blank. The papyrus has two hands. The first (lines I-
2) used thick ink producing rough ligatured and rather large
characters; the second is less so with smaller and finer letters. The ink
has flaked off in some places here. In line 3 underlying the word Tov
the second scribe first put down a shortened word beginning with pn
(probably meaning punTpoc) then crossed it out. As a result the
omicron has a strange downward projection, and there is an
abbreviating stroke above the word.

The two hands that wrote on our manuscript produced two
different texts. Their appearance on the same sheet of papyrus is
probably due to some connection between them. This comes to light
on comparing lines 1 and 3, which structurally are nearly similar.
Unfortunately, I was unsuccessful in attempting to establish any
further connection between these two texts beyond that, and the fact
that both relate to matters of priests probably at Soknopaiou Nesos.
(See infra).

The first text is partly an enigma. Line 1 resembles a blank form;
whereas line 2 suggests payments for two taxes regularly levied from
priests at the temples of the gods Soknopaios and Hermes at
Soknopaiou Nesos. Then it goes on to present a sum the purpose of
which I was unable to reveal. The first sum (20 drs.) might lead to the
elekplTikOr probably for the temple of the god Soknopaios. The
second could concern a fee collected at the rate of eight drs. for
serving at the temple of Hermes. Both taxes are discussed in P. Monac.
IIT 1, 137, a text dealing with taxes paid by priests at Soknopaiou
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Nesos, with a reference to Wallace (1938)a 249-51.'7 It would be
logical to assume that the fee for extra charges (prosdiagraphomena
and symbolikon) would follow the taxes in line 2, as the case is in
P Monac. 111 1, 107; 137. Unfortunately the sums do not fit, and the
problem remains unsolved.

Blank forms in Roman E%/pt made intensive use of words like:
Tic, ToLoc, mocde.'® Schwartz'~ explains: "... il s'agit d'un formulaire
.. L'emploi de Tic (Twvéc), mober, morde, et Tocoe ne permet aucun
doute". A text acting as a blank form usually substitutes names, people
and places for respective cases of Tic. See P.Oxy. XXXIII 2677
introd. p.113 (I century CE). In Schwartz's and in the Oxyrhynchite
documents the main element is "T{c" as will be shown below:

Tl eTplaTnydl) Tic Twoce moBey (Schwartz)

Tic Tivoc Tob Tivoe unT{poc) Twdc mobev

Tl Twoc Tob Tivoe (UnTpoc) Tivoe modev ... (P.Oxy.

XXXIII 2677.1-2).
Examining our text, one finds "ti{c" and " moudc" at line 1. It emerges
that 3.1 was certainly meant to act as a blank form. The group of
documents acting as blank forms (either partly or in full) published so
far encompasses various kinds of texts. (For specifications see chart 1
infra). It might be assumed that in Roman Egypt such texts were fitted
to special requirements of certain nomes or periods. Texts such as
BGU XIII 2286 verso (after CE 212) with its "AUprjALée Tic" at line 4
or P.Oxy. XLIX 3478 (early IV century CE) could not have been in
use before CE 212, "Aurelios" came to be a common name only after
the Constitutio Antoniniana was put into effect.

Another example is O.Bruss.Berl. 14 (CE 42/43) reedited by
Hagedorn (1976)a 167-68. This document, solely concerning Kémroc
kai mepl OMPac, could not have been applied to other districts of
Egypt. On the other hand SB VI 9226 (Schwartz footnote 19 supra)
was undoubtedly used all over the province. Such papyri included
guidelines for future officials instructing them how to "fill in" these
"blank forms". (See P Mich. 11 122 introd. p.83).

Several lists of texts acting as blank forms have been published so
far: Schwartz (1950) 210; P.Oxy. XXXIII 2677 (1968); Hagedorn

' See also Evans (1961) 258-59.
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