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THE DATE OF P. ALEX. INV. 622, PAGE 28.
A PAPYRUS FROM HERAKLEIDOU MERIS IN
THE ARSINOITE NOME

Despite the gaps and missing lines that hinder a full reading and make the
text too fragmentary to be translated, P. Alex. inv. 622 preserves precious
information, in particular a Roman #ria nomina formula that was attested
once in another papyrus (P. Gen. 11 97). Moreover, it is possibly attested in
the third one, which is a fiscal register, recently published in P. Stras. X;
there the cognomen is abridged, which leaves room for discussion whether
it is the same one or not. The same is true for the epitaph from Misenum,
CIL X 3385, that does not contradict with their date. Thus, the paper
makes a contribution to the prosopography of Roman Egypt.

It is of great importance that P. Alex. inv. 622 preserves two geogra-
phical sites in the Arsinoite Nome. One of them, vaguely, was no longer
mentioned in the sources since the second quarter of the third century AD.
Additionally, the papyrus’ handwriting was described by the editor as neat
and cursive, and it was written down in a document classified as a small
size official document 4 x 9.5 c¢m, in 8 lines. These palacographical details
must be considered to establish the date of the papyrus and to reedit it.!

P. Alex. 622, page 28 (I-1V AD, Arsin.):

[3 lines missing]

4 [-ca?-]Mdpkov Avioviov AToALVOpioV ATOKEYDPNKEY
[-ca?-]

5 [ -ca.? - Hpax]ieidov pepidog tod Apovoitov vopod €v

pevte[- ca.? -]

[-ca.?-]. . .. &mo apovpdv teccdpav . vmep eve [ -ca.? -

[ - ca.? - t€]taptov kai v medim Yevapyevwnoemg &v 1o [ - ca.? -

8 [1 line missing]

~N N
[

I Alexandria’s Greco-Roman Museum was closed since 2005 till now (2022)
for development. So, its holdings of papyrus were stored in Alexandria’s National
Museum. During this long period the museum’s holdings of papyrus had been
already subject to modern techniques of restoration to provide the papyrologists,
after reopening, with better readable texts.
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There is a discrepancy of dates in both of the published editions
as well as in digital databases. According to Heidelberger Gesamtver-
zeichnis, the document dates back to the first four centuries AD, while
according to DDbDP it is dated from 30 BC to AD 323, and according
to Trismegistos — AD 1-299.2 On the other hand, Giuseppe Botti, in
1901, registered the fragment as a piece of the holdings of Alexandria’s
Greco-Roman Museum, which was preserved in Sale no. 6, in one
of the furthest vitrines (F, G etc.). He classified it as “papyrus, dont
le déchiffrement n’est pas définitif”,> and dated it to the Byzantine
period.* In 1964 Anna Swiderek and Mariangela Vandoni published it
as a document from the Arsinoite Nome. They classified it as a contract
without giving a date.>

For adjusting the papyrus’ date from a historical perspective, the
following considerations are crucial:

First, line 4 preserves the fria nomina Marcus Antonius Apollinarius,
in the genitive case, Mapkov Avtoviov ATQAAVOPIOV ATOKEYDPNKEV.
So, it is most likely to imply his son. The personal name of Marcus
Antonius could be adopted in two ways: (1) since the second half of the
first century BC, it was generally the result of recruiting in the east by
Mark Antony during the second Triumvirate (43-33 BC),% as soldiers
who received Roman citizenship adopted the praenomen and nomen of
their general;” (2) it was also given to the freedmen of Antonia Minor
(35 BC — AD 37), the daughter of Mark Antony and Octavia. Later she
became the mother of Emperor Claudius.® In dating the papyrus back to
30 BC as terminus post quem the scholars from DDbDP presumably base
on the first option. However, does it match with the other attestations of
these tria nomina?

2 See Papyri info: https://papyri.info/ddbdp/p.alex;;inv622?rows=3 &start=
213&fl=id,title&fq=collection:ddbdp&fq=(ddbdp_series:p.alex+OR+hgv
series:p.alex+OR+dclp_series:p.alex)&sort=seriestasc,volume+asc,item+asc&p=
214&t=227.

3 Botti 1901, 340.

4 Ibid., 339.

5 Swiderek 1964, 23 (B. Contrats).

6 Groebe 1894, 2611 ff.

7 Mclean 2002, 8; Zoumbaki 2008, 167.

8 Oost 1958, 113-139; Zager 2014, 67-75.
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The same personal name, Mapkog Avtaviog AmoAvdp[log, is attested
in P. Gen. 11 97. 14 dating from the second half of the first century AD.°
It is part of the tax register in alphabetical order (letter M).! The
provenance of P. Gen. 11 97 is unknown.!! Nevertheless, three Roman
citizens’ names are attested among the documents from Arsinoite in the
papyrus from Geneva.

The son of Mdpxog Ovaréplog Bepve[kiovog (P. Gen. 11 97. 18)12
and a son or grandson of Mdpkog I[letpdvioc Kérep (P. Gen. 11 97. 22),
bearing the duo nomina, are mentioned together in a document from
the Arsinoite nome.!3 Additionally, [Ovaiépiog] Adyyog, most likely
the son or grandson of Mdpxog Ovaréprog Adyyog (P. Gen. 11 97. 3),
was attested in the Arsinoite nome.!* Furthermore, the second attestation
of Mdpkoc Avtaviog Amoiwvap[iog (P. Gen. 11 97. 14) is P. Alex. 622.
4: Madpxov Avtoviov Amoiivopiov, which evidently comes from
the Arsinoite nome. So there is enough evidence that Arsinoite is the
provenance of P. Gen. 11 97. In the light of this evidence P. Alex. inv.
622 also originates from Arsinoite.

Four more documents from Egypt mention Roman citizens with
nomen gentile Marcus Antonius and a cognomen beginning with Apol( ):

P. Gen. 11 97. 14 (AD 50-99): the tria nomina Mapkog AVT®V1OC
Amolwvap[ioc.

P. Stras. X 902, col. 8. 2 (AD 100-101, Herm.): the tria nomina
Maprog Avtdvio(g) AmoA( ).

O. Claud. 11 390. 9 and 388. 6 (AD 100-150): the duo nomina
Avt(®viog) AToMAVAP10G).

% P Gen. 11 97 (AD 50-99), 1. 14-15: ¥ Mapkog Avidviog Amolvap[iog
- ca.? -] I mpoodiaypapopévev (Mumpéiov) x(oik) [ - ca.? - ].

10 Martin 1932, 549-553.

11 Martin 1932, 549: “Rien ne permet de déterminer & quelle region de I’Egypte
appartiennent ces propriétaires”.

12.P Diog. 7 (26 Mai — 3 August AD 142, Arsin.), 1. 30: Ov[a]Aéprov
Bepvikiayov. Valerius Bernicianus is mentioned along with the son of Marcus
Petronius Celer, 1. 31: ITetp@viov Kélepa, in a cession of a katoikic land.

13 P Diog. 6. 27-30 (26 Mai — 3 August AD 142, Arsin.): OJborépiov
Bep\vikv/avév, together with Tlg[tp]o[viov K]érepa, in a cession of a katoikic
land, cf. Schubert 2000, 182—184, no. 62.

4 BGU 1 69. 1-2: [Ovaréprog] Adyyog [i]n[nevc] eiing Ampravii[c] T[0]p[pIng
Tpaviaviig (22 June AD 120, Arsin.).
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This evidence shows that such a combination of names could appear
since the mid-first till the mid-second centuries AD.

Nevertheless, one should not disregard that Roman families used to
bequeath names over generations, and the same tria nomina could emerge
in the third generation or after. For instance, veteran Marcus Valerius
Turbo, belonging to the second century AD,'> gave his praenomen and
nomen gentile to his two sons, who were called Marcus Valerius Longinus
and Marcus Valerius Montanus.!® So we can argue that this veteran was
the son of Marcus Valerius Turbo in P. Gen. 97,7 as they bequeath
the personal name Marcus Valerius over generations. Additionally,
Marcus Antonius Longus was the father of Marcus Antonius Serinus.'$
Another Marcus Antonius set a gravestone up to his father, Marcus
Antonius Valens.!” Moreover, two siblings were named Marcus Antonius
Heliodorus and Marcus Antonius Aper.20

Accordingly, in view of the probability that the same tria nomina
might appear in the third or fourth generation, the terminus ante quem for
P. Alex. 622 should be prolonged to the end of the second century AD. This
result matches well with the date of the epitaph, the second century AD,?!

15 BGU VII 1565 (28 Oct. AD 169, Philadelphia, Arsin.), cession of 6 arourai
of katoikic land, 1l. 4-5: mapa Mdapkov Ovarepiov TodpPfwvog otpatidtov mEPT
Drodérpelav cettikag; 1574 (AD 176, Philadelphia), his will to his children, 11.
3—4: Map[xe Ovarepio] TovpPovt éverio, 10, 21; BGU VII 1662 (29 Sept. AD
182, Ptolemais Euergetis, Arsin.), 11. 2: époroyel Kvpidda 0Jv[yd]tmp Mdpiov
Ovoiepiov TodpP[wvo]g dotr, 6, 12.

16 BGU VII 1662 (29 Sept. AD 182).

17" P. Gen. 11 97. 9—10: Mdpkog Ovarépiog TovpPm(v - ca.? -] vavBiov (Spoyun)
o TPOGIY[ PAPOUEV@V.

18 P Hamb. 197. 2 (29 Aug. AD 104 — 28 Aug. AD 105, Philadelphia, Arsin.),
1. 1-2: [0 d¢iva] Mépko Aviovio [Z]epive aeniewu[t] [- ca.12 -][ dwd t]od matpog
Maprov Avtoviov Adyyoo [ ... . [ xoipetv.

19 CIL VIII 3405 (not dated, Numidia): D(is) M(anibus) /| M(arcus) Antonilus
Valens vi/xit an(nos) XXIIII | M(arcus) Antonius / f(ilius) pio fecit.

200 pST XIIT 1325 (AD 172-175), 11. 1-2: Nepeosiovt you(vaoiopynocovtt)
BBr(topdrakt) évkti(cewv) ‘Hpakieon(oritov) [rapd Mdpkov Avioviov
‘HModmpov kal Mdapkov Avtoviov Amepog - ca.? - mepl tfg dtobnkng]
Aedop(évng) €mtl oop(ayrot®v), t[f]g pemmAray(viog) UdV unTpog ZaPifviog
Amol@vopiov.

21 This is an approximate date (AD 150/250), offered by EDR, depending only
on the text formula and palaeography.
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to a gubernator called M(arcus) Antoni(us) Apol[ ], in the fleet of
Misenum, which was rife with marines from Egypt.?2

Second, another phrase that is important for determining the date
of P. Alex. 622 is év medim Yevapyevvnoewg in line 7. The plain of
Psenarpsennesis?® was not a village, but rather a region, which bordered
the territory of Karanis and was cultivated with wheat, date palms and
especially olive trees.?* The late papyri that mention the plain and in the
same time dated by the Egyptian regnal year of Emperors are undoubtedly
the best to rely on. Thus, the latest two pieces of evidence are:

1) P. Mich. VI 372, an assessment list from Karanis, Arsinoite
nome, dates back to 30 Aug. AD 179 — 28 Aug. AD 180 or 30 Aug.
AD 211 — 28 Aug. AD 212, depending on col. ii. 3: év k0 (&tet), which
is followed by tax charges, evidently, pertaining to the 19% year of
the Emperor’s reign, col. ii. 6: 10 (£tovg). Accordingly, the papyrus
was written in an Emperor’s reign that lasted at least twenty-four
years. Thus, the date at which this document was compiled is restricted to
the reigns of Commodus (27 November AD 176 — 31 December AD 192)
and Caracalla (28 January AD 198 — 8 April AD 217), because the reign
of Emperor Commodus ran to thirty-three Egyptian regnal years,?> and
Emperor Caracalla to twenty-five Egyptian regnal years (Year 1 = AD
192/3); the latest dating by Caracalla from the Arsinoite, which is the
second latest from Egypt, dated year 25, Epeiph 6 = June 30 AD 217.2¢

2) P. Gen. 111 145, a receipt for the payment of TéAog KataAOYIGUAV
from the Arsinoite nome, Il. 8-11: (§tovg) 10 Aovkio[v] XZemtipiov

22 CIL X 3385: D(is) M(anibus) | M(arci) Antoni Apol[(?)] | gubernato[ris] /
centur(ia) Ar[ri(?)---]; Hopkins 2014, 79 n. 332; Fiebiger 1894, 416 n. 161. He
classified Centuria Arrii among the seven uncertain naval centuriae.

23 The name appears chiefly in papyri in the form Wevapyevijoig, more rarely
as Yevapoevioig, Pevapyevviiolg, Pvapyeviiowc. There are also different ways of
abbreviation of the name in the documents. Cf. Selim 2016, 1974.

24 Selim 2016, 1973-1974.

2 BGU XIII 2289 (Aug. 29 AD 192 — Aug. 28 AD 193, Ptolemais Nea,
Arsinoites), 1. 1-4: &tovg Ay Aovkio[v Aikiov] Advpniiov Kop[podov] Kaicapog
70D Kv[piov - ca.? -] k4.; BGU 1270 (29 Dec. AD 192, Soknopaiu Nesos, Arsinoites),
11. 1-3: €rovg Ay Aovkiov Aikiov Abpniiov Kopddov Kaicapog tod kvupiov Tvfry.
BGU I 651 (May 9 AD 192, Karanis, Arsinoites), 11. 12—14: (¢tovg) A Aovkiov
Ailov Advpniiov Koppddov Kaiocapog tod kvpiov IMoyadv 19.

26 SB XII 10913. 6-8: (8tovc) ke 'Enei &kt ¢; Rathbone 1986, 105.
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Yeovnpov [EJvoePoic Ieptivaxog Apafucod Adwafnvikod [MopOikod
Meyiotov kai Mapkov Avpniiov [Av]tovi[vov] Ev[og]fodg ZePac-
v xoi [TovpAiiov Z[e]rtipiov [[éta Kai]loa[pog] Xeg[facto]d T[V]pt
ke. Thus, the document was written down on the 25" of Tybi, the
14t year of Emperor Septimius Severus’ reign, which corresponds to the
20t of January AD 206. Accordingly, one could conclude that the latest
evidence for the Plain Psenarpsennesis is AD 212, and it does not appear
in the documents from the second quarter of the third century AD. What
could be the cause for this?

Huebner suggests that such cases of abandoning the areas that hitherto
were prosperous with agriculture are due to climate change alongside
irrigation problems that arose simultaneously in several villages at
the outer edge of the Fayum depression, which led to the progressive
desertification of land, as well as a series of below-average Nile floods in
the 240s and 260s. Furthermore, climate proxies which record a general
shift in African monsoon patterns at the source areas of the Nile and
consecutively lower Nile flood levels from the middle of the third century
on, corroborate this impression.?” Huebner’s view matches well with the
low level of the Nile attested in AD 221.28

On the other hand, Lippert suggests that the initial element Pse-/Psi-
corresponds to Pz-§y- that in Demotic means “the lake”, which is plausible
phonetically. She links the appearance of Pedion Psenarpsennesis with
the body of water called pukpa Aipvn,?® or “small lake”, that existed once
in the Herakleidou meris. When the water level of the Fayum Lake fell
after the New Kingdom (c. 1539-1075 BC), it was only attested in Greek
texts of the third cent. BC and disappeared by the Roman period, when
the water level in the “lake” fell by another 40 meters.3? Thus, Lippert
believes that the plain of Psenarpsennesis took its name from this former
lake, “the lake of Harpsenesis” (P3-Sy-Hr-p3-Sr-n-Is.t),3! in the middle of
which was a sanctuary of Harpsenesis, and which by slowly shrinking
towards the south had left behind a fertile agricultural plain in the north;
the “small lake” no longer existed in the Roman period, but there still was

27 Huebner 2020, Abstract.

8 Swiderek 1971, 31-44.

29 Bonneau 1993, 53 n. 426, 54.

0 Lippert 2020, 153—-157.

I Selim 2016, 1974 n. 7: “The second part of the name which is Hr-p3-sr-n-Is.t
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(Harpsenesis) means in Demotic ‘Horus son of Isis’”.

I
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a canal. She concluded that this region was exposed to geomorphological
changes over centuries.>> Moreover, Fayum was not insulated from the
variability of the Nile, and relied on flood-recession deposits of silt just
as other arable areas did.??

On the other hand, P. Alex. inv. 622 attests in line 7 the word
té]taptov, which refers to a fraction of land area,?* or even of a tax in
kind.?> Therefore, the plain of Psenarpsennesis was still in its thriving
cultivated period, and under the concern of the Roman administration.
So, the verb amoxeympnkev (1. 4) should not be explained by fleeing
from paying dues because of poverty. The holder of the tria nomina
and his son were Roman citizens, not Egyptians who were forced to flee
due to their inability to meet the exactions of the state.3¢ Furthermore,
a Roman citizen was exempted from liturgies, which might be burden-
some enough to push men to leave their property.3’” Motivation for
abandoning this land could be the lack of security, as some complaints
of robbery accidents in Pedion Psenarpsennesis are attested around the
proposed date of the document under study.3®

32 Lippert 2020, 154—155.

3 Adams 2019, 235.

34 P Brook. 8 (AD 177, Arsin.), 1. 25-26: élou®dvog apovpng tétopTov
ka[i] [aAAV mepl kdunv Klgpkesodya ortiknyv dpovpav; P. Cair. Mich. 111 8 (1)
(AD 82-96, Karanis), 1. 19: koung t[étaptlov apodp[nc] xa[i v drdpyovoav;
P. Lond. 11 141 (3 Jun. AD 88, Karanis), 1. 6-7: 1]0 vedpu[tov mepi] 6¢ Ye[v]
apyevijow t[f|g] avTiic pepidog dpovpdv TptdV Hpakodiig Aeyopévov [t]dVv Emi
70 a0TO Apovp@®V dekadvo Npicovg tetdptov §| 6cwv; P Mich. IX 539 (23 June
AD 53, Karanis), 1. 13-16: xai nepl Wevapyevijow ti[¢] avtig pepidog EAaidvog
15 dpovpar tpeig fuov tétapt[ov] dvtprakoo[tov]; P. Mich. 1X 554 (before
AD 93, Karanis), 1. 9-10: xai mepl 10 [Koapavida khipov Kotokikod dpov]pat
dvo tétaptov; SB IV 7379 (26 April AD 177, Ptolemais Eurgetis), 1. 18: kai év
o Kevtekep ortikag apodpag t€6oapes TETAPTOV.

35 P Mich. V1395 (8 Jun. AD 183, Karanis), 1. 11-13: yivovtat) (mopod aptafor)
0 1B, EmPoA() 6 a(vT0g) dvo TéTApTOV, (Yivovtar) (mtupod dptdfar) B o’.

36 ‘Wallace 1938, 191, 460.

37 Ibid., 115.

3% A number of veterans held lands in Domitian’s reign &v medio Yevap-
yevvnoewg, cf. SB XX 15346 (AD 88-89). But complaints of robbery accidents,
and need for urgent security, grew from the end of the 15t cent. to the 15t half
of the 2M cent. and on, cf. SB XIV 12022 (AD 100); SB XX 15779 (AD 100);
SB XXII 15781 (AD 158/9); SB XXIV 16252; P. Cair. Mich. 11 17 (AD 156/9,
Karanis).
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To sum up, the evidence presented in this paper indicate that P. Alex.
inv. 622 dates back to the first two centuries AD. No evidence supports
30 BC to be the ferminus post quem, or the third and fourth centuries
AD to be the terminus ante quem. There is no bar against considering
its terminus post quem to be AD 50, as it is the case for P. Gen. 11 97.
Accordingly, it can be argued that P. Alex. inv. 622, page 28 dates back
to AD 50-200.

Hanan M. 1. Ismail
Ain Shams University, Cairo
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(1901) it was registered as a papyrus from the Byzantine period. In the
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considerations on the toponym mediov Wevapyevviicemg) allows to date the
papyrus from 50 to 200 AD and draw attention to its potential historic value.
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B crarpe cTaBuTCA 3amada yTOUYHUTH NATHPOBKY mamupyca P. Alex. mHB. 622,
c. 28 u3 cobpanus ['peko-Pumckoro mysest Anekcaunpuu. B karangore 1901 . on
3HAYMIICS KaK Marnupyc BU3AHTUHCKOM 3110XH, B IyOnukanuu 1964 r. natupoBka
HE TPHUBOAMIACH, a B JJIEKTPOHHBIX 0a3ax JaHHBIX JNaHHBIE pacxomsarcs. Kax
CJIENICTBUE, TOKYMEHT MPAKTHYECKH HE YUYUTHIBAJICS B HAYYHBIX UCCIICOBAHUAX.

N3yuenne mnanupyca B HCTOPUUECKON MepcrneKTHBe (OHOMACTHYECKHI
U mpoconorpadgudeckuil aHaau3 UMEeHH MApKog AyTtdviog ATQAALYAPLOG
1 cooOpaxkeHUs 0 TomoHUMe [lceHapriceHHecHa) MO3BOISAIOT TaTUPOBATh €TO
Mexay 50 u 200 1. H. 5. ¥ TPUBJIEYb BHUMAaHHIE UCCIEAOBATENECH K €T0 MOTeHITH-
JIbHOW UCTOPUYECKOMN LIEHHOCTH.
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