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PSENKEBKIS, SON OF PAKEBKIS:
NEW AND OLD DOCUMENTS FROM THE CENTER FOR
THE TEBTUNIS PAPYRI*

Nathan H. Levine and Flavio Santini University of California, Berkeley

A Federica Micucci,
in memoria

Abstract. — Editions of two new texts from the Center for the Tebtunis
Papyri at the University of California, Berkeley (P.Tebt.suppl. 1072 and
1073), as well as a re-edition of a third text (SB 22.15613). These documents
enrich our knowledge of the life and affairs of Psenkebkis, son of Pakebkis
(b. AD 60-65, d. after AD 134), a priest of the temple of Soknebtunis, and
of his involvement in the exploitation of public land.

Keywords: lease, public land, sublease, deposit, Tebtunis, Psenkebkis son
of Pakebkis

The edition of two new texts housed at the Center for the Tebtunis Papyri
at the University of California, Berkeley (P.Tebt.suppl. 1072 and 1073), as
well as the re-edition of a third text (SB 22.15613), sheds new light on the
already rich documentary dossier concerning Psenkebkis, son of Pakebkis
(TM Per 254261), a priest of the temple of Soknebtunis, who was active
from the reign of Domitian to the reign of Hadrian.!

Hitherto, the earliest attestation of Psenkebkis may have been SB 14.12192
(P.Tebt. 2.445 descr.), which contains the priest’s subscription to a sublease
of royal land (Baciiikn y1}), i.e. public land, in the name of his illiterate

* This paper began as a collaboration during the Fall 2020 papyrological seminar
at Berkeley led by Todd M. Hickey, whom we wish to thank for this opportunity and
for his continued guidance and encouragement. We would also like to thank the anon-
ymous reviewers and the editor of BASP for their meticulous comments and sugges-
tions, as well as Andrew Hogan and the late Federica Micucci for facilitating our access
to the papyri.

! Hitherto the only comprehensive presentation of the evidence on Psenkebkis is
C. Gallazzi, “P. Tebt. II 445 descr.: Subaftfitto,” ZPE 31 (1978) 89-95. Earlier papyri found
in Tebtunis also refer to a Psenkebkis, son of Pakebkis: see P.Tebt. 2.401 (AD 14), 2.383
(AD 46), P.Mich. 5.329 (AD 40/41). Given the homonymy, we wonder if this is an ancestor
of our Psenkebkis.

Bulletin of the American Society of Papyrologists 59 (2022) 61-83.
© American Society of Papyrologists/Peeters. doi: 10.2143/BASP.59.0.3290981



62 NATHAN H. LEVINE AND FLAVIO SANTINI

father, Pakebkis. This document may date to the summer of AD 92, though
a date of AD 108 has also been proposed.? Thanks to P.Tebt.suppl. 1072,
we now know that Psenkebkis was involved in some sort of contract with
an individual named Marepsemis as early as the spring of AD 92.

P.Tebt.suppl. 1072 also bears a close relationship to a Florentine papy-
rus, PSI 10.1135, another fragmentary sublease of public land (here dnpo-
clov 8daedv, equivalent to Buctiikn y1]) between a Marepsemis and a
Psenkebkis, dated to the autumn of AD 97.3 Both documents identify
the two individuals by means of the same physical characteristics (Marep-
semis with a scar on the left side of his brow, Psenkebkis with a scar on
his right thumb), and their stated ages are consistent with the discrepancy
of date between the two documents (thirty-five and thirty years of age
in AD 92, forty and thirty-six years of age in AD 97). P.Tebt.suppl. 1072
therefore allows us to restore the alias and patronymic of Marepsemis in
PSI 10.1135, 11. 4-5 (6 x[al Atpng | 'O]vvo[ep]iog).

In concert, these documents allow us to paint a more complete picture
of Psenkebkis and his life. As regards his physical appearance, P.Tebt.
suppl. 1072 and PSI 10.1135 both identify him by the scar on his right
thumb, as do most of the other texts in the dossier. SB 14.12192, by con-
trast, identifies him by a scar on his right eyebrow.* The relevant reading
(dppvt de&1q) is tentative, but it is supported by a more secure reading
in SB 8.9642 (1), which is dated to AD 112.° This detail might speak
in favor of the later date proposed for SB 14.12192 (AD 108 instead of
AD 92). Secondly, these documents allow us to revise previous estimates
of Psenkebkis’ date of birth. P.Tebt.suppl. 1072, which is dated to May 29,
AD 92, gives his age as thirty; PSI 10.1135, which is dated to between
Nov. 27 and Dec. 26, AD 97, gives his age as thirty-six. This would sug-
gest that Psenkebkis was born between May 29 and Nov. 27, AD 61.

2 Gallazzi (n. 1) 91.

3 On the findspot and chronology of discovery of this papyrus see below, note 19.

4 But cf. SB 22.15613, dating to AD 111, where Psenkebkis seems to be identified by
the mark on his right thumb. On physical description in Greek papyri see G. Hiibsch, Die
Personalangaben als Identifizierungsvermerke im Recht der grdko-dgyptischen Papyri
(Berlin 1968); S. Daris, “Il lessico fisionomico nei papiri greci,” in S. Sconocchia (ed.),
Lingue tecniche del greco e del latino. Atti del 2° Seminario internazionale sulla letteratura
scientifica e tecnica greca e latina (Trieste 1993) 99-104; F. Reiter, “Daddy finger, where
are you? Zu den Fingerbezeichnungen in den Signalements der romischen Kaiserzeit,”
in A. Nodar and S. Torallas Tovar (eds.), Proceedings of the 28th Congress of Papyrology
(Barcelona 2019) 494-509.

5 See E.M. Husselman, “Donationes Mortis Causa from Tebtunis,” TAPA 88 (1957)
135-154.
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SB 22.15613, however, gives his age as forty-eight on Oct. 5, AD 111,
suggesting a birth-year of AD 62 or 63. P.Tebt.suppl. 1073 further widens
the discrepancy: if our dating of the document to AD 134 is correct,
Psenkebkis’ reported age of 6- (69 at the latest) would imply a birth-year
of AD 65 at the earliest. Such discrepancies are nevertheless common,
especially given the nearly half-century span of the documents in the dos-
sier, and it is therefore reasonable to propose a birth-year between AD 60
and 65.% This pushes the birth-year proposed by Gallazzi back by several
years.”

Lastly, these documents bear witness to Psenkebkis’ frequent involve-
ment in a particular genre of contract pertaining to the exploitation of
public land, which is consistent with our knowledge of the other priests of
the temple.® Because of its connections with SB 14.12192 (P.Tebt. 2.445
descr.) and PSI 10.1135, it is tempting to interpret P.Tebt.suppl. 1072
as a sublease of public land, suggesting that Psenkebkis was involved
in the cultivation of public land for a continuous period of at least five
years between AD 92 and 97. SB 22.15613, which can be dated to
AD 111, the fifteenth year of Trajan’s reign, suggests that Psenkebkis
was still involved in this same activity in later stages of his life. In this
document, Psenkebkis subleases four arourai, which he had leased
from the state, to Kronion, son of Kronion in return for the sublessee’s
commitment to pay all the public charges on the land to the state;
Kronion’s payment to Psenkebkis of a sum of 180 silver drachmas has
been interpreted as a present to the lessor.” This sublease was intended
to last eight years. Although we do not know the exact lengths of the
previous subleases in which he was involved, Psenkebkis’ rise in the

¢ See R.S. Bagnall and B.W. Frier, The Demography of Roman Egypt (Cambridge 1994)
43: “Egyptians were not always absolutely accurate in reporting ages.”

7 Gallazzi (n. 1) 91.

8 On the role of priests in the management of public land, see below p. 75; see also
A. Monson, From the Ptolemies to the Romans: Political and Economic Change in Egypt
(Cambridge 2012), esp. 117, 140-141, 287, and M. Langellotti, Village Life in Roman Egypt:
Tebtunis in the First Century AD (Oxford 2020) 105-111, 183. Though the documents in
this dossier reflect Psenkebkis’ involvement in public land, it is illuminating to consider
contemporary evidence for the management of other categories of land, such as temple
land, in the Fayyiim. On the popularity of the long-term lease-sublease pattern and the role
of priests in the management of temple land, see A.J. Connor, Temples as Economic Agents
in Early Roman Egypt: The Case of Tebtunis and Soknopaiou Nesos (University of Cincinnati
PhD thesis, 2015) 202-203, 217-219. We will revisit the question of priestly involvement
in public land in our forthcoming publication of P.CtYBR inv. 1126, a sublease of public
land from first-century AD Tebtunis.

O P.Sel Warga 1, 44-45.
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priestly hierarchy in his middle age (see further below) may have
contributed to the unusually long duration of the sublease recorded in
SB 22.15613, since he may have become unable to handle extra duties
such as the management of land.

The length of the contract in SB 22.15613 could well provide a context
in which to understand the second of the two unpublished documents,
P.Tebt.suppl. 1073. This document presents a fragment of a deposit-loan
in which Psenkebkis and his sister-wife Thenmarsisouchos are involved
as debtors to a Kronion.!® Unfortunately we do not possess Kronion’s
patronymic, so we cannot be sure whether it is the same Kronion as in
SB 22.15613. If it is in fact the same Kronion, one could imagine a long
history of dealings between Psenkebkis’ family and Kronion. Dating to
the latter part of Hadrian’s reign, P.Tebt.suppl. 1073 illuminates some
aspects, otherwise unknown, of Psenkebkis’ life, such as the fact that he
was engaged in financial transactions throughout his life until AD 134 (his
late sixties), and that he was married to his sister.!" According to Frangois
Lerouxel, the presence of husband and wife together in the role of debtors
may reflect Egyptian tradition. Lerouxel indicates that this practice is char-
acteristic primarily of the first century AD, especially in Soknopaiou Nesos
and Tebtunis (more than half of all such cases come from the Fayyim).
Lerouxel does not cite a single example of the practice after AD 109, but
P.Tebt.suppl. 1073 is evidence that it continued at least several decades
into the second century.!?

Later in life, Psenkebkis was appointed to the office of presbyteros, as
attested in two different documents of our dossier: P.Tebt. 2.298 (July 29,
AD 108) and P.Tebt. 2.309 (AD 116/117)."3 According to Louise C. Youtie,
the fact that both of these documents refer to Psenkebkis as a presbyteros
suggests that he was between the ages of 40 and 49 at the signing of

10 For this kind of loan see B. Tenger, Die Verschuldung im romischen Agypten
(1.=2.Jh. n. Chr.) (St. Katharinen 1993) 61-79.

1" See also S. Remijsen and W. Clarysse, “Incest or Adoption? Brother—Sister Marriage
in Roman Egypt Revisited,” JRS 98 (2008) 53-61.

12 F. Lerouxel, Le marché du crédit dans le monde romain. Egypte et Campanie (Rome
2016) 72-79.

13 PTebt. 2.298.6-9 (¥levk[n]Bxiog tod Muk[fBlkiog tov Tévie TpesP(utépwv)
iepémv iepob hoyipov XokveBtivews tov kai Kpovov xai “Io[1]dog kai Zap[ant]dog
k[ai Ap]roypla]tov kai T@V cuvvawv Bedv dvtog év kodunt TePtove thg [[o]Aépmvog
pepidog; P.Tebt. 2.309.4-10: Yevknprt [TJaknPxrog kai Mapoicody(@) [ ... .. ... Kol
'Olvvaept Moknpxrog [kat . . . . . ‘Ovvolepeng kal Mapotcovyo [TTavetfnoldiog
t]oig déka mpeoPutépols [iepedot anod tlod dvrog &v kdumt [Teftovi iepod] Oeod
peyérov Kpodvov [kal tdv cuvva]ov Oedv kai toig Aotr(oig) iepevo(l).
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SB 8.9642 (1) at line 20 (AD 112).'* The evidence we present for Psen-
kebkis’ age confirms this reading.

The body of presbyteroi, attested as early as the Ptolemaic period, usu-
ally consisted of between two and six priests.'> A large corpus of docu-
ments refers to five presbyteroi, one serving for each of the five phylai of
the temple; numbers as high as nine or ten, however, are sometimes also
found. A document pertaining to the priests of the [Tevtagpuiia dated to
AD 114, BGU 1.16.5-7, suggests that the office of presbyteros was annual
(tdv € mpecPutépwv iepéwv meviapuiiag Beod Tokvo[n]aiov Tov éve-
otdt0Gg Ky (Etoug)). The fact that Psenkebkis is designated as presbyteros
in multiple documents spanning nearly a decade further suggests that it
was possible for a priest to hold this office more than once. The number
of exempt (apolysimoi) priests from which we expect these officers to be
drawn was fixed.'® In the present documents, the number of presbyteroi
varies between five (P.Tebt. 2.298) and ten (P.Tebt. 2.309). One might
theorize that P.Tebt. 2.309 features two presbyteroi from each phyle:
the set of five presbyteroi currently serving and the set of five either who
were appointed to serve in the following year, or who served in the year
of the original lease.!” The limited state of the surviving evidence makes
this scenario difficult to prove.

The question nevertheless remains as to why Psenkebkis is not men-
tioned as presbyteros in other documents dating to between AD 108 and
116/117 (P.Tebt. 2.356 and SB 22.15613). In the case of P.Tebt. 2.356, a
receipt for transport dues (July 2, AD 108), Psenkebkis had likely already
been designated presbyteros, since the document dates to only four weeks
prior to his first mention as presbyteros in P.Tebt. 2.298. The nature of
the transaction recorded in P.Tebt. 2.356 is consistent with the adminis-
trative duties known to have characterized the office of presbyteros;'®
the absence of the designation may be attributed to the physical constraints
of the document, which contains many other abbreviations and omissions.

14 L.C. Youtie, “Hypographeis and Witnesses of 2nd Century Tebtunis, I: Sammel-
buch VIII 9642 (1),” ZPE 19 (1975) 194-195.

15 For the presbyteroi in Roman Tebtunis: A. Winkler, “Third Time’s the Charm? The
Councillor Priests and a Document from the Reign of Claudius, Redux,” JARCE 51
(2015) 79 and note 33 (which collects relevant bibliography).

16 See C. Messerer, Corpus des papyrus grecs sur les relations administratives entre
le clergé égyptien et les autorités romaines 3 (Paderborn 2020) 3.

17 1f the Psenkebkis mentioned in PSI.Com. 12.4.2.5 is the same Psenkebkis as in the
other documents of the dossier, this would suggest that he belonged to the first (o)) phyle.

18 Cf. Monson (n. 8) 225-227.
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Text T-Number and | Date Content

inv. nos."® (AD)
P.Tebt.suppl. 1072 T115 92 Contract (sublease of
(=text 1) public land?) between

Psenkebkis (lessor?) and
Marepsemis, son of
Onnophrios (lessee?)

SB 14.12192 T98 92 Sublease of 5 arourai of
(P.Tebt. 2.445 descr.) (or 108) | public land at Tebtunis
from Pakebkis, son of PJ,
to Orseus for one year,
Psenkebkis being the
subscriber for his father

PSI 10.1135 Florence, 97 Sublease of public land
Biblioteca from Psenkebkis to
Medicea Marepsemis, son of
Laurenziana Onnophrios
inv. no. 19938

Messerer (n. 16), T140 108 Declaration of priests and

n® 119 (P.Tebt. 2.298) revenues of the temple at

Tebtunis. Psenkebkis is
listed as among the five
presbyteroi

P.Tebt. 2.356 T104 108 Receipt for transport dues

19 T-numbers can be useful indicators for determining the chronology of discovery and
the provenance of the papyri: see E.R. O’Connell, “Recontextualizing Berkeley’s Tebtunis
Papyri,” in J. Frosén, T. Purola, and E. Salmenkivi (eds.), Proceedings of the 24th Interna-
tional Congress of Papyrology (Helsinki 2007) 2.814-819; C. Gallazzi, “I papiri del tempio
di Soknebtynis: chi li ha trovati, dove li hanno trovati,” in C. Gallazzi (ed.), Tebtynis VI:
Scripta Varia (Cairo 2018) 116-118. As for the papyri strictly related to Psenkebkis, the
range of the T-numbers is quite concentrated (T98-120). As noted by Gallazzi (n. 18) 118,
a T-number between 1 and 228 does not prove that a papyrus was found within the temple
enclosure. If the content of the papyrus suggests a relationship with the temple and its
clergy, however, a T-number within this range is a solid indication that the find surfaced in
the sanctuary or nearby, and not in the neighborhoods of the town or among the graves of
the necropolis. This seems to be the case for the texts presented in this paper. Further con-
firmation might be provided by PS/ 10.1135, which was discovered by Carlo Anti “in un
ripostiglio attiguo al tempio di Soknebtynis, nell’inverno del 1931,” the famous findspot of
the “Temple Library.” On the latter papyrus and its provenance cf. also Gallazzi (n. 17)
144-145. 1t is probable that the dossier we have gathered around the figure of Psenkebkis
also contains an archive within it (to which, for example, SB 8.9642 (1), P.Tebt. 2.298, and
PSI1.Com. 12.4.2 would not belong), with this “ripostiglio” as its findspot.
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Text T-Number and | Date Content
inv. nos. (AD)
SB 22.15613 (= text 2; | T108-110 111 Sublease of 4 arourai of
P.Tebt. 529 descr.; public land from
P.SelWarga 7) Psenkebkis to Kronion, son
of Kronion
SB 8.9642 (1) P.Mich. inv. 112 Donationes mortis causa.
5589 Psenkebkis is mentioned
among the witnesses
P.Tebt. 2.309 T120+181 (?) | 116/117 | Resignation of a lease of

temple land. Psenkebkis is
mentioned among the ten
presbyteroi receiving the
request of resignation

P.Tebt.suppl. 1073 T116 134 Repayment of a deposit from

(= text 3) Psenkebkis and his sister-
wife Tenmarsishouchos to
Kronion

Messerer (n. 16), Istituto 1-200 | List of priests, where a

n® 126, 1. 5 Papirologico Psenkebkis, son of Pak|[,

(PSI.Com. 12.4.2) G. Vitelli, is mentioned

inv. no. 4182

Table 1: Dossier of documents concerning Psenkebkis, son of Pakebkis

1. Sublease of Public Land (?)

P.Tebt.suppl. 1072 HxW=5x11.5cm Tebtunis, May 29, AD 92

P.Tebt.suppl. 1072 is related to P.Tebt. 2.445 descr. (a lease of faoct-
AkM y1) in its possible date of AD 92, and to PSI 10.1135 (a sublease of
dnpociov duedv) in its contractual parties (the same Marepsemis). These
relationships suggest a possible interpretation of P.Tebt.suppl. 1072 as a
sublease of public land (see introduction).

The document has an upper margin of ca. 1.5 cm, a right margin of
ca. 0.5 cm, and several letters missing on the left margin. The text is
written along the fibers; symmetrical holes on either side of horizontal
fold-line through 1. 3 indicate that the document was rolled from top to
bottom.
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“Etovg évdekdrtov Adtoxpa[tlopoc Kaicupog Aopttiavon
[ZeBlactod T'eppavikod pnvog Totnpiov § &v TePtovi Thic
[[ToA]épmvog pepidog tov Ap[c]ivoeit[o]v vopov. ‘Oporoyel
4 [6 Ma]peynuig 6 kai Atpng ‘Ovvoeplog Og TV TPLaKOoV-
[ta] mévte odAm petdimmt &€ dprotepdr Pevin frt
[TTax N Brrog d¢ [E]tdv Tprax[o]vta odAN[1] dvtixeipt de&imt

2 [. TePrtovet; v corr. 5 1. oM, petdnoL, Aplotepdv 6 L 0OAR

“The 11th year of the Emperor Caesar Domitianus Augustus Germani-
cus, the 4th of the month Sotereios (May 29, AD 92), in Tebtunis of the
Polemon district of the Arsinoite nome. Marepsemis, also known as Hatres,
son of Onnophris, about thirty-five years old, with a scar on the left side
of his brow, and Psenkebkis, son of Pakebkis, about thirty years old, with
a scar on his right thumb, acknowledges ...”

Fig. 1

1 The first € of §vdekdtov is written in ornamental form. A space-
filler stroke falls at the end of the line; so also after 11. 3 and 5.

2 The honorific month of Zmtnpiov (also found as Xmotnpeiov) is
equivalent to ITavvt; see K. Scott, “Greek and Roman Honorific Months,”
Yale Classical Studies 2 (1931) 258-259 (“Just why I1dvvi was given
this honorific name I cannot suggest”). The earliest attestations we have
found for this month-name are SPP 22.173 and SB 16.12727, which date
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to the reigns of Caligula (AD 40) and Nero respectively. The latest is
P.Meyer 7, which the editor dates to the reign of Hadrian (AD 130),
although J. Schwartz, BL 3.106 dates it to the reign of Domitian (AD 95).
This possible exception aside, the vast majority of attestations fall during
the reign of Domitian.?

3 The first omicron of 6poioyel is written in large form, as in 6 and
‘Ovvoepilog in 1. 5 and oOAN[1] in 1. 6.

4-6 This Marepsemis is very likely the same as that of PSI 10.1135
(see introduction). We can therefore supplement 6 Kot Atp1g OvvoepLog
in 1. 4-5 of PSI 10.1135 on the basis of this line. These lines specify the
age of Marepsemis at thirty-five and that of Psenkebkis at thirty. This is in
full agreement with PSI 10.1135, dated to between Nov. 27 and Dec. 26
of AD 97, which gives their ages as forty and thirty-six respectively. These
texts are therefore consistent with a birth date for Psenkebkis between
the end of May and the end of November AD 61. SB 22.15613, however,
gives the age of Psenkebkis as 48 in Oct. 5, AD 111, indicating a birth-
year of AD 62 or 63.

For the hypercorrect form petdinmt (1. 5), cf. PSI.Corr. 1156.2! odin[1]
(I. 6) is a hypercorrect form for ovA1| reconstructed by analogy with 1. 5.

2. Sublease of Public Land

SB 22.15613%2 frraHx W=10.1 x6.7 cm Tebtunis, Oct 5, AD 111
frrblHxW=15x1.1cm
frrb2HxW=14x%x0.9cm
frrc. Hx W =63x%x98cm

These four fragments, first edited by Richard G. Warga (P.Sel.Warga 7),
have been assigned the same inventory number. Between 14 and 24 letters
are missing from the left part of fr. a (1l. 17, 19), whereas only 4 to 7 letters
are missing from the left part of fr. c. This considerable variability in the
number of missing letters presents several difficulties, as discussed in the

20" See also C. Balconi, “Su alcuni nomi onorifici di mesi nel calendario egiziano,”
ZPE 59 (1985) 88, and J.H.M. de Jong, “Celebrating Supermen: Divine Honours for Roman
Emperors in Greek Papyri from Egypt,” in P.P. Iossif, A.S. Chankowski, and C.C. Lorber
(eds.), More than Men, Less than Gods: Studies on Royal Cult and Imperial Worship.
Proceedings of the International Colloquium organized by the Belgian School at Athens,
1-2 November 2007 (Leuven 2011) 619-647.

21 See F.T. Gignac, A Grammar of the Greek Papyri of the Roman and Byzantine Peri-
ods, vol. 1 (Milan 1976) 185-186.

2 PTebt. 2.529 descr.
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notes below. A reconstruction of the crossing lines (yl1acpog) helps deter-
mine the gap between frr. a and c, which according to our reconfiguration
of the papyrus (Feb. 2022; Fig. 2 below) amounts to 6 lines. Frr. a and ¢
display close T-numbers on their backsides, in black ink (fr. a: 108; fr. c:
110), indicating that they were processed at nearly the same time. What
Warga refers to as fr. b (see Figs. 3 recto and verso below, which reflect
the configuration available to Warga) is in fact two incorrectly joined frag-
ments (bl and b2; no T-number), which we decided to separate. Since we
do not know whether frr. bl and b2 were processed at the same time as
frr. a and c, it is uncertain whether the two pairs belong together. Further-
more, frr. bl and b2 could have been processed at the same time as fir. a
and c, but simply stuck to the surface of either fr. a or fr. ¢; hence we do
not attempt to read them as part of the main text (pace Warga). A kollesis
is visible at the right edge of frr. a and c. Margins: top, 2.5 cm; bottom,
4 cm; in top and in right bottom margin, in red ink: 529.

The writing is parallel to the fibers; the back is blank. Four differ-
ent hands can be detected: 1, body of contract (1l. 1-20); 2, subscription
(11. 28-33); 3, Kronion’s subscription (1l. 33-34); 4, registration (1. 34—
35). The text of the papyrus is canceled by chiasmos, indicating that the
terms of the contract were fulfilled or invalidated.

Following the usual structure of this kind of text, the document can
be divided as follows: the dating prescript with the location; a description
of the contracting parties; a description of the land involved (lines 6—13);
the subscription of the contracting parties and the docket of the record-
ing office (grapheion). The present document has its closest parallels in
P.Tebt. 2.373, another sublease of public land from AD 110/111, which
helps restore most of the lacunae posed by the text.

fr. a
(m. 1) [(8toug) mevtekaidekatov Avtok]pdtopog Kaicapog Népova Tpat-
avov Xepaotod
[TCeppavikob Aaxikob damd]er £Booun &v TePtovi the Toléuwvog
pepidog
[tov Apaivoitov vopov. éluicbncev WevknPiig MoxnPreme
4 [(m........ ¢ &10v] teco(a]pdrovia dKTOL OOAT dvTiyelpt
[0e&1d Kpoviovi Kpo]vi[ov]og tod Kpoviovog i &tdv Tpiikoy-
[Ta 0DAT| 8le€1d amo TV dvaypoagopévov gig Yev-
[k v mept v wplokipévny kodpnv TePtoviv dnpocimv
8 [88apdV Tag v Wd 6¢]payidt Bacihikiig dpovpag técoupe[c] §j doat
[86v ot &v T01g To]motc 4md AetBog Hynhoic, mpooyrt[vildvi[w]y
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£k 100 mpog votov plépovg Mavioeng 100 Ovvoppeolc] yi dya
UEGoV Koi] €k tov npog Poppd puépovg EV . . . ¢ t00

kabac] mpokitat. vac. (m. 4) dvoyéypantor Sie Tob kopng Teproveng
ypugeiov].

[
[
12 [ KJal &k Tod Tpog Aifa pépovg d1dpuyt Kol K TOU
[Tpog dnnAidtv pépoug] Mapeynptog Tod Maperképog yi). 1 picHm-
[o16 Hide xupia Eo10] €ig 10 TEVTEKaGEKatov Etog Tpatavod
[Kaicapog tov kupiov kai &]mi o hownd £tn £mta Ao To0 EMTAK0LOE-
16 [kGtov £tove Tpatavod Koiclapog tod kupiov &9’ @t 6 Kpoviov
HETPNOL
[kai kaBapel ko Etoc éml ta OnJAodpeva £ dktmn gig 10 dnuocLov
0 OmEp
[t®dV teceGpmY APOoVLPAV EK|POPLO KO TPOGUETPOVUEVE KOl LEPLOUOVG
[koi Emucdacpobg Kai povodec]uiav xopt[oJv koi xalkov £ikogiopd-
20 [xpov koi dnudcia eopeTpa ]
[ca. 6 lines missing]
fr. c
(m.2) [ I...vgxeidpa. ... [£3].¢0
28 [£ 4]y dvtl tdv k00’ Etog dnpociov kai ¢réo-
[xov m]ap’ adtol dpyvpiov Spaypdv EKTOV
[£ 41fKkovra kabog npomrm un éhattovpéviov]
[tob Kpov]iovog dnép dv d¢iLo ad{o}t<d> Kkaf’ frépoy
32 [daveim]v. (m. 3) Kpoviov Kpoviov[o]c pepicOopat Ty yiv
[
[

4 [to¥ delvog i étav], Warga; [. okt 5 [dpiotepd], Warga 7 [ [mplokeipnévny
8 Bacikiic <yfic>, Warga 9 [éav dct &v 1oig Aeyoué]volg amd AeiBoc Pelholc,
Warga; [. MBog, npooyettviwcog 10 Tlaviiewg, Warga; . evo-, Warga 11 Eb_1c,
Warga 12 1. MBog, dwbpuyrt 13 1. Mopenknpiog 14 [o1g fide kupia ei]g, Warga
16 [ petpnost 17 [koi xabapel énil ta dnJhovdueva €t oxtol, Warga 27-28 éni
toig mpokep]évors kai Pafi]fed [tnv pilol[6wct]v, Warga 28 [. dnpociov 29 corr. ex
avvov?; L dpaypic 30 1 kabdg mpokettar 31 [ dpeilw, Etépov 32 Kpoviovo(c),
Warga 33 [ npdkettat

“(hand 1) [The fifteenth year of] Emperor Caesar Nerva Traianus
Augustus Germanicus Dacicus, the seventh of Phaophi at Tebtunis in the
Polemon division of the Arsinoite nome. Psenkebkis, son of Pakebkis,
grandson of ..., aged about forty-eight, with a scar on his [right] thumb,
has leased to [Kronion, son of Kronion], grandson of Kronion, aged about
thirty [with a scar on his] right ..., from the public lands registered under
the name of Psenkebkis at the aforementioned village of Tebtunis, the four
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arourae, or whatever be the number, in one parcel of public land in the
western ‘high places’, which are bordered on the south-facing side by the
land of Panesis, son of Onnophris, there being ... in the middle, and on
the north by the ... of Eu[-]s, son of ..., and on the east by a canal, and on
the west by the land of Marepsemis, son of Marepsemis. This lease [is
valid] for the fifteenth year of the reign of Traianus Caesar the lord, and
for the subsequent seven years from the seventeenth year of the reign of
Traianus Caesar the lord, on the condition that Kronion shall measure out
and sift for the appointed eight years to the state the rent for the four
arourae and extra charges and rates and additional fees and payment for
bundles of grass and copper at twenty drachmas [and the public transpor-
tation charges ...] ... (hand 2) ... in return for the annual state charges,
and I have received from him one hundred and ... drachmas as stated, with
Kronion suffering no loss concerning what I owe him in accordance with
any other [loans]. (hand 3) I, Kronion, son of Kronion, have rented the
land as stated. (hand 4) Registered through the record office of the village
of Tebtunis.”

1 The restoration of line 1 is a bit longer than that of the other lines.
According to Warga, this might suggest that the line extended farther
into the left margin. We have not found any parallel for this phenomenon
occurring in this kind of text, at least in the Arsinoite nome and in Teb-
tunis. To solve this problem, one might suggest that the word &tovg was
written as a symbol. If so, the number of letters in the first line would be
consistent with that of the other lines.

3—7 These lines give information regarding the contracting parties
and their identification. Kronion, son of Kronion, is otherwise unknown.
On Psenkebkis, son of Pakebkis, 48 years old at the time of the contract,
see introduction. His grandfather’s name, here entirely in the lacuna, is
partially preserved in P.Tebt. 2.445 descr. 1. 3 (IMoxnPxig [ ... .. ... ).
If the number of missing letters is eight, as suggested by Gallazzi, then
it is conceivable to think of IT[ax"Bkioc], which could in turn be restored
to P.Tebt. 2.445 descr. Based on a suggestion by Keenan, Warga restored
dprotep®d instead of 6e&1® due to the number of letters in the lacuna.
However, 6e£1® seems to be the right choice: see P.Tebt.suppl. 1072.6;
1073.2; PSI 10.1135.7.

6 For the use of dvaypagopévov to refer to land as opposed to per-
sons registered, see e.g. BGU 3.915.14-15 (AD 49-54), PSI 10.1144.19—
20 (AD 100), P.land. 3.27.5-6 (AD 101/102) and P.Tebt. 2.309.17—
18 (AD 116/117). For a discussion of how state farmers had their lands
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Fig. 3 recto Fig. 3 verso
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assigned and registered, see I.L. Forselv, “Affidavit of State Farmers:
P. Osl. inv. no. 1468,” SO 78 (2003) 19-29 and J.L. Rowlandson, “The
Organisation of Public Land in Roman Egypt,” CRIPEL 25 (2005) 173-196.

7-13 These lines are dedicated to the identification of the object of
the contract, i.e. the quantity and quality of land that Psenkebkis decided
to sublease to Kronion. The restoration of this section of the text is based
upon P.Tebt. 2.374.4-7. The plot of land under consideration belongs to
the public lands registered under the name of Psenkebkis at the village
of Tebtunis. The terms used are dnpociov &6apdv and Bactiiknig (YNQ),
both terms for public land; see introduction and Rowlandson (previous
note) 175-176.

9 The text provides geographical specification in order to identify the
plot of land. The line was misread by Warga, who proposed the restoration
év 101G Aeyopé]voic amo Aeloc Werloig, thus interpreting the text as:
“in one parcel of royal land in the so-called western desert.” See also
BL 13.226: “ano Weuhoig, 1. Y1hoig — Anoyeiroig, A. Calderini —
S. Daris, Dizionario, Suppl. 3, S. 19.” However, some traces of a v before
the  are still visible, and what Warga reads as a v is more probably a .
For our restoration &v tolg t6]101g 410 Ae1Pog bymiolg, cf. the usage in
P.Sakaon 35.5-6 (Theadelpheia): tov &d00av [tNg £daedVv] THg KOUNG
nuov &v dbynioig tomolg dvtwv; cf. also P.Tebt. 3.1.703.172. This is a
reference to land which was at a high elevation and therefore more diffi-
cult to irrigate (and less desirable), despite the presence of a canal (5idpuyt)
bordering the plot of land to the east. In this regard, one may notice that
many passages in al-Nabulusi’s 13th-century survey of the Fayylim men-
tion high-lying lands, which are always harder to irrigate. The clearest
example is his entry for the village of Tubhar (still extant 13 km west of
the capital, Madinet al-Fayytim): “[Tubhar] is a medium-sized village,
with orchards, vineyards, date palms and figs. Winter crops [al-shatawr,
i.e. flood-irrigated grains] are sown in it, but nothing else [i.e. no perennial
irrigation for a second summer grain harvest]. Its lands are elevated [aliyya]
and water does not reach them without additional effort.”?3

At the end of the line, Warga reads mpooyit[vi]@vt[alg (/. tpocyeitvid-
cag). However, the final letter of the line looks less like a ¢ than the right
half of a v. We therefore suggest reading tpocyit[vi]ovt[m]v, referring to
the “high places” mentioned earlier in the same line, though in the wrong
case, rather than to the more distant arourai, in the wrong gender and case.

23 Y. Rapoport and L. Shahar (eds.), The Villages of the Fayyum: A Thirteenth-Century
Register of Rural, Islamic Egypt (Turnhout 2018) 185. We owe this reference to B. Haug.
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10-13 These lines continue the specification of the land in question
and indicate the names of the holders of the neighboring lands (yn) and
man-made features of the landscape (51dpvyt). Here the text is not clearly
preserved. For example, at the end of 1. 11, Warga reads parts of a name
followed by the genitive singular article: EV . . 1g Tov. Since the name
should be in the genitive, the ending -1¢ is improbable; a reading of -o¢
(-€06, -10¢) is conceivable, if we assume a quasi-triangular o, which would
have a parallel earlier in the same line (uépovg). After Ev, it is possible
to see the beginning of a t (of the shape preserved in . 5, tov), with a
sliver of the cross stroke preserved on the edge of the broken fiber. Since
no attested name clearly fits the extant traces, we have not included these
tentative readings in our edition. Another troubling instance is in 1. 10,
according to Warga’s text: [ék 100 Tpog votov plépovg IMaviiemg tov
‘Ovvooepen[c] .. eva-. What can we make of gva-? We are not entirely
sure of the sequence €+v: in this papyrus, normally the upper stroke of
€ ends at the bottom of the following v (Il. 3, 17, 18). Here we are deal-
ing more probably with an ava- sequence. Moreover, the visible upper
part of an m, preceded by a letter in ligature (possibly a ), could sug-
gest the following restoration: y1j &va [[uécov, which might have been
followed by a reference to whatever was in between the land of Psen-
kebkis and the land of Paneles: cf. P.Tebt. 2 325.12—-13; P.Mich. 5 285.6;
P.MilVogl. 2.98.61.

Warga reads [Taviiewg instead of [Tavricewmg, although he notes that
the name TTavAleog is unattested.?* The TTavnoig referred to here might
be identical with the priest from Tebtunis mentioned in P.Oslo 3.115.6,
whose son may be mentioned in PS/ 10.1145, P.Tebt. 2.309, and SB 6.9642.
Mapeynuig Tob Mopenknuiog, mentioned as one of the landowners,
might be tentatively associated with the Mapeynpig Mapenkaipiog of
P.Tebt. 2.298.16, in which Mapeyfjpig is listed among fifty exempt
(apolysimoi) priests. This supports the pattern already observed of priestly
involvement in the management of public land.

14-16 Here we come to the chronological specification of the sub-
lease. Warga’s restoration of 1. 14 is suspect (it seems too short). Accord-
ing to the text, the lease is valid for the fifteenth year of Trajan’s reign,
as well as for the subsequent seven years starting from the seventeenth
year of his reign. Here the scribe seems to have made a mistake, in that
the 16th year of Trajan’s reign is skipped. What the scribe should have
written is £ékkaidgxdrov (i.e. from the 16th year). A possible explanation

24 We thank the anonymous reviewer at BASP for suggesting the reading ITovicenc.
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for this mistake is the presence of éntd in the same line, which might have
influenced the inattentive scribe. It may also suggest that he was copying
from an exemplar.

1620 The last lines before the big lacuna specify the duties of
Kronion. Their reconstruction is heavily dependent upon P.Tebt. 2.373.10—
12. On the taxes referred to, see F. Reiter, Die Nomarchen des Arsinoites:
ein Beitrag zum Steuerwesen im romischen Agypten (Paderborn 2004)
199-215; P.Lips. 2.219, comm.

17 For [kol kaBapel ka0’ &rog émi ta dnJiovuevo €tn dKTOL
(I. dxt®), see P.Tebt. 2.373.10-11.

21-26 How many lines are missing between frr. a and c¢? The cross-
ing lines which were made after the fulfillment of the contract allow us
to estimate that the number of missing lines is six. Warga read the begin-
ning of Psenkebkis’ subscription in the lacuna before the third line of
what he referred to as fr. b; we have determined, however, that Warga’s
fr. b in fact consists of two incorrectly joined fragments (frr. bl and b2;
see above). We are left with no hints as to where exactly Psenkebkis’
subscription begins.

27-32 As Warga notes, 1. 27 is very uncertain. His reconstruction
hardly corresponds to the traces of letters still visible on the papyrus. We
can distinctly see a pa, the p resembling that of Spayudv (1. 29), likely
preceded by a  (only the lower horizontal bar is visible). After pa, the
lower-right part of a 7 is perhaps visible. This strongly suggests a reading
of dpayp-, or the abbreviation dpay. Before §pa, we suggest reading the
1 of a xoi ligature. What comes before and after is unclear. For instance,
we would exclude Warga’s reading -evoig before xai. On palacographic
grounds, this cannot be the sequence 1g; more likely it is vg (see v in 1. 29),
suggesting a genitive singular or accusative plural ending. The end of
1. 27 might contain the sequence -¢c. If this were the case, Warga’s res-
toration of [tnv pi]ol[0wot]v would be invalidated.

The terms of the lease are somewhat anomalous, given that Psenkeb-
kis receives an additional payment unrelated to the other obligations
between the contracting parties, probably as a didneicua or “sweetener”:
cf. P.Tebt. 2.373.15-16: Onép thode Tig pioboceng [dplyvpikod dia-
nicuatog; see also F. Reiter, “P.Prag. inv. Gr. I 1B: Kaisereid eines
Schmugglers,” Analecta Papyrologica 14—15 (2002-2003) 165-171 at 169—
170. The exact sum of this monetary consideration is uncertain, however.
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Given the number of letters missing, Tevt|nkovta or [dydo]nkovta are
plausible solutions (cf. P.Sel.Warga, p. 59). As suggested to us 'by Keenan
per litt., the latter might be a better fit, since the sum would be easily
divisible by four, and the drachma is often used as a term of account for
actual tetradrachms. Speculation aside, it is worth noting that the amount
of the sweetener is not normally expressed in other kinds of contracts (cf.
PSI 10.1143.22-23, P.Tebt. 2.311.28-29). Furthermore, as Warga has
already noted, the presence of the formula pn élattovpévov is rather
anomalous in this context. It occurs more typically in other kinds of docu-
ments (e.g. loans, repayments). See, for example, P.Vars. 10.3.21-24: un
ghatTovpévng g Alapmpotoyng dmép dv dAlov dpiim adth [k]ad’
gtepov daviov apyvpiov kepa[laiov dpayudv évalk[oc]iov kal td[v]
GO ToL évestdTOg H[MVvog t]oxmv. The insertion of this formula reveals
the intention of the two contracting parties to separate the present trans-
action from the other obligations between them.

32-34 If Psenkebkis’ writing has some problems, Kronion’s little con-
tribution is even cruder. It appears as if Kronion had barely surpassed the
level of “signature literacy.”? For example, the verb pepicOopat looks
something like peiAwcBopat from a purely palacographical standpoint
(compare the first ® with that of Kpoviov[o]g). His pen seems to be quite
shaky, especially in the sequence -pi-, in which a number of stray marks
are apparent.

3. Repayment of a Deposit

P.Tebt.suppl. 1073 HxW=6x6cm Tebtunis, AD 134

Midsection of a taller papyrus, complete on the right side only. The
regularity of the other sides, which are incomplete, suggests that the origi-
nal papyrus sheet may have been cut, perhaps to be reused, or that it was
broken along fold lines. At least two vertical fold-lines are visible. The
text is written along the fibers; the back is blank. Due to the probable
restorations of 1l. 9-10, we estimate that the average range of the lacunae
on the left side of the document is ca. 16—18 letters.

25 See H.C. Youtie, “Bpadéng ypaowv: Between Literacy and Illiteracy,” GRBS 7
(1966) 239-261 and U. Yiftach, “Quantifying Literacy in the Early Roman Arsinoités: The
Case of the Grapheion Document,” in D.M. Schaps, U. Yiftach, and D. Dueck (eds.), When
West Met East: The Encounter of Greece and Rome with the Jews, Egyptians, and Others.
Studies Presented to Ranon Katzoff in Honor of his 75th Birthday (Trieste 2016) 269-280.
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[ 1.1
[ Yelvkn Bt ok priog d¢ tdv &E1-

[kovta . ... .. oOAN d]vtiyeipt 6eE1d1 kol T TOLTOL AdEAPT
4 [ Kal yov]aiki @evpgpolcodymt ®g TV

[ -kovta 6]00 OOAT] AvTiKvuiot de&1dt, 1) yovi

[ petd kupiov 1o]d adtod WevknPrioc, [t]oic duoi

[ Gréyev map’] adtdV S1d LELPOS GPYLPLOL dPay UG
8 [ -axooialg g deulav ol dvo tdl Kpoviovi

[ka®’ dporoyiav mapa]Ofkny teretofeloay 51t ToL adTOL
[ypapeiov 1@ éveatrt]t évvelalkaidek[G]tot Eter A[d]p[t]av[ov]
[ 1dexartn, v kal dvadédwkay '

12 [adtd eig a]0étnov kol dkoipmoty kol unte

[ 1 I R I I I |

8 [ dpethav 9 [ mapaldnkng; tereiwbdeicav 12 [ dxbpmotv

“... to Psenkebkis, son of Pakebkis, aged about sixty [..., with a scar]
on his right thumb, and to his sister and wife ..., Thenmarsisouchos,
aged about ... two, with a scar on her right shin [... with her guardian]
the aforementioned Psenkebkis, to the two of them, [acknowledges that
he received] from them in person [... hundred] drachmas of silver ...
which the two of them owed to Kronion [in accordance with the agree-
ment] for the deposit executed through the same [record office, in the
current] fifteenth year of the reign of Hadrian ... tenth, which they gave
... for cancellation and annulment and will not proceed ...”

1 Missing almost in its entirety. Traces of ink in upper right-hand
corner around the letter n at the rightmost edge of 1. 2 likely belong to
the tail of the letter &. This may form part of the physical description or
a reference to the age of the first party, Kronion (patronymic unknown).
We expect that the document is missing an additional two to three lines
at the top, which would accommodate the prescript in addition to the men-
tion of Kronion and his description. See, e.g., BGU 1 196 for a contempo-
rary parallel to this type of deposit, with the opening lines intact.

2-3 The end of I. 2 confirms Psenkebkis’ reported age as between 60
and 69 years old at the time of this document, which we date to AD 134
on the basis of 1. 10 (see below). P.Tebt.suppl. 1072, PSI 10.1135, and
SB 22.15613 suggest a birth date for Psenkebkis in the early 60s AD,
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Fig. 4

but we cannot use them to triangulate a specific year (see introduction).
If Psenkebkis reports his age as less than 70 years old in AD 134, the
earliest birth-year we can extrapolate (i.e. assuming an age of 69) is
AD 65. This is not impossible to reconcile with the evidence in P.Tebt.
suppl. 1072, PSI 10.1135, and SB 22.15613, especially since it is reason-
able to assume that Psenkebkis’ reported age becomes less reliable as
he grows older (see above n. 6). Nevertheless the evidence favors a sup-
plement to 1. 3 that puts Psenkebkis in his late 60s, if not 69.

3-4 Thenmarsisouchos is an uncommon name, appearing only in
Tebtunis, primarily in the first century AD (P.Mich. 2.123, 2.128, 5.238,
5.240, 5.329, P.Tebt. 2.299), and only twice in the second century AD
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(SB 12.11006a, 18.13118). For the reading in the lacuna of 1. 4, we ten-
tatively suggest the possibility of either 1f] 6ponatpie kol yvv]aiki or
0 dpountpie xoi yov]ouki (there is no space for both adjectives), which
would make Psenkebkis and Thenmarsisouchos half-siblings, and com-
fortably fills out the lacuna to the range indicated above.

For the frequency of priestly brother-sister marriage: K. Hopkins,
“Brother-Sister Marriage in Roman Egypt,” CSSH 22.3 (1980) 303-
354; Bagnall and Frier (n. 6) 127-134; Remijsen and Clarysse (n. 11);
R. Takahashi and J.L. Rowlandson, “Brother-Sister Marriage and Inher-
itance Strategies in Greco-Roman Egypt,” JRS 99 (2009) 103-139. For the
joint appearance of husbands and wives in loan documents in the Fayytim,
Lerouxel (n. 12) 72-79 argues that the phenomenon is confined primarily
to the first century AD, and to AD 109 at the very latest (see P.Kron. 11,
P.Fam.Tebt. 11, P.Fouad. 57). The present document is evidence of the
phenomenon at least a couple decades later.

4-5 In the nineteen cases of close-kin marriage analyzed by Bagnall
and Frier (n. 6) 131, the average difference in age between the spouses is
5.4 years (about 3 years less than in an exogamous marriage). Given the
additional fact that Egyptian husbands are as old or older than their wives
(both exogamous and close-kin) in 88% of seventy-eight cases analyzed
(cf. Bagnall and Frier [n. 6] 119), it is tempting to restore £&Nkovta in
the lacuna at the beginning of 1. 3, making the age of Thenmarsisou-
chos sixty-two. If our theory about Psenkebkis’ age is correct, this would
make him about five to seven years older than his sister-wife, which is
well within the normative range. We might, however, expect more letters
in the lacuna.

5-6 The description of Thenmarsisouchos is followed by a sentence
which designates Psenkebkis as her kyrios, i.e. acting as her guardian. We
tentatively read f) yovn; the unusual shapes of the eta and gamma are
unparalleled elsewhere in the document. The reading nevertheless makes
sense in its context For a parallel for such a formula although heav11y
TOV npoysypauusvou adtig | [av6po<; In 1. 6, before UETA KLpiov T0]V,
there is space for approximately four letters. We tentatively suggest oboa
as a possibility for restoration, though we are unable to find specific
parallels.

6—7 Seee.g. P.Ryl.2.174A, PSI 8.961b, SPP 22.72, and PSI 10.1140
for parallels for the use of the numeral 6vo in this common formulation.



PSENKEBKIS, SON OF PAKEBKIS 81

There are ca. 67 letters missing between [t]oig dvai (1. 6) and our sug-
gested restoration of dnéyewv map’] (1. 7). The formula ITépcaig thg Emi-
yovig, attested in many parallels after toig dvci (BGU 3.710, P.Amh. 2.50,
P.Stras. 4.209), is too long to fit, though [Tépcatg alone is a likely possi-
bility, since women with “Persian” status were known simply as [Tepcivn
(without tfi¢ &miyovig).?® See P.Mich. 5.329.12—-15 (AD 40-41), which
refers to a Psenkebkis, married to a Thenmarsisouchos, who are plausibly
the ancestors of our Psenkebkis and his sister-wife Thenmarsisouchos
(see above n. 1): YevknPrig [MaxnPrig [TEpong thg Emkovig Kal | Yuvn
pov Ogvpapoicovyog Yoeig [epoivn peta kupiov avti[g] GAANAEVYL
ig éxtiow Ex[o]uev. The reference here to [Tépong thg émiyoviig makes
the reading of [1épcatg in the present document even more tempting.

For the nature and function of parathekai, see Tenger (n. 9) 61-79.
Though the evidence suggests that most loans were taken out to meet
immediate financial obligations (tax payments and liturgical duties), Tenger
proposes (p. 70, 75, 264) that some deposits were used for investment,
and accordingly ties the increase in paratheke documents in the first half
of the second century AD to a general improvement in economic condi-
tions. Tenger also proposes that parathekai often involved parties from the
upper classes of society, though the present document does not enable us
to determine the social standing of Kronion, or the exact amount of money
involved in the transaction.

8 A possible restoration for the beginning of the line is [xiAiog . . ..
okooia]g, which would give the amount for the deposit as between one
and two thousand drachmas (e.g. y1\iag TeTpaKociog, Teviakoaciag, etc.).
It is also possible to have an even larger amount (cf. P.Koln 15.614.13—
14: tpioyeiriog). The amount could of course be smaller, but due to the
length of the lacuna between dpaypac (1. 7) and axocia]g (1. 8), the
amount of drachmas is likely to be at least in the hundreds. The relatively
large sum of money in the present document (Tenger [n. 9] 75 gives an
average of 1,133 drachmas for loans of the first half of the second c. AD)
may therefore indicate why Psenkebkis is both kyrios to his wife Thenmar-
sisouchos as well as party to the transaction itself: women alone tended to
be involved in smaller transactions (cf. Lerouxel [n. 12] 72-79, 112-115).

For a contemporary reference to a Kronion, son of Kronion, see
P.Tebt. 2.392 (AD 134/135). Since we do not possess the description or
patronymic of the Kronion in the present document, it is impossible to

20 On Persian status, see Lerouxel (n. 12) 70-72.
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determine whether the two Kronions are the same individual, though the
possibility is intriguing. In P.Tebt. 2.392, Kronion indemnifies his sister
Eudaimonis against liabilities incurred by their father and another brother
to a creditor by a paratheke-contract which had been drawn up ca. fifteen
years earlier.

9-11 Our reconstruction of 1. 9 is supported by numerous parallels
(e.g. BGU 1.196.18, P.Kron. 20.8, P.Tebt. 2.392.19); napa]0nxmnv should
be corrected to mapa]Onknc. The substitution of the genitive with the accu-
sative might be explained as contextual error, the scribe being influenced
by the v of the accusative dpoAioyiav and perhaps even tedetofeicav.

It is difficult to accurately reconstruct the duration of time for which
the present contract remained valid (on the topic cf. Tenger [n. 9] 73-74).
We date the document to AD 134 on the basis of 1. 10 (§vve[a]kaidex[d]t®
&te1 A[S]p[t]av[ov], the nineteenth year of Hadrian’s reign), which is con-
sistent with Psenkebkis’ reported age in 1l. 1-2. Our readings in 1. 10, while
tentative, are supported by the paleographical content of the document as a
whole. The § in our reading of évve[a]kadex[d]tw, for example, seems
to resemble the “open” & as seen in 1l. 3 (5e&id), 5 (5&1dn), 8 (8V0), etc.
The & may be joined with the proceeding € in the compressed manner as
seen also in 1. 3 and 5 (6e&1md1 and de&idr). This same ligature is perhaps
given more space in l. 11 (...]dekdtn). As for A[d]p[t]av[oV] (see Fig. 5
for our reconstruction), the initial o resembles the initial o of avTiKVT oL
(I. 5), avtov (1. 6), avtav (1. 7), etc. We conjecture that the oblique stroke
of the o was attached to the proceeding 6 as in Il. 3 (¢d6eron) and 11 (&va-
d&dwkav). For the connection of this 6 to the proceeding p, see the ligature
dpinl. 7 (dpaypag). The v, visible only in the upper and lower extremities
of the first vertical stroke, may fit the shape of v in dvadédwxay (1. 11).

Fig. 5

If we are right in restoring ypageiov 1@ éveatdt]y in 1. 10, which closely
matches the length of our restoration of the lacuna in 1. 9, the contract for
the deposit would seem to have remained valid for less than a single year.?’
For contracts of the same type with durations of less than one year, see

27 We exclude the possibility of restoring the reading dieAniv06tt because of constraints
of space.
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e.g. P.Lond. 3.907 (5 months at most) and BGU 2.520 (6 months). We are,
however, unable to recover the exact date on which the reimbursement took
place, which we would expect to have formed a part of the prescript. We
are only able to partially recover the date on which the original contract
was executed (dexdrn, l. 11), indicating a date from the 10th to the 19th
of a certain month, though the name of the month itself is not preserved.
Our readings in 1l. 10-11 do not leave much room for the other elements
of the imperial formula at the beginning of 1. 11, though in this context
the formula may have been no more than &tet Adpravov Tob Kvpiov,
followed by mention of the month and day. See e.g. P.Oxy.19.2230: tat
Y (1e1) A[Spravod tob kupiov] unvi Eneie; P.Oxy. 50 3557: 10 tpite
gret Adpravob tob kupiov pnvi Néw ZegBlaclte.

12-13 The section following the dating formula, here only partially
preserved, is rather formulaic: cf. BGU 1.196.20-22. There seems to be too
much space for a mere reference to Kronion. Perhaps adt® was followed
by a reference to the contract (tn)v oporoyiav; cf. PAmh 2.112.16-17),
or by an adverb of place (a0t60¢v; cf. P.Kron 11.16). For the spelling
dxoipworv, cf. P.Kron 11.16, 12.17-18. Traces of at least three letters
at the top of 1. 13 are visible. Though we do not provide a restoration of
1. 13, see P.Fam.Tebt. 9.15—19 for a continuation of the formula given
in L. 12: gic [@]Oetigv kal dxkOpwoily, Kal unte avtov[g] Tovg d[v]o
‘Hpoxieidnv kai Aniov pide tovg map’ avtdv énelevcacbor Enfi]
Vv Oafoly uRde &ni todg mop’ adthc mepi @V anEcynkav kabott
TPOKELTOL UNdE TTEPL ETEPOL ATADG TPAYHOTOG HEY PL THG EVETT(DONG)
neepag.
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