P.Athen. 48: Tax registers from Karanis

One side of this papyrus' bears a list of names of men and amounts of money, plausibly
interpreted as payments for poll-tax. It was assigned to the second century and
dubiously attributed to Theadelphia, but Kdpavog Awadtog in 1. 10 points away from
West Fayum: Kdpovog takes us to the North-East, and Awadg to Karanis.” Even more,
Kovvdg Xai[pn(povog) in 1. 9 may be a known resident of Karanis: c¢f. O.Mich. 1392.1
Kovvig Xop(npovog); the ostracon is dated Year 5, Payni 6, which may correspond to
31 May 197 or 222. ITtolepaiog Ioyv[pla in 1. 11 may recur in BGU 1 157.4f. (after
212: BL XIII 17), and ’Toyvpac IMrore[paliov in 1. 12 may be the same as the one in
O.Mich. 1278 (Year 21, Payni 19 = 13 June 213), 282, and 285.

If any of the suggested identifications holds, the setting is Karanis, early in the
third century, but two other persons take us to the world of the 7ax Rolls, some three
decades earlier. The name of the father of Kapfic ITdysmg in 1. 7 should be read as
[Taco&  , presumably [Tacoéey, Kapfig [Taco&et is recorded in P.Mich. IV.1 223.2418,
3277 (172), 224.624, 2197, 3938 (173), 225.2604 (175). Then An[ Jhog [ JAv( ) in
1. 3, in reality Aptepdg It[o]re(paiov), must be the one known from P.Mich. 223.513,
1790 and 224.623 (and SB XVIII 13857.3f.). We may thus assign this tax register to the
end of the second century or the very beginning of the third.

A few other names should be read differently, but this does not lead to
identifications with known persons. In 1. 8, Xoiprpov Iay[og] [, the father’s name
may be read as Bak?;[ﬁ(?)]ouq. In 1. 13, ‘Qpiov Kayong, read Boyuwtng, 1. Bakyidtng;
Horion came from Bakchias. In 1. 17 and 23, Aay[aviov] has already been doubted (BL
VIII 390); there is no lacuna in 1. 17, but only Aay/, to be resolved as Aoy (avomdAng)
(also in 1. 23). In 1. 18, instead of Akodg read APodc. In 1. 19, read MéAhac ‘Hpad, not
‘Hpa(kha). In 1. 23, Xepag seems preferable to Xopac. In 1. 26 for ITto[ read ITtoA[.
Kuwomi[0t]g in 1. 31 would be a rarity; we may read Kiom[c] IT [.°

The editor thought that the account was written on the ‘recto’ of the papyrus, but
this is false. It is written across the fibres on the back of a piece cut from an extensive
tax register, upside down relative to the front. Of this earlier text we have a column with
names and amounts of money, with remains of two other columns on either side. The
editor stressed that it was hard to read. Certain parts are indeed difficult, on account of
the occasionally very fast writing, abrasion and other damage, but the reading of more
than half of the text of the first edition is susceptible to substantial improvement. I
present a revised text, with translation and notes.*

The sums recorded are variable; some of them are fairly high (170 dr. in the first
column, opposite 1. 23) and others quite low. This suggests a register of vineyard or
garden taxes, also in view of the presence of women: of the thirty names of tax-payers

"I inspected the original on a number of occasions between June 1995 and March 2004, but the present
study is mainly based on digital images supplied in October 2020. I am grateful to Ms loanna Ninou,
Head of the Archive of the Archaeological Society at Athens, for all her help.

> TM Nam 19595. The name is also attested in P.Cair.Goodsp. 30.xxv.16, where the papyrus has aiowv.

3 Several other dubious readings have proved more difficult to improve. There is no Kehodhov in 1. 20;
the name begins Kele- or Bele-, but I have not managed to match what follows with a known name. The
same applies to Kapd[vo]v in 1. 21; the papyrus has Kata [ Jog (Kotap[oAié]log would not fit in the
space). Another name beginning Kota- is written in 1. 22, where the edition gives Kta .

*1 have left the remnants of the adjacent columns untranscribed. Minor departures from the ed. pr. are not
signalled in the notes.



that may be recovered with certainty, twenty-one are of men and nine are of women. A
number of these persons recur in the 7ax Rolls or other texts from Karanis. A date in the
middle of the second century is suggested; see below, 23 n., 25 n., and 27 n.

Oéppovbic  eofg
Aoyyivog Nethog |
Mo&yuav[og
[©£]ppovb[ig

5 [An]oMo [
Iotdmpog [
Ovoréprog Al
Xovyag [

Tacouy(dpov) [
10 MioOng OvafAepiov

"Tobhog “Hpwv[ 1.

Apoin[oc 1 (Spaxpai) &

At [ Jao[c] TIpdkhog  (Spayuai) EB

‘EMévn o 0g [(Bpaypoi)] kO (teTpdBorov)
15 Mogyu  ovetp(avog)  (dpayuat)  (dixaikov)

Kdotap | mog (Bpopo) &

Tip[€prog] TMebéwg (Spaypal) B

Tacovy(gprov) KorhovBov (dpayual) kn (tevidporov)

[Mebedg 6 kai Kdp(avoc) Zok(unvenc) (Spayuai) € (tetpoBorov) (Siyarkov)
20 [T T’ vepepds Aniovog (dpayuai) & (tpidforov)

Tao[oJux(dplov) . viog  (Spoypal) B

"lodhiog Adyyos (Spoyuo) € (6BoAdS) (Stxokiov)

Apdriog Ipiokog (Sporyuat) € (tetpmdPodrov) (dixorkov)

"Tovhog Kdotmp ovetp(avog) (Spayuoat) o (0Borog) (MumpPértov) (dixoikov)
25  Tacovy(dpov) ‘Hpa (Spaypat) 1

[Mehevg [Mebéwg (Spoaypai?) op (tprwBorov)
Tacovy(dprov) ITtorepaiov (Spaypat) vo
Yapaniov Aniovog (Sporyuat) € (tetpdPodrov) (dixorkov)
“Hpoy . .. 9gg (Spoyuo) o

30 ZapPag [].......c.[](meviopodov)

Ioidwplolg A [...]. .covov (Spayuai) os
[Alppova [ 10 1....[ 1.,
[ Tl

9,18, 21, 25, 27 tacovyS 12, 13 et passim § (vestigial in 12, 22, 25, 26, 28,29) 14, 19, 23, 28 /
15,24 ovetpl  15,19,22,23,24,28 X 18,30 F 20,26/ 22,24— 244

Thermouthis daughter of —eis ...
Longinus Neilos ...
Maximianus ...
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Thermouthis ...

Apollo— ...

Isidoros ...

Valerius ...

Souchas ...

Tasoucharion ...

Mysthes son of Valerius ...
Valerius ...

Iulius Heron (or: son of Heron) ...

Harsiesis ... 4 dr.
Aemilius(?) Proclus 62 dr.

Helene ... 29 dr. 4 ob.
Maximi(anus?), veteran ... ... dr. 2 ch.
Kastor ... 4 dr. ...
Tiberius son of Petheus 2 dr.

Petheus alias Karanos son of Sokmenis 5dr. 4 ob. 2 ch.
Tnepheros daughter of Apion 4 dr. 3 ob.
Tasoucharion daughter of ... 2 dr.

Tulius Longus 7 dr. 1 ob. 2 ch.
Amatius Priscus 5dr. 4 ob. 2 ch.

Iulius Kastor, veteran
Tasoucharion daughter of Heras

11 dr. 1% ob. 2 ch.
12 dr.

Petheus son of Petheus 72 dr. 3 ob.

Tasoucharion daughter of Ptolemaios 54 dr.

Saparion son of Apion 5dr. 4 ob. 2 ch.

Heron son of —pbhis 11dr.

Sambas son of ... ... 5ob.

Isidoros son of A— 76 dr.

Ammonia— ...

Oéppovdic . erto[g. Oépuovdig Manéitog is known from the Tax Rolls; see P.Mich.

IV.2, p. 176. But [Tanéito[g is not an easy reading.

Magyuov[ég: [ 1. ..

[ ed. pr. Mo&ivog is less likely. Cf. also 15 and n. The name is

not common in this period, but we find it at Karanis with Zgumpaviog Moa&eiovog
loatpdg in P.Mich. V.1 224.5318. Perhaps the same person is to be recognized in BGU 1
43.5-7 (Ars.; 1/111) 810 Zepnpolviov Moa&yuavod gdoynpolvog, a papyrus that probably
comes from Karanis. Although the names are common, almost everyone mentioned in it
could be identified with someone in the tax rolls of 172-5 or in other texts of somewhat
earlier or later date: for ITtoAepaiov Tatapod|tog (7-8), cf. P.Mich. IV.2, p. 220 (various
options), etc.; for Mdpwvog Awvaiov (9), cf. P.Kar.Goodsp. 81.3 (158/9), P.Mich. 1V .2,
p. 186, etc.; for Apmdiov Apmdiov (12), cf. P.Mich. IV.1 224.4886; for [ITtole]paio[v]
Xaprpovog (15), cf. P.Mich. IV.2, p. 226, etc.

[@]ppovb[ic: [ Jopov [ ed. pr.

[Am]oMo [:[ ]AA_ [ ed. pr. Either [An]oAwv[- or [Am]oA&dg [ would be possible.
Tacovy(dpwov) [ : Te[vod(?)]x[is ed. pr. Tacelg is a less likely reading. The same holds
for 1. 18.

MicOng Ova[repiov : Mvuot[dg] ov [ ed. pr. One may also read Mucag, a less
common form of this name at Karanis; cf. P.Mich. XXI 828.42 n. (Mvot[ag] had been
questioned by P.J. SUPESTEUN, Aegyptus 65 (1985) 27 n. 19 = BL VIII 390.)
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‘Tobhog “Hpav| : “Hpwv, used as a cognomen (cf. 22, 24) or “Hpwv[og (so ed. pr.). The
trace at the end of the line might be part of the sign for diyalkov.

Apoin[owg: A [ed. pr.

At [ Jao[c] TIpdkhog: AE [ ], [ ed. pr. After Ay, there is a low trace followed by a
blank space, probably the result of abrasion. This suggests reading Aip[{]JA0[g]. It is less
likely that the space was left blank deliberately; otherwise, the name would be AT A10[c].
‘EAévn ac [(6p.)] : X

,,,, ovetp(avdg) : Md&wog  yp( ) ed. pr. T cannot read Ma&yuavdg or
Maé&wivog (cf. 3 and n.). The penultimate trace is an upright, which rules out Mda&woc.
(8p.) . (Blyorkov) : [(8p.)] . ed. pr. The damaged number may be «.

Kdotwp = maoc_ . (8p.) & : Kdot[ewp (?) ] a3 ed. pr. What is written after &
may be a cancelled triobol sign.

Tpép[roc] Mebémwg (Bp.) B: TP[épog (?) 1. .. [(Bp.)] B ed. pr. The space seems too
tight for TiBep[ivoc].

Tacovy(dpiov) Korrovbov : Tav[fig] KoArobBov ed. pr. Tacovydpiov KoArobBov is also
known from P.Mich. IV.1 223.1963f. (Ed. pr. also read « instead of # at the end.)

[Mebebg 6 kai Kdp(avog) Zok(uivewc) : Tekdoig 0 kol Kap( ) Tok( ) ed. pr. This person
is also attested in the Tax Rolls; see P.Mich. IV .2, p. 204.

(Spayuai) € (tetpdBorov) (diyarikov). The same sum occurs in 11. 23 and 28.

[TU T vepepds Aniwvog : Tivo[0]010¢ Aniwvog ed. pr.

Tac[o]ux(dpov) = viwog: Ta[fic ] @viog ed. pr. I have considered Avviog or Ayviog, but
neither is convincing.

‘Tovhog Adyyog : Tovr[wg] . ed. pr. A T'diog Toviog Adyyog is known from the Tax
Rolls; see P.Mich.1V.2, p. 159.

‘Apdriog Ipiokog : Axdtiog Ipiokov ed. pr. The will of the soldier Amatius Priscus,
made in 127/8, is mentioned in P.Cair.Goodsp. 29. This text comes from Karanis and is
undated, but cannot be later than the middle of the second century. The soldier’s daughter
Lucia is probably the same as Amatia Prisca alias Lucia in P.Lond. 11 470 = M.Chr. 318
(Ars.; 168). Amatia Prisca also occurs in the Tax Rolls. See further P.Louvre 11 114.10 n.
"TodvAog Kdotwp odetp(avde) : ‘Toviog Kdotwpo(c) tov ed. pr. (Ed. pr. also missed ")
Tacovy(dpov) ‘Hpa (8p.) 1 : Tavig “Hpov [ 1P ed. pr. A Tasoucharion daughter of
Heras filed a census return at Karanis on 21.iv.203 (BGU 11 577), aged 74 years at that
time. If the Athens papyrus is earlier than c. 150 (cf. above, 23 n.), this would have been a
different Tasoucharion.

[MeBevg Mebéme : Tle [ ], TiPepiov ed. pr. Several people with this combination of
names occur in the Tax Rolls; see P.Mich. IV.2, p. 203f.

(Sporynai?) of (tpwP.) : [(8p.)] . . . ed. pr. I have assumed that the first trace after the
blank space is part of the drachma sign; it would be more difficult to read the sign in
place of the doubtful o.

Tacovy(dprov) IMrorepaioy. The reading of paiov is only intuitive. This is another Tax
Rolls figure: see P.Mich. IV.2, p. 239. She would have been in her late sixties at that
time; unless this is a different Tasoucharion daughter of Ptolemaios living at Karanis, she
is said to be 35 years old in BGU 1l 472 i = M.Chr. 161 (139), while in BGU 11 472 ii
(141) her age is given as 34 years. She is also recorded in the undated BGU XV 2491 .4.
“Hpov .. 9e0s: K on TI0ovog ed. pr. The letter before ¢ is @ or pu (Ayyodeeng is
not a possible reading), and € may also be read as €.

SonBac [1. ... . [1(evedB):Tw. . ... .. ... ed. pr. The trace after
¢ could be the foot of the drachma sign, with a number such as 1 lost in the narrow break.



31 lotsoplolg A [, 1. .aévov Gp)os:lois [ 1.0 1.0 1.0 1. [edpr
32 [Alppovia [: ] opw [ ed. pr. [Alupoviav[6c would be the obvious reading, but v is
difficult. Not [A]updviog.
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