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THREE RECEIPTS FROM SOKNOPAIOU NESOS

The papyri published in this article! were acquired with many others by the British Museum from Chauncey
Murch on 8 December 1906. They were intended for publication in P.Lond. VI (see P.Lond. V p. 283), but
plans for that did not materialize. Many of the more substantial or complete papyri in this group have
already been published, including some from Soknopaiou Nesos (SB VIII 9864, X VI 12633, XXII 15486,
15707). Two of them appear to have the same archival origin as the first two texts edited below.

1. Receipt for yeipwvd&iov yepdimv

P.Lond. inv. 1580a 15x 9 cm 20 October 103 —20 August 104

This composite receipt records payments for the trade tax on weavers made in instalments of 4 or 8 drach-
mas over eleven months. The total amount paid, 80 drachmas, is slightly higher than what has been thought
to be the rate at Soknopaiou Nesos, viz. 76 dr. For discussion of this charge in the Fayum, see D. Hobson,
JJP 23 (1992) 78-92, and F. Reiter, Die Nomarchen des Arsinoites (2004) 127-30. A new example from
Soknopaiou Nesos is P.Brux. inv. E. 7908 (144), ed. J. Bingen, CE 85 (2010) 246-8.

The identity of the payer is ambiguous. On the face of it, Panephrommios tells the secretary (ypoupotene)
Panilous that he has received the payments. Panephrommios would have been the tax collector; he may
well be the same person as the known weaver Panephremmis, whose son occurs in text 2 below (see introd.
there). We may wonder, however, whether Panephrommios is the payer and Panilous the tax collector, and
the use of the cases is wrong. In Arsinoite receipts whose body starts €xw Topo cod, the prescript is always
of the ‘A to B’ type; was our text an exception? The fact that Panilous is described as a secretary may also
suggest that he was not the payer. The structure of the text is comparable to BGU XIII 2294 (81-96), the
earliest receipt for this tax from Soknopaiou Nesos, which however is too fragmentary to help resolve the
issue (1. 1 runs [ Alpraryé®m) xoiplelw, but the abbreviation of the name makes it unclear whether
Harpagathes is the payer or the payee).

The text is written along the fibres. There is a sheet-join c. 1.5 cm from the left-hand edge. The papyrus
is mounted on paper, which implies that no writing would have been visible on the back.

Hovidodtt ypoppat(el) Hoveppoupioc xoipv. £xo mopa cod
elc Aoyo(v) xpovadiov yepdio(v) Cokvoraiov Nicov (§tovc) £ Avtokpdrtopoc
Kaicopoc Tpofplhovod tod xvpiov un(voc) @omet kB éni Adyo(v) dpyvpiov
dpay(poe) téccopoc, (yivovran) (Spoguod) & ABvp te petd Adyov) apyvpiov dpory (o) oxTa, (yiv.)
_ Gp)m -
5 Xouwoy te apyvplov dpoy(uac) ok, (yiv.) (8p.) 1 TuP 1y dpyvpiov Spory(poic)
téccapoc, (yiv.) (8p.) & Meyip 1§ dpyvpiov Spory(pdic) dxtad, (yiv.) (8p.) n° Popevo(©) [ ]
&pyvplov Spoy(ndc) OxTd, (yiv.) (8p.) N Poprovdi kn dpyvpiov Spoy (i) OxTd, (Yiv.) (8p.) N
ogov ky dpyvplov Spay (e oxtad, (yiv) (3p.) n- Mowvt ky dpyvpiov Spory (i) dktd,
(viv.) (8p.) n 'Emig ke dpyvpiov Spory (o) dxtd, (viv.) (8p.) n Mecovpne kT dpyvpiov
10 dplalx(neo) oxto, (yiv.) (Sp.) n.
1 ypaupor 1. Tlavellodtt, yoipewy 2 Aoy, yepdt, L 1. xepava&iov yepdim(v) Coxvonaiov

3 ﬂ, Aoy 4-10 Spay, —§ 4 petoh 4,6 L téccapac 5 okto: KT ex corr. 6 1. Meygep POLEV®
9 1. ’Enewp, Mecopn

1T became aware of these papyri from H. I. Bell’s preliminary transcripts, kindly shown to me by Cillian O’'Hogan in July
2015. I am grateful to Gabriella Messeri for comments on a draft, and to Federica Micucci for research assistance. The images
are reproduced by permission of the British Library Board.
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‘To Panilous, secretary, Panephrommios, greetings. I have (received) from you for the account
of the cheironaxion of the weavers at Soknopaiou Nesos, for the 7" year of Imperator Caesar
Traianus the lord, in the month of Phaophi 22, on account, four silver drachmas, total 4 dr.;
Hathyr 15, after the accounting, eight silver drachmas, total 8 dr.; Choiak 15, eight silver drach-
mas, total 8 dr.; Tybi 13, four silver drachmas, total 4 dr.; Mechir 17, eight silver drachmas, total
8 dr.; Phamenoth #, eight silver drachmas, total 8 dr.; Pharmouthi 28, eight silver drachmas,
total 8 dr.; Pachon 23, eight silver drachmas, total 8 dr.; Payni 23, eight silver drachmas, total
8 dr.; Epiph 25, eight silver drachmas, total 8 dr.; Mesore 27, eight silver drachmas, total 8 dr.’

Iovidobti. The name in this form is new. IToveThoc is known from a handful of Arsinoite documents of later
date, but here probably underlies the female name NetdoYc, rendered male with the addition of Tla-. (I owe
this observation to G. Messeri.)

ypoppo(el). This could have been a ypapuotevc yepdimv; cf. e.g. PRyl. 11 94.3 (14-36) or PSI XII 1241.42f.
(159). If the use of the cases is wrong (see above, introd.), and Panephrommios is the payer and Panilous the
receiver of the payments, Panilous would be the secretary of the collectors of the tax on weavers; cf. P.Coll.
Youtie I 34 (Ars.; 141). A ypapporetc, probably functioning as a tax collector, appears in P.Stras. V 40210,
receipts for the weavers’ tax from Bakchias dating from 124-34.

Ioaveppoputoc. This form of the nominative is also attested in BGU XV 2486.5 (Dionysias; 93), where ed.
prints [Toveppduut{o}c.

Pawet kB = 20 October 103.

éni Adyo(v) introduces the first payment also in SB XXII 15486.6, 10 (127—this part of the receipt), and per-
haps P.Brux. inv. E. 7908.7 (144).

ABup 1€ petd Mbyov). (Hathyr 15 = 12 November 103.) The word order is unusual; we would expect ABup
et A(dyov) 1e. This phrase means that the payment was credited to a certain month for accounting purposes
but was actually made at the beginning of the following month; see D. Hagedorn, BGU XX 2851 Exkursus II
(pp. 98-106).

Xotoy te = 12 December 103.

TPt 1y = 9 January 104.

Meyp 1§ = 12 February 104.

®opevo(0) [ ]. Not more than one letter is lost in the break; this would be x or A, i.e., 6 or 16 March. The latter
is more likely: intervals between payments range from 23 to 32 days, and this is placed between 12 February
and 23 April.

®apuovdt kn =23 April 104.

[oywv H = 18 May 104.

Towvt ky = 17 June 104.

"Emip ke = 19 July 104.

Mecovpnc. The sigma after Mecovpn is certain, but this erratic form is not otherwise attested.
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2. Receipt for covté&ipov and other taxes

P.Lond. inv. 1588a 14.5 x 13.2 cm 13 October 151 — 25 October 152

A composite receipt for covta&pov and various smaller taxes shared by the community (uepicpot) paid in
eleven instalments in just over a year. The sums paid for covté&uuov total the usual 44 drachmas %4 obol
2 chalci. The uepicpot also claimed a substantial amount (more than 30 drachmas). For the latest update
on this tax, see D. Hagedorn, BGU XX 2851 introd. The closest parallels are SB XXIV 16185 (24.x.149 —
15.ix.151) and BGU III 881 (22.x.153 — 23 xii.154); cf. also SB X VI 12293 (139), 12327 (147-9), and P.Lond.
II1 844 (174). Further affinities are to be found in the scribes who wrote these receipts: the first hand in the
London papyrus is the same as the first hand in SB 16185 and the fourth in SB 12327, while the second hand
here is the same as the fifth hand in SB 16185.

The taxpayer, Paysiris son of Panephrymis, is most probably the son of ‘Panephrommios’ in the previ-
ous text. Father and son appear together in P.Lond. inv. 1586¢ = SB XXII 15486 (127-8), a receipt for the
weavers’ tax. The father recurs in another British Library papyrus, the dike receipt P.Lond. inv. 1586b = SB
VIII 9864 (107). This seems to be a small archive of a family of weavers, or rather ‘dossier’, if we add two
other texts that attest Paysiris: SPP XXII 40 (150), in which he receives a slave girl as an apprentice weaver,
and probably W.Chr. 89 (149), where he appears to sacrifice a calf; cf. Hobson, JJP 23 (1992) 77.

The purpose of a number added in the top margin is unclear. It is certainly not the number of a sheet
in a composite roll: the creases and cracks suggest that the piece was rolled along the vertical axis and then
squashed flat.

The writing runs along the fibres and the back is blank. There are traces of a sheet-join 0.2-0.4 cm
from the right-hand edge.

(m.*?) p
(m.") Erovc nevrokoudekdrov Avtokpatopoc Katcopoc Titov
AiMov Adperavod Avimveivov Cefoctod Edcefoic,
Gamet te. Siéypo(ye) U Andyyemc kol HéToyxot TpokTdp(mV)
5  apyvpudv Cokvonaiov Ncov Mavcipeic Ioveppd-
ue[m]c 1od Mowcipewc umepoc Taveppoperc covta-
[Eln]ov 0D odtoD Erove dpar(yuoe) dktm, (yivovtan) (Spoguod) - ABvp 19 dpoimc
[AAoc Spo(yueie) Ok, (viv.) (8p.) m (m.2) Adp(1ovod) 1 dpoime Sploguiic) Téccapoc, (yiv.) (8p.) &
[TulBt n Spoyuoc tlélccladpac, (yiv) (Bp) & Dopevol] — Spoyutc oxtd, (yiv) (Bp) n
®app[o]vb[t]
10 [ ] Spoyuco) téccaploc], (viv.) (Bp.) & Papuovdi A QUAMGkamv) (8p.) 800 (tpidBorov), (yiv.)
0p.) B (tprwPorov) mot(opopuiakidnv) (drmBolov) (diyadkov), dec(Lo@LALK®V)
(0PoAGV), Sun(A@dv) (OBoAGY), noryd(@AopuAdkmy) (OBoAov) (Sixokiov):
Toyov [ opoiod Sployudc) técapac, (yiv.) (3p.) & MoJowt A dpotmc dAkac
dpoyulac] téccapac, [(yiv)] (8p.) & (m.?) Enerp A uoBéiov) (Siokov), poyd(@AoguAd-
Kav) (tprofolov), EnetkAloc(nod) dpouyuoc)
ok, (yiv.) (8p.) M7 (m.*) Mecopn x _ dpoimc dAhoc dplogudc) dxtd, (viv.) (Bp.) - 15 (¥rovc)

15  «n ouoioc e nevioBol(ov), (yiv.) [(revioBolov)], puAdxnv drdpwv (dpayuoc) Tpic

nevioPoA(ov), (yiv.) (3p.) v (mevidPorov).

2 1. mevtexondexdtov 3 L Adpravod Aviovivov 4 dieypas L petdyov  mpoxto®; 1. mpoktdp(v)
5L Tavcpic 61 Toavegpopewc  7,8,128pas  7-16/§ 8 adps 10 @v* §  mo=x°Sec —d1)—pory>—x°
8, 11-14 8ps 11 L. téccopoc, Mowvt 12 Jx° poy  émewhog; L émikhacuod 13 JAb- 16§ 14 e
L. téccapoc 15 nevtoPot/ L tpetc 16 neviofo’ /£
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Fig. 2. P. Lond. inv. 1588a — © The British Library Board

(4™ hand) ‘2. (1" hand) ‘Year fifteenth of Imperator Caesar Titus Aelius Hadrianus Antoninus
Augustus Pius, Phaophi 15. Paysiris son of Panephrymis, grandson of Paysiris, mother Tane-
phrymis, paid through Apynchis and (his) associates, collectors of money taxes at Soknopaiou
Nesos, for the syntaximon of the same year, eight drachmas, total 8 dr.; Hathyr 19, likewise,
another eight drachmas, total 8 dr.” (2" hand) ‘Hadrianus 16, likewise, four drachmas, total 4 dr.;
Tybi 18, four drachmas, total 4 dr.; Phamenoth ..., eight drachmas, total 8 dr.; Pharmouthi ...,
four drachmas, total 4 dr.; Pharmouthi 30, for guards, two dr. 3 obols, total 2 dr. 3 ob., for river-
patrolling boats, 2 obols 2 chalkoi; for prison guards, 1 obol; for the billeting of soldiers, 1 obol;
for watchtower guards, 1 obol 2 chalkoi; Pachon ..., likewise, four drachmas, total 4 dr.; Payni
30, likewise, another four drachmas, total 4 dr.” (3 hand) ‘Epiph 30, % ob. 2 ch., for watchtower
guards, 3 obols, for assessment, eight drachmas, total 8 dr.” @™ hand) ‘Mesore 20+, likewise, ano-
ther eight drachmas, total 8 dr.; in year 16, Phaophi 1, for the past 15" year, for the shared char-
ge(?) on behalf of those without means, four drachmas, total 4 dr.; on the 28", likewise, ..., five
obols, total 5 ob.; for guards on behalf of those without means, three dr. 5 ob., total 3 dr. 5 ob.’

®ow@t 1 = 13 October 151.

U Andyyewc. Apynchis also appears in SB XXIV 16185.16, whose first date is 10 October 150.
ABup 10 = 16 November 151.

Adp(tovod) 1¢ = 13 December 151.

®opevol6] . An upright trace: 1? If so, it would correspond to 6 March 152.

415

[ ]. T cannot rule out that a second letter-number was lost. In theory, any day between the 1* and the 29" of

Pharmouthi = 27 March — 24 April 152 could be considered.
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dappovdt A= 25 April 152.

(pu?L(ch(nv). The only other such receipt from Soknopaiou Nesos which does not have dyoviov with UAG-
kv is SB XVI 12294.6. (In SB XXIV 16185.21 read [6]ywviov, not éviov.) On this tax in Middle Egypt, see
C. Homoth-Kuhs, Phylakes und Phylakon-Steuer im griechisch-romischen Agypten (2005) 1741f.
not(apo@uAckidmv). This was a charge for the upkeep of boats patrolling the river; see F. Reiter, PKoln IX 377
introd. (p. 152 n. 3 on the resolution of the abbreviation: either the singular or the plural would be defensible).
dec(uoguldxmv). On this charge, see C. A. Nelson, BGU XV p. 157.

Sun(A@v). The purpose of this tax has been disputed; the most recent study is by N. Quenouille in S. Lippert —
M. Schentuleit (eds.), Graeco-Roman Fayum. Texts and Archaeology (2008) 199-208, who argues in favour
of the view that it concerned the expenses for the billeting of soldiers.

noyd(@Ao@uAdkev). Cf. 12. See Homoth-Kuhs, Phylakes und Phylakon-Steuer 189-92.

Hoywv [ ]. Preceded and followed by payments made on the 30™ of the month, the lost number might be [A] =
25 May 152.

Hfo]owvt A =24 June 152.

Enewp A =24 July 152.

MuoPérov) (diyaArxov). The same amount appears as a rate for the covté&uov also in SB XVI 12293.10
and P.Lond. IIT 844.5 (Epeiph 6), followed by payments for other taxes.

énerkloc(nod). On this charge see Wallace, Taxation 26f., 70f.; J. C. Shelton, P.Oxy. XLIV 3169.12 n. In most
cases it refers to a land tax, but here we seem to have something comparable to P.Tebt. II 391.27f., where it is
collected by npdxtopec Aooypapioc.

énic(hacpod) instead of émyu(epicpod) should be read in BGU III 881.8, which records two consecutive pay-
ments of 12 dr.; kappa is clear in both cases (the hand that wrote these two entries may be the same as the
second hand here and the fifth in SB XXIV 16185). There is no reason to resolve &nuc(epaiiov), since two
additional payments of 12 dr. for capitation taxes do not mesh with those already made for covta&pov, which
total 36 dr. (see further below, 14 n.). But érnipe(picpod) dndpwv in 1. 10 is certain, and bolsters reading émi(pe-
plcpod) dmdpw(v) in L. 7. In our text too we have two successive payments for this charge, but the amounts are
different. énixchacuod is written out in full in SB 16185.13 and 24, but there it is always followed by &ndpwv.
Mecopn k _ = 14-22 August 152.

ouotmc aAAoc dp(oudc) oxtm. This is surely another payment for éneicAoc(pod).

Powmer o = 28 September 152.

For this phrase, cf. e.g. BGU III 881.10 and 11, or P.Lond. III 844.6f., 8.

é[mpepi(cuo?)?] dndpwv. The tentative restoration is based on BGU III 881, which appears to distinguish
between émik(Aocuod) (without further description) and émiue(picuod) dndpwv (see above, 12 n.); but contrast
SB XXIV 16185.13 and 24, émixAacpod andpwv (in 1. 24 ed. pr. has [¢nikdacpod dndplov, but most of the
letters indicated as lost are extant, at least in part: read énwcAoc[po]d amo[plwv).

On the (Emyuepicpoc dnopwv, see Nelson, BGU XV pp. 158f. This charge probably underlies the fairly large
sums paid in SB XVI 12327.13 (13 dr.) and XXIV 16185.24 (15 dr. 3 ob.), where the name of tax is lost but is
certainly not the covté&uov (cf. C. Gallazzi, BASP 17 (1980) 48). The high rates do not suit any other tax; cf.
BGU XV 2540, which attests payments that total 16 dr. 3 ob. in Theadelphia in 156. A similar problem occurs in
BGU III 881, with payments of 4 and 8 dr. for unspecified charges recorded at the end of the receipt. These were
apparently thought to be rates for covté&ov by P. M. Meyer, PGiss. 94 introd., but this would imply a payment
of 48 dr. in total when 44 dr. is the norm; see C. W. Keyes, AJP 52 (1931) 265 n. 12. The immediately previous
payment is for émiuepicnoc dmdpwv, which further suggests that the next two payments concerned the same tax.
K1 (scil. Power) = 25 October 152.

e . .Thepapyrus is abraded and the traces are inconclusive; there could have stood énucAocuod abbreviated.
The amount paid was most probably 5 ob.; I cannot detect the drachma sign in the traces.

@UAGK®V Gmopwv. Nelson discussed this tax in BGU XV p. 158 and pointed out the problems affecting its
interpretation, open ‘until further evidence appears’. The same phrase as here recurs in SB XXIV 16185.25;
ed. pr. read (OPolov) after uAGKov, but the image shows it to be an illusion. The first word is abbreviated
elsewhere, and Preisigke proposed to resolve @uA(dxtpov), which found its way into editions in spite of its
implausible ring and implications. This can now be said to be a ghost, along with Wallace’s tentative sug-
gestion that it was a charge for a ‘debtor’s prison’. The reading pvAdkwv lends partial support to Wallace’s
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alternative interpretation, puA(oxioc) (ki) dmdpawv (Taxation 151), though there is no need to reckon with an
omission, and it seems that Youtie’s explanation is confirmed: this was ‘a subdivision of the uepiopog dndpwv
intended to make good the deficit in the collection of guard taxes caused by the inability of certain villages
to meet their obligations’ (Scriptiunculae ii 753). It is interesting that the receipts from Soknopaiou Nesos are
unique in attesting high rates for this charge.

The following table collects the data on the various uepicuot paid with the covta&uuov at Soknopaiou
Nesos in the second century.?

PRyl. IT SB XVI SB XVI SB XXIV SB XXIV | P.Lond. BGU I | PLond.
191 12293 12327 16185 16185 1588a 881 111 844
(115-17) | (139)3 (147-9)4 (147-8) (148-9) (151-2) (153-4)5 | (174)
dyoviov 2dr. %A 0b. | 3dr.+2ch. ? 2dr.3%ob. [2dr.40bf |2dr.30b. |2dr.5ob.
QULAGK®V + 1 ob. +2dr. +1dr. 5 ob. (9)
TOTOLO- 1 ob. 1 ob.2 ch. ? 1 ob. 2% 0b.2ch. |20b.2ch. |3 o0b. 1 dr. 4 ob.
@LAaKidwv 2ch.+2
ob. 2 ch./
decuo- Y% ob. 1% ob.2ch. |1 ob. 1 ob. 1 ob. 1 ob. 1 % ob. 2% 0b.2¢h.
QUAGK®V + % ob.
SumAdv 1%0b.+? |1ob. 1 ob. 1 ob. 2 15 ob.
uorydmwAo- 20b.4ch. (4% 0ob.2ch. |4'% o0b.2ch.|4% ob. 3 ob. 10ob.2ch.|5% ob. 1dr.
QLAGK®V + 1 ob. + 1% ob.2ch. + 1 ob. + 3 ob. +7dr.
+1dr.30b.
Onplov 15 ob. 2 ch. 1 ob. 1% ob. 3 0b.2ch.
2 ch.
gnucdocod 8dr.+4dr. |4dr 8 dr. 12 dr.
(&mdpav) +3dr.30b. |+78 +8dr. | +12dr.
£mueplcuod 9 ™ ™ 3dr.10b10
andpwv 13 dr. 15dr.30b. |4dr. 4dr. +1dr.40b.
+7? + 5 ob. + 8 dr. 2 ch.
+ 4 dr.
+ 8 dr.
@UAGK®V 2dr.40b. |3dr.50b. |3dr.5o0b.
andpwv

2 1 have not included SB XVI 12294 (111-12), which attests only a few of these pepicuot: two payments for puAdxawv
(2 ob. + 2 dr. 4.5 ob. 2 ch.), and one for motapopvAokidwv (2 dr. 4 ob.).

3 The listing incorporates two corrections based on the image: in 11. 14 and 15, read Secuo(@uidikamv) (6Borov) MuimPéiiov)
(dlyodxov), and mota(po)pul(okidwv) (OBorov) (diyalkov); (OBoldv) was not read in either passage.

4 There is also a payment for pepicpdc Covyietov, which does not occur elsewhere in this series.

5 In 6f., read mot(opoguAokidev) (tprwPBolrov), | dec(uopuAdxwvy) (OBoAov) MuwPBériov), Sn(Adv) (SroPoAov) (uim-
Béliov), Onp(tav) (OBorov) MpwBéltov) (Sixalkov); ed. pr. has mota(populaxidoc) | decn( ) (SBoAOV) (MuwPériov), o
(droPorov) (MuiwPBértov),  (OPoAOV) (diyakicov), with decr(otikfic) suggested at various points for 1. 7 (BL 1 76, etc.). For
other corrections to this text see above, 2 12 n.

6 There is only one payment for this tax in this receipt. In 1. 23, the papyrus does not have pep(icuod) puAdxwv [ ], pory(-
doropulaxicc), but Enep kn opolwc pory(SmAoguAdxmy).

7 These sums are paid for two charges combined: Sut(A@v) koi Tot(cpo)puA(akidwv) (the reading of the connective has
been confirmed on the original: kol in 1. 7, and k[o]{ in 1. 5).

8 Ed. pr. prints émd(pwv) (SrdPodov) at the end of 1. 9, but (SidBoAov) is not there.
9 On this payment and the others for 15 dr. 3 ob. in SB XXIV 16185 and 4 dr. + 8 dr. in BGU III 881, see above, 2 14 n.
10 Ed. pr. does not transcribe the obol sign written after dp(oyuoc) tpic and (Spoyuod) v in 1. 7.
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3. Receipt for popoc npoPdtmv

P.Lond. inv. 1590a 9.1 x21.7 cm 14 June 199

A receipt for 220 drachmas paid for gdpoc mpoPdtmv by Apynchis to the mpaktmp dpyvpixdv Apyn-
chis and his associates. The prevalent view is that this was rent on sheep owned by the state (o0ciow); see
P. Schubert, CE 65 (1990) 97-102 (= P.Gen. III 142 introd.), with a list on pp. 101f.; M. El-Abbadi, Pap.
Congr. XIX (1992) ii 205—-11; Th. Kruse, ZPE 120 (1998) 150 n. 17; M. Langellotti, L'allevamento di pecore
e capre nell’Egitto romano (2012) 36.

About one-third of the relevant evidence, thirteen documents in all, relate to Soknopaiou Nesos; eleven
of them date from 194-211, and mostly belong to the archive of ‘Tax collectors from Soknopaiou Nesos’
(http://'www.trismegistos.org/archive/337 = K. Vandorpe et al. (edd.), Graeco-Roman Archives from the
Fayum (2015) 383—6). The London papyrus too may be associated with this archive: the large amount paid
finds parallels among the other receipts for this charge in this group (cf. D. H. Samuel, BASP 14 (1977) 170f.
n. 36), and the lack of further description of the payer suggests that he was the same as the tax collector of
the same name (see below, 4 n.).

The text is written along the fibres; about four-fifths of the front, as well as the back, are blank.

rouc ¢, Mowvt k.
Siéyp(anye) O Anvyyic
Kol HETOX(@V) TPOK(TOPMV) BPYV(PLKAV)
koume) Coxvor(aiov) Nfjcov Anvyyic

5  Um(Ep) opov mpoP(drmv) dpayuoc drokocioc
dekoet,

1¢ 28eyps L Ardyxewc 3 petox$ mpor apyv 4 kot cokvo) 5v)  mpoP: B ex corr.

“Year 7, Payni 20. Apynchis paid through Apynchis and (his) associates, collectors of money
taxes of the village of Soknopaiou Nesos, for the rent of sheep, two hundred sixteen drachmas.’

4 "Anvyyc. This tax collector was previously known from SB XX 14396 = P.Gen. I1I 142 (26.vii.195), SB X 10566

(2iii.199), and BGU T 41 (10.x.199), all of which concern the gdpoc npoPdrwv. The first is a receipt, and
Apynchis appears as the intermediary between the lessees of ousiac estates, who receive the payment, and the
npecPutepot; the other two are monthly reports to the strategus.
It is unclear whether these attestations represent one or two non-consecutive terms of office; at any rate, there
are also other mpdxtopec dpyvpikdv of this village attested between 195 and 199. On the term of office of
npdrtopec dpyvpikdv at Soknopaiou Nesos in this period, see D. H. Samuel, PTurner 31-32 introd., esp.
p. 141.

5-6  dpoypdc draxocioc dekoéE. Payments of 443 dr. 3 ob. are attested in five texts dating between 161 and 211
(cf. Schubert, CE 65 (1990) 100); this is roughly twice as much as what we have here. We find 217 dr. in BGU
111 788 (210).
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